
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.20532 of 2019

======================================================
Ujjwal Kant, Son of Late Krishna Kumar, Resident of Village- Naya Aahar,
Post- Habibpur, P.S.- Parwalpur, District- Nalanda.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  Principal  Secretary,  Water  Resources
Department, Bihar, Patna.

2. The Principal Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

3. The  District  Compassionate  Committee,  through  its  Chairman,  District
Magistrate, Muzaffarpur.

4. The District Magistrate, Muzaffarpur.

5. The Deputy Collector, Establishment, Muzaffarpur.

6. The Superintending Engineer, Mechanical, Irrigation Mechanical Division,
Muzaffarpur.

7. The  Executive  Engineer,  Mechanical,  Irrigation  Mechanical  Division,
Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sudhir Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Venkatesh Kirti, JC to GA-2
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

4 09-07-2025 Heard the parties.

2.  The challenge in  the present  writ  petition is  made to  an

order  as  contained  in  letter  dated  28.07.2018  passed  by  the  District

Compassionate  Appointment  Committee,  Muzaffarpur,  whereby  the

petitioner was directed to be appointed on Group D post in place of Group

C. 

3.  Learned Advocate for  the petitioner,  although challenged

the  order  impugned  on  various  grounds,  but   submitted with  all
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fairness that the date on which the application of the petitioner

was considered for compassionate appointment, he was having

qualification  for  Group  D  post,  but  subsequent  thereto,  the

petitioner acquired eligibility for the post of Group C, but his

case has not not been considered.

4.  Learned  Advocate  for  the  State  by  making  his

submissions justified the impugned order. 

5. At this stage, learned Advocate for the petitioner,

after  some  argument(s),  seeks  permission  to  withdraw  the

present writ petition. 

6. Learned Advocate for the State has no objection. 

7.  In  view  thereof,  the  present  writ  petition  stands

dismissed as withdrawn. 
    

rohit/-
(Harish Kumar, J)
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