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IN THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR ;
/ i
WRIT PRTITION NO. [Y{b /03 |
PETITIONERS . 3 fﬁ- Smt., Prakashi Devi widow of B
bl
late Rajbeer Singh, aged Eﬁ
about 50 years, i
. 2e Sachin Kumar s/0 late Rajbeer ﬂf
) Singh , aged about 22 years. ”}
: 1.
Y - =
Esgiwc$gﬁ..ﬁﬂ Both R/o village & P.O. Chhur |
‘p¢1;gp;;§§kﬂ“ Teh. Sardhana, Distt.Meerut
et T ©.p.)
v -
VERSUS
RESPONDENT : State of Chhattisgarh

Through=- The Secretary

Department of Home Mantralayé
D.K. Bhawap; Raipur (G.G.)

THE‘ INDIA FOR ISSUEANCE OF WRIT, ORDER OR/AND DIRECTION

IN THE NATURE OF MANDAMUS, CERTIORARI OR OF ANY OTHER

APPROPRIATE NATURE.
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-1 Dantewada District ¥

purpose e had receiv

i4 QQEDEQCQ

Shri M.P.S. Bﬂnda ole} m_sd for the pemhoneis

CShriAK 11*»%"1;1, Gévt. Advocate for the State/ respondent.

The petitioners havg pre

ferred this writ petition under Article

226 of the Constitution gf fha for directing the respondent/State

o grant Compassmnate '%ippomtment to petiticner no.2 and also for

grant of Rs,1,50,000/- e

late Rajbeer Singh.

it has been men

petitioner no.1 and fath

was a Sub-Inspector !

M.P., and during the cot
H

23/06/2002.

sensitive area where hie 1
was transierred to Durg
a period of si

o account of infection

mstitutions at Bhilai, M
remainzd hospitalized

s 1,530,000/~ cut of w
medical treatment and
traveling and cother exp

from “Cirrhosis with Hg

ekpenses incurred on medical treatment of

'\

fionied in the petiticn that husband of
T of petitioner no.2 Late Rajbeer Singh

Holice Department in the ezs‘m*hﬂe State of

n the Vean" 1990 late Rajbeer Singh was ﬁal]mfﬁi"‘ﬁ‘d

Cistrict, Thersiore, he was in D"“‘:ﬁ‘vuu

i while remaining Dantewade
ity his Hver he becaine sicl and for tha
et the medical treatment from  various
gpent  about

for  several  thnes  and

vich: about

fhe remaining Rs.20,000/- was spent on

cnses, 1&‘{6’ Rajbeer Singh was suffering

and ultimately he died on

patic failure”

rse of emplovmenc he died in hamess on

‘hich is a Naxalite affecied area and a

Fnained up to October, _1996 Emd then he

hti Nagar, Mecrut, and New Delhi and he &

Rs.1,30,000/- was spent on |
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tie was posted at Danfewada he sent his family members to his.

native place Meerut, Therefore, petitioner no. 2 took his educ ation '
m varicius schoels at Meerut District.  Afier death of his fathﬁr.

4

pﬁ‘tz’tzm:er ne.2 applied for éom;*a::smﬂate appointment and 36‘161"11
apphﬂahehs were movdd by him and ultimately on 22/02 j ’3‘00u
respondent/ State 1"638;&3{1 the reguest of the psL&ozmi 10.2 ‘"or
giving him e ploymenft on compass: ionate ground only on th

ground

that he had stfdied from outside the State,

canuot be given emp%oj\gment on compassionate ground. The:

ground taken by the| respondent is arbitrary

petitioner cannot be dej Lied for the compasmozlate appointment.

Return has been{filed on ‘bebaﬁ" of the respondent/ State m:'

which i't has _beezl aduifitted that the prayer has been I‘C‘]'E:Cted O:
account of the fact thhat his case was not coversd under 1€
guidelines znd he had {faken his education from outside the tate

As far as the question|of reimbursement of medical cﬁpenSPS ig?

concerned, no bills it} this regard have b@@h received by thf::j_,

enswering respondent}and if the bills are submitted b}’ the:

be reimbursed as per rjles.
.. 1have he w"d lears ed counsel for 1}.16 partics
Learned ccunsel for the respondent/State very fairly ﬁl"}hﬁd
that the peti‘iioner no.2was denied- compassmhate appointment on

.the ground that he toofk his educqtlon from outside the State as

therefore, hﬁ;_—_i

for which the

the same will be audited and permissible amount will
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per the instructions issug
01/705/2000,  He further
issued by the erstwhile .

10/06/2003 the State of

nstructions and in thesd

unposed, therefore, the cas
compassionate appeointme]
petitioner no.2 applies o1
petitioners has no objection

Having heard learnec
regard to the facts and ciro

allowed to mal_{e a det

compassionate appointmenft to respondent/State within a pe

of one month from today

consider his application in

5

d by the erstwhile State of M.P. on

suthmits that these instructions were

state of MLP., however, later on, on

Chhattisgarh has issued the revised
instructions, no such condition is

of the petitioner can be considered for

ht s per the existing rules if the

- the same to which counsel for the
L counsel for the petitioner and having
umstances of the case, the petitioner s
piled - 1‘6131‘83611?;?.11'_{611. and apply for
ricd
‘a.nd in turn, respondent/State will

accordance with the existing mies and

instructions regarding corfpassionate appointment and after

-conSidering the case of the
orders within a period of s
are cozlcemecl;' the respo;
regarding medical treatmen
and if the petitioners will st

scruunized and - consider

petitioner 1o.2, shall pass appropriate
ix months. As far as medical expenses
1&@11‘(/ State said that no such bills
 have been submitted by the petitioner
bmit the medical bills, the same will 13-(:‘

cd and the medical expenses as

admissible will be paid to tlje petitioners,

With ‘the above obsq
stands disposed of.

rrvations and directions, the petition

P
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Consequently, MW/ P.No, 1289/2003 and LA, N6.9591/03

aiso stand disposed of,

Certified copy as perriles. | Sd/- N :
' ' | L.C.BHADOO S
| Judge B




