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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPC No. 1376 of 2020

Smt. Kailash Bai W/o Late Ramiji Lal Sahu Aged About 52 Years R/o Village
Gidhali, Tahsil And Thana Mohala, Distt. Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh., District :
Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

--- Petitioner

versus

1 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Revenue And Disaster
Department, Mantralaya, Atal Nagar, District- Raipur, Chhattisgarh., District :
Raipur, Chhattisgarh

2 - The Upper Collector District- Rajnandgaon, CG., District : Rajnandgaon,
Chhattisgarh

3 - Sub Divisional Officer (Revenue) Mohala District- Rajnandgaon,

Chhattisgarh., District : Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

4 - Naib Tahsildar Mohala, District- Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh., District :
Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh
--- Respondents
AND

WPC No. 2054 of 2021

Maktula Bai W/o Late Shree Bajundas Koliyare Aged About 50 Years R/o Village
Paladur Tahsil Mohla, District Rajnandgaon Chhattisgarh., District
Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

---Petitioner

Versus



[=] 25 =]

[=]

2026:CGHC:18442

1 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Revenue And Disaster Department
, Mantralay Atal Nagar , District Raipur Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur,
Chhattisgarh

2 - The Collector District Rajnandgaon Chhattisgarh., District : Rajnandgaon,
Chhattisgarh

3 - The Sub Divisional Officer (Revenue) Mohla District Rajnandgaon

Chhattisgarh., District : Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

4 - Tahsildar Tahsil Mohla, District Rajnandgaon Chhattisgarh., District
Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

--- Respondents
{Cause title, as taken from CIS}
For Petitioners : Mr. Parag Kotecha, Advocate.
For Respondents : Mr. Sangharsh Pandey, Govt. Advocate.

{Hon'ble Mr. Justice Naresh Kumar Chandravanshi}

Order on Board

22/04/2026

1. Since the issue involved in both petitions is identical, they have been

heard together and are being decided by this common order.

2. These Writ Petitions under Article 226 of the Constitution of India have
been preferred by the petitioners challenging the order dated 4.7.2019 /
02.02.2021 passed by Collector / Upper Collector, Rajnandgaon (C.G.),
respectively whereby applications filed by the petitioners, who are unfortunate
widow of deceased namely; Ramiji Lal Sahu & Banjnudas Koliyare, respectively,
seeking ex gratia amount of Rs. 4,00,000/- on account of their death, have been

rejected.



[=] 25 =]

-

[=]

2026:CGHC:18442

3. The facts of the case, as projected by the petitioners, are that Ramiji Lal
Sahu and Banjudas Koliyare had gone to an agricultural field of the village to
collect lacquer and had climbed a tree to do so. at that very moment, a sudden
thunderstorm struck causing them to fall from the tree and sustain grevious
injuries. They were immediately rushed to the hospital, where Ramji Lal Sahu
died on the next day, whereas Banjudas Koliyare died on 27" May, 2020. Merg
report was lodged by the police. The petitioners filed application for grant of ex
gratia amount before Revenue Authorities, to which enquiry was conducted. In
both the cases, concerned Naib Tahsildar, Mohla (C.G.) recommended to grant
ex gratia amount to the petitioners, but subsequently, said Naib Tahildar
submitted its negative opinion on the ground that both the deceased persons fell
from the tree, therefore, their cause of death does not fall under part 6, Clause
(4), paragraph 5 (2) Note (6) of the Revenue Book Circular dated 09.06.2015.
On account of aforesaid negative report / opinion submitted by Naib Tahsildar,
Mohla Collector / Upper Collector, Rajnandgaon (C.G.) vide order dated order
4.7.2019 / 02.02.2021, respectively has rejected the application filed by the

petitioners, therefore, they have filed instant writ petitions questioning the same.

4, Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners in both the writ petitions
would submit that at earlier point of time, Naib Tahsildar has recommended for
grant of ex gratia amount to the petitioners based on due consideration of
enquiry, subsequently, Naib Tahisildar declined from his earlier opinion. He
further submits that deceased namely, Ramji Lal Sahu and Banjudas Koliyare
fell from the tree due to a sudden thunderstorm, due to which they suffered
severe injuries and died, therefore, it is clear cut case of death on account of
natural calamity, therefore, rejection of applications filed by petitioners seeking

ex gratia amount is illegal and perverse, hence, the same are liable to be set
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aside and the Collector, Rajnandgaon be directed to grant ex — gratia amount of
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Rs. 4,00,000/- to the petitioners in both the petitions.

5. In reply, learned counsel for the State while referring to its reply would
submit that applications filed by the respective petitioners have been rejected
after considering the statements of the villagers, as it was found that both the
deceased died due to falling down from the tree and as per Halka Patwari
report, there was no thunderstorm reported on fateful day, therefore, the

petitioners are not entitled to get any ex gratia amount under the Revenue Book

Circular.
6. Heard counsel for the parties and perused the material placed on record.
7. Undisputedly, nature of death of petitioners’ husbands namely Ramiji Lal

Sahu and Banjudas Koliyare, respectively, was unnatural, as they died due to

falling from the tree when they had climbed on the tree for collection of lacquer.

8. It was also conceded by the State counsel that earlier Naib Tahsildar,
Mohla has submitted “positive” report in favour of the petitioners, but later on, he

declined from his earlier report.

9. In order to appreciate the controversy involved in the writ petition, it would
be appropriate to quote the provisions contained under part 6, Clause (4),
paragraph 5 (2) Note (6) of the Revenue Book Circular dated 09.06.2015, which
is reproduced below :-

(g S &1 & AT Freed ariRe @ a11fefes weraT STgaT -

(1) ISP e, i fufial & R @ Ty 5 I 8 g 89 R

Y, fee Je-1 A1 AYAGRET & DleA, TS ATAE, Y P3T, T&R, AT H

HE 37T A1 ST Ud TS 11 BT [4eiver hee, WaH &9, T,

(JMUTABIG) ¥ G & 9 R Jd Ak & URaR & Fevedd @fb /
IR DI /AT 4,00,000 /- (YT AR ARY) I JERIAT <F ST 395 fAw




[=] 25 =]

[=]

2026:CGHC:18442

5

9 H FEAr U BN W SR fdeR / dedlleer / ARd
TEHIIER GRT SATIDIeA UR efTH Ugeehr g 81 Ud IHP PRI Pl
ST T ST 3R TE€t o & Siae) F Jdd BT geior off R S|
& BIFT UIY S IR s & URAR P AT / - Fdeaq aRE &1 Ih
GARTIRT T SIS HETIAT Petdes GRT TP Bl ST | SR I ST D
PR GG B WR H ST & AR FeIaT A1 SJ@m gd &t J g=01m
A e F9sT SIem | uRaR H U ¥ 3ifde 7g BN R aIRE Bl
HEIdT 3TE Udd Jadb & 9 9§ <F | fastelt fivar =4 fie fauf
gl

(2) T AT AYHA 3T Ufecid TRIUIE &b Aol H R a7 ugre! onfe & @g 5 iR &
BHROT 37 e IR FaR ARKAT H Fg 8 I TR Jadl & GRSH! Pl BRI 2,00,000/-
(PR 3T ARE) DI 3nfefer TEar Ui Jad & § < 8Ff|

qre

1. I & I oft s &Y g Iipfdes sfuaT | 810 8 et
& fifeh o= fSiet 7 It &, A Jad fth & IRAR DI ITP T T8

fSlel | 31e™ Rl UM & S| Jcg T ¥ 9T Pl JeAId
UTH &~ HfSd elde TGaT HerIdl Bl Fdpid <l

2. 3YST b I T Ud 91 PRI H o JTfABRT T pHATRAT
6 7 B IR IP URAR BT +ft 3T TR Hl a1 8Rft|

3. ST & HHE TR H SURIh JMUST3N & 9 foeedt off eafh
B TG B & AT I 9T H gSAT FIA BT gfdded UH PR D
ik & qo1 I Siel § 9a% IRIR &1 ge™ FerRidT e &l
ST |

4, O RAT AR, ST 317 29T i ARTRSBAT T80T R o 2,
IS H IWIh MU F FG BT &, Al SAd IRAR Pl ATl
IS FEIAT &Y ur=dT el 8Rf |

5. IWKkh UIPfdd AMUET & T fhe] fagelt Aarmies &t geg Bl
g, AT IIRIh 3Nl IaT™ TSI i U=l &1 sl

6. o, qBM, IR, a1g Hi AT &b SR Us / STt & A
31T fIgId vaTe / AR 9 g Bicht 8, A1 S fuf<y 71 SR |
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10. From the perusal of aforesaid clause, it would reflect that if person died
on account for aforesaid reasons, then his / her legal heirs are entitled to get ex
gratia amount of Rs. 4,00,000/-. Death on account of falling from tree, or on
account of falling branch of tree due to sudden thunderstorm, has also been
considered as natural calamity. In instant case, alongwith deceased Ramiji Lal
Sahu, his wife and brother had also gone for collection of lacquer whereas
alongwith deceased Banjudas Koliyare, his wife had also gone to collect the

lacquor.

11. In the reports submitted in both cases, the Naib Tehsildar, Mohla has
observed that the petitioners stated in their statements that their husbands fell
from a tree due to a sudden thunderstorm. Nothing has been brought on record
to disbelive their statements. Further, on relying their statements, earlier Naib
Tahsildar, Mohla had also recommended for grant of ex gratia amount of the
respective petitions, but nothing has been contended by learned State Counsel
as to why and on which ground Niab Tahsildar declined from this earlier positive
opinion, based on which, Collector, Rajnandgaon has rejected the applications
filed by the petitioners whereas undisputedly deceased of both the cases died
on account of falling from tree due to struck of sudeen thunderstorm, as has

been stated by family members of the deceased in their statements.

12. The very object and purpose behind grant of ex-gratia amount is to
provide immediate financial relief and humanitarian assistance to a person who
has suffered loss on account of a natural calamity. Such compensation is not in
the nature of a bounty or charity, but a welfare measure intended to mitigate the
hardship caused by unforeseen and unavoidable disasters beyond human

control. The State, being under an obligation to protect and support its citizens



[=] 25 =]

-

[=]

L . ) _ 2026:CGHC:18442
in times of distress, extends such ex-gratia assistance as a measure of social
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justice and administrative fairness. In cases where the petitioner has suffered
irreparable loss due to the calamity, denial or undue delay in disbursement of
the ex-gratia amount defeats the very purpose of the scheme, which is to
ensure timely succour and rehabilitation. Therefore, the grant of ex-gratia
amount must be considered in a liberal and purposive manner so as to advance
the object of relief rather than frustrate it by adopting a hyper-technical

approach.

13. In view of above discussion and considering earlier positive report
submitted by Naib Tahsildar, which has subsequently been declined without any
appropriate reason. In the considered opinion of this Court, the petitioners are
found to be entitled for grant of ex gratia amount of Rs. 4,00,000/- on account of

death of their respective husbands on account of natural calamity.

14. Accordingly, both the petitions are allowed. Collector, Rajhandgaon is
directed to grant ex gratia amount of Rs. 4,00,000/- to each of the petitioners in
both the petitions within a period of 30 days from the date of receipt/ submission
of copy of this order.

Sd/-

(Naresh Kumar Chandravanshi)
Judge



