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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIRCUIT BENCH AT KOLHAPUR
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 1063 OF 2026

Smt. Sanika Santosh Shinde and Others. ...Petitioners.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra and Others. ...Respondents.

Mr. Tejpal Ingale i/b Ms. Virunali Vilankar for the Petitioners.
Ms. T. J. Kapre, AGP for the Respondent-State.

Coram: Madhav J.Jamdar &
Pravin S. Patil, JJ.

Date : March 17, 2026.
Oral Judgment [Per Madhav J. Jamdar, J.]:

1. At the outset, Mr. Ingale, learned Counsel appearing for the
Petitioner seeks leave to amend the petition to add prayer clause.
Leave as sought for is granted. Amendment be carried out forthwith.
Re-verification is dispensed with.

2. Heard Mr. Ingale, learned Counsel appearing for the Petitioner
and Ms. Kapre, learned AGP for the Respondent-State.

3. Petitioners, who are the legal heirs and representatives of one
Santosh Vishnu Shinde, have filed the present petition inter alia for the

following reliefs :

“b) On perusal of the same, this Hon'ble Court by an
appropriate Writ, Order and or Direction be pleased to direct the
Respondent No. 1 to 3 to grant the benefit of Ex-gratia / Insurance
Cover cum Compensation under Government Resolution dated
29.05.2020 passed by the Respondent No.2 and the Government
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Resolution dated 25.04.2022 giving benefit of Insurance Cover/ Ex-
gratia. benefit of Rs.50,00,000/- to the Petitioners herein the Legal
Representatives of deceased Santosh Vishnu Shinde who died on
03.07.2021 having contracted Covid -19 while discharging official
duties.

bb) By issuing Appropriate Writ, Order or Direction in the
nature of Article 226 of the Constitution of India, the impugned
Order/Communication dated 26.10.2023 passed by Respondent
No.3 Executive Officer, Law and Justice Department, Government
of Maharashtra, Mumbai be quashed and set aside and the
Representation/Application dated 08.04.2022 by Petitioners be
kindly granted.”

4, It is the submission of Mr. Ingale, learned Counsel appearing for
the Petitioners that the Petitioners are entitled for the benefit as
provided by Government Resolution dated 29" May 2020 and as
continued by Government Resolution dated 14* October 2020 and 25
April 2022. He submits that deceased Santosh Vishnu Shinde was
working as a junior clerk in the Court of Civil Judge, Chiplun, District
Ratnagiri. He submits that deceased Santosh was on duty till 31 May
2021 and thereafter from 1% June 2021 to 6™ June 2021 deceased
Santosh was on summer vacation as granted by the competent authority
of Civil Court, Chipulun and during this period, Santosh Fellill. Initially he
underwent treatment of Dr. V. V. Joglekar, the local doctor at Chiplun
and thereafter on 14™ June 2021, Santosh was shifted to B.K.
Walavalkar Rural Medical College, Kasarwadi at Post Savarde Taluka
Chiplun District Ratnagiri where he was detected as covid positive and
therefore on 15" June 2021, Santosh was admitted to Noble Hospitals,

Hadpasar, Pune for further treatment and he succumbed to covid-19
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infection on 3™ July 2021. He submits that the Petitioners, who are the
legal heirs and representatives of deceased Santosh Vishnu Shinde are
entitled for the benefit of above Government Resolutions. To support
the case of the Petitioners, learned Counsel appearing for the Petitioner
relies upon the decision of this Court in Vijaya Yashwant Jadhav v.
Block Development Officer’. Learned counsel therefore submits that
reliefs sought in the petition be granted.

5. On the other hand, learned AGP submitted that as Santosh
expired on 3 July 2021 and the Government Resolution dated 25 April
2022 provides that benefit of insurance cover is to be given to the
government employees whose death took place on or before 30" June
2021, therefore, the said benefit is not available to the Petitioners.

6. Before considering the rival submissions, it is necessary to set out
certain factual aspects:

(i) Deceased Santosh Shinde, the husband of Petitioner No.1, fFather
of Petitioner Nos.2 and 3 and the son of Petitioner Nos. 4 and 5, was
appointed as Junior Clerk on 19™" May 2011 in the Metropolitan
Magistrate Court, Mazgaon, Mumbai and in the year 2015 he was
transferred to the Civil Court, Chiplun, District Ratnagiri where he was
working till his death, i.e., upto 3™ July 2021.

(i)  Deceased Santosh Shinde was on duty during the period 24" May

1 WP No. 17617 of 2024 (Kolhapur Circuit Bench) decided on 10" December 2025.
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2021 to 31* May 2021 and thereafter he was having summer vacation
from 1 June 2021 to 6 June 2021. On 7™ June 2021, Santosh was not
feeling well and therefore started taking treatment of Dr. V. V. Joglekar,
the local doctor at Chipulun, district Ratnagiri. Medical investigation of
Santosh was carried out during the said period. The radiology report

dated 10% June 2021 records as under:

“CT THORAX (PLAIN STUDY)

FINDINGS:

Ground glass opacities in both lungs with septal thickening.
No e/o honeycombing in bilateral lung fields.

No evidence of pleural collection/thickening bilaterally.
Visualised bones appear normal.

IMPRESSION

F/S/O CHANGES OF ATYPICAL PNEUMONIA, POSSIBLY SARS
COV 2 ETIOLOGY.

CT SCORE 11/25

CORADS 5

RT PCR CORRELATION IS ADVISED.”

(iii)  Santosh’s SARS CoV2 RNA PCR test was performed on 14" June
2021 at B. K. L. Walawalkar Rural Medical College Laboratory. In the
report of said test, it was indicated that he was covid-19 positive.
Thereafter he was shifted to Noble Hospitals, Hadapsar, Pune for
further treatment and he was admitted in the said hospital till 3™ July
2021 when he succumbed to covid-19.

(iv)  The provisional diagnosis as well as final diagnosis indicate that
Santosh was infected with covid-19 pneumonia. At the time of

admission, i.e., on 14™ June 2021, the SPO2 level of Santosh was 70%.
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Santosh passed away on 3™ July 2021.

The above factual position shows that deceased Santosh has

ultimately passed away on 3™ July 2021 due to covid-19 pneumonia

8.

Government Resolutions. Relevant portion of Government Resolution

In view of the above, it is necessary to set out the relevant

dated 29" May 2020 reads thus:

Patil-SR

ey : e AT 3RV T Pgd DI HATTRIT 3R &, :¢.03.20%0.
I fHUT-

PR S FriFe Tdeur, e, I Hreul, ufdsy, Irofl, STaR g Jad
o1} Treft GEfed ddie sofad T TR fAfde faummdier fafaer samfdier
HHART AT DRI fASTu[elt STaegT Fae A 312, AT HHAT-IT Blesol HUATAIS
ST HICTER IRGH IT SRGR&T IR T ARY S IH AEUITaT TRTAT
BEECI

R. P% AT IR T Pgd HedTll HAGIN il 1. ¢.3.2030 =T
SMLTIER AT JTRRY HHART AITS! fIHT dHedl AT AT et 3T,

3. MY, TR a1 Gefed dHaT-aiedfaiReh 3T AR (SiesT W, deiy,
EIITE, STRUATS! BHATR], oIXdT G BINFTR, 37 d AFRT GRa0T, urft JRIeT g FaesdT,
ERTER) TS Aelel 3FT fAUFIRN et 3eaTesl) JigaT YN difess
Hefe Paied IR TSI JATed. Pifege-9% =1 HdfAe Frefel w1ar Quras! Hetar
RTg e SSTUIT-AT AT HHAT-ITT TISTS QUATEAT GEIDIICLT d 32T HHeT-2ATT
odT Y AN A P adrear ursielt I ASUIRITST AR Qefiel JHTor
[EREREECIESA

37) difege fauToEn Adfe Trefedr IgWTH Faeur, ae, JF Seu, Hiidy,
rufl, TR 9 Had B I DrRidralel Feed ddedrar BRIk Hd HH-I .
Yo A& G FADY dgfchdds ATET AT dHoera GRIJUATT ASel. 3T I1eerdl! driveac
fomT dumieft faraR fAfr =y v 3ifAH aRuaTd I 3re.

q) TR T dobet 31 81 dRIffad slsuid SR SURRISHT #aUd difcas
fsRIes dcieaTaiel (FAeur, e, I HIeuy, ufdse, arault, SUeR, Hed Brf s
PHAT-ATAT AT HI URUIT B, Yo o1& IhHd HAIe HeRY Wlellel fe <l
T UG PRUATT Asdl.
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(9) R AR Ired] ST SRl 8IUaTedT 3T Jogzdl fariergd! 98
fSaea hTeTd dreiedTer BoR ST UTfel. € a1d fSieaTfernR rerar 3
HIUATE! TSR T T St Aiieg FeTfud T aoaTd

(R) TR I Difcge-9% o T seEETd derdbid FHUH, ArHRI/
TfeIehT/AETRUTICIpT, 3T ¥.UH.3TR AGUidd Wi 3R /T rTeme!
FTIeHg UTH ST MR FROITT TS,

(3) PN IMELY TG B/ RMEAER Hdeie / JAvienl/ def/Amdt
PHHAT-TTIT T IR

(8) WA EEe! ety oikarefiy Heferd Farerdi favmriees gid
RIS AgA

(4) T ISHARETE AT HSRATT JISHT e FATHD TR AT g 5
AT HIGH e Iushd Ardiehg AU Agel.

®) R "I T "Y' JfiAd ARG, b IR HeHfeE 2¢.3.2030 &
ST AT AR, SRAVI-IT HHAT-AAT g ATHATAT A GERUT B ST
THIRTH] DIVCATE! BHaT-e] FHIILT 8IS, 37T HHAT-IT AT BIVTR TSI,

%, & 39 2. 30, LR, 00 Fid AR I&chiel.”
9. The benefits under the said Government Resolution dated 29*
May 2029 were firstly extended till 31°* December 2020 by Government
Resolution dated 14™ October 2020 and thereafter upto 30" June 2021
by Government Resolution dated dated 25 April 2022. Clause (5) of

Government Resolution dated 25™ April 2022 is relevant for our

purpose, which reads thus:

“5.  HRHT [AYId PHBNIRAT HaEeR EAET HRIAT AT
RIS SRS i 30 S 2021 9T e SiTeted sfgdRT /

10. Thus, it is clear that what the policy of State Government requires

is that benefit is to be given to the government employees and the
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employees covered by said Government Resolutions who have passed
away due to covid-19 on or before 30 June 2021. In this context, it is
required to be noted that the purpose for which this policy was brought
into force, which can be discerned from Clause (3) of Government
Resolution dated 29" May 2020. It is recorded that in spite of outbreak
of covid-19 pandemic, various government employees including the
District Administration, Police, Homeguard, Anganwadi Karmachari, etc.,
were performing their duties carrying risk to their lives. The said policy
further records that Government has decided to support the families of
government employees who lost their lives during the covid-19
pandemic.

11. The criterion adopted for giving benefit is that such employee
should be admitted in the hospital within 14 days of doing his duty or
his death should have taken place within 14 days on his being on duty,
Thus, the criterion adopted is that such employee has passed away due
to covid-19 pandmic and he was doing his duty 14 days before his
hospitalisation or death. Thus, the cut-off date of 30" June 2021 which
provides that benefit is to be given to the family of employee who has
passed away before that date is clearly contrary to Clause (3)(b)(1) of
Government Resolution dated 29" May 2020 which provides that such
employee should have been on duty within the 14 days period

preceding his / her hospitalisation or death. It is very relevant to note
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that the criteria which is set out in Government Resolution dated 29*"
May 2020 is totally different than the the criteria which is set out in
Government Resolution dated 25™ April 2022. It is very clear that the
Government Resolution dated 29" May 2020 sets out the criteria and
subsequent Government Resolutions extend the period of the same.

12. In this particular case, admittedly, deceased Santosh was
performing his duty till 31°* May 2021. He was admitted in the hospital
on 14* June 2021 and detected with covid-19 positive. Thus, his case is
squarely covered by Government Resolution dated 29t May 2020 read
with Government Resolutions dated 14% October 2020 and 25% April
2022.

13. Apart from this aspect, it is relevant to note that even
Government Resolution dated 25 April 2022 provides that benefit
should be given to the government employees and other persons as set
out in such GR whose death took place on or before 30" June 2021.
Deceased Santosh has admittedly passed away on 3™ July 2021. In view
of this, it is relevant to note the observations of the Division Bench of
this Court in Vijaya Yashwant Jadhav (supra) wherein in paragraph 14
and 18 this Court has observed thus:

“14. To deny or restrict the relief to those who passed away after
30" June 2021 would be contrary to the values of justice, fairness, and
dignity which animate our constitutional order, and also contrary to
public conscience and societal gratitude. The hardships faced by these
workers and their families during the pandemic were immense and
deserve recognition beyond mere symbolic gestures. Monetary benefits
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granted through a generous interpretation of the GR provide tangible
relief to these families. Such an approach also sends a powerful
message of societal value placed on self-sacrifice and inspires future
generations to act with similar courage when called upon in the wake of
testing times.

18. No doubt, GR dated 25" April 2022, if read literally, applies to those
employees who died on or before 30" June 2021. However, in the
present case, even before 30" June 2021, Yashwant was admitted in
hospital having contracted COVID-19. The hospitalisation of Yashwant
continued and in fact his health condition deteriorated since 28" June
2021 and unfortunately he passed away on 11" July 2021. In such
circumstances the cut-off date i.e. 30" June 2021, as set out in the GR
dated 25" April 2022 cannot be regarded as sacrosanct. This is a fit
case where the benefit of GR dated 25" April 2022 ought to have been
extended to the Petitioners.”

The above observations are squarely applicable to the present case.

14. Accordingly, writ petition is allowed by passing following order :

-ORDER-

(@) Impugned communication dated 26" October
2023 issued by the Respondent No.3 is hereby
quashed and set aside.

(b) Respondent Nos.1 to 3 are directed to extend
to the Petitioners the benefit of Government
Resolution dated 29" May 2020 read with Government
Resolutions dated 14 October 2020 and 25" April
2022.

(c) The amount of ex gratia insurance cover, ie.,
Rs.50 lakh be paid to the Petitioners within a period of
six weeks from today.

15.  Writ petition stands disposed of in above terms with no order as
to costs.

16. List the petition on 4™ May 2026 at 2.30 p.m for reporting
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compliance.
[Pravin S. Patil, J.] [Madhav J. Jamdar, J.]
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