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The Court made the following:

ORDER:

The instant Writ Petition is filed by the Petitioner seeking indulgence of
this Court under Article 226 of the Constitution of India for the following relief:

" to issue a Writ Order or direction more in the nature of Mandamus
declaring the orders passed by the respondent orders No.47/2019 dt.1.5.2019
in terminating the services of the petitioner as Anganwadi Worker without
issuing Articles of Charge without conducting any enquiry without providing
any opportunity and relying upon various documents obtained behind back
and passing orders of termination at the dictation of Project Director Women
Child and Disabled Welfare Institution, Visakhapatnam dt.30.4.2019 as illegal,
arbitrary and violates Articles 14, 16, 21 and 312(2) of the Constitution of
India and consequently, declare that the petitioner is entitled to continue in

service as Anganwadi Worker without any break.”



2. Heard Sri P.V.Ramana, learned counsel for the Petitioner and learned
Government Pleader for Women and Child Welfare appearing for the
respondents. Perused the material on record.

3. Learned counsel for the Petitioner would submit that the Petitioner was
appointed as an Anganwadi Worker in the year 2006 in Lagisettipalem Village,
Aripaka Panchayat, Sabbavaram Mandal and she performed her duties till her
termination from service i.e, on 01.05.2019. Further, an enquiry was conducted
with regard to her alleged misconduct in her absence, which is not tenable in
law. Learned counsel would submit that the respondent authorities without
following due process of law by making some false allegations against her,
terminated the Petitioner from service. Further, since it is a case of violation of
principles of natural justice, a direction may be given to the respondent
authorities to reinstate the Petitioner into service and proper enquiry may be
conducted by following due process of law.

4. Learned Government Pleader for Women and Child Welfare, on written
instructions, would submit that a show cause notice was issued to the petitioner
and that due to the pendency of this case, the post was kept vacant and was not
filled up in Lagisettipalem village. The Court may pass appropriate orders.

5. Considering the submissions and a fair look at the material on record,
since the order of termination was passed in gross violation of principles of
natural justice and without following due process of law, it is apposite to direct
the respondent authorities to reinstate the Petitioner into service within a period

of one month from the date of receipt of a copy of this Order. However, it does



not preclude the respondent authorities to take appropriate action against the

Petitioner according to the governing rules and law for the alleged misconduct.
6. Accordingly, the Writ Petition is disposed of. No order as to costs.
Pending applications, if any, shall stand closed.
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