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HON’ BLE Dr. JUSTICE B.SIVA SANKARA RAO 

 

W.P.No.23804 of 2007 

ORDER:  

         The Writ  pet it ioner who is Anganwadi Worker of Devarapadu 

village, Ongole Mandal, Prakasham dist rict  maintained the pet it ion 

against  the respondents 1 to 4 viz; the State of Andhra Pradesh 

represented by its Woman and Child Welfare Department , the 

Dist rict  Collector/ Chairman of the Commit tee, Woman and Child 

Welfare Proj ect , Prakasham Dist rict ,  The Prij ect  Director,  Dist rict  

Woman and Child Welfare Proj ect , Ongole, Prakasam Dist rict  and 

The Child Development  Proj ect  Off icer, ICDS Proj ect , Ongole, with 

a prayer to issue any writ ,  order or direct ion more part icularly one 

in the nature of Mandamus, declaring the proceedings in 

R.C.No.248/ A2/ 2007, dt . 03.11.2007 of the 2nd respondent  as 

illegal, arbit rary and cont rary to the provisions of the rules and 

amounts to violat ion of the principles of natural j ust ice and 

consequent ly direct  the respondents to set  aside the proceedings 

supra, with an order to cont inue the pet it ioner as Anganwadi 

Worker and for such other j ust  orders.  

        2. The support ing aff idavit  of the pet it ioner Smt . N.Krishna 

Kumari is with the averments that  she passed SSC in the year 1984 

and j oined as Anganwadi Worker Code No.16 at  Devarapadu village 

supra on 01.10.1989 and has been working since then under the 

cont rol of the respondents supra with uninterrupted service to the 

sat isfact ion of the superiors without  any unfavourable remarks and 

with a hope of regularizat ion, however for the reasons best  known,  
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by the impugned proceedings without  even show cause not ice, her 

services were terminated st raight  away basing on the alleged false 

complaint  said to have been given by the villagers on 06.10.2007 

and alleged resolut ion dated 20.09.2007 of the Mandal Praj a 

Parishad, Ongole and alleged report  of 3rd respondent -The Proj ect  

Director therefrom dated 04.10.2007 and from the alleged enquiry 

report  of  the 4th respondent -The Child Development  Proj ect  Off icer 

alleging in the impugned terminat ion order as she is irregular, and 

undisciplined towards legit imate dut ies and responsibilit ies with 

several lapses and there are complaints from the villagers against  

her etc. and the said impugned order passed is without  show cause 

not ice and without  opportunity to her and the same is right ly to be 

set  aside.  

        3.The Ex.P.1 impugned proceedings of terminat ion of the 

pet it ioner from the service shows basing on reference 1 to 8 of the 

proceedings viz; complaint  of the villagers, resolut ion of the 

Mandal Praj a Parishad, Ongole, from the spot  Inspect ions by the 

Proj ect  Director and from the enquiry report  pursuant  to the 

orders of the 2nd respondent , the said proceeding are issued, saying 

from the enquiry conducted the allegat ions proved t rue thereby 

terminat ing her from service.  Ex.P.2 and P.3 are the cert if icates 

with regard to her t raining as Anganwadi Worker and there is no 

other material f ield by her in support  of the writ  pet it ion. At  the 

t ime of f il ing the Writ  Pet it ion, she sought  for interim direct ion to 

cont inue her in service by suspension of the impugned order and 

observat ion from the averments supra of no enquiry conducted into 
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the so called allegat ions before terminat ing her from service, the 

impugned order is suspended vide order dated 07.11.2007 in 

W.P.M.P. 31001/ 2007. 

         4. From respondents side, the 3rd respondent -Proj ect  

Director f iled counter stat ing while accept ing her appointment  as 

Anganwadi Worker and her regularity for some t ime t il l the date of 

terminat ion, denied that  she worked regularly and discharged her 

dut ies sincerely to the sat isfact ion of superiors without  any 

interrupt ion and further stated that  she failed to at tend the 

Anganwadi cent re and as per the writ ten signed complaints of 85 

villagers supra and also the resolut ion of the members of the 

Mandal Praj a Parishad in the General Body Meet ing referred supra, 

she has stopped from maintaining Anganwadi cent re for the past  

eight  (8) years without  running and whatever nut rit ious food 

supplied by the government , she used to sell the same for feeding 

she-buffalos which is proved from the enquiries and remarks and 

also from the spot  Inspect ion of the cent re conducted by the 

Supervisors for the period from 2005 to 2007 August , it  was 

substant iated that  no records maintained but  they produced tour 

diaries of the pet it ioner used to be absent  in the cent re several 

t imes memos issued to her prior to the terminat ion to part icipate 

in enquiry but  she failed to at tend and she is not  even residing in 

the village for the past  ten years but  residing at  Ongole and 

engaged in other business act ivit ies and withdrew the maintenance 

of the Anganwadi cent re in the village and from the reports of the 

inspect ions conducted several t imes on 12.04.2005, 14.10.2005, 
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27.12.2005, 14.10.2006, 25.05.2007, 27.07.2007 and 18.08.2007 it  

shows that  she was not  maintaining record and registers with 

regard to food and other material etc., and divert ing for her 

wrongful gain and closing cent re by not  at tending dut ies and the 

same is substant iated from the enquiry conducted including from 

writ ten signed report  of the several villagers and also from the 

Mandal Praj a Parishad resolut ion regarding her conduct  supra of 

indiscipline not  at tending legit imate dut ies not  at tending cent re by 

closing and the 3rd respondent  was thereby appointed to enquire 

and on 25.05.2007 and 27.05.2007 even on visit ing the cent re, it   

was kept  closed and on 18.08.2009 only helper and 4 children  

were available and no registers were found and no worker was 

found and not  conduct ing pre-school and not  maintained registers 

and 3 show cause not ices were issued to part icipate in the enquiry 

on 14.06.2006, 01.05.2007 and 03.07.2007 by the 4th respondent  to 

the pet it ioner and for no sat isfactory explanat ion received by the 

authorit ies in spite of the opportunity given, the authorit ies 

terminated her from service.  

        5. On perusal of the 11 enclosures of which enclosure No.1 is 

the detailed signed report  of the villagers showing of the lapses of 

she was not  residing in the village for the past  10 years, not  

at tending the school and she is misusing food and other items 

supplied by the government  by sale outside for prof it  and not  run 

school.  She used to sell the nut rit ious food supplied by the 

government  for food of buffalos and she also shif ted playing toys of 

children, furniture and cooking tools to her house at  Ongole.  
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       6. Undisputedly she was selected only as a local candidate and 

there is no permission for shif t ing the residence to Ongole and 

there is without  even any request  for t ransfer to other cent re, she 

closed the cent re. On perusal of the not ice of the 4th respondent -

the Child Development  Proj ect  Off icer, dated 05.10.2007 to 

explain on the allegat ions of the villagers and the resolut ion of the 

Mandal Praj a Parishad therefefrom as they decided to take act ion 

against  her, as to why act ion shall not  be taken by referring to the 

allegat ions in the not ice and the proposal sent  for having 

disciplinary act ion pursuant  to the complaint  of villagers and the 

Mandal Praj a Parishad resolut ion dated 20.09.2007. As can be seen 

from the villagers’  representat ion and newspaper clippings of her 

not  conduct ing cent re for the past  8 years and misuing the 

nut rit ious food supplied by the Government  by sale outside and not  

residing in village and the reports of supervision shows in support  

of the counter averments from the Inspect ion of several cent res 

including in Devarampadu as on the respect ive dates in 

substant iat ing the same from the part ies, as the off icials that  was 

placed reliance as a basis for terminat ion of service after the 

opportunity for response given from the record. The allegat ion in 

the Writ  Pet it ion is surprising that  she stated as if  she has been 

doing dut ies sincerely without  any remarks and as if  to her surprise 

her services were terminated without  even not ice are all unt rue, 

thereby the pet it ioner is not  ent it led to the equitable relief of any 

direct ion for nothing to f ind fault  for the terminat ion of services 
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for her lapses including for non-part icipat ion to the enquiry 

conducted despite show cause not ices thrice deliberately. 

         7.  Having regard to the above, it  is j ust if ied in passing the 

orders by the 2nd respondent -the Dist rict  Collector, in terminat ing 

the Writ  Pet it ioner from service. 

         8. Accordingly and in the result ,  the Writ  Pet it ion is 

dismissed. The interim order from which if  at  all she cont inues 

since vacated by virtue of the result  of Writ  Pet it ion, it  ceases its 

force and will not  enure to claim any relief pursuant  thereto but  

for not  liable of any monthly benefits received by cont inuat ion t il l 

now pursuant  to the interim order supra.  No order as to costs.  

        9.  Miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any pending, shall stand closed.  

    

__________________________ 
Dr. B. SIVA SANKARA RAO, J 

Dt .24.01.2017 

vvr.  

 


