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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
WRIT - A No. - 1351 of 2026

Smt. Minakshi Sani

..... Petitioner(s)
Versus
State Of U.P. And 6 Others
..... Respondent(s)
Counsdl for Petitioner(s) . Surendra Kumar Chaubey
Counsel for Respondent(s) . CSC.

Court No. - 33

HON'BLE VIKAS BUDHWAR, J.

1. Heard Sri Surendra Kumar Chaubey, learned counsel for the petitioner
and Sri Rahul Malviya, learned Standing Counsel, who appears for State-
respondents as well as Shri Pranjal Mehrotra, counsel for the respondent no.
2.

2. Instructions have been supplied by Sri Rahul Malviya, learned Additional
Chief learned Standing Counsel, submits that he is well equipped with the
instructions and the instructions are self-sufficient for disposal of the writ
petition and he does not propose to file any further affidavit and the petition
be decided on the basis of the documents available on record, thus with the
consent of the parties, writ petition is being decided at the fresh stage.

3. The case of the writ petitioner is that he was appointed on 01.05.2025 as
Community Health Officer. As per the writ petitioner, he was on sanctioned
leave from 05.08.2025 to 26.08.2025, 13.10.2025 to 18.02.2025, 16.09.2025
and 13.02.2025 to 15.02.2025. However, the services of the writ petitioner
stood dispensed with on 01.11.2025 by virtue of an order dated 01.11.2025
passed by the Chief Medical Officer, Bhadohi.

4. Questioning the same, the writ petitioner has been filed the present writ
petition.

5. Post passing of the order dated 02.02.2026, today instructions have been
forwarded under the signature of Chief Medical Officer, Bhadohi dated
02.02.2026 which is taken on record and marked as Appendix A.

6. Learned counsel for the writ petitioner has submitted that the order
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impugned isin violation of principle of natural justice, stigmatic in nature, as
the basic reason attributable for dispensing with the services is that the writ
petitioner was unauthorisedly absent. Attention has been drawn towards
paragraph-14 so as to contend that the writ petitioner was not put to notice,
and the counsel for the writ petitioner submits that the writ petitioner was on
sanctioned leave.

7. Countering the submissions so made by Shri Rahul Malviya, learned
Standing Counsel, on the strength of the instructions, submits that a show-
cause notice came to be issued to the writ petitioner on 05/07.08.2025,
Annexure-8 at page-10 of the instructions, to which the writ petitioner did
not tender reply, and thereafter on 01.11.2025, the services of the writ
petitioner stood to be dispensed with.

8. The arguments advanced by the learned Standing Counsel have been
adopted by the counsel appearing for the respondent no. 2.

9. | have heard learned counsel for the parties and gone through the records
carefully.

10. Apparently, the writ petitioner claims to be a contractual employee
working as Community Health Officer, the writ petitioner claims to have
been appointed on 01.05.2025, however, his services stood dispensed with
on 01.11.2025. The order impugned reads as under:

QA:-

e wareen affa (amdfifRem), Fi dow feqie 30.10.2025 § afafa grt fod
T3 Fig & SruTer H fTd g Hig ¥ R rgufed We & Hrur FHeifehd

Tfder s dht JaT GHT Sl ST B
%.9. FHARI A AE  |Gg A RRIGIK]
1. IS RG] e oo &g,

(3RodloTHoF) | RS

2. sfiercit el &t | Ftoumoatio A IR
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AHowdlothg,
s
3. Tt | Y qHo Wlo &g,
(Eawgy) |
4, fircd D | T o Wlo &g,
(Eawgy) |

11. In para-14 of the writ petition, the writ petitioner alleges that the writ
petitioner was not issued a show cause notice. However, from the perusal of
the instructions at page-10, Annexure-8, it appears that a show cause notice
came to be issued on 05/07.08.2025, which reads as under:

"SIt hTdshH Taueh gIRT 370+ fHT0T 3T B 3TaTd hardT 14T & foh 310 g
ToUHoTHo TR Wil diedh o Jufefa guf i ST 26t &, St foh vifer sifafiaar &
SUT # STAT & qAT AT e TR YHUT & R GHIT IR Y&t & T 31 gRT
T 2025 & TS 2025 Toh ATIEIRI WA Gheg; o ol T Joeh | Jufeerd
TSt el bl T B | T Al

SIRIh ol TAETRIUT I fCad o e ALTEEATERT i JUAH T AT e
ST HUh! HaT FHI o ITYRIRET bl T HId §U FHH HEAdTEl A
<1 sratt, foraeht oretar s = gt

12. In paragraph no. 5 of the instructions, the following has been asserted as
under:

"5. AYTEEdeR] & HRIfedl U H&AT : Hofdodto/ TUEIRU2025-26/4781
faieR 07/08/2025 gRT dehieii= sfiwcl Hi-nefl -0, SRR ae HAfhaR, ge
T AU, S URAT I TAEIRRT | Ffa foram am fSigent ufd SR 39 g
3TSTeh el faam mm”

13. On a pointed query being raised to the learned Standing Counsel as to
whether there is any recital about the issue of the show cause notice
on 05/07.08.2025 and also the fact that despite service upon the writ
petitioner, the writ petitioner did not tender reply in any of the documents,
the answer isin negative.

14. Annexure-10 at page-14 of the instructions, reference whereof has been
made in para7 does not show that in the communication of the District
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Program Manager to the Chief Medica Officer, thereis any recital about the
issuance of the show cause notice. The letter dated 01.11.2025 is quoted
hereunder:

"k

ISNIEIRER R ERED
TqdoUdoUHo, ‘14?3‘5%

qar |

T faehr Afdel,
SIS Walel

Tlieh : ElotloTHogo/HloUd0aM0/2025-26/17
fai 01.11.2025

fawg - fAeelt 9, anTETe Qe AfgERt (Houdosito) Wi & wwFg
H

TEIed,

AUk TS HAG 888/TdHodlo HIEIeM0/2025-26/04 AR
2025 & &° # sitmdr fenell &, areiRie w@ren sfert
(HtoTgoano), HIGSAH AR, Tfeey, IAURAT I ST HRIATE
¥d U %R g U wied gl 5 oW # gen Rfean
AR GRT YSieh o hrdatal o He Uivd fora mam &1

Itk o FUTe | AdTeEdier) gl qed [Afchear et ot Tt
# 34 §U Yd # A8 S 2025 U9 s 2025 1 I area
TN, Wi e Rfear AfeRl & wrEfem A"
Toflod70/fE1/2023/538 RAiF 03.02.2024 ¥ Fn & T
TloTdoafio &l HEIRId fehaT 7T o foh 98 379 TaTeeq ohrg, oh S1GY
e T (IThrs, T AT Hled) T Gad ToTHoTHo TY TR
UT 3 U9 UF S e IFYT TURAT A g¢ AR Friare! &
S fSreen! et HoTdosiio Sl T BRIt Ih o AJUTe |
TR-IR Fed o d1g off oftmar fAemelt St @1 we S 2025 @@
S[elTs 2025 R HIg Ih (LT T Sure ol fomam T qe it
dRes | Iufefd gt bl T, FAH od g, HAeewdenl @Y U
SodtotdioTHo & WY ITHA AR Afex, JARal W i
04.08.2025 ! YHUT fohdT TAT =g Itk HloTdodAlo Fuferd
Ot T, o9 § RIAR a7 fonedt et & Sufed = @t 8. 2@l
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TR IUcTsy HehT= Hifeleh g1 oheg bl @iet 14T, fogeh! Hiel I Ug
3<h AT ol IUTeTd Ter gl

W § g e ateR & FEe™ Ry
Hofdodto/ToTdodilo | wRIATE/2024-25 feiw 01.02.2025 &
& T T8 Saet 2025 &1 ot Jufkefa TouHoTHo TY W Hall avg
9 3ol U S & SRUT 03 g o1 da- dfard fomam 1, Reg Ik
HloTdoailo gRT fohell UehRR ohT TAMDSHRUT hl SHaTel UTG el AT

e fafched ATfEehRl & G Ycdeh HITeTdR <l HTHGTRIeh T
Fg R AL HloTTodlo i 95 JAT STl 8, 96 TR h
e A TR U TR ok Aig St 2025 & el 2025 dh
forell oft doeh # IuRela T8 Uil T, doeh ASECR T B
TR &1 1 Bl A1 ATGSHA ARNY FiwaR Gice W deit R i
a1 ot g 7, O I uldd giar @ o 3 Wotdostio grRI
e & HEUTTER &2 T8 St # fohelt WepR 2t &t =Tal ol STt |

Tl hRichl Taweieh,
ToTdoTHo HeTel"

15. Reference has been made in para-7 of the instructions, which is quoted
hereunder:

"7. =T faerE ARGR, WKl Helcd i Halfdd el wrRisH veeed,
THoUdoUHo, Walel & U T&AT : SloUloTHogo/HoTd0aN0/2025-26/17,
feAieR 01/11/2025 =t qewre shwdt Hreft S, wrgfdt ey sfifther, Beg
JeE HUR, SRY URaT ol Siid # faedd RUIE Y: JHaTd el mit|”

16. Since it is disputed by the learned counsel for the writ petitioner that he
has not been issued show cause notice and the say of the writ petitioner
remained unattended and, in case, the writ petitioner would have been served
with the show cause notice, the writ petitioner would have replied to the
same. Thus, bearing in mind the aforesaid crucial aspects of the matter, in
the opinion of the Court, the matter needs to be revisited.

17. Accordingly, the writ petition is being decided in the following manner:

(@ The order dated 01.11.2025 passed by the Chief Medical Officer,
Bhadohi insofar as it relates to the disengagement of the writ petitioner, is
set aside.

(b) Since the writ petitioner has been served with the copy of the instructions
and now he is in a position to know about the show cause notice dated
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05/07.08.2025, thus, the service of the show cause notice is deemed to be
made today itself.

(c) The writ petitioner shall submit a reply to the show cause notice by
27.02.2026.

(d) The fresh order shall be passed by the Chief Medical Officer, Bhadohi
within a period of six weeks from today.

(e) The reinstatement of the writ petitioner shall be subject to final orders to
be passed, and the status which is as of today shall be maintained till the
passing of the order.

18. Accordingly, the writ petition stands disposed of.

February 13, 2026
Ashu

(Vikas Budhwar,J.)



		2026-02-13T16:16:02+0530
	High Court of Judicature at Allahabad




