CHANDIGARH HOUSING BOARD

CHANDIGARH ADMINISTRATION UNDERTAKING
8, JAN MARG, SECTOR 9, CHANDIGARH - 160 009, Ph: 4601612,

No. CEO-CHB/PA/2021/ 79 ' Dated, the 19.05.2021

 ORDER

Sh Achhar Slngh was 1n1t1ally engaged on dally wages on 11.08.1987.
Thereafter ‘his serv1ces were taken as Junior Technician (purely work
charge) on 28 05.1997. Subsequently, vide Order No.09 datéd 01.03.2019
his services were regularlzed as Junior Technician (Work Charged Regular).

2. A request for character and antecedents’ verification was sent to the
Deputy Commlssmner UT - Chandigarh vide Memo.No.1762 dated
06.05 1998_-.—- The-Deputy Commissioner, UT, Chandigarh forwarded it to the
Superintenden‘e of Police, Chandigarh vide Memo. No. DC/RIA/476 dated
13.05.1998. -Finally;-the-Deputy Commissioner, UT, Chandigarh verified
the eharacter a.nd‘-antecedent -of Sh. Achhar Singh on 15.06.1998 for the
period 1980-to -date -fof;f'_tﬁ_e"lf’.ermanently/ Previously/Presently resident of
‘927, Phase II, Ram Darbar, Chandigarh. :

3. —Subsequent to regulanzatmn of services of Sh. Achhar Singh v1de
Order No. 09 dated"O1. 03. 2019 hlS character and antecedents were not

1
verified agam because v1de hlS letter dated 11.04.2019 it was informed that

L
it had already been done in’ 1998. '

4. The verification of character and antecedent by the Deputy
.Comﬁﬁss'ion‘ér UT, Chandigarh indicates that Sh.-Achhar Siagh never

disclosed about - the- 1n01deht dated 23.02.1996 at Village Khil, Tehsil
' Jogmder Nagar I-Ilmachal Pradesh

5. _Oi‘l 1 1_.05.20'2_}_ from a news item in ‘DANIK BHASKAR’ News Paper, it
-came into notice of the Chandigarh Housing Board that about 11 years
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bac_k, Sh. Achhar-Sifigh, Juniot Technician was convicted in a criminal case
by the'Hon’ble High Court of Himachal Pradesh, Shimla. As per copy of the
orders downloaded fromthe ‘website Sh. Achhar Singh, Junior Technician
was convicted by the Hon’ble High Court of_H_irnach_al Pradesh, Shimla in
Criminal Appeal No. 281 of 1998 vide order dated 12.05.2010 under Section
452,326 & 323 of IndianPenal Code. He was sentenced to undergo
rigorous imprisonment for 5 years alongwith fine. The Hon’ble Supreme
Court of India vide ordér dated 07.05.2021 in Criminal Appeal No.1140,
11418 1 14rﬂ;of_2_010 _ha_s_juphéld the conviction of Sh. Achhar Singh, Junior
Tecﬁgeiaﬁ'_ﬁnaer"sgetibn'-452, 326 & 323 IPC.

6. As per orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Hlmachal Pradesh, Shimla,

Sh.- Achhar Smgh "Junior Techn1c1an was  involved in an incident on
23.02. 1996 at Vlllage Khil, ’I‘ehsﬂ Jogmder Nagar, Hnnachal Pradesh, which
led to murder of one lady Mrs. Swari Devi and grlevous injuries to her

husband Sh. Bel1 Ram. As per the Court orders- Sh. Achhar Singh, Junior

Techmci'an was armed with- axe and was an. active participant in the

_mmdent I—Ie attacked Sh Be11 Ram with axe, which led to gnevous injuries.

toh1m | o ' L : '

7: -As soon- as, the fact of conviction of -Sh. Achhar -S_;_ingh, Junior
Technician came 1n —_to. the. notice of the Chandigarh Housing Board, he was
immediaiei}"'}ﬂé}ﬁed under suspension vide Order No.HB(S)/EA-III/2021/75
dated 11.05.2021. .__Further a Show Cause Notice vide No.HB(S}/DA-

11 / 2021 / 827 dated 11. 05 2021 was also issued to him as to why he should
not be dlsmlssed from semce. Sh. Achhar Singh, Jumor Technician was
allowed to submiit his reply by 18.05.2021, if any. In case Sh. Achhar

Singh;, Junior Technician wants an opportunity of Personal Hearing, he was

allowed to.appear before.the understgned on 19.05.2021 at 10.00 AM.

8. Dunng the Personal Hearmg before the undersugned on 19.05.2021 at
10.00 AM,- -Sh: ‘Achhar Smgh Junior Technician-submitted that he was

falsely 1rnp11c:ated in the case. He also originally belongs to Village Khil,
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Tehsil Joginder. Nagar, Himachal Pradesh but is staying at Chandigarh
sincé - childhood. Shri-Budhi Singh was his rleighbor and he used to
address - - him ~ as- _‘Cl:lmacha There  was _ animosity  between
- Shri Budhi Singh and Shn Behram for last many years. Though he attended
the marrlage n_1 the vﬂlage but hot present at the scene of crime. He further
submltted that a review is- bemg filed in-the Hon’ble Supreme and till then
the matter may- be kept pendmg He could not give any answer to the query
as to why the ofﬁce Was ‘informed about the criminal case for last 25 years
On his request he was all_owed to submit the reply durmg the day because it
could not be subrmtted on. yesterday The Secretary, CHB and the

'.Admmlstratwe Ofﬁcer CHB were present during the personal hearing.

9. - Sh. Achhar Smgh Junior Technician has not submitted any written
reply_ However after. the personal hearing, submitted a written request :
dated 19 05 2021 to allow him time upto 27.05.2021. Considering that
sufﬁaent time of 07 days was glven personal hearing was allowed in. the
morning of-19. 05. 2021 and the proposed action is directly related to his
~conduct Wthh Ied to his conviction, the request for allow further time is not

accepf[_é_d_-. S

q
i
10 The Rule 13 of the Punjab Civil Services (Punishment and Appeal)
_Rules, 1970 prov1des as under - "
. “Rule13.- Spee_tal proce_dure in certain-cases .
T '_g”_s_fol_u{iihstunding uniylhiry corduined in }éules 89,10,11 und 12-
-{fi). . where any penalty is imposed on a Government eniployee on the
__ .ground of conduct which has led to his conviction on a criminal charge;
Cor o _ i
(i) -where the pu:r__r:is}i—i'ngﬂauthority is satisfied - for reasons to be
“recorded By it.in writing that it is not reasénably practicable to hold an

‘inquiry in that manner provided in these Rules; or

~fiti) -where the Governor is satisﬁed that in the-iinterest of the security




- provtded in these” Ru!es the pumshzng authonty may consider the
" circumstances of the case and make such orders
m(iv} —jP‘rovide..c.‘lr -~ that the commission shall consulted, where such
" consultation is necessary, before any orders- are made in any case

~ - Turider th:.s Rule

11. _ The Government of Pun_]ab v1cle letter No. 3/ 23 /98- PPI / 10394, dated

05.08.1998 as adopted by the Chandigarh Administration vide endst. No.
6335 IH" (7] 98/ 19095 dated 16 09.1998 provides that until the conviction

1s set asuie by the appellate or other higher court, it may not be advisable to -

‘rétain sueh person in -service.

12. It-is surprising that the aspect of criminal case which led to conviction

of Sh. Achhar S'mgh,' Junior Technician was not in the knowledge of the
Chandigaﬂ:i”He{lsing Board for last 25 years. Infact, during this period his

services were ﬁrstly changed from daily wages to purely work-charge and °

_then regularlzed as Jumor Technician (Work Charged Regular). Sh. Achhar
| Singh, Junior ~Technician - gave the address of Chandigarth and thus
succeeded‘in"‘ch.eraeter“dt; antecedent verifications without revealing about
his involvement in the criminal case relating to the incident in the V1].lage
Khil, -Tehsil . Joginder _Nagar,. Himachal Pradesh, on 23.02.1996 whleh
subsequently-led- to—conviction: A public serval-l“.c- is always required to
inform. about the criminal case/conviction to itS‘employer but here Sh.
" Achhar Singh; _—gup;o}'_féd'bééé'ded to conceal it for 25 years. Even his
conviction ‘about 11 years ago did not come into the notice of Chandigarh
‘Housing Board. - | |

13... .As per.orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Hifnachal Pradesh, Shimla,
Sh.-Achhar Singh was armed with axe and he gave few blows of axe from
the r'éverse"é_i_dereh“i:he face-d}-' Sh: Beli Ram. From the FIR and testimony
of \mtnesses Sh. Achhar Singh-was carrying axe at the incidént site.  As

per the court order, three w1tnesses stated that Sh Achar Singh had caused

1n_]ur1es by ineans of axe on the face of Sh. Beli Ram ‘As per-the statement
. . Page4ofe




of the Doctor Who conducted medlcal examination of Sh. Beli Ram, incised

‘wounds were opmed that 1n01sed wounds could have been of weapon like

axe. The Hon’ble High Court of Himachal Pradesh, Shimla has held that Sh.
Achhar Slngh caused grievous as also simple injury to- Sh. Beli Ram by
means of axe and thus committed offences punishable under Sections, 326
& 323 IPC _ From the orders of the Hon'ble ngh Court of Himachal
Pradesh, Shlmla, 1t 1s clear that Sh. Achhar Singh, Junior Technician was
-actlvely involved in the incident dated 23. 02.1996 at Vlllage Khil, Tehsil
Joginder Nagar, - I—I1rnachal Pradesh. He was armed with axe and caused
serious injuries to Sh. Beli Ram and this conduct of him has led to the
conv_lct_lon _urj.der Sections 452, 326 & 323 of IPC.

lé_l 'I‘he conduct _ot' _-.S_hri_Ach'har Singh on the day of incident was not
expected from-a-public servarit. ‘Infact if this aspect would have been in the
notice of Chand_i-ga_rh ﬁousing Board then a different-decision might have
beentaken-at the time of his joining as Juniot' Technician on 28.05.1997
and also .at_the time of regu.lanzauon of his semces as Jumor Technician
(Work Charged - Regular)“on 01.03.2019. It was clearly a conduct of
unbecommg ofa pubhc servant-to openly carry an axe, become a part of the
gang, barge-in-the house of others and then give few blows with the axe 2co
cause grievous mjurxes. There rmght be some r1valry ‘between the family of

'Shri Beli Ram and Shri Budhi Singh but there was no reason for Shri

Achhar Singh to become-a part of the gang and participate in the incident -

even without any sudden. provocation. Such conduct need to be dealt with
]
strict .exemplary action to’ maintain faith of the public and also to save

image of the orgamzatlon

15. I have gone th;ough the facts of the case, orders of the Hon’ble High -

Court of Hirhachal Pradesh, Shimla and orders of Hon'ble Supreme Court of

India: I have-also gone through the written reply of Sh. Achhar Singh,

Junior Techmclan and oral subrmsswns during the Personal Hearing. I am

of the clear view that the conduct of Sh. Achhar Singh which led to his

conv1_ct10n under Sections 452, 326 & 323 of IPC clearly indicate that he
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'Sections 452 326 & 323 of IPC is sufﬁc1ent to prove that such person does

" not deserve to be allowed in. semce any more. Therefore, his retention in
service is not desirable. It.is a fit case to impose penalty on the ground of
| conduct which had led to ‘his conviction in a criminal charge, as provided in

Rule-13 (i) of Punjab Civil Services (Punishment and Appeal) Rules, 1970.

'16.° I therefore, being competent authority, hereby imposes the major
penalty of__dismissal from “'eervice upon Shri Achhar Singh, Junior

Technician with: i_r_r_lmediat:e' effect. - -

o _. _ - “_ | . o ashpal Garg, &22”

T T . o - Chief Executive Officer,
_ ' T Chandlgarh Housmg Board,
B e | . Chandigarh

Endst. No. CEO-CHB/PA/2021/ %79  Dated, the 19t May 2021

Copy is forwarded for 1nformat10n and necessary actlon to the: -
1. Ch1ef Englneer Chandigarh Housing Board, Chandigarh
2. Secretary Chanchgarh ‘Housing Board, Chandigarh ]
3. Chief Accounts Ofﬁcer Chandlgarh Housing Board, Chandigarh
“Admlmstratlve ‘Officer, Chandigarh Housing Board, Chandigarh

._,Er/C'omputer Incharge Chandigarh Housing Board, Chandigarh i
6. Sh.: Achhar. Singh,~Junior Technician, Chandlgarh Housing Board,
Chandigarh

7:-PA to—(')ha_i_rm'a.o _E)Jnandlgarh Housing Board for kind .information of -
the Worthy Chairman. _ . -
/"”%QC pd
e ‘Administrative Officer,

S ST T Chandigarh Housing Board,
_ - g ' Chandigarh
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