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Following decisions were taken in Che meeting*

1.

MjLNUTES OF i'HE SPECIAL BO«KD mLLTING 
HELD 1ST fEjMJAuY. 1971*

3.

4.

' 5,
6.
7«

Special meeting of rhe Board of Capital

Authority was held at 9 on
Maj. General dashir Anmad, Chairman, CDA, presided and the 
following were present t - .

Secretary
Director AxA
Addl: Director Lands
Addis Director Reh:

8. A.F.A. (Works)

9. Asset: Legal Adviser
10. ASstt: Law Officer

1. Mgnber (Tech)

2. Member (Adnn)
F. A/h ember

turned up to -receive the payment 
^£$^,^large number of owners.

Y

D ev el opmen t 

l-ionday cne ist February, 1971.

Position regarding transfer of possession of land required 
for various agricultural farming etc, schaaes _

summary on the captioned iton was presented by the
Addl: Director Lands. He explained that an area of 3152 acres, 7 kanals 
is required for poultry farm scn^ae-H, aDG Sprinkler Project and GHQ 

^Agricultural Farming Scheme. The awards of these revenue estates have 
already betn given and payment released. But the owners have not yet 

on account of appeals preferred by 
Besides the award of built up area, and 

/^./^i^hamlat lands have not yet been given. The built up area is both in the 
village abadi as well as in the area falling within the schemes in the 
form of clusters of huts here and th<re» A small area of Chak Shahdad 
is alsx> involved which is under review. A few of the villages have been 
remanded by the Commissioner and the awards have to be enhanced in 
accordance with the directions of tho Coromiss ioner. in brief, Addl: 
D ire ctor Lands explained that the area required for three development 
schemes referred to above cannot-imraadiately be released for one 
raas©n or the other. One pos sibl e method coulfl be to fix priorities 
in n.vatter of acquiring built up property, i.e* those properties should 
ba acquired first which conflict with the schemes and other to be taken 
Up later. The non-payment of valu$ for Shamlat share in any case could 
not pose a problau as it will talje tine before the shares are worked 
out a/hd the money is disbursed to the respective owners. Addl: Director 
Lands further explained chat there are sufficient funds available with 

* him to meet the liability of fresh acquisition of built up properties,
Shamlat Deh and trees. There was pressing requlronent because the 
villages are under review or under Appeal in respect of which compen­

sation Is payable., oince the villagas mentioned be Low conflict with 
tbe.rbi: jl s^h^nes referred to above, ijd la id .Fi'? ’.itch ’
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9. Kartal Pakhrel

2.
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The Soard considered she case at len » :h« The Board came 
to the conclusion that the judgment giv'en b? the DC,. GD^ 

was cl ea ■ 1

been made is being not used, Board decided that Addl: Director 
Lands should proceed with the a o quis ition of total built up 
property of the villages mentioned below

A, and 
in excess of the 

however, the .GDA

subsequently by Commissioner,. CDA

powers .conferred under law. 4^.inistrattveh

: - 2

1. Dhok Sharaf\
2. Sahana
3. Chak Shahdad
4. Chak -hajuhan Dakhli Kurri
5. - Behan.
6* Pandori
7» Gagreit
8. Jaba Teli

Review of awards under Section 36(3) of the CDA Ordinance - 
Case of Revenue Estates Sorain and Sheikhpur._____________ ___

T^e Suinn?ary on the captioned item was presented by the 
t Add!: Director Lands. He explained chat the Commissioner, CDA, has 
 in an appeal preferred by the land owners in respect of award of

» y* village So rain,' upheld the compensation awarded by the former DC,-
CDA. Review petition is being filed with the Commissioner against 

(U his orders. .

I Th0 Stati31isnt PreSente^ by the DC, COA, was examined. The
i . statement revealed that the pegged up price of the years 1954-58 

was hbout 900 times lower than the awarded amounts. The statement 
further revealed that the amounts awarded by DC, CDA, from 1961-68 
were enhanced by the various Commissioners in appeals from the 

years 1963-64, onwards to the same extent as assessed by DC, CD/., 
in the latest award, hr. Shafi Zafar was only exception who while 
reviewing the orders of his predecessor, reduced the amounts so 
enhanced by the Commissioners in appeal.. However, the amounts so 
reduced could not be made as p recadents ■ because the judgment was 
not acted upon in view of the Central Government decision that 
awards for the land acquired before 1.1.68 will not be reviewed 
and the compensation already paid will not bG recovered. Thus 
the.ptesent Commissioner in the case, subject of issue, argued that 
since the CCA has been paying comp ensation o h the rates enhanced 
by the Commissioner, CDA from the years 19i.b3.!-68, CDA was stopped 
from challenging the amounts So awarded anc1,. therefore, the 
previous value so fixed by the Commissioner would stand and 
assessment made by the DC, following t 3 a prices awarded by the 

, , Commissioner was in order.



Any oth ?r i ton

The DC, GOA, be asked review th* award of SHEIKHPUK,

’"Munawar*

I
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was on a very weak footing. GDA, whether it was due to the 
instructions of the Central Government or otherwise, accepted the 
value of the land fixed by the G orom is $ loners in various .appeals 
from 1903-64-to 1968. The value so fixed, therefore, has become 
a precedent for the acquisition of laad in the same villages for 
the DC, CDA, and for the Commissioner who is hearing appeals new. 
The GOA, however^ felt that wrong once done should not be allowed 
to perpetuate;. Cda further considers cnac che review'petitions which 
are.being filed against the orders of the Commissioner may hardly 
make any difference. Obviously, therefore, there could only be one 
alcernative to file a writ against the orders of the Commissioner 
provided there new grounds co do so. Before doing so, it is con­
sidered necessary that che opinion of tne Law Department should be 
obtained. In case the Law D^artment holds that the Deputy 
Commissioner, CDA, and Comm is sioner, Rawalpindi, hav e exc ©3 ded the 
powers conferred on chem under law, there was illegality in the 
judgraents and a case for reference to High Court, the matter should 
be agitated in the High Court. It was, therefore, decided that the 
matter should be referred to the Law Ministry through Cabinet 
Division for appropriate advice. In the meantime, the review peti­
tions being fiLed in the court of the Commissioner should be filed, 
expeditiously.
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3. ‘ Review of the awards of 2^ villages

* / The letter received from the President’s Sectt: was con­
sidered by the Board. The'Board decided that the Addl: Director 
Lands shoul d. submit a statement, in respect of each village on the 
lines already indicated to him for taking a decision by the Board 
whether the review of the awards pending in his court should be 
allowed to proceed.


