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5 The 6th meeting of the C :
5/7 was held in the CDA Conference Room on 52
AM. Mr. Javed Masud, Chairman CDA, presided.

> " ;
> The following attended:-
L. Mr. M. Javed Masud, 4
Chairman, CDA. In Chair
2 Mr. Anwar Said.
Member (Planning/Design). CDA
3. Mr. Mohammad Ashrafl Khan
Member (A). CDA.
4. Mr. Mohammad Bashir,
F.A/Member, CDA.
5. Mr. Abdus Salam Khan Wazir
Member (E). CDA.
6. ‘Mr. S.A.T. Wasti
Sccretary to the Board.
The following attended the meeting. by special invitation -
1. Mr. Muhammad Rafiq Ahmad,
Consultant (Engineering)
: 2. Barrister A.G. Chaudhry,
! ~ Legal Adviser, CDA.

3. Mr. Magbool Elahi,
DDG(P).

E o Mr. M. Suleman Sahito,
DEM-IL
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‘ © the Authority had already decided that the co! ¢ plot NO.

Implementation of recommendations of Walagi Mohtasib-Rep
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ants be n.slsu.
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1sult

case © wollm be

ithdraw or dis associate from the project 1P N
- , - oy g . »
Plot a full {me

"?“"’5“‘@ the condition on the allottees ol R
discriminatory. The alloucc;{,k,t No. 2 may be asked to L-‘“gdklfn - heering
supervisory consultant, who should be a member of I"uklslan. -'m'c quulity
Council and registered with CDA, 1o supervise the project 10 cn‘.s‘- _
standard and the panel of Architects whose duties inulmlcdlh.b'
approval of drawings befispenscd with and instead l‘ll/a\ o ecture
scrutinized by the Building Control Cell and l)irccuzmtc nl‘ ! S
and Planning Wing under normal procedure and the final design S

the Board of CDA before final approval

It was also decided that security deposit of 2% should be recovered from
all the three allottees and show cause notices should be issued tO tl-u:
allottees of plots No. 1 and 3 on account of non-receipt of security deposit.
" In this regard opinion of the Legal Adviser may also be obtained whcth‘cr
CDA can demand the payment of interest on non receipt of 2% security
deposit which amount is ultimately 1o be refunded to the developers. Lastly
it was decided that since the Board had approved discotinuation of the
supervision by the consultants the full 4% charges cannot be justifiably
recovered. however charges at the rate of 4% for the period till the services
of the consultants were discontinued should be recovered from M/s CCC
Associates amounting to Rs. 25.92,761.9 and from M/s Minawa (Pvt. Ltd

amounting to Rs. 37,78,394.1.

Action: Legal Adviser.
DEM-II
DDG(P)

Dir. Arch.

Tea Stall (Plot No. 3, Class-IlL Shopping Centre B sion. of
Jslamabad T Bm['“NQMl«-J.-Q/ﬂ)
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Privatisation of Conyention Centre,
The consideration of the case was deferred

of Ho< e
Possession of Plot No. 301-H, G-10/3. allotted to Member .

Team,
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« front of P
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The Board considered each of the 17 cases and appr® e : ”::l
récormnmendations of the Planning Wing for change of trade in rcspgctmc
items 1,2,3.9 11 & 15 as given in Annexure 'A’ tO the summary wnh'n \
remarks to get the views/clarification from Environment Protection AgEN®)
regarding Plot No. 212, 1-10/3 (cultured marble products)

j a0 r milling
The Board felt that there is already a gross excess capacity of ﬂlUUw pia
in Islamabad Territory. Therefore, the Board decided no

el " i “the applicants
permission for change of trade to flour milling to any of the app

TR ' /ers of industna
The Board also decided, in principle, not to permit com_ex:lon
. . 4 - ,I ,'
plots into Ware House which is not a manufacturing activity

in cas .ahuta
The Board approved the rate of Rs. 10 per sq. yardil.n case':lfair\;l o
[ndustrial Triangle and Rs. 25/- per sq. yard in case of industn
and 1-10 as fee for change of trade.
The Board also approved a fine (@ Rs 50/- per sq. yard 1:or opcrali.ng
hauthorised  trade and decided 1o cancel the allotment for operating
‘:ntmlhorized trade if permission is not granted for change of trade
Action: DDG(P).
Director MPC
DEM-II

The meeting concluded with a word of "thanks" to the Chair
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