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Subject: - SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
UNDER _SECTION 49.7. 46 & 46.B OF THE DA ORDINANCE 1960,
READ WITH, CLAUSE. (1) & () OF THE ICT (ZONING) REGULATION,
1992 AND CLAUSES 47-42 OF "THE REGULATION FOR PLANNING AtiD)
DEVELOPMENT OF Pi WATE HOUSING/FARM HOUSING, APARTMIZNT
COMMERGIAL _SCHEL =S/ PROJECTS IN_ ZONES-2, :
IS AMABAD CAPITAL T ZRRITORY, 2023. FRAMED UNDER ICT
BEGULATIONS, 1992", _
MEMOLISHIONREMG /55, OF  WORKISTRUGTURE/BURLDING _6ND
STCPPAGE OF USE O L. wammg_D_@m Aocd. _zZevie.-Y.
PONE-4, ISLAMABAD

F i

Ref. Please refer to CDA& wotices, dated 01-3-2016, 28-7-2017, 2842018~ —

i3.02-2023, 23-5-2025. 19-7-2025 & 27-7-2025 and Public Mofizes
nuilished in Daily Nowuspapers on 18-3-2017, 19-7-2017, 272057,
20-4-2018, 12.7-2048, 4.01-2025. 16-02-2025, 29-5-2025, regarding
subject mader.

i informed that, » mas been noticed with serious  concerns thal

it
A N » 5 " . 7
wir. Mool Malik s s S oS \_/al@_] I
Carried Out Development Warks, Hlersily without any Aparoval of ivaut Plan (LGP) and
Sotaining No Ohjection Cestificzie (NOC) from CRA. which is mandaiory under ths
provisions of subject COA Ordine:

o

& Reguiations meda thereundar. No Housing

Sehame can be Floated/launched/ Fanned/ Deve'oped, in lulamabad by e Urivate
Structure iz being

Sponscrs  without  approval  of SOA. Thus, this Wiorkd
sonstructan/Frected and Land ie being Usad in contravention of the subient legisiature

and is iliegal.

2. Thereiore, You are ordered o Stop iflegal Development Whorks, Marketing and
SalefPurchase, Allotments/Transier « Plots, in this lllegal Housing Scheme, rnmedisiely

* H PRI e ) 1 PR T TR S S oy PR B
and Demolish/Remove ihe said Wor/Structure/Building and fo Dasist Using the Lang,

sarried out ltlegally, within 7 Days of the issuance of this Ordexr.

' Bench of Honorable islamabad High ©ou
47, tifled "Shahzada Sikandar-ul-pMulk vs CLW

44 that;

3. It is further informed that
lslamabad, in its Judgment, WP 7%
dater) £§-7-2018, has declared at Pare

»  Construction of houses or buildings of ey nature, whathar in the "ok G’f{evemue}:stgtéz" or 1 -vra;cw

comprising "Bani Gala" whizh have Loty oF are uuamfnefﬂ i he cf‘.n.n‘az-ra.r.-vs:teﬁ in VE&DE{G'LW:YE. eo; mc:j
Wzater Plan, the Ordinance of 1985, e Toning Reguiations of 1‘.?‘%3, the Ordlrﬁ:ance uﬁf JJ, m.' :
the Wildlife Ordinance of 1979, as it se may be, are Nagal, without Lawdul /‘m}tx?xfrlty a;w:,
Jurisdiction and thus lable o he Derrcliched as mandaied under the Ordinance of 1850 snd the

reguiations mace thaeye under.




. None of the respondents have been able to place or: record any document which would establid
legality of their Hu..dm(,

-3

v The Autherity is the Sole and Exclusive l-'eguleic- and the Union Counciis were ot vested with ™
A uihoru,f to grant any Approvai, ”‘ontnary to or *1 Viotation of the Oudsndnce of 1960 and the * ~
: ~\equlmmn made there under ‘ '

s ' We aiso declare that in case of any violation, the Chgzi ifman ahd each Member of the Authority shall be
. jointly znd oeverallv liable for breucn of stl"& and ctiigations impesed under tha C.c.mance of 1960.

s The Chief Commmswner istamabad Capita! Territery shall be equaily responsible if the legal iramewnik
o the un-acguired areas is violated. ' '

o W aiso declare that the Authority is the Exclusiv: and Sole Regulator and the provicions of the
Oidinance of 1960, and. the Regulations made ers undey are attracted in the case of a Prwate
. Rousing Authority established in any pari of the Iciamabad Capital Territory.

The Supreyae Court of Pakistan. in Civil Petitin~ 3481/2018 & severa! others, filed against
abovs Orders of the Full Bench of Honm able {slamelbad High Court, {slamabad, dated 09-7-2018,
has ordered as under on 17-9-2018:

“Having hear! the learned council for the parties, we do mat find that the impugned judgrnent suffers from
any factual on legat errors; rather we concur with the said judgment that ail the coastruction raised in areas
of Mouza Bani Cala and E-11 are without authorization znid for this reason the learned High Couwt has rightly
srovided miechenism to regulaiize the un-authorized construction on these properties.  Cbvi uua!y, this
mechznizm 2iso calers to the grievance oF the paiitione:r wafore us. Resultantly, w2 direst that CDA should
imimediately preceed with the mechanisn so provided =i examine and deal with buildings constructed in
these areas strictly in accordance with the principles 12id 2own in Capital Developient Authority v/3 Abdu
Gadeer Khan 083 SCMR. 2636) and e recornmendsions made by the iearned High Court in the
impugnerd judgment thareby to resolve the issue. Feriodiczd prograss reports be filed in this court after an
inferval of ftwo months. In the meantime, properties already sonstructed shall not be demolished by CDA, but
no person shall be entitied to raise naw construction: &> an inch or lzy a brick from this day orwards.
All those propeities which are sesled shall remain ssaled and any person who violates or breaks

suh seal shail be held for contempt of court on accoin of disobedience of the Court’s order. These

mailers are accordingly disposed of.”

lc‘

. The Honoraple Istamabad High Court, it &s Judgment in_ICAs 83/2017. 84/2017,
I TS aOrIG48 B 2979018, passed Ordér dated 12-7-257%8, Paras-20& 21 of which is re-produced

astunder;

20. .. In visw of above background and latest position of iaw in general, we are of the view that judgrnent
pat.sed by the learmed Single Judge in Chambers is within four corners of law and no iflegslily has been
< obse red, thercfore, the same is upheld. However, it is mad/2 clear that CDA authoritics shali;

i) Take action under the law against the delinguents ‘individuals) as wall 25 societies (irciuding Bahria
Town and MPCHS) and its Ofﬁcers/OﬁiciaIsiO.re*ters for Non-compliance of above referred
SGs/Guidelines, Rules, or Reguiations, therefore, tha CDA Authorities shall issue a puplication in two
daily newspapers, English and Urdu, with the directicn to the tlousing Societies/individuais to get
the Approval of their Construction from CDA Authorities as referred above, whereupon NOC shall
be issued to ali those individuals after fulfilling codal fermalities subject to Rules and Regulations;

v)  Start Taking Actions sgainst Societies who have vinlated the Appiroved Layout Plan or Changed
.the Public Utility Areas such as Mosque, Playarcuiiids, Post Office, School, Parks, Parkmg, etc.

vii) 'CDA authorities shall maintain overall supervisory conirol upon all Societies in every manner and being
Regutator and act in accordance with CDA Hyelzwo.

21.  Besides the above referred directions, it is further : ~ade clear that:

‘i) ‘An Societies including Bahria Town, MPCHS or any other Society shall pay all charges, amounts, fee
‘received against approval of construction pian from tzeir aliottees to CDA within three (03) months and

) °hall submit each case before CDA for their approvai.
iy  Any Society, who is not Complyiny the CDA By- '.«.x,s, Directions issued from time to time or their
NOC, the Layout Plan shall be Canceiled aftcr «iving due Warning in accordance with Law,
where after CDA shall take over such Society including their Assets and Bank Accounts
. Managements with the help of ICT Administraticn, Federal Government, Ministry of Interior,
) Chairman CDA, Mayot Metropolitan Corporation icfamabad, all CDA Officiais.




. iif) Chief Commissioner, Deputy Comm:izsioner, Inspector General of Police, SSP Islamabad,
concerned SHO, and Magistrates =re Directly Responsible for Compliance of CDA

By-laws as well as Directions referred i this Judgment.

21-A.  In view of above, it is held that every member of Housing Society or the Scciety itéeif % a2l get
Approval of Construction from the CDA in zocordance with Law, after fulfilling all the Cedal Forinalities,
where after CDA shall issue NOC accordingly. . : '

5. The Honorable lslamabad High Court, lIslamabad, in WP '45}2014; titled
“Muhammad ibrar Khan vs CDA, passed following orders on 13-8-2018:

17. It is an admitted position that the petiticners did not obtain permission from the C.D.A. to construct
buildings on their land. The petitioners have carried out developmental work in violation of the prohibition
contained in Regulation No.4(3)(a)&(e) of e 1992 Regulations. One of the reliefs prayed for by the
petitioners in the writ petition is fo declare the notice dated 27.11.2013 illegal and without lawfu! authority.
For this, Court to grant the petitioners the saic ralief would be tantamount to validating the development and
construction works carried out in stark violation of the law. The grant of such relief is not permmissibie in the
equitable jurisdiction of this Court. For the reasons mentionedl above, | find that this notice is strictly in
conformity with the provisions of the C.D.A. Ordinance as well as the above referred Regulations made
thereunder. Since the construction and development carried out by the petitioners on their land in Zone-3 is
not pursuant to any plan or programme approved by the Federal Government or the C.D.A., the same cannot
be termed as lawful. Even otherwise, there is an absolute bar imposed by paragraph 4(3} of the 1992
Regulations on private residential, farming, orcizard, poultry and dairy farming schemes in Zone-3.

6. The Honorable Islamabad itigh Court, Islamabad, in its Judgement in
WP 4018/2021, titled “Fawad Zafar Ctieema vs FoP” Ordered on 14-6-2022, as undar:

5 ... Nonetheless, the 43 buildings, eash consisting of seven stories, have been consiructed
illegally and in Violation of the Enforced and Governing Laws i.e., the Ordinance of 1960 &nd the
regutations made thereunder.

8. i They are definitely not entitied ic any equitable relief because, admittedly, they cliose to

construct 43 buildings, each consisting of seven stories, in violation of the enforced laws and
reguiations made thereunder. They canrot claim that a right has accrued in their favor on the
basis of violation of the enforced laws.
In the case in hand, no right has accrued in favor of the petitioners on the basis of illegal
construction of 43 buildings, each corzisting of seven stories. The petitioners can definitely not
take the = stance that ignorance of law may be treated as an excuse.
The petitioners cannot be aliowed to tat-= henefit on the basis of abuse of the enforced laws.

9. For the above reasons, no case is made out for issuance of a writ under Article 199 of the Constitution
and, therefore, the petition is accordingly ismissed.

7. Islamabad _High _Court, lsleyiabad, in _its Judgement dated 15-01-2026,
in WP 2328/2025, titled “Javed Akhtc: vs Chief Commissioner, ICT, islamabad”, ordered

as under.

4. The learned State Counsel submitted on benalf of the Respondent Nos. 1and 2 that the core grievance of

the Petitioner, concerning the alleged iflegai ~nodification of the Master Pian and the conversion of amenity

plots, is fundamentally misdirected against the Respondent Nos. 1 and 2. it is contended that the statutory

mandate for the approval, supervision, ar : amendment of the Layout_ Plan (LLOP) and Mastfar Plan
vests exclusively with the Capital Dev: spment Authority (CDA), te., .Respon.de_nt No. 3. Tr_ae
administrative functions of Respondents o3. 1 and 2, under the Coop\?ratlve Societies Act, pertain
to registration, oversight of society man=gement, and dispute resolution among members, not o

urban planning or spatial zoning

16 . . . N ) .

assert that their role does not extend to urbzn planning. The CDA is also correct that lotr
within its domain and that Plot No. 34 is not part of any approved LOP. However, this very at_jmlssmrs by CD.;
underscores the core of the problem, societics are operating in a ﬂqwless zone, allotting una_p-pmve
plois. The regutatory failure to prevent this cioes not absolve the primary wrongdoer, FECHS. .

LA i 1 otﬁhg any
d) Respondents No. 4 (NASECHS) and 5 (FECHS) are hereby restrained froim crea any
Sne)w plots, selling, or undertaking ary sonstruction on the tand earmarked for amemtnea
(parks, cpen spaces, etc.) in the origiul layout, and specifically on the land g;urroundl.ng !?ioi
No. 34 as defined in the 2015 possessior: letter and the 2023 Mutual Settlement. 24. Before parting

s

with the judgment, this Court deems it zanropriate fo observe that the Petitioner, a_senior citizen

o . PRI
and retired JCO, has been compelied ic iun from billar to post_for over a decada to secure nis

legitimate _rights. This ordeal underscores the urgent need for effective oversight and stiicter

requlation of cooperative housing socieics. The Respondents Ne. 1 & 2 (Chie? Qome:n;g-:ss?m‘:onen‘-
i 23} and the Capiial Development Authovity {CDA]}

and the Registrar, Cooperative Sociz?



is Girected to Show Cause in writing within 7 Zays of the issue of this Notice, as

-~

-

Coamputer Dte. CDA
>3

statutory sontrob,

ravst enhance their coordination 20 ensure that euoh sociefbeg ftnctian vilivs tha o
the faw sed are not permitted to operate as sutonemous endittes heyond Ta ¢

g. " wmr _Henib MadilK L of Mis SodfSe vadled
. to way
fisgal activn should not be taken against the Sheer Violaticns of grovisions of e
Regulations, under the provisions of Bection 40-C, 46 and 4€-8 of the CDA Ordinance
1980, read with, Clause-5, of the ICT (Zoning; ~egulation, 1892 and Clatsse-40 & 42 of
the Reguiation for  Planning and Developraeyt  of Private  Housing/F s cousing,
Apartinants/_Commercial Schemes! Projects in Zones-2, 4 & 5 of lsiamahad Coapital

Teritory, 20237

B. in case of faiiure to do se, strict leys’ aiclion wouid be infltarew, under suhbisct
Crdinance & Regulaticns made thereunder, as afarementioned, including, but not fimited to

Cemodition: of lllegal Developraent/Siructures/Billidings, Sealing of your Schems Offices
& Site Offices, ete. x

IRty

m it is made clear that, if this Show Tause HNotice is not womplied within
T ¢lays, the lfiegal Work/Siructures will be Remaved, Demelished and Use of Land wil da
stepped by using Force (including Police Force,, by CDA. The cost will e recovered by
o, from the parson responsible for the cons’riziion of work/ structures and use of land
in contravertion of the provisions, as aforessid. It is_informed that in the event of
Mon-corcoliance of this Show Cause Naotice, ex-narte proceeding will be hitizted and no
axcuse wiaisoever in this regard will be entertained.

§9. You are also providad an Opportunity of v rsonal Hearing, in your Defensa {+ any),

i1 he Gffice. of the undersigned, during Working i=ours, within 7 days.

"o

[
-
-

2 Ths is issued with the approval of Directs  General (Spatial Planning), CDA

s s e e e oo . R, -

44,0 This is issued without prejudice. : S e :,m
(EJAZTL HASSAM)

DirectorRegionat Planping

Distvibuion:-

1. vy, DG (Enforcement}. CDA

[it is requested to make necessary arrangernents, for demolition/removal of buitdings/structures
constiucted in violations of Approved LOF on the Land/Plots earmarked for ‘Amenity/Public
Puiiding Arsas. in co-ordination of this Ofiics, Directorates of HS (M&E), EM-1! & Building
Control (South, CDA, witis the approvai of the Competent Authority, under Section 49-C of CDA,
Crdinance 1860, Clause 5(i) of ICT Zoning Regulations 1992, Clause-3(2) read with Suhedule-il,
Part-V! (283) of CDA Conduct of Business Regulation, 1985).

e,

—

Pirector Building Controi (South). {24

[it is requested to ‘initiate action for demaiition/removal of the lllegal buildings/ structures
constructed, in violations of Approved LOF on the Land/Plots earmarked for Amenity/Public
Building Areag, with the approval of the Cemietent Authority, under the provisions of Sectiun
45-C of CDA Ordinance 1960, the Pakistan “apital Regulation (MLR) 1982, Clause 5(i) ICT
Zoning Regulation 1992 and relevant Claus« s of Islamabad Capitai Verritory Building Contiol
Regulation 2020 (amendeci in 2023)]. BCS i..%ers & Public Motices dated 13-02-2523, 49-2-
20147, 19-7-2017, 23-02-2012, 16-02-2025, =:~ referred.

erfeesn
EN
'

LRI A

1

0.2
“Dated:. .fr.:.(O.

Dy. N

" Dirvector {i.T), CDA
[t iz recuested to Upload this Show Cause Notice on CDA Website for Awareness of

the General Public & All Stakeholders]

4. Dy, Director-lf (RP), CDA

[He is directed ic peruse the matte: vigorously, take stern action and submit
Cempliance Report, accordingly]

-



5.
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Member (P&D), CDA

Deputy Commissioner, ICT, Isizrnabad

[it is requested to issue necessary dirzctions to concerned Magistrate in compliance of Para-21 (i)
of the Islamabad High Court Judgrment in ICAs Nas. 83/2017, 84/2017, 20/2013 & 21/201 8,dated 12-
7-2018, which reads as under:

“‘Chief Commissioner, Deputy Coinrissioner, Inspector General _of Police, SSF islamabad.
concerned SHO, and Magistrates arc directly responsible for compliance of CDA By-laws as well as
directions referred in this Judgment”. ’

S.S. P. Istamabad

[Iltis requested to issue necessary cizzciions to concerned SHO in compliance of Para-21 (iii) of the
Islamabad High Court Judgment in iCAs Nos. £3/2017, 84/2017, 20/2018 & 21/2018, dated 12-7-
2018, which reads as under:

‘Chief Commissioner, Deputy Comrissioner, Inspector Cenerzi of Police, SSP_Islamabar

" ¢oncerned SHO, and Magistrates ares directly responsible for compiiance of CDA By-laws as well as

18,

16,

directions referred in this Judgment”.

Regisirar Co-operative Societies. ICT, Isiamabad,

{It is requested to initiate action agaiinst Sponsors of this and all such Violations of Aporoved Layoud
Plan, under the provisions of Co-opzrative Societies Act 1927 and Rules & Svelaws [frarsd s.‘n, ©
ungder. Further, it is requested to pzss Standing Orders that Sponscrs of Al Prvzle Housing
Schemes can only Transfer Plots/ Zulidings, which are strictly in accordence with ihe Approvesd
Layout of the Schemes and Not Morigaged with CDA, in larger Public inwresi].

Chief Executive, Isiamabad Eleciric Suppiy Corpany (iIEECO), Istamabad -
{I* is requested that Service Connecions may be provided strictly in acoorea l'. e wsuh the f“«ppmwt‘
Layout Plan and Sanctioned Buildir.g ~lans by CDA in this Scheme and ali such like Schames
Clause-406{13) of the “Regulation for ~rmnning and Development of Private ousmq/Farm [ RIRSEiCH
Apartments/Commercial Schemes/Pinizcis in Zones-2, 4 & § of Islamaoad Capital Territory, #02

referred]

General Manager, Sui Northerr: Cas Pipelines Limited (SNGHL), slamabad
i i3 requested that Service Conneciiznz rnay be provided strictly in accordance with the Approved
Layout Pian and Sanctinned Building ~ians by CDA in this Scheme znd all such like Schemss.
lause-40(13) of the Reguiations, ibic, s referred).

Director Press Information Darartment (PID). Near Zero Point. Mauve Hecior
G-7/4, 1slamabad
i1 is reguested will not allow to pubiish advertisement of any Private Housing/Farm Flous +{Ng
Scheme/NVeriical Housing Project/Cenmercial Scheme/Standalone Commercigl Project within o4 :
without approval of CDA. PEMRA/PTA may block all Websites of Private drlu?i_ngir. arrn Hous g
Schemes/Nertical Housing Prolect/ Corimercial Schemes/Standalone Csmm:errzlaa P;‘-:;;-ar_;ta?‘.aunches.j
he ore approval of lLayout Plans:Zuiiding Plans of the Schemes/Projsiiy, iro @ CDA,
Claunsa-40(14) of the Regulations, ibic, is referred].
DG (Law), CDA

DG (Spatial Planning), CDA,

. DG {Building & Housing Contrzi}, CDA
. Director Public Relations, CD#

Direcior Staff to the Chairman, TDA

Additional Deputy Commissior.=- (Revenue) [ADCR],
ICT Administration, Islamabad

D¢, CDAJSr. Special Magistraiz, CDA

Joint Registrar of Companies, ' : .
Securities & Exchange Comrnission of Pakistan, (Compani
uiate life Building, 1%t Floor Bluz Area, isiamabad

Master File

es Registration Office),

Pirnctor Regicnat Flanning



