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MINUTES OF THE 78TH MEETING



FEDERAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING FOUNDATION
AL-ASGHAR PLAZA(1 ST & 2ND FLOOR) BLUE AREA

ISLAMABAD

F.No.18(1 )/2005-HF(A) Islamabad, the 1ill March, 2005.

The 78:h Executive Committee. meeting of the Federal Government

Employees Housing Foundation was held on Friday, 11 th March, 2005 at 10.30

A.M in the Committee Room of MIO Housing & Works, Block 'B', Pak.

Secretariat, Islamabad.

SubjecL-

2.

please

MINUTES OF THE 78Tr' EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING OF
THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING
FOUNDATION HELD ON 11.03.2005.

The minutes of the said meeting are enclosed for Yo'lr inr'Jrmation

1. P.S. to Secretary, 2. Mr. Abrar Alam,
MIO Housing & Works, Islamabad. Joint Secretary(Works),

MIO Housing & Works,
Islamabad.

3. Brig. M. Kllalid Sohail Cheema, 4. Mr. S.M. Junaid,
Director General, Senior Joint Secretary,
Pak. PWD, Islamabad. MIO Interior, Islamabad.

5. Mr. Muhammad Raziq, 6. Brig. Nusratullah,

Senior JS(Financel Member Planning,
Financial Advisor(Works), CDA. Islamabad.
Islamabad.

Director (Admn), Housing Foundation, Islamabad.
a;-ec/o/'(h/,l8/7Ce,), ,hIous//,ly:"Fou/7ddb'O~ /S/8/Tl8b8d

Director(Technical), Housing Foundation, (s(amabad.
Rana Taj Muhamamd Khan, Co-opted Member, H.No. 153-B,
SL 101, G-6/1-4, Islamabad.

7. Mr. Shahid Hameed,
Joint Engineering Advisor,
MIO Housing & Works, Islamabad.

9. Mr. Abid Bashir,
Deputy Secretary(Admn),
M/O Housing & Works.

Copy of the minutes also forwarded to:-

8. Mr. Nazir Ahmad Nasim,
Director General,
FGE Housing Foundation.
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chair. List of fJarlicipants is enclosed.

ELIGIBILITY OF EMPLOYEES OF AGRICULTURAL
PRICES COMMISSION IN PHASE-IV HOUSING
SCHEME.

111U IIH:)ulIl1U CUIl1I11UI1C8U with tilt; rcclt;:llIUI1 1rurll the i-loly (juro-lil.

In Phase-IV of the Hnll~in0 Scheme, launched in January 2004,

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING FOUNDATION
AL-ASGHAR PLAZA (1 ST & 2ND FLOOR) BLUE AREA

ISLAMABAD

The 78111 meeting of Ule Executive Committee was held on

SUBJECT:- MINUTES OF THE 78TH MEETING OF THE EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE HELD ON 11.3.2005.

11.3.2005 at 10.30 A.M in the Committee Room of the Ministry of Housing &

Works, B-Block, Pak. Secretariat Islamabad. Secretary Housing & Works was in

L.

The Chairman welcomed the participants. The Agenda items were then

discussed as under:-

Agenda Item NO.1

2.

CJccording to the terms and conditions iai,j down in the Brochure, Employees of

the rules of business) and Sub-ordinate Offices v/cre eligible under 75% quota

the rr;(/f'rill Gc)vrrnnwnt wc:rr cligil)jc



3. Since the status of the Agricultural Prices Comr.-:ission was of an

autonomous body, the applicants of this organization were placed under 8%

quota.

4. Two employees of the organization filed a Writ Petition in the

Lahore High Courj Rawalpindi bench for seeking declaration that they should be

considered under 75% quota. The HonOl~rable High Court disposed off the Writ

Petition with the observation that the Executive Committee of the Federal

Government Employees Housing Foundation shall decide the eligibility of the

i ..... petitioner after hearing them a~d pass a speaking order. Th8 case was

accordingly presented before the Executi\e Committee in its 781~1meeting held on

11.3.2005.

5. The petitioners, Mis Mian MJkhtar Ahmed and Muhammad Bakhsh

Malik were called to present their view points before the Executive Committee
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and were heard.

6. The petitioners pleaded th:::t they are governm1j ~ervants and

drawing their salaries from the GovernrrentJAGPR as such they were eligible

under 75% quota. The Executive Commitee observed that the fact is not denied

that they are government servants but r'Jinted out thr3t C3ccording to thp. terms

and conditions of the eligibility. it is the status of the organization which shall

that according to the terms and coneltions laid down, the emfJloyees of

Minisfries/Divisions, Attached Oepnrlmc- '.c: cieclarec! as ~;uc:h in the rules n;



~
.'

eligible under 75% quota. They were advised to produce notification about the

status of their organization to substantiate their claim.

7. The petitioners referred a letter of MIG Food and Agricu!ture

wherein it was mentioned that Agricultural Prices Commission is its Sub-ordinate

office. But the Committee was of the view that as per advice of Management

Services Division that the Administrative Ministry should have notification for

declaring the status of Sub-ordinate office of its organization.

8. The other argument of the petitioners was that their organization

was created through a resolution and as per Judgement of the Supreme Court

llieil Sldlu~ I::' ui CIvil SUlvCJnl. III U liS f8f:jeJr(j IL V/d~ uLJ~urved tllClt establishment

Division has issued a circular in 2000 that in pursuance to the said Judgement all

the Ministries Division should declare and notify the status of their organizations.

9. The Housing Foundation produced a booklet issued by the

Prices C omission has been notified as an Autonomous body.

such notification has been issued by tr-J3 Ministry of Food & Agriculture, the

Establishment Division, Management Services Wing, where the Agricultural

declared as a Sub-Ordinate Office is to bE notified by tlle concerned Ministry. No

1118 Lxt;CUlive COl1llTlltlee UJservcoU tnat any orgalllZC:ltlon wtllcll I~I (j.I
:l

i controlling Ministry till 1[).11.2003 i.e. the:;ut off date. The Management Services
_C<.

Division of the EstcJblishment Division. lGS cl2.ssificd the organiz<3tion as Eln

Autonomous Body.

11. It was c1ecicied thot in the light of the fact th8t there is no notifica~ion

mqmriinc) rir;c;/;:JI',ltinn of til(; Aqrir.ulturcil :Jr;--:cS Cnmmi~;sion 8S Cl Suh-OrciiJl;lt('

1l/!1 /. /,~iMJ
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Office and in the light of the classification made by the Establishment Division,

the plea of the petitioners has no grounds. It was further dec;ided that the

petitioners alongwith all other applicants who are employees of the Agricultural

Prices Commission are eligible for consideration under 8% quota.

Agenda Item NO.2: CASE OF MR. M. SHARIF KHAN, RETIRED
EMPLOYEE OF FEDERAL SHARIAT COURT.

was earmarked for 11 bodies including constitutional bodies and professionals.

15.3.2000, a reasonable quota was to be fixed in the next Housing Scheme for

through respective institutions. Accordingly in Phase-IV of the Scheme, 5% quota

the employees 01 cOllstllulluflClI 8udJes and Lav/yers whlcl1 was for disposal

In compliance to the orders of the Honourable High Court dated12.
\

I
i

I
13. In case of Employees of Federal Shariat Court, 18 plots of 5

different categories, proportionate tot he number 0 f applicants, were p laced at

the disposal of the Federal Shariat Court alongwith the complete list of the

cllJpl/cants for llnal nOnlmallOlls disposal and II1tlmatloll to the Housing

Foundation for issue of formal offer. The name of Mr. Sharif Khan was included

in the applicants list furnished by the HOL.:sing Foundation. However, the final list

approved by the competent authority of t'9 Federa! Shariat Court did not include

the name of Mr. Sharif Khan.

14. Mr. Sharif Khan, aggrieved JY thi::: action filed .3 Writ Petition with

the; Lrlhorc High Court Rt=lWCllpindi Benci- against the HousinG Foundation. Tho

Honourohlr: HiClh Court c1is"oscr/ off the \,i\h+ Pf:tiUnn with thr: ohsr:rviltinn tl1(1t

.-I!

~~.:'..,~~ •.•• :l'<~.;.i4_.;."._.- •..:;,•.... "~-~ -==",,=~. -~: .•." ...,-"-;.'";-~,_~~'- ~_~-=....



the Executive Committee of the F.G.E. Housing Foundation will decide the case

after hearing the petitioner and pass a speaking order.

15. The matter was placed before the Executive Committee i:l its 78~h

meeting held on 11.3.2005. The petitioner, Mr. Sharif Khan was also invited to

present his point of view before the Committee.

16. Mr. Sharif Khan Was heard in person. He pleaded that he had

applied in Phase-III Housing Scheme but was not allotted a plot and that he did

not withdraw the seed money. He further stated that he is being denied allotment

of plot by the Housing Foundation though he has retired. Th8 Executive

COlT1llllttee ousurvcu tllat he could not be ailotteci i:I plot inn t->hase-Ili as he did

not fulfill the eligibility criteria. Non withdrawal of seed money does not constitute

a right for the allotment.

17. The Housing Foundation submitted that in accordance with the

orders of the Honourable Court, the quota earmarked for such institutions was to

be disposed of through the respective institution. In case his name was not

II1c/uded III the list recofllillenued by the competent autllOrity at the rederai

Shariat Court, he should have made a rE.Jresentation before the authority of the

Federal Shariat Court instead of filing a \Nrit Petition against the Housing

Foundation. Whcn questioncd whether re had fi/eel such a representation, the

reply of the petitioner was in ne~ative.

18. The petitioner further plead:c:d that he should be considered against

the n=:tirecl Clllot;::l. The terms and concji[i'Jns of the hrochurc were RxaminerJ hy



"Retired Federal Government Employees of

Ministries/Divisions Attached Department and

Subordinate Offices."

19. The Executive Committee observed that under the provisions of the

criteria, Mr. Sharif Khan was not eligible for consideration under retired quota as

he was not an employee of any of the categories mentioned in the criteria.

20. It was also submitted before the Executive Committee by the

F.G.E. Housing Foundation, that while forwarding the recommendations, the

Registrar Federal Shariat Court had asked for additional plots, indicC:!tillg a few

specifiC IICIIII(]S, tu ue CJCCUlIllIluuClleli.I/II::> diu llulillCluU8 tile:; IIdllle ul lv1r. ~Ikml

Khan. Though these additional plots were regretted, but this establishes that

there might be cogent grounds before the competent authority of the Federal

Shariat Court to have excluded him.

21.' The Executive Committee after detailed examination found no merit

in the case and rejected it.

Agenda Item NO.3: CASE OF MR. MOHAMMAD NAZIR
EMPLOYEE OF LAHORE HIGH COURT.

RETD

III cmnpIIClnr.(~ Ir) Ih(~ Orr)r;i' (-; trw Hirill COlllf rl:11(-:cl 1:'i 3 :lOon. ;j

reasonable quota was to be earmarked I"': r.ext Housing Scheme for Employees

including Constitutional bodies and profe~3icnCJI~.

],
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In case of employees of High Court, a quota of 26 plots of 5

categories was earmarked and placed at the disposa! of the High Court for

further dispensation alongwith the list of the applicants. This list included the

name of Mr. Mohammad Nazir but the final list duly approved by the competent

authority of the High Court did not include his name.

24. Aggrieved by this action, Mr. Mohammad Nazir filed a Writ Petiton

with the Lahore High Court Rawalpindi Bench. The Writ was disposed off by the

Honourable High Court with the observation that the Executive Committee of the

F.G.E. Housing Foundation will decide the case of Mohammad i'~c~;:ir after

Iledrlll~ 11/111emu Pd::;::; Cl ::;f..H;Clklll~ UlliL;l.

25. The matter was placed before the Executive Committee in its 78!11

meeting held on 11 th March 2005. Mr. Mohammad Nazir was called to appear in

person to present his case. He was heard in person.

26.' Mr. Nazir based his argument on the orders dated 12.7.2004 in

C.M. NO.1038/4 in Writ Petition NO.1234/1997 by quoting the statement given by

lile LClw Ulliccr ul tile/- .l:d::.. HuuSIf1~ r-Ul1nUCliiOfl rCf)lUuucec.i CJSUflc.Jer:-

"The learned Law OfficEr appeared on behalf of the

respondents and stated trat in the new Housing Scheme

itWllcilecJ by the Foundatr('-,. a speCial C]uota as (~Irectecl by

the High Court has been 2'ocatec for the accommodation of

the Writ Petitioners/applica:-ts and the employees of the High

COlll.t (Rawalpindi Bench) ~-jlllil~Hlypl2cccI "

______ ~~~.: _o;-.o.""""",,~.~.- ~r-;= •.,..,.~~ ~~...- --

~'"'~ ...----~~.~""""~~~.::;~-~ .- --------------------------



27. It was further submitted by the Housing Foundation that in the

orders of the High Court dated 12.7.2004 in eM NO.1038/4, the Honourable

Court had finally decided as under:-

"The employees shall be entitled for their particular category

on the basis of their regular posting in Basic Pay Scale and an

employee In service at the time' of cut off" date

Court of Pakistan which is reproduced as under:-

given/announced by the Foundation, keeping in view the date

2.i.2Uu4 III ClillllllJi ull~jlldl j\iu."i4u-vV-20UU III Cd::;E:: ul eillpiuyues or ~upreme

1
~

t
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28.

of birth of all the candidates.-

The petitioner also supported his case banking on the oj"rJers dated

\

1

I
it

"However, preference shall be given to the persons who filed

the Writ Petition and legally fought for the rights of the

employees of the Supreme Court irrespective of the fact that jf

any Writ Petitioner has retired. ~

Ille l::.xecullve GOlllllllltee u:J;:;erve..,J lildt tile oruel;:; cJated 2./.LUU4

in case of Criminal Original NO.148-W -20)0 spe ciflcally related to the petitioners

of the Suprerr.e Court and the orders do '"Jot co'.'er the employees of High Court

where orders dated 12.l.20U4. In eM t.,;o . 038/4 wero applicable.

It was observed that in presentation DF his arqument, the petitioner had

eliminated operative part of the orders dc:ed 12.7.2004, whic1 clearly states that

"employees shr:dl he entitled for their po::,ticuiai cateqory on the basis of their
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regular posting in Basic Pay Scale and employment in Service at the time of cut

off date Cliven/announced by the Foundation:-

30. The Executive Committee observed that the petitioner retired on

5.8.2001 and according to the parameters laid down in the orders, he was not

eligible for allotment. It was further observed that the orders dated 2.7.2004 in

case of Supreme Court employees, was misquoted by the petitioner since these

were not applicable or extended to others.

31. The Executive Committee further observed that in Phase-III, Mr.

Nazir was not an applicant thus has no edge over others. It was also 'lbserved

lIlCit lilt] l1uola 101 the 8111fJloyees 01 the High Court was placed at tl18 disposal 01

the Honourable Court for finalization and dispose!. The competent authority in the

High Court must have had all the judgements and orders in view while finalization

of the recommendation.

32. . The Executive Committee found no merit in the case and rejected

I
)

I

the plaint.

Agenda Item NO.4: CASE OF MR. IZHARUL HAQUE REGARDING
REVIEW OF TERMS & CONDITIONS OF PHASE-IV
HOUSING SCHEME.

33. In Phase-IV Housing Scheme, launched in January 2004,

Housing f'::oundation, COA or any Govermnenl A;Jency at any time whether it was

retained or disposed orr.
.--_ ...,-
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34. Mr. Izharul Haque, an officer of BPS-2 i, filed a compiaint with the

Wafaqi Mohtasib Secretariat whereby he challenged the aforesaid criteria on the

plea that in Phase-II, the Foundation had declared applicants of category-I and

category-II who owned a flat/plot of 200 sq.yds or less, eligible for allotment of

plots on priority. He stated in h is complaint that he was allotted a plot of 166

sqyds in Sector 1-10/2 in 1985 which he disposed of at a price of RS.1,1 0,000/-.

He further stated that he does not own any plot/house in any city a:ld that due to

aforesaid eligibility criteria he is deprived of Category-I plot of his entitlement. He

prayed in his complaint for accord of priority to him in Phase-IV of ih,; Housing

.::>cr18me like 1I1Cllil hc.J(.J Deen Jone lor dppilcaills oIIJI1c.Js8-1I.

35. The Honourable Wafaqi M ohtasib in his 0 rders dated 1 1.10.2004

recommended as follows:-

"The consideration of the matter has been entrusted to the

slluulU tllerelore IITJple:;ll18nt ~ne rE::COnlillCllclC3tJOIlS Irl lelter ancJ

in its 78!1I mectin~ held on 11.3.200~).

discrimination" in its two de:isions. The Executive Committee

spirit and report implemente:lo, within 15 days."

The matter was accordingly JI2ced b8fore Ole Executive Committee

Tho Executive CommitteE E-y;:minc:cJ in detClil the terms elml

Executive Committee "to remove inequality, inequity and

36.

37.

conditions of Phase-II of the Housing SCle -r:e floated in 1932. It was observed

thClt in the IJrnchllrc? published ('mel sole i' "'/?,S vr;ry clearly statr:o thClt tl1o::;(,

1
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names of the dependent members of their family in Islamabad/Rawalpindi were

ineligible. However, on 16.2.1994 a Committee \.vas constituted which made i~s

recommendations, among others the following:-

"The applicants of Category-I and II houses who own residential

plots measuring 200 $q.yds or less in Islamabad/Rawalpindi

may also be considered on merit on case to case basis."

38. These recommendation were approved by the Executive

Committee in its 391h meeting.

39. The Executive Committee observed that once the terms and

j
j

I
i
~
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I

I

l'

conditions are drawn, published and notified these become binding on the

applicants as well as the Housing Foundation. During currency of the scheme, if

any deviation is contemplated and made, then fair play demands that these

should be publicized so that those who have not been able to apply in the

scheme in view of the terms and conditions previously laid down in the brochure

should also be able to participate. The IT,odification/alteration made in the terms

and conditions of the brochure two ye3rs subsequent to the floating of the

scheme were abinitio incorrect and agairst the law and discriminatory as these

wnC": not pllhljci7C~rl hllt rc~~trictc:d to the: ?;!;-,ii~2 'ltc:', (\Iso the' word "case to c;,sr:

basis" is further objectionable as it was restr:ctive.

chanqe of terms and conditions of oroe ~<hsme to ,mother It was observed thClt

willi pclssa!:.w of time, elll ,JilClllp[ i:; mel': '; :0 ijllljr()v(~ tile I(:IHI~;<,mel C()Il(;UiCiI1(;
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improvements on those of Phase-I, and similarly that of Phase-Ill were

improvement on that of Phase-II and that of Phase-IV were improvement on the

terms and conditions of Phase-III. These improvements are not based on

providing benefit to or depriving any individual but is for the benefit of all classes

of the applicants. Thus there has been no discrimination, inquity or injustice to

anyone if the terms and conditions of brochure of Phase-IV differs from the

previous schemes.

41. The Executive Committee observed that no change in the terms

I
1
I

1

and conditions can be made during the currency of the scheme. The High Court

has also upheld the terms and conditions of trw CUlH;nt Housing ~cheme in eM

NO.1038/4 in Writ Petition NO.1234/97. In another Writ Petition 2520/2004 the

High Court has decided that it is the domain of the Housing Foundation to fix the

criteria keeping in view the availability of plot.

42. ' The Executive Committee also discussed identical cases. It was felt

that the terms and conditions once settlee cannot be changed during the

currency at the scheme. I !lese cases would be considered as second priority

once the cases of priority one have teen exhausted as laid down in the

Brochure. The terms and conditions of thE broshure shall not be changed.

ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION POINTS:

1. The Executive Cor-mitler discussed the

representations/complaints on nominations ftJr the quota of

Constitutioni11 Bodip.s &. Pr-:,fes:::ioflcJis. (me! dp,b(']tRci whether tho

lists rer:ommnnclcci hy the r,,~:!::;Xvr; in:.titlltions Clrc' to be further

1!4 '-.
/ It ?/)./r) J



1~

scrutinized by the Housing Foundation or not. After a detailed

discussion it was agreed that these quotas are to be placed with

the respective institutions for dispensation according to eligibility

criteria and it was not possible for the Foundation to finalize the

lists. It was decided that the Housing Foundation should. provide, if

not already provided, all such bodies the detailed

instructions/procedures to be followed/principal criteria for allotment

with the request that while making recommendations these be kept

in view.

L.. A question was raised wheiher the plaints frolll the employees 01

these bodies should be attended by the Housing

Foundation/Executive Committee. After a detailed discussion it was

decided that all plaints from the employees of these bodies

addressed to the Housing Foundation should be referred to the

concerned institution for attending the plaints and redressal of

gnevance.! he Commlltc:8 lun.ner recornrnendeu that eacll

organization be advised to circulate the offer of plots and final merit

recommended to the Hou2;nl Foundation for Clilotment of plots.

objections must be consi:ered and settled before final list is

1hr:in C;lSC:

lists amongst its employees for obtaining objections if any. Such

Even those organizations Nh-ose employees have been allotted

ohjnctioll:~, if I'CCP.ivr.cl

riots provisionAlly be Cl(h;sS'd to revi8w keerinq in view the

~-.-
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43.
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I~

grievance is not attended and prima facie merit/criteria is violated,

the Executive Committee may examine the matter.

3. The Executive Committee took a serious note of the proxy by

Members of the Executive Committee. It WClS observed that

members of the Executive Committee are by designation and

ample time is given for the meeting. In case of exigency, the

member should intimate prior to the meeting. No proxy shall be

allowed.

The meeting concluded with a vote of thanks. ~ /

/ (7(-)6)
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