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Bench: 

    Mr. Justice Bhishmadev Chakrabortty 
    And 
    Mr. JusticeMurad-A-Mowla Sohel 

 

Writ Petition No.4636 of 2014  

with 

Writ Petition No.6532 of 2014 

Mohammad Nuruddin (Alow)               ...... petitioner 

-Vs- 

The University of Dhaka and others   ......respondents 
 

Mr. Md. Omar Farook, Senior Advocate  

                                                    ...... for the petitioner 
                                                                               (In both the Rules) 
 

Mr. Dr. Naim Ahmed, Senior Advocate with Mr. 

Shahin Alam and Mr. Nurul Azim, Advocates  

                                                 ......for the respondents    
           (Respondents 1-6 in WP 4636 of 2014 and respondents 1-4 in            
                                                                            WP 6532 of 2014) 
 

Judgment on 12.03.2026 
 

Bhishmadev Chakrabortty, J:  
  

Since in both the Rules the parties are almost same and common 

question of fact and law are involved, these have been heard together and are 

being disposed of by this judgment.  

The Rule in Writ Petition 4636 of 2014 was issued calling upon the 

respondents to show cause as to why the withdrawal of Ph.D. degree of the 

petitioner by office circular bearing memo No.3128/Sa-2/P dated 21.04.2014 

issued by the Controller of Examination, University of Dhaka upon decision of 

the Syndicate dated 12.09.2013 on the basis of recommendation of the 

Academic Council dated 05.09.2013 as stated therein (Annexure-C) should not 
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be declared to be taken illegally, without lawful authority and is of no legal 

effect and/or such other or further order or orders passed to this Court may 

seem fit and proper. 

The Rule in Writ Petition 6532 of 2014 was issued calling upon the 

respondents to show cause as to why the decision of the Syndicate of the 

University of Dhaka dated 25.05.2014 in dismissing the petitioner from service 

from the post of Lecturer, in the department of Political Science, University of 

Dhaka (as apparent from Annexure-I) should not be declared to have been 

made without lawful authority and is of no legal effect and why a direction 

shall not be made for his reinstatement in service in the said post and/or such 

other or further order or orders passed to this Court may seem fit and proper. 

The material facts for disposal of the Rules as stated in the writ petitions, 

in brief, are that the petitioner is a brilliant and law abiding citizen. He stood 

3rd in order of merit in the SSC examination held in 1991, 5th in the HSC 

examination held in 1993 and got 1st Class in BSS (Hons) and MSS 

examination in Political Science from the University of Dhaka. He joined in 

the post of lecture in the Department of Political Science in the University of 

Dhaka in 2008. After two years of service he became a permanent teacher 

there. He has always a research oriented character and mind and have 

innumerable research works in so many journals and publications both national 

and international standards. He complied with and exhausted all legal process, 

formalities of the University of Dhaka covered by Chapter-V of part-III of 

Statutes/calendar if the University under the supervision and guidance of 

Professor Dr. Sawkat Ara Hossain of Department of Political Science, 
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University of Dhaka for completion of his original research work for having 

Ph.D. degree under the name and style of “Practices of Marxism and Their 

Impact on Modern World: The case of Objectivization”. The research work 

was evaluated, appreciated and scrutinized by the formally appointed ‘Thesis 

Evaluation Committee’ comprising of Professor Abdul Mannan, Department of 

Government and Politics, Jahangirnagar University; Professor Dr. Maksudur 

Rahman, Department of Political Science, Rajshahi University and Professor 

Dr. Sawkat Ara Hossain, Department of Political Science, University of Dhaka. 

The petitioner successfully completed the viva voce examination and then he 

was awarded the Ph.D. degree. The University Syndicate took resolution on 

10.08.2011 and awarded him the degree which was circulated through 

notification of Controller of Examination on 16.08.2011. The petitioner was 

awarded Ph.D. degree in writing on 20.08.2011. But all of a sudden the 

Controller of the University of Dhaka issued a circular on 21.04.2014 

addressing the petitioner that as per the recommendation of the Academic 

Council dated 05.09.2013, the Syndicate took decision on 12.09.2013 of 

withdrawal his Ph.D. degree. The petitioner came to learn that at the instigation 

of the interested quarters among colleagues of his Department and outside the 

department due to academic and professional jealousy without making any 

reference to the thesis examiner or evaluation committee and without issuing 

any show cause notice his Ph.D. degree was withdrawn which was absolutely 

malafide with ulterior motive. The aforesaid withdrawal of his Ph.D. degree 

without issuing any show cause notice to him or to the examiners or to the 

thesis Evaluation Committee and without affording any opportunity of being 

heard at the instance of interested quarter is without lawful authority and 
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beyond statutory Rules, Regulations, bylaws and also against the principles of 

natural justice. He also found that although the decision was taken by the 

Academic Council on 05.09.2013 and approved by the Syndicate on 

12.09.2013 but the order was communicated to him on 21.04.2014 i.e., after 6 

months of the decision taken by the Syndicate by colourable exercise of power 

with oblique motive. The petitioner then filed 2 applications to the university 

Authority asking for material particulars but those were not supplied to him. 

He sent a legal notice upon the respondents through his learned Advocate to 

rescind the decision but the respondents did not make any reply to it. He then 

finding no other alternative moved in this Court and obtained Rule in Writ 

Petition 4636 of 2014 in the manner as aforestated.  

After issuance of the aforesaid Rule the Syndicate without issuing any 

show cause notice to the petitioner alleged to have been dismissed him from 

service on 25.05.2014. The petitioner heard about the dismissal order and filed 

applications to the Vice-Chancellor and Registrar of the University on 

02.06.2014 for getting copy of his dismissal order and the minutes of meeting 

but the respondents did not make any response. The petitioner then sent a legal 

notice upon them through his learned Advocate Mr. Md. Omar Farook and in 

its reply the learned Advocate for the University informed him that the 

Syndicate of the University on 25.05.2014 dismissed him from service. The 

petitioner made an appeal to the Chancellor of the University, i.e., Hon’ble 

President of the Republic for cancelling the dismissal order but nothing was 

intimated to him. In that event he approached this Court and obtained Rule in 
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Writ Petition 6532 of 2014 against his dismissal order being the same was 

passed in gross violation of law and is of no legal effect.   

Respondents 1-6 in Writ Petition 4636 of 2014 and respondents 1-4 in 

Writ Petition 6532 of 2014 filed affidavit-in-oppositions to contest the Rules. 

In the affidavit-in-oppositions they denied the material facts stated in the writ 

petitions. They admitted the fact that the petitioner joined as Lecturer in the 

Department of Political Science of Dhaka University and that he obtained a 

Ph.D. degree from the University. But further stated that after obtaining the 

Ph.D. degree, the Dean of the Faculty of Social Science wrote a letter to the 

Vice-Chancellor on 13.06.2012 making serious allegation that the entire data 

and information including the interviewees of 12,75,047 persons are 

questionable. It was further mentioned that the petitioner has claimed to have 

collected enormous data from e-mail responses from 80 countries of the world. 

In the said letter the aforesaid Dean requested to conduct a thorough 

investigation in order to uphold the academic excellence of the University. The 

Vice-Chancellor raised the matter before the Deans’ Committee in its meeting 

dated 14.06.2012 and the Deans’ Committee formed a committee consisting of 

4 members to enquire in to the matter. The matter was thereafter placed in the 

meeting of the Syndicate who by its decision taken on 26.06.2012 formed a 

Fact Finding Committee consisting of 5 members. The Fact Finding 

Committee sat on 6 meetings. The writ petitioner appeared before the 

committee personally on 23.07.2012 to defend his case. His course supervisor 

Professor Shawkat Ara Hossain also appeared before the committee on 

01.08.2012 but the convener of the evaluation committee Professor Abdul 
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Mannan did not appear despite service of notice and the other expressed his 

unwillingness to appear before the Committee. The Fact Finding Committee 

submitted a report on 11.02.2013 observing that the petitioner could not 

support his claim made in the Ph. D. thesis that he took interview of 13 lac 

people from over 80 countries of the world. He could not support his claim that 

he appointed 21 research associates in 14 countries and further failed to 

provide transcripts of interviews with Ambassadors of 21 countries. The 

committee found the petitioner’s utterances and thinking process unbalanced 

and unrealistic which has been reflected in the thesis. The Syndicate discussed 

the report of the Fact Finding Committee in the meeting held on 17.02.2013 

and took opinion of the legal Advisor of the University. The Academic Council 

of the University examined all the available reports and documents, discussed 

the matter in detail on 05.09.2013 and recommended to withdraw his Ph.D. 

degree. The Syndicate in its meeting held on 12.09.2013 withdrew the 

petitioner’s Ph.D. degree. Since the Ph.D. degree of the petitioner was 

withdrawn, the Syndicate took decision for his dismissal from service and 

asked for opinion from the learned Attorney General who provided opinion on 

22.05.2014 against the petitioner. Accordingly, the Syndicate took decision on 

25.05.2014 to terminate the petitioner from service on the ground of moral 

turpitude. The above decision was also intimated to the petitioner on 

15.06.2014. The petitioner filed appeal to the chancellor of the University on 

07.06.2014 which was yet to be disposed of but the petitioner invoked writ 

jurisdiction of this Court in the subsequent writ petition on 14.07.2004 without 

giving reasonable time to Hon’ble President and as such the writ petition is 

found to be prematured.  
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Mr. Md. Omar Farook, learned Senior Advocate for the petitioner in 

both the Rules taking us through the writ petitions, annexures appended 

thereto, the relevant laws and the case of Advocate AM Zia Habib Ahsan and 

others vs. Chittagong University and others, 12 BLC 679 and an unreported 

case of the National University, represented by the Vice Chancellor, National 

University and another vs. Nazim Uddin Ahmed, Senior Programmer and 

others passed in Civil Appeal 32 of 2025 and relying on the principles laid 

therein submits that the petitioner obtained Ph.D. degree in compliance of 

Chapter-V, Part-III of the calendar of the University of Dhaka which cannot be 

taken away other than due process of law. Although in the aforesaid chapter 

requisites or procedure for obtaining Ph.D. degree have been enumerated but 

there is nothing in the said calendar that a degree of Ph.D can be revoked or, if 

so, its process. The petitioner obtained the Ph.D. degree after evaluation his 

thesis by the evaluation committee which was duly recommend by his course 

coordinators but the respondents have withdrawn the Ph.D. degree behind his 

back only on malafide intention with ulterior motive at the behest of interested 

quarters owing to the academic and professional jealousy. In taking the 

decision of withdrawal of the Ph.D. degree no show cause notice either to the 

petitioner or to the duly formed Thesis Evaluation Committee was issued to 

clarify the fact or affording an opportunity of being heard and as such the 

decision of the Syndicate has been taken by violating the fundamental right of 

the petitioner which is found also against the principle of natural justice. The 

withdrawal of the Ph.D. degree is neither supported by any of the statutory 

provisions of the Statutes/Calendar of the University of Dhaka nor by any of its 

laws. The same is absolutely based on conjecture, surmise, hypothesis, beyond 
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the statutory Rules, Regulations and Customs of the traditional educational 

instituted like University of Dhaka which is in gross violation of Article 31 of 

the Constitution. Mr. Farook further submits in Writ Petition 6532 of 2014 that 

in dismissing the petitioner from service the process of taking action by 

forming an inquiry committee as contemplated in Article 56(3) of the Dhaka 

University Order, 1973 (the Order, 1973) and the Provisions of section 45(3) of 

the 1st Statutes of the University and the provisions of the Regulations, 1980 of 

forming Inquiry Committee and Tribunal were not complied with. In the 

premises above, both the Rules would be made absolute.  

Per contra, Dr. Naim Ahmed, learned Senior Advocate for respondents 

1-6 in the first Rule and respondents 1-4 in the second Rule submits that 

although the University Authority had approved the Ph.D. degree  of the 

petitioner according to the decision of the Syndicate but the Dean of the 

Faculty of Social Sciences raised serious allegation to the Vice-Chancellor of 

the University in writing as to the Ph.D. degree the petitioner obtained; that the 

data and information about the interviewees for obtaining the degree are highly 

questionable. The Dean requested to conduct a thorough enquiry in order to 

uphold the academic excellence of the University. On its basis the Vice 

Chancellor brought the matter before the Deans’ Committee who raised it 

before the Syndicate and the Syndicate formed a Fact Finding Committee to 

examine the matter. The petitioner appeared before the Committee in person, 

his statement was taken and thereafter the Committee submitted a report for 

recommendation of the Academic Council to withdraw petitioner’s Ph.D. 

degree. Accordingly, the Syndicate took decision to withdraw his Ph.D. degree 
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on the basis of the report of the Fact Finding Committee and as such there is no 

scope of claiming that the decision of withdrawal of the degree was taken 

suddenly and behind the petitioner’s back. The Academic Council of the 

Syndicate was/has the power to withdraw Ph.D. degree given in compliance 

with the provisions of law which has been done here. Since it has been found 

that the information supplied in obtaining the Ph.D. degree was not correct and 

his oral statement as contained in Annexure-7 to Writ Petition 6532 of 2014 

supports it, and as such the Syndicate correctly withdrew his degree. In doing 

so no provisions of law as well as the principle of natural justice has been 

violated. The petitioner was given opportunity of being heard and thereafter the 

University Authority took decision of cancellation of the degree. The decision 

was informed to the petitioner through notice dated 21.04.2014. In Writ 

Petition 6532 of 2014 Mr. Naim submits that the University Authority took 

opinion from the learned Attorney General and dismissed him from service as 

per the provisions of Article 56(3) of the Order, 1973 on the grounds of moral 

turpitude. Mr. Ahmed refers to the cases of Md. Mizanur Rahman vs. The 

Chairman Appeal and Arbitration Committee and others, 36 BLD (HCD) 91; 

Devendra Rai Sharma vs. State of Uttar Pradesh AIR 1962 (SC) 1334; Balayet 

Hossain (Md) vs. Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources and others, 69 DLR 

82 and Executive Engineer, Bangladesh Agricultural Research Council and 

others vs. Firoza Sultana, LEX/BDHC/0468/2017 and relying on the principles 

laid therein candidly submits that, if it is found that in dismissing the petitioner 

from service, the procedure of law was not complied with in that case there is 

no bar to proceed against him afresh in compliance with the provisions of law. 

In the premises above, both the Rules having no merit would be discharged. 
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We have considered the submissions of both the sides, gone through the 

writ petitions, affidavit-in-oppositions, annexures appended thereto, provisions 

of law of Order, 1973, the 1st Statute of the University, chapter-V part III of the 

calendar, University of Dhaka and the Regulations, 1980.  

It is admitted fact that the petitioner joined as a lecturer in the 

Department of Political Science of Dhaka University on 08.01.2008. It is also 

admitted  by the parties that the petitioner filed application to be registered in 

the Ph.D. programme under the Faculty of Social Science and his thesis was 

“The practices of Marxism and their impact on the modern world: The case of 

objectivization”. The thesis supervisor was Professor Shawkat Ara Hossain of 

the Department of Political Science. It is also admitted that the Academic 

Council formed an Examination Committee on 24.11.2009 comprising of 

Professor Abdul Mannan, Depart of Government and Politics, Jahangirnagar 

University, Professor Maksudur Rahman Department of Political Science, 

Rajshahi University and Professor Shawkat Ara Hossain, Department of 

Political Science of Dhaka University. It is also admitted that the above 3 

professors submitted evaluation report favouring the petitioner for getting the 

Ph.D. degree and the Syndicate in its meeting held on 10.08.2011 awarded 

Ph.D. degree to the petitioner which was published through a notification on 

16.08.2011. But thereafter, as it appears from the affidavit-in-opposition (not 

denied by the petitioner by filing affidavit-in-reply) that the Dean of the 

Faculty of Social Sciences wrote a letter to the Vice Chancellor of the 

University on 13.06.2012 making allegation that the entire data alleged to have 

used in obtaining the Ph.D. degree and information including the interviewees 
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are questionable. He (Dean of Social Science Department) in the aforesaid 

letter requested the concerned to make a thorough enquiry to uphold the 

prestige and academic excellence of the University. The Vice Chancellor raised 

the matter before the Deans’ Committee and in a meeting held on 14.06.2012 

the Deans’ Committee formed a 4 members committee to inquire into the 

matter. The matter was also raised in the meeting of Syndicate and the 

Syndicate by the decision dated 26.06.2012 formed a Fact Finding Committee. 

The committee was comprised of 5 members i.e., (i) Pro Vice Chancellor of the 

University, (ii) Dean of the Faculty of Arts, (iii) Dean of the Faculty of 

Science, (iv) Dean of the Faculty of Engineering and Technology and (v) Dean 

of the Faculty of Social Sciences (subsequently replaced by Assistant 

Professor, Department of Population Sciences, University of Dhaka). The Fact 

Finding Committee sat on six consecutive meetings. The petitioner appeared 

before the committee personally on 23.07.2012 to defend his case. The 

supervisor of the petitioner’s thesis Professor Shawkat Ara Hossain also 

appeared before the Committee. But the other two did not appear. The Fact 

Finding Committee submitted a report on 11.02.2013 which is reproduced 

below-  

রাɲিব ন িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড. ĺমাঃ নুর উিțন-এর িপএইচ.িড. িথিসস সংƠাȭ িবষেয় সামািজক 

িব ন অনষুেদর িডন মেহাদেয়র অিভেযােগর পিরেƵিǘেত িবষয়ǅ পরীǘা-িনরীǘা কের িরেপাটŪ  

ĺদয়ার জনƟ িসিȨেকট (২৬-০৬-২০১২) কতৃŪক গǇত তথƟানসুȴান কিমǅর Ƶিতেবদন। 

কিমǅ গঠেনর পটভূিম 

রাɲিব ন িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড. নুর উিțন-এর িপএইচ িড িথিসস সংƠাȭ িবষেয় সামািজক িব ন 

অনষুেদর িডন মেহাদয় িলিখতভােব মাননীয় উপাচােযŪর িনকট অিভেযাগ করেল মাননীয় উপাচাযŪ িবষয়ǅ 

১৪-০৬-২০১২ তািরেখর িডন̧ কিমǅর সভায় উপʆাপন কেরন। িডন̧ কিমǅ িবষয়ǅ পরীǘা িনরীǘা কের 
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িরেপাটŪ  ĺদয়ার জনƟ ৪ সদসƟ িবিশɳ একǅ কিমǅ গঠন কের। উǏ কিমǅ িবষয়ǅ িসিȨেকেট উপʆাপন করেল 

িসিȨেকট (২৬-০৬-২০১২) িনেɎাǏেদর সমːেয় একǅ তথƟানসুȴান কিমǅ গঠন কের: 

১। ĺƵা-উপাচাযŪ (িশǘা) ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয়    -- আহবায়ক 

২। িডন, কলা অনষুদ, ঢা. িব.     -- সদসƟ 

৩। িডন, িবǷান অনষুদ, ঢা. িব.     -- সদসƟ 

িডন, ইিǻিনয়ািরং এȨ ĺটকেনালজী অনষুদ, ঢা. িব.    -- সদসƟ 

৫। ড. ĺমাহাɖদ মঈনলু ইসলাম      

সহকারী অধƟাপক, পপুেলশন সােয়েȷস িবভাগ, ঢা. িব.   --সদসƟ 

উপেরাǏ কিমǅর ৩ǅ সভা অনিুɵত হওয়ার পর কিমǅর অনƟতম সদসƟ িডন, সামািজক িবǷান 

অনষুদ, ঢা. িব. ĺযেহতু িতিন উপেরাǏ িবষেয় অিভেযাগকারী ĺসেহতু নƟায় িবচার এবং ˰Ǳতা িনিɩত করার 

˰ােথŪ িতিন এই কিমǅ ĺথেক অবƟাহিত চাইেল ৪-৮-২০১২ তািরেখ অনিুɵত িসিȨেকট সভায় তাঁর পিরবেতŪ  

পপেুলশন সােয়েȷস িবভােগর সহকারী অধƟাপক ও সɖািনত িসিȨেকট সদসƟ ড. ĺমাহাɖদ মঈনলু ইসলাম-ĺক 

সদসƟ িহসােব অȭভুŪǏ করা হয়। 

কিমǅর কাযŪপিরিধ 

রাɲিবǷান িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড. নুর উিțন-এর িপএইচ.িড, গেবষণা সংƠাȭ িবষেয় সামািজক 

িবǷান অনষুেদর িডন মেহাদেয়র অিভেযােগর পিরেƵিǘেত িবষয়ǅ পরীǘা-িনরীǘা কের িরেপাটŪ  Ƶদান। 

কিমǅর সভা 

উপেরাǏ কিমǅ ২৬-০৬-২০১২, ০৮-০৭-২০১২, ২৩-০৭-২০১২, ০১-০৮-২০১২, ০৪-১০-২০১২. 

ও ১১-০২-২০১৩ তািরখ ĺমাট ০৬ (ছয়) ǅ সভায় িমিলত হয়। 

তদȭ পȝিত 

কিমǅর Ƶথম সভা গত ২৬-০৬-২০১২ তািরখ অপরাʐ ৩-০০ টায় মাননীয় ĺƵা-উপাচাযŪ (িশǘা)-

এব অিফস কেǘ অনিুɵত হয়। উǏ সভায় সɵুু তদেȭর ˰ােথŪ Ƶথেমই উেɨিখত িথিসস এবং অিভেযাগ সংƠাȭ 

সকল ডʛেমȥ পযŪােলাচনা করার (ĺযমন-িথিসেসর কিপ, ĺপপার কাǅং ইতƟািদ) উেțƟাগ ƣহণ করা হয়। ĺস 

লেǘƟ কিমǅর অনƟতম সদসƟ িবǷান অনষুেদর িডন-ĺক এ দািয়ʲ ĺদয়া হয়। অিভেযাগসমূহ যুিǏযǏু হওয়ায় 

পরবতʗ সভায় (০৮-০৭-২০১২) করণীয় িনধŪারণ করা হয় এবং িনেɎাǏ পȝিত ƣহণ করা হয়| 

(১) পরবতʗ সভায় রাɲিবǷান িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড.  নুর উিțন-এর -এর সাǘাৎকার ƣহণ করা 

এবং সাǘাৎকাের আসার সময় িনɎিলিখত তথƟািদ আনেত বলা: 
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(ক) আপনার িপএইচ িড িথিসেসর জনƟ ই-ĺমেলর মাধƟেম ৮০ǅ ĺদশ ĺথেক Ƶায় ১৩ লǘ মানেুষর 

সাǘাৎকার ƣহেণর নƟূনতম ১/৩ অংশ বƟিǏর কােছ ĺƵিরত ই-ĺমেলর কিপ। 

(খ) আপিন উǏ সাǘাৎকার ƣহেণর জনƟ ১৪ǅ ĺদশ ĺথেক ২১ জন বƟিǏেক Research 

Associates িহসােব িনেয়াগ কেরিছেলন তার Ƶমাণািদ ও তাঁেদর কাছ ĺথেক উȑর/সংিɮɳ তথƟািদ। 

          (গ) আপনার িথিসেসর Research Associates ĺদর সɖািন Ƶদান সংƠাȭ ƵমাণপƯ/তথƟািদ। 

(ঘ) আপনার িথিসেসর িবষেয় ২১ǅ ĺদেশর রাɲদেূতর সােথ ĺযাগােযাগ কেরিছেলন ĺসইসব 

সাǘাৎকা র  transcript ইতƟািদ। 

(২) ড.  নুর উিțন-এর -এর সুপারভাইজার ও িবভাগীয় ĺচয়ারপাসŪন অধƟাপক ড. শওকত আরা 

ĺহােসন। এর সাǘাৎকার ƣহণ। 

(৩) ড.  নুর উিțন-এর িপএইচিড িথিসস মলূƟায়েনর আহবায়েকর সাǘাৎকার ƣহণ। 

(৪) সাǘাৎদানকারী বƟিǏেদর বǏবƟ ĺরকডŪ  করা। 

সাǘাৎকােরর সারসংেǘপ 

ড. ĺমাঃ নূর উিțন 

Ƶভাষক, রাɲিবǷান িবভাগ 

ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয়। 

সাǘাৎকার শুর ুকরার আেগ ড.  নুর উিțন তার আিনত িলিখত বǏবƟ িদেত চান। 

তার কাছ ĺথেক ƵেতƟক সদসƟ এককিপ িলিখত বǏবƟ ĺনন এবং তােক আবার িকছু িকছু Ƶɬ কেরন। 

২৩-০৭-২০১২ তািরখ ĺবলা ১২-০০টার সময় রাɲিবǷান িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড. 

নুর উিțন তদȭ কিমǅর সামেন তাঁর িপএইচিড িথিসস সɑেকŪ  ĺয সাǘাৎকার এবং িলিখত বǏবƟ 

ĺদন তা িনɎরপূঃ (উেɨখƟ ĺরকেডŪ  অেনক ĺǘেƯ তাঁর কথা Ǉক মেতা ĺবাঝা যায়িন)। 

Ƶɬঃ ĺয ডʛেমȥগুেলা আমরা আপনার কােছ ĺচেয়িছ ĺসগেুলা সেǩ এেনেছন িকনা? আপনার 

িপএইচ িড িথিসেসর জনƟ ই-ĺমইেলর মাধƟেম ৮০ǅ ĺদশ ĺথেক ১৩ লǘ মানেুষর সাǘাৎকার ƣহেণর 

নূনƟতম এক তৃতীয়াংশ বƟিǏর কােছ পাঠােনা ই-ĺমইেলর কিপ এটা আপিন এেনেছন িকনা? 

উȑর: এটা সɑূণŪভােব অসɕব একজন বƟিǏর জনƟ এটা বেয় আনা। এটা আমার ʸারা 

সɕব না, আিম আনেত পাির নাই। 
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Ƶɬঃ আপিন উǏ সাǘাৎকার ƣহেণর জনƟ ১৪ǅ ĺদশ ĺথেক ২১জন বƟিǏেক Research 

Associates িহসােব িনেয়াগ কেরিছেলন তার Ƶমাণািদ এবং তােদর কাছ ĺথেক উȑর/সংিɮɳ 

তথƟািদ এেনেছন িকনা? 

Ƶেɬর সǇক উȑর না িদেয়, ড. নুর উিțন নানা কথা বলেত থােকন। তার মেত 

Research Associates না িতিন Research Assistant িহসােব উেɨখ কেরেছন। এসব 

Research Assistant, তার বȴু/আȕীয়, তাই তােদর ĺকান চুিǏপƯ বা পািরƽিমক ĺদয়ার Ƶɬ 

থােক না। Research Assistant-এর সেǩ তার সɑকŪ  বƟখƟা করেত িতিন বেলন, আপাত 

দিৃɳেত যােদর িবেদশী মেন হেǱ। (ইতƟািদ) তারা সবাই পরুান ঢাকার বািসȱা। তখন তার িথিসেস 

উেɨিখত বƟিǏগণ িবিভȵ ĺদেশ অবʆান করেছ। 

এ সময় িতিন বেলন "Collection of data is appendix of the thesis, 

not main part of thesis." 

ড. নুর উিțেনর িথিসেসর মলূ িভিȑ ই-ĺমইেলর মাধƟেম তথƟ সংƣহ। একǅ ই-ĺমইলও িতিন 

ĺদখােত পােরনিন, বরং এ Ƶসেǩ সব সময় বেল ĺগেছন, ই-ĺমইল ĺবিশ সময় সংরǘণ করা যায় না। 

Yahoo ৩ মােসর ĺবিশ ৫০০ǅর অিতিরǏ ই-ĺমইল সংরǘণ কের না। তার কথায় আপনারা এখন 

ĺচেয়েছন ĺসটা আমার িডƣী হেয় ĺগেছ ১ বছর, Yahooĺত এটা কীভােব সংরǘণ কের রাখেবা"? 

িতিন আেরা বেলন, িতিন একজন গরীব ছাƯ এবং িশǘক, ১ǅ কিপ ĺবর করেত ৫ টাকা লােগ, 

ĺসকারেণ সব ধরেণর তেথƟর হাডŪ কিপ সংƣহ ও সংরǘণ করা, তার পেǘ সɕব হয়িন। তেব িতিন 

বেলন, এসব িতিন তার সপুারভাইজার অধƟাপক ড. শওকত আরা মƟাডামেক ĺদিখেয়েছন- "তা না 

হেল িতিন ĺকন আমােক সাǅŪ িফেকট িদেবন?" 

তার িপএইচ িড িথিসস স˘েȴ িতিন বেলন "This is not data based. It is 

speculative theory, mind theory ...... it is emperical work........... it 

is theory based thesis" এ ধরেণর িবিভȵ কথা বলার পর িনিদŪɳ ভােব িজǷসা করা Ƶɬ 

(What was your methodology?)-এর উȑের বেলন "........ it is emperical 

and analytical based on 3 lacs not 13 lacs...... সবাইেক িতিন ১ǅ Ƶɬই 

কেরিছেলন। এক পযŪায় িতিন বেলেছন, "13 lacs information is 1 information, 

13 lacs information mean one information." 

ড. নূর উিțন িথিসস-এর ĺƵিǘেত কিমǅেক ĺকান Ƶকার তথƟ/Ƶমানািদ ĺদখােত বƟথŪ হেল 

বেলন, "I never thought of facing this situation." 
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ড. নূর উিțেনর িথিসেস ৫ǅ িচƯ আেছ, যার ĺকান যুিǏ সংগত বণŪনা ĺনই। এ Ƶসেǩ িতিন 

বেলন "........ Physiologically and anatomically there is no mind. I do 

not believe in mind." এ ছিব িদেয় তাই Ƶমান কেরিছ। 

তার িথিসস, যা তার মেত "...... first time in the history of political 

philosophy" এই Ƶথমবার িতিনই এ িবষেয় কাজ কেরেছন। িথিসসǅেক বই আকাের অথবা 

Ƶবȴ িহসােব ছাপােনার বƟাপাের বেলন- ফলাফল ĺবর হবার সােথ সােথ িতিন এǅ 'বাংলা বাজার' 

ĺথেক Ƶকাশ করার উেদƟাগ ĺনন। িতিন তার বই (Mindless People) UGC এবং ĺকȰীয় 

লাইেƷরীেত পাǇেয়েছন। ƵসǩƠ  িতিন বেলন, ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালেয়র একজন িশǘেকর পেǘ 

জানŪােল Ƶবȴ ছাপােনা খুব সহজ। সংিɮɳ িডন এবং ĺচয়ারপাসŪেনর সােথ খািতর থাকেত হয়। 

ড. শওকত আরা ĺহােসন 

ĺচয়ারপাসŪন রেɲিবǷান িবভাগ 

ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয়। 

রাɲিবǷান িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড.  নুর উিțন-এর িপএইচিড িথিসস সɑেকŪ  ĺয 

অিভেযাগ এেসেছ। ĺস সɑেকŪ  ০১-০৮-২০১২ তািরখ ĺবলা ১১-০০টার সময় িবভাগীয় ĺচয়ারপাসŪন 

অধƟাপক ড. শওকত আরা ĺহােসন ĺয সাǘাৎকার Ƶদান কেরন তা িনɎরূপ: 

রাɲিবǷান িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড.  নরু উিțন-এর িপএইচ িড িথিসস সɑেকŪ  ĺয 

অিভেযাগ এেসেছ- ĺস সɑেকŪ  কিমǅ তাঁর কােছ জানেত চাইেল, িতিন বেলন, "ড.  নুর 

উিțন তাঁর িথিসেসর ১৫৩নং ĺপইেজ ৩ লাখ বেলেছ। নুর উিțন িকˍ দইুভােব িলেখেছ, একটা 

িলেখেছ, ĺস ই-ĺমইল কেরেছ আর একটা সােভŪ ইড কেরেছ। ĺযমন- বাংলােদেশ ১ লǘ আেছ, ইিȨয়ায় 

আেছ- ৭০, পািকʅান-৬০ এবং মােয়নমার-৫০, এটা ĺস ই-ĺমইল কেরেছ। তারপর চায়নায়-৮০, 

ƶাȷ-১৬০, এটা িকˍ ĺস বেলেছ সােভŪ  কেরেছ। আমােক যা বেলেছ ĺস, ĺস Ƶথেম বাংলােদেশ ১ǅ 

Ƶেɬর উপর সােভŪ  কেরেছ। ĺতামরা মাইেȨর িদেক ĺবশী ঝঁুেকেছা অথবা অবেজেǋর িদেক ĺবশী 

ঝুেকেছা? এই Ƶেɬর উপর সােভŪ  কেরেছ।" 

ĺস আমােক বেলেছ, ĺস ĺছাট ĺছাট িমǅং কেরেছ, ĺযটা আমরা সাধারণত ĺকান Ƶেজǋ করার 

সময় কের থািক। ড. নূর উিțন কিমǅর কােছ সাǘাৎকাের বেলেছ, ĺস ১৩ লǘ ই-ĺমইল ĺপেয়েছ 

িকˍ ĺস িডিলট কের ĺফেলেছ ĺসগেুলার ĺকান ĺরকডŪ  রােখ নাই। এই িবষেয় ড. শওকত আরা বেলন, 

আিম ĺতা কিɑউটার অপােরট করেত পাির না। আমােক নূর উিțন বেলেছ, GB নােম একটা আেছ 

ওখােন ৫০০০ আসেল িবট কের এবং ĺসটা িডিলট হেয় যায়, আমােক এই কথা বেলেছ। 

ĺস আমার ছাƯ, ĺস আমার কিলগ, ĺস Ļদনিȱন িক করেছ ĺসটা আিম বলেত পারেবা না। ড. 

নুর উিțন বেলেছ ĺস ১৩ লǘ সােভŪ  কেরেছ; Ƶɬ করা হেল ĺস উȑের বেলেছ এটা করা িক সɕব? 
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আর একǅ কথা, নুর উিțেনর দেুটা ĺসিমনার হেয়েছ, ĺসিমনাের িক এই তথƟগেুলা িনেয় যখন 

আেলাচনা কেরেছ তখন আমার মাননীয় িশǘকগণ ĺকন িকছু বেলন নাই? আর একǅ কথা হেলা, 

আিম িক একা িডƣী িদই নাই, আরও ২জন িছেলন। একােডিমক কিমǅ এবং ĺশেষ িসিȨেকট তাঁেক 

িডƣী িদেয়েছ। 

িথিসস সংƠাȭ কাগজপƯ সংরǘণ করা Ƶসেǩ িতিন বেলন, "আিম িক িডƣীর শুধমুাƯ 

Ƶেয়াজনীয় কাগজগেুলা ĺরেখ িদেয়িছ ĺযগেুলা আমার আরও ২/১ ǅ আǅŪ েকল িলখেত লাগেব, আর 

বাকীগেুলা িবিƠ কের িদেয়িছ।" ড. নুর উিțন িলেখেছ, ĺস কেয়কǅ ĺদেশর এƟা˘ােসডরেদর সােথ 

কথা বেলেছ, এ বƟাপাের আপিন িক জােনন? িতিন বেলন, "আমােক ĺস বেলেছ এƟা˘ােসডরেদর কােছ 

ĺস ই-ĺমইল পাǇেয়েছ"। ড. ĺহােসন বেলন, "ƵেতƟক িথিসেসর দেুটা পাটŪ  থােক একটা হেলা ĺমইন পাটŪ  

আর একটা থােক এর সেǩ িকছু আনুসংিগক কথা।" নুর উিțেনর িথিসেসর আসল অংশটা হেলা 

"There is no mind" িক  ĺস এতিকছু িলেখেছ ĺয, ঐ ĺদশ ĺথেক এত ĺরফােরȷ এেনিছ, এই 

ĺদশ ĺথেক এত ĺরফােরȷ এেনিছ. আিম তােক িজেǷস কেরিছলাম ĺয, তুিম এত ই-ĺমইল পাǇেয়েছা 

ĺকন? ৩ লাখ আমার কােছ ĺবশী মেন হেয়েছ। তাঁর িক ১২ǅ Ƶɬ আেছ যার উȑর Yes or No. 

এই িথিসেস ĺয ছিবগুলা ĺরফােরȷ িহসােব ĺদয়া হেয়েছ ĺসই ছিবগুেলা িক আপিন ĺদেখেছন, 

আপিন িক এখেনা মেন কেরন ঐ ছিবগেুলা সǇক? উȑের ড. ĺহােসন বেলন, "একটা িথিসস হয় 

দইুজেনর সমːেয়, ছাƯ এবং সপুারভাইজার। আিমেতা মেন কির সুপারভাইজার এর চাইেত ছাƯ যিদ 

বেল আিম ঐ ĺমথড ĺনব আিম িক  তখন না করেত পাির না। আিম নূর উিțনেক িজেǷস 

কেরিছলাম, এই ছিবগেুলা তুিম ĺকাথা ĺথেক ĺপেয়েছা? নূর উিțন বেলেছ, মƟাডাম আিম এই ছিবগুেলা 

িদলাম যারা পাঠক তারা যােত বঝুেত পাের "There is no mind". 

আিম িক  ৩য় সুপারভাইজার। Ƶথম সপুারভাইজার িছেলন নূরলু আমীন ĺবপারী, িʸতীয় 

সুপারভাইজার িছেলন আবদলু ওদদু ভঁূইয়া, যখন িতিন পারেলন না তখন একােডিমক কিমǅ আমােক 

সুপারভাইজার কেরেছ। আিম িক বলেবা এেতা ĺমিরটিরয়াস ĺছেলেক আমার সুপারিভশন িদেত ভয় 

লােগ। এরা িনেজর ইǱামত কাজ কের সুপারভাইজােরর কথা কতটুʛ ĺশােন? 

ড. নূর উিțন তাঁর সহেযাগী িহেসেব যােদরেক িনেয়েছন তারা িক তার আপনজন ĺকউ? 

এই Ƶেɬর জবােব ড. ĺহােসন বেলন, "আিম ওর কােছ িজ স কেরিছ, ও এটা িনেয়েছ ওদদু ভঁূইয়ার 

সময়। তারপরও আিম একবার িজ স কেরিছলাম। িকছু মেন করেবন না আমার িডপাটŪ েমেȥ আিম 

কথা বলেতও ভয় পাই। ĺযমন- আিম ĺকন বাংলায় িরেপাটŪ টা িলখলাম? বাংলায় িরেপাটŪ  ĺলখার 

একটাই মাƯ কারণ, বেল িদেব ĺয আেলা (ড. নরু উিțেনর ডাক নাম) িলেখেছ িরেপাটŪ , আমার িকছু 

করার ĺনই, আেলা িলেখেছ, যার ফেল আিম বাংলােত িলখলাম। আমার হােতর ĺলখাটা অেনক িদন 

িছেলা পের আিম ĺসটা িছঁেড় ĺফেলিছ। এইেতা আমার অবʆান। আিম বলেবা ĺয, তুিম িক Ǉকমত 
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সবিকছু িলেখেছা এটােতও আমার ভয়, তুিম ĺয বলেছা, ĺতামার সহেযাগী বা ĺহলপার বা এƟিসসেটȥ 

িনেয়েছা, উȑর িদেয়িছল, মƟাডাম ওটােতা ওদদু ভঁূইয়ার সময় িনেয়িছ।" অধƟাপক ড. শওকত আরা 

ĺহােসন-ĺক Ƶɬ করা হয় আপিন িক কখেনা তােক বেলিছেলন ĺয, তুিম ĺতা ভােলা কাজ কেরেছা, তুিম 

একটা ĺপপার ĺলখ? এই Ƶেɬর জবােব িতিন বেলন, "আিম আমার সহকমʗেদর ভয় পাই। আিম 

এমরানেকও ভয় পাই, হাসানǵুামানেকও ভয় পাই।" 

কিমǅর পযŪােলাচনা ও মতামত 

রাɲিবǷান িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড. নরু উিțন-এর িপএইচিড িথিসস, িথিসস 

সংƠাȭ িবষেয় আনীত অিভেযাগ, িথিসস মূলƟায়েনর সপুারভাইজার-এর িরেপাটŪ , িবভাগীয় 

ĺচয়ারপাসŪন অধƟাপক ড. শওকত আরা ĺহােসন-এর সাǘাৎকার এবং ড.  নুর উিțন-এর 

সাǘাৎকার পযŪােলাচনা কের ĺদখা যায় ĺয, 

(১) রাɲিবǷান িবভােগর Ƶভাষক ড. নুর উিțন-এর িনকট তার িপএইচিড 

িথিসস সংƠাȭ িবষেয় ĺয সকল ডʛেমȥ চাওয়া হেয়িছল িতিন তা িদেত পােরন নাই। এছাড়া তার 

িনকট ĺয সকল Ƶɬ করা হেয়িছল তারও সেȭাষজনক উȑর িতিন িদেত পােরনিন। 

 (২) উপেরাǏ পযŪােলাচনা ĺথেক কিমǅ মেন কের ĺয, ড.  নরু উিțন-এর িথিসস 

সংƠাȭ িবষেয় ĺয সমʅ অিভেযাগ উȒাপন করা হেয়েছ তা অেযৗিǏক নয়। 

 (৩) ড. নুর উিțন-এর িথিসস মূলƟায়েনর আহবায়ক Ƶেফসর ĺমাঃ আবদলু 

মাȵান, সরকার। ও রাজনীিত িবভাগ, জাহাǩীরনগর িব˞িবদƟালয় তাঁেক ০৫-১২-২০১২ ও ১১-০২-

২০১৩ তািরখ সভায় সাǘাৎকাের ডাকা হেয়িছল িক িতিন উপিʆত হনিন। ĺফােন ĺযাগােযাগ করা 

হেল, িতিন সাǘাৎকাের আসেত পারেবন না বেল জানান। তেব িতিন িলিখত বǏবƟ ĺদেবন বেল 

জানান। িকˍ ĺসই িলিখত বǏবƟ এখনও আমােদর হােত এেস ĺপৗছায়িন। 

(৪) অধƟাপক ড. শওকত আরা ĺহােসন ড.  নুর উিțন-এর িথিসস সুপারভাইজার 

িহসােব দািয়ʲ ĺনন অেনক ĺদরীেত। এর আেগ আেরা দ'ুজন অধƟাপেকর অধীেন িপএইচ.িড.র কাজ 

এিগেয়েছ ফেল িথিসস সংƠাȭ Ƶেɬর উȑর িতিনও ĺতমন ƣহণেযাগƟভােব ĺদনিন এবং অেনক ĺǘেƯ 

সরাসির উȑর না িদেয় এিড়েয় ĺগেছন। 

(৫) িথিসস মূলƟায়নকারী (১) অধƟাপক ড. শওকত আরা ĺহােসন, ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয়, (২) 

Ƶেফসর ĺমাঃ আবদলু মা̜নান, জাহাǩীরনগর িব˞িবদƟালয় ও (৩) ড. ĺমাঃ মাকসদুার রহমান, 

রাজশাহী িব˞িবদƟালয় কতৃŪক ĺƵিরত িরেপাটŪ  ĺথেক কিমǅ মেন কের ĺয, িথিসস মূলƟায়েন তাঁেদর 

আেরা য বান হওয়া উিচত িছল। 
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 (৬) কিমǅ ড.  নুর উিțন-এর সাǘাৎকার এবং তার একােডিমক কƟািরয়ার 

ĺথেক মেন কের ĺয, িতিন অতƟȭ ĺমধাবী এবং বুিȝমান িক  তার কথাবাতŪ া, িচȭা-ভাবনা অসংলǞ 

এবং অবাʅব তার এই অসǩিত িথিসেসর মেধƟও Ƶিতফিলত হেয়েছ বেল কিমǅ মেন কের। 

(emphasis supplied) 

পরবতʗ বƟবʆা ƣহেণর জনƟ ইহা িসিȨেকেট ĺপশ করা ĺযেত পাের। 

 
                  ĺƵা-উপাচাযŪ (িশǘা) 
                   ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয়  
                 আহবায়ক, তথƟানসুȴান কিমǅ 
 

িডন, কলা অনষুদ 
ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয় 
সদসƟ, তথƟানসুȴান কিমǅ 

 

িডন, িবǷান অনষুদ 
ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয় 
সদসƟ, তথƟানসুȴান কিমǅ 

 

িডন, ইিǻিনয়ািরং এȨ ĺটকেনালজী অনষুদ  
ঢাকা িব˞িবদƟালয়  
সদসƟ, তথƟানসুȴান কিমǅ 

 

ড. ĺমাহাɖদ মঈনলু ইসলাম 
সহকারী অধƟাপক, পপুেলশন সােয়েȷস  
সদসƟ, তথƟানসুȴান কিমǅ 

 
 

On going through the aforesaid report submitted by the Fact Finding 

Committee, we find that petitioner Dr. Mohammad Nuruddin himself appeared 

before the committee, made oral statement to them and in addition to that 

submitted a written statement. The statements made in the affidavit-in-

opposition to that effect was not denied by the petitioner by filing affidavit in 

reply. Therefore, it cannot be said that the decision taken against the petitioner 

was behind his back without affording him any opportunity of hearing.  

Under the provisions of Article 25 of the Order, 1973 the Academic 

Council has the power to take decision of withdraw of a Ph.D. degree because 

it is responsible for the maintenance of standards of, instruction, education and 

examination with the University and shall exercise such other powers and 

perform such other duties as may be conferred or imposed upon it by the 
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Statutes. It shall have the right to advise the Syndicate in all academic 

meetings. Therefore, it cannot be said that as per Chapter V Part III of the 

calendar of the University of Dhaka, the Syndicate who had approved the 

Ph.D. degree of the petitioner had no authority to withdraw the same on 

specific reason on getting recommendation from Academic Council to do so.  

We have also gone through the statements made by the petitioner before 

the Fact Finding Committee and the statements of Professor Shawkat Ara 

Hossain, a supervisor of the petitioner in awarding Ph.D. degree. We are highly 

dissatisfied with the statements made by Professor Shawkat Ara Hossain, the 

Chairman of Political Science Department of Dhaka University to the Fact 

Finding Committee in giving evaluation report of thesis of the petitioner. She 

being Professor of Dhaka University ought to have cautions enough in issuing 

certificate of evaluation of Ph. D. degree. It has come out from her statement 

that she issued the certificate on fear which we cannot accept from a Professor 

of the Dhaka University. Because for issuance of certificates in the manner and 

under the situation, as she described the standard of University may fall. The 

statement made by the petitioner to the Fact Finding Committee about his 

thesis is found imbalanced and unrealistic because he stated that he collected 

information from 3 lac people of 80 countries through e-mail but did not 

preserve a single of those. He did not mention the names of his research 

associates also. We have also gone through some photographs the petitioner 

attached with his thesis paper. Although, we are not expert in this matter and it 

is very risky for us to pass any opinion as to the standard and acceptability of 
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his thesis but in naked eyes the photographs of skeleton and the chest of human 

body is found quite irrelevant in preparing a thesis on the subject of Marxism.  

Therefore, we find that the Syndicate correctly in compliance with the 

provisions of law as laid in the Order, 1973 and 1st Statue of the Order has 

withdrawn the Ph.D. degree of the petitioner.  In doing so no provisions of law 

has been violated. Therefore, we find no merit in the Rule issued in Writ 

Petition 4636 of 2014.  

But in Writ Petition 6532 of 2014, Rule in which was issued challenging 

the dismissal order of the petitioner, we find that to dismiss a salaried teacher 

or officer of the University, the provisions of Article 56(3) of the Order, 1973 

and section 45(3) of the 1st Statue of the University are to be complied with. 

  Article 56 sub Article (3) of the Order, 1973 reads as follows- 

56 (1) ............ 

    (2) ............ 

    (3)  A teacher or officer of the University may be dismissed only on 

grounds of moral turpitude or inefficiency, but no such teacher or officer shall be 

dismissed unless an enquiry into the charges of moral turpitude or inefficiency is 

held by an Enquiry Committee on which the teacher or the officer may be 

represented by a person nominated by him. 

  (4) ............ 

Section 45 sub section (3) of the 1st Statute of the University reads as 

follows- 

45(1) ............ 

 (2) ............ 
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 (3) No teacher or officer shall be penalised or dismissed except on the 

ground of moral turpitude or inefficiency, or conduct prejudicial to service discipline 

or unbecoming of a University employee and no action will be taken on such 

grounds without an enquiry by an Enquiry Committee to be set up by the Syndicate 

in which opportunity shall be provided to the teacher and officer concerned to 

represent his case. 

The above provisions of law have not been complied with in the present 

case. The University Authority ought to have formed an Enquiry Committee to 

inquire into the allegation before taking decision of dismissal of the petitioner 

as per the provisions of the Inquiry Committee and Tribunal (Teachers and 

Officers) Regulations, 1980. In taking decision of dismissal, the University 

Authority relied on the withdrawal of his thesis by the Syndicate and opinion 

of the learned Attorney General which is not permitted by law. Because no 

such allegation has been brought in withdrawal of Ph.D. degree that he 

committed fraud and obtained the degree. It is to be seen here whether 

cancellation of the degree by the Syndicate comes within the meaning of moral 

turpitude. Moreover, to be a Lecturer of Dhaka University the Ph. D. degree is 

not compulsory. Therefore, we find that the University Authority dismissed the 

petitioner by violating the mandatory provisions of law of Article 56(3) of the 

Order, 1973, section 45(3) of the 1st Statue of the University and the Provisions 

of Regulations, 1980 by not forming an Inquiry Committee  to enquire into the 

allegation against the petitioner charged with, if any. In the premises above, we 

find merit in the Rule issued in Writ Petition 6532 of 2014.  

In view of the discussion made hereinabove, the Rule issued in Writ 

Petition 4636 of 2014 challenging the withdrawal of Ph.D. degree is discharged 
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and the Rule issued in Writ Petition 6532 of 2014 challenging the dismissal 

order is made absolute. However, there will be no order as to costs. 

The Dhaka University Authority is hereby directed to reinstate the 

petitioner in his post where he was serving. However, the period of 12 years 

from his dismissal order till today is to be treated as extra ordinary leave 

without pay. However, it will no way prejudice his seniority as a teacher of the 

University. But in view of the ratio laid in the cases Devendra Pratap Narain 

Rai Sharma vs. State of Uttar Pradesh, AIR 1962 (SC) 1334; Government of 

the People’s Republic of Bangladesh, represented by the Secretary Ministry of 

Post and Telegraph, Bangladesh Secretariat, Dhaka vs. AKM Yousuf Mia and 

others, 50 DLR (AD) 200; Md. Mizanur Rahman vs. The Chairman, Appeal 

and Arbitration Committee and others, 36 BLR (HCD) 91; Executive 

Chairman, Bangladesh Agricultural Research Council and others vs. Feroza 

Sultana, LEX/BDHC/0468/2017 and Md. Balayet Hossain vs. Secretary, 

Ministry of Water Resources and others, 69 DLR 82, the Dhaka University 

Authority may start proceeding against the petitioner afresh in accordance with 

the provisions of law on forming an Inquiry Committee under the law as 

quoted herein above, if so advised.  

Communicate this judgment and order to the concerned.   

 

Murad-A-Mowla Sohel, J. 

                            I agree 

 


