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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BANGLADESH        

 HIGH COURT DIVISION 

     (SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION) 
  

Writ Petition No. 1724 of 2020 

With 

Writ Petition No. 3120 of 2020 
 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

An application under Article 102 of the 

Constitution of the People’s Republic of 

Bangladesh.  

 -AND- 
 

IN THE MATTER OF: 
 

Emon Tanchangya and others  

                    ...Petitioners 

               -Versus-  

The Government of Bangladesh, 

represented by the Secretary, Ministry of 

Chattogram Hill Tracts Affairs and others 

          ..... Respondents                     

-AND- 

IN THE MATTER OF: 
 

Ajit Chakma and others  

          ...Petitioners 

               -Versus-  

The Government of Bangladesh, 

represented by the Secretary, Ministry of 

Chattogram Hill Tracts Affairs and others 

      ..... Respondents 

Mr. M. Belayet Hossain, Senior Advocate with  

Mr. M. Mahmudul Hasan, Advocate 

     ...For the petitioners 

Mr. Mohammad Rashadul Hassan, D.A.G with 

Ms. Nilufar Yesmin, A.A.G,  

Mr. Md. Moshiur Rahman (Rahat), A.A.G,  

Mr. Md. Motasin Billah Parvez, A.A.G and 

Mr. Bishwanath Karmaker, A.A.G  

.... For the respondents 

 
 

Heard on 25.02.2026 and 22.06.2026 

Judgment on 30.07.2026 

 

Present: 

Mr. Justice Sashanka Shekhar Sarkar 

And 

Justice Urmee Rahman 
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Urmee Rahman, J: 

Both the Rules issued in these two writ petitions have arisen 

out of the same subject matter and involve common facts and issues 

of law. Hence these are taken up together for disposal by a single 

judgment.  

In Writ Petition No. 1724 of 2020 Rule was issued in the 

following terms: 

“Let a Rule Nisi be issued calling upon the 

Respondents to show cause as to why the respondents 

should not be directed to disburse/release the rest 35% 

compensation money of the petitioners’ land, which 

were acquired vide LA Case No. 01(D)/2015-

2016(104) for the Motor Driving Testing and Training 

Centre (MDTTC) and Vehicles Inspection Centre 

(VIC), and/or such other or further order or orders 

passed as to this Court may seem fit and proper.” 

In Writ Petition No. 3120 of 2020 Rule was issued in the 

following terms: 

“Let a Rule Nisi be issued calling upon the 

Respondents to show cause as to why the direction 

should not be given upon the respondents to 

disburse/release the rest 35% compensation money of 

the petitioners land which were acquired vide L.A. 

Case No. 02(D)/2014-2015(104) for the RSTU and/or 
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pass such other or further order or orders as to this 

Court may seem fit and proper.” 

Necessary facts for disposal of the instant Rules, as narrated 

in the writ petitions, in short, are that, all the petitioners are either 

the original owners or successors of the original owners of the 

acquired land for MDTTC and VIC (Motor Driving Testing and 

Training Centre & Vehicles Inspection Centre) and for Rangamati 

Science and Technology University (RSTU) in Rangamati District. 

The respondents acquired the petitioners’ land vide Land 

Acquisition Case (L.A. Case) No. 01(D)/2015-2016(104) and L.A. 

Case No. 02(D)/2014-2015(104). After calculating the market value 

of the acquired land, Government allotted compensation with 50% 

additional compensation against the land. The Respondent No. 7-9 

disbursed 115% compensation (100% land value with 15% 

additional compensation) to the petitioners but they did not disburse 

the rest 35% compensation money. The respondent No. 5 has no 

objection to pay the 50% compensation amount to the petitioners in 

respect of their acquired land. The petitioners are legally entitled to 

get the rest 35% compensation and consequential expenditure but 

the respondents are not disbursing the same and as such they have 

been constrained to file the instant writ petitions and obtained the 

Rules.  

At the time of hearing learned Senior Advocate Mr. M. 

Belayet Hossain, appearing on behalf of the petitioners, submits 

that, the grievance agitated in both the writ petitions has been 
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resolved by the recent decision of the Government in this regard, 

which has been annexed as Annexure-2 to the affidavit in 

opposition filed by the Government.  

On careful examination of Anneuxre-2 to the affidavit in 

opposition filed by Mr. Md. Motasin Billah Parvez, learned 

Assistant Attorney General, we find that the Government has 

already decided to make payment of the rest 35% compensation to 

the petitioners of these two writ petitions. Relevant part of the 

decision in relation to writ petition No. 1724 of 2020 is quoted 

below: 

“EfkÑ¤š² ¢hou J p§­œ¡š² pÈ¡lL fkÑ¡­m¡Qe¡ L­l ®cM¡ k¡u, 

HmH j¡jm¡ ew 01(¢X)/2015-2016(104) j§­m A¢dNËqZL«a S¢jl 

A¢a¢lš² 35% ক্ষতিপূরণ ®Q­u Se¡h Cje িঞ্চঙ্গ্যা, তিিা: তিরঞ্জীব 

িঞ্চঙ্গ্যা, সাাং। সুফল িঞ্চঙ্গ্যার বাতি , jdÉ f¡s¡, j¡¢eLR¢s, l¡‰¡j¡¢V 

f¡hÑaÉ ®Sm¡ jq¡j¡eÉ p¤¢fÐj ®L¡­VÑl q¡C­L¡VÑ ¢hi¡­N l£V ¢f¢Vne eðl- 

1724/2020, (a¡¢lM 16/02/2020) c¡­ul L­lez C¢aj­dÉ ï¢j 

j¿»Z¡m­ul p§­œ¡š² pÈ¡lL q­a S¡e¡ k¡u E¢õ¢Ma Hm H j¡jm¡l 

A¿¹Ñïš² ï¢j j¡¢mL­cl A¢a¢lš² 35% r¢af§lZ fÐc¡­el ¢pÜ¡¿¹ Nª¢qa 

q­u­Rz H ­fÐ¢r­a ¢lV ¢f¢Vne eðl 1724/2020 H A¡­hceL¡l£l 

c¡h£ plL¡l LaÑªL h¡Ù¹h¡ue Ll¡ q­u­Rz”  

Similarly in relation to Writ Petition No. 3120 of 2020 it was 

decided that; 

“উিমৄকু্ত তবষয় ও সূত্রাক্ত স্মারক ির্াুত্লািনা কত্র দেখা র্ায় , 

এলএ মামলা নাং -০২(তি)/২০১৪-২০১৫ (১৩৪) মূত্ল অতিগ্রহণকৃি  জতমর 

অতিতরক্ত ৩০% ক্ষতিপূরণ দিত্য় জনাব অতজি িাকমা , তিিা মৃি 

fup¡l¡j িাকমা, সাাং জগিাতবল, রাঙ্গ্ামাটি সের থানা, রাঙ্গ্ামাটি িাবিুয 

দজলা মহামান্য সুতিম দকাত্টরু হাইত্কাট ু ¢hi¡­N তরট তিটিশন নম্বর -

৩১২০/২০২০, (িাতরখ ০৮/০৩/২০২০) োত্য়র কত্রন। ইত্িামত্ে ভূতম 
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মন্ত্রণালত্য়র সূত্রাক্ত স্মারক হত্ি S¡e¡ র্ায় িাবিুয িট্টগ্রাম (ভূতম অতিগ্রহণ) 

িতবিান, ১৯৫৮ এর অিীন এলএ মামলার অন্তর্ভকু্ত ভূতম মাতলকত্ের 

অতিতরক্ত ৩৫% ক্ষতিপূরণ িোত্নর তসদ্ধান্ত গৃতহি হত্য়ত্ে। এ দিতক্ষত্ি তরট 

তিটিশন নম্বর ৩১২০/২০২০ এ আত্বেনকারীর োবী সরকার  কর্তকু 

বাস্তবায়ন করা হত্য়ত্ে।” 

Thus, it is evident that during the pendency of the Rules, the 

respondents have redressed the grievance of the petitioners. By way 

of such subsequent development, the relief sought by the petitioners 

has already been substantially achieved; therefore nothing remains 

to be adjudicated in the instant Rules.  

Accordingly, both the Rules are disposed of in the light of 

the decisions made by the Government mentioned hereinabove. The 

respondents are directed to take immediate steps to disburse the 

amount to the petitioners.  

However, there is no order as to cost. 

Communicate a copy of the judgment and order at once. 

 

Sashanka Shekhar Sarkar, J: 

     I agree. 

 

 

 

 

 

Helal/ABO 


