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Abu Taher Md. Saifur Rahman, J:  

 

This matter has been referred by the Hon’ble Chief Justice to 

this Court for disposal. Accordingly, this matter has come up in 

today’s cause list for hearing.  

On perusal of the Court order dated 15.10.2023, it transpires 

that the Hon’ble High Court Division comprising Mr. Justice J. B. M. 

Hassan and Mr. Justice Razik Al Jalil took judicial notice of a 
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complaint about the contents of two video clips stored in a pen drive 

filed by the Registrar General, Supreme Court of Bangladesh which 

reflect derogatory and contemptuous remark made by the contemnor 

Habibur Rahman Habib about one of Hon’ble Justice of the 

Bangladesh Supreme Court, High Court Division in connection with 

the judgment of a Zia Orphanage Trust Case. The aforesaid two video 

clips were subsequently transmitted through YouTube and Facebook. 

The relevant portions of the contents of those video clips are as 

follows:   

“CE¢VEh-----------------¢mwL-------------https/youtu.be/whG7kIU? 

feature –shared  

Eš² hJ²−hÉ Se¡h q¡¢hh¤l lqj¡e q¡¢hh h−m−Re - 

“a¡l HLh¡l n¡¢Ù¹ q−m¡ 05 (fy¡Q) hRl ®Sm, pnËj L¡l¡cäz B¢j I¢ce 

h−m¢Rm¡j ¢hQ¡lf¢a Xx BMa¡l¦‹¡j¡e p¡−qh, Bfe¡l j¡ ®hy−Q b¡L−m j¡−L 

¢N−u ¢S‘¡p¡ L−le, j¡, B¢j HLSe huú j¢qm¡−L ®Sm ¢c−u Bp¢R, pnËj 

L¡l¡cä ¢c−u Bp¢R, a¥¢j ¢L h−m¡? Bfe¡l j¡ hm−he, HC S¡uN¡−aC 

h−m¢Rm¡j, Bfe¡l j¡ hm−h a¥¢j Bj¡l p¿¹¡e e¡, a¥¢j HLV¡ L¥m¡‰¡lz 

Ha¢ce ®a¡j¡l SeÉ NhÑ−h¡d Lla¡j, HMe Bl NhÑ L¢l e¡, a¥¢j HLV¡ 

L¥m¡‰¡l p¿¹¡ez ®a¡j¡l j−a¡ p¿¹¡e S¾j e¡ ®cu¡C E¢Qa ¢Rmz Ha hRl huú 

HLSe j¡e¤o ¢e−S Qm−a f¡−l e¡, a¡−L pnËj L¡l¡cä ®cu?  Bc¡ma 

Ahj¡ee¡l c¡−u Bj¡−L C Ll¡ −q¡Lz ” 

2z Afl HL¢V ¢i¢XJ ®a h¡wm¡−cn S¡a£ua¡hc£ cm (¢h,He,¢f) Hl 

®Qu¡lf¡lpe Hl Ef−cø¡ Se¡h q¡¢hh¤l lqj¡e q¡¢hh Hl HL¢V hJ²hÉ l−u−R 



 

                           Ibrahim B.O.                                                                                                                                         

3

®kM¡−e h¡wm¡−cn p¤fË£j ®L¡VÑ, q¡C−L¡VÑ ¢hi¡−Nl j¡ee£u ¢hQ¡lf¢a Se¡h ®j¡x 

BMa¡l¦‹¡j¡e j−q¡c−ul pÇf−LÑ Ahj¡ee¡Ll E¢J² Ll¡ q−u−Rz  

HC hJ²−hÉ Se¡h q¡¢hh¤l lqj¡e q¡¢hh h−m−Re, “nfb L−l h−m ®k−a Q¡C, 

HC plL¡l ®k¢ce rja¡u b¡L−h e¡, H~ ¢hQ¡lf¢a BMa¡l¦‹¡j¡e S£¢ha 

b¡L−mJ a¡−L jl−a q−h, j−l ®N−mJ Lhl ®b−L m¡n JW¡−e¡ q−hz” 

Accordingly, the concerned Division Bench of this court issued 

the instant Suo Moto Contempt Rule calling upon the contemnor, 

Habibur Rahman Habib to show cause as to why a proceeding for 

contempt of Court should not be drawn up against him and as to why 

he should not be punished for committing contempt of Court and/or 

pass such other or further order or orders as to this Court may seem fit 

and proper.   

At the time of issuance of this Rule, this Court was pleased to 

give a direction upon the contemnor, Habibur Rahman Habib to 

appear in person before this Court on 6
th
 November 2023 at 10.30 

a.m. to explain his conduct regarding the aforesaid matter. However, 

the contemnor did not appear before this Court on that day. 

Thereafter, this Court was pleased to pass an further order dated 

08.11.2023 by giving a direction to the Inspector General of Police 

(IGP) to trace/search the said contemnor through his department and 

thereby ensure his presence before this Court on or before 07.12.2023. 

Subsequently, the contemnor was arrested by the police and produced 

before this Court today.  
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During the hearing, we played the aforesaid video clips from 

the pen drive through the laptop in presence of the contemnor in open 

Court. After watching the aforementioned video clips, we asked the 

contemnor to say on oath whether the contents of the aforesaid video 

clips are his own or not. In reply, he made the admission on oath that 

the content as displayed in the aforesaid video clips are his own 

statements/remarks. Thereafter, the contemnor addressed before this 

Court that he wanted to say something about the content of the 

aforesaid video clips, which was allowed by this Court.       

  At this stage, the contemnor mentioned before this Court that 

he respects the Chairperson of Bangladesh Nationalist Party (BNP), 

Mrs. Begum Khaleda Zia like a mother, who was convicted and 

sentenced to five years imprisonment in connection with Zia 

Orphanage Trust Case, which makes him very upset. He strongly 

further contended that his leader, Mrs. Khaleda Zia did not get proper 

justice from the Court, and out of emotion, he made the aforesaid 

remarks about the concerned Judge of the said case but he did not 

have any repentance for his aforesaid remarks as contained in the said 

video clips, which he made on a television talk show.       

He further vehemently expressed before this court that he is 

mentally ready to accept the consequence of  his remarks whatever it 

is.  
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He further contended that he is mentally ready to sacrifice his 

life to protect the life of his leader, Mrs. Khaleda Zia.  

After admission made by the contemnor about the content of 

the aforesaid video clips we asked the learned Advocates for the 

contemnor whether they wanted to say anything more apart from the 

contention raised by the contemnor in the instant case. In reply, they 

said “No”. 

Now, let us examine to see whether the aforesaid remarks as 

contained in the aforesaid video clips made by the contemnor in a 

television talk show amounts to contempt of Court.       

  It is well settled principal of law that any act done or writing 

published calculated to bring a court or a judge of the court into 

contempt or to undermine his authority amounts to contempt of Court 

and it can briefly be categorized as scandalizing the court itself. We 

have to keep in mind that Judges have to be afforded the utmost 

protection if the administration of Justice is to remain independent, 

clean, fairless and impartial. 

 In the instant case, the aspersion and allegation made by the 

contemnor as contained in the aforesaid video clips undoubtedly have 

the effect of scandalizing the court in relation to its judicial 

functioning and undermining its dignity which is wholly unjustified 

and uncalled for on the dignity and fairness of the Judge of the Court 

in discharge of their judicial function.  
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In the instant case, the contemnor contended that out of emotion 

he made the aforesaid remarks about the Judge of the Supreme Court 

of Bangladesh, High Court Division as contained in the video clips. 

On the other, he vehemently also expressed before this Court that he 

did not have any repentance for his aforesaid remarks and he is also 

mentally ready to accept the consequence of his said remarks 

whatever it is. So the contention as raised by the contemnor that he 

made the statements out of emotion is not acceptable.  

Moreover, in the case of Contempt of Court, the intention of the 

contemnor is immaterial. The question in such a case is what was the 

effect of the remarks as made by the contemnor. The intent has to be 

inferred from a consideration of the general meaning of the words 

used and the impression that he conveys to ordinary people.  

In the instant case, the language/remarks, he (contemnor) used 

against the Judge of the Hon’ble Supreme Court certainly offended 

the Majesty of Law and undermined the dignity of the Court, which is 

very serious in nature. In the instant case, the contemnor crossed all 

boundaries of receklessness and thereby it ends up lowering the 

dignity and authority of the Court and also shows seeds for persons 

with a similar propensity to undermine the authority of the Court or 

the judiciary as a whole.  
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Thus in the facts and circumstances of the case, the contemnor 

is liable to be guilty of having committed a gross criminal contempt of 

Court.   

 

Under the given circumstances, we find substance in this Rule. 

As a result, the Rule is made absolute.  

Accordingly, the contemnor is hereby convicted for contempt 

of Court and thereby sentenced to suffer simple imprisonment for a 

period of 5 (five) months and to pay a fine of Tk. 2,000/- (Taka Two 

Thousand).   

The Registrar General of the Supreme Court of Bangladesh is 

hereby directed to send the contemnor to jail with a conviction 

warrant.  

 

 

Md. Bashir Ullah, J:  

 

I agree  


