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Md. Hamidur Rahman, J: 
On an application under Article 102 of the Constitution 

of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh Rule was issued in the 

following terms: 

“Let a Rule Nisi be issued calling upon the respondents 

to show cause as to why the approval of the Ad-hoc 

Committee of Makihari High School (EIN 120736) (so 

far it relates to the president of the Committee) vide 

Memo No. ৫/Hp/৩৮৬/১০৬8 (৬) dated 18.03.2025 

issued under the signature of the Respondent No.3 

(Annexure-E) in violation of regulation 39(1)(Ka) and 

64(3) of মাধҝিমক ও উµQ মাধҝিমক িশϠা έবাডκ, িদনাজপরু 

(মাধҝিমক ও উЗ মাধҝিমক Ù¹­ll έবসরকাির িশϠা 

ϕিতѮােনর গভিন κং বিড ও মҝােনΝজং কিমΜট) ϕ¢বd¡নমালা, 

২০০৯ should not be declared to have been done without 

lawful authority and is of no legal effect and also as to 

why the respondent No.2 should not be directed to 

nominate the petitioner as the president of the Ad-hoc 

Committee of Makihari High School (EIIN: 120756) 

and/or such other or further order or orders passed as 

to this Court may seem fit and proper”. 

 The petitioner is a lecturer of Dinajpur Medical College 

(BCS) health. After tenure of the Managing Committee of 

Makihari High School, the head master of said school took 

approval of the Board for forming an ad-hoc committee. 

Thereafter the head master vide letter dated 05.01.2025 

proposed a list of three persons including the name of the 
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petitioner to nominate president of the Ad-hoc Committee. But 

the respondent no.2 vide impugned memo dated 18.03.2025 

approved the ad-hoc committee nominating president a 

stranger namely Md. Abdullah Arob, Hence the instant Writ 

Petition had been filed. 

The Respondent Nos. 2 & 3 filed an affidavit-in-

opposition controverting the facts of the writ petition and 

stating inter alia that some Guardian of the students and local 

elite persons complained to the Deputy Commissioner, 

Dinajpur and the Chairman of the Board of Intermediate and 

Secondary Education against the Headmaster regarding the 

proposal for the Post of President of the Ad-hoc Committee. 

Thereafter, receiving the said complaint the Board made 

an enquiry committee to investigate the matter comprising of 

Deputy Examination Controller and School Inspector of the 

Board of Secondary and Higher Secondary, Dinajpur and 

accordingly, they submitted an investigation report to the 

Chairman, Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education, 

Dinajpur and in view of the said report the respondent No.2 

nominated Md. Abdullah Arab as a President of the said Ad-

hoc committee. 

Mr. Mollah Zibon Ahmed, the learned Advocate 

appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits that in violation 
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of the regulation 39 (1)(Ka) and 64(3) of gva¨wgK I D”P gva¨wgK 

wkÿv †evW©, w`bvRcyi (gva¨wgK I D”P gva¨wgK Í̄‡ii †emiKvix wkÿv cÖwZôv‡bi 

Mfwbs ewW I g¨v‡bwRs KwgwU) cÖweavbgvjv, 2009 the respondent No.2 

appointed President of the Ad-hoc committee which has no 

legal basis. He prays for making the Rule absolute. 

On the other hand, Mr. R.S.M. Durbar, the learned 

Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent No. 2 and 3 

submits that under wrong provision of the law the petitioner 

has challenged the appointment of president of Ad-hoc 

Committee. In 2024 new law was promulgated namely- gva¨wgK 

I D”P gva¨wgK wkÿv †evW©, w`bvRcyi (wb¤œ-gva¨wgK, gva¨wgK I D”P gva¨wgK wkÿv 

¯Í‡ii †emiKvix wkÿv cÖwZôv‡bi Mfwbs ewW I g¨v‡bwRs KwgwU) cÖweavbgvjv, 

2024|.  

He next submits that by suppressing all material facts 

and the inquiry report the petitioner has filed the instant writ 

petition which is liable to be discharged.  

He refers to Regulation 64(4) that the Chairman of the 

Board upon considering circumstances can appoint another 

person as President of the school. In the instant case because 

of complained against the proposed President and 

Headmaster of the School and on the basis of enquiry report 

the Chairman took the said decision: 
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  We have perused the petition, affidavit-in-opposition 

and relevant law. 

It appears that Memo dated 18/03/2025 issued under 

the signature of respondent No.3 appointed Md. Abdullah 

Arab as a president of Ad-hoc committee of the Makihari High 

School, Dinajpur for a period of six months. The petitioner 

challenged the said memo on the ground that the appointment 

was made in violation of the Resolution 64(3) gva¨wgK I D”P 

gva¨wgK wkÿv †evW©, w`bvRcyi (gva¨wgK I D”P gva¨wgK Í̄‡ii †emiKvix wkÿv 

cÖwZôv‡bi Mfwbs ewW I g¨v‡bwRs KwgwU) cÖweavbgvjv, 2009| 

But the learned Advocate of the respondent Nos. 2 and 3 

refer to us “gva¨wgK I D”P gva¨wgK wkÿv †evW©, w`bvRcyi (wb¤œ-gva¨wgK, 

gva¨wgK I D”P gva¨wgK wkÿv ¯Í‡ii †emiKvix wkÿv cÖwZôv‡bi Mfwbs ewW I 

g¨v‡bwRs KwgwU) cÖweavbgvjv, 2024 and submits that the said school is 

governed by the Regulation of 2024. It further appears that 

after proposed letter by the Headmaster and office of the 

Deputy Commissioner dated 05/01/2025 and 26/01/2025 

respectively for nomination of president of the Ad-hoc 

committee, some guardians of the student and other elite 

persons of the locality lodged complain to the Deputy 

Commissioner and the Chairman, Secondary and Higher 

Secondary Education Board, Dinjapur regarding Headmaster 

of the school and proposed president candidate on 
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05/02/2025. Thereafter on 13/01/2025 office of the Deputy 

Commissioner sent a proposal for appointment of president of 

Ad-hoc committee including the name of Upazilla Nirbahi 

Officer. Thereafter, the Board constituted an enquiry 

committee to enquire about the Headmaster and proposed 

president of the Ad-hoc committee. The said enquiry 

committee submitted report to the Chairman, Secondary and 

Higher Secondary Education Board, Dinajpur. In the said 

report there were allegations against the Headmaster and 

proposed president candidate. On the basis of the said report 

and proposal from the office of the Deputy Commissioner the 

Board appointed Md. Abdullah Arab as president of the said 

Ad-hoc committee, in view of the Regulation 64(4) of the said 

regulation which is reproduced below: 

64| A¨vWnK KwgwU| (1) †Kv‡bv †emiKvwi wk¶v c«wZôvb wba©vwiZ mg‡qi 
g‡a¨ Mfwb©s ewW ev, †¶ÎgZ, g¨v‡bwRs KwgwU cybM©V‡b e¨_© nB‡j A_ev 
mwVKfv‡e MwVZ bv nB‡j ev evwZj nB‡j ev we`¨gvb KwgwU fvwOqv †`Iqv 
nB‡j AbwaK 6 (Qq) gv‡mi Rb¨ wbgœiƒc 4(Pvi) m`m¨wewkó A¨vWnK KwgwU 
MwVZ nB‡e, h_v:- 

(K) mfvcwZ wk¶v †evW© KZ©…K g‡bvbxZ; 

(L) wk¶K c«wZwbwa †Rjv wk¶v Kg©KZ©v KZ©…K g‡bvbxZ mswk­ó 
†emiKvwi wk¶v c«wZôv‡bi wk¶KM‡Yi ga¨ nB‡Z GKRb wk¶K; 

(M) AwffveK c«wZwbwa-‡Rjv m`‡ii †¶‡Î †Rjv c«kvmK KZ©…K Ges 
Dc‡Rjvi †¶‡Î Dc‡Rjv wbe©vnx Awdmvi KZ©…K g‡bvbxZ GKRb 
AwffveK; Ges 

(N) m`m¨-mwPe wk¶v c«wZôvb c«avb (c`vwaKvie‡j)| 

(2) A¨vWnK KwgwU MV‡bi wel‡q wk¶v †ev‡Wi« AbygwZ M«nY Kwi‡Z nB‡e Ges 
AbygwZ c«vwßi GK gv‡mi g‡a¨ KwgwU MVbc~e©K Aby‡gv`‡bi Rb¨ wk¶v †ev‡W© 
Av‡e`b Kwi‡Z nB‡e| 
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(3) mfvcwZ g‡bvbq‡bi †¶‡Î wk¶v c«wZôvb c«avb, ¯’vbxq msm` m`‡m¨i 
mwnZ Av‡jvPbvµ‡g, wk¶vbyivMx e¨w³, L¨vwZgvb mgvR‡meK, Rbc«wZwbwa 
A_ev Kgi«Z ev Aemic«vß miKvwi Kg©PvixM‡Yi ga¨ nB‡Z 3 (wZb) R‡bi 
GKwU ZvwjKvmn Ab¨vb¨ m`‡m¨i g‡bvbqb M«nYc~e©K mswk­ó wk¶v †ev‡Wi« 
wbKU †c«iY Kwi‡eb| 

(4) wk¶v †evW©, mfvcwZ g‡bvbq‡bi Rb¨ c«weavb (3) Gi Aaxb c«̄ —vweZ 3 
(wZb) R‡bi« ga¨ nB‡Z GKRb‡K A_ev, cwiw¯’wZ we‡ePbvq, wfbœ †Kv‡bv 
e¨w³‡K mfvcwZ g‡bvbxZ Kwi‡Z cvwi‡e Ges A¨vWnK KwgwU MV‡bi c«Ávcb 
Rvwi Kwi‡e| 

The Board under Regulation 64 (4) made the said 

appointment wherein it is stated that in special circumstances 

board may appoint another person as president of Ad-hoc 

Committee apart from the Proposal. It further appears that 

tenure of said committee will be expired on 16/09/2025.  

In view of the above discussion, the Rule is discharged 

without any order as to costs. The order of stay granted earlier 

by this Court is hereby vacated. 

Let a copy of the judgment and order be communicated 

at once to all concerned. 

                                                      ............................................ 
                                                          (Md. Hamidur Rahman, J) 
 
Fatema Najib, J: 
 
                                    I agree. 

 

                                                         ................................... 
             (Fatema Najib, J) 
 


