
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BANGLADESH 

       HIGH COURT DIVISION 

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION) 

 

Writ Petition No. 12719 of 2024 

 

In the matter of: 

An application under article 102 of the 

Constitution of the People’s Republic of 

Bangladesh. 

 

        AND 

In the matter of: 
 

D.H. Euro Hi Tech Co. (BD) Limited 

                    ... Petitioner 

 -Versus- 
 

The Government of Bangladesh and others 

                     …Respondents 
 

  Mr. M. Mohiuddin Yousuf, Advocate 

               …For the respondent No. 2 

  Mr. Mohammad Salim Miah, Advcoate 

               …For the respondent No. 4 
 

 

Judgment on: 17.05.2026 
 

                  Present: 
 

Mr. Justice Sardar Md. Rashed Jahangir 

                 And 

Mr. Justice Kazi Waliul Islam 

 
 
 

Sardar Md. Rashed Jahangir, J: 
 
 

On an application under article 102 of the Constitution of the People’s 

Republic of Bangladesh, Rule Nisi was issued on 05.11.2024 as follows:  

“Let a Rule Nisi be issued calling upon respondent to 

show cause as to why their inaction and in disposing of the 

application dated 18.08.2024 (Annexure- ‘E’) should not be 

declared to be illegal without lawful authority and is of no legal 

effect and/or why such other or further order or orders as to this 

Court may seem fit and proper shall not be passed.” 

 

By filing an application for discharging the Rule, Mr. Mohammad 

Salim Miah, learned Advocate for the respondent No. 4 apprised this Court 
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that after receiving the direction of this Court the respondent No. 2 under 

memo dated 22.01.2025 disposed of the representation dated 18.08.2024 

stating that there is no scope to consider the prayer of the petitioner under the 

existing law. 

None appears for the petitioner although a copy of the application was 

served on 10.07.2025 and the matter has been appearing in the list for days 

together. 

Mr. M. Mohiuddin Yousuf, learned Advocate appearing for respondent 

No. 2 conceded the submission of learned Advocate for the respondent No. 4. 

The Rule was issued on the allegation that the respondents are not 

disposing of the representation dated 18.08.2024 and after issuance of the 

Rule, the said representation has been effectively disposed of on 21.01.2025 

(Annexure- ‘X’ to the application for discharging the Rule). 

In view of the above, we are of the view that the Rule has become 

infructuous. 

Accordingly, the Rule is discharged. 

 Communicate the order at once.  

 

Kazi Waliul Islam, J: 
 

I agree. 


