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Judgment dated: 09.09.2026 
 

                  Present: 
 

Justice Sardar Md. Rashed Jahangir 

                 and 

Justice Md. Ziaul Haque 

 
 

Sardar Md. Rashed Jahangir, J: 
 

 

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

Republic of Bangladesh, the Rule Nisi was issued on 11.08.2026 as follows: 

“Let a Rule Nisi be issued calling upon the respondents 

to show cause as to why a direction should not be given upon 

the respondents to reschedule the loan' liabilities by waiver of 

all interest of the petitioner by exercising its jurisdiction under 

section 49(1)(Cha) of the Bank Companies Act, 1991 read 

with BRPD Circular No. 7 dated 16 September 2025 
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(Annexure- 'C') and/or pass such other or further order or 

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

 

It is contended by the petitioner that the petitioner submitted a 

representation before the respondent No. 1 on 06.07.2026 sought for a 

direction upon the concern bank to reschedule the banking facilities in terms 

of the BRPD Circular No. 7 of 2025 (Annexure- ‘D’), but the said respondent 

is sitting idle without disposing of the same. 

In such situation, the petitioner moved before this Court and obtained 

the Rule. 

Considering the facts and circumstances and the submission of 

learned Advocate, we are of the view that the justice would be best served for 

now, if the respondent No. 1 is directed to dispose of the petitioner’s 

representation dated 06.07.2026 in accordance with law. 

Accordingly, the Rule Nisi is disposed of. 

The respondent No. 1 is hereby directed to dispose of the 

representation dated 06.07.2026 in accordance with law. 

No order as to cost. 

 

Md. Ziaul Haque, J: 
 

I agree. 


