
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BANGLADESH 

HIGH COURT DIVISION 

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION) 

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 10510 of 2018 

 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

An Application under Article 102 of the Constitution of the 

People’s Republic of Bangladesh 

       -AND- 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

Aysha Siddika and another 

  

          ....Petitioners 

 -Versus- 

The Government of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh 

represented by the Secretary, Ministry of Primary and Mass 

Education, Bangladesh Secretariat, Shahbag, Dhaka and others 

....Respondents 

No one appears.  

....For the petitioners 

Mr. Md. Anichur Rahman Khan, D.A.G with 

Mr. Sultan Mahmood Banna, A.A.G with 

Mr. Mir Moniruzzaman, A.A.G   

                 ....For the Respondent No. 1 

  Mr. Kamal Ziaul Islam, Advocate 

....For the respondent Nos. 11 and 12  

              Heard on 04.09.2025  

Judgment delivered on 22.10.2025 

 

            Present: 

 

Mr. Justice Md. Shohrowardi 

               And 

Mr. Justice Dihider Masum Kabir  

 

Md. Shohrowardi, J. 

 

On an application filed under Article 102 of the Constitution of the People’s 

Republic of Bangladesh, Rule was issued in the following terms:- 
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 No one appears on behalf of the petitioners. 
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The learned Advocate Mr. Kamal Ziaul Islam appearing on behalf of the 

respondent Nos. 11 and 12 submits that earlier the petitioner Aysha Siddika filed Writ 

Petition No. 11130 of 2016 regarding absorbtion in her service on the same ground 

and after hearing, the petitioner not pressed the Rule issued in the said writ petition 

and by order dated 31.05.2017, the High Court Division discharged the Rule for non-

prosecution. Against the said order passed by the High Court Division, the petitioner 

filed Civil Petition for Leave to Appeal No. 2471 of 2017 which was also dismissed 

for default. 

In view of the order dated 31.05.2017 passed in Writ Petition No. 11130 of 

2016 and Civil Petition for Leave to Appeal No. 2471 of 2017, the Rule is not 

maintainable.  

We do not find any substance in the Rule.  

In the result, the Rule is discharged.  

However, there will be no order as to costs. 

 

Dihider Masum Kabir, J. 

I agree. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


