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Sheikh Abdul Awal, J:

On an application under Article 102 of the Constitution of
the People's Republic of Bangladesh, this Rule Nisi was issued
calling upon the respondents to show cause as to why the impugned

minutes of Council No. 85 of Jatio Muktijoddha Council refusing to



include the name of the petitioner in the Freedom Fighters’ Gazette
(Annexure-D) should not be declared to have been made without
lawful authority and is of no legal effect and as to why the
respondents should not be directed to continue with the payment of
all benefits including financial benefits to the petitioners as freedom
fighters and/or such other or further order or orders passed as to this
Court may seem fit and proper.

Material facts of the case as stated in the writ petition, briefly,
are that the petitioner fought for this country during liberation war
held in 1971 as freedom fighter and the respondents after
scrutinizing all documents disbursed honorarium to the petitioner
inspite of that by the impugned minutes of Council No. 85 of Jatio
Muktijoddha refusing to include the name of the petitioner in civil
Gazette and also cancelled the state honorarium of the petitioner as
Freedom Fighter.

Being aggrieved by the order impugned decision dated
08.12.2021 1issued under the signature of Respondent No. 4 the

petitioner preferred this Writ Petition and obtained the present Rule.

Having heard the learned Advocate for the petitioner and the
learned Deputy Attorney General and having gone through the writ
petition, its annexures and other documents as filed thereto.

On scrutiny of the record, it appears that the respondent No 4,
A.KM. Mozammel Haque, M.P, Minister, Ministry of Liberation

War Affairs passed the impugned decision stating- “ss,81 &aF @
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On a reading of the impugned decision, it appears that the
present petitioner is not an actual freedom fighter and according to
freedom fighters’ list of India, one Mohammad Waz Uddin, son of
Moulavi Ali Hossain was the freedom fighter and the present
petitioner Mohammad Waz Uddin is not the same person. Further,
it 1s found that the petitioner by way of correction of National
Identification Card wrote his date of birth on 01.01.1945, which i1s
21 years more than his elder brother. The impugned order/ decision
certainly indicates that the respondent No. 4 considered all aspects
of the matter and thereafter, recorded the order of rejection.

Mr. Mohammad Mohsin Kabir, the learned Deputy Attorney
General submits that the present petitioner in order to showing

himself as actual freedom fighter, Md. Waz Uddin made such type



of illegal correction of NID card of the petitioner for getting illegal
benefit .

On a close scrutiny of the impugned order and other materials
on record, we think there i1s a good deal of persuasion in the
submission of the learned Deputy Attorney General.

On a query from the Court, the learned Advocate for the
petitioner could not show any scrap of paper to prove that the
petitioner 1is an actual freedom fighter or he fought for this country
during the liberation war. The impugned order based on the factual
questions raised for the first time cannot be interfered with.

In the result, the Rule is discharged. In the facts and

circumstances of the case there will be no order as to costs.

Communicate this order at once.

S.M. Iftekhar Uddin Mahamud, J:

I agree.



