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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BANGLADESH 
HIGH COURT DIVISION 

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION) 
 

Present: 
Justice Sheikh Abdul Awal 

And 
Justice S.M. Iftekhar Uddin Mahamud 

 
Writ Petition No. 9754 of 2023 

 

In the matter of: 
 

An application under Article 102 of the 
Constitution of the People’s Republic of 
Bangladesh. 

And 
 

In the Matter of: 
Mohammad Waz Uddin 
                              …….... Petitioner. 

         -Versus- 
Government of Bangladesh represented by 
the Secretary, Ministry of Liberation War 
Affairs and others. 

                                                      ………....Respondents. 
 

Mr. Mohammad Mehedi Hasan, Advocate 
            ….….. For the Petitioner 
 

Mr. Md. Mohsin Kabir, D.A.G with 
Mr. A.K.M. Rezaul Karim Khandker, D.A.G 
Ms. Shahin Sultana, A.A.G with 
Mr. Md. Manowarul Islam Uzzal, A.A.G with 
Mr. Md. Mokhlesur Rahman, A.A.G 
    … For the Government-Respondents. 

    

   Heard and  Judgment on 23.11.2025 

 

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 
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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 issued 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.K.M. Mozammel Haque, M.P, Minister, Ministry of Liberation 

War Affairs passed the impugned decision stating- “১১,৪। জনাব ĺমাঃ 

ওয়াজ উিțনেক বীর মিুǏেযাȝা িহেসেব ĺগেজটভুিǏকরণ Ƶসেǩ। 

উপেজলা িনবŪাহী অিফসার, িƯশাল, ময়মনিসংেহর ১২-১০-২০২২ তািরেখ। Ƶিতেবদেনর 

আেলােক মিুǏযȝু িবষয়ক মȫণালয় হেত ২৬-১২-২০২২ তািরেখর পের উেɨখ করা হেয়েছ ĺয, জনাব 

ĺমাঃ ওয়াজ উিțন, িপতা-ĺমৗলভী ĺমাহাɖদ আলী ĺহােসন, ƣাম আিমরাবাড়ী, ডাকঘর-কািশগǻ, 

উপেজলা-িƯশাল, ĺজলা-ময়মনিসংহ ভারতীয় তািলকা নং-৯৬৯৫) এর মিুǏেযাȝা িহেসেব অȭভুŪ িǏর 
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িবষয়ǅ িনেয় ʆানীয় মিুǏেযাȝােদর মেধƟ অসেȭাষ ĺদখা িদেয়েছ। এছাড়া, ʆানীয় বীর মিুǏেযাȝােদর 

অিভেযােগর ĺƵিǘেত উপেজলা ভাতা িবতরণ কিমǅ ২২/০৮/২০২২ তািরখ অনিুɵত সভার 

কাযŪিববরণীেত পরবতʗ িনেদŪশ না ĺদয়া পযŪȭ সɖানী ভাতা বȴ রাখার িসȝাȭ ƣহণ কেরন। জনাব ĺমাঃ 

ওয়াজ উিțন এর সɖািন ভাতা ʆিগত রাখাসহ জামকুা মাধƟেম যাচাই-বাছাই করেণর Ƶেয়াজনীয় 

বƟবʆা ƣহেণর জনƟ অনেুরাধ করা হেয়েছ। উেɨখƟ ĺয, জনাব ĺমাঃ ওয়াজ উিțন এর িবষেয় উপেজলা 

সমাজেসবা অিফসার গত ২৬/০৫/২০১৯ তািরেখ তদȭ কেরন। তদেȭ িতিন িনɎরূপ মতামত Ƶদান। 

কেরন: 

আেবদনকারী জনাব ĺমাঃ ওয়াজ উিțন এর বড় ভাই জনাব ĺমাঃ শাহাব উিțন এর জȶ 

তািরখ ০১/০৩/১৯৬৬। অপরিদেক, আেবদনকারী জনাব জনাব ĺমাঃ ওয়াজ উিțন তার জাতীয় 

পিরচয়পƯ সংেশাধন কের জȶ তািরখ ০১/০১/১৯৪৫ কেরেছন। জাতীয় পিরচয়পƯ অনযুায়ী 

আেবদনকারীর বয়েসর ĺচেয় তার বড় ভাইেয়র বয়স ২১ বৎসর কম। উিɨিখত সকল কাগজপƯািদ 

যাচাই ও সেরজিমন পিরদশŪন কের আেবদনকারী ĺমাঃ ওয়াজ উিțন, িপতা-ĺমাহাɖদ আলী ĺশখ এবং 

ভারতীয় তািলকা নং-৯৬৯৫ এ Ƶকািশত ĺমাঃ ওয়াজ উিțন, িপতা-ĺমাঃ আলী ĺহােসন একই বƟিǏ 

নেহন বেল Ƶতীয়মান হেয়েছ। এ িবষেয় সভায় িবʅািরত আেলাচনােȭ িনɎরূপ িসȝাȭ গহৃীত হয়ঃ 

িসȝাȭ: জনাব ĺমাঃ ওয়াজ উিțন, িপতা-ĺমৗলভী ĺমাহাɖদ আলী ĺহােসন, ƣাম-আিমরাবাড়ী, 

ডাকঘর-কািশগǻ, উপেজলা-িƯশাল, ĺজলা-ময়মনিসংহ এর ĺগেজটভুিǏর িবষয়ǅ না মǻেুরর িসȝাȭ 

গহৃীত হয়।”  

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 is found that the petitioner by way of correction of National 

Identification Card wrote his date of birth on 01.01.1945, which is 

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 
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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 is 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  is 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. 


