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“Upazilla administration is still a new and evolving concept, but the place that a
Munsif occupies in the judicial hierarchy is not a concept. It is generally known to our
people, used as they are in the functioning of an independent judiciary for upwards of a
century, that the Munsif is the lowestlevel representative of an independent organ of the
State. Our people have not seen and are not used to seeing a pliable or a committed
judiciary. The sight of an executive head lecturing a member of the judiciary in the open
Court and creating hindrances in smooth functioning is too much to be allowed with
impunity ... weeeee. We cannot stand as a silent spectator to this
unwarranted assault on the dignity of a Court of Law and to a blatant interference with
the administration of justice at the lowest level. The arms of law are long enough to
reach a contmner who acts in contumacious disregard of the dignity of a Court of Law.”
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SIS complete justice AT T @@ 92OTF - “We have done this exercise “for
doing complete justice” under Article 104 of the Constitution. But what is “complete
justice?” The words do not yield to a precise definition. Cases vary, situations vary and
the scale and parameter of complete justice also vary. Sometimes it may be justice
according to law, sometimes it may be justice according to fairness, equity and good
conscience, sometimes it may be in the nature of arbitration, sometimes it may be justice
tempered with mercy, sometimes it may be pure commonsense, sometimes it may be the
inference of an ordinary reasonable man and so on. This Court has done this exercise in
varying circumstance applying varying principle in various cases.0 &z F2/Gfaa H/FF
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facerer/  fefar Fererer ~In Bangladesh an unnoticed but quiet revolution took place on the

question of locus standi after the introduction of the Constitution of the People’s
Repuboic of Bangladesh in 1972 in the case of Kazi Mukhlesure Rahman vs.
Bangladsesh, 26 DLR (SC) 44, decided on September 3,
L1974 e With the power of the people looming large
behind the constitutional horizon it is difficult to conceive of Article 102 as a vehicle or
mechanism for realizing exclusively individual rights upon individual complaints. The
Supreme Court being a vehicle, a medium or mechanism devised by the Constitution for



the execise of the judicial power of the people on behalf of the people, the people will
always remain in the focal point of concern of the Supreme Court while disposing of
justice or propounding any judicial theory or interpreting any provision of the
Constitution. Viewed in this context interpreting the words “any person aggrieved”
meaning only and exclusively individuals and excluding the consideration of the people
as a collective and consolidated personality will be a stand taken against the
Constitution. There is no question of enlarging locus standi or legislation by
Court........ocovvvvvvvvvvee v vv v ennn. From the language used in Article 102(1) of our
Constitution, ‘any person aggrieved’ may move the High Court Division for enforcement
of fundamental right conferred by Part 11l of the Constitution. Under Article 102(2)(a),
the High Court Division may make an order on the application of any ‘person aggrieved’
in the nature of mandamus, prohibition and certiorari except for and application for
habeas corpus or quo-warranto.”

Af4a (FERI TAGT TR T @ @ETe] FE Ao A, (7 T fofd (%9

T T TR T2 @S 5, a9, AF, (%) (3993) vax A 5 foeeran e

foT@ S@Y FE&A - Then comes the question of competence or incompetence of
persons to interpret the Holy Quran... . .. A person who ventures to
interpret the Holy Qur-an (1) shall be a Muttaql (2) must have a wide knowledge of
hadith in connection with the Prophet’s (S) interpretation of the Holy Qur-an and with
the statements of his sahabis (connections) and their successive companious (3) have a
knowledge about those parts of the Holy Qur-an which have been repealed or substituted
(4) have a knowledge about the significance of each Ayat (5) have a knowledge about
lImul Kirat (6) have a profound knowledge of the Arabic language, grammar diction, etc.
as the Holy Qur-an was revealed in the Arabic language (7) must have a thorough
knowledge of all the major commentaries and works of different schools of thought, (8)
must be a fagih and other qualifications as well, not necessarily limited to and special
preserves of Ulemas. All these qualifications follow either from the Holy Qur-an or from
Hadith and dedicated and knowledgeable Muslim interpreters of the Holy Qur-an. We do
not question the competence of the learned Judges of the High Court Division or of the
learned Advocates who addressed us to interpret the Holy Qur-an, but we ourselves are
not sure about, our own competence in the matter and are approaching the subject by
force of circumstances with a great deal of trepidation in our hearts, lest we commit

mistakes unknowingly, for which we beg Almithty Allah’s forgiveness in advance.” Sf&
FAEE T Feled ¥ ST I[AY 9% /Y T @6 (7T F9E, 166 &
(T ©F FFPT FAT IF TG IM 936 I T FA0 AT (612 (PN Fhog| fofe
S IS JERETN AT SARAGE S S AT FA© 2 [FF 956 7 26
AT (TAT NF TANT FE IF30NF IFS [AER@T (W] Iy TIT J& 956
fF 26 T ofF b7 FFNT F@ FW| A I Fefre N o7 T T
(@ AF FF (F@ [TEEe GRS FENET (W7 T/ @O AR 20 7 97
f& (af8)(R000) So8 AT BIF b7 TINT FE@ FNE| 8f6 936 2 T3 | FfFTe




SAEABIFOT (@F1 930 ©iF F® S (CARAN- I ST ATNF gt TT 99

Ty AR KT 3?7 O FERET F160 Y@2 1Fel 9 SFT A5NH2 IERE-
OZS FYT F© AT FT (T 2 FYT JFTAT I FREO

OfF ST JrEIfeT AN FNR AT IF | 528, TR 978 T Sfss ST
ST (O (IFE ANA| ST positive Tewes AeF fofd| T [FeEafs
RBTF 7T SN (P16 AT OIS TFHAT SPI T AT S oord
T fofel I anfyy &g /@ F99, ATN@T (FSEN @ @ G| @ & J
f&% @ S IRTECTE I [FoEafs RowE Wiy 7o FEE@A| 8% 79 q0F fofd
FECA I e [F 97| PN @16 B AR AAToq FAES fofd| (FoA
G o I TS ATIINE IO IO M AAEA | P 7Y (@ ©F AT (@79
AR (F6-5R TH© BF FEA I I3 JHRS T@A®| (F16 3 NOH A5 (HF
G 33T @Y I W% AMeTe SR (M| PG [{Ffey 7 T@a R FT JamfE
TATHER T FE |

fof I Sia@a =il J28 AFFET, G FE SFET =Y @FRF| 9F6
T I i@y OSE I 7 FNO Jofvd IRER SPIH IHRe A,
Tolie SIRE TS, 561 51T BiF 6T MIEF I TN TS HS13 F

I M| 92 g @R g Shad 273 Mt [{esfs o S|
_______ f}-------



