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High Court issues rule on the unlawful eviction of 25 landless families 
from their homestead in Rangpur without rehabilitation  

 
The High Court (HC) on Tuesday issued a rule asking several government authorities not to 
explain why a threatened forced eviction of a group of landless people in Rangpur should not 
be held to be unconstitutional and in violation of the right to life and livelihood.  
 
The respondents to the writ were the Divisional Commissioner, Rangpur, Deputy 
Commissioner, Rangpur, UNO, Rangpur Sadar, Assistant Commissioner, RM Branch, 
Officer -in-Charge, Rangpur Sadar Police Station.There are currently (how many people) 
living on the land in question 0.62 decimals of land, under Khatian No. 1, Plot No. 4305, 
RajendrapurMouza, District-Rangpur. 
 
A Division Bench, of Justice Mirza Hussain Haider and Justice Khurshid Alam Sarkar, 
passed the order upon a writ petition in the public interest.  
 
The Court asked the respondents why their failure to complywith the principles/guidelines 
enunciated by law regarding resettlement/rehabilitationin cases of eviction, should not be 
declared without lawful authority and in violation of fundamental rights to equality, treatment 
in accordance with the law and the right to life.  
 
The Court issued the Rule in a writ filed by the Bangladesh Legal Aid and Services Trust 
(BLAST) and the inhabitants of the said land. 
 
The High Court also directed the authorities (who exactly?) to maintain the status quo 
regarding possession of the land. It also directed the Divisional Commissioner, Rangpur 
Division to dispose of the application made by the inhabitants of the said land under the 
Government and Local Authority Lands and Buildings (Recovery of Possession) Ordinance 
1970 within one (1) month, and to treat this application as an appeal under section 10 of the 
Ordinance.  
 
The petitioner’s lawyer submitted that the threatened eviction by the local authority of 
individuals who had lived on the land for over 35 years is unconstitutional as it has been 
done without any prior or proper rehabilitation as required by law. The threatened forced 
eviction also violates their constitutional rights as guaranteed under articles 27, 31 and 32.  
 
Advocate Khondoker Shariar Shakir conducted the hearing for the petitioners. Deputy 
Attorney General Alamin Sarker appeared for the State.   

 
 

 
 


