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| atmnahsatlon Of,

. School
g_ Sir, =~ | _
. -Congrat\ﬂatmn 10 Mr. Hafiz
Uddin Ahmed on his letter “Request

' For Nationalization™ of the school-at
Mirpur, Road No. 1 published in’
* these columns of the - Bangladesh.

I. Observer of February 23, 1993.

i However, some of my observations X

~ are as under: .

1) Accordirig to Mr. Ahmed, thé-
school has been doing a wnndcrful
job and hence it is not clear why he | i
wants the nationalisation of the:
school., - -, - L
2) In case the presant school has%
'~ the scope and the space for further !
development, Mr. Ahmed ought tn|
have suggested that. Alternatively
Mr. Ahsed ought to have offered 2

- suggestion for a new school, under
"the new scheme of Education Policy.

- 3} Mr. Ahmed ought to know- that
the- nationlisation policy in‘the past
‘had failed badly in Bangladesh spe- |
cally in the field of production and
astribution of goods. "
4) To expand the area of education
for more and more children, we need |
more and more schools, and this
.demand can be met by building new
schools/colleges—and t'tus cannot be !

% done through nauunahsaunn of the .

} existing schools/colleges and it is a
!-
?

wrong policy. Three shifts' schools
would solve some problems..”

5) For ready reference. Mr.
Ahmed could easily study the poh-
cies of the other developed coun-
tries,-where there are two types -of .
schools (a). Public SChDDleEﬂ]]EgESI
that are built by the Government and
financed. by the Government whlch‘
are ‘open to all citizens (b)" private’;
schools/colleges and even ‘universi-, '
ties.

a) At present we have nearl ¥
37, 653, pmnary schools, of which a:
very large number cannot function
smoothly beacause the nationaliza-,
tion theory without adequate finance:

never did any good to any country of

the world, nor will'it bring any goodl
us unless we follow the basic' ©
thmnes so far evolved by the t:luz:-I ‘

veloped couritries of the wurld
Andrew D’Costa, Dhaka.

This editorial was puhll§hed
in this paper in 1966 =




