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ly: in
many colleges are there exacily
Chit}t"agung district 7 “It mule bc‘lﬁ(l
or the number may be 120, r,lald a
senior Chittagong Board official..

The Chittagong Education Board
could not give the exact l}umtacr of
colleges imparting education in th;
district. What the number the boar
could quote were 106 colleges- over
which it got supervisory authority on
bifurcation from the Comilia Board.
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the Board recently accorded affilia-

cation Board?
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CHITTAGONG, Nov. 18:—How z[;;etaam sovis including it

* Chittagong Board. The total number

LPlus there are 11 more colleges that .
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d all over the country’s five
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gultflg&wever, . the official list of

lleges in Chittagong district arc
Egc?nclﬁding nine newly affiliated . | |
‘colleges. Besides, 12 more colleges
all from Chittagong have a_pphed
vefore the Board for affihation.

"Bt what is evident is that the
colleges are mow mushrooming in
Chittagong district. The local elite ﬂ; ‘
distinguished persons are NOW foung
“See Page 12 Col. 4

tion. But those aiﬁliat;_d wlleges-J
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| From Page 1 Col. 3
reguiarly laying foundations of the
colleges. These colleges except a few

_, exceptions are named after the de-

ceased parents of some persons who -

usually minted mofiey overnight
£fmm unknown  sources. And
i obviously these new wealthy persons
are the instrumental behind the
1 mushrooming of these coMeges. ‘Be-
| sides, some new colleges alike the
kindergarten have come into being
on initiatives of some business peo-
ple “absolutely from their commer-
cial point of views.” Some private
. high schools also operating commer-
{ cially this year suddenly declared
their upgradation to college level:
{ .. Many of these institutions though
i ' still in foundation stage put up attrac-
tive advertisements and started
admitting students, nd matter what
their fate of affiliation from the
' board. These profit mongering in-
'* stitutions apparently tock the advan-
. tage. of government’s ‘revised policy
' decision in the access of students to
. ‘highrer studies on the examination
results. This revised admission policy
| deprived tens of thousands of stu-,
dents to get admittéd into betier
colleges at urban areas.

. Taking the advantage of this situa-
tion, most of these colleges stepped .

in for brisk business. “Cashing-on/
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OW many cdli.éges \sl

. ward into a prestigious private col- l

these innumerable helpless students, :
these private colleges virtually \’
mushroomed. They (private col- |
leges) simply exploited the rush of !
admission seckers to their commer- |
ctal adyantages,” opined Govern- J
ment City College Vice-Principal
‘Atiya Ahmed. | * 1

And again. one cannot.pet one’s.
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lege unless oné pays handsome dona-
tions. Their conviction is not at all {
unfounded. One Principal of a repu- j
‘ted private coliege however dismis-
-sed the donation story as totally
false. The Principal claimed that
- those who failed to get their wards
admitted- to these colleges have
spread this sort’ of canard.
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