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IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS JUDGE ::::::::::::::::::::: GOALPARA 

Criminal Revision (C.M.) Case No. 30 of 2019 
 
Present: Sri T.K.Bhattacharjee, A.J.S 

Sessions Judge, Goalpara. 

    

       Rajib Ahmed @Babul   …....Revisionists. 

    -Versus- 

State of Assam              ........ O.P. 

 

Appearance: 

For the Revisionist  :  Mr. T. Hoque, learned Advocate. 

For the O.P.   : Mr. B.K. Das, learned P.P. 

Date of hearing  : 04-10-2019. 

Date of Judgment  : 04-10-2019. 

 

J U D G M E N T 

1.  This revision has been preferred u/s 397/399 of the Cr.P.C. by 

the revisionist against the order dated 11.09.2019 that was passed by 

the learned SDJM(S), Goalpara in connection with G.R. Case No. 251/16 

vide which the learned Court below issued NBWA against the 

revisionist. 

2.  The brief facts of the case is that on 30-01-2016 one Arpana 

Sarmah lodged an ejahar at the Goalpara P.S. alleging that on 27-01-

2016 at about 10:00 am while her daughter came out of the house to 

go to Goalpara college she subsequently went missing and it was 
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suspected that she was abducted by the accused-revisionist who had 

earlier threatened to abduct the daughter of the informant. 

3.  On receipt of the said ejahar Goalpara police registered a case 

vide. Goalpara P.S. case no. 51/2016 u/s 366 of the I.P.C. and started 

the investigation and subsequently submitted a charge-sheet against 

the accused revisionist u/s 366 of the IPC and thereafter summons 

were issued to the accused who took time to appear before the learned 

lower court but subsequently, the accused failed to appear before the 

said court and as such WA was issued against him.  

4.  Being highly aggrieved and dissatisfied with the aforesaid order 

dated 11.09.2019 the present revision had been preferred on the 

grounds set forth in the memo of the revision. I have heard the 

arguments of the Ld. Counsel for the revisionists and the learned P.P. 

and I have also perused the LCR that had been received in this context 

in order to determine the following: 

Point for determination: 

5. Whether the impugned order dated 11.09.2019 passed by the 

learned Lower court suffers from any impropriety, illegality etc. and is 

sustainable in law or requires any interference by this Court? 

Discussion, Decision & Reasons: 

6.  On perusal of the entire materials available before me and also 

the impugned order dated 11.09.2019, it is found that before passing 

the impugned order the Ld. Lower Court was pleased to allow time to 

the revisionist to appear before the court but on the date of the said 

order the accused revisionist failed to appear before the said court nor 

took any steps and as such non-bailable warrant of arrest was issued 

against him and as such it cannot be said that the impugned order 

suffers from any impropriety, illegality etc. However, on perusal of the 

LCR, the charge-sheet, the revision petition as well as the documents 
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submitted it appears that the accused petitioner was granted interim 

pre-arrest bail on 09-02-2016 which was made absolute on 10-03-2016 

in Misc. Crl. Case no. 100/16 and accordingly he was allowed to go on 

bail by the Investigating authorities and as such denial of bail to him at 

this stage would go against the principles of justice. 

7.  Therefore, taking into account all the facts and circumstances of 

the case I deem it fit to direct the accused person/ revisionist to 

surrender before the Ld. Lower Court within 15 days from today and file 

a petition for regular bail in which event the same shall be considered 

by the Ld. Court below by taking adequate security for his appearance 

before the Court. 

8.  In the mean time, in the event of arrest within the period of 15 

days mentioned above, the said accused person/ revisionist  namely 

Rajib Ahmed @ Babul shall be released on pre-arrest bail of Rs. 

20,000/- only with one surety of the like amount to the satisfaction the 

arresting authority in connection with G.R. Case No. 251/16. Inform 

accordingly. 

9.  With the above observations and directions, this revision petition 

stands disposed of without any costs.  

10.  Send back the LCR with a copy of this judgment to the Ld. Lower 

court for appropriate action. 

Given under my hand and the seal of this court on this the 4th 

day of October, 2019. 

 

(T.K. Bhattacharjee) 
Sessions Judge, Goalpara. 

Dictated & corrected by me: 

 
 
Sessions Judge, Goalpara. 


