
IN THE COURT OF THE SESSIONS JUDGE AT GOALPARA.

                                   Present: -   T.K. Bhattacharjee, AJS.

Criminal Revision No. 10/19

1) Baten Ali,

2) Saber Ali,

3) Salam Ali and

4) Mofidul Hoque …. Revisionists.

                                     -Versus-

The State of Assam ..... Respondent.

Appearance  :

Mr. A. Ali, Advocate ………. For the revisionist.

Mr. B.K. Das, Public Prosecutor………. For the respondent.                      

Date of Hearing:    08.05.2019.                 

Date of Judgment: 08.05.2019.

                                                       -JUDGEMENT-

This  revision  is  directed  against  different  orders 

starting  from dated  30.01.2016  to  28.03.2019  passed  by  the 

learned  Judicial  Magistrate  1st Class,  Goalpara  in  G.R.  Case 

No.766/11 u/s 341/323/34 of the IPC.

The  brief  facts  of  the  case  is  that  the  revision 

petitioners were the accused persons in the said case pending 

before the learned Judicial  Magistrate 1st Class,  Goalpara and 

thereafter, they could not appear before the said court for which 

Warrants of Arrest were issued against them on 30.1.2016 by 

the learned court below and thereafter, the case proceeded only 

against one accused, namely – accused Abdul Kalam splitting up 

the case against the revision petitioners. 



Being  highly  aggrieved  and  dissatisfied  with  the 

aforesaid orders, the revision petitioners preferred this revision 

petition on the grounds set forth in the memo of the petition.  

The  connected  LCR  that  was  called  for  has  been 

received  and  perused  and  the  respective  learned  counsels  of 

both the sides were heard in this context.  

In the course of hearing, the learned counsel for the 

revisionists  submitted  that  the  accused  persons/revision 

petitioners are very eager to face the trial and they could not 

appear before the trial court as they have to go out to earn their 

livelihood and as such, the direction of issuing Warrant of Arrest 

is required to be set aside. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  learned  Public  Prosecutor 

submitted that the revision petition is without any merit and it is 

required to be dismissed forthwith.

On perusal of the LCR and also the impugned orders, it 

is found that the petitioners, namely – Saber Ali, Salam Ali and 

Mofidul  and  also  petitioner  Baten  Ali  had  all  defaulted  in 

appearance before the learned lower court  and subsequently, 

vide order dated 29.03.2017, the case against accused Saber Ali, 

Mofidul Hoque and Baten Ali was filed keeping the Warrant of 

Arrest pending against them in the concerned police station and 

thereafter,  the case  against  accused Salam Ali  was also filed 

keeping the Warrant of Arrest pending against him vide order 

dated 16.5.2017 of the learned lower court and thereafter, the 

case  proceeded  against  the  remaining  accused  and  from the 

above facts and circumstances, it is apparent that there was no 

irregularity, illegality or impropriety in the impugned orders and 

therefore,  taking  into  consideration  all  the  above  facts  and 



circumstances,  I  am of  the opinion that this  revision petition 

does not project any merit at all and as such, the same is liable 

to be dismissed.

In the result, this revision petition stands dismissed on 

contest but without any cost.

Send back the LCR with a copy of this judgment.

Given under my hand and seal of this court on this 8th day of 

May, 2019.

(T.K. 
Bhattacharjee)

    Sessions Judge 
                               Goalpara
Dictated & corrected by me:

Sessions Judge
   Goalpara

 


