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IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS JUDGE, GOALPARA 

Criminal Revision Case No. 31 of 2018 

 

 
Present: Sri T.K.Bhattacharjee, A.J.S 

Sessions Judge,  
Goalpara. 

    

Fulchand Ali          ….... Revisionist. 

-Versus- 

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

 

Appearance: 

For the Revisionist :  Mr. S. Ali, Ld. Advocate. 

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

Date of hearing : 10-07-2019 

Date of Judgment: 20-07-2019. 

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 Fulchand Ali against the order dated 04.09.17 and 22.03.18 that 

were passed by the Ld. Additional CJM, Goalpara in connection with G.R. 

Case No. 03/08 u/s 147/148/149/333/338/436/427/307/325/188 of the 

IPC vide which the Ld. Court below directed that W/A be issued against 

the revisionist petitioner. 
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2.  The brief facts of the case is that an ejahar was filed before the OC, 

Lakhipur P.S. dated 02-01-2008 alleging that on that day at about 3:10 pm 

a 3,000 person strong mob armed with weapons attempted to attack the 

Lakhipur P.S. by moving towards the P.S. and thereafter, the police 

confronted the mob which attacked the police party and set fire to houses 

and thereafter, Lakhipur P.S. Case no. 02/08 was registered and 

investigated into after which a charge-sheet was submitted against a 

number of accused persons including the revisionist petitioner who was 

shown as an absconder and accordingly, summons were issued to the 

revisionist petitioner and subsequently warrant were issued against him 

vide order dated 04-09-2017 and order dated 22-03-2018. 

3.  Being highly aggrieved and dissatisfied with the aforesaid order 

dated 04-09-2017 and order dated 22-03-2018 the present revision had 

been preferred on the grounds set forth in the memo of the revision. I 

have heard the arguments of the respective Ld. Counsels in order to 

determine the following:- 

Point for determination: 

4. Whether the impugned order dated 04-09-2017 and order dated 22-

03-2018 passed by the Ld. Lower court suffers from any impropriety, 

illegality etc. and is sustainable in law or requires any interference by this 

Court? 

 

Discussion, Decision & Reasons: 

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

impugned order dated 04-09-2017, it is found that the said order was 

challenged after the prescribed period of time and as such the said order 

cannot be interfered with at this stage by this court. As regards the order 

dated 22-03-2018, it is found from the LCR that no illegality was 

committed by the Ld. Court below in issuing warrant of arrest against the 

said accused who had failed to appear before the said court despite 
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knowledge of the case against him which is evident from the order dated 

04-09-2017 of the Ld. Lower court and taking into consideration all the 

aspects,  I am of the opinion that the impugned dated 04-09-2017 and 

order dated 22-03-2018 are not required to be interfered with by this court 

in any manner whatsoever. 

6.  In view of the above, the revision petition is found to be without 

any merit and accordingly, this revision petition stands dismissed but 

without any costs.  

7.  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 20th day 

of July/19. 

 

(T.K.Bhattacharjee) 
Sessions Judge, 

Goalpara. 

Dictated & corrected by me: 

 
 
Sessions Judge, 
Goalpara. 


