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ORDER SHEET 

DISTRICT: GOALPARA
      IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS JUDGE, GOALPARA

      Misc. Case No. 01 of  2021
Abu Bakkar Siddique -vs- Mahali Sk

         
                                                   

Serial 
No. of 
orders

Date Order Signature

11/01/21          This Misc. case has been registered and put-up 

before  me  in  connection  with  Criminal  Revision  no. 
27/2019 in which a petition no. 2830/19 u/s 5 of  the 

Limitation Act  was filed with  a  prayer  to  condone the 
delay that was caused in filing the revision petition.  

      Both the petitioner  and the  Opposite  Party  are 
represented by their learned Counsels. 

       The brief facts of the petitioner's case is that the 
petitioner  filed  the  petition  No.  2379/19  u/s  5  of  the 

Limitation  Act  for  condonation  of  delay  in  filing  the 
revision petition (i.e. C.R. No.27/19) and on the basis of 

the  said  petition  this  Misc.  case  No.  01/2021  was 
registered and taken up for  hearing  during  which  the 

learned  respective  counsels  of  both  the  sides  were 
heard.  

       The main contentions of the petitioner, who is the 
revisionist  in C.R.  No.27/19 is  that the said revisionist 

could not come to the court in time for presenting the 
revision petition because his wife was ailing and as such 

there was a delay in filing the revision petition which is 
now required to be condoned as otherwise the revisionist 

petitioner will suffer irreparable loss and injury.  continued



11/01/21        Thereafter, against the said petition for condonation 
of delay filed by the petitioner, the O.P. did not file any 

written  objections  but  during  the  hearing  the  learned 
counsel  for  the  O.P.  submitted,  inter  alia,  that  the 

petition filed by the petitioner is not maintainable, that it 
was based on false and baseless statements,  that the 

revisionist  /petitioner  has  failed  to  show that  he  was 
prevented  by  sufficient  cause  for  not  preferring  the 

revision petition within the statutory period of time and 
as such the petition filed by the petitioner is required to 

be rejected.  

       Now, therefore, upon perusal of the entire materials 

available before me, it is found that the petitioner filed a 
medical  certificate  which  shows  that  the  wife  of  the 

revisionist  petitioner  was  ailing  since  15-06-2019  and 
suffering from paralysis and hypertension and therefore, 

taking into account the instant matter in its entirety I am 
inclined  to  take  a  liberal  approach  in  favour  of  the 

revisionist / petitioner on the basis of the grounds taken 
by  him and accordingly  his  prayer  for  condonation  of 

delay in filing the revision petition is allowed in order to 
advance  substantial  justice.  However,  no  costs  are 

imposed. 

        A copy of this order shall be attached with the case 

record of Criminal Revision no. 27 of 2019.

      This Misc. case is accordingly disposed of on contest.
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