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The criminal revisional application has been preferred
praying for setting aside of the orders dated 11.09.2019,
02.12.2019 and 15.01.2020 and all orders passed in connection
with M.L. Case No. 3 of 2017 arising out of a complaint lodged
under Section 45 of the Prevention of Money Laundering Act,
2002 for the offence punishable under Section 4 of the
Prevention of Money Laundering Act, 2002 in connection with
ECIR No. KLZO/04/2013 dated 29.11.2013 wherein the learned
Chief Judge, City Sessions Court, Calcutta was pleased to issue
warrant of arrest against the petitioner.

It is submitted by the learned counsel for the opposite
party that the orders challenged before this Court are orders
wherein the Court has fixed dated for the execution of the
warrant of arrest. It is further submitted that the warrant of
arrest was issued by the trial Court vide order dated 22.12.2017
and the said order has not been challenged before this Court.

The submission of the learned counsel for the petitioner
is that vide order no. 31 dated 29.05.2020 the trial court recalled

the said warrant of arrest issued on 22.12.2017.



It is seen that since then several dates were fixed by the
trial court for appearance of the accused persons and on finding
that the present petitioner was not appearing before the court, a
fresh warrant of arrest was issued against the present petitioner
vide order dated 28.04.2023. The Court was of the view that
though a revisional application was pending before this Court,
there was no stay order and, as such, the Court issued a fresh
warrant of arrest.

At present this Court finds that the warrant of arrest
challenged by the petitioner before this Court is not in existence
since 29t May, 2020 and, as such, the present revisional
application has become infructuous.

Accordingly, the revisional application is disposed of as

infructuous.

(Shampa Dutt (Paul), J.)



