
IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JHARKHAND  AT  RANCHI                 
                      A.B.A. No. 160 of 2026          

 Pradip Kumar Mandal       …  Petitioner   
          -Versus- 

The State of Jharkhand                       … Opposite Party 

      ----- 

CORAM:  HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KUMAR DWIVEDI 
     -----   

For the Petitioner     :  Mr. Tarun Kumar No.1, Advocate 
For the State  :  Mr. Manoj Kumar Mishra, A.P.P.                                     

For the Informant  :  Mr. Vishnu Prabhakar Pathak, Advocate  
     -----       

04/19.01.2026 Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that it appears 

that inadvertently in the order of the learned Sessions Judge, Section 318(4) 

of BNS has been wrongly typed as Section 316(4) of the BNS, however, the 

allegation is made under Section 318(4) of the BNS. 

2. Learned counsel appearing for the State and informant jointly submits 

that it appears that the said mistake has occurred inadvertently. 

 3. In view of the above, it transpires that the FIR has been registered 

under Section 318(4) and other Sections of the BNS, however, in the order of 

the learned Sessions Judge, it has been wrongly typed as Section 316(4) of 

the BNS in place of Section 318(4) of the BNS and in that view of the matter, 

defect no.25 is ignored.  

 

                                       (Sanjay Kumar Dwivedi, J.) 
   Dated:  19th January, 2026 
 Ajay/        

 


