
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.647 of 2018

In
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1511 of 2017

======================================================
Naveen Kumar son of Late Jagaranth Poddar, resident of Village- Chaksaho,
P.O.- Chaksaho, P.S.- Patori, Distt.- Samastipur, presently residing at Padri Ki
Gali,  Bakshi  Mohalla  Near  Shiv  Mandir,  P.O.-  Jhauganj,  P.S.-  Khajekala,
Dist.- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar and Ors 

2. Zonal I.G. Patna. 

3. D.I.G. Central, Patna. 

4. Senior Superintendent of Police, Patna. 

5. City S.P. East, Patna. 

6. Sub Divisional Police Officer, Patna City. 

7. Officer-in-Charge, Khajekala, Police Station. 

8. Dharmchand Prasad Soni, Son of Shiv Narayan Prasad. Resident at Sakin
Padri Ki Haveli, Sonar Toli, P.S.- Khajekala, Post- Jhauganj, District- Patna.

9. Manorman Devi, Wife of Dharmchand Prasad, Resident at Sakin Padri Ki
Haveli, Sonar Toli, P.S.- Khajekala, Post- Jhauganj, District- Patna.

10. Ratan Soni, Son of Shiv Narayan Prasad, 

11. Bablu Soni, 

12. Mintu Soni, 

13. Riya Poddar, Wife of Naveen Kumar,  Resident at Sakin Padri Ki Haveli,
Sonar Toli, P.S.- Khajekala, Post- Jhauganj, District- Patna.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Saroj Kumar Sharma, AC to AAG3
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR JHA

ORAL ORDER
(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI)

4 14-12-2023   None appears for the petitioner.

2. The present  MJC is filed for modification of the

Co-ordinate Bench order dated 10.11.2017 passed in Criminal
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Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 1511 of 2017.

3. Para 10 of the present MJC-modification reads as

under:-

“That,  in  light  of  the
aforesaid facts this Hon’ble court may
be  pleased  to  clarify  and  if  required
modify  the  impugned  Judgement  by
providing the liberty to the petitioner to
atleast meet his wife once in a week or
so  and  also  inquire  about  alleged
duress  by  private  respondents  on
respondent no. 13 to extract statements
against legality of the marriage and the
petitioner.”

4. Modification of any judicial order or judgment is

permissible  if  there  are  only  typographical  error  and  not

otherwise. Therefore, we decline to entertain the present MJC

for  modification  of  the  order  dated  10.11.2017  passed  in

Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 1511 of 2017.

5.  Accordingly,  the  present  MJC  for  modification

stands  dismissed,  reserving  liberty  to  the  petitioner  to  file

review petition if he is so advised.
    

abhishekkr/-

(P. B. Bajanthri, J) 

 ( Arun Kumar Jha, J)

U


