
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.6060 of 2016 

====================================================== 

Hasina Khatoon, W/o Gayasuddin Ansari, R/o Village- Chahpura, Block- 

Isuapur, Gram Panchayat Raj, Lauva, P.O.- Sadhuwara, P.S.- Isuapur, 

District- Saran.  

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the District Magistrate, Saran at Chapra.  

2. The Bihar State Election Commission through the Chairman, Bihar, 

Patna.  

3. The District Panchayati Raj Officer, Saran at Chapra.  

4. The Block Development Officer –cum- Returning Officer, Isuapur 

Block.  

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Manish Chandra Gandhi 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Sanjay Pandey, GP-21 

                                               Mr. Vivek Anand Amritesh, AC to GP-21 

For the Respondent-SEC  :    Mr. Amit Shrivastava 

                                               Mr. Sanjeev Nikesh   

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 06-04-2016 Learned counsel for the parties are present. 

Although the petitioner prays for addition of her 

name in the voter-list of Gram Panchayat Raj, Lauva in the 

district of Saran by virtue of her marriage on 16.6.2014 and also 

admits that her name did not figure in the Assembly voter list of 

the constituency published in 2015 but submits that it has been 

subsequently added. While making such submission it is 

nowhere stated in the writ petition whether the petitioner in 

these circumstances has filed any application under form ‘M-’ 

prescribed by the State Election Commission for the purpose of 

addition of names of such persons who have joined the 
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Panchayat subsequently.  

Although learned counsel for the petitioner has tried 

to invite the attention of this Court on the statement made in 

paragraph 8 of the writ petition but the same is a bald 

submission inasmuch as no details regarding the submission is 

mentioned.  

In the circumstances, where the petitioner has chosen 

to exercise the option available to her so belatedly when the 

election process has begun no direction can be issued at this 

belated stage.  

The writ petition is disposed of accordingly  

 

 
 

 

SKPathak/- 

(Jyoti Saran, J) 
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