
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18578 of 2013 

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

1. M/S Sri Shyam Enterprises, Khemka Colony, Bazar, District- Sitamarhi, 

Bihar, A Partnership Firm Through its Partner Sailesh Kumar Agrawal S/O 

late Kisun Lal Agrawal Resident Of Koat Bazar, Sitamarhi,P.S- Sitamrhi,  

District- Sitamarhi                                                          ....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The Chief Election Commissioner Bihar, Patna   

2. Chief Secretary, Bihar Election Authority, Bihar, Patna.   

3. Director, Panchayati Raj Department, Bihar, Patna.   

4. District Development Commissioner, Sitamarhi.   

5. District Magistrate cum District Election Officer, Sitamarhi (PECS)   

6. District Panchayati Raj Officer, Sitamarhi.   

7. Sub Divisional Officer, Sitamarhi (PECS) Cum Election Officer.   

8. Block Development Officer Cum Election Officer, Sitamarhi.   

9. Circle Officer Cum Election Officer, Sitamarhi.   

10. District Sah Barita Officer, Sitamarhi.                    ....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s                     :      Mr. Mrigank Mauli 

                                                           Mr. Prince Kumar Mishra 

For the State                               :      Ms. Archana Sinha, A.C. to G.P.-25 

For the Election Commission     :     Mr. Amit Shrivastava 

                                                           Mr. Girish Pandey 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA MISHRA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 28-03-2017  Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned counsel 

appearing on behalf of the State as well as learned counsel for the 

State Election Commission.  

 A counter affidavit has been filed today in which it is 

submitted by learned counsel for the State that bills of the 

petitioner have already been paid and, therefore, the matter may be 

disposed of.  

 Learned counsel for the petitioner, however, submits that 

though payments have been made, there are certain parts of the 

bills submitted by the petitioner which still remained unpaid.  He, 

however, submits that the matter be disposed of with liberty to 
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pursue his further claims in accordance with the law before the 

concerned authorities.  

 In view of the aforementioned submissions, the present case 

stands disposed of with liberty to the petitioner to file his 

representation with regard to other claims which may be due to the 

petitioner.  

 

 

Saif/- 

                  (Anjana Mishra, J) 
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