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1. This is a bunch of two writ petitions whereby same order is under

challenge, i.e., an order dated 23.01.2026 passed by Deputy Registrar,

Firms, Societies and Chits, Kanpur Region, Kanpur.
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2. First writ petition, being Writ-C No. 10721 of 2026 was filed on
12.03.2026 by Committee of Management, Baba Raghunandan Das
Vidyalay Vaishnav Nagar, Billhor, Kanpur Nagar through its President,
Dr. Rajendra Katiyar and it is supported by an affidavit sworn by one,
Gyanendra Awasthi declaring himself to be a pairokar without any
further declaration that under what capacity he is connected with
petitioners’ Committee of Management. The writ petition is
accompanied by a resolution dated 08.02.2026 whereby the said
deponent was authorized to do pairavi. There is an earlier resolution
dated 02.09.2025 whereby Dr. Rajendra Katiyar was authorized to file
writ petition instead of Sri Ashok Kumar Katiyar, the Manager of

Committee of Management.

3. Second writ petition, being Writ-C No. 13322 of 2026 was filed
on 28.03.2026, i.e., subsequent to above referred writ petition by same
Committee of Management but now through its Manager, Ashok Kumar
Katiyar. This writ petition is accompanied by an affidavit of said
petitioner. In this writ petition there is no reference, whether petitioner
was authorized to file this writ petition even after earlier writ petition

was filed challenging same impugned order through its President.

4. The aforesaid circumstances are explicit example that it was
necessary that a conscious decision be taken by Committee of
Management not only to challenge any adverse order but to authorize a
person, i.e., Office Bearer or Member of Committee of Management as
per bye laws. In no circumstance a stranger can be appointed to sworn an
affidavit on behalf of Committee of Management and its Office Bearers
since in no circumstance it can be assumed that he would be aware with

affairs of Committee of Management.

5. In aforesaid circumstances, both writ petitions can be dismissed
with cost though at this stage the Court is dismissing only first petition,
r.e., Writ-C No. 10721 of 2026 filed by Committee of Management
through its President since it is accompanied by an affidavit of a stranger

though the Court takes note that there was an authorization but said
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authorization cannot be treated to be a proper authorization being
contrary to its bye-laws whereby Manager is authorized to represent
Committee of Management in legal cases. A cost of Rs. 50,000/- each is
imposed on the President of Committee of Management and deponent of

referred writ petition.

6. Now only the second writ petition, i.e., Writ-C No. 13322 of 2026
survives wherein petitioners are represented by Sri Prabhakar Awasthi,
learned Senior Advocate assisted by Sri A.N. Pandey and Sri1 Y.K.
Saxena, Advocates, Respondents-1 and 2 are represented by learned
Standing Counsel and Respondents-3 and 4 are represented by Sri V.K.
Singh, learned Senior Advocate assisted by Sri Alok Dwivedi, Advocate.

7. This is a case arising out of a dispute of list of Members of
General Body of petitioners’ Committee of Management. Earlier a
dispute of list of Members was considered by this Court in Writ-C No.
36738 of 2025, wherein an order dated 04.09.2025 was challenged
whereby the Deputy Registrar, Kanpur has passed an order that a list
dated 30.07.2023 submitted by Ashok Kumar Katiyar (Petitioner herein)
being last election of Committee of Management on basis of list of 69
Members of General Body was found to be defective and accordingly
election for year 2025-26 which was earlier registered on 30.07.2025
submitted by Sri Ashok Kumar Katiyar, Manager was also cancelled on

a complaint of private respondents.

8. Aforesaid Writ-C No. 36738 of 2025 was finally disposed of vide
an order dated 20.11.2025 and this Court has directed Deputy Registrar,
Kanpur to pass a fresh order after hearing parties and decide the dispute
of list of Members. Accordingly a fresh order dated 23.01.2026 was
passed whereby a list submitted by Sri Ashok Kumar Katiyar (petitioner
herein) of the years 2020-21 and 2025-26 were again found defective
and list of Members of General Body for the year 2025-26 submitted by
petitioners was not approved and list dated 20.06.2017 submitted by
earlier Manager, Sri Shiv Nath Katiyar was declared to be valid. Said

order is impugned herein and it’s relevant part is mentioned hereinafter:
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"R GRT IYIGE HI GAT T TAT GAGA H FqcTeE
3ifereql Giad Tega G1&dl BT Vet yiid GReferT 12T T

T & FpletiT HaE S [Igre BTN GRT J¥gd
e G 93! 3 SITER G8 GEAT BT AHAGRI [G71% 23.09.2017 Bl
[97 T 971 FebredT qee s 4 a1 BICIR FINT Gl &
TP 8 H¥gd 3797 TGS 1371 20.06.2017 & q1ET7 H
T Pl 59 TSI IR T4 bl Gl g 2016-17 Fegd DI
Tt off1 [STH et 56 el Pl AT 8l BT IeIe 1261 1 11
SYIYE & HeY SYRID Gevddl ol Pl AN [dare 781 &l S
fOIGHTel BICTR GRT ¥l & FHHIRU &g G- Y] 15T
[T 19.08.2020 F¥gd 11 71 1) 599 HH 4 Gl 3T
TR0 FHOT 97 [71% 03.09.2020 [T 131 721 811 Hiid
[&91% 31.07.2020 & 05 T & [ 1318 T ¥&T)

8} 3791l PAR BICAR &RT 3797 U7 a1 27.06.2025 &
AT H T &1 G T T FTERT 47 b1 Gl T 2025-26
FoAgT 132 STT & STRIET @ &rel Tegd &1 11 fored B §IRT
&1 30.06.2025 @ 371G @ FTEIH & S oI & el GAIghe [T
T 135 FegT 79Al 3 B e 89T 37 Tt e qeg 1% o
P1 FIT T | 12 geprer 7 37l & & §9HT Quf FIvaTided 3Tqa
EINTT TIT Gofigoet 3IT¥ered Gofiaseur &1 1afel & 3= a fafer =7
Sl

SYIgE & e (3915 bl 1T 69 T FTEIRY T1 B1
Gl 9 2020-21 T GIpd P11 FIER G4 bl Gl g 2025-26
P! AT &1 51 3191% AR BICIR STo ol HICAR P STAT & 1
ST 69 TRIT TR YT B Gdl Pl 9P BRI H
TpIeAIT T8 51 [1a=rel BTN g7 3197 371957 Y7 [&71%
19.08.2020 3 F1egH & T¥gd 137 7RI 871 9135 [IBrIaadTor
sft GF= [ Bfcar $i flera I8 & 5 STRIE 69 aaeiy
GTETRYL 7] 61 Gl DI FeapretiT Ha=ea &t g B gRT
319 3745 U7 [371% 19.08.2020 & H1eTH H T¥gd Tl 1351 T
& TT I8 FT [357 T & 1T 69 TRIT FTERY T4 B1 Gl
T¥ 2020-21 T 51 TR TR YT B Tl T 2025-26 F 5
391 PAR BICAR G BIS PR 21 7o HSwl P A1 [91 [ed]
GIhA1 B! ST 5V 1S 1821 T & T 19 TG He&ids qav]

PI 827 [T 771 & i guiaar: srdenfad &1 G GIRT I8 SigRIe
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fasar T 8 135 a5 2020-21 TF 2025-26 B @TEROT T H 21 T
37dY Gewl @ 7 &I §Y 19 QI 39 SirollaT Gewl & A7
IS §Y HIER T IS bl Tl U Bl b THAT H S
Ir= Mg PICIR GRT Flo Tge 39S SIadrd, 4l J9e FHY
S = O O A i | A 2 (o e B L B L E
Uq TAUST BV TT S 94T Gl 5% S8 TevIdr & &cT fodr
AT 81 3% G & JEIA 137 TR 1 &7 91N 58] & Fles)
TG [&T1% 20.08.2025 1 TG 157 TRIT [7H S5 GI°T ¥
P! I g $i grvor 1 =1 E

PRI IR [&T1d 30.06.2025 & H1eq7 H 3 37911
PHR BICTR GRT Tl & HI-8a 1 60T & Tegd 51 TG
GTERUT 9T 1 Gl T 2025-26 Bl GoAIgd 157 TIT &7/ o+ I8
&TaT 1T 7T 9T feb ¥ 2020-21 BT 69 FHT FIERT T4 bt
Gl H H Gl Pl ST B §Y TAT T 02 T TR S T &
T8 9% I SERGH & 135 IUNih 69 T TTERT T Bl el
PI ABY AT B3 [ABRIT HTF 781 of1 BRI 4 a8 2020-21
P TR TYT bl FHl Bl FPR YT & I TGw ) GINT 3qH]
ITaaTr avgd &1 =i 574 & AT wev) gIRT 978 a5 2020-
21 DI FIYRY N7 Pl Gl H 78] ST T 8. FIRT 397 Tl
ITYTH Fegd BYd §V €T Pl HId] H EST AT Pl Teid Il
T & TUT TE o 11 71 & 1 39 T H BIE H} ToveT ret
&1 1351 TI1 & G IS 1 HICT T8l 85 &1 STb FRT 3] HGRIdT
DI JETeT 13 ST BT SR [T 7T &1 H1H FIrral & 9 5
UGS Bl GIABR BRIl DI [ARY BRI 3G9 &7
04.09.2025 & e F ¥R 137 77 T/ 151593 faog HTo 3
AT 3AT8TSIE 3 Re Jifder Gear 36738/2025 aifad & =it
oftl foary @0 T I FNT GING 3797 SR feTid
20.11.2025 @& Fregq & BRIl SR 8715 04.09.2025 I
YT ¥t §Y TR I [IRTING 132 STt a5 99T 1o 7T &1

T8 o} SerRga & a5 areneer T di g7l a5 2015-16 fored
TepIchiT Ha=e1eh St g1l BICIR GRT Tvell & a0 &
T BT H TRge 1527 7T o 1 ciahv IUIqE &5 TeT PIg
faare 78t &1 3vaue & Te 69 TR TR W7H7 B Gl T
2020-21 STif&5 TeapichiT ga=e/a 41 [Iaerel BICAR FRT 8IgRa
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&, Pl IV & T S¥1 T H Guigeet 1 1 TRV T 1 Gl TN
2025-26 & T==¢1 7 o folprra 917 81 BRIl FRT T 2020-21
BT FTERT 79T 1 Gl Bl TITovfSTo31fEo 1860 b1 &RT 4 & &
=TIl Gotlgpel &1 16T T &1 [RlebraIciepci Tt IRT QT 1abT 1T
135 [Rfdare TreRur T97 @ G2 Ty 2015-16 & 19 AT G&E
TR B T 2020-21 TG 2025-26 1 GIERT G I fa7 fd?
TI5T P 39T BT [T 7T & el 1977 et mishar @t 3rgrt
21 7 37T FEvl Bl 1S a7 T &1 folprraaarin i SuRlh
fwrIa @1 fafrer  sreeeaieN! gnT Re aifdar  wee
36738/2025 H TTo I =IRITTT FRT TR 31T fa1a5 20.11.2025
& STFYTCTT H 1537 STIT 37913 81

FiTovfSodifeo 1860 @1 &NT- 4 & & Fraer (=79 &-

4-B. (1) At the time of registration/renewal of a society, list of
members of General Body of that society shall be filed with the
Registrar mentioning the name, father's name, address and
occupation of the members. The Registrar shall examine the
correctness of the list of members of the General Body of such
society on the basis of the register of members of the General
Body and minutes book thereof, cash book, receipt book of
membership fee and bank pass book of the society.

(2) If there is any change in the list of members of the General
Body of the society referred to in sub-section (1), on account of
induction, removal, registration or death of any member, a
moditied list of members of General Body, shall be tiled with the

Registrar, within one month from the date of change.

(3) The list of members of the General Body to be filed with the
Registrar under this section shall be signed by two office bearers

and two executive members of the society.
Amendment of section 4-B:-

For sub-section (2) of section 4-B of the principal Act, the

following sub-section shall be substituted, namely:-

(2) If there is any change in the list of members of the General

Body of the society referred to in sub-section (1), on account of
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induction, removal, registration or death of any member, a
moditied list of members of General Body. shall be tiled with the

Registrar, within one month from the date of change.

Any change in the list of General Body shall not be valid unless
it is approved by the Managing Body.

5} 37971 PHIR PICTR T ] ot~ PICAR &RT T 2020-21
BT 69 TN HTERYT THT P11 Bl A I ST V&7 81 STl
o florrdl & I8 @3 & f&5 wwer é [fdare e w91 &1
Gl g9 2015-16 H &f9d g Hfdd e daw=l Pl ECId §V T4 &
T T&] DI TSP HTERY 5] B et TS 2020-21 73T Forrft
Tft &1 39 gpR & 137 7 gRad=t & Trae J TiroRfSosifero
1860 P1 &IRT 4 1 7 Sfela Fweir @& Fe7 3ifHereal B1 GoETr b 71
fiBrRId! @ 3iIe 5 1357 ST 31139 d &1 Siidl & el 39 91 &1
ot oft Gver & qo7 Siffea W AT ST 3gedd glar & f
gRITH] B ADY FTIFER SFHIGT FET Dl FI=4 AT F 1357
7 & 37eaT TE Jrair AigToRfSiosifgo 1860 Bi ERT 4 &1 &
TIET! & =T g% 2020-21 & FTERY T4 H 1853 T gRad-1
Pl ggar Hl ST 8g ST T & T Ul &~ 4. §1 (1) F
31 T & ) g T8 a} T &1 S [ T TEes!
YT & 191 Pl derar B IO Y T S Irn | & fHfed
&1 afvla Fefa 5 arerRor 7 &1 69 TR e Ty Bl et
T 2020-21 B} JETT I FHIOIT T8 PR TP & T 3H] 75 5
PIIIcT §IR] GSHIpd LRI FHT &l Gl g5 2025-26 BI ggal 4
TG 781 8l &1

SYRIh el U9 371 [4491 & STER R i / STo
YIoE PICT, S 3791% FHR HICTR & GTERY T91 &1 Jdfl T
2020-21 3 2025-26 Pl A~ [ T T4 IAGT &l P PRI
I [ Tt & TUT BrIIerd G Gotiged ETERY] 4T &1 gl a5
2025-26 ! TAZRT 7% [35] ST &1 IRVIFEReY 37! [9aia
PrRIare] [eT@ 30.07.2023 4 3 & T HH 5 Goldd H9-4
TA1a di G4t T 2025-26 Bl 4 SET GHYT 147 ST &1

PRI GaTaA G% SUTSE JUA] UF [oebrIcial §a areior
& GRT I¥gT J9Fl @& SR 9% T 8T Pl Gaaed] o7
SYcTsE FTERYT FHT ! Gal q9 2020-21 b T 1t A1 sifierear
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& G TE1 8 7l &1 Ot R F R wrea va Syeger
& TET 4915817 G T bl Al ay 2016-17 S BRI
gAY Ge1-92 T 93 GY IUred &, ford Gd Heerd S
foIg=Ter HICAR GIRT BIIeTT H [7ia 20.06.2017 &l Tega 1357
7 8, Pl 3T WY & T GIfST 57 ST 81

TIR Re Frfaer Ge&r 36738/2025 5 G0 e ~IrRIIe
GRT UINT 3R feidr 20.11.2025 @& 3/gUicrT 5 HaxU &l
AR 135217 SITer 81 (Emphasis supplied)

9. Learned Senior Advocate appearing for petitioners submitted that
Deputy Registrar has no power to review its earlier order and by
reviewing it, he has committed a legal error. Deputy Registrar by means
of impugned order has not only cancelled the list of Members of General
Body of the year 2025-26 but also cancelled the election conducted on
30.07.2023 and disapproved the list of Members of Committee of
Management for the year 2025-26. Said directions were not only
contrary to material on record but beyond the jurisdiction also since

there is no provision to cancel entire list of Members of General Body.

10. Learned Senior Advocate by referring Section 4-B of Societies
Registration Act, 1860 submitted that Registrar can examine the
correctness of list of General Body of a Society on basis of register of
Members of said Body and minutes book thereof, cash book, receipt
book of membership fee and bank pass book of Society, however, in

impugned order there is no such consideration.

11.  Per contra, learned Senior Advocate appearing for Respondents-3
and 4 has supported the impugned order that it was passed strictly in
compliance of provisions of Section 4-B of Societies Registration Act. It
was incumbent upon petitioners to submit documents, such as, resolution
that how the list of 59 Members of General Body of 2016-17, was
increased to 69 in the year 2021 and subsequently why name of 10
Members were deleted and 11 new Members were added. However, no
document was placed on record before concerned respondents, therefore,

there is no illegality in impugned order.
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12. I have considered the aforesaid submissions and perused the

record.

13.  On basis of above referred facts, there is no dispute to the list of
Members of General Body of petitioners-Committee of Management of
the year 2015-16 of 59 Members with further disclosure that three

Members were died, i.e., a final list of 56 Members.

14. The next election of General Body appears to be conducted on
19.08.2020 on basis of said list only and registration was renewed from
31.07.2020 to 31.07.2025, i.e., for five years. In between petitioners
have conducted an election of Committee of Management on 30.07.2023
on basis of a list of 69 Members of General Body. This list is germane of

dispute.

15. According to petitioners, name of dead Members and Members
who have not paid Membership fees or remained absent in meetings
were removed and some new Members were added and subsequently a
list of 69 Members of General Body and later on a list of 51 Members of
General Body of 2025-26 was presented which has finally deleted names
of 19 deceased/ disqualified Members and 21 Members were newly

inducted.

16. In aforesaid circumstances, an order dated 04.09.2025 was passed
whereby election dated 30.07.2023 was not declared valid and
accordingly list of 2025-26 was also cancelled as at that stage also
petitioners have not submitted relevant documents in support of deletion

of Members as well as inclusion of Members.

17.  Said order was challenged before this Court by way of filing Writ-
C No. 36738 of 2025 and impugned order dated 04.09.2025 was set
aside on ground that petitioners were not given ample opportunity to
place their case and said order was passed only on basis of contentions

of complainant.

18. In aforesaid circumstances, a fresh order dated 23.01.2026 was

passed after hearing both parties and earlier order was reiterated that
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petitioners were failed to provide relevant documents that how names of
19 Members were deleted being deceased/ disqualified and how names

of 21 Members were newly inducted.

19. The contention of learned Senior Advocate appearing on behalf of
petitioners is mainly that in the garb of fresh consideration under Section
4-B of Societies Registration Act, not only list of 69 Members of
General Body was found to be incorrect but election conduction on its
basis was also cancelled which was beyond the jurisdiction of Deputy
Registrar under Section 4-B and for that there must be another

proceeding.

20. Per contra, crux of argument of learned Senior Advocate
appearing for private respondents is that since petitioners were not able
to show requisite documents in order to prove how new Members were
inducted as well as that even the Members who were not dead were
shows as dead, therefore, Deputy Registrar has rightly passed impugned

order.

21. In aforesaid circumstances, the Court takes note of Section 4-B of
Societies Registration Act, 1860, which has already referred in earlier
part of this judgment that Registrar can examine the correctness of list of
General Body of a Society on basis of register members of said Body
and minutes book thereof, cash book, receipt book of membership fee

and bank pass book of Society.

22. Earlier when list was registered there is no reference, whether
such exercise was undertaken and list was registered with a specific
condition that if subsequently it came to knowledge that there was
improper deletion and induction of Members, then order can be recalled,
therefore, any argument that Deputy Registrar has no power to recall its

order is incorrect.

23. In aforesaid circumstances, now the Court has to see, whether
petitioners who have to discharge the burden of proof that exercise for

induction of new Members was undertaken by a due process as well as
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name of only dead Members were deleted have discharged the burden or

not.

24. There is a specific affidavit of a Member, whose name was deleted
on ground that he expired, whereby he has declared that he is still alive,
which has been specifically mentioned in impugned order that one Daya
Shankar Mishra by a notarized affidavit dated 20.08.2025 has declared
that he is alive. This declaration has not been denied in writ petition
except in paragraph no. 31 that his name was deleted on account of non
deposit of yearly subscription. However, petitioners have not referred
any such clause in bye laws that if a Member failed to deposit yearly
subscription, his life Membership can be cancelled. Therefore, the reason
referred in para 31 of writ petition itself does not sustain and proceeding

to that effect is also not placed on record.

25. Similarly, petitioners have not annexed any document in support
of their claim about induction of 19 new Members. Neither proceeding
was placed before this Court nor before Deputy Registrar, as specifically
mentioned in impugned order and for the sake of repetition relevant
finding in this regard as mentioned in impugned order is reproduced

hereinafter:

"IN FITToRIST 03180 1860 b1 EIRT 4 &t & TTaen= & =t
g5 2020-21 B TR T9T H (35 T GRIcT! bl JET1 B g
89 TIOT T¥T & o7 3iHeid &IvT 4 & (1) H 157 77 &t
e 78] X b &1"

26. There is no specific denial to said finding so much as that it can be
considered perverse as well as, as referred above, petitioners have not
placed any document. The Court also takes note of averments made in
para 31 of writ petition that name of 19 life Members were not shown in
the list of 2014-15 though it is not specifically denied that their names
were recorded in list of 2015-16 and this is also not the reason for their

removal.

27. Court also takes note of a communication dated 11.09.2025

wherein an objection was filed that names of 11 Members were deleted
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in terms of Clause 6-Ga of bye laws since they have failed to deposit
subscription for their Membership and remained absent without
information. However, Court finds that Clause 6-Ga does not provide
any reason for deletion of name, rather it provides how a new Member

of General Body would become eligible to cast vote.

28. So far as Clause 16-Gha of bye laws is concerned, it provides that
in case any Member remained absent in three continuous meeting of
General Body, he would be an ineligible for becoming a Member.
However, even in such condition there must be a proposal adopted by

2/3 Members of General Body but there is no document to this effect.

29. Therefore, the Court finds that Deputy Registrar while conducting
inquiry about deletion of name of life Members and induction of new
Members, in absence of relevant documents has not committed any
illegality when such disputed list was found defective and since election
was conducted on a defective list, therefore, the same cannot be legally

sustainable and it was rightly set aside by impugned order.

30. In view of above, I do not find any reason to interfere with
impugned order. The second writ petition, 1.e., Writ-C No. 13322 of

2026, is also accordingly dismissed.

May 06, 2026 (Saurabh Shyam Shamshery,].)
AK

Digitally signed by :-
AWADESH KUMAR
High Court of Judicature at Allahabad
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