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UPON heari ng counsel

ORDER

Adv.

was called on for hearing today.

the Court made the follow ng

The appeals are disnmissed in terns of the signed

order.

(Sukhbi r Paul

Kaur)
Court Master

(Signed Oder is placed on the file)
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W TH

Cl VIL APPEAL NO. 5801 OF 2009

PRADEEP KUVAR AWASTHI & ORS. ... APPELLANTS
VERSUS
ADM NI STRATOR/ BOARD OF TRUESTEES & ORS. .. . RESPONDENTS
ORDER

The di spute between the parties centres around the
el ection of of fice bear er s/ board of trustees
Kanyakubj a Education Trust, Kanpur held on 7th June, 2003.

Qbvi ously, no cause as such survives at this point of tine

necessitating any adj udi cati on. The appeal s accordingly

rendered thensel ves as practically infructuous.

That so far as enrol nent of 15 persons as nenbers in
the Society is concerned, the Division Bench, on the facts
and in the circunmstances of the case found that the enrol nent
of the said persons as nenbers was only with a specific
purpose of influencing the result of the election of the

of fice bearers of the Society. The persons so enrolled are
-2-

kith and kin of one or the other outgoing office bearers who
were in the fray seeking their re-election. It is for that
reason, the Division Bench found no error in the order of the
Additional District Magistrate. In such view of the matter
we are of the opinion that the case on hand is not a fit case

requiring i nterference of this Court
of its

jurisdiction under Article 136 of the Constitution of India.

However, we nmake it clear that the question of |aw

i f any, as to  whether t he near rel ations
t he of fice
bearers are ineligible to be enrolled

of t he

Society, is left open.

The appeal s are accordingly dism ssed.

of

t he

as

exerci se

of

menber s
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