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ORAL JUDGEMENT

The petitioners in this petition have chall enged

the action of the respondents of not including the names
of the petitioners in the Voters' List. The petitioners
have, therefore, prayed for quashing and setting aside
Annexure.B, with further prayer to include the nanmes of
the petitioners and other sinilarly situated Co-operative
Soci eties in Savarkundl a Tal uka who have forwarded their
resolutions to the first respondent Society in response
to the notice Annexure.C, with yet another prayer not to
hold the election of the Board of Directors of the first
respondent Society till the aforesaid is done.

2. Learned Counsel appearing for the petitioners
subnmits that he has no instructions in the matter from
the petitioners. According to him the new elections are
also likely to take place in the near future. In this
view of the matter, | amof the opinion that because of
the I apse of tine, the petitioners have lost interest in
the matter. In any case, liberty was reserved to the
petitioners to file election petition bef ore t he
Tri bunal . In this view of the matter, no useful purpose
will be served to hear and deci de t he petition
challenging the election dated 6.12.1998. The petition
is accordingly rejected with liberty to challenge the
el ecti on by way of el ection petition. Rule is
di scharged. Ad-interimrelief stands vacated. No order as
to costs.

3. In view of the order passed in the main petition,

no orders are required to be passed in Civil Applications
Nos. 10100 of 1998 and 10275 of 1998. Both these Cvil
Applications are disposed of accordingly. Notice in
Cvil Application No.10100 of 1998 stands di scharged.

28th Sept.2001 (K R Was, J.)
Sr eer am



