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REPUBLIC OF KENYA

IN THE HIGH COURT AT NAROK

CIVIL SUIT E005 OF 2024

F GIKONYO, J

NOVEMBER 25, 2024

BETWEEN

EUNICE SAOINA MARIMA ..............................................................  1ST PLAINTIFF

PIARO OLE NORPOOR ....................................................................  2ND PLAINTIFF

MIKE OLE MARIMA ..........................................................................  3RD PLAINTIFF

AND

PURKO DEVELOPMENT ...............................................................  1ST DEFENDANT

CHAIRMAN PURKO DEVELOPMENT TRUST .......................  2ND DEFENDANT

SELEILA OLE MWANIK ................................................................. 3RD DEFENDANT

THE GOVERNMENT NAROK COUNTY ................................... 4TH DEFENDANT

NAROK NORTH MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT ........................  5TH DEFENDANT

RULING

1. The court has given directions on the two Applications. The 2nd application seeks to stop an AGM
which Mr. Dikir says took place and conducted elections for the Trust which had been stopped by
the court.

2. The issues raised by Dikir are serious but will require full evaluation of facts and evidence as they
border on contempt of court. Similarly, it appears the legal problem is mutating: whether this is legally
accepted or breach of the court order herein, will also require full evaluation to appreciate its full tenor
and consequences.

3. However, as Kiptoo stated that nothing is going on in the trust; it is hoped nothing will go on from
today lest they will invite the wrath of the law upon themselves.
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4. As election is the key issue, orders of status quo ante will have the eect of determining the applications
before they are heard. Such would be one of the orders that the court may grant in form of a mandatory
injunction should Mr. Dikir succeed in his client’s application.

5. Therefore, let things remain as they are at the moment: except the Respondents should not engage in
anything untoward which will lead them into trouble with the law. The court will take serious view
of any such breach.

6. Orders accordingly.

DATED, SIGNED, AND DELIVERED AT NAROK THROUGH TEAMS APPLICATION, THIS
25TH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2024.

----------------------

F. GIKONYO M

JUDGE

In the presence of: -

Otolo C/A

Dikir for Applicants - Present

Kiptoo for 1st, 2nd & 3rd Respondents – Present

Tuya & Ms. Njihia for Ms. Maritim for 4th Defendant – Present
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