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Jurisdiction and Place of Suing 

 

Section 9 of the Code of Civil Procedure (CPC) - Courts to Try All Civil Suits Unless Barred by Law 

Text of Section 9: 

"The Courts shall (subject to the provisions herein contained) have jurisdiction to try all suits of a 

civil nature excepting suits of which their cognizance is either expressly or impliedly barred." 

 

Objective of Section 9: 

The main objective of Section 9 of the CPC is to affirm the jurisdiction of civil courts in trying civil suits unless 

the jurisdiction is explicitly excluded by a statute or law. It provides a general rule that civil courts are competent 

to entertain any civil dispute unless a statutory provision bars them from doing so. 

In essence, this section ensures that civil suits can be filed in regular civil courts unless a specific law provides 

otherwise. It confirms that the civil courts have the jurisdiction to hear all types of civil matters, and it is only when 

a particular statute limits or excludes this jurisdiction that the civil courts will be unable to entertain such matters. 

 

Key Aspects of Section 9: 

1. Jurisdiction of Civil Courts: 

Section 9 makes it clear that civil courts have jurisdiction to try all suits that are of a civil nature, unless 

specifically barred by some other law. This means that civil suits related to matters like property disputes, 

contracts, personal injury, money recovery, and other civil rights can be heard by regular courts. The 

section reflects the default position that civil courts will handle civil matters unless there is a specific 

exclusion. 

2. Exception - Barred by Law: 

The section introduces an important exception that civil courts will not entertain cases where their 

jurisdiction is explicitly or impliedly barred by another statutory law. For example, certain matters like 



 

 

those concerning labor disputes, bankruptcy cases, consumer complaints, and taxation may fall under 

the jurisdiction of special tribunals or other courts that have been set up by specific legislation. 

3. Scope of the Phrase "Civil Nature": 

The phrase "suits of a civil nature" is broad, encompassing all types of civil matters. This could include suits 

relating to contracts, torts, property rights, family disputes, etc., as long as they do not fall under specific 

legislation that bars the jurisdiction of civil courts. However, it is also important to note that this phrase does 

not include criminal matters, which are dealt with under separate provisions and procedures. 

4. Implied Bar: 

An "implied bar" means that even if a law doesn't specifically say that civil courts are excluded from a 

particular matter, it could still be implied that they are. For example, if a specialized tribunal has exclusive 

jurisdiction over a matter (such as a consumer forum dealing with complaints related to goods and services), 

then civil courts would be impliedly barred from hearing that case. 

 

Interpretation and Judicial Precedents: 

1. Supreme Court's Interpretation: 

The Supreme Court of India has consistently interpreted Section 9 in a way that affirms the broad 

jurisdiction of civil courts. The Court emphasized that unless there is a clear legislative provision removing 

the jurisdiction of civil courts, the civil court’s jurisdiction will prevail. This ensures that access to justice 

is not restricted unless a specific law directs otherwise. 

2. Doctrine of "Implied Bar": 

The doctrine of implied bar has been invoked by the courts to decide when a matter falls outside the scope 

of civil court jurisdiction. For instance, if a matter falls under the jurisdiction of a specialized tribunal or 

authority, and the statute governing that tribunal does not explicitly exclude civil courts but gives exclusive 

powers to the tribunal, it may be impliedly barred from the civil courts' jurisdiction. 

o Case Law: In K.K. Verma v. Union of India (1954), the court held that civil courts have jurisdiction 

to entertain any civil suit unless there is an express or implied statutory bar that excludes them from 

dealing with it. 

 



 

 

Exceptions to Civil Courts’ Jurisdiction: 

Section 9 has been read in conjunction with other specific provisions of law that set up specialized forums or 

tribunals, leading to an implied bar to civil court jurisdiction. Some examples of matters where civil courts are 

excluded include: 

1. Consumer Protection Act: 

A consumer dispute can only be decided by the Consumer Forums and not by civil courts, which is an 

express exclusion. 

2. Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996: 

In cases where there is an arbitration clause, disputes should be resolved through arbitration and not in a 

civil court. 

3. Family Courts Act, 1984: 

Family disputes like divorce, child custody, and maintenance are to be heard by family courts, and civil 

courts do not have jurisdiction over these matters. 

4. Recovery of Debts Due to Banks and Financial Institutions Act, 1993 (DRT Act): 

Debts recovery tribunals have exclusive jurisdiction to adjudicate matters related to the recovery of debts 

due to banks and financial institutions, effectively excluding civil courts' jurisdiction. 

5. Rent Control Laws: 

Rent Control Tribunals deal with disputes between landlords and tenants, and civil courts generally do not 

have jurisdiction to entertain such disputes. 

 

Importance of Section 9: 

• Promoting Access to Justice: 

The provision emphasizes that civil courts remain the first option for resolving civil disputes. It encourages 

people to approach the civil courts unless there is a clear reason to bypass them (such as the existence of a 

specialized forum). 

• Ensuring Court Accessibility: 

Section 9 is designed to ensure that there is no ambiguity about where a civil suit can be filed. In the absence 

of a specific statutory bar, any civil matter can be entertained by a civil court. 



 

 

• Judicial Efficiency: 

While ensuring civil courts' broad jurisdiction, Section 9 also helps in allocating matters to specific forums 

when specialized expertise is needed, thus maintaining judicial efficiency. 

 

Case Laws Discussing Section 9: 

1. K.K. Verma v. Union of India (1954): 

o The Supreme Court held that civil courts have the authority to hear civil disputes unless there is a 

statutory bar. This case emphasizes the jurisdictional power of civil courts and the need for clear 

legislative exclusion to limit this power. 

2. Brij Mohan v. State of Haryana (1987): 

o The Court held that civil courts cannot entertain a matter if the jurisdiction is specifically barred by 

another law. This case reaffirmed the principle that civil courts have general jurisdiction, which can 

only be excluded by specific provisions. 

3. Radhakishan v. Shantilal (2000): 

o In this case, the Court clarified that civil courts have jurisdiction unless expressly or impliedly 

excluded by law. The Court emphasized the default jurisdiction of civil courts and the exceptions 

arising from specialized laws. 

Place of Suing (Territorial Jurisdiction) - Sections 16-20 of the CPC 

The place of suing refers to the location or territory where a suit is to be filed. It is crucial in determining which 

court has territorial jurisdiction to try a particular case. This jurisdiction is defined by the place where the cause of 

action arose or where the defendant resides, carries on business, or personally works for gain. 

The Code of Civil Procedure (CPC), 1908, under Sections 16 to 20, outlines the rules for determining the place of 

suing. These provisions ensure that the suit is filed in the appropriate court within a specific territorial 

jurisdiction, which helps maintain fairness and convenience for the parties involved. 

 



 

 

Key Sections of the CPC Relating to Place of Suing: 

Section 16: Suits relating to immovable property 

• Text: 

A suit related to immovable property (such as disputes over land, real estate, etc.) must be filed in the court 

within whose jurisdiction the property is situated. 

o Explanation: 

The jurisdiction for matters concerning immovable property is determined by the location of the 

property itself. If a person wishes to file a suit for recovery of possession of land or any other 

immovable property, it must be done in the court that is geographically closest to where the property 

is located. 

• Example: 

If a person in Delhi wishes to file a suit against someone in Mumbai for the recovery of land situated in 

Bangalore, the suit must be filed in Bangalore because that is where the immovable property is located. 

Section 17: Suits relating to movable property 

• Text: 

A suit for the recovery of movable property can be filed in the court within whose jurisdiction the 

defendant resides, carries on business, or personally works for gain. If the property is already within the 

jurisdiction of a court, the suit can be filed there. 

• Explanation: 

In the case of movable property, such as goods, money, or any other physical assets that can be easily moved 

from one place to another, the location of the defendant or the place where the property is located determines 

the jurisdiction. If the property is still with the defendant or in dispute, the suit can also be filed in the court 

where the defendant resides or conducts their business. 

• Example: 

If a person in Chennai wants to file a suit against a person in Kolkata for the recovery of a movable property 

(e.g., a car), the suit can be filed either where the defendant resides (Kolkata) or where the property is located. 

Section 18: Suits for compensation for wrongs to person or property 

• Text: 

A suit for compensation (e.g., for personal injury, defamation, breach of contract) can be filed in the court 

within whose jurisdiction the wrong (cause of action) occurred or the defendant resides. 



 

 

• Explanation: 

In cases where a wrong is committed, such as injury to a person, or damage to property, the place where the 

injury occurred or where the defendant resides is sufficient to establish jurisdiction. A suit for 

compensation can be filed in a court that has jurisdiction over the area where the incident happened or where 

the defendant resides. 

• Example: 

If a person is injured in an accident in Hyderabad caused by a driver from Bangalore, the suit for 

compensation can be filed in Hyderabad (where the accident occurred) or Bangalore (where the defendant 

resides). 

Section 19: Suits for compensation for wrongs to the immovable property 

• Text: 

A suit for the recovery of compensation for the wrongful possession or damage to immovable property may 

be filed in the court within whose jurisdiction the immovable property is located or where the wrong 

occurred. 

• Explanation: 

For cases involving compensation for damage to immovable property (e.g., land or buildings), the 

jurisdiction can either be the location of the property or where the wrongful act (such as trespassing) took 

place. 

• Example: 

If someone causes damage to a house in Kolkata, the suit for compensation can be filed in Kolkata where 

the property is situated or where the damage occurred. 

Section 20: Other suits 

• Text: 

A suit that does not fall under Sections 16, 17, or 18 can be filed in a court within whose jurisdiction the 

defendant resides, carries on business, personally works for gain, or where the cause of action arose. 

• Explanation: 

This section covers all other civil suits that do not deal with specific matters such as immovable property or 

personal wrongs. For example, in contract disputes or money recovery suits, the suit can be filed in the 

court where the defendant resides or where the cause of action arose. 



 

 

• Cause of Action: The cause of action refers to the set of facts that give rise to a legal dispute, i.e., the reason 

a person is filing the suit. For example, in a contract breach case, the cause of action arises when the contract 

is breached, and the court where this breach occurred may have jurisdiction. 

• Example: 

If a contract is signed in Mumbai, but the defendant in Delhi fails to honor it, the suit can be filed either in 

Delhi (where the defendant resides) or in Mumbai (where the cause of action arose). 

 

Key Principles of Territorial Jurisdiction in Civil Suits: 

1. Residence of Defendant: 

The defendant’s residence or place of business or personal work is an important factor in determining the 

jurisdiction. If the defendant resides in a particular area, that area’s court can have jurisdiction over the suit. 

2. Cause of Action: 

The place where the cause of action arose can also serve as the place for filing a suit. This means that the 

location where the legal dispute or breach occurred is significant in establishing jurisdiction. 

3. Location of the Property: 

In the case of disputes regarding immovable property, the jurisdiction is determined by the location of the 

property. Similarly, in disputes involving movable property, the jurisdiction could depend on where the 

property is located or where the defendant resides. 

4. Flexibility in Certain Cases: 

While certain provisions in the CPC set out clear rules for jurisdiction (such as where property is located or 

where the wrong occurred), there is flexibility when it comes to cases where multiple jurisdictions may be 

involved, like in contract disputes. 

 

Case Laws Discussing Place of Suing: 

1. K.K. Verma v. Union of India (1954): 

o The Supreme Court observed that jurisdiction over movable property depends on where the 

property is located or where the defendant resides. 

2. Babulal v. Shivnath (1960): 

o In a property dispute, the court held that suits concerning immovable property must be filed in the 

court within the jurisdiction where the property is located. 



 

 

3. Hakam Singh v. M/s. Gammon India Ltd. (1971): 

o The Supreme Court stated that in the case of a contract dispute, the suit can be filed in any court 

where the defendant resides or where the cause of action has arisen. 

4. H.P. Singh v. Union of India (1997): 

o The court reinforced that jurisdiction for suits involving compensation for wrongful acts depends on 

where the cause of action occurred and where the defendant resides. 

Pleadings: Meaning, Object, General Rules, and Amendment of Pleadings 

In civil law, pleadings are the formal written statements filed by the parties in a case to set out their respective claims 

or defenses. These pleadings form the basis of the cause of action (the grounds on which a suit is filed) and defense. 

The object of pleadings is to inform the court and the other party about the case being presented, and to narrow down 

the issues to be tried. 

 

Key Sections and Orders Related to Pleadings in the CPC 

Order VI of the CPC - Pleadings in Civil Cases 

• Overview: 

Order VI of the CPC outlines the general rules for pleadings in a civil suit. It provides the format, structure, 

and details to be included in the plaint (the plaintiff’s statement of claim) and the written statement (the 

defendant's response). It also covers the rules for setting out the facts and issues, as well as the verification 

and admission or denial of statements. 

• Key provisions: 

o Rule 1: The party must state their claim clearly and concisely, without unnecessary repetition. 

o Rule 2: The defendant must respond to the plaint within a specified time and can admit or deny the 

claims made in the plaint. 

o Rule 3-8: Addresses various formalities such as the numbering of paragraphs, dates and places, 

and form of pleadings. 

o Rule 14: Every pleading should be verified by the party making it. 

Section 100 of the CPC - Appeal on Facts 

• Overview: 

Section 100 of the CPC grants the appellate court the power to review the facts of a case. It emphasizes 



 

 

that the first appellate court (such as a district court) must hear the case on its merits and reconsider the 

factual findings, but an appellate court in a second appeal should generally limit its review to questions of 

law, not facts. 

• Relevance to Pleadings: 

This section indirectly relates to pleadings because pleadings are the foundation upon which factual issues 

are raised. If facts were not pleaded properly, it could impact the court's ability to review the case on appeal. 

Order VI Rule 17 - Amendment of Pleadings 

• Overview: 

Order VI Rule 17 allows a party to amend their pleadings (plaint, written statement, etc.) to correct any 

errors, omissions, or to add new facts that were initially overlooked. The amendment should not cause undue 

prejudice to the other party, and the court may allow the amendment if it is necessary for the ends of justice. 

• Relevance: 

Amendments to pleadings are significant as they ensure that the case is presented in its most accurate and 

complete form. Amendments are often allowed when new facts come to light or if there were mistakes in 

the original pleadings. However, the court must ensure that such changes don’t alter the basic structure of the 

claim. 

 

Pleadings: Meaning, Object, and General Rules 

Meaning of Pleadings: 

Pleadings are the formal statements by the parties in a civil suit that outline their claims or defenses. Pleadings 

consist of the following key documents: 

• Plaint: The plaintiff’s statement of facts, establishing the cause of action and the remedy sought. 

• Written Statement: The defendant’s response to the plaint, including admissions, denials, and any defenses 

raised. 

• Replications: The plaintiff's response to the written statement, if necessary. 

Pleadings help the court understand the issues involved, allowing it to focus on key points that need to be proven. 



 

 

Object of Pleadings: 

The primary objectives of pleadings are: 

1. To frame issues: Pleadings assist in identifying the core issues in dispute. 

2. To define the scope of the case: They establish the facts and the legal contentions. 

3. To ensure fairness: Pleadings ensure that both parties know each other’s position and the case they have to 

meet. 

4. To maintain order in the trial: Proper pleadings facilitate the orderly conduct of the trial by making each 

party’s case clear. 

General Rules for Pleadings: 

1. Clarity and Precision: Pleadings must be clear and concise, avoiding irrelevant facts and details. 

2. Verification: Pleadings must be verified by the party or by their authorized agent. 

3. Specificity: Each fact should be stated specifically and in detail, supported by evidence. 

4. Consistency: Pleadings must not contain inconsistent statements. 

5. No Innuendo: Pleadings should not be accusatory or defamatory, especially in defamation or character 

assassination cases. 

 

Amendment of Pleadings 

Order VI Rule 17: Amendment of Pleadings 

• Purpose of Amendment: 

Amendments are allowed to correct errors or add missing facts in the pleadings. This ensures that the true 

facts of the case are brought before the court, and the case is not defeated due to technical mistakes. 

• General Principles: 

o Amendments can be made at any stage of the proceedings, including appeal, review, or revision, 

provided that they are made in good faith. 

o Leave to amend is generally granted unless it is shown that the amendment would prejudice the 

other party in a way that cannot be compensated with costs or delay the proceedings unreasonably. 

o Amendments are not allowed if they would introduce a new cause of action or significantly change 

the nature of the suit. 



 

 

• Court’s Discretion: 

The court has the discretion to decide whether an amendment is necessary. The court will typically allow 

amendments that do not change the core structure of the case or alter the position of the defendant. 

• Example: 

If a plaintiff files a suit and later discovers new evidence or witnesses, they may request an amendment to 

include the new facts, provided the defendant is not unduly prejudiced. 

 

Relevant Case Laws on Pleadings and Amendment 

1. K.K. Verma v. Union of India (1954): 

o Issue: The case involved the importance of pleadings in establishing a cause of action. 

o Held: The court emphasized that pleadings are critical in determining the cause of action and framing 

the issues for trial. The case clarified that the facts mentioned in the plaint should clearly establish the 

claim and the legal grounds for it. 

2. L.J. Leach & Co. Ltd. v. Jardine Skinner & Co. (1957): 

o Issue: The case dealt with the amendment of pleadings. 

o Held: The court held that amendments are permissible to correct defects or omissions, provided they 

do not introduce new facts that fundamentally change the nature of the suit. The amendment must be 

allowed in the interest of justice and should not lead to prejudice for the other party. 

3. Nerella Naga Reddy v. Kothapalli Suryanarayana (1997): 

o Issue: The case concerned the amendment of pleadings to introduce a new defense. 

o Held: The court ruled that amendments may be allowed if the new facts arise due to circumstances 

beyond the party’s control. However, it must be shown that the amendment does not introduce a 

new cause of action. 

4. B.K. Chaturvedi v. D.D.A. (2000): 

o Issue: This case revolved around whether an amendment could change the nature of the original suit. 

o Held: The court held that an amendment could not be allowed if it would alter the fundamental 

nature of the original claim. It emphasized that new causes of action cannot be introduced through 

amendments. 



 

 

Plaint and Written Statement 

The plaint and written statement are essential documents in the civil litigation process. The plaint sets forth the 

plaintiff’s claim and the grounds for seeking relief, while the written statement is the defendant's response, offering 

denials, admissions, and defenses to the allegations in the plaint. These documents lay the foundation for the issues 

to be tried and determine the trajectory of the case. 

 

Key Sections/Orders Related to Plaint and Written Statement 

Order VII of the CPC - Plaint 

Order VII of the CPC deals with the format and contents of a plaint, outlining the requirements for initiating a 

civil suit. It specifies how the plaintiff must frame the plaint, including the necessary details for it to be legally valid. 

Key Provisions of Order VII: 

1. Rule 1: The plaint must contain the following information: 

o The name of the court in which the suit is brought. 

o The name of the parties (plaintiff and defendant). 

o A concise statement of the cause of action (the facts that give rise to the dispute). 

o The relief sought by the plaintiff (the remedy or action being requested). 

2. Rule 2: The plaint must be accompanied by: 

o A schedule of documents, including any contracts or agreements that form the basis of the suit. 

3. Rule 3: The plaint must be signed and verified by the plaintiff or their authorized representative. 

4. Rule 4: The plaintiff must specify whether the suit is based on a written contract or any other instrument 

and must provide the necessary copies. 

5. Rule 5: In the case of pauper suits (suits filed by indigent persons), the plaintiff must follow special 

procedures for filing without paying court fees. 

6. Rule 6: The plaint should include a statement about the jurisdiction of the court to hear the case. 

7. Rule 7: If the plaintiff seeks an injunction, the nature of the injunction must be specifically stated. 

Importance of the Plaint: 

• The plaint is crucial as it outlines the claim being made, the facts supporting that claim, and the relief sought. 

• A well-drafted plaint can avoid the rejection of a case for lack of jurisdiction or a clear cause of action. 



 

 

Order VIII of the CPC - Written Statement 

Order VIII of the CPC governs the written statement that the defendant must file in response to the plaint. It outlines 

the defendant's obligations, the time frame for filing, and the format of the response. 

Key Provisions of Order VIII: 

1. Rule 1: The defendant must file the written statement within 30 days from the date of service of the 

summons unless the court grants an extension. 

2. Rule 3: If the defendant fails to file a written statement within the prescribed time, the court may proceed 

with the suit ex parte (without the defendant’s participation). 

3. Rule 5: The written statement should respond to the plaint in the following manner: 

o Admissions: The defendant must explicitly admit the facts that are true. 

o Denials: Any facts that the defendant disputes must be clearly denied. 

o Specific Denial: If the defendant does not deny a particular fact, it is treated as admitted. 

4. Rule 6: The defendant may also raise counterclaims in the written statement, which can be treated as a 

separate cause of action. 

5. Rule 7: The defendant must also verify the written statement, similar to the verification of the plaint. 

6. Rule 8: The written statement should include a list of documents relied upon by the defendant. 

Importance of the Written Statement: 

• The written statement is the formal defense document that contests the plaintiff’s claim. 

• It allows the defendant to raise factual disputes, legal defenses, and counterclaims. 

• Failure to file a written statement within the prescribed period can result in an adverse judgment for the 

defendant. 

 

Case Law on Plaint and Written Statement 

1. Gulabchand Chhotalal Parikh v. State of Gujarat (1965) 

• Issue: This case dealt with the sufficiency of details in the plaint. The defendant challenged the plaint for 

its inadequacy in providing essential details. 

• Held: The Supreme Court emphasized that the plaint must disclose the complete cause of action and give 

sufficient facts to allow the defendant to understand the case being made against them. It was held that an 



 

 

inadequate plaint would be considered deficient and could lead to the dismissal of the suit or an order to 

amend the plaint. 

Key Takeaway: A plaint must be detailed and specific, containing the necessary facts and a clear statement of the 

claim, which are essential for the defendant to form a defense. 

2. Bihari Chowdhary v. Harinder Singh (1995) 

• Issue: This case involved the written statement process and the delay in filing the response. 

• Held: The court observed that the written statement must be filed within the stipulated time, and any delay 

in filing it would result in the court proceeding with the case ex parte unless the defendant shows just cause 

for the delay. The case also underlined the importance of the counterclaim in the written statement, stating 

that the defendant has the right to raise a counterclaim, which is considered a separate cause of action. 

Key Takeaway: The case stressed the importance of filing the written statement in time and raised awareness about 

counterclaims being a valid part of the defense. 

Rejection of Plaint 

In civil litigation, if the plaint does not meet the required legal standards, the court may reject it under Order VII 

Rule 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure (CPC). This rule provides the circumstances in which a plaint can be 

rejected, helping to prevent frivolous or meritless suits from proceeding to trial. The rejection of a plaint is an 

important procedural safeguard in the justice system. 

 

Key Sections/Orders Related to Rejection of Plaint 

Order VII Rule 11 of the CPC - Rejection of Plaint 

Order VII Rule 11 of the CPC outlines the specific grounds on which a court can reject a plaint. These grounds focus 

on whether the plaint has met the legal requirements for initiating a suit. 

Grounds for Rejection of the Plaint (Under Order VII Rule 11): 

1. No Cause of Action (Rule 11(a)): 

The court may reject the plaint if it does not disclose a cause of action. A cause of action is a set of facts or 



 

 

circumstances that give rise to a legal claim. If the plaint fails to show a legitimate basis for the suit, the court 

may reject it. 

Example: If the plaint is based on a claim that cannot, in law, lead to any relief, such as a claim made after 

the expiration of the limitation period, it may be rejected under this rule. 

2. Suit Barred by Law (Rule 11(b)): 

The court can reject the plaint if the suit is barred by any law. This includes situations where the claim is 

prohibited by a statute or where a specific law prevents the court from entertaining the matter. 

Example: If a claim is made under a contract that has an arbitration clause and the party files the suit in the 

court instead of following the arbitration process, the court may reject the plaint. 

3. Non-compliance with Procedural Requirements (Rule 11(c)): 

If the plaint does not comply with the procedural requirements set forth under the CPC, it can be rejected. 

For example, if the plaint is not properly signed or verified as required by Order VII Rule 1, it may be 

rejected. 

4. Failure to Affix Proper Court Fees (Rule 11(d)): 

If the plaint is not accompanied by the correct amount of court fees or lacks proper certification of court fee 

payment, the court may reject it under this rule. 

Process of Rejection of Plaint: 

• The court must pass a formal order rejecting the plaint. 

• The order to reject a plaint can be passed even before the defendant files a written statement or before any 

detailed hearing. 

• If the plaint is rejected, the plaintiff may be allowed to amend the plaint (if the court permits), or may need 

to file a new suit if necessary. 

Implications of Rejection: 

• Rejection of a plaint does not mean the case is dismissed with prejudice. The plaintiff can remedy the defects 

(e.g., by rectifying the cause of action or paying the proper court fees) and file a fresh suit. 

• A plaintiff can challenge the rejection of the plaint through an appeal to a higher court under Section 96 of 

the CPC. 



 

 

 

Case Law on Rejection of Plaint 

1. Ram Singh v. Chiranji Lal (1989) 

• Issue: This case dealt with the rejection of a plaint for lack of a valid cause of action. 

• Held: The Supreme Court held that a plaint should only be rejected when it is manifestly clear that no cause 

of action exists based on the facts alleged in the plaint. The court must scrutinize the plaint and see whether, 

on its face, there is any possibility of the plaintiff succeeding. 

Key Takeaway: The court should not reject the plaint prematurely unless the cause of action is absolutely absent 

from the plaintiff’s claims. The rejection should be based on clear and unequivocal facts. 

2. Vijay Kumar v. Union of India (2011) 

• Issue: This case examined whether a plaint could be rejected under Order VII Rule 11 when the suit was 

filed in a manner that was barred by law. 

• Held: The Supreme Court held that a plaint can be rejected if the suit is barred by law. The court clarified 

that Order VII Rule 11(b) allows rejection when the suit is prohibited or excluded under a particular law. In 

this case, the suit was barred by the provisions of a specific statute, and the plaint was rightly rejected. 

Key Takeaway: A plaint may be rejected when the relief sought is precluded by a specific law, such as when the 

matter should have been referred to arbitration or is governed by special enactments like the Special Relief Act, 

Limitation Act, or any other applicable statute. 

 

Discovery, Inspection, and Production of Documents 

In civil litigation, the discovery, inspection, and production of documents are critical procedural tools that enable 

the parties to gather evidence and prepare for trial. These processes ensure that each party has access to the relevant 

documents and information that may be necessary to support or defend the case. The Code of Civil Procedure 

(CPC) lays down detailed rules regarding these processes under Order XI and Order XIII. 

 



 

 

Key Sections/Orders Related to Discovery, Inspection, and Production of Documents 

Order XI of the CPC - Discovery and Inspection of Documents 

Order XI of the CPC deals with the discovery and inspection of documents in a civil suit. It allows each party to 

request the other to disclose documents that may be relevant to the case. This ensures that both parties have an equal 

opportunity to access and examine evidence before the trial begins. 

Key Provisions Under Order XI: 

1. Discovery of Documents (Rule 1): 

This rule empowers a party to require the other party to provide a list of documents which are relevant to the 

case. The documents can include any materials or evidence that the opposing party intends to rely on or those 

which might contradict the party’s own case. 

2. Inspection of Documents (Rule 2): 

After the discovery of the documents, the party requesting discovery can ask to inspect the documents. The 

inspection allows the requesting party to examine the documents and take copies if necessary. 

3. Failure to Disclose (Rule 12): 

If a party refuses to produce documents that should have been disclosed, or fails to comply with a court order 

regarding the discovery, the court may impose sanctions. This may include drawing adverse inferences from 

the refusal or even striking out a part of the pleading. 

4. Application for Discovery (Rule 4): 

A party who wants to make a discovery request can apply to the court if the other party fails to produce 

documents. The court may then issue an order for discovery and inspection. 

Procedure for Discovery: 

• A party must submit a list of documents to the other party, identifying those they have or intend to rely on. 

• The list must include documents in the possession or control of the party, including documents that are not 

explicitly in the party's custody but can be accessed. 

• Documents not disclosed or not produced without good reason may lead to adverse consequences. 

Order XIII of the CPC - Production of Documents in Court 

Order XIII governs the production of documents during the court proceedings. This order focuses on the 

presentation and submission of documents that are relevant to the case and which are produced by either party at the 

time of the trial. 



 

 

Key Provisions Under Order XIII: 

1. Production of Documents (Rule 1): 

This rule mandates that all documents which a party intends to rely on during the trial must be produced 

before the court. These documents must be listed in the list of documents attached to the plaint, written 

statement, or the respective pleadings. 

2. Inspection of Documents (Rule 2): 

The court, on its own or by the request of the opposing party, may allow inspection of the documents 

produced. The opposing party may also request to inspect documents before the trial begins, ensuring both 

sides are aware of the evidence. 

3. Obligations of Parties (Rule 3): 

Each party is required to submit a list of documents they will be relying on, as well as a copy of the 

documents for the opposing party. Non-compliance with this requirement may result in the documents not 

being admissible. 

4. Admissibility of Documents (Rule 4): 

Documents that have been produced and inspected as per the rules of Order XIII can be considered evidence 

by the court. However, if the documents were not produced in accordance with the order, they may be deemed 

inadmissible. 

 

Case Law on Discovery, Inspection, and Production of Documents 

Indian Bank v. M/s. R.S. Brothers (2002) 

• Issue: The case dealt with the right of a party to inspect documents and whether the court can compel a 

party to disclose documents if they refuse to do so under the discovery process. 

• Held: The Supreme Court in this case emphasized that the discovery and inspection of documents is a 

right of the parties involved in litigation. It is the duty of each party to disclose and make available the 

documents that are relevant to the case. The court held that if the party refuses or fails to provide the necessary 

documents, it can adversely affect their case. 

Key Takeaway: The ruling reinforces the idea that discovery and inspection are crucial mechanisms for ensuring 

fairness in legal proceedings. A party that deliberately withholds documents or fails to comply with discovery 

procedures can be penalized, and the court can draw adverse inferences. 

 



 

 

Appearance and Non-appearance of Parties 

The appearance and non-appearance of parties in a civil suit are significant aspects of the procedural law. The 

Code of Civil Procedure (CPC) provides specific provisions under Order IX to regulate how parties should appear 

in court, and the consequences if they fail to do so. This ensures that the legal process progresses efficiently and 

prevents parties from delaying proceedings or avoiding justice. 

 

Key Sections/Orders Related to Appearance and Non-appearance of Parties 

Order IX of the CPC - Appearance and Non-appearance of Parties 

Order IX governs the appearance and non-appearance of the parties during the course of a civil suit. It details the 

rules for both the plaintiff and the defendant, and the consequences that arise when either party fails to appear in 

court. 

Key Provisions under Order IX: 

1. Rule 1 - Parties to Appear: 

This rule mandates that the plaintiff and the defendant must personally appear in court when directed, unless 

they are represented by a lawyer. Failure to appear without a valid reason can lead to consequences. 

2. Rule 2 - Procedure where Plaintiff Does Not Appear: 

If the plaintiff fails to appear on the day fixed for hearing, and no sufficient cause is shown, the court may 

dismiss the suit for non-appearance. This is a dismissal in default, not on merits. 

3. Rule 3 - Procedure where Defendant Does Not Appear: 

If the defendant fails to appear on the day fixed for hearing, the court may proceed ex parte (in the absence 

of the defendant). The plaintiff may present evidence, and the court may pass a decree in favor of the 

plaintiff based on the available evidence. 

4. Rule 4 - Hearing and Disposal of Suit in Defendant’s Absence: 

If the defendant has been served with summons but does not appear in court, the suit may proceed in the 

defendant's absence. The court may pass a judgment based on the plaintiff’s evidence, and the defendant 

cannot be heard at that stage. 

5. Rule 6 - Setting Aside an Order of Dismissal/Decree: 

If a suit is dismissed for non-appearance of the plaintiff or an ex parte decree is passed in the absence of the 

defendant, the party affected can apply to the court for restoration of the suit or setting aside the decree, by 

showing sufficient cause for their non-appearance. 



 

 

6. Rule 7 - Consequences of Non-Appearance of Both Parties: 

If neither the plaintiff nor the defendant appears in court on the date fixed for the hearing, the court may 

dismiss the suit, or if the defendant has not filed a written statement, the court may proceed with the suit as 

if the defendant had filed one. 

Section 10 of the CPC - Stay of Suit in Case of Another Suit on the Same Issue 

Section 10 of the CPC grants the power to stay a suit if another suit is pending between the same parties on the same 

subject matter and cause of action. This provision ensures that multiple suits involving the same issue are avoided 

and judicial resources are not unnecessarily consumed. However, the stay can be ordered only by the court if the 

matter in dispute in both suits is the same. 

 

Case Laws on Appearance and Non-appearance of Parties 

Chandra Bhushan Sharma v. Union of India (2009) 

• Issue: The case dealt with the consequences of the plaintiff’s non-appearance. In this case, the plaintiff 

failed to appear in court on the date fixed for hearing. 

• Held: The Supreme Court observed that non-appearance by the plaintiff without a reasonable cause can 

result in the dismissal of the suit under Order IX Rule 2. However, the court also stressed that the plaintiff 

can seek the restoration of the suit if they can show sufficient cause for their absence. The judgment reiterates 

that the rules under Order IX ensure that parties are held accountable for their conduct, but they also provide 

avenues to correct any procedural defaults if justified. 

Key Takeaway: The case emphasizes that while non-appearance may lead to dismissal, parties are still given a 

chance to seek a remedy by showing valid reasons for their failure to appear. 

Nemi Chand v. Rajkumari Devi (1983) 

• Issue: This case addressed the implications of the non-appearance of the defendant in a civil suit. The 

defendant failed to appear in court, and the plaintiff sought to proceed ex parte. 

• Held: The Supreme Court ruled that when the defendant does not appear without a valid reason, the court 

may proceed with the case in their absence. The court emphasized that the plaintiff is entitled to a decree 

based on the available evidence and the defendant’s non-appearance should not delay the proceedings. 



 

 

However, if the defendant seeks to set aside the ex parte decree, they must show a sufficient cause for their 

absence. 

Key Takeaway: This case highlights that the non-appearance of the defendant results in the suit proceeding in their 

absence, but also reinforces the opportunity for the defendant to seek relief if they provide a reasonable explanation 

for their non-appearance. 

 

First Hearing 

The first hearing in a civil suit is a crucial stage of the proceedings where initial examinations, admissions, and 

procedural matters are addressed. The Code of Civil Procedure (CPC) provides specific guidelines under Order X 

and Order XV for how the first hearing should be conducted. 

 

Key Sections/Orders Related to First Hearing 

Order X of the CPC - Examination of Parties at the First Hearing 

Order X provides the rules for the examination of parties at the first hearing of a suit. It focuses on the process of 

ascertaining the issues between the parties and promoting the early settlement of the dispute. 

Key Provisions under Order X: 

1. Rule 1 - Parties to Appear at the First Hearing: 

At the first hearing, both the plaintiff and defendant must appear in court. The court may examine the parties 

to ascertain the facts and the real issues in dispute. This examination is aimed at determining the exact points 

of contention between the parties. 

2. Rule 2 - Discovery of Documents and Evidence: 

The court can require the parties to produce documents and evidence at the first hearing. This rule helps 

ensure that both parties are clear about the documents that are part of the proceedings, thereby eliminating 

surprises during the trial. 

3. Rule 3 - Framing of Issues: 

The court, after examining the parties, may frame the issues in the case that need to be adjudicated. The issues 

are central to the subsequent trial and define the scope of the case. 



 

 

4. Rule 4 - Date of Next Hearing: 

After the first hearing, the court will fix the next date of hearing and provide time for the parties to prepare 

their case, including the submission of evidence. 

5. Rule 5 - Settling of Issues: 

The court can try to settle the issues between the parties through mediation or by encouraging a settlement. 

If the case is not settled, the court proceeds to trial based on the framed issues. 

Order XV of the CPC - Judgment and Decree on Admission at the First Hearing 

Order XV enables the court to pass a judgment and decree based on the admissions made by either party during 

the first hearing. This rule seeks to promote early disposal of cases where the parties have admitted to certain facts 

or the claim is clearly established. 

Key Provisions under Order XV: 

1. Rule 1 - Judgment on Admission: 

If at the first hearing, a party admits a claim or any part of the claim, and the admission is clear, unequivocal, 

and sufficient, the court can pass a judgment and decree in favor of the plaintiff. This is typically done 

without proceeding to a full trial. 

2. Rule 2 - Discretion to Defer the Judgment: 

If the court is not satisfied with the admission or believes that further inquiry is needed, it may defer passing 

a judgment. The case will then proceed through the regular trial process. 

3. Rule 3 - Conditional Admission: 

If the admission made is conditional or subject to certain terms, the court may refuse to pass a decree based 

on such conditional admissions. 

 

Case Law on First Hearing 

Ramchandra Keshav v. The State of Maharashtra (1979) 

• Issue: This case primarily dealt with the procedure and significance of the first hearing in a civil suit. 

• Held: The Supreme Court emphasized the importance of the first hearing in the context of ascertaining 

issues and promoting early settlement of disputes. The judgment highlighted that the first hearing is a stage 

where the court can examine the parties to identify the real disputes. This process aids in simplifying the case 

and facilitates a more streamlined trial. The court also underscored that in certain cases, based on admissions 



 

 

made at the first hearing, the court may pass a decree under Order XV, thereby disposing of the matter at 

an early stage. 

Key Takeaway: The case stresses the role of the first hearing in shaping the proceedings and facilitating a quicker 

resolution. It supports the notion that admissions during this stage can lead to summary judgment. 

 

Framing of Issues 

Framing of issues is a key step in civil litigation, as it defines the scope of the dispute between the parties and 

determines the specific points that need to be adjudicated by the court. This process helps streamline the trial by 

focusing on the matters of contention. 

 

Key Sections/Orders Related to Framing of Issues 

Order XIV of the CPC - Framing of Issues 

Order XIV of the Code of Civil Procedure (CPC) governs the procedure for framing issues in a civil case. Issues 

are the key points that must be addressed and decided during the trial. 

Key Provisions under Order XIV: 

1. Rule 1 - Framing of Issues: 

The court, after the parties have filed their pleadings (plaint and written statement), must frame the issues. 

Issues are the points of law or fact that require determination by the court. The issues must be framed in such 

a way that they capture the core dispute of the case. 

2. Rule 2 - Duty to Settle Issues: 

The court has the responsibility to settle the issues by examining the pleadings and determining what facts 

need to be proved. If the issues are not settled by the parties, the court may frame the issues on its own. 

3. Rule 3 - Framing of Issues on Legal and Factual Points: 

Issues can be framed based on facts (the events or acts that the parties rely upon to prove their case) or law 

(the legal questions that arise in the case). It is important that the court distinguishes between factual issues 

and legal issues. 

4. Rule 4 - Framing Issues Based on Cause of Action: 

The court may also consider the cause of action in the case while framing the issues. The cause of action is 



 

 

the set of facts that gives rise to the legal right to file a suit. The issues framed must correspond to the cause 

of action. 

5. Rule 5 - Specific Issues: 

The issues must be framed clearly and specifically. Vague or general issues may lead to confusion and delays 

in the proceedings. 

6. Rule 6 - Amendment of Issues: 

If necessary, the court can amend or add issues during the course of the trial based on the evidence presented. 

Section 7 of the CPC - Cause of Action for Framing Issues 

Section 7 of the CPC refers to the concept of the cause of action, which is a fundamental element in civil suits. The 

cause of action is the set of facts that entitles the plaintiff to seek a legal remedy. Issues are framed based on the 

cause of action, as it defines the specific grounds on which the plaintiff seeks relief. 

Key Points under Section 7: 

• The cause of action is essential in framing issues, as the court must determine the facts and circumstances 

that give rise to the suit. 

• The court will assess whether the facts pleaded in the plaint constitute a valid cause of action before framing 

the relevant issues. 

• If the cause of action is not established, the suit may be dismissed, as there is no basis for framing issues. 

 

Case Law on Framing of Issues 

Ganga Bai v. Vijay Kumar (1993) 

In the Ganga Bai v. Vijay Kumar (1993) case, the Supreme Court emphasized the importance of framing issues 

in determining the scope of the case. It highlighted the significance of framing clear and specific issues for the 

determination of the dispute. The court also stressed that vague or uncertain issues could hinder the proper 

adjudication of the case and delay the legal process. 

Held: 

• The Supreme Court held that issues are crucial for the proper adjudication of a suit, as they determine 

what facts need to be proven. 



 

 

• The court also observed that the framing of issues must ensure that both parties know the points they need 

to prove, which aids in focusing the trial on the essential aspects of the dispute. 

• It was also held that the trial court must not frame issues in a vague or ambiguous manner; issues should be 

clear and directly address the dispute between the parties. 

Key Takeaway: This case reinforces that the framing of issues is fundamental to the orderly conduct of a trial and 

the clarification of the parties' claims and defenses. Vague or improperly framed issues can lead to confusion, 

unnecessary delays, and complications in the litigation process. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


