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11. Rejection of plaint.- The plaint shall be rejected in the

following cascs:

(a) where it does not disclose a cause of action;
(b) where the relief claimed is undervalued, and the plaintiff, on
being required by the court to correct the valuation within a time to
be fixed by the court, fails to do so; (c) where the relief claimed is
properly valued, but the plaint is written upon paper insufficiently
stamped, and the plaintiff, on being required by the court to supply
the requisite stamp paper within a time to be fixed by the Court,
fails to do so; (d) where the suit appears from the statement in the
plaint to be barred by any law; (¢) where it is not filed in duplicate;
(f) where the plaintiff fails comply with the provision of Rule 9.
Provided that the time fixed by the court for the correction
of the valuation or supplying of the requisite stamp papers shall not
be extended unless the court, for reasons to be recorded, is satisfied
that the plaintiff was prevented by any cause of an exceptional
nature from correcting the valuation or supplying the requisite
stamp papers, as the case may be within the time fixed by the court
and that refusal to extend such time would cause grave injustice to

the plaintiff.
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case on hand falls within six limbs stated in the said Rule. If the et

suit is not falling under any of those categories, the plaint ¢

annot be
rejected™.
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=

“The underlying object of Order VII Rule 11 (a) is that if in
a suit, no cause of action is disclosed, or the suit is barred by
limitation under Rule 11 (d), the Court would not permit the
plaintiff to unnecessarily protract the proceedings in the suit. In

such a case, it would be necessary to put an end to the sham

litigation so that further judicial time is not wasted”.
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“The real object of Order VII Rule 11 of the Code is to keep

out of courts irresponsible law suits. Therefore, the Order X of the

Code is a tool in the hands of @Fgggtﬁ:}gwaov@ﬁﬁ% &’hlch and
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in the sense that it is a bogus and irresponsible litigation, the Y

jurisdiction under Order VII Rule 11 of the Code can be
exercised”.
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wishar Wfdd—1908 & dMey—7 fNuw—11 & SE2T (Object) /&
(Scope)%ﬁﬁﬁﬁqfﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬁm%,ﬁwmﬁzﬁﬁvm
IEX 9 UPR g—

“The scope of Rule 11 of Order 7 CPC has been explained in
v_arious decisions and the legal principle deducible are that, if the
Plaint does not disclose the cause of action or is barred by law; can
be rejected where the litigation was utterly vexatious and abuse of
process of Court ; if any one of the conditions mentioned under the
Rule were found to exist, thus saving the defendants onerous and
hazardous task of contesting a non-maintainable suit during the
course of protracted litigation and where the suit was instituted
without proper authority. Thus, the provision of Order 7 Rule 11
CPC being procedural is designed and aimed to prevent vexatious
and frivolous litigation. The plaint is liable to be rejected on the
ground of limitation only where the suit appears from the
statements in the plaint to be barred by any law and the law within
the meaning of clause (d) of Order 7 Rule 11 CPC, shall include

law of limitation as well”.

15. =X UeR fufae ufhar wfka—1908 & w7 FEH-11 @
e e Uit @1 Wafd (Nature of Power) & Wde # <I1fad
gl SEUT Tl YRS & | AE Swad rared grl fafaa
arfier 9519 /2019 S9aT DahitBigRatvingbhiot Merifidigknusal H

ﬁ‘rrrcﬁ 09.07.2020 @ f&d T %’Féﬂaﬁym %08 ®

fatnsssofiower)
Reason SelfAtt@d

L/ 13
:“k,_ K ;’L.-—ffi
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b i F ger yRRa R § | R s 4 @t g (W
T UHR -
“The remedy under Order VII Rule 11 is an independent and
special remedy, wherein the Court is empowered to summarily
dismiss a suit at the threshold, without proceeding to record
evidence, and conducting a trial, on the basis of the evidence
adduced, if it is satisfied that the action should be terminated on

any of the grounds contained in this provision.

16.  WIMMIY SoEqd NrTerd §RT1 ffde arfier 448 /2004 SeaT
Sopan Sukhdeo Sable & Ors vs Assistant Charity Commissioner #
fQ=Ti® 23.01. 2004 B A T Fofw # Rifder wfhar wfRkar—1908
@ A7 -1 & qEd USw U B oyl B way F
g uidquifes fear 21 e yNifie 37 31 Sexv 39 IR
B—

“Rule 11 of Order VII lays down an independent remedy
made available to the defendant to challenge the maintainébility of
the suit itself, irrespective of his right to contest the same on
merits. The law ostensibly does not contemplate at any stage when
the objections can be raised, and also does not say in express terms
about the filing of a written statement. Instead, the word 'shall' is
used clearly implying thereby that it casts a duty on the Court to
perform its obligations in rejecting the plaint when the same is hit
by any of the infirmities provided in the four clauses of Rule 11,
even without intervention of the defendant. In any event, rejection
of the plaint under Rule 11 does not preclude the plaintiffs from

presenting a fresh plaint in terms of Rule 137

17, A SwEaH R g RBiT N e ST

Dahiben vs Arvindbhai Kalyanji Bianpsg) Sﬁgﬁ%i SRzlguarﬁraﬁﬁ
. g 4 _ a})_
.04. :Z4 I 'I'11
Reason: SelfAtt d
14
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13
The provision of Order VII Rule I'1 is mandatory in nature,

It states that the plaint “shall® b rejected if any of the grounds

specified in clause (a) to (¢) are made out, If the Court finds that

disclose a cause of action, or that the suit is
barred by any law, the Court has

the plaint does not

no option, but to reject the plaint”.

18.  Rfaw wfbar wfa-1008 & smw—7 R @ -
AT/ AT B T & S § =i et sger agi
IN® & | AT S <y &RT 89419 T. Arivandandam
vs T. V. Satyapal & Another # f&=T& 14.10.1977 B Ry T frofy
fifder  ufbar  <ifddr—1008 & oWy -1 @ g
AT /AT B BT (Role of the courtijudge) @ wder 3
g yiquifed fear 81 ve uwifies Y &1 s 59 uer
B

“The learned Munsif must remember that if on a
meaningfulnot formal-reading of the plaint it is manifestly
vexatious, and meritless, in the sense of not disclosing a clear right
to sue, be should exercise his power under Or. VII r. 1 1 C.P.C.
taking care to see that the ground mentioned therein is fulfilled.
And, if clever, drafting has created the illusion of a cause of action,
ﬂip it in the bud at the first hearing by examining the party
searchingly under Order X C.P.C. An activist Judge is the answer
to irresponsible law suits. The trial court should insist imperatively
on examining the party at the first bearing so that bogus litigation
can be shot down at the earliest stage. The Penal Code (Ch. XT) is

also resourceful enough to meetgﬂjh &tﬁ?ea&?o‘f“{?&’ﬁ.%gmd
Digitally S|gn€d'€kbl

eena /
)ate: 2025.04.28.47:44:23 IST
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G Scanned with OKEN Scanner



against them. In this case, the learned Judge to his cost realised

what George Bernard Shaw remarked on the assassination of

Mahatma Gandhi "It is dangerous to be too good."

19. I ST WA §RI R sl 4003 /2012 wear
Ponnala Lakshmaiah vs Kommuri Pratap Reddy 3 fa+ies 06.07.2012
o @ M Fole d iR ufbar wdfRar—1o0s @ ardu—7
-1 & w'd e /= 9% AT (Role of the
courtfudge) & HaY A T wRMRT b 2| R EINIRIED
U7 BT IGIVT 39 UBRN B—

“The Courts need to be cautious in dealing with requests for
dismissal of the petitions at the threshold and exercise their powers

of dismissal only in cases where even on a plain reading of the

petition no cause of action is disclosed”.

20. AN WS ST IMTCR §RT S99 Hindustan Petroleum
Corporation Ltd Vs. C.M. Hari Raj and other ¥ fe<ies 28.01.2002 I
& 3 foofy # fafae uftear <ifRdr—1008 & w7 fraw—11 &
T T8d <ATATerd / <R &1 4#@T (Role of the court/judge) &
dag # g gfauea fhar 21 e urifte IR @1 sexo 59
UehIY B

“Furthermore, Order 7 Rule 11 of Civil Procedure Code
provides only limited ground for rejection of the plaint and I am of
the view that the court below has come to the conclusion as if there
is no cause of action for the plaintiff to file the suit and ultimately
rejected the same as well as rejected the petition. The question
whether there is any cause of action or not can be ultimately
decided only after issue of notice to the other side and the Court

cannot act as a spokesman of th§égféﬂaﬂﬁ?s’;u’0tver'f'ed
Digitally sign XD

eena /
te: 2025.04.2 4423 IST
on: SelfAtt d
eIAtesy

iR LAt
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21.  fofed wfbwr <ifRar-1008 @& amdw—7 frm—11 @ =
Suciel e BT WA (Exercise of powar) @ dd ¥ =ifdm
gl SER wwl uRife § ) wela gw ey aR1 Rifder
3rdicT 448 /2004 AT Sopan Sukhdeo Sable & Ors vs Assistant
Charity Commissioner # i 23012004 & RY 1) frofy 3
Rifder wfdbar wifd—1008 & a7 Frai—11 & qag SECC
W P AFUANT (Exercise of powar) & waey 3 g ufaarfed
feran & 1 forwe urifes W1 @1 g v geR 3

“Rule 11 of Order VII lays down an independent remedy
made available to the defendant to challenge the maintainability of
the suit itself, irrespective of his right to contest the same on
merits. The law ostensibly does not contemplate at any stage when
the objections can be raised, and also does not say in express terms
about the filing of a written statement. Instead, the word 'shall' is
used clearly implying thereby that it casts a duty on the Court to
perform its obligations in rejecting the plaint when the same is hit
by any of the infirmities provided in the four clauses of Rule 11,
even without intervention of the defendant. In any event, rejection
of the plaint under Rule 11 does not preclude the plaintiffs from

presenting a fresh plaint in terms of Rule 13”.

22, A 9819 S&d gireld gRT 39419 Mani Alias Nagamani
vs P. Ramakrishnan ¥ f&=ie 31.01.2018 @f &3 T foofy # fifaa
uftrar dfedi—1908 & AMRU—7 FRIH—11 & T8 SUAS WA I
IR (Exercise of powar) & de # gqerw wfqfed far 81
forae uifiid IRT B SExVT §9 PR -

“The power under Article 227 of the Constitution of India is
extraordinary discretionary powSignathiRriNot Vetitietho strike
off the proceedings, which is frg@hww gw Dinfsauduisat at

— {hehl\nmal stage itself. The powgqetqgggcggh /plamepn be
/;.:-r,,m n}\ Reason: SelfAttestgd
T \,'::_aj- \P
ol ) 2’ 17
;..'4,-"\_ 2 i J_,:., ﬁ f [\1
N s i R
NG Rrgran, o vii'\‘ﬂ“w (USiey
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exercised even if the defendant did not file an application to reject
the plaint under Order VII Rule 11 C.P.C. The scope of power
under Article 227 of the Constitution of India is to prevent waste of

time of Court as well as to prevent hardship and harassment to the

other side™.

23, Ay fAeell 9T NATEY §RT 94T Sanjay Kaushish vs
D.C. Kaushish And Others 3 fa™iid 10.00.1991 B R T fofa
e wferan <ifdar—908 & smcw—7 fraw—11 & a8 9 ™ @
Jf@uRl @ UoT (Material to be considered) & wder # g
g e 2| e areifis IR1 61 Sevur 39 yeR 8-

“while deciding the application under Order VII, Rule I I of

the Code of Civil Procedure the Court can look to the documents

referred to in the plaint”.

24. AFEA STaH Al g1 Rifder ardier 3038 /2008 ST
Kamala & Ors vs K.T. Eshwara Sa & Ors ¥ f&id 29.04.2008 &I &3
Ty fofa ¥ fRifde ufsar WfRar-1ee @ smew—7 FRE-11 @
ded ale us @& i@l @ UsH (Material to be considered) G4
wider ¥ g ARG Rear # 1 Rrad wrefie i1 B S 56
YHR B |

«15. Order VII, Rule 11(d) of the Code has limited
application. It must be shown that the suit is barred under any law.
Such a conclusion must be drawn from the averments made in the
plaint. Different clauses in Order VII, Rule 11, in our opinion,
should not be mixed up. Whereas in a given case, an application for
réjection of the plaint may be filed on more than one ground

specified in various subclauses thereof, a clear finding to that effect
ian of Verif
must be arrived at. What WOUI(? bg rgngrggt!y otV “EQIause (d)

¢ Order VIL Rule 11 of the Pigilelh sig@¥em-Dingshideiarthe

i : 4 g8 k44 addBipn  or
_plaint, For that purpose, ﬂ%@%esogr%@ﬁmt @ dﬁ" a L

# | .
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. 4
subtraction. Absence of jurisdiction on the part of a court can be ot

invoked at different stages and under different provisions of the
Code. Order VII, Rule 11 of the Code is one, Order XIV, Rule 2 is

another”™.

“16. Tor the purpose of invoking Order VII, Rule 11(d) of
the Code, no amount of evidence can be looked into. The issues on
merit of the matter which may arise between the parties would not
be within the realm of the court at that stage. All issues shall not be

the subject matter of an order under the said provision”.

25. ¥ yoR Rifaer ufhar wfkai—1008 @ amw— frw—11 &
TEA AE TF P W (Test) & el #§ =i grerai Sgxv1 Fgi
TR ® | A STEaaH R gRT Rifae e 9519 /2019
911 Dahiben vs Arvindbhai Kalyanji Bhanusali # f&¥i@ 09.07.2020
@ f@@ W folg & ffde wfear wfkar—1008 @& smew—
faH—11 & d8d 9% W & U (Test) & Hag # g
R R 2 | R iR IR BT ISR 3 TBR S

“At this stage, the pleas taken by the defendant in the

written statement and application for rejection of the plaint on the
merits, would be irrelevant, and cannot be adverted to, or taken into
consideration. The test for exercising the power under Order VII
Rule 11 is that if the averments made in the plaint are taken in
entirety, in conjunction with the documents relied upon, would the
same result in a decree being passed. Whether a plaint discloses a
cause of action or not is essentially a question of fact. But whether
it does or does not must be found out from reading the plaint itself.

For the said purpose, the averments made in the plaint in their

entirety must be held to be con$Sigiaturet N@t\ﬁe&ﬁ@@r if the

averments made in the plamtD%ﬁa Ex}(gfb t@d‘g\ bi gt kra rrtllé?ir
entirety, a decree would be pa%'@tfnggzlga(gﬂcg : 4&;4(5 I\LSIIIQ V.

_—Hede & Co.5 the Court further k@asant ﬁ%fﬁﬂﬁﬁissible to cull

*rq .'?5‘
/*-..., ':t..\'

}%/1{ D ¥
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out a sentence or a passage, and to read it in isolation. It is the t?
substance, and not merely the form, which has to be looked into.

The plaint has 10 be construed as it stands, without addition or

subtraction of words™.

26. ufaer wftbur wifeci—1008 & amw—7 fraw—11 & e
¥ TRV (Stage) & Wa" # *RF g Sexv g8l e 2 |
g Soad e g1 fifaer erfier 8518 /2002 Sa™
Saleem Bhai And Ors vs State Of Maharashtra And Ors # fa=i@ 17.
122002 @1 {3 T Frol # fafde uftear wfdar—1008 & emew—7
fRM—11 & WA B WO (Stage) & ey # g wfcrfed
far 8| R urifives IRT @1 Sg30r 39 UeR 2

“A perusal of Order VII Rule 11 C.P.C. makes it clear that

the relevant facts which need to be looked into for deciding an

application thereunder are the averments in the plaint. The trial
court can exercise the power under Order VII Rule 11 C.P.C. at
any stage of the suit-before registering the plaint or after issuing
summons to the defendant at any time before the conclusion of the
t-rial. For the purposes of deciding an application under clauses (a)
and (d) of Rule 11 of Order VII C.P.C. the averments in the plaint
are germane; the pleas taken by the defendant in the written
statement would be wholly irrelevant at that stage, therefore, a
direction to file the written statement without deciding the
application under Order VII Rule 11 C.P.C. cannot but be
procedural irregularity touching the exercise of jurisdiction by the

trial court”.

| Signature Not Verifi
27.  fufde ufbar wfedi—1e08 —7!>| e lcr?da%ﬁ arg
75 @ To Tl T (How to hINAINGSISa )@Di Refemaier
i ___“I P g il S g@ﬁs'oin(:)%?élf it
L%/ 20
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g1 Rufae anfiet 9519 /2019 S¥1ar Dahiben vs Arvindbhai Kalyanii /f?
Bhanusali § &R 09.07.2020 @) R 1 Rk § Rifer wfar
GRA—1908 & NAYU-7 M1 @& g uH & uysd vd gdemr
(How to read and examine the plaint) & wder # geema yRmf
far ) s arifie Wy &1 9ger g yeR -

“If on a meaningful reading of the plaint, it is found that the

suit is manifestly vexatious and without any merit, and does not
disclose a right to sue, the court would be justified in exercising the
power under Order VII Rule 11 CPC. 12.9 The power under Order
VII Rule 11 CPC may be exercised by the Court at any stage of the
suit, either before registering the plaint, or after issuing summons
to the defendant, or before conclusion of the trial, as held by this
Court in the judgment of Saleem Bhai v. State of Maharashtra. A
three-Judge Bench of this Court in State of Punjab v. Gurdev
Singh, 13 held that the Court must examine the plaint and determine
when the right to sue first accrued to the plaintiff, and whether on
the assumed facts, the plaint is within time. The words “right to
sue” means the right to seek relief by means of legal proceedings.
The right to sue accrues only when the cause of action arises. The
s.uit must be instituted when the right asserted in the suit is
infringed, or when there is a clear and unequivocal threat to
infringe such right by the defendant against whom the suit is

instituted”.

s HMHET Seadd e g fifde AT 448 /2004 IAT
Sopan Sukhdeo Sable & Ors vs Assistant Charity Commissioner

fufaer wfspan —1908
frfies 23.01. 2004 @1 f&3 1P?fgllgnature Not Verlfled
& amev—7 PrEE—11 @ dgd a5 9 D 6“ =L (o lo
i

Digitally_sign
read and examine the plaint) HMEeHa %E‘l?f
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by
' “There cannot be any compartmentalization, dissection,
segregation and inversions of the language of various paragraphs in
the plaint. 1f such a course is adopted it would run counter to the
cardinal canon of interpretation according to which a pleading has
to be read as a whole to ascertain its true import. It is not
permissible to cull out a sentence or a passage and to read it out of
the context in isolation. Although it is the substance and not merely
the form that has to be looked into, the pleading has to be
construed as it stands without addition or subtraction or words or
change of its apparent grammatical sense. The intention of the
party concerned is to be gathered primarily from the tenor and
terms of his pleadings taken as a whole. At the same time it should
be borne in mind that no pedantic approach should be adopted to

defeat justice on hair- splitting technicalities™.

29. HEIT HERI ST <O §RT S99 K. L. R. Niranjan vs L.
Leelakrishnan ¥ f=i& 12042018 & A 1 foia § Rufde
ufrar Wfied—1908 & SMR¥—7 MEH-11 @ TEd U@ Widd @
SATT (How to exercise the power) ® Hey H geer ufaurted
farr &1 R w1 BT TSRV § TR T

| “The 1st respondent has paid proper court fee for the relief
sought for when he originally filed the suit. Plaint cannot be
rejected in partly. Either it must be rejected in entirety or
application for rejection of plaint must be dismissed. In the present
case, the petitioners ar¢ seeking rejection of plaint for nonpayment

of court fee for the relief included by amendment. For such non

payment the plaint cannot be rcﬁegﬂatmdémg@t ’\/erified
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T AIREF DT T BE aer T8 e (That means

the heirs of the predeceased son or daughter cannot claim a2
share.) wzmﬁmm—hwfxﬁmﬁ
gRem T @ (NEE) ThRET T e § oRdw o @
e 7 £577 11 (@) W6 B o O 2y
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PR T TE T w Rm A g 2 e & 2 o
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3 =EEET | @ 238 otws
D1 A6 ﬁf‘:’fﬁ_‘m g~ "S2 Birth-right not recognized - The

right of an hier-apparent or precymes:

e
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Rilgq

‘e comes mlo existence

for the first time on the death of the

entitled until then 10 an

any injetes! in the

------- g to which he
would succeed as an heit if he surdved the sncectne
31, WUt wnm s 3 wem s swa o ;
e N afafaaiten e 2 5 c neEly
lefi after death Of 2 muslam e haowytable A At "
movable or C8 7645618 Rahuddin Vs Fatima & o
6/24  immovable and  ancestes : : acspured
Inheritance opens only aller death of 3 Muslirn asgd )
person can be an hew of 2 HVERg porson Muslion law
does not recognize doctrine of repressentation andd as
such nearer heirs excludes the remoter heirs from
inheritance. The distnibution of asscls s per-Capita under
Sunni law which means an heir does not represent branct
Slgnatureygt rified
from which he inherits. Muslim law re WO TyDe
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(5
entitled to certain share i, {he deceased’s property and 12 et
in numbers. Residuary (akes

up share in the property
which is left over afier g

ares are taken by sharers.
Residuary takes entire estaqe in absence of sharers and in
s and residuary the estate devolveg
on distant kindred. The properties of a Muyslim after his

absence of both sharer

death devolve on his heirs in definite share ang each heir
becomes an absolute owner”,

32 Wmmmmﬁzwnmﬁﬁwmm

e 3 afifeiRa R ¥ Ry -

. The provisions of
section 41, no doubt show that the persons governed by

the Mohammedan law while inheriting the property take
as tenants in comman and not as joint tenants and
doctrine of representation is not applicable to them,

nonetheless such persons acquire interest to the extent of

their respective shares in each part and item of the

property and, therefore, the submissions made by the
counsel for the petitioners seeking to distinguish the law

laid down in the case of Om prakash (supra) based on the

fact that the respondend is governed by the

Mohammedan law is not of any avail in the present
case.”
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‘.
includes their wives and unmarried daughters. A Hindu (/

coparcenery is a much narrower body than the joint family. It
includes only those persons who acquire by birth an interest in
the joint or coparcenery property. These are the sons, grandsons
and great-grandsons of the holder of the joint property for the

time being, in other words, the three generations next to the

holder in unbroken male descent. The essence of a coparcenery

under the Mitakshara law is a unity of ownership. The ownership

of the coparcenery property is in the whole body of coparceners.
The interest of a coparcenery is fluctuating one and is capable of
being enlarged or diminished in the event of deaths or births in
the family as the case may be. It is only on partition that he
becomes entitled to a definite share. Until a partition takes place

the rights of each coparcener consist in a common possession and

common enjoyment of the Coparcenery property. The

COparcenery property is held in collective ownership by all the

coparceners in a quasi-corporate capacity.”

35. AN FEN ST SRR ERT STEM MNelson Babu ve
K.Kamalesh Babu # f&=7ie5 15.09.2009 @ e 1y iy ﬁ fafae
ufshar wfgci—1908 & emew—7 -1 amw—7 fram—1q
SUTE-—SI & ded fafy gRT alfa (Barred by Law) & wHae #
ST gfiuifed fear 21 Rrrd urifie IR1 a1 Sexo 5wy
B—

“11. Order 7 Rule 11(d) has limited application. For its
appllcabulty, it must be shown that the present suit is barred
under law. Such a conclusion must be drawn from the

averments made in the plaint. What would be the relevant for
invoking Order 7 Rule 11(@i§ﬁgpu@ea&potthgéqﬁgaents made

in the plaint and for thaltI pupese, @u{\fvl am&tmgp ?ny

_ addition or subtraction. FoMggh@urpose
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provision, no amount of evidence can be looked into”

36. HIMEIE RN ST RO gRT SN Dega Jayalakshmi &
Others Vs. Kapoor Enterprises 3 fawias 26.08.2009 w1 2 73 Ryofg
# fyfder ufehar wfedr—1008 & amdy—7 A1 o IYgH—E) B

ded fafr grr alvia (Barred by Law) & gy ¥ g uforafee
faar &1 e aifle 81 a1 wegRor 33 yew S

“The language of Order VII Rule 11 CPC is quite clear and
unambiguous. The plaint can be rejected on the ground of
limitation only where the suit appears from the statement in the
plaint to be barred by any law. Law within the meaning of clause

(d) of Order VII Rule 11 must include the law of limitation as
well”.

37. HAMAIY S=EGT e gRT fAfae ol 3460 /2000 S9AM

Popat and Kotecha Property Vs. State Bank of India Staff Association
#H fa=ie 20.08. 2005 @1 fad T faofa ¥ fufaer ufshar wfgar—1008

P -7 FIH—11 & SUeH—! & ded faey gRT afsia (Barred
by Law) & wdy ¥ g ufuifed fFar 81 s urifiie I

BT IEI 39 PR B—

“Clause (d) of Order VII Rule 7 speaks of suit, as appears
from the statement in the plaint to be barred by any law. Disputed
questions cannot be decided at the time of considering an
application filed under Order VII Rule 11 CPC. Clause (d) of Rule
11 of Order VII applies in those cases only where the statement
made by the plaintiff in the plaint, without any doubt or dispute
shows that the suit is barred by any law in force™.

o g7 fufder ardict 4766 /2001 ST
38. AT ST Sig nature Not Veyified

Ramesh B. Desai and Others Vs Bipin Vi a and Others,
iy %ﬁ‘{ inhstuféeatoos &
jEuica 11072006@@%&!{%& WDingstiféeatoos
g T Date: 2025.04.2
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ARY—7 =11 © Suan- & qea AN g alla (Barred by
Law) & waw ¥ GR ARiRa e ) Rad wiifs Y @
TG T WEW ¥

“The plaint without addition or subtraction must show that it
is barred by any law to attract application of Order 7 Rule 11 CPC.
The principle is, therefore, well seltled that in order to examine
whether the plaint is barred by any law, as contemplated by sub-
rule (d) of Order VII Rule 11 CPC, the averments made in the
plaint alone have to be seen and they have to be assumed to be
correct. It is not permissible to look into the pleas raised in the

written statement or to any piece of evidence.

39. 31 SWIG fddes g fIweivor & e w® ardior @1 9
e weive of (TRET) TelevH TaT 1937 U9 SwRIReR @
Aitem fafy @i &1 Rigra g 7€) @ aftfa e @ fafaw
i dRdi—1908 & M7 FraE—11 () & TEd WS B
ST @ Aol F AN W e wR W R far S i
ERIGES I

3MMaeT
Rifrer wfpar dfedr—1008 @ Qw7 EE-11 IR
Gﬁq%ﬁqm151iﬂﬁrﬁ$aaﬁmaﬁ/uﬁmﬁ1§mq@ﬁmﬁm
T R fpar SR AT @1 I @ike e g1 a8 e
aﬂﬁrﬁﬁﬁsm.mzozsﬁﬁi’am%@ammﬁﬂqﬁwﬁ
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