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II. Rejection of plaint.- The plaint shall be rejected in the following 
Cases: 

(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 plaintif., 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: 
(e) where it is not filed in duplicate: 
( 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 pupers, as the case nay be within the time fixed by the court and that refusal to extend such time would cause grave injustice to the plaintiff. 
4 zH He À H1H4 HIH B 

Jeyaprakasam yoU 
l RT Smt. V. Bragan Nayagi vs R. R. 

While filing an application under Order 7 Rule 11 of 
the Code of Civil Procedure, the Court is bound to see 
whether the case on hand falls within six limbs stated 
in the said Rule. If the suit is not falling under any of 
those categories, the plaint cannot be rejected. 
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Object 

HI4 JdH Y EINI fdd 3td 9519/2019 3AT Dahiben vs Arvindbhai Kalyanji Bhanusali À fich 09.07. 2020 Rfdd yfchy itTT-1908 

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. 
4. S ycoR HH JH AlU ElRI TOdi 4iao öTqT Azhar Hussain vs Raiiv Gandhi fro 25.04.1986 Ì tidi yth HtI-1908 o 3TàY7 

The whole purpOse of confernment of such powers is to ensure that a litigation which is meaningless and bound to prove abortive should not be permitted to occupy the time of the court and exercise the mind of the respondent. The sword of Damocle need not be kept hanging over his head unnecessarily without point or purpose. Even in an ordinary Civil litigation the Court readily exercises the power to reject a plaint if it does not diselose any cause of action. Or the power to direct the concerned party to strike out scandalous, frivolvus or unnecessary, 
pleadings. Or such pleadings which are likeiy to cause 

parts of the 

embarrassnent or delay the fair trial of the action or which is otherwise an abuse of the process of law. An order directing à party to strike oüt a par: of the 

vexatious 



pleading would result in the termination of the case 

arising in the context of the said pleading. The Courts 

exercise of the pow ers under the Code of Civil 

rrocedure can also treat anv point going to the root of 

the matter such as one pertaining to jurisdiction or 

maintainability as a preliminarv point and can dismiss 

Suit without proceeding to record evideace aud hear 

0ie arguments in the contexi of such evidence, if 

the Court is satisfied shat the action would terninate in 
view of tie merits of the prelininay poini ot 
objection. 

The reat object of Order Vll Rule 11 of the Code is to 
Keep out of courts irresponsible law suits. Therefore, 

the Order of the Code is a tool in the hands of the 
Courts by resorting to which and by searching 
examination of the partv in case the Court is prima facie of the view that the suit is an aduse of the process of the court in the sense thai it is a bogus and 
irresponsibie litigation, the jurisdicticn onder Order VIL Rule 1l of ihe Code cau be exercised. 

JEYUT UE0 Ig. 
V. Satyapal 
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1. \it andandam vs T. 
Ao fd yfàu 

afI (Role of 

The learned Munsif must remember that if on a meaningful-not formal-reading ot the paint it is maniiestív vexatious, and meritless, in the sense of not discBosing a ciear right to sue, be shonld exercise his power under Cr. VIl r. I IC.P.C. taking care to see that the ground mentioned therein is fulfilled, And, if clever, £rafting has created tie illusioa o a canse of activa, nip ii iti the bud at tihe ist itaring by exauiaing the paliy searel1ingy under Order C..C. An acivisi Judge is tie ausw er to irespoasioe law suits. The trial court should iusist ilperaliveiy on examiaing the parly ai the tirst bearing so iat bogus litisai0u cäa be sho doWü ai e earicsi stage. he lenal Code Ch. Xl) is also rSOucefu! ongh io meci such mén, anü aüst de I igyeid agai.st ihe. n this case, ihi e::ned ldge io his cost edd what George Berüai Shaw tetarked on tie ssdssiation 



Sable & Ors vs Assistant Charity Commissioner 
f~1-1908 

44%/ 4A Sopan Sukhdes 

The trial Court must rememher that if on a meaningful 
and not formal reading of the plaint it s manifestly 

clear right to sue, it should exercise the power snder 
vexatious and meritiess in the sense of not diseising a 

Order VII Rule ii of the Code taking care t, see that 
ne ground mentioned therein is fulfiiiei. if clever drafing has ereated the illusion of a coy 03Z has tu be aipped in be buc at tne frs: hcar iy 
ehaiiing the part, searchiagiy nder Jrce: 's ihe Code. 

Material i te considercu 

VS Arvindbhai Kaiyanji Bhanusal fa ia 09 07 2020 hi f2a 2 4 4 1ãd 

(Material to be considered) F Tid | qra afru 1 TAE 
At ihis, stage, the_nleas taken by the dcfend:n in he writtea statement and application for reect:o3 9f the plaint on the merits, would be irrelevant, and caTnnot be adveried to, or taken into consiaeration. The test for e.ercising the power under Order vli Rule !i is chat if the aven nents made ir the plaint are taken in erurerv, 

the sse resulI in a iecste beiing passcd 

ivnabhai Kalyanji 

At this stage, the cleas taken hy the defendant in the wriireu statement and application for rejectit,e of the plaiut on the merits, wOuld he irreiey nt, and caniot be adverted t0, or taken into consideratio. fhe test for exercising the power under Order Vil Ruie i is thai if the averaeg's Üe i0.the ia:0t arc tien i enretv, 

essentially ä quEsliuii c laci. isu wh.e: 



test is ay to whether if the AVerments made ir the plaíat 

plaint in their entirety must he held to he corrcet. The 
are taken to bc Corrcct in their cntirety, a decrce Would 
be passed." in lHardesh Ores (P.) Ltd. v. Hed & Co.5 
the Court further heid that it is not permissible is cull 
out a sentence or a passage, and to read it in isolation. 

nd iot 

how io read aio ekamiie se plaisl 

(How to read and examine itt olauii d Tid. i ifa f4T I fGHG 

on 2 rne2ringtut reading of the plaiat, it is fount that 
the suit is manifestiv vexatious and without a.v merit, 
and does not disclose a right to sue, tlae court wouid be 
justitied in exercising the power inder Or oer Vi Ruie 
i1 CPC. i2.9 he pewer unáer Order vl Rui 12 CPC 
may be exercised hy the Court at aIY stage of the suit, 
e:tho bef.ste registaig the si.in1, o itcs i seing 
Samiaos to ie ieiniani, or befor: o:clt ui he 
ti iàal, is helu iby cis Court in tçe judgneni oitSaieem 
Bhai v.Siate uf laierash ra. 

A ilsieedaigu Bench sf tnis Koart is Sia. oi?aujab v. 

facis. ie pia:ai is wi.iá iine. Tae words raght to 
sue" means the right io seek reiief by mean 0 legal 
proceciings. Te rigi: tu Sie dtiues (v uci ihe 

b ihe defenda lt agaius wh the suit is zistitui d 

Sable & Or Chy om:... 3si 
Span Sukhdeo 

There cannof be. uy com partmeatalization, ssetion, 
segregatop 2n YSNOns the isnguagr ofarious 
pararaphs ineDiaIi. il StCn a ctl:Se is id it 

woult 

read 4s n Wiole io asCercati is trüe inDort }i is not 

the 



read it o0( of the context in isolatior Ailhou! il is ihe permissible to cutl out a sentence or 
Dassaze and to 

subsiaee and not nereiy tne fora th21 iss. 
looked inio,, the pleading has to be CunstrBe as it 

stands_withovi 2dtition or Subiraction oE 

changeof_its apparent grammarc 

Ji Charitable IriN V* ioo: Cbd!t 20.C2.2L2 

11. Before deaing with th. iacual 5cC!ari the 

Spectruni of Order ? Ruie i a the 1egai arbit hwe's o be 

noled. 'he iega! posiion in regard to Grde: 7 RUeI CPC 
may be SUnmerised as oiow: 

i) Tie relevai ías which 
dcing à,)iicavoit Unde 
averhls ra'. n ire vlait. 

Sense. The 

. kam Kripal Das 
iofg ffa 

(ii, The basic quNslion to be diided wiil. 
apElicatior: led uidei Urder Reis i! 

need to be i0kec : for 
Order 7 ie it are the 

ti.ne be1u thc conc!usion of the tria!. }o t puposes of 

rejeced. 

.aii, h an 

of 5omething pcly i us0iy has been Siateg vih aW i0 

gei oui of Úrder 7 Ru ilofte Cide. 

(G.i) The Coult must rcienber üai ii Jt. tea)agit and 

ttfrcik, is illed. f c cr ratan, s Cicalcd the 
0, i h4s to ippad 

i.liular 

he tria. Court ca! Crcise 

li:cle is 

ilusi. of a CasC ot 



contest the saiic on 

raised, and also does not say in tur houi the Conlempiae al ay stage when the oteci,l,s be 

filng of the wiiiten stateinent. Insicad. the wori ita is 
used, cicariy nplyirg thercby that it csli. .2 C 9 the 

Vartous clausc 0. Rule i1, cvch 

deiant by lng a: appiicatin andr tis pELbor'. the 
Co.ITt itseli is cmpowered to icject th. piaí it the case i COvEI 
povision. 

nanciy whielher a suit is cclusiy cly triable , aefrue 

deidec on ihe tilegations iiadc in ti p.añi. 
further setticd ddi ii is he subsance oi ti fiestit .d ie 

jiiisdhction of thc civd coar: w! 
may require te iiue couil to 

a of 

ue iiatire oi Lhe suit that iS to be seen le) detcinne he 

qucstion of iurisd.ction. i in subsali c rela.iICà 

coisider
u. Lach Case 
pariclar lacis and ic 

every Case. 

tirat 

uustei vei zh it 
inci ie 1aH7nine 

oi the :cief ctalncd in a suit. th: p.: rdsib.. Aih- aid 

has io be csatii.d 

(Barred by Law) Ei SZr il Ri 

iiversa Ile cai oe a :cto 

Berred by Lar 

BabuH fat0 1509.20c9 i nt i iBT-1908 

11. Order 7 Rule ld has iinited applicatio. For its 
apulicabil1r. ii snusf be show a ihat h prest sit is 
barrei unier law. sch a coOnciusion s De drawn 
frosa te aveInerís nade ii ie pia|nt. Età .kii De 
the reievani for inoking ærdr 7 kae i(u, CPC 
are the averments r:2de n te piaini aBC for that 

thers Vs. Kapoor 

Court to pertorn its obligatiGns in rejccting he piss. when 
t an is hy ar) of the frtitis 



The lunguage of (Order ill kule CPC i iie cle. r r:l itc4 PI/. US. 
The plaint cun be rcjected n the groia dof limitation nhwile ihe suit 

appears rom ihc staiemer.t in the plai wi!hn the meani:g oflaISo 4d) of Order i Pule 1i of limitu'ion as wi 

Law) e 

-1908 & 7 1 TBT 

A ol 



{ "type": "Form", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }

