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HEe 2009 fAufHR P-91, 2010 fufHIR P-56, 2011(2) 
ARC P-478 S.C. Juridiction AlR 2011 RAJ P-99, 2011 
PuTR p-376, 2013 fujzHR P-246 0-3R-142, 2017 
Aufur (3) ARC P-785 S.c fafe aere fua eft 
uftai aNT S4 aE HHelt Rashid Wali Beg Vs. Farid 
Pindari and Other, Civil appeal NO-6336 Of 2021 Arising out 

of SLP (C) NO-9733 of 2015 decided on 28.10.2021 6r fae 
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e) utrt RI YO fRIT-HI 29 7T 1 H(ftuf) 4 7571/2 

HHT T0 R HOT §, 3 feft Preponderance of 

plaintiff can not claim the relief as matter of right. It has 
to be granted according to sound principles of law and 
ex debito justitiae. The Court can not convert itself into 

an instument of injustice or vehicle of oppression. While 
exercising its discretionary power ,the Court must 
keep in its mind the well settled principles of justice and 
fair play and the discretion would be exercised keeping in 
view the ends of justice since justice is the hallmark and 

HÍ&GT o 3TRWhere the subject matter of the suit is 
immovable property-Where the subject matter of the suit 
is immovable property, the plaint shall contain a 
description of the property sufficient to identity it, and, in 
case such property can be identified by boundaries or 
numbers in a record of settlement or survey, the plaint 

Can not be administered in vacuum. ) 



h) 

shall specfy such boundaries or numbers."5H Hy 
H7ftu Heu rTY SRT Pratíbha Singh And Anr vs 
Shanti Devi Prasad And Anr qe ug uRT 
fut i t fo "Order 7 Rule 3 of the CPC requires 
where the subject-matter of the suit is immovable 
property, the plaint shall contain a description of the 
property sufficient to identify it. Such description enables 
the Court to draw a proper decree as required by Order 
20 Rule 3 of the CPC. In case such property can be 
identified by boundaries or numbers in a record for 
settlement of survey, the plaint shall specify such 
boundaries or numbers." 4E fafe aT YERITTT RTeIT f 

HhGlI IRatnagiri Nagar Parishad Vs. Gangaram 
Narayan Ambekar, (2020) 7 SCC 275 IG TE afer 
aeryr ertfyt et "Where the plaintiff had 
instituted the suit for declaration of title and possession, it has 

been held by the Supreme Court that burden of proof ws 101 

of the Evidence Act rests on the plaintiff to prove his title and 

entitlement to p0ssession. Plaintiff cannot succeed on any 

alleged weakness in title or possession of the defendant." 
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Chaudhary Vs. Commissioner of Delhi Police, (2015) 2 

"A relief larger than the one claimed by plaintiff in the suit 

cannot be granted by court. It is not open to the court to grant a 

relief to the plaintiff on a case for which there is no basis in the 

pleadings." 

Anathula Sudhakar Vs P. Buchi Reddy (Dead) By LRS and 

Others Civil Appeal 6191/2001 decided on 25.03.2008 
LaTe ot et f "17(c) But a finding on títle cannot be 
recorded in a suit for injunction, unless there are necessary 

pleadings and appropriate issueregarding title[either specific, 
or implied as noticed in Annaimuthu Thevar(supra)] Where 
the averments regarding title are absent in a plaint and where 
there is noissue relating to title, the court will not investigate or 
examine or render a finding on a question of title, in a suit for 
injunction. Even where there are necessary pleadings and 
issue, if the matter involves complicated questions of fact and 
law relating to title, the court will relegate the parties to the 
remedy by way of comprehensive suit for declaration of title. 
instead of deciding the issue in a suit foI mere iniuncion.Gi 

aTG TETG (Fact in issue) I Jharkhand State Housing 

"11. A suit for mere injunction does not lie only when the 
defendant raises a genuine dispute with regard to title and 
when he raises a cloud over the title of the plaintiff, then 
necessarily in those circumstances, plaintiff can not 
maintain a suit for bare injunction." 

Board Vs Didar singh and anr Civil appeal no-8241/2009 4 
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