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For	the	poem	by	Arthur	L.	Salmon	set	to	music	by	Edward	Elgar,	see	Pleading	(Elgar).	Not	to	be	confused	with	Plea.	In	law	as	practiced	in	countries	that	follow	the	English	models,	a	pleading	is	a	formal	written	statement	of	one	party's	claims	or	defenses	in	response	to	another	party's	complaint(s)	in	a	civil	action.	The	parties'	pleadings	in	a	case
define	the	issues	to	be	adjudicated	in	the	action.	The	Civil	Procedure	Rules	(CPR)	govern	pleading	in	England	and	Wales.	Federal	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	govern	pleading	in	United	States	federal	courts.	Each	state	in	the	United	States	has	its	own	statutes	and	rules	that	govern	pleading	in	the	courts	of	that	state.	Under	the	Federal	Rules	of	Civil
Procedure	a	complaint	is	the	first	pleading	in	American	law	filed	by	a	plaintiff	which	initiates	a	lawsuit.[1]	A	complaint	sets	forth	the	relevant	allegations	of	fact	that	give	rise	to	one	or	more	legal	causes	of	action	along	with	a	prayer	for	relief	and	sometimes	a	statement	of	damages	claimed	(an	ad	quod	damnum	clause).	In	some	situations,	a	complaint
is	called	a	petition,	in	which	case	the	party	filing	it	is	called	the	petitioner	and	the	other	party	is	the	respondent.	In	equity,	sometimes	called	chancery,	the	initial	pleading	may	be	called	either	a	petition	or	a	bill	of	complaint	in	chancery.	In	England	and	Wales,	the	first	pleading	is	a	Claim	Form,	issued	under	either	Part	7	or	Part	8	of	the	Civil	Procedure
Rules,	which	sets	out	the	nature	of	the	action	and	the	relief	sought,	and	may	give	brief	particulars	of	the	claim.	The	Claimant	also	has	the	option,	under	Practice	Direction	7A.61	to	serve	Particulars	of	Claim	(a	document	setting	out	the	allegations	which	found	the	cause	of	action)	within	14	days	of	the	issue	of	the	Claim	Form.	When	used	in	civil
proceedings	in	England	and	Wales,	the	term	"complaint"	refers	to	the	mechanism	by	which	civil	proceedings	are	instituted	in	the	magistrates'	court	[2]	and	may	be	either	written	or	oral.	A	demurrer	is	a	pleading	(usually	filed	by	a	defendant)	which	objects	to	the	legal	sufficiency	of	the	opponent's	pleading	(usually	a	complaint)	and	demands	that	the
court	rule	immediately	about	whether	the	pleading	is	legally	adequate	before	the	party	must	plead	on	the	merits	in	response.	Since	the	demurrer	procedure	required	an	immediate	ruling	as	does	a	motion,	many	common	law	jurisdictions	therefore	narrowed	the	concept	of	pleadings	to	be	framing	the	issues	in	a	case.	Pleadings	are	not	motions	in	and	of
themselves,	and	courts	replaced	the	demurrer	mechanism	with	the	motion	to	dismiss	for	failure	to	state	a	cause	of	action	or	the	application	to	strike	out	particulars	of	claim.	An	answer	is	a	pleading	filed	by	a	defendant	which	admits	or	denies	the	specific	allegations	set	forth	in	a	complaint	and	constitutes	a	general	appearance	by	a	defendant.	In
England	and	Wales,	the	equivalent	pleading	is	called	a	Defence.[3]	A	defendant	may	also	file	a	cross-complaint	against	another	defendant	named	by	the	plaintiff	and	may	also	file	a	third-party	complaint	bring	other	parties	into	a	case	by	the	process	of	impleader.	A	defendant	may	file	a	counter-claim	to	raise	a	cause	of	action	to	defend,	reduce	or	set	off
the	claim	of	the	plaintiff.	Common	law	pleading	was	the	system	of	civil	procedure	used	in	England,	which	early	on	developed	a	strong	emphasis	on	the	form	of	action	rather	than	the	cause	of	action	(as	a	result	of	the	Provisions	of	Oxford,	which	severely	limited	the	evolution	of	the	common	law	writ	system).	The	emphasis	was	on	procedure	over
substance.	Law	and	equity	evolved	as	separate	judicial	systems,	each	with	its	own	procedures	and	remedies.	Because	the	types	of	claims	eligible	for	consideration	was	capped	early	during	the	development	of	the	English	legal	system,	claims	that	might	have	been	acceptable	to	the	courts'	evolving	sense	of	justice	often	did	not	match	up	perfectly	with
any	of	the	established	forms	of	action.	Lawyers	had	to	engage	in	great	ingenuity	to	shoehorn	their	clients'	claims	into	existing	forms	of	action.	The	result	was	that	at	common	law,	pleadings	were	stuffed	full	of	awkward	legal	fictions	that	had	little	to	do	with	the	actual	"real-world"	facts	of	the	case.[4]	The	placeholder	name	John	Doe	(still	commonly
used	in	American	pleading	to	name	unknown	parties)	is	a	remnant	of	this	period.	In	its	final	form	in	the	19th	century,	common	law	pleading	was	terribly	complex	and	slow	by	modern	standards.	The	parties	would	normally	go	through	several	rounds	of	pleadings	before	the	parties	were	deemed	to	have	clearly	stated	their	controversy,	so	that	the	case
was	"at	issue"	and	could	proceed	to	trial.	A	case	would	begin	with	a	complaint	in	which	the	plaintiff	alleged	the	facts	entitling	him	to	relief,	then	the	defendant	would	file	any	one	of	a	variety	of	pleas	as	an	answer,	followed	by	a	replication	from	the	plaintiff,	a	rejoinder	from	the	defendant,	a	surrejoinder	from	the	plaintiff,	a	rebutter	from	the	defendant,
and	a	surrebutter	from	the	plaintiff.	At	each	stage,	a	party	could	file	a	demurrer	to	the	other's	pleading	(essentially	a	request	that	the	court	immediately	rule	on	whether	the	pleading	was	legally	adequate	before	they	had	to	file	a	pleading	in	response)	or	simply	file	another	pleading	in	response.[5]	Generally,	a	plea	could	be	dilatory	or	peremptory.
There	were	three	kinds	of	dilatory	plea:	to	the	jurisdiction,	in	suspension,	or	in	abatement.	The	first	challenged	the	court's	jurisdiction,	the	second	asked	the	court	to	stay	the	action,	and	the	third	asked	the	court	to	dismiss	the	action	without	prejudice	to	the	other	side's	right	to	bring	the	claims	in	another	action	or	another	court.	A	peremptory	plea	had
only	one	kind:	a	plea	in	bar.	A	party	making	a	plea	in	bar	could	either	traverse	the	other	side's	pleading	(i.e.,	deny	all	or	some	of	the	facts	pleaded)	or	confess	and	avoid	it	(i.e.,	admit	the	facts	pleaded	but	plead	new	ones	that	would	dispel	their	effect).	A	traverse	could	be	general	(deny	everything)	or	specific.	Either	side	could	plead	imparlance	in	order
to	get	more	time	to	plead	on	the	merits.	Once	the	case	was	at	issue,	the	defendant	could	reopen	the	pleadings	in	order	to	plead	a	newly	discovered	defense	(and	start	the	whole	sequence	again)	by	filing	a	plea	puis	darrein.	The	result	of	all	this	complexity	was	that	to	ascertain	what	was	"at	issue"	in	a	case,	a	stranger	to	the	case	(i.e.,	such	as	a	newly
appointed	judge)	would	have	to	sift	through	a	huge	pile	of	pleadings	to	figure	out	what	had	happened	to	the	original	averments	of	the	complaint	and	whether	there	was	anything	left	to	be	actually	adjudicated	by	the	court.	Code	pleading	was	first	introduced	in	1850	in	New	York	and	in	1851	in	California,	and	eventually	spread	to	26	other	states.[6]
Code	pleading	sought	to	abolish	the	distinction	between	law	and	equity.[7]	It	unified	civil	procedure	for	all	types	of	actions	as	much	as	possible.	The	focus	shifted	from	pleading	the	right	form	of	action	(that	is,	the	right	procedure)	to	pleading	the	right	cause	of	action	(that	is,	a	substantive	right	to	be	enforced	by	the	law).[8]	Code	pleading	stripped	out
most	of	the	legal	fictions	that	had	encrusted	common	law	pleading	by	requiring	parties	to	plead	"ultimate	facts."	This	means	that	to	plead	a	cause	of	action,	the	pleader	has	to	plead	each	element	and	also	allege	specific	facts	which,	if	proven	with	evidence	at	trial,	would	constitute	proof	of	that	element.	Failure	to	provide	such	detail	could	lead	to
dismissal	of	the	case	if	the	defendant	successfully	demurred	to	the	complaint	on	the	basis	that	it	merely	stated	"legal	conclusions"	or	"evidentiary	facts."	Code	pleading	also	drastically	shortened	the	pleading	process.	Most	of	the	old	common	law	pleadings	were	abolished.	From	now	on,	a	case	required	only	a	complaint	and	an	answer,	with	an	optional
cross-complaint	and	cross-answer,	and	with	the	demurrer	kept	as	the	standard	attack	on	improper	pleadings.[9]	Instead	of	piling	layers	and	layers	of	pleadings	and	averments	on	top	of	each	other,	a	pleading	that	was	attacked	by	demurrer	would	either	be	completely	superseded	by	an	amended	pleading	or	would	proceed	immediately	"at	issue"	as	to
the	validly	pleaded	parts.[10]	This	meant	that	to	determine	what	the	parties	were	currently	fighting	about,	a	stranger	to	a	case	would	no	longer	have	to	read	the	entire	case	file	from	scratch,	but	could	(in	theory)	look	only	at	the	most	recent	version	of	the	complaint	filed	by	the	plaintiff,	the	defendant's	most	recent	answer	to	that	complaint,	and	any
court	orders	on	demurrers	to	either	pleading.	Code	pleading	was	criticized	because	many	lawyers	felt	that	it	was	too	difficult	to	fully	research	all	the	facts	needed	to	bring	a	complaint	before	one	had	even	initiated	the	action,	and	thus	meritorious	plaintiffs	could	not	bring	their	complaints	in	time	before	the	statute	of	limitations	expired.	Code	pleading
has	also	been	criticized	as	promoting	"hypertechnical	reading	of	legal	papers".[11]	Further	information:	Pleading	(United	States)	Notice	pleading	is	the	dominant	form	of	pleading	used	in	the	United	States	today.[12]	In	1938,	the	Federal	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	were	adopted	to	govern	civil	procedure	in	United	States	federal	courts.[12]	One	goal	of
the	Federal	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	was	to	relax	the	strict	rules	of	code	pleading.[12]	However,	each	state	also	has	its	own	rules	of	civil	procedure,	which	may	require	different,	looser,	or	stricter	rules	in	state	court.	Louisiana,	a	state	that	derives	its	legal	tradition	from	the	Spanish	and	French	civil	law	(as	opposed	to	English	common	law),	employs	a
system	of	fact	pleading	wherein	it	is	only	necessary	to	plead	the	facts	that	give	rise	to	a	cause	of	action.	It	is	not	necessary	even	for	the	petitioner	to	identify	the	cause	of	action	being	pleaded.	However,	mere	conclusory	allegations	such	as	"the	defendant	was	negligent"	are	not,	by	themselves,	sufficient	to	sustain	a	cause	of	action.	Other	states,
including	Connecticut	and	New	Jersey,	are	also	fact-pleading	jurisdictions.	Illinois,	for	example,	requires	that	a	complaint	"must	assert	a	legally	recognized	cause	of	action	and	it	must	plead	facts	which	bring	the	particular	case	within	that	cause	of	action."[13]	Main	article:	Alternative	pleading	In	alternative	pleading,	legal	fiction	is	employed	to	permit
a	party	to	argue	two	mutually	exclusive	possibilities,	for	example,	submitting	an	injury	complaint	alleging	that	the	harm	to	the	plaintiff	caused	by	the	defendant	was	so	outrageous	that	it	must	have	either	been	intended	as	a	malicious	attack	or,	if	not,	must	have	been	due	to	gross	negligence.	The	use	of	"pleaded"	versus	"pled"	as	the	past	tense	version
of	"pleading"	has	been	a	subject	of	controversy	among	many	of	those	that	practice	law.[14]	"Pled"	is	almost	never	used	in	Australian	publications,	while	being	somewhat	common	in	American,	British,	and	Canadian	publications.[15]	In	a	2010	search	of	the	Westlaw	legal	database,	"pled"	is	used	in	a	narrow	majority	of	cases	over	"pleaded".[16][17]	The
AP	stylebook	and	The	Chicago	Manual	of	Style	call	for	"pleaded",	and	a	Westlaw	search	shows	the	US	Supreme	Court	has	used	pleaded	in	over	3,000	opinions	and	pled	in	only	26.[18]	Bill	of	particulars	General	denial	Legal	syllogism	More	definite	statement	Motion	(legal)	Motion	for	leave	Negative	pregnant	Petition	Plea	Prima	facie	^	F.	R.	Civ.	P.	3	^
s.51	Magistrates	Court	Act	1980	^	Civil	Procedure	Rules,	15.2	^	Hepburn,	Charles	McGuffey	(1897).	The	Historical	Development	of	Code	Pleading	in	America	and	England.	Cincinnati:	W.H.	Anderson	&	Co.	pp.	24–38.	Retrieved	4	August	2020.	^	Baker,	John	(January	2002).	An	Introduction	to	English	Legal	History	(4	ed.).	Oxford:	Oxford	University
Press.	pp.	76–79.	ISBN	978-0-406-93053-8.	^	Hepburn,	Charles	McGuffey	(1897).	The	Historical	Development	of	Code	Pleading	in	America	and	England.	Cincinnati:	W.H.	Anderson	&	Co.	p.	15.	Retrieved	18	November	2023.	^	e.g.,	Hurwitz	v.	Hurwitz,	78	U.S.	App.	D.C.	66,	136	F.2d	796,	799	(1943)	^	Hepburn,	Charles	McGuffey	(1897).	The	Historical
Development	of	Code	Pleading	in	America	and	England.	Cincinnati:	W.H.	Anderson	&	Co.	p.	207.	Retrieved	4	August	2020.	^	Hepburn,	Charles	McGuffey	(1897).	The	Historical	Development	of	Code	Pleading	in	America	and	England.	Cincinnati:	W.H.	Anderson	&	Co.	p.	118.	Retrieved	4	August	2020.	^	Hepburn,	Charles	McGuffey	(1897).	The
Historical	Development	of	Code	Pleading	in	America	and	England.	Cincinnati:	W.H.	Anderson	&	Co.	p.	119.	Retrieved	4	August	2020.	^	United	States	v.	Uni	Oil,	Inc.,	710	F.2d	1078,	1080-81	n.1	(5th	Cir.	1983)	^	a	b	c	Burbank,	Stephen	B.;	Farhang,	Sean	(2017).	Rights	and	Retrenchment:	The	Counterrevolution	Against	Federal	Litigation.	Cambridge:
Cambridge	University	Press.	p.	69.	ISBN	9781107136991.	Retrieved	12	July	2020.	^	Teter	v.	Clemens,	112	Ill.	2d	252	(1986)	^	"Popular	Threads	2010	|	Solo,	Small	Firm	and	General	Practice	Division".	www.americanbar.org.	Retrieved	2018-09-16.	^	"Pleaded	vs.	pled	–	Grammarist".	Grammarist.	19	July	2011.	Retrieved	2018-09-16.	But	because
pleaded	is	much	more	common	and	is	unanimously	recommended	by	English	authorities	and	reference	books	(the	dozen	or	so	we	checked,	anyway),	it	is	safer	than	pled.	^	Zaretsky,	Staci.	"Grammer	Pole	of	the	Weak:	Pleaded	v.	Pled".	Above	the	Law.	Retrieved	2018-09-16.	^	"Horace	and	Westlaw".	2010-11-12.	^	"Pled	or	Pleaded".	Quick	and	Dirty
Tips.	Feb	9,	2017.	Retrieved	Oct	28,	2019.			Wikimedia	Commons	has	media	related	to	Pleading.	Craies,	William	Feilden	(1911).	"Pleading"	.	Encyclopædia	Britannica.	Vol.	21	(11th	ed.).	pp.	831–835.	Federal	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	Retrieved	from	"	"Pleading	is	defined	as	plaint	or	written	statement."[1]	According	to	Mogha,	"Pleadings	are	statements
in	writing	drawn	up	and	filed	by	each	party	to	a	case,	stating	what	his	contentions	will	be	at	the	trial	and	giving	all	such	details	as	his	opponent	needs	to	know	in	order	to	prepare	his	case	in	answer."[2]	A	plaintiff's	plea	is	his	plaint,	which	would	be	a	statement	of	claim	in	which	the	plaintiff	sets	out	his	cause	of	action	in	all	requisite	particulars,	and	a
defendant's	plea	is	his	written	statement,	which	is	a	protection	in	which	the	defendant	deals	with	every	material	fact	alleged	by	the	plaintiff	in	the	plaint	as	well	as	any	new	facts	that	are	in	his	favour,	as	well	as	any	legal	objections	he	wishes	to	raise	to	the	claim.	ORDER	6	is	concerned	with	pleadings.	Rule	1	establishes	the	definition	of	pleading,	while
Rule	2	establishes	the	fundamentals	of	it.	Each	p	arty	is	obliged	to	provide	appropriate	details	under	Rules	3	to	13.	Pleadings	are	signed	and	verified	according	to	Rules	14	and	15.	A	court	can	throw	out	superfluous	pleas	under	Rule	16.	Modification	of	pleadings	is	addressed	in	Rules	17	and	18.	Object	The	goal	of	pleading	is	to	bring	sides	to	a
consensus	on	problems,	reduce	costs	and	delays,	and	avoid	surprises	at	the	court.	A	party	has	the	right	to	be	aware	about	the	facts	of	the	other	party's	case	so	that	he	can	respond.	To	put	it	another	way,	the	main	purpose	of	pleading	is	to	determine	the	true	disagreements	between	the	sides,	to	limit	the	space	of	dispute	and	see	where	the	two	parties
diverge,	to	keep	one	side	from	surprising	the	other,	and	to	avoid	a	miscarriage	of	fairness	and	justice.[3]	In	Virendra	Kashinath	v.	Vinayak	N.	Joshi,[4]	the	Supreme	Court	stated,	"The	object	of	the	rule	is	twofold.	First	is	to	afford	the	other	side	intimation	regarding	the	particular	facts	of	his	case	so	that	they	may	be	met	by	the	other	side.	Second	is	to
enable	the	court	to	determine	what	is	really	the	issue	between	the	parties."[5]	Importance	Jacob[6]	states:	"Pleadings	do	not	only	define	the	issues	between	the	parties	for	the	final	decision	of	the	court	at	the	trial,	they	manifest	and	exert	their	importance	throughout	the	whole	process	of	the	litigation."	The	correct	manner	of	hearing	is	guided	by	the
pleadings.	They	show	who	bears	the	onus	of	presenting	proof	and	who	has	the	authority	to	initiate	the	suit.	Basic	Rules	Of	Pleadings:	Rule	2	Sub-rule	(1)	of	Rule	2	lays	down	the	fundamental	principles	of	pleadings.	It	reads	as	under:	2(1).	"Every	pleading	shall	contain,	and	contain	only	a	statement	in	a	concise	form	of	the	material	facts	on	which	the
party	pleading	relies	for	his	claim	or	defence,	as	the	case	may	be,	but	not	the	evidence	by	which	they	are	to	be	proved."	The	following	general	principles	arise	from	the	assessment:	Facts	should	be	stated,	not	law,	in	the	pleading;	The	facts	given	should	be	relevant	information;	The	evidence	should	not	be	stated	in	the	pleading;	and	The	information
should	be	presented	in	a	precise	manner.	Let's	take	a	closer	look	at	these	principles:	Facts	And	Not	Law	The	foremost	rule	of	pleadings	is	that	they	must	only	present	facts	rather	than	legislation.	It	is	the	sides'	responsibility	to	provide	only	the	details	that	support	their	argument.	It	is	up	to	a	judge	to	decide	how	the	rules	should	be	applied	to	the	facts.
[7]	In	a	few	words,	the	law	of	pleading	can	be	summed	up:	"Plead	facts,	not	law."[8]	As	a	result,	the	presence	of	a	custom	or	use	is	a	matter	of	fact	that	must	be	argued	precisely.	In	the	same	way,	purpose	is	a	question	of	fact	that	must	be	pleaded.	Waiver	or	recklessness	is	a	factual	plea	that	must	be	included	in	the	plea.	Material	Facts	Recently,	in
Virender	Nath	v.	Satpal	Singh,[9]	the	Supreme	Court	stated:	The	next	rule	of	pleading	is	that	they	must	solely	include	a	representation	of	material	facts.	Despite	the	fact	that	the	term	"material	facts"	is	not	outlined	in	the	Code,	it	refers	to	all	factual	information	that	are	relevant	to	the	plaintiff's	claim	for	damages	or	the	defendant's	protection.[10]	The
Supreme	Court	recently	stated	in	Virender	Nath	v.	Satpal	Singh:[11]	"The	phrase	material	facts	may	be	said	to	be	those	facts	upon	which	a	party	relies	for	his	claim	or	defence.	In	other	words,	material	facts	are	facts	upon	which	the	plaintiff's	cause	of	action	or	the	defendant's	defence	depends.	What	particulars	could	be	said	to	be	material	facts	would
depend	upon	the	facts	of	each	case	and	no	rule	of	universal	application	can	be	laid	down."[12]	What	specifics	must	be	disclosed	relies	on	the	facts	and	circumstances,	but	it	is	critical	that	the	plea,	in	order	to	avoid	embarrassment	to	the	defense,	disclose	those	details	that	will	put	his	opponent	on	notice	and	inform	them	of	what	they	can	expect	when
the	matter	goes	to	court.[13]	Facts	And	Not	Evidence	The	third	pleadings	concept	is	that	the	proof	of	facts,	as	opposed	to	the	facts	themselves,	are	not	required	to	be	proved.	To	put	it	another	way,	the	pleadings	should	include	a	declaration	of	material	facts	on	which	the	party	depends,	but	not	the	proof	used	to	verify	those	facts.[14]	There	are	two
categories	of	facts:	facta	probanda-the	facts	that	must	be	proven	(material	facts);	and	Facta	probantia-the	facts	that	will	be	used	to	prove	them	(particulars	or	evidence).			Only	facta	probanda,	not	facta	probantia,	shall	be	included	in	the	pleading.	Facta	probanda	must	be	expressed	in	the	plaint	or	written	statement,	as	the	need	may	be.	However,	the
facts	or	proof	used	to	verify	the	material	facts	are	known	as	facta	probantia	and	are	not	required	to	be	mentioned	in	the	pleadings.	They	are	not	the	"fact	in	issue,"	but	rather	only	important	details	that	must	be	proven	at	hearing	to	determine	the	fact	in	issue.	As	observed	by	Lord	Denman,	C.J.,[15]	"It	is	an	elementary	rule	in	pleading,	that,	when	a
state	of	facts	is	relied	on,	it	is	enough	to	allege	it	simply,	without	setting	out	the	subordinate	facts	which	are	the	means	of	producing	it,	or	the	evidence	sustaining	the	allegation."	The	Supreme	Court	stated	in	Virender	Nath	v.	Satpal	Singh,[16]	after	referencing	to	the	key	English	and	Indian	decisions	on	the	subject:	There	is	a	contrast	between	facta
probanda	(the	facts	that	must	be	established,	i.e.	substantial	facts)	and	facta	probantia	(the	facts	that	must	be	proven)	(the	facts	by	means	of	which	they	are	proved	i.e.	particulars	or	evidence).	Pleadings	may	only	contain	facta	probanda	but	not	facta	probantia,	according	to	established	law.	The	facta	probanda	are	the	material	facts	on	which	the	party
bases	his	claim,	and	they	must	be	disclosed	in	the	pleadings.	However,	the	fact	or	facts	that	are	used	to	prove	facta	probanda	(material	facts)	that	are	in	the	nature	of	facta	probantia	(particulars	or	evidence)	do	not	have	to	be	included	in	the	pleadings.	They	are	not	"facts	in	dispute,"	but	rather	"relevant	facts"	that	must	be	shown	at	trial	in	order	to
establish	the	fact	in	question.[17]	To	put	it	another	way,	the	line	of	demarcation	between	these	two	kinds	of	facts	(facta	probanda	and	facta	probantia)	is	sometimes	hard	to	draw;	yet,	a	fact	about	which	it	is	unclear	if	it	belongs	in	one	or	the	other	must	be	argued.[18]	Concise	Form	The	last	but	not	the	least	concept	of	pleadings	is	that	they	must	be
written	in	a	concise	and	precise	manner	and	must	be	conveyed	clearly	in	a	logical	order.	The	significance	of	a	specific	plea	can	only	be	understood	if	it	is	understood	that	the	defendant	is	at	a	significant	disadvantageous	position	without	one.	He	has	to	know	what	kind	of	situation	he'll	be	dealing	with.	The	plea	must	be	accurate,	explicit,	and	clear.	A
side	cannot	be	permitted	to	leave	his	options	open	until	the	trial	and	present	any	evidence	he	or	she	deems	appropriate.[19]	The	phrases	"in	a	brief	form"	indicate	that	conciseness	should	be	followed	when	preparing	pleas.	Of	obviously,	conciseness	should	not	come	at	the	expense	of	omitting	crucial	information.	Pleas	can	be	spared	from	tautology	if
attention	is	exercised	in	the	syntactic	procedure.[20]	Paras	and	sub-paras	should	be	used	to	separate	each	plea.	Each	accusation	must	be	separated	into	its	own	para.	Dates,	totals,	and	numbers	must	be	represented	in	figures	as	well	as	verbally.	Rule	3	specifies	that	when	the	forms	in	Appendix	A	of	the	Code	are	applicable,	they	shall	be	used;	if	they
aren't,	forms	of	similar	character	should	be	used.	Over	and	above	the	aforesaid	basic	rules,	there	are	other	rules	of	pleadings	dealing	with	cases	of	a	special	nature.	They	have	been	laid	down	in	Rules	4	to	18	of	Order	6.	They	may	be	summarised	thus:	Wherever	misrepresentation,	fraud,	breach	of	trust,	wilful	default	or	undue	influence	are	pleaded	in
the	pleadings,	particulars	with	dates	and	items	should	be	stated.	In	Bishundeo	Narain	v.	Seogeni	Rai,[21]	the	Supreme	Court	observed:	"General	allegations	are	insufficient	even	to	amount	to	an	averment	of	fraud	which	any	court	ought	to	take	notice	of,	however	strong	the	language	in	which	they	are	couched	may	be,	and	the	same	applies	to	undue
influence	and	coercion."[22]	As	previously	indicated,	the	purpose	of	plea	is	to	drive	the	sides	to	a	hearing	by	focusing	their	attention	on	the	topic	in	conflict,	narrowing	the	conflict	to	specific	issues	and	informing	the	sides	of	the	type	of	evidence	needed	on	either	side	to	help	their	individual	arguments.	This	can	never	be	accomplished	with	a	broad	or
wide	appeal.	Rule	4	was	created	with	the	goal	of	narrowing	the	issue	and	protecting	the	side	accused	of	wrongdoing	from	being	caught	off	guard.	As	a	result,	if	the	specifics	indicated	in	the	plea	are	insufficient	and	explicit,	the	judge	shall	insist	on	the	specifics	that	provide	proper	notice	to	the	other	side	of	the	case	intended	to	be	set	up[23]	before
starting	with	the	hearing	of	the	suit.			Because	it	is	inferred	in	the	pleas,	the	execution	of	a	condition	antecedent	does	not	need	to	be	pleaded.	Non-compliance	with	a	condition	antecedent,	on	the	other	hand,	must	be	pleaded	precisely	and	clearly.			Departures	from	plea	are	not	permitted,	and	no	side	may	establish	any	claims	or	make	any	factual
assertion	conflicting	with	his	earlier	pleadings	unless	by	amendment.			A	mere	refusal	of	an	agreement	by	the	other	side	will	be	read	only	as	a	refusal	of	the	agreement's	factum,	not	its	legitimacy,	validity,	or	enforceability.			Unless	the	statements	in	the	documents	are	significant,	they	do	not	have	to	be	stated	out	in	detail	in	the	pleas.			Where
malignancy,	deceptive	purpose,	foreknowledge,	or	any	other	aspect	of	an	individual's	mind	is	relevant,	it	may	well	be	asserted	solely	as	a	fact	in	the	plea	without	stating	the	situation	out	of	which	it	is	to	be	deduced.	Such	situations	do,	in	fact,	qualify	as	proof	of	substantial	facts.			When	giving	notification	to	someone	is	required	or	needed	as	a
precondition,	pleas	must	only	say	that	notification	is	being	given,	not	specifying	the	manner	or	the	terms	of	the	notification	or	the	conditions	from	which	it	is	to	be	deduced,	unless	they	are	significant.			Implicit	agreements	or	relationships	among	people	can	be	argued	as	facts,	and	the	chain	of	mails,	discussions,	and	situations	from	which	they	can	be
drawn	must	all	be	pleaded.	Pleadings	shall	use	the	forms	in	Appendix	A	of	the	(First)	Schedule	for	averments.	However,	the	forms	are	not	legally	binding.	As	a	result,	non-compliance	would	not	lead	the	suit	being	dismissed.	On	such	basis,	a	side	will	not	be	unsuitable.[24]	There	is	essential	distinction	between	pleading	under	the	Code	and	a	pleading
under	Article	32	or	226	of	the	Constitution.	Under	the	Code,	every	pleading	(plaint	or	written	statement)	should	state	only	material	facts	and	not	evidence.	In	a	writ	petition,	on	the	other	hand,	the	petitioner,	or	in	a	counter	affidavit,	the	respondent,	should	not	only	state	material	facts	but	also	the	evidence	in	support	and	proof	of	such	facts	by
annexing	necessary	orders	and	documents.[25]	The	term	"alternative"	can	refer	to	either	one	of	two	components.	It	implies	a	decision.	A	side	to	a	lawsuit	could	include	two	different	sets	of	facts	or	more	in	his	pleas	and	seek	redress	in	the	alternative.	Also,	"inconsistent"	denotes	something	that	is	mutually	disagreeable,	conflicting,	incompatible,	or
damaging.	The	two	are	diametrically	opposed.	As	a	result,	neither	can	stand.	Admission	or	institution	of	one	entails	the	renunciation	or	revocation	of	the	other.	The	basic	aim	of	permitting	alternative	pleadings	and	alternative	reliefs	to	be	argued	in	a	single	lawsuit	is	to	avoid	the	need	for	a	second	lawsuit	and	to	resolve	the	whole	dispute	in	just	one.
[26]	As	a	result,	a	claim	for	possession	of	property	might	be	brought	either	on	the	premise	of	ownership	or	on	the	premise	of	a	lease.	Likewise,	landlords	can	sue	his	renter	for	expulsion	on	the	basis	of	individual	necessity	or,	in	the	alternate,	non-payment	of	rent.	A	request	for	particular	fulfilment	of	a	contract,	or	a	request	for	losses	or	recompense,
might	be	put	forth	in	the	same	way.[27]	A	side	is	not	prohibited	by	the	Code	from	creating	two	or	more	incompatible	group	of	claims.[28]	A	claimant	can	depend	on	countless	distinctive	rights	at	once,	even	if	they	are	incompatible,	and	the	defendent	can	make	as	many	unique	and	separate	incompatible	defences	as	he	sees	fit	in	his	statement	of
defense,	without	the	court's	permission.	Even	if	the	litigants'	pleas	are	mutually	incompatible,	relief	may	be	given	if	remedy	can	be	based	on	the	alternative	plea.	This	is	subject	to	the	condition	that	the	plea	does	not	prejudice	or	humiliate	the	suit's	proper	hearing.	However,	a	plea	isn't	humiliating	since	it	reveals	an	inconsistency	of	facts	or
incompatible	pleadings.	Although	incongruous	pleadings	are	not	illegal,	the	judge	views	them	with	skepticism,	and	the	side	who	employs	this	style	of	plea	faces	a	substantial	risk.	Similarly,	a	litigant	who	enters	incompatible	pleadings	and	attempts	to	prove	both	by	conflicting	oral	evidence	puts	oneself	in	jeopardy	since	the	proof	presented	in	favor	of
both	pleadings	will	be	discordant,	inconsistent,	and	mutually	damaging,	and	will	not	inspire	much	confidence.	Furthermore,	all	conflicting	pleadings	submitted	by	a	side	must	be	admissible	in	court.	[29]	As	a	result,	a	claimant	cannot	ask	for	both	a	statement	that	an	agreement	is	invalid	and	specific	performance	of	the	same	agreement,	as	this	is
prohibited	under	"Section	37	of	the	Specific	Relief	Act,	1877."[30]	Furthermore,	such	inconsistencies	are	subject	to	Rule	16	of	Order	6,	which	allows	the	judge	to	wipe	out	any	content	in	the	plaint	or	written	declaration	that	could	jeopardise	the	suit's	proper	hearing.	In	India,	pleadings	should	be	interpreted	liberally.	As	a	result,	they	should	not	be
taken	literally.	They	must	be	interpreted	with	the	low	literacy	of	the	poor	in	mind.	They	must	be	read	in	its	entirety,	not	in	sections	or	in	isolation.	The	principal	goal	of	pleadings	should	be	derived	from	the	overall	tenor	and	wording	of	the	pleadings.	Pleadings	are	neither	statutes	nor	strict	regulations,	thus	they	should	be	read	using	the	common	sense
of	a	reasonable	person.	Pleadings	are	not	intended	to	block	a	fair	trial;	rather,	they	are	intended	to	assist	courts	in	reaching	a	fair	and	just	verdict.	In	case	of	Madan	Gopal	v.	Mamraj	Maniram[31],	Supreme	Court	clearly	stated	that	pleadings	should	be	flexible	in	character,	and	that	courts	should	not	scrutinise	pleadings	with	such	zeal	that	valid	claims
are	lost	on	frivolous	grounds.	In	Ram	Sarup	v.	Bishnu	Narain	Inter	College[32],	it	was	stated	clearly	that	evidence	submitted	by	the	parties	cannot	be	regarded	in	the	absence	of	pleading.	No	party	should	be	allowed	to	go	beyond	the	scope	of	its	pleading.	In	the	leading	case	of	Sangram	Singh	v.	Election	Tribunal[33],	it	has	been	held	that	the	plaintiff's
lawsuit	will	not	be	dismissed	solely	because	the	claim	is	incorrectly	characterised,	a	mistaken	portion	is	referenced,	or	sufficient	remedies	is	not	sought.	Signing	of	Pleading:	Each	pleading	must	be	signed	by	either	one	of	the	parties	or	the	party's	pleader	or	both.	If	the	party	is	unable	to	sign	the	pleading,	any	person	authorised	by	the	party	can	sign	it.
Verification	of	Pleading:	Every	pleading	must	be	double-checked	by	the	respondent,	one	of	the	respondents,	or	some	other	person	with	knowledge	of	the	facts.	The	individual	checking	the	pleading	must	specify	which	sections	he	checks	depending	on	his	own	expertise	and	which	ones	he	confirms	depending	on	the	information	he	has	obtained	and
thinks	to	be	correct.	Process	of	Verification:	The	verification	must	be	signed	on	an	affidavit	by	the	person	performing	the	verification,	and	it	must	include	the	date	and	location	of	the	signature.	Affidavits	in	support	of	the	pleadings	should	be	provided	by	the	person	confirming	the	pleadings.	The	purpose	of	this	provision	is	to	place	responsibility	for	the
statement	contained	in	the	verification	on	the	party	verifying	or	on	whose	behalf	verification	is	made,	and	to	avoid	disputes	as	much	as	possible	as	to	whether	the	suit	was	instituted	or	defended	with	the	knowledge	or	authority	of	the	party	who	signed	the	verification	or	on	whose	behalf	it	has	been	signed.[34]	Defect	in	the	matter	of	signing	and
verification	of	pleadings:	It's	only	an	irregularity	that	can	be	corrected	later	with	the	court's	approval,	and	a	lawsuit	cannot	be	rejected	because	of	a	defect	or	inconsistency	in	the	signing	or	verifying	of	the	plaint	or	written	statement.	Similarly,	rather	than	dismissing	a	party's	affidavit,	a	court	may	give	the	party	an	opportunity	to	produce	a	competent
affidavit.[35]	Any	pleading	that	is	unnecessary,	scandalous,	frivolous,	or	vexatious,	or	that	attempts	to	prejudice,	embarrass,	or	prolong	the	fair	trial	of	the	matter,	or	is	otherwise	an	abuse	of	the	court's	process	in	the	interest	of	justice,	may	be	struck	out	by	the	court.	In	Sathi	Vijay	Kumar	v.	Tota	Singh[36],	the	The	Supreme	Court	clarified	that	a	court
can	order	pleadings	to	be	struck	in	the	following	circumstances:	If	the	pleading	is	pointless,	outrageous,	absurd,	or	unreasonable;	or	If	the	pleading	is	likely	to	adversely	affect,	humiliate,	or	prolong	a	proper	hearing	of	the	case,	it	should	be	dismissed;	or	If	the	pleading	is	although	a	misuse	of	the	court's	procedure,	it	will	be	dismissed.	The	court	does
not	provide	advice	to	parties	on	how	to	construct	their	pleadings.	However,	the	parties	should	not	violate	the	standards	of	pleadings	by	making	revisions	or	adding	pleads	that	are	superfluous	and	could	prejudice,	disgrace,	or	delay	a	fair	trial.	The	court	will	intervene	in	such	circumstances.	The	court	must,	however,	employ	this	power	with	caution.	It
is	well	established	that	a	party	can	only	bring	out	material	that	supports	the	argument	he	pled	in	his	pleading,	and	that	he	cannot	present	evidence	that	contradicts	his	pleading.	Pleadings	cannot	be	replaced	by	any	amount	of	proof.	The	basic	rule	of	pleading	is	that	a	side	can	only	triumph	if	he	has	pleaded	and	proven	his	case.	He	won't	be	able	to	win
a	case	that	wasn't	set	up	by	him.	He	also	cannot	amend	his	case	over	the	course	of	the	trial	if	it	contradicts	his	pleas.	Such	a	change	would	be	unexpected	and	perplexing,	and	courts	would	always	regard	it	with	disdain	and	distrust.[37]	If	final	determination	of	causes	is	based	on	inferences,	at	odds	with	the	parties'	pleadings,	it	will	also	add	a
considerable	deal	of	confusion	into	judicial	procedures.	However,	not	every	difference	between	the	pleading	and	the	proof	is	inevitably	fatal.	A	party	shall	not	be	denied	just	remedy	if	the	pleading	has	merit	or	there	is	no	prejudice	to	the	opposite	side.	Similarly,	deviation	that	does	not	catch	the	other	side	off	guard	or	induce	prejudice	is	not	deadly.	If	a
particular	plea	has	been	raised,	it	must	be	determined	by	reading	the	entire	pleading	and	focusing	on	the	substance	rather	than	the	form	of	the	pleadings.	Absence	of	specific	pleading	is	merely	an	irregularity	when	parties	are	aware	of	the	inconsistency	and	go	to	trial	fully	aware	that	a	specific	question	is	at	stake.	At	any	point	along	the	process,	a
question	of	law	or	jurisdiction	can	be	raised.[38]	Pleadings	can	be	amended	under	Rule	17.	The	provisions	for	amending	pleadings	are	meant	to	aid	rather	than	hinder	the	pursuit	of	justice.	Ordinarily,	the	court	should	not	refuse	bona	fide,	legitimate,	honest,	and	essential	amendments	while	determining	an	application	for	pleading	amendment.	It
should	not,	on	the	other	hand,	allow	for	illegitimate,	dishonest,	or	needless	modifications.	In	the	leading	case	of	Cropper	v.	Smith[39],	Bowen,	L.J.,	has	outlined	the	purpose	of	amending	pleadings.	He	believes	it	is	a	well-established	principle	that	the	purpose	of	courts	is	to	resolve	the	parties'	rights,	not	to	punish	them	for	their	mistakes.	Rule	17	of
Order	6	gives	the	court	broad	power	to	allow	either	party	to	change	or	amend	his	pleading	at	any	time	during	the	proceedings	on	whatever	terms	it	sees	proper.	The	proviso,	on	the	other	hand,	restricts	the	court's	ability	to	allow	amendments.	The	provisions	of	Rule	17	apply	to	a	variety	of	different	proceedings,	including	execution	proceedings,
insolvency	proceedings,	arbitration	proceedings,	election	matters,	Land	Acquisition	Act	proceedings,	claim	petitions,	and	so	on.	Even	if	the	Code's	rules	do	not	apply,	courts	and	tribunals	have	the	authority	to	establish	their	own	method	that	is	consistent	with	and	founded	on	broad	principles	of	justice,	equity,	and	good	conscience.	The	provisions	of
Rule	17	of	Order	6	do	not	exhaust	a	court's	power	in	a	matter	of	pleadings	modification.	The	court	has	the	ability	to	alter,	and	if	Rule	17	does	not	apply,	the	court	can	use	"Section	151	of	the	Code	of	Civil	Procedure."[40]	The	rule	gives	judges	a	lot	of	leeway	when	it	comes	to	amending	pleadings.	As	a	general	rule,	permission	to	amend	will	be	granted
so	that	the	genuine	matter	in	dispute	between	the	parties	can	be	presented	in	pleadings,	provided	that	the	change	causes	no	harm	to	the	opposing	party	and	can	be	adequately	paid	for	by	costs	or	other	terms	imposed	by	the	order.	It	is	submitted	in	the	case	of	Kisandas	v.	Rachappa	Vithoba[41],	all	revisions	should	be	accepted	if	they	meet	the
following	two	criteria:	They	must	not	be	unfair	to	the	other	side,	and	They	must	be	essential	to	resolve	the	underlying	issues	in	dispute	between	the	parties.	As	a	result,	the	two	most	important	criteria	to	consider	before	approving	an	amendment	to	a	party's	pleading	are:	first,	whether	the	amendment	is	necessary	for	determining	the	true	matter	in
disagreement,	and	second,	whether	the	change	may	be	made	without	unfairly	affecting	the	opposing	party.	If	the	first	criteria	are	not	met,	the	amendment	should	be	rejected.	If	the	second	criterion	is	not	met,	the	amendment	should	be	granted,	even	if	the	court	believes	the	party	seeking	the	amendment	will	be	unable	to	prove	the	altered	plea.	This	is
the	fundamental	test	that	underlies	the	courts'	previously	uncharted	power	to	amend	pleadings.	When	this	cardinal	criterion	is	not	met,	no	change	should	be	authorised.	The	second	requirement,	which	is	as	crucial,	states	that	no	alteration	shall	be	permitted	that	would	be	unfair	to	the	opposing	party.	It	is	well-established	law	that	an	amendment	can
be	made	if	it	does	not	cause	harm	to	the	other	party.	"There	is	no	unfairness	if	the	opposite	party	may	be	compensated	by	costs,"	says	one	fundamental	rule.	Thus,	the	court	may	allow	amendment	for	the	purpose	of	granting	consequential	relief;	or	granting	relief	based	on	different	approaches	to	the	same	facts;	or	to	avoid	duplication	of	or	to	take
account	of	subsequent	events;	or	to	clarify	the	pleadings;	or	to	allow	misdescription	of	parties	to	be	corrected,	and	so	on.	It's	true	that	courts	have	a	lot	of	leeway	when	it	comes	to	amending	pleadings.	However,	the	higher	the	discretion,	the	greater	the	risk	of	abuse.	In	the	end,	it's	a	legal	power,	and	no	legal	power	can	be	used	wrongly,	arbitrarily,	or
irrationally.	Generally,	leave	to	amend	will	be	refused	by	the	court	in	the	following	cases:	Leave	to	amend	will	be	denied	if	the	amendment	is	not	required	to	resolve	the	real	issue	in	dispute	between	the	parties.	In	the	case	of	Edevain	v.	Cohen[42]	it	was	found	that	when	carelessness	was	proven,	the	amendment	to	supply	its	particulars	was	denied,	as
it	was	redundant	and	pointless	because	the	real	controversy	had	already	been	decided.			Leave	to	amend	will	be	denied	if	it	adds	a	completely	new,	inconsistent	case	or	affects	the	suit's	or	defense's	fundamental	character.	In	Steward	v.	North	Metropolitan	Tramways	Co[43].,	the	test	for	whether	the	amendment	should	be	granted	is	whether	the
defendants	can	amend	without	putting	the	plaintiff	in	a	position	where	he	cannot	be	recouped,	as	it	were,	through	any	costs	allowance	or	otherwise.			Leave	to	amend	will	be	denied	if	the	proposed	alteration	has	the	effect	of	depriving	the	other	side	of	a	legal	right	that	has	accumulated	in	his	favour.	In	case	of	Weldon	v.	Neal[44],	every	amendment
should	be	authorised	if	it	can	be	made	without	causing	prejudice	or	injustice	to	the	opposing	party,	and	one	of	the	circumstances	where	the	amendment	may	cause	unfairness	to	the	opposing	party	is	when	it	takes	away	a	right	that	has	accrued	to	him	due	to	the	passage	of	time.			If	the	modification	request	is	not	presented	in	good	faith,	leave	to	modify
will	be	denied.	The	amendment	was	denied	as	not	being	bona	fide	where	there	is	no	substantive	cause	for	the	case	provided	by	the	amendment,	or	the	intention	is	to	defeat	or	delay	the	plaintiff's	claim,	or	simply	to	re-agitate	the	same	question	and	lead	more	evidence.	Merits	Not	To	Be	Considered	The	court	should	not	consider	the	accuracy	or
falsehood	of	the	case	in	the	amendment	when	deciding	whether	or	not	the	amendment	should	be	granted.	At	the	stage	of	admitting	a	request	for	amendment,	the	merits	of	the	amendment	sought	to	be	incorporated	by	way	of	amendment	are	not	to	be	judged.[45]	An	application	for	revision	of	a	plaint	or	written	statement	is	usually	granted	by	the	trial
court.	However,	an	appellate	or	revisional	court	can	grant	such	a	request	for	pleading	amendment.	In	appropriate	cases,	the	Supreme	Court	may	grant	an	application	for	revision	of	the	plaint	or	written	statement.	Notice	When	a	party	to	a	lawsuit	requests	an	amendment,	the	opposing	party	should	be	given	the	opportunity	to	raise	an	objection	to	the
request.	It	is	not	legal	or	valid	to	grant	an	amendment	without	first	hearing	the	opposing	party.	However,	if	the	change	is	solely	formal	or	technical,	the	lack	of	warning	is	irrelevant.	Recording	of	reasons	When	deciding	on	an	application	for	pleading	amendment,	the	Court	must	use	its	best	judgement	and	record	the	reasons	for	admitting	or	refusing
the	alteration.	Principles	Provisions	relating	to	pleadings	amendments	must	be	generously	read	in	order	to	advance	rather	than	defeat	the	goals	of	justice.	The	goal	and	objective	of	pleadings	rules	is	to	resolve	the	underlying	dispute	between	the	parties,	not	to	punish	them	for	their	faults,	negligence,	or	flaws.	The	exercise	of	discretionary	power	must
be	guided	by	legal	concerns,	and	the	greater	the	discretion,	the	more	care	and	caution	must	be	exercised.[46]	At	any	point	during	the	proceedings,	leave	to	amend	may	be	granted.	No	statute	of	limitations	applies	to	such	amending	petitions.	Leave	to	modify	may	be	given	before,	during,	or	after	the	trial,	or	in	First	Appeal,	Second	Appeal,	Supreme
Court,	or	even	execution	processes,	as	long	as	the	decree	is	legitimate,	lawful,	and	enforceable.	The	Amendment	Act	of	2002	added	a	proviso	to	Rule	17	that	restricts	and	curtails	the	court's	power,	stating	that	the	court	should	not	allow	such	amendment	after	the	start	of	the	trial	unless	it	finds	that,	despite	due	diligence,	the	matter	could	not	have
been	raised	by	the	party	before	the	start	of	the	trial.	Doctrine	Of	"Relation	Back"	In	most	cases,	an	amendment	is	related	to	the	pleading,	but	the	theory	is	not	absolute,	unqualified,	or	universal.	The	court	may,	in	suitable	situations,	rule	that	the	amendment	take	effect	from	the	date	the	application	was	filed	or	the	amendment	was	approved,	rather
than	the	date	the	plaint	or	written	declaration	was	filed.	Successive	Applications	As	a	general	rule,	if	an	application	for	amendment	is	denied	on	the	merits,	a	second	application	based	on	the	same	allegations	will	be	denied.	However,	if	circumstances	change,	an	application	for	amendment	may	be	filed	as	long	as	no	prejudice	is	caused	to	the	other
party.	Similarly,	if	an	earlier	application	is	withdrawn,	dismissed	for	default,	or	not	decided	on	the	merits,	a	new	application	must	be	filed.	The	rule	gives	the	court	unrestricted	latitude	in	deciding	what	terms	to	apply	when	granting	a	motion	to	amend	pleadings.	In	most	cases,	revision	will	be	permitted	if	the	party	updating	his	pleadings	pays	the
opposing	party's	fees.	However,	the	costs	awarded	should	be	reasonable	rather	than	exemplary.	In	Biiendra	Nath	v.	Mayank	Srivastava[47],	the	Supreme	Court	correctly	recognised	that	where	a	party	has	accepted	the	costs	as	a	condition	antecedent	to	the	amendment,	the	law	of	estoppel	precludes	the	party	from	contesting	the	order	of	amendment.
In	a	case	where	a	direction	for	payment	of	costs	is	made	independently	of	the	court's	exercise	of	discretionary	power,	this	concept	cannot	be	applied.	Appeal	An	order	granting	or	denying	a	request	for	amendment	is	neither	a	"decree"	as	defined	in	Section	2(2)[48]	nor	an	order	subject	to	appeal	under	Section	104[49]	read	with	Order	43	of	the	Code.
As	a	result,	there	is	no	way	to	challenge	such	a	decision.	An	order	accepting	or	disallowing	an	application,	on	the	other	hand,	can	be	challenged	in	a	decree	appeal.	Revision	An	order	allowing	or	refusing	amendment	is	a	"case	decided,"	subject	to	the	High	Court's	revisional	jurisdiction.	Because	it	is	within	the	trial	court's	discretion	to	allow	an
amendment	while	exercising	powers	under	Section	151	of	the	Code,	the	High	Court	will	typically	not	interfere	with	the	trial	court's	use	of	discretion.	Failure	To	Amend	If	a	person	who	has	received	an	injunction	for	leave	to	amend	doesn't	really	modify	within	the	time	specified	in	the	order,	or	within	14	days	from	the	date	of	the	order	if	no	period	is
indicated,	he	will	not	be	able	to	amend	after	the	stipulated	time	or	14	days	has	gone,	unless	the	court	expands	the	term.	However,	it	does	not	result	in	the	case	being	dismissed.	Even	after	the	intended	deadline	has	gone,	the	court	has	the	ability	to	extend	the	term.	In	some	cases,	the	court	will	allow	the	party	to	proceed	with	the	amendment	even
though	he	has	not	paid	the	additional	expenses.	Conclusion	Pleadings	are	the	foundation	of	any	legal	case.	The	pleading	lays	out	the	case.	It	is	the	cornerstone	upon	which	a	party's	case	is	built.	Pleadings	not	only	outline	the	issues	between	the	parties	for	the	court's	final	decision	at	the	trial,	but	they	also	manifest	and	exercise	their	importance
throughout	the	entire	litigation	process.	It	establishes	who	bears	the	burden	of	proof	and	who	has	the	authority	to	initiate	the	case.	It	also	establishes	a	limit	on	the	amount	of	relief	that	the	Court	can	provide.	It	instructs	the	parties	on	how	to	construct	arguments	and	learn	about	the	opposing	party's	arguments	in	order	to	build	claims	or	defences	by
either	party.	It	provides	direction	during	the	suit's	voyage.	They	also	establish	the	scope	of	admissible	evidence	that	the	parties	may	present	at	trial.	The	fundamental	norms	of	pleadings,	as	well	as	modifications	to	them,	are	laid	out	in	the	Code	of	Civil	Procedure.	These	provisions	are	intended	to	create	societal	balance	and	the	ultimate	goal	of	justice.
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parties	in	a	civil	suit	to	present	their	claims	and	defences.	They	serve	as	the	foundation	of	the	judicial	process,	helping	to	delineate	the	issues	in	dispute,	facilitating	a	clear	understanding	of	the	case	and	promoting	a	fair	and	efficient	trial.Pleading	under	the	Code	of	Civil	Procedure	(CPC),	1908,	refers	to	the	formal	written	statements	submitted	by	the
parties	involved	in	a	civil	suit.	These	documents	lay	out	the	respective	claims	and	defences	of	the	plaintiff	and	the	defendant,	setting	the	groundwork	for	the	legal	proceedings.	The	primary	objective	of	pleadings	is	to	clearly	outline	the	issues	in	dispute,	enabling	the	court	to	understand	the	case	and	facilitating	a	fair	and	efficient	trial.The	CPC	defines
two	main	types	of	pleadings:	the	plaint	and	the	written	statement.	The	plaint	is	the	document	filed	by	the	plaintiff,	detailing	the	facts	of	the	case,	the	legal	basis	for	the	claim	and	the	relief	sought.	The	written	statement	is	the	response	submitted	by	the	defendant,	addressing	the	allegations	made	in	the	plaint	and	presenting	any	defences.Pleadings
must	adhere	to	specific	rules,	such	as	stating	only	material	facts,	avoiding	legal	arguments	and	excluding	evidence.	This	ensures	that	the	focus	remains	on	the	facts	in	dispute,	allowing	the	court	to	apply	the	relevant	law	during	the	trial.	Properly	crafted	pleadings	help	streamline	the	judicial	process,	minimise	misunderstandings	and	ensure	that	both
parties	have	a	fair	opportunity	to	present	their	case.The	essence	of	the	rules	of	pleading	can	be	encapsulated	in	the	phrase,	“Plead	facts,	not	law.”	This	principle	requires	that	the	counsel	for	both	parties	focus	on	presenting	the	facts	of	their	case	rather	than	interpreting	or	suggesting	applicable	laws.The	basic	rules	of	pleadings	are	outlined	in	Sub-
rule	(1)	of	Rule	2	of	Order	VI	of	the	Code	of	Civil	Procedure,	1908.	These	rules	include:Pleading	Facts,	Not	Law:	This	principle	was	first	emphasised	in	the	case	of	Kedar	Lal	v.	Hari	Lal,	where	it	was	held	that	parties	must	state	the	facts	upon	which	they	base	their	claims.	The	court	applies	the	law	to	these	facts	to	render	a	judgement.	Parties	should
not	assert	or	apply	laws	in	their	pleadings.Material	Facts	Only:	Only	material	facts	should	be	included	in	pleadings.	Immaterial	facts	are	not	considered.	In	Union	of	India	v.	Sita	Ram,	the	court	clarified	that	material	facts	include	all	facts	upon	which	the	plaintiff	claims	damages	or	rights	or	upon	which	the	defendant	bases	his	defence.Exclusion	of
Evidence:	Pleadings	should	contain	statements	of	material	facts	but	not	the	evidence	by	which	those	facts	are	to	be	proved.	There	are	two	types	of	facts:Facts	Probanda:	Facts	that	need	to	be	proved	(material	facts).Facts	Probantia:	Facts	by	which	a	case	is	to	be	proved	(evidence).	Only	facts	probanda	should	be	included	in	pleadings.Conciseness:
Facts	should	be	presented	concisely,	without	omitting	important	details.	This	ensures	brevity	and	clarity	without	sacrificing	essential	information.In	addition	to	the	basic	rules,	there	are	several	particulars	or	specific	rules	that	must	be	adhered	to:Details	in	Cases	of	Fraud,	Misrepresentation,	etc.:	When	fraud,	misrepresentation,	breach	of	trust,	undue
influence	or	willful	default	are	alleged,	particulars	including	dates	and	items	must	be	specified.Consistency	in	Pleadings:	Departure	from	initial	pleadings	is	generally	not	permissible	except	through	amendments.	No	new	grounds	or	inconsistent	allegations	can	be	introduced	without	proper	amendments.Condition	Precedent:	Non-performance	of	a
condition	precedent	must	be	specifically	mentioned.	Performance	is	implied	and	need	not	be	pleaded.Denial	of	Contract:	Denial	of	a	contract	implies	denial	of	the	facts	of	the	contract,	not	its	validity,	enforceability	or	legality.State	of	Mind:	Conditions	of	the	mind	(e.g.,	malice,	fraudulent	intention,	knowledge)	can	be	alleged	as	facts	without	detailing
the	circumstances	from	which	they	are	inferred.Material	Facts	Only:	Only	material	facts	should	be	stated;	immaterial	facts	should	be	excluded.Notice:	When	a	notice	is	required	as	a	condition	precedent,	it	should	be	stated	without	detailing	its	form	or	circumstances	unless	material.Implied	Relations:	Implied	relationships	or	contracts	can	be	alleged
generally	without	detailing	the	conversations	or	letters	from	which	they	are	inferred.Onus	of	Proof:	Facts	that	deal	with	the	onus	of	proof	or	favour	a	party	should	not	be	pleaded.Signing	and	Verification:	Every	pleading	must	be	signed	by	the	party	or	their	pleader	and	verified	by	an	affidavit	by	someone	acquainted	with	the	facts.Address:	The	party	to
the	suit	must	provide	their	address	and	that	of	the	opposite	party.Affidavit:	Every	pleading	must	be	supported	by	an	affidavit	from	the	party	or	someone	knowledgeable	about	the	facts.Striking	Out	Pleadings:	Courts	may	strike	out	pleadings	that	are	scandalous,	frivolous,	unnecessary	or	intended	to	embarrass,	prejudice	or	delay	a	fair	trial.Amendment
of	Pleadings:	Amendments	to	pleadings	are	allowed	by	the	court	to	ensure	justice.Structure	and	Clarity:	Pleadings	should	be	divided	into	numbered	paragraphs,	with	each	containing	a	separate	allegation	or	argument.	Dates,	sums	and	totals	should	be	expressed	in	both	figures	and	words	for	clarity.Forms:	Wherever	applicable,	forms	from	Appendix	A
of	the	Code	should	be	used.	If	not	applicable,	similar	forms	should	be	employed.Rules	17	and	18	of	Order	VI	of	the	Code	of	Civil	Procedure,	1908,	govern	the	amendment	of	pleadings.	These	provisions	aim	to	achieve	justice	by	allowing	necessary	amendments	that	help	clarify	the	issues	in	dispute.Rule	17	provides	that	either	party	may	be	ordered	to
amend	their	pleadings	at	any	stage	of	the	proceedings	in	a	manner	that	is	fair	and	just.	The	objective	is	to	determine	the	exact	controversial	questions	between	the	parties,	ensuring	that	the	pleadings	accurately	reflect	the	issues	at	hand.Rule	18	addresses	the	consequences	of	failing	to	amend	pleadings	as	ordered	by	the	court.	If	a	party	does	not
amend	their	pleadings	within	the	specified	time	limit	or	within	14	days	if	no	time	is	specified,	they	will	not	be	permitted	to	amend	after	the	expiration	of	this	period	unless	the	court	extends	the	time.The	objective	of	pleading	is	to	streamline	court	proceedings	by	clearly	identifying	the	issues	in	dispute	and	the	material	facts	relevant	to	the	case.	The
rules	of	pleadings	under	CPC	ensure	that	both	parties	present	their	cases	based	on	facts	rather	than	law,	avoiding	unnecessary	details	and	focusing	on	the	core	issues.	The	ability	to	amend	pleadings	allows	for	flexibility	in	addressing	any	oversights	or	changes	in	the	case,	ensuring	that	justice	is	served.	By	adhering	to	these	principles,	the	legal
process	becomes	more	efficient,	fair	and	just	for	all	parties	involved.	Attention	all	law	students!	Are	you	tired	of	missing	out	on	internship,	job	opportunities	and	law	notes?	Well,	fear	no	more!	With	2+	lakhs	students	already	on	board,	you	don't	want	to	be	left	behind.	Be	a	part	of	the	biggest	legal	community	around!	Join	our	WhatsApp	Groups	(Click
Here)	and	Telegram	Channel	(Click	Here)	and	get	instant	notifications.	A	formal,	written	statement	asking	the	court	to	grant	relief,	or	to	decide	a	dispute,	is	referred	to	as	a	“pleading.”	The	written	complaint	filed	by	a	plaintiff	to	initiate	a	civil	lawsuit,	or	filed	by	a	prosecutor	to	initiate	criminal	proceedings,	as	well	as	the	written	answer	filed	by	a	civil
defendant	are	generally	the	first	pleadings	in	any	court	action.	Additional	documents	may	be	filed	with	the	court	later,	up	until,	and	throughout	the	trial	phase.	To	explore	this	concept,	consider	the	following	pleading	definition.A	formal	written	statement	of	a	party’s	claims	defense	in	a	court	action.The	act	of	supporting	or	furthering	a	cause	in	a	court
of	law.Origin1250-1300			Middle	English	pledyngeIn	the	earliest	courts	of	England,	the	parties	to	a	dispute	simply	presented	themselves	to	the	local	judge,	who	may	have	been	anything	from	an	appointed	jurist	to	the	lord	of	an	estate,	to	explain	the	issue.	As	the	system	moved	on	to	require	people	to	bring	their	issues	to	common-law	courts	established
by	the	King,	a	system	of	categorizing	disputes	became	necessary.The	courts	began	requiring	written	pleadings	to	be	submitted	detailing	each	party’s	position	in	the	case.	This	placed	the	judicial	system	out	of	reach	of	the	common	man,	who	often	lacked	the	ability	to	read	and	write,	and	who	could	not	afford	to	hire	a	representative.	As	time	went	by,
the	system	became	more	rigid,	enacting	requirements	that	were	more	and	more	difficult	to	meet.The	modern	court	system	uses	a	system	of	written	pleadings	to	funnel	cases	into	the	right	courts,	as	well	as	to:Give	notice	of	a	legal	action,	or	defenseSpell	out	the	facts	of	the	caseIdentify	the	issues	that	need	to	be	resolvedSome	systems	rely	primarily	on
the	initial	pleadings	to	classify	a	case,	while	others	use	pleadings	as	well	as	other	procedures,	such	as	discovery	and	pretrial	conferences,	for	such	classification.	Each	jurisdiction	relies	on	its	Code	of	Civil	Procedures	or	Rules	of	Civil	Procedures	to	govern	the	way	each	case	progresses.The	system	of	pleadings	requires	certain	documents	to	be	filed	at
the	start	of	any	civil	lawsuit,	and	while	the	number	of	pleadings	that	may	be	used	is	vast,	they	are	filed	in	an	orderly	manner.	Each	jurisdiction’s	rules	of	civil	procedure	clearly	lay	out	which	documents	are	necessary,	when	they	are	to	be	filed,	when	answers	must	be	submitted	by	the	opposing	party,	and	even	how	the	documents	should	be	formatted.
The	most	commonly	used	pleadings	in	a	civil	lawsuit	include:The	filing	of	a	complaint	marks	the	beginning	of	a	lawsuit.	In	the	complaint,	the	person	filing	the	lawsuit	(the	“plaintiff”)	outlines	his	version	of	the	facts	of	the	dispute,	states	the	legal	basis	of	the	lawsuit,	and	tells	the	court	what	relief	he	is	seeking.A	summons	is	a	formal	written	notice	to
the	person	being	sued	(the	“defendant”)	that	a	lawsuit	has	been	filed.	Most	jurisdictions	require	that	a	summons	accompany	the	civil	complaint,	as	it	lists	the	reason	for	the	lawsuit,	the	time	limit	the	defendant	has	to	file	a	response,	and	the	time,	date,	and	location	of	the	first	court	appearance.The	defendant’s	formal	written	response	to	the	lawsuit	is
referred	to	as	an	“answer.”	In	it,	the	defendant	addresses	each	issue	in	the	complaint,	either	admitting	or	denying	the	facts,	and	states	his	version	of	the	facts	of	the	dispute.	Once	a	defendant	has	been	served	with	a	complaint,	he	has	a	specified	period	of	time	in	which	to	file	an	answer.In	a	civil	lawsuit	it	is	not	uncommon	for	the	defendant	to	feel	that



he	is	the	injured	party,	rather	than	the	plaintiff.	While	he	is	still	required	to	file	an	answer	to	the	complaint	within	the	specified	time	limit,	he	may	also	file	a	counterclaim	describing	why	the	plaintiff	was	at	fault,	what	damages	he	has	suffered,	and	what	damages	he	is	seeking.For	example,	Sharon	is	backing	out	of	a	parking	stall	when	she	hits	another
vehicle	owned	by	Bob.	Bob	files	a	lawsuit	seeking	reimbursement	for	the	cost	of	repairing	his	car.	Sharon,	who	is	adamant	that	Bob	cut	through	another	row	of	cars	before	speeding	up	the	row	behind	her,	feels	the	accident	was	his	fault.	Sharon	may	file	a	counterclaim	to	Bob’s	lawsuit,	explaining	why	she	had	the	right-of-way,	and	what	damages	she
would	like	the	court	to	award	her.In	addition	to	pleadings,	which	state	the	basis	for	the	lawsuit,	other	types	of	documents	are	used	throughout	the	court	proceeding.	These	documents	fall	into	two	categories:	(1)	motions,	which	ask	the	court	to	make	an	order	or	ruling	on	a	matter	within	the	bigger	picture	of	the	lawsuit	itself;	and	(2)	discovery,	which	is
used	in	gathering	facts	and	evidence	in	the	case.There	are	several	types	of	discovery	documents	used	by	both	sides	to	a	dispute	to	gather	evidence.	These	documents	are	not	filed	with	the	court,	but	served	on	the	opposing	party.	Strict	timelines	govern	when	discovery	may	be	served	and	answered.	The	most	commonly	used	discovery	documents
include:Deposition	–	Testimony	made	under	oath	outside	of	the	court	for	the	purpose	of	establishing	certain	facts.	The	testimony	made	in	a	deposition	may	be	used	later	in	court.Interrogatories	–	A	set	of	written	questions	designed	to	gain	information	from	the	opposing	party.Request	for	Production	of	Documents	–	A	written	demand	for	the	opposing
party	to	provide	copies	of	specific	relevant	documents.Inspection	Demand	–	A	written	request	to	be	allowed	to	inspect	a	specific	relevant	item	or	place.Civil	Lawsuit	–	A	lawsuit	brought	about	in	court	when	one	person	claims	to	have	suffered	a	loss	due	to	the	actions	of	another	person.Damages	–	A	monetary	award	in	compensation	for	a	financial	loss,
loss	of	or	damage	to	personal	or	real	property,	or	an	injury.	“Pleading	is	define	in	Order	VI	Rule	1	of	the	CPC”	Pleadings	are	statement	in	writing	delivered	by	each	party	alternatively	to	his	opponent	stating	what	is	contention	will	be	at	the	trial	and	giving	all	such	details	as	his	opponents	needs	to	now	an	order	to	prepare	his	case	or	answer.	In	the
words	of	Jacob	“Pleadings	do	not	only	define	the	issues	between	the	parties	for	the	final	decision	of	the	court	at	the	trial,	they	manifest	and	exert	their	importance	throughout	the	whole	process	of	the	litigation.	Pleading	are	those	materials	or	essentials	or	essentials	facts	which	are	necessary	to	be	averred	in	order	to	put	a	forward	a	cause	or	to
establish	a	defence	in	a	judicial	proceeding.	It	is	the	backbone	of	the	suit	up	on	which	the	entire	edifice	of	the	suits	rests.	It	includes	allegations	and	counter	allegations	made	by	one	party	and	denied	by	the	other.	In	Halsbury	laws	of	England	it	has	been	noted	that	the	term	pleading	is	used	on	civil	cases	to	denote	a	document	in	which	a	party	to	a
proceeding	in	a	court	of	first	instance	is	required	by	law	to	formulate	in	writing	his	case	or	part	of	his	case	in	preparation	for	the	hearing.	Objects	of	pleading:-	1)	To	define	the	issues	involved	between	two	parties.	2)	To	provide	an	opportunity	to	the	opposite	party	or	other	side	to	met	up	the	particular	allegation	raised	against	him	or	her	and,	3)	To
enable	the	court	to	adjudicate	the	real	issues	involved	between	two	parties.	Case	Throp	vs	Holdsworth	AIR	1873	The	whole	objects	of	pleading	is	to	bring	the	parties	to	an	issue	and	the	meaning	of	the	rules	of	pleading	was	to	present	the	issue	being	enlarged	which	would	prevent	either	party	from	knowing	when	the	cause	came	on	for	trial	what	the
real	point	to	be	discussed	and	decided	was.	In	fact,	the	whole	meaning	of	the	system	is	to	narrow	the	parties	to	definite	issues	and	thereby	to	diminish	expense	and	delay,	especially	as	regards	the	amount	of	testimony	required	on	either	side	at	the	hearing.	Rules	of	pleading:-	a)	Fundamental	Rules:-	Fundamental	Rules	of	Pleading	emnate	from	the
requirements	of	Order	VI	Rule	2	of	the	CPC	which	runs	the:-	a)	Every	pleading	shall	contain	and	contain	only	a	statement	in	a	concise	form	of	the	material	on	which	the	party	pleading	relies	for	his	claim	or	defence,	as	the	case	may	be,	but	not	the	evidence	by	which	they	are	to	be	proved.	b)	Every	pleading	shall,	when	necessary	be	divided,	in
paragraphs	numbered	consecutively	each	allegation	being	so	far	as	is	convenient	contained	in	separate	paragraph.	c)	Dates	sums	and	numbers	shall	be	expressed	in	a	pleading	in	figures	as	well	as	in	words.	b)	Particular	Rules:-	a)	Particular	should	be	stated	in	a	pleading	wherever	it	is	necessary	to	do	so.	b)	Performance	of	any	condition	precedent
need	not	be	alleged	in	a	pleading.	c)	A	party	should	not	set	out	the	whole	or	any	part	of	a	document,	it	is	sufficient	to	state	the	legal	effect	of	the	same.	d)	Notice	may	also	be	alleged	as	a	fact	without	setting	out	the	circumstances	from	which	they	are	to	be	inferred.	e)	A	party	need	not	plead	any	fact	which	the	law	presumes	in	his	favor	or	as	to	which
the	burden	of	proof	lies	with	the	opposite	party.	f)	The	pleading	set	forth	sufficient	factual	details	to	the	extent	that	it	reduces	the	ability	to	put	forward	a	false	or	exaggerated	claim	or	defence.	PLAINT	Meaning:-	Plaint	is	defined	in	Order	7	of	CPC.	Plaint	is	a	statement	of	claim	filed	by	the	plaintiff	wherein	it	states	the	material	facts	upon	which	he
relies	in	support	of	his	case	and	claims	and	relief	he	desires.	The	object	of	the	plaint	is	to	acquaint	the	court	and	the	opposite	party	(i.e	the	defendant)	with	the	case	of	the	plaintiff	“Plaint	is	the	backbone	of	the	suit”.	The	real	nature	of	the	suit	has	to	be	gathered	from	the	plaint	as	a	whole	upon	the	facts	on	the	basis	of	which	the	claim	founded.
Essential	Part	of	Plaint:-	a)	Heading	and	Title	b)	Body	the	Plaint	a)	Substantial	Portion:-	i)	Matters	of	inducement.	ii)	Facts	constituting	case	of	action	(Order	VII	Rule	1(d))	iii)	Facts	showing	defendants	interest	and	liability	(Order	VII	Rule	5)	b)	Formal	Portion:-	i)	Date	of	cause	of	action	ii)	Statements	of	facts	pertaining	to	jurisdiction.	iii)	Statement	as
to	valuation	of	suit.	iv)	Statement	as	to	minority	or	insanity	of	a	party.	v)	Statement	as	to	plaintiff	representative	character.	vi)	Statement	as	to	grounds	of	exemption	from	limitation	law.	3)	Relief	claimed.	4)	Signature	and	verification.	Case	State	Bank	of	India	Vs	Ram	Das	(1998)	Del	49	In	a	suit	seeking	recovery	of	loan	advanced	by	a	bank,	the	plaint
was	signed	and	verified	by	a	person	notified	under	gazette	and	competent	under	bank	regulations.	It	was	held	that	that	the	plaint	was	duly	and	properly	signed	and	verified.	It	is	signed	at	two	places,	at	the	close	of	relief	portion	and	at	the	end	of	verification.	The	pleader	(if	any)	puts	his	signature	at	the	foot	of	the	plaint.	WRITTEN	STATEMENT
“Written	Statement	is	defined	in	Order	8	of	CPC”		Written	statement	is	the	statement	or	defence	of	the	defendant	by	which	he	either	admits	the	claims	of	the	plaintiff	or	denies	the	allegations	or	averments	made	by	the	plaintiff	in	his	plaint.	Case:-	Rachappa	Vs	Gurusidappa	(1989)	SC	635	The	SC	categorically	stated	that	the	term	“written	statement”
in	term	of	specific	connotation	signifying	a	reply	to	plaint	filed	by	the	defendant.	According	to	Sub	Rule	1	of	Order	VIII	Rule	1	the	defendant	must	file	his	written	statement	within	30	days	from	the	date	of	service	of	summons	on	him.	But	where	the	defendant	fails	to	file	the	written	statement	within	the	said	period	of	30	days,	the	court	for	reasons	to	be
recorded	in	writing	may	extend	the	period	upto	90	days.	The	court	in	his	discretion	would	have	power	to	allow	the	defendant	to	file	written	statement	even	after	expiry	of	90	days.	Essentials	of	written	statement:-	1)	Heading	and	Title.	2)	Body	of	the	written	statement.	3)	Signature	and	verification	a)	Constructive	admission	caused	by	defective	denials
(Order	VIII	Rule	5)	b)	Constructive	admission	caused	by	non-	filing	of	written	statement.	(Order	VIII	Rule	5(2))	Who	may	file	written	statement:-	A	written	statement	may	be	filed	by	the	defendant	or	by	his	duly	authorized	agent.	In	the	case	of	more	than	one	defendants,	the	common	written	statements	filed	by	them	must	be	signed	by	all	of	them.	But	it
is	sufficient	if	it	is	verified	by	one	of	them	who	is	aware	of	the	facts	of	the	case	and	is	in	a	position	to	file	an	affidavit.	But	a	written	statement	filed	by	one	defendant	does	not	bind	other	defendants.	Pleading	is	the	foundation	of	litigation.	Pleading	has	been	dealt	with	in	Order	6	of	the	Civil	Procedure	Code.	Order	6	Rule	1	of	CPC	defines	pleadings	as
plaint	or	written	statement.The	word	‘plaint’	is	undefined	in	the	code.	However,	it	can	be	said	to	be	the	statement	of	claim	–	a	document	that	contains	the	material	fact	by	the	presentation	of	which	a	suit	is	instituted	in	the	court	of	law.	The	word	‘written	statement‘	has	also	not	been	defined	in	the	code.	In	‘Food	Corporation	of	India	vs	Yadav	engineer
and	contractor‘,	it	has	been	defined	as	a	term	of	specific	connotation	ordinarily	signifying	a	reply	to	the	plaint	filed	by	the	plaintiff.According	to	Cornell	Law	School,	The	pleading	is	the	beginning	stage	of	the	lawsuit	in	which	parties	formally	submit	their	claims	and	defences.Objects	of	PleadingHere	are	four	objectives	of	pleading:Pleadings	ascertain
the	actual	issues	between	the	parties.Pleadings	state	the	issues	to	avoid	surprise	to	the	other	party.Pleadings	narrow	down	the	area	of	conflict.Pleadings	state	the	facts	which	need	to	be	proved	at	the	trial.In	‘Virendra	Kashinath	vs	Vinayak	N.	Joshi‘,	the	Supreme	Court	stated,	“the	object	of	the	rule	is	twofold:	First	is	to	afford	the	other	side
intimidation	regarding	the	particular	facts	of	his	case	so	that	they	may	be	met	by	the	other	side.	Second	is	to	enable	the	court	to	determine	what	is	really	the	issue	between	the	parties.”Importance	of	PleadingThe	fate	of	the	suit	lies	on	the	pleading	as;	Pleading	determines	the	burden	of	proof.It	aids	the	court	in	the	final	decision	of	the	case.Pleading
enables	the	court	to	decide	the	right	of	the	parties	in	the	trial.Pleading	enables	the	opposite	party	to	know	the	case.Basic	rules	of	PleadingBasic	rules	of	pleadings	are	given	in	Order	6	Rule	2	of	the	Civil	Procedure	Code,	1908.	They	are	as	follows:Pleading	should	state	the	facts.The	fact	should	be	material	facts.Pleading	should	not	state	the
evidence.The	facts	stated	in	the	pleading	should	be	in	a	concise	form.Let	us	learn	more	about	these	four	points	in	detail.1.	Pleading	should	state	the	facts.The	first	rule	of	pleading	states	that	the	pleading	should	state	the	facts	and	only	facts	and	not	the	law.	Question	of	fact	must	be	pleaded,	i.e.	the	existence	of	any	custom	or	usage,	intention,	waiver
or	negligence	must	be	pleaded.2.	The	fact	should	be	material	facts.The	second	rule	of	pleading	is	that	the	facts	stated	should	be	material	facts	only	and	not	the	particulars.	Material	facts	are	the	basic	facts.In	‘Virendra	Nath	vs	Satpal	Singh‘,	the	Supreme	Court	stated,	“the	phrase	‘material’	fact	may	be	said	to	be	those	facts	upon	which	a	party	relies
for	his	claim	or	defence.	In	other	words,	‘material	facts’	are	facts	upon	which	the	plaintiff’s	cause	of	action	or	the	defendant’s	defence	defends.”	Whether	a	fact	is	a	material	fact	or	not	differs	from	case	to	case	and	depends	on	the	circumstances	of	the	case.3.	Pleading	should	not	state	the	evidenceThe	third	rule	of	pleading	is	that	the	pleading	should
not	state	the	evidence	with	which	the	material	facts	are	to	be	proved.	Facts	are	of	two	types:	(i)	Facta	probanda:	the	facts	which	need	to	be	proved.	(ii)	Facta	probantia:	the	fact	through	which	material	facts	are	proved.	Facta	probanda	should	be	pleaded	in	the	pleadings	and	not	the	facta	probantia.4.	The	facts	stated	in	the	pleading	should	be	in	a
concise	form.The	last	fundamental	rule	of	pleading	is	that	the	pleading	should	be	in	a	concise	form.	Unnecessary	and	irrelevant	details	should	not	be	added	to	the	pleading.	Instead,	pleading	should	be	precise,	clear	and	specific.Other	rules	of	PleadingOther	rules	of	pleadings	have	been	given	under	Rule	4	to	18	of	Order	6	of	CPC:Every	pleading	must
be	signed	by	the	party	or	his	pleader	–	Rule	14Particulars	with	date	should	be	stated,	wherever	misrepresentation,	fraud,	breach	of	trust,	wilful	default	or	undue	influence	is	pleaded	in	the	pleading	–	Rule	4The	effect	of	the	document	shall	be	stated	briefly	where	the	contents	of	any	document	are	material	–	Rule	9Related:	Amendment	of	Pleadings
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