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This is the FPR writer’s kit for this entry. The grey notes tell you what goes where. Delete them, and this paragraph, before you submit.
Thesis
One sentence. It is set in large type at the top of your piece. If you cannot put your point in one sentence, the piece is not ready.

Abstract
About a hundred words: the question, how you went about it, and what you conclude.

The rule
State the doctrine in a sentence or two, as a court would apply it.

The leading cases
Where it began and the decisions that shaped it, with pinpoint references.

Limits and exceptions
When the doctrine does not apply, and who decided that.

How it is applied today
Two or three recent decisions that show the doctrine at work.

What is unsettled
Open questions and conflicting decisions.

Notes for the writer (delete before submitting)
Scope of this entry. The practice of refusing a writ where a statutory remedy exists, and the settled exceptions to it.
Authorities to start from. These are places to begin, listed by the editors. Read each one in the original and check the citation before you rely on it.
•  Whirlpool Corpn. v. Registrar of Trade Marks, (1998) 8 SCC 1
•  United Bank of India v. Satyawati Tondon, (2010) 8 SCC 110
Length. At least 2,000 words if you are in year 1 or 2, and at least 3,000 from year 3 on. Footnotes do not count.
Citations. Bluebook, each one in a footnote (References, Insert Footnote). Cite the judgment or the statute itself, with a pinpoint, not a commentary on it.
Your own prose. You may use AI tools to find and search sources. The writing must be yours, and you will be asked how you used any tool when you submit.
Submit at https://fpr.iura.in/submit after claiming the entry at https://fpr.iura.in/doctrines/exhaustion-of-alternative-remedies
