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FOREWORD 

 

More has been said about the writing of lawyers and judges than of any other group, except, 

of course, poets and novelists. The difference is that while the latter has usually been admired 

for their writing, the public has almost always damned lawyers and judges for theirs. If this 

state of affairs has changed in recent times, it is only in that many lawyers and judges have 

now joined the rest of the world is complaining about the quality of legal prose. My best 

wishes to all these student contributors, for their future endeavors. My best wishes and 

assurance to the readers that this will add a lot to the knowledge after reading this perfect 

case compilation. It’s not just for the legal fraternity but for anyone who has an interest in the 

field of law.  

                                                                          By -  

Vrinda Khanna, Associate  

                                                                                                       All India Legal Forum 
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PREFACE 

 

May there be Peace in Heaven, may there be Peace in the Sky, may there be Peace in the 

Earth,  

May there be Peace in the Water, May there be Peace in the Plants, May there be Peace in the  

Trees, May there be Peace in the Gods in the various Worlds, May there be Peace in all the 

human beings, May there be Peace in All,  

 

PEACE, PEACE, PEACE.  

 

Our age-old culture prays for peace and happiness for one and all. Family is the first and 

oldest social group. It has played an important role in the stability and prosperity of the 

civilization. Almost everything of lasting value in humanity has its roots in the family. Peace 

and harmony in the family are important for the all-round development of children. This 

Compilation of Judgments of the Supreme Court of India and High Court of India by All 

India Legal Forum is aimed at bringing about desired sensitivity in all duty holders. We’re 

glad to be a part of the All India Forum.  

 

Here’s an introduction to my team:  

 

Patron- in-Chief: Aayush Akar  

Editor-in-Chief: Shubhank Suman  

Senior Manager: Mahimashree Kar  

Manager: Deb Zyoti Das  

Researchers:  

Elamathy. S  

Yash Sharma  

Astha Miglani  

Editor: Srabana Dutta 
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DISCLAIMER 

 

Team AILF India has made all efforts to summarize the cases from original cases retrieved 

from AIR and SCC. In some cases, the team has tried to summarize cases from the available 

sources as they could not find original ones. 
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INDIAN CONTRACT ACT, 1872 

CHAPTER IX (SEC. 148-181) 

SECTION 148. "Bailment", "bailor" and "bailee" defined. 

A "bailment" is the delivery of goods by one person to another for some purpose, upon a 

contract that they shall, when the purpose is accomplished, be returned or otherwise disposed 

of according to the directions of the person delivering them. The person delivering the goods 

is called the "bailor". The person to whom they are delivered is called, the "bailee". 

Explanation.—If a person already in possession of the goods of another contracts to hold 

them as a bailee, he thereby becomes the bailee, and the owner becomes the bailor of such 

goods, although they may not have been delivered by way of bailment. 

SECTION 149. Delivery to bailee how made. 

The delivery to the bailee may be made by doing anything which has the effect of putting the 

goods in the possession of the intended bailee or of any person authorized to hold them on his 

behalf. 

SECTION 150. Bailor's duty to disclose faults in goods bailed. 

The bailor is bound to disclose to the bailee faults in the goods bailed, of which the bailor is 

aware, and which materially interfere with the use of them, or expose the bailee to 

extraordinary risks; and if he does not make such disclosure, he is responsible for damage 

arising to the bailee directly from such faults. 

If the goods are bailed for hire, the bailor is responsible for such damage, whether he was or 

was not aware of the existence of such faults in the goods bailed. 

Illustrations 

(a) A lends a horse, which he knows to be vicious, to B. He does not disclose the fact that the 

horse is vicious. The horse runs away. B is thrown and injured. A is responsible to B for 

damage sustained. 
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 (b) A hires a carriage of B. The carriage is unsafe, though B is not aware of it, and A is 

injured. B is responsible to A for the injury. 

SECTION 151. Care to be taken by bailee. 

In all cases of bailment the bailee is bound to take as much care of the goods bailed to him as 

a man of ordinary prudence would, under similar circumstances, take of his own goods of the 

same bulk, quality and value as the goods bailed 

SECTION 152. Bailee when not liable for loss, etc., of thing bailed. 

The bailee, in the absence of any special contract, is not responsible for the loss, destruction 

or deterioration of the thing bailed, if he has taken the amount of care of it described in 

section 151. 

SECTION 153. Termination of bailment by bailee's act inconsistent with conditions. 

A contract of bailment is avoidable at the option of the bailor, if the bailee does any act with 

regard to the goods bailed, inconsistent with the conditions of the bailment. 

Illustration 

A lets to B, for hire, a horse for his own riding. B drives the horse in his carriage. This is, at 

the 'option of A, a termination of the bailment. 

SECTION 154. Liability of bailee making unauthorized use of goods bailed. 

If the bailee makes any use of the goods bailed which is not according to the conditions of the 

bailment, he is liable to make compensation to the bailor for any damage arising to the goods 

from or during such use of them. 

Illustrations 

(a) A lends a horse to B for his own riding only. B allows C, a member of his family, to ride 

the horse. C rides with care, but the horse accidentally falls and is injured. B is liable to make 

compensation to A for the injury done to the horse. 
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(b) A hires a horse in Calcutta from B expressly to march to Benares. A rides with clue care, 

but marches to Cuttack instead. The horse accidentally falls and is injured. A is liable to make 

compensation to B for the injury to the horse. 

SECTION 155.  Effect of mixture, with bailor's consent, of his goods with bailee's. 

If the bailee, with the consent of the bailor, mixes the goods of the bailor with his own goods, 

the bailor and the bailee shall have an interest, in proportion to their respective shares, in the 

mixture thus produced. 

SECTION 156 Effect of mixture, without bailor's consent, when the good can be 

separated. 

If the bailee, without the consent of the bailor, mixes the goods of the bailor with his own 

goods, and the goods can be separated or divided, the property in the goods remains in the 

parties respectively; but the bailee is bound to bear the expense of separation or division, and 

any damage arising from the mixture.  

 

Illustration 

A bails 100 bales of cotton marked with a particular mark to B. B, without A's consent, mixes 

the 100 bales with other bales of his own, bearing a different mark: A is entitled to have his 

100 bales returned, and B is bound to bear all the expense incurred in the separation of the 

bales, and any other incidental damage. 

SECTION 157. Effect of mixture, without bailor's consent, when the goods cannot be 

separated. 

If the bailee, without the consent of the bailor, mixes the goods of the bailor with his own 

goods, in such a manner that it is impossible to separate the goods bailed from the other 

goods, and deliver them back, the bailor is entitled to be compensated by the bailee for the 

loss of the goods. 

Illustration 
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A bails a barrel of Cape flour worth Rs. 45 to B. B, without A's consent, mixes the flour with 

country flour of his own, worth only Rs. 25 a barrel. B must compensate A for the loss of his 

flour. 

SECTION 158 Repayment, by bailor, of necessary expenses. 

Where, by the conditions of the bailment, the goods are to be kept or to be carried, or to have 

work done upon them by the bailee for the bailor, and the bailee is to receive no 

remuneration, the bailor shall repay to the bailee the necessary expenses incurred by him for 

the purpose of the bailment.  

SECTION 159. Restoration of goods lent gratuitously. 

The lender of a thing for use may at any time require its return, if the loan was gratuitous, 

even though he lent it for a specified time or purpose. But if, on the faith of such loan made 

for a specified time or purpose, the borrower has acted in such a manner that the return of the 

thing lent before the time agreed upon would cause him loss exceeding the benefit actually 

derived by him from the loan, the lender must, if he compels the return, indemnify the 

borrower for the amount in which the loss so occasioned exceeds the benefit so derived. 

SECTION 160. Return of goods bailed, on expiration of time or accomplishment of 

purpose. 

It is the duty of the bailee to return, or deliver according to the bailors directions, the goods 

bailed, without demand, as soon as the time for which they were bailed has expired, or the 

purpose for which they were bailed has been accomplished. 

SECTION 161. Bailee's responsibility when goods are not duly returned. 

If, by the default of the bailee, the goods are not returned, delivered or tendered at the proper 

time, he is responsible to the bailor for any loss, destruction or deterioration of the goods 

from that time. 

SECTION 162. Termination of gratuitous bailment by death. 

A gratuitous bailment is terminated by the death either of the bailor or of the bailee.  
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SECTION 163. Bailor entitled to increase or profit from goods bailed. 

In the absence of any contract to the contrary, the bailee is bound to deliver to the bailor, or 

according to his directions, any increase or profit which may have accrued from the goods 

bailed. 

Illustration 

A leaves a cow in the custody of B to be taken care of. The cow has a calf. B is bound to 

deliver the calf as well as the cow to A. 

SECTION 164. Bailor's responsibility to bailee. 

The bailor is responsible to the bailee for any loss which the bailee may sustain by reason that 

the bailor was not entitled to make the bailment, or to receive back the goods, or to give 

directions respecting them. 

SECTION 165. Bailment by several joint owners. 

If several joint owners of goods bail them, the bailee may deliver them back to, or according 

to the directions of, one joint owner without the consent of all in the absence of any 

agreement to the contrary. 
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CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973  

COMPLAINTS TO MAGISTRATES  

The chapter XV deals with the issue of complaints to the Magistrates. This procedure of 

issuing complaints about judicial and other conducts makes provision for bringing into notice 

directly to the chief magistrates also.  

It must be remembered that an order summoning a person to appear in a court of law to 

answer a criminal charge entails serious consequences. It has the effect of abridging the 

liberty of a citizen which is held so precious and sacred in our Republic. Such an order must 

not be passed unless it has behind it the sanction of law.  

EXAMINATION OF COMPLAINT (SECTION 200) 

A Magistrate taking cognizance of an offence on a complaint shall examine upon oath the 

complainant and the witnesses present, if any, and that the substance of such examination 

shall be reduced to writing and shall be signed by the complainant and the witnesses, and also 

by the Magistrate. 

Provided that, when the complaint is made in writing, the Magistrate need not examine the 

complainant and the witnesses,  

● if a public servant, acting or purporting to act in the discharge of his official duties, or 

a court has made the complaint 

● if the Magistrate makes over the case for inquiry or trial to another Magistrate under 

Section 192  

Provided further that if the Magistrate makes over the case to another Magistrate under 

section 192 after examining the complainant and the witnesses, the latter Magistrate need not 

re – examine them.  

PROCEDURE BY MAGISTRATE NOT COMPETENT TO TAKE COGNIZANCE 

OF THE CASE (SECTION 201) 

If the complaint is made to a Magistrate who is not competent to take cognizance of the 

offence, he shall,  
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● If the complaint is in writing return it for presentation to the proper Court with an 

endorsement to that effect.  

● If the complaint is not in writing direct the complainant to the proper Court.  

POSTPONEMENT OF ISSUE OF PROCESS (SECTION 202)  

Any Magistrate, on receipt of a complaint of an offence of which he is authorized to take 

cognizance or which has been made over to him under section 192, may, if he thinks fit, 

postpone the issue of process against the accused, and either inquire into the case himself or 

direct an investigation to be made by a Police officer or by such other person as he thinks fit, 

for the purpose of deciding whether or not there is sufficient ground for proceeding.  

Provided that, no such direction for investigation shall be made,  

● Where it appears to the Magistrate that the offence complained of is triable 

exclusively by the Court of Session.  

● Where the complaint has not been made by the Court, unless the complainant and the 

witnesses present (if any) have been examined on oath under section 200.  

In an inquiry under sub – section (1), the Magistrate may, if he thinks fit, to take evidence of 

witnesses on oath.  

EXCEPTION  

● The proviso to Section 202(2) is intended to enable the accused to have an overall 

picture of the case against him and to afford him a full and fair opportunity of 

defending himself. This has been held to be mandatory. Some High Courts held that 

non-compliance with the proviso to Section 202(2) cannot be treated as “irregularity” 

that could be cured under Section 465. It was also opined that non-compliance was 

likely not only to mislead the accused but also to end in failure of justice.  

● Provided that if it appears to the Magistrate that the offence complained of is triable 

exclusively by the Court of Session, he shall call upon the complainant to produce all 

his witnesses and examine them on oath.  

● If an investigation under sub – section (1) is made by a person not being a police 

officer, he shall have for that investigation all the powers conferred by this Code on 

an officer in charge of a police station except the power to arrest without warrant.  
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● However, if the Magistrate makes an inquiry himself, he cannot direct investigation; 

and when he directs an investigation, he cannot inquire into the matter himself. In a 

case where the respondent, after having been convicted in the police case initiated, 

complaint case against the petitioners on the same incident and the Magistrate issued 

process. The Magistrate’s action was assailed in the Delhi High Court which 

following the Supreme Court’s decision in Gopal Vijay Verma v. Bhuneshwar 

Prasad Sinha, ruled that the Magistrate’s act was valid. The court has not examined 

Section 300 of the Code. Nor was the question whether the High Court was entitled to 

do in the exercise of inherent powers discussed. 

 DISMISSAL OF COMPLAINT (SECTION 203)  

If, after considering the statements on oath (if any), of the complainant and of the witnesses, 

and the result of the inquiry or investigation (if any)  under Section 202, the Magistrate is of 

opinion that there is no sufficient ground for proceeding, he shall dismiss the complaint, and 

in every such case he shall briefly record his reasons for doing so.  

In Chandra Deo Singh v. Prokash Chandra Bose, where dismissal of a complaint by the 

Magistrate at the stage of inquiry under Section 202 was set aside, the Supreme Court laid 

down that the test was whether there was sufficient ground for proceeding and not whether 

there was sufficient ground for conviction. 

It was observed in Kailash Chaudhari v. State of U.P and Manmohan Malhotra v. PAL 

Abdul Salan, that the order of dismissal of complaint is subject to scrutiny by higher courts 

and is revisable; and therefore, the recording of reasons for such dismissal would be useful 

for such scrutiny. It should be possible for the accused at this stage to satisfy the Magistrate 

that there was no case at all against him and that he can even recall the order issuing process 

under Section 204 and The order passed under Section 203 could be challenged in revision. 

The question whether a suspect is entitled to hearing by the revisional court in a revision 

preferred by the complainant challenging an order of the Magistrate dismissing the complaint 

under Section 203 has been answered in the affirmative by the Supreme Court in 

Manharibbai Muljibhai Kakadia v. Shaileshbhai Mohanbhai Pate dismiss the complaint 

under Section 203.  

NOTE  
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Criminal Law Amendment Act, 2005  

 False complaints are filed against persons residing at far off places simply to harass them. In 

order to see that innocent person are not harassed by unscrupulous persons, this clause seeks 

to amend sub – section (1) of section 202 to make it obligatory upon the Magistrate that 

before summoning the accused residing beyond his jurisdiction, he shall enquire into the case 

himself or direct investigation to be made by a police officer or by such other person as he 

thinks fit, for finding out whether or not there was sufficient ground for proceeding against 

the accused.  

There is no statutory bar in filing a second complaint on the same facts.  

Poonam Chand Jain v. Fazru AIR, 2005 SC 38.  

In a case where a previous complaint is dismissed without assigning any reason, the 

Magistrate under section 204, CrPC, may take cognizance of an offence and issue process if 

there is sufficient ground for proceeding.  

But the second complaint on the same facts could be entertained only in exceptional 

circumstances, namely, where the previous order was passed on an incomplete record or on a 

misunderstanding of the nature of complaint or it was manifestly absurd, unjust or where new 

facts which could not, with reasonable diligence, have been brought on record in the previous 

proceedings have been adduced.  
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THE SPECIFIC RELIEF ACT, 1963 

PART III 

PREVENTIVE RELIEF 

Chapter VIII - Perpetual Injunctions  

(Sections 40 – 42) 

SECTION 40 -  DAMAGES IN LIEU OF, OR IN ADDITION TO, INJUNCTION 

(1) The plaintiff in a suit for perpetual injunction under Section 38, or mandatory injunction 

under Section 39, may claim damages either in addition to, or in substitution for, such 

injunction and the Court may, if it thinks fit, award such damages.  

(2) No relief for damages shall be granted under this Section unless the plaintiff has claimed 

such relief in his plaint: Provided that where no such damages have been claimed in the 

plaint, the Court shall, at any stage of the proceedings, allow the plaintiff to amend the plaint 

on such terms as may be just for including such claim. 

 (3) The dismissal of a suit to prevent the breach of an obligation existing in favour of the 

plaintiff shall bar his right to sue for damages for such breach. 

 

Section 41 - TEMPORARY AND PERPETUAL INJUNCTION 

 

EFFECT OF THE AMENDMENT ACT OF 2018  

Section 41(ha) is instituted to prevent courts from granting injunctions in contracts related to 

infrastructure projects, if such an injunction would hinder or delay the completion of the 

project. The new Schedule has also been introduced by the amendment which contains the 

list of activities which will be treated as ‘infrastructure projects’. Such activities are in the 

sectors of transportation, energy, water & sanitation, communication and social & 

commercial infrastructure. Under section 20A, the central government may amend the list 

through notification. 

SECTION 42 - INJUNCTION TO PERFORM NEGATIVE DUTY 
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Comment  

Clause (e) of Section 41 of the Specific Relief Act lays down that an injunction cannot be 

granted to prevent the breach of a contract the performance of which would not be 

specifically enforced. Section 42 of the Act, therefore, lays down that notwithstanding 

anything contained in cl. (e) of Section 41, where a contract comprises an affirmative 

agreement to do a certain act, coupled with a negative agreement, express or implied, not to 

do a certain act, the circumstances that the Court is unable to compel specific performance of 

the affirmative agreement shall not preclude it from granting an injunction to perform the 

negative agreement: provided that the plaintiff has not failed to perform the contract so far as 

it is binging on him.  

The section, therefore, enables the Court to direct the fulfillment of as much relief as possible 

by restraining the breach of the negative contract, although the Court is powerless to direct 

specific performance of the positive agreement because it is dependent on the personal 

volition or qualifications of a party. 

Essentials of Section 42  

The essential requirements of Section 42 of the Act are the following: (i) the contract consists 

of two agreements, i.e., (a) an affirmative agreement to do a certain act, and (b) a negative 

agreement, express or implied, not to do a certain act; (ii) the negative part is capable of 

being separated from the rest of the contract; and (iii) the applicant must not have failed to 

perform the contract so far as it is binding on him 
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INDIAN EVIDENCE ACT, 1872 

Proof of facts by oral evidence (SECTION 59)  

All facts, except the [contents of documents or electronic records], may be proved by oral 

evidence. All facts, except the [contents of documents or electronic records], may be proved 

by oral evidence. 

Oral evidence must be direct (SECTION 60)  

Oral evidence must, in all cases whatever, be direct; that is to say— If it refers to a fact which 

could be seen, it must be the evidence of a witness who says he saw it; If it refers to a fact 

which could be heard, it must be the evidence of a witness who says he heard it; If it refers to 

a fact which could be perceived by any other sense or in any other manner, it must be the 

evidence of a witness who says he perceived it by that sense or in that manner; If it refers to 

an opinion or to the grounds on which that opinion is held, it must be the evidence of the 

person who holds that opinion on those grounds: Provided that the opinions of experts 

expressed in any treatise commonly offered for sale, and the grounds on which such opinions 

are held, may be proved by the production of such treatises if the author is dead or cannot be 

found, or has become incapable of giving evidence, or cannot be called as a witness without 

an amount of delay or expense which the Court regards as unreasonable: Provided also that, if 

oral evidence refers to the existence or condition of any material thing other than a document, 

the Court may, if it thinks fit, require the production of such material thing for its inspection. 

Proof of contents of documents (SECTION 61) 

The contents of documents may be proved either by primary or by secondary evidence. 

Primary evidence (SECTION 62) 

Primary evidence means the document itself produced for the inspection of the Court.  

Where a document is executed in several parts, each part is primary evidence of the 

document; where a document is executed in counterpart, each counterpart being executed by 

one or some of the parties only, each counterpart is primary evidence as against the parties 

executing it. Where a number of documents are all made by one uniform process, as in the 
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case of printing, lithography, or photography, each is primary evidence of the contents of the 

rest; but, where they are all copies of a common original, they are not primary evidence of the 

contents of the original.  

Illustration 

A person is shown to have been in possession of a number of placards, all printed at one time 

from one original. Any one of the placards is primary evidence of the contents of any other, 

but no one of them is primary evidence of the contents of the original. 

Secondary evidence (SECTION 63) 

Secondary evidence means and includes— 

(1) Certified copies given under the provisions hereinafter contained1;1;" 

(2) Copies made from the original by mechanical processes which in themselves insure the 

accuracy of the copy, and copies compared with such copies; 

(3) Copies made from or compared with the original; 

(4) Counterparts of documents as against the parties who did not execute them; 

(5) Oral accounts of the contents of a document given by some person who has himself seen 

it. Illustrations 

(a) A photograph of an original is secondary evidence of its contents, though the two have not 

been compared, if it is proved that the thing photographed was the original. 

(b) A copy compared with a copy of a letter made by a copying machine is secondary 

evidence of the contents of the letter, if it is shown that the copy made by the copying 

machine was made from the original. 

(c) A copy transcribed from a copy, but afterwards compared with the original, is secondary 

evidence; but the copy not so compared is not secondary evidence of the original, although 

the copy from which it was transcribed was compared with the original. 
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(d) Neither an oral account of a copy compared with the original, nor an oral account of a 

photograph or machine-copy of the original, is secondary evidence of the original.  

COMMENTS  

Admissibility Application moved for permission to lead secondary evidence based on ground 

of loss of document. Presence of document proved from the facts pleaded - Allowing 

secondary evidence not illegal; Sobha Rani v. Ravikumar, AIR 1999 P&H 21. Tape-

recorded statements are admissible in evidence; K.S. Mohan v. Sandhya Mohan, AIR 1993 

Mad 59. Certified copies of money lender’s licences are admissible in evidence; K. 

Shivalingaiah v. B.V. Chandrashekara Gowda, AIR 1993 Kant 29. 

Proof of documents by primary evidence (SECTION 64) 

Documents must be proved by primary evidence except in the cases hereinafter mentioned. 

 Cases in which secondary evidence relating to documents may be given (SECTION 65) 

Secondary evidence may be given of the existence, condition, or contents of a document in 

the following cases:— 

(a) When the original is shown or appears to be in the possession or power— of the person 

against whom the document is sought to be proved, or of any person out of reach of, or not 

subject to, the process of the Court, or of any person legally bound to produce it, and when, 

after the notice mentioned in section 66, such person does not produce it; 

(b) when the existence, condition or contents of the original have been proved to be admitted 

in writing by the person against whom it is proved or by his representative in interest; 

(c) when the original has been destroyed or lost, or when the party offering evidence of its 

contents cannot, for any other reason not arising from his own default or neglect, produce it 

in reasonable time; 

(d) when the original is of such a nature as not to be easily movable; 

(e) when the original is a public document within the meaning of section 74; 
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(f) when the original is a document of which a certified copy is permitted by this Act, or by 

any other law in force in 1[India] to be given in evidence;  [India] to be given in evidence . 

(g) when the originals consists of numerous accounts or other documents which cannot 

conveniently be examined in Court, and the fact to be proved is the general result of the 

whole collection. In cases (a), (c) and (d), any secondary evidence of the contents of the 

document is admissible. In case (b), the written admission is admissible. In case (e) or (f), a 

certified copy of the document, but no other kind of secondary evidence, is admissible. In 

case (g), evidence may be given as to the general result of the documents by any person who 

has examined them, and who is skilled in the examination of such documents. 

[65A. Special provisions as to evidence relating to electronic record.—The contents of 

electronic records may be proved in accordance with the provisions of section 65B.] 

[65B. Admissibility of electronic records.— 

(1) Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, any information contained in an 

electronic record which is printed on a paper, stored, recorded or copied in optical or 

magnetic media produced by a computer (hereinafter referred to as the computer 

output) shall be deemed to be also a document, if the conditions mentioned in this 

section are satisfied in relation to the information and computer in question and shall be 

admissible in any proceedings, without further proof or production of the original, as 

evidence of any contents of the original or of any fact stated therein of which direct 

evidence would be admissible. 

(2) The conditions referred to in sub-section (1) in respect of a computer output shall be 

the following, namely:— 

(a) the computer output containing the information was produced by the computer during the 

period over which the computer was used regularly to store or process information for the 

purposes of any activities regularly carried on over that period by the person having lawful 

control over the use of the computer; 

(b)  during the said period, information of the kind contained in the electronic record or of the 

kind from which the information so contained is derived was regularly fed into the computer 

in the ordinary course of the said activities; 
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(c) throughout the material part of the said period, the computer was operating properly or, if 

not, then in respect of any period in which it was not operating properly or was out of 

operation during that part of the period, was not such as to affect the electronic record or the 

accuracy of its contents; and 

(d) the information contained in the electronic record reproduces or is derived from such 

information fed into the computer in the ordinary course of the said activities. 

(3) Where over any period, the function of storing or processing information for the 

purposes of any activities regularly carried on over that period as mentioned in clause 

(a) of sub-section (2) was regularly performed by computers, whether— 

(a)  by a combination of computers operating over that period; or 

(b) by different computers operating in succession over that period; or 

(c) by different combinations of computers operating in succession over that period; or 

(d) in any other manner involving the successive operation over that period, in whatever 

order, of one or more computers and one or more combinations of computers, all the 

computers used for that purpose during that period shall be treated for the purposes of this 

section as constituting a single computer; and references in this section to a computer shall be 

construed accordingly. 

(4) In any proceedings where it is desired to give a statement in evidence by virtue of 

this section, a certificate doing any of the following things, that is to say,— 

(a) identifying the electronic record containing the statement and describing the manner in 

which it was produced; 

(b) giving such particulars of any device involved in the production of that electronic record 

as may be appropriate for the purpose of showing that the electronic record was produced by 

a computer; 

(c) dealing with any of the matters to which the conditions mentioned in sub-section (2) 

relate, and purporting to be signed by a person occupying a responsible official position in 

relation to the operation of the relevant device or the management of the relevant activities 
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(whichever is appropriate) shall be evidence of any matter stated in the certificate; and for the 

purposes of this sub-section it shall be sufficient for a matter to be stated to the best of the 

knowledge and belief of the person stating it. 

(5) For the purposes of this section,— 

(a)  infomation shall be taken to be supplied to a computer if it is supplied thereto in any 

appropriate form and whether it is so supplied directly or (with or without human 

intervention) by means of any appropriate equipment; 

(b)  whether in the course of activities carried on by any official information is supplied with 

a view to its being stored or processed for the purposes of those activities by a computer 

operated otherwise than in the course of those activities, that information, if duly supplied to 

that computer, shall be taken to be supplied to it in the course of those activities; 

(c)  a computer output shall be taken to have been produced by a computer whether it was 

produced by it directly or (with or without human intervention) by means of any appropriate 

equipment. 

 For the purposes of this section any reference to information being derived from other 

information shall be a reference to its being derived there from by calculation, comparison or 

any other process. 
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