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Cr 
ir'. SOLIC TOR'S OFF ('p 

Criminal Law Team 
Law Commission 
Conquest House 
37/38 John Street 
Theobalds Road 
LONDON WCIN 2BQ 

Dear Madam 

- 1 I 
IMPAC t(('l.O':. _' FDRFi)GE ROAD ( ROYDON' ('R9 IPS 

.. 

`` . GRO 
€)ter <4 PD/12411/MJH 

Date 31st July 1995 

S l Ji tnr wid (in:.(1p ltrzal Se:'.si4 t:7ilc. s:. 

• Fi [ ' i r e_r=iR('E-iARE)

EVIDVN,s'' ' IN CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
.Y AND RELATED TOPICS 

(LAW C`" ' ' ON CONSULTATION PAPER NO. 138) 

Thank you for ye .,,. I = ter and enclosure of 10th July 1995. 

After considering this matter, I take the view that Option 2 is to be preferred. 

In practice, r aeration or ' ~ction 69 of the 1984 Act is somewhat onerous 
fr - eisert °' .pint. I cot der that computer evidence a
di of evide e and it should, ingeneral t~ 

~- ,P, .,)~3 .>~ 
 a~~ bye a. .Olei

cur, , - late to its weight rather than its ads _ _ ility. 
I # ° -for=. iere- ' °'d be a presumption that the m chine is in working 
r P_' Ptc. i e  to argue otherwise, then clearly ey should be able 

tO I` so. A here f -'e consider the evidential require .its to be far too 
S rosec l ins. 

Yours faithfully 

_L= . )P " !R,'.LNAL LAW DIVISION 
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Ti-!E''; S(.)EJUiOk S iFF(E. IMT' ,€ 

Law Commission 
Conquest House 
37-38 John Street 
Theobalds Road 
London WCIN 2BQ 

GRO 
PDT 12 500/I'B 

._._._.. 

26 October 1995 
S«ii._iLI i fni3 GT-oilfy Lc T_lI `yell is f,is r~cz:>r 

_WCt  : _ I t', IT,TA T Ni P 1, N0. 138 
"CRIMINA I I• , . ` IN ti.12IMiNAL PROCEI"~?►I~1!'S~
_ LATE, ;); It 

This Office i,i ,i. , u , ,, = offenders who have committed offen,, ainst the Post Office. _ _ , - ioye " ,=b-Postmasters or mL . , ;rs of the public. Typical : 'c : . , r _ ° is offic, '-iclude theft of mc.or fa s . of co  it  if o; Sob-I'ostnlasters and w;If„ I of ~r ` i ° :y i ,l ' ' r ..;. list of offences is not exhau5L ve. 

A senior i , ;fer in aI's , i-'r ' < s reviewed the above mentioned Consulk. tion Paper. 

ce welcomes your prorosals es ,ecially in relation to repealing Section 69 of the Pc Criminal °:i d 4 and repeating the discretionary provisions of S nd 26 of the `_ -If F •4 fence J

With regard to the press ;' i1=ntia 9- 'l Iems caused by L 9 of the P and Criminal E i( =r ,e :'1 a number of Sub-Pas` Hers now co, q their cash [H .it a ords by usin - er. he Sub ' a aster is of en the or, y st !, :, , Sub-Post f .~ : " ',he c' n~. } r` :r. In t .c _N ,. the .,, ::1y 
ostmaster being i,a ~  urea mor accounting, the Pay ; ,rr, may r d to rely rt ion the core , =r° 1g, records. The Sub-Postma e onr - ho co give we r; quired by Section 69 of tli t 19 In _._e ab . . . ,r ,a oissions or other direct ~.u.r~r , a. r , ~~ , . t be abl „rove the CL ~- ~L e. F g i " e.€ >t. ro of hs °r). t =,a ir- r aus ter_ finical requirements of Sec ,it _ Fi .  and Cr, n -1at Evide • -e Act I
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Computers are now being used within franc Post Offices, Parcelforce Depots and 
Royal Mail Sorting Offices. 

I hope that my comments are of some assistance, 

Yours faithfully 


