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. Introduction: Computation on period of limitation

The computation of the period of limitation under the Limitation Act, 1963, is governed by a structured
framework that begins with identifying the precise moment when the "cause of action" arises—that is, the
point at which a legal right is infringed or a claim becomes enforceable. From this date, the prescribed
limitation period—specified in the Act’s Schedule—begins to run. However, the Act incorporates several
nuanced provisions that may alter this timeline. For instance, Section 4 allows for filing on the next
working day if the prescribed period expires on a court holiday, while Section 5 permits condonation of
delay in certain cases if sufficient cause is shown. Sections 6 to 8 provide relief in cases of legal disability,
such as minority or insanity, and Section 17 excludes time lost due to fraud or concealment. Additionally,
the concept of "continuous running of time" ensures that once the limitation clock starts, it generally does
not pause unless explicitly provided by statute. Judicial interpretation also plays a vital role in clarifying
ambiguous scenarios, such as when multiple causes of action exist or when acknowledgments under
Section 18 reset the limitation period. Thus, computing limitation is a careful exercise that blends statutory
timelines with equitable considerations and judicial guidance.

At its core, the Act serves multiple purposes:

Promotes diligence: It encourages parties to assert their rights promptly, thereby fostering a culture of
legal responsibility.

Prevents stale claims: By barring outdated claims, it protects defendants from the prejudice of defending
long-forgotten disputes and shields the judiciary from unnecessary backlog.

Upholds legal certainty: It provides a predictable framework for litigants, ensuring that rights and
liabilities are not left in perpetual suspense.

Statutory interpretation: Sections and schedules of the Act must be read in harmony with broader legal
principles.

Judicial precedents: Courts have elaborated on the meaning and scope of limitation through landmark
rulings, often clarifying ambiguities and setting guiding standards.

Equitable considerations: The Act accommodates exceptions for genuine hardships—such as legal
disability, minority, fraud, or procedural lapses—through provisions like condonation of delay under
Section 5.
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2. Legal Framework

The computation of limitation is governed by Part III of the Limitation Act, 1963, which includes Sections
4 to 24. These provisions outline how time is calculated, when it can be excluded, and under what
conditions the limitation period may be extended or reset.

3. General Principles of Computation

The limitation period begins from the date when the cause of action arises.

For appeals, it starts from the date of the decree or order.

Time is calculated in calendar days, not working days.

The Act does not consider whether the delay was intentional or negligent unless condonation is sought.
4. Exclusion of Time (Section 12)

Excludes the day from which the period is to be reckoned.

For appeals and applications, time taken to obtain a certified copy of the judgment or decree is excluded.

Ensures procedural fairness and accommodates administrative delays.

5. Court Holidays (Section 4)

If the limitation period expires on a day when the court is closed, the suit or application may be filed on
the next working day.

Prevents penalizing litigants for circumstances beyond their control.

6. Legal Disability (Sections 6—8)

If the person entitled to sue is a minor, insane, or an idiot, the limitation period begins when the disability
ceases.

If the person dies under disability, the legal representative gets the prescribed time from the date of death.
Maximum extension is three years after disability ends.

7. Acknowledgment and Part Payment (Sections 18—19)

A fresh limitation period begins from the date of acknowledgment of liability in writing.

Part payment of debt or interest also resets the limitation period if acknowledged in writing.

Commonly used in debt recovery and contract enforcement.

8. Fraud or Mistake (Section 17)

If the suit is based on fraud or mistake, the limitation period begins when the fraud or mistake is
discovered.

Protects litigants from being penalized for concealed wrongs.

Applies to both civil and commercial disputes.
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9. Time Spent in Wrong Court (Section 14)

Time spent in bona fide proceedings in a court without jurisdiction is excluded.
Litigant must show due diligence and good faith.

Encourages honest litigation efforts even if procedurally flawed.

10. Continuous Breach or Tort

In cases of continuing breaches (e.g., nuisance, trespass), the limitation period runs afresh each day the
breach continues.

Allows ongoing wrongs to be addressed even after initial deadlines.
11. Special and Local Laws (Section 29)

If a special or local law prescribes a different limitation period, it overrides the general provisions unless
expressly excluded.

Courts interpret these harmoniously with the Limitation Act to avoid injustice.

12. Computation in Arbitration

Similar rules apply as in civil suits.

Time to obtain award copy is excluded.

Acknowledgment and part payment rules also apply.

13. Judicial Interpretations

Balwant Singh v. Jagdish Singh: Supreme Court emphasized credible explanation for delay.
State of Kerala v. K.T. Shaduli Yusuff: Condonation depends on circumstantial evidence.

Ornate Traders Pvt. Ltd. v. Mumbai: Negligence and lack of explanation weaken condonation plea.

14. Conclusion

The computation of the period of limitation is a critical procedural exercise that demands both precision
and legal insight. It is not merely about counting days—it involves interpreting statutory provisions,
applying judicial precedents, and recognizing exceptions rooted in equity and fairness. The Limitation
Act, 1963, provides a structured yet flexible framework that accommodates genuine delays, acknowledges
legal disabilities, and responds to instances of fraud or procedural missteps.

For litigants and legal professionals, a clear understanding of how limitation periods are calculated can
mean the difference between a claim being heard or dismissed. Courts have consistently emphasized that
while the law of limitation must be strictly applied, it should not operate as an instrument of injustice.
Therefore, the computation process must be approached with diligence, supported by accurate
documentation, and guided by a thorough reading of the Act and relevant case law.

Ultimately, the discipline of limitation ensures that legal proceedings are initiated within a reasonable
timeframe, preserving the integrity of evidence and the credibility of justice. It reinforces the principle
that rights must be asserted promptly and that the law favors those who act with vigilance. In this way, the
computation of limitation is not just a procedural necessity—it is a reflection of the legal system’s
commitment to timely and equitable justice.
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