Vol 6, Issue 10, 2023 Impact Factor: 5.099 DOI: https://doi.org/10.31426/ijamsr.2023.6.10.6813

-, International Journal of
m Advanced Multidisciplinary Scientific Research (IJAMSR) ISSN:2581-4281

Justice Delayed Is Justice Denied: Analysing Speedy Trial Jurisprudence,
Judicial Delays, And Reforms with A Focus on Jharkhand

1Sachin Indiwar

Research Scholar, Faculty of Legal Studies,
Radha Govind University, Ramgarh, Jharkhand.

2Dr. Balasaheb Garje

Research Supervisor, Associate Professor, Department of Law,
Radha Govind University, Ramgarh, Jharkhand.

ABSTRACT

The principle of "Justice Delayed is Justice Denied" underscores the
necessity of a swift and effective judicial process to uphold the
fundamental rights of individuals. The right to a speedy trial is
enshrined under Article 21 of the Indian Constitution, yet judicial
delays remain a persistent challenge in India. This study explores
the jurisprudential foundations and empirical realities of speedy
trials, with a particular focus on the State of Jharkhand. Through an
analysis of legal provisions, judicial precedents, and statistical data,
the research highlights the systemic factors contributing to trial
delays, such as judicial vacancies, infrastructural deficiencies, and
socioeconomic barriers. Case studies from Jharkhand illustrate the
adverse effects of prolonged trials on undertrial prisoners, public
trust in the justice system, and the rule of law. The study also
proposes judicial and procedural reforms, including fast-track
courts, alternative dispute resolution mechanisms, and the
digitization of legal processes. Ensuring the timely delivery of
justice is not merely a procedural necessity but a crucial step toward
safeguarding constitutional rights and reinforcing public confidence
in the judiciary.

I. Introduction to Speedy Trial Jurisprudence

The principle of justice delayed is justice denied underscores the fundamental necessity of a swift
and effective judicial process. A delayed trial not only undermines the rights of the accused but also
erodes public confidence in the justice system. The right to a speedy trial is a cornerstone of criminal
jurisprudence and is enshrined as a fundamental right under Article 21 of the Indian Constitution,
which guarantees the protection of life and personal liberty. Despite this constitutional mandate, the
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Indian judicial system continues to grapple with excessive case backlogs, procedural inefficiencies,
and resource constraints, resulting in prolonged legal battles and extended undertrial detentions. In
India, the jurisprudence of speedy trial has evolved significantly through various landmark judicial
pronouncements. The Supreme Court, in Hussainara Khatoon v. Home Secretary, State of Bihar
(1979), recognized the right to a speedy trial as an essential component of Article 21. Subsequent
rulings have reinforced this principle, emphasizing the need for judicial efficiency and legal reforms.
However, in states like Jharkhand, systemic delays in trial proceedings remain a critical concern due
to factors such as infrastructural deficiencies, judicial vacancies, and socioeconomic barriers. This
study explores the jurisprudential foundations and empirical realities of the right to a speedy trial in
India, with a particular focus on Jharkhand. Through analysing judicial precedents, case studies, and
statistical data, the research aims to assess the effectiveness of legal provisions, identify the
underlying causes of delays, and propose potential reforms to enhance the efficiency of the justice
delivery system in the state. Ensuring a timely trial process is not just a procedural necessity but a
vital step towards upholding the rule of law and safeguarding the rights of citizens.

I1. Concept of Speedy Trial and Its Constitutional Mandate

Significance of Speedy Trials in Criminal Jurisprudence: The principle of a speedy trial is a
fundamental aspect of criminal justice, ensuring that justice is served without unnecessary delays.
Prolonged trials result in prolonged incarceration for undertrial prisoners, leading to human rights
violations. A delayed trial affects not only the accused but also the victims and society, as it
undermines faith in the legal system. A swift and fair trial upholds the rule of law and strengthens the
credibility of the judiciary.

Article 21 of the Indian Constitution and Its Interpretation: The right to a speedy trial is implicit
in Article 21 of the Indian Constitution, which guarantees the protection of life and personal liberty.
The Supreme Court, in Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India (1978), broadened the interpretation of
Article 21, emphasizing that any procedure established by law must be fair, just, and reasonable. The
Hussainara Khatoon case (1979) further reinforced that a speedy trial is an essential component of
the right to life and liberty.

Legal Rights of the Accused: Every individual accused of a crime has the right to a fair and speedy
trial, ensuring that they are not subjected to indefinite detention or prolonged legal proceedings. The
Criminal Procedure Code (CrPC) provides mechanisms to prevent undue delays, including
provisions for bail, fast-track courts, and case management. The right to legal representation, prompt
hearings, and timely pronouncement of judgments are crucial for upholding justice.

Impact of Delayed Justice on Public Confidence: A slow judicial process erodes public trust in the
legal system, leading to frustration among victims and the accused. Delayed trials often result in loss
of evidence, witness intimidation, and the accused suffering undue punishment even before
conviction. Ensuring timely justice reinforces people's faith in democratic institutions and
governance.
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Judicial and Policy Measures for Speedy Trials: The Indian judiciary has introduced measures
like fast-track courts, alternative dispute resolution (ADR), and digital case management systems to
expedite legal proceedings. Legislative reforms, enhanced judicial infrastructure, and increased
judicial appointments are necessary to address systemic delays and ensure that justice is delivered
promptly.

I11. Review of Literature: The Jurisprudence and Empirics of Speedy Trial
Speedy Trial as a Fundamental Right

According to Hussain and Khatoon (1979), the Supreme Court of India ruled that the right to a
speedy trial is an integral part of Article 21 of the Constitution. This landmark judgment laid the
foundation for legal precedents advocating for efficient judicial processes to prevent prolonged
detentions.

Judicial Backlog and Delayed Trials in India

Krishna lyer (1982) highlighted the chronic issue of case backlogs in Indian courts, stating that an
overburdened judiciary contributes significantly to trial delays. The study suggested judicial reforms,
including procedural streamlining and increased manpower, to address the delays.

International Perspectives on Speedy Trial

Pizzi (1999) compared the Indian legal system with the American and European models,
emphasizing that timely justice is crucial to maintaining the integrity of legal systems globally. The
research recommended adopting plea bargaining and alternative dispute resolution mechanisms.

Impact of Delayed Justice on Undertrial Prisoners

Raju and Kumar (2015) analysed the socio-economic consequences of delayed trials on undertrial
prisoners in India. The study found that legal delays disproportionately affect marginalized
communities, leading to prolonged incarcerations and violations of human rights.

Empirical Analysis of Case Disposals in Jharkhand

Mishra (2018) conducted an empirical study on the judicial backlog in Jharkhand, revealing that
infrastructural deficiencies and judicial vacancies are major causes of delay. The study proposed
digital case management systems and fast-track courts as potential solutions.

Legal Reforms for Speedy Justice in India

Basu (2020) explored legislative measures introduced to expedite trials, such as the introduction of
the Fast Track Courts (FTCs) and virtual courtrooms. The study concluded that while these measures
are beneficial, sustained efforts are required for long-term impact.
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The Role of Technology in Speedy Trials

Chandra and Gupta (2021) assessed the role of digitization and e-courts in improving trial
efficiency. The study found that video conferencing for hearings and Al-based legal research
significantly reduced delays in judicial proceedings.

Alternative Dispute Resolution and Its Role in Reducing Case Pendency

Sharma (2022) examined the effectiveness of Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) mechanisms in
reducing the burden on courts. The research suggested that mediation and arbitration could be key
solutions to ensuring timely justice while reducing case backlogs.

IV. Jurisprudence and Empirics of Speedy Trial Act
Constitutional Foundation of Speedy Trial

e The right to a speedy trial is a fundamental right under Article 21 of the Indian Constitution,
ensuring the protection of life and personal liberty.

o Landmark judgment: Hussainara Khatoon v. State of Bihar (1979) recognized speedy trial as
an essential part of Article 21.

Legislative Framework for Speedy Trial
e Code of Criminal Procedure (CrPC), 1973:

o Section 167(2) — Limits the period of detention of an accused before filing a charge
sheet (90 days for serious offenses, 60 days for others).

o Section 309 — Ensures expeditious trial by preventing unnecessary adjournments.

o Section 436A — Provides for the release of undertrial prisoners if they have served half
of the maximum sentence.

o NIA Act, 2008 — Mandates completion of trials within one year in special cases.
Judicial Precedents and Legal Interpretations

o Kadra Pahadiya v. State of Bihar (1982) — Highlighted prolonged undertrial detentions and
emphasized the need for legal reforms.

e Abdul Rehman Antulay v. R.S. Nayak (1992) — Provided criteria to determine unreasonable
delay in trials.

e Supreme Court’s Directions in Imtiyaz Ahmad v. State of Uttar Pradesh (2012) — Focused on
reducing case pendency through judicial reforms.
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Empirical Challenges in Ensuring Speedy Trials
o Judicial backlog — Over 4.5 crore pending cases in Indian courts.

o Infrastructure and manpower issues — Shortage of judges and inadequate legal resources
contribute to delays.

e Socioeconomic factors — Underprivileged individuals face extended undertrial detentions due
to lack of legal assistance.

Reforms and Future Directions

e Use of Technology — Implementation of E-courts, Al-based legal research, and video
conferencing for speedy hearings.

o Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) — Promoting mediation and arbitration to reduce
judicial burden.

e Judicial and Procedural Reforms — Strengthening Fast Track Courts (FTCs) and revising
procedural laws to ensure timely justice.

Empirical Analysis: The Case of Jharkhand
Extent of Trial Delays in Jharkhand Courts

o Jharkhand faces a significant backlog of cases, with thousands of undertrials awaiting
justice for prolonged periods.

o District courts and lower judiciary struggle with delays due to a lack of judicial
resources.

Key Factors Contributing to Systemic Delays

o Judicial Vacancies — High number of unfilled positions in courts leading to case
congestion.

o Infrastructural Deficiencies — Inadequate courtroom facilities and technological
limitations hinder swift proceedings.

Impact of Socioeconomic Barriers on Speedy Trials

o Many undertrial prisoners belong to marginalized communities, lacking legal
awareness and financial resources for legal representation.

o Rural litigants face difficulties in accessing courts due to transportation and economic
constraints.
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Case Studies Highlighting Trial Delays

o Case 1: Undertrial Detentions — Instances of prisoners in Jharkhand jails serving more
time than the prescribed punishment due to delayed hearings.

o Case 2: Delayed Convictions — Prolonged legal battles leading to justice being denied
despite strong evidence.

Statistical Insights on Pendency and Disposals

o As per judicial reports, Jharkhand courts have a high pendency rate, with cases
dragging on for years.

o Fast Track Courts (FTCs) established to handle cases faster have not been optimally
utilized.

Reforms Needed to Improve the Speedy Trial Mechanism
o Digitization of Case Management — Implementing e-courts and online hearings.

o Strengthening Legal Aid Services — Ensuring better representation for underprivileged
individuals.

o Increasing Judicial Appointments — Filling vacancies to reduce burden on existing
judges.

V. Conclusion

The right to a speedy trial is an essential element of a fair justice system, yet judicial delays continue
to hinder the delivery of timely justice in India, particularly in Jharkhand. The backlog of cases,
inefficient judicial procedures, and lack of legal resources have led to prolonged undertrial detentions
and weakened faith in the legal system. While landmark Supreme Court judgments have emphasized
the necessity of judicial efficiency, implementation gaps remain a major hurdle. Addressing these
delays requires a multifaceted approach, including judicial reforms, infrastructural improvements,
enhanced legal aid services, and the use of technology in court proceedings. Strengthening the legal
framework and ensuring timely case resolution is vital for protecting constitutional rights and
maintaining the integrity of the justice system. Without decisive action, justice will remain an elusive
goal for many, undermining the fundamental premise that "Justice Delayed is Justice Denied.
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