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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE
1| LA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA
STARRED QUESTION NO. *122
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, 28% JULY, 2021,

Lok Adalats

*122. DR. SANJAY JAISWAL: -

Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Government has proposed to set up more Lok Adalats in
the country to clear pending cases in Iiigh Courts and Lower Courts;

(b)if su, the details thereof along with the number of Lok Adalats
presently functioning in various States;

(c)the number of cases cleared by the Lok Adalats during the last three
years, State-wise; and

(d)the extent to which it has reduced the number of pending cases in
High Courts and Lower Courts?

ANSWER

MINISTER OF LAW & JUSTICE
(SHRI1 KIREN RLJILIL)

(a}to (d): A Statement i% laid on the Table of the House.

L




STATEMENT REFERRED TO IN REFLY TO PARTS (a) TO (d) OF
LOK SABHA STARRED QUESTION NO. *122 FOR ANSWER ON
28.07.2021 REGARDING ‘LOK ADALATS'.

{a) to (c) Lok Adalat is an importamt Altemative Disputes Resolution
Mechamsm available to common people, It is a forum where the disputes/cases
pending in the court of law or at pre-litigation stage are settled/compromised
amicably, Under the Lepal Serviees Authoritics (LSA) Act, 1987, an award
made by a Lok Adalat is deemed to be a decree ol a civil court and is final and
binding on all parties and no appeal lies against thereto before any court. In
order to reduce the pendency of cases in courts and also to settle the disputes at
pre-litigation stage, Lok Adalats are organized by Legal Services Institutions at
such intervals as it deems fit. Lolc Adalat is 11:;.}!_ 8 permanent establishment.
However, as per Section [9 of Tl‘l-;% LSA Act, Lok Adalats are orgamized by
Legal Services Institutions as per reguirement. MNational Lok Adalats are
organized simultaneously in all laluks, stricts and High Courts on a pre-fixed
date.

In addition, Section 22B of the LSA Act also provides for establishment
of Permanent Lok Adalat by every State Authority to deal with cases of public
utility services at pre-litigation stage. 356 Permanent Lok Adalats are
functioning in varnous States & UTs, State-wizse Permanent Lok Adalats and

cases settled is at Annexure-A. State-wise cases settled (both at pre-litigative



stage and pending cases) by State Lok Adalats and National Lok Adalats during
the last three years 1s at Anncxure B and C respectively.

Lo facilitate access to justice during COVID tirnes, the Legal Services
Authorities have ingeniously inteprated technology into conventional methods
of justice delivery and .mcr'i.-'f::] Lok Adalat to the Virual Platform on
27.06.2020. From June, 2020 o May, 2041, more than 4.42 lakh cases have

been disposed of by these F-Lok Adalats.

{d) State-wise details of cases disposed of (both Pre-litigative and pending cases
of High Courts and T.ower couns) in State T.ok Adalats and National T.ok

Adalats are at Annexurc B and C respeciively.
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Anneure-A

Statement as referred to in reply to the Lok Sabha Starred Question No. 122 far 28.07.2021 ralsed by
b, Sanjay Jaiswal - Lok Adalats I

A Statement containing the Infarmation of ses settled by Permanent Lok Adalats [Pubdlie LHility Services)
during the last three ealendar years viz, 2018 to 2020 and the currant year 2001 (upta May)

PLAs 2018 2013 2020 2021 {upto
% Mo 5154 Functianing May)
1 landaman & Micobar 4] | 5] 0 0
islands
2 |andhra Pradesh ] 19&6 1317 S840 B39
3 |Arunachal Pradech o L] 1] a| o]
4 |Assam 11 L 34 5 15
5  |Bihar 5 423 521 ot 22
6 |Chhattisgarh L] 151 &7 37 5
7 |Dadra & Magar Hawveli ] 0 a o 4
B |Daman & Diu a o a o a
9 |Delhs i 17262 14376 11354 EEDA
10 [Goa ) 1049 57 a 0
11 jGujaral 4 553 114 1a 105
12 [Haryana £1 195585 37214 16191 029
13 |Himachal Pradesh d a% o5 21 a3
14 {lammu & Eashmir C 0 o a i}
15 [Jharkhand 24 3215 85449 3137 1005
16 [Karnataka ] 4841 4547 4635 1253
17 [Kerala 3 670 2093 140 103
13 |Lakshadweep h 0 o a o
19 |Madhya Pracesh 50 2935 378 264 146
20 |Maharashira 4 5567 2B48 10 110
21 [MAanipur [ { 8] ] ]
22 |Meghalaya o 0 ¥} 1] i}
23 [Mizoram 2 ] o 4] 0
24 |Nagaland §] ] o a o
25 [0diha Iz 11495 1424 14234 BS0
26 |Puducharry g 0 o 0 0
27 |Punjab 22 1193 6723 3814 2593
28 |Rajaschan 35 4287 4045 1411 B43
29 |Sikkim 0 0 0 a 0
30 [Tamil Kadu 32 0 20 52 79
31 |Telangana ] bt i 2128 15491 525
12 | Tripura [+ 173 177 31 o
131 [Chandigarh | 1778 514 130 113
34 [Uttar Pradesh TEL 2447 1007 353 265
i5 |LHtarakhand 4 104 2BE 260 363
36 |West Bengal 4 0 0 4 X
37 |Ladakh ] 4] a a ¥
Grand Total 356 . 104149 B6EB0 47475 22927

Mote: Ladakh Legal Services Authority was constityted in the month of February, 2021,




Annexure-g -

Statement as roferred to in reply to the Lok Sabha Starred Question Mo, 122 for 28.07.2021 ralsed'by i

Dr. Sanjay laiswal - Lok Adalats

2018 to 2020 and the current year 2021 {upto May)

A Statement contalning the disposal of cases settled in State Lok Adalats durlng the [ast three calendar years viz,

F.I‘Hn Mame of the State a8 2019 020 2021 fupta May).
| Avthority Disposal | Disposal | Dispasal | Disposal of | Disposal |Disposal of| Disposal | Disposal
' of Pre- al of Pre- | Pending | of Pre- | Pending | of Pre- of |
litigation | Pending |litigation| cases litigation | cases  |litigation| Pending
Ca%es CAsas CASES Cses CASES cases |
1 |Andaman & Nicobir 75 0 o9 191 B4 & o =]
Islands !
2 |andhra Pradesh “Zran | 114%0 | 2087 10357 783 22994 BS54 lo878 |
3 |Arunachal Pradesh 15 15 74 49 13 12 n (]
4 [Assam 1942 | 76649 | 741 40631 112 143 D o |
5 |Bihar 2121 208 1035 154 211 113 75 2z |
& |Chhatlisgark 396 5045 90 3234 1 2436 13 1192 |
7 |Padra & NagarHaveli| D 0 2 3 o o o a |
A |Daman & Div o 0 o 0 0 0 o o
9 |Delhi 2556 0 15887 2333 1642 15329 | adas | 171058
10 |Goa 43 209 51 32 i o
11 Gujarat 2071 | 15273 | 1364 22560 1145 155232 2365 6727 |
12 |Haryana 0 146400 0 134509 3627 48453 0 31635
| 13 [Himachal Pradesh 102 | e9813 0 HUL17 1814 9557 a 114 |
14 |Jammu & Kashmir 36932 G667 | 2101 144032 1208 4720 | 10sH a162 |
15 |Jharkhand 3304 2409 | 2562 7383 71009 11257 1770 3038 |
1B |Karnataks 7425 gra1n 7957 48142 7oGE | 126440 47 2618 |
17 |Kerala 26974 | 5986 | zoo2s 5014 5305 1235 2964 1129
18 |Lakshadweep 201 0 z D RN O 0 .0
13 [Madhya Pradesh 530 3391 | 1088 R042 695 11172 265 4877
20 iMaharachtra 14 E09 | 1302 6786 2 134 0 511
21 | Bdanipur 28 Q 0 0 14 7 0 Q
i2 |Meghalaya BB a0 8] i} 0 0 i] i
| 23 [Mizoram 403 54 ELE 119 126 72 1 49
24 [Magatand 0 o 0 0 o 0 o o
25 [Ddisha 98 137329 | 29 53615 173 13026 0 o
26 |Puducherry 713 761 TEE 180 169 158 29 216 |
27 |Punjab 6494 | 22282 | 35 | . poms o 396 0 0
23 |Rajasthan 3155 4634 12593 G150 Agdry 30522 G4 G448
20 Sikkirm 533 293 428 . 137 211 & 39 a7
30 |Tamif Naduy 4776 7662 | a77s IRE3 4295 295 2581 3581
31 |Telangana 3481 9621 | sS851 | RO 3655 18787 1862 3396
32 [Tripura 72 55002 | 723 31653 940 40 152 6230
33 |Chandigarh B2 1 30 0 7 0 14 o
34 |Uttar Pradesh 16248 | 25824 | 1#ES 4710 36 62336 | 31884 | &778
35 |Uttarakhand 8 10545 25 274095 217 3437 o 3653
36 |West Bengal S1G776 | 34217 | o667 12660 2654 15263 783 3716
37 Ladakh 0 o a o 0 i 0 0
Grand Total 606361 | 751602 | 82166 | 542453 | 112432 | 426361 | 51371 | 268040

Mote: Ladakh Legal Services Autharity was constituted in the manth of February, 2021,



Annexure-C

Statement as referred to In reply to the Lok Sabha Starred Question No. 122 for 26.07.2021 raised by

Dr. Sanjay lalswal - Lok Adalats
Statement containing the information of cases settled in National Lok Adalats during the year vz, 2018, 2019, 2020 and
2021 (upto July,21).
5.No.| Name of the 2018 2019 2020 2021 (upto July)
State Authority | Disposal of | Disposal of | Disposal of | Disposal of | Disposal of | Disposal of |Disposal ef| Disposal of
Pre- Pending Pre- Panding Prié- Pending Fre- Pending
litigatio Caces Iftijgation Cases litigakion Cazes Iitkgation Cases
Cases Cases Casss Cases
1 [Andaman & 0 o 0 o 84 164 =il 871
{Micabar Islands
2 landhra Pradesh | 28996 | 66021 8224 | 89191 | 1504 | 36392 1551 33281
1 |Arunachal Pradesh| 947 ELH 390 1E9 34 Fle) 171 138
4 |Assam 19841 | 11351 | 46434 5162 | 9100 3088 A131 775 |
5 |ihar 151050 | 19933 | 144071 | 20013 | 50246 7205 | 3i0m1 8593
| 6 |Chandigarh 316 11457 o7 10281 18 2551 | 23 2158
7 |[Chhattisgarh 36340 | 34027 0762 | 368HE 5507 18957 20620 16657
& |Dadra & Nagar 10 160 1860 161 1657 T 0 53
Haweli ;
S |Daman & Diu iz 0 198 5 i 11 0 57
A0 |Dalhi 1022 B35 34 28065 43312 G095 3911 iz 26312
11 |Goa 1438 1266 456 1108 172 779 6 211
12 |Gujarat A1H1H 95787 43459 | 149681 | 12882 28702 24345 278R97
13 |Haryana 32934 58157 A063 3 BIBES 12906 17332 10153 29004
14 [Himachal Pradesh 4343 ' 15355 10635 14737 an23 2948 B758 BE2R
]—15 Jammu & Kashmir | 19312 A001E AOd4 21233 1613 10645 10126 | 18115
1
15 |Jharkhand 47385 24673 33008 | 16130 33205 19947 79180 18151
17 |karnanaka 14830 | 85127 | 32020 [ 249420 | 2oey0 | 313811 | 19113 | 313823
16 |Kerala sEz08 | 39805 BIS2E 45201 | 10959 4051 43R0 28317
1% |Lakshadwerp 103 g I 3 ] a 4] a
' 20 |Madhya Pradesh | 191949 | 118620 | 157676 | 7R7S7 FA344 30021 76654 37119
21 [Maharashtra CBAO134 [ 148481 | 334306 | 94070 | 161993 | 53844 a o
22 |Manipur 1600 | &9 1917 77 176 78 266 a7
23 |Meghalaya 447 483 403 286 178 125 255 170
24 |Mizoram 1056 20 1 am | 35 179 39 252 44
| 25 |Nagaland 2061 267 226 | 144 [ gl 129 fye )
26 |Odisha 1} 13371 27917 13354 29803 E447 12882 2649 10802
27 |Puducherry G710 4075 A7 3322 163 1575 1R 2343
28 |Punjab 37627 74144 20307 66709 5524 27004 5060 | 35502
29 |Rajasthan 47754 | 117B&7 | 49HS0 | 169208 | 23378 TOEAZ 12700 CERET
30 [Sikkim 141 92 115 50 21 g 2h -
i 31 |Tamil Nadu 106217 | 369536 | 29909 | 310685 | 7191 | 81628 | 2457 | 4702
32 |Telangana 45114 | 43021 | Se241 | s4597 | 21984 | #ssFe | 18129 78799
33 Tripura 2526 319 11112 242 335 157 47 B
34 |Uttarakhand 7851 26636 a113 16945 2792 L2065 200 4356
35 |Uttar Pradesh | 1656280 | 1068336 | 1438268 | 086137 | 76668E | 404334 | 738240 | 478533
16 |Wesl Bengal 19750 43357 25891 199G 7595 21001 0 i
37 |Ladakh 0 | EC 0 0 " 29 464
Grand Total | 3272638 | 2609923 | 2676483 | 2616790 | 1264935 | 1283433 | 1023493 | 1538508

Note: Ladakh Legal Services Authority was constiluted in the monath of Febrruary, 2021



GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

MM
LOK SA.BHA_
UNSTARRED QUESTION No. 113%
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 28™ JULY, 2021
Constitution of courts
11396, SHRI RAM KRIPAL YADAYV:

SHRI SUBRAT PATHAK:
SHRI SATYADEV PACHAURI:

Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Government proposes to formulate any plan to set up courts
at the village level so as to develop accessible justice system for the rural people
and strengthen pram panchayats through it and if so, the details thereof;

(b) the total number of ruralivillage courts set up in the country during each
of the last two years and the current year along with those which have started
functioning especially in Uttar Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh. Rajasthan and
Uttarakhand; and

() whether the Government has assessed the viability of these rural/village
courts and if so, the details thereof?

ANSWER

MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RIJLIU)

(a) to (¢): To provide access to justice to the citizen at their door steps, the Central
Government has enacted the Gram Nyayalayas Act, 2008. It provides for
establishment of Gram Nyayalayas at intermediate panchayat level. The State
Governments are responsible for establishing Gram MNyayalayas in consultation

with the respective High Courts. However, the Act does not make setting up of
1



Gram Nyayalayas mandatory. The issues affecting operationalization of the Ciram
Nyayalayas were discussed in the Conference of Chief Justices of High Courts and
Chief Ministers where it was decided that the State Governments and 1Tigh Courts
should decide the question of setting up of Gram ﬂ}ra}ruJayas wherever feasible,
taking into account the local issues and situation. However some of the challenges
related to efficient functioning of Gram Nyayalayas are overlap of jurisdiction with
regular courts, shortage of First Class Magistrates to man Gram Nyayalayas, need
of a cadre of Gram Nyayadhikaris and their training, awareness amongst

stakeholders and need for mobile courts etc.

As per information made available by State Governments / Iigh Cours,
while the State Um'e;r_rnm_f:m of Uttarakhand haa not notified any Gram Nyavalaya,
455 Gram Nyayalayas have been notified so far by 13 States including the States
of Uttar Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Rajasthan. State-wise details of the Gram

MNyayalayas notified and operationalised by the State Governments, are as under:

S1 State | Gram Nyayalayas | CGram Nyayalayas
No. _ Notified | Funetional

1 |Madhya Pradesh | 89 89

2 | Rajasthan 45 | 45

3 |Kamataka = | 2 ! i
4 [Odise | 3 18

5 | Maharashtra 36 | 23
LT (] TR SR S a——

7 | Goa 2 0
8 |Pugeb | ‘ SRR ey

9 | Haryana 3 2

10 | Uttar Pradesh ' 113 S |

11 'Kewla b A | - 30

12 | Andhra Pradesh i 42 0

2



l 13 [ Telangana i SRl 0
Total LLioill, dss 226

A third party evaluation of the scheme was dﬂﬂé: by NITI Aayog which had
recomimended the continuance of .Gram N}ru:p:a]a}fas.' The Central Government has
been encouraging the States to set up Gram Nyayalayas by providing non-recurring
and recurring financial assistance.

LR L L L



GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

R MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUE'STI{JN NO. 11438
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 28™ JULY, 2021

DISPOSAL OF COURT CASES
+1438. SHRI MAHABALI SINGH:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether the courts in India take more time in disposal of cases in
comparision to the developed counitries of the world;

{b) if so, the details thereof and the reasons thercfor;

(c) the average time being taken by the Supreme Court, High Courts, District
Courts and Subordinate Courts in the disposal of civil and criminal cases; and
(d) whether any assessment has been made regarding the time taken for the
disposal of cases in America, England, Japan, France and other European
countries and if so, the details thereof?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RITLIU)

{a)to (dy Courts in various countries operate in different environment on
account of difference in availahility of infrastructure, use of technology, number of
judicial officers per million of population (judge-population ratio), docket ratio
{population case filing ratio), provisions of substantive laws and procedures m
courts ele. Time taken for disposal of cases in India vis-a-vis developed countries
cannot be practically compared. The Government does not maintain data on
average time taken for disposal of cases in courts. However, data available on the
National Judicial Data Grid on the time taken to disposal of cases in respect of
High Courts and District and Subordinate Judiciary as on 23.07.2021 is at

Anrnexure.

HAfEEdE
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ANNEXURE

STATEMENT REFERRED TO IN REPLY TO LOK SABHA UNSTARRED QUESTION

NO. +1438 FOR ANSWER ON 28.07.2021 REGARDING DISPOSAL OF COURT CASES.

Time to_Disposition of Cases [as on 23.07.2021)

Time Taken | High Courts District and Subardinate Courts
= i Ciwil Criminal Civil | Criminal |
Within tyear 160,129 (45.67 %) | 196,589 (6594 %) | 376,898 (3760%) | 3,591,099 (75.44 %]
1-Zyear 73,660 (21.01 %) T351B(2466%) | 223,499 (22.30%) 433,371 (9.10 %)
.
2-3year 1 79,649 (B.46 %) 10,855 (3.64 %) | 128576 (12 83 %) 235,868 (4,95 %)
3-dyear ! 18171(518%) | 4,894 (164 %) 78,503 (7.83 %) 146,616 (3.08 %)
| 4 Syear T GAnEeE 3,017 [1.01 %) """"" 50,290 {5.02 %) 52,377 {1.94 %)
Glbgmar 10428 (297 %) |  1,635(0.55%) 40,383 {4.04 %) 76,392 (1.60 %) |
| 6-Tyear T 7507214 %) 1577 (053%) | 27.526 (275 % 46,778 (0,98 %] |
| 7-Byear ’ 5,340 (181 %) | 895 [0.30 %) 18,635 (1,86 %) 31,448 (0,66 %)
! 3-Oyear | 5,955 |1.70 %) 833 [0.28 %) 13,275 (1.32 %) 22,358 (0.47 %] |
! ﬁle' C 3BTL{L39%) G50 [0.19 %) 9,710 (.97 %) | 15,389 (0.32 %) !
| 10-11year . 4,612 (1.32 %) 503 [0.17 %) 6,985 (0.70 %] 11,386 (0,24 %)
11-12year 3,371 (0.96 %) 295 {0.10 %) 5,285 [0.53 %) 9,426 (0.20%)
12 13year 2,189 (0.71 %} 228 (0.08%) | 3,858 (0.38%) | ARG (016 %] |
13-ldyear | 1,998(0.57 %) 199 {0.07 %) 2,872 [0.29 %) 5,855 (0.12 %)
14-15year 1,982 (0.57 %) 1,111 (0.37 %} 2,062 (0.21 %) 5037 (11 éa’]’i
S-i6year | 4,182003a%)|  356(0.42% | L7aB[017%) 4,110 {0.09 %) i
16-17year 1,151 {033 %) | 259 (0.09 %) 1,610 (0.16 %} 3,436 {0.07 %)
17-18year 889 (0.25 %) 115 (0.04 %) 1,157 (0.12 %} 2,761 (0.06 %] |
18-19year 593 (0.17 %) | 102 {0.03 %) 1,095 (0.11 %) 2,700 (0.06 %) |
| 19-20year T 386 (DI1%) 116{0.04 %) 839 (0.08 %) | 2,253 (0.05 %) |
20-21year _I_ 398 [0.11 %) 38 (0.01 %] 798 (0.08 %) 1,957 [0.04 %)
Mare | 981 {028 %) 425 (D14 %) 6,697 [0.67 %) 12,337 (0.26%)
| thanii¥ears |

Source: National Judicial Data Grid
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
cCaundd MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE)

LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION No. 11446
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 28"JULY, 2021

Court Cases Disposed Through Digital System

#1446, SHRI CHUNNI LAL SAHU:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

{a) the number of court cases disposed of through the digital system during
the lockdown of 2020-21 n the country; State/U'T-wise;

(b) the present status of the disposal of general and less important court cases;
and

() whether the Government is working on some special plan for disposing of
the same; and

(d) if so, the details thereol?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RIJLIU)

(2) to (d}: Between March 2020 and June 2021, the District Courts heard a total of
74.15,989 cases using the digital system. The case disposal status by digital and
physical hearing is however not separately mainfained. During the same period, a
total of 97,21.49] cases were disposed of in all States/UTs by dipital and physical
hearing, The State/UT wise position is placed at Annexure L

12



.
[msposal of cases is within the domain of the judiciary. However, the Union
(rovernment is committed to speedy disposal of cases and reduction in
pendency of cases to improve access to justice in line with the mandate under
Article 39A of the Constitution. The National Mission for Justice Delivery
and Legal Reforms, established by the Union Government, has adopted many
strategic initiatives, lﬂr:-ludj_ﬂg improving infrastricture for Judicial Officers of
District and Subordinate Courts, leveraging Information and Communication
Technology (1CT) for bettm: justiuc delivery, filling up of vacant positions of
Judges in High Courts and Supreme Court, reduction in pendency through
follow up by Arrears Committees at District, High Court and Supreme Court
level, emphasis on Alternate Dispute Resolution {ADR) and initiatives to Fast

track special type of cases.

13



for 28/07/2021 regarding cases disposed of in all States/UTs,

Annexure |
Statement referred to in reply of part (a) of Lok Sabha Unstarred Question No. 1446

14

Sr.no | State i Ll T Total
1 | Uttar Pradesh 11k 1919222
2 | Maharashtra 697044
3 Bibar _ 317546
4 . West Bengal T 291292
| 5| Rajasthan : 567151
o= 6 | Gujarat _ 555808 |
7| Kamataka ! 1239744
b & | Kerala | ‘ 439637
£ 9 | Madhya Pradesh i ~ 513909
10| Odisha ¢ 139202 |
11 | Tamil Nadu iy ' 919338
12 | Haryana | 280593
13 Delhi F 233910 |
| 14 Punjab ¢ i 365706
A e R N CRRARETE { FAL3 DTt | L L T 161720
_ 16| Andhra Prade.sh - 171205
| 17| hatkhand i 209906 |
' 18 Assam #2084
19 | Himarhal Pradesh 220740
20 | Chbailisgarh 1 106295
21 [ U yarakhand 111687 )
22 | UT of Jammu and Kashmir & Ladakh 100133
~3 | Goa 1AL : 6591 |
24/ Chandigarh 10671
25 Puducherry , (3555
26 | Tripura L | il
l_ 27 | Meghalaya ! 43‘%3
28 | Manipur 9936
29 [ Mizoram 2524 |
30 | Dadar &Nagar Laveli at Silvassa 13149
31 | Diu and Daman 7 1431
32 | Nagaland ] % 334
33 | Sikkim 2831
34 | Ladakh 676 |
Total ¥ 47.21,491 |



GOVERNMENT OF INDLA
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

st pun
e LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.1545
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 28.07.2021
Change of Court Jurisdiction
1545, SHRI ANTO ANTONY:
SHRI RAJMOHAN UNNITHAN:
SHRI HIBI EDEN:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:
(a)whether the Government’'s attention is drawn to a proposal by the
Lakshadweep Administration to transfer the legal junisdiction from Kerala
High Court to the Karnataka 1igh Court and if so, the details thereof;

(b)the reason behind this move and the response of the Government in this
regard; '

(¢} whether measures are taken to reduce the financial expenses and to increase
the ease of the citizens of Lakshadweep to approach the Karnataka High
Court if the junsdiction is changed; and

{d} if =0, the details thereof?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
{(SHRI KIREN RIJLIT)

(a): At present, there is no proposal received from Lakshadweep Adminisiration
to transfer the legal jurisdiction from Kerala High Court to Karnataka High Court.

{(b) 1o (d): Does not arise in view of reply at {a) above.

RN
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE

W‘B“ﬁ DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.1581
TO BE ANSWERED {]IIH{ “’Eﬂﬁﬁﬂl}ﬂ‘i’, THE 28.07.2021
sanctioned Strength of Judges
T1581. SHRI HAJI FAZI UR REHMAN:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a)the sanctioned strength of judges in the Supreme Court and various IHigh
Courts in the country at present, court-wise;

(b)the total number of male and female judges in Supreme Court and various
High Courts at present and the number out of them belonging to
minority community and Scheduled Castes/Scheduled Tribes; and

(¢)the details of the number of vacancies of judges in the Supreme Court and
various High Courts?

ANSWER

MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RIJIIL}

(a) to {c) : A Statement showing sanctioned strength of Judges, number of male &
female Judges and vacancies in the Supreme Court and High Courts as on
200.07.2021 1s at Annexure.
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i,
" aw on

Appointment of Judges of the Supreme Court and High Courts is made
under Articles 124, 217 and 224 of the Constitution of India, which do not provide
for reservation for any caste or class of persons. Hence no class/category wise data
is maintained centrally. However, the Governement has been requesting the Chiel
Justices of High Courls that while sending proposals for appointment ol Judges,
due consideration be given w suitdble candidates belonging to Scheduled Castes,
Scheduled Tribes, Other Backward Classes, Minorities and Women 1o ensure

social diversity in appointment of Judges in High Courts.

& dedd
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Annexure

- Statement referred to in reply to parts (a) to {¢) of Unstarred Question No. 1581 to be
answered in Lok Sabha on 28.07.2021 regarding “Sanctioned Strength of Judges® by

Shri Haji Fazlur Rehman

{P'osition as on 20.07.2021)

sL N—I Name of the Court Sanctioned Working Strength I Vacancies
, | Strength
: Male Female  Total
' 4l Judges | Judges
A. | Supreme Court of India 34 2 | . 16 08
"B. | High Court X :
1 | Allshabad 160 27 07 94 66
2 | Andhra Pradesh ATt BE 19 1%
3 | Bombay of  If &%, 1 . 0f | o6a 31
| 4 {Calcuta | 72 27 04 1] 4]
"5 |Chhaltisgarh “hit e 12 02 14 08 |
"6 | Delhi 6() 24 i 30 [T
7 | Gauhan 24 7 R L 20 id )
3 Gujaral AP o 24
9 | Himachal Pradesh 13 09 61 | I8 03
10 |7 &K and Ladakh 17 10 01 Il 06
|11 | Tharkhand 25 14 01 15 10
12| Karnataka 2 41 06 47 15
13| Kerala 47 33 04 2
14 | Madhya Pradesh 53 26 03 29 24
15 | Madras 75 45 13 58 17
16 | Manipur 05 05 0 03 gl Ly
17| Meghalaya 04 04 0 04 T
18 | Orissa 77 12 0l 13 14
19 | Patna P I ( 19 14
|20 |Punjab& Haryana 83 L 07 46 39
21 | Rajasthan 50 22 01 | 23 27
22 | Sikkim 03 (12 01 3 i
23 | Telangans T 12 02 14 28
74 | Tripura 05 04 0 04 01 |
25 | Uttarakhand 11 07 0 o7 [ 04
- Total 1098 67 77 | bdd 454
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
M MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
- DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.1597
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 28'" JULY, 2021

PENDING COURT CASES
1597, SHRI SATYADEY PACHAURI:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state;

(a) the details pendency of criminal, civil, etc. cases in the lower courts, fast
track courts, and High court of Allahabad including its Lucknow Bench;

(b} whether the impact of COVII}-19 pandemic bas increased the numbers of
cases in the above conrts;

(c) if o, the details thereof; and

(d) the details of remedial measures taken by the Government to reduce the
pendency of court cases?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RLILIU)

(a): The details of pendency of criminal and civil cases in Allahabad High Court
including Lucknow Bench, Subordinate Courts and Fast Track Courts as on
30.06.2021 are as under:-

Sl [Courts | Civil | Criminal
. Nﬂ. - Lo . - . -
1 . Allahabad High Court inchuding Lucknow 5,68,987 451,306 |
Bench i
2 | Subordinate courts of Aliahabad High Court | 1841,155 [ 73,94,155
3 Fast Track Cuurts of Ultar Prsu:lash | 3,43,081
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(b} {e): The position of cases since COVID-19 pandemic in respect of these

courts 1n as follows:-

8. | Courts Pendency | Institution | Disposal Pendency
No. as on During Period During as on
' 01.03.2020 | from Period from | 30.06.2021
| 0L.03.2020 to | 01.03.2020 to
: R | 30.06.2021 30.06.2021 _
] High Court of | 943,672 274,412 1,97 691 10,20,393
Judicature at '
Allahabad | . | =
2 | District 7RO8 125 |40.84.054 | 27.41,005 §2,35,310%
. Courts ol ‘
Uttar Pradesh |

Lhere s discrepenoy ol 5774 - 'in.-lE‘Frz;lki'rz_'.' s am :ﬁh..ﬂﬁ.zﬂ.él-.‘rr_uuu-:u.r;l' an muident af fire oucurred m the montk af
Jazmuary, 2021 in the viciniy of Dullin Thetrict Coer due to ahich lorge number of files were lost, which are nnder process af
dentificatinn & reconstroction.

| 8. Courts Pendency as on Pendency as on |
No. | 2 01.03.2020 30.06.2021 |

| 1 Fast Track Courts of Uttar | 3,97,816 5,43,081
Pradesh : 4

{d): National Mission for Justice Delivery and Legal Reforms was set up in
August, 2011 with the twin objectives of increasing access by reducing delays and
arrears in the system and enhancing accountability through struetural changes and
by setting performance standards and capacilics. The Mission has been pursuing a
co-ordinated approach for phased liquidation of arrears and pendency in judicial
administration, which, inter-alia, involves better infrastructure for courts including
compulerization, increase in strength of subordinate judiciary, policy and
legislative measures in the areas prone to excessive litigation, re-engineering of
court procedure for quick disposal of cases and emphasis on human resource

development.

The major steps taken during the last six vears under various initiatives are as

follows:

(1) Improving infrastructure for Judicial Officers of District and Subordinate
" Courts: As on date, Rs. ¥.644.00 crores have been released since the inception
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(i)

of the Centrally Sponsored Scheme (CSS) for Development of Infrastructure
Facilities for Judiciary in 1993-94. The number of court halls has increascd
from 15818 as on 30.06.2014 to 20,218 as on 22.07.2021 and number of
residential units has increased from 10,211 as on 30,06,2014 to 17,815 as on
22.07.2021 under this scheme. In additiﬂn_, 2,693 court halls and |, 852

residential units are under construction.

Leveraging Information and Communication Technology (ICT) for improved

justice delivery: Government has been implementing the o-Courts Mission
Mode Project throughout the country for Information and Communication
Technology enablement of district and subordinate courts. Number of
computerized District & Subordinate ::nurl::s. has increased from 13,672 (in
2014y to 18,735 as on 01.07.2021, registering an increase of 3,063, MNew and
user-friendly version of Case Information Software has been developed and
deployed at all the computerized District and Subordinate Courts, All
stakeholders including Judicial Officers can access information relating to
judicial proceedings/decisions of computerized District & Subordinate Courts
and High Courts on the National Judicial Data Grid (NJDG). As on 01.07.2021,
litigants can access case status of over 18.77 crore cases and 14.61 crore
orderfjudgements pertaining to these courts.eCourts services such as details of
case registration, cause list, case status, daily orders & final judgments arc
available to litigants and advocates through eCourts web portal, Judictal Service
Centres (JSC) in all computerized courts, eCourts Mobile App, email service,
SMS push & pull services. Video Conlerencing facility has been enabled
between 3240 court complexes and 1272 corresponding jails. With a view fo
handle the COVID- 19 challenges better and to make the transition to virtual
hearings smoother, funds have been provided for setting up 235 e-SewaKendras
at court complexes to facilitate lawyers and litigants needing assistance ranging
from case status, getiing judgements/orders, court/case related information and
cfiling facilities. Rs. 5.01 croreshas been allocated for providing equipment in

' Video Conferencing cabins in various court complexes to facilitate virtual
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(iii)

hearings. Rs. 12.12 crores has been allocated for 1732 Help desk coumters for

efiling in various court complexes.

Twelve Virtual Courts have been set up at Delhi (2 courts), Faridabad
(Haryvana), Pune & Nagpur (Maharashtra) Kochi (Kerala), Chennai (Tamil
MNadu), Guwahati { Assam) and Bengaluru (Karnataka) to try traflic offences. As
on 12.07.2021, these courts have handled 75 lakh cases and realised Rs.160.05

erore 1n fines.

Video conferencing emerged as the mainstay of the Courts during the Covid
lockdown period as physical hearings and normal cowrt proceedings in the
congregational mode were not possible. Since Covid lockdown started, the
District courts heard 74,15.989 cases while the High Court heard 40,43,300
cases (totalling to 1.14 crore) tll 30.06.2021 using video conferencing only,
The Supreme Court had 96,239 hearnings since the lockdown period uplo
09.07.2021.

Filling up of vacant positions in Supreme Court. High Courts and Distriet and
Subordinate Courts: From (41.05.2014 to 01.03.2021, 35 Judges were appointed

in Supreme Court. 602 new Judges were appointed and 551 Additional Judges
were made permanent in the Iigh Courts. Sanctioned strength of Judges of
High Courts has been inereased from 906 in May, 2014 to 1098 currently.

Sanctioned and working strength of Judicial Officers m  District and
Subordinate Courts has increased as follows:

As on '  Sanctioned | Working Strength
| Strenpth
T 313sE | 19,518 [5.115
22.07.2021 24368 19,236

22




(iv)

{v)

(wi}

Filling up of vacancies in Subordinate judiciary talls within the domain of
the State Governments and Hiph Courts concerned.

Reduction in Pendency through / follow up by Arrears Commiftees: Tn

pursuance of resolution passed in Chief Justices” Conlerence held in April,
2015, Arrcars Commitices have been set up in High Courts to clear cases
pending for more than five years. Arrcars Committees have been set up under
District Judges too. Arrears Committee has been constituted in the Supreme
Court to formulate steps to reduce pendency of cases in High Courts and
District Courts,

Further Communications have been addressed by Minister of Law & Justice
to Chief Justices of High Courts and to Chief Ministers on 20.06.2014 and
14.08.2018 drawing their attention to cases pending for more than five years

and to take up pendency reduction campaign,

Emphasis on Alternate Dispute Resolution (ADR): Commercial Courts Act,

2015 (as amended on 20™ August, 2018) stipulates mandatory pre-institution
mediation and setlement of commercial disputes, Amendment to the
Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996 has been made by the Arbitration and
Conciliation {Amendment) Act 2015 for expediting the speedy resolution of
disputes by prescribing timelines.

Initiatives to Fast Track Special Type of Cases: The Fourteenth Finance
Commission endorsed the proposal of the Government to strengthen the judicial
system in States which included, inter-alia, establishing Fast ‘Track Courts for
cases of heinous crimes; cases involving senior citizens, women, children etc.,
and urged the State Governments to use the additional fiscal space provided in
the form of enhanced tax devolution form 32% to 42% to meel such
requirements. As on 30.04.2021, 870 Fast Track Courts are functional for
heinous crimes, crimes against women and children ete, To fast track criminal
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{vii)

cases involving elected MPs / MLAs, ten (10) Special Courts are [unctional n
nine (9) States/U'Ts (1 each in Madhya Pradesh, Maharashira, Tamil Nadu,
Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Té1angami, Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal and 2 in
NCT ol Delhi), Further, Government has approved a scheme for setting up
1023 Fast Track Special Courts (FTSCs) across the country for expeditious
disposal of pending cases of Rape under IPC and crimes under POCS0 Act. As
on date, 28 States/UTs have joined the scheme for setting up of 842 F15Cs
including 363 ‘exclusive POCSO Courts’. Rs.140 crore was released in the
financial vear 201920 and Rs. 160.00 crore has been released during the
financial year 2020-21 for the scheme. Rs, 39.77 crore has been released till
June 2021 for Financial Year 2021-22. 640 FTSCs are functional including 338
exclusive POCSO Courts, which disposed 50484 cases as on 31.05.2021.

In addition, to reduce pendency and unclogging of the courts the Government
has recently amended wvarious laws like the Negotiable Instruments
( Amendment) Act, 2018, the Commercial Courts { Amendment) Act, 2018, the
Specific Reliel (Amendment) Act, 2018, the Arbitration and Conciliation
(Amendment) Act, 2019 and the Criminal Laws (Amendment) Act, 2018,

Lurther Allahabad High Courl has informed that following the adwvisory on

Covid-19 protocol issued by the Government, a committee of Hon'ble Judges was

constituted for prevention and remedial measurcs to combat mmpending threat of

Corona Virus. Complyving with the direction of Hon'ble Chief Justice and the

Committee, several measures were taken by the High Court Administration. Some of

the Guideline & Modalities, which were issued and steps taken during the Covid-19
pandemic in the Allahabad Iigh Court are as follows.

Cmideline & Modalities dated 16.03.2020 were issued, under which only
urgent matters were directed to be listed, personal presence of parlics was
cxempted, dress code of the counsel and employees were declared ino be

suspended and litigants” entry in court premises was restricted,

24



ii. As per order dated 30th May 2020, Stamp Reporter Section was directed to

not withhold any fresh cases due to any defect,

i On 06.06.2020 an email id was introduced enabling the counsels 1o join the

iv.

courl proceeding through Video Conferencing. These facilities were
extended by establishing cubicles al different locations in High Court

premises for On-site facility and by earmarking different cvber cafes as E-
sewa Kendras,

Keeping in view the convenicnce of advocales and litigants, two software,
namely, Jitsi Meet Software and Cisco WebEx sofiware have been
introduced for virtual hearing.

v. Maximum efforts have been made for promotion of E-mode filing and

hearing through video conferencing.

vi. Directions were issued to all the District Judges regarding preference of the

cases for listing immediately on re-opening of Subordinate Courts. The type
of cases identified for immediate disposal is as under:-

Name -:nf tﬁe Court T:m-t: of Cases
In the courts of District Judges/Addl. | Civil ﬁappe:ﬂl Civil Rewqmn, Criminal
District Judges including FTC Appeal, Criminal Revision, Cases of)

Final Argument Stage, Under Trial cases

In the Courts of CIM/ACIM/IM and Petty Cases, U/s 320, 256, 257, 258, 203,
other related courts 394 of CrPC, Committal Cases & Under
Trial Cases,

‘and Family Courts ‘L-'ID 23R{1)}, Succession Cases & Final

In the Courts c-i':Eivi] ]uﬂgc{ﬂﬂ}f(fD]-Cﬂmpmmise ic Eﬂﬁiﬁ], Withdrawl

|Argument Stage

Cases identified for hnmadiate|{‘ases. U/S 156(3) of CrPC & Cases uf|
|Disposal | L Final Reports. _

In addition, petty criminal cases Ufs 188 IPC and under the M.V. Act
registered during lock down period, where challan/police report is filed, were
also to be taken/disposed off on priority basis.

LR L L L
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
e F MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.16(0
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 28" JULY, 2021

SHORTAGE OF JUDGES
1600. SHRI BENNY BEHANAN:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

{(a) whether the Government has made any assessment regarding the shortage
of judges and vacant posts in the courts of the country and if so, the details
thereof, State-wise;

(b) whether the process of recruitment has started against the said vacancies
during the last three years and if so, the details thereof, State-wise; and

{c)} whether any assessment is made regarding the number of such vacant
posts in Kerala and if so, the details thereof?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICFE
{SHR1 KIREN RLILILT)

{a) & (b): As per the Memorandum of Procedure, for the appointment of Judges of
High Courts, the Chief Justice of the High Court is required to initiate the
proposals in consultation with two senior-most Judges from amongst the eligible
candidates from the Bar and concerned State Judicial Service six months prior (o

the occurrence of vacancies.
Filling up of vacancies in the High Courts is a continious, integrated and

collaborative process between the Executive and the Judiciary, It requires

consultation and approval from various Constitutional Authorities both at the State
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and Centre level. Every effort is made to expedite the process of appointment of
Tudges following the due procedure. A statement showing the vacancy position and
appointments made during last 03 calendar vears in respect of Supreme Court of
India and High Courts is at Annexure-I.

Under Article 235 of the Constitption of India, the administrative control
over the members of distri::t and subordinate judiciary in the States vest with the
concerned High Court. Further, in é:-:-erci,se of powers conferred under proviso to
Article 309 read with Articles 233 and 234 of the constitution, the respective State
Government, in consultation with the High Court, frames the Rules and
Regulations regarding the issue of appointment, promotion, reservations and
retirement of Judicial Officers in the State Judicial Service. Hence, in so far as
recruitment of judicial officers in the States is concerned, respective High Courts
do it in certain States, whereas the High Courts do it in consultation with the State
Public Service Commissions in other States.

The Union Government does not have a role under the Constitution in the
selection and appointment of judicial officers in District! subordinate judiciary.
The Supreme Court, in its orders of 04™ January, 2007 in Malik Mazhar case, has
devised a process and time frame 1o be followed for the filling up ol vacancies in
subordinate judiciary which stipulates that the process for recruitment of judges in
the subordinate courts would commence on 31st March of a calendar year and end
by 31st October of the same wear. The Supreme Court has permitted State
Governments / High Courts for variations in the time schedule in case of any
difficulty based on the peculiar geographical and climatic conditions in the State or

other relevant conditions,
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Further, in compliance of the above directions of the Supreme Coutt,
Department of Justice forwarded a copy of the Malik Mazhar judgement to
Repistrars General of all High Cowrts for necessury action, Department of Justice 15
writing from time to time to Registrars General of all High Courls to expedite the
fillingz up of vacancies in subordinate judiciary mandated by Malik Mazhar case. A
statement showing the sanctioned strength, working strength and vacancy position

of Judicial Otficers, State-wise, 15 al Annexore-f1,

{c): The approved Judge strength of the Kerala High Court as on date is 47.
Presently, 37 Judges (including 4 Judges from other High Courls) are functioning
in the Kerala High Court. Thus a total of 10 vacancies is existing in Kerala High
Court. As per the information made available by High Courts on MIS portal of
Department of Justice, as against the sanctioned strength of 541 Judicial Officers in

Kerala, there arc 464 Judicial Officers in position and 77 vacancics as on date.

EFTE TS
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Annexure-1

STATEMENT REFERRED TO IN REPLY TO PARTS (A) & (B) OF LOK

SABHA UNSTARRED OUES QUESTION NO. 1600 FOR ANSWER ON 28.07.2021
REGARDING SHORTAGE OF JUDGES

1. Name of Conrt Vucancies of Appointments  made
Nu. Judges as on during the calendar
20,07.2021 Vears
2R 2009 | 2020
i A, Supreme Coirt of India 08 i 10 =]
B. | Righ Court
3T Allahabad _ 66 78 10 ¥
[ ' Andhra Pradesh g 1% - (2 a7 |
3 Bombay 1 11 04 1 04
4 Calcutra 41 . i {16 ol
g Chharttisgarh g 04 - -
6 [ Delhi 30 05 o4 | -
4 3 Gauhati NN TR (R R
8 ; Gujarat 24 04 03 2
g Himachal Pradesh 03 - | 8z -
10 J & K and Ladakh 06 02 & 1105,
R I ]'| | Jharkhand L 10 03 02 A E n
12 Kamataka 15 12 10 13
13 Kerala | g | od {1 06
14 Madhya Pradesh ag | o | @@ | -
___E:_ | Madras |‘,|"_ i} _ a1 | 10
16 Manipur Y 0 RN e
17 Meghalaya 0 0l 01 :
=3 18 Orissa 14 i1 ol | o2
|9 | Pama 34 5 04 3
70 Punml:n-.":: Harvana 30 07 Iy 0 !
3 Rajasthan 27 - 3 {6
73 Sikkim 0 L =] F =
23 Telangana 28 IERET Y
24 Tripura ‘ 0l 01 - {1t
25 Urtarakhand 04 _I.'!Iﬁ 1 =,
Total 454 108 Bl ]
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M NERTIRR-EE

STATEMENT REFERRFD TO REFLY TO PART (A) & (1) OF LOK SABHA UNSTARREDR OUESTION MO, A0 FUR ANSWER ON 17002024 BECABUING
SHORTAGE OF JUDMGES
& - 2 i gy o
e KN Fl e ! LikHI £y o 1201 20T1Y
% ommarn | et [ wokie [y, | Savrined [Working | yyppcy | Seoeoned | Woring | ooy, | Semctionsd | Wrking | yppney
o | ; |
L | Micohar 11 i - (i 3 | 3 i L T b 13 13
2 | Andbra Pradesh A - Wl s 529 6% 67 | 510 ur &liT. 2 R £
3 | Anannchal Pradesh 30 5 5 11 7, 14 41 | iz El it (N - b,
4 | Assam 430 | 343 a7 441 12 b A6t 412 54 47| s |
5 | Dikar - 1843 12415 A0 1025 | 149 74 1536 | 1433 51K 1434 1403 533
& | Chandigarh 31 | 31 0 M I I ) 14 4 10 " 3l
7| Ehhurtizgarh 452 197 5% 16K 3 ™ 441 A7 0 452 419 63 |
H | D& N Haveli 3 o 3 W d 3| 2 1 3 2 [
|9 | Duemun& Diy - 1 b 1 3 = 4/ 4 0 4 4 b
| 10 | Delhi L W s 258 704 BT g mn 149 150 g2 679 18 |
11 | Giea 50 42 g 50 4 Al e o5 4 g 0 40 I
| 12| Cujormt 1506 1150 356 1521 1185 334 15310 1is2] 3 1423 1138 385
13 | Haryme, 651 " 489 162 | 712 473 247 Tl A e-ti M 1 M. | 5 | . 2
14 | Himnchal Pradesh | 159 149 I | 175 153 b 175 | w4 | A . 14 |
15 | Jamimu and Kashmic 1 2 6 | 200 21 5 M5l @l ay el | 48
15 | Tharklsnd 6760 460 Mg 677 4] 204 875 | 544 171 75 53 143
I7 | Karnstaka 2614 | ri LI 433 1348 | I Lins 239 1357 1071 2H 1324 1062 266 |
1% | Eerala a5 433 £ 536 Ml 53 470 6 541 154 7 |
|19 | Ladaih - 0 e s W T 0 .. 1 A 8 I 9 7]
| | Laksthadween k| i i 3 3 L B . 1] 3 2 I
21 | Mahys Pradesh 1572 1361 511 21 | 1624 Al 2001 | 16l 411 | 2021 | 1536 | 433
|22 | Maharnshira E 2011 e O A L.y, 2189 | 142 | M7 | L 1940 250 2190 1940 | 3se
|23 | Manipu -~ 40 15 55 EL 16 3| kL 1 - 59 13 s
oy n | 7 =i =8 " 44 o A 42 v, £t PR e O -5 K.
25 | Mizneum &7 4 21 54 14 18 & 43 3t . P -
|26 | Neymlund i a3 2 7 3 25 A EE] L} l 33 2 i
e e L 30



27 | Ddicha 1 753 156 | 919 | 70 149 _usp . 3, | 94 v OO . 20 |
18 | Pudinchery ' 24 15 | 71 2 | i, 1s 26 | 1 3 % | 1 15
29 | Pungab ™ 0| M A7 7o e 592 593 9% 2 3o 103
30 | Rajasthen 1337 | LR oy 1428 1621 i 1484 1292 197 | 15401 1283 | 57
3L | Sikkim B 18 Al 25 19 & 25 | 20 5 25 20 5 |
32 | Tamil Mo . 1115 s 23K 1255 .1{@_‘_ 175 1294 1040 248 4 1302 141 Il
31 | Telagnna 453 443 T 413 534 i an ITH 9% | 474 378 9 |
34 | Tripurm 115 78 40 120 %5 24 | L2 w7 23 121 L4 24 |
15 | Urinr Pradesh X35 2037 | 1158 1416 1578 EEF 3A1d 2981 (053 ¢ 1634 2Rl 1053 |
36 | Uwekhand 93 234 | 59 04 2% 6 | 247 258 4 298 254 44
17 | WestBengal 1013 | 938 7 L4 1% | 96 | 14 18 9% . 10l4 918 56
TaTAL 1951 1 159 5355 137 1518 4811 24247 19318 |  amp; D | 192 it
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

kﬁ] Lﬁp LTS
LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO 2531
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 4" AUGUST, 2021

Dalay in Judicial Verdict

12531, SHR| RAMESH CHANDER KALUSHIK;
SHRI DILIP SAIKIA;

Wil the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased o state:

(@) whether due to corona pandemic judicial verdicts are getting inordinately delayed
in the country due to which the undertrials are not getting proper justice;

ib) if so, the details thereof:

(c) whether the Government has formulated any scheme to tackle this situation; and

(d) If so, the details thereof?

ANSWER

MINISTER OF LAW & JUSTICE
{SHRI KIREN RIJIJU)

(a) to (d) Disposal of pending cases in courts is within the domain of the judiciary. No
time frame has been prescribed for disposal of various kinds of cases by the
respactive courts. Government has no role in disposal of cases in courts. The
Central Government is fully committed to speedy disposal of cases in accordance
with Article 21 of tha Constitution and reducing pendency. After announcement of
nation-wide lockdown, directions have been issued from time to time by the
respective High Courls to the Subordinate Courts under their administrative
jurisdiction for hearing of urgent civil and criminal matters in virtual or physical
mode depending on local conditions. Most High Courts have further advised district_

and subordinate courts that where there is no shut down/lockdown, they may, as
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far as possible, resume normal functioning by virtual/physical mode and take up
all kind of cases, including those pertaining to under-rial prisoners.

In wake of threat of spreading of Covid-19 virus, particularly, in overcrowded
prisons, the State Govemnments and UT Administrations have constituted High
Powered Committees (HPCs) comprising of Executive Chairman of the State Legal
Services Authorty (SLSA), the Principal Secretary (Home/Prson), Director
General of Prison(s). National Legal Services Authorty (NALSA) has requesied all
State Legal Services Authorities (SLSAs) to effectively render assistance to High
Powered Committees for identification and faciltation in releasing Undertriaf
Prizoners/Convicts gither on interim bail or on parole. During lockdown from March
to May 2020, a total number of 58, 797 undertrial prisoners and 20,972 convicts
were released on interim bail’parcle on recommendations of HPC or through
efforts of Legal Services Authorities.

NALSA through SLSAs has also directed all District Legal Services
Committees (L5As) to convene Undertrial Review Committee (UTRC) Meetings
on weekly/monthly basis as per NALSA protocol, During 2020-21, 10,861 UTRC
meetings were held and 13983 inmates were released pursuant to UTRCs
recommendations. Further, more than 2,515 meetings of UTRCs were held in
across the country during May, 2021 to 15" July 2021. 20,593 bail applications
were filed on the recommendations of UTRCs and consequently, 9,237 prisoners
were released.

MALSA has issued a Protocol for Early Access to Justice at Pre-Arrest,
Arrest and Remand Stage for providing assistance to suspects and accused at
Pre-Arrast, Arrest and Remalnd Stage. As per data compiled by NALSA during
January 2020 to March 2021, legal assistance was provided to 5840

suspectsfaccused at pre-arrest stage pursuant to which 1,871 susﬁects.faccus.ed
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were not arrested by the police. Further, assistance was provided o 6,510
amestess at police stations before producing them in courts. Moreover, during the
same period, 1,04,015 persons were provided legal assistance at remand stage
and 48,735 bail applications were filed wherein bail was granted in 25.884 such
matters.

NALSA have also directed to identify all such convicts who have become
eligible or are on the verge of becoming eligible for getting remission for early
release and to provide necessary legal assistance to them. 92,593 prisoners
including 70,382 Under Trial Prizoners have been released after emergence of the

second wave of Covid-19.

e e b i
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

MF"""'- MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2562
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 4™ AUGUST, 2021

POST OF JUDGES LYING VACANT

2562. SHRI JAYADEV GALLA:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) the number of posts of judges lying vacant in District Courts of Andhra
Pradesh at present and time since when they are lying vacant, district-wise;

(b} the number of cases pending in the above district conrts during the last five
vears, year-wise and district-wise and the reasons for such backlog pendency;

(¢} whether the Government is persuading State Governments to fill the
vacancies; and

(d) the timeline by when these vacancies is likely to be filled?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHR1 KIREN RLILIU)

(a): Details of number of posts of judges lying vacant at present and time singe when
they are lying vacant in respect of District Courts of Andhra Pradesh as provided by
the [Migh Court of Andhra Pradesh is enclosed at 4nnexure-1.

{b}): Details of number of cases pending District-wise during the last five years, year-
wise as provided by High Court of Andhra Pradesh is enclosed at Annexure-fI. Time
taken for disposal of a case depends on several factors such as category of case (civil
or criminal), complexity of facts involved, nature of evidence, co-operation of
stakeholders viz. bar, investigation agencies, witnesses and litigants besides the
availability of physical infrastructure, supporting court staff and applicable rules of
procedure. There are several factors which may lead to delay in disposal of cases.
These, inter-alia, include vacancies of judges, frequent adjournments, lack of adequate
arrangement to monitor, track and bunch cases for hearing etc.
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{c) & (d):  Under Article 235 of the Constitution of India. the administrative control
over the members of district and subordinate judiciary in the States vest with the
concerned High Court, Further, in exercise of powers conferred under proviso to
Article 309 read with Articles 233 and 234 of the constitution, the respective State
Governmenl, in consultation with the High Court, frames the Rules and Regulations
regarding the issue of appointment, promotion, reservations and retirement of Judicial
Officers in the State Judicial Service. Hence. in so far as recruitment of judicial
officers in the States is concerned, respective High Courts do it in certain States,
whereas the High Courts do it in consultation with the State Public Service

Cominissions in other States.

The Union Government does not have a role under the Constilution in the
selection and appointment of judicial officers in District/ subordinate judiciary. The
Supreme Court, in its orders of 04™ January, 2007 in Malik Mazhar case, has devised a
process and time frame to be followed [or the filling up of vacancies in subordinate
Judiciary which stipulates that the process for recruitment of judges in the subordinate
courts would commence on 31st March of a calendar year and end by 31 st October of
the same year. The Supreme Court has permitted State Governments / High Courts for
variations in the time schedule in case of any difficulty based on the peculiar

geographical and climatic conditions in the State or other relevant conditions.

Further, in compliance of the above directions of the Supreme Court,
LDxpartment of Justice forwarded a copy of the Malik Mazhar judgement to Registrars
General of all High Courts for necessary action. Department of Justice 1s wriling {rom
time to time to Registrars General of all High Courts to expedite the filling up of
vacancies in subordinate judiciary mandated by Malik Mazhar casc.

In September, 2016, Union Minister of Law & Justice wrote to the Chief
Ministers of States and the Chief Justices of High Courts to enhance the cadre strength
of the District and Subordinate Courts and provide physical infrastructure to the State
judiciary. The same was reiterated m May, 2017, In August, 2018, in the context of

36



increasing pendency of cases, the Union Minister of Law & Justice has written to all
Chief Justices of High Courts including High Court of Andhra Pradesh to monitor the
status of the vacancies rcgularly and to ensure proper coordination with the State
Public Service Commission to fill up vacant posts as per time schedule prescribed by
the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the Malik Mazhar Sultan case. The filling up of
vacancies is also being monitored by the Supreme Court in a suo-motu Writ Petition
(Civil) No. 2 of 2018,

LB
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Annexure-|

STATEMENT REFERRED TO IN REPLY TO PART (A) OF LOK SABHA UNSTARRED

QUESTION NO. 2562 FOR ANSWER ON 04.08.2021 REGARDING POST OF JUDGES
LYING VACANT

i Name of the |

Sanction
Smrength

ed

8

[ Working
| Strength

Vacancy

Date from when ¥Yacant

[ )

Chittood

Cuddapah

[ East Godavari

! {uniar

=]

Chairman Industrial 1ribunal —L-LI.[EL-_:
POLC, Ananthapuramu from
26.03.2020

W AT, Chigtoor from Tuly, 20621
POSCO Clourt, Teorm 01.01.2021
X ADJ, Tiropati, from July, 2021
Wi ADT, Madunapalli, from
{110 200

1 AD], Kudapa, Trom 02072020
VT ADS {Women) Court, Kadapa,
- Date Nil-

_MLADI, Fakinada, from 01.0:6.2021

POSCO Court, Kukinada, from
February, 2021
Special Judge for 805 and 5Ts At
Rajarmahendravaram
from July, 2021
Judge, Family Cour,
Rajamahendravaram {rom July, 2021
v ADJ, Rajamahendravuram from
01.01.2020 |
VI ATH, Rajamehendravaram, from
1 .47.202 1

. Erishia

12

TI AT, Ciuntur, from 26,08.2020
Judpe, Tamily Court, Guntur, from
Juby, 2021
POSCO Court, Guntur, from
02102019
X ADJ, Gurazala, from 12.09.2019
Vv AL, Guatur, from July, 2021

21

11

38

10

| depesiloes of financial establishment

[ ADY, Mm:hih'pamhm. fromy Tune
20020
V1 AL, Machilipatnam, (rom
01.08.2020
SPE and ACB Court, Yyayawada,
from February, 2021
XIv ADJ, Vijayawada, from
10072020
Co-Orperative Tribumal, Vijayawadu
from 01022018
POSCO Court, Vijeyawada, from
02, 12019
VI ALY, Vijavawada, from June
2020
Speeial Courl for Trial of Criminal
(Cases relating to elected MPs and
ML Az, Vijayawada from 07.05.2018
Special Court for Prolection of




)

.I. e —r __!_

10

11

Vizlanagaram

10

3

Act, 1999, Vijayawada from
; 15.12.2016
XV ADY, Nandigama, from July,
a4
1 AD) Kurmool, oo Julby, 202 |
VIL AR [ Women) Court, Kumool -
' Date Mil-
VII ADJ (Wormen) Court, Mellare,
frem July, 2021
POSCO Court, Nellane, from

210201 9 ;
Fumily Court, Ongole from July, 2021
| I ADJ, Ongole from 19.09.20]9
I POSCO Courl, Ongole,  Trom
| UL10.2008
| ADJ, Srikakulam from 24.06.2020
Special Court for SCs amd 5T Act,
Srikakulam, from 01.03.2021
| ¥ ADJ, Lakshmipeta from 01.02.2014

14

11T AT, Visakhapatnam 08,077, 2020
Family Coun from 31.08.2020
[and O Addl, CBI,  from Muy, 2008
WAT Appellate Tribumal, from
1704 2000 B
VIl ADI, O7.07.2020
XILADI, from July 2021 |

| West Godavari

T

]

Lrs

Special Court for SCs and 5Ts,
Vizianagaram from 01.06.2021
W ADDL Vicianagarurn from
o Dsg032021
Chairman LEAT-cum- 11 AT, Eluru,
from 01.06,2021
Judge, Family Couet, from 101002020
Special Courl for 5Cs and 8Ts Act,
from 10.07.2020
Y AR, Eluny, feom 01002019
X ADJ, Narsapur, from July, 2020

a2

39



Annexunre-l1
STATEMENT REFERRED TO IN REFLY TO PART (B) OF LOK SABHA UNSTARRED

QUESTION MOy 2562 FOR ANSWER ON 04.08.2021 RF,I."ARDFN{" POST OF JUDMES

LYING VACANT

Number of pending cases vear wise and district wise
bt | Name of the| 2016 2017, 2018 2019 | 2020 2021
No. | District I ¥l {as on
30.06.2021)
] Anantapur - 4577 | 5952 6568 | 6370 5973 | 6368 |
2| Chittoor | 9289 | 9472 8978 6024 | 9190 9839
3 | Cuddapah | 5665 | S891| 5708 6306| 7611 8260
4 East Godavari 9197 | 10622 11194_ 12652 13954 = 15784
5 Guntur 9844 | 11566 | 12994 14618 | 14106 15649
6 Krishna 13444 | 14731 [ 15331 16095 | 18201 19945 |
| 7 Kurnool 6484 | 8023 | 8703 | 9124 7993 8547 |
'8 | Nellore 6819 | 6691 | 6608 | 7191 7687 8613
9 Prakasam 4370 5189| 6513 | 7125| 7842 7523
10 | Srikakulam 2586 | 2524 2188 | 2274 | 2880 3374
(11| Visakhapatnam 17711 18522] 20492 [ 20432 21564 | 22385
112 | Vizianagaram 23R4 2641 | 2467] 2947 3120 3241 |
|13 Wesl Godavard 7350 8117 RE92| 10380 | 10459 11081
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N GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION N(.2569
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 04™ AUGUST, 2021

PENDING COURT CASES
2569. SHR1 ARVIND DHARMAPURI:

Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Government maintains a record of the number of cases pending
in the courts situated in India;

(b} if so, the details thereof, States/UTs wise:
(¢) whether the Government, on its part, is taking steps (o Ffaster the delivery of
justice in India; and
{d) if z0, the details thereof?
ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE

(SHRT KIREN RLILIU)

{a) & (b} The mlormation on pending cases as available on National Judicial Data
Grid (NJDG) in respect of High Courts and Subordinate Courts, State/UTs-wise, is
enclosed al Aanexwre-I & Annexure-IT respectively. The total number of cases
pending in the Hon'ble Supreme Court is 69,212 as on 02.07.2021.

(c) & (d): Disposal of pending cases in courts is within the domain of the judiciary.
No time frame has been prescribed for disposal of various kinds of cases by the
respective courts. Government has no role in disposal of cases in courts. The Central
Govermment is fully commitied 10 speedy disposal of cases in accordance with Article
21 of the Constilution and reducing pendency. The Government has taken several
initiatives to provide an ecosystem for faster disposal of I;:E.HEH by the judiciary.
National Mission for Justice Delivery and Legal Reforms was set up in August, 2011

with the twin objectives of incressing access by reducing delays and arrears in the
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system and enhancing accountability through structural changes and by sefting

performance standards and capacitics. The Mission has been pursuing a co-ordinated

approach for phased liquidation of arrcars and pendency in judicial administration.

which, infer-aliz, involves better infrastructure for courts including computenization,

imcrease in strength of subordinate judiciary, policy and legislative measures in the

areas prone to excessive litigation, re-engineering of courl procedure for quick

dizposal of cases and emphasis on human resource development.

The major steps taken during the last six years under various initiatives are as

follows:

(i}

(i)

[mproving infrastructure for Judicial Officers of District and Subordinate Courts:

As on date, Rs. B644.00 crores have been released since the inception of the
Centrally Sponsored Scheme (C55) for Development of Infrastructure Facilities for
Judiciary in 1993-94, The number of court halls has increased from 15,818 as on
3062014 to 20218 as on 22.07.2021 and number of residential units has
increased from 10211 as on 30.06.2014 to 17.815 as on 22.07.2021 under this
scheme. Tn addition, 2,693 court halls and 1,852 residential units are onder
construction. The Centrally Sponsored Scheme lfor the Development of
Infrastructure Facilities for Judiciary has been extended till 2025-26 at a total cost
of Rs. 9000 crores, out of which Central share will be Rs. 5307 crores. Besides,
construction of Court Halls and Residential Units, it would also cover construction

of Lawyer’s Halls, Toilet Complexes and Digital Computer Rooms.

Leveraging Information and Communication Technology (ICT) for improved

justice delivery: Government has heen implementing the e-Courts Mission Mode

Project throughout the country for Information and Communication Technology
etiablement of district and subordinate courts. Number of computerized District &
Subordinate courts has increased from 13,672 (in 2014) to 18,735 as on
01072021, registering an increase of 5.063. New and user-friendly version of
Case Information Software has been developed and deployed at all the
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computerized District and Subordinate Courts. All stakeholders including Judicial
Officers can access information relating to judicial proceedings/decisions of
computerized District & Subordinaie Courts and High Courts on the National
Judicial Data Grid (NJDG). As on 01.07.2021, litigants can access case status of
over 18.77 crore cases and 14.61 crore order/judgements pertaining to these courts.
elourts services such as details of case registration, cause list, case status, daily
orders & final judgments arc available to hitigants and advocates through eCourts
web portal, Judicial Service Centres (JSC) in all computerized courls, eCourts
Mobile App, email service, SMS push & pull services. Video Conferencing facility
has been enabled between 3240 court complexes and 1272 corresponding jails.
With a view to handle the COVID- 1% challenges better and to make the transition
to virtual hearings smoother, funds have been provided for setting up 235 e-
SewaKendras at court complexes to facilitate lawyers and litigants needing
assistance ranging from case status, gelting judgementsforders, court/case related
information and efiling facilitics. Rs. 5.01 crores has been allocated for providing
equipment in Video Conlerencing cabins in various court complexes Lo facilitate
virtual hearings. Rs. 12.12 crores has been allocated for 1732 Help desk counters

for efiling in various court complexes,

Twelve Virtual Courts have been set up at Delhi (2 courts), Faridabad
{Harvana), Pune & Nagpur (Maharashtra) Kochi (Kerala), Chennai (Tamil Nadu),
Guwahati (Assam) and Bengaluru (Karnataka) to iry traffic offences. As on
12.07.2021, these couris have handled 75 lakh cases and realised Rs.160.05 crore

in fines.

Video conferencing emerged as the mainstay of the Courts during the Covid
lockdown period as physical hearings and normal court proceedings in the
congregational mode were not possible. Since Covid lockdown started, the District
courts heard 74,15,989 cases while the igh Court heard 40,43,300 cases (totaling
to 1.14 crore) till 30.06.2021 using video conferencing only. The Supreme Court
had 96,239 hearings since the lockdown period upto 09.07.2021,
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(1ii)

{iv)

()

Filling up of vacant pesitions in Supreme Court, High Courts and District and
Subordinate Courts: From 01.053.2014 to 01.03.2021, 35 Judges were appointed in
Supreme Court. 602 new Judges were appointed and 551 Additional Judges were
made permanent in the High Courts. Sanctioned strength of Judpes of High Courts
has been increased from 906 in May, 2014 to 1098 currently. Sanctioned and
working strength of Judicial Officers in District and Subordinate Courts has

increased as follows:

As on Sanctioned Working Strength |
Strength |
31.12.2013 | 19518 15,115
_ 29.07.2021 | 24,368 E 19,259

Filling up of vacancies in Subordinate judiciary falls within the domain of the

State Governments and High Courls concerned.

Reduction_in Pendency through / follow up by Arrears Committees: In pursuance

of resolution passed in Chief Justices’ Conference held in April, 2015, Arrears
Committees have been set up in High Courts to clear cases pending for more than
five years. Arrears Committees have been set up under District Judges too.
Arrcars Committee has been constituted in the Supreme Court 1o formulate steps to
reduce pendency of cases in High Courts and District Courts.

Further Communications have been addressed by Minister of Law & Justice 10
Chief Justices of High Courts and to Chief Ministers on 20.06.2014 and 14.08.2018
drawing their attention to cases pending for more than five vears and to take up

pendency reduction campaign.

Emphasis on Alternate Dispute Resolution (ADR): Commercial Courts Act, 2015

(as amended on 20™ August, 2018) stipulates mandatory pre-institution mediation

and settlement of commercial disputes. Amendment to the Arbitration and
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iwi}

{vil)

Conciliation Act, 1996 has been made by the Arbitration and Conciliation
(Amendment) Act 2015 for expediting the speedy resolution of disputes by
preseribing timelines.

Initiatives to Fast Track Special Tyvpe of Cases: The Fourteenth Finance

Commission endorsed the proposal of the Government to strengthen the judicial
system in States which included, inter-alia, establishing Fast Track Courts for cases
of heinous crimes; cases invelving senior citizens, women, children ete., and urged
the State Governments to use the additional fiscal space provided in the form of
enhanced tax devolution form 32% 1o 42% to meet such reguirements. As on
30.04.2021, 870 Fast Track Courts are functional for heinous crimes, crimes
against women and children etc. To fast track criminal cases mvolving elected MPs
{ MLAs, ten (10} Special Courts are functional in nine (%) States/UTs (1 each
Madhva Pradesh, Maharashira, Tamil Wadu, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh,
Telangana, Uttar Pradesh. West Bengal and 2 in NCT of Delln). Further,
Government has approved a scheme for setting up 1023 Fast Track Special Courts
(FTSCs) across the country for expeditious disposal of pending cases of Rape
under IPC and crimes under POCSO Act. As on date, 28 States/1ITs have joined
the scheme for setting up of 842 FTSCs including 363 “exclusive POCSO Courts”,
Rs. 140 crore was released in the financial year 2019-20 and Rs. 160.00 crore has
been released during the financial year 2020-21 for the scheme. Rs. 39.77 vrore has
been released till June 2021 for Financial Year 2021-22. 640 FTSCs are functional
including 338 exclusive POCS0O Courts, which disposed 50484 cases as on
31.05.2021.

In addition, to reduce pendency and unclogging of the courts the Government has
recently amended various laws like the Negotiable Instruments (Amendment) Act,
2018, the Commercial Courts (Amendment) Act, 2018, the Specific Relief
{ Amendment) Act, 2018, the Arbitration and Conciliation (Amendment) Act, 2019
and the Criminal Laws (Amendment) Act, 2018.

e

Ekkk
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Annexure-1

STATEMENT REFERRED TO IN REPLY TO PARTS {A) & (B) OF LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO. 2565 FOR ANSWER ON (4.08.2021 REGARDING PENDING
COURT CASES

S5LNo. High Court Name ! Pendency as on
AV | o 2907.202)
1. | Allahabad High Court TR N e a0
2. BombayHighCourt 550314
3. Calcutta Iigh Count fRitiii | 268476
(4. |GeuhatiMighCowr =~ | 53570
3. | ligh Court for state of Telangana i | 247976 |
6. | High Court of Andhra Pradesh 2135093 |
7. | High Court of Chhattisgarh T U TIRAG
8. | High Court of Delhi G SRR AT T
8.7 High Court of Gujarat I 151022
10. | High Court of [Himachal Pradesh 70832
- 11. | High Court for Jammu & Kashmir and adakh 53462 |
| 12. | High Court of Jharkhand ' _ i 86229
. 13. | High Court of Kamnataka 1S 283240
. 14. | High Court of Kerala 221'7'43
15. | High Court of Madhya Pradesh 1] 404250
16. | High Court of Manipur 1L 1 4685
17. | High Court of Meghalaya \ L0 o Aas2
18. | High Court of Punjab & [larvana I GIESER
19. | High Court of Rajasthan T
20. | High Court of Sikkim 11 221
21. | High Courtof Tripura 133k 1508
22. | High Court of Utrarakhand W U v 40814
23. | Madras High Court 3 _ A ML 582599
24, Orissa High Courl ¢ 175710
25, Patna High Court Il ! 214433
Total 5876632 . |

Source: National Judicial Data Grid,
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Anpexnre-11

STATEMENT REFERRED T TN REPLY T PARTS {A) & (B) OF LOK SAHBHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO, 2569 FOR ANSWER ON 04.08.2021 REGARDING PENDING

COURT CASES
5l.No. StateUT Pendency as on 29.07.2021
L | Andvi Pradesh 70627

[ 2. Arunachal Pradesh® ) —--
| 3. [Assam 3,78.101
| 4. |Bihar - 33,15.499
-8 [ Chandigarh = b Ll ] ?’jﬂ
| 6. | Chhattisgarh 3,538,540
7 Delhi 10,48.718
8 | Diu and Daman 2,994
| 3 DN at Silvasa | B 3,591
0. | Goa 35,908
11. | Gujarat | i 20,38,575
12. | Haryana 12,27,28|
. 13. | Himachal Pradesh =g A AL
14 Jammu 1 and Kashmir 245,039 |
15. | Jharkhand 4,78,545
16, | Kamataka 1940415
17. [ Kerala 19,89,297
18. Ladakh i ‘ Tl ) ¥33
19.  Lakshudwerp?* )
20. | Madhya Pradesh 17,585,610
21, | Maharashtra - 49,720,820
22, | Manipur 11,916
23 Meghalaya 10,823
| 24 | Mizoram s 4,961
2% | Nagaland 2.48%
26. | Odisha 14.62,304
27, | Puducherry o SR
28. | Punjab " 08667 |
29. | Rajasthan | 3 19.62,887 |
30. | Sikkim 1853
31, Tamil Nady 12,95.249 |
32, | Tclangana = 7.51,958
| 33. | Tripura . 41,680
34, | Uttar Pradesh HI,65,145
35. | Untarakhand : 284,335
36, Amdeman and Nigobar* - —-
| 37. | West Bengal i ] 24 82373
Taotal ’ 3.93,30.952

Source: National Judicial Data Grid,

*Data in respect of Andaman & Nicobar Island, Lakshadweep and Arumachal Pradesh are not

available on the web-portal of Mational Tudicial Data Grid (NJD{G).
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE

o Dt DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
' LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2570
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE (4.08.2021
Splitting of Supreme Court
2570. DR. G. RANJITH REDDY:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a)whether three Law Commissions (11th, 10th and 18th) have recommended
for splitting of Supreme Court inte Constitutional Court and Court of Appeal
at Delhi and later one each in four parts of the country,

(h1if 5o, the reasons for delay in implementing this recommendation;

{¢)the details of hurdles that the Ministry is facing and the manner in which it is
planning to overcome them;

(d) whether there have been demands and that 18th Law Commission has
recommended selling up of a Southetn Bench ol Supreme Court at
Hyderabad since it is centrally located; and

(e} if so, the details of the action taken by the Government in this regrard?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHIRI KIREN RLJLIU)

() to (¢} : Article 130 of the Constitution of India provides that the Supreme
Court shall sit in Delhi or in such other place or places as the Chief Justice of

India may, with the approval of the President, from Lime to time, appoint.
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The Eleventh Law Commission in its 125" Report titled “The
Supreme Court — A Fresh Look™, submitted in 1988, reiterated  the
recommendations made by Tenth Law Commission in its 95th Report for
splitting the Supreme Cl.:rurt. into two namely (i) Constitutional Court at
Delhi and (ii) Court of appeal or Federal Court sitting in North, South, Bast,
West and Central India. The Eighteenth Law Commission in its 229" Report
had also suggested that a Constitutional Bench be set up at Delhi and four
Cassation Benches be set up in the Northern region at Delhi, Southern
region at Chennai/Hyderabad, Eastern region at Kolkata and Western region
at Mumbai,

The matter was referred to the Chief Justice of India, who has
informed that after consideration of the matter, the Full Court in ifs mecting
held on 18" February, 2010, found no justification for setting up of benches
of the Supreme Court outside Delhi.

In Writ Petition WP(C) No. 362016 on establishment of National
Court of Appeal, the Supreme Court vide its judgment dated 13.07.2016
deemed it proper to refer the aforementioned issue to Constitutional Bench
for authoritative pronouncement. The matter is sub-judice in the Supreme

Court.

R REE
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TunbueT
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2571
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 4™ AUGUST, 2021

Fast Track Courts

2571. SHRI SUNIL DATTATRAY TATKARE:

DR. NISHIKANT DUBEY:

SHRI SANGANNA AMARAPPA:

SHRIMATI SUPRIYA SULE:

SHRI MANICKAM TAGORE B:

DR. AMOL RAMSING KOLHE:

DR. DNV SENTHILKUMAR. S.:

Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state;

|a) the aims and objectives envisaged under the scheme of Fast Track Courts
alongwith its present status:
(b} the criteria fixed for setting up of Fast Track Court (FTC) in the country along
with the number of FTCs constituted and functioning including Jharkhand and
Karnataka;
(c) the achievements made by these courts including number of cases
transferred and disposed of during the last three years and current year along
with the number of cases pending in these Courts at present:

Contd...
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(d) the total funds allocated and spent for such courts during the said period,
state-wise; :

(e) whether the funds being provided to FTCs are not adequate to meet the
recurring and non-recurring expenditure being incurred by such courts and if so,
the steps taken by the Government in this regard;

(f} whether some States have been providing support to FTCs from their own
resources ever since the central support was discontinued and if g0, the details
thereof, State-wise; and

(g) whether the Government proposes to set up more FTCs in the country and if
s0. the details thereof and if not, the reasons therefor, State/UT-wise?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RIJIJU)

(a) to {g) The aim and objective of setting up Fast Track Courts (FTCs) is for fast
tracking the disposal of cases of heinous crimes; civil cases involving senior
citizens, women, children, disabled and litigants affected with HIV-AIDS and other
terminal ailments and civil disputes involving land acquisitions and property/rent
disputes pending for more than five years,

Setting up of FTCs and its functioning fall within the domain of the respective
State Governments in consultation with the respective High Courts. FTCs were
created during 11% Finance Commission for disposal of long pending cases based

Contd...

51



an the findings of a study that one such court disposes up to 168 cases in a
year, Central funding has been discontinued after 31.03.2015. Subsequently, 14"
Finance Commission had recommended that the number of FTCs to be
established should be 10% of the sanctioned strength of Judicial Officers of the
State. The 14" Finance Commission had recommended the sefting up of 1800
FTCs during 2015-2020 and had urged State Governments to utilize enhanced
fiscal space available through tax devolution {32% to 42%) for this purpose. The
details of funds allocated by State/UT Governments and their expenditure on these
courts from 14™ Finance Commission period onwards is not maintained at Central
Government level. Presently, there are 956 functional FTCs including Jharkhand
and Kamataka. The number of FTCs proposed and functional in the country
neluding Jharkhand and Karnataka is given at Annexure-l. Information on the
number of cases disposed of during the last three years and current year along
with the number of cases pending in these FTCs, as made available by the various

High Courts is given at Annexure-il.
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ANNEXURE-I

LOK SABHA UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2571 TO BE ANSWERED ON

4.8 2021

NO. OF FTCs PROPOSED & FUNCTIONAL IN THE COUNTRY
(STATE / UT -WISE)

53

S.No - | Name of the State No. of FTCs No. of FTCs
proposed Functional
' (May, 2021)
1. |Andhra Pradesh 47 21
2 |Telangana a7 34
3. | Assam 38 15
4. | Arunachal Pradesh 0 0
=, bMizoram o7 2
6. |Nagaland 03 1
7. |Bihar ’ 147 a3
8. | Chhattisgarh 28 23 ®
5. |Gujarat 174 35 |
10, | Himachal Pradesh 13 0
11. | Jammu & Kashmir 21 i
12. | Jharkhand 50 41
13. | Kamataka 95 16
14. | Kerala, Lakshadwesp 41 28
15, | Madhya Pradesh 133 0
16. | Maharashtra, D&N, 204 114
Daman & Diu
17. Goa 05 3 %
18. | Manipur 03 6 N
19. | Meghalaya 04 0
20. |Orissa 1 63 0
21. | Punjab B 50 7
22, | Chandigarh | 02 14



23 Haryana 48 6
"~ 24, |Rajasthan 93 D
25. | Sikkim 01 2
26. | Tamil Nadu, Puducherry 89 74
27. Tripura 08 11
28. | Uttar Pradesh 212 372
"29. | Uttarakhand 28 4
30. | West Bengal, A&N 94 88
| |slands
31. | Delhi 63 13
| ~ Total 1800 956
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ANNEXURE-II
LOK SABHA UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2571 TO BE ANSWERED ON

95

_ 4.8 2021
INFORMATION ON THE NUMBER OF CASES DISPOSED OF DURING THE LAST
THREE YEARS AND CURRENT YEAR ALONG WITH THE NUMBER OF PENDING
CASES IN FTCs
S.No | State/UT | No. of No. of cases |No. of ' No. of Pending
| | cases disposed in  cases in cases Cases
disposed | 2019 'disposed | disposed
in 2018 12020 2021 (As on
| 31.05.2021)
{up to May
| 2021)
" | Andhra 3949 sl i 26 6153
Eiovieopae st DY T TS L DR T 0L ) ey ST RN L PR T e TR
“ | Assam 2314 1318 302 328 8744
|
“[Mizoram | 215 ARG i S i 201
. Nagaland 8 0 I i 30
~ Bihar 11525 1789 184 | 350 12252
5. Chhattisgarh i 3862 996 T isg | AS 6828
| )
Delhi 638 226 21 | 4 4638
[Goa 0 0 8 | 11654 1836
|Ma_hﬂ=injshtra_l_ 160641 28779 3118 3039 163112 1
0. | Gujarat L A ) T A 22 5682
1. |Haryana 768 162 ML IS O 724
‘2. |Punjab | 0 eI AT 13 431
50| JEK 0 20 0 62 226
Contd...



14. [Jharkhand 1946 | 430 14 4 [ 5288
15, | Kamataka 0 0 44 44 3348
16. |Kerala 0 0 101 | 24 - B4T7
17. | Manipur 190 | 19 10 TN
18, | Sikkim 8] 8 -0 o | 20
19. | Tamil 14911 688 2811 83 54252
Nadu |
20. YTﬂme_ 1423 28 - 18 7 1560
21, Uttar 234182 71034 7083 2638 526704
__ Pradesh | == = -
22 | Uttrakhand 562 83 14 10 664
23 | West 16358 3071 708 102 58055
=y Bengal - |
74. | Telangana 1654 4542 178 87 12200
| |
'Total 455205 115110 | 16900 18965
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
B”H MINltIiTR‘it ﬂI- LAW AND JUSTICE
WM DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2597
TO BE ANSW ERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 04.08.2021
Upgradation of High Court
1597. SHRI TOKHEHO YEPTHOMLI:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state;

(a)whether there is any proposal to upgrade full fledged High Court in
Magaland; and

(b) 1f so, the details thereof and if not, the reasons therefor?
ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE

(SHRI KIREN RLJLIL)

(a) tr (b) :  The Chief Minister of Nagaland vide letter dated 25.06.2021 has
requested for setting up of a High Court for the State of Nagaland. Setting up of a
High Court for the State of Nagaland will require an amendment of North-Eastern
Areas (Reorganisation) Act, 1971, At present, no complete proposal for setting up
of High Court for the State of Nagaland 15 pending with this Department.

Hkkkk
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M 58 GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2599
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 04" AUGUST, 2021

PENDING COURT CASES
2599, SHRI SANGANNA AMARAPPA:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased (o state:

{a} whether Government is having data of all cases pending in the subordinate
courts of Karnataka State;

{b) if 50, the details thereof and the reasons for such huge pendency:

(c) whether poor infrastructure is one of the main reasons and if so, the details
thereof along with the efforts made by the Government so far to improve the
infrastructure of subordinate courts in the State of Karnataka;

(d) the details of the other measures proposed to be initiated by the Government
to speed up disposal of cases in subordinate courts in the country; and

(e) whether the Government is considering to agree to the just and old demand of
a High Court bench in Utiar Pradesh and if so, the details thereol™

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHR1 KIREN RLILIU)

(a) & (b): As per information available on National Judicial Data Grid (NJDG) as on
30.07.2021, 19,59,565 cases are pending in subordinate courts of Kamataka Time
taken for disposal of a case depends on several factors such as category of case (civil
or criminal), complexity of facts involved, nature of evidence, co-operation of
stakeholders viz, bar, investigation agencies, witnesses and litigants besides the
availability of physical infrastructure, supporting court staff and applicable rules of
procedure. There are several factors which may lead to delay n disposal of cases.
These, inter-alia, include vacancies of judges, frequent adjournments and lack of
adeduate arrangement to monitor, track and bunch cases for hearing.
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{c): It 18 the primary responsibility of the State Govemnments 1o provide Tudicial
Infrastructure / Court Rooms for High Courts and Distriet / Subordinate Courts. The
Union Government has been implementing a Centrally Sponsored Scheme (CS8) for
Development of Infrastructure Facilities for Judiciary in order to augment the
resources of State Governments, in association with the States / UT Governments.
The scheme is being implementzd since 1993-94. The Centrally Sponsored Scheme
for the Development of Infrastructure Facilities for Judiciary has been extended till
2025-26 at a total cost of Rs. 9000 crores, out of which Central share will be Rs. 3307
crores, Besides, construction of Court Halls and Residential Units, it would also cover
construction of Lawyer’s Halls, Toilet Complexes and Digital Computer Rooms. It
covers the construction of court halls and court complexes and residential
accommodations of judicial officers of District and Subordinate Judiciary., As on date,
Rs. 72049 crore has been sanctioned to State Government of Kamataka, As per
information available 1,198 court halls and 1,114 residential units arc available in the
State of Kamataka.

(d):  Disposal of pending cases in courts is within the domain of the judiciary. No
time frame has been prescribed for disposal of various kinds of cases by the respective
courts, Governmenl has no role in disposal of cases in courts, The Central
Government is fully committed to speedy disposal of cases in accordance with Article
21 of the Constitution and reducing pendency. The Government has taken several
initiatives to provide an ecosystem for faster disposal of cases by the judiciary.
National Mission for Justice Delivery and Lepal Reforms was set up in August, 2011
with the twin objectives of increasing access by reducing delays and arrears in the
system and enhancing accountability through structural changes and by setting
performance standards and capacities. The Mission has been pursuing a co-ordinated
approach for phased hguidation of arrears and pendency in judicial admipistration,
which, imter-alia, involves better infrastructure for courts including computerizalion,

imcréase in strength of subordinate judiciary, policy and legislative measures in the
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areas prone to excessive litigation, re-engineering of court procedurs for quick

disposal of cases and emphasis on human resource development.

The major steps taken during the last six years under various initiatives are as

follows:

(ii)

= -

As on date, Rs. 8,644.00 crores have been released since the inception of the
Centrally Sponsored Scheme (CS8) for Development of Infrastructure Facilities for
Judiciary in 1993-94, The number of court halls has increased from 15,818 as on
30.06.2014 w 20,218 as on 22.07.2021 and number of residential units has
increased from 10,211 as on 30.06.2014 to 17,815 as on 22.07.2021 under this
scheme. In addition, 2,693 court halls and 1,852 residenual units are under
construction. The Centrally Sponsored Scheme for the Development of
Infrastructure Facilities for Judiciary has been extended till 2025-26 at a total cost
of Rs. 9000 crores, out of which Central share will be Rs. 5307 crores. Besides.,
construction of Court Halls and Residential Units, it would also cover construction

of Lawyer’s Halls, Toilet Complexes and Digital Computer Rooms.

Leveraging Information and Communication Technology (ICT) for improved
justice delivery: Guvernment has been implementing the e-Courts Mission Mode
Project throughout the country for Information and Communication Technology
enablement of district and subordinate courts. Number of computerized District &
Subordinate courts has increased from 13,672 {in 2014) to [8735 as on
(1.07.2021, registering an increase of 5,063. New and uscr-friendly version of
Case Information Software has been developed and deployed at all the
computerized District and Subordinate Courts. All stakeholders including Judicial
Officers can access information relating to judicial proceedings/decisions of
computerized District & Subordinate Courts and High Courts on the National
Judicial Data Grid (NJDG). As on 01.07.2021, litigants can access case status of
over 18.77 crore cases and 14.61 crore order/judgements pertaining to these courts,
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(iii)

eCourts services such as details of case registration, cause list, case status, daily
orders & final judgments are available to litigants and advocates through eCourts
web portal, Judicial Service Centres (JSC) in all computerized courts, cCourts
Mobile App, email service, SMS push & pull services. Video Conferencing facility
has been enabled berween 3240 court complexes and 1272 corresponding jails.
With a view to handle the COVID- 19 challenges better and t0 make the transition
io virtual hearings smoother, funds have been provided for setting up 235 -
SewaKendras at court complexes to facilitate lawvers and litigants needing
assistance ranging from case status, gefting judgements/orders, court/case related
information and efiling lacilities. Rs. 5.01 crores has been allocated for providing
cquipment im Video Conferencing cabins in various court complexes to facilitate
virtual hearings, Ks. 12.12 crores has been allocated for 1732 llelp desk counters

for efiling in various court complexes.

Twelve Virtual Courts have been set up al Delln (2 courts), Faridabad
(Haryana), Pune & Nagpur (Maharashtra) Kochi (Kerala), Chennai (Tamil Nadu),
Guwahati (Assam) and Bengaluru (Karnataka) w try trallic offences. As on
12.07.2021, these courts have handled 75 lakh cases and realised Rs.160.05 crore

in fines.

Video conferencing emerged as the mainstay of the Courts during the Covid
lockdown period as physical hearings and normal court proceedings in the
congregational mode were not possible. Since Covid lockdown started, the Diistrict
courts heard 74,15,989 cases while the High Court heard 40,43,300 cases (totalling
to 1.14 crore) till 30.06.2021 using video confercncing only. The Supreme Courl
had 96,239 hearings since the lockdown period upto 09.07.2021.

Filling up of vacant positions in Supreme Court, High Courts and District and

Subordinate Courts: From 01.05.2014 to 01.03.2021, 35 Judges were appointed in
Supreme Court, 602 new Judges were appointed and 551 Additonal Judges were
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{1%)

{v)

made permanent in the High Courts. Sanctioned strength of Judges of High Courts
has been increased from 906 in May, 2014 to 1098 currently. Sanctioned and
working strength of Judicial Officers in District and Subordinate Courts has

increased as follows:

“Ason : Sanctioned | Working Strength |
Strength |

31.12.2013 .. T InEE 15,115 |

29.07.2021 | T 24,368 SIS IR

Filling up of vacancies in Subordinate judiciary falls within the domain of the

State Governments and Iigh Courts concemed.

Reduction in Pendency through / follow up by Arrears Committees: In pursuance
of resolution passed in Chief Justices’ Conference held in April, 2015, Arrears
Committees have been set up in High Courts to clear cases pending for more than
five years. Arrears Committees have been set up under District Judges too.
Arrears Committee has been constituted in the Supreme Court 10 formulate steps to
reduce pendency of cases in High Courts and District Courts,

Further Communications have been addressed by Minister of Law & Justice to
hief Justices of High Courts and to Chief Ministers on 20.06.2014 and 14.08.2013%
drawing their attention to cases pending for more than five years and to take up
pendency reduction campaign.

Emphasis on Alternate Dispute Resolution (ADR): Commercial Courts Act, 2015

{as amended on 20" August, 2018) stipulates mandatory pre-institution mediation
and settlement of commercial disputes. Amendment to the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, 1996 has been made by the Arbitration and Conciliation
(Amendment) Act 2015 for expediting the speedy resolution of disputes by

prescribing timelines.
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(vi)

(vil)

Initiatives to Fast Track Special Tvpe of Cases: The Fourteenth Finance

Commission endorsed the proposal of the Government to strengthen the judicial
system in States which incluoded, inter-alia, establishing Fast Track Courts for cases
of heinous crimes; cases involving senior citizens, women, children etc., and urged
the State Governments to use the additional fiscal space provided in the form of
enhanced tax devolution form 32% to 42% to meet such requirements. As on
30.04.2021, 870 Fast Track Courts are functional for heinous crimes, crimes
against women and children etc. To fast track criminal cases involving elected MPs
! MLAs, ten (10) Special Courts are functional in nine (9) States/UTs (1 each in
Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Kamatska, Andhra Pradesh,
Telangana, Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal and 2 in NCT of Delhi). Further,
Government has approved a scheme for setting up 1023 Fast Track Special Courts
(FTSCs) across the country for expeditious disposal of pending cases of Rape
under IPC and crimes under POCSO Act. As on date, 28 States/U'l's have joined
the scheme for setting up of 842 FTSCs including 363 ‘exclusive POCSO Courls’.
Rs.140 crore was released in the financial vear 2019-20 and Rs. 160.00 crore has
been released during the financial year 2020-21 for the scheme. Rs, 39.77 crore has
been released till June 2021 for Financial Year 2021-22. 640 FTSCs are functional
including 338 exclusive POCSQO Courts, which disposed 50484 cases as on
31.05.2021.

In addition, to reduce pendency and unclogging of the courls the Government has
recently amended various laws like the Negotiable Instruments {Ameudment}.ﬁct,
2018, the Commercial Courts (Amendment) Act, 2018, the Specific Relief
(Amendment) Act, 2018, the Arbitration and Conciliation {Amendment) Act, 2019
and the Criminal Laws (Amendment) Act, 2018,

{e): It is informed that High Court Benches, at a place other than its Principal seat are

established in accordance with the recommendations made by the Jaswant Singh
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Commission and judgment pronounced by the Apex Court in W.P.(C) No. 379 of El}{lﬁ
and after due consideration of a complete proposal from the State Governmenl
incorporating readiness to provide infrastructure and meet the expenditure, along with
the consent of the Chiel Justice of the concerned High Court and the consent of the
Governor of the concerned State. At present, no complete proposal regarding seting up
of Bench{es) of Allahabad High Court is pending with the Government

FEEEE
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

W Pt MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LLOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2646

TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 04.08.2021
Recommendations of High Court and Supreme Court
+2646. SHRI SADASHIV KISAN LOKHANDE:

Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to slate:

(a) whether the Government hus received any suggestions and recommendations o
various issues from High Courts and Supreme Court of the country during the last
three years till date;

() it 50, the details thereof; and
() the action taken or proposed 1o be taken by the Government in this regard?
ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RLILIT)

(a)to () The suggestions and recommendations received from High Courts and the
Supreme Court mainly relate to judicial appointments. During the last 3 years i.e.
2018, 2019, 2020, the Supreme Court Collegium (5CC) made 18 recommendations

[or appointment of Judges in the Supreme Court and all of them were appointed.

in the last 3 years i.e. 2018, 2019, 2020, the ITigh Court Colleginms (11CC)
made 505 recommendations for appointment as Judges in the High Courts, out of

which 209 names recommended by SCC were appointed as High Court Judges in
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various High Courts, 153 names were rejected by SCC and remitted to High Courts.
In addition to the remaining 143 names, 94 fresh proposals have been received from
HCC in 2021, which are under various stages of pru-ﬁqs,slng with Government and
SCC.  Filling up of vacancies in the IHigh Courts is a continuous, integrated and
collaborative process between the Executive and the Judiciary requiring consultation

and approval from various constitutional authorities hoth at state and central level.

whkEk
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
Tkt I MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO. 2648
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 4" August, 2021
Family Courts

+2648. Shri Ashok Kumar Rawat.
Wil the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Government has started family courts in each district of every
State; and
(b} if so, the details thereof 7

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RIJIJU)

{a & by The Family Courts Act, 1984 provides for establishment of Family
Courts. These courts are set up by the State Governments in consultation
with the concerned High Courts as per their need and resources. Family
Courts have not been started in all districts of the country. Presently 751
Family Courts are functional in the country as per information made available
by High Courts. The State/UT wise details is placed at Annexure.

ke
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Annexure Referred in Reply to Lok Sabha Unstarred Question No.

Status of Functional Family Courts ]EtaterT wise)

2648 for 04/08/2021

5.NO.| NAME OF THE STATE/ | No. of Functional Family Courts
uT (May-2021)
1 Andhra Pradesh™ 16
2 Assam i
3 Arunachal Pradesh 0 e
4 Mizoram 0 3
gl Magaland® il
5 _ Bihar 38
5 ~_Chhattisgarh 26
8 Delhi 2
Wi Goa 0 L]
- S0 T Maharashtra 40
Sl _ Gujarat 34
12 1 Haryana 31
13 Punjab 3z i3]
B | Chandigarh 0 e
15 ~ Himachal Pradesh 3
16 | Jammu & Kashmir o B
17 __Jharkhand ] 25 |
18 Karnataka 38
19 Kerala 28
20 Lakshadweep 4 0
21 Madhya Pradesh 47
22 __Manipur I 4
W Meghalaya | 0
24 Odisha | i 32
25 Rajasthan i 47 :
| 26 | Sikkim 5
27 Tamil Madu 39 g5
28 Puducherry =T
28 50 Tripura £17 i
30 Uttar Pradesh 189
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81 Uttarakhand LT s B ]
32 West Bengal 2
33 ~_A&N Islands ; ~ NA =
34 Telangana | 18 e
39 Diu&Daman = AT L A
36 Dadra & Nagar Haveli 0 5 |
a7 Ladakh MNA '
Total 75 R

* Andhra Pradesh and Nagaland data available up to 30.08.2020

NA = Not Available
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™ IJ\ GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION N0, 12653
TO BE ANSWERLED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 04" AUGUST, 2021

PENDING COURT CASES
12653, SHRI MALOOK NAGAR:
Will the Minister of LAW AND.JUSTICE he pleased to state:

{a) the policy framed by the Government to clear the backlog of higher number
of pending cases in the country as compared to the world;

{b) whether the Government propose to formulate any policy to address the
major reasons of pendency cases in the country like shortage of courts in India,
lesser number of sanctioned posts of judges and filling up the vacant posis etc. ;
{c) the various stepsx being taken by the Government to check corruption in
judiciary; and

{d) whether the GGovernment propose to formulate any policy with regard to
framing of sirict laws or to bring some substantial changes into the earliers laws
in order to strictly check the increasing grusome crimes and to maintain law and
order situation in the country?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
{(SHRI KIREN RLILIU)
(a) & (b): Dnisposal of cases pending in various courts 1s within the domain of
judiciary, Timely disposal of cases in courts depends on several factors which, inter-
alicr, include availability of adequate number of judges and judicial officers,
supporting court staff and physical infrastructure, complexity of facts involved, nature
of evidence, co-operation of stake holders viz. bar, investigation agencies, wilnesses

and litigants and proper application of rules and procedures.

In the case of Imtivaz Ahmed versus State of Uttar Pradesh and others, the
Supreme Court had asked the Law Commission of India to evolve a method for
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scientific assessment of the number of additional courts required to clear the backlog
of cases. In 245" Report (2014), the Law Commission observed that filing of cases
per capifa varies substantially across geographical units as filings are associated with
economic and social conditions of the population, As such the Law Commission did
not consider the judge population ratio to be a scientific criterion for determining the
adequacy of the judge strength in the country, The Law Commission found the “Rate
af Disposal” method i.¢. to caleulate the number of additional judges required to clear
the backlog of cases as well as to ensure that new backlog is not created to be more

pragmatic and useful,

In August 2014, the Supreme Courl asked the National Court Management
Systemn Committee (NCMS Committee) to examine the recommendations made by the
Law Commission and to fumish its recommendations in this regard. NCMS
Committee submitted its report to the Supreme Court in March, 2016, The report,
inter-alia, observes that in the long term, the judge strength of the subordinate courts
will have to be assessed by a scientific method to determine the total number of
“Judicial Hours™ required for disposing of the case load of each court. Tn the interim,
the Committee has proposed a “weighted” disposal approach i.e. disposal weighted by

the nature and complexity of cases in local conditions,

As per the direction of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in its Order dated
02.01.2017, the Department of Justice has forwarded a copy of interim report of the
NCMS Committee to all the State Governments and High Courts to enable them to
take follow up action to determine lhc required strength of district and subordinate

Judiciary.

The cadre strength of Judges in Supreme Court was raised from 30 to 33
excluding the Chief Justice of India in the year 2019 and in the High Courts from 906
to 1098 from the year 2014 to 2021, The cadre strength of Judges in District and
Subordinate Courls has increased from 19,518 in 2014 to 24,365 in July, 2021, The
new courts at Distriet and below District / Subordinate (Tehsil / Taluka) level are
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established by the respective State Governments in consultation with the concerned
High Courts, as per their need and resources. Central Government has no role in the
matter, In Malik Mazhar case, the Supreme Court, through a judicial order has devised
a process and time-frame for filling up vacancies in the Subordinate Judiciary in a time
bound manner.

The Union Government is committed to speedy disposal of cases and reduction
in pendency of cases o improve access 0 justice in line with the mandate under
Article 39A of the Constitution. The National Mission for Justice Delivery and Legal
Reforms, established by the Union Government, has adopted many strategic
initiatives, including improving infrastructure for Judicial Officers of District and
Subordinate Courts, leveraging Information and Communication Technology (ICT) tor
better justice delivery, filling up of vacant positions of Judges in High Courts and
Supreme Courl, reduclion in pendency through follow up by Arrears Committees at
Distriet, High Court and Supreme Court level, emphasis on Alternate Dispute
Resolution (ADR) and initiatives to fast track special type of cases etc.

(c): The issue of checking corruption in the judiciary is to be addressed by the
judiciary itself, as it is an independent organ under the Indian Constitution.
Accountability in higher judiciary is maintained through “im-house procedure”,
adopted by the Supreme Court in Full Court meeting held on 7" May, 1997. As per
the “Mn-house procedure”, Chief Justice of India is competent to receive complaints
against the conduet of the Judges of the Supreme Court and the Chief Justices of the
High Courts. Similarly, the Chief Justices of the High Courts are competent (o receive
complaints against the conduct of High Court Judges. Further, as per Article 235 of
the Constitution of India, the control over District Courts and Courts subordinate
thereto vests in the High Court.

Complaints and representations regarding allegation of corruption received are

dealt with by the Chief Justice of India or to the Chief Justice of the concerned High
{lnuﬁ. as the case may be, for appropriate action. Similarly, complaints/
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representations against member of Subordinate Judiciary received are forwarded to the
Registrar General of the concerned High Court, for appropriate action.

(d): Existing criminal laws have adequate provisions to check varions kind of crimes

and maintain law and order. However, amendments to criminal law is a continuous

Process,

FEdER
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1

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE

2 (DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE)

LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION No. 2696
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 4™ AUGUST, 2021

E-Court Project

2696, DR. VISHNU PRASAD MK .

Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(2) whether the Government proposes to implement the e-Court project in
the country with a view to upgrading information and communication
technology infrastructure in various courts including Iigh Court and
District Courts;

(b) if 50, the details thereof and !J:u, funds spent so far;

(¢} the time by which all the courls will be connected with wvideo
conferencing;

(d) the total number of cases pending in Supreme Court of India and High
Court of Tamilnadu; and

(¢) the steps taken by the Government to clear the pending cases n a time
bound manner?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RLILIU)

() to (¢): Yes, Sir. The Government is implementing the e-Courts Mission

Mode Project for Information and Communication Technology (1CT)
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2

enablement of District and Subordinate Courts across the country in
association with the eCommitlee of the Supreme Court of India. The eCourts
Mission Mode Project Phase-Il commenced its implementation m 2015, bo
far, | 8,735 District and Subordinate Courts Have been computerized. Out of
2092 court complexes Wide Area Network connectivity has been provided
to 2945 court complexes. Against the fmam::.lal outlay of Rs.1670 crores for
eCourts Phase-II, the Government has so far released a sum of Rs. 138211

crore for implementation of the project,

With the computerization of 18,735 District and Subordinate Courts
and ICT enablement under the eCourts Project Phase-ll, several services
have been provided to litigants, lawyers and Judiciary which facilitate
expeditious delivery of judicial services. eCourts services such as details of
case registration, cause list, case status, daily orders & final judgments are
available to litigants and advocates through eCourts web portal, Judicial
Service Centres eCourts Mobile App, email service, SMS push & SMS pull
services and touch screen based Information Kiosks, National Judicial Data
Grid (NJDG) for District & Subordinate Courts, created as an online
platform under the Project, provides information relating to judicial
proceedings/decisions of computerized District and Subordinate courts of
the country. Currently, all stakcholders including Judicial Officers can
access case status information in respect of over [8.77 crore pending and
disposed cases and more than 14.61 crore orders / judgments pertaming to
these computerized courts on the NIDG, Video Conferencing facility has
heen enabled hetween 3240 court complexes & 1272 corresponding jails.

75



E]

One video conference equipment each has been provided to all Court
Complexes including Taluk Level Court Complexes in rural areas under the
Phase LI of the e-Courts Project for virtual hearings. To further augment the
Video Conferencing (VC) infrastructure, the eCommittee of the Supreme
Court has approved VC equipment to be provided to 14,443 courl reoms in
those court complexes for which funds to the tune of Rs.28.88 crore has
been released. During the pandemic period the High Courls heard
40,43.300 cases, while District and Subordinate Courts  heard
74.15,981 cases over Video Conferencing up Lo 30/06°2021,

(dy; As on 02,07.2021, a torl number of 69,212 cases are pending in
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. As on 28.07.2021, as per data available on
NIDG, total number of cases pending in Madras High Court are 5,82,903.

(2) : Disposal of cases pending in courts is within the domain of Judiciary.
Though Government has no role in disposal of cases in courts, the Central
Government is committed to speedy disposal of cases and reduction in
pendency. Further to reduce the burden of court cases, the MNational Mission
for Justice Delivery and Legal Reforms has been pursuing a co-ordinated
approach for phased liquwdation of arrears and pendency in judicial
administration, which, inter-alia, involves betier infrastructure for courts
including computerization, increase in strength of subordinate judiciary,
policy and legislative measures in the argas prone (o excessive litigation, re-
engineering of court procedure and setting up of Fast Track Courts for quick
disposal of caoses, use of Alternative Dispute Resolution mechanism and

emphasis on human resource development.
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE
o ik D‘-‘H DEFARTMENT OF JUSTICE

M

LOK SABHA
UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2707
T0O BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDA Y. THE 04.08.2021

Allocation of Cases on Selective Basis

2707, SHRI MAHABALT SINGH:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Government has paid attention to a press conference orgainsed
by four senior judges of the Supreme Court in which the Chief Justice of

India (CJT) was charged with allotting the cases to the Judges of his choice
on selective basis, etc.

(b} if so, the details thereof: and

tC) the reaction of the Government to the issues raised in the letter addressed to

the Chief Justice of India prior to this incident which was released to the
press?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RLILIT)

(a) to (¢} : The Government has not received any information from the
ludiciary in this regard. Judiciary being an independent organ under the Indian
Constitution is capable of handling its internal matters, The (rovernment is

committed to the independence of Judiciary and does not and should not
intervene in its functioning,

-
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LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2738
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 04™ AUGUST, 2021

FPENDING COURT CASES

2738. SHRI ANUBHAY MOHANTY:
Will the Minister of LAW AN .JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether there are millions of cases pending for years in lower and
subordinate conrts;

(b) if so, the details of number of casves pending and their duration;
(¢) whether the Government has taken any major step to effectively reduce the

pendency of cases in the lower/subordinate courts; and
(d) if s0, the details thereof?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(SHRI KIREN RLILIU)

(a) & (h): As per the information available on National Judicial Data Grid (NJDG), as
on 30.07.2021 a total of 3,93,21,607 cases are pending in the lower and subordinate

courts with following duration:-
Duration Civil cases Criminal mm Total |
0 to | Years 3004805(29.45%) | 8613473(29.9%) | 1708278(29.78%) |

(1to3 Years | 3371449(32.08%) | 8560192(29.71%) | 11931641(30.34%)
‘3105 Years 1687366(16.05%) | 4601417(15.97%) 6288783(15.99%)
Stol10Years | 1644638(15.65%) | 4440725(15.41%) 6085363(15.48%)

| 101020 Years | 357716(3.31%) 2160080(7.5%) 2717796(6.91%)
201030 Years | 116615(1.24%) | 371130(1.24%) 487745(1.24%)
Above 30 Years | 37423(0.36%) 64578(0.22%) 102001(0.26%)
Total 10510012 | 28811595 39321607

(c} & (d): Disposal of pending cases in courts is within the domain of the judiciary.
No time frame has been prescribed for disposal of various kinds of cases by the

78



respeclive courts. Government has no role in disposal of cases in courts. The Central
Government is fully committed to speedy disposal of cases in accordance with Article
21 of the Constitution and reducing pendency. The Government has taken several
initiatives to provide an ecosystem for faster disposal of cases by the judiciary.
National Mission for Justice Delivery and Legal Reforms was set up in August, 2011
with the twin objectives of increasing access by reducing delays and arrears in the
system and enmhancing accountability through structural changes and by setting
performance standards and capacities. The Mission has been pursuing a co-ordinated
approach for phased liquidation of arrears and pendency in judicial administration,
which, inter-alia, involves belter infrastructure for courts including computerization,
increase in strength of subordinate judiciary, policy and legislative measures in the
areas prone to excessive litigatiom, re-engineering of court procedure for quick

disposal of cases and emphasis on human resource development,

The major steps taken during the last six years under various initiatives are as
follows:

(1) Tmproving infrastructure for Judicial Officers of District and Subordinate Courts:
As on date, Rs. 8.644.00 crores have been relcased since the inception of the
Centrally Sponsored Scheme (CS8) for Development of Infrastructure Facilities for
Judiciary in 1993-94. The number of court halls has increased from 15,818 as on
30.06.2014 to 20,218 as on 22.07.2021 and number of residential units has
increased from 10,211 as on 30.06.2014 to 17,815 as on 22.07.2021 under this
scheme. Tn addition, 2,693 court halls and 1.852 residential units are under

construction. The Centrally Sponsored Scheme for the Development of
Infrastructure Facilities for Judiciary has been extended 1ill 2025-26 at a total cost
of Rs, 9000 crores, out of which Central sharc will be Rs. 3307 crores. Besides,
construction of Court Halls and Residential Units, it would also cover construction

of Lawyer's Halls, Toilet Complexes and Digital Computer Rooms.
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(i1) Leveraging Information and Communication Technelogy (ICT) for improved
justice delivery: Government has been implementing the e-Courts Mission Mode
Project throughout the country for Information and Communication Technology
enablement of district and subordinate courts. Number of computerized District &
Subordinate courts has increased from 13,672 (in 2014) to 18,735 as on

01.07.2021, registering an increase of 5,063, New and user-friendly version of
Ciide: Tiformation Software has been developed and deployed at all the
computerized District and Subordinate Courts. All stakeholders including Judicial
Officers can access information relating to judicial proceedings/decisions of
computerized District & Subordmate Courts and High Courts on the National
Judicial Data Grid (NJDG). As on 01.07.2021, litigants can access case status of
over 18.77 crore cases and 14.61 crore order/judgements pertaining to these courts.
eCourts services such as details of case regisiration, cause list, case status, daily
orders & final judgments are available to litigants and advocates through eCourts
web portal, Judicial Service Centres (JSC) in all computerized courts, eCourts
Mohile App, email service, SMS push & pull services. Video Conferencing facility
has been enabled between 3240 court complexes and 1272 corresponding jails.
With a view to handle the COVID- 19 challenges better and to make the transition
to wirtual hearings smoother, funds have been provided for setting up 235 e-
SewaKendras at court complexes to facilitate lawyers and litigants needing
assistance ranging from case status, getting judgements/orders, court/case related
information and efiling facilities. Rs. 5.01 crores has been allocated lor providing
equipment in Video Conferencing cabins in various court complexes to facilitate
virtual hearings. Rs. 12.12 crores has been allocated for 1732 Help desk counters

for efiling in various court complexes.

Twelve Virtual Courts have been set up at Delhi (2 courts), Faridabad
(Haryana), Pune & Nagpur (Maharashira) Kochi (Kerala), Chennai (Tamil Nadu),
Guwahati (Assam) and Bengalure (Karnataka) to try traffic offences. As on
12.07.2021, these coutts have handled 75 lakh cases and realised Rs.160.05 crore

n fines.
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(11i)

(iv)

Video conferencing emerged as the mainstay of the Courts during the Covid
lockdown period as physical ' hearings and normal court proceedings in the
congregational mode were not possible. Since Covid lockdown started, the District
courts heard 74,015,989 cases while the High Court heard 40,43,300} cases (totalling
to 1.14 crore) till 30.06.2021 using video conferencing only. 'The Supreme Court
had 96,239 hearings since the lockdown period upto 09.07.2021.

i

Subordinate Courts: From 01.05.2014 to 01.03.2021, 35 Judges were appointed in
Supreme Cowrt. 602 new Judges were appointed and 3531 Additional Judges were
made permanent in the High Courts. Sanctioned strength of Judges of High Courts
has been increased from 906 in May, 2014 o 1098 currently. Sanctioned and
working strength of Judicial Officers in District and Subordinate Courts has
increased as follows:

Ason Sanctioned | Working Strength
Strength |
= 31.12.2013 19,518 ===k 15,115

29.07.2021 24,368 i 19,259

Filling up of vacancies in Subordinate judiciary falls within the domain of the
slate Govemnments and High Courts concerned.

Reduction in Pendency through / follow up by Arrears Committess: In pursuance

of resolution passed in Chief Justices’ Conference held n April, 2015, Arrears
Commiltees have heen set up in High Courts to clear cases pending for more than
five years. Arrears Committees have been set up under District Judges too.
Artears Committee has been constituted in the Supreme Court to formulate steps to

reduce pendency of cases in High Courts and District Courts.
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(v}

(vi)

Further Communications have been addressed by Minister of Law & Justice 1o
Chief Justices of High Courts and to Chief Ministers on 20.06.2014 and 14.08.2018
drawing their attention to cases pending for more than five vears and to take up
pendency reduction campaign.

Emphasis on Allernate Dispule Resohution (ADR): Commercial Courts Act, 2015

(as amended on 20™ August, 2018) stipulates mandatory pre-institution mediation
and settlement of commercial disputes. Amendment to the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, 1996 has been made by the Arbitration and Conciliation
(Amendment) Act 2015 for expediting the speedy resolution of disputes by

preseribing timelines.

[nitiatives to Fast Track Special Type of Cases: The Fourteenth Finance

Commission endorsed the proposal of the Government to strengthen the judicial
gystem in States which included, inter-alia, establishing Fast Track Courts for cases
of heinous erimes; cases involving senior citizens, women, children ete., and vrged
the State Governments to use the additional fiscal space provided in the form of
enhanced tax devolution form 32% to 42% to meet such requirements. As on
30.04.2021, 870 Fast Track Courts are functonal for heinous crimes, crimes
against women and children etc. To fast track criminal cases involving elected MPs
{ MLAs, ten (10) Special Courts are functional in nine (9) States/UTs (1 each in
Madhya Pradesh, Maharashira, Tamil Nadu, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh,
Telangana, Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal and 2 in NCT of Delhi). Further,
Government has approved a scheme for setting up 1023 Fast Track Special Courts
(ETSCs) across the country for expeditious disposal of pending cases of Rape
under TPC and crimes under POCSO Act. As on date, 28 States/UTs have joined
the scheme for setting up of 842 FTSCs including 363 ‘exclusive POCSO Courts’.
Rs.140 crore was released in the financial year 2019-20 and Rs. 16000 crore has
been released during the financial year 2020-21 for the scheme. Rs, 39.77 crore has
been released till June 2021 for Financial Year 2021-22. 640 FTSCs are functional
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includimg 338 cxclusive POCSO Courts, which disposed 50484 cases as on
31.05.2021.

(vii) In addition, to reduce pendency and unclogging of the courts the Govertunent has
recently amended various laws like the Negotiable Instruments { Amendment) Act,
2018, the Commercial Courts {Amendment) Act, 2018, the Specific Relief
{Amendment) Act, 2018, the Arbitration and Conciliation (Amendment) Act, 2019
and the Criminal Laws (Amendment) Act, 2018.

Fhkiak
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE
= DEFP ARTMENT OF JUSTICE

LOK SABHA

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO.2754
TO BE ANSWERED ON WEDNESDAY, THE 04™ AUGUST, 2021

JUSTICE DELIVERY SYSTEM

2754, SHRI SURESH PUJARI:
Will the Minister of LAW AND JUSTICE be pleased to state:

(a) whether there is any proposal to strengthen the Justice Delivery System in
India for early disposal of pending cases piled up in different High Courts of
India and to ensure that justice is delivered at the door steps of the poor litigants
and that too without delay and if so, the details thereof:

(b) if so, whether the Government will consider establishment of the Permanent
Bench of Odisha High Court in Western Odisha in pursuance of the
recommendation of Justice Jaswant Singh Commission Report; and

(¢) whether the Goverument will take up the matter with the State Government
and the Hon‘ble Chief Justice of Odisha High Court and in consultation with the
dlake holders to come to a consensus to pave the way for establishment of
permanent bench in Western Odisha and if so, the details thereof?

ANSWER
MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE
{(SHRI KIREN RLILIL)
(a): Disposal of pending cases in courts is within the domain of the judiciary. No time
frame has been prescribed for disposal of various kinds of cases by the respective
courts. Government has no role in disposal of cases in courts. The Central
Government 15 fully committed to speedy disposal of cases in accordance with Article
21 of the Consttution and reducing pendency. The Government has taken several
imitiatives to provide an ecosystem for faster disposal of cases by the judiciary.
Mauonal Misston for Justice Delivery and Legal Reforms was set up in August, 2011
with the twin objectives ol increasing access by reducing delavs and arrears in the

systém and enhancing accountability through structural changes and by selling
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petformance standards and capacities. The Mission has been pursuing a co-ordinated

approach for phased liguidation of arrears and pendency in judicial administration.

which, infer-alia, involves better infrastructure for courts mcluding computerization,

increase in strength of subordinate judiciary, policy and legislative measures in the

areas prone to excessive litigation, re-engineering of count procedure for quick

disposal of cases and emphasis on human resource development.

The major steps taken during the last six years under various initiatives are as

follows:

(i}

(i1}

Improving infrastructure for Judicial Officers of District and Subordinate Courts:

As on date, Rs. 8,644,000 crores have been released since the inception of the
Centrally Sponsored Scheme (CSS) for Development of Infrastructure Facilities for
Judiciary in 1993-94. The number of court halls has increased from 15,818 as on
30.06.2014 1o 20218 as on 22.07.2021 and number of residential units has
increased from 10,211 as on 30.06.2014 to 17,815 as on 22.07.2021 under this
scheme. In addition, 2,693 court halls and 1,852 residential unils are under
construction. The Centrally Sponsored Scheme for the Development of
Infrastructure Facilities for Judiciary has been extended till 2025-26 at a lotal cost
of Rs. 9000 crores, out of which Central share will be Rs. 5307 crores. Besides,
comstruction of Court Halls and Residential Units, it would also cover construction
of Lawyer's Halls, Toilet Complexes and Digital Computer Rooms.

Leveraging Information and Communication Technology (ICT) for improved

justice delivery: Government has been implementing the e-Courts Mission Mode

Project throughout the country for Information and Communication Technology
enahlement of distriet and subordinate courts. Number of computerized Distriet &
Subordinate courts has increased from 13,672 (in 2014) to 18,735 as on
01.07.2021, registering an increase of 5,063, New and user-friendly version of
Case Information Software has been developed and deployed at all the
computerized Distriet and Subordinate Courts. All stakeholders including Tudicial
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Officers can access information relating to judicial proceedings/decisions of
computerized District & Subordinate Courts and High Courts on the National
Judicial Data Grid (NIDG). Asg on 01.07.2021, litigants can access case status of
over 18.77 crore cases and 14.61 crore order/judgements pertaining to these courts.
eCourts services such as details of case registration, cause list, case status, daily
orders & final judgments are available to litigants and advocates through eCourts
web portal, Judicial Service Centres (JSC) in all computerized courts, eCourts
Mobile App, email service, 8MS push & pull services. Video Conferencing facility
has been enabled between 3240 court complexes and 1272 corresponding jails,
With a view to handle the COVID- 19 challenges betler and to make the transition
to virtual hearings smoother, funds have been provided for setting up 235 e-
SewaKendras al court complexes to facilitate lawyers and litigants needing
assistance ranging from case stalus, getting judgements/orders, court/case related
information and efiling facilities. Rs. 5.01 crores has been allocated for providing
equipment in Video Conferencing cahins in various court complexes to facilitate
virtual hearings. Rs. 12,12 crores has been allocated for 1732 Help desk counters

for efiling in various court complexes.

Twelve Virtual Courts have been set up at Delhi (2 courts), Faridabad
(Haryana), Pune & Nagpur (Maharashira) Kochi (Kerala), Chennai (Tamil Nadu),
Guwahati (Assam) and Bengaluru (Kamawka) to try traific offences. As on
12.07.2021, these courts have handled 75 lakh cases and realised Rs.160.05 crore
in fines.

Video conferencing emerged as the mainstay of the Courts during the Covid
lockdown period as physical hearings and normal courl proceedings in the
congregational mode were not possible. Since Covid lockdown started, the District
courts heard 74,15,989 casecs while the High Court heard 40,43 ,300 cases (totalling
to 1.14 crore) till 30.06.2021 using video conferencing only. The Supreme Court
had 96,239 hearings since the lockdown period upto 09.07.2021.
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(i)

Liv)

()

Filling up of vacant positions in Supreme Court, High Courts and District and
Subordinate Courts: From 01.05.2014 to 01.03.2021, 35 Judges were appointed in
Supreme Courl. 602 new Judges were appointed and 551 Additional Judges were
made permanent in the High Courts. Sanctioned strength of Judges of High Courts
has been increased from 906 in May, 2014 to 1098 currently. Sanctioned and
working strength of Judicial Officers in District and Subordinate Courts has

increased as follows:

Ason Sanctioned Working Strength
Strengih |

31.12.2013 i ERR o C T 15,115

29.07.2021 I 24,368 19,259

Filling up of vacancies in Subordinate judiciary falls within the demain of the
State Governments and Hi gh Courts concerned.

Reduction in Pendency through / follow up by Atrears Committees: In pursuance

of resolution passed in Chief Justices’ Conference held in April, 2015, Arrcars
Committees have been set up in High Courts to clear cases pending for more than
five years. Armcars Committees have been set up under District Judges too.
Arrears Committee has been constituted in the Supreme Court to formulate steps to
reduce pendency of cases in High Courts and District Courts.

Further Communications have been addressed by Minister of Law & Justice to
Chief Justices of High Courts and to Chiefl Ministers on 20.06.2014 and 14.08.2018
drawing their attention to cases pending for more than five years and to take up
pendency reduction campaigr.

Emphasis on Alternate Dispute Resolution {(ADRY): Commercial Courts Act, 2013
{as amended on 20™ August, 2018) stipulates mandatory pre-institution mediation

and settlement of commercial disputes. Amendment to the Arbitration and
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(vi)

Conciliation Act, 1996 has been made by the Arbitration and Conciliation
(Amendment) Act 2015 for expediting the speedy résolution of disputes by

prescribing timelines,

Lok Adalats are one of the Alternative Disputes Resolution mechanism w's 89 of
C.P.C, Lok Adalat has been given statutory status under the Lepal Services
Authorities Act 1987 i’ecugliz:'mg its efficacy as an expeditious, less costly and
speedier system of administration of justice by which Justice Delivery System 1s
strengthened in the country, As per section 19 of the said Act, the Lok Adalat has
jurisdiction to take up any case which is pending before any court or any matter of
dispute between the parties which has vet not been brought to the court. Lok
Adalat take up civil matters and all crimmal compoundable matters, whether
pending in a court or at the pre-litigative stage.

LokAdalats are held at National and State levels. National Lok Adalats are held
on single day in all the Courts and Tribunals of the country on dates decided by
NALSA in the beginning of each calendar year. State Legal Services Authorities
also organize Lok Adalats from time to time as per the local circumstances and

TeqUITEmEnts,

In the period of turbulence caused by the Covid pandemic, Legal Services
Authorities appropriately responded by creatively adapting to the new normal and
moving Lok Adalat to the virtual platform, F- Lok Adalat is a process to settle
disputes, combining technology and alternative dispute resolution (“ADRT)

mechamsms which offers a faster, transparent and accessible option.

Although, these Lok Adalats take up both pending and pre-litigative matters, the
focus is on reducing the pendency in the courts by taking up more matters actually
pending in the High courts and also lower courts. Lok adalats are organised at
District and Taluk levels, including Talukas of remote and far flung areas also. To
promote Lok Adalat, a provision is made to refund/reimburse court fee paid by

party (ics). Parties can appear and put up their case without any representative.

88



(vii} Initiatives to Fast Track Special Twvpe of Cases: The Fourteenth Finance

Commission endorsed the proposal of the Government to strengthen the judicial
system in States which included, inter-alia, establishing Fast Track Courts for cases
of heinous crimes; cases involving senior citizens, women, children etc., and urged
the State Governments to use the additional fiscal space provided in the form of
enhanced tax devolution form 32% 1o 42% to meet such requirements. As on
30.04.2021, 870 Fast Track Courts are functional for heinous crimes, crimes
against women and children ete. To fast track criminal cases involving elected MPs
{ MLAs, ten {10} Special Courts are functional in nine (9) States/UTs (1 each in
Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Tamil Nado, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh,
Telangana, Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal and 2 in NCT of Delhi). Further,
Government has approved a scheme for setting up 1023 Fast Track Special Courts

* (FTSCs) across the country for expeditious disposal of pending cases of Rape
under TPC and crimes under POCSO Act. As on date, 28 States/TUTs have joined
the scheme for setting up of 842 FTSCs including 363 ‘exclusive POCS0 Courts’
Rs. 140 crore was released in the financial vear 2019-20 and Rs. 160,00 ¢rore has
been released during the financial year 2020-21 for the scheme. Bs, 39.77 crore has
been released tll June 2021 for Financial Year 2021-22. 640 FTSCs are functional
including 338 exclusive POCSO Courts, which disposed 50484 cases as on
31.05.2021.

(viii) Tn addition, to reduce pendency and unclogging of the courts the Government has
recently amended various laws like the Negotiable Instruments (Amendment) Act,
2018, the Commercial Courts {(Amendment) Act, 2018, the Specific Relief
{(Amendment) Act, 2018, the Arbitration and Conciliation {Amendment} Act, 2013
and the Crniminal Laws {(Amendment) Act, 2018,

(k) & (¢} High Court Benches, at a place other than its Principal seat. are established

in accordance with the recommendations made by the Jaswant Singh Commission and

judgment pronounced by the Apex Court in W.P.(C) No. 379 of 2000 and after duc
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consideration of a complete proposal from the State Government incorporating
readiness to provide infrastructure and mect the cxpenditure, along with the consent of
the Chief Justice of the concerned High Court and the consent of the Governor of the
concerned State,

The State Government of Odisha has requested for setting up of Orissa High
Court Bench in Western and Southern region of Odisha. The Central Government has
requested the State Government of Odisha o work out details of proposed Bench
including its location in consultation with TTigh Court of Orissa. At presemt no
complete proposal regarding setting up of bench{es) of Orissa High Court 15 pending
with the Government.

gk
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