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Fast-track courts: Justice on the clock

several states, including Odisha, keraky, Karmataka, Rajgasthon, Aadiwa Prodesh and Telangsma, had oo fumctional Gest-track courts in 2003
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ast-track courts In India

were established to address

the phenomenal judicial
backlog {Chart 1) and ensure the
timely delivery of justice. These
courts were designed to deal with
heinous erimes, Including sexual
offences and crimes against wo-
men and children. However, the
effectivencss of fast-track courts
has been plagued by several fac-
tors, such as resource limitations,
inefficient investigations, and in-
sufficient staff at the judiciary, The
demand for these courts occasion-
ally resurfaces when incidents like
the tragic rmpe and murder of a
doctor at Kelkata's R.G. Kar Medi-
cal College happen, though the in-
herent Bmitathons of the judickal
system remadn largely overlooked.

Chart 2 indicates that between
2018 and 2020, India saw a signifi-
cant rise in the number of fast-
track courts. In 2018, 699 couns
were operational, growing 1o 907
|'.!j- 20, This increase was L'uml'_r
a response to public outory over
delays in high-profile cases such as
Nirbhaya gang rape, which ignited
a nationwide demand for quicker
justice. However, this progress has
showed since 3020, with the rum-
ber of functional courts dropping
o B32 in 2023, This decline reflects
the challengies States face in main-
taining these counts due to finan-
clal and administrathve con
araints.  While the Union
government provides support, the
responsibility of running fast-track
cours rests with the States, mamy
of which struggle 1o allocate the
AECESSATY Pes0AInces.

While States such as Uttar Pra-
desh, Maharashtra, and Tamil Na-
du have maintained a high num-
ber of operational courts, others
have far fewer or, in some cates,
none. For instance, in 2023, sever-
al States, inchading Odisha, Kerala,
Karnataka, Rajasthan, Madhya

Pradesh, and Telangana, cither
had no functional fast-track courts
or were struggling 1o establish
them, These disparities are a re-
flection of local resource limita-
tions, varying kevels of prioritisa-
thon, and differing administrative
capabilities.

Chart 3 shows the number of
functional fast-track courts over
time mcross select major States.
States with fewer financial capabil-
ithes struggle to keep fst-irack
courts functioning optimally.

Even in States where these
courts are eperational, they ane of-
tem overburdened by the sheer vol-
urme and variety of cases, resulting
in delays. The jurisdiction of fast-
track courts is disproportionately
wide compared to thelr capacity,
further delaying justice.

Another challenge, many States
have not expanded the scope of
fast-track courts beyond scxual of-
fences, lHmiting their ability 1o ad-
dress other categories of high-pen-
dency cases.

By broadening their jurisdic-
tion, counts could alleviate
some of the burdens on the regu-
lar judiciary and beter fulfil their
intended purpose of delivering fas-
ter justior across a wider range of
CaAses.

The future of fsttrack courts
has huge potential to ensure spee-
dy justice. But, for these courts to
live up to their promise, the States
st prioritise their operation and
ensure they have the necessary re-
sources to function efficiently, The
Seates must improve their sophisti-
cated Investhgathon, providing out-
ting-edge forensic services.

One possible sohation lies in lev:
craging technology, Digital case
management systems, e fling. and
video conferencing could help re-
duce procedural delays, allowing
m-tmk courts to work more el

The road to justice is long, but

with the right support, fast-track
courts can help ensure that justice
is delivered efficiently, providing
victims the closure they deserve
without unneecessary delays,

Need for
speed

Chaart 1; The chart shows the total criminal caies pending in
Hisgh Cesarts {right aais) sl District Courts (eh i)
LS qrore
40 lakh
Total crifinal Cided
pevding in District Courts
1crome
Teoaad criminal
caaes pending in
Hiigh Cours 20 lakk
0.5 crone - "
L —— Y — 0
L350 11 2034

Chart I: The chart shows the numbes of Festetrack courts
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Chart 3: The chart shows the number of funchional basi-brack oourts over ime across select major Stabes
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