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Abstract — This chapter provides an introduction to the Indian court system and is written to be of
interest to both those who learn about the Indian judicial system for the first time as well as experts
looking for more nuanced overview. It describes the architecture of the Indian judiciary - in other words,
the various types of courts and judges in the Indian judiciary and the hierarchy and relations between
them. In particular, it focuses on how the Indian judiciary coordinates its behavior through both a system
of stare decisis (ie judicial precedent) and internal administrative control. It describes the architecture of
the Indian judiciary - in other words, the various types of courts and judges in the Indian judiciary and
the hierarchy and relations between them.
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INTRODUCTION

This article describes the architecture of the Indian
judiciary in other words, the various types of courts
and judges in the Indian judicial system and the
hierarchy and relations between them. In particular, it
focuses on how the Indian judiciary coordinates its
behavior through appeal and stare decisis and
through a system of internal administrative control.
Although the Indian judiciary, especially the supreme
judiciary (ie the Supreme Court and High Courts),
plays a central role in Indian political life and is
largely covered in the media, there has been limited
academic literature on the impact of the judiciary's
structure. The functioning of the Indian Supreme
Court has only begun to be explored (Dhavan 1978;
Robinson 2013), and even less attention has been

Given to India's High Court and Subordinate Judicial
(Dhavan 1986; Moog 2003: 1390; Krishnan et al
2014: 153)[1]

l. A Hierarchy of Courts

When this is reflected in the seemingly coherent, two
types of clear divisions are quickly identified-that are
between the federal units and their different levels.
as well as legal traditions, opposition profiles, and
power management of various nations. As a result,
state cases can be significant in terms of work, rear,
and other practical steps and quality.

The judges in high courts often appear in higher
families and have often had an important role before

entering the bench, unlike lower lawgivers who
often join a lawyer in the lawroom, making it easier
to withess and much more than just legal or state
legal disputes (Galan 1984: 481).

A Description of the Courts

High Court resides in New Delhi (Section 130). The
Chief Justice may also direct that the Court judges
stay in other parts of the country by the approval of
the President. There are excess needs from other
parts of India, especially in the south, so that the
judges can live in many places as the Court can
hear in detaill cases from Delhi and nearby
provinces. The Supreme Court judges will also be
joining judges at the National Judicial Academy in
Bhopal and other unusual meetings, giving them
many opportunities to influence how High Court
judges handle High Court and lower offenses.

Under amendment, the National Appointments
Commission will appoint and forward the High
Court and the High Court judge. It may be the Chief
Justice of India (CJI), two senior judges in the High
Court, the premier of the Department of Justice and
Justice, and two senior officials to be elected by the
Premier, the CJI, and the Lok Sabha Opposition
Leader. Under the National Judicial Appointments
Commission (2014), which is co-operated and
amended, employment may require at least five
commissions of the six commissions to be
accepted. The commission is aimed at open,
respectable, and more responsive to the earlier
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Diagram One: A Hierarchy of Courts and Judges

Figure one is designed to provide a general view of
Indian law enforcement. Historically, there have been
remarkable variations in the terms used by different
nations to refer to the types of judges and their
marks and some of these nomenclatures have
spread throughout other parts of India, even though
the universal judicial structure is the same. For
example, Junior Civil judges sometimes call the
Unions and Senior Civil Judges sometimes called
Medium Community Managers.[2]

Regional courts will return to court courts, family
courts, girls' courts, Central Court Investigations
(CBI) courts, leases, and other special courts being
created under certain law. Judges from the regular
court office will be nominated for this post. For
example, the Additional District Court Judge may be
appointed as a judge at the head of the family court.
In some areas of the local area, the state
government after consultation with the Supreme
Court of that state sets out a special court by the
magistrates of the first or second class to try certain
cases or classes (for example, murder or rape
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cases).[3] Judges in the highest judicial are
nominated for the transfer of administrative positions.

Before independence, district magistrates, elected by
the executive, can prosecute and condemn criminal
matters in their region. One of its longest demands
for Indian independence was the separation of these
high days and sentences.[4] At the controversial
General Assembly, Jahrhrlal Nehru assured the
delegates that a new government will soon stand to
defend the independence of the law. This promise,
Section 50 of the Guidelines, states,[5] "The State
will take action to separate legal proceedings from
public bodies." However, it would not be 1973 Code
of Criminal Procedure that this commitment was
brought in by creating various magistrates.[6]

Significantly, even after 1973 there are still "high
magistrates”, held in management, not a judicial,
administrative or environmental management
function, such as final granting, suspension or
cancellation, there has been a decade in creating
an unjust operating system with Lok Adalats 7 and
solving further disputes, and the justice of the
Gram Nyayalayas area. These non-conflicting
courts are also free of charge standards to speed
up the hearing of small issues, and to use the
history of district justice, although the actual courts
have been officially established by the government.
Some critics argued that the rights of poorer victims
could be more vulnerable to these courts that do
not have many procedural protections and
difficulties in ordinary courts (Galanter and
Krishnan 2004; Guruswamy and Singh 2011).

Backlog and Top-Heaviness in the Judicial
System

This tough-in-the-art seems to be rising in recent
years. Between 2005 and 2011, the number of
cases dropped by all high courts increased by 33.4
percent. During the same period, the number of
cases transferred to the Supreme Court increased
by 44.[7] percent and the number of cases that the
Court received to hear regularly increased by
74.5%. Meanwhile, the number of cases con
Evicted by lower courts increased only by 7.8
percent (Robinson JELS 2013: 581). In other
words, opposes seem to abuse the lower courts
where possible, applying for the High Court for a
number of cases, and repeatedly having such
complaints received.

I. Stare Decisis and Poly vocality

Today, two suitcases of judges often hear that the
Court should approve of the case. The practice
takes place at the time of approval, which is
currently taking place on Monday and Friday, when
one bench will often hear 70 or 80 news stories. If
the case was accepted for adoption it would be
heard at the time called a regular hearing. The
days of the hearing are available on Tuesday,
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Wednesday and Thursday, and the panel usually
judges two hearings from several newsstands a day.
In the first year of the 1950's over 1,000 newsletters
the Supreme Court. By 1970 over 4,000 were, and
by 1980 this had jumped to over 20,000. The nhumber
of regular hearing matters it disposed of tracked a
similar curve rising from 227 in 1951 to 2,433 in
1980. In 2010, almost 70,000 admission maitters
were filed with the Court, while it disposed of 7,642
regular hearing matters (Robinson 2013: 180-81).[8]

While Article 141 of the Constitution binds the rest of
the judiciary to the Supreme Court’s decisions, given
its many benches speaking of the Indian Supreme
Court is in many ways a misnomer. Instead, the
many benches that make up the Court are perhaps
better thought of as constituting a “polyvocal court” or
“an assembly of empanelled justices” (Robinson
2013: 184; Baxi 2014: xvii). Any given bench may
have a slightly different interpretation of the law than
another bench, and sometimes a starkly different one
(Chandrachud Interpretation Chapter OuP
(forthcoming); Robinson 2013: 185).

The Indian Supreme Court itself is not bound by its
past precedent, but may overrule decisions that are
“plainly erroneous” based on “changing times”
(Bengal Immunity Company Limited v. The State of
Bihar and Others 1955 2 SCR 603). Although in
Keshav Mills Co. Ltd vs Commissioner of Income-
Tax, 1965 AIR 1636, the Court warned that when
deciding to overturn its decisions the Supreme Court
should be cautious and that it should endeavor to
create continuity and certainty in the law.[9]

In theory, larger benches are supposed to clarify
conflicts between smaller benches, and under the
Indian Constitution five or more judges must hear
any ‘“substantial question of law as to the
interpretation of the Constitution” (Article 145(3)), but
there has been a decline in such larger benches. In
the 1960’s on average about 100 cases a year were
heard by these “constitution benches” of five or more
judges.

Meanwhile, the High Court’s seem to have adopted
more of a middle path in its interpretation of the
same language in Article 132, with High Courts
certifying many, but certainly not all, constitutional
matters to be appealed to the Supreme Court.
Meanwhile, under 228 almost all matters in the
subordinate judiciary that involve constitutional
interpretation are withdrawn to a High Court. For the
drafters of the Constitution a “substantial question of
law as to the interpretation of the Constitution”
seems to have means any of the most important
disputes in constitutional references (in other words,
the case cannot be determined without determining
the constitutional question).[10] This is similar to how
Article 228 is translated today, but not Article 132 or
Article 145 (3).

JUDICIAL AND LITIGATION
ENTREPRENEURS AND CHIEF JUSTICE
DOMINANCE

While the Indian High Court may seem anarchy,
there are factors that contribute to promoting greater
cooperation.[11] As already stated, there are precise
direct rules requiring that judges decide at least to
follow the following example in the Court. While the
Supreme Court of Justice, and particularly the Chief
Justice, may seem to have a great deal of
understanding, this court has been temporarily
audited by the Court. Between 1985 and 2010 the
Indian High Court ruled in the High Court when he
was 45 years of age with the 59-year-old High
Court, which means that he served six years in the
Supreme Court (Chandrachud 2011: 72).[12]

COURTS MANAGEMENT

At present, about one third of the High Court
judges are promoted from the judicial service and
two thirds of them are selected from the direct line.
The Supreme Court judges 12 are often chosen in
the state or in which the High Court is strong.
Nevertheless, since 1983 there has been a policy
of the Chief Justice of each Supreme Court to be a
supreme judge of the High Court transferred to
another country to ensure greater independence by
the location of the site (the President chooses a
Chief Justice wunder Section 223 of the
Constitution). The Legal Commission promoted in
the late 1970's that only one third of the High Court
judges had to leave outside the country, but the
proposal was never made.[13]

Under the Constitution, the President appoints the
Supreme Court and the Supreme Court in
consultation with legal proceedings, officially the
High Court has the right to appointment. According
to its rules on what is called the Three Judges
Cases (SP Gupta v. Union of India AIR 1982 SC
149; The High Court of India AIR 1994 SC 268;
AIR 1999 SC 1) The Court established new rules
for the appointment and transfer of judges to court
higher to protect from what was regarded as an
unnecessary influence on this officer.

LOWER COURTS

Section 227 provides the Supreme Court's
recognition over all courts and court cases
(excluding warriors), allowing them to make rules of
these courts and then to retaliate. Supreme Courts
administer the transfer, transfer, and
encouragement of judges to their lower suburbs
(Section 235). The Supreme Court may delegate
some of these executive committee committees,
but decision-making, promotional and
administrative decisions are made at the time of
the Supreme Court. The Chief Justice of the High
Court holds the Supreme Court's leadership
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(Section 229), although normally many functions are
given to the highest judges in the Court.

There was a long wayer to create the Indian Legal
Service for lower royalty workers. It has been noted
that such a jaja-Indian service, proposed in the
Indian Administration Service, will be honored and
attracts a high level of expertise with a certain
technician in the suburbs that will not be appealing to
the interests of the public since it will often not be
postponed to their background. 1976 Section 312 of
the Constitution, which deals with all Indians in India,
has been amended to make clear the creation of
India's justice services throughout India in the lower
court.

The provincial government also plays an important
part in managing courts in their situation. The
nomination of legal proceedings, both in the courts
and the High Court, has been part of the
government's government and funding, including the
new transfer and infrastructure development,
approved by the Minister of Justice. Although there
are few open issues between government and
government over the budget, thejudiciary has long
complained that it does not receive enough money
from the state governments, which judges claim lead
to under-resourced and backlogged courts (Chief
Justices Conference 2009: 48-50).

judiciary has long complained that it does not receive
enough money from the state governments, which
judges claim lead to wunder-resourced and
backlogged courts (Chief Justices Conference 2009:
48-50).

In All India Judges Association vs. Union of India AIR
2002 SC 1752 the Court partially reversed its earlier
decision and found that recruits to the judicial service
did not require previous experience at the bar, as this
had led to difficulty in recruiting qualified lawyers.
The Court also called on the government to increase
the strength of the subordinate judiciary from “the
existing ratio of 10.5 or 13 per 10 lakhs people to 50
Judges for 10 lakh people” as well as increase the
judiciary’s pay scale. The decision also laid out
guidelines for recruitment into the higher judicial
service. In Brij Mohan Lal v. Union of India (2012) 6
SCC 502 the Supreme Court directed that fast track
judges, who had been funded by the central
government, be regularized into the state judicial
services. The Supreme Court has also quashed
disciplinary and other actions against subordinate
judges by High Courts (see, e.g., R.C. Sood v. State
of Rajasthan, 1995 AIR SCW 198).

ACCOUNTABILITY

While the design of the Indian judiciary has insulated
judges from the demands of the executive, it also
makes them much more susceptible to the demands
of judges further up the judicial hierarchy who may
control their prospects for promotion or transfer. This

Judicial Structure in India -

power is accentuated by the tiered retirement age of
judges. Subordinate court judges retire at 60 and so
are eager to be appointed to the High Court if
possible where retirement is at 62 (Article 217), while
High Court judges desire to be appointed to the
Supreme Court where retirement is set at 65 (Article
124(2)). In other words, promotion not only carries
prestige benefits, but failure to be promoted can lead
to an earlier end to one’s judicial career.

The base salary of a Supreme Court judge is
currently 90,000 Rs a month and their pension is
similarly modest.[14] Meanwhile, an elite well-paid
advocate can make 400,000 Rs for just one
appearance before the Supreme Court (Galanter and
Robinson 2014).

During their stay, judges have government-owned
housing, usually in desirable areas, as well as public
car, driver, and other items. These things may
cause some judges to get a job after retirement
that will allow them to maintain equal living
standards.

In addition to their financial retirement after the
retirement, judges in the High Court could resume
proceedings in India (Section 124 (7), while the
High Court judges could no longer proceed before
the lower court (Section 220) and the tradition
argued in the Supreme Court. Most High Court
attorney was appointed senior lawyers in the High
Court for retirement, but it is often difficult to
establish a High Court High Court urgently in his
work.

In 2014 Parliament passed the Constitutional
Amendment 121, which established the National
Judicial Appointments Commission (amendment
was not approved by the half of states as required
by the Constitution).

CONCLUSION

Today, India is investing in many of its courts,
including legal cases. There is no need to be
removed from this important role by the High Court
and the High Court to play some of the acts of
abuse or state-of-the-art withdrawal, but if the
Indian empire is to be respected, it will be in lower
courts. However, this too high process has led to
deceptive appeals, reduces decisis oversight and
creates a delay in resolving disputes. Constitutional
interpretation, as well as the law generally, is often
polyvocal and variant.

Enabling lower courts will require changing the
state of India's core sovereignty. For example, the
Supreme Court may have a few cases of hearing
regularly and have large benches to provide clear
clarification in all legal cases, help discourage
complaints and promote resolution. Low courts
may not be allowed to hear at least some
constitutional issues, and efforts can be used to
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eliminate a serious public domain that is inadequate
in the courts with respect to the High Court and the
High Court. Counting the drawings of this larger
building helps us to understand how both the judges
and the intervenants are involved in this process and
context where legislation and the Constitution are
fully translated.
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