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The councils said they made the demand keeping in mind the 

difficulties faced by people from the south, both in terms of 

accessibility and costs involved, in conducting cases in Delhi. 
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• A delegation of top officials of Bar Councils of five southern States - 

Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, Telangana, Andhra Pradesh and Kerala met Chief 

Justice of India NV Ramana and Vice President M Venkaiah Naidu and 

gave a representation for creation of a Bench of the Supreme Court of 

India in south India. 



• In January this year, Bar Councils of Telangana, Andhra Pradesh, Tamil 

Nadu, Karnataka and Kerala had come together and unanimously 

demanded a bench of the Supreme Court in south India. 

 

• It was unanimously resolved to request all the State Legislative Assemblies 

and Legislative Councils to pass resolutions and send them to the Centre 

seeking a bench of the apex court in South India. 

 



• In November 2019, MDMK General Secretary and Rajya Sabha MP Vaiko 

had raised in the Upper House of Parliament, the long-standing demand of 

setting up a bench of the Supreme Court in south India for the convenience 

of litigants. 

• Vaiko had said a bench of the Supreme Court in Chennai will ease the 

backlog of cases in the apex court. 

• He had claimed that the cost of travelling to New Delhi was preventing 

South India’s marginal and poor from accessing the Supreme Court. 



• Justice Krishna Iyer,  suggested that there existed no basis for selecting 

Delhi as the sole location of the SC.  

• centralized, system was akin to the oppression of the south by the north. 

• suggested splitting up the Supreme Court into multiple benches, in a 

manner similar to the practice of several High Courts.  

• several other proponents of decentralization point to two key issues that 

they believe can be solved through regional benches. 

• Few cases come to SC from southern Courts 

Reasons for decentralization 
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The case pendency of the SC has risen from 690 cases in 1950 to 

67000 cases in 2021 (March) 



 



• Frequent adjournments due to the geographical concentration of the 

Supreme Court in Delhi have only added to the pre-existing backlog of 

cases. 

 

• Apart from the backlog of cases, the Law Commission’s 229th report also 

pointed out the logistical difficulties that poor litigants face by travelling all 

the way to Delhi. 



• the law commission suggested the setting up of four regional benches to 

hear cases from each region. 

 

• Second, the bifurcation would enable a Supreme Constitutional Court 

to better adjudicate matters of national importance. 

 

 

Law Commission Suggestion 



 

• Litigants regularly request their advocates in the High Courts to appear in 

the Supreme Court, resulting in multiplication of costs in terms of hotel and 

travel expenses.  

 

• To quote the Law Commission’s report, “Adjournments become prohibitive, 

costs get multiplied.” 

 

Law Commission Suggestion 



• SC was meant to be a constitutional court, and not merely another court of 

appeal  (Justice Bhagwati)  

• However, the court is currently overburdened with appeals, which take up 

more time than constitutional matters.  

• there has been an average of only ten 5-judge constitutional benches 

constituted per year, in comparison to a 100 per year during the 1960s. 

• These benches are required by Article 145(3) in all cases of important 

constitutional 
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Is DecentralizationPossible 



• Article 130 of the Constitution of India states,  

 

• “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 time 

to time, appoint”  

 

• Hence, the Supreme Court can sit not only in Delhi but also in any other 

place. 



• view was also endorsed by Justice P. N. Bhagwati in a 1986 judgement. 

• The Law Commission itself had stated in its 229th report, “If Article 130 is 

liberally interpreted, no constitutional amendment may be required for the 

purpose of setting up of cassation benches in four regions and a 

Constitution Bench at Delhi.  

• Action by the chief justice of India with the president’s approval may be 

enough.  



 

• It may also be noted that under Article 130, the chief justice of India acts as 

a persona designata and is not required to consult any other 

authority/person.  

 

• Only presidential approval is necessary.  



• Many legal experts feel that setting up regional benches of the Supreme 

Court would dilute its constitutional superiority.  

 

• However, with the decentralisation being both functional and structural in 

nature, with only the bench in Delhi dealing with constitutional matters, 

such concerns may be put to rest. 

Contrary View 



• Thus, setting up regional benches in no way dilutes the finality or 

superiority of the Supreme Court’s decisions.  

 

• The Supreme Court of India has been a robust institution, which remains 

unparalleled in the service that it has rendered to the nation.  



Any other Solution  

• The Congress, in its manifesto for the Lok Sabha elections, 
proposed the setting up of a National Court of Appeals (NCA) 
as an intermediary court between the Supreme Court and the 
25 High Courts in India to hear routine appeals in civil and 
criminal matters from the High Courts. 

 

• The NCA, as proposed by the Congress, will consist of six 
regional benches consisting of three judges per bench.  

 

 



 

• The Congress has also proposed to move a constitutional amendment to 

restrict the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to only cases involving 

interpretation of the Constitution and adjudication of cases of national 

importance.  



• The setting up of a National Court of Appeals would require an amendment 

in Article 130 of the Constitution of India, which would, in fact, be 

tantamount to tampering with the basic constitutional framework of the 

Supreme Court.  

• Such an amendment would divest the Supreme Court of its extraordinary 

powers with regard to hearing appeals.  

• The same was also stated by the Union ministry of law and justice while 

rejecting the aforementioned request in 2014. 

Concerns with this  



Earlier attempts  

• The report called for setting up four appellate benches of the 
SC in Chennai/Hyderabad, Delhi, Kolkata, and Mumbai.  

 

• The report’s recommendations were rejected at the time 

 

• in 2015 when V Vasanthakumar filed a PIL to set up regional 
benches of the SC. The SC appointed current Attorney General, 
KK Venugopal as an amicus in the case. He found in favor of 
decentralizing the court. However, the move was strongly 
opposed by Mukul Rohatgi, the then Attorney General. 
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• it is believed that a fragmented court would lead to fragmented verdicts.  

• The SC is required to unify the law across India and having multiple 

benches may hinder this goal.  

• This is similar to the current scenario of multiple High Courts having 

differing rulings on similar fact scenarios. 

• The proposal may also be violative of the basic structure doctrine.  

• Any bifurcation of the court would require an amendment to the 

Constitution, specifically Article 136, which in turn may impact Basic 

Structure Doctrine 

Drawbacks of the proposal 
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• KG Balakrishnan, ex CJI, made a point of not minimizing cases, as this 

would amount to refusing someone a hearing.  

 

• Hence, urgent reforms are the need of the hour to clear the pendency of 

cases 
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