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The talk on Comparative Study of Judicial Reform in India & China was delivered by Dr. Zhou 

Xiaoming, (Associate Professor at Lishui University, Zhejiang China) on April 3rd 2018.  Facts 

are, China has approx. 3100 Local Courts, 331 Middle (District) Courts, 31 High Courts and 1 

Supreme Court; whereas India has a large number of subordinate courts, 3185 District Courts, 

24 High Courts and 1 Supreme Court (largely similar). When it comes to judges India has 

approx. 20000 judges whereas China has around 1.9 lakh judges. There are 10.5 judges per 1 

million people in India and China has 144 judges per 1 million people. 

 

 

Basically speaking Chinese apparently want to reduce the number of judges whereas Indians 

clearly need to increase the number of judges they have with respect to their population. 

Consequently, India also needs to increase the number of qualified lawyers in India as a lot of 

practicing lawyers lack professionalism. On the contrary, in China only 8-20 % people pass 



the Judicial Professional Exam.  Further China has a 4-year law bachelor degree and around 

600 law schools vis – a – vis India’s 1200 law schools. 

 

BACK LOGS!!!!                                             

 

 In India, in 2014, the institution of new cases stood at 1.92 crore and disposed off cases stood 

at 1.93 crore and in 2015, the institution stood at 1.90 crore cases and disposed was at 1.83 

crore cases. In China in 2014, 1.96 judges disposed off 1.565 crore cases. In 2015, about 1.9 

crore cases were filed in courts and 1.7 crore cases were disposed off. 

 

JUDICIAL SUPREMACY!           

 



Indian Judges are independent as compared to the Chinese Judges. Indian Supreme Court has 

original, appellate and advisory jurisdiction where Chinese Supreme Court has only appellate 

jurisdiction and no original or advisory jurisdiction.  

Coming to the Judicial Reform, India needs more Judicial Efficiency/Efficacy to bring about a 

substantive judicial reform in the country. As of now, there is no time limit as to the disposal 

of cases which is problematic because “Justice Delayed is Justice Denied”. We need to 

implement time limit for complete adjudication of cases, similar to China which has 6 months 

for criminal cases and 6-12 months for civil cases. 

India needs to keep a check on its judiciary’s independence whereas Chinese judiciary needs 

more independence so that cases are not decided based on party’s inclination. Cases can be 

influenced by lack of judicial independence, for example, large political & criminal cases and 

financial cases are instituted into courts which can be adversely influenced if the Judiciary is 

not given adequate independence.  

These facts clearly state that Chinese and Indian courts are going in a direction opposite from 

each other. Basically, in the section where one side needs to discourage, the other side needs 

to encourage and vice versa. Perhaps we need to learn from each other’s experience and 

improve upon it. 

  


