
High Court Flags Police Witness Absenteeism in Trials, Calls for Systemic Redressal 

 
 
 
The persistent issue of non-appearance by police witnesses in criminal trials has drawn sharp 
criticism from the High Court on July 23, 2025, which highlighted that such apathy "deserves 
redressal." This judicial observation underscores a systemic problem that frequently hampers 
the efficient functioning of the criminal justice system, leading to prolonged trials and potential 
miscarriage of justice. 
 
The court's remarks came during proceedings where the absence of crucial police witnesses led 
to delays or difficulties in concluding trials. The non-attendance of investigating officers, 
arresting personnel, or other law enforcement officials who are key to presenting the 
prosecution's case often results in adjournments, causing significant backlog and eroding public 
confidence in the judicial process. 
 
In the Indian adversarial system, witness testimony, particularly from police officers involved in 
investigations, is often pivotal for establishing the facts of a case and proving guilt beyond a 
reasonable doubt. When these essential witnesses fail to appear, it can weaken the 
prosecution's evidence, potentially leading to acquittals or prolonged legal battles that exhaust 
both judicial resources and the parties involved. 
 
The High Court emphasized that the reasons behind such absenteeism, whether due to a lack 
of proper summons delivery, insufficient coordination between police departments and courts, or 
a general disregard for judicial proceedings, must be urgently addressed. The court's call for 
"redressal" suggests a need for systemic reforms to ensure accountability and streamline the 
process of witness attendance. 



 
Legal experts have long pointed to the challenges associated with witness management in 
India. While the Code of Criminal Procedure (CrPC) provides mechanisms to compel witness 
attendance, including issuing warrants, the practical implementation often falls short. This can 
be exacerbated by factors such as frequent transfers of police personnel, inadequate 
communication channels, and a perceived lack of urgency within some administrative 
structures. 
 
"The court's strong words are a timely reminder of a critical flaw in our justice delivery 
mechanism," remarked a senior advocate specializing in criminal law. "The absence of police 
witnesses directly impacts the conviction rates and prolongs the agony for victims and accused 
alike. There is an urgent need for better training, accountability mechanisms, and perhaps, even 
technological solutions to ensure timely appearance." 
 
The implications of police witness absenteeism extend beyond individual cases; they contribute 
to the broader issue of judicial delays that plague the Indian legal system. Ensuring their timely 
appearance is crucial not only for upholding the principle of a fair trial but also for maintaining 
the integrity and effectiveness of law enforcement's investigative efforts. The High Court's 
directive calls for a concerted effort from all stakeholders, particularly the police administration, 
to rectify this persistent problem and strengthen the foundational pillars of justice. 
 


