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Abstract

The plight of wrongfully convicted persons remain unaddressed despite a universal understanding
that “it is better to leave a guilty person than punish an innocent person”. The ignorance of this
sacrosanct idea has by convicting persons wrongfully erode public confidence and raise doubts
about the fairness and reliability of the legal system as it is a grave matter of miscarriage of justice

Thus this paper critically examines the wrenching saga of wrongfully convicted persons in Delhi,
aiming to provide a comprehensive analysis of the issue
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l. Introduction

The criminal justice administration plays a vital role in maintaining law and order,
ensuring justice, and protecting the rights of individuals within a society. However,
despite the best efforts of legal systems worldwide, instances of wrongful convictions
continue to occur, causing immense suffering and injustice to individuals who have
been wrongfully accused, convicted, and incarcerated’. Wrongful convictions not only
violate the fundamental principles of justice but also have far-reaching consequences
for the wrongfully convicted persons and their families, as well as the broader society.

The vast intricacies of wrongful conviction cases are rooted not only in the legal
processes involved but also in the multifaceted socio-political structures that
interweave with the justice system. The complex nature of these cases can be attributed
to several overlapping and intertwined factors.

Thus, it becomes important to understand the plight of wrongfully convicted persons by
understanding its significance, which is twofold. Firstly, it is crucial to rectify the
injustices faced by those who have been wrongfully convicted. Innocent individuals who
are subjected to wrongful convictions experience profound personal, emotional, and
societal consequences. They endure the loss of liberty, stigmatization, social isolation,
and the long-lasting effects of imprisonment, which often extend beyond their release.
Understanding and addressing these hardships is essential for the restoration of their
rights and the alleviation of their suffering.

'Innocence Project, "Know the Cases: Recent Exonerations” (2021). 151
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Il. Meaning and concept of Wrongful Conviction

The understanding of a wrongful conviction goes beyond the mere fact of convicting an
innocent person. It encapsulates systemic issues, human errors, and occasional
malfeasance within the judicial system. The magnitude of a wrongful conviction is
enormous, impacting not only the life of the accused but also the very faith people place
inthejustice system.

Inlegal parlance, a wrongful conviction can be defined as the conviction of an individual
for a crime they did not commit, typically as a result of a flawed judicial process that
overlooked or misunderstood substantial evidence pointing to their innocence. The term
generally implies that another legal process, such as an appeal or a new trial, has
rectified the conviction, either by acquitting the accused or dropping the charges
against them.

This definition, while precise, barely scratches the surface of the complexities involved.
For instance, the basis of the conviction could range from honest mistakes, like
misidentification by an eyewitness, to grave misdeeds, such as the intentional
withholding of exculpatory evidence by prosecution or law enforcement’.

One can further classify wrongful convictions into two broad categories:

1. Factually Innocent: This refers to those who had no involvement in the crime they
were convicted for. Their innocence is absolute and unequivocal.

2.  Legally Innocent: These are individuals who, while they may have had some
involvementin the eventsleading up to the crime, did not commit the crime itself, or
their involvement does not match the charges they were convicted of. Their
conviction may be due to legal nuances, such as inadequate legal representation or
technicalities that went against them in the court’.

Characterizing a wrongful conviction requires a comprehensive understanding of both
the factual and legal circumstances surrounding the case. This distinction is crucial, as
it highlights the range and depth of issues the legal system may confront in trying to
ensurejustice.

Legal scholars and advocates have long debated the scope and implications of wrongful
convictions, but there's a universal agreement on one point: even a single wrongful
conviction is one too many:. It's a blight on the justice system, a tragedy for the innocent,
and a danger to society atlarge, as the actual perpetrator remains at large.

Navigating the landscape of miscarriages of justice necessitates a nuanced
understanding of the terminology used. The terms "wrongful conviction," "wrongful
prosecution," and "wrongful incarceration" are often interchanged in popular discourse,
but they each denote distinct aspects of the justice system's failings.

Wrongful conviction refers to the scenario where an individual is found guilty of a crime
they did not commit. The term specifically addresses the outcome of a trial wherein, due

‘Garrett, B. L, "Convicting the Innocent: Where Criminal Prosecutions Go Wrong" Harvard University Press
(2011).

*Zalman, M., "Qualitative and Quantitative Dimensions of a Miscarriage of Justice", The British Journal of
Criminology, 52(6), 1067-1086 (2012).
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to various factors - be it flawed evidence, eyewitness misidentification, or other issues -
an innocent person is deemed guilty in a court of law”. The aftermath of such convictions
can be devastating, not only resulting in undue punishment for the innocent but also
allowing the actual perpetrators to remain at large.

Wrongful prosecution, on the other hand, emphasizes the process rather than the
outcome. It denotes the initiation of criminal proceedings against a person without
adequate evidence or due to malicious intent, even if that person is ultimately acquitted
or the charges are dropped. The motivations behind such prosecutions can range from
personal vendettas to institutional pressures on prosecutors to secure convictions, even
at the expense of justice’. While the end result may not always be a conviction, the mere
act of prosecution can inflict lasting damage on an individual's reputation, mental
health, and financial well-being.

Wrongful incarceration extends beyond the confines of the courtroom. It relates to the
unjustified detention of an individual, either before trial or after a wrongful conviction.
Pre-trial detainees, for instance, might be held in custody for extended periods due to an
inability to post bail, even if they are innocent or the charges against them are baseless.
Similarly, post-conviction, an individual might serve time in prison or face other punitive
measures because of a miscarriage of justice at trial’.

Understanding these distinctions is crucial for scholars, legal practitioners, and activists
aiming to redress the multifaceted injustices embedded within the criminal justice
system. Each term illuminates a different facet of the system's potential failings,
emphasizing the importance of comprehensive reforms that address both individual
cases and the broader structures that give rise to such errors.

I1l. Historical Account of wrongful conviction

Wrongful convictions are not a contemporary dilemma but have always been a stain on
thejudicial processes throughout history. While the modern legal world strives to perfect
its methods of ascertaining the truth, the past often reminds us that imperfections and
biases have always existed.

One of the earliest documented cases of wrongful conviction can be traced back to
ancient Greece. The Athenian legal system was largely built on the participation of its
citizens, and it was in this system that Socrates, the philosopher, was wrongfully
accused of corrupting the youth and introducing new deities. He was subsequently
sentenced to death by drinking hemlock in 399 BCE. His trial and wrongful conviction
showcased the tensions between popular opinion, politics, and justice’.

Throughout history, several notable cases of wrongful convictions have captured public
attention, evoking strong emotional responses and prompting calls for judicial reform.
These cases, while heartbreaking, have been instrumental in illuminating the cracks in

‘Gould, J. B, & Leo, R. A, "One Hundred Years Later: Wrongful Convictions after a Century of Research" Journal
of Criminal Law and Criminology, 100(3), 825-868 (2010).

°Green, B. A, & Yaroshefsky, E., "Prosecutorial Discretion and Post-Conviction Evidence of Innocence", Ohio
State Journal of Criminal Law, 6(2), 467-484 (2009).

*Schlanger, M., "Inmate Litigation" Harvard Law Review, 116(6), 1555-1706 (2003).
"Stone, I.F., "The Trial of Socrates" New York: Anchor Books (1989).
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the justice system and have inspired significant changes in legal procedures and
policies.

Centuries later, in medieval Europe, the witch trials became synonymous with wrongful
convictions. The infamous Salem witch trials in 1692 in Massachusetts, where twenty
people were executed based on unfounded accusations and mass hysteria, are a
testament to how societal pressures can result in grave injustices’. The wave of hysteria,
coupled with a flawed legal system, led to these tragic deaths. Notably, spectral
evidence, or the testimony of victims who claimed to see a person's spirit performing
witchcraft, was admissible in court. The aftermath of the trials ushered in a more
stringent evidentiary standard in the American judicial process and the discontinuation
of witch trials’.

The Enlightenment era, spanning the late 17th to the early 19th century, was a pivotal
period in the evolution of legal systems. Philosophers and legal thinkers like Voltaire,
Beccaria, and Montesquieu championed the idea that punishment should fit the crime,
emphasizing the importance of personal rights and questioning the infallibility of the
state”®. Their thoughts laid the foundation for many legal reforms, including the
presumption of innocence, which remains one of the cornerstones of modern legal
systems.

The Dreyfus Affair in late 19th century France is another notable instance. Alfred
Dreyfus, a Jewish artillery officer in the French army, was wrongfully convicted of
passing military secrets to the Germans. The case was fuelled by anti-Semitism and
deeply divided the French society. It was only after many years, numerous trials, and the
committed intervention of figures like Emile Zola that Dreyfus was exonerated .

As legal procedures grew more complex, the need for proper representation became
evident. This led to the gradual establishment of the adversarial system, especially in
British Common Law, where both sides present evidence to a neutral judge or jury. This
method was seen as more reliable, ensuring that the accused had a fair chance of
defense”. However, even with these advancements, wrongful convictions persisted.
The acknowledgment of this led to the inception of appellate systems, giving those
convicted a chance for their cases to be reviewed. This two-tiered system provided an
additional layer of scrutiny, further decreasing the chances of miscarriage of justice.

The 20th century saw the rise of forensic science and its integration into legal
proceedings. DNA evidence, in particular, revolutionized the investigative process. It
provided a more concrete means of associating or dissociating a suspect from a crime
scene. Organizations such as the Innocence Project have, through the use of DNA
testing, exonerated hundreds who were wrongfully convicted .

*Hill, F., "A Delusion Of Satan: The Full Story Of The Salem Witch Trials" Doubleday, New York (2000).
°Norton, M.B., "In the Devil's Snare: The Salem Witchcraft Crisis of 1692" Alfred A. Knopf. New York (2002).

Maestro, M., "Voltaire and Beccaria as Reformers of Criminal Law" Columbia University Press, New York
(1973).

"Harris, R, "An Officer and a Spy" Knopf Doubleday Publishing Group, New York: (2013).
“Langbein, J.H., "The Origins of Adversary Criminal Trial" Oxford University Press (2003).

"Scheck, B., Neufeld, P., & Dwyer, J., "Actual Innocence: Five Days to Execution, and Other Dispatches from the
Wrongly Convicted" Doubleday, New York (2003).
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In recent years, recognizing the psychological toll and societal implications of wrongful
convictions, many jurisdictions have initiated compensation schemes. This not only
acknowledges the state's failure in delivering justice but also aids the ex-onerees in
reintegrating into society. In sum, the evolution of legal systems and the measures
against wrongful convictions have been a dynamic interplay of historical experiences,
philosophical insights, technological advancements, and societal demands. While no
system can claim to be foolproof, the continuous evolution ensures that the scales of
justice are always tipped towards fairness, equity, and the sanctity of human rights.

IV. Causes for Wrongful Conviction

There are several contributing factors for the wrongful conviction, which can be
categorized as follows:

A.ldentification Errors and Eyewitness Testimonies

Identification errors, primarily stemming from eyewitness testimonies, have long been
recognized as one of the most significant causes of wrongful convictions. Human
memory is intricate, and recalling events, especially stressful or traumatic ones, is
seldom a straightforward process. The act of witnessing a crime often occurs under
distressing circumstances, and the pressure to accurately recall specific details can be
overwhelming™.

Eyewitness testimonies have traditionally held considerable weight in courtrooms,
often seen as compelling proof of a defendant's guilt or innocence. However, research
into human cognitive processes has consistently shown that memory is not a perfect
recording of events, but rather a reconstruction that can be influenced by various
external factors. Post-event information, suggestive questioning, or even the mere
passage of time can distort an eyewitness's recollection”. This malleability of memory
can lead to genuine, yet incorrect, identifications.

One of the more notable aspects of these misidentifications is the issue of cross-race
identification. Studies have indicated that individuals are significantly more likely to
mistakenly identify someone from a different race or ethnicity. This "cross-race effect" or
"own-race bias" suggests that individuals may have difficulty processing facial features
of those from other racial or ethnic groups, thereby increasing the chances of
misidentification.

Moreover, the process by which law enforcement conducts line-ups can further
compound these errors. If not done with caution and rigor, line-ups can inadvertently
suggest which individual the police believe is the suspect, thereby influencing the
eyewitness's choice””.

“Wells, G. L, & Olson, E. A,, "Eyewitness testimony" Annual Review of Psychology, 54, 277-295 (2003).

“Loftus, E. F., "The malleability of human memory: Information introduced after we view an incident can
transform memory" American Scientist, 67(3), 312-320 (1979).

*Meissner, C. A, & Brigham, J. C. "Thirty years of investigating the own-race bias in memory for faces: A meta-
analytic review. Psychology", Public Policy, and Law, 7(1), 3-35 (2001).

Steblay, N. M., Dysart, J. E,, & Wells, G. L., "Seventy-two tests of the sequential lineup superiority effect: A
meta-analysis and policy discussion" Psychology, Public Policy, and Law, 17(1), 99-139 (2011).
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Addressing these concerns, several jurisdictions have begun implementing reforms in
how eyewitness identifications are conducted, such as blind line-ups (where the officer
conducting the line-up doesn't know the suspect) and standardized instructions to the
eyewitness. By understanding and acknowledging the fallibility of human memory and
the potential for identification errors, the justice system can take essential steps toward
minimizing the risk of wrongful convictions based on eyewitness testimonies.

B. False Confessions and Coerced Statements

The phenomenon of false confessions is a perplexing one. On the surface, it seems
counterintuitive; why would an innocent individual admit to a crime they did not
commit? Yet, time and again, cases emerge where convictions have been secured based
primarily on confessions later proven to be false™.

One fundamental reason behind this is the high-pressure environment of police
interrogations. Interrogation techniques, often employed to elicit confessions, can be
psychologically taxing. The Reid Technique, for instance, a popular method used in
many jurisdictions, involves isolating the suspect and employing confrontational
tactics, which, when misapplied, can lead to false admissions of guﬂt”. It is essential to
recognize that not all individuals can withstand the immense stress and psychological
strain of prolonged interrogations, especially when they believe cooperation might
expedite theirrelease.

Another alarming concern is the use of coercive methods by some law enforcement
officers. Threats, physical harm, or promises of leniency can unduly influence a suspect's
decision to confess. This is particularly problematic in jurisdictions or regions where
oversight of law enforcement practices is lax or where safeguards against abuse are
insufficient”.

Furthermore, vulnerable populations, such as juveniles or those with cognitive
impairments, are at a higher risk of giving false confessions. Due to their developmental
stage or particular cognitive conditions, they might not fully grasp the implications of
their statements or might be more susceptible to suggestive questioning”.

Recent advancements in DNA testing and its use in post-conviction reviews have
exonerated numerous individuals who had initially confessed to crimes they did not
commit. These exonerations have underscored the need for reforms in interrogation
methods and the way confessions are obtained and evaluated in the court of law™.

In response, many jurisdictions are now mandating the recording of interrogations,
which serves the dual purpose of protecting suspects' rights and providing an objective

"*Kassin, S. M., Drizin, S. A,, Grisso, T., Gudjonsson, G. H., Leo, R. A,, & Redlich, A. D., "Police-induced confessions:
Risk factors and recommendations" Law and Human Behavior, 34(1), 3-38 (2010).

“Inbau, F. E., Reid, J. E,, Buckley, J. P., & Jayne, B. C., "Criminal Interrogation and Confessions" Jones & Bartlett
Publishers (2013).

*Leo, R. A, "Police interrogation and American justice" Harvard University Press (2008).

*'Drizin, S. A, & Leo, R. A, "The problem of false confessions in the post-DNA world" North Carolina Law
Review, 82,891-1007 (2004).

“Garrett, B. L, "Convicting the Innocent: Where Criminal Prosecutions Go Wrong" Harvard University Press
(2011).
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record for court evaluation. As the justice system continues to evolve, it is crucial that
interrogation practices prioritize truth and justice over mere confessional outcomes.

C.Inadequate Legal Representation and Flawed Legal Processes

Legal representation serves as a cornerstone in any modern justice system. The right to
an attorney, especially during trials, ensures the protection of an individual's rights and
balances the scales against the overwhelming resources of the state. However, there are
instances when this safeguard falters, leading to the miscarriage of justice due to
inadequate legal representation or flawed legal processes™.

Itisundeniable that not all legal representation is of equal quality. Variances in training,
experience, resources, and even simple diligence can lead to vast disparities in defense
quality”. Public defenders, although dedicated and essential, often grapple with
overwhelming caseloads, limited resources, and insufficient time to dedicate to each
client, which can, unfortunately, result in less than optimal defense strategies. In
contrast, well-financed prosecutors have the advantage of state resources, including
forensic tools and expert witnesses, which can tip the scales unfairly against a poorly
represented defendant™.

Flawed legal processes further compound the risks of wrongful convictions. Instances of
prosecutorial misconduct, such as withholding exculpatory evidence, have been
documented in numerous cases where individuals were wrongfully convicted™.
Similarly, jury biases, whether implicit or explicit, can influence verdicts. The use of
unreliable jail house informants, pressures to close cases, and even community biases,
especially in high-profile cases, can skew the legal process towards a conviction, even
when evidence is lacking or dubious.

Efforts to combat these inadequacies are ongoing. Training programs for public
defenders, checks against prosecutorial misconduct, and public awareness campaigns
around the importance of jury duty and the potential pitfalls of biases are just a few
measures being implemented in various jurisdictions”. Nevertheless, the consistent
evaluation and reform of legal processes are essential to ensure that the justice system
remains just and equitable.

D. Role of forensic science

Forensic science stands as a central pillar in the contemporary justice system, providing
a bridge between the scientific community and the law. As a discipline, it employs a
range of scientific techniques to analyze evidence and draw conclusions pertinent to

“Bright, S. B., "Counsel for the Poor: The Death Sentence Not for the Worst Crime but for the Worst Lawyer" Yale
L.J.,, 103, 1835 (1994).

*Haney, C., "Death by Design: Capital Punishment as a Social Psychological System" Oxford University Press
(2011).

“Lefstein, N., "Securing Reasonable Caseloads: Ethics and Law in Public Defense" American Bar Association
(2011).

*Medwed, D. S., "Prosecution Complex: America's Race to Convict and Its Impact on the Innocent" New York
University Press (2012).

“Ogletree, C. H., & Sarat, A, "From Lynch Mobs to the Killing State: Race and the Death Penalty in America"
New York University Press (2006).
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criminal investigations and legal proceedings. Its prominence in the courtroom is
unquestionable; however, its application has been both a savior in proving innocence
and a culprit in wrongful convictions®™.

The emergence of DNA evidence in the late 20th century revolutionized the field of
forensic science. The ability to match a suspect to a crime scene with near certainty,
using just a small sample of biological material, has been instrumental in exonerating
numerous individuals previously convicted on weaker evidence”. For example, the work
of entities such as the Innocence Project has led to the release of hundreds of wrongfully
convicted individuals, primarily through DNA testing of preserved evidence.

However, while certain aspects of forensic science, like DNA analysis, are widely
recognized for their reliability, other forensic methods have come under scrutiny for their
lack of scientific grounding. Techniques such as hair comparison, bite mark analysis,
and even certain types of fingerprinting have been challenged for their validity and
reliability™. The misapplication or overconfidence in these less reliable methods has,
unfortunately, led to instances of wrongful convictions. Moreover, the testimonies of
forensic experts, if not properly vetted, can be misleading or overstate the certainty of
their conclusions, further complicating the role of forensic evidence in trials™.

The rise of forensic science in the legal realm underscores the importance of continued
research, validation, and training. The marriage of science and law demands that
scientific methods be both valid and reliable to maintain trust in the legal system.
Forensic methodologies should undergo rigorous peer review, and their limitations
should be transparently communicated in the courtroom®.

As forensic science continues to evolve, it remains essential for legal practitioners to
understand its potential and pitfalls. This ensures that the justice system benefits from
the best that science offers while guarding against potential missteps that might lead to
miscarriages of justice.

V. International Perspectives on Wrongful Convictions

The phenomenon of wrongful convictions is not isolated to any one nation or legal
system. However, its manifestation, understanding, and redress vary significantly
across borders. This variance can be attributed to differences in legal practices,
procedures, cultural contexts, and societal perceptions of justice in different countries™.

**Saks, M. J., & Koehler, J. J,, "The coming paradigm shift in forensic identification science. Science", 309(5736),
892-895 (2005).

“Gould, J. B, & Leo, R. A, "One hundred years later: Wrongful convictions after a century of research" The
Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology, 709-760 (2010).

*Dror, I. E,, & Hampikian, G., "Subjectivity and bias in forensic DNA mixture interpretation” Science & Justice,
51(4),204-208 (2011).

“'Garrett, B. L, & Neufeld, P. J,, "Invalid forensic science testimony and wrongful convictions" Virginia Law
Review, 1-97 (2009).

*National Research Council, "Strengthening Forensic Science in the United States: A Path Forward" National
Academies Press (2009).

*Zalman, M., "Wrongful conviction: International perspectives on miscarriages of justice” Temple University
Press (2012).
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In common law systems, such as those in the U.S. and the UK, jury trials are the hallmark
of the justice process. Here, wrongful convictions often arise from factors like
prosecutorial misconduct, mistaken eyewitness testimonies, or unreliable forensic
evidence®. For instance, the United States, with its adversarial legal system, has
witnessed numerous cases of DNA exonerations facilitated by organizations like the
Innocence Project. These exonerations highlight the role of false confessions,
government misconduct, and snitch testimonies in leading to wrongful convictions™.

Conversely, in civil law jurisdictions like France or Germany, where professional judges
play a more significant role in the adjudication process, other factors come into play.
Issues like prolonged pre-trial detentions, and over-reliance on confessions obtained
during investigative stages, can sometimes be at the heart of miscarriages of justice®.

Meanwhile, in hybrid systems, such as that of Japan, which melds features from both
common and civil law traditions, wrongful convictions have been associated with
factors like the cultural emphasis on confession, leading to prolonged detentions and
high conviction rates”.

The understanding and redress of wrongful convictions also differ internationally. While
Western countries like the U.S. and Canada have established innocence projects and
compensation schemes for the wrongfully convicted, some other nations lag in
recognizing or addressing the issue systematically™.

The international community has increasingly recognized wrongful convictions as not
merely judicial errors but as grave human rights violations. The potential of an innocent
individual being imprisoned infringes on the fundamental rights of liberty, dignity, and
the presumption of innocence. This recognition has led to various global initiatives and
frameworks to prevent, address, and redress wrongful convictions.

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), in Article 11, states that everyone
charged with a penal offense has the right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty™.
This foundational principle underpins various international treaties and conventions
which explicitly or implicitly address wrongful convictions. For instance, the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) reinforces the right to a fair
trial and the necessary rights of the accused, setting an international standard for
member states to adhere to”.

*Gross, S. R, & O'Brien, B., "Frequency and predictors of false conviction: Why we know so little, and new data
on capital cases” The Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology, 523-560 (2008).

*Norris, R. J., Bonventre, C. L, Redlich, A. D., & Acker, J. R, "Than that one innocent suffer: Evaluating state
safeguards against wrongful convictions" Albany Law Review, 1301-1364 (2011).

*Hoyle, C., & Sato, M., "Reasons to Doubt: Wrongful Convictions and the Criminal Cases Review Commission"
Oxford University Press (2018).

*Goodman-Delahunty, J., & Sato, M., "Conviction of the innocent: Lessons from psychological research with
suspect witnesses and the safeguards guiding the criminal justice process” The Psychology of Criminal and
Antisocial Behavior, Academic Press pp.331-355 (2011).

*Grounds, A, "Psychological consequences of wrongful conviction and imprisonment" Canadian Journal of
Criminology and Criminal Justice, 165-182 (2004).

*United Nations General Assembly, "Universal Declaration of Human Rights" Article 11 (1948).

“United Nations General Assembly, "International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights" Articles 9 and 14
(1966).
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The United Nations has furthered its commitment to preventing wrongful convictions
through initiatives like the UN Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration of
Juvenile Justice (the Beijing Rules) and the UN Standard Minimum Rules for Non-
Custodial Measures (the Tokyo Rules). Both aim to minimize the potential of unjust
convictions, especially for vulnerable groups”.

Human rights organizations globally, such as Amnesty International and Human Rights
Watch, have played pivotal roles in highlighting cases of wrongful convictions, often
linked to broader issues like torture, lack of due process, or politically motivated trials.
Their campaigns and reports have led to significant policy changes in several nations”.

Moreover, regional bodies, like the European Court of Human Rights, have set
precedents in cases concerning wrongful convictions, further reinforcing the rights of
the accused and emphasizing the state's obligation to ensure fair trials™.

In essence, the gravity of wrongful convictions transcends national boundaries and
legal systems. The international community's collaborative effort, through treaties,
conventions, and advocacy, underscores the universal nature of the right to justice and
the dire need to safeguard individuals from unjust convictions.

The growing cognizance of wrongful convictions across the globe has paved the way for
nations to learn from and adapt strategies deployed by other jurisdictions. Such an
exchange of knowledge is not merely beneficial but imperative, given the shared
commitment to upholding human rights and the rule of law.

One of the foremost international practices is the establishment of independent bodies
tasked specifically with reviewing potential wrongful convictions. Countries like the UK,
Canada, and Australia have formed such commissions, which critically examine
convictions, ensuring an additional layer of oversight beyond the regular appeal
process”. The success of these commissions, particularly in exonerating those
wrongfully convicted, showcases the significance of impartial review mechanisms.

Another essential practice is the rigorous regulation and oversight of forensic
laboratories. Scandinavian countries, renowned for their meticulous forensic practices,
place a strong emphasis on continuous training, accreditation, and quality assurance”.
Such rigorous standards reduce the potential for errors or misconduct, thereby
diminishing the risk of wrongful convictions based on flawed forensic evidence.

Additionally, countries like Germany and Japan have implemented strict protocols
when it comes to recording interrogations. This measure provides transparency and

“'United Nations General Assembly, "United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration of
Juvenile Justice" Resolution 40/33 (1985).

“Kozlowska, D., & Brown, D., "Human rights organizations and the challenges of wrongful convictions"
International Journal of Human Rights, 22(5), 708-728 (2018).

“Fenton-Glynn, C., "Wrongful convictions and the European Convention on Human Rights" European Human
Rights Law Review, (2), 154-166 (2016).

*“Choongh, S., "Reviewing Miscarriages of Justice: Rethinking the Role of the State" Criminal Law Forum, 26(1),
125-150(2015).

“Lundrigan, S., & Dhami, M. K, "Forensic science in Scandinavia: A cross-national examination" Forensic
Science International, 297, 372-380(2019).
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accountability, preventing potential coercion or misconduct during the interrogation
process, which can lead to false confessions™.

Furthermore, nations have also learned the importance of public education on wrongful
convictions. For instance, New Zealand has engaged in broad public awareness
campaigns about the challenges faced by the justice system and the potential for
errors”. Such efforts not only keep the public informed but also pave the way for
community involvement in ensuring that the justice system remains accountable and
robust.

In conclusion, the international arena offers a plethora of practices, strategies, and
lessons that nations can adapt and integrate into their legal frameworks. As wrongful
convictions remain a universal concern, the shared wisdom and experiences of diverse
legal systems serve as a beacon for nations striving for justice.

VI. Examination of Wrongful Conviction cases in Delhi

Delhi, the capital city of India, holds a distinctive place not only in the political but also in
the judicial landscape of the country. As the seat of the Indian government, it also
houses a myriad of courts, making it a focal point for several high-profile cases and legal
narratives.

The issue of wrongful convictions in Delhi, as in many parts of the world, is a deeply
concerning matter. Delhi's rapid urbanization, coupled with its dense population, has
occasionally stretched its legal infrastructure, leading to challenges in effectively
addressing and preventing such miscarriages of justice.

Several wrongful conviction cases in Delhi have made headlines over the years. The
infamous case of the two brothers, who were acquitted after spending over 12 years in
prison for a crime they did not commit, is one such example®. The duo's exoneration
brought the spotlight on lapses in the investigative process, the role of the prosecution,
and the reliance on weak evidence, all of which had devastating consequences for the
innocent.

In another significant case, a man was acquitted after being imprisoned for 16 years on
charges of terrorism. The court found that the evidence against him was fabricated and
highlighted the grave dangers posed by such miscarriages of justice, especially in cases
involving grave allegations like terrorism®.

Analyzing these instances, several common threads emerge. Issues such as coerced
confessions, unreliable eyewitness testimonies, and the failure to cross-verify evidence
have often played a part in wrongful convictions. Additionally, the immense pressure on
the police force to solve high-profile cases swiftly can sometimes inadvertently lead to
hasty judgments™.

“Watanabe, Y., & Naka, M., "Interrogation Reforms in Japan: Ensuring transparency or perpetuating coercion?"
Criminal Justice Studies, 34(1), 44-61(2021).
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Moreover, the socio-economic background of the accused also plays a role in Delhi.
Often, individuals from marginalized communities or those lacking resources to hire
competent legal representation are more vulnerable to wrongful convictions™.

The legal apparatus of Delhi, given its prominence and location, naturally faces
heightened scrutiny. However, with the spotlight comes the revelation of various
challenges and vulnerabilities that sometimes hinder the effective dispensation of
justice.

One of the foremost challenges is the overwhelming caseload. The courts in Delhi are
inundated with a rising number of cases every year. This surge often leads to prolonged
trial durations and an ever-growing backlog&. As a consequence, the proverb "Justice
delayed isjustice denied" frequently becomes a grim reality for many litigants.

Another significant vulnerability is the infrastructure gap. Despite being the capital,
Delhi's courts often grapple with issues ranging from outdated technology and
inadequate forensic labs to an insufficient number of courtrooms and staff”. This
infrastructure shortfall can sometimes impede thorough investigations and efficient
legal proceedings.

Moreover, the quality of legal representation remains a concern. While Delhi boasts of
some of the country's top legal minds, there exists a disparity. Individuals who cannot
afford skilled lawyers often have to rely on overburdened public defenders. This disparity
can result in sub par representation, which is a severe vulnerability in the quest for
justice™.

The potential for human rights violations during investigations is another challenge.
Cases of custodial torture, coerced confessions, and illegal detentions have occasionally
marred Delhi's legal landscape, casting a shadow over the fairness of trials™.

Furthermore, societal biases and prejudices sometimes seep into the judicial process.
Delhi, with its diverse populace, faces issues related to communal and caste-based
biases. Such prejudices, when they influence judgments, can lead to skewed verdicts
and, in some cases, wrongful convictions®”.

Addressing these vulnerabilities is paramount for ensuring that Delhi's legal system
remains robust and just. Acknowledging the challenges and continuously striving for
reforms is not just a responsibility but a necessity for upholding the rule of law in the
heart of India.
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However, it's also worth noting that the Delhi legal system has been taking active
measures to address these challenges. The introduction of fast-track courts, the
increased emphasis on forensic evidence, and the use of technology to maintain
transparency during interrogations are some steps in the right direction.

Delhi's legal system, as dynamic and evolving as the city itself, has a crucial role in
ensuring that justice is served without prejudice. With the lessons learned from past
mistakes, there is hope for a future where the spectre of wrongful convictions becomes a
rarity.

VII. Conclusion

The prevalence of wrongful convictions raises a pressing issue that requires careful
analysis and attention as the impact of wrongful convictions is profound and
multifaceted. Beyond the immediate loss of freedom, wrongfully convicted individuals
endure emotional and psychological trauma, as they grapple with the stigma of being
labeled as criminals and the loss of trust in the justice system. They may suffer from post-
traumatic stress disorder, anxiety, and depression”’. Moreover, the social repercussions
can be severe, affecting their relationships, employment prospects, and overall social
integration®. Financially, wrongfully convicted individuals may face significant
economic hardships, as they struggle to rebuild their lives after years of incarceration
and legal battles™.

The consequences of wrongful convictions extend beyond the individuals directly
affected. Society as a whole bears the burden of a flawed criminal justice system, as
public trust in the system diminishes. Wrongful convictions undermine the credibility
and legitimacy of the legal system, eroding public confidence in the fair administration
of justice®”. Furthermore, the actual perpetrators of the crimes may remain free, posing
ongoing risks to public safety.

Hence, the problem of wrongful conviction is grave which needs to be addressed
effectively. In this regard, firstly, it is important to nip the bud at the initial stages of trial,
by removing the errors by police and prosecutors. Their duty is not to secure conviction
but help the court in reaching the truth. And secondly, it is important to provide for
mechanism that will review the convictions and determine where it has been wrongful.
Further, step must be taken to rectify it by providing appropriate relief by formulation of
guidelines or scheme that will help them re-integrate them back into the society.
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