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The problem of delay in litiqation has always bean a matter
of concern for the public, the Bench and i:he Bax. In October 1970, one '
former Honeurable Chief Jultteel came forward to advise theBcnch va.nd ) |
the Bar to work in co-operation to dispose of cases omdftiﬁéﬁly 1!1

an effort to prevent delay and a backlog of cases.

Essentially, this paper is a sociological study. The: them
of this paper hinges on the nature and impact of delay on tha l:l.tigation
system. The writer wishes to include in this theme the impaet. of t:he

rules of Civil Procedure and the loeal Court system on delay !.nlitﬁ.gaﬁm

It would be an undesirable state of affairs if we allow delay
to hawnt and h r our litigation system. This would give rise to
expensive and protracted 'Justice’ which may not be worth the effort to

ob%tain.

In this paper, the writer tries to s‘pot‘b‘.!'.iéght‘the clvanéai:lsa:
that hinder the speedy fiisposal of cases. It is not the ob:)aei; ief.—,t.his
paper to put on any party involved in the litigation process theblam e
for causing delay. Meanwhile, this paper ,atteapt;ni. to. ,ﬁevmrpg‘si:tively
and realistically into the proble;nl of delay so that‘;iax\y,mdgq;:gh}g g.agalj'
practice and outdated procedure may be ‘removed.’ In doing sio; it‘ i3 heped '
that a higher standard of justice can be achi’evéd by exposing thecausas :
of delay. It is the writer's belief that ";ms'm:@ DEIAYED IS JUS'.{‘I(E
— ‘ ; ; B R

May, 1976.
Ipch.

1

Tan Sri Ong Eock Thye, retired as. tht C.'hief Jmtiee of lhlaya ou the
lst Novnber, 1973. : . ,
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