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[ Abstract] The right of the defendant to speedy trial in the Sixth Constitutional Amend-
ment is unique in the judicial review of the constitutional rights in the US. Due to the multiple
value orientation of the right to speedy trial, the constitutional review of this right by the Su-
preme Court is very complicated. The standard with two approaches and four factors formulated
by the Supreme Court in Barker v. Wingo in 1972 provides the legal basis for the judicial review
of this right. The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 systemically reformulated and normalized this right
through the adoption of the relevant rules formed in the judicial review by federal courts.
Through mutual complementation and promotion, both case law and statutory law have played a
significant role in the development of the rules on the right to speedy trial. The historical experi-
ences of the improvement of the right to speedy trial in the US may provide China with some ref-

erences for the institutional innovation on criminal procedure.
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