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National Conference of the Presiding Officers of CBI Courts was held at

National Judicial Academy, Bhopal from September 19" to 21%, 2014. A total

Number of 27 Judges from different high courts participated in this conference from
across the country. All the judges are working as Presiding Officers of CBI courts in
different jurisdiction.

In the first session Dr. Balram K Gupta, Director, NJA gave the introductory
remarks. He referred to the judgments of Guahati High Court in “Narender Kumar” in
which the validity of the constitution of CBI as Police force was questioned in which
the court held that CBI is not a force constituted in accordance with the law . Later
Mr. Nimesh Jani, Expert from UNODC, addressed the participants on “Corruption
on international concerns”. He narrated various steps undertaken by the UNO and
other international organizations in compacting the corruption. He mentioned about
the convections ratified by Indian Government relating to the problem of corruption
on the international obligations of Indian govt. to take steps to eradicate the

corruptions. Justice P.K. Mishra and Justice Manmohan Sarin chaired the session.

The second session is on the “Special Position of CBI Courts in Criminal
Justice Administration”. Justice Sarin highlighted the important provisions of the
prevention of corruption Act, 1988 and the position of the special judge appointed
under section 3 of the Prevention of Corruption Act. Justice P.K. Mishra chaired this
Session. analyzed various provisions of “Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988,
Lokayukta Act, Prevention of Money Laundering Act etc., and his emphasis however
was on “Prevention of Corruption Act 1988. He highlighted provisions such as
Section 19 and Section 20 of PC Act. He stressed that the High Courts shall not
entertain a revision against the orders passed by the Special Judge except in the

circumstances when it feels that substantial injustice will be done to the parties in case






