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ORAL JUDGEMENT

#. By filing this petition, the petitioner-detenu has



chal | enged his detention order dated 26.6.2002. By the
i mpugned order, the petitioner-detenu is detained in
exerci se of the powers under section 3(1) of the Gujarat
Prevention of Antisocial Activities Act, 1985 (hereinafter
referred to as "the PASA" for short), as, the detaining
authority found that the detenu is a "bootlegger" and is
required to be detained under the preventive detention
so that, he may not continue with such type of illegal
activities.

#. Along with the detention order, the detenu was al so
served with the grounds of detention. In the said
grounds, there is a reference of one crimnal case, which
is filed wunder the provisions of the Bonbay Prohibition
Act. The said order is challenged by the petitioner on
various grounds.

#. At the tine of hearing of this petition, the main
ground advanced by the Ilearned advocate for the
petitioner is that, some of the docunents given to the
petitioner are absolutely not legible. It is required to
be noted that, ofcourse, this point is not taken in the
petition, but the |earned advocate for the petitioner
submtted that, on the sinmilar ground of supplying very
sane bunch of the docunents, other co-detenu is released
by this Court on the ground that the docunents are not
| egible. She has taken me to various docunents, one
which is at page 1 in the conpilation. The said docunent
is the FIR, which is absolutely faint and not readabl e at
all so far as earlier part of that document is concerned,
i.e. description of giving the nane of the conplai nant,
nane of the accused etc. Even the entire docunent is
witten in such a manner that it is difficult to read and
under st ood t he sane.

#. Considering the fact that one of the docunents
supplied to the petitioner is not legible, the order of
detention is required to be quashed and set aside, as,

the authority is required to give all the docunents in
such a manner that one can read it and give reply
properly. The supplying of docunent is not nere

formality and that the docunment at page 1 in the
conpilation is not readable and as such the said aspect
is not in dispute.

#. In view of what is stated above, the petition is
al | oned. The order of detention dated 26.6.2002 is
guashed and set aside. The detenu Dilipsinh |shwarsinh
Devada is ordered to be set at liberty forthwith if he is
not required in connection with any other case. Rule is
nmade absol ute accordingly.



(P. B. Maj nudar, J)
( pat han)



