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 SLP(Crl.)No. 3190/2000

ITEM No.29                   Court No. 4                  SECTION IIA
                                                          A/N MATTER

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 3190/2000
   (From the judgement and order dated 27/04/2000 in HCP 1764/99
   of The HIGH COURT OF MADRAS)

  SECY.,GOVT.,PROHIBTN.&EXCISE DEPTT.&ORS.                  Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  MINLA                                                     Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for stay )
( With Office Report )

  Date : 25/01/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.B. PATTANAIK
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE N. SANTOSH HEGDE

  For Petitioner (s)
                        Mr. V.G. Pragasam,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)
                        Mrs.K. Sarada Devi,Adv.

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T...................J.
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                Leave granted.
                The appeal is allowed.
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            (Y.P.Dhamija)                       (D.D. Jindal)@@
            AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
            COURT MASTER                         COURT MASTER

                Signed order is placed on the file.
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                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                       CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                        CRIMINAL APPEAL NO...../2001
                   (arising out of SLP(CRL) No. 3190/2000)

                Secretary to Govt.
                State of T.N. & Ors.                   ...Appellants

                                     Vs.

                Minla                                   ...Respondent

                                  O R D E R@@
                                EEEEEEEEEEE

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T...................J.

.SP2
                Leave granted.

                Heard the learned counsel for the State of Tamil Nadu
        and  the  counsel appearing for the  respondent-detenu.   The
        impugned  order  of  the  High Court quashing  the  order  of
        detention  is  because of delay of 2 days in disposing  of  a
        representation  filed  by  the  detenu.   In  our  considered
        opinion,  the High Court wholly erred in law in setting aside
        an  order  of  detention  on  the  aforesaid  premises.   We,
        therefore,  set  aside the impugned order of the High  Court.
        The appeal is allowed.
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                                        ......................J.
                                         (G.B. PATTANAIK)

        New Delhi,                       ......................J.
        January 25, 2001                  ( N. SANTOSH HEGDE)


