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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
9.
+ W.P.(C) 4013/2016 & CM No.16936/2016
PANKAJCHOPRA Petitioner
Through: Mr Sachin Datta, Senior Advocate with
Ms Nandadevi Deka and Ms Kanupriya,
Advocates.
versus
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. Respondents
Through: Mr Amrit Pal Singh, Advocate for
Respondent No.1/UQI. '
Ms Sonia Sharma, Senior Standing counsel for
Respondent No.2./CBEC.
AND
10.
>4 W.P.(C) 4015/2016 & CM No.16939/2016 .
M/S SAMARTH DESIGNS ®)Lm. Petitioner

Through: Mr Sachin Datta, Senior Advocate with
Ms Nandadevi Deka and Ms Kanupriya,
Advocates. \ :

VErsus

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. Respondents
Through: Ms Monika Arora, CGSC for
Respondent No.1.
Ms Sonia Sharma, Senior Standing counsel for

Respondent No.2./CBEC.
CORAM:
JUSTICE SMURALIDHAR
JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU
ORDER
% 13.05.2016
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1. In light of the decision of this Court dated 20" October 2015 in CUSAA
19/2015 (Anjani T echnoplast Ltd, v. The Commissioner bf Customs) and
the decision dated 10" May, 2016 in W.P(C) 927/2015 (Rajdhani Flora &
Infrastructure Developers Pyt. Ltl v. Union of India), the questions raised
in these petitions concerning the interpretation of Section 35 F of the Central
Excise Act 1944 as amended with effect from 6th August 2014 already stand
answered against the Petltloners Therefore, the Court declines to entertain

the prayers in these petitions.

2. The petitions and the pending applications are dismissed.
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S.MURALIDHAR, J

VIBHU BAKHRU, J
MAY 13,2016
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