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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+     W.P. (C) 5868/2013 

 SKYLARK SECURITAS PVT LTD           ..... Petitioner 

    Through: Mr. Ruchir Bhatia, Advocate.  

 

    versus 

 UNION OF INDIA & OTHERS              ..... Respondents 

Through: Mr. Amit Bansal, Sr. Standing Counsel with 

Ms. Surbhi Mehta, Advocate for Resp-2&3. 

 

 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAVINDRA BHAT 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE DEEPA SHARMA 
 

   O R D E R 

%    24.10.2016 
 

 It is stated that during the pendency of the present petition, the 

adjudication was completed and an order made by the competitive officer, 

i.e., the Commissioner of Service Tax. Apparently, the petitioner has 

preferred an appeal to the CESTAT. In these circumstances, the relief 

claimed, i.e., quashing of the show cause notice does not survive 

consideration.  

 Learned counsel seeks liberty to withdraw the writ petition and to 

urge all issues on merits.  Liberty granted.  It is open to the petitioner to 

urge the grounds with respect to the initiation of show cause notice 

proceedings as well as merits of the adjudication order in the appeal. 

 Writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn in the above terms.  

 

 

             S. RAVINDRA BHAT, J 

 

 

           DEEPA SHARMA, J 

OCTOBER 24, 2016/vikas/ 


