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W RI T PETI TI ON No .1 1 6 8 3  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

ORDER:  (Per Hon’ble Sri Just ice V. Ramasubramanian)  

 
 

The pet it ioner has com e up with the above writ  pet it ion 

challenging a final order passed by the CESTAT. 

 

2. Heard Mr. Satyanarayana, learned counsel for the pet it ioner.  

Mr. B. Narasim ha Sharm a, learned senior standing counsel, takes 

not ice for the revenue. 

 

3. As against  the order im pugned in this writ  pet it ion,  

the pet it ioner has a rem edy of appeal to this very High Court .  

We do not  know why the pet it ioner has chosen to com e up by way of 

this writ  pet it ion. When the statute provides for rem edy of appeal on a 

substant ial quest ion of law, as against  the very sam e order to the very 

sam e Court , writ  cannot  be m aintained.  

 

 Therefore, the writ  pet it ion is dism issed. Office is directed to 

return the or iginal im pugned order to the pet it ioner to enable the 

pet it ioner to file regular appeal before this Court . Consequent ly, 

pending m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any, shall stand closed.  

There shall be no order as to costs. 

_____________________ 

V. RAMASUBRAMANI AN, J 

 

 

 

________________ 

P. KESHAVA RAO, J 
June 13, 2019 
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