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IN THE HIGH COURT OF st" 1
CP D-8001 of 20153
{and others)

=k

Plesent Munib Akhtar & Sadlq Hussa‘ Bhatti, JJ,

For hearmg of main case
Doareg ofhearmg 16.02 and 02.03. 2016

'-L

Counsel i‘or petmoners

Mr. M, Faheem Bhayo: ‘ ‘
Counsel for responderfs:

Mr., Jawaid F arooqi and

Mr. Mohsin Imam, a/w

Mr, Wali! Muhammad Shaikh,
Additional Commissioner,
_Inland Revenue, RTO, Hyderabad

AR kR

<:ing off the petitions
-ales Tax Act, 19)()

Munib Ahhtar, J.: By this Judgment we rntend disfio (

§

hsted 1n the Appendrx which ause rn rexatlon o t_

‘ (“1990 Act’ ) We | may note that v hile the maJonty of ,1e petrtrons were heard

on the dates given above (“main bunc‘ ) certaln petréons were subsequently

R ‘
fi Ied but. smce they involved the same 1ssues as alread-

heard, were treated as
rcserved along with the main bunch. The lead case wa'

S§1" D-8001/2015.
wi L earned counse! for the petmoners subm1tt that the petmoners
*1] operated cotton ginning units. It was explamed that cottun ginning involved

the processmg of raw cotton, ‘the resultant products bf ing cotton lint and

cottonseed Cotton lint is used in the texule mdustry '”: 1is not in issue in

' these proceedmgs Cottonseed on the other hand certar:

LYY,

submitted that further processing of cottonseed by 'ou r*xtlactlng/expellmv

y is. Learned counsel

urms, ied to three products cottonseed \orl cottonseed n cake (also referred

~

~ toas oil cak_e) and oil dirt. For pr'esent' ;;t‘irpOSezs, the tF d product (oil dirt) is

‘not reIevant (We may note that cottonseed oil i 1s used a cvokrng 011 while oil

: "vcake is apparently used as cattle or amf:,al feed) Lea_ ed counsel explamed
chat (as here relevant) the cotton gnlnmg units: sold th e )ttonseed to the oil
,‘vextractmg/expelhng units. However, some of the petl_léovers had composrte
plants, i.e. they used the cottonseed n m-house operatro ;s to extract/expel the
three products just mentioned.. It was further stated *ha,;‘, the composlte units

: \

'd obtained through

did not necessarily use in-house the entnc cottonse

axonllne com" ’
For more material, visit' WWWlmranghaZ| com/mtba" OR * Wwwpakt
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e ginning; some (or, in some situations, even all) Bf i
parties. ' ’

_3._ Referring to the erth Schedule to the !

~ goods the qupphes of which are exempt from. .jﬁ: '
attention to entry No. 81. This ‘read at aH ': terial times as follows:
“cottonseed”. Thus, learned counsel submxtte
_important aspect of his case, the supp]y of cottoised
ifjed that on 05.03.2015, the
Federal Governmenit in purported exercrse of pov)re— '
of the 1990 Act, rssued SRO 188(1)/2015 (“SRO [88 ThlS is the notlﬁcatxon
lmpugned in these petitions. By means of thrs no 1
‘ the Annex) a new Chapter XV was added.} to the S
Rules; 2007 (“2007 Rules”). It may: be noted that S t 188 also superseded an
.earher notlﬂcatlon SRO 213(1)/2013 ‘dated 15. 035‘013 (“SRO 213”). That
notifi cation, issued by the Federal Govemm

from payment of sales tax. Leamed counsel sub

i exercise of powers
conferred by 5. 3(2)(b) of the 1990 Act, had reduIe;_ the sales tax payable on

A the supply of cottonseed oil (one of the product =
cottonseed) to 2%.

4, | 5Referring to ‘SRO 188, and Chapter XV theeby inserted in the 2007
Rules, learned counsel submiited that the notlﬁcatu 1 |
Act. Rule 58X, Iearned counsel submltted provrded :, -_\:at sales tax at the rate of

B

Rs. 6 per 40 kg (set out in Rule 58Y(1)) would b;ecollected from cotton

ginning units at the tune of supply of cottonseed to .
.may be) m—house use by a comp031te umt 1n elther‘ ¢ é
N extracting or expelling. Learned - counsel submf J
cottonseed was wholly exempt from sales tax under/§;
333 Schedule of the 1990 ‘Act. Thus, there was a basic ;! |

s with the parent Act. Leamed counsel referred to Rul

N - that no.input tax could be adjusted agamst the fore :
T , (wluch would be the output tax on the supply of g ;
' 4' ’cotton ginning units were concemed) It was subm1

_ to s. 7 of the 1990 Act, and v1olated the bas1c pr1

mple of output-mput tax

_ _adjustment that was fundamental to°the VAT .g'

o > counsel: further submxtted that SRO.188 prov1ded hat it would take effect
‘)" / A ﬁ'om Ol 07 2014, which was in ., vxolatron* of we_-i fstabhshed principles
. submitted that for all

/ - relatmg to the apphcauon of ﬁscal notrﬁcatlons Ity

mtroducmg Chapter XV through SRO 188

rwas an’ g}cement said to have

Page 2 of 19
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. However, no such
o comments and only an
A" had been produced. It

‘ment existed, it could not

seekmg.., : o o

5. - . Learned counsel for the Department' stronglycontested the casc sought

to be put forward by the petrtroners Refemng to , O 213 learned counsel

/a5 - submitted that no
) charge as such had been created under SROaI88 '1 -er, only the mode and

manner of payment of sales tax had been regulated

% ;:f Mr Wali Muhammad Sharkh learned Ad Stional Commlssioner-
v Sdland Revenue also made submrsstons wrth our pe,':‘:i
1ke to place on record our apprecration of the valug
-l 'tat)ve explained the
e _i ame,. usmg a table to
explam the Department s posmon The leamed repres; tative referred to SRO
213 wlnch it will be recalled was 1ssued m 2013 ;d'."reduced the rate of

~ the 1990 Act was added by the Fmance Act;? 2104 i " had to- be read with
’clause (aa) of s. 3(2) ThlS clause had also been added . 2014 As noted, entry
No 2 of the Erghth Sclredule reduced the rate of sale ,_ a‘r on cil cake to 5%.

After thls provision took effect, the leamed depa:: mental representative
'explamed there were negotiations and: drscussxons belgyeen FBR and PCGA

. at the latter’s request The result was the 1ssuance of SRO 188 whereby the

For more material, visit "www.imranghazi.com/mtba" OR "www.paktaxonline.com"
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~ used: cottonseed “on which tax had been: paid 1,"

.. exempted from payment of tax on the- supply

-submitted, SRO 188 was not merely within the sco

Wmad

rate of sales tax on coltonseed was set at Rs.g ¢ per 40 kg Those oil

extracting/expelling units (including in-house usg;by composite units) that

the foregoing ‘terms were

7

1

bt oil .cake. The learned

departmental representative emphasrzed that this: Jas a fiscally advantageous

1,

srtuatlon and referred to the table mentioned nbov o this regurd Thus, it was
e of the powers conferred,
but was the result of an agreement between the1 olton ginners’. trade body
with :FBR and was also ﬁscally advantageous i particular reliance was

placed on s. 3(6) Learned counsel for the pet1t1 ier's exercised his right of

7'..

of the notification, which pluports to list the van us provrsrons of the 1990

AAct 1n exercrse of which the Federal Govemment A issued SRO 188. In fact,

‘ the provrsrons listed are simply those lrsted in ths : p‘ening paragraph of the

. 2007 Rules Many .of them have: nothmg to do} with ‘what is provided in

Chapter XV mserted by SRO 188 For example, hi opening paragraph refers

tos. 4 which- relates to zero ratrng There is no '- "in Chapter XV that has

'the FBR (or vice versa) It is.a matter of regret th t :

" SRO 188 has been draﬁed in thlS cavaher and c;l_ less manner. It certainly

" obvious irrelevance of most of the provrslons lrstedg,-;,’_

- from what is sought to be achieved by ithe not

ederal Government. The

'does not reflect well on erther the FBR or the ;; ‘
ends to detract materially

eution, even before the
5 - :

substantlve content thereof i is consrdered

8. . ' The position as relevant for present purpose.csn be stated as follows.
' 13

The petrtloners process raw cotton m ‘their cotton fn' ing units and, inter alin,

obtain cottonseed. This is used by orl expellmg/exclmg units to, inter alia,

For more material, visit "www.imranghazi.com/mtba" OR "www.paktaxonline.com"
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.as presently relevant, there are three. supp11¢s that:

“by prov1d1ng both the rate of tax (Rs 6 per 40 kg)i

isto be read with s. 13(1), which states as follows.

Some of the entnes grant exemptlon subject to

: specxﬁed Other entries however, grant the, exempt%én without any limitation

mﬁ:&& PPt

produce cottonseed oil and oil cake. Some of the pentloners have composite

units and use some or all of the cottonseed"-,-house in oil expelling/

b

extracting operations to produce cottonsee:d oil andpil cake themselves. Thus,
an be made the subject of

sales itax. Firstly, and most importantly, there 1sj;"th‘ supply of cottonseed.
i

. Secondly, there is the supply of cottonsced oil, andfithirdly there is the supply

of oil cake. Rule 58X makes clear that Chapter X} Vi intends to tax the supply

of cottonseed to be used for oil extractmt, purposes,,garnd expressly states that it
w

’ -apphes to both those cotton gmnmg umts as supply cottonseed to others as

’well as those that have composxte operatlons Rul 58Y(1) amplifies on this

tand when the sales tax is

- payable. In the case of supply to thll,‘d party oil ext ctmg/expellmg units, this

is at the time of the said supply In the case of 1%-house use by composite

units, it is at the time of such use. Now it is not demed by the respondents that

the supply of cottonseed is, and has been at all ma' pal times, wholly exempt

in terms of entry No. 81 of the Slxth Schedule to t"‘ 1990 Act. This Schedule
, | | y &
- “13, Exemption.--(1) Notw1thstand1ng th«%}pmvisions of section 3,

: supply of goods or import of goods speciffed in the Sixth Schedule
; shall, subject to such conditions as may beg_‘ secified by the Federal

Prov1ded further that the aforesald power ;vvlthdraw an exemption

’ /Iw shall not be construed to include the powerHp revive or to restore the

S exemptlon so withdrawn.”

As the provisos make clear, but is 1n any c j_ e plain on a bare reading

1;r'my be specified by the

Federal Government” cannot be so construed and)apphed as to withdraw or
of the Sixth Schedule. It

zs fiended by the legislature.

_ﬁ

of S. 13(1) the words “subject to such condmons a

nulhfy the exemptlon itself as contamed in any ent

isto be noted that the Sixth Schedule can only be :
:e limitations  as therein

being attached This is the posmon with regard tofcoitonseed: entry No. 81

imposes no limitation on the exemptxon In our view;, the proper interpretation

edule is that the entries

and application. of s. 13(1), as read thh the Sixth S [

thereof determine the scope and extent of the exe ptton This is set by the

o leglslatme itself and can be neither: expanded nor: ;inarrowed by the Federal

z%";m%ﬁe E

U S Y e T . SO0 R

b it
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Government. The grant of the exeni}
legislature. All that the Federal Gover gncsnt can do in terms ofl's. 13(1) is to

regulate the manner in which the exem_{ tion granted is to be availed. It is only

to this extent and for this purpose that'#nditions can bo imposed by it. Thus,

the power of the Federal Government interms of's. 13(1) i is strictly limited. 1n
particular, it cannot trespass on the area,'that the legxslature has reserved lor

itself alone In the present context it.isfalso pertinent to note that subsectio::

| (1) is not even mentloned 1in the openm

alagraph of SRO 188: it only reler:

-ntry No. 81. This the Federal

3w therefore, the purported levy of
i enﬁ'y No. 81 and thus wltra vires

3

addltlonal comphcatlon Sectlon 2(33) deﬁnes isupply as meanmg, inter alia,

Sy
%/
N ‘/’

dlsposal to another person for there tobea s:,_ply”. In other words, self-use

or consumption WOuld'nppe_ar to fall otitside :ambit of “supply”. However,
we express no definite finding on this"(othe 1ge important) point, since it is
not necessary for us to do so for. present purposes It suffices to note that even

ini the case of composite umts, the self-usc ust necessarily constitute a

"‘supply” of the cottonseed within the meamng‘ _; the 1990 Act. But any such

eI

supply” would also necessanly be exempt by I£ason of entry No. 81 of the
Sixth Schedule o !

B For more materlal VISIt WWWlmranghaZ| com/mtha" OR' Wwwpaktaxonllne com"

otion is entirely the domain ol the-
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extractmg/expellmg units and not the cotton gmm

e I
I

. .

' I3

10. We may note that we expressly invited subgmsrons by learned counsel
for the Department and the learned departmeftal representative on the
foregoing points, and specifically asked them to Q@m oul any provision in the

1990 Act as would allow or enable the Federal 'f'éovemment to, as it were,

_ override an exemption granted in the parent Act u%l:( exercise of rule making

powers No such provrslon was shown to us. Relidnce was placed on s. 3(6),

but that provision cannot take precedence over s, 213(1) which opens with a

non-obstante chuse that overrides s. 3i in, its entlrtv Therefore in our view,

=Y

Rule:58X and 58Y(1) are wltra vzres_entry.No. 81::1' the Sixth Schedule to the
1990 Act.

r{e’{ . N i - i o

3

}

-11. - The other objection taken by learned couns:g for the petitioners is that

SRO 188 has been given impermissible. retrospec%v» effect: the notification

was 1ssued on 05.03.2015 but given effect from{ ]1.07.2014. This is for the

reason that it imposes a fiscal burden ;on the_f upply of cottonseed (by

purporting to negate the exemption granted by the 'perent Act) and it is well

=

settled that no notification that does so can havegptrospective effect. In our

'view, this objection is well founded.: Leamed coun ellfor the Department and

the learned departmental representative sought to. ?rpue that the notification

was beneficial and heace could have retrOSpectlve' ?ffect However it is clear
o the account of the oil
 units. What Rule 58Y(5)

that any.supposed benefit of the. notrﬁcatlon 1s%

exempts is the supply of oil cake produced from o_r onseed to which Chapter

Beverage Ltd v. Large Taxpayer Unit Karachi 201 -P I'D 2673 (DB), applied

in Pakistan International Airlines Corporation v. ﬁa."zstan and others 2015

B e et s

Erd

For more material, visit "www.imranghazi.com/mtba" OR "www.paktaxonline.com"
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- power conferred on the Federal Govemment in te‘

exercised precisely and specifically. Rule 58Y(3)3é;loes no such thing. It

H ;\ relation: thereto. In our view this is contlary to the.

(»

i"consrderatlon on their own, which is not necessary here We expressly leave

‘namely the agreement ‘between FBR and PCGA The 5&

b 8 s e Bt

\

R

PTD 245 (SB). In general (and subject to what.'i"s stated further and other
qualifications not presently material), a person lslgnutlcd in relation o uny

given tax period, to adjust input tax paid: by hrmf" uinst any output tax due

from h1m Input tax is defined in rather broad term tin s. 2(14). In the present
case, the tax levied on the supply of cottonseedl ln terms of Rule 58Y(1)
(assummg for the moment that such a levy would be Jawful) would constitute
the output tax for the cotton ginning umts.;They woul«* therefore ordinarily be

entitled to adjust input tax against this output takgnCl be liable only for the

el

- difference. It is true that s. § provides varlous cate_ ortes of goods and cases

where mput tax cannot be claimed. Clause (b) of ub

empowers the Federal Government to notlfy any go, ds or services in respect
&

of whxch input tax cannot be claimed. It is also true tlat the opening paragraph

of SRO 188 refers to this provision (i.e., s. 8(1)(b)}-v However, the manner in

whicl Rule 58Y(3) is drafted is contrary to thxs provr.lon The reason is that -

Rule 58Y(3) is drafted with 1eference to the output t x, whereas s. 8 is limited
®f semantics. What Rule
58Y(3) purports to do'is to identify the output tax ml espect of which input tax

cannot. at” all be claimed. But what s. 8(1)(b) empowers the Federal

only to the input tax. This is not merely a matter‘

Government to do is to identify the goods or serv1c3§ the supply of which, if
taxed, would not count towards input tax. In our v1ew since s. 8 derogates
from the basic prmmple of VAT mode taxauon-—éoutput minus input tax

adJustment—lt must be applied premsely and w1th__ specificity. Equally, the

simply identifies a supply that results in output avax (i.e., the supply of

cottonseed) and purports to prolublt or deny adJust ent of any input tax in
“terms of s. 8(1)(b) and

8 in general, and

\a\nnot therefore be sustained. (We may note th'.
%}hsectlon (1), clause (b) in partlcular requrre{
M

13.  We turn to the main plank on whtch the respondents rest their case,

ly document produced

in respect thereof is an undertaking dated 27. 02 2015 fdiven by the Chairman,

PCGA. The undertaking was in the followmg terms: ’V‘

‘ “Pakrstan Cotton Gmners Association (PCC% ) agrees on 1ts own
behalf and on behalf of its all respective members whether composxte
_ or others to undertake to become wrthholdtgg/eollectmg agents in
respect of sales tax to be levied by the FederalGovemment on supply
or own use of cotton seed at the rate of Rs. 6§ Eper maund with effact

from 01,07,2014 in liew of 2% sales tx present' levied on cotton seed

oo
RSB bl

e B 2 eat s 3T BN Nt e TR

For more material, visit "www.imranghazi.com/mtba" OR "www.paktaxonline.com"
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. (,,..«"' . oil as per provisions of SRO 213(1)/2013 '\,
,,,ﬂ" S sales tax on cotton seed oil cake.” :

In our view, the so-called “undcrtakin"‘f hardly amounts to an
agreement that would be bincli'ng,_ even if it wate lawful. It is of course

o

-~ patently unlawful since it purports to create a sitwation that is contrary to the
1990 Act and the law, for the reasons gtven aRove. However 1t is also

unknown as to the basis on Wthh the Chalrma‘ ot PCGA could bind the
Assocratron and each member thereof in term‘ of the undertaking. In
particular the refcrence therein o the cotton.ﬁgmnmg units becoming

:ax payable on the supply

wrthholdmg/collectmg agents” in respect. of sales

" of cottonseed is patently contrary to law This pdi t has been emphasrzed in
 the para-wise comments, and we want to make 3 lear that thrs is entnely
.. erroneous. The legal liability of a person in relatr’j :
clearly spelt out in s. 3(3) (subject to subsection; 1§
‘sales tax is, in the case of a person makmg a suppl:‘:on that person, and in the
case of imported goods on the importer. In case th' e is any default or failure
in the payment of tax, it is, in law, the responsrbll‘*y of the person on whom
lies the legal liability. The person so liable is not*a( ting as a “wrthholdmg,/
collecting agent” and it is erroneous to descnbe‘«r consider him as such.

' 'Furthermore, the concept of withholding (to the e ent legally permissible or

relevant) arises only in relation to input tax, and. .ot output tax. It can only

%

arise m relation to a person who malces payment fo ja supply (i.e., to whom a

supply is made), and not in respect of a person ! "ho receives payment for
. 'makmg a supply. This is obvious, e.g., from a perqs"l of the rules made in this

regard, the Sales Tax Special Procedure (W1thh"A ling) Rules 2007. Thus,
when the cotton ginning units make a supply of cot nseed as contemplated by
&‘\, Chapter XV, they are not acting as “wrthholdmg/; 'vollectmg agents”; rather
o\ they have primary leg'r] liability to pay the sales ta?im respect of such supply

?: (assummg that there is such a hablllty smce, of coufse, in the present case the

vlo-called undertaking or

- agreement and the reliance placed thereon in the pafa-wise comments is, with

respect, misconceived and cannot lend any support (% the respondents’ case.

14. In view of the foregoing discussion, it is clear that Rule 58X and sub-
0 Act The retrospective

5

rules (1) and (3) of Rule 58Y are ultra vires the 19,

effect sought to be given to SRO 188 1s also c "_trary to law. Since the

sart of Chapter XV and

foregomg provrsrons constitute, as it were, the £
provide the mdrspensable motor that drives the en': Te mechamsm the whole

Chapter collapses as a result. In such mrcumstance m our view it would not

For more material, visit "www.imranghazi.com/mtba" OR "www.paktaxonline.com"
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"j16"  ' ' dve termiiiThere will be no order as
16 erabOve termsgAT

tO COStS.

\'\;‘
“‘,
;j'; $D/- JUDGE
2 SD/- JUDGE
Certified to be true copy \\

Assist-ant Registrar(Wri0)
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/«,w‘“ S Government.of Pakistan . :
SR Ministry of Finance, Revenue, Economic Affair§ and Statistics
e (Revenue, Dlvlsnon) :
*-Klk*

o o
Islamz bad, the 5 March 2015

NOTIFICATION: |
(salesTax) ~ %

: ’vsectxah 22. sectnons 23'and 60 thereof and in. superses o,m'»:of"’its‘ Notification No.

S:R.O 213([)/2013 dated the 15™ March; 2033, the | Federdl Government is

 leased fg ditect that the following further amendme,, ts shall be made. In the
- Sales Tax Special Procedure Rules, 2007, namely“—’- SR

In:the gfctesald R'.i’.!]l.éSf*’

(@) rule “5g” and rule “607, .sh;’a;lgl_‘}'besr’a&numﬁj;hed:‘ as rule 581 and rule

(b) afterrule.58V, re-nunibered s aforesaids thie following new Chapter
XV and rules thereunder shall be add:ed. nagely:-

v SBW‘ ‘Application. ~ The: provlsians 5‘? this Chapter-shall-apply
- to'the persons.engaged in supply of”cottogemd ds’ well as composite

0

For more material, visit "www.imranghazi.com/mtba" OR "WWW.paktaxonIine.cém"
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- supply-of-cottonseed by cotton. ginners:for in<h

‘Commissioner having Jurisdiction. by thi 15" &
following the itax period for the. quant«ty of coi;_nseed supplied to -
the. growers for sowing pirpaose. '

-composite ginning unit, shall submit to the Co M
”Revenue having jurlsdictlon, monthly statemen ;

hY
e
Poe

e

Fire G

L
‘cottonseed supplied, or consumed in-house Eg r expelling of oil by
.composite catton ginning units.

58Y. Mode, manner and rate appllcablq@;ﬂ:r payment of sales
tax.~ (1) Thesamount of sales tax:chargeable 0fider rule 58X shall be
levied and collected at the rate: of Rs. 6 per 0 kg -at the time of

use consumption, or

;u‘i’ﬁ%{s

to any Gther registered or unregfstered' person;
extraction or expelling. 5

{2)- All catton ginners, if not already regl_. tered or required to
be registered, shall obtain sales tax reglstratio_‘_ for the purpose of
these rules, = : A

(3) The: amount of sales. tax $0- ¢harged; .
cotton: ginners-shall be declared i the mon‘thlf{ eturns.and shall be
deposlted as such without any’ mput tax; adjustrﬁr" '

{4) The suppliers .of cottonseed shal menn""_ﬁ sales tax charged
under this:Chapter: separdtely on: the sales fax: invoice tobe issued by
them: : :

{5) The oil expelling: umis‘ using the: : t‘a onseed on which
sales ‘tax has been charged and collected in. th - aforesaid manner
shall be exempted. from payment of sales-tax: q§ the supplies-of oll

-cake:produced from:such cottopseed, . @

{6) ‘The 'ginner shall submit a -ceriificate to the
{ay of the month

582. WMonthly statemant.~ Each. ginnml’i unit including a
nissioner of Inland
f prod'uction and

lor the purpose of oil

Page 12 of 19



set aut in- Annex-l, by the 15" day of them:onth following the tax
. ‘period,

- 58ZA, Notice to he given: by the gintling unft.—- A ginning unit,
or as the case may be, a composita ginningiunit shall, at the time of
commencement of ginning.activity and at thik time of closure thereof,
inform the Commissioner of Inland Revéhue having: Jurisdiction
within three days of such commencement ogtlosure, as the case may
be, - % '

~ 587B..Final statementto be furnished by the gmning unit.—
(1) Each girining unit Includnng a compositest inning: unit shall, within
fifteen :days of the cassation of the glnni Ik activity, furnjsh to the
Commissfoner of Inland Revenue ha\Iing 1r|$d|cﬂon a statement
. tegarding production and. supply.. of glri‘;ed cotton, icottanseed,
A cottonseed oil, oil cake and oal dirt, in the: fd 1at set.out in Annex-).
'(2')' Where the cotton. gihner o'ifﬁ'the composite cotton
ginning ‘unit fails to furnish ahy statement:@r certificate as required
under this Chapter, he shall be liable for nal action as. provided
under serial No. 17 of the Table In sectnon @ of the Sales Tax Act,

1990.”; and’

(c}  after Annex-H, the tollowing:.new annexures,%h.allbe added, namely:-

g “ANNEX -1
& [See.rule 387]

Nami: an‘d'ﬁ&dm&s' “" e

: Registmnon No. -
. TaxPeriod (Momh) ‘
* Purchases (Bt in Maunds).
B ‘Emduc;t.inn:;.‘cg.tt,ongced, e

_ bales
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‘,i;"jl‘v‘w“w’.
M*_"‘;.’- i
St
.l"" . :.
: (@é’ S. _ Nume & Sales Tax Invoice: Quantity, Saloy Tax- Amount |
i No. Ad(lxcss of Na.and date of Payable | of Saley
Buyer of ) Cottmlwcd @ Rs.64 | Tax Paig
Cottonsedd oy (Kes) per 40
In~Hous¢, Kg
__Consumption
(0 0) ; @) _ (7)
g ‘ : ANNFX»J
' - ifei sup-mile (7). otW ZB]
o g
FINAL S’FATLMLN'] rou GINND _,s

Name and addresy
Registrarion No, _
Season/ Vear:_

'{-‘ghxitt‘ispuréhaseﬂ:(Mau{a&E) o | 3 T e

| Cottonint produced (Bales) T Av::[ ' |

Cottorideod pie produced (Kgs) | T | T |
_,C'ottdnsebd’sﬁpphéd (ngs‘) ' ' - B S

Sale&hx Payable: @ Rs. 67~ per 40 kg S ’ : ‘{

,;Amdurxt oF Hnle,s “Tax] Paid.

[gl N produced(Kgs)
[Eﬂ Dirtiproucod (g)

2. This - natification sh
“July, 2014, except sub-rule (5)
Immediate effect:

ICNe 178557875017
| L

| (Nisar Muhammad)
i’ Additianal Secretary

i " Page 14 of 19
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ﬁ‘,w ~IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, ISA RACHI

C.P. No. D-§001/2015 "§

iy

(and connecied peuuons)

APPENDIX: LIST OF CASES

CP D- 8001/2015

Insaf Cotton G & P F & Oil Mylls

2 | CPD-2175/2015 Super Star Cotton v. Fed. of Pkistan and Ors
3 CP D-2176/2015 Insaf Cotton v. Fed. of Pakist‘%{;%] and Ors
4 CP D-2177/2015 Soneri Cotton v. Fed. of Pakié%;xi and Ors
5 CP D- 2300/2015 Mahaveer Cotton v. Fed. of ngl_;istari and Ors
6 | CPD-2301/2015 Noor Shah Cotton v. Fed. of ki
7 CP D- 2302/2015 S.S.D Cotton v. Fed. of Pakis m:n and Ors
8 CP D- 2303/2015 Sachal Cotton Ginners v. Fed’.;’»‘*i: f Pakistan and Ors .
9 CP D-2304/2015 Lal Cotton Industries v. Fed. ".  Pakistan and Ors —
10 { CPD-2305/2015 Sameer Cotton Ginners V. Fedlof Pakistan and Ors )
11 CP D- 2306/2015 Data Pir Cotton Industries v. v»*éd of Pakistan and Ors
12 CP D- 2307/2015 Shahenshah Cotton Ginners v‘g%F ed. of Pakistan and Ors -
13 CP D-2308/2015 Murshid Lal Cotton v. Fed. of*:'ifaklstan and Ors
14 CP’D- 2309/2015 Sacho Satram éotton V. Fed.'\'(;) T-akistan and Ors o
15 CP D- 1097/2016 Sun Shine Ginrers v. Fed. of Pak istan and Ors a
16 CP D- 2641/2015 Shahani Cotton Ginners v. I‘ed} of Pakistan and Ors
17 CP D- 2642/2015 Kalka Cotton Industries v.?ex_l?pf Pakistan and Ors

| CP D-2643/2015

Al- Raheem Cotton Ginners v,i? ¢d. of Pakistan and Ors

\ CP D- 2644/2015

New Insaf Cotton G. P v. Fed. ; f Pakxstan and Ors

P D- 2645/2015

;ﬁ_
~Sawera Industries C G PFv. Fed of Pakistan and Ors

P D- 2646/2015

', istan and Ors

| CP D- 2647/2015

Mehran C.G.P v. Fed. of Paki:!“ rvand Ors

CP D- 2648/2015

Sindh Cotton Gmnexs v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors

Alman Cotton G.P v. Fed. of P istan and Ors

24 CP D- 2649/2015

25 CP‘D- 2650/2015 Lal Shahbaz C.G.P v. Fed. of Paklstan and Ors

26 CP D- 2651/2015 Bhittai C.G.P v, Fed. of Paki :t%n'«md Ors

27 CP D- 2652/2015 Al-Abbas Cotton v. Fed. of %an and Ors

28 | CP D-2653/2015 Kohisar C.G.P v. Fed. of Pakis ;m and Ors

29 CP D- 2654/2015 Qalandari Industries C.Gv. Fe of Pakistan and Ors

30 | CP D-2655/2015 National Cotton Ginners V. Fed: ¢ f Pakistan and Ors B

l'#
£
]’g
iA,

:
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s 5
e CPD- 265612015 Jubilee C.G.P v. Fed. of Pakistaii and Ors
~*'52. | CP D- 265712015 Murshid Lal Cotton Ginners vF ed. of Pakistan and Ors
33 CP D- 2658/2015 New Shan Cotton Ginners vaged of Pakistan and Ors
" 34 | CP D-2659/2015 Sada Bahar Kohistan C.G.P 7' ch of Pakistan and Ors
35 CP D- 2660/2015 New Jubilee Cotton Ginnersj;_;; Fed. of Pakistan and Ors
36 | CPD-2661/2015 Paradise Cotton Ginners v. Fg%l ;of Pakistan and Ors
37 CP D- 2662/2015 Mahaveer C.G.P v, Féd. of Pﬁf{;stan and Ors
,. 38 | CP D-2703/2015 Mehran C.G.P Factory v. Fed@bf'Pakistan and Ors
| 39 | CPD-2704/2015 Decent C.G.P Factory v. Fed :‘of Pakistan and Ors
40 CP D- 2705/2015 Prince Cotton Ginners v. Feclv"éoi Pakistan and Ors
41 CP D- 2706/2'015 Geo Hameer Fageer Cotton V;EFa:d. of Pakistan and Ors
42 CP D- 2707/2015 Geo Hameer Faqgeer C.G.P vz;;;d of Pakistan and Ors
43| CPD-27082015 * | Al-Mehran Cotton Ginners viffed. of Pakistan and Ors
44 CP D- 2709/2015 Sattari Cotton Ginning v. Fec‘I;‘ or Pakistan and Ors
45 CP D-2711/2015 Deewan C.G.P Factory v. Fe(i"ifioi‘Pai(istan and Ors
- 46 CP D- 2712/2015 New Jholay Lai C.GPv. Fedﬁém Pakistan and Ors
47 CP D- 2743/2015 Radhika Cotton G & P v. Fedzso 'Pakistan and Ors
48 CP D- 2744/2015 . G.S Industries Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors i
49 CP D- 2745/2015 Abadgar C.G. & P v, Fed. of. ;’ cistan and Ors
50 CP D- 2746/2015 Niranjan Cotton Ginners v. Fé}d of Pakistan and Ors o
51 CP D- 2747/2015 Alakh Niranjan v. Fed. of Palfgéstfm and Ors
52 CP D- 2748/2015 Tata Agro Industries v. Fed. ’«i’ ..quistan and Ors
53 CP D- 2749/2015 Dada C.G.P v. Fed. of Pakistay and Ors

CP D- 2750/2015

:CP D- 275 1/2015

Sanwal Shah C.G.P v. Fed ogukxstan and Ors
Pak Cotton v. Fed. of Paklstax;gaqd Ors

\ }‘E]"P D- 2854/2015

Al-Mustafa Factory v. Fed. oﬂPdLlslan and Ors -

LY
l/ “CCP D- 28552015

Pursna Gold Cotton v. Fed. 0 “Pakistan and Ors

i 3

‘| CP D- 2856/2015

.Sultan Cotton v. Fed. of Paki_sgﬁan and Ors

CP D- 2857/2015

Lal Kohistan v. Fed. of Pakisfén and Ors

CP D- 2858/2015

- Kohistan C.G.P v. Fed. of Pa%.ah and Ors

CP D-3010/2015

F
Hameer Faqeer Quality v. Fed¥ of Pakistan and Ors

CP D-3011/2015

AL-Habib Cotton v. Fed. of ],’ﬁktstan and Ors

CP D- 3012/2015

Magsood Cotton v. Fed. of Pakv tan and Ors

CP D- 3013/2015

Alakh Industries v. Fed of Pdﬁl«tan and Ors

CP D- 3014/2015

Al-Riza Cotton v. Fed. of Palétit.m and Ors

.,.1,' ]
5:11!
g

For more material, visit "www.imranghazi.com/mtba" OR "www.paktaxonline.com"
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o &D- 3015/2015 Hameer Faqeer C.G.P.fv. Fe;% of Pakistan and Ors

' ";f _ CP D-3016/2015 Hameer Faqeer Gold Cotton V*Fed of Pakistan and Ors

CP D- 3017/2015 | Hameer Fageer.C. Industries Wed. of Pakistan and Ors

CPD-3018/2015 | Hameer Fageer;,C.G.P.F Oil Ml v. Fed. of Pakistan & Ors

CP D- 3019/2015 Hameer Fageer C. Ginners v, .ed of Pakistan and Ors
CP D- 3092/2015 Sangam Cotton v. Fed. of P X tan and Ors |
72 | CPD-3093/2015 | Kanwal Cotton v. Fed. of Paki‘.;tan and Ors
73 CP D- 3094/2015 Vishal Cotton Ind v. Fed. of Pfikis i
74 CP D- 3095/2015 Modern Cotton Ginners v. Fed::; of Pakistan and Ors
75 - | CP D- 8002/2015 . Super Star Cotton G & P F &éﬂ Mills. V. The FOP & ors.
76 CP D-242/2016 ' Jubilee,Cotton.Ginnig‘Pres'sinf-l'_ . -
77 | CPD-243/2016 | Sattari Cotton Ginning Factor‘};"‘?’tjr Fed. of Pakistan & Ors )

78 | CP D-244/2016 Al-Madina C.G.P v. Fed. ofP;

79 CP D- 245/2016 - ‘Mehrban Cotton Ginning Pres _4 g v. Fed. of Pakistan & Ors

80 CP D-246/2016 - Dada Cotton Ginning Pressing:’_:actory v.Fed. of Pakistan&Ors

81 | CPD-247/2016 Abadgar C.G &P v. Fed..of Pgkistan and Ors

82 CP D- 2482016 M. Siddique & Sons v. Fed. of,' alcistan and Ors

- 83 CP D-249/2016 Pak Cotton Ginning Pressing vf:":ved. of Pakistan and Ors o
84 | CPD-250/2016 Alakh Niramjan Cotton G’innifv'._, Fed. of Pakistan & Ors )
85 | CPD-264/2016 New Asad Cotton Factory v. Fe of Pakistan and Ors -
86 | CP D-350/2016 Lu'cky Cement G.F v. Fed. of i‘%dé:tan and Ors o
87 | CPD-351/2016 New In.saf Cotton v. I'ed. of P ¢ stan and Ors

.88 | CP D-352/2016

2 ,""8 CP D-353/2016
“'/ L i.-\

N . -«
""‘\s AT

7 ,90\36@ D- 354/2016 - _ i _

?l ’:\ o 91 } @ 355/2016  Shahenshah Cotton v. Fed. of P%':;tan and Ors

!\%J} %WQ kﬁ? D-.356/2016 ‘Geo Hameer Fageer v. Fed. of Pi%btan and Ors ' o

n\f H% CP D- 357/2016 New Indus C.G.P v. Fed. of P "‘tan and Ors

- CP D-358/2016 " | Mahaveer C G.P-V. Fed. of Pak? an and Ors B

: . 95 CP D-359/2016 | Deewan Cotton C.G.P v. Fed. of; ' Pakistan and Os

y | 96 |cPD-360/2016 | Paradise Cottonv. Fed. of Paklsfin and Ors

b 97 | CPD-361/2016 | New Model Sarwari v. Fed. oﬁik}stan and Ors )
98 . | CP D-362/2016 l Al - Shahbaz Cotton v. Fed. o%ﬁan and Ors ----------- . l
99 CP D- 363/2016 Five Star Cotton v. Fed. of Pakls%n and Ors - _’: |
160 CP D- 364/2016 ' S.S.D Cotton Ginners v. Fed. ofﬁaklstan and Ors
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* D- 365/2016

i
S.S.D Cotton Ginner & Oil v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors

> ';-ffch 643/2016

R.C Kohistan v. Fed. of Paklstan and Ors -

CP D- 644/2016

";1
Shdhcnslmh Cotton G &P, F‘& d. of Pakistan and Ors

| CPD- 64512016

Al- Karam Cotton v. Fed. of P2 ; 3

.| CP D- 646/ 2016

M.S Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistar‘i;f"t:md Ors

CPD- 64712016

Sultan Cotton v. Fed. of Pakist:p and Ors

CP D- 648/2016

- Lucky Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistgﬁ and Ors

CP D- 649/2016

Dada Cotton v. Fed. of Pakista and Ors

CP D- 650/2016

Lal Kohistan v. Fed. of Pakistafftand Ors

CP D- 65172016

Syed Cotton Ginners v. Fed. of ] {%k'istan and Ors

CP D- 652/2016

Al-Raheem Cotton v. Fed. of Pa};ﬁstan and Ors

CP D- 653/2016

Sachal Cottonv Fed. of Paklstan zmd Ors -

CP D- 6542016

CP D- 655/2016

CP D- 656/2016

CP D- 657/2016

CP D- 658/2016

CP D- 659/2016

CP D- 660/2016

CP D- 66172016

| cP D- 66212016

CP D-663/2016

Shahenshah Cotton v. Fed. of Paféisian and Ors

CP D- 664/2016

GNS Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan. ﬁ-'_: d Ors

CP D- 665/2016

CP D- 666/2016

CP D-667/2016

CP D- 1092/2016

CP D- 1093/2016

CP D- 1094/2016

| CP D- 1095/2016

Data Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors

‘CP D— 1096/?016

| Mehran Cotton V. ch of Pakxslan and Ors

'(‘P D 920/2016

RK Cotton V. Fed of Pakistan aiﬁl Ors

CP D- 921/2016

‘Al-Habib Cotton v. Fed. of Paklstan ‘and Ors

" CP D- 922/2016

Decent Cotton v. Fed. of Pa‘klstag nd Ors

CP D- 9232016

“CP D- 924/2016

| M/a Ali Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistag,: d Ors
M/Kalka Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistati and Ors

Niranjan Colton v. ch of Paknst% and Ors

CP D- 925/2016

3
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o 138 | CPD-926/2016 | Hingloj Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors o
139 CP D- 927/2016 Buriro Cotton v. Fed. of Pakjstan and Ors -
140 | CPD-928/2016 | Insaf Cotton v. Fed. of PakiSfan and Ors
141 ~ CP D-929/2016 National Cotton Ginners v. Fed of Pakistan and Ors B
142 | CPD-93072016 | Lal Shahbaz C.G.P v. Fed. ofi Pakistan and Ors -
143 CP D- 931/2016 New Jubilee Cotton v. Fed. &f Pakistan and Ors
- 144 CP D- 932/2016 Mehran C.G.P v. Fed. of Pa@m and Ors )
145 CP D- 933/2016 | Al- Riza Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors
146 | CPD-9342016 | DM Cotion . Fed. of Pakistn and Ors o
147 CP D-935/2016 | Alman Cotton v. Fed. of Pakigtan and Ors ) o
148 CP D-.938/2016 Abadgar Cotton v. Fed. of P 1stan and Ors L i
149 CP D- 966/2016 Manglani C. Ind v. Fed. of Pa]clstan and Ors I
150 - CP D- 967/2016 Al-Nooh Mast Ind v. Fed. ofnPaLxstan and Ors o
151 CP D-2113/2016 | Sattar Cotton G.F v. Fed. of lj.hgk;stan and Ors '
152 " CPD-2112/2016 Marvi Cotton Ginners v. Fed. 6f Pakistan and Ors
153 CP D- 1880/2016 Sawera Ind Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors
154 CP D- 1881/2016 Ever Green Cotton v. Fed. of Baklstan and Ors
155 CP D- 1882/2016 Al- Rehman Cotton v. Fed. (@aklstan and Ors
156 CP D- 1883/2016 Sanwal Shah Cotton v. Fed. og‘i‘gukistan and Ors
157 | CP D- 1884/2016 Qalandary Ind v. Fed of Paklstan and Ors _
158 CP D- 1885/2016 Al-Mehran Cotton v. Fed. of PaL.stan and Ors o
159 CP D-2385/2016 Wassam Cotton Ginners v. Fed§ of Pakistan and Ors
160 CP D-2386/2016 Sacda Bahar Kohistan v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors
161 CP D-2737/2016 Ms/ National Cotton Ginners véFed of Pakistanand Ors
162 CP D- 7700/2015 New Kohistan C. Ginners an@v Fed. of Palkistan and On
163 CP D- 6068/2015 Ali Raza Cottor. Ind v. Fed. of Rakistan and Ors 3
164 CP D- 6069/2015 Sonia Cotton G.P.F and Oil v. Fec‘ of Pakistan and Ors
165 CP D- 6710/2015 | Lucky Industries v. Fed. of Palkstan and Ors
166 CP D-7701/2015 | D.T Cotton G.F & Oil v. Fed. oﬁPdklstan and Ors
167 CP D- 7702/2015 New Asad C. Factory ; and Oil v Fed of Pakistan and Ors
168 CP D- 7703/2015 Jam Dattar C.G and Oil v. Fed. it Pakistan and Ors _ B
169 CP D- 7704/2015 | Moula Madad C. Industries v. Bd. of Pakistan and Ors L
170 | CPD-7705/2015 | Al-Shahbaz Cotton Ginner v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors _
171 |- CPD- 1531/5016 Al-Rehman C.G.P v. Fed. ofPalcxsmn and Ors ;
172  CP D- 1364/2016_ Tata Agro Ind v. Fed. of Pakist ;  and Ors _
- 173 CP D- 1365/2016 - | Radhika Cotton v. Fed. of Pakist '_ ‘and Ors
174 CP D- 1366/2016° Star Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan aqd Ors
175 CP D- 1367/2016___|_Al-Dasit Cotton v. Fed. of m@% and Ors
176 CP.D- 1368/2016 Ali Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan ari Ors
177 'CP D- 1369/2016 Islam Cotton v. Fed. of Pakistan J Ors
178 CP D- 1370/2016 Al - Xarim Cotton v. Fed. of Paklst'm and Ors
‘179 | CPD. 14082016 | Sonia Cotton G.P.F v. Fed. of Pakistan and Ors
‘| 180 | CPD-2895/2016 | Al-Karim Cotton Ginners V. FedWPaklstan and Ors
181 CP D-3166/2016 | Al Raza Cotton Ind. v. Fed of Fakbtan and Ors

s aekatn Yl Pyt D -
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