IN THE HIGH COURT OF SIN

£ 2024
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(Pvt.) Limited:

M/S. ”ole Communication Technoiody
Having its office at Water Land Park,
Saggian Bypass Road, Nain Sukh, Lahore.
THROUGH its attorney:

Abdul Rehman S/O Shaikh Abdul Qadir,
R/O House No. 351, Street No. 32, Muhalla

Karachi Central.

VERSUS

. Federation of Pakistan
Through its Secretary Revenue Division,

Ministry of Finance, Economic Afairs & Revenue,
Chairman, Federal Board of Revenue, Islamabad.

. The Member Customs (Operatfons),
Federal Board of Revenue, Islamabad.

. The Collectorof Custors,
MCC Appraisement (East), Customs |

. The Pakistan Telecommunicat
Through its Chairman, PTA He
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it appears that the grievance of the Petitioner is that

the mobile handset levy imposec through Finance Act,

2018 through Section 10 of thes=id Act was declared illegal
by this Court vide judgment Ca');fe/d 14.3.2023 passed in
£ P. No.D-5389/2022 (Young Tech (Pvt) Limited v. The
Federation of Pakistan & others), whe2as the same was
maintained by the Hon'ble Supreme Court vide order cated
22.11.2023 passed in Civil Petitions N0.890-K to 919-K of
2025 Collector of Customs & another v. M/s. Young
Tech Private Limited and others), but despite best efforts

the amount so collected is not being refund
case of the Petitioner that 1 .
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