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IN THE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF SINDH AT KARACHI
(Constitutional Bench)

Conslitutional Pefition No. 55 ¢/ /2025

s
Fravipriie

M/s. MED Art Pakistan,

Office at A-175, Block-13C,

KDA Scheme 24,

Gulshan-e-Igbal,

Karachi,

through Managing Partner

Mr, Mudassir Mit s

Petitioner

VERSUS

1. The Federation of Pakistan,
Through Secretary, Revenue Division /
Chairman, FBR, Government of Pakistan,
Islarmabad.

2. The Collector of Customs,
Collectorate of Customs
Jinnah International Airport,
Karachi,

3. The Additional Collector of Customs,
Collectorate of Customs
Jinnah International Airport,
* Karachi.

4. The Chief Executive Ofifter (CEOQ),
Drug Regulatory Authority of Pakistan,
Head Office, Prime Minis*er's National Health
Complex Park Road, Chak Shahzad,
Islamabad.

5. The Director MD&MC (DRAP),
DRAP Head Office, Prime Minister's National Health
Complex Park Road, Chak Shahzad, '
ISlamEbad,. 0000 edeeiebieiesissbisiin Respondents

CONSTITUTIONAL PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199 (1) (a) (i) AND (1) (c)
OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the Petitioner is an indigenous I1SO Cerlified company that began

operations in the beginning of year 2017 by a team of highly qualified.
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ORDER SHEET
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH [, KARACHI
C.P. NO. D-5541 / 2025
(M/s MED Art Pakistan Vs, The Federation of Pakistan & Others)

D Order with sipnature of judge
HEARING
1) Vor orders on office objection, ¢
2) For hearing of CMA No. 23099/2025, ;
3) IFor hearing of main case. g |
!
24112025, |

Dr. Shahab Imam, Advocate for Petitioner.

T sE & 4 vk

It is contended that a consignment of “Crespine gel+” imported by T
Petitioncr is cerrified @ the DRAP as a medical device; that such medical
device was classified b_v the Petitioner in the GD under PTT 9958 10 claim
exemption from sales tax at the import stage under Entry No. 112 of Table-1
of the Sixth Schedule to the Sales Tax Act, 1994; however, the-dssessing

Officer of the Customs has denied the exemption against which Pettoner has

pukr.ul an appeal before the Collector (Appeals), Afwer brictly arguing the
petition, learned counsel for Petitioner condines the relief to release of | rc«)J
by securing the disputed.amount of qudcs-.av.i taxes with this Court. To that
extent we are inclined to alléag rgh&t-ab soodyare n'.c'u’r:ﬂ‘g demurrage charges

at port. At this stage learned eounsel for Customs submits that the order

should also/malie, a“provision for surcharge under secdon 83(2) of the

Customs. Act. However, we are of the tentative view that since the duty /
taxes are being secured, the-questionrof surcharge does not arise ar s stge.

Therefore, the Petidoner shall deposit the undisputed amount of duty

and raxes with thé deparmient, whereas the disputed amount may be secured

with the Nazir ot' this Court by pav-order or bank guarantee. Upon

certficate to 1!:.1[ I (cc( b\ 1ln Nazir, the Customs shall forthwith release the
goods undér ' C D No.” KAPF-HC-29036 dated 29.10.2025 and GD No. ‘.

KAPEF-HC-28055 u.md 29.10.2025. In case a pay-order is given to the Nuzir,

SR TR

same shall bie invested.as pet Rules. The Nazir's fee is fixed ar Rs. 10,0007 - per
certificate. The security shall be subject to further orders of the Court. Peution

is disposed of.
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