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For that the respondent has failed to
-appreciate . that the :appellant. has
submitted price declaration in:the form of

Mushok-4.3 against the products imported
in October 2019, November 2019 and

" December 2019 and also submitted by the

: appellant and without considering the

" VAT returns submitted VAT returns of the

'nb

said months and therefore, the respondent
without considering the documents

" submitted by the appellant has illegally

demanded rebate amount of Tk.

- 72,01,923.00 (taka seventy two lac one

thousand nine hundred twenty three) and
as such the impugned adjudication Order
~dated 8-6-2022 passed by the respondent is
liable to be set aside for ends of justice.
For that the respondent.has failed to
appreciate that the appellant has not taken
any rebate illegally since the appellant has
not supplied  or_sold any  products
imported in the months of October 2019,
November 2019 and December 2019, and
hence submitted VAT returns in"the said
three months showing for zero amount of
supply and as such ' the 'impugned
adjudication Order dated 8-6-2022 passed

-~ 'goods- and as such
- adjudication Order dated 8-6-2022 passed
"' by the respondent is liable to be set aside

_misconstruction _of

. For that the respdndent has failed to

understand the procedure for calculation
of net tax assessment and payment system
under Section 45 of the Value Added and
Supplementary Duty Act, 2012 on supply
of goods imported by the appellant for the
months of October 2019, November 2019
and December 2019 the respondent with
malicious intention illegally issued
demand notice for paying rebate amount

""of Tk. 72,01,923.00 (taka seventy two lac
" one thousand nine hundred twenty three)
" only whereas the" “appellant's current

account register stands positive balance of

""" Tk. 96,02,534.15 (taka ninety six lac two
thousand five hundred thirty four and

fifteen paisa) only on 15-1-2020 that has
adjusted later on supply of the imported
the impugned

for ends of justice.

. For that the impugned Order dated 8-6-

2022 passed, by the respondent is
misconceived  and = based  upon
law . and non-
consideration of material facts and
evidence, and therefore the impugned
Order dated 8-6-2022 passed by the
respondent is not sustainable in law, 'and
as such said Order is liable to be set a51de
for ends of justice.

. For that the impugned Order_dated 8-6-

2022 passed by respondent is ex-facie
illegal and non-speaking inasmuch as the -
same was passed without giving any
cogent reason and without considering the
documentary evidences and legal grounds
submitted by the appellant, and thereby
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respondent violated ' the principles of

natural justice and due process of law, and

. .as such said Order is liable to be set aside
.. for ends of justice.
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q, Therefore, on'the basis of above
mentioned report it was established that the
appellant had taken illegal rebate of Tk.
72,01.923.00, and as such as provided by Section
73(2) of the VAT & SD ACT, 2012, the tax was
determined regarding taking illegal rebate of
Tk. 72,01.923.00 (seventy-two lac one thousand
nine hundred twenty-three) Taka. ‘

That the statement of this para is 'legally
incorrect, fictitious, and deceptive, as such
not maintainable legally in the light of
factual and legal contentions placed in the
immediate above para. Therefore, Tax
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determination U/S 73(2) of the VAT & SD
Act, 2012 is legal, proper and liable to be

upheld:

" That the statement of this para to the effect
that the appellant submitted Input-output
Coefficient' (Mushak-4.3) is correct and s

- such admitted. But the report dated 23.03
© 2020 also stated that:
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b Therefore, Tax deterrmnatlon U / S 73(2)
of the VAT & SD Act, 2012.is: legal proper and
liable to be upheld

That as this para is statmg that the mstant
appeal has ben filed within three months
from the date or receipt of the order, so no

comments. FET

. That this para is stating the cause and
reason of filing this instant appeal, ass this
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is the appellantOs legal right provrde by
law, so no comments. '« 5P TN

S0. GROUNDS
- Wherefore it is most humbly submrtted
____that, the grounds are not based on legal
" [footings... _These are. legally mcorrect
" misconstrue to law, deceiving and based
_on fabricated and fictitious statements.
The grounds are the repetmon of the
statements and submissions p]aced in the
'main body of the appeal, which have been
replied to categorrcally in the afore sard
paras. As ‘such the grounds are ‘not
' maintainable in the light of legal
arguments and contentrons presented
above in the foregoing paras. Therefore, it
is ‘most humbly prayed ‘to the Learned
\appellate Tribunal-to"dismhiss”the appeal
1" since, it “is “void’ of merits.and ‘draws ‘no
" “consideration, "andthereby “upheld " the
“I"impugned | Order” 8-6-2022 "passed- by
=2 declaring it to'be legal; passed with lawful
' "‘authonty and'is of legal-effect. 717 = 0
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