
2. The principle of legal certainty does not preclude an administrative 
practice of the national tax authorities whereby, within a limi­
tation period, they revoke a decision by which they granted the 
taxable person the right to deduct value added tax and then, 
following a fresh investigation, order him to pay that tax 
together with default interest. 

( 1 ) OJ C 379, 8.12.2012. 
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