BEFORE THE NATIONAL ANTI-PROFITEERING AUTHORITY

UNDER THE CENTRAL GOODS & SERVICES TAX ACT, 2017

Order No. 582022
Date of Institution [57127202)
Date ol Orcer |6/082022
In the mattes of:

1. Shri Saueabh Kumar, Infinity Tower=B, 4™ Flogr, DLF Cyber City. Phase-IL,
Sector-25A, Gurugram-122002

2 Director Genersl of Anti-Profitecring, Central Board of lodieat Taxes &
Customs, 2nd Floor, Bhai Vie Singh Sahitya Sudan, Bhm Vie Singh Mart.

Giole Market, New Dethi-110001,
Applicant
Versus

Mis Pareena Infrastructure Pyt Lid, C-7A, 2™ Floor, Omax City Contre Mall,
Sohna Road, Sector=49, Gurgram, |aryana-122 002

Respondent

CQuiruin:-

1, Sh. Amtand Shal, Technical Member & Chainnan,
y Sh. Pramod Kumar Singh, Technical Member. !
3. Sh, Hitesh Shah, Technical Member.

Presgntz-

1. Nare for the Applicant.

2 Sh. Tarun Arora, CA, Authorized Represeniative Tor the Respomdon
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ORDER

The Standing Committee on Anti-profitcering, referred an application filed hy
Shei Saurabh Kumar, Infinity Tower-B, 4th Floor. DLF Cyber City. Phase-1l.
Sector-25A,  Gurugram-122002 10 Direeter General of Anti-Profiteering
(DGAP) alleging profiteering by Mis Parcens Infrastructuce Pyi Lid., C-7A,
M Floor, Omax City Centre Mall, Sohna Roud, Sector-40, Gurugram,
Haryana-122 002 in respeet of purchase of Mat in project *1axmi Apartment”
Sector-99A, Dwarka Lxpresswiy, Gurugram, Haryans. The Applicant alleged
that the Respondent had not passed on the bereltt of Input “Fax Credit (ITC) to
him by way of commensurate reduction in the price of 1lat.

Thee Authority had issucd an Interim Order No, 24/2020 dated 19.11.2020 ¢n
the subject matter. Ihe Authority vide this 1O, has direeted DOAP 0 further
investigate the present case under Rule 132 (4) of the CGST Rules. on the
lollowing ssues:-

A The claim of the Respondent that he has passed on the 1TC bencfit
amounting 1o Rs. 19.6800 10 Applicast No. 1 and amointing o Rs.
[.54.87.120 w the 769 ather buyers, needs 1o be verified by obtaining
aclknow|edgments from approximarely 10% (78 buyers) of the buyors,

b. 1t Qs alvo apparent from the record that the Respondent has elaimed 1w
haye passed an 1'1C benelit amounting to Rs. 1.55.06,800/- on account of
profiteering for the period from July 2017 o June 2019, Therelore. he s
also lable W pass on imterest @@ 18% on the profieered amount 1o the fim
buywrs from the dutes from which he has received the additional amoun
ol consideration [rom them till the passing on of the ITC benefit, as he
hus used this smount in Ris business, os per the provisions of Section 171
(1) of the CGST At 2017 read with Rule 133 (3) (b) of the above
Rules, The DGAP Is dirceted to investigate, compute and cosure thut the

applicable imerest is also paid 10 all eligible house buyers,
Pige 2 0f 79
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I'he difference in the tumover of the Respondem for the period from
April 2016 to June 2017 adopled in the DGAP's Repant and the Sustinory
Returns filed by him during the above period necds to be reconciled and
explained with proper supporting documents.

Sieniturly, the difference inthe turmover of the Respondent [or the period
from July 2017 10 June 2019 sdopied in the DGAP's Report and
Stgtutory Returns filed by him durmg tie abpve penod necds 1o be
reconeiled und explained with proper suppoiting documents.

Further, the claim of the Respondent that he has availed VAT credit off
Rs. 1.07,07.174/- during the period April 2016 1o June 2017 needs 1o be
verifiod whither be was cligible w ¢laim 11C on tie VAT slueh e hus
paid during the period from April 2016 1w June 2017 as per the

provisions of the Harysna VAT Act, 2003 or not.

An Investigation Report dated 15.12.2021. had been received from the

Director General of Anti-Profitcering (DGAP) clier o detailed invedtipation as

per the directions contained in this Authoniy’s Order Noo 202020 doed

19012020 The DOAP vide his Report dated 15122021 hed iner-alla

submitted the following points:-

I

In light of the Covid: 19 pandemic, the investigntion could not be
completed on or before the due date. Further: the Hon"ble Supreme
Cowt of India passed an Order dated 08.03.2021 In Suo Mote Writ
Patition (Ciwil) Ne. 3 of 2020, wherein, it was stoted Ut “in coses
where the Hmitwtion would have expiced during the perind between
15.03.2020 il 14,035,202, potwithstanding the aetunl hulance period
of limittion remoining, all persons shall have a limilation perod of
80 days from 15.03.2021, In the event the sotua) bulanes period of
limitation remaining, with effect from 15.03.2021, is greater than 90

chiys, that longer period shall apply™. The asbove reliel had been
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extendod and the period from 14.03.2021 till Turther orders shall also
stand exeluded in computing the limitation period s per the |en®ble
Supreme Conm’s Order dated 27.04.2021 passed in Miseallancous
Application Ne. 6652021 in SMW(C) No, 22020, I'urther. the above
reliel hisd been extended and the period from 02102021 shall have &
limitation period of 90 days from 03.10.2021 as per the Hon'ble
Supreme Court’s. Order dated 23092021 passed in Miscellnneous

Application No. 6652021 in SMW(C) No. 32020,

In response 1o the DGAP letier daied 18.122020 snd subsequent
remnders dated 06012021, 29.01.2021, 25022021, 29.07.2021.
26,08.2021, 14.092021, 14,10.2021 and summons dated 09,03.2021,
23032021, and 30.06.2021, the Respundent submitted his reply vide
leflerslc-vmails  dated 01022021, 15032021,  26.03202)
25062021 06.07.2021, 18082021, ‘01102021  04.10.2031,
PLIO.2021, 17002020, 09022021, 11.122021 and 13.12.2021.

The reply of the Respondent (s reproduced below: -

(a). e was exceuting multiple projects under the same Service
Tax Noos/Vat No. and the same GSTIN. The twurmover deelaned
in statatory retwms included the tmover of other projects as
well, therelore there was b difference in wmover in pre snd
PORTCISTT parrinads

(B).  Tle had passed on the eredit of the I'TC 0 the buyers in
November 2018 and no interest was paid along with it

(€). e had applied for Oceupation Certificate with the respective

authority,

(d).  The project “Laxmi Apartmenis” under investigation s an

Affordable  Housing  Projeet,  which was  exempl  from
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(e).

(5.

().

payment of Service Tax and the Respondemt was nol
charging sny Serviee Tax on the sime. PFurther the
Respondent had not clpimed any Service Tax laput Crodit on
any Services.

Sinee the Project was exemt fom pavment ol “Serviee Tex”™
a similar exemplion was avislable 10 the “Contrectors™ und
he too was not lisble to payment of Service Tax.

He was liable to pay VAT ant there was an option available
with the Reéspondent o pay VAT under the Compounding
Scheme @ 1% for the Bullders effeative from April 2004 or
the VAT based on the Culeolation of the cost of Muawrial
Transformed in the execution ol the Works Contract, If the

Respondent opted Tor the Compounding method tae effective

cust 10 the Respandent was 1% of the Tetal Reeeipts and £

optied for the second mothod then it was allowed the benefi
of VAT Input Tax Paid on the materinls purchased and the
effective rate also does not exeecd more than 1%,

The Respondent opted for the Sevond methed aml had
availed the Tollowing amounts of VAT Inpul ugninst the
Materials purchased during the period from April 2016 10

June 2017.

VAT paid an Inputs from Apr 2016 1o June 2017 Amoun

VAT G0 12.5%

4323735

VAT () 5%

6167255

| VAT- Surcharge

2,16,184 '

1 Total

LO707.074 _l

Dindor nos- S8/22
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It was also mentioned by the Respondent thar he had not
claimed any VAT from the Customers and the cost wl
Upproximately 1% towasds Taxes was absorbed by him.

the Respandent [urther submitted that 45 per the explanation
1o Sectlon 171, the Expression “PROFUTEERED shall mean
the amount determined on accout of not passing the benelit
of reduction in the rate of tax on supply of goods or services
or both the benefit of ITC 10 the recipiont by way of
cemmensurate reduction in the price of the goods or serviees
ar bath, Thus. effectively the Respondent s required to pass
on the benefil. only i there is a benelit accrusd 10 the
Respondent, that is. there is a tangible increase in the
percentuge ol “PROFIT that the Respondent would get afler
the introduction of GST. Te his understanding, the fullowing
twi eircumstinces could oceur due 1w which the benelit

¢ould arise as unider:

UThe benefit of I1C which the Respondint was not
He reiterated thot the Project undertaken by him was
not liable to *Service Tax™ and further the “Contrattos”
who was engaged by him was also not liable to pay any
Service Tax. Thus, there was neither ay “Oulput Tax
Liablliy™ nor any “Input Tax Credin™ available 1o him,

Past GS' the Respondent is collecting the GST (Ottput
Tax) from the Customers and puying the GST (Inpun
Tax} to the Supplices (Who were charging VAT) and
GST (Tnput Tax) to Contractors (who were not charging

any GST), Thus, the purposes of comparing  the
Page 6 ol ™
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increase in FTC avaitable to the Respondent could be

done only with the items oo which it was carlier sitting
ITC or charging lox. The Respondeay stated that he
watild hot get any benefit from the Input Tax puid 10

the Contractor,

i)l he alerniste method to caleulate the benelit 1o the
] doni. Post GST

Respondem suned that he had passed on oo 3% GN]
henefit to the Customers calculated oa the payments
due from the Customers afier (1 .07 2017 amounting o

Rs.1,59.35,384/-.

The percentage had heen estimaied based on the
expected bomefit. the Respondent would receive on the
reduction i the Cost of the Contractors post GNT. An
pproximate cost of 50% i incumrod on the payments o
the Contractors. The Respondent hod re-negotiated a
veduction of 7% in the Comemictoes Bills post GS 1 The

efftctive reduction in the Cost 10 the Respondent wirs

fiilar pe- SH2022

Switibh K e Me Pypea hilrastoostue o Lad

estimated by hiim s below:
Particulars Pro-GST | Post-GST [ Incremse in prolit |
Post GST

Revenue [rom Project 100 100 T i
Project Cost | il

Land Cost 25 25 B

Steel & Coment 20 20 ]
Contract Payments (reduction of 1% | 25 2325

aher GST)

Othor Costs i5 14 N

Net Protit 15 1675 [175%
Tonal 100 g

The benefit of 1TC due o VAT @ 1% = .
absorbed by the Respondent in the pre- l 1.00%

Mage Taf 79




GST era

The !ylu’i benelit derived by the Noticee 2.75%

Henelits pussed on to the customers 3.00%

.

IV.

Ll m SRR

Thus. the Respondent had submitted that he fad gained
by 2.75% based on calculations given shove and had

passed on the benefit of 3% to the customers,

As per the directions of NAA contaimed in the Interim Ouder,
No24/2020 dated 19.11.2020, DGAP initiwed re-investigation of
the ease. The main issues looked inte by DGAP were:

) Whether there was @ benefit of reduction in the rate of ax
or I1C on the supply of construction service by tse
Respondent  afier  implementation  of GST  wel
01072017 and if so:

1) Whether the Respondent passed on such benefit 10 the
recipients by way of commensurate reductien in price, in
tarms of Seetion 171 o the CGST AcL 2017 and:

c) ' comply with the dircetions contained in the Interim
Order No. 24/2020 dated 19112020 of the NAA.

PDGAP submitted thar 11C about the residential units which were

under construetion but net sold is & provisions) ITC thit might be

required 1o be reversed by the Respondent, if such units remain

unsalel or the time ol issue of the completion cenificate. in terms

ol Seetion 17(2) & Section 17(3) of the CGST Act, 2017

Therefore, the FIC about the unsold units might not [l within the
armbit of this investigation, and the Respondent was required 1o

recalibrate the selling price of such units 1 be sold W the
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prospective buyers by considering the proportionate henelit of
additional ITC kvailable w i post-GST.

In the submissions made by the Respondent, he had contended
thal he would fot gel dny benelt from the Inp Tax paid 1o the
Contractors, dnd thus the 11C Comparison methisd eould give
correet resilts pnly by excluding the I'TC of Commctors [eom the
1okl ITC post GST available o him In this regard. it is observed
that In (he orstwhile tax regime (pre-GST). varions taxes and
cesses were being levied by the Contrn! Giovernment 4nd the State
Governments, which pot subsumet! in the GST. Out ol these s,
the 1T (ITC) of some taxes was nol allawed in the crstwhilis tax
regime. In the case of constraction service. while the 1TC of
Service Tax wis available, the FIC o) Ceminl Fxeise duty paid on
inpuis wats not available to the service pravider. Such input tases.
the eredit of which was net allowed in the erstwhile tax regime.
used 10 get embedded in the cost of the goads or serviees supplicd.
resulting In Increused price. With the introduction of GST wel
01.07.2017. all these taxes got subsumed in the GS 1 aad the 110
af GST is available in respeot of all goods and services unless
specifically denled. Brondly, the additional benefit of 1T in the
(ST regime would be limited w those input taxes, the ereditof
which was not allowed in the pre-GST1 reginie but is allwed
the GST regime: This additional benefit of 11C in the GST regime
s vequired 1o he passed on by the suppliers o the recipionts by
way of commensurate reduction in price. n terms of Seetion 171
of CGST Act, 2017, In the presem esse, it is observed that w the
preeGST rogime. the Respondent was neither charging Sevice

Tax (om the home buyers nor was paying Serviee Tax jo the sub-
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contrmlns on the services received by the Respondent from the
sub-eomiractors. [owever, it is pértinent to mantion here that cven
il the Respondent had entrusted the work to the sub-contrsctors.
in that case. based on the sbove explanation, the sub-coritractors
had benclitted with the additional ITC of GST in the post-GS1
period which he was wquired 10 pass on o the Respondent and
similarly in the supply chain of the construction service. the
Respondent 15 also required 1o prss on the additional benelit of
ITC of GST 10 the home buvers. It could further be corroboratod
with this fact that the Respondent had himsell’ asserted that he lisd
veceived @ 7% beaelit from the sub-contractors. Therefore, the
claim of the Respondent that he would not get any benefit from
the Input Tax paid to the Contrctors, and thus the ITC
Comparison method could give correct resulis only by exeluding
the ITC of Contractars from the wial I'1'C post GST available 1o
the Respondent, is incorreet and henee not acceptable.

Further, the Respondent had also contended that he had gained by
275% based on cnlculations tabulsied in his submission and
claimed thul e had alrendy passed on the benelit of 3% 1o the
cuslomers, In this regard, DGAP had observed that the
Respondont bad mude this contention merely based on assumid
Hgures and data which had got pothing to do with the factual
duta/figures, Therefore, the contention of the Respondent merely
hased on assumplion was incorrect and could not be considered,
As regards the allegation of proficering, it was observed that
before 01072017, ie., before the GST was introduced. the
serviee of construction of affordable housing provided by the

Respondent, wae exeript from Service Tax in terms of

Puge 1D of 79
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Notifieation No. 25201281 duted 20.06.2012, us anended by
Notification Noo 92016-ST duted 01022016, the Responden
wns ot uligibh: o sl CENVA'T eredit of Conteal Ixeise cduty
paid onthe inputs or Service Tax paid on the inpin sarvices. as per
the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004, which was in force at the
materiul time. Further, post-GST, the Respondent could avail 110
of GST paid on all the inputs and nput services, From the dati
submined by the Respondemt covering thee pednd April 2016 1w
Oxtober 2020, the details of the 1TC availed by them, his tumover
from the project = Laxmi Apatments™ and the ratio of ITC w0
wirmover, dusing the pre-GST (Apeal 2006 10 e 2007) and post

GST (July 2017 1o October 2020) periods, was furnished in tahle-

A below.
Tuble-A [Amounts in R<.)
Sr. o T At 01.072017 w | 25.001 2C18 10 Towl Posu
N D m“:':“"': WO12018 | 31102020 Gst
[ CENVAT credit of — B
1| Sarviee Tax Paid Input
Services (A)
lnput Tax Credit of VAT _ - |
2 1,07.07,174
pasidd om Inputs (B) '
g [ SRR 1.67.94 71483 | 5669731921 | 7.14.92,034.04
Availed (C
Lol CENVAT nput Tax
4 | Credit Availuble 10707174 1 4794 71483 | §.6697.3192] | 7.14.92.034 00
DA+
g [ 'OWTTUMOVEIBSFEE | ) 00,000 | 244231671 | 456237065 | 70.04.5%.736
home byyers list (12)
” | ‘fotal Sulcable Carpet Area | 4.58.024.32 o |l 158024320
L o |
Saleable Area relevant to 3A46.480.00 4.43,191.10
. tuemaver (I Sq. P G) |
. Page 11 of 79
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[ ITC televant to Sold Area |
§ L 809961717
(I =G0 6.91.76.748.43
" The e of THC 10 Sigist
Bl
Futnover (1) - THER 100 DO

VUL o the above tsble -A. the trmover in respect of canceled units had
been excluded lrom the total turmover, The Raspondent hod atseo
gol approval for one more Tower (Tower-10) in the post-GST
period. [ence, the wta] salcable arcs had inereased. Purther, in the
eirlier report duted 23.03.2020. the I1C in the post-GST period
wis token after excluding the ITC available on account of GST'
prid 1o the sub-contrastors, However, the sume had been
considered now based on the explanstion in Para 14 above.
Thereftre, due to the above factors and also extension i the
period of investigation, the 1TC had #lso increased substantially in
the post-O8ST periodd.

IXo lerom the above table- *A%, il is eloar thay the 1TC a5 a percentage
of the mover that was available 1o the Respondent during the
pre-GST period (April 2006 to June 2017) was |.61% und during
the post=GS | period uly 2017 w0 31.102020), it wos 2.88% lor
the Project “Laxmi Apartments™, This conlirms that post-GST. the
Respandent hid benelited from additional 1TC 10 the tune of
G270 [9.58% (<) L61%) of the wumover.

XK. The Centeal Governiment, on the recommondation of the GST
Council. had lovied 18% GST (efTectivie rate way 1 2% Becausée of
173" abatemedt for land value) on construction service, vide
Natifieation No. 11/2017-Central Tux (Rate) duted 28.06.2017.
The effective GST rite on condtruction serviee in respest ol

alfdable and low-cost bouses up 1o a carpet arca of 60 suare
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wieters per house was funber reduced from 12% 1w 8% vide
Notification Ne. 172018-Cenmml Tax (Rate) dated 25.01.2018,
Because of the change in the GST rate after 01.07.2017, the issve
of profitecring had been examined in fwo pants, Lo by comparing
the applicable tax rate and ITC avoilable in the pre-GS'1 period
(April 2016 1o Junc 2017) when only VAT wis payable with (1)
the post-GST peried from 01.07.2017 o 20012018, when the
elTective GST rate was 12% and (2) with the GST peried Trom
250012018 1o 31.10.2020. whin the effective OFT mie was 8%
for residential Mats, Aecordingly. bnsed on the ligores contamed
in table- A" abave, the comparative figures of the mtio of [TC
gvailed/available w the wrnover inabe pre-GST and pest-GST
pariods as well as the tuenaver, the reealibrated base price, and the
excess realization (profiteering) during the post-GST period. wus

tabulated in table-R below

Table-B8 (Amounts in Hs.)
Sr. Particulars
No.
01072007 | 25012018
I | Period A to to Todal
2400120018 | 31.10.2020

2 | Output GST rale (%) B L §

The ratio ol 1TC w C .88 .88 78K
3| Tumiver post-GS 1 as par :

table (%)

D 2.88% 8.27 827 B.27

4 An increase in ITC availed (lexs)

pest-GST (%) L6 %
g | Analysis ol Tnerease in input tax
| eredin:

Buse Prloe rbsed lrom July . 45,6227 065 | 70.04 58.736
6 201710 October2ozorsy | ¢ | 2423067
7 CiNT ramisend Over Bigie =1 TO3.07.801 | T4 0RIAS | 65805966

Price (Rs.)

CRE ¥ ] & H - - i

6 | Vot Demand mised GilaF | 27.35.30%472 | 49.27.25.250 | 76,62.64.702

Order fo= 3124122
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b= E*{]-
D) or

9 | Recalibmled Bagic Price 91.73% of | 221033712 | 41.840.97,087 | 64.2530.799

H

jo | GST an recalibrated basic I=H*B | 26884045 | 33479767 | 6.03.63812
price & 12% or 8%

price

11 | Cemmensurate demind J=HH 250917757 | 45.19.76,854 | 70.28.94.61 1

Amount

Fxeess Colleetion ol
12 | Demand or Profitcered | K=G=1 | 22620704 | 40748377 | 633.70,001

Xl

XTI

kot oy = S‘IHF'..H??

From 1able- *B" above, it observed thut the additional 11C of
8.27% of the fbemaver should have resulied in the commensurate
reduction in the base price ds well as cumetax price. Thercfore. in
torms of Section 171 of the CGST Act. 2017, the benefit of suili
additionn] TTC was requised 1o be pussed on 1o the recipicnis.

Having estublishod the fact off profiteering, the next step iy 1o
quanlify the same. Bused on the aforesuid CHENVAT/input tx
credit availability in pre and posi-GS1T periods and the detuils pff
the amourt colleeted by the Respandent (rom the Applicant and
other home buyers during the period 01.07.2017 w 24 01 2018,
the amount of benelit vl ITC that needed 1o be passed on by the
Respondent 1o the home buyvers comes 1o Rs, 2.26.21, 714/, which
meluded 12% GS1 onthe base amount of Rs. 2.01,97.959.
Further. the amount of benefit of 11C that needed to be passed on
by the Respondent to the home buyvers during (e period
23012018 w 3102020, comed o Ry, 4.0748,377-which
included 8% GST on the base amonnt of Rs. 3.77.29.979/
Pherciore, the 1wl benefit of 1TC that the Réspondent needed (o
be pussed on 1o the hame-buyers for the peried 01.07.2017 1o
3102020, comes 1o Rs. 6,33,70,091/- which included GS| (40

I2% or B%) on the base smount of Rs, 5.79.27.938% ‘I'his
Fage 140 79
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X1V,

amount wis inelusive of the profiteered amount of Ry 575575 in
respect af the Applicant in the marer.
Furthar, it was obyerved that at the time of the First investigation,

there were 9 Towers i the projest “Laxmi Apsriments™ hoving

804 units. However, during the current investigntion. the

Respondent had submitted that he kad gt the approvel of Tower

10 aiso, having 33 units. ‘Thersfore, in the current investigmion

Aot number of units had ineressed fom B4 1o 837, amd

secordingly. the tolnl saleable wrem of the project had increascd
from 4,33,504 sq. 1. to 4,58.024.32 sq. Tt. Out of these 837 umits,
B20 units were sold and 17 were wnsold. Out of §20 sold units.
663 units were booked in the pre-GST regime and 157 unlis were
booked in the pesi-GS1T regime Out ol these 820 unils,
profiteering of Rs.6,33,70,091/- had béen computed in respect of
814 units only. wnd 0 respegt of the wemaining & units. no
profileering could be compuited as no demands wore ruised by the
Respandent from these units in post GS | period.

Further, in respeet of the benelit of ITC passed on (o heme buyers,
the NAA vide the Inerim Order dirccied the DGAP 10 ablan
acknowledgmenty from 78 home buyers selected randomly by the
NAAL In this regard. it is obsorved that the 5 home buyers bl
been repeated (4 repeated 2 times {at Sr. No.14-71, 2245, T7-77.
20-56) and | repented 3 times (St Noo |B-42-58) in the said lis
of 78 home buvers, Further, In respiect of ane Bome buser namely
Sh. Pawan Kumar Yadav, no profiwering was compuied by
DGAP, hence no confivmation wos reguined, Funhermore, i s
observed (hat in respeet of one home buyer nemely Sh
Moaolchond Bansal, wnit No. 905 was booked by him on
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15.04.201 6 (pre-(iST). and fater on. it was eancoled by him and
the same unit was re-booked an 22.02 7020 by Sh. Anand Singh.
therelore, no email was sent to the new home buver. llence,
leaving these § (6 repeated home buyers, ene home buyer in case
of whom no profiteering was computed. end one new home buyer)
home buyers in the said list of 78, e acton)l verification had been
done in respeet 0f 70 home buyers anly. Exeept for 4 home buyers
m the said list of 78 home buyers. the Respondent provided email
D& or all the home buvers, However. in respect of the remaining
4 home byers, the Respondent provided his adidesses. Therefore.
emalls were sait to 66 home buyers, and letters wore sent by post
to the remaining 4 home buyers. Out of 66 home buvers, replics
lemuils) Teom only 18 (including Applicant) home buyers had
hean recgived. Qut of these 18 home buyers, 6 (including
Applicant] hud confliomed that the benefit of 11C had been
received, and 10 had denicd that the henefit of TTC hud not boen
received by him from the Respondent and 2 had neither confimud
nor denied but mentioned some other reply. In respeet of the
remaming 48 home buyers, no replics hod been feecivid <o far,
Further, in respect 0f 4 home buyers to whom letters were sent by
PGAP, o wwply from only one home buyver was received und she
hed conlirmed the receipt of the benclit of Rs, 20.972- as a
discount from the Noticee, A summary of the benefit of 1€
claimed 10 have been passed on to the Applicant and other home
buyers noud the benelit of 1TC passed on und duly verifiad by the
DGAP bused on confirmation emails/letiers received. is mbulated
in Tuble- 'C" below:

Talile- CAmaunt in INK)
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Sr. | Categors | Nocol | Profiteercd Benelil Benefit ilference Reinarks
Mo ul’ Units | Awount (85 | claimed to puesied an | (Profiteered
- | Custimer pEr mew hiave bein wod duhy | srsount still
s compridatin | passed on by verilied i be passed
nj the Notlcer on) .
A 1 44 D T ¥ 0 1xF i
I | Applisany 1 57,557 19,680 19,630 TN Receipl combinmed by
Agrp i rmoggh el
I'b vesiptdent still
LETTL EAEE c 2 BT
gt Hereminl mmaym,
] Othet i 193041 106984 100984 357 Receipt confirmed by the
than beyers through cmwil. 15
Applisant respatident &5 still soxuired
1o ks on Hhee dbil lorvential
amolint
1 Onher ! 61338 21,972 9N 40,363 Recelpt confifmed sy thie
thim birwr through the letier.
Applicst The st is siill
regpred w passon e
difTengint ! mrncnns )
Sub Tut:l T L.14233 1AL0630 141,630 ETesmM ayers whis conhirmed
(Confivmed) | fhoroaph colaletl ers,
ST AT, sinn, b e b
= fpasedlon,
1 Other 10 T RNV i TEAGS | Wuyers denied thrdagh
Lisain eitiotls. Haspomlin b
Applicain raxjunitiezh o s ot the
' aNire At
L] Chir ] 118802 4Uhip32 o 113802 Phiners el oo
thn povdceyed . Responiept s
Applican regmired 1o pess on the
' . stifire anount
Sub Total R 1.3,24.589 JELI0d 1A 1% 11 82453 A Lipyens wihi veplioad ar
(Replied) reapmnled thiouzh
H=li4+3 - empilvletiers.
6| Other 8 38,590,938 9,70,480 ) TRSOOIN | Wl sl | 4K Bayers bt
thisn o ealy negeived
Appiptnt Mespettdunl is s 1o s
B i fhes e pmo L)
7 Ot 3 I 75420 60332 i 176449 Lacticrs were s=nu bul no
than reply wan reesived
Anphicnm Haapnindial b s 1o prass
o b sl e Wt
Suby Yotal { N sl 40,306,387 1020412 il A0 36IHT | Masers b0 whinim ey
rejitivsd) leligrs were sent bul no
Hi=6-7 roply received. /
Subl oial Til 23,6007 14, 18,770 141630 ST AL il b eis Lo whinen
(Mailletiers Fmallletters were somi.
sy 1Y =11 rei R —
[ Ol l 55710 | LRI 0 LS5TIN Lipit o 005 e re-
than wroloed i b 2020 by a
Applicant rai By Hores no i
il eyl fey A hee e i
hoyer. .
[ Chlser | 55,301 A%, 100 i 58 | N punditoveed i wak
ihan cobmitorcd earther, | dhe,
.| Appticant — | O W S,
L Cithe TN 570195014 3268%:%7% i STTOSOHE | Maleloners were s
(han T bwayers ool o
| Applicant - ideniifies By e N AN,
Sub Total 750 SH0.00,118 12624975 1 SROATATE | AN the bayoos i whiom
Vil 44 o gralTen e were
Mnk,
Totl VISIViY fin 6. 33700001 LA WS (YA T bAY N ARS
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AV.  Iherefore as per the directions conined in the aforcsaid arder of
the NAA for the DGAP, necessary verification of the claim of the
Respondent was done based on emuilsaddresses provided. From
Table <A gbove, it was verified that the Respomdent had passed o
an amount of Rs. 141,636 w0 7 home buyers including an
amownl of Bs 19680/ passod on (o the Applicant. lowever. it
was ahserved that the Respondent s still reguired 10 pass an the
benefit of I''C of GST of Rs. 6,32,28,455/- 10 820 home buyers
ineluding an amount of Rs. 37.877/- 10 the Applicunt.

AVL As rogirds 1o the compliance with the issues/points mised by the
AAA in the aforcsaid Imerim  Order No. 24/2020  dated
19.11.2020, based on the above investigation and findings. it was
submitied thay -

i) Since the Respondent had submitied that he had applied
for an occupsoey vertificate b lud pot received the same,
the petiod of lurther investigation hud been considered up
o 31102020,

by Nevessary verificatin of benofit passed on by ihe
Respondem had baen done,

) The NAA dirceted the DOAP 10 investignte, compute ind
ensure that the npplicable interest ix also paid 1 all eligible
house buyers. In this segand. the Respandent hud claimed
thit he Had not pald sny inteeest on the profiteered amoum
tor thie home buyers, However, the computation of the same
could not bo done ur this stage as the profiteered smount
computed on Turther investigation & still  pending
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d)

determunition by the NAA n'erms of Section 171 of the
CGST Act, 2007,

In respect ‘of differences in the turnovers of the homi
buyer's list and Statutery Retums in pre and post-GST'

periods, it 15 submited thut the Respondem had been

Gxecuting  multiple  projects other  than “Lavmi

Apartments’.  namely  “Coban Residencies™. 1l
Residencies/lixpress Helahis™ gnd “Micasa” The emuover
in the Sutiony Returns includes Agures of him also,
Respondent had provided laures of turnover in nespedt of
projeets other than *Lixmi Apartments” and copics of

GSIR-9 and o recongilintion of the same 1o sibstustigte

his claim. The tumovers depicted in the statulory returms

include the weoves of all ihe other projects including
Laxmi Aparimenis.

In respect of VAT Credit of Rs L0707, 740-, the
Regpandent Ml submitted the copics of  Assesiment
Orders under Harvana VAT Act 2003 for 201617 and
April 2017 s June 2017, Ax per these ordes, the
Respondent had been allowed 1TC of VAT of Ra
1 .82.97.736/- and Rs. 16.85.002/- for 2016-17 and April
2017 10 Jone 2017 rospectively. Out ol the ol VA
Credit of Rs2,29.82, 738/ for the pre-CST peviod Trom
G1.042016 1w 20062017, the Respondent had ¢liimed
ITC of VAT ol Re 10707174/~ in respect ol project
“Laami Apsnments. Because of the said  Assessment

Orvders undor Viarymra VAT Act 2003, it is submited tha
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the Respandent is cligible to claim the ITC of VAT in the

pre-Gal regime,
Bused on the dewils of outward supplies of the eonstruction
service submitted by the Respondént. it was observed that the
service had been supplicd in the Siate-of Haryans only.
From (he above discussion, it appearcd that the benefit of
uciditional I'1C to the tune of 8.27% o the Wmover, aecrued 10 the
Respondent past-GST, and the same wis required to be passed on
by the Respondent 1o the Applicant nnd other recipionts. Section
171 of the CGST Act, 2017 appenrs Lo have been contravenad by
the Respondent. since the additional benefit of 11C @ 8.27% of
the buse price received by the Respondent during the period
01072017 w 31.10.2020, had not been pussed or by the
Respondent 1o the Applicint and other recipients,
Hayed on afpsesaid discussions and lindings, it is concluded that
in the initial investigation Report dated 25052020, the
profitecred amaunt was computed us Rs. 1.39.41 309/ in reepect
ol 770 home buyers. The Respondent claimed to have alneady
passed on the ITC benefit of Rs. 1,35.06.800/- 1o all the 770 Hopse
buyers. However, the NAA did not consider the Respondent’s
cloim snd vide Interim Order No. 2472020 dated 19.11.2020.,
dirceted the DGAP 10 vorily the Respordent's claim by oblaining
wcknowledgments lrom approximately 10% (78 buycrs) of the
buyers selected randomly from the Tist of all homebuvers and also
divected the DGAR w Turther investigie the prosem cuse up (o
FLI02020 or 6l the dae of issue of Completion Certificate,
whichever is carlier. In thie repard. || was concluded thil the
necessary verificalion of the claim of the Respondent had been
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done bused on' emuniladdresses provided. It was verified vl the
Respondent had passed an an amount of Rs | 41 636/~ 10 7 home
buyers including on amowst of Rs.19.6800 passed on 1o ihe
Applicanl. However, It is observed tha the Respondent is still
reguired 1o pass on the benefit of ITC of GST of Rs. 6,32 38455/
o 820 home buyers ingluding an smount of Rs. 37877 1o the
Applicant.

XX,  As alorementioned, the present investigation covers the period
from 010720017 10 31.10.2020. [However. the Respondint hud ni
received Qceupation Certificate, and therefore profiteering. il any,
for the period post-October. 2020, had oot been examined as the
exaol quentum of T that would be available 1o the Respondent
in the futuee connol be determined m this stuge. when the
construction of the preject is yet W be completed. Furlber, in
respeet of the unitsthome buyers in whose case agreement had
heen made before the recoipt of the Occupaney Certilieate and
where the balance amount is yet 10 be demonded, the NAA might
dhirect thé Respondent to work oul the ¢lement ol prolitcering bin
similar lines ax discusscd/ealeulaed above and o pass on the
benelit of ITC to the respeetive home buyers,

XXI. Heeause of the alorementioned finclings. it appears that Section
FTU(1) of the CGST Act, 2017, requires thint “wmy pechiction in the
rirte of tax on any supply of goods or services or the benefic of T1C
shall e pecssed on 'lo the recipien! by wine of comnnenyirale
reduction in prices”, hod been comtravened in the present case,

4 The sbove Report was earefully considered by this Authority and o Notice
dated 15.03,2022 was issued o the Respondent 0 explain why the Report

doted 15.12.2021 Turnished by the DGAP should not be uceepted and his
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Lubility e proliteering in vialation of the provisions of Section 171 should
Aot be fixed. The Respandent was dirseted fo file writlen submissions which
ad been fled on 21.04.2022 wherein: the Respondent han submittsd the

Iollowing points:

1 The company is in the business of construction of residential buildings
and "Laxmi Apartments” (relevant to the present notice) is one of
the real estate projects beimg undertaken by the company.

1.2 "Laxmi Apartments" s an affordable housing project covered undes
the Affordable Housing Molicy 2013 of the State of Haryana,

I3 The spid Alfiedable Housing Policy provides detailed guidelines on
various aspects of the projects including but not limited o:

1 Fixation of Price of the flats; and

b, Dwe date of insialhmenis

LA The project Laxmi Apartmenis is divided into two parts as follyws:

Fitst Part Tower | 109

Second Part  Tower [0

2.0 Pre-GST Taxubility

221 Service Tax
I the Pre-GST poriod, the project was exempted from Serviee Tax in
terms of Notification No 252012 dawed 20th June 2012, Further, even
the sub-contructors providing services 0 the company were iilso
exempted from payment of Service Tax and therefore there was no
serviee tax eost being absorbed by the company m relation to sub-

cimtimetors,

Vilte Added Tox (VAT)

13
o
L=
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Ay regards Sales Tax the company was required 1o discharge VAT in
the state of Haryaia, The copies of relevant VAT assessimen orders
were #lready submitied before the DGAP.

Uinder - SR
Sniaiabhh Ko Ve M Majsenn Defbesd ity Py L)

22 Pust-GST Taxabilite
The project being an affordable housing project was chargeable 1o
GST with an effective GST e of 8%. Further. in GST the ub-
contrictors were also Hable 1o charge GST from the company. The
charge of ixes from the company beetme an additionsl cost Tor thi
company as hin such taxes were enllested before the implementation of
GST. however, since the taxes were eligible as [TC the imipact of
additicnal cost was nullified. but at no poinl, the company hind gined
anything just because ITC is eligible in the GST regime. The lssue ix
also discussed in the paragraphs belew,
23 Summary
The summary of Post and Pre-GST ax fiabilities on outward and
mward supplies is as tollows:
Act Outward Supply Inward Supply
- | Sub-Contractars: Exempt
Berviee Tax Exempt
Others: Tuxable
VAT Taxable Taxable
GST Taxuble Taxuble
3. Proli t Caley e DGAP

The Respondent stated that the profitesred amoumt calenined by the
DGAP eanniol be nocepted lor the followig masons:
a)  The meaning of the term “profiteered” in terms of Sec 171 of

the GST Act, 2017 was wrongfully undérstovd by the DOAP,
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by) Lse of the flimsy method of using the ratio of ITC w turnver
far caleulation ol the profitesred amiount,

) Lise of the wrong rare of taxes in the calculation of profiteered
Amount.

di Comparing the incomparable i.c. ITC of Pre and Pos: GST.

¢l \Using the swme fignres and mechanism of Part | ol the Project
(Tower 110 9) and Part 2 of the Project { Tawer 10)

Meaning of the term profitcering in tenms of Sec 171 of the GST Aat

The DGAP had misunderstood the entire concept of profiteering. To

distuss this same, it is nocessary to understand the following:

In the given case there is no reduetion in the mte of lux of OUIPUL b
ruther alier the implementation of GST the rite of tax had increased 1o
%,

e DGAP had failed 1w appreciate the mesning of "profiteering” in
the comtext of See 171 of the GST Act and had blindly wken the entire
amount of I'TC as "benefit of input mx redit™ and had used the same
for caleulmion of profiteered amount. Therefore. the repon of DGADP
cannot be nccepted s it is not in line with the expoctations of Sec 17|
of the GST At reid with Rule 126 of the GS'T mule.

Ihe praject under consideration in the instant was commenced on
220 March, 2016 off which Occupation Cortificate: (completion
certifiente) for the First Pan of the Project (Tower | 1o 9) was received
on 9th July, 2021, which is slmost five yoars and four months and as
regurds the Second Pam of the Project (lower 10) the wctual
consteuction started after July, 2021 and even as on date the second

part of the project is noteven 0% complete.
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3.22 The rime span of the real esite project. therefore. reguires due

3.23

33

a4

enngideration, further even the value of iward supplics (expensest and
the value of outward supplies (receipts) was independent of each oiher
und do nol have any correlatipn with cach other in any manner
whatsaever.

The optimum resulis of any analysis of real cstute project could hie
arvived only if it is underaken from the beginning of the praject 1ill the
completion of the praject. However, in the instant case the DGAP kad
undertuken the analysis, by comparing the fnward supplies  aml
outwird supplies of limited period and further compared the values of
preand post-GST. Sinee. the entive rethid wsed by the DGAP is vers
Mimsy and arbitrery the same is lable to be nejected.

Use of wrong yate of tax in the caleulation of profitetred amourt
The DGAP in his report had stated thar the ouput rate of 1ax 18 12%.

whiich is wrong as the selual rsie of tax was only 8%, This mistake
reflocts that the DGAP had not considered the facts of the case rather
had updited the figures of the company in o pre-drfied excel work-
sheet 1o arive af some speeific snswers which had no relevance with
the factz of the present cases,

Con the i

The DGAP had also failed to apprecinte that o mere ditference in 1TC
uvibled pre and post GBT cunnot be said @ be o bencfit o the
company. There were numerous factors which impact the real esiore
projects to Hlustrate sub-contmetor cost. steel cost. coment cost @l
Further post implementation of GST the effective rue of mx of cenuin
dpecifivd goods and services had alto ingrcosed from 12.5% or 15% 1o
I 8% or 28%. This additional amount of taxes would dmpaet 11T w0

tiurnever ratio and therehy making the entite comparison arbitonty
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3.5

ib

3.7

The project consists of two parts wherein first part contains 0 Llowers
that had received completion in July. 2021 wheteas for the second part
ol the project i.e. Tower 10 the construction commenced after July.
2021 Just because the booking smount of Towee-10 was reseived the
same could not be made part of the issue under consideration. This
melusion alse reflects the non-considerate spprosch of the DGAP

imcluding not understanding of the fucts of the case,

Profiveered Amount Accoridng Te The Company

The project "Laxmi Apanimenis® is divided i two parts Part 1 of the
project which consists o "Tower | o 9" and Part 2 of the Project
which consists of "Tower 10", The Part | of the project was compleled
o 9th July, 2021 Le, the date when oceupition certificate was
reeeived, whereus construction of Part 2 of the Project commenced
after Jul. 2021, The compuiy hud therefore analyzed the two parts of
the prajeet independently.

Fuether, the company afier introduction of GST had pussed on the
benefit of GST by waving of the contract price in (e following

munners to its customers:

5. No.

Particnlars Benefit passod on
| 3% of the Towl demmd
Flats booked upte 31" March, 2019 | 10 be ruised afier 1* July,

2007,

ndier iy~ AN2)122

6.48% of the Total
Flats booked upto 1* April, 2019

demnnd 1o be raised.
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The summary of benefit passed on ar to be passed an at the time of

issuance of demand is a3 follows:
| S.Ne. Particulars Benefit passed on
| Part | of the Project (Tower | o 9) Rs 2.06.88.785/-

2 Part 2 of the Project | Tower 10) Rs 37. 18880/
Total Rs 2, 44.07,665/-
38 Since Purt-l the project (Tower 1 w 9) had slready received
accupation certificate, therefore in the censidered view ol the company
the profiteering smount shall be enleulated nll the date of completion
us the company would had final figures and as regards Part-2 of the
project (Tower ) sinee the construction had commenced after July.
2021 the same shall be cutside the scope of the notice ssued by NAA
even if some booking amount was received during the period of
review,
39 The stnmacized details of the Part | of the project ( Toswer | 1o 9) was
a8 follows:
S. No. Purticulurs Vilue In Perventuge
I Total Novaf s &0 lonoe
Powl No of flats sold till
2 | 799 o9 38
uecupation certilicate
' Total Nool flas uisold il
3 (.62
accupation derificate
 Touwl aren of the project in
: 433504 10,00
SO foor
 Towlareaof the projectsold |
| L oy 430822 99,38
| ull secupation certificate (in
Poge 2T0f ™M
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:
l certifente

Total area of the project
ursald 1l occupazion

2682

0.62

00 Thetomt ITC of the company from 17 July, 2007 1 31" Juby. 2021 for

the first puit ol the project under various categories is as follows:

| 1 Reversal of ITC
s,
Category Total ITC on account of Effective ITC
Nu. '
Unsold Nats
A B C D=CX062% | F=CD
Sl
] 4.31.03.003.03 2.66.66941 | 4283633162
Contractor
—_— _{:‘uuﬁ & o
2 2.50,57.764.41 1,55,027.23 | 2490273718
Stewl
3| Other Sorvices . 37.56.048.23 B23IRT| 373380556
4 | Other Goods | 31,72, 780,96 | 1962938 |  31.53.157.58
Total I?.su‘w.sw.ﬁa ALOLI63.88  746.25.033.7%

3

From the four categories as provided in column B of Table above, e

compuny 58 not getting the "benelit of inpul tax credit® ns explained

thove for the fallowing cavegories nimely:

r—

Effective
Citegory
ITcC
Sub-
42836333.62
Uit tor

Remarks

Prior 1o the implementation of GST, no taxes
were charged by the sub-contmctor and thercfore

there was no outllow of the company prd

Hinresbl Ruriah Yo S Vondtma DTasrdeias P Lid
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atesrdingly no question of 1TC. |lowever, pdst- |

GST the sub-contractors were liable o charge
GST from the compuny and the company was
petting credit for the sime The said eredit is pont
a bemelt w the company rather s only o 1ox-
neutenl tmansaction where (he compuny (st pays

tax wnd then geis it back as [TC,

I
Cement &
2490273718
Siecl
Ciher
3153157.38
'f..r"m:l ds ¥

Prior to implementation of GST the company way
getting ITC ol cement and sieel and even afier
Implementntion of GST the campany is setting
the I'TC 5o as already undersiood in such cases
there 15 oo "benelit of input tax credit" as the
amownt poid is allowed as credit thereby making
i fax neutral or cost neutral but 81 no point there

is any additional gain to the company.

3.12  Furher. for the category "Other services”. the company is getting

berelit of Input Tax Credit” which Is elfectively Rs 37.32.805-

Therefore, the total benefit arising ta the company on account of he

profiteered amount in secordance with the provisions of See 171 ol the

GST Act is nnly Rs 37,32,805/-.

303 The total benefis pussed on by the company wins Rs, 206,88 785/,

The company had already passed on more benefit than the profiteend

amount which i Rs, 37.32,805 therefore the procecdings initised

under Sec 171 of the GST Act shall be concluded accordingly..

Ohrvties o= SBAA022
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| Sub-Contmetors ~ Re2.0033.575/
Cement and Stee) Rs 9,006,898/~
Other Services Rs37.32.805/

Oiher Gioods

Towl

The DGAP in its report had agreed that the ITC of sub-contracton
should aot have been the part of his calculation bui since the company
hud benefited in reduction in value of sub-contrctor charges. he had
included the ssme. In this regard, it is relternted that the provisions of
see 171 had to be interpreted very strictly and the profiteered smount
shall be caloulwied enly in two circumstances e, reduction in mate of
tax (which is not applicable in the given case) and *benefit of inpur rax

credit"

However, even il for the sake of theorctionl dis¢ussion, it is Hssumed
that reduction in price of Inward supplies is part of profitecring even

then the maximum amount would be as under:

Effective reduction in price
Cutegory
or henefit of ITC

— —— e ——

Rs 2,46.73.278/-

= | .

Form the above thble. the maximum bénelit that the company could be
sid 1o have feesived s Re 24673278/~ however, it is aguin
refiernted that this benefit is not profitcering amount in terms of See
171 ol the GST Aet, Further, the company had already passed on the
benefit of Rs 2.06.88.785/- as reduction in price which is 83.84% of

the total benefit and the benetit lett with the company is very rominal
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which is required to up the inflation cosis over the five years of the
project including contingencies and additionsl costs arising due 1o

delays of Cavid-19 pandemic.

303 As regards Part-2 of the Project (Tower-10) it is stoed that the:

) The effective GST e is 8% ofl which 6.84% is alecady
provided as benefit. The said amount s muoch more than
percentage of profitecred amaount caleulated tor Part | (Tower
110 9 of the projzet.

b} The sspect of reduction of rte of inwatd supplics slso does nol
apply for Part 2 of the projeet as the prices of cement and steel
had Incrensed multi fold when companed 1o 2017,

Basis above there cannot be any profitecring in Part 2 of the
praject. Further, it 15 again selternted that Pant 2 of the Prject
is ourside the scope of current nobice and cannot be included in

the same merely beeause of receipt of booking amount.

5. Copy of the above submissions dated 21.04.2022 filed by the Respondent
were dupplied (o the DGAP for supplementary Report under Rule 133(2A) of
the CGST Rules, 2017, The DGAP filed his clarifications on the Respondent's
LWbmisslons vide their suppleméntary Report dated 12052022, wherein they
had ¢lacified that-

i, The Respondent had contested that the DGAP had Gailed 1 pppreciae
the meaning of "prafiteering” in the comtest of Section 171 of the
CGST Act and hed blindly taken the entice amount of [TC as "Beneli
of input tax eredit” wnd hud wsed the same for caleulation of profitcered
amount. In this regard iv is submitied tha Respondent had filed 1w

apprecime  that the DGAP had  wmken the input . credits
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idriber mou- SB/2022 _
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availed/available in pre-GST and post-GST regimes and  afier

eomparing these amounts. the additional benefit of ITC available in

post-GST regime had been considered for computation of profiteiring,
Section 171(1) of the CGST Act. 2017 i very olear which states that
any redyction in the tate of 1ax or the benefi of ITC had 1o be passed
o W the recipient by way of comimensurate reduction in price. The
additional henefit af the |1C acerued to the Respondent is determined

anly on the busis of the facts of the insunt epse,

Furthermane, the methodology adopted by DGAP in its Report i in lie
with the legal principles and this methodology of DGAP had been
consistent: throughout in all iis reports involvitg an allegation of
profiteering in similar cases and had been settled bofore by Authority.
Ierelore, the profiteering computed in the instanl case is entirely
bused on the facs and circumstnees of the cise and  the
datadinformation provided by the Respondent which is well within the

conlines of the law.

The Respondent hnd comtested that under Real Esite Preject. the
value of inward supplies (expenses) and the value of outward supplics
(eevipts) was independent of cach other and do not lave any
cotrelation with eath other in any manner whatsoever, I this regard it
is suhmined thn 1TC js available on the inputs (goods and services)
purchasedrused in the project, the development of which is entirely
hased on the trnover i.e., the amounts collected from the customers. In
Real Estate Sector. if no payments were being received oF no amounts
were ‘collested from the customersbovers, the conhstruction or

development of the project would stop in absence of money. If, the
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puyments wers received/collected 55 per the payment plans, the
construction ar developimént of the projest walld continue as per the
development plan and secordingly inputs would be used in tlw
canstruction of the projeet on whigh the "lnpur Tax Credit” would be
available. This "Input Tax Credit” available on the inputs would be
utilized  for  payment  of  GST on the  smount/payments
colleciedireceived from the customers/buyers. Therefore, it is amply
elesr that the [TC which is related to inpurs. and taxable wimover which
is velated to outputs (pryments of GST on amounts collected), was
mutually dependem cn each other. Hence Ut is ineorreer 10 say tha i
Real Estate Seelor, there s no correlation of inward supplies {expumses)

and the value of owward supplies (receips).

Further, it is pertinent 1o mention here that the additional berefit of the
ITC weerued at any given puint of time is sssocinted with the whale
protect whereas the beneflt of ITC reguired to be passed on in terms of
Sestion 171 would be computed proparionate with the area sold and
the actual amount to be passed on 1o cach home buver could only be
determined by factoring the demand ralsed friom the home busers o
advance reseivesl from them. Thus, the tumever considered for the
computmtion of the prafiteenng peraing o the sold unite only in the
project, Whereas the total [TC availed pertaing to the entire project of [(
the Netices. The ratio of the ITC w the mxable turnover is computed to
bring in picture the buyers from whom demands were mised or idvande
were received by the Respondent so that the additional benefit of 1TC
attributed (o buyers could be commensurately pussed on o such eligible
buyers. Therefore. to determine the actual TTC attributable 1o the spld

units, the proportionate turnaver Is considered, Hence, the methodology
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on the basis of futio of 11C to the wmover of pre=GST reaime with
pest-GST adopted by the DGAP is correct and justifusble under the
sbove provisiens of Section 171,

Phe Respondent hud rised objection aver the time periods taken in the
pre and post-GST. In this regard, it is to submitred wial the period of
investigation hud neither been preseribed in the Central Goods and
Serviee Tus Act, 2007 nor in the corresponding RulesNotifications.
However. it is clarified that the Input Tax Credits in pre-GST
(01042016 to 30.06.2017) and post-GST (01.07.2017 10 30,09.2019)
periods were not compared alone. |n tie instant case. the DGAP
compared the percentage (%) of mtio of ITC 1o the 1axable wmover in
pre. and post-GST periods. In pre GST period (01042016 1o
AND620T), 10 aseertain the percentage of ratio of ITC to the mxable
lurtipver, & considerable period of 15 months had been considersd
which is reasonable periad of time. Ih this regard it is submined that in
any business, inputs and outputs were correlated. IT, in any business,
inputs were incrensed then correspondingly outputs would also increase
and viecaversa. Therefore, 11C which is related 10 npuis and taxable
tumover which is related to oupuis, was mutually dependent on each
ather. Thus the ratio of 1I'C w taxable \umover in pre GST regime
would mol change drastically even if the long span of period is
considerad,

Further, in respeat of post-GST period 1o from 01.07.2017 w
SLH0.2020. it Ts submited thit in the inswint case, nitinlly the DGAP
received reference from the Slanding Commites on Anti-Profiesring
on 2B06.2019 1o investigate the matter, and Notice for initistion of

vestigntion was issued on D9.07.201%. Hence the period from
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B.07.2017 (date of implementation off GST law) up 10 the month of
receipt of relerence was token up for investigation (pest-GiST) P2, from
(11.07.2017 w0 30.06.2019. This practice is uniformly adopred by DGAP

in respect of all investigations to cover the period of investigation, It is

Jurther elarified that the DGAP snd the NAA were stanitorily required

W complete his task within o given time Fame. Therefore. the TTC

availed and the consequential profitcering. iF any. had 1o be determined

at & given point of time and such devermination cannt be defeered il
the completion of Lthe project. Hence, the investigation was done up 1o
30.062019 and investigation report was submitied 10 the NAA on
25.032020, However, the NAA referred badk the mauer under Rule
133{4) of the CUST Rules, 2017 and specifically directed the DGAP 1o
further investigate the matter ap o 31.00.20200 Accordingly, further
investigation in the matier was carricd owt Tor the period from
DLO72017 1o 311024020, Funthermore. W address the contention ol the
Respondent a r:umuaﬁfy long period ot 15 months in pre-GS 1 period
und 40 moenths in post-GST periods had been considered to campate the
profiteering.  Morcover, the  ITC  maken  into  comsideration s
proportionate with the aren sold In respective periods. Therefore. the
periods wmken in pre and post-GST were justifiohie and were within the

confings b the lnw,

The Respondent has alleped that DGAP hus used wrong rae of s in
the calculntion of profitesred amount. This averment mode hy the
Respondent is factually incorreet. In this regard it b submitted that the
Centinl Government, on the tecommendation of the GST Council. hadd
levied |8% GST (effective rate was 12% in view of 1/54 abstement for

lamed vilue) on consfructivn sevdee, vide Notlfichtion No, 1172017
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Central Tax (Rate) dated 28062017, The offective GST rute o
construction service in respact of alfordable and low-cost howses up to
4 carpet area of 60 square meters per house was further reduced from
12% 10 8%. vide Newification Ne. 172018 Central Tax (Rate) dated
25.00.2018. Therefore, since the Respondent's impugned project is
covered under affordable housing scheme. the rate of GST had been
considered as 12% and 8% for the périeds from 01.02.2007 o
24.01.2018 and from 25.01 2018 o 31102020 respectively which is

vorrecl.

The Respondent has also alleged that DGAF has been comparing the
incomparable, The contention of the Respondent is denied as cfrvneous,
Faxable Tumover pertains to the demands raised or sdvance received
by the Respondent from his customer/buyers which had sot nothing 1o

do with the variations in cost of raw materinls, increage in cost ol

Jprocurement of gomdsiservices ere Iater on. In construction services,

duly considering the cost of raw material snd vther varishles. the Wil
cost of Mavunit and time & procedure of the paymem gots fixed at the
time of agreementicontract. The Kespondant had only mentioned tie
factors which led to increase in cost of raw materials and services like
increase in sub-eontmelor cost steel cost amd cememt cost ete
Flowever, he had forgotten to mention the factors which led 10 decrease
I cost o construction as the Respondent had become aligible for credit
ol GST paid on muterials lke steel and cement in the post-GST petiod
which was not availible 1o him on the Centml Excise Duty, Entry Tax
cle. paied on inputs like steel and cement in pre-GST period. Moreover,
the increuse I sub-contactar’s cost (due to applicability of GST on sub-

contrictor's service in GST regime) had also increased the availubility
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of 1TC which was not available te the Respondent in pre GST regime,

However., in lorms of Section 171 of the CGST Ay, 2017, the benelll

of addittonal 1TC s required 1o be passed on by every supplier of
gootd'service in the supply chain. Heoge. due o zvailability of
sdditions! benefit of ITC to the subscontractor. the subscontractors were

aleo required 1o pass on the benefit of ITC w the Respondent in terms

of Seation 171 of the CGST Act. 2017. In fact. the sub-contractor's cast

must have deerensed 38 againgt the ¢laiim of the Respondent of havisg

sub-gantracton's cost being mereased,

Further, by paying more taxes on inputs and inputs services, if mny. in
GSTeregime, the Respondem becomes cligible for more ITC in GST-
regime, hewover, the rte of tax on outward supplics hind also inereasod
as compared to pre<GST regime. Hence this mereased rate of GST s
betivg  charged by the Respondent from  his  customenhuyers,
Therefore, st the time discharging of his tax labilities. the Respondent
availd the additional ITC which had been increased in GST negime,
Hence the Respondent was not required 1o pay even & single penny
Iram his own pockel. Therefore, the methodalogy on the basis of the
cost adopted by the Respondent in this regard cannot be aceepted as it
Is not based on correet intarpretution of the above provisions of Section
L 71, However, vost of materials mentioned by the Respondent does ol
give an exact guantum of the additional (TC benefil. The increase or
décrease in costingfpricing had  got nolhing w0 do wilth  (he
incrense/decresse in mie of nx ond availebility of ITC. These Anancial
andd commercial copsldertions wd other isslies such as inflation were
already secounted for by the Respondent while launching a project and

his lnek of wisdom eait't vome @l the cost of benellt of ITC tha iy

Pape 37 0079

Sninbibh Kosioe Ve WS Maruion Joraamsdoong Tvi T



Ulnlir - INA2022

additionully aceruing to the customers on account of GST, The IC 10
Tumover mtio comparison is more releviint method \0 arrive o the
correet pruliteered amount. I is olso submitted that the cost of minterial
in the subject cuse is immarerial s the Respondent had 1w just pass on

the ITC henefit which had accrued 1o him on account of additional [TC

to the wustomers in the post-GST period as compared 1o the pre-0ST

perivd. Accordingly. the DGAP had rightly considered the ITC 10
tumaover details W arrive at the profitecred amount in the present ease,
Further, it & ilso submitied that the caleulation done by the DGAP
depends on the ITC availed and considerstion received by (he
Respondent from the Nut buyers which is algo in absolute terms.
Therefore, it Is practically possibls to pass on the ITC benefit to tlie
cligible customiers on the basis of the above mathematical
methedology. [t is pertinent to mention here that the benefit of the ), Iy
wak aeeruing 10 the Respondent after GST implementation which the
Respondent was wtilizing on regular intervals while discharping s
GIST limbilities. Tt Iz pertinent o mention here that the Respondent was
charting GST from his customers regularly and ITC benefit was being
enioyed by Wim unly whereas the benefit of ITC must be pacied on to
his' customers on each and every consideration demanded by rie
Respondent in terms of Seetion 171 of the CGST Act, 2017, Thetsfore.

the clairm of the Respondent is not accepiable.

The Respondent had contended that second pant of (he project i.c.,
Tower 10, the construction commenced alter July, 2021 and Just
Because ol booking amuounis received. the sime could not be made part
of the issue undor considerntion. In this regnnd §i is submitted than the

projeet wats lsunched in GST regime and the Respondent had obrained
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single RERA registration for the entire project. Since. Tor both the
parts, there was single RERA megistrmtion that wes obiained in pre-GST
period by the Respondent. the second part cannot be spared from the
current investigation on the mere basis that the vorstruction of same
was commenced in July, 2021, Accordingly. the ﬁcmv had adopied a
unitbem pénctice of Lmiting the scope of investigation to only thal
project (on the basis of RERA registration) in respect which the anti-

profiteering application had been filed and foe which the dircction w

investigate hid been given by the Standing Committes. However, the

spope of investigation covers all other recipients in thit project, besides

the Applicant. Henee, the contention of the Respondent i this resand is
nut considered and investigation is carried out for both the pars of the

praject,

Further, the averment made by the Respondent that the completion

wertificate for the first part was received by the Respondem in July.

2021 is factually Inearrect or if it is so. then the Respondent had
suppressed the s before DGATP. In this regard it is submitted tha
during Further iivestigation in this ease, the Respandent was nsked Tor
completion certifiente of the project. However., the Respondent
submitted before the DOAP that be had applicd for (b sume. The
Retpondent submitted various documents/information dyring  urther
investigution in the cose und his last reply submitted befone the DOAP
witg on 17,01.2021, W the Respondent had ilreads  reecived the
completion centificate in July, 20210 then same was nol informed/
subinitted before the DGAP, Henee, it appears that these Ficts were
suppressed by the Respondent before DGAP and he did not contest the

sumne before DOGAP during vestigation. However, the Respondent s
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now clyiming the same before NAA. Thereftme. the cleim of the

Respendent is not tenable,

The Respondent had praved before the NAA thit (he report off DGAP
should not be considered and the profiteered amount caleulaed in the
suisl report should be rejected. However. J1 is submitied that for the
reasons mentioned above, the Respondent is not entitled to the refief he
had claimed and hence. in view of the shove submissions, it is
requested that the present nvestigation report might be considered as

file and correer,

Vit The Responden had claimed 10 have been passed on the benefit of 1TC
of Rs. 201L07.6657- to his costomershome buyers whereas during the
course of firther investigation in this case, the Respondent claimed 1o
hud been passed on the benelit of 110 of Rs, 2.42,38.751/- before the
DEGAP. However, the claim of the Respondent is not substantiared with
any documentary ovidence. Therefore, the verification done by the
DGAP in its report be considered as benefit passed on by the
Respondent 1o the home buyers.

wiil, Ihe Respondent had tibilated the 1TC available 1o him in respect o
Part | of the project i, Tower | 1o Tower 9 und claimed the eligible
teffective) ITC antributable to the sold area (after reversal of ITC on
accopnt of unsold units) as of Rs.7.06,25.033.75 It is peninent 1o
mention here that during the course of further investigation in this cise,
the Respondent submitted belore the DOAP that the entire 11
available for the pmject (including Part 2 e, Tower 10} was
Re.7.14.92.0345 only and on the basis of the same the net ITC

arteibltahle to the sold ares was quantificd as Rs.6.91.76. 749 There
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appears substantinl difference in the 11C pertgining 1o the project amd it
also appears that the Respondent had suppressed the actual figures

before the DOGAP during the investigation.

submit that in pre-GST regime, the Respondent and his sub-contracions

were nol lishle (o pay service ax and hence both were exempled.
However, after implementation of G817, both were linhle w pay GST.
However, us stated above that in case of constructivn seovice. while the

ITC of Service Tux wits tvailuble, the 1TC of Cental Facise dury paid

‘ot inputs wits nol available to the service provider. Such input raxes

the eredit of which wis not allowed in the erstwhile tax regime, used to
get embedded in the cost of the gooas or services supplied. resulting in
increased cost. With the introduction off GST with effect from
01072017, all these wmxes got subsumed in the GST and the ITC of
GST became available i respect of all goods hnd Services. unless
specifically denied. Broadly, the additional benefit of 1T in the GST
regime would he limited 1o those inpul laxes. thie credit of which was
not allowed in the pre~GST regime. but allowed in the GST regime.
This sdditiona] benef@t of ITC in the GST regime B8 féquinad 10 be
passed on by the supplicrs to the recipients by way of commenmimate
reduction in price, in terms of Scction 171 of GST Ac. 2017
Therefore, on implementation of GST, the sub-conteacton also
benefitted with the additianal ITC and inoweems of Section 171 ol the
CUGST Act. 2017, the beneft of addittonal ITC 5 reguired Lo be paasid
on hy every suppher of goods/service in the supply chain Hence, doe

1o avilabiliy of additional beeelit of TTC W the sub-conteeioe, the
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sub-contractors were also required to pass on the benefit of ITC to the
Respondent in terms of Section 171 of the CUST Act, 201 7. However,
itis u matter of fact that the Respondent re-negotinted with his sub-
contractors and got reduction of 7% in the Contractors Bills post
GST. This cliim was made by the Respondent himsell before
DGAP during the course of further investigation of this case,
Thereiore, it is amply cledr that the Respondant had received benefit of
ITC from his sub-contraciors and now claiming that he had not been
henefited asserting some 18 tex neutral transaction,

With rewnrd 1o Respondent’'s averments abowt Cement & Steel the
Respondent is cluiming that prior 0 implementation of GST. the
Respondent was getting ITC of Cement and Steel and even fifter
implementation of GST. the Respundeit s gatting ITC of the same snd
asserted that in such vases there is "benefit of inpur tax credit™, In this
regard it is submitted that the Respondent had forgotten 1o menticn that
the input fax etedit) of the Central Excise Duty. Entry Tax ete. psid on
inputs like steel and cement in pre-GST period was nol avallable to
hith. However, afler implementation of GST. singe the Central Fxcise
Duty/NAT/Entry Tax cte. had been subsumed in the GST, he had
become eligible for évedit of GST paid on these materials like steel and
cement in the post-GST. Hence. it is shundamly clear that (e
Respunden: had been benefinied with the additional 11C in post-GST

pericul.

With regard to Respondent’s averments about “Other Goods” it is w
subimil thal s the Respondent hid not specified these "Other Goods”,

the claim of the Respondent is not wenable, Howwever s stated above,

the Respandent would definitely have been benefitted with sdditional
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ITC in post-GST on these other govds due to the avaitability of 1€ of

GST paid on thest "Other Goods™ as various taxes being levied on
these “Other Goods™ in the pre-GST regime, our of which the credit of
certain @ses was oot availuble o the Respondent and same i now

available to him.

With regard o Respondent’s cluim that they have passed on the benefi

of Rs, 2.06.88.785/- it is 1o submit that. the cloim of the Respondent of

haying been passed on the benefit of Re.2,06.88.785/- had neither been
supported with any documentary evidenee and por could be verified by
the DGAP. Hence zume is not tennble. Further. the profilcened amoun
of Rs.37,32.805/- as arrived by the Respondent is only an assumptinn
that had ot nothing to do with the acwal profiteering computed by the

DUAP.

The benelit of additional 1TC available o the Respondent In post- GST
regime under all the categories mentioned by the Respondent. squarely
falts within the ambit of Section 171 of the CGST Act, 2017, Therelore,
the investigation carried out by the DGAP and report submiticd on s
lindings ure correet und within thee seope of Section 171 of the CGST

Act. 2017 and Rilles made thercunder.

With regards (o comention of the Respordent regarding passing on the
henefits with respect w Tower 10 it s to submic thut during the course
of further investigation of the case. the Respondemt did not make such

submissions Befire the DGAP thar he had passed on the benetll o ITC
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i the buyers of Part 2 te., Tower 10 of the project. Morcover, now also
the Respondent failed 1o produce any docuimemtary evidenee in suppor
of his claim that benefit @6.84% had been passed on by him o the

huyers of Tower 10 of the project.

However, 7t s pertinenr 1o mention Lt that the Respondent is

contesting that there was no benefit acerued to him as fur as Par 2 (EU
Tower 10 of the prject is concerned a¢ the constiuction of the smne

commenced after July, 2021, Simubianeously. the Respondent is also

cluiming that he had passed on the benefit of ITC H6.84% which is

very huge ns compiired to the mte of GS1 ic. 8%, Both these

conlentions svere contimsdiciory to ench other,

On the hasts of above clarifications filed by the DGAP, the Respondent vide
his letier dated 25.05.2022 hud filed his reply 4nd identified the followmg

Ulsputed issues:

The company submitted that project Laxmi Apsrtment was
chivided fniwe purs as under:

Iiest Par 7 Tower lw0® |

Socond Part | Towee 10 J

The company also submined thay, the First Part o the Projedt i.c.
Tower | 109 was completed in the month of July, 202) and the

Secand Part ol the Project commenced afier July, 2021 However,
Puge # ol 79
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DGAP in various pleces o its reply had dis- regarded the said Jact
merely ¢n ke ground that both the Parts were in the same Projeet Lo
Laemi Apartmenls.

The company reiterated that the Prageet Faxmi Apaniment had 1wo
soparate and independent parts and therefore the same aceded 0 ke

analyzod scparately. [n order 1w substantiate  the claim. the

company subinitled the [ollowing documents:

i Approval Letter dated 26™ March, 2015

The compuny bad initiolly applicd for approval of Tewer |
9 and the same was approved vide fetter dated 26" March,
2015 Tower 10 was not exiting al the lime of Tirst application

meluding approval.

il. Addition of Tower 10

In May, 2019 the company applied for construction of Tower- 10

which was approved on 10" Dey, 2019

iti. Completion /Occapation Cortifieate

The company submitted the completion certilicate for Tower |

10 9 which wis obtained on 9™ July. 2071

The various dutes of the priviects could be summarized as under:

Appraval of Tower 1 to 9 26" Mar, 2015

‘Approval of Tower 10 10™ Dew. 2019
n. Page 45 0l 79
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Acure Ysruption  in

. " - Mar, 20 10 Jul, 20 | Figs
Construction activity due 10 COVID. (9 ar, 2040 Jul, 20| Fisk wivel

Pandemic Apr. 21 10 Jun, 21 [Second wave|
Occupatinn  Certificate  of o
™ July. 2021
Tower e ®
Commeteement ol = T
July, 2021

consteaction Gl Tawee - 10

Funher. since Tower-10 did not exist belare implementation
ol G5 the prolilecring provisions were no applicable and
the same is alroady held by this [lenerghle Authority in (he
[ollowing cases;

. Devroop Guha v Signature Global (Indis) (7. Lid

b. Director General of Anti-profiteering v, Alton

RBuildteehindia (1) 11

€. Durshan Joshiv. Lodha Developers 1td

Though, the anti-profiteering provisions did not apply 10 the
vompany it had itell reduced the prive of the Mo by 6.84% of

the Towl mmount received and receivible from the buyers,

Page 46 ol 79

Dy - SHE2122 _
Srinh Kiir Vo B8 Mdssgin TafRaditpietie e Ll



DGAP had failed o dhrfgguisﬁ benween the twa terms TEC aind

Benefit of Input Tax Credis,

Tn this regard it is refrerated that. the objective of Sec 171 78 o
whemify the benefit of I'TC and vot use o short col ol using the
entire ITC, therefore the il working would huve been 1o classify

the jnput tax eredits availed by the company o the Gollowing

calegories:
Calegury Remurks -
ITC wvailable PRE-GST and No benefit of I1C  therelore the
POST-GST vitlue should be ignored,
ITC  pot available PRE-GST bul Qualifies ss benelt of 11C and
available POST-GST therelore  commensunite redugtion

i Prices is reguind.

ITC  not  applicable (o tax | No bemefit of ITC, a8 e wos
was  apphcable carlier)  in [no tax cust before
PRE-GST period but ITC is impicmentation of GST which s
available POST GST mow hvailable ax NC. Ca, s
paying the mx  amount  and
thereafler inking the credil

From the above thiee categones where there s Henelit of 11C the
e needod 1o pugsod on aseommatsusite roduction in prices and
thert by mo need e sny comparison with tasable fumovens ae, The
company had done the shove said activily and had provided the
summary 6l its observition in Para 4 of its submission Wied 217

¥

April, 2022.
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The Respandent had submitted that the Awthority had direcied 3
similar working 1o the DGAP in the case of Sumit Mansingka vs i

Hismes Infrastrueture (P) |ad,

The company had oxplained why the methodology adopted by
DGAP wus not correet, however, the DGAP had rejected the
explanations of the company merely on the ground that jnward
supplics und outward supplics were dircetly cornrelated 1o cach
olbicr: Further, 1o justify his claim he had ssated Uhat, in caze theme
were o butwardsupplies (reeeipt of moncy from at huyers) the

canstiuetion ol the projest would siop.

It this regand, the company  Sated At the DGAP  hod
miseonception that outward and inwsed supplics of the ceil ¢stale
projects were directly correlled 1o cach other. The inwerd and
outword supplics of real estate project were not co-related and
spacially it ivan AlTordable 1lousmg Project dnd lo sibstntiste the
clalm we wish to state that;

A The cotmpany hinld o oial of 804 Mus Tn Tower | 1 9 of which o
all the Muts are sold an the very inception of the project, rather oven
loday (sfier the occupation cortificate had boen received) § Mats
was unsold, but those las had already been construcied e imward
supplies haul bewn recelived but thore hud becn ho outivied supply,

b The company had already recoived occupation cenifiente for the
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project and therefore there would be no maior inward supplies
(IrCy, however, not il the amount due from the Mal buvers is
received fe. going forward there be no inward supply bot the
compiny woulll have outward supply on acceunt of balance
nstallments.

€. When the company started the praject then some (uts were booked,
huwever, the construction of the entire project wis unideriken e
cement, steel and sub-contmutors services were being procured lor
the project ax o whale and not Tor only those whe peaple wha had
booked the Maw

d. Punber, sinee the project Is un affordable housing project the
installments: got doe o the busis of no of doys wd is not
linked with even the construction of the project therefore even if
there 16 no construction in a period the outwierd supply might be
there and there could be s sitoition wherein there ic no outwarnd

supply but there is huge flow of inward supply.

Further. the Notification No 32019 Central Tax Rote dated 207
March, 2019, which had stipulated percentage complation mathod
for caleulation of I'FC sllowance during the change n tox mile
structurs of real cstote projects, This was again reguiredsines the

friward supplics and outward supplics in n particular tax period do

X

Fuethesmuore, sinee the Inward supplics id owtward supplics of one

nol maich with one another.

period in aeal eatite project was not cosrelited various departments
and instivavions hisd lid down mechamsm lToe the same, o lasme

i few:
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& Ministry of Corporste  Affaiess Ind As 115 Hevenus
Recognition by Real Iste Companies and AS 7 Construction
Contmets

b, Income Tax: 1CDS 11 Construction Contricis

COICAL Guidange Nole on Aceounting  of Real

stz Transaciion,

Ihe various bodies had specifically issued documents only for the
purpose ol ansuring that the deviation of inward and outward
supplics s properly mutched and sccounted and all the above
explanation clearly stipulates that the understanding of outwerd and
nward supply was co-related bs fneurrelt, A5 regard  the
construction would stop if there is no omward supply then the
DGAR should hove reviewed the Balance Sheet of ihe company
whersin substantial Lanns were taken only for such ype of

shuation.

Dispute 4; Rate of Output Tax

The ellective output mite of tax of the company was 8% under the
caegory of Alfordabie Housing Scheme aguinst which The DGAP
I stated thnt the effoetive rate was 12% for the period upto 25"

Jan, 2018 e 1l the date of issue of Notifieation No 172018,

Uhe services of company wese already covered under Notification
N 202017 dated 22 Aug. 2017 und the offective rate of Serviees
wax 8% and not 129, The specific S.No is 3(v)(d) and as alrcady

statie since DCGAP had used wrong rate of wx the caleulation
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cannot be aceepled.

The samipany submitted that DGAP Tad not anderstood the facts of
the case, He restated that:
A, Sec 171 requirgs thar the compiny hed 0 pass on the

benefitol 1TC (2ind not the emtire 1TC) 10 the buyer.

h. Sec 171 does not eover reduction in enst of inward supplies and
we all understand had this been the intention the Law miakers L
could have suitdhly amended the law but even afler several
amendments he had retpinad the words henelit of VNC und nol

benefit due to implementation of GST ur any uther term,

The Respondent reswted that comparing TTCs of wo periods
cnnnat be the manner to jdentify the benelit of FHC Tor See 171 and
just begause it ks proportionutely caleulatod it would give vorrcet
resill is unacceptable. FIC is not 2 benefin 1o the company beeause.
the company had 10 first pay the e amoum w0 s
supplices/vendors and thereafler It gets eredit so it does not come
for free. Thebenofit s when the company was paving o s amouni
which wias enrlier not ereditable, therelore beconting o cosl. but =

cligible post G, thereby reduging the cost

However. no step had been undeaaken by the DOAF to calealae
the henefit mther o (insy method laeking In all panimeners hd

been used 10 caleutote the profitceredamount.
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The Respordent bad submitied that the Authority had similar view

i the case of Sumit Mansingka ¥s F-Homes Infmstructure (P

L,

The company had stted thet the wial benefit thal would be passed
ort by it [uethe entive profect is Rs 2.44 ¢ i.c. for both the paris and
the relevant period would be from 1% July. 2017 (o the Last invoice
issued by it, howeves, the values considered by the DGAP is for
the peériod 1% July, 2017 10 31" O, 2020 and therelorethe two
values would not puiteh,_The company at various places hac
wttegarically specilicd that he was submittiing vilues forthe
e project since Part 1 of the project is completed and the
second part of the project is outside the pueview of Sec 171 but for
the DOGAP these were irrelevant fagis  and required  no

consideration.

As regards the evidence, the company stated that this is an
uifondable housing scheme where the price of Hats i5 fixed by the
State Goverrment with no dissretion of the builder. however,
Post Implementation of GST wher geting the understanding of
virlous lssues the compnny itsell decided (o reduce the prices of

Mats as under:

rﬁT l Particulars ‘lrm,;mm
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| booked  upte 3| "March, 2019 16 of the Towl
demand (o be misedalior 1"

July, 2017

2 hooked after 1 Apuil, (.48% of the ol

demund 1o be mised.

DGAP hael gpain not considered that the fanres considered by
him were lor the period 1% July, 2017 1o 317 Oct. 2020 and
whereas the company had taken the figures from 1" July, 2017 w0
317 July, 2021 Te. till the month in which occupation cortificae
had been received. The, details were alresdy made available in

the carlier zobmission.

e . ‘{

i, Sub-Contractors: DUOAP hud not considered thie issue
raised related 1w subscontructors, The DGAR has ool given
due gonsideration w the the Brpact of reduetion in valie of
inward supply, in the understunding of DGAP il there s
reduction in cost then the entire TTC shull benefit of T1C
The Respondent reiterated thist the term benelit of 10 had
beon grossly misendosiood  and misused o the entire
working of the DGAP wherein the F'PC amount i treated ot
par with benefit of 1'1'C. The company restated that 11C on
aceiunt oF Jubscontretor i3 nol 3 benelit ol ITC a8 no
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amount was becoming cost pro-GST which i now

avalable as eredir.

b. Cement and Steel: Similarly, the company wis already
petting the benefit of Vulue Added Tax prier to
implementation. of GST and sinee the COmpiny  was
purchasing it from traders it never had any amount under
the head excise duly. Therefore. there is no new ITC which
the eompany is getting due Lo the implementation of GST,
however, The benelit of reduction in cost hud been taken

into e consideration in Par 4.0,

¢, Other goods: ‘The company hud  alisady specified in
varions  paragraphs  that the total procurements were
divided in Tour major cutegories. The other goods majorly
represent cost of Lifts and some clectrieal fitting, In other
words. all the details were pist of the coMmipany’s

subtiission. The compuny offers similar explanation for

onher goods as is given for Cement and Steel.

The compuny reiterited that the DGAP had not apprecinted the
issue being discussed in the relevam pasdgraph, The DGAP bad
compared the [1C amount reported with the Bonefit of 1TC as

enloulated by the compuny and since the figures in fwo tables wire
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not same, the submission ol company is contradictory. The DOGAP
conild not redlize had the compiny dedepied the entire T1C 2
benefit of I'TC then there was no need for the submission sinee the
company is of the firm beliel that Sec 171 does pot alk 2boit
entire FIC and but only Benefit of I'TC therefore the two Tigures

eoifld ot e sume.

The DUAP had fuiled to appreciate thit company had willfiily
come forwerd to calewlate the profiteercd mmount for the entine
periad of the project und not restrict it w Oct, 2020, Further, the
caompuny had  acoepted whirever the entire . was  canlier
becoming cost but was eligible ss credit in GST [Other services)
and clasiified it as benelt of input tax ersdin. The gompany had
iiso considered the Henclit of cost reduction in case of works
contractor and cement & sleel which s the benelit due W
implementation of GST and not benefit of 11T, However, the
DGAP hid not given any speeific reasons as o why the said
methodology 18 not in line with See 171, The DGAP had only
reforred that the working should bad wnderaken with eatire 11T

and not 1he bene i which is grossly incomeer.

Fhe compuny eguested 10 comsider the gmoint passed om by the
company us the profieered amounmt or direel (ke DGAP 1o ealealane
the srnount o thi: basis of benelit Tor the entiee project rther than

using the proportion of T1C 10 twmover,
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On the basis of the above submissions daied 25.052002 filed by thic
Respondent. the DGAP vide letter dated 21.06.2022 had point wise clarified

The contention of the Respondent was denied 5z stroneous, DGAP

refierated that the project was launched in pre-GST regime and the
Respondent had obtained single RERA registration for the entire
project. Since, for both the parts i.e., Tawer | 1o Tower 2 and Tower
10, thete was single RERA registration, the secoid part i.e.. Tower [0,
cannol be spared froem the ¢urrent investigation on the mere hasis that
the construction of same commeneed in July. 2021, DGAP stared 1hat
he hod adoped w wniform practice of limiting the scope o
Investigation 1o the project. on the basis of RERA registration anly. in
respect which the anti-profiteering spplication hed been fited and for
which the recommendation 1o investigate had heen forwarded by the
Swunding Committee. Furthermore, Section 171(1) of the COST Act,
2017 is very clear which stutes that any reduction in the rate of tax or
the benefit of ITC had 1o be passed on 10 the recipient by way of
commensurate reduction in price. Therefore, the benefit of ITC is 1o be
hssed on (o each recipiont or 10 each Ml buyers of the project
[herefore, the scope of investigation covers all other recipients in thi
project,  besides the  Applicant. Henee, the contention of the
Respondent in this regard is not considered and the investigation wus

carried out [or both the ports of the projeet.
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Further. the Respondent had comtested that since the Tower=10 ws

launched in post-GST regime, the profilcering provisions did not spply

to Tower-1( and in suppornt of his comention. the Respondent had

velied upon the Orders possed by the NAA in three cases and had

claimed that in these cases. the i1ssue was similar wherein NAA had

held same as cohfested by Riespondent here, I this regard. the

clarifications on each case were submitied as under

Pevroop Guha v. Signature Global (Indm) Pyt Ltd, (Case
No. 802020 dated 09.12 3020)

In this case, the project was stmted in the post-GST regime und
therefore, the DOATP submitted Nil report which was upheld by
the NAA on the arounds mentioned in Pam 21 of the nliresaid
order wherein the NAA observed that on the busis of the
sequience of the above events it could salely concluded that the
nhove project had been suned alter coming in o force o GS7T
w.el, 01.07.2017 and Tuther obierved thal since there is no
besis for comparison of 1TC available before and  afier
0L.07.2017. thit Respondent wis not réguined W recalibrate the
prices of' flat due 1o availubility of additional benelit of ITC.
Hence, it is amply clear thut in this cise. since the entine profect
wad [aunched in post-GS'T regime, e Taet and cireumstees
ol the Respondent’s project was completely ditTerem Trom this
cuse and Benee same Bs oot spplieable fo the Respondeni™s

project.

Director General of Anti-profitecring v. Alton Buildiech Indin

Pvt. Ld. [Chge No.O 12022 dined 05,04,2022
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In this case, an investigation report was submitied by the
DGAP aguinst the Respondent in tespect of his praject ‘Angan’
and vide Order No. 652020 dated 16.102020. the NAA
cenfirmed the profitesred amount of Rs.6.24.48.008% and als
directed the DGAP to further investignte Phase 1| & Phase (11
off the preject "Angan’ of the Respondent under Rule 133(5) of
the CUST Rules. 2007, During further investigation. it was
ohscived that the Phase 11 of the project ‘Angan’ wus launched
m postsGST regime Jor which the Respondent obiained
separate RERA Registration Centificate on 22.12.2017 and no
RERA Registrution Certificate wus obtained by the Respondent
for Phase 111 of the projedt 1ill the date of submission of the
investigation report by the DGAP, Accordingly. a# Nil Repont
was submited by the DGAP in respect of Phase 11 of the
preject "Angan' which was upheld by the NAA on the grounds
mentioned in Parn 14 of the Order No. 012022 dated
U5.04.2022 wherein the NAA inter alin observed that the
RERA Registration For the Phase 11 wiss done on 22,12 2017
ancl Mhase T was advertisad in newspapers o 13.01 2018 and
25012018 aedd Tinally the deaw of luts for allowment of flats
wiis dene on 12,060,208 and vide Para |7 of the Order No.
0172022 dated 05.04.2022. the NAA ordered that bised on
above fucts it is established that the Respondent b non
contravened the provisions of Section 171(1) of the CGS T Acw
2017, Therefore, in this case alse it is abundantly elear thn
sinee the Phase 1 of the Project Angan was launched in post-
GST regime for which the Respondent obtained separale

RERA Registration Certificute in post-GST regime. the fac
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and circumstances of the Respondent’s project wus agmn
complotely different from this ense and hence sime is also no

applicable in the case of Respondent’s project.

Darshan Joshi v, Lodha Developers Lid. (Cose No. el e
dated 08.0:4.2022)

In this case also, during investigation it was observed thai the
entire project 'Lodha Primo’ was launched in post-GS 1 Regime
for which RERA Regisuation Cenificate was also obtained by
the Respondent in post-GST regime Aecordingly, a Nil Repon
was submitted by the DGAP against the Respondent which was
upheld by the NAA on the grounds mentioned in Pam 15 of the
aloresatd order and therefore vide Para |7 of the Order, the
NAA agreed with the findings of 1he DGAT

Henee, in this cuse ulso, sinee the project was launched in post-
GST regime Tor which the Respondent obtained the RERA
Registrntion Centificate in post-GST regime only, this coase s
not applicable 1o the Respondent’s project as Tower. 10 of the

Respondent’s project had no separite RERA Registruvicn,

Therelote, o the bisis of dbave submissions. the cases quined
by the Respondent in support ol his ¢luim were nol applicable
in the instant case and hence the eluim of the Respondent is nol
wnable.

Moreover, it is pertinent 1o mention here that Tower-10 of the
project "Laxmi Apartments’ of the Respondent is located in the
same premises of the praject for which no separate accounting

ol ITC Is maintined by the Noticde, Therelre, the Inputs and
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inputs serviees intended/meant for Tower | 1o Tower 9 could
beused fur Tower 10 and also the 1TC available in respect of
Tower 10 only might have been availed at the time of
discharging his tax liability i.r.0, of Tower | to Tower 9 or vice
verst, Therefore, investigntion carried out by the DGAP
considering Tower 10 also is eorreet and quite justifiable sl

hence same is within the confines of law and practice follovead.

Furthermiore, it is pertinent 1 mention here that the Respondent
% contesting that since the Tower-10 was launched in fsi-
GST regime, the profiteering provisions were not applicable 10
Tower-10 whereas in the home buyvers list submited hy the
Respondenm. the Respondent had clulmed that the benefit of
ITE had been pussed an to the buyers of Tower 10 also.
Therefore, the contention of the Responden is nol comeet and

hene not tenable.

ute 2: Co : afl ITC of
The contention of tie Respondent being erroneous is deivied in fo, As
submitted earlier the additional benefit of 1TC in the GST regime
would be limited 10 those input taxes. the cnedit of which was ol
allowed in the pre-GST regime, but allowed in the GST regime. This
udditional Senefit of 11C in the GST regime is required 1o be passed
on by the suppliers 1o the recipienms by way of commensurite
reduetion in price, in teems of Sestion 171 of GST Ac, 2017
Mureuver, the contention of the Respondent that entire amount of 11C
is not the benefit of ITC s also Incorrect. This might be substantinted

with the fact that the entire [TC availuble 10 the Respondent in post
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GST regime is Rs. 7.149 Crores whereas the profitcering computed by
the DGAP is 6,337 Crores (which included GST (@ 1255 or 8% on the
base amount of Rs. 379.27.958/-) as exploined m the investigntion
report submitied by te DGAP. Henee, the proliteering amounl is less
than the actual amount of 1TC available to the Respondeni in post:
GST period. Therefore, I is incorreet 1o sy that the entire smount of

ITC wvailuble to the Respondent in post-GST period is benefit of 1TC.

[ the instant case, in pre-GST regime, the Respondent was eligible fir
ITC of VAT only which hed duly been considered in the computation
af profitegring In post GST regime, sinee the Respondent i eligible
for ITC of GST paid on inputs and input serviees, same had been

considered in the computntion of profileering.

Fuither the Respondent tabulated three eatogarics of ITC and offeced
hig remarks against each category. In this regand it is observed that
first fwo categories were correct and same had been congidered in Lhe
report. However. in respect of thind crtegory e "1IC not applicable
(no 1 was applicable) in PRE-GST period but ITC Is available POST
GST". the Respondent had contended in the remiurks eolumn as “No
benelit of ITC, a8 thidre was o tax enst belbre Implementation of GST
which 18 now available as ITC Rather company is poying the tax
gmvount  and  thereafter wking credil.” The contention of  the
Respondent is incorrect. In this regard it is submibted thae since the
Riespundent’s project "Laxmi Apariment” is under affordoable housing
scheme of Haryana, tn pre-GST regime, the Respandent and s sub-
contrnctors were not linble o pay service tax and hanee both were

exempted., However. ufter implementation of GST. botl were liable
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pay GST. Now, if the contention of the Respondent is corfeet, then
same is applicable in case of his sub-contractor alse. However it is a
matter of facl that the Respondent re-negotioted with Kis sub-
contraerirs and got reduction of 7% in the Contructurs Bills pest GST.
Eherelbre, i the similar sinsation (category 3 of the. table). the
Respondent is availing benelit of [TC Toin his sub=cuniraciors bt in
his own case, the Respondent is claiming that he is paying tax and
thereafler taking eredit and asserting same ns tax neuiral transaction. In
fact. the GST paid on output is being bome by the home buyers only.
GST paid on inputs is boing wken as ITC of GST, It appears that the
Respondent is tuking the bensfit of 11C from all possible ways but on
the other hand, he had failed 1o pass on the due benefit of 11C of GST

to his customers/recipients.

Dispute 3: Methodology adopted by DGAP of comparing 11C o
Total Turnover

The contention of the Respondent is not tenable as explained carlier,
Further, e Respondent had comended that ouward snd inward
stipplies of reul estute projeat was not so-related and W substantiate his
el the Respondent had relied upon his own project’s fact that of out
oF BOA units, mure 5 units were unsald (0.006%) and the Respondent
got the project completed and kad contested that the DGAP had
imiseanception on the inward and orward supplies relarion in peul
ustnle secior. However, by siating so, the Respondent had confounded
the very basic principle of "Demand nnd Supply® which is essentinlly
applicable in all types of business including Real Estate Seotor,
Demand dnd Supply were always co-related and similarly in real estate

project iF demands were being mised from the customershome buyviers
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then supply ol service ie., constriietion of praject would go on and vice
verse, However. it is clarifiecd that the DGAP submitted ihe
clatification 10 the Respondent’s contention on the methodology of
comparing ratio of FTC to trnover wherein it was clarified thae “lopat
Tax Credit" available on the inputs is utilised For peyment of GST on
the amount/payments collegted/reecived fm e cusiomers/huyers,
Theretore, it isamply clear that the 1TC which is related 1w inputs and
taxable turnover which s related W cutpuls (pavments of GST on
amounts  collected). was  mutunlly  dependent an ench  other
Accordingly, comparison ol rtios of 1TC 10 urnover in pre-GST and

post=LiS T perinds was done by the DGAR.

Further, the tumover considered for the computation af the
proflteering pertains o the sold uniis orly in the project, Whereas the
totil 1TC availed pertains to the entire project of the Noticee, The milio
of the ITC 1o the taxable twmaver is computed o bring in picture the
buyers from whom demiands were raised or advance were received by
the Respondent so that the asdditional benefit of [TC anributed w
buyers could be commensuratels passed o 10 such eligible buyers,
Therefore, to determine the actual I'TC aitributable to the sold wniis,
the proportivnate lumover is comsidered. Hence, the methodalogy on
the busis of mtio of 1'1'C 1w the wenover of pre-GS T regline with post-
GST, adopted by the DGAP is correet and Justifiable under the above

provisions of Seation 171 of the COST Act 2017

Furthermore, the methodology adopted by DGAP in its Report is in

Tine with the legal principles and this methodology of DGAP hud been
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consistent throughout ih all its repests. The same had been uphild by
the NAA in the simiiarly pluced cases,

Dispute 4: Rate of Output Tax

Ihe averment made by the Respondent is incorreet in its entirety. In
this regned it is submirted it primarily. S No. 3(V)d) of the said
Norification No. 202017 duted 22082007 is not at all applicable 10
the Noticee, The said SI No. 3(v)(d) is applicable w the "Compsiie
supply of works contraet as defined in clisuse (119) of Section 2 of the
CGST Act 2017% The Respondent is supplying "Constiction
Service” 1w his recipientshome buvers and |s not supplving the
“Works Contract Service”. Thereforo, the said Notification is
mppheable o the Respondemt™s §ub-contruclors only who were
supplying "Warks Centract Service” to the Respondent us defined in
Clause (1H19)of Secnon 2 of the CGST Act, 201 7.

Further, the applicable lex mte specificd against the SI. No3 fvid)
undder column (2) of the wble of the aforesaid Notification is 6% which
Is for Central GST and similarly it is 6% for State GST as specified in
similar Notifioation issued by the Sile Government (Haryuna).
Therefore, the effective mte of GST on the services mentioned at Si.
N3 (v)d) of the Notiflention is 12%. Further. it is pertinent to
mention here that the provisiont of Paragraph 2 of Notification
No L 120017-Central Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017 shall not apply (e
valuntion of the Works Contract Service. Therefore, the actunl GST
me of (2% applicable 1o SI. No.J(vid) of the Netification
No.20R2017 Central Tax (Rate) dated 22.08.2022. would remuln 12%

anty and 173 abatement as provided under Paragraph 2 of Notification
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No.l1R2017-Centrnl  Tux  (Rate) dasted 28062017 shall nor e

applicable in this case.

Therefore, an the basis of ahove elarification, the applicable rale ol
GST on the services supplied by the Respondent during 01.07.2017 1o
25012018, is 12% and not 8% as clamed by the Respondent.
Therefore. the contention of the Respandent is not 1enable.

o

i ¢ r
The contention of the Respondent was rejected by Uie DGAT on basis

of ¢larification stated earlier.

H f LA L]
Respondent is claiming that ne had passed on the benefit of 1TC 1o his
home buyers/customerd but on perusal of demand eum tax inveice
raised by the Respondent to his customer. benefit given by the
Respondent 18 mentidned v "Discount™ and  nowhere 1wy
mentioned that the discount affered by the Respondent was in seems of

the benefit of ITC of GST under the provisinns of Seetion 171 of the

CGST Act. 2017, Therelore, the discount offercd by the Respondent to

his customers cannot be treated as berefit of ITC passed on under

Section 171 of CGST -Act, 2007, In this reend, relianee is placed on

the case of Ms. Sheuti vs M/s Signsture Builders Pyt Lad.. Gurogrom
(Case N0 732019 dated 13.12.2019), wherein the Respandent Le., Mis
Signature. Builders Pyt Lid.. Gurugram claimed the benefit of TTC
passed on by submitting copies of eredin noles and account feduen of
the home buyers. However, in the said case. this Authonty vide Pam

41 of the Order No. 732019 doted 13,02.2019 frier alia held thiat "Ry
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no streteh of the imagination this entry could be construed to had heen
miadis on gccount of pussing on the benelit of 11C. thesefore the above

cinnot Be tiken 1o had been passed on of the 1TC benefit

Therefore, on the basis of the above submissians, the benefit passed on
by the Notices by mentioning the same as "Discount” canmnot be treated
as benelit of ITC passed o in temms of Section 171 of the CGST Aet.

2017 and henge the contention of the Respondent [s not tenable.

Dispute 7: Amount of ITC

Respondent in his submissions had tabulated the ITC available 1o him
i vespeel of Part of the project fe.. Tower 1 o Tower 9, which
pertains 1o the pericd from 01.07.2017 o 31.07.2021 whereas the
DOAP had considered the pesiod foom 01.07.2017 10 31.10.2020 and
therefore the amount of 11C in DGAP'S report is less than the amount
ol ITC ¢luimed hy the Regpondent.

I this contexts it is pertinent 1o mention bere thit vide DGAS
Investigntion Repott, it was reported that the Respondent had not
received Occupation Certificate and therefiore profiteering. il any. for
the period post October, 2020, was not examined as the exact quantiom
of ITE that would be available 10 the Respondent in future could not
be determined ut that stage, when the construction of the projest was
nat completed. Aceordingly, it was recommended in the report thai in
respect of the unitshome buyers in whose case ngreement had been
made prior to the receipt of Occupaney Certificate and where balance
amourit is vel 1 be demanded, the NAA might direct the Respondent
W work out the element of profiteering on similar lincs as

discussed/ealculated nbove mnd 1o pass on the benefit of ITC 10 the
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respective home buyers. Now, sinee the Respandent had claimed more
ITC for the period 01072017 10 31.07.2021 than the TTC mentioned
in. the investigation report pertaining o the perind 01.07.2017 1w
31.10.2020, the same Is required to be passed on by the Respondent to
the cligible home buvers as recommended by the DGAP in s

investigation repor.

te §: Ascertainment of Benefit of ITC

The contentions of the Respondent regarding this had been ¢ larified by

the DGAP earlier,

: Profiteered nt caleulaied ¥
The contention of the Respondent being eooneous. is denied in tato,
The Respondent wants to enjoy all benelits fom all possible ways it
doesu't want to pass on the due benelit of ITC of GST to his

oustomers) recipents.

This could be substntioted with the facr thin the Respondent re-
negotinted with his sub-contractors and gol reduction of 7% in the
Comructors Bills posy GST and being the main supplier of cansiruction
services 1 hig home buvers the DOUAP hoad compuiled profileening (o
8.27% which appears guite jostifable m e of megoations done by
the Respondent with his sub-contractors, Fuiher. o address the
contention of the Respondent, it is sabmitted that the legislative intem
behind Seetion 171 of the CGST Act, 2017, s 1o pags an the Benelit of
tax mte reduction by way ol commensurile reduction in price.
Therefore, in terms of Section 171 of the COST Act, 2017, evervbody

in the supply chain is legally required 1 pass on the benefit of inpul
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tax credit. The Respondent cannot claim the henefit of ITC received by
him fiom his sub-contractors as outside the ambit of bensfit of | 1
reguired to b passed on by him 1o his customers. under the provisions
of Section 171 of the CGST Act, 2017,

In view oF all of the nhove clarifications: the DOGAP has stuted that the

Respondent is not entitled 10 the relief he had claimed vide his al)

submissions.

The procecdings in the mater eould not be completed by Authority with in

preseribed time limit due @ lsck of required guorum of Members in the

Authority during the period from 29.04.202] (6 23.02.2022 and minimum

Yuorum  was restored only w.e.f. 23.02.2022. [n the present case both the

Respandent and Applicant no, 1 were givar opportimity on 25072622 for

personul heiring. Oaly the Respondent has availed  the oppottunity  [ur

persomil hearing. The Respondent hus requested that his carlier given writien

subirission in the matier may be eansidered.

Fhe Authority after carclul consideration off the all DGAP Reports and &l of

the Respondent's submissions, finds a8 under -

i

The Respondent has clsimed that the project Laxmi Apartments
had two separate parts i, Tower 1 10 9 being the First Part and
Tawer 10 being the Second Pari.

The Authonty finds that, the project was launched in pre-GST regime
and the Respondent had obtnined single RERA registmtion for tho
entire project. Since, for both the pans ie,, Tower | 10 Tower-9 and
Towes-10. there was single RERA registration, the second porl i.e.
Tower 10, cannot be spared from the current Tnvesti gation on the mire
hasis thit the construetion of same commenced In July, 2021, Scction

I7I01) of the CGST Act. 2017 is very clear which stmtes that ony
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reduction in the rate of wx or the benelit of [TC bad to be passed on 1o
the recipient by way of commensurate reduction in price. Therefore.
the beaelit of ITC is (o be passed on 1o cach recipient or W each flm
buyers of the project. Therefore, the scape of investgation covers all
other recipients in that project, besides the Applicant. Henee, the
contention of the Respondent in this regard Ie not wnable ond the
investication has been correctly camied ou far the eotire Prajees by the
DAAP.

Further, the Respondent had contested thal since e Tower-10 was
launched in post-GS T regime. the profiteering provisions did ot opply
1o Tower-10 and in support of his contention. the Responslent hal

relied upon the following Cases/Orders of the NAA:

a.  Devroop Guha v, Signature Global (India) Pyt Lod. (Cose
No., RO2020 dated 08 12.2020)
In this case. the project had been started alter coming in (w
fored of GST woe d 01 07 2007 and frther observed that sinde
there is no basis for comparison of ITC available before and
nfter 0107 2017 the then, respondent was nst réguirec W
recalibrate the prices of flm due to availability of additional
benefit ol ITC.
Hence, it is clear that in this cise. since the entire profect wi
lnunched in post<GST regime. the fact and circumstances of the
Respondent s project were completely diffenent from (his cadee
and hence the same is not applicable to the Respondent’s

project.
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h, Director General of Anti-profiteering v. Altan Buildrech
bedin Pyt L. (Case No.01/2022 dited 05.04.2022)
In this case, the NAA confirmed the profiteered amount of
Rs.6.24.48.008- and also ditccted the DGAP 1o funlier
vestighte Phuse 11 & Phase 11 of the project 'Angan’ of the
Respondent under Rule 133(5) of the CGST Rules, 2017,
Duaring lurther investigation, it was observed that the Phase 11
of the praject 'Angan’ was launched in post-GST regime [or
which the Respondent obtsined separste RERA Registration
Cedificare on 22122017 and no RERA Registration
Certificate wis obtained by the Respondent: for Phuse 1 of the
praject il the date of submission of the investiguion repurt by
the DOGAR. Accordingly. a Nil Profiteering Report was
stibfitled by the DGAP in respect of Phase 11 of the project
‘Angan’ which was upheld by the NAA G the grourds
mentoned in Para 14 of the Order No. 012022 dited
05.04.2022 wherein the NAA imter alia observed that tie
RERA Registention for the Phase 11 was done on 22.12.2017
ared Phase Il was advertived in newspapers on 18.01.2018 and
25012018 and Mnally the draw of lots for allotment of flats
was done on 12,06.2018 and vide Para 17 of the Order No.
DI72022 dated 05042022, the NAA ordered that basad on
abave facts it is established that the Respondont hud not
contravened the provisions of Section 171(1) of the CGST Ag,
2017, Therelore, In this case olsb Tt is clear tha since the Phase
[L ol the Project Angan was launched in post-GST regime for

which the Respondent obtained sepurate RERA Registration

Certilicate in post-iST regime, the fact and circumstances af
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the Respondent’s project was agam completely differemt from
this case und heonge the same 15 also nor applicable i the case
of Respondent’s project.

Darshan Joshi v. Lodha Developers L, (Cnge No, 272022
duted (8.04.2022)

In this case alss, during investigation it was observed that e
entire project ‘Lodha Primo’ was launched in post-GS 1 Regine
for which RERA Registration Certificare was also ohinned by
the Respondent in post-GST  regime  Accordingly, « Nil
Profiteering Report was submirted by the DGAP szamst the
Respondent which was upheld by the NAA on the grounds
mentioned in Para 15 of the aforesaid order and therefore vide
Pary 17 of the Ordder, the NAA syreed with the findings of the
DGAP.

Hence, T this case also, since the project wis Bisched in post-
GS1 regime for which the Respondenm obiained the RERA
Registration Certilicaie in post-GST regime only. this ease is
not applicable to the Respondent’s project as 1 ower-10 of the
Respendent™s praject had no separme RERA Registrtion.
Therefore, this Authority finds that. the cases quoted by the
Respondent in support of his claim are not applicable in the
instant case and bence Lhe claim ol the Respandient s ool

tennhle.

Moreaver. it is pertinent to mention here that Tower-10 of the
project "Laxmi Apanimenis’ of the Respondent is loeated in the
same premises of the project for which no separate nocounting

ol ITC is maintained by the Noticee, Theretore, the inputs und
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11,

111,

input services intendedvmearit for Tower | 10 Tower 9 are used
for Tower 10 and also the ITC availuble in respect of Tower (U
I& also availed at the time of discharging his tax lability Tor
Tower | to Tower 9 or vice versa. Therefore, investigation
carried out by the DGAP considering Tower 10 alsa s correet
wel bence same is within the confines of law and the
methodolagy sppraved by this Authority In ofher similar cases.
The Respondent has contended (hat DGAP has failed (o
distinguish between the twa terms “ITC and “benefit of ITC?.
The Autherity finds that, the sdditional benefit of ITC in the GSI
regime is required 1o be passed on by the suppliers to the recipients by
why of commenstimie reduction in price. in terms of Section 171 of
GST Act, 2007, This might be substantinted with the fact that 1he
anfive 1TC availahle © the Respondent in post GST regime is Rs.
1139 Croves whereas the prolitecring computed by the DGAP is Rs.
6.337 Crares (whish ncluded GST (/@ 12% or 8% on the base amount
of Rs. S.79.27.938/-). Hence, the profiteering amount is less than the
actunl amount of ITC available 1o the Respondent in post-GST period.
Therefore. it is invorrect 10 say that DGAP hie failed to distinguish

Detween the two terms *1TC" and “benefit of 1TC"

The Respondent has conteaded that the Methodology adopred by
DGAP of comparing I'TC to Totsl Turnover is incorrect,

The Authority finds that, "laput Tax Credit™ svailable on the inputs is
utiized for payment of GST on the omoum reccived from the
customers. Therefore, it is clewr that the 1TC which is related W inputs:

and taxable twumover which is related to oulpul are mutually
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dependent on cach other. Accordingly, comparison of muos of H1C 10
tarnover in pre-GST and post-GST periods has been done,

Further, the turnover comsiderad for the computotion of the
profitecring pertaing to the sold units ooly in the project. whereus the
total ITC availed pertains to the entire project. The mtio of the I'C w
the texable tumnpver is computed to bring in picture the buyers from
whom demands were mised or advance were received by the
Respondent so that the sdditional benetit of ITC annbuted o buyers
could be commensurately passed on to such eligible buyers. Therelie,
to determine the actual [TC anribulable 10 the sold uniis. the
proportionate tumovar is considered. Hence, the methodology on the
basis of ratio of 1TC to the wrover of pre-GST regime with post-
GST, adopted by the DGAP is correet and justifiable under thie above
provisions of Section 171 of the CGST Act. 2017 and the methodology

hus been approved by this Authority i ather similie enses,

The Respondent has contended DGAP hoas heen eomparing the
incompurable. The Respondent elimed that comparing 1TC of
twn periods cannot be the manner to idenriy the beaefits of 1TC.
The Authority finds that, the ITC 1o Turnover ratio comparison is more
relevent method to arrive at the corréct profiteered amount.  The vost
of material in the subject case is immaterial as the Respondent hid 1o
Just pass on the ITC benefit which had acerucd o Kim on account of
additional ITC 1o the customers in the post-GST period as compared w
the pre-GST period. Accordingly. while doing the enleulation. 1t is

appropriate 1o consider the ITC to twmover detils w arcive ot ihe

profiteered smount i the present ease. The caleulition dine tor

arriving at the profiteering amount dependds on the 1TC sviiled and
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considerition received by the Respondent from the flar buyers which is
also in absolute trms. Therefore, it is penctically possible to pass on
the: [TC benelit 1 the eligible customers on the hasis of the shove
matheatical methodnlogy. Therefore. the claim of the Respondent is
nal scceptiable.

The Respondent has contended that be has passed on the benefit of
I'TC tw his buyers.

The Autharity finds that. on perusal of deinand CUm tax invoices raised
by the Respondent (o his customer, benefit given by the Respondent is
mentioned s "Discount” snd nowhere it was mentioned that the
discount affered by the Respondent was in terms of the beaefit of 1TC
of GST under the provisions of Section 171 of the CGST Act, 2017.
Therefore, the discount offered by the Respondent to his customers

cannol be tredted @5 henefit of ITC passed on under Section 171 of

COST-Aq, 2017,

The Respondent hos claimed that DGAP has ased wrong rate of
caleulation of profiteered amount.

The Authority finds that, the avermeant made by the Respandent is
fuctually incorrect, The Central Government, on the recommendation
of the GNT Council, had levied 1896 GST (effective e was 12% in
view of 13" ahatement for land value) on construction service. vide
Notification No. 112017 Central Tax (Rate) dated 28,06.2017, The
effective GST rute on construstion service in respeet of affordable and
how-cot houses up to @ carpet arca of 60 square meters per house wis
Turther resiuced from 129 to 8%, vide Natification No. 12018 Central
Tox (Rate) duted 25012018, Therefore, since the Respondent's

impugned project is covered under affordable housing scheme, the rale
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of GST had been considered as 12% and 8% lor the peariods from
01072007 o 24012018 and from 25.01.20!8 w 31,102520

respectively.

I is clear from a plain sding of Section 171 (1) that it denls with two
situations. One relating 1o the passing on the bene it of reduction in the vty of
tex and the second pertaining Lo the pussing on the benelit of tw T1C On the
issue of reduction in the tax mite, it is apparent from the DGAS Report that
there has been no reduction in the mite of tax in the post GS1° period: henee the
only issiie to be exhmined is as 1o whether these was any niet benelit ol [1C
with the introduction of GST. On this issue it has been revaaled from the
DGAP s Repart that the TTC 88 a percentage ol the wirnover that was available
1o the Respondent during the pre-GS1 period (April-2016 wo June-20H 7} s
1.61% snd during the pos1-GS'T period (July-2017 o October-20207, it was
5. 88% for the project “Luxmi Apsctoints™ This conliems that, post-GST the
Respondent has been benefited from edditioral TTC w the wne ol B.27%
|9.88% (=) 1.61%] of his wemaver for the said project and the same was
required 1o be passed on 1o the customers/lal buyers'recipients. The DGAP
kas caleulated the amobnt ef 1TC benelit ke be passed on 10 the custopars’ |l
buyersirecipients as Ra. 6,33.70.091/~  (which includes un amount ol Rs.
I8V T eclation W Applicant no. 1) for the projeet “Lexmi Apartments™,
the details of which are mentioned in Table- 15 ahove.

Henee, the Authority linds no resson to differ Trom the shive detiiled
computation of profiteered mmount by the DGAP or the methodology adopted
by i The Authority (inds that, the Respondent hus profiteered an amount off
Ry, 6,33,70,0917 {Rupees Sin Crope Thiny Theee Lies Soventy Thousand
Ninoty One only) during the period under present investigmion. This ineludes

an amount of Rs, 57,577 in relation to Applicant no. | Therefore. glven the
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above fisets. the Authority under Rule 1 33(3)(a) of the CGST Rules onders that
the Respondent shall reduer the price o be realized frow the customersfla
buyers/recipients  commensurate with the henefit of additional ITC receivisd
by o,

The Respondent is also linble to pay jnterest as applicable on the enfire
finount  profiteercd. he. Rs. 633700914  Jor dhe project “Laxmi
Apartmenis™. Hence the Respondent is directed to also pass on interest ) | B%
te the customars/ flat buyers! rocipients on the entire amoint profileered,
stiting from the date from which the sbove amount was profiteered tll the
dute ol passing en/ payment, as por the provisions of Rule 133 {(3) (b) ol the
COST Rules, 20107,

This Authority also orders that the profitoering amount of Rs. 6.31,70,051/-
for the project “Laxmi Apartments”™ along with the inerest @ 18% from the
date o receiving of the profiteered amount from the eustomers/ilat
huyersieecipients il the dute of passing the benglit of I1C shall be
paid/passed on by the Respondent within a period of 3 mombs from the dme
of this Order failing which it shull be recovered s per the peavinions ol the
CUGNT Aet, 2017,

The details of the recipicats and benefit which ix required 10 be pitssed an Lo
cach recipiervhomebuyers tlong-with the details of the wnit tre contined in
the Arpexure *A’ ol this order,

tor the ressons mentioned hercingbove and in the given ficts and
dlretmstunees and also sited position of low we find that the Respendem bas
detied the benefit of I'TC 10 the buyers of his Nats in conteavention of the
provisions of Svetion 171 (1) of the CGST Act. 2017, We hold that the
Respondent has commitied an offence by vielating the provisions of’ Seetion
171 (1) during the period from 01.07,2017 1o 31.10.2020, and therefore, he is

liuble e imposition of penulty under the provisions of Section 171 (3A)
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ol the ubove AcL However, perusal of the provisions of the said Seetion
171 (3A) shows that §t has been inscoied in the CGST Ac 2007 woell
01.01.2020 vide Section 112 of the Finance Act 2019 and hence
accordingly he Is ligble (o penalty only lor the amount proliicered alier
01012020 Hence: the Authoerity direets that notice be issucd Tor this
purpése to the Respondent.

The concormed jurisdictional CGST/SGST  Commissioner is also
diroctod 10 ensure dompliznee o this Order 1t may be ensured that the
benefit of 11'C as determingd by the Authority us per the Apnesure A ol
this Ownder bhe passed on along  with intercst W 18% 1w cach
homebuyer/rociplent/customer, il not already passed on. In this regard

un advertisement muy also be published ina mimimum of two Jocul

Newspapers/verraeular press in Hindi/Unglish/docal language with the

details {2, Name of the builder (Respondent) — Mis Parcena Inlmsteuciune
Pyt L, Project- “Laxmi Apamments”™. Loeation. Guougran. 1l vii
and amount of profiteering Rs 633, 70,091/~ sa thw the Applicant

slong with Non-Applicants homehuyers/recipients/castomers can Slinm

the 'benefit of 11'C which bhas not been passed on 1o them.

Homebuyérs/recipioniw/austomers may  also  be  inlormed  that  this

detailed NAA Order 35 availuble  on Authority’s  websile

wwiw npa,pov.in,  Conteet  detily  of  éoncerned  Jurisdictionnl
Commissioner CGSI/SGST lor complinnee of this Authority's onde
muy olso be advertised through the sald advertisemoent,

Further, this Authority s per Rule 136 of the CGST Rules 2017 dircets the
concerned jurisdictional CGST/SGST Commissioner shmll alse subimin o
Report regarding the compliance of this order to the Authority and the
DGAR within a peried of 4 months from the dwe of recelpt of this

urder.
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I8 The present nvestigation has been conducted np o 21102020 only.
However, 1he Respondent has not obtained the Completion Cenificate
(CC) il thay date, Therelore, he is lable 16 pass an the benelit of 11C
which would become available 1o him 1l the date of isuc of CC,
Aceordingly. the concerned jurisdictional Commissicner CGST/SGST
are directed 10 ensure that the Respondemt passes on the benelit of 11T
lo the chigible a1 buvers ue per the methodology approved by this
Authority in the presemt case and submit report to this Authority
through the DGAP. The Applicant Nol or any pther flai
Biyerfeustomer/recipiont shall also be at liberty 1o file complain
against the Respondent before the Taryans Sta)e Sereening Commiltee
in case the remaining benelit o 11C is noy passed on to them.

19, ‘The Authority finds that there exists reason 1o Investigate Respondent's
uther projects, if any, for the purpose of determination of profiteering.
Accordingly. this Authority aa per the provisions of Section 171 (2) of
the CGST Aet, 2017 read with Rule 133(5) CGST Rules. 2017 dirocts
the DGAP 1o conduct investigation in respect of Respondent’s other
projects, ifany, inder the same GSTIN:O6AAFCPO8S31 1 78,

am. Further, e Hon'ble Supreme Court. vide its Order dated 23.03.2020, while
tiking suo-moto cogrizance of the situmtion arising on secount of the Covid-
0 pundeinic, has estendid the perind of limitation prescribed under the
peneral law ol limittion or any other specil faws (Both Central wnd Staie)
including those preseribed under Rule 133(1) of the CGST Rules. 2017, as is
elear from the said Order which statos sy follows:-

“A period of imitation in all such proceedings, irrespective of the
the limituion preseribed under the gonoml law or Special Laws

whether condonable or not shall stand extonded w.ed. 15th March
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2020 1ill Turther ordevs 1o be pussed by this Couwt w presen
procesdings.”
Further. the Hon ble Supreme Churl. vide s subsequem Order dated
PO 2022 has extended the perind($) of limitstion B 2802 2022 and
the relevant portion of the said Order is as follows:-
*The Order dated 23.03.2020 bs restored and in continastion of the
subsequent Orders dated 08.03.2021, 27.04.202) and 23002021, i1 is
dirceted th the period from 13032020 il] 28.02.2022 shall stand
exeluded for the purposes of limitation as may be preseribed under any
general of special laws in respeet of all judicin’ or quasisudicl
procesdings.”™
Accordingly. this Order having been passed today falls within the
limitation preseribed under Rule 133(1) ol the CGST Rileg, 2017
2. A wopy each of this Order be supplicd o the Applicants, the Respondent.
Commissioners COST/SGST Haryanu. the Principal Seeretary (Town and
Country Plunning), Government of Haryana os well as HRERA free of
enst for npcessary action. Flle be conzigned afler completion.

Annexed Annexure-A in Pages 1o 14

Sd/-
(Amand Shah)
Chairmuan & Technigal
Member
Sdl;"' qdf;
(Pramod Kumar Singh) (Hlitesh Shahy
Technical Member T'eehnical Member
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Pogas 79 0079

Ol 16 82027
Saupehh Bomor Vo Mie Parcenn Infrostmeturs Py 1ad



- Sh. Saurabh Kumar, Infinity Tower-B, dth Floer. DLEF Cyher Ciny.

Phase-1l, Sector-23A, Gurugram-122002,

. Chairman, Haryana Real Estate Regulatory Authority, New PWID Rest

House, Civil Lines, Gurugram, | laryana.

. Principal Commissioner ol CGST, GST BITAVAN. Plot No. 36-37.

Sector - 32, Gurugram, Haryang 122001,

- Commissioner Commercial Taxes, Haryani, Vanijya Hhawan, Plot No.

1-3, Sector— 3, Panchkuls - 134151,

. Director General Anti-Profftecring, Central Board of Indircet Taxes &

Customs, 2nd Floor, Bhai Vir Singh Sahitya Saduo. Bhai Vie Singh

Mare. Gole Market, New Delhi- 110001

. Director Gengeral, Department of Town & Country Planning [laryana.
Plot No. 3 See-18 A, Madaya Marg, Chandigarh-160018

. Giaard File, yﬂ,.



Annexure A
T
Sr.No.|  Tower |Name of the Customer Toal Profiteering
i 4 4 4
| Tawsr-3 Sarty Mitml 61,335
2 Tower-10  [Zubitir Rasliir Bha s447%
£ Tower10 Ui Dung 4473
4 Tower 10 |[Khushiboo Kanwar Rathare 544
3 Tower-10 [ Tamishree Mikherjes 54473 |
3] Tower10 Lafiin Deyi 54,473
T Tower=10  [Sustil Kumar Riustirgi 447
8 Tower-10.  [Nuntits Lamha $4.473
g Tiovwer. | i) Seama Vernma HA47
10 Tower-10  |Dipri Jaan 54,473
8 Tawer-10 | Auditys Saini 447
12 Tower-10 | Archana Kumari 54,473
13 Tower-l0  |Suntosn Kumar S84
14 Tower-10 [Suiedl Kiming Thkur 54473
| 15 Tower-10 [ Bhamidatt Shasma 54473
16 Tower- 10 [Swean M Bornag 4471
I Towor: 10 |Rajesh Kur 55473
18 Tinaer-11) Memita Shunna 5473
19 Tower-10  |Rajwanti §.473 |
20 Tower-10 [Preitt Paogai 4473
Al Tower-l0  [Paramject Kaur MATI
22 Tower-10  [Ninisha Sljfii
3 Tuwer-d I Monjic Kaur -
2 Towe§ Sagjeey Kumar Daswal =
25 Tower-3  [Sanjeev Deswiil
2 lowi & Savisl Deyl 135,710
27 Tower-8  [Sachin Kumas .
28 TowersT  [Sugundhi Risiog,
29 Tower§ Surita Dol -
il Tower-3 Gauray 1.55.710
3 Tinwird Founiki 155710
32X Tower-8  FAbanshas Chibey 153710
33 Tovan- | Kamaljeat I46,118
34 Towar7 UTMHiKHﬂH{EEﬂEE_ A6 18
35 Tiwer-t Sumil Bachan bAG LR
i Torwyr-7 Cinsh Chandra 127,854
37 Towir- | Privania Djlwalis LS5.710
i I8 Tivwer-| Ram Parvesh Pandit o el 1
10 Tuswse-t — [1itikiun Ahmad Fegill | 64,626 |
Al Toweri Ram Kikhare Dbl [ LS
41 Tiwhisk=1 Madhusudan 57,557
42 Towerd — [Nancy Aror 61,333
A3 oveer-4 Adak Kimar Yadoy 1.69.251 |
A4 Townp-6 Pualeihy Chand Yiudsy [ el
45 Towar-| Bhawng Rani 160291
44 Tower-5 Rishi Hiatia 1.68 751
47 Tower's Hen Bals (IR EL]
48 Towee-4 Lralbar Kismar §.69.25]
44 Tower-9  [Alka Bhaisdar 155.710
a0 Tiwtrd Satllr Swrgh 1 69251
51 Towerl) Hemamt Kumnr Singh 51597
52 TerwerH Archana T iwmgi 1.69.251
31 Tewigr-0 Bobli Yuduy i) 338
LT Tower=| — JSabiis Rani Ssity LA
) lowerd  |Ruchiks Rayu 164,626
36 Tirwie-$ Amit Kumir Rawat | SE.N26
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57 Tower-2 Binder Yaoday 138524
38 Tower-1 | Varief Singh 158,926
59 Tower4d  [Sangeety [Chumpa 1 58,826
i Tower | |Kaskmer Singh 158,526
6l Tower-H Suprahhi Sh.gy LE5S710
H2 Towerd Pardesp Kumrar 61,335
63 Towes3  [Sutya Lagen Kumar 1.58.826
G4 Fonpeyad A \ 55,708
63 Tiywer-2 Harigh K umap 57.357
i Tewer- | Popnam | 55,826
61 Twer-| Dhinessh Chand 51.557
a8 Tower-?  |Raies Cheasdr 61335
G Tower-7  [Pawan Kumar 57,557
70 Tower-1 Shialini Arca 1,55.710
Tl Tow -2 Aty K 61335
s Towg-| Vaithiay K wmar 51357
T Tower-2 | Pushps LSH 26
74 Tower-& Rushnyi Mithatm 1.69.251
75 Tiwer-4 Ramesh Ko 1LAG25|
T6 Tower=| Taiprakcach Bundugi #1313
i Tower-4 T Slnﬁh I.‘SH.ME:
TR Tower-7 Kuldezp Kingh 57,557
7 Fowes-7 Yt Giorswriyery LAG L6
80 Tovwer- | Raeltit Kakker IT.557
81 Tuwer- Tarun K umar 61,338
82 Tower-5 Mudees )i Clinned #1314
A3 Tﬂwl-ﬁ Surinder Singh 61,335
84 Tower-4 Sholien Shitvastavi #1335
] Tower-7 Suitil Kumas A8
B Tawp-e Rern el 37.557
&7 lowor.3 Babhy K, Pandlp 61335
1] Tower-7 ditendler Kenuy 1,69 24
B0 Tewer-# Midht Kauman 1.36.246
i) Tower-4 Abhipeel Mukheriee 6138
91 Tuower9 Kuchvap Phpwl 61,315 |
42 Towes-1 Fahod Cramtum I,64.60h
93 Tower2 Vipluv Khanidelwa| 1,335
LR Towgys2 Habits Devi | 64,025
03 Tower-4 Rantm Chansdim Yy 633y
5 owre7 Rieichi Chondhay 1,335
g7 Toweing Nehn'Yadns 61,354
b l'ower-2 Aditya Shukin 37557
09 Touwer-2 Pheopali Dhupay 57557
160 Tower2  [Wikay Garg 47,857
101 Tower ¥ [Aditya Garg 154, 4k6
102 Tower=4 Rajendry Pragaid 57.5%7
[1¥} Towai-®  |Laveneesh Gauram 57557
104 Tmb-:.-.r‘-! Zaezeaar Sumh Rang 158,836
105 Tower3 [Neclam Bhatmigas 37357
10 Tower=3  [Sandeap Dhiman 7,557
1y Tower 4 ivedite Kurmar 57557
10F Tower-T  [Rughavi Rama 138,826
(TiL] Tower-f L thasah {':unﬁ!ra-; §71.557
110 Tower-S Arun Ranyibhadran 1,335
LT Towerd  [iisika Kapoor §7.557
112 Tiwers=7 Chunéan Thigks | via2e
113 Tawer-5 Shinshi Bhushon Kumur Toa7
114 Tower-5  |Vishal Bansal 154,486
L1§ Tower-8  JRuvirder Kumur 57,357 |
1A Tunir-d Niretilra Kumay Sharma 6,315
17 Tower-2 ieeimboh ) Najihani 355 b Y|
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11E Tower-7 Sandecy Kumar Gl 335
115 Torwar-f Bijay Patel 57557
120 Towe-f Shiv Chand Yaduy 61,335
121 Tower 6 |Bevender Sineh 57,557
132 Tower-5 Tatich Kt & t1g
123 Towerd  fanjli Chywla 51557
123 Tower-7 Manudeop Godnrm 57,557
25 Tower-i Vieena Ay 51557
126 Towey-7 Parmiila 169,251
127 Tower-7 Yogendra Sharma 57.557
128 Tower=  [Tusm 154 486
129 Tower-4  [Sunchit Kunmr Lal 57,557
130 Towr-3 Aauta YVarday L38.826
13] Towerd  |latin Kwvir Khorang 158826
132 Thiwes-§ Sagar Paimly 54,793
143 lower-5 Eufdeep Suigh Rawat 57,557
137 Tiwer-3 Puansm Singh 57,557
135 Tower-| Satvanursyen 57,557
136 Tower-7 Niahavir Singh Fawai il.33s
137 Toweed |Suraj Shesbrao Ldurkar T
138 Tower-1 Rajy Singth 61335
139 Towgr-7 Rabul ¥aav 61,315
140 Tower3  [Sunjeev Kumir i ST.NA7
14] Tawer4  |Preeti Nirwal 57,551
142 Tower-3  |Saurnbh Ko 57557
143 Towier-H Halbin Saha f113%
144 Tower-l  |Gupreet Singh 31,357
145 T ower-1 Suchin Paharia 57,557
b Towep. Presins Chaubey 57557
147 e satish Yidow 57537 |
148 Tower-4 Seena Dtk 1335
[ 44 T onwnr-i Ruvindem Singh 81,335
150 Tower-6 Mamia Rany 3557
I15] Towar-# P Chand 169281
152 Tepverld Alhishek Jolly 57 557
153 Terwor-2 Parveen 169,251
154 Towerd  [Nuveer Gir 146,118
135 TewidrT Anthony Lieph ‘&1,33%
156 Towep & Iropd Kaw 1,557
157 Towers Sandeen Kovisr Divonka 07,313
158 Tower-fi Predeer Kumar 6] 515
15% Tower-6 Surendey Singh 57,537
16 Toymeer=1 Meradjan Kuinar Mehia 57,457
16] Tower-1 RETHA TR 135,10
162 Tower-3 Simitar Lal 47 427
163 Tower-2  |Chitra Sharma §7.537
1 il Tiwer5 Arjun Siigh 5755
[ T8 Miea Ram 51,857
It Tower2  [Cnkor Singh §7.557
167 Tower-6 | Deepuk Kumar Punigrahi 51,557
168 Tower-4 Jayaluihar Pracd $7.557
169 Fowes-# Areeh Listnani yiAsT
i) Torwwir R Bhalla 61,338
17] Towerd — |Paws Kumar Shanma §7.557
172 Tower=2 ¥oomn Kumir Shirma 57,537
WE Tinwei.§ i inder K 148,118
174 Tower-6 | Malordes Padey §7.557
175 Tower-2  |Kuldeep #1.133
176 Tower-2  |Sangeeta Ambasa 7557
173 Tower-2 Y ikash T hakan 148117
178 Tower-R Akt Toth 61.335
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179 Tower6  [Rojoc Pal 57,55
140 Tower-§  |Vishvender Sugh §7.557
181 loawer.] Sangeeths Sharm 158 K0&
182 Tower2 |Soni Siagn 61335
IB3 Towot-| Suresh Nagal 57557
184 Towerd Vijay Kumar 61,335
165 Tikwer-5 Bhzsat Blushan Prasod 61,335
[X:10) Tovedr-1 Sundesp Guapty 61,335
187 Towerel  [Raj Giopal Shukln 160251
185 Tower=2 Suifecp Shnrmid 5755
189 TowesH - Satigly Koy | 34 480
190 Torwae | Prandeep Kumar Shasnig 57.557
19| Tower-2  |Otn Prakash Sharmas $7.3557 |
192 Tawer2 Rahal Dhamichar 01,333
193 Tawer-7 Raju Kamar Mallick f1,335
L 194 Tuwer| Sukhprect Ky 47357
193 Towerg Fuleh i bl1333
106 Tower4  |Ram Sharms 57,557 |
a7 Towir3 Newra Setin 27457
(8 Toiwer-i Maliesl; K arar Labumi 6,335
199 Py 1) Pramii Kumar $7.557
BRI TH] Tower-f) Hujesh Ry .54 486
il Tower 4 Diiati Simngh 1,692,251
202 Tivwer-3 Lisha Gupra 57,557
203 Tower=9 [ Crovind Ciupta 1 135
201 T4 Channen Kumay 513557
208 Tower. Muikeah Kimar 57,557
2 Tower-4 Visender Sipgh 1,135
207 Tewerd  [Kamal Kapoos 57,547
208 lower-2  |Sovitosh Kuuir) S7TA%7
200 Tower-d  [Anil Kizsy 61,335 |
210 Tower-8 Sunfay Kumar 57,357
21 Tipwir-7 Sunil Kumar Garg 57552
212 Tawer-1  [Punkaj Kuonar 7,557
213 Towwey Divya Yadav 61,335
214 Tower4 Anjana R 61,335
215 Towir-4 Elhdent Gupiy 11557
216 l'owes-| Raliv St 5755
217 Tower 2 Sunita Yadiv 61,334
2 Tiwer. 2 Dhsagrike & 61,135
219 Towie-7 Dreepitk Kumar . 355
221 I'owegs-0 Mannineet Sinih Sahnl 1 A9.25]
221 Towned)  [Poomim Maheshwar 144,626 |
222 Tower-d  |Chundrika Yoday 61,335 |
223 Tower-6 Moniko Sharmia 1.69.251
224 Tower-f Kinthan i 57,547
pirh. Towigr-| Lakhi Ram il 335
216 Torwer-| Agiiut) Juinwai 61,335
427 Tower-] Nirmly Devi 57,487
228 Tower-S  Dsbic Kumar 52557
229 Tower6 Dusbuyvient Kumar Mishimn 37,557
230 Torwiar- i Sl | 44, IF
23] Tuuu-r::l' Seintanil Patra 1L3g Az
232 Vower-8  [Songeet Goswan 57.557
233 V'ower-3 Makalil Nl el #1,31¢
Pl Tower Manel Singh R L
| 23§ Towsr8  |Sioawhi U 57,357
| 236 Towerb Shah Anire 61,334
237 Tuwers | Ballitawar Singh 61,335 |
238 Tower-3 Abhiil Mukbersse 158826
23 Towei-H Anil Kama LIALY
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240 Tower-2 Aoy Gyl 57,557
24; Towerd  |Pallovi Kumsr 57,557
242 Towei-7 Rainit Gishlaw 61.335
241 Fower-4 Kaj Kumar 61 338
244 Towerd  [Shrun Buhl 7,557
245 Tirwes2 Ankit Thekra) §7.257
244 Fower-| Shwetonk Sharma 61,335
247 Tower-D | Anurag Jolly 57557
248 Tower7 Saket Sharms 37,557
2AY Towerd  [Alkn Pamey 61,334
230 Tawert  |Decpuk Pahil 61335
5] Terwur-| Ml Satyarthi 61335
232 Tower-2  |Mursh Pafiwa §7.457 |
253 Tiawer=1 Mavin K £).135% |
254 Ty -2 Avinash Kumr Choudhnry I 58876
255 T ower-4 Al Sharina 57457
256 Trwer-9 Asdneh Syivisbivs #1338
257 Tawped Lagttan Pa) 37.557
258 Tower-# | Munig 1587
259 Tuwer-3 N Vijay Kurmar 1,690,251
260 Fawer. | Nirender Singh 61,335
261 Tormgr=1 Sornya Tolhy 57.557
262 Towir-g Mg Kirvar Shornig 61335
263 ower-2  [Hiri Pol Singh 11,335
T Tower3 Samosh Arokl 57.557
263 Towisi§ Ruvimdir Sigh 5$7.557
264 Touyr-1 Bamvin Ky I.04,6246
267 | Tower:s _ [Pramils Roks) 61,338
208 Tty Akbesly Yadiv .58 826
el Tower-7 Pardewp Ko 57.557
270 Towor-2  |Sunil Thakuy 61315
a7 Tewer Jagdigh Sharma 52,557
¥ Tower=7 Manjmma Shukls [ 46,118
273 Terwer-| Pawan Kuimr 61,335
174 Towir- Alreben Johiva $1.357
275 Tiwwr-7 Dinesh Kumar S7.557
2Th; lower-§ Al I lspae Malik Bl,134
177 Pewwr3  |Ajay Singh Kisern 61335
278 Tower-# Turun Rulli 57,5597
279 Tewnr-6 O Prikinsh Singly | SRR2G
280 Tuwer-? | Tejender Kumar 57,857
241 Fower-| Haypal §1.557
284 Tiwerf Ml Senm 57,557
283 Thwars] Rajiv Nugpa 61,315
284 Tivwer-4 Abihinny Shukla 1,333
283 Tower-1  [Shavets Pt Mill 61,135
286 T Jaskisth Chopra 57,557
| 287 Yower 6 |Lal Habu Singh 61,935
288 TowersT  |Supil Kumar fil 354
259 Tower-R Princs K Dubay 51,557
200 Tower-2 Rajinder Prasad 37,357
29] Tower-3 Abhingy Ajnan 61335
92 Tower-| B Kuroar Hooda 61.33%
293 Tower-5 Devinder Singf 57,557
294 Tiiwes=] Thakur Chind Bapss| 6] 133
295 Verwgi-§ Shaket Talilar (BT
294 w2 Riahit Kuisiar Daliil 61.533
207 Towerf Rigmpl Muriga L5E.520
298 T y-b H Ramasubramanion B1.33%
209 et iomal Sharii f1.335
300 Fowser B Priisek Sinely il 335
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i Towerd  |Pram Chand Jan 51,335
A2 Towery Wik i L7457
i3 Vawer-2 | Anfur Chadha §7.557
204 T o3 P Crupta 41334
305 Tower-8  [Melkio Singh 61,335
i Tivwer-4 Ashish Jain 41,335
7 Tower-2  [Naha Sethi B1.315
0% Tuowet=3 Pannalgl Choudhary 61335
309 Tower<d  |Kinti Bajpai 61,335
30 Tuwer-3 Aoush Pratep 146,116
31l Tl Richi Pasitiher I 54,456
R Teuwir-H A B .58 824
313 Fawery ) Hitesh 57,557
114 Tower.3 Rustjeet Singh 37537
LEE Tuwer-4 Neewy 61325
Jl6 Towerf  [Ani= Hoghay 61318
317 Tower4 Chitin 61535
318 Towey-2 Dezpanshy Ruthore 58 K26
E1E] Tower-3  [Auish Ahoomad 61,335
a0 Tower.2 Ratnn Deep Meenn 57557
321 Tower-3 Vinit Kumar Chaubey G058
3id Tower- Ml Bala 1,609 .251
| 333 Towdr-f  [Rupinier Ruthi §7.557
124 Towdr-7  |Rubul Trived) 35626
125 Tower-  [Asha Pt §7.587
126 Ty 3 Tiiclat Salugin 61,333
127 Torwer-4 MdJ. Emakliah 41335
324 Tower-f Pawan Kirmar Yadaw 4334
329 Towi-| Mubesh Shnrma 61,335
330 I'ower-7 Ko Bhombgm £1.3335
il Tower 8 it Mollouy 61,333
132 Tower-| Harish Dbl h1.535
313 Tower-8 | Kalpana Sabog 71,335
34 Tawir-0 Viiay Baliugna §1138
115 Tewer2 Piyas) Jain 01,335
REL] Tower-2 Reny Devi £1.13%
317 Tower=3 Noitiaj Yodsw 61318
338 Tower-3 Ad Db 01335
33 Tawer-* Mumm Drewy 61,338
140 Towir-7  [Dewan Chand Nasany 61,315
_:MI Terwir-T7 Sukhbir Singh 61,335
342 Tower-1 | Pradecp Kumor Khandelwal 61335
43 Tawet b J'E.!,ul St ET‘E
J44 Tovwmp-2 Gurleh ¥adny 57557
345 Tower-d  [Munish Anciu 61333
34 T orwersd Mg Shadab 5T5%)
37 Tuwg-4 Riclisimy Babl Saghdey 57557
MR Tower T |lla Bull 51,557
344 Thiwer§ Kavita Mitral #],338
350 Tower Dhizezik Shaimn ) 355
3% Tower-9  [Ralml Saphdeva 61338
152 Towei 1 At Ky Kantiwel 50 S
153 Vower#  [Mahesh Kumuri 61,333
154 Tower-3 Mitul Ar_nu 0l Jf‘i_
155 Towir-1 Sudbianshy Bahugana 61308
A5k Towee-7 Ankush Guply 6l 35
157 Tower b Mohoned Silig Kamb 61.335
A58 Towi=3 Rsetrtiwias (YL
159 Tower-§  [Kanhniva Lol Vi 31357
Jol Jawer-4 Suvantini Dhar 6,315
Al Tower.§ Ay Byt 27.587
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362 Towerd  |Banjay Narang 61315
j6 Tower-9 | Vishoms Kamar %7.557
36 Ty Birendra Kumag Singly 61335
365 Tower 8 [Deepa Rajpoot 155708
I6h Tower9 Dhitrrriendr Kirmir 61335
367 Tewetd  [Halb Lyl 81335
168 Tewer®  |Ragant koman §7.557
Y Tower®  [Archonn Pundey 1SR
370 Toyweer. Sanila Yado 61,335
371 Towes-2 Puran Chand Yuday 61,335
372 Tower- Lal Cland 51.557
T 1 eyl Maresh Kaormir YT AST
374 Tower-4  (Hashni Bur) 57,557
373 Tower Himansau Touki 57557
376 Tower- Foelaluan Kundy f1.335
R Towgr-9 Sonis Sutijo B1,335
378 Towee9 Lrineah Kupey 1.69.251
174 Tiiwer-0 Jubvinder 37,557
180 Tower-%  |Prabhat Kayal 1,54 484
381 Fower-0 Mumih Kiitving I, 6ed,626
182 Tower-%  |Indukala Sauthash 164,626
383 Tower-1  [Salyavir Simgh Munn 1 89.25)
384 Tower=1 Riwi Shunboni 61,3348
388 Towerd  [Melvin Moras §7.557
A6 T'ivwer-% San) L3 1 ¥
aR7 Towier-3 Vijay Kumor LUbioyeéjn £y 557
388 | Tower® [ Adhok Kumar Nanwon 57,357
389 Tower-9 Lalin Koy 7,557
A0 Tower-9 Midial Jain 61,135
9] Towp-0 Mantih Singh 67.333
392 Towgr= Kol Mchra 155 708
| 393 Towir-8  [Krishoh Kuomar Bhatia 57557
334 Tower-|  |Avancesh Upadhvay 61318
IS 'trwer-| Mulwesti Singh V) .8eT
G Tinwisre| Mohamived Abdul Azad Aleeny 61,338
197 Towie-1 Bahitu Arora 575457
o8 Torwir-1 Sl Lokshatan Sharen Jugeshwar £1.135 |
3ui Tuowir-| Shiv Bhagwin 61,335
A Tuwii=) Satjeey Parmar 1,58, 526
a0l Towes-| Rumsivia Mo £7.537
402 Towei-1 Malmi Dubey 5358
401 lower-l  |Ramesh Semunl 61,335
104 Tower-1 Dolle i 1 55836
405 Towerd Mok i Read|
4idty Tower-£ | Vijey Kumar 61315
07 lowee-1  [Nitash Arora 57,557
A0H l'owes. | Mehih Savi 6] 343
409 Tuwri-| Maraiter Siagh 57,557
| 410 Tuwer-| Ansbu Goyal 61315
411 Towiets Suresh Kumer 6| 335
412 Forwves- | vy Joy 146,118
413 Tiwers=1 Kantosh Cioel £7.5%7
a14 Vowage | Ajest Singh Ahlwewulin ST.557
415 Powet-1  |Ravi Sturme {54,626
416 Vinwres | Maro) Prasad Pardorn 57.857
ar Tiinei | T A bypyecil &) 338
418 Towar| Maiah K lamra 57.357
A9 Tower-1 Rajesbiwar Soal 57.557
420 Fiywee-| Ravy Shankar Wislia §7.557
411 Tower-l  [Rakesh Aggarwal 61,335
422 Tower | Pt i 57,537
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423 Towyr=! Mana) [Cumae Soivastay 51557
424 Tower-1  |Vikeam Singh 169,251
125 Tower-|  |Dipie Sehi 57.357
476 Tuwer-] Samesh Sharr) 1,135
427 Towse-| Parveen Ko ). A925)
428 Tawer- | Arrit Kumar Sigh 154,486
429 Towce-!  |Asis Choudhary 61,335
430 Tolws-1 Anzinikn Arupan 31.3%]
151 Tower | |Satuom Singh 1,609,251
452 Towes-| Vo Foomar Washzshwean 57551
433 Tower-1  [Pukdien) Chiddbary h1.333
434 Towee-1 Rum Prisad & Sorsi HUF) §7.541
33 Tower-| Nipun Ciidia &1 335
436 Tirwer=2 Paran Saxini 69,221
437 Tower-2  |Gautam Kamar fil 315
43N Tower:2 |Sandoen Shima 61.135
439 Tower-2  JArvimd Dart Semwal 513551
440 Towes-2 Siirendir Siigh (YIEL
A1 Tower-2 Sujatn 155710
o T2 Muno| Kugur Sharma 57,557
443 Tower-d Madiu Ciandln 01,335
A4 Tiower. 1 Renuki Disthwinl 47,557
445 Tiwir-2 Sudiah 61133
446 Tower-d Mahabir Singh 31331
4’7 Tower.2 Mrinmoy Kirtania 1.64 636
48 Tover-1 Anop Kumar Vermi 6l 315
a4t Towir=2 Sumlarmmmman 51597
450 Towier-2 Japdesp Singh 1,640,620
351 Towir-2  |BadduLal 57547
A5 Tower.2 Shrvendu Rumar Samdey £7.557
435 Taowii=2 Lalii Ufpad ] 135
454 Tower2  [Any) Kemar Vivshoey &1 335
435 Tower2  [Swoti Golati $7.557
456 Tewei-2 A Kumsy Kari 57,551
457 Tawgr-2 JomareThuaty Preasised Taled] | 64 525
458 Tower-2 Piyush Agnrwal #1335
450 Tower-2  |Surfurss Ahmid 61,135
anll Tower-2  |ihumika Satia 57,357
Ak T nwur.r} Linka highen bl335
462 Tower2 | Dumodar Dhas Davivedi 61,338
46l Tower-2 Ankita Anand i) 145
A lower-2 Parveen Sharmp &l 335
65 Tlwii-2 Sl Sl 01,334
40 Tower-2  |Pofwan Kumar Arisa §7447
d67 Tower-2 iy Kummur 61338
468 Tivwer.2 Bhawna Sinigh Prurush §1.557
44l Tower2  |Rina Ved | £025]
4710 Tower-2 Adnh Tymp 61333
a71 Towarsd (Towardhan dngh 154,456 |
472 Tower-2 Deepik Arora 1,315
473 Fower-2  |Suni| Kamar Singh 17,837
AT Towigr-1 A Crupis - 61305
475 Tower-1 Uipshuiti daiin f] 1%
476 Tower3 Predeep Kumar 37557
4 Tivwer-3 Kanthljil Sargh 5£1.3%57
474 Forwer- ! Kamdesin Sharma fl,335
479 Turwegs-3 Ruppsh Kuna 6l 335
451 Tawer.d Abhimsnyn Mihaian 57,557
45 Tgwes-1 Mk £1,03%
a§2 Tower=d | Ajsy Kumw NI
dam’ Tiwir-3 Anitl Bhardwaj il 353
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434 Tower-3 | Ashol Kumar 37,557
455 Tower-3 Gazal Rathi 57457
456 Tawer1 Lita Brswal 1557
437 Tow=3 Satya Prakish Yoday 31337
488 Tower-2 Bilal Abmad Wanl H1,335%
450 Tower-1 Bubrats Kumnr Adhikery al 338
440 Tiiwer-3 Suthsh Chand Amirwi 57.557
i Tawer-3 Sunjoey MPrakesh Vern 57557
402 Tower-3 Nundun Stgh Noval 37537
4%3 Tower=3 Db Bumar Halder 61,335
49 Tower-3 il Shyam A1338
445 Tower-X Dhinessle Byney 57 &%
A56 Tower-3 Bhoynesh Komar 37,557
au7 Tawer=3 Mt Bt 61335
408 Tower-1 Migha Vermu #1338
44949 Tower=3 Abhijit Cliiterjes 37357
S00 Tawerd Mira| Kemar Gypra 37387
0 Tower-1 Shetrwin K imur Goyal (HLE) 57557
M2 Tower-2 Ashiih hakka 61,335
SO Tower-3 Hitewdel Ko 61,335
S Tipwer-1 Punies Wagadia 57557
505 Tower=1 Ashok K umur Nougain H1 305
506 Tower-3 Raj Kuriar Pundey 51557
S Tower-3 Surech Churidia Pasiila | 6025)
508 Tower-3 Sanay Kumar Pah 37.557
S00G Tower-1 Baniay Sharml §7 857
510 Tewir-3 Dy (e hi 135
511 Towar-3 Premod Kumar 571,557
512 Takwr-3 Anitu Singh 61,338
513 Tewer-3 S Lad Paiedii | 6, 500
514 Towgr3 Vilender Yadoy 37,557
515 Tawer-32 Murdih Kt Choudhary 1 58 B26
516 Tower-3  [Mukesh Kumar 51552
517 Towers3 Surcdy Kumer 37537
518 Towor3 Al Sharmta a1,11%
519 Tower-3  |Amay Pal 1,689,251
510 Towir-3 Bichun Chenden Roy 57457
521 Towmer.d Cisrrmy K ymar LYELY
512 Toswer-2 Nazeuh Ratiar 61335
523 Tower-3 Flimanshi Arirn 37,557
524 Tower-& Faidd Prrailanaahy fil 33%
523 Tower-4 Bbiin Suin 41,355
Sah Tuwer=4 Stuhil Kuns Punia 37,357
527 Twer Arven Disarkar 61334
524 Tower4  [Shapuvi Vipmsil 41318
Azl Tower-4 Maotar Vzima 57557
510 Tiwerd P'iatilshs Siih #1335
511 Tower4 Mtinest K 57357
532 Tower-t  |Alpans Kuman Cupte 57,557 |
531 Tiwer- Mukesh Koy 1,55, 708
§14 Fower-d  [Roopwati Teia?
535 Tiwer= Sommuth At 51557
536 Tinaer-4 Vighal Mishis fil 334
33 Tower-4  [Moneest Kunar Dube 189,250
508 I'werd Amia 51557
540 Tovwir-4 AR Nandul G1.334
340 Tower4  [Biajesh Kumar Singh 57357
3l TowerA Sk Rt 169,251
542 Tawer-A Richn Gl £7.557
543 Tower-4 Stirider Riing Bl 33
544 Tower-4 Al Arora §7.551
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] Tuiveer < Krishan Pal 7557
46 Povwrr Pordezp Kusr 61,335
347 V'ovwier4 Gujenedier Yadav 57557
548 Tiiwerd Nizha 61,335
549 Tower4  [Manish Kumar 57,557
350 Toowee= Ashok Kurmar Dk 1,335
551 Fowersd  |Rambwr 51557
552 Tiwer4 Mukesh Koomr Sharms §1.557
| 553 Towir-3 Vijary Ky 6,335
554 Tovwes-4 Aghiwinl Thame Subba 154,456
553 ower4 Medlw Cihel! B335
556 Tarwir=4 Manprezt Singh 51551
557 Towerd | Arshul Revaria 47,557
S99 I'ower-4 Miveen Kumar 61,335
359 Towgr-d Pankenj Gugiu 61,235
560 Towers Vinod Soni 57.557
361 Tower=& [ Mihesiv Kuamir 57,5357
562 TTower.4 Tilak Raj Joshi 61,355
363 Touredl Digambay Maclindn Alekar ). 6
564 Tower-4  [Avinash Kumar 7,557 |
365 Tower 4 Sudesh Kuinani 164,624
Siff Tower-4 Mahesh Kami £1.557
567 Towerd  [Arvidcr Singh | §8 826
68 Towers Dieers) Kuogmr Tunsis 61334 |
ALk Towur-4 Ayush Mihta 164,676
570 Tower4  |Sural Kumn 41,335
571 Teiwer-t Preivahlint K birnr £1.557
532 Towprd Uharayenr 37,457
373 Towe = Viiey Singh 168,626
874 Tower-4 Toena Ballue 57,557
575 Towr-4 Vishal Ashok Naluge 105,626
570 Tower-4  [Niten Kumar HBose 57,547
STT Tichini =) Nibiuihana Behers 154 480
<78 Tower- & S Sharrma 61,135
579 Towar-$ Ao Ko 6l 315
5RO Tiwer-§ Naresh Kumor hl 325
s81 Towee-5  |Pankaj Kumer 57357
Shi Tower-5 Al Bajug il 338
583 Tivwer-5 PMraveen Kumap 05N
S84 Tonwyr-§ [eva Nand ]335
585 Tower-5 Mohd Nudeer Khan 57557
586 Tower-5 Sl Khirmic 61,535
K7 Tower-§ Ravi Prakash Sinﬁh_ 61355
Jh8 Tower-5 Sunmy Vishal 57,557
1.5 o= Bipin Pratap Singh 146,116
801 Tuwer-§ Shunilemdr Y adny £1,33%
) Iowar-5§ Inhiwe Singh 61,334
591 Tiorwdr=$ Sityawan | SEM2E
L1 Tower-3 Simlesli Mahikt ).33,708
a4 Tower=3 Sualilr Comubun .34, 486
503 Towey £ Mislgin Adiiiat] 164,636
LT Tower* Restabrats Roy 7557
597 Tower-5 Maninha Jha 57,547
SR Tiawes-5 Shurdi Whardwen| £1.138
a0 Vigweer-5 Vigeipler Riulh Tabil 61335
filii Tower=% Soumik Sen STAST
601 Tower-5 [ Rimbi Abujs 61335
i)l Tower-5  |Dhira) Kunwar 31357
Gi3 Tower-3 Mitent) Yoduy Hul £1.5%7
Ak Tower-5 Vardana V18T
G015 Tower=5 Som Kuman B 61,335
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Gl Torwer=5 Akansha Sharma 1,55.710
o7 Tower-3 Arun Kumar Saxet B1,135
[ Tower-5 Seemparani 37557
609 Vower:s Rekosh Malik Bl1.33%
Bl Tiwer-3 Jenrdan Kalita 138,535
6l Tower-5 Ritoeshi Chonder Babbar fl, 335
12 Fpwer-% Negluin Ruslagm 61335
nl3 Tower-5 | Ansop Kuier $7.557
014 Towises Anjili Thulkzs) §7.557
&13 Tower-5 Ashish fain 1 335
hlf Terwer-5 TPoomum Gupia 57537
7 TeierS Gamay Srivgatavy 51,335
| 6ld Tower-5  |Gadsihar Paul 61,335
nlh Tower-§ Anitn Rani $1.557
20 T w5 Abhkay Kumar Skarmen il 335
62| Tivwer-3 Ak Sliarma B1.335
h22 Tomwver=5 O Produgh 150,628
#i23 Tewer.5 Adul Kignnr Sihhe G135
624 Tewer-3  |Amit Kumar 1.69.251
025 Tower3 Ashizh Bhiedwa| 1,59 625
(21 Tt Chondea Sepdas 0. 335
627 Towor-3 Chctan Mandwam 57557
fi2h Tower-5 Lhiin Diewi £7.6%7
329 [ iver- Dhipak Virthal Haesl I,6d 626
L= Tower-f  |Shailender Serhi 57.557
631 Terwer=6 Adir G £7.557
a2 Tower-6 Prihlnd Singh Ratan hl,_]}l
fiid Tower-f Sanjay Kumar Lakhens $TAST
B3 Tower<d Dhieepsniihour il £1.338
fils Tower-i Ashigh Singls 57557
fith Tower-h Strender Kunay 57.557
617 Tower6  |Sare) Ahija 57,557
6ig Tower-h Maiiju Badra 41318
fHie Tower O Suoreih Kumar Aslm 53.5357
] Towaer-f Rameshwar Dags 149251
gl | Tower-& Mdegha Gupin §7.557
K Towsr-6  |Muhesh Kumar 57,557
frd Tower-6 Dhinesh Wik £7.597
fi44 Tewer-f Veenn Kueman Y1537
43 Toweri Mamia Devi 57,557
b Towie-=0s Vikis mnm #1338
=47 Tivwer-£ Tripti Chandra i) 318
GR Tower-b Ao Gupty 61,335
f4a Towne.f Devendrs Chaisera ARED
650 Towde-6 | Manisha 1A6118
) Towr-6 Jitenelor Kanrr Bigah 6,343
byl Towgp=ii Sundeep Kumar 61,315
631 Towb- Rishina Slusmtnn 61,335
B84 Towar-6  |Parikshit Dobriyal 61335
[TA}] Vowerh Arie Pal 57551
fi&d Tusiirh Virelidinn {'iu;!-lr!, £7.5%7
[ 657 | Tome 6 [Subbash Clucd Choudlacy 1587
fS8 Tower Summ Saihi 61,3355
654 Tower-b Cieetd Kol f1,33¢
ftl) Tewero  Hitinderbir Singh 57557
s | Towerh Mukeski 57557
2 Tower6 Vigy ng_m-rm £),118
Bl Tt 6 Ritkesh Shirma 571,357
il Tuwir-H Vit Bamgr 5755
S Towerh [ Himanshy Bahugina Al 338
fulely T akgrebs Pedracenidar Kaima: 16035
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Hi7 Towenb Ashiah Kurmar |58 K28
ik Tower-f Aniiu Tothay 57,557
hiig Tiswiar-# Sheshank Ralns 57,557
(Lt Tower-6 Koman Chuh 557
a7l Tovwer-i Bliilv Diewan 1,335
&72 Toweph Varmita Keinnoa Anand H1.335
LT Triwer-f ¥ ogesh Kunar Bai §1551
674 Towera Tuxerni Ramakrishia Sonuwernc | 626
675 Tower-7  |Rujeey Rumpan fil 335
(1 %is] TrwesT Ravi Eomar 1,583,815
077 TewerT Stindecp Negl §7.557
67H Tower-7 Sty G| 61,335
7o Tawer T Meeny ¥uday 61,3335
630 TowerT Mukta Dievi 158 574
fidi | Towet-7  [Anan Kumar Viarshoey 61,333
L iF s Tower-7  [Anish Thixii 61,335
83 TowaneT Shivam Farustier [T
G4 Tower-7  [Braj Kishor Sharma #1333
iR Tower-7 Samubhb Sharma 61,135
HhE6 Tower-1 Harh Kirmnae 6] 135
GRT Tower-7 Diesh Kuipar Kuiun 5508
fills Towar=7 Amil Slarma 57557
[REL TiwerT Durga Prisad Panifey 6l 334
&0 Tower-3 Wigin Aroa 57,357
fith] Tower-y Fejave Y aday 61,335
52 Tiwwer-T Arariikan Mhaiuieharys £ 57
e Tower-7 Jitgndra Kupmy 57.557
[ Tewer-T Piyushkumor Sunitkumar Kasewale 1,30, 765
603 Tower7 | Dayal Chand Pandey 57,557
G Tuwir-7 THhesraj Virwam 57557
697 | Towsr7  |Rayi Gowwemi 1,333
f98 Tiawar-7 Vikram Thakur 51,315
] Tuyuspr.2 Civzul Prasad 57557
(i Towie=7 Ajoy Sharma 1335
701 Tewer-7 Vuran Dby 57:557
702 Tower-F Clamray Mehta 158,704
703 Tower-7 Ankia Barmeyl 575587
T Tow=7 Mramiod Kiroe Shaerrn 17547
708 Towes? Yot Aggarsal 61,315
T0h Tower=T Shakuntla Devi #1315
i Towar=7 Stlsa Jalri 57557
TR lownp-? Avity 164,626
T Towor=? Pfuii Eiagactn 51557
TI0 Towar-H Fitondru Sinigh 27557
71l Towir-8 Devi Kals Shimms 57007
712 Tower-8__[Han Singh Paogat 61335
713 Towar-§ Raman Kumat TR T
714 T gt Armit Clinitans ] Bk
715 Tawer-§ Riomi Devi 169251
b Towiers¥ Amit Jaig 57557
717 Toawerf Kanwas Deep Kabog 61134
TR Tivwar-A Vidyammd Yl 3537
719 Tower-8 .Tngduh 61335
T2 Tawer 8 Rashit Kuimaiy £7.557
72] Tower-4 Rajay Mishia 61,335
[ ¥ Towisr8 Hiriiiwir Shaimi 57557
723 Terwitl Ratian Singh 57 857
i) Tower-8 Sharkes! 140,016
Ta5 Tiwirs shrun Lisha Jan #1.33%
Tk Tower-R [Vijay Kumar Caar 57,457
T2 Tower$  [Ankit 146,115
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728 Tower®  [Muku! Kumar 164,526
¥ ] Tower8 Arnm Sechifeva 57.557
730 Tuwer-8 Rama Raad [Ywm 61,333
13l Tower-2 Ashish Kandan Lal £7.557
752 Tower-8 Jm Tihagwan 1 333
733 ThwerEs  Ivotana Gael 557
134 Tower-d  [Mohil Dhingra 57,557
7135 Tower-f  [Rajendes Kumse Goel 41,335
136 Tavwer-# Komnl Malhotra 57.557
737 Tower-§ Rokesh Kumar B1.335
734 Tower-8  [Viay Fumar 57.857
719 Tower 8 Muheniler Singh Sthag &l 355
74) Tower-#  |Anand Singh 135,710
741 Tower-§ Chin Praboh Guikam 61,3358
742 Towei-RE [Sonjesy Ko 51,557
743 Tewer-s Prnling Buma; Singh 37,557
744 Tiwar=R Reiha Tripashi 61,333
5 Tower-2  |Abhay Kumar Aghan 51557
746 lower-# Jitendrm Singh 1.54.456
74T lower-H Nuvinl Lboviejs L Ly
TR Tower-R  [Rish Yaduy Hof 87,561
749 Tewwer-5 tithile gl Kuman §7.557
780 Tower-i Deepak Dieveats £7.457
751 Towerd  |Rahal Kung 17.557
V52 Tower-l  [Surst Singh 57,557
753 Tuwes=T Jitender Singh Negi 1.1
754 Tipwer-2 Joginde: Singh 61,335
755 Tower-3 Himed Midiheag Mir 61.335
756 Tower-| Woannh Kbk Pailiye 1,335
757 Tiower-d Anlmesh Sl il 335
758 Tower-2 Primav Singhu| f1.335
759 Tower& | Abkiger Gupts 60,564
7h Tower-E  |Vinuy Kumas Jaswal 61,335
Tl Tower-9 Purwaiz Ahwoeod Zarpar 01335
Th2 T Jai Singh h131%
Tl Tower-7  [Subodh Kamie Joyaswal 61,335
Thd Tower-& Sumy Ciupia 61,335
765 Tower=4 | Vipin Kumar Kansal 61335
THals Tuwer-2 Milal Abived Kanih 4,333
767 Tower-6  |Mir Bashara: Almad Kanih 61.335
768 Tower-5 Maoturvnnsd Armin Sinihi 61335
T4 Tower-  |Cajendry Singh 61,325
T Towor-2 Ra) Singh S1387
77l Towir-f Giuilzar Ahmod Karridi 61315
m Tower4  [Priyunks Siogh 47,547
773 Tower-5  [Sadhana Rai 57,557
T4 Torwar=d ruﬁmﬂﬂr Yodaw 57587
TS Torwig-3 Nelm Yaday £7 557
116 Tower-4  [Sutite Yedav 57587
777 Verwar-5 Suati] Erott Sharou 37557
774 Tower# Al Singh Slerar
179 Tawer-8  [Pradeep Avasthi .557
780} Taworsd, [Satpal Dagar £7.557
T8| Towert Wikt Siogh Curjar 57457
Tha Tirwi=3 Rkt Handdyn: 1547
783 Tower.2 Hariah fuma 7557
T84 Tivwer-1 Santleqp Malik 37,337
TE5 Towist-3 Michae! Joseph £7.557
ThE Towee-2 S 57.557
787 Tower-3 Ram Praligsh AT AR
TER Tawer-2  [Rajbir Singh 57,357
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| 7ED Towerb Anand Kuymar S71.5%7
=0 Tower-| Saria 51557
70| Fowerd  [Ralesh Kumar §7.357
792 Tower-2 Huowa Singh 57,557
793 Tiswer=13 Ashish Kane Jaln 51557
7% Tower-3 Jinnsitrs Pratop Smgh 5T.557
795 Tower Saush Kumar Son) $1.1%)
06 TivweeT Pialshat Kyt 3557
797 Tower-7 Anpinmia Dwiveds 7257
708 Tower-4 Pushyait Singh Chaton §7.551
799 Tower-6 [ Jvoti Selvasiavii §71.557
e 0] Tower-2 Rettu Ralma 57,557
s Towar-} Amna [ omon Kot 571,557
802 Tiywer-S Veony Kunriari 31557
&i)3 Tower-7  |Nidhi Sirgh 57,557
s | ower-y Poerya Jein 6l 3135
E0S Tuwer-3 Gauray Arors 0] 335
206 Tower-4  |Vikash Runjen 61,313
ROT Tower- Diyeendea Singh 61333
208 Towet| Juidesp Singh 61,335
i Tower-3 Tej Protap Singh 61135
810 Tower-G  [Prodeep Kumur Pae] #1338

LA Temwtr-8 Shilchor ™huiviedi 61.33% |
e Tower-3  |Bihim San 81,333
813 Tawer-9 st Mital £1.33%
R4 Tower-1 Sublisgh Aivrs 61,335
al5 Towor Plyush Kumay Goyal #1335
16 Tower=3 Tyotimsiyoee 1,335
]17 Tawgr-7 Mecia Ronl Kar #1138
Bl5 "|'owr- Sucintomty Parnida 1 335
Hlg Tower=2 Sheeta] Khatna k1 355
R0 Tower-7 Prestl Gial 57.447
6.33.70.09]
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