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ORDER

The matter is taken up in hybrid mode. Ms. Geetika Chib, Learned Additional
Assistant Director - Authorized Representative, appeared on behalf of the DGAP.
The original complainant Shri D. Rgjendra Prasad appeared before us virtually.

The origina complainant submitted that at present he has no grievances against
the Respondent / Builder as he has already received the money paid by him. We take
note of the fact that Karnataka State Screening Committee has submitted the report
clarifying that this is not a case of profiteering, requiring any investigation under
Section 171 of the CGST Act. Having heard the original complainant, we are also of
the opinion that this is not the case of profiteering and that the Respondent / Builder
has returned the money which he has taken from the complainant upon cancellation
of the allotment of flat.

Though, there may have certain grievances of the original complainant against the
Respondent / Builder, but certainly, this is not regarding the non-passing of the ITC
or reduction of the rate of the GST. At present, the original complainant, Shri D.
Raendra Prasad also submitted that he has no further complaint against the
Respondent / Builder.

Therefore, the Tribunal is of the view that this is not the case of Profiteering,
requiring any action on our part. Hence, the matter is closed.

<d/-
(Justice (Retd.) Dr. Sanjaya Kumar Mishra)
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