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ORDER

The matter was taken up for hearing today in physical mode. Ms.
Geetika Chib, Additional Assistant Director -  Authorized
Representative assisted by Sh. Anurag Gupta, Inspector appeared on
behalf of DGAP.

Ram Prakash Sharma and Naresh Arora, (hereinafter referred
as Complainants), filed applications under Rule 128 of the Centrd
Goods and Services Tax Rules, 2017 alleging profiteering in respect
of Construction Services provided by M/s BPTP Limited. Such
applications were placed before the Standing Committee on Anti-
Profiteering in its meeting held on 15.05.2019. The Standing Committee
in the aforesaid meeting decided to forward to same to the Directorate
General of Anti- Profiteering.

Thereafter investigation was taken up by the DGAP.
Further upon disposal of the batch of Writ Petitionsi.e : W.P (Civil)

7743/2019 in case of Reckitt Benckiser Vs. Union of India, the matter
was required to be re-investigated by the DGAP. Accordingly,
Competition Commission of India (CCl) vide its letter dated 21.03.2024
remanded back the case to the DGAP for re-investigation in terms of the
above judgment of hon’ ble High Court.

After completion of investigation, the DGAP submitted its final
report to this Tribuna on 22.12.2025. The DGAP vide para 13
submitted that the above Complainants vide their letters dated
20.12.2022 & 21.12.2022 respectively addressed to erstwhile NAA, had
withdrawn their complaints with respect to the booking/allotment of
unit bearing no. A-1201 & F-1102 respectively in the Respondent’s
project “Discovery Park” as the Complainants had amicably settled their
grievances, clams with the Respondent Company. The same is
supported by Annexure-16 to the DGAFP's report. Thus, the DGAP



further concluded that Section 171 of the CGST Act, 2017 have not
been contravened by the Respondent.

The matter was placed before us on different dates. Final matter was
taken up on 13.01.2026. Two e-mails sent by Ram Prakash Sharma &
Ambika Sharma, and Naresh Arora were placed before us wherein the
original complainants informed the DGAP as well as erstwhile NAA
that a mutual agreement had been reached between them and the
Respondent for settlement and they have withdrawn their complaints
and have no further grievances against M/s BPTP Limited.

From the above, we are satisfied that the matter should be closed
and, hence, the report of the DGAP is accepted and the matter is closed.
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