
Manoj Rajput vs. M/s Signature Global Homes Pvt' Ltd'

BEFORE RAJENDER KUMAR, ADJUDICATING OFFICER, H

ESTATE REGULATORY AUHORITY, GURUGRAM.

Complaint No, 5392-ZO

L

YANA REAL

3

H-4 /108D,

Tower A,

Date of Decision: 13.04. 026

Mr. Manoj Rajput S/o Late Sh. Tekchand, R/o House N

Mahavir Enclave Part-1, Dwarka- New Delhi- 110045.

......Complai ant

Versus

M/s Signature Global Homes Private Limited, Grorlnd Fl

Signature Towers, South City- L, Gurugram, Haryana- !2200

.... Respond

APPEARANCE

For Complainant:
For Respondent:

Mr. Sushil Kumar, Adv'ocate.
Mr. Pankai Chandola, ,Advo

ORDER

1,. This is a complaint filed by Mr' Manoj Rajput I lottee), under

section 31 of The Real Estate [Regulation and Developmen , Act 2016 (in

brief Act of 2016), against M/s Signature Global Hrrmes rivate Limited

[promoterJ as per sectionZ(zk) of Act 20t6' v"
\qo(t

tation^bY the2. According to complainant, based or rrePreSe

respondent,he(complainant)filedanapplicationrlated 2.08.2022 and

te.

An Authority constitute<l under sectio! 2-0-the Real Estate (Regulation and Develop

*o*ai5S'*LWffi ft :ldffi ffi ,H*i*t**
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paid booking/earnest money of Rs.Z0,000/- on 22.A8.

2

022 to the

respondent for flat/unit no. 5-B26-3F along with car parkin

paymerrt of Rs.20,0 00 /- on22.08.2022, he paid Rs.20,000/- o

Rs.60,000/- & I1s.20,000/- on 10.09.2022. Pursuant to

payment and further paid a sum of Rs.2,00,0001- on

aforesaid money, respondent allotted aforesaid unit i

"Signature Global Park-V (2), Gurugram, Haryana, Sector 36, Sohna Tehsil

Gurugram, having an area of 1020 Sq. ft. He [complainan ) received a

Welconre letter dated 22.09.2022 from the respondent.

3. That he [complainant) received email dated 2

Apart from,

09.09.2022,

payment of

its project

.09.2022 for

29.09.2022,

specifically

e payment as

022. Further,

I,

Rs.2,B2,BB4/- on 11.10.2022. The respondent registerecl ement for

Sale' on l8th 0ctober 2022. In Paragraph G of said ag ment, it is

mentioned that the carpet area of flat is 593.67 sq. ft. and B lcony Area is

149.404 Sq. ft. The respondent has left blank total arezr of plo no. 826. The

said agreement is against the laws of land as the pondent has

only. At thementioned only those facts, which support it (respclndrent

time of signing of agreement for sale, he (complainan

l-_
objected the same("of a )'

4. That the respondent assured that they will cha

per area mentioned in the agreement for sale dated 18.:10.

An Authority constituted under section 20 the Reat Estate (Regulation^ and Developm- 
Act No. 16 of 2016 Passed bv the Pa-rlia{nen! of Ildia

o-o* 16;nffi .rfu-tiolst-qftl ^iiqcs ,i,u +1^81r ,o t irdrn qBa mRr*-{ul
rnm aff rirq am sTfud ro, u o.t otfilBqs figi6' r s
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theresptrndentinformedhimthatthereduction/increasein

will be considered at the time of possession as mentioned in

the agreement for sale' '{lthough in the agreement for sale' the

hasmentionedcarpetareaofflatasS}3.STsq.ft.andlSal

l4g.4o4Sq.ft.butsame[therespondentJischarginghimI

for area of 1020 sq. ft'

5. l'hat he [complainant) further paid a sunl of'Rs 0,000/- on

16.02.2A23,Rs'50,000/-on25'02'2023'Rs'5'00'000/-on
29.04.2023,

Rs.4,00,0 O0l-& Rs.5200/- on 30'04'2023' He (complainant) i'paid a total

ofRs.lll,3g,oB4l-outoftotalsaleconsiderationof'Rs,6'4,76,4

rpet area

para 7J of

respondent

ny area as

mplainant)

t /-.

6. That sn {,trr luly 2023, the respondent issued ar p

ft

notice to his [complainant)' m-trrtt respondent did no

functions and duties, as defined in Section 11 of the Act'

7. That on 10th August & 11th August 2023' he [co

email to the respondent' On t2'OB'2023' he received res

respotrdent, for final settlement ' l*fu'' in which the r

mentioned that they have received Rs'16'19'OB4l- and tha

ofUnitNo.S-826-3Fisherebycancelledwithimmediate

the respondent has also mentioned that the refundab

Rs.6,04,17B.BZandlls'10,14'905'lBisforfeited'Theresp

ncellation
,.('---

r*A
perform his

Iainant) sent

nse from the

spondent has

: the allotment

ffect. Further,

amount i.e.

ndent did not

\
\n Au'ih'ri'iv'TH 
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give credited of Rs.1,00,0OOl-, which was paid

10.08.2023, as the respondent had mentioned

Rs.l-6,1-9,084 l-.

B. On 23.08'2023 he [complainant) visited the r spondent's

to him but
office and requested to charge the price as per the area allotte

the latter denied it. On 26'08'2023' the respondent t an email

mentioningthatrefunrlableamountisRs'B'26'2501''The
rpondent is

ent) is not

by him [com ainant) on

in letter dated 12.08.2023

willing to refund amount and is charging interest on highe:r ra :es, as per its

- ohil 
t-

sending contradil(to.u*ents, which show that it (respon

own wishes. As per sale agreement' in case of cancellation

booking amount will be chargeable i.e. Rs.20,0t]0/- ]

complainant'

g. Citing facts as mentioned above' the complaiina

for following compensation/reliefs: -

ti) To direct the respondent to pay/refund to the

Rs.l-7,39,0841- 'io'g 
with interest till actual

causing financial losses' financial/economic cl

of unit, onlY

id by the

has prayed

complainant,
payment for

iS, physical

nsation to
ct,20L6;

rest to the
,s of RERA Act,

[ii). To direct the respondent to pay com

complainant/allottee Jnder Section 1B of REIRA '

[iii). To direct the respondent to pay in
\ / 

complainant/allottee at applicable rates' in tet

and mental harassmenU

201,6;

AnAuthority"TH ffi
Act,2016



(iv). To direct the respondent to return the intet\ / 
charged by the respondent and to lefunatf: 1T:

promis;e during said period' He [complainant) has marJe

Manoj Rajput vs. M/s Signature Global Homes Pvt' Ltd'

st amount
t collected

;;r*"il;omptainant in lieu of interest as well a penalty for

delayed PaYments;

[vj. '[o direct the respondent to pay litigati

Rs.2,50,000/- for both complainants;

[vi). Pass any such other and further orders which thi

deem fit and Proper'

10. The respondent contested the complaint by fili a written

reply. Iiach and every averment of the complaint is d ied by the

responclent, unless the same is expressly admitted' It is fu

that it is the complainant who intentionally defaulted iin pay

thereceiptofrepeateddemands,remindersandpre-catrcel
ation notice.

The allotment was cancelled under compulsion' Furth , BBA was

admittedlyenteredonTB.lo.zo22andallotmentwascance
ed in August

or any false

ayment after

t deserves to

2023. Complainant never raised any issue of eitherr area

lB.tO.",ZO22,withoutanyquestionorissue'Hence'cr:mplai

be dismissed on this ground alone'

That it [respondent) sent reminders to compl inant in Iune

n charges

Court maY

her averred

ents desPite

11.

Zol3and}ulyzol3.It[respondent)hasdischarged|allits
obligations as

,A.O

An Authority constituted under sectiol?9ih" T:'l Estate (Regulation and Develop
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applicable. The complainant has paid Rs'L7'L9'0841- only

confirmed from document Annexure C22'

12.

13.

Stating all this, respondent prayed for dismissal o

Both of the parties filed affidavits in support of

I have heard learned c:ounsers appearing for both of parties

the record.

The facts that complainant was allotted a flat/u
1,4.

ich can be

complaint.

their claims'

and perused

it no. 5-826-

V [2J,Sector

lainant) Paid

was executed

spute during

SFalongwithcarparkinginproject.,signatureGlobalPark

36, Sohna Tehsil, Gurugram, by the respondent' he fcom

amountasstatedinthecomplaintandan,agreementtos;ell,

between the parties on LB'hO'}OZZ did not remain in d

arguments.

15.

with the

learned

payment

It is pointed out that present complainant file

authority, which was decided on 25'0+'20125'lt is

counsel for respondent that the complainant iled to make

of sale consideration as per payment schedule' a reed between

Irespondent)

, service of thosel nclti

nor filed anY rePIY"

the AuthoritY fou

a comPlaint

contended bY

, comPlainant

rned counsel

fault in the

theparties.Allotmentofunitwascancelledbyhisclien

after serving many notices' Despite

neither Paid the remaining dues

claimed that observing all this'

An Authority constitutt:d under sectiol -201he 
Real Estate (Regulation- and I

.,*"atffi '1ff#","t#-t'rdtiff :iffi {-wt



Manoj Rajpul. vs. M/s Signature Global Homes pvt. Ltd.

complainant himself and it was observed that allotment of

rightly cancelled, by the respondent.

16. 0n the other hand, it is vehemently argued by I

for complainant that his client was not at fault. Accordirrg

order of refund of amount by the Authority, his client is

compensation in view of section 1B (11 of the Act of 2016,

7

said unit was

.rned counsel

him, despite

titled for the

nd to the

w from the

vided under

17.

1"8.

promoter

withdraw

Section 1B [1) of Act of 2016 provides as- (1] if the promoter

fails to complete or is unable to give possession of an apa

building, -

ent, plot or

(a) in accordance with the terms of the aflreeme t for sale or,

as the case may be, duly completed by the te specified

therein, tb)--------, he shall be liable oh de

allottees, in case the allottee wishes to withd

project-- to return the amount receirred by him with

interest at such rate as may be prescr,ibed i this behalf

including compensation, in the manner as p

this Act.

No doubt an allottee is entitled for compensati n when the

failed to complete project in agreed time and all tee opted to

from the project. Undisputedly, present co plainant

\--
h

An Authority constituted under section 20 the Real Estate (Regulation and I)evelopm
Act No. 16 of 2016 Passed by the Parliament of India

q-riu-a 1fr|+rr< vtt_koruy ufir Fwq ,o,u et Er*r,o +.]r-trrdrrEdcrftro-rur
qrra fr q-{rE gm sliTa ro.,u or orfilhqs wqr6 ro
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AuthoritY bY filing a complaint no. 5318 of 2 23, which

the Authority vide order dated 25'A4'2025'' co y of which

approached the

was decided bY

has been Put on file.

1,g. The Authority noted in its order as: -

That the above-mentioned clause provides that t

has right to terminate the allotment in.res.pec! olt
aipitt under the said agreement' lt is obser

,rspondrnt/promoter has issued various deman

Tiiitiy, issued pre-cancellation letter to the con

04.07.2023. Despite the issuance of pre-cqn.cellati'

coiptairant has failed to clear the outstanding du

IJpon perusal of documents on record' various re

sint by the respondent to the complainant before '

unit {o clear the outstanding dues but' the con'

irilra tu pay the outstandins d\',t !!.yl: il,'^ ii'cancelled'tie allotment of the subiect unit due to

on 20.07.2023. lt, is observed that as per serction

e promoter
unit uPon

that the
Ietter and

plainant on

n letter, the

inders were
ncelling the

ainant has
pondent has

on-payment
e(6) & (7) of
n obligation
Ian towards
plainant did

tg numerous

rves that the
ght under the

e subiect unit
ndent after
lation letter
's of law.

In the absence of filing any appeal etc' s;aid order of the

AuthoritY has become final. As per order of the Authority' t ei

t,

allotment of

ti, nrt, 2076, the complainant-allottee was under

to make timely payment as per the payment

consideration of ihi atlotted unit' However' the co

nLot pqy the outstanding dues despite affrtrdi

opportunities bY the resPondent'

In view of the above findings, the Authority obs

complain'ant is not entitled for the reliefs bti:! t:,

;;';;:;;;uiptoirt as the attotment in resp'ect of tt
'if tn, com'plainant w.as cancelled 

ln -j.l' ^:'^t^itiiig proper reminders' Therefore' .th.e 
cq.n

iotrizo.T7,2023 is hereby hetd to be valid in the

20.

AnAuthorityconsututt.ltler,f;:ffi?H#1f.ffiffi'ffi+ffi
r1-rtv-ort 

rnraolrs-csmomo'l'#h-iit#ni* ffi 
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eunitinquestionwascancelledbytherespondent,when

iled to adhere to payment schedule. The respondent could

r not completing the construction of project/unit in questi

er possession of same. Complainant is thus not en

,gelh{ 
t'-'-

mpensation for not dili+eth@^possession in agreed time.

An Au th o ritv' 
" "'u'"' T"l ti", fi:ffii.ffi-1f.ffi:iffi ffi ffirrnqo d 

urra o1 dwc Erfi cTtt-d '"; o,r ofqfiqc ;frs1iqr re

n

As described above, complainant has prayed for fund of the

mount of Rs.17,39,OB4/- along with interest' When the uthoritY has

lreadyallowedcomplaintfiledbycomplainantseekingre
d of amount,

is issue cannot be re-agitated before this forum'

When complainant is not found entitled for any mpensation,

noreasontoallowlitigationcostoranyotherrelielf.C]o

dismissed, without any order of costs'

3, File be consigned to the record room'

Announced in open court today i'e' on t3'04'2026'

(Rajender I(u
Adjudicating Offi
Haryana Rtlal

RegulatorY Auth
Gurugram,

plainant

:be blamed

or to hand

ed to any

int is thus

21.

22.

9


