
BEFORE THE I.lAHARASHTRA REAL ESIATE REGULAIORY

AUTIIORITY, PUNE

sUO MOTU ADVERTISET,IENT/
PUNE CASE NO. A3 OF 2024

M.haRERA on its own MoUon

P.ithviBuildcon .. Respondent_Promoter
Project Prithvi Paradise
Maharera R€at Estate Project Regishation No, P52100051588

Coram: shri.F.D,Jadhav. Dy.Secr€tary-Cum'Head

1) Adv. Subhra Srivastava for Respondent

2) Plr. Prltesh Chhajed, Saes RePresentati!€ of Respondent

3) Anvita Go€nka, Ma*eting Representative ol Respondent

9BOEB
r3h Ausust, 2024

(Throuqh Video Conferencing)

The Advertising Standards counci of lndla (ASCI) has issued

an intimaUon letter, dated 27.05.2024 la the respondent and

thereby infornred that the advertisemert published bv the

respondent on Instagram in respect or a real eslate project under

the narne "Pr thvi Paradise" does not contain the MahaREM website

address and a so does not contain detectable QR code and the same

is consldered to be prima facie in contravention of Real Estate

(Regulation & Deve opment) Acr, 2016 ASCI has rurtherdirected the

respondent to ensure that the said advet sement has been nrodined

orwthdrawn no laterthan June 05,2024.

Since the respondent has not comp ied with the direcuons

issLred by the ascl vide intmation letter, daied 27 05.2024, the

AscI hds sent mail, dated 14.06 2024 and referred the matter to
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Vahanena, cune for tnitiating the suo-motu comptaint/proceedino
against the respondenr for disposal according to taw.

On lhe basis of mait dat'ed 14.06.2024 sent by ASCr, a norice

or hearing has been sent to the respondent on o7.e7,2024 fot
attending the virtual hearing, dated 09.07.2024 at 11.30 a.m.

Respondent promoter has Rted his ny, dated 23.07.2024. It s

contended by the respondent rhat the advertisement posted by i[ contains the

detais of the project as per the advertisement stafdards and guideines

mentioned and issued by the IyahaRERA, It is further contended that p.ithvi

Paradlse prcject s marketed by at vadous socat media ptatfom/s inctudtng

Facebook and Instagram and it rottows att the siandard ror marketing ai its

proje.t including but not lirnited to 'Pnthvi Paradise". It ts fLrther contendM

I rar te adverl.emeit posted colrdirs the RERA .pgisr.ation lLnber o, rhe

project ao19 with t1e OR Code as per lhe gLidetires of MarpFRA. Tle
respondeithas fuithercontended thatalong wirh the project, the Brand prithy

Group is abb advedised or various socal meda platform inctudirg Facebook

and instagram wherein the brand is marketed and does not mean to advertise

a orany project.

5- Adv- Subhra Srivastava appear€d on behatf of the respondent-

promoter, she has reiterated the s6me contentions rais€d out by the

r€spondent in his say. She has submitted thar rhe impugred advertisemert

contains the lYahaRERA Registration number, MahaRERA website addr€ss and

QR Code and there s no any viotanon on the partorthe rcspondent, as aleged

in the notlce. She has further slbmitted that the impugned adverUsement s

not regardlng the proj€ct, but it is an advertisement of brand name or prithvi

Group and therefore, accordtng ro her rhe charges teveted against the

respo,rdent do not attract in the present matter. Howev€r, during he. furiher

oral submissions, she has admltted that th€re is volauon on the pad of the

respondent es nrentiored in the notice, dated 01.07.2024.
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The charges are leveled agai.st the respondent-promoter ror

not mention nq I{ahaRERA website address ln the advertisement a nd

thereby violating provision or Seclion 1l(2) of the Act, 2016 and for

not dispLaying the QR Code n the lmpuqned advertisement and

thereby contravening the d rections lssued in MahaRERA Order

No.4612023; dated 29.05.2023 and l{ahaRERA Order No.46412023,

datea 25,07.2023,

So far as QR Code is concerned, i! caf be said MahaRERAOrder

No.46/2023 and 46A/2023 s requlred to be d sclssed for deciding

lhat whether there is violation of the QR code on the part or the

respondent. By MahaRERA Order No. 46/2023, daled 29.0s.2023,

MahaRERA ssued rolowinq dlrections to the pronroters.

The promoter sha I promlnently display QR Code on each and

every real estate project promotlon/advertisement pubished

after "15t Augus!, 2023".

The QR Code must be pub ished in a manner lhat is legible,

-eaodbe, ond aelectaole w th soft(a e app ication.

The QR code must be published besides the PlahaRERA

Reqistrauon Number and the website address.

The med ums of the promotion/advertisement have a so been

descr bed n the said Order.

The purpose and obj ecl for issu ing directions by the MahaRERA

Authority by l,4ah.REM Order No. 46/2023 is to brng greater

transparency through disclosure of inrormation on regu ar basis for

p!bic vewing, ihrough onLine podal ensurng that maximum

requ red information is available ror pub jc vlewlng in the most

feaslble manner, thereby empowerlng homebuvers/allottees to

make informed choice/decsions ln the ever_changing real estate

market, Considering the aforesa d second directions that the QR
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Code must be in a manner ihat is legibte, readabte and detectab e
wlth software appticauon, it can be said contravention of said
directions under Order No. 4612023 appears to have been proved as
in this ma$er the eR Code disp ayed in the impugned adverlsement

rYahaRERA has further issued direcuons vide MahaRERA order
Na.46A/2023, dated 25.07.2023, whereby penatty which may be
extended up to Rs. 50,000/- subject however to a minlmum penatty
which shall not be tess than Rs. 10,000/, is to be imposed under
Section 63 ofthe Act, 2015 agatnst the promorerwho iails to compty
w th the direct ons issued by MahaRERA Order No.46l2023.

Perusal of the impugned advertisemeit on record it can be
seen that the QR Code mentioned in the impugned advertisement is

not detectable. It certainty proves the violation of MahaRERA oftjer
No. 4612023 and Order No. 46412023 on the part of the respondent.
The ground taken by the respoident that the said advertisement
contalns QR Code as per the guidetines of t4ahaRERA is therefore,

The next charge against the respondent is th€t the impugned
advertisement doesn,r contain MahaRERA webslte address as
required, and thereby it viotated the provision of seclion 11(2) of the
RERA Act, 2016. Section 11(2) orthe Act, 201G reads as under r-

"Section 11(2) :- The advertis€ment or prospectus
issued or publishe.t by the promoter sha mention
prominently the website address ot the Authority,
wherein all details of the registered proie.t have been
entered and include the registration numbei obtained
from the authority and such other matters incidentat



On careful perusal of the section 11(2) manifesuy shov/s it is

mperative on the part of the promoter to mention lhe RERA

Registration number of the project MahaRERA website address

promifenuy in the advertiser.ent issLred bv him. Perused the

lmpugned advertisement, It does not contain MahaRERA webslte

address, as required. Thereiore, it has been expllciuy proved that

the respondent has violated the provision of Section 11(2) of the

RERA Act, 2016 by pub ishing the lmpugned advertisement wlthout

containlng MahaRERA webslte address of his real estate prolect, As

such prov sion of Secuon 61 of the Act, 2016 is to be invoked in lhe

Conslder ng the facts v/s a vis law dlscLrssed herelnabove and

the voluntary admlssion of tlre respondent_promoter, it can be sald

tha! it has been proved beyond reasonable doubt that the promoter

has conlravened the directions lssued under lvlahaRERA Order

No.46/2023 a.td 46A/2A23 as well as provision of Section l1(2) of

the REPG Act, 2016, as stated herelnabove. Therefore, penally w I

h.ve to b€ lmposed for contravenuon oi the sald directons and

violation ofthe sald leqalprovlsion olthe Act,2016.

14. Heard Learned Adv. for the respondent promoter on the point

of penalty, she has sLrbmltted that the respondent-promoter wil

observe and fo low henceforth al the RERA rules, regu ations and

orders issued by MahaRERA Authorilv time to time. The earned

Counsel Last y prayed for lenlent view to be taken in the matter while

imposing penalty. Considering the ass!rance given bv lhe

respondent th.ough his Le.rned Advocale, facts and circumstances

or this case, I am of lhe view that it will be just and proper to take

len entview whlle lmposing the penaltv upon the respondent.



Page 6 of6

15. Penalty or Rs.1O,O0O/- under Section 63 of the Act, 2016 has
been imposed against the respondent-promoter ror contravention of
the directions issued by the I\4ahaRERA Authority by Order
No.4612023, dated 29.05.2023 read with Order No.46A/2023. dated
25.07.2023_

16, Further penatty of Rs,

2016 has been imposed

violatron or Seclton 11(2) of

10,000/ under Secrion 61 of the Act,
a9ainst the respondent-promoter for
the REM Act, 2016,

17. Both the aiorestated penalties shal be payable by the
respondent w rhin 15 days froin the date of this order, fa ting which
responden! sha I be tiabte to penatty of Rs.1OO0/- per day on each
count, in addition, ttitthe comptiance.

The Technicat and Finance Department of the tjahaRERA
Authority shat verify the payment of the said pena ry befor€
processing any applicaUons by promoter ror extension, correcflons,
L"ange of -ame erc., with .espect to tFe sa d projeci.

Dt


