
BEFORE THE I\4AHARASHTRA REAT ESTATE REGULATORY
AUTHORTTY, PUNE

SUO MOIU ADVERTISEMENT/
PUNE CASE NO. A9 OF 2024

Ir4ahaREM on its own Mot on

Prithvi Buitd.on ,. Respondent-promoter
Project- Prithvi Pa,adise
Maharera Real Estate Project Registration No. pS210OOSl58a

Coram: Sh.i.F.D.ladhav, Oy.S€€retary-Cum-H€ad

1) Adv. Subhra Srvastaya l5or Respondent
2) r,4r. Pritesh Chhajed, Sates Representative of Respondent
3) Anvita Goenka, Markeing Representative of Respondent

98AEB
2id August, 2024

(Through Video Conterencing)

1 The Advertislng standards councit or India (AScl) has issued
an intimation letier, dated 27.A5.2024 ta the respondent and
thereby inrormed that the adverlsement pubtished by the
respondent on rnstagram in respect of a reat estate project under
the name "Prithvi paradise,, does not contain tyahaRERA Registration
number, the MahaRERA w€bsite address and QR code and the same
is consrdered to be prtma racte in contravenflon or Reat Estate
(Regulation & Deve opment) Act, 2016. ASCI has further directed the
respondent to ensure that the said advertisement has been modtried
orwithdrawn no tarerthan lune 05,2024.

2. Since the respondenr has not comptied with the directions
issued by the ASCI vide intimation tetter, dated 27.05,2024, the
ASCI has senr mait, dated 14.06.2024 and relerr€d the matter to
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MahaRERA, Pune ior initiating the suo_motu complainvproceeding

against the respondent ror disposal accordlng to aw.

on lhe basis of mail dated 14.06.2024 sent bv AscI, a notice

of hearing has been sent to the respondent ar 0\.01.2024 fot

attendlng the virtual hearlng, dated 09.07.2024 a! 11.30 a.m..

.l

Respondent'promoter has filed hs say, dated 23.07.2024 It ls

contended by the respondent that the advertisement posted by tcontains the

deLails of the project as per the advertisement standards and guldelines

mentioned and lssued by the lvlahaREM It s further contended that the

advertisement posted contains the RERA reglskation number of the project

a onq with the QR code as per the gridelines of MdhaREM The respondent

has rudher contended that aong with the prcjecti the Bland PrithviGroup ls

also adveirised on various soclal media platfom lncluding Facebook and

Instagram wherein the bland lsrnarketedand nrarketing brand do€s not mean

to adverdse the prcject.

Adv. Subhra Srivastava app€ared on behaf of the respondent_

promoter, she has reiterated the same contenuons raised out by the

respondent in his say. She has submitted that the lmpugn€d advetisement

contains the MahaREM Registrauon number, NlahaREM webslte address and

QR Code and ihere is no anyvlolation on the partofthe respondent, as aleged

n th-" notce. She has further sDecifrcallv submitted that the impugned

advertisement is not regarding the prolect, but it ls an advertisement ofbrand

name of Prithvi Group and therefore, according to her the chaGes leveled

aqainst the respondent do not attract ln the present matt€r.

P€rused the lmpugnd advertisernent or rccord lt palpablv shows that

it is of brand "PrithvlGroup"and it has been menuoned the words"Innovauon

Ploneerlng tomonow's living" n the sald advertisement. The website

[Ep5/pr!th!q!1rpjd!o!!a!v also do not suqgest the name of anv real

estate project. The name, address dnd Emai ids are glven. However, therc
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is nothing to show n the mpugned advertisement that it is of a reat estate
project, In other wods, it can be said that this advertigement is of a brand
"Prthvi Group". As such? there appears no sumcient evidence or concrere
proor to hold rhat rhis prcmoter has published advertisement of his project to
sell the apart.nents, as the present adverflsement ls not ln respect ot ary
spec fic prolect, the quesUon of disptaying QR Code aid tyahaREM registration
rumber as we ar webstte address does not arise. By virtue of ths, there
appears no any viotation of MahaRERA provis ons and MahaREM Orders by
this prornoter n this matter. In these facts and circumstances, it can be sa d
that this promorer has not viotated the provision of Secion 1(2)ortheAct,
20r6.s wellas the d rections issued urder tyahaRE&q oder No.46/2023 and
46412023 in the present matter. Consequentiy, the mpositon ofpenattyunder
Section 61and 63 ofthe Actof2016 do€s not arise.

The present matt€r therefore, disposed offaccordinqy.
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