
BEFORE THE MAHARASHTRA REAL ESTATE REGUL.ATORY
AUTHORITYI PUNE

5UO MOTU ADVERTISEMENI/
PUNECASE NO,91OF 2024

.. compa nantNlahaRE&A on ts own ltotion

Prithvi Buildcon ,, Respondent-promoter
Project - Prithvi Pnradise
Maharera Reat Estate project Registration No. pS21OO051588

Coram: shri,F.D.ladhav, Dy.Secr€t.ry-Cum-Head

l) Adv. Subhra Srvasrava i5or Respondent
2) Mr. Pritesh Chhajed, Sates RepresenLative or Respond€nr
3) Anvita Goenka, rlarketng Represeniative of Respondenr

qBSEB
2"dAugust,2024

(Through Vtdeo Conferencing)

1. Tlre Adverrtsing Standards Councit ot hdia (ASCr) has issued
an intimation letter, dated 29.05.2A24 b the respondent and
thereby informed that the adve(isemenr pubtished by the
respondent on Instagram in respect oi. reat estate project under
the name "Prithvi paradtse,,does not contain ptahaRERA Registration
numbe.i the IyahaRERA website address aid eR Code and the same
is considered to be prtma facie in contravention of Reat Estate
(Regulation & Devetopment) Act,2016. ASCI has f!rthe.directed the
respondent to ensure that the said advertisement has been modified
or wrthdrawn no tater than Jure 07,2024.

2. Since the respondenr has not comptied with the d rections
issled by ihe ASCI vide intimation letter, dated 29.05.2024, the
ASC1 has sent mait, dated 14.06.2024 and referred th€ matter ro
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l4ahaREM, Pune for lnltiating the suo,motu complainvproceedlng

against the respondent ror disposal accordlng to law.

t

on lhe basis of mail dated 14.06.2024 seni by AScr, a nolice
or hearing has been sent to the respondent on 01.07.2024 for
attendrng the vlrtual hearing, dated 09.07.2024 at 11.30 a.m..

Respond€nt promoter has ned his say, dated 23.07.2024. It is

contended by ihe respondent that the adv€rtisement posted by tcontainsthe

details of the pmject as per the adverttsement standards and glidetines

mentioned and isslei by th€ r9ahaRERA. It is fu(her contended that the

adverthemeni posted contains the REIIA regiskation number of the prolect

along with the QR Code as per the guide ines of r,4ahaRERA. The respordent

has further contended that aong with the projecti the Brand Priihvicroup s

also advertis€d on various soci. media platform includina Facebook and

Instagram whereir the brand is marketed and marketing brand does not mean

to advetise the project.

Adv. Subhra Srvastava appea€d on b€harf of the respondent

promot€r. She has reiterated the same contentions raised out by the

respondent in his say. she has submrtted that the impugned advertlsement

containsthe MahaREPVAReglstrauonnumber, ttahaREPIAwebsiteaddressand

QRCodeandthereEnoanyviolationonthepartof therespondent, asalleged

n the notice. She has further specifrcaly submit!€d that the impugned

adveriisement is not regardlng the pmject, but it is an adv€rtisement of brand

name of Prlthvl Group and thererore, acEording to h€r the charges leveled

aqainst the respondent do not attract ln the Dresent matter.

Perused the lrnpugned advertisernert on record. It clearly shows that

ii is or brand PrthvlGroup"and li has be€n mention€d th€ words "Elevated

Living That Combn€ Natura Elegance With Modern Comfort" in the said

advertisement. The website httosr/onthvioroup,in also do not suggest the

name ofany rea esLate project or selling orflats rronr the said p.oject in ths
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matter. The name of company is mentioned as ,.prithvi croup, and address
and Email ids are given. However, there is nothing to show tn the impugned

adveriisenrent that t is of a reat estate project and this promoter s set tng

apartments rrom the said project. In other words, t can be said that ths
advertisement is of a brand..prithvi Gmuip,,. As such, there appears no
suflci€nt evidence or concrete proof to hotd that this promoter has Dubtished
advertisement of hs project to se the apatments. As the present

advertisernent ts not tn respect ot any specific project, the auestion of
dispayng QR Code and tvlahaREM registrarion number as w€t as website

address by the promoter does not arise. By vftue of this, there appeaB no

aiy v o.tion ofMahaREM provistonsand t4ahaRERAode6 by this promorer

n thls mafter. In these facts and circumstances, it can be satd that this
prornoter has not viotated the provision orSection 11(2) of the Act, 2016 as

serras the dir€ctions issued under rr4ahaREM Order No.46/2023 and 46ApA23
n the pres€nt mitter. consequenUyi the imposition of penatty under section
6l and 63 oftheAct or2016 does not aris.

Tle o.".er r nahe-the.FIorF. o.sooseo 01 accord.rqty.
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