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Case called on. 
Counsel Miss Fuhar Gupta appeared on behalf of appellant. Respondent is absent. 
Counsel for the appellant submitted that vide order dated 10.01.2022 the appellant was 
directed to publish the notice in any one newspaper like “Dainik Jagran, Hindustan Times & 
Times of India, having circulation at Agra, but appellant got it published in newspaper 
“Amar Ujala” having vide circulation at Agra. To this effect counsel for the appellant 
submitted before the Hon’ble Tribunal the case of Basant Singh & Anr vs Roman Catholic 
Mission decided on 03.10.2002 by the Hon’ble Supreme Court wherein the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court has laid down that “publication in local newspaper having circulation for the 
locality concerned is to be considered as sufficient notice to the defendant. In view of the 
proposition laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court it would be considered that the notice 
is duly served upon the respondent. 
List this appeal on 23.08.2022 for further order. 

 

(K.K. Jain)                           (T.B. Singh) 

Dated: 13.07.2022 
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