THE U.P. REAL ESTATE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW

Division Bench Court No. 2

MISC. CASE-307/2020

GREATER NOIDA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY ... Appellant
Versus

VIVEK SAXENA e Respondent

Counsel for Appellant Counsel for Respondent

AJAY KUMAR GUPTA

RISHINDRA VIKRAM SINGH

Hon’ble Mr. T.B. Singh, Judicial Member
Hon’ble Mr. K.K. Jain, Technical Member

Case called on.

Counsel Sri Rishendra Vikram Singh appeared on behalf of applicant. Respondent is
absent.

Counsel for the applicant submitted that notice has been published in the newspapers “Times
of India and Navbharat Times”, but the order-sheet reveals that applicant was directed to get
publish the notice in any one of the following newspapers “Amar Ujala, Dainik Jagran,
Hindustan Times & Aaj.

The question is that notice published in newspaper “Times of India” shall be stated as
effective service on the respondent or not ?

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.

From perusal of the newspaper cutting it appears that the notice has not been published as
per requirement. In fact the order-sheet dated 11.07.2022 has been published in the
newspaper instead of publishing the notice to the respondent.

Issue notice to the respondent through publication in newspaper like “Times of India and
Navbharat Times” returnable on 23.09.2022.

Counsel for the applicant shall publish the notice after approval of the same by the Registrar.



Steps be taken within 10 days.

List this case on 23.09.2022 for further order.

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

Dated: 25.08.2022
PRADEEPKUMAR



