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                               THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH) 

Case No. : I.A.(Civil)/1594/2023 

PAVAN CHANGMAI 
PROPRIETOR OF M/S PAVAN CHANGMAI, RESIDENT OFMANCUTTA ROAD,

PO, PS AND DIST DIBRUGARH, ASSAM

VERSUS 

STATE BANK OF INDIA AND 2 ORS. 
A BODY CORPORATE, CONSTITUTE UNDER THE STATE BANK OF INDIA 
ACT 1955 CARRYING OUT BUSINESS OF BANKING, HAVING ITS CENTRAL 
OFFICE AT STATE BANK OF BHAVAN, P.B NO. 12, MADAME CAME ROAD, 
NEW ADMINISTRATIVE BUILDING, NARIMAN POINT, MUMBAI 400021, 
HAVING ITS BRANCHES AMONGST OTHERS AT DIBRUGARH THANA 
CHARIALI,PO DIBRUGARH, ASSAM

2:METAL SCRAP TRADE CORPORATION LIMITED
 A GOVT.OF INDIA COMPANY INCORPORATED UNDER THE COMPANIES 
ACT
 1956 ENGAGED IN DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL TRADING 
ACTIVITIES
 HAVING ITS HEAD OFFICE AT 225-C
 AJS BOSEROAD
 KOLKATA 20

3:BRAHMAPUTRA VALLEY FERTILIZER CORPORATION LTD.
 A GOVT. OF INDIA UNDERTAKINGS INCORPORATED UNDER THE 
COMPANIES ACT
 1956
 ENGAGED IN PRODUCTION
 SALE AND SUPPLY OF NITROGENOUS FERTILIZER
 HAVING ITS CORPORATE OFFICE AT NAMRUP
 PO PARTBATPUR
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 DIST DIBRUGARH
 ASSA 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR. P K ROY, MR J K PARAJULI,MS. M DUTTA,MRS. A 
CHAKRABORTY,MR. S K CHAKRABORTY 

Advocate for the Respondent : ,  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICE MITALI THAKURIA

ORDER 
Date :  --21.01.2026      
 

Heard  Mr.  S.K.  Chakraborty,  the  learned  counsel  for  the

applicant/appellant.

2.     From the Office Note it reveals that service is completed on respondent

nos. 1 & 3. However, no one has appeared to represent the respondent nos. 1 &

3. 

3.     Mr. Chakraborty further submitted that respondent no. 2 is not a necessary

party and that his name is mentioned in the Appeal Memo and accordingly he

submitted that name of respondent no. 2 may be struck off from the Cause Title

of the present application as well as from the Appeal Memo of IA. 

4.     Considering the submission made by learned counsel for the applicant the

name of  respondent  no.  2 is  hereby struck off  from the Cause Title  of  the

present IA. 

5.     The Registry will do the needful. 

6.     Further it is seen that the service is already completed on respondent nos.

1 & 3. 

7.     Let the matter be accordingly  listed after 2 (two) weeks, as on a date to be
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fixed by the Registry. 

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


