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

Case No. : WP(C)/6542/2022 

M/S DEEP TRADERS TRANSPORT AND ANR.
A PROPRIETARY FIRM HAVING ITS OFFICE AT A.T. ROAD
 TINSUKIA
 ASSAM
 AND IS REPRESENTED BY ITS PROPRIETOR

2: SANJIB KALITA
S/O LT. SAILEN KALITA
 R/O TINSUKIA SRIPUR LACHIT NAGAR
 P.S.-TINSUKIA
 DIST-TINSUKIA
 VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA AND 3 ORS.
REPRESENTED BY THE SECRETARY
 MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS
 NEW DELHI-110001

2:EASTERN REGION OFFICE REGIONAL CONTRACT CELL
INDIAN OIL BHAVAN 2 GARIAHAT ROAD (SOUTH)
 DHALURIA
 KOLKATA-700068
 REPRESENTED BY THE CHIEF GENERAL MANAGER

 3:INDIAN OIL CORPORATION LIMITED
 MARKETING DIVISION
BAMUNIMAIDAM
 GUWAHATI
 ASSAM

 4:M/S HARDISH SINGH
HIJUGURI
 P.O.-HIJUGURI
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 DIST-TINSUKIA
 ASSAM
 PIN-786192
 ------------
 Advocate for : MR P SHARMAH
Advocate for : DY.S.G.I. appearing for UNION OF INDIA AND 3 ORS.

                                                                                       

BEFORE
JOINT REGISTRAR (JUDL.) MR. CHINMOY BARUAH

ORDER 
Date :  05.01.2026

          Case taken up before the Lawazima Court.

          None appears on behalf of the petitioners.

          Perused the records.

          A careful perusal of the recent office note dated 05.01.2026 reveals that the notice was

issued to the respondent No. 4 by way of registered post with A/D as well as by way of usual

Court process on 22.11.2022 & 21.11.2022 respectively.  

          Now, in respect of the above mentioned notice issued to the respondent No. 4, it has

been observed as follows:–

          (i) In respect of the notice issued through registered post with A/D, it appears that

neither the A/D card nor any un-served notice has been received by the registry till date.  

          (ii) However, it appears that the process server’s report regarding the notice issued

through usual Court process has been received and the same has been placed at Flag-‘SR’.

Now, a perusal of the said service report reveals that notice has been duly received by the

proprietor of respondent No. 4 firm, i.e., “M/S Hardish Singh”.
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          In view of the observations made above, it may be discerned that the notice issued

through usual process has been duly served upon the respondent No. 4. Therefore, it may be

said that service in respect of the said respondent (i.e., respondent No. 4) has been

completed.

          Accordingly, the matter may be placed before the Hon’ble Court.

 
     

Joint Registrar (Judicial) 

Comparing Assistant


