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The affidavit-in-opposition filed on behalf of the 

petitioner. Let the same be kept on record.

The  learned  advocate  representing  the 

respondent Nos.3/SBI is granted liberty to correct the 

head  note  of  the  affidavit-in-opposition  which  was 

inadvertently  stated  as  affidavit-in-reply.  The 

affidavit-in-opposition  so  filed  by  the  respondent 

Nos.3/SBI be kept on record. 

A copy of the same has been served upon the 

learned advocate representing the petitioner.

The  learned  advocate  representing  the 

petitioner intends to file affidavit-in-reply to the same 

and the same is allowed.

Let the matter be fixed on 19th May, 2025 for 

filing affidavit-in-reply.



          (Ananya Bandyopadhyay, J.)
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