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Mr. D. Tiwari, the learned counsel for the petitioner, submits that he has filed
the amended writ petition on 03.03.2017. He, however, submits that the amended 

writ petition is only with the replacement of the United Bank of India instead o
f Union Bank of India. 
Mr. D. Banerjee, the learned counsel appears for the respondent No.5 and he subm
its that he has filed an affidavit-in-opposition in the matter. However, Mr. S. 
Dutta, the learned counsel for the respondent Nos. 1 to 4, submits that he may b
e given 3 (three) weeks time to file affidavit-in-opposition in the matter.
In view of above, let the case be listed again after 3 (three) weeks.
The respondent Nos. 1 to 4 may file their affidavit-in-opposition in the meantim
e.


