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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

102 Civil Writ Petition No.20801 of 2017
Date of decision: September 13, 2017

M/s TDS Management Consultant Pvt. Ltd.
....Petitioner

versus

Postgraduate Institute of Medical Education & Research, Chandigarh
and another
....Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR MITTAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT RAWAL
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Present:  Mr. Vinish Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.
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AJAY KUMAR MITTAL, J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has approached this Court under Articles
226/227 of the Constitution of India, seeking a writ in the nature of
mandamus directing respondent No.1 to allocate the work of the
“House Keeping Services” Tender 2016 (Annexure P-1) and execute
the “Contract Agreement” with it being L-1. Further prayer has also
been made to restrain respondent No.1 to offer the “Housekeeping
Services” tender work to respondent No.2 (being L-2).

2. After arguing for sometime, learned counsel for the

petitioner submitted that he may be allowed to withdraw the present
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writ petition with liberty to the petitioner to approach respondent No.1,
at the first instance, by filing a detailed and comprehensive
representation in respect of the claim made in this writ petition.
However, it was prayed that a direction be issued to the said
respondent to decide the said representation, in a time bound
manner after affording an opportunity of hearing to it in accordance
with law.

3. In view of the statement made by learned counsel for the
petitioner, the instant writ petition stands dismissed as withdrawn.
However, it is observed that in case, a detailed and comprehensive
representation is filed by the petitioner to substantiate its claim as
made in the present writ petition, before respondent No.1 within ten
days from today, the same shall be decided by the said respondent
within next fifteen days by passing a speaking order and after

affording an opportunity of hearing to it in accordance with law.

(AJAY KUMAR MITTAL)

JUDGE
(AMIT RAWAL)
September 13, 2017 JUDGE
sonia gugnani
Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No

Whether reportable? Yes/No
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