
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 18.02.2022

CORAM :

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.GOVINDARAJ

Writ Petition No.31322 of 2014 &

W.M.P.Nos. 1 and 2 of 2014

M/s.Safety Security Service                   

Rep. by Captain Ganesan, 

Reg. Office No.57,   Middle Street,

Kadaramkondan,  

Thiruvarur-610 003.        ...Petitioner

-Vs-

1.   The Commissioner                          

     Kendriya Vidhyalaya Sangathan,

     No.18,   Institutional Area, SJS Marg,

     New Delhi.

2.   The Principal,

     Kedriya Vidhyalaya,  No.1 & 2,

     DAE Township,  

     Kalpakkam-603 102.         ...Respondents

Prayer:  Writ  Petition  filed  under  Article  226  of  the 

Constitution  of  India  praying  for  the  issuance  of  a  Writ  of 

Certiorari,  calling  for  the  records  pertaining  to  the  2nd 

respondent  proceedings  No.F.5-8/  KV2/  Sadras/  2014-15/  2876 

dated 17.10.2014 and the consequential tender call notice dated 

(none)  issued  by  the  2nd  respondent  inviting  tenders  from 

registered firms for housekeeping  security service  gardening 

service and typing service at Kendriya Vidhyalaya No.1 and 2, 

DAE Township,  Kalpakkam-603 102 inviting sealed tender for the 

works referred to therein and quash the same.

For Petitioner      : Ms. Kavitha Deenadayalan

 For Respondents : No Appearance       

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



O R D E R 

The  writ  petition  challenges  the  termination  of 

contract given to the petitioner and invitation of tender by 

tender notification. 

2. From the records it is seen that the termination order 

was  passed  on  17.10.2014  subsequent  to  that  new  tender  was 

invited  by  the  respondents.  The  tender  is  of  the  nature  of 

Housekeeping,  Security  service,  Gardening  service,  and  Typist 

service.

 3. It is obvious that the tender would be for a fixed 

period of 1 or 2 years. The writ petition was filed in the year 

2014 and after a lapse of 8 years, I do not know if any thing 

survives in this writ petition. I do not want to go into the 

question as to whether provision of arbitration is there or not 

as the contract was not made available to this Court. 

4. Learned Counsel for the petitioner is not in a position 

to find out the subsequent events after the tender is floated. 

Since this Court is of the considered view that the matter would 

have  become  infructuous.  This  writ  petition  is  dismissed  as 

infructuous. There shall be no order as to costs. Consequently, 

connected miscellaneous petitions are closed. 

Sd/-

   Assistant Registrar

//True copy//

        Sub Assistant Registrar

sha/kpr

To

1.  The Commissioner                          

    Kendriya Vidhyalaya Sangathan,

    No.18,   Institutional Area, SJS Marg,

    New Delhi.

W.P.No.31322 of 2014 &

W.M.P.Nos. 1 and 2 of 2014

SJ(CO)

SP(03/03/2022)

https://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/


