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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD S. BHARDWAJ.

Present: = Ms. Neha Gupta, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

Mr. Somesh Gupta, Senior Panel Counsel,
for respondent No.1-Union of India.
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VINOD S. BHARDWAJ , J.(Oral)

The instant petition has been filed under Articles 226/227 of the
Constitution of India for issuance of a writ, order or direction in the nature of
mandamus directing the respondents to refund the security/performance
bank guarantee which is claimed to have been illegally withheld.

The respondent No.2 from whom the payment is being claimed
is situated in Hyderabad. There is nothing on record to suggest that the
payment in question was undisputedly due. Even the contract in question
has not been appended along with the petition. The aspect of jurisdiction of
this Court also remains to be answered.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner thus seeks
permission to withdraw the present petition to take recourse to the
alternative remedy(ies) as available to the petitioner in accordance with law.

Disposed of as withdrawn with liberty, as aforesaid.
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