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                                                          A/N MATTER

             S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.20134-20135/2000
   (From the judgement and order dated 02/07/1999 in CCP 97/92
   and the order dated 01/08/2000 in CM 10075/99 in CWP 3925/90
   of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

  ANAND KUMAR MAKKAR                                        Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY & ORS.                     Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for c/delay in filing SLP and exemption from filing
c/c of the impugned Judgment )

  Date : 20/08/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. KIRPAL
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE N. SANTOSH HEGDE
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE BRIJESH KUMAR

  For Petitioner (s)    Dr. Sarabjit Sharma, Adv.
                        Mr. S.K. Verma, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, ASG
                        Mr. A Mariarputham, Ms. Kavita Wadia,
                        Ms. Aruna Mathur and Mr. Maninder Singh,
                        Advs.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R

........L.......I........T........T........T........T.......T.......J

                Delay condoned.

                In  view  of  the categorical statement made  in  the
        affidavit  of  Prof.   B.C.  Nakra dated 31st  October,  1994
        filed  in  the  High Court in the contempt petition  that  no
        substantive  post  of Senior Scientist Officer, Grade II  has
        arisen  or  permanent appointment made after the judgment  of
        the  High  Court dated 14.1.1992, we are not  satisfied  that
        this  was  a fit case for filing a contempt petition  by  the
        petitioner.   If he is aggrieved by any action or inaction of
        the  respondents, it is open to him to take recourse to  such
        proceedings as are available in accordance with law.

                The  special  leave  petitions are dismissed  in  the
        aforesaid terms.

        (D.P. WALIA)                                 (S.L. GOYAL)
        COURT MASTER                                 COURT MASTER


