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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2007
                                   CC 12067/2007
(From the judgement and order dated 24/08/2006 in CWP No. 2447/1988
of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

ANAND SWAROOP MITTAL                               Petitioner(s)

                VERSUS

MANAGING COMMT.OF RAMJAS S.S.SCHOOL&ORS.                        Respondent(s)

WITH I.A.1 (C/Delay in filing SLP and office report)

Date: 14/12/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE C.K. THAKKER
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR

For Petitioner(s) Petitioner-In-Person

For Respondent(s)

      UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                 ORDER

                 Delay condoned.

                We have heard Mr. Anand Swaroop Mittal party in

      person.   The order impugned     against which the petitioner

      has approached this Court was of transfer from Delhi to

      Delhi in 1988. The High Court dismissed the petition. We

      find no infirmity in the order passed by the High Court.

      Hence, no interference is called for under Article 136 of the

      Constitution of India. The special leave petition is dismissed.
                           :2:

           The petitioner, party in person, also stated that

 during the pendency of the proceedings before the High

 Court, an action of punitive termination has been taken by

 the authorities and he has challenged the said action.       We

 express no opinion. As and when the matter comes before

 the Education Tribunal, an appropriate order will be passed

 by the Tribunal and the order passed by this Court will not

 come in the way.     It is open to the petitioner to raise all



 contentions including the contention that the action taken by

 the authorities is illegal and he is entitled to benefits claimed

 by him.

             The petitioner has also stated that he will be

 reaching the age of superannuation in near future. We may

 observe that the Education Tribunal will give priority and

 dispose of the matter as expeditiously as possible.

  (Usha Bhardwaj)                          (Vinod Kulvi)
Court Master                                   Court Master


