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SANJOY KUMAR DOLOI & ANOTHER
VS.

SHRI BINOD KUMAR, PRINCIPAL SECRETARY, 
SCHOOL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, WEST BENGAL & 

ANOTHER

Mr. Sondwip Sutradhar, Adv.
Ms. Suryatapa Das, Adv.

…for the Applicants

1. Contempt  application  is  heard  in  presence  of  the 

learned advocate representing the applicants.

2. It  is  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  applicants  that 

direction contained in paragraph 30 of the judgment 

dated  7th July,  2025  passed  on  a  batch  of  writ 

petitions, first one being WPA 12505 of 2025 (Sanjoy 

Kumar Doloi & Anr. vs. The State of West Bengal &  

Ors.) is  violated.  It  is  also  submitted  that  certain 

‘tainted’ candidates were permitted to participate in 

the selection process,  i.e.,  2nd State Level Selection 

Test, 2025 for classes IX-X and XI-XII.

3. During  course  of  hearing,  it  is  taken  into 

consideration that concerned authority of the West 

Bengal Central School Service Commission issued a 

list  of  ‘tainted’  candidates  which  was  challenged 

before this Court by some of the candidates on filing 

writ  petitions  and  those  writ  petitions  were 

dismissed.
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4. In view of steps taken by the West Bengal Central 

School  Service  Commission  by  publishing  list  of 

‘tainted’  candidates,  question arises how it  can be 

contended before this Court that direction contained 

in paragraph 30 of the judgment dated 7th July, 2025 

is violated.

5. Learned  advocate  representing  the  applicant  has 

prayed  for  accommodation to  answer  the  query  of 

this Court.

6. List the matter under the same heading for further 

consideration  in  the  Monthly  Combined  List  of 

December, 2025.

  (Saugata Bhattacharyya, J.)
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