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~4~cbl ~-07 /~0-01-178/2025-.3.~.:>' ...../ ~1'i~1I ~ ~11I1C"I1I, ~
am fro ~O \i)"o xfro ~-1730/2025 ~ "!fclGlfi ~ ~ fi,,!CfjI"! ~ 3R:r
-q &RT ~~iq; 04.02.2025 cnT trTful ~11I1~~1 *~ -q If"§" ~ ~ fcmrr \ill
-m~1

2. fro ~O \i)"o xfro ~-1730/2025 -q ~'iiCfj 04.02.2025 cnT ~
~11I1~~1 'Cf)T Cfjl4cblfl 3-1w PlYCICi ~:-

" Consideringthe above-made submission, the petitioner is directed to file
a detailed representation before the Respondent No. 2 along with all supporting
documents within a period of 30 days and the Respondent No.2 is well advised to
considerthe case of the petitioner after affordingopportunity of personal hearingor
through his counsel and pass a reasoned and speaking order in accordance with
law...."

3. ~ I'i ,·flll ~ ;;qI~ IC1~, ~ ~ x:ft'0\S5(~~p\i)"oxfrox:r0-1730 / 2025 ~
'<RlGIXi ~ ~ ~ ~ 3R:r -q ~'iiCfj 04.02.2025 coT "qrfu; ~11I1~~1 cf>
3ijQIC"l'i -q qnft coT 3ftFfT '4"&1 ~ -gg '<j'iClI~ cBT ~ ~'iiCfj 12.01.2026 'CPT
~cBT~~1

4. 3iCfj41 ~ ~ fcp qnft .'>ft "!Rl GIfi cBT PI ~ fffi tj I~ 4) II fi ciTci:I ~ III IC"Ill, ~
~ &RT 3lCjtjH~ICjIG ~-297 /2007 -q 11lfffl ~ ~ ~ -q ~ fWa:rr
~, \J1SI'ilcilIG cf> CfjlllfC"l~ Lf?I"fcn-1072 ~'iiCfj 15.02.2012 &RT cBT ~ I Tf:
f.i~~ICfj ~ ~ cf> CfjlllfC"lll Lf?I"fcn-2053 ~~iq; 13.12.2008 cf> fi'C"I~'i 3ijC"l~'iCfj
-q fcml Tf4 \3c4I~ fcp '<Tg ~ ~ 0 3i ~ \SCfj"! ~ ~i'~¥Ci Rl 'til q)d, \ill PcP1I1,
~~(\{iXllI, ~ 3l~ NCTE ~ ~1~CiI ~ ~ ~ I cf> 3fJtlR tR ~ firarr
~, \J16Hlcil1G cf> CfjlllTC"IlI Lf?I"fcn-3157 ~~iCfj 06.10.2012 '[RT J>fi "!fclGlfi cBT
Pl~fffi cnT XG ~ ~ 1fm I

5. ~1~;fJll ~iClTci:I ~11I1C"I1I, ~ ~ am fflfclC"l 3J1fu;r ~-26824/2012 -q
~~iq;-18.07.2013 cnT "qrfu; ;:;;q1~1~~I, xfro~o\i)"oxfro \i)"oxfro ~-998 /2015 "B
~'iiCfj 09.03.2016 cnT "qrfu; ;:;;qllll~~1 c=r~ ~H""lll ~ ;:;;qlllIC"lll, ~ cf> ~Rl\J1'i

~ am fflfclC"l ~ ~-16/2016 -q ~~iCfj 19.10.2016 cnT 11lfffl ~ cf> Cfj~CfjI
18 -q Tf: ~ fcmrr Tfm ~ fcp 34540 ~ cf> ~ ~m ~~ tf;:rc;r 'CPT
~ ~ ~ -q Disturb ~ fcmrr \TIT \!i q;Ci I t I \fffi' ~ -q 3lfcnc:r t fcp "It is



submitted that the supreme court has put a final seal] so far as the 32127 appointments
are concerned- They are not to be questioned- There is no quarrel with that"

\3m ~ "iI1£l1~~1 "t ~ If ftR;rr ftrm ~, \J161~16I1~"t Cf)1£llC'l£l

~-831 ~~iCf)-23.06.2017 am J>fr x~~lti Cf>T ~~ict>-06.10.2012 ~ 9)~£I1JI~H ctr
~ c#t ~ If NO WORK NO PAY "t fft~id "CR ~ >fcPR "t 61Cf)1£II ~ ~
-zyrr -;:ffiI ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 'ill C'I£I If 9)~P\~fffi c#t ~ I

6. :ff: ftR;rr ftra:rr ~, \J161~16I1~cfi ~-910 ~~ict>-17.04.2018 am
qnfr J>fr x~~lti ctr 9)~P\~fffi Cf>T ~ CJR ~ Tfm I :ff: Pt~~Ict> ~ ftrm cfi
Cf)1£lTC'I£I"Q?Iiq)-01 ~~iCf) 01.01.2024 cfi ~ If ftR;rr fum ~, iJI61~16I1~

cfi ~-91 ~'iict>-15.01.2024 am CI"fCfI ~ xFcl~IX"1qfr T1: 9)~P\~fffi ctr ~ I

7. crrcfr ~ x~~I'tl q)f cp~ ~ ~ -qc;ro-qto-qo "ffo- 1254/2016 cfi ~ If
~ ~o~o"tfro ~o- 26824/2013 -B ~'1iCf) 18.07.2013 Cf>T ~ "iI11I1~~1 cfi ~
"B ~ crf 2012 ~ \J"I'1C1{l 2024 "CfCP q)f ~d'il~ cpr :!Jldl'i fct;<:rr \jfl(:f -qct "fP1CPaT

~ ctr ~ ~ crrr+f ~ ctr ~I

8. aiCf)--I~£1~ ~ ~o 3l~~ct>x ~ xi~d FcliW4~d, GlIf¢£I1. ~J~ftxlll, "GfT ~
~ ~aruT ~ ~, ~ ~ "WfTUT "Cf?I" cfi 3lltlR "CR cncfl ~ '<~ ~ l'tl ctr Pt~fffi
~ 61'1!5l1X"(1fc.n<n Tfm "d"m -qc;ro-qjo-qo "ffo- 1254/2016 ~ ~o-qc;ro-qto

x:To-26824/2013 If ~'iict> 18.07.2013 Cf>T ~ "iI 1£1I~*ll -qct fcIm1f)1:r "Q?Iiq)- 01

~'iict> 01.01.2024 cfi 3l1<:11ct>If tr ~ 9)~P\~fffi ctr ~ I
9. tiSOl'{i)q ~ If xfro~o~oxfro "ffo- 14883/2024 WIT ~ "6f'1l11 ~

X"1xCf)lx-qct 3R:r If SOII+f1£1"iI1£lIC'I£I am ~~ict>- 30.09.2024 -cnT ~ ~ cfi
~ If £I1~Cf)Ict>"dl am ~ ~ am ~ 61'&lX"(1Jfl~ ~~iCf)-13.03.2012

~ 20.02.2024 q)f 61ct>I£l1~ ~ ~ Pt'<d'<dT qfr l1flT ctr ~ ~, cfi ~ If ~
fcrwT ~ mtG ~ ~ q)f 31CI<:11Cf)~ fc.n<n Tfm I

10. 1I1~ Cf)Ict>d 1 ~ WIT ~ cfi am ffiCItffll fua:rcP ~aruT "if0 1ftSOlxICI
3P:E!~Cf)x~ ti~d Fcl'il14~d ~ Gll f¢1I I ~J~ftxlll ~ "'{1?f 1993-95 "B IDt{f ctr ~ I
~ ~ q;'r fcIm1f)1:r <!?fiq;-12/ Jlf.lrn;rrrr-12/2007-447, R'1i<fi-12.12.2008 ~

ll"Rf 3J1lf'!I mm Iilfll<'f f<I>m ll<lT t1~ 'ffil'Wl it f.rf<r wft&lfUTq; m-10 ~
3ltTIX lR 'HtSlli C6 fil"a:fCP cfi -qc: 1R ~ ~fffi ~ am £1'1JI~ H -;::ffiT C6xl£II Tfm ill
cp{ CllcflJIOT cfi am SOII+f1l1 -qc;:rr ~ "iI11I1C'l1i If CWJC No- 4854/2012,

7253/2012 ~ 7205/2012 <IT1R f<I>m ll<lT t 1 '11'1'1111"llllliilll ll"Rf ~ ~
~ Tfm ~ ~ ftc 1I1~Cf)1Cf)"d13TIq)f ~qCI'<1 ~~~IC6, ~ fum Cf>T ~ ~
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ct ~ fcp<n- \rfTffi" ~ fcp ~ ~ cn'I "Gftq cR 3fR \3"m "ffx~ ct w:rruT 1f5IT 3fR
~RllN Cf>T ~"'Cf>1'< ~ "lIT ~~ ct ~tl -q "fMT fGrc;IT ct "fMT ~ cp)­
PcI~Il:e ~ \ilRI qR I ~1'1'111l '"X:I11I1Cl111ct ~ ct ~ ~ PI~~ICf>, m~
fua:rr ct &RT \3"m 1I1~Cf>1 ct 1I1~Cf>ICf>~f ct llaf cP)- x.r=rr Tfm I ~ fum ~,
~JL'!NllI (f~ cllcftJIOI ct &RT GIR!;tCl1 Cf>IJI\JlIC'Wct 31rCfR ~ ~ ~ ~f6cJld ~ I

(i) ~ 0 1fr:r xrq 31~ GCf>'< ~ xojX-pd Rl~ 14",d, ~ ~ ~ ftra1q; mwa:rur
w:rruT -q?f cn'I ~ I'"X:Id I ~ f1 ,<Cf>1'<ct am ~ eft "J"T<ft ~ I

(ii) ~o '4Iq xrq 3l~GCf>'< ~ f1·X¥d PcI~141d, ~, {fH11~e1 tcrc 1860 ct
~ ~ ~ t I FGHiCf>I ~ ~-316/85-86 ~ I "fIT~ 61 ftr&TCP mwa:rur
WilUf 1Br, \TIT ~ ~ ~ 31~Jfd 6, em ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 61
~ fct;m Tfm ~ I 'd~'8I'11)11I ~ fct" National Council for Teacher Education
Act, 1993 (73 of 1993) W ~'1iCf> 01.07.1995 ~ w:rrcfr t ct "C'1l1lm ct ~ ftra1q;
mwa:rur cpr w:rruT-1l?r ~ "lIT ~ ~ xi ,<Cf>I'< am ~I'"X:Id I >ITt:(f mt / ~ ~
~ m ~ 6T l={R:f ~ I 'UlldCiQ m fcp ~o ~ xrq 3l~GCf),< ~ f1·X-Pd Rl~14Id,
~ Cf>T ~ x1'{Cf>I'< ~ ~ I'"X:Id I -;:fflj t I

(iii) ~ >!CPR National Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 (73 of
1993) ct w:rrcfr ffl cn'I ~ "lf~ ~'1iCf>-01.07.1995 ~ 'd4,<id '<1~1I ~ ftra:rr
4RISIC\ (NCTE)xl ~I~dl >IT{{f ~ ~ ~ ftr&TCP mwa:rur WilUf 1Br 61l1Rf ~ I
NCTExl ~I~dl >ITt:(f ~ cn'I ~ W website ~ \i4Cl1~ t ~~o '4Iq xrq
3l~GCf>'< ~ f1·t<[>d PcI~141d, ~ cpr 'lTB 3lfdJ ~ ~ I

11. ~ ftra:rr ~, ~ am ~H'111l xiClT'6iI ~11I1Cl111 am Contempt

Petition(C) No- 297/2007 If ~'1iCf> 13.10.2011 cnT "4TfW cn'I "J"T<ft ~ Cf5T '{j'1C1I~ If
~ ~ "Cl1l1IT Tfm I ~ I'1~'1I xi cIT'6iI ~ III ICl111am "4TfW ~ cpr Cf>14Cf>I{) 3ffi
PlkiCld t:-

"--- The second issue which has been raised by Mr- Kai/ash Vasdev is with
regard to the examination of the certificates and other documents that may be
produced by the candidate concernedat the time of counselingand appointment. In
the event, duringscrutiny it is found that any of the document do not conforn to the
requirement, the concerned authorities will be at liberty to take appropriate steps
regardingthe said candidate.....(Page-l0)

12. \3&&I~ "il)p~ t fcp JOt I'1"illl fIcififtl "'""llllliC"Ili cf; "\3m ~ cf; ~ 1l fctBTlT
8RT wf ~ 3l j~iffld ~ q5- ~a=rfUrq; ~ ~a=rfUrq; w:rruT 1f5IT cn'I \TfTq ~
~ ~ cn'I TJ<fr -qct Ci(\jtil'< ~ xiCf>l,<ol ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~3IT /



>lfirarur FcI E'li C111 ~ wrn w:rruT tT?IT ~ ~ ~ ~ q§t Xf\TlT c6 FcI til (11 III ~
ftrarcp c6 -qc; ~ PI ~Rt> -.=r6T ~ q)f ~ tJTf«r fct;m 7flIT I

13. I3Q'<I"ffi ~ ~ ~ ~ men- t ~ 3i:ri!i~tct ~ ~ ~~
~ ~a:rfUrcp w:rruT tT?IT q§t \TITq "CfR 3WfRl ~3IT / ~a1UT JOt t: IfcIE'li (I1l1 ~ ~

-w:rrur lBIT c5 3mlR ~ ~ qfr ~ ~ Fcl €'II C1£11· ~ fuafCP c5 "CfC\ ~ PI~Rt> ~
~ q)f ~ ~ am iiH~lI *lCll'6il 00'll11l1C111c5 R'"liCb 13.10.2011 em tJTf«r
~ c6 ~ ~ 1ft fcpm 7flIT ~ I

14. ftrarcnT c6 tr~ ~ -srn-~ W1fUT "4?r q§t ~ ~ ~ ~ LPANo-

1491/2014. fcIJi~ ~ fttg ~ ~ 6I'lJT-; Xf\TlT 'Hx4)lx ~ 3F<l ~ fct;m 7flIT I
li I'"l"ill! '""ll1l!1(I1l! aRT "I3"m "4"Tfur ~ c5 ~ fCl \J) ~ ~ fttg ~ ~ aRT
lil+.\'lli 00'll11l1C111~ Civil Review No- 16/2016 ~ fcnm 7flIT. ~ R'"liCb 19.10.

2016 ~ 00'll11l1~~1 ~ PicqlRd fcpm 7flIT. fGi xi 45I 4514451~ ~ f.i+1iCld ~:-
".... We have heard the parties at length. In our view, a perusal of the order of

Apex Court in SLP(C}No. 26824/2012, disposed of on 18th July, 2013, would show that
having received the report of Hon'ble Mr. Justice S.K. Chattopadhyaya, the Apex Court
noticed that there were genuine grievances on behalf of the applicants on both counts
Ie. wrong inclusion and wrong exclusion from the list of candidates. It is because of
that it relegated the parties to the High Court. Thus, in our view, the learned Single
Judge was bound first to address this problem instead what the learned Single Judge
did, which was not noticed nor discussed in the Intra-CourtAppeal, was that top few in
the merit list would be called and their credentials examined, and then, they would be
considered for appointment. In our view, that was not the correct approach. The
reason is simple. A person who may have been more meritorious but was wrongly
placed at a lower level, would never get a chance for being considered. A person who
had been wrongly excluded but was meritorious and ought to have been considred,
would still lose out for all times. Therefore, in our view, review is merited on this
aspect. The question is that these are much awaited appointments pending for over a
decade. What is to be done, what is the best way to halance, equity and justice. The
answer is simple. As we have noted that there were two types of objections, one,
about wrongful exclusion, second, about wrongful inclusion. It would be appropriate if
both the categories are permitted to raise their grievance within a specified time with
supporting information before the State, then the State would consider those and take
appropriate decision either including or excluding them. State would also consider
whether the applicants have certificates from accredited institutions. Once that is
done, then, the merit list (list for selection) would be prepared, and then, the selection



process for the remaining 2213 posts would be taken in seriatim, that would meet all
the art Ne grtevances....

15. Ji1"111~ ~ ':{II~I(I1~ ~ &m fflFcl(l1 ~ 16/2016 (m ~ fftFcl(l1

~-210/2016, ~ cgBR -qct ~ 5Rl11 ~ flxCf)lx) it ~"1iCf) 19.10.2006 em
'lTTfur ~ cf> ~ ~ ,<WCf)lx&m JiI"111~ flcff=r;q ~1~I(I1~ it SLP (c) No-
8001 /2017 (~ -;:f0-8962/2017) ~IRsl(l1 fcn<:rr 1p:IT, ftrn" JiI"111~ ,<"lCIT=r;q~1~I(I1~

IDXT ~"1iCf)-25.04.2017 Cf5T ~IR\i1 ~ ~ 1p:IT I 45(11f<l~q ~ ~ it fftFcl(l1

~-16/2016 it JiI"14)~ ~ ""il1~I(I1~, 'CfC1T IDXT ~"1iCf) 19.10.2016 em '4Tfffl
~ {i~tiC 6T 1p:IT t I

16. lOJ H;f) l1 ""'Q III I<'ill '* 'd q{j'ffi crr.n ~ cff W+f ~ Pc! Jl""'S( ~ ft:ffi ~
~ 5Rl11 ~ flxCf)lx ~ ~ (Civil Review No- 16/2016) cf> &RT 3lIdJiI"1dl~

3525 / 2017 FcI JJ ""S: cg11R -qct 3RT ~ ~ '<1'<Cf) I"t ~ "FcP<rr Tfm, ft1 '<i 4' Ji1"141~

""il1~I(I1~ &RT ~"1iCf) 13.02.2024 "CJ?l ~ ""il1~1~~1ctr c6~Cf)1 16, 17 -qct 22 ~
-g:-

"... 16. So far as the wrongful exclusion or inclusion is concerned, the judgment
had directed such issues to be considered individually, by the State. The said direction
is inextricably linked with the claim of filling up of 10,000 vacancies, arising on
termination of already appointed persons. We notice that the persons who were
terminated from employment had approached this Court with writ petitions numbered
as CWJCNo. 16580 of 2014 and analogous cases. These writ petitions were allowed,
setting aside the terminations which resulted in the State challenging the common
judgment passed in appeals, decided by a Division Bench on 28.08.2023 in LPANo.
1254 of 2016 and analogous cases (The State of Bihar and Drs Vs. Sanjay Kumar
Chaudhary and Aur}... "

"... 17. The Division Bench, has specifically noticed the order of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court dated 18.07.2013, which categorically directed that those persons who
were already appointed in the vacancies, shall not be disturbed. We have to notice
that even the Division Bench judgment from which the contempt cases arise, noticed
the said order, but on the principle that fraud vitiates everything, directed the
vacancies to be filled up. The vacancies, however, do not exist as of now. The writ
court has set aside the terminations and the uppeul filed by the State, has been
dismissed ... "

"... 22. Considering the totality of the circumstances, the tenor of the directions
issued and the binding orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court we find absolutely no case
of contempt having been made out. Especially, going by the binding orders of the



Hon'ble Supreme Court, we close both these contempt petitions, however, with liberty
left to the applicants to agitate their cause, if it still survives individually.... "

17. 3l11A m~~~~ W1TUf 11?IT 3TImX "tR iSI~f«1 ftraTmT am 91"iPl'9;fffi

~ JOiH#llI ~ <riIllI I&ill, ~ ~ xiTo~o ~oxiTo ~o-16580/2014 -zy::R -FcP<IT
lTm I ~ * 9)"i~~Rn * ~ * Rt'{t)ca ~ am ~otfro-qo
~-1254 /2016 ~ ar-x:r ~ crre: ~ fcn<:rr lTm, fGlfl4" ~"iiCf>-28.08.2023 "Cf>l
JOiI"i.flll ~ <riIllIl&ill ~ am ~ ~ ~ ~, ftiflCf>1 Cf>14Cf>1~3ffi ~~Cjd

~:-
"... 16. We are of the definite opinion that in the present case where all the party­

respondents were appointed as per the directions of the Hon 'ble Supreme Court, under the
supervision of Justice Chattopadhyay, cannot be terminated on grounds of qualifications not
having been properly verified; unless otherwise permitted by the Hon 'ble Supreme Court. The
party respondents were appointed after their eligibility being settled by Justice Chattopadhyay,
appointed by the Hon 'ble Supreme Court, to oversee the selection and appointment of teachers
to the vacant posts, identified as available, asper the undertaking made by the State before the
Hon 'ble Supreme Court. Though the verification of credentials and qualifications of the
candidates were directed to be done, there could be no such verification at this late stage. As
noticed by the learned Single Judge in the impugned judgment the State ought to have been
more vigilant when the appointments were carried out ... "

18. \1q~l<ffi ~ ~ ~ ~ fua-rq> ~~Rfu ~lIJOiICjcrll 2010 ~

3ffi1ffi ·Pt~<ffi 34540 ~ ct fum ct t)"arfUrq; -qcf >rtfarfUrq; w:nur -q?f ~ ~ *
~ If JOiI"i'1"lli flcIT"i'q <riIllIl&ill am Contempt Petition © No-297/2007 ~ ~"iiCf> 13.

10.2011 "Cf>l -cnful ~ ~ Civil Review No-16/2016, RtJl~ ~ fug ~ ar-x:r
6f"ill1 ~ xi\!Cf>I\! ~ ar-x:r If ~"iiCf>-19.10.2016 * <riIllIl&~1 * ~ ~iSI~f«1
~ cnr 9)"i~'9;<ffi ftrarcPT am iSICf>llIl 3lffi ~, ~ ~ict\!ctl. SOlI"ifd -qcf Cj~lIctl

~ l1flT ~ "GIT m t I
19. <rill~ Cf> ~ * ~ ~61'!5l1,{fl ~ ~ \3Cfct" 3lffi ~ ~ ~ '41

~ cpr ~ m -;:ffil ~ lTm ~ ""iT ~ ~ ~ GGf Cf>\!llt~ ~ ~ I 1teCll

~ fcp <riIlfIlCf> ~ ~ ~ -q fr ~ "Cf>l iSI(S11«1fcn<:rr lTm m G"m ctf\jxil\!

;:"lUfIlCf>~ *~ ~fr ~ 91"i~'9;Cl'ct ~ 7l<lT ~ I
20. itr&1T fiTan ~, Gt61"iliSll~ * Cf>llIl&ill "Cf?Iicp-2663 ~"iiCf>-27.11.

2025 aRT ~fd ~ Rtct fcn<:rr IT<:fT fcp, crrcfr J>fT \!Rt ~ IfI ~ Rttil &ill ~ ~ ~
~ ~"iiCj?-30.09.2025 "Cf>l ilCjI~q't1 ~ I G"m ~ \QIJI~I"i ~ ~. 16.01.2024 ~

~ 1jJlctH flCjI~qRt ~ 30.09.2025 Cfq) c#r "GIT ~ ~ I
21. \3U) ~~ -q qnft * ~ ~iSI'!5llxflJft c#r ~ c#r ~ict\!ctl * GiRlR"ffi

3Rl ~ qRolIJi~ ~ GijJOil<ril -=rtf ~ I ~ ~ <:ffi" ~ ~ CfWIT ~lxifTlCj? WIT fcp,



~ ftc 1I1Ricpl "lI"~ xfro~o ~oxfro ~o-1730/2025 if lOjl'1'1~lI~ '"'lIllIlC"lli

am qRolI~ ~ *~ "tR ~ TI~ ~ -;:fflT ~ 7flIT ~ I

~ \3q '{1m crfUrn -qfu)~ if ~ * ~ em 3i t4lcpd CfRCf sq ~ q;1
PI'h11Rd fcn<:rr \jffifT ~ I

$1lQjcp 07 /~0-01-178/2025- ......."3:..2.?~........ ~,f4"iicp ....J.2..l.~..?-.l.u...
~ ffI f(;jrq: 1. -'>fr ~ \{fcIG I'H, fCrnr-'fCf 0 TJ'Ufw \{ fcI GIXi, lffq-~~,

tITo-~, ~-tWfr, ftR1T-'JH31'1ICS1IG em ~~ ~ I
2. ~ firm ~, \J161"iICSlIG em ~~ ~ 3i ICI~1Icp 'C/)ltI"f~ ~ I

$1IQjcp-07 /~0-01-178 / 2025- ......~ ..:t~L...... ~,~"iicp ....J~.(.~.~.l..t6....
~fflf(;jrq:- ~oiTo 4~\J1\{, tmrr fcMl1T cpT ~ ~ClXiI~c "tR 3iQC"lI~ ~

~ ~~ ~ 3iICl~lIcp ~~ ~ I


