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SOUTHERN REGIONAL COIVTVITTEE

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
BANGALORE

tVlinutes of the 347th [Meeting of SRC held at the Conference Hall of

NCTE, Bangalore on 1 6th - 1 7th Novem ber , 2017

The followin ersons attended the Meetin

O

1. Sri. S. Sathyam

2. Dr. M.P. Vijaya Kumar

3. Dr. K.S.Mani

5. Dr. J.D.Singh

6 Dr J. Prasad

7 . Ms. Angelin Golda

Regional Director (l/c)

Chairman

Member (attended on 16.11.2017)

Member

Member (attended on 17.11.2017)

Member

Convenor

The iollowinq members did not attend the Meetinq

Prof. K. Dorasami, Prof. Sandeep Ponnala, Prof. tVl.S. Lalithamma and the

Representatives of the Govts. of Andhra Pradesh, Telangana and Karnataka
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Consideration of Court Cases. Aoneal Cases, LOI renlv, SCN reolv and Reouestino for
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Sampoorna Educational Curriculum Private Lmt, No.3, Vasantha Nagar, Villianur-
6051 10, Pondicherry

Sampoorna Educational Curriculum Private Limit submitted an application for grant of
recognition for B.Ed course and recognition was granted to the institution vide SRC
order dated 09.10.2000 at Sampoorna Educational Curriculum Prrvate Lmt, No 3.

Vasantha Nagar, Villianur-6051 '10, Pondicherry as per recognition order with a condition
to shift the institution to permanent premises

A letter was issued to the institution on 09.10.2000 requesting for appointment orders
and duty joining reports.

The SRC in its 181"tmeeting held on 2Oth to 2,1"1 August. 2009 considered the matter
and decided to issue of Show cause notice under section 17 of NCTE

Accordingly, as per the dectsion of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on
11 09 2009

On 31 .12.2014 letters were issued to all existing institutrons regarding notification of new
Regulations, 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised norms
and standards before 31.10.2015.

The institution submitted its willingness affidavit on 10.O2 2015 as per Regulations ZO14
A letter was issued to the institution on 31.05.2015 regarding affidavit rs not matchtng
with [IlS data.

A letter dated 16.06.2015 received by this office on
regarding Requisition to issue Revised Recognition
Education

19.06 2015 from the institution
order for Achariya College of

The revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 02.O7.2015 for two basic
units of 50 students each and a letter was issued to the institution seeking clarification
about changeg ln the college name and Trust Name.
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40S00539
B.Ed

2 Units

Sampoorna
Educational
Curriculum
Private Lmt,

Vrllianur.

Pondicherry

A letter dated 2010.2000 received by this office on 23 01 2000 regarding sanction a
strength of 120 students intake for the B.Ed course for the academtc yeat 20OO-ZOO1

A letter dated 15.11.2000 received by this office on 23.11.2002 from the Pondicherry
University regarding Grant of Provisional Affiliation for B.Ed course of Sampoorna
Educational Curriculum, (P) Ltd., Villianur, Pondicherry for the academrc year 2000-
20001 .

The institution has submitted appointment order and duty joining report on 05 O1 2001
and 09.01.2001
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The institution has submitted approved faculty list on 29.02.2016

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on 8th & gth August, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under:-
1. They have furnished only the Faculty list.

2. Ask them to submit title deeds and related documents like EC, LUC, Building
Plan, Building Completion Certificate.

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institutron on

17 09 2016

A letter was received by the Advocate Shri. Gopinathan, on 18.09.2017 along with
affidavit filed by Achariya College of Education in W.P.No.21197 of 2017 in the High

Court of Judicature at madras.

A letter was addressed to Advocate Shri J. Vasu along with brief of the case and duly
signed Vakalatnama on 20.09.2017

A letter received from Pondicherry University regarding Achariya College of Education,
Puducherry - request to revoke the order of temporary disaffiliation from the academic
year 2017-18 on 02.03.2017.

A letter received from the institution regarding procedure for becoming a Composite
institution for APS00539 and APS04056 on 28.04.2017

An e-mail received on 05.10.2017 along with a copy of court order in W.P.No. 21197 of
2017 and VtUP 22091 &22092 of 2017 in the Hon'ble High court of lt/ladras filed by the
Achariya College of Education, Puducherry.

Court order dated 03.10.2017 in W.P.No.21197 of 2017 and VMP 22091 &22092 of
2Q17 in the Hon'ble High court of Madras filed by the Achariya College of Education,
Puducherry received by this office on 09.10.2017 and stating as under:-

These Petitions coming on for orders upon perusing the petitioners and the respective
affidavits filed in support thereof and upon hearing the arguments of t\I/s
Kandhanduraisami, Advocate for the petitioner and of Mr. stalin Abhimanyu, advocate
on behalf of the 1't respondent Mr. J. Vasu, for 2nd respondent the court made the
following order:-

"The petitioner / Achariya Educational Public Trust, Villianaur, Puducherry, rs a
trust running many educational institutions including Engineering college. Arls and
Science College, Teacher Training course through four educational institutions
with recognition from the National Council for Teacher Education (NCTE) and with
the affiliation from the university of Pondicherry.
2. Subsequently, NCTE came out with new regulations called as National Council
for Teacher Education tion and procedure) Regulations 2014, making it

(S. Sathyam)
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compulsory to convert the stand alone institution as composite institution namely

undergraduate course + Teacher Training Course. "composite institution" means a
duly recognized higher education institution offering undergraduate or
postgraduate programmes of study in the field of liberal arTs or humanities or
social science or sclences or commerce or mathematics, as the case may be, at

the time of applying for recognition of teacher education programme. or an

institution offering multiple teacher education programme

3. Though many colleges have challenged the sald provision, the
petitioner/institution has not challenged Srnce, to satisfy the definition of
composite institution, the petitioner shifted the Teacher Training to the arls
college, which is a/so being run by the petitioner/.trust, without getting No
Objection from the Pondicherry University and therefore the affiliation was
withdrawn. Subsequently, the petitioner/Trust again shifted back the teacher
training institution to the original place and sought affiliation for the next academic
year 2017-18. That application for affiliation was rejected. The said order is being
challenged before this Court.
4. A perusal of the affidavit filed by the petitioner would show that the petitioner is
running four institutions with the following approved intake:

lnstitution Name
Achariya College of Education
Achariya Afts and Science College
Achariya College of Engineering and
Tech

Sri Sampoorna Vidhayalayam High
School

Approved intake

B.Ed., 100 and M.Ed., 50

460
480

226

5. This Courl has dealt with many teacher training institutions being granted
recognition by the NCTE, which rs the authority to grant recognition for running a

teacher training institution and the number of institutions through out the nation
has got increased. ln this case a/so, the petitioner is running four teacher training
institutions with intake of more than 1200 seafs. lf one trust alone is able to send
out 1200 students, every year, conferring teacher training degree, it is not
understandable as to how the NCTE, without application of mind and without
conducting a survey regarding the demand for teacher training graduate, could
grant recognition. Merely because some institutions fulfilled certain norms as per
law, it does not mean that the NCTE could grant recognition. Unless, the necessity
to have more teacher training graduates arlses, giving recognition mindlessly
would affect the society. As such, if the teacher training graduates are
manufactured by these institutions, without any employment, opporlunity, that will
create more problem to the society, like increase in crime. Therefore. the second
respondent namely National Council for Teacher Education is directed to answer
the following queries:

a So far, how many teacher training institutions are functioning in the

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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country $tate wise and Union territory wise details have to be given)?

b. How many teacher training graduates / diploma holders / certificate
holders are coming out each year for the past 10 years (state wise and
union territory wise details have to be given)?

c. What is the employment opportunity for the teacher training graduates as

on date, Through out the nation?
d. lf it is found that more teacher training graduate / diploma holders /

ceftificate holders are without any employment, is it not prudent on the
part of the NCTE lo slop giving recognition herein after wards?

e. Whether any survey has been conducted by the NCTE to ascertain the
employment opportunity for the teacher training graduates / diploma
holders / ceftificate holders in each state and union territory?

f. /s there any ceiling, regarding the number of teacher training institution in
each state?

g lf more teacher training graduates/diploma holders/certificate holders are

unemployed, why not this court direct the NCTE fo c/ose down some of
the institutions, which are unnecessaryl or which are over and above the
requirement?

6. Mr. J.Vasu, learned Counsel, takes notice on behalf of the second respondent
and undertakes to get details and file counter affidavit, failing which, the regional
director, NCTE,. Bangalore, shall appear before this cour7.

7. Mr. Stalin Abhimanyu, learned Counsel, lakes notice on behalf of the first
respondent. He is further directed to produce the details of number of teacher of
teacher training institution which have been granted affiliation in Puducherry and
how many graduates have come out for the past ten years from the Pondicherry
University.
8. Learned counsel for the petitioner undertakes to produce approved plan for the
building constructed by the petitioner institution.
9. Delete the name Mr. P. R. Gopinath, learned standing Counsel for the NCTE.
10. Post the matter along with W.P.No. 5784 of 2017 on 23.10.2017."

The approved copy of counter affidavit and reply to the affidavit received from NCTE-
Hqrs on 17.10.2017 in respect of W.P.No.21197 of 2017 frled by Achariya College of
Education Puducherry in the hon'ble High court of Madras.

Accordrngly it is forwarded to Advocate, Shri. J. Vasu, on 19.10.2017.

The institution submitted reply to our letter dated 17 09 2016 on 27 10.2017 along with
relevant documents

The Committee considered the above court matter and decided as under:-

l. Two institutions are in reference : Achariya College of ljd. (Achariya
Educational Public Trust) and Sampoorna Edl. Curriculum l,vt. Ltd.

2.1The Achariya College runs D.El.Ed, and M.lld.

(S. Sathyam
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2.2The Sampoorna Edl.co runs B.Ed.

3. The Sampoorna Edl.co- is the applicant. They want to shift to the Achariya
college premises because they run a 'stand alone' B.Ed course which is
required by the 2Ol4 Regulations to 'gradually move' towards composite
status.

4.They have only lease hold title to the piece of land occupied by them at the
new (Achariya college) site. Therefore, at initio, they have an infirmity
which can only be cured by acquisition of a separate free hold title.

5. The request for shifting has been prompted apparently by the need to
'gradually move' towards composite status. In this connection, two
clarifications are given :

(i) The Regulations have not specified any time-span for the expression
'gradually move towards' composite status.

(ii) It is not necessary for them to go into a liberal education set up for the
purpose. They can themselves start the liberal edn, course, if possible. lf
it is not possible, they can themselves start any other teacher edn
course, recognized by the 2Ol4 Regulations, and thereby acquire
composite status.

6. But, the fact remains that the sampoorna Pvt. Ltd. continues to be a
'lessee' which is not permissible. Either they should acquire title (of their
own as distinguished from the title of the 'lessor' (i.e., the Achariya Edl.
Trust) or buy a new land and seek permission for shifting into that.

T.Advise them accordingly ; and, give a 6-month time-limit for removal of the
deficiency.

B.lncidentally, the Achariya college of Education runs only D.Ill.Hd & M.Ed.
They have no B.Ed. That being so, the M.Ed can not continue to exist. wc
have to withdraw recognition. Issue SCN accordingly.

sri Annamacharya college of Education, New Boyanapalli post, Rajampet -
516115, Kadapa District, Andhra Pradesh

Sri Tallapaka Annamacharya Educational Society, Boyanapalli, Rajampet, Kadapa
District-S16126, Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of recognition to Sri Annamacharye
College of Education, New Boyanapalli Post, Rajampet - 5161'15, Kadapa District
Andhra Pradesh for offering B.Ed course for two years duration for the academic yeal
2002-2003 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regiona
Committee, NCTE. The recognition was granted on 17.ji 2003.

As per our [VllS records the B.Ed course relating to Sri Annamacharya does not exist, 
I

the concerned file is also not traceable

An e-mail received on 04.07.2017 from Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy along with
W.P.No.22167 of 2017 filed by Sri Annamacharya College of Education, New
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Boyanapalli, Rajampet, Kadapa Distirct, Andhra Pradesh

An E-mail received on 18.07.2017 from the Advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy stating
that:

"The Hon'ble Couft wants to know by tomorrow evening "whether the Sri Annamacharya
College of Education had recognition at any point and time. lf it had recognition then
whether the recognition was withdrawn".

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the Advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy on

19.O7.2017, stating that the scanning of records is going on and due to this reason the
file is not readily traceable.

Yesterday Sri M. Penchalaiah, President, Sri Annamacharya College of Education
visited this office and showed original copies of correspondence between institution and
recognition order of B.Ed. He has also submitted a copy of affidavit dated 30.01.2015 for
making compliance under Regulation, 2014.

He further informed that he has submitted willingness Affidavit for New Regulations.
2O14. The institution has submitted its request several times to add their name in our
SRC Website under lnstitution Recognition List. But it was not added.
As per his statement his institution named Sri Annamacharya College of Education has
been granted B.Ed on 17.11.2003 ('120 seats) and the SRC code is APS00345 As per
IVIIS record this APSO code has been allotted to the Mahasathi Colleg e of Physical
Education, Ulga, Karwar, Uttar Kannada(B.Ed Course - 120 Seats). He is likely to visit
tomorrow and shall bring complete set of records for reconstructtng the files They are
running D.El Ed (APS02741)and D EI Ed-Al (SRCAPP3381)

Records rooms and other racks have been thoroughly checked but their files were
untraceable. Now, all of a sudden his D.Ed basrc File bearing code APSO274'1 is found
kept on the upper side of the rack in the Andhra Pradesh Section.

As per D.Ed file the college is granted recognition vide order no.

F SRC/NCTE/D Edl2005-200612537 dt. 26.08.2005 for conducting D.El.Ed course from
the academic session 2005-2006 with an annual intake of 50 students The order has
been signed by Sri.N. Mohan Das, Regional Director. This file also contains copy of
B.Ed recognition order dated 17.11.2003.

1. ln the changed scenario the status of the above mentioned institution for B.Ed and
D.El.Ed stands recognized and we need to intimate to the Hon'ble Court that it
was recognized by SRC.

2. The RPRO was not issued to the above said institutio! fhoug!

n
thev have
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Accordingly, a letter was sent to the Advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy on

11.07.2017.
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submitted the necessary affidavit

The agenda item is submitted for consideration for the following points

(i) We may issue RPRO from 2015-16 s the institution submitted Affidavit on

06 02 2015.
(ii) lnform the court about the present status through our Advocate and request

them to close the matter.
(iii) lnform the RTI applicants afresh about the latest development including

recognition status of the institution.

The SRC in its 344rh meeting held on 17th & 18th August, 2017 considered the matter'
and decaded as under;

1.1

1.2

No B.Ed. file relatrng to this college is avarlable
The copy of the FR for B.Ed. order available in their D El.Ed. file shows
a registration number which according to our MIS is rn the name of some
other institution.
That being so, we have to check details with the affiliating University to
establish the authenticity of the document in reference.
Ask the Lawyer to apprise the Court accordingly and seek time to
complete action as described in (1 .3) above.

13

2

I

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter were sent to the Advocate and Registrar on
24.08.2017.

Now, the institution submitted its written representation along with documents on
30.08.2017 and a court order received from High Court of Judicature at Hyderabad for
the State of Telangana and State of Andhra Pradesh WP No. 22167 ol 2017 receiued
on 09.09.2017 and stating as under,

'. . .. . .lf /s submitted that as per subject cited I gave you representations many time. But
you have not rectified after providing all the documents to you. You have not uploaded
peiectly and made confusion to the students and public. lt is the questing of reputation
of college in the public. Once again I am giving chronologically as under'

1. As per Annexure - 1 cited above I purchased application form you on
31 .1 2.2001 for Rs. 100/- the slip is here with attached along with applied
application for recognition with request letter also Xerox copy is also attached
with NOC of A.P., State Government copy attached herewith.

2. As per Annexure - ll your office sent a letter Reglstered posl dated 10.05.2002
stating that date of inspection i.e. on 5'h June, 2002 copy of the same is herewith
enclosed.

3. The Date of inspection on Sth June is not convenienl Io me so inspection date
was stayed by WP.MP.No. 12204 of 2002 in W.P.No.9940 of 2002 wire order
copy is here with enclosed as Annexure - lll.

8
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4. As per Annexure - lV an order copy received from your office on 09.04.2003
through Registered post stafmg that they will consider my application for 2003-
2004 copy is here with enclosed.

5. As per Annexure - V you have given me a hard copy for making fresh

application for 2003-04 with code No. AP500345 from the time every
correspondence made to that code No. AP500345. /t rs given by your office only
for your reference not by college. lf you give same number to any other college
it is your mistake. Your mistake can not throw on the college to suffer lot. Copy
of the same is here with attached.

6. As per Annexure - Vl lpurchased a fresh application for Rs. 100/- on
23.05.2003 and made application to you for recognition for 2003-2004 as per
your order dated 19.06.2003. Copies are here with attached.

7. On 13th September,2003 the inspection team visited the college and on
17.11.2003 send recognition order by RPAD copy is here with enclosed
Annexure - Vll.

8. As per Annexure - Vlll S.V University issued affiliation on 02.04.2004 copy ts
here with enclosed from 2003-04 to 2009-2010.

9. As per Annexure - lX Kadapa Dist Colleges allotted to Y.V.University from
S.V.University affiliation copies of Y.V.U from 2010-2011 to 2016-2017 are here
with enclosed.

It is further submitted that I have submitted all the documents from the day one to till
now. The studenfs are suffering a lot and complaining me that anything happen to their
jobs and future they will go for legal action. ln view of the sfudenfs future take
immediate step and upload correctly.

I once again request you to issue fhe revised order from 2016-2016 as per new
Regulations as per the affidavit submitted to you on 02.02.2015 on par with others.

As per your uploaded on 17.08.2017 missing file in your office ls not my responsible.
i.e., only your office staff. As per 1.2 your office is allotted the M.S.Number i.i
APSAB4S on 19.06.2003 to my college is for your convenience. lf you allot same to
any other college you have to rectify yourself. lt is not college mistake.

As per 1.3 of your up loaded, I am herewith sending you all the affiliation copies of
fhe S.V. University from 2003-2004 to 2009-2010 and Y.V.University affiliation copies
from 2010 to 2016 for your reference.

So no need to take time. Kindly rectify the problem and issue revival order as per
the affidavit submitted to you as per new Regulations 2014 to avoid all the further
consequences as you have given to allthe colleges in the state except my college."

WP No. 22167 o'f 2017 court order is stated as under;

ORDER

(S. Sathyam)

Chairma n
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The present Writ Petition come to be filed seeking to declare that action of the
respondents in not including the name of the petitroner/institution in the recognized
colleges list of NCTE website, as illegal. arbitrary and consequently to direct the
respondents to include the name of the petitioner/college in the NCTE website.

2) The averments in the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition shows
that the petitioner/institution obtained no objection certificate from the State Government
on 27.12.2001 and thereafter the second respondent granted permission to the
petitioner/college with an intake capacity of 100 for the academic year 2003-04 vide
orders dt: 17.11.2003. The Government of A.P. issued G.O.Rt.No.76 dated 12.01 .2OO4

and thereafter the concerned University granted affiliation which was being extended
from time to time. On coming to know that the name of the petitioner/college was not

shown in the web-site, the petitioner/college made a representatron dated 17.07.20'15 to
upload the name of the petitioner/college, in the permitted colleges ljst and also sent a
reminder on 30.06.2017. Their inaction is subject matter of challenge in the present Writ
petition.

3) Learned counsel for the petjtioner placed on record the proceedings

dated 27.12.2001 issued by the Commissioner and Director of School Educatjon,
Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad to show that the petitioner/college was granted no
objection, so also G.O.Rt.No.76 dated 12.01.2004 issued by the Government of Andhra
Pradesh and gazette publication by the National Council for Teacher Education dt:

17.11.2003 showing grant of recognition to the petitioner/college by invoking therr power
under Section 14(3Xa) of the NCTE Act. He also placed on record the affidavit given by
the petitioner/college in the month of February 2015, as per the new guidelines, showing
fulfillment of the revised norms relating to infrastructure, instructional facilities, enhanced
amount of endowment and Reserve funds etc. The record also discloses that the
petitioner/college was shown at Serial No. 334 of the Gazette list indicating the intake at
120 and such status was being granted on 17 .11.2003. In view of the above, it is urged
that the action of the authorities in not considering the representation is illegal, improper
and incorrect. He further submits that the College is closed since last two years and if
no orders are passed on the representation made, the petitioner would be put to
irreparable loss.

(5) At this stage, the learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that his
representation daled 17.07.2015 made to Regional Director, SRC NCTE, Bangalore and
the reminder dated: 30.06.2017 made to the very same authority seeking display of the
name of the petitioner/college in the approved list of NCTE websile are still pendrng

+do;L)
(S. Sathyarf
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(4) Sri. K. Ramakanth Reddy, learned standing counsel for respondents on
instructions would submit that the representation made by the petitioner refers to an
order dated 12.09.2006 passed in W.P.No.21604 of 2005, which has nothrng to do with
the petitioner/college and since the order relates to a different college, the authorities
might not have acted on the said representation. ln any event he submits that if the
representation is still pending consideration, the authorities will deal with the same in
accordance with law.
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consideration and hence seeks a direction to the authorities to pass appropriate orders

(6) Having regard to the submissions made, the Writ Petition is disposed of

directing the second respondent to deal with the representation dated: 17.07.2015 made

by the petitioner/college seeking display of the name of the petitioner college in the

approved list of NCTE website, if the same is still pending for consideratton, in

accordance with law, as early as possible preferably within a period of six weeks No

costs. Miscellaneous Petitions pending if any in this Writ Petition, shall stand closed.

On 14.09.2017 a legal notice received from Advocate S.A.K. Mynoddin, in pursuance of

Court Order dated: 01.08.2017 in W.P.No. 22167 of 2017 .

The SRC in its 345th meeting held on 21't & 22"d September,2017 considered the
matter and decided as under,

1. We have lost our file which has caused all this confusion.
2.1 The affiliating Univ. (S.V. Univ. subsequently changed to Yogi Vemana Unrv )

has also not responded to our enquiry whether they have any records.

2.2 But, the college has given copies of all relevant documents recognition order,

their affidavits, our acknowledgements, our reminders, etc

2.3 Significantly, the VTI report (in 2005) of the D.El.Ed course operated by them,
refers to a B.Ed course recognized in their name in 2003.

2.4 lf the B.Ed, course has indeed been running since 2003, surely the affiliating
Univ will have records of AnnualAffiliation lnsp Reports, etc.

2.5 Send copies of the documents submitted by the College to both S.V. Univ and

Yogivemana Univ. and request them to check their records and confirm. lnform
them clearly that the court wants action within 6 weeks and, therefore, request
for ItMMEDIATE action.

3. The court order is dt. 01.08.2017 we received Advocate tMoynuddin's notice only
on 14.09.2017. Unfortunately, our own Lawyer (Shri. Rama Kanth Reddy) has

not informed us at all l) Let us complete action by 31.10 2017

4. Put up in the next meeting for review of progress of action.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter and documents were sent to the
S.V.University and YogiVemana University on 04.10.2017.

On 11 .10.2017 a letter received from Dr. Sumita Das Majumder, Under Secretary
(Legal) regarding compliance of Court order dated 01 .08.2017 in WP No. 221 6712017 .

Accordingly, a letter was sent to Dr. Sumita Das lt/lajumder on 23 10.2017

A Reminder letter was sent to the both Universities of S.V.University and Yogi Vemana
University on 26.10.2017 regarding 345th SRC decision.

Till date re ply from the Universities not received

Sathyam)
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. This case has been dragging on because we had no relatcd papers about
this college. We had, therefore, sought information from the affiliating
Univ.

2.1 Late last evening, Yogi Vemana University has sent a reply confirming the

formally recognised status of the college.

2.2.Let us, therefore, issue a communication to the college confirming their
recognized status.

2.3 Inform accordingly the students who had sought information on the
point.

3. SRO has received a Contempt of court notice yesterday in this case.

Therefore, inform our lawyer of these latest developmcnt so that he can

suitably apprise the court.
4. Even after issuing such a communication to the college, we have to re-

check the details of verify adherence to the norms & standards under the
2014 Regulations before we can issue a Fresh I;R under the 2014
Regulations.

5. Take action accordingly.

lmmanuel Arasar College of Education, Nattalam Village, Edaivilagam Street,
Vilavancode Taluk, Nattalam Town, Kanyakumari District- 629165,Tamil Nadu

lmmanuel Arasar lnternational lnstitute of Science and Technology Educational

Charitable Trust, Nattalam Village, Edaivilagam Street, Vilavancode Taluk, Marthandam

Town, Kanyakumari District- 629165 applied for grant of recognition to lmmanuel

Arasar College of Education, Nattalam Village, Edaivilagam Street. Vilavancode Taluk.

Nattalam Town, Kanyakumari District- 629165,Tamil Nadu for offering B.A.B.Ed/B Sc

.B.Ed integrated course of four years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under

Section 1411 5 of the NCTE Act, 1 993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE

through online on 27.06.2U6.fhe institution has submitted the hard copy of the
application on 05.07.2016.

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on

27.08.2016 followed by Reminder I on 12.10 2016 and Reminder ll on 11 11.20'16 The
period of 90 days as per Regulations was over. Hence, the application was processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there rs no ban for B.Sc.B.Ed,B.A.B.Ed course in the
State of Tamil Nadu.

As per the direction, the application was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the
application and documents submitted and placed before SRC in its 327th meeting held

on 19th to 20rh January, 2017 and the Committee considered and decided as under :-

1. NOC not given.

2. They have to clarify whether they want B.A.B.Ed.(2 units) or B.Sc.B.Ed.(2 units)

S. Sathya m
e,u^.^
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or B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit)+B.Sc.B Ed.( 1 unit)
3. Title deeds are there. They are only photocopies. We need photocopies

certified by the Sub-Registrar.
Title is clear.

4. LUC is in order.

5. EC in original is required. No encumbrance is shown.
6. BP is in photocopies. Built up area shown 6771 sq.mts.
7. BCC is in order. Built up area shown is 13,544 sq.mts. which is far above what

is approved in B. P.

8. They have minority status in view of the Court order. That will be relevant only

for the NOC from the Government. They have to produce the NOC from the

affiliating body which is for ensuring instructional standards as distinct from

administrative considerations.
9. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

As per the decision of SRC, and as per Regulations, a Show Cause Nottce was issued

to the institution through online mode on 20.O1.2017 .

The instrtution has submitted a reply through online mode on 10.02.2017 and submttted

a hard copy of the same on 10.02.2017 .

The SRC in its 330rh meeting held on 121h & 13'h February,2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:-

'1. There was a time limit of 15.07.2016 for submission of NOC from affiliating
body. Giving it now cannot be accepted.

2. Reject the application.
3. Return FDRs, if any.
4. Close the file.

As per the decision of the SRC, Rejection order was issued to the rnstitution on

14 02 2017

The institution submitted its written representation on 17.02.2017, 20.02.2017 and
21 .02 2017.

The institution preferred an appeal to NCTE-Hqrs under section 18 of NCTE Act and it

was considered and rejected by the NCTE Hqrs vide order No 89-171t2017 Appeal/10'h

meeting -2017 dated 21 .06.2017 .

Aggrieved by the decision, the institution filed a Court Case in W.P.Ml.D.No. 12565 of
2017.|n the Hon'ble High Court of l\iladurai Bench. The brief of the case was sent to the
NCTE advocate on 13.07 .2017 to defend the case.

The lnstitution has now submitted a written representation enclosing a copy of Court
Order in W.P.M. D.No.12565 ol 2017 and stating as under.-

S. Sathyam)

chairman
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1. File a Counter, as directed by the Court, within the time-limit prescribed by it.

2. Simultaneously take action to set up a VT lnspection. as drrected by the
Court, subject to the outcome in this case.

The decision of the SRC was communicated to the Advocate, Shri Sivaji on 09.08.20'17
The VT has already been fixed between 20.08.2017 to 09 09.2017.

As per the decision of SRC, a counter affidavit was filed by lmmanuel Arasar College of
Education in W.P.(ttID) No. 12565 of 2017 in the High Court of Judicature Madras at
Madurai Bench on 14.08.2017.

As per the decision of SRC, W member's names have been generated through online
VT module for inspection during the period 20.08.2017 to 09.09.2017

The inspection was conducted to the institution on 26.O8.2017 & 27.08.20147. received
VT report along with documents on 30.08.20'17.

The Committee considered the Vt report and decided as under:-

1. In this case, the court wanted us to cause V'I Inspection notwithstandinB
the fact that they suffered from the incurable infirmity on non-submission
of NOC from the affiliating body-

2. We have obeyed that order, VT Inspection has been conducted. The court
has also been apprised of such action.

3. Await further orders of the court.

14

"......The petitioner would fufther submit that on 14.02.2017 the second
respondent rejected the application of the petitioner on the ground of non-

submitting of the No objection certificate on or before 15.07.2016. Thereafter, the
petitioner filed an appeal before the first respondent on 27.02.2017. which was

also rejected. Hence, the present writ petition is filed.

Mr.G.Prabhu Rajadurai, learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would submit
that in respect of the other three institution. the respondents 1 and 2 have sent

visiting team for inspection and the petitioner is having every possibility for
succeeding in the writ petition. Hence, he seeks for interim direction.

Considering the facts of the case and the submission of the learned counsel for
the petitioner, this court is inclined to allow the application in W.M.P (MD)

.No.9684 of 2017 in W.P (MD). No.12565 of 2017. Hence, the application is
allowed. However, inspection will be subject to the result of the writ petition. The
petitioner is directed to comply with all other formalities.
For filing counter, post the matter on 17.08.2017'.

The SRC in its 343'd meeting held on 1't to 2nd August, 2017 has considered the matter

and decided as under:-

&,m*



04

15

o

Chairman

347u, Meeting of SRC

16tt1 & 17ut November,20l7

Mother Terasa College of Physical Education, Veerapatti Village, Mettusalai,
llluppur Taluk, Veerapatti City, Pudukottai District-622102, Tamil Nadu

l\rother Teresa Educational Charitable Trust, Veerapatti Village, Mettusalai Street,
llluppur Taluk, Pudukkottai City & District-622192, famil Nadu applied for grant of

recognition to Mother Terasa College of Physical Education, Veerapatti Village.

Mettusalai, llluppur Taluk, Veerapatti City, Pudukottai District-622102, Tamil Nadu for

offering M.P.Ed course of two years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under

Sectaon 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE

through online on 30.06.2016.The institution has submitted the hard copy of the

application on 1 3.07.2016.

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on

27 .O8.2016, followed by Reminder I on 12.10.2016 and Reminder ll on 11 .1 1.2016. No

recommendation received from the State Govt. The period of 90 days as per

Regulations is over. Hence, the application was processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.P.Ed course in the State of Tamil

Nadu.

As per the direction, the application has been scrutinized online along with hard copy of

the application and documents were placed before SRC in its 327th meeting held

during 19'h to 2O'h January, 2017 and the Committee considered the matter and

decided as under:-

1. NOC not given.

2. Photocopy of title deed is given. Title is clear We need a photocopy certified

by the Sub-Registrar. Land area is adequate.

3. LUC is in order.
4. EC is in order.

5. BP is approved. Buillup area shown is 3364.31 sq.mts.

6. BCC is not approved by competent authority. Built up area shown is 3010
sq. mts.

7. FDRs not given.

8. Cause composite inspection.
9. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

As per the decision of SRC, inspection of the institution for M.P.Ed course was
scheduled through online mode during 01.02.2017 lo 21 .02.2017. Two VT members
have been given their acceptance for the visit.

Hard copy of Visiting Team report was received on 22 02 2017 t he SRC rn rts 331

meeting held on 22n", February.2017 directly considered the VT Report and decided as

under:-

1

2

They have B.P.Ed. operating since 2008 (1 unit)

NOC is given.

a yam

SRCAPP2Ol6
30157
M,P,E.d
Mother
Terasa
College
of Physical
Education,
Pudukottai.
Tamilnadu
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Before issuance of Show Cause Notice. in the meantime based on the website

information of the SRC decision, the institution has submitted a reply on OT.03.2017

(hard copy) along with LUC, Affidavit & original FDRs.

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24rh March, 2017 considered the reply and

documents and decided as under:-

Before issuance of SCN, based on the website information of the SRC decision. the

institution has submitted representation through e-mail on 04.04.2017 and hard copy

received on 04.04.2017.
The reply was placed before SRC in rts 335'h meeting held on 1 1th to 12t\ Aptll, 2017

and the Committee considered the matter and dectded as under:-

1. The NOC is from the State Govt. and not from the affiliating body

2. Reject the application.
3. Return FDRs, if any.

4. Close the file.

As per the decision of SRC, a

20 04 2017
Rejection order was issued to the institution on

o
A letter was addressed to R

File/records on 21.06.2O1 7.

C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Original

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-317/E-2576t2017 Appeal/13th meeting - 2017 daled
21.08.2017 was received by this office on 29.08.2017 and the committee concluded
that.-

"AND WHEREAS the impugned refusal order dated 20.04.2017 on the ground that
NOC is from the State Government and not from the affiliating body is therefore,
substantiated. Recommendation of State Government is obtained by Regional
Committee under clause 7(4) of the regulations whereas under clause 5(3) the

16

a\
*+r-,;u
(s. Sathyam) /

Chairman'

3. Land area is inadequate: available is 6.3 acres as against a requarement of I
acres.

4. Built-up area required is 2700 sq.mts; available is 3010 sq.mts.

5. FDRs in original are required for verification.
6. lssue SCN for rejection.

1. Their reply relating to land area and FDRs are seen.
2. FDRS @7+5 lakhs per programme, per unit, are required.

3. The NOC given is only for B.P.Ed., not for M.P.Ed.
4. lssue Show Cause Notice for rejection.

An e-mail dated 19.06.2017 received by R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE, regarding

Brief and records of Regulatory files No.91-'13'h on 20.06.2016.
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onus of obtaining and submitting NOC issue by affiliating body rests with the

applicant institution. Appeal Committee, noting that NOC was not submitted by

appellant institution, decided to confirm the refusal order dated 20.04.2017.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced\
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the SRC was pstified in refustng 

,

recognition and therefore, the appeal deseNed to be reiected and the order of thel

SRC is confirmed." 
1

l

The same was placed before SRC in its 345'h meeting held on 21't to 22nd September,

2017 and the committee considered the matter and decided to "noted the matter"

An e-mail received from Advocate Shri. It/.T.Arunan on 12.09.2017. A letter addressed

to the Advocate Shri. M.T.Arunan regarding W.P.No. 23935 of 2017 filed by lvlother

Teresa College of Physical Education, Pudukottai Dist. Tamil Nadu on 12.09.2017.

The institution submitted its written representation on 21.O9.2017 along with a copy ot

court order dated 14.09.2017.

A court order dated 14.09.2017 received by this office on 27.09.2017 in the High Coutl

of Judicature at Madras in W.P.No. 23935 of 2017 llled by t\/other Teresa College of

Physical Education, Pudukottai Dist. Tamil Nadu and stating as under.-

5. "lt is seen that the petitioner in pursuant to the order passed by the first

respondent has senf a communication on 22.08.2017 informing that they have

obtained the No Objection Certificate from the affiliating body apa obtained the

same from the Government. lf the petitioner has obtained lhe No Obiection

Cerlificate from the state Government and the affiliating body as well. I do not think

that there will be any drfficulty to the second respondent to re-consider lhe lssue

once again based on the said No Objection Ceftificate given by the affiliating body,

srince such was the only reason slaled [o reject the request of the petitioner.

6. Accordingly, the writ petition is allowed and the impugned orders are set

aside. Consequently, the matter is remitted back to the second respondent (SRC-

NCTE) for passrnq fresh order, after considerinq the No Obiection Ceftificate
issued bv the affiliatinq bodv as well. Such exercise shall be done by the second

respondent within a period of two weeks from the date of receipt of a copv of this

order. No costs. ConsequentlV, connected miscellaneous petition is closed

The same was placed before SRC in its 346rh meeting held on 24'h to 25tr Oclober,2017

and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under.-

1. We had rejected their application for non-submission of NOC.

2 The Appellate Authority had confirmed our order.

3 But, the H.C quashed our order, and directed us to consider

submitted subsequently by them.

the NOC

(S. Sathya

1

1

L
ch arrman
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It will be difficult for us to accept this directive. We had rejected many many

cases for non-submission of NOC within the stipulated date Giving a

different approach to this case will be unfair to all those cases.

We should, therefore, go up in appeal.

o

18

As per the legal Guidelines of NCTE vide dated 02.05.2017 para xiii states that -

"/n cases where the directions are against the NCTE Rules, Regulations, Norms and

Standards, an action shall be taken to file an appeal against such directions.

a. For filing of Appeals before Supreme Court of lndia, approval of Chairperson,

NCTE is required.
b. For filing of appeals before the High Couris and other Courts approval of

Member Secretary, NCTE is required".

Approval has to be obtained from Member Secretary, NCTE-Hqrs before filing the

appeal. Accordingly the request for grant of permission to file an appeal was sent to
[\Iember Secretary on 31.10.2017.

Meantime, the institution filed caveat petition before the Hon'ble High Court of lVladras

was received by this office on 03.11 .2017 .

As directed, a letter and through e-mail was sent to the Advocate, Shri J. harikrishna, on

03.11.2017 regarding requested to obtain all the documents from advocate, Shrt tM.T

Arunan immediately to prepare the document to file an appeal.

A letter was sent to Advocate, Shri J. harikrishna, on 08.11.2017 along with copy of

Court order of Mother Teresa Educational Charitable Trust, Pudukottai District in

W.P.No. 23935 of 2017 and WMP No. 25210 of 2017 dated 14.09.2017 in the Hon'ble

High court of [Vladras.

An e-mail was sent to the Advocate, Shri J. harikrishna, on 09.11.2017 enclosing a copy

of NCTE -Hqrs letter dated 07.09.2015 and Appeal order dated 21.08.2017 of tvlother

Teresa Educational Charitable Trust, Pudukottai District.

As directed, a letter was sent to the institution on 09.11.2017

An e-mail was received from Advocate, Shri J. harikrishna, on 09.11.2017 stating that
"yesterday shri M.T.Arunan has given the subject matter of the bundle to me VlZ, writ

affidavit, writ petition, direction petition and additional typed set. On perusal the main

typed set of papers has not furnished. I was told by Shri. M.T. Arunan that on receipt of
the papers from the registry of high court, Madras and other side immediately he

forwarded the entire papers along with the typed set of papers fo SRC and the sarne is

get from fhe SRC. Hence please to send the typed set of papers at the earliest enable

me to go through and prepare the grounds of appeal as fhe same ls necessary to

of appeal and to be filed as typed sef of papers in writ appeal. On

(S. Sathyam

Chairma

the
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perusal no counter has been filed on our side."

A letter dated 08.11.2017 received from Advocate, K. Ramesh Kumar, by this office on

14.11 .2017 and stating as under:-

1. Please take notice that my client M/s. Mother Teresa Educational CharTiable

Trust, rep. by its Mangaing Trustee, R.C. Udhayakumar, Veerapatti Village,

Mettusalaistreef, illuppur Taluk, Pudukottai District had instructed me fo issue

this notice as pre-contempt for Non-compliance of the order made in W.P.No.

23935 of 2017, dated 14.09.2017

2. My client stales that they wanted to established the post Graduate Degree in

Physical Education course to the college run by the Trust and therefore they

filed an application before the Regional Director, Southern Regional
Committee, NCTE, Bangalore on 30.06.2016 through online for conducting

the course for Master of physical education (M.P.Ed.) 2 years duration
programme for the academic year 2017-18.

4. My client fufther sfafes that based on the website information there was a
some deficiency from the Regional Director, Southern Regional Committee,

NCTE, Bangalore. For which my client has given reply on 07.03.2017 along
with LUC, Affidavit and original fixed deposit receipt by rectifying the deficiency
pointed out by you. ln the meantime, the State Government granted No

Objection Ceftificate to my client trust for to start M.P.Ed. course from the

academic year 2017-18. lmmediately my client has forwarded the same to you,

however your order in

F.No.SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP211630157/M P Ed./TN/2017-18/92BgB, dated
20.04.2017, rejected the application on the ground that the college has

obtained the NOC from the Sfafe Government and not from the Affiliated body
As against the said rejection order, my client prepared an appeal before the
National Council for Teacher Education, New Delhi on 25.04.2017.

5. My client furlher sfales that while filing an appeal they have enclosed the NOC
issued by the State Government to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE to
starl M.P.Ed. course and further the Tamil Nadu Physical Education and Sporls
lJniversity clarified that the tJniversity is an affiliated body and it will only
recommend to the Governmenf fo issue the "No Objection Certificate" on 

I

12.04.2017 
]

(S. Sathya

3. My client sfates that they have uploaded all the requirements for getting

permission to start the P.G. course along with the payment of application fee a
sum of Rs. 1,50,000/-. On receipt of such application the Regional Director,

Southern Regional Committee, NCTE has lssued a notice dated 27.01.2017 for
inspection to the College. On the information 2 Member Committee has

inspected their college and filed reporl also.



20

347il, Meeting of SRC

76th & 77th November,2077

6. My client furlher slafes that pending Appeal on 02.06.2017 the Tamil Nadu

Physical Education and Sporfs University has granted NOC for the petitioner

Trust for starT M.P. Ed. Course. However the Appellate Authority (i.e.) the

NCTE, New Delhipassed the order dated 21.08.2017 by reiecting the appeal
and confirmed the order of the Regional Director, Southern Regional
Committee, NCTE, Bangalore. That said orders has been challenged before

the Hon'ble High Courl of Madras by way of filing a writ petition in W.P. No.

23935 of 2017 and after hearing the arguments on both sides /his Hon'ble

Courl pleased to allowed the writ petition and remitted back to you for passrng

fresh orders after considering the NOC given by the affiliating body within a
period of two weeks.

7. My client further states that immediately after receipt of copy of the order, they

have communicated to you on 21.09.2017 itself. Unfoftunately you have not

taken any steps till today. The Hon'ble Court gave a specific direction to

reconsider fhe issue within a period of two weeks, after taking note of the NOC

issued by the Affiliating Body as well as State Government. However, till date
you have not come forward to give a recognition. Thus you have not complied
with the order of the Hon'ble High Courl, Madras dated 14.09.2017

8. Srnce you are duty bound to make passrng fresh order based on the NOC

given by the University and you should give recognition to my client as per the

order of the Hon'ble High Court, Madras you are voluantarily,

9. wilfully and deliberately retrained yourself from complying with the orders of the

Hon'ble High Court, Madras and therefore your non-compliance of the orders of
the Hon'ble High Courl is not only an act of willful disobedience, but it rs

contemptible.

10. Therefore, you are requested to based on the NOC given by the Affiltating

University you should give recognition to my client immediately, failing which

appropriate legal action will be taken against you under the Contempt of Courts

Act.

ln view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances, / hereby call upon you

to comply with the order made in W.P.No.23935 of 2017 dated 14.09.2017 for
giving recognition to my client namely M/s. Mother Teresa Educational
Charitable Trust, rep. by its Managing Trustee R.C Udhayakumar within a

period of one week from the date of receipt of this Notice, failing which my
client has no other option except to file a petition for Contempt of Court against
you.

An e-mail was sent to the Advocate, Shri J. Harikrishna, on 14.11.2017 regarding letter

dated 08.11.2017 received on 14.11.2017 form petitioner's advocate Shri. K. Ramesh

Kumar in respect of W.P.No. 23935 of 2017 filed by mother Teresa Educational

Charitable Trust, Tamil Nadu. The same was fonrvarded to our legal counsel through e-

mail on 14.11.2017.

+{-^..
(s. sathyam) (

Chairman

A^^^



05 SRCAPP
14691

SRCAPP
14690

B.Ed-AI

BA.B,Ed.

BS.c.B Ed

The Kavery
College of
Education,
Salem,

Tamilnadu

347tt, Meetinq ol SRC

16th & 17th November, 2077

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. This case has already been decided by SRC. SRO was asked to file an appeal.
2. In the context ofthe impugned court order, the applicant college has also

been informed of our decision.
3. With reference to the Legal Notice now received from the college about

initiating contempt proceedings ask our lawyer to file the appeal befbre
the contempt case is called by the court.

The Kavery College of Education, Plot No.l4312, 165, M. Kalippatti Village & Post,
Mettur Taluk, Mecheri Town, Salem District-635453, Tamil Nadu.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014 A letter was sent to State
Government for recommendation on 21.07 .2O15.

Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014 under lVlanner of making application
and time limit stipulates as under.-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the
processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no oblection
cerlificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the
application, it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the
applicant on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the
end of the application."

On careful perusal of the original file of the institutaon and other documents, the
application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:-

1. The institution has not submitted NOC from affiliating body.

2. The hard copy of application is not duly signed by the applicant on every page as
per Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014.

The SRC in its 292"d Meetang held on 29th & 30th September, 2015 on careful perusal of
the original file of the institution and other related documents, the Regional Committee
decided to issue Show Cause Notice for'Rejection'of the application on the following

round

(s athyam)

Chairman

2t

The Kaavery Educational Trust, Plot No.143/2, 165, M.Kalipatti Road, IVl.Kalipatti Village
& Post, Mettur Taluk, Mecheri Town, Salem Distric!636453, Tamil Nadu applied for
grant of recognition to The Kavery College of Education, Plot No.'143l2, 165, M.

Kalippatti Village & Post, Mettur Taluk, Mecheri Town, Salem District636453,
Tamilnadu for offering BA.B.Ed/BSc.B.Ed course for four years duration for the
academic year 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern
Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30.06.2015. The institution has submitted
the hard copy of the application on 1 3.07.2015.
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Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 21.10.2015. The

institution has submitted its written representation on 10.11.2015 and stating as follows.

".....our Trust has decided to introduce the 4 years duration of
BSc.B.Ed/BA.B.Ed course as per the NCTE Regulation 2014 (Recognition

Norms and Procedures) from the academic year 2016-17 onwards.

We have applied to the Government for the Grant of NOC-No Obiection

Certificate on 22.06.2015. But till now, we have not received NOC from the

affiliating body i.e. Tamil Nadu Government, Higher Education Deparlment.

ln this regard, we have received Show Cause Notice from National Council for
Teachers Education, Bangalore for Non Submission of "No Oblection Ceftificate"
issued by the concerned affiliating body and take final decision on our

application within a month.

The concerned issuing authority, i.e the honorable Vice Chancellor of Tamil

Nadu Teachers Education University posf ls vacant for the past few months.

Because of that, the file is till pending in the University office. Hence, we are

unable to get NOC from the concerned authority. Srnce, the institution is an on-
going institution without any remarks, fhe lssuance of recognition order for New

Courses will improve the efficiency of institution to serve better to the society.

Hence, we request you to accord approval to introduce the 4 years duration of
BSc.B.Ed/BA.B.Ed courses as a special case and issue necessary permission at

the earliest"

The SRC in its 294th meeting held on 14th-16th November,2015 considered the matter

and it has decided to reject the application for the following ground:

1. Reply not satisfactory.
2. Refuse and close the file

As per the decision of SRC, refusal order was issued to the institution on22.12.2015.

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE

Hqis and the appeltate authority vide order no.F.No.89-142t2016 Appeal/Gth tvleeting-

2016 dated 09.06.2016 has stated as follows:

.....the committee noted that according to the provisions of Clause 5(3) of
the NCTE Regulations,, 2014, No Objection Cerlificate issued by the concerned

affiliating university has to be sent along with the application. Srnce the appellant

has not fulfilled this requirement, the committee concluded that the SRC was
justified in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be reiected

and the order of the SRC confirmed.

thyam

Chairman
.a-
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AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the committee concluded that the SRC was justified in

refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the

order of the SRC is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the council hereby confirms the order appealed against".

The same was placed before SRC in its 317th meeting held 28th to 30th July,2016
considered the matter and decided to "noted the matter"

On 05.11.2016, this office received a court notice dated 12.09.2016 in W.P No. 31596 of

2016 filed by the institution in the Hon'ble High Court of lt/adras at Chennai praying for a

direction to the 1't respondent (Tamil Nadu Teachers Education University) to grant

NOC to the institution for starting B.A.B.Ed.,B.Sc.B.Ed (4 years integrated course) and

B.Ed-Al (2 years course). SRC, NCTE is the 2nd respondent in the writ petition filed.

An e-mail was sent to the advocate Shri. M.T.Arunan on 05.11.2016 enclosing brief of

the case with a request to defend the case on behalf of NCTE.

NCTE-Hqrs in its dated 17.02.2017 fonruarded a copy of writ petition filed by the

institution in W.P @ No------------.2017 filed in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi which was

received by this office on 23.02.20147 with request to provide para wise comments to
advocate, Sonali [t/lalhotra.

Brief of the case was sent to advocate, Ms. Sonali Malhoutra, on 06.03.2017

A draft Counter affidavit received on 16.03.2017 from [\Is. Sonali l/alhoutra the same

was sent to NCTE-Hqrs on 17.03.2017 for approval/vetting.

Duly signed Counter affidavit was sent to the advocate on 20.03.2017 .

The institution submitted a letter dated 20.04.2017 received by this office on 25.04.2017
along with documents, NOC dated 17.04.2017 and copy of Court order dated
06.04.2017 in W.P.No. 31595 of 2016 filed by the Kavery College of Education in the

Hon'ble High Court of madras and stating as under:-

4. Considering the limited scope of the relief sought by the petitioner-college,

without going into the merits of the case, fhis court direcfs fhe first respondent
university to considered and pass orders on the petitioner-college's application
dated 22.06.2015 on its own merits and in accordance with law, within a period a

of three weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.

With the above direction, this writ petition s/ands disposed of costs made
eas

(S. Sathyam)

Cha irma n
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The institution submitted a letterdated 11.10.2017 received bythis office on 13.10.2017

along with order of the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi and stating as under.-

"We have proposed to start 4 year integrated programme leading to

B.A"B.Ed.,B.Sc.8.Ed and B.Ed-Additional lntake from the academic year 2016-
17 in The Kavery College of Education, Mecheri, Salem - 636453 and
accordingly we have submitted all the necessary documents to the Southern

Regional Office, NCTE, Bangalore and Tamil Nadu Teacher Education
University .Chennai.

As per the reference 2 above we have requested the Southern Regional
Office, NCTE, Bangalore for the inspection and approval to starl the course 2017-
18. Even after the lapse of about 4 months the NCTE has not deputed the VT for
inspection and to accord the approval to start the courses from 2017-18.

ln these circumstances we have been compelled to approach the Hon'ble

High Court of Delhi and we have received the favourable orders for starting the

courses form 2017-18.

The Kavery College of Education is functioning for the past 10 years and
also it is NAAC accredited one and it is serving for the betterment of rural
sfudents. Hence we request you to kindly depute the Visiting Team for inspection
immediately and accord approval for stafting the 4 year integrated
B.A.Ed.,B.So.B.Ed courses and also B.Ed - Additional intake from the academic
year 2017-18."

The Court order stating as under:-

1. The petitioner seeks a prayer for quashing of the order passed by respondent
No.2 dated 22.12.2015 and dated 09.06.2016 passed by respondent No.1;he is
seeking a direction that respondent No.2 be directed to process the application
for B.A./B.Sc.8.Ed and B.Ed. Additional courses of the petitioner institution for
the academlc sessions 2017-18.

2. Counter affidavit has been filed.

3. At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner points out that hls case is
covered by the judgment in LPA No. 535/2017 National Council for Teacher
Education and Anr. Vs. Rambha Colleqe of Education delivered on 09.08.2017.
Learned counsel for the petitioner points out that in a similar situation where the
facts were identical, the learned Single Judge had remanded the matter to the
Appellate Authority (Respondent No. 1)for a re-consideration and thiswould be
for the current academic session i.e. 2017-18.

4. Record shows that the issue vyas the non-filing of the hard copy of the No
Objection Certificate (NOC) The fact that the same issue had been decided in

the case of Rambha Colleqe of Education is not in dispute. This courl allows the

prayer made iq Qe- wlit_petiti.on directing respondent No.1 to decide the case of

D
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the petitioner (de-hors this objection) in the first meeting of respondent No. 2

5. With these directions, petition disposed of.

The same was placed before SRC in its 346th meeting held on 24th lo 25th Octobe r, 2017

and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The Delhi H.C order is noted.

2. The direction is not easy to comprehend. The direction is to Resp.1.; but,

the reference is to "...the first meeting of Resp.2."

3.1 Obtain a copy of the other case cited i.e., the case of the Rambha College of

Education.
4. They have now produced a NOC issued by the TNTEU w.r.t. the directive

given to them by the Madras High Court. Whether we can take into account

a NOC submitted so long after the last date prescribed is a moot point ln

the case of Mother Teresa College of Physical Education (SRCAPP31157)

we had decided to go up in appeal since giving recognition to a delayedly

submitted NOC only in this case (albeit w.r.t. a court order) will be unfair to
the many many cases we had rejected on this ground. Prepare for filing an

appeal in this case also.

As per the decision of SRC, a copy of Court order in respect of Rambha College of

Education obtain from NCTE-Hqrs and stating as under:-

"With respect to the above captioned matter, it maybe noted fhaf subsequent to

the filing of this petition, Excel College of Education has obtained an NOC from

the Tamil Nadu Teachers Education University. The same was submitted before

the Hon'ble High Courl of Delhi on 30.10.2017 Kindly see ff it will be viable to give

recognition to Excel College for the Current session, in view of the fact that all

other formalities have been completed by them to your satisfaction.
The Hon'ble High Court of Delhi has a/so observed and asked NCTE to grve a
considered response in terms of the order passed in the case titled "Rambha

College of Education Vs NCTE and Anr." bearing W.P. @ No. 3231/2016.

You may consider writing to excel College of Education asking them to directly

submit the NOC to you.

The next date of hearing in the matter rs 75.12.2017. Kindly treat this as mosf
urgent and immediate."

A reply was received from Ms. Sonali [Malhoutra through e-mail on 14 11.2017 and

stating as under:-

"l have received the e-mail trailing below regarding filing of the appeal in the

Kavery College maltgr, ! em qltaching herewith the order in the Kavery College

thyam)

The decision of SRC was communicated to Ms. Sonali Malhoutra with a request to file
an appeal before the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi through e-mail on 09.11 2017 and

hard copy sent on 14.11.2017.
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matter for which your goodself has advised for filing of an appeal

The operative parl of the order is annexed herein below

"At the oufsef, learned counsel for the petition points out that his case is covered
by the judgment in LPA No. 535/2017 National Council for Teacher Education and
Anr.Vs. Rambha College of Education delivered on 09.08.2017. Learned counsel
for the petitioner points out that in a similar situation where the facts were

identical, the learned single judge had remanded the matter to the appellate

Authority (respondent No.1) for a re-consideration and this would be for the

current academic session i.e. 2U 7-201 8."

Ihis shows that the Hon'ble has relied upon the order made by Co-ordinate Bench

in Rambha College of Education and further the appeal i.e LPA No. 535/2017 was
dismissed by giving a detailed order wherein, the operative order of the same is

hereinbelow:-

"9. ln these circumstance, we direct the appellant to positive comply with the

decision of the learned single judge in the very first meeting of the Appellate

Authority that shall be held hencefofth. ln case this order ls nol complied with the

chairman of the Appellate Authority shall be personally held responsible."

ln view of the aforesaid, as the appeal on the same facts and circumstances

stands dismissed, thus, in my humble opinion, it would be appropriate for NCTE to
file SLP before the Hon'ble Supreme Court of lndia, presuming that the same has

not been filed even in Rambha College matter. That, therefore, in the aforesaid
facts and circumstance, the appeal before the Hon'ble High Court could not be

maintainable."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1.1 The position relating to NOC was evolving during 2016-17. There were
relaxations of the date-line for submission issued by the NCTE (HQ)

Even SRC adopted some more relaxation for the academic year 2015-

17.
1.21n the SRC's perception it was unfair to adopt a very rigid approach on

this issue. Since the system was still evolving and neither the
applicants nor the affiliating bodies were fully clear about the system.
Many affiliating bodies were reluctant to give NOC and thereby
delayed the process in Tamil Nadu, for example, the TNTEU did not
issue even a single NOC. The SRCs took note of this difficulty, and in
the Iarger public interest, decided to give a relaxation further to the
relaxations issued by the NCTE (HO). But, such a further relaxation
was only for the academic year 2016-17.

2. ln this case, the college produced the NOC on 17.04.2017. Three points
are notewo in this connection.

a m
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(i) The application of the college was for 2016-17.
(!l) The NOC was submitted long after the last date prescribed by the

Supreme Court for issue of FR for 2016-'17.
(iii)The NOC submitted also was for 2017-18 and Not for 2016-17.

3. ln the result, and for the reasons given above, it is not legally possible to
consider this case.

4.Ask the Lawyer to quickly file the appeal

Excel College of Education, No. 368/8, Pallakkapa Street, Pallakkapalayam Village,
Sankari West Post, Thiruchengode Taluk, Komarapalayam City, Namakkal
District-637303, Tamil Nadu.

Sri Rengaswamy Educational Trust, No. 368/8, NH-47, Salem [/ain Road,

Pallakapalayam Village, Sankari Post, Tiruchencode Taluk, Sankari Post, Tiruchencode

Taluk, Komarapalayam City, Namakkal District-637303, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of

recognition to Excel College of Education, No. 368/8, Pallakkapa Street,

Pallakkapalayam Village, Sankari West Post, Thiruchengode Taluk, Komarapalayam

City, Namakkal District-637303, Tamil Nadu for offering B.A B.Sc course for four years

duration forthe academic year2016-'17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to

the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on29.06.2015 The institution

submitted the hard copy of the application on 13.07.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01 .12.2014. A copy of application was sent to
State Government for recommendation on 21.O7.2O15.

Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application

and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically alongwith the
processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection

certificate rssued by the concerned affiliating body While submitting the

application, it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the

applicant on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the
end of the application."

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the

application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:-

1. The institution has not submitted No Objection Certificate.
2. The applicant not signed all pages of the hard copy of on-line application

submitted by the institution.

The SRC in its 292nd meeting held on 29th-30th September, 2015 on careful perusal of

the original file of the institution and other related documents, the regional committee

decided to issue show cause notice for rejection of the application on the following

Sathyam
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Non submission of NOC issued by the affiliating body along with applicationa

As per the decision of SRC, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on

21.10.2015. The institution has submitted its reply on 07.11.2015.

The SRC in its 295th meeting held on 28'n -3otn November & 1't December,2015
considered the matter and it has decided that the reply to the SCN is not satisfactory.

They have admitted the deficiency. We cannot wait indefinitely from them to produce the

NOC. According to the Regulations it is the responsibility of the applicant to secure and

attach the NOC from the affiliating body. That being so, it is decided to reject the

application.

As per the decision of SRC, rejection order was issued to the institution on 30.01 .2016

Aggrieved by the rejection of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE Hqrs and

the appellate authority order dated 04.07.2016 has stated as follows:

"AND WHEREAS Sh. G. Ranganathan, Executive Officer, Excel College of
Education, Kamarapalayam, Namakkal, Tamilnadu presented the case of the

appellant institution on 27.05.2016. ln the appeal and during personal

presentation it was submitted that "we are accredited by NAAC with "A" grade.

We applied for new course online on 30.06.2015 and paid the fees of Rs.

1,50,000/- vide reference given above hardcopy of our application lD

SRCAPP14871 was submitted at the office of the Regional Director, SRC on

13.07.2015 by receipt no.1054129. SRC/NCIE lssued a Show cause notice

referred above for not submitting NOC from the affiliating body We wrote a letter

to the TNTEU, the affiliating body requesting to issue NOC vide reference.

AND WHEREAS appeal committee noted that appellant institution was lssued a

show cause notice (SCN,) dated 21.10.2015 on grounds of non-submission of
NOC issued by affiliating body along with application. The appellant in its reply

dated 31.10.2015 expressed its inability to get NOC from concerned authority.

Other submissions made by the appellant in the appeal memoranda are not of
much relevance. Appeal Committee, therefore. decided to confirm the refusal
order dated 30.01 .2016 issued by SRC Bangalore for the reason stated therein.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of aooeal. affidavit. documents

on record and oral arquments advanced durinq the hearinq, appeal committee

concluded to confirm the refusal order dated 30.01.2016 issued by SRC
Banqalore for the reason stated therein.

NOW THEREFORE, the council v confirms the order appealed
aqainst".

The SRC in its 317h meetinaheld on 28th & 29th July considered the Appellate Authority

J
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order and noted

A court notice has been received by this office on 17.O4.2O17 in W.P.No. 31596 of 2016
dated 06.04.2017 rn the Hon'ble High Court of lvladras and stating as under,

".. . .. . .. . thls Court directs the first respondent university to consider and pass orders
on the petitioner-college's application dated 22.06.2015 on its own merits and in
accordance with law, within a period of three weeks from the date of receipt of a
copy of this order. With the above direction, this writ petition stands disposed of.

Cosls made easy. "

SRC NCTE is a Performa party, the direction of court is for first respondent (i.e TNTEU)

Chennai

The same was placed before SRC in its 336th meeting held on 19th to 21tn April,2017
and the committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The Court order is seen.

2. Their direction is to TNTEU.
3. There ls nothing for us at this stage to act upon
4. Put up when further developments fake place.

The institution submitted its written representation daled 20.04.2017 received by tht

office on 25.04.2017 and 22.05.2017 along documents and NOC dated 17.04.201 7 wit

the request to conduct inspection by visiting Team and approval to start the course fror
2017-18.

Already brief of the case was sent to the advocate on 05.1 1 .20'16

Counter Affidavit also filed in the case on 01 .05.2017. 12.05.2017 . 18.05.201 7 and

30.08.2017 by Advocate, Shri Arjun Harkauli in W.P. @ No. 1510 ol 2017 in the Hon'ble
High Court of Delhi.

A letter was addressed to the Advocate, Shri Arjun Harkauli in W.P. O No. 1 510 of 201 7

in the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi filed by the institution along with duly signed one set
of Counter Affid avil on 22.05.2017 .

An email received from Advocate, Shri. Arjun Harkaulin, Hon'ble High Court of Delhi and
stating as under:-

"With respect to the above captioned matter, it maybe noted that subsequent to

the filing of this petition, Excel College of Education has obtained an NOC from

the Tamil Nadu Teachers Education University. The same was submitted before
the Hon'ble hC9!t_91 D9U_9!30.19 ?917 4it4UpeStUvqlt be viabte t9 giue

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman
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recognition to Excel College for the Current sesslon, in view of the fact that a

other formalities have been completed by them to your satisfaction.
The Hon'ble High Court of Delhi has a/so observed and asked NCTE to give a

considered response in terms of the order passed in the case titled "Rambha

College of Education Vs NCTE and Anr." bearing W.P. @ No. 3231/2016.
You may consider writing to excel College of Education asking them to directly
submit the NOC to you.

The next date of hearino in the matter is 15.12.2017. Kindlv treat thls as mosl

urqent and immediate

Another E-mail was received from Advocate, Shri. Arjun Harkaulin on 14.11.2017 a d

stating as under:-

"Kindly have reference to my attached email and the attachments mentioned
therein. Kindly call for NOC from Excell College and let me Know the decision of
lhe SRC in the matter for onward communication to the Courl. Kindly also let me

Know the reasors for refusal if the decision is a refusal if the decision is a refusal

or incase recognition is granted by when the same will be issued to Excell
College. Kindly treat this as urgent and immediate."

(S. Sathyam

Cha irma n

The Committee considered the court matter and decided as under:-'

'1.1 The position relating to NOC was evolving during 2015-17. There were
relaxations of the date-line for submission issued by the NCTE (HQ)

Even SRC adopted some more relaxation for the academic year 2016-

17.

1.2 ln the SRC's perception it was unfair to adopt a very rigid approach on
this issue. Since the system was still evolving and neither the
applicants nor the affiliating bodies were fully clear about the system.
Many affiliating bodies were reluctant to give NOC and thereby
delayed the process in Tamil Nadu, for example, the TNTEU did not
issue even a single NOC. The SRCs took note of this difficulty, and in
the larger public interest, decided to give a relaxation further to the
relaxations issued by the NCTE (HQ). But, such a further relaxation
was only for the academic yeat 2016-17.

2.'l ln this case, the two applications were for 2016-17. ln the applications
for B.Ed-M.Ed (3 year programme), no NOC was given. ln the
application for BAB.Ed/BSc.B.Ed, the NOC was given on 24.04.20'17.

2.2 NOC given for 2017-18 can not be considered tor 2016-17.|n any case,
the applications was rejected much earlier.

2.3 For B.Ed-M.Ed, the college wants the SRC to issue the NOC. This is not
possible ; only the affiliating body has to give the NOC.
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3. ln any case, there is no point in pursuing this matter now because the
last date prescribed by the Supreme Court for issue of FR for 2017-18
is long over. That being so, it is not possible to do anything in this
case "on its own merits and in accordance with law".

4. lnform the applicant accordingly.
5. Keep the lawyer informed.

St. Aloysius lnstitute of Education, P.B.No.720, Kudumal Ranga Rao Road,
Kodiyalbail, Mangalore-560003, Karnataka.

Mangalore Jesuit Educational Society, It/langalore, Karnataka had submitted an

application to the SRC, NCTE for grant of recognrtion to St. Aloysius lnstitute of

Education, P.8.No.720, Kudumal Ranga Rao Road, Kodiyalbail, M angalore-560003,

Karnataka and was granted recognition on 30.03.2007 for B.Ed. course of one year

duration with an annual intake of 100 students with a condition to shift to its own
premises/building within three years from the date of recognition (if started in rented
premises).

The Secretary, IvIJES vide letter dated 8.8.2012 received by this office on 10.08.2012

has requested permission for shifting of the B.Ed. course to a new building. The

Secretary has submitted a Demand Draft No. 002525 dated 7.8.2012 of Central Bank of
lndia for Rs.50,0001 .

The SRC in its 232"d meeting held on 29rh to 31't August 2012 has considered the reply

of the institutron dt.08.08.2012 and all other relevant documents and decided to cause
comoosite inspection for shiftin of reMISCS under NCTE Act. to examine whether theo D

institution fulfils all the requirements as per the norms, for the proposed programme,

subject to the condition that the deficiencies, if any, were duly rectified by the institution,

as per the norms.

As per direction of SRC the inspection of the institution is carried on 19.10.2012.

The SRC in its 237th meeting held on stn - 6rn January 2013 considered the VT report,

VCD and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve Show

cause Notice under NCTE Act for the following.

1) As per Sale Deed the name of the Society rs Karnataka Jesuit Educational Society
whereas as per recognition order the Society name is lvlangalore Jesuit
Educational Society.

2) As per land documents, only 2145 sq.mtrs land area is available on the Sy. Nos
mentioned in all documents.

3) Sale Deed, Affidavit and LUC the Society name is Karnataka Jesuit Educational

Society where as in other documents like BCC, Building Plan, LUC, is in the name
of Man alore Jesuit Educational Socie It needs to be clarifv
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4) Multi-Purpose hall is 1530 sq.ft as against NCTE Norms of area of 2000 sq.ft
BCC is not approved by Competent Government Authority
Original FDRs of Rs. 5.00 lakhs and Rs. 3.00 lakhs is not submitted

5

6

7

8

ln the Non-Encumbrance Certificate name of the institution/Society is not mentioned
Staff profile(s) are not submitted in the prescribed format in orrginal. Staff list is not
approved by the affiliating body.

9) Principal is not having Ph.D and hence not qualified as per NCTE Norms.
10) The Lecturer(s) in fine arts is not qualified as per NCTE Norms and Standards as

they are not having Master Degree in Fine Arts.

Accordingly, a Show Cause notice was issued on 06.03.2013. The institution had
submitted a written representation on O1 .04.20'13

The Southern Regional Committee in its 245'h Meeting held on 19rh - 21"'May, 2013
considered the reply of the institution and decided to reject the proposal of the institution
for shifting vide their letter dated 08.08.2012.

Further the Committee considered the written reply of the institution vide their letter dt.
01.O4.2O13 on the above matter and also the relevant documents of the instltution and
decided to withdraw recognition for the following reasons.-

1) As per Sale Deed the name of the Society is Karnataka Jesuit Educational
Society whereas as per recognition order, the Society name is Mangalore Jesuit
Educational Society. As per NCTE regulations, 2009, the land and building
should be registered in the name of the Society/Trusuinstitution.

2) ln the reply, to the M.P.hall having 1530 sq.ft instead of 2000 sq.ft. as per
regulations, the institution has submitted a photocopy of the building plan of St.
Aloysius Higher Primary school at Sy. No/ 210lP2 RS.No.269 From the
documents submitted, it is observed that B. Ed College is offered in a building
where many other courses are offered. As per NCTE regulations 2009, the
Teacher Education Course shall not be allowed to have any other institution.
within its demarcated area or building and shall not have any other courses in
the building.

3) Building completion certificate approved by Government Engineer in the
prescribed format is not submitted.

4) Staff list approved by the Mangalore University is submitted by the College. The
year & date of approval is not mentioned in the lvlangalore University staff list.
As per the staff available, only One Principal and 6 lecturers are available As
per NCTE regulations, 2009, One Principal and T lecturers should be appointed
as per NCTE regulations, 2009 for offering B. Ed. course

5) Lecturer in Fine Arts is not approved by Mangalore University.

Based on the above points the committee decided to withdraw the recognition of the
B.Ed course run by the St. Aloysius lnstitute of Education, P B No. 720, Kudumal Ranga
Rao Road, Kodiyalbail, Mangalore-560 003, Karnataka from the academic year 2013-
14, in order to enable the on otn batch of students in B.Ed course, if any, to complete

&f;h"-
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their course

Further decided to return Endowment funds and Reserve fund deposited with SRC

NCTE, Bangalore, if any.

As per the decision of SRC, the recognition of the institution was withdrawn vide order
no F No.APS06049/8.Ed/KA.2013-14152656 dated 10.07.2013

ln the l\ileantime the institution had filed an appeal under Section 18 of NCTE Act,

before the appellate Authority, NCTE, New Delhi against the With drawl order of SRC.

The appellate authority vide order No.F.No.89- 555l2O13lAppeal/16th Meeting-2O13

dated 13.1 1 .201 3 has made the following observations .-

"The Council noted that St. Aloysius lnstitute of Education, Dakshina Kannada,

Karnataka was granted recognition for conducting B.Ed. course in the year 2007

with the condition to shift to lts own prem ises/building within three years from the

date of recognition. The Mangalore Jesuit Educational Society which is the

appellant society submitted a proposal for shifting of the premises in 2012. SRC

on receiving the proposal caused a composite inspection on 19-10-2012 Based

on the deficiencies reported by the Visiting Team, deficiency letter and Show

Cause Notice were issued to the institution. Finally, it was observed that title of

the land documents of the proposed land & building, are not in favour of the

applicant society. The appellant has admitted that the multipurpose hall is being

constructed and is likely to ready in September, 2013 whereas inspection was

conducted in December, 2012 and withdrawal order was issued in July, 2013.

The appointment of principal and 6 faculties were approved by fi/angalore

University on 29-08-2013 which is also subsequent to the refusal orders. The

appellant apprised the Council that it had applied to NCTE for relaxation of the

land & building norms for the intuition. The Council concluded that the grounds

on which SRC has withdrawn the recognition are justified and accordingly the

withdrawal order dated 10-07 -2013 is confirmed.

After perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the documents available
on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing, the

Council concluded that the SRC was lustified in refusing recognition and

therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the SRC is

confirmed.

The Council hereby confirms the Order appealed aqainst "

The above decision of the appellate authority was placed before SRC in ils 257th

I\Ieeting held on 2Oth - 22nd December 2013 and the committee noted the matter

On, 27.12.2013, the Secretary, Mangalore Jesuit Education Society, St. Aloysius

Cq!!ege, JvlAllgeloqe 57500,3 hCg s!lqrl!i!!g! a qopy of the interim order of the Hon'ble

a
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High Court of Karnataka, Bangalore dated 18.12.2013 in W p.No. 56434t2013 filed by
St.Aloysius lnstitute of Education, Mangalore. The respondents are as under,

1 . NCTE Headquarters
2. SRC,NCIE
3.The Secretary, Depaftment of Education and Literacy, MHRD
4. Depaftment of Higher Education , State of Karnataka
5. Mangalore University represented by Registrar
6. Karnataka Jesuit Educational Society.

The interim order of the Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka in W.p.No 56434t2013 daled
18.12.2013 is as under;

'lt is stated that the recognition of the petitioner institution rs withdrawn primarily
on the ground that it has not met the land and building norms which are required
to be complred with in respect of its institution. The learned senior advocate
Shri. Madhusudhan .R.Naik would submit that there ts no impediment to comply
with such norms in the manner required by NCTE, if reasonable time is granted.
But, in the meanwhile, if the recognition is withdrawn and the institution grinds to
a halt, it would affect hundreds of students and their career and therefore has
sought for an interim relief.

Accordingly, pending disposal of this writ petition, interim order is granted
prayed for;'

The above court order dated 18.12.2013 was placed before 25gth meeling of sRC held
during 3-5 January, 2014 wherein the Committee decided that

"1. The institution has had 7 years time to take appropriate action. They cannot
say, they have not had time to foltow the norm{siandards.
2 According to the NCTE regulations, no more time can be given. for removal of
deficiencies after VT inspection.
3. The deficiencies are many and serious.
4. Let us file an appeal and obtain 'stay'."

A letter was addressed to the then Advocate, shri.p.Dinesh Kumar on 17.01.2014. A
copy of the decision of 258th meeting of SRC held during 3-5 January, 2014 is enclosed
for obtaining stay in the matter and also for vacation of rnterim itay granted to the
institution.

The. institution file an appeal before Appellate Authority and the original file was sent to
the NCTE New Delhi on 03.03.2014.But this fite has not reached bylhis office ti date.

AS

k

The SRC, NCTE was in receipt of a letter from Shri B.p.pand y, NCTE-Hq
07.10.2014 with a request to furnish the present status of the case regarding vacat
the stay granted br/ the Hon ble High Coql vlde its intenm order dated 18.12.20i

rs on

ing of
3, for
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onward transmission oi the lttinoiity ot HnO.

A letter was addressed to the advocate shri.p Dinesh Kumar on 19.og.zo14 in respect
of the status of the case and a letter was also addressed to shri B.p.pandey, Under
Secretary, NCTE, New Delhi.

A reminder letter was addressed to the then advocate, shri p.Dinesh Kumar on
17.10.2014

ORDER

(S. Sathya m )

Chairman

The institution in its letter dated 29.05.20'15 requested the present status of the college
enclosing interim court order in W.p.No.56434 of 2013 dated 1g.12.2013. -

on 28.01 .2015, the institution submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to Regulatrons,
2014.

on 29.05.2015, the institution submrtted a written representation along with a copy of
the Court order dated 18.12.2013.

A revised order was issued to the rnstitution on 31.05.2015 for offering B.Ed course of
two years duration from the academic session 2015-16 subiect to the r6sult of w.p No
56434 of 2013

on 05.06.2015, a letter was addressed to shri R.c.chopra, section offrcer, NCTE, New
Delhi, with a request to send the original records of the institution.

ln the mean time on 14.07.2ols, the institution submitted a request for one basic unit of
50 students. A corrigendum to this effect was issued to the institution on21.07.2015.

on 16.08.2016, an e-mail received from the advocate, shri.pramod Kathavi seeking
necessary information for filing the statement of oblections. Accordingly, a letter wai
addressed to the advocate on 18.08.2016.

A court order received from the Hon'ble High court of Karnataka, Bangalore dated
02.01.2017 on 09.01.2017 is as under:-

"A writ petition No. 56434/20'16 fired by st. Aroysius rnstitute of Education, Light
House Hill Road, Mangalore-575003, Dakshrna Kannada, under Article 226: &
227 ol lhe Constitution of lndia, has been registered by this court.,,

After hearing, the court made the following:

347th Meeting ofSRC
16th & 17nt November, 2077

"Respondent Nos 1 and 2 are directed to inspect the petitioner institution.

CaMlLs ltatter after two nrq[S "
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The SRC in its 328'h meeting held during 31"1 January,2017 considered the court order
and decided as under :-

On 28.02.2017 an e-mail was received from I\Ir. pradeep Lakshmana is as under:-

"ln continuation of letter under Ref.( 2 & 3) I write to inform you that the above
case was posted to-day. There was a direction by the Hon,ble Court to NCTE to
conduct inspection of the premises of the petititoner's college and to submit
report but till today we have not received report from you. The Court has
granted 2 weeks time to submit the report of inspection, the Hon,ble Court, while
adjourning the case, orally observed that if the report is not submitted within 2
weeks the court will initiate contempt proceedings against the NCTE.,,

The sRC in its 332"d meeting held during 28'h February-O3'd March. 2o1l considered the
matter and decided as under.-

1. "The original file was senf to NCTE (He) for an appeal case. That fite is not
readily available. lt is not clear whether the file was received back or not.
Office may trace the file.

2. ln the meantime, without waiting for recovery of the file, in quick compliance
of the Coutl order, get the Visiting Team inspection organized.

3. Ask VT to collect all the documents.
4. Put up when the Visiting Team lnspection report is received."

Accordingly, VT members names were generated through online VT module for
inspection during_-the period 11.03.2017 lo 31.03.2012. lnspection of the institution was
conducted on 25rh, 26rh and 27rh March, 2017 and the VT report along with documents
received on 30.03.201 7.

The sRC in its 335'h meeting held during 11th - 12'h April, 2017 considered the vr report
and decided as under:-

1 . Title is clear.
2. Land area in title deed is adequate. But, only 0.53 acres of that is

covered by the LUC Sy.No.213-2-P2 measuring 0.13 acre is not
covered. They need at least 0.60 acre. They have ony O.S3 acre.
They should explain.

3. EC is clear.
4.1 BP- original Blue print is not given.
4.2 BP does not show M.P. Hall.
1,1 BCC is not approved by competent authority.

(5. Sathyam)

Cha irma n

1. "Process the documents.
2. There after, in compliance of the Court order, cause inspection.
3. Ask our lawyer to repoft status of the old case."
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1.2 Built-up area of 2787 sq.mts. is adequate.
6.1 FDRs should be given, in original, in joint account, @7+5 lakhs for

each unit of each course.
6.2 FDRs given were valid only for 1 year. They expired long ago; not

revalidated.
7. Faculty /rsf ls not in the prescribed form and not approved by

competent authority. Lafesl approved Faculty list is required.
8. They have had more than g years to improve the norms and standards.

They have done nothing.
9.1 We had conducted the VT inspection in compliance of the Courl order.
9.2 Srnce the case is sfil under appeal, the VT Report along with our

observations thereon should be sent to the Appellate authority.

The SRC in its 3361h meeting held during 1gth - 20th April 2017 , reviewed the decision of
335th meeting and decided ai under:-

"1 . The whereabouts of the case file rs sfil not established.
1.1 After verification, we are informed, that the file was returned to us after the

appealwas disposed of.

1.2 The case file was possrbly sent back to HQ w.r.t. the Court-case. As advised
by the RD, we need not perhaps relate the VT lnspection report to
tracing of the file.

1.3 There is no harm in reporting the facts ( including the VT tnspection report)
to the Court through the He.

2. Please take action accordingly."

As per the decision of SRC a brief of the case along with VT report was issued to NCTE,
Hqrs (Legal) section on02.05.2017. original file is awaited from NCTE Hqrs.

A court order dated 17.04.2017 in W,P.No.5643412013 is received by this office from
Shri. Basavaraj V. Sabard on 02.OS.ZO1T.
"Heard the learned counsel for the parties.

2. ln compliance of the directions issued by this court on 2.1.2017. a
committee constituted by respondent Nos.1 and 2 inspected the petitioner's
institution and a report is submitted before this Court which are in favour of the
petitioners, recommending recognition to be granted.

3. lt is obvious that the deficiencies pointed out by the respondent Nos.1
and 2 has been complied with as per the report submitted by the inspection
committee. Respondent Nos. 1 and 2 are required to take a decision in the
matter.

4. Hence, the orders impugned herein, at Annexure-A & B do not survive for
consideration Accordingly, the writ petition stands disposed of directing the
reslcondent Nqg. 1 qnd 2 to take a decision for grant of recognition to the
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petitioner's institution as expeditiously as possible. Till then, the petitioner's
institution shall continue to run in terms of the interim order granted by this
Court."

SRC, in its 340th meeting held during OSth - 09th June, 2017 considered the court order
dated 17.04.2017 in WP No: 56434/2013 and decided as under:-

1. " The Court has directed us to take a decision for grant of recognition to the
Petitioner's institution.

2. Such a decision will create many difficulties for us in other cases which may
cite this as a precedent.

3. The Court decision is based mainly on the VT inspection report which itself
has factual inaccuracies.

4. we had, in Dec. 2013, asked the sRo to file an appeal against the (then)
order of the court. Action thereon had been inexcusably deiayed.

5' Ask the Lawyer now to quickly move in the matter and file an ippeal against
this latest orders."

On 17.07.2017 a letter from the advocate is received by this office with request to send
a copy of annexures and other documents to file writ appeal. Accordingly, as requested
by the advocate a copy of the writ petition along with annexures are sent for filing writ
appeal on 10.07.2017.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter along with brief of the institution was
sent to the advocate on 28.06.2017.

A letter dated 16.10.2017 is received by this office along with a copy of the opinion in
W'P.No. 5643412013 from the Under Secretary to Government, Educition Department (
Universities-2) on 31.10.2017 is as under:

"ln the above Writ Petition, the Petitioner has sought for quashing the order
dated 13.11 2013 passed by the NCTE, the Respondent No.1 herein vide
Annexure 'A' and quash the order dated 10.0r.2013 passed by the NCTE,
south Regional committee, the 2nd Respondent herein vide Annexure ,B, 

and
for such other reliefs.
I have perused the certified copy of the order dated 17.o4.2017 passed by the
Hon'ble Court.
The Hon'ble Court has disposed of the above Writ Petition with a direction,
directing the Respondent No. 1 and 2 to take a decision for grant of recognition
to the Petitioner's institution as expeditiously as possible. Till thei, the
Petitioner's institution continues to run in terms of the interim order granted by
the Hon'ble High Court. ln view of the above, I am of the opinion tnaftnls is not
a fit case to file an appeal against the said order.
The Certified copy of the order is enclosed herewith.

A mail has been sent to advocate seeking reply as to whether writ appeal rs filed rn the
38
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said court matter. A mail is received from [r/r. Basavaraj, Advocate, stating that writ
appeal has been filed and numbered as 560712017.

The Committee considered the court matter and decided as under:-

1. The Under Secretary has argued against the action to file an appeal
saying, the lnstitution will function on the strength of the court order
only till we take a decision.

2. This is not so. ln our reckoning , the court has directed us to grant
recognition. So, an appeal is necessary.

3. ln any case, the appeal has already been filed.
4. Send a brief reply accordingly.
5. Has the Appellate court 'stayed, the operation of the lower courts

order?.

SRCAPP2Ol6
30064
M.Ed and
BA,B,Ed
BSc B.Ed
(2 Units)

Azim Premji
University,
PES Campus,
Bangalore,
Karnataka

39

Azim P

(Behin
remji University, PES Campus, pixel park, B Btock,
d Nice Road), Bangalore (U)-560010, Karnataka.

Electronic City, Hosur Road,

Azim Premji Foundation for Development, pES campus, pixel park B Block, Electrinic
city, Hosur Road (Behind Nice Road), Anekar, Bangarore, Karnataka has submitted an
online application for offeringlVl.Ed and B.A.B.Ed / B.sc.B.Ed course in the name of
A1m Premji University, PES Campus, pixel park, B Block, Electronic City, Hosur Road
( Behind Nice Road), Bangalore (U)-560010, Karnataka on 30.05.2016 and hard copy
of the application was received on 07.06.20.16.

Letter was addressed to the secretary to Government, Educatron Department,
Government of Karnataka seeking recommendation /comments in respect of the
application recerved by the sRC-NCTE for recognition of the proposed B. p. Ed course,
on 22.06.2016. Reminder -l was issued on 0'l .10.2016. Reminder-ll was sent to the
Government on 02.1 1.2016.

o

Recommendation of the state Government was received by this office after the
completion of 90 days from the date of issue of the letters to the state Government vide
Govt. Order No:ED 281 URC 2016, Bangalore, dated 15.12.2016 for 8.A., B.Ed /
B.Sc.B.Ed and vide order no. ED 282 URC 2016, Bangalore, daled 14.12.2016 for M.Ed
course.

The online application was scrutinized along with hard copy of the application.

The sRC in its 324'h meeting herd during 07rh - ogth December, 2016, considered the
scrutiny of the application and decided as under:-

1

2

3

"Four entities are involved- Azim Premji Trust; Azim premji Foundation for
Development: Peoples Education Society; and Azim prem\i University

The promoter society is the Foundation. They have no ti e to the lands.
The University is the institution concerned. They have only 'lease hold

(S. Sathya m )

Chairman
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title'acquired from a private party rhis is not admissible under the 2014
Regulations.

4. Azim Premii Trust and Peoples Education Society are not legally relevant
fo fhis case.

5. EC rs not given.

6. LUC is not given.

7. BP is not given.

8. Bcc is not given. Building is repofted to be stilt under construction.
9. For M.Ed -NAAC ceftificateis nof given.
10. lssue Shorry Cause Notice accordinoly."

As per the decision of SRC a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
08.12.2016. The institution has submitted reply through online on 2g 12.2016 and hard
copy on 30.12.2016.

The SRC in its 327th meeting held during 1gtn& 2oth January,2017 considered the notice
reply and decided as under.-

1. "The sRC did not mean to question the academic standing of the Azim
Premji University.

2. The sRC has to function strictly under the NCTE Regulations. lt has no
power or discretion to relax the Regulations Only the Council has that
power.

3. The Azim Premji University may approach the NCTE (He) fir obtaining the
relaxation required by them. Thereafter, they can approach the sRC for
appropriate further attention/action."

AccordinglY, as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on
25.01.2017
But till date the institution has not submitted any reply for further action.

The SRC in its 335th meeting held during 11th - 12th April, 2017 considered the matter of
non submission of reply of the institution and decided as under:-

1. "There are too many deficiencies in this case.
2- They have not cared to address any one of them substantively
3. Reject the application.
4. Return FDRs, if any.
5. Close the file. "

The SRC in its 336th meeting held during 1gth - 20th April, 2017 reconsidered the matter
and decided as under:-

1. "The communication of the NCTE (He) about the proposed amendment
to the Regulations is seen. circulate copies to all the Members. we can
discuss in the next meeting.

40
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2. SRO has brought up the case of Azim Premji University for consideration
towards possible review w. r.t. the proposed amendment.

3. We find it difficult to accept this agenda item for consideration There rs

no error apparent on the face of the record to warrant review. There is

no other justification to reopen a decision taken by us on 1 1 .4.2017. That
the SRO has not yet issued the order is not relevant for our
consideration."

As per the decision of SRC a rejection order was issued to the institution vide order No
F.No /NCTE/SRC/SRCAPP201630034/lV Ed/B.A.B.Ed /B.Sc.B.EdtKN2017-1Ats2ss1
dated 24.04.2017 .

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC, the institution filed an appeal before the
appellate authority, NCTE Hqrs.

The appellate authority vide order F .No. 89t221t2O17 AppeavTtn Meetjng-2o17 dated
01 .05.2017 has
remand back the case of Azim Premji University, Anekal, Karnataka.

The SRC in its 338rh meeting held during 1"t- 3'd I\/ay, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under:-

"1. As described our SCN on 08.12.2016, there are four main entities in this case:
Azim Premji University; Premji Foundation for Development; Azim premji Trust,

and peoples Education Society.
2. documents given show that all land dealings ( sale or lease) are between p E.S.

and A. P. Trust
3.1 The A.P. Foundation is the promoter Society. They have no tifle (freehold or

lease).
3.2 The A.P. University is the institution concerned. They have no tifle ( freehold or

leasehold)
4.1 NCTE ( Council) has amended the Regulation to relax the norms relating to

landarea requtrement in hill-areas and urban areas; even ,lease , has been
allowed.

4.2 Thal being so, the earlier considerations relatrng to land-holding need not
anymore be a hurdle to further processing this case.

4.3 Availability of 1000 sq.mts of land for supporting a super-structure of built-up
area is the minimum requirement indicated.

5.'1 We can now get the VT inspection done.
5.2 Cause composite inspection for M.Ed ( 1 unit) and B.A.B.Ed / B.Sc.B.Ed (2

units).
5.3 Ask the V.T. to collect all relevant documents. Ti e-deeds ( if any); LUC & EC

for the Sy. Nos. involved; and B.P.and BCC,"

VT members names were generated through online VT module for inspection during the
tiod 14.O5.2017 to 03.06.2017 -!!p9 ti9n of the institution was conducted on

41,
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30.05.2017 and
02.06.2017.
The SRC in its 342'd meeting held during 05th - O6'h July, 20.17 considered the VT report
and decided as under:-

31.05.2017 and the VT report along with documents received on

f . "The Composite W lnspection report is exhaustive and gives many detarls
2. The ( recently) amended Regulations have raised many new conditions.
3. SRO should list the various issues/ conditions in a tabular format and give

against each the correct factual position relating to the Azim premji

University."

Further, an e-mail received by this office from the
NCTE, Hqrs on 08.09.2017 stated as under:-

Under Secretary ( Regulations),

Provided also that in cases of Cities notified as Category X and Y by the

5.5athyam)

Chairman

"l am directed to refer to your email letter dated 09.OB.ZO17 on the subject noted
above and to say that through the NCTE Notification dated 28.04.2017. lt is
hereby clarified that an exemption has been carved out to the main existing
provision 8(4) in Regulation. Thus the provisios mentioned below g (4) pertain to
different situations where either a teacher education institution rs running or
proposed to be run on land which is not owned by it or even where the land irea
is less than required as per the main provrsion. Thus each provision indicates
different situatrons for which specific prescriptions have been given for relaxing
the land area requirement or even the land ownership norms. The amended pai
of sub regulation (4) is stated below:

"No institution shall be granted recognition under these regulations unless the
hstitution or society sponsoring the institution is rn possession of required land
free from all encumbrances on the date of application and the said land shall be
either on ownership basis or on lease from the Government or Government
institutions for a period of not less than thirty years subject to the relevant laws of
the concerned State or Union Territory

Provided that in cases of central or state Government lnstitutions or
Universities, recognition may be accorded for a period of five years on land or
premises, which is leased to them.

Provided further that such institution shall be required to shift to premises with
own land and
building thereon, in conformity with the specification in these regulations within a
period of five years from the date of recognition.

Provided also that in case of central or state Government rnstitutions or
Universities, recognition may be accorded on land or premises, which is leased
to them for a period of thirty year or more.

A-"
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Government of lndia for the purposes of house rent allowance, any University or
College which has been in existence for the last ten academic years on the date
of application and not in possession of land as per National Council for Teacher
Education norms, be allowed to apply for new Teacher Education Programmes
or additional lntake exclusively on the basis of the availability of built up area as
per National Council for Teacher Education Norms, if the institution has at least
one thousand sq.meter of land area on which the required infrastructure is built
up."

2. The case under reference pertain to the first provisio and the requirement
here would be that it shall be a State Central Govt. institution or a University
which is proposing to run a teacher education programme from land/premises
which are leased to it. The approval by RC is to be given for five years and
within five years the said institution is expected to move to its own premises.
The proviso is specific and is on standalone basis for facilitating a TEI which
propose to be run from premises which are not owned by it.

3. Needless to say, all other norms pertaining to building size, teaching faculty
etc. will be required as per the existing regulations in this regard. Therefore
Regional Director is advised to keep the above discussion in mind while
processing the case under consideration."

The SRC in its 345th meeting held during 21"1 - 22ndSeptember,2017 considered the
decision of 342nd meeting and Reply from tne Hqrs. and decided to issue Show Cause
Notice for the following dificiencies.

1 The NCTE (HQ) has sent a clarification regarding the recenfly amended
regulation.The effective position is that govt institutions/Univs can be
given recognition for 5 years even on leased land or premises
The V.T.l report is examined.
Azim premji Univ is not a govt institution. Therefore, the recent
amendment is not relevant to them.
Also, the lease period is only 3 years whereas the amendment talks of an
interim recognition for 5 years within which time the applicant is expected
to develops own facilities and shift into them.
ln the result, and for the reasons given above, the Azim premji Univ does
qualify for consideration at all.

lssue SCN accordingly."

3.2

4

not
5

As per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
27 09.2017

An e-mail received from Mr. R.C.Chopra, Section Officer on27.0g.2017 requesting to
send the original records with brief of the institution. Hence, the original file with brief of
the institution is foru,yarded herewith.

2

3
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A reply of the NCTE, Hqrs dated 03.10.2017 is received by this office on 06.10.2017 is
as under:-
"l am directed to refer to the representation dated 28.09.2017 of Azim Premji University
with
reference to the show cause notice decided by the Southern Regional Committee in its
345th meeting held on 21-22 September 2017 and to say that legal opinion on the
following issues have been obtained from the NCTE panelled legal -ounsel of Hon'ble
Supreme Court which are stated below:-

i)

ii)

iii)

iv)

Representation dated 28.09.2017 received from Azim premji t)niversity.
NCTE clarification vide letter no. NCTE Reg. 1/6/2017 -us (Reg)-He dated
07.09.2017
SCN by fhe SRC in its 345th meeting dated 21 and 22 Sept. 2017.
Letter No. PRS/PS/60/2016 date 2sth May, 2016 received from Mr. Ajay seth,
/AS, Principal secretary to Govt. Education Depariment (primary and
Secondary Education), Govt. of Karnataka.
NCTE Agenda item No. I related to "Flexibility in requirement of and for new
TEls in Hilly, Metropolitan / lJrban Areas" and approved minutes therof.
NCTE Amendment notification dated 2?th April, 2017 The representation
received from the
lnstitution along with above references has been examined and it ls observed
that the fwo issues raised by the sRC, while contemplating a show cause
notice, are as under:-

v)

vi)

i) Azim Premji University is not govt. institution. Therefore, the recent
amendment is not relevant to them.

ii) Also, the /ease period is only 3 years whereas the amendment talks of
an interim recognition for 5 years within which time the applicant is
expected to develop own facilities and shift into them". As regards issue
No. (i) the representation of the Azim premji University dated
28.09.2017 and letter of the Principal Secretary, Education Deparlment,
Govt. of Karnataka dated 25th May,2016 (copy enclosed) meniions that
Azim Premji University is philanthropic private University established rn
2010 under the Government of Karnataka Act, 2010. The first proviso
of the NCTE notification dated 28th April, 2017 states that"Provided that
in case of Central or Stale Government lnstitutions or Universfties,
recognition may be accorded for a period of five years, on land
orpremises, which is /eased to them."

The definition of "University" as per Section 2 (n) of the NCTE Act, '1993 provides
that" U n iversity mean s a Universitydefined under clause (f) of section 2 of the University
Grants commission Act, 1956 and includes an institutiondeemed to be a University
under secfion 32 of that Act.'As per section 2(t) of the UGC Act,"University means a
University established or incorporated by or under a Central Act, a Provincial Act or a
Sfale and includes any such institution as may, tn consultation with the University

thyam)
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concerned, by recognized by the commission in accordance with the regulations made)
in this behalf under this Act". 

r"u' tt'e 'wsu'otl

Taking into account definitions referred in under the NCTE Act and UGC Act, provisions
under first provrso of the NCTE Amendment Regulation. 2014 vide notificaiion dated
28"'April, 2017 and representation of the Azim premji University dated 2g.09.2017 and
letter of the Principal Secretary, Education Department, Govt. of Karnataka dated 2Sth
May, 2016, it as clear that the first proviso makes the amendment applicable to state and
central Government lnstitutions and universities, (University ieferred in under the
definition of the NCTE & UGC Act). Further the same is evidenfly clear from the Agenda
placed and approved by the council which deliberated the point lhal "Atso iertain
category of institutions i.e. Universities, state & central Govt. lnstitutions are at items
unable to obtain recognition because their tand is on lease." Thus the status of Azim
PremJi University falls under the category of first proviso for consideration.

As regards issue No. (ii) the first proviso of the NCTE notification dated 2grh
April, 2017 provides lhal"Provided that in case of central or stale Government

347tr1 Meetino of SRC
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lnstitutions or Universities, recognition may be accorded for a period of five years. on
land or premises, which rs /eased to them."and the second proviso of the NCTE
Notification daled 28.4.2Q17 provides tIal"provided fufther that such institutions shall be
required to shift to premises with own tand and building thereon, n conformity with the
specifications in these regulations within a period of five years from the date of
recognition.'From the above provisions, it does not make it mandatory that the leased
premises should be necessarily leased for 5 years. lt is merely mindated that the
recognition should not be for more than 5 years on such leased premises. ln fact the
intention behind such an amendment is revealed in the second proviso which makes it
clear that such an institution having been recognized would necessarily shift to owned
premises within 5 years of such recognition. Thus rn the case of the applicant, Ivl/s.
Azim Premji University, if the lease itself is for 3 years then it could be directed that
either they shift to owned premises within 3 years or they will provide evidence of lease
beyond 3 years in case they are intending to shift to owned premises after a period of 3
years from the recognition, but in any case before 5 years from recognition. Hence as
per the legal opinion and the clarification given above, you are requested to place this
clarification before the Chairperson, SRC for consideration.,,
on 12 10.2017, a reply to show cause notice dated 10.10.2017 is received by this office
from the institution is as under:-

"We refer to the above show cause notice. The SRC in its 345th meeting held on
September 21-22,2017 had decided to issue the show cause notice based priirarily on
two points cited as 3.1 and 3.2 in page s of the notice. These are (i) The amendemlnts
mentioned in the NCTE gazette notification dated April 2g, 2017 is not relevant to the
case of Azim Premli University since it si not a state or central government institution
and (2) That the lease period is only for 3 years whereas the amendment talks of an
interim recognition for a period of 5 years.
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our interpretation was that the amendment (specified in the NCTE gazette notification
dated April, 28,2017) was applicable to all Universities ( under the NCrE Acr and ucc l

ACT) and not restricted to state or central government institutions. ln fact the Visiting
Team lnspection was conducted with the full knowledge that Azim premji University is I
Private University is a Private University formed undEr the Azim premli University Act, 

I

2010 of the Government of Karnataka.

ln line with this, we had immediately requested the NCTE He for a clarificatron vide
letter to NCTE HQ dated September 29,2Oj7 ( Attached as Annexure 1).

The NCTE HQ vide their letter to the Regionar Director, sRC, NCTE copied to Azim
Premji University ( Reference -Reg 1t6t2o17-US ( Regutations) He / b83os d"t"o
October, 3, 2010. Attached as Annexure-2) has clarified that

1. The amendment is applicable to state and centre government lnstitutions and
Universities. The clarifications also clearly specifies Azim premji unrversity falls
under the category of Universities as referred in the amendment.

2. That the amendment does not specify that the lease shourd not be more than 5
years on such leased premrses.

Given the above unambiguous clarification, it is clear that the Azim premji university
may be considered for recognition to offer the Teacher Education programs irom leased
premises as prescribed in the NCTE notifjcation dated April 29,2017 

-

We request you to please consider our application and accord recognition.,,

The committee considered the scN reply and NCTE Hqrs clarification and
decided as under:-'

1. NCTE [HQ) have clarified that all Univs., whether Central govt or state govt
owned or not are eligible to benefit under the new amendment.

2. The lease clause refers to s-years as the upper rimit. A 3-year lease wi
therefore, suffice. Only, the interim recognition will only be for 3 years
within that period they should shift to their own premises.

3, They satis8/ the other requirements.
4. lssue LOI for BA.B.Ed (1 Unit) BSc.B.Ed (1 unir) and M.Ed (1 unit)

347th Meetina o[ SRC
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Regional lnstitute of Education, Mysore.

A notification vide No. ED 131 UAC 74 d aled 20.12.1974 was received by this office

The southern Regional committee granted recognition to Regional lnstitute of
Education (NCERT), Mysore for B.A.B.Sc, B.A.B.Ed 14 years duration), M.Sc.tVI.Ed ( 2
years duration), tv Ed ( 1 year duration) and B.Ed (1 year duration) courses on
26.111996

09 APS03503
B,Ed
'lUnit

Regional

lnstitute
Education,
lVlysore,

Karnataka

of
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from the Karnataka Government Secretariate, Vidhana Soudha, Bangalore, addressed
to the Registrar, Mysore University, Mysore with a copy marked to SRC, NCTE for
sanction of affiliation of the Regional College of Education, Mysore for B.A.B Ed ( 4
years course with an intake of 60), B.Sc.B.Ed (4 years course with an intake of 100 ),
B.Ed ( 1 year course with an intake of 50) and M.Sc.M.Ed (2 years courses with an
intake of 20 students.

The SRC in its order vide F.SRO/NCTE/1999-2000 /961 1 dated 12.07 .2001 accorded
recognition to the 2 year-4 semester B.Ed (secondary) programme to Regional lnstitute
of Education, lvlysore, Karnataka. The State Government of Karnataka has given ,No

objection certifrcate' to the 2 year B.Ed course for the year 1999-2000 and renewed for
the academic session 2000-2001.

The State Government of Karnataka in its letter vide ED gg UMV 2000 dated
13.06.2001 addressed to Dr. S.N.Hegde, Vice Chancellor, University of [/ysore has
given approval for continuation of affiliation to the 2 year B. Ed course in Regional
lnstitute of Education, Mysore applicable from the academic year 2OO1-2002.

under the above circumstances, the sRC consrdered the matter of renewal of
recognition and granted recognition to 2 year-4semester B. Ed course at Regional
lnstitute of Education, Mysore, Karnataka from the academic session 2001_2002.

A letter vide No. 4(K)-2lRecog./NcrE/2008/RtEM/As dated '12.03 2008 was received by
this office from the institution on 18.03.2008 regarding recognition and approval for the
revival of B.A B Ed degree course and revised B.Sc.B.Ed, M.Ed and j new 6 year
lntegrated M.Sc.M.Ed Degree courses.( copy enclosed).

Wherein, the inslitution has stated in para 3 of this letter as:

(S. Sathya m )

Chairman

"Consequent to the shift in the priorities B.A.B.Ed & M.Sc.M.Ed courses were phased
out and one year B.Ed has replaced by two years course. NCERT/MHRD constituted a
review committeed, under the chairmanship of prof.Govinda (NUEZA. New Delhi).
which recognizes that the Teacher Education in the country has undergone enormous
transformation in quantitative as well as qualitative terms."

The sRC in its 158th meeting held on 13th - 14rh May 2008 considered the original file of
the instrtution, visiting Team Report, Video cD, other related documents, Aciof NCTE,
1993, Regulations and decided to ask the RlE, Mysore to submit the prescribed
application as per NCTE regulation for starting 6 year ( 12 semmester) integrated
M.Sc.ltl.Ed Degree course.

Accordingly, a letter was issued to the institution on 28.0g.2008 stating that

" The recognition to RlE, Mysore has already been granted by SRC for the following
courses:
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4- Year ( A -Semeste4 tntegrated B.e.A Ed begree iourse.
4- Year ( 8- Semester) lntegrated B.Sc.B.Ed Degree course.
2- Year B.Ed Degree course ( become 2 year from 2OOO)

1- Year M.Ed Degree course
2- Year M.Sc.M.Ed Degree course.
1- Year M.Ed Degree course.

As required by NCTE, Hq, a brief of the institution was

' The instltute was offering 2-year 4 semester B. Ed (secondary) programme since
1999-2000 academic year. The NCTE SRC, Bengaluru had recognized this 2
year-4 semester B.Ed (Secondary) programme vide order No.
F.KR/78/SRO/NCTEI2OOO-Z}O1t7438, dated 08.08.2001 w.ef 1999_2OOO
academic session, and the renewal was given by NCTE from the academic
session 200'1-02 (copy enclosed) and onwards.

Unfortunately, the course was discontinued from the academic session 2007_0g
onwards due to other priorities of the lnstitute. Now the RlE, Mysore is re_
introducing Two-year B.Ed (Secondary) programme from the academic session
2017 -18 with an intake of 50 students (one unit). As per the requarement of
NCTE Regulations 20'14, a notarized affidavit is enclosed for reviving the 2 _year
B.Ed programme frcm 2017 -18."

1)

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

The committee do not have any objection for reviving of above courses, as such the
institution may continue to offer these courses by RlE, Mysore."

The institution has submitted a letter dated 24.o4.2017 to this office along with affidavit
on 26.04.2017 whrch is as under:

The institution has submitted a letter dated 21 .07 .2016 to this office on 03.10.2017
which is as under;-

"Our letter No. F.4/NCTE/2016/RtEM/AS/145 -147 dated 24.04 2017 on the subject
refered to above ( Copy enclosed for your ready reference).

The institute introduced 2-Year B.Ed programme since 1999-2000 and the
recognrtion of the NCTE was obtained vide order no. F. KR/7glsRo/NCTE/2000-
200117438, dated 08.08.2001 and the renewal was issued by the NCTE, Bengaluru
The instjtute continued to offer the 2 -year Ed programme upto 2OO7-OS.

ln the-context of NCTE Regulation 2014, tor the renewal o,f 2-year B.Ed programme
with effect lrcm 2017-18, a notarized affidavit was submitted to NCTE. Thereiore it is
once again requested to approve the 2- year B.Ed programme from the current
Academic Y ear i.e.2017 -1 8."

09.10.2017 . ln response to the tetter of 03.10.201 7. a reply
with th I of Chairman, SRC on 30.10.2017 which is a

sent to NCTE Hqrs, on
was sent to the institution
s under:
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Therefore, the recognition granted to the institution vide order dated g.g.2001
survives. That being so, there should be no difficulty for the rnstrtute to continue
to run the course as hithertofore.

The Committee considered the institution written representation and decided
as under:-'

As regards starting a new B.Ed programme under the 2014 Regulations, the
institution will have to file a fresh application whenever the NCTE invites
applications for new programmes."

Further, an e-mail was received by this office from the principar, RlE, Irrrysore on
01 -11.2017 requesting for continuation of the 2 year B.Ed programme and reply was
sent through e-mail to institution on 01.11.2017 as delailed below:

"Further to this office letter No: F.SRO/APSO3503/NCTE/201 7/9 4445 dated
30j0.2017, it is to inform that your applicatjon received by this office on
3.10.2017 requesting for continuation o,f the 2 year B.Ed programme was placed
before the 346'h meeting of SRC held on Zq-ZS October, 2017. Due to the
lengthy discussion to take decision on the court matters, the committee could
not be able to take up your case.

However, the agenda will be placed before the 347rh meeting of SRC scheduled
during 16-17 November, 2017 and the decision of the sRC wifl be intimated in
due course of time."

"About the 2 year B.Ed (Secondary) programme started by you in 1999-2000.
The SRC had granted recognition vide order No. F. KR/78/SRO/NCTE/2000_
200117438 dated 8.8.2001 for offering the 2 year - 4 Semester B.Ed (

Secondary). This recognition has not been wtthdrawn. According to advice
given by the NCTE ( Council) in other sjmilar cases, the recognitron so given has
to be deemed to have continued.

1. Let us deal with this as an RPRO case on par with the process applied for
the Puducherry and A.N. islands cases.

2. Fresh FR under the 2or4 Regulations can be issued only after verification
ofadherence to the new norms and standards.

3. Collect all relevant documents and prepare for causing V.T. lnspection
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K.S.E.F College of Education, Northern Extension, Tumkur District-572106,
Karnataka

K.S.E.F College of Education, Northern Extension, Tumkur District- 572106, Karnataka
had submitted an application for starting B.Ed course on 13.02.1996. The institution was
granted recognition on 24.07.1996 with an intake of 1OO students. This office had
received a letter No.TY: VCPS: 201 1-12:98 dated 21 .os.2o1t from the Vice-chancellor,
Tumkur Universrty, Tumkur by enclosing a list of 19 institutions with the committee
observations by conducting inspections.

SRC in rts 206th meeting held on gth -1Oth June, 2011 considered the VT report, reply of
the institution vide its letter dated 03.06.2011 and all the relevant documeniary
evidences and it was decided to issue show cause notice under section 17 of NCTE Aci
Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on 07.07.2011. The
instrtution had replied vjde letter dated 10.8.201 1 .

rhe SRC in its 211th meeting held on 21"t -23'd september, 2011 considered the letter
dated 21-05.2011 from vice-chancellor, Tumkur university pointing out deficiencies in
the 19 Tumkur University colleges and a/so reply of the above institution dated
1 0.08-201 1 and other documents submitted by the institution and decided to cause
composite inspection for all the courses at premlses under sec,o n 17 of NCTE Act, to
verify whether the institution is maintaining instructional and infrastructural faclftles as
per NCTE norms. The institution vide letter dated 19.10.2011 was a/so informed.

Accordingly, the inspection of the institution was carried out on 31 .10.2011 . ln the
meantime, Tumkur University vide their tetter received on 17.10.2011 has conducted
visits to the institution during l Sth -1gth and 2y'h of July, 2011 and made some
observations.

The sRC in its 215'h meeting herd on 12rh -13th December, 2011 considered the vr
report, VCD and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve
show cause Notice under section 17 of NCTE Act, and Notrce was issued to the
institution on 13.02.2012. The institution has submitted its written representation on
19.O3.2012

of

o

The sRC in its 221s' meeting held on 19rh - 20th April, 2012 considered the reply of the
institutron dated '19.03.2 102 and all the relevant documentary evidences and' it was
decided to serve Final show cause Notice under section 17 ot Ncrg Act.Accordangly, a
final show cause notice was issued to the institution on 22.0s.2012. The institution' iras
submitted replies vide letters dated 23.O7.2012 and 27.06.2012.

]he sRc in its 24oth meeting held on 9-11 March 2013, the repty of the institution vide
letter dt. 23.07.2012 & 27.06.2012 to the show cause notice was duly considered and
the reply is unconvincing and not satisfactory, deficiencies still persist as under;-
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1. The institution has not submitted Notarised English version of the ceftified copy
land documents.

2. The institution has not submitted approved blue pint of building plan .ln the copy
of building plan submitted, site area, survey number and total built up area is not
mentioned.

3. As-per the BCC, built up area is 5661 sq.ft., hence the built up area is not as per
NCTE norms. As per NCTE norms, 1500 sq.mts of built up area is required.

4. original Notarised land usage ceftificate from the Revenue divisional office
stating that the agriculture land convefted to non-agriculture for the educational
purpose is not subm itted. Proceedings of Revenue Divisional Officer not
submitted for conversion of land from agricultural to educational purposes.
No documentary proof is submitted towards purchase of equipments to
strengthen the labs.
The institution has 1+ 5 faculty members. As per the NCTE norms, there shoutd
be 1+7 faculty memberg
The latest staff list approved by the t)niversity is not submitted.
Lecturers in Foundation/Fine Afts/Physical Education are not appointed.

Based on the above points the committee decides to withdraw the recognition of the
B.Ed course run by the K.S.E.F colege of Education, Northern Extension-, Tumkur Dt.
- 572106, Karnataka from the academic year 2013-14, in order to enable the ongoing
batch of students in B. Ed, course, if any, to complete their course.

As per the decision of sRC, the recognition of the institution was withdrawn vide order
no. F.No.APS003O2tB.EdtKA.2013-1 4t5O634, dated 1 2.O4.201 3

(

6

7
e

ln the meantime, the rnstitution had filed an appeal under section 1g of NCTE Act.
before the appellate Authority, NCTE, and New Delhi against the withdrawal order of
SRC.

It was observed from the file, that there is management dispute filed in the court of the
City Civil judge at Bangatore on O S No.8054 t 1997 . t, A No 13(pg_604/C)

The appellate authorities vide order No.F.No.Bg- 398/2013/Appeal/14'h Meeting-2O13
dated 30.10.20'l 3 decided lhat confirms the Order appealed against,

The above decision of the appellate authority was placed before sRC in its 255th
Meeting held on 13th - 15th November,2o13 and the committee noted the matter.

Further, the institution has approached the Hon'ble High court of Karnataka in w.p. No.
49492 -49496 and 49812-49813 of 2013 and 5029.1-50297 of 2013

The court order dated 10.12.2013 from the Hon'ble High court of Karnataka in w.p.
No. 49492 -49496 and 49812-49813 0f 2013 and 50291-ao2g7 0f 2013 is as under:

n
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"These petitions coming on orders, on service of notice on respondent No. 3.

the learned senior advocate Shrl. Subra manyalois appearing for the Counsel for
the petitioners sfafes that notice to respondent No. 3, may be dr'spensed with an
in the light of the circumstances that this court has already taken a view in similar
circumstances rn other batch of writ petitions, that these petitions may also be
disposed of in the light of the same.

2. On the facts of the present case, ft is noticed that the petitioners are said to be
running colleges of education, which have been duly recognized by the National
council of Teacher Education WCrq, a statuary body of Government of lndia
and are affiliated to the Tumkur lJniversity. lt transpires that by virtue of the
orders passed withdrawing recognition forthe academic year 2013-14, which
was not preceded by any notice or an oppoftunity of hearing, though there was a
reply to the notice issued by the second respondent, the second respondent
however, without affording an opportunity of hearing, has proceeded /o pass
several impugned orders in respect of the respective petitioners. tt is that which
is sought to be questioned by this common petition filed by the several
institutions.

3. Having regard to the fact that there are no statement of objections filed to the
present petitions and that other respondents, though served, remaining
unrepresented , the fact that there was no opporlunity of hearing and that the
obiections filed by the respondents in so far as the show - cause -noticeissued
notice does not appear to have been considered.

The petition deserves to be summarily allowed and are accordingly allowed. The
impugned annexure are quashed. The respondents, however, aie' at liberty to
consider the obiections filed to the original notice after re-issuing notice to the
petitioners and afford an opportunity of hearing and to proceed fufther in
accordance with law."

The above court order was placed before SRC in its 257th Meeting held on z1th - 22nd
December 2013 and the committee decided as under;

"A nLtmber of show cause notices have been given atl these cases. Therefore,
the Lawyer to be asked to file an appeal immediately in atl the cases and obtarn
'stay'.The matter to be pursued with the Lawyer.,,

Accordingly, a letter was sent to Mr.Dinesh Kumar, advocate on 08.01 2014.On
09.O1.2014, an E-Mail was received from I\Ir.Dinesh Kumar advocate stating as under:

'l have gone through the order dated 10.12.2013.tn my opinion, in view of the
observations contained in Paragraph 3 of the order, it is not a fit case to fite an
appeal. The direction of the Hon'ble Court is fo consider the objections filed to
the original notice after re-issuing notice to the petitioner and afford an

of
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It is therefore desirable to comply with the order instead of challenging the same
in appeal.'

Accordingly, the representatives of six of the seven institutions, Viz,

1. APSOlSS5,B.Ed,KatpathuruvidhyaSamsthe, Tiptur,KA
2. A0500463,B.Ed. Sreesiddaganga Educatjon Society, Tumkur, KA.
3. A0500464,B.Ed. Sri Siddhartha Education Society, Maralur,KA
4. APS03424,B.Ed. lndira Education Society, Tumkur.KA
5. AOSO0302, B.Ed. K.S.E.F. Coltege of Education, Tumkur, KA.
6. APS03481, B.Ed. Sri. T.V.V. College of Education, Tumkur.KA.

Have appeared and given personal a hearing.

One College by name Vidyavahinisamsthe, (ApS01767. B.Ed).Tumkur, KA, has not
appeared for personal hearing inspite of being informed through e-mail, speed post &
telephonic call.

As an_ntroductory note the chairperson, sRC has in 260th Meeting of sRC held on 20th
and 30"' January,2o14 told to the representatives of the instituti6ns that 'that we (the
Regional committees) do not have the practice of personal hearing as per Regutations.
However, in compliance to the directions of the Honorable High courl of KarnZtaka. we
have called you for personal hearing. you may say what bll you want to say. tt is
entirely the discretion of the institution. But please submit in writing today after this
hearing point wise what all submissions you wanted to make befor; sRC' during the
personal hearing session such that, later, there would not be scope either t6 the
institution to say that sRc d/d not hear on these points or to the sRC that the institution
has.not submifted these points. You may also enclose what alt (locuments you want to
enclose to your written representation. Make a photocopy of your representation and
take acknowledgement of SRO".

1...
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l!,? aboy,g opinion of the advocate was placed before SRC in its 259'h Meeting held on
17'n to 19'n January 2014 .rhe committee has considered the matter and decid;d that

'Earlier decision taken in 217th meeting held on 20th -22nd Dec, 2013. to file an
appeal through our Lawyer is revised. Even the Lawyer,s advice to fite a petition
for 'review' is put on hold.
Furlher, it is decided by the committee fo lssue notice in all the 7 cases (viz.
4ps01885, A050463, AC500464, Ap503424, AOS00312, Apso3481&
4P501767) for a personal hearing in 260th meeting.
Fufther course of action will be decided after the personal hearing."

As per the decision of SRC in its 2591h meeting held on .l7rh - 19rh Jan, 2014, notice was
served to the institutions for personal hearing in the 260rh meeting of SRC on
22.01.2014



o

a

a. The institution is a federation and not a self financing rnstitution. lt is running only
B.Ed. course. lt is totally financed by the Government but still they have
submitted the FDRs

b. the institution is collecting fee only as per Government norms
c. the institution has already written to the Government for taking over the

institution by the Government
d. the major deficiency with regard to the institution is that it has only 5600 Sq.ft. of

built up area as against the required 16000 Sq.ft. a new building is proposed to
be constructed but money is the major constraint as is coflecling fee as per
Government norms

e. the Nagar Sabha has given rand to the institution as can be seen in the Nagar
Sabha's order and the building plan shows the Nagar Sabha number

f. Another deficiency is that only 1+5 staff is available and the institution is about to
appoint the required staff during the first week of February.

After the presentation, the institutions have requested for time till 03.02.2014 for
submitting written representation. The committee permitted and asked SRo to give
signed photocopy of representation as acknowledgement for putting up in the file.

The institutions has submitted the written represenlations along with the documents on
03.o2.2014

The committee decided as under:
'Pafty appeared, was given a personal hearing. Thereafter, they were advises to
give a written submlsslon of their presentation. signed photocofy was returned as
acknowledgement. Put up on file'

The oral presentations made by this institution are recorded whic h is as under
Represented by

1 . Dr. I\il. Hemalatha, Principal &
2. Deputy Director of Public lnstruction & president of the Association

The Principal of the institution has made the presentation on behalf of the institute. she
has said that:

Accordingly, the institution has submitted its written representation on 03.02.2014, the
SRC in its 261'' Meeting considered the written representation and directed SRo to
Process and put up comparative statement of documents submitted earlier and not
submitted at the personal hearing.

Accordingly, the file was processed.

The Committee in compliance to the Hon'ble High Court directions dated 10.12.20,13, tn
its 257'h meeting decided to give personal hearing Accordingly, the said college was

lven a pe rsonal hearing in its 26Orh meeting held on 29-3'1't Jan, 2014 and advrsed to

(S. Sathya
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written representation along with the documents on

The reply submitted by the institution to the personal hearing was duly considered and
the reply is unconvincing and not satisfactory, deficiencies still persists as under.

1. lnadequate built-up area.
2. EC is not upto-date.
3. There is no approved staff list.
4. Reject their application and re-issue our earlier decision

Under the above grounds and with reference to the totality of information collected &
based on a collective application of mind, the committee decided as per NCTE
Regulations, to reject the application and advised SRO to reissue earlier decision of
withdrawal of recognrtion.

As per the decision of SRC, withdrawal order was issued to the institutron on
08.05 2014.

ln the meantime, the institution has approached the Hon'ble High court of Karnataka in
w.P.No. 9261-926912014 filed by 9 institutions of rumkur University against the State of
Karnataka and others wherein the institution is the 5rh petitioner and SRC, NCTE is the
4th respondent. NCTE, New Delhi is not a party in the writ petition No.9261-g26gt2o1 4

The Court order dated 16.04.2O14 states as under:-
"The matter having been heard earlier, the interim order stood vacated. The
petitions were found to be not maintainable and it was adjourned at the request
of the learned senior Advocate appearing for the counsel for the petitioners
Thereafter, the matter having been listed before the court on several occasions,
the counsel for the petitioner had sought repeated adjournments on the ground
that it should be dr'smlssed only in the presence of the Senior Advocate eigaged
in the case. Today when the matter is called out, a similar request is made. 

-

2. Since the petitions have been heard at tength and as there is no substance in
the petitions, repeated request by the learned counsel for the petitioners to
dlsm,ss the petitions if at ail only in the presence of the Senior Advocate
engaged, is not a reason to adjourn the matter. The petitions are dismissed.
3. lncidentally, the learned counsel for the petitioners, as a /asl efforl, states that
he has made an application before the NCTE for re-consideration of the
petitioners' case for recognition in the light of having complied with the norms
prescribed by the NCTE.
lf such an application has been made, it is for the NCTE to take further steps. tn
accordance with law and to expedite the same. With that observation. the
petitions sland dlsmlssed. "

(S. Sathya
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The Committee in its considered the matter. ln the Hon,ble High Court, the Counsel for
petitioners, as a last effort, stated that he had made an application before the NCTE for
re-consideration of the petitioners case for recognition in the light of having complied
with norms prescribed by the NCTE.

The Hon'ble court in their order dated 16.04.2014 stated that, if such an application had
been made, (as mentioned above), it was for the NCTE to take further steps, in
accordance with law, and to expedite the same. with that observation, the petitions
were dismissed.
As seen from the records of this office (SRCNCTE), no application was/has been
received from the lnstitution. The question of reconsideration, therefore, does not arise.
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The committee accordingly , decided to close the case

The SRC in its 275th meeting held on 1-2 Decemb er 2014 considered the appellate
authority order dated 30.10.2014 and decaded that committee has noted the mattei

ln the meantime, an e-mail dated 03.12.2014 has been received from Sri.p.S.Dinesh.
Advocate along with statement of objection in w.p. No.51g0 Bl2o14 and affidavit. The
same was foMarded to advocate on 04j2.2014.

A letter intimating the decision of SRC was sent to the institution on 11.01 .2014
The institution preferred an appeal to NCTE Hqrs. and the NCTE Appeltate Authority in
its order dated 1511012014 received by sRC on 30.10.2014 has confirmed the order of
SRC,

An e-mail has been received from sri.P.s.Dinesh on 19.12.2014 stating that the above
writ petition (W. P. No.51808/2014) is disposed of vide order dt. 16.12.20i4 with a
direction to conduct the inspectron in accordance with law and to consider the case of
the petitioner as per law for grant of recognition.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 26.12.2014 along with
photocopy of court order in w.P. No.51808/2014 dated i6.12.2014. The couriorder
stated as follows:-

" .. .8. ln that view, the order dated 15.10.2014 is quashed and the matter stands
remitted to respondent No.2 who shall now hold aspot inspection in relation to
lhe posse ssion of the built up area bv the petitioner. record its satisfaction and
pass appropriate orders in accordan ce with law. Considerinq that the academic
session /s fast aDproachin q, resoondent No.2 is directed to reconsider the matter
fotlhwith on receiot of a coDV of this order and passaDDropnate orders so as nol
to interfe with the ensuinq academic sess/on and to ensure that if the petitioner
possess a// lhe reouirements thev a lso can qo throuohthep rocess of admission
in the meanwhile
ln terms of the above he pe\ion slands d/sposed of.

(S. Sathyam )
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The SRC in its 276th meeting held on 07-09 January, 2015 written representatlon from
the institution vide letter dated 26.12.2014 and also Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka,
dated 16.12.2014, decided and advised Southern Regional Office to:

1. Ask the College to pay the lnspection fee quickly.
2. Prepare to cause lnspection.
3. Advice the V.T. to check in particular the points of deficiency listed earlier.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 17.01.2015.

A letter dated 10.04.2015 received from Karnataka state Education Federation
Association, Tumkur. K.S.E.F. College of Education on j0.04.2015 and stating as
follows:

1. We would bring to your kind notice the National Council for Teacher Education
Southern Regional Commlttee Bangalore. On 12.04.2013 in above reference (1)
has disaffiliated /withdrawal recognrtion of KSEF B.Ed Co ege Tumkur for
admission to B.Ed College from year 20i3-14 onwards. Further the above order
was confirmed in Reference (2) order dated 08.05.2014 by NCTE SRC
Bangalore.

2 The college Principal filed appeat in NCTE New Delhi the NCTE SRC Bangatore
order dated 08.05.2014 was confirmed by the NCTE Appellate authority New
Delhi on 15.10.2014. Further College principal filed Appeal in High Court of
Karnataka WP. No.51808/2014. The High Court on 16J220j4 quashed the
NCTE Appeal order dated 08.05.2014 and High Court Directed NCTE to Re_
inspect the college the college determine the land legal documents,
Encumbrance certificate and Land Physical possession. However NCTE SRC
Bangalore above reference (1) order dated 12.04.20j3 and reference (2) order
dated 08.05.2014. Withdrawal of recognition /djsaffiliation of cojlege. ls still
continued and not quashed by the High Court. Hence college cannot admit the
students from year 2013-14 2O14-15 onwards.

lnsprre of above reference 1 & 2 order of NCTE SRC Bangalore withdrawing/
disaffiliating the college. The college principal and in active collusion of (i)
Director of Public instruction (Primary Education) Government of Karnataka.(2)
The Deputy Director of public lnstruction Bangalore South & Tumkur. Have
admitted the students for the B.Ed course for year 2014-15, for just to collect the
capitation/ Donation fee and make money and violated the NCTE orders. which
is illegal under NCTE rules and regulation.

J

4. The college is also submitted standard institution having only Two (2) Teachin s
staff as per the Government of Karnataka. Gazetted nottfication for grant in Aid
vide No.GO/ED/1 1 1IUNE2010/ Bangalore date 07.04.2010 and over aged 60
and above Principal. Further college is not having own building it is running on
rent ises and also in sufficient Building as per NCTE standard The land

(S. Sathya
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records and Khatha Tax paid receipts of college building is in private individual
name sri.V.Venkatesiah and after his Death in is lawful wife smt. c.H
Savithramma and the Family Member B.V.Ompraksh name.

5. Further the college not having sufficient Finance to pay the college staffs. Salary
Further college has not paid salary to the staff since one and half year (1 %
years) and 5 five years to some staff. lf NCTE inspects the staff salary
details/salary payment account ledger. The above truth will come out. The
college is interested only to make money violating all the education standard.

6. As stated above since college has admitted students for year 2014-15 without
NCTE recognition/ Affiliation. The NCTE should not give Recognition to the
college for violating the NCTE rules and also should not be party to illegal act
and corruption Encouraging illegal collection of Donation/ Capitation amount
without recognition and should take action against the college authority person
the principal and Director of public lnstruction (Primary Education) and Deputy
Director of Public lnstruction who as violated the NCTE rules the Penalized for
indulging in Corrupt and illegal activity.
Action taken to the lntimated.

Accordingly, as directed agenda was placed before SRC in its 287th meeting held on
20th May,2015 and the committee has deferred the case and a revised recognition
order was sent to the institution on 29.05.20'15 subject to decision of SRC, on the report
of the inspection to be conducted.

The SRC in its 290th meeting held on loth-11th July, 2015 considered the matterand has
decided as under:

1. The institution has not paid the fee for inspection in spite of reminder. lt is not,
therefore, possible to conduct inspection as directed by the court.

2. Close the case.
3. Ask the Lawyer to apprise the court of this position if necessary
4. Withdraw the Revised Provisional Recognition Order.

Before conveying the decision of SRC, the institution has submitted its written
representation dated 16.07.2015 received by SRC on 17.07.2015 along with DD of
Rs.1,50.0001 bearing no.021546 dated 16.07 .2015.

The SRC in its 291't meeting held during 20th & 21'tAugust,2015 considered the reply
dated 16.07.2015 of the institution and decided and advised Southern Regional Office to
Cause inspection and ask VT to obtain all relevant documents including approved staff.

As per the decision of SRC, a composite inspection was conducted on j6.02.2016 and
visiting team report is received by this office on 22.02.2016.
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The SRC, in its 305th meeting held during 25ih & 26th February, 2016 has considered the
VT report and all relevant documents and decided as under.-

o BP not approved by competent authority.
. lssue SCN accordingly.

The lnstitution submitted its written representation on 29.O2.2016.

The sRC in its 306th Meeting herd during 1"tto 4th March, 2016 considered the repry of
the institution and decided to restore recognition of the institution

As per the decision of sRC , a restore recognition order was issued to the institution on
'16 03.2016

On 29.04.20'16, the Sukanya .S , Principal ,K.S.E.F College of Education ,Tumkur has
submitted a request for conditional approval of her appointment as principal of the
institution.

A copy of the staff list approved by Registrar ,Tumkur University where in it is mentioned
that 'S/.No.7 (Dr.B.Sukanya) is atready approved as lecturer on
05.07.2014 Provisionally not considered for the post of principat as she is not having
minimum 55%o of marks in the P.G.Degree,is submitted .

The SRC in its 32lstmeeting held during 28rh - 29rh September, 2016 consrdered the
matter and decided as under.-

1. The request for reduction of tntake from 2 units to 1 unit is accepted lssue
an amended FR accordingly
2. The faculty list is full of infirmities. Ask them to give a revised faculty list duly
approved.

As perthe decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on l S.10.2016.

on 17.11.2016, a letter was received by this office requested to grant ten days time for
the submission of Affidavit

A letter received by this office on zo.ot 2017, 10.10.2017, 16.i0.2017, 23 10.2017 is as
under.-

sub:- Requisition for the issue of FR of gazette notification copy of having accepted
forihe intake of 50 students (one-unit). 

evvvrrvv

"With the subject cited above, I kindly bring to your notice that the recognition
was given to our college by NCTE for two units. As the infrastructure and
other fac
unit) as

ilities of our college is sufficient only for the intake of 50 students one
er the new NCTE norms of two years B.Ed. course we had

,k1*"
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requested NCTE to give permission for one unit(s0 students).

Accordingly we received letter from SRC NCTE stating that our request was
accepted and FR to be issued. ln this regard we have made several
correspondence from Jan-2016 till we are not received the FR. our college
comes under Tumkur University and the university has informed the college if
the FR from NCTE is not produced, they are not sending the name of our
college to centralized admission cell so that our college name will not be
displayed in the website, as a result we are not getting the government seats.
lf this happens the college will not function and once again all the staff
working in this college will be on streets without salary, as salary will be
released by the department of collegiate education only if the college
functioning.

Hence I sincerely request your kind self to please issue the FR as early as
possible because the university has already sent the list of college to the CAC
and our college is not included in the list.

I am also submitting the university approved list of staff. Our management is
abolished due to some reasons and now it is the control of commissioner of
department of collegiate education, Major issues related to staff and other
aspects cannot be taken by the principal as they should be dealt by the
management. As soon as the management once again takes up the
administration of the college the staff issues and other infirmities will be set
right by the management.

Hence once again i humbly request the Regional Director madam and other
honourable members in the committee to please oblige and do the needful "

The institution has submitted following faculty list

The Committee considered the institution written representation and decided
as under:-'

1. Their request for reduction from 2 units to 1 unit was accepted. The
approval was issued in the form of a routine official letter.

2. The College has now represented that the University wants a formal order
in place of a routine letter.

3. Issue a formal order, in the format given, in supersession of the earlier
Ietter

D*^
(S. Sathyanf
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Rajeev Memorial college of reacher Education, Ivlattanur, Kannur, Kerala was granted
recognition for B.Ed. course on 7.12.2007 with an annual intake of 100 studenti with a
condition to shift to its own premises within 3 years (in case the institution is started in
rented premises).

As per the decision of sRC in its 175th meeting, the sRC reviewed the files of the
institutions who were granted recognition either in permanent premises or in leased
premises. A list of such institutions was prepared and placed before sRC in its 176rh
meeting.

ln the 176th meeting of sRC, it was decided to issue show cause Notice to the
institutions calling for documents for shifting of premises. Accordingly SCN issued on
02.07.2009. The institution submitted its explanation to the show bause Notice on
28.7.2009
On 5.'10.20'1 1, a complaint against the above institution was received from Sri. Rajesh
P.V., Advocate & Notary, Taliparamba, Kannur, Kerala on behalf of Sri. prakashan.p
This office vide letter dated 21.10.2011 requested the complainant to submit an affidavit
of Rs.100^ on non-judicral stamp paper in respect of the complaint received on
5 10.201 1 .

Sri. P.V. Rajesh, Advocate & Notary submitted an affidavit on Rs.1O0/- non_ludicial
stamp paper duly signed by the complainant Sri. prakashan.p., S/o. Damodaran,
Payyanadan House, Kannothumchal, Chovva p.O., Kannur-6, Kerala. The complainani
requested not to recognize Rajiv [\/emorial college of reacher Education, fvlattanoor
and not to give affrliation as well and to take immediate steps to close down the college
since it is alleged that the institution is functioning without complying the terms a;d
condrtions fixed by Kannur university and NCTE. The affidavit atong witr the complaint
is enclosed

ln the show cause Notice daled 02.o7.2oog, the institution had stated that the
construction of the proposed new building had been started and was likely to be
completed upto November, 2010.

r!g-s!c in its 215'h meeting held on 12-13 December, 2011 considered the complaint
of Mr. Sri. Prakashan.P and decided that to register this as a shiftrng case, if a iile is
already pending, and also to cause inspection at the premises on receipt of Rs. 40 0oo/-
towards inspection fee and to ascertain the facts of the complaint. Accordinqlv, a visit
was scheduled to the institution during 6th February, 2012 to grh f ebruary ,'2612. A
letter to the institution was addressed vide tetter No. Aps05561/B.Ed.tKN2o11-
12136061 dated 18.01 .201 2. A lax was received from the institution on 24.01 .2012
stating that they are not ready for inspection as the permanent building for the college is
under construction. The building will be ready for inspection by the end of May,201-2.

n

347tt, Meetino of sRC

7 6th & 77th November,20l7



347th Meetino o[ SRC

76tth & 77th November, 2017

As per the decision of 215 SRC meeting held on 12th - 1 3th December 201 1 , the vtsiting
team comprising of Dr. S. Thangasamy, Director and Professor, Centre for Educational
Research, Madurai Kamaraj University, Madurai and Dr. C. Raja ttiloauli, professor,
Dept. of Education, Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Open University, Hyderabad was proposed to
the institution during 6th to 8'h February, 2012. On 14.i.2O12. The Visiting team
submitted a blank report stating that the inspection may kindly be postponed.

The SRC in jts 224th meeting held on '14th - 17rh June, 2012 considered the matter and
decided to serve Final Show Cause Notice under NCTE Act. Accordingly, a Final Show
Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 09.O7.2012. The institution submitted its
written representation on 30.O7 .2012.

The SRC in its 235rh meeting held on 21"t - 22nd November 2012, considered the reply
of the institution d|3o-07 -2012 and all other relevant documents and decided to cause
inspection as per NCTE Act, to examine whether the institution fulfils all the
requirements as per the norms, for the proposed programme, subject to the condition
that the deficiencies, if any, were duly rectified by the institution, as per the norms.
Accordingly, an intimation letter was sent to the institution on O3t12t2012.

An E-Mail daled 0511212012 was received by this office from the principal. Rajeev
Memorial college of reacher Education requesting the postponement of inspection to
February 2013 as they are not prepared for the inspection as the permanent
construction of the building of the college has been 90 % completed. Another letter
regarding postponement of inspection rs received by this office on 0711212012.

An E-mail daled 1011212012 and 12t1212012 from Mr. Balaramulu and Ms.phrlomena
Lobo was received by this office seeking clarification regarding the date of inspection.

The lnspection team members were informed to conduct the inspection as scheduled
vide F. SRO/NCTEIKLNT nU 2t 47730 dated 1 4t 1 2tZOi 2

Another letter dated 2111212012 from the principal, Rajeev Memorial college of reacher
Education is received by this office on 24112t2o12 requesting for posiponement of
inspection to February 2013.

on 30/01/20'13, E-Mails from Mr. Balarumulu and philomena Lobo were received by this
office enclosing a brief report of visit to Rajeev Memorial B. Ed college, Ivlattanur,
Kannur, Kerala. The report was as under :

"On 11th January, 2013, Friday, we visited the colleges at g.00 a.m .We were
received by a reluctant Principal, Dr.pillai. To our great shock and surprise, we
found that neither the management nor the principal had made any preparations for
the visit of VT, though it was intimated to them well in advance by both your office
and by us. The basic requirements of preparedness like, filling up of the Format
supplied by you wa
kgpl!9gOLl! st194

s not done. No records. be it of the building or academic were
it was the Prin lexpected us not to conduct any inspection
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and asked us to get back."
A blank inspection repoft and non filed questionnaire had been received by this
office on 01/02/2013 along with the letter from the VT members enctosing a repoi
and a few photographs stating that"

"We visited the Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur
District, Kerala, as reported by the Principal earlier, the college building is not completed
nor the records were produced. They were not prepared for the inspection, still as per
intimation we have visited the spot and saw that the college is running in the first flooi of
a commercial complex.

e tns ection in the month of April-2013 under NCTE Act, to examine whether the

we have enclosed a report regarding the visit, the letter given by the principal of the
College, the formats given by you for the inspection and TA and Honorarium bills.
A copy of the report is enclosed.

A certificate from the Principal, Dr.Vijayan pillai submitted along with the VT report has
states that:

"On the day of their visit, the Manager of Society was not present on our
premises due to ill health. since all the original records are with the Manager himself,
I couldn't produce any document regarding the building or others, for the perusal of the
V.T, nor the application format was also filted up and kept ready for the inspection.
I hereby state that, all the relevant records will be produced for inspection once our
building is ready and shifted to our new campus."

The sRC in its 241"1 meeting held on 29th & 31't March 2013 & 1't April 2013 considered
the lnstitution letter dt.'1'l-01-2013 and all other relevant documents and decided to
ca

institution fulfils all the requirements as per the norms, for the proposed programme,
subject to the condition that the deficiencies, if any, were duly rectified by the in;titution,
as per the norms.

The inspection of the institution was scheduled for 27th\Aay, 2013 and the same was
intimated to the institution vide this offrce letter F No.ApSo5561 tB.EdtKEl2o13-
14151703 dated 16/05/2013. Accordingly, the inspection of the institution was carried out
on 30.05.2013.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 24grh Meeting held on 13th _ 1 sth July 201 3
consrdered the vr report, vcD of the institution on the above matter and also the
relevant documents of the institution and decided to withdraw recognition for the
following reasons:-

. original ceftified copy of the land documents from Govt. authority is not submitted.
The institution has submitted photocopy of the land documents, the land
documents is in favour of in individual by name prof. K.Lakshmana, which is not
permissible as per NCTE Regulations 2009. Approved blue print of the building
plan issued by competent ciUl! qlllCflty is not submitted. ln the buitding ptan copy

\
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submitted n-stitutionS name is iot menionea
Original building completion cerlificate from competent Govt. authorized engineer
is not submifted.
Original FDRs of Rs. 5 & 3 /acs towards endowment and reserve fund from a
Nationalized Bank in joint name is not given.
Notarized land usage ceftificate from the Revenue cjivisionat office stating that the
agriculture land convefted to non-agriculture for the educational urpose is not
submitted. Proceedings of Revenue Divisional Officer not submitted for conversion
of land from agricultural to educational purposes.

. Uplo-date encumbrance ceftificate issued by sub-registrar ls not submitted

. Slaffrs not accordingly to NCTE norms.

. Original affidavit is not submitted.

Keeping in view, the Supreme Court order in Civil Appeal No. 1125-1128t2011 in SLp
No. 17165-68/2009 filed by NCTE Vs ors, which reads as under:

"An institution is not entitled to recognition unless rt fulfilts the conditions specified
in various clauses of the Regulations. The councit is directed to ensure that in future no
institution is granted recognition unless it fulfills the conditions laid down in the Act anrj
the Regulations and the time schedule fixed for pro cessinq the appl.ication bv the
Reqional Committee and communication of the decision o, lhe issue of recoqnition it
s adhered to"

Based on the above points the sRC decided to withdraw the recognition of the B.Ed
course run by the Rajeev Memorial college of reacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur,
Kerala, from the academic year 2013-14 in order to enable the ongorng batch of
students in B.Ed, course, if any, to complete their course. lt was made cleir that the
institution is debarred from making any further admission subsequent to the date of
issue of this order.The Affiliating body / Examining board / body were informed
accordingly. Further it was decided to return Endowment funds and Reserve fund
deposited with SRC NCTE, Bangalore, if any.

Accordingly, a withdrawal order was issued to the institution vide F.No.Aps05561 /B.Ed
I KL|2O1 3-1 41 5331 2 dated 26.08.20 1 3

news ers channels etc."

On 08.1 1 .2013, an e-mail was received from K.priyesh stating as under 
;

"We wish to inform you that Rajeev Memorial B.Ed College is sti working in
Kannur District without your recognition. Kindty, please give a direction to Kainur
university to stop the college working illegally without yourlecognition and also ptease
giue direction to Rajeev Memorial B.Ed college to stop their iheating to students by
taking admissions without your recognition. I got information from the local public thit
the college authorities still going fonaard by taking new admlssions by hiding that they
have no recognition from NCTE.
Kindly take necessary actions, otherwise we have to compel to forward this matter to

a
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The southern Regional commrttee in rts 256rh Meeting held on 4rh - 6th December 2013
considered the matter, complaint through e-mail on the said college, decided and
advised southern Regional office to send a copy of the complaintlo the Affiliating
University along with a copy of the order of withdrawal of recognrtion for needful actron.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter addressed to the Registrar, Kannur university was
sent vide F SRO/APSO5561-B.Ed/KL/2o13/55713 dated il .tZ.ZOlZ

This office did not receive any reply from the University.

The institution flled an appeal under Section 1g of NCTE Act, before the Appellate
Authority, NCTE, New Delhi against the withdrawal order of SRC.

on 13.03.2014, this office received the appellate authority order No. F. No.8 9-667 t2013
Appeal/2nd 

_Meeting - 2014 dared 2s.02.2n14 remanding back the case of Rajeev
Memorial college of reacher Education, Thrissur, Kerara to the sRC, NCTE The
Council has made the following observations ,

o

The council hereby remands back the case of Rajeev Memoriat colrege of reacher
Education, Thrissur, Kerala to ff,e sRc, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.
The offrce memorandum (directive) from the NCTE Hqrs dated 2s.o4.2014 rs as under .

'The appeal committee is in agreement with the advice of the regat counser about
continued consideration of the appeals received so far as a/so fhose lo t)e received in
future, in accordance with law and procedure. However. /, cases where the nppeai,t
committee decided to remand them to the Regional committees for such actions like re-
lssue. of deficiency letter/show cause notice or to consider the submissions of the
appellant etc. it is felt that it would suffice from the point of view of the committee to
state in their minutes that the suggested actions are taken in accordance with the NCTE
Regulations.
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'The council noted that the sRC conducted an inspection of the institution on 30-0s-
2013 and after considering the vr repoft and other documents decided to withdraw
recognition and issued the order dated 27-09-2013 citing lhe reasons therein. the
council noted that the sRc, before withdrawing recognitioi, has not lssued any show
cause notice to the institution as required under the provisions of section 17 of the
NCTE Act. l, !h" 

"iL",.,rtt"n""$. 
the.Coun"il 

"onrlud"d 
thut th"."tt", du""*ud to b,

,.:rygr,q"A to tl", SFC *itn 
?,airu"tion t9 i""u" u @inttitrtir, ,nd t"k" furth", ,"tion 

"t 
,", th"

After perusal of the memorandum of appeat, affidavit, the documents avairabre on
records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing, the council
concluded that the appeal deserves to be remanded to sRC with a direclion to lssue a
show cause notice to the appettant institution and take fufther action u" pi, ini
provisions of the NCTE Act.
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Since the revised Regulations are yet to be notified, it would be app riate if the NCTE
administrativelv informs all the Regional committees that further action on the appellate
order in case of'remand' should be taken onlv in the Liqht of the revised re ulations to
be notified.'
ln view of the above leqal op inion and Apt)eal Committee's decision, all the Reqronal
Offices/Com mittees are directed to act upon thEA ellate orders of remanded back

ses a

The above matter was placed before SRC in its 269th Meeting held on 1- Z July,2014
and the committee consrdered the appeal remand order and directed sRo to piocess
and put up after notification of new regulations.

On 06.01.2014, a complaint from Shri.Ajaykumar. M, Kannur, Kerala State is received
alleging that the college is making admissions without the approval of NCTE.(copy
enclosed)
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The Southern Regional Committee in its 271"' Meeting held on i"t August, 2014
considered the matter, decided and advlsed southe rn Rigional office to p-rocess lhe
case after notification of new Regulations.

Fufther, the committee considered the complaint from the shri. Ajaykumar, M. Kannur.
Kerala state vide letter dated 06.01 .2014, stated that the said college is admitting
sfudenls now; committee has noted that the said college recognition thal was withdrawi
has not yet been restored. Processing of the case after remand can take place only
after notification of the new Regulations. Advised southern Regional office to inform
the university not to allow admission at this sfage. A/so, the college is to be directed not
to admit.

As per the decision of sRC, a letters were addressed to the Registrar, Kannur university
and the Principal, Rajeev Memorial college of reacher Education, Mattanur, Kerala on
18.09.2014 conveying the decision of SRC not allow admissions at this stage.

On 02.09.2014, a letter dated 30.08.2014 is received from advocate Shri.V.M.Kurian
regarding the W.P.(C) No. 21785 of 2014 in the High Court of Kerata flled by Rajeev

.Yglnolal charitable Society against Kannur University. A copy of the wrii petition
W.P (C ) No. 21785 of 2014|iled by the institution is enctosed.

The writ petition is filed by the Petitioner challenging the Ext. p 15 communication of
Kannur University to restrict admission in the academic year 2014 - 1s. The petitioner
impleaded NCTE as additional respondent as directed by the Hon,ble Court
since the above said communication is based on Ext.p11 withdrawal order F.No
.4PS05561/B Ed lKLl2O13-14153312 dated 26.O8.20113 issued by SRC,NCTE The
above writ petitton came up for impleading additional respondent (NCTE) on
29.08.2014. The advocate took notice on behalf of NCTE and has requested to
forward necessary instructions in the matter for preparing Counter Affidavit.

a\
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A letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri. V. M. Kurian on 23.09.201|4 with a request
to file Counter Affidavit by taking the directions of the Hon'ble Supreme Court into
account.

On 01.1O.2O14, this office has received a letter dated 29.09.2014 from the advocate,
Shri. V. M. Kurian regarding W.P.(C) No. 25181 of 2014 fited by the institution. The
letter is as under:-

" The above writ petition (W P.(C) No. 25181 of 2014) is filed by the petitioner to
quash the communication F.SRO/NCTE/KUAPS0SS61/B.Ed/2014/59642 dated
18.09.2014 issued by the Regional Director, NCTE, directing the petitioner not to
allow the admission of students without getting approval from SRC. NCTE. The
above writ petition came up for admission before the Hon'ble Coufi on26.09.2014
and the Hon'ble Coud has passed an interim order by stavin above
communication for a oeriod of 2 months. We have taken notice on behalf of you and
writ petition is posted for filing Counter Affidavit.
instructions in the matter for preparing counter affidavit

Please forward necessary

A copy of the affidavit filed by the institution W p.(C ).No. 25181 of 20141 and other
relevant documents are enclosed along with the letter.

A letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri.V.M.Kurian on 28.10.2014 along with the
brief of the case requesting him to file a counter affidavit by quoting Hon'ble supreme
Court directions.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 2751h meeting held during 1.t and 2nd
December, 2014, took note of the lnterim court order in the matter. Advised southern
Regronal office to process the said case as soon as the new Regulations are notified
and put up in 277'h meeting.

A letter seeking consent on the willingness of the institution for consrdering their
application as per Regulations 2014 was sent to the institution on 19.12.2014
ln response to this office letter dated 19.12.2014, the institution submitted a reply on
13.01 .2015 which is as under :-

"We are in receipt of your letter referred above on 30.10.2014.tt is seen from
paragraph 2 of your said communication that the Regional Office of NCTE, Bangalore
has construed to the effect that we have submitted apptication for the gint of
recognition for conducting the B.Ed course. tt appears that the said communicalion was
given on a wrong factual premise. As such we are giving the following clarifications for
your kind consideration..

We were given recognition by NCTE in the year 2007 by order dated
07.01.2007.copy enclosed for ready reference. Thereafter the recognition given was
withdrawn by SRC, Bangalore by communication dated 26.08.2013.As the iction was
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authority. The appellate authority through their dated 25.02.2014 was pleased to set
aside the order of sRC Bangalore for the reasons stated in the appellate order. tt is
thereafter another communication was given to the effect that processing of the
application can be made after notification of the new regulation. That communication is
on a wrong legal premise. The question which ought to have been considered was
whether there are sufficient reasons for withdrawal of the recognition granted in
2007.Therefore there is no justification in adopting a different yardstick in our case.
Fufther the legality of the communication given on 19.09.2014 pursuant to the decision
of SRC, Bangalore dated 01.08.2014 is under challenge before the H,igh Courl in
W.P.C.No. 25181/ 2014.As such there is no justification in considerin g our case of all
other B.Ed Colleges. There is no justification for the selective action as well.Therefore.
vou are uested to qive us hearinq before a decision is taken in this reoard."

347th Meetino of SRC

76th & 77k November, 2017

The lnstitution has not submitted certified copy of the land documents.
Building plan submitted by the institution is not approved by the competent
authority, in the building plan submitted, Sy, no. site area, built up area. room and
lab specifications are not mentjoned.
The institution has not submttted Building Completion Certificate duly approved by
the competent authority.
Non- encumbrance certificate not submitted.
Fixed receipts in original are not submitted.

The institution submitted staff list comprising of a principal and seven lecturers.

The sRC in its 278th meeting held during 25th January, 2o1s considered the matter.
reply of the institution letter dated 13.01 .2015 and all the relevant documentary evidence
and decided to serve Show cause Notice under NCTE act. For the following
deficiencies:-
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on 30.03.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to Regulations,
2014.

on 15.06.2015, a letter dated 10.06.2015 was received from the president Rajeev
Memorial Charitable Society, is as under:-

"We are in receipt of the show cause notice and the communication referred
above. ln view of various earlier proceedings in relation to the matter in issue and
the pendency of several writ petitions before the High coutl, time is required in
preparing a reply in consultation with our counsel. As such you are requested to
grant us time titl 3dh of June by which time a detailed refly witt be given wlh
reference to the matter in issue_ lnconvenience caused is regreited.',

As per the decision of sRC, a show cause Notice was issued to institution on
13.05.201 5

The institution submi tted written representation on 29.06.2015 as under.-

t-\
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347th Meetino of SRC
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"We are in receipt of the show cause notice dated 13.05.2015. On receipt of the
said notice we have requested time to give the reply to the show cause notice till
30.06.2015. Accordingly we are giving the present repty.

ln the show cause notice given to us, in paragraph 3 it is stated that the complaint given
by Sri. Rajesh P.V, given to the university and the NCTE is enclosed. lJnfoftunatel, that
rs seen enclosed along with the show cause notice. Therefore we are deprived of our
valuable right to respond to the show cause notice after knowing the contents of the
allegations.

ln this connection I would like to bring to your notice that by the proceedings dated
25.02.2014, the appeal preferred by us was allowed by the Appettate Committee and
the matter is issue as it then stood was remanded to the Regional committee for fresh
decision, After the said order of the Appellate Committee, the Regulations were
amended and the steps to be taken thereafter can only be in terms of the amended
Regulations as now in force. You are also aware of the fact that the college was shifted
to the new building and the lnspectors deputed by your office had conducted their
inspection. The repoft of that inspection a/so ls avaitable with the Regional committee.
ln terms of the amendment of the Regulations, which was carried out in the year 2014
we were called up on to give our affidavit by the southern Regionat committee to the
effect that the institution will fulfill the Norms and Regulations of 2014 as amended. The
affidavit was accordingly given as early as on 26.03.2015. A copy of the affidavit given
r's enclosed for ready reference. ln view of the above the matter in issue is requiid to
be considered under the amended Regulations for which the affidavit was given on
26.03.2015

/l ls seen from the show cause notice that the same has been issued based on the
meeting of the southern Regional committee which was held on 2s.01 .201s. ln view of
the substantial changes that have take place, it is requested that the relevancy of the
proceedings initiated is /ost by passage of time ancl the amendment of the Regulations.

ln the show cause notice issued by you, you have mentioned about the non-submission
of documents. while appeal was preferred against your earlier decision to withdraw the
recognition, all the documents were produced in originat before the Appellate
committee. Those documents are still with the Appellate committee as the same were'
not returned at that stage. tt is therefore submitted that t am unable to produce the
original documenls as of now since those documents are before the Appellate
committee. lt is therefore requested lhaf sreps may be taken to call for the entire
records leading to the appeal based on which the Appellate committee decided our
appeal through their order dated 25.02.2014. Those documents wilt clearly show that
even the basis of the proceedings are based on misconception. However I am enclosing
herewith the attested photocopies of the documents about which reference is made ln
your show cause notice.
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ln view of the change in the Regulations and in view of the affidavit filed by us accepting
the compliance of the stipulations contained in the Regulations as amended in 2014 you
are requested to lssue the necessary order for the further continuance of the course in
our college. "

The SRC in its 290th meeting held during 10th and 1 1rh July, 201 5 considered the
matter, written reply from the institution vide letter dated 29.06.2015, and all the relevant
documentary evidences and it was decided to serve Notlce Under Section 17 of NCTE
Act for the following .

(i) English version of land document.
(ii) BP & EC issued by competent authority.
(iii) Approved staff list as per 2014 Regulations.

As per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
23.O9.2015

The institution submitted a repty on 26.iO.2015

(S. Sathyam

on 28 12 2o15, the Registrar, Kannur university submitted a representation regarding
admissions made by Rajeev Memorial college of reacher Education, Kannur lor the
yeat 2015-17 without the revised recognition order which is as under :-

"With reference to the above, I am to inform you that Rajeev Memoriat College of
Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur has admitted sludenfs to 2015-17 batin of
B.Ed course without the revised recognition order issued by you.
subseguent to the withdrawal of recognition granted to Rajeev Memorial college of
Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur, the university granted continuatiin of
provisional affiliation to B.Ed course offered from the co ege during 2012_13
considering the future of the ongoing batch of students .Fufther, the university also
granted continuation of affiliation to B.Ed course conducted in Rajeev Memorial
college of reacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur on the bas/s of the interim order of
the Hon'ble High Coutl and the syndicate decision (copy of both enctosed). The
continuation of affiliation to B.Ed course in Rajeev Memorial college of reacher
Education, Mattanur, Kannur during 2014-15 is under processing .Now it has also
come to the notice of the university that the college has admitted sfudenls to 201 s-
17 batch of B.Ed course in Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education,
Mattanur Kannur on receiving on receiving the apptication for 1"t Semester
Examination of B.Ed course .

The matter is hereby informed for fufther necessary action in this regard

The University submitted a copy of the Court order dated 14.10.2014 in W.p.No. 25181
of 2014 which is as under .-
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affiliation for the year 2013-14. ln the mean time, the recognition of the petitioner college I

was withdrawn by the NCTE as per Ext.P11 order. The p;titioner fited an appeal agaiist
Ext.P11 order before the Appellate Authority constituted under Section 18 of the NCTE
Act .Copy of the order passed by the Appeilate authority is produced as Ext p14.

2. The Appellate authority remanded the matter especially finding violation of l

principles of natural justice and the earlier having been issued without Show
Cause Notice being served on the petitioner. The matter is said to be pending
before the NCTE Regional Branch and the NCTE has issued Ext.plB order after )

remand- The NCTE, after remand will only be after notification of the new
regulations and hence, advised the Southern Regional Officer regarding the
modalities to be resoded for completing the process and not to allow admission at
th,s slage .

3. When a withdrawal of recognition has been challenged in appeal ancl the same
has been remanded, it cannot be said that the withdrawal continues unless a

4. fresh consideration is made on the basls of existing regulations or on the basis o/
the new regulations. The authority cannot keep the petitioner and the students in

5. limbo and continue operation of withdrawal, on the ground that new regulations
6. are to be framed. Remand having been made, withdrawal is no more applicable

and hence the petitioner's recognition would continue unless withdrawat after due
seNice of notice No Show Cause Notice has a/so been issued lo the petitioner till
date. ln such circumstances, the 2nd respondent shalt atlot sludents to lhe
petitioner including the name of the college in the list and a ot students from the
list prepared by the 2nd respondent.

The University has submitted another Court order dated 03.09.2014 in W.p.No. 2.1785
of 2014 which is as under:-

"The learned counsel for the petitioner presses for an interim order. The interim
relief sought for as follows:

Pass an order staying the operation of the condition contained inExt.p.lS to obtain
explicit order for making admission and fufther directing the petitioner not to make
admission for the academic year 2014-15., pending disposal of the writ petition"
2. Despite impleading NCTE in the pafty array as per order dated 29.08.2014 in l.A No.

1 1703 of 2014 and in spite of the appearance made on last occasion, there is no
representation when the case is taken up today .The learned counset for the petitioner
points out, withdrawal of recognition by the additional 2'd respondent as per Ext.p11 is
no longer in existence, as the same has been intercepted by the appe ate authority

3. vide Ext .P14, dtecting the competent authority to issue a proper Show Cause Notice
and to proceed with fufther steps. No such notice has ever been issued to the

4. petitioner so far, submits the learned counsel for the petitioner
5. Srnce the factual position as on date is not brought to the notice of this Courl by the

additional ld respondent, there witl be an interim order as prayed for. ln so far as the

Sat hyam)
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e petitioner (originally ordered as per ExLP1) continues by virtue of
the appellate authority, However, admission of students, if any, sha

be at the so/e rlsk of the petitioner and the concerned sludenfs shall be informed as to
the pendency of the proceedings before this Coutt.

Post after vacation for filing counter affidavit, if any."

The SRC, in its 301"tmeeting held during Srh to 6th February, 2016 noted the matter.
On 26.05.2015, the institution submitted a request to consider the Show Cause
Notice Reply submitted by the institution as under :-

"l have ubmitted the detailed ex lanation for the reference cited above
21 .10.20i5.lhave not received anV fufther communication in this reoard from
vour office. I humblv reo uest vou to be kind eno h to issue recoonition orders
for the academic year 2015-17 A copv of the Show Cause Notice ls enclosed. '

On 16.06.2016, the institution submitted another reply to the Show Cause Notice.

The SRC in its 318rh meeting held on 08th & 09th August, 20.16 considered the matter and
decided to issue Show cause Notice under Act for the following deficiencies.-

o All other formalities relating to shifting have been completed albeit belatedly.
Only, submission of a Faculty list in the prescribed format and approved by the
competent authority is required.

. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

. Put up after 2 months.

As per the decision of the SRC, show cause notice was issued lo the institution on
27.09.2016
The institution has filed w.P No 36495 of 2016. ln the Hon'ble High court of Kerata.
Accordingly, brief of the case was sent to the advocate.

On 23.11.2016, a letter dated 22.11.2016 was received from advocate Shri.V.M.Kurian
regarding the W.P.(C) No. 36495 of 2016 in the High Court of Kerata filed by Rajeev
Memorial Charitable Society mattannur, Kannur stating as under:-

The subject writ petition is filed by Rajeev Memorial Charitable Society,
Ivlattannur, Kannur seeking direction to the university for conduct of B.Ed course in the
college. The University is not permitting conduct of course on the ground that the
college does not have recognition from NCTE. The Hon'ble court has directed us to find
out as to whether the college is recognized by NCTE or not. please furnish instructrons
immediately. The case is posted tomorrow (23.11|.2016)

S. Sathya
Ar.r"^

a
Chairma

On 03.12.2016, a letter dated 25.11.2016 was received from Kannur Universily,
Thavakkar, Civil Station P.O, Kannur stating as under:-
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"Please recall the office letter cited as I srabove. lt has been informed that
through Rajeev memorial College of Teacher Education, Ivlattanur, Kannur affiliated to
this University, the same is not seen included in the list of colleges for which recognition
have been granted by your institution for the academic yeat 2O15-16.

As per the judgment in WPC No 25181/14 (w) of the Hon'ble High Court of
Kerala, students were allotted to the college for 2014-15 However, the College has
admitted students tot 2015-17 batch also.

I am therefore to request you to look into the matter urgently and intimate the position".
On 08.12.2016, a letter daled 02.12.2016 was received from advocate Shri.V. tnl. Kurian
regarding the W.P.(C) No. 36495 of 2016 in the High Court of Kerala filed by Rajeev
lVlemorial Charitable Society, Kannur stating as under t-

1. Petitioner has approached this Courl inter alia seeking for a direction to the
University to publish the results of the First Semester Examination to the Course of
B.Ed undertaken by the student of the college for the academic year 2015-16 and to
permit those studenls to appear for the 3'd Semesler p ractical Examination notified
in terms of Ext.P13 and fufther to permit the students admitted during the academic
year 2016-17 to appear for the First Semester B.Ed Degree Examination,
November, 2016.
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2. The short facts involved in the writ petition would disclose that the petitioner society
is running a B.Ed College. They had recognition from the National Council

for Teacher Education (NCTE) for conducting the said course of one year duration
with annual intake of 100 student. Ext.P1 is the NCTE order dated 07.12.2007.
Affiliation also granted by the university as per notification dated 08. 10.2010.
EYLP3 thereafter the petitioner applied for continuation of affiliation for the year
2013-14, which was granted as per University notification dated 24.08.2013. in the
meantime, NCIE lssued order dated 26.08.2013 withdrawing the recognition
granted to the College for the academic session 2013-14. petitioner chaltenged the
same before the appellate authority. Which consider the matter and remitted the
matter back to the NCTE for fresh consideration. tn the meantime, when the
University did not permit allotment of student for the academic year 2013-14, writ
petition was filed as WP(C) No.25181/14 in which this Coutt observed that in so far
as the matter in now pending before the NCTE, recognition continues unless a fresh
consideration is made by the NCTE. ln said circumstances, direction was lssued to
allot student for the academic year 2013-14. tt is submitted by the petitioners that
pursuant to the appellate order, Ex.P12 Show Calrse Notice dated 27.09.2016 was
issued by the NCTE in which the petitioner had filed a reply and the matter is now
pending before the NCTE. ln the meantime. result of lhe semesfers in the various
academic years are not being published and the students are not permitted to write
the examination /t ls at thls stage that this writ petition is filed.

^
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3 Learned counsel appearing for the NCTE submits that an enquiry into the Show
Cause Notice is still pending consideration. So far no order had been passed in the
matter learned counsel appearing for the University submits that the order in WP
(C) No.25181/14 was with respect to the allotment of students during the academic
year 2013-14. lt is submitted that after the said academic year. There is no
recognition for admitting sfudents or for allotment of students in the said College
According to them, the entire admission of the students after the academic year
2013-14 is without recognition and therefore the students of the petitioner are not
entitled to have the results declared orto write the semester examinations.

4. BuL lt is relevant to note that when in the appellate order, the order withdrawing the
recognition had been sel as/de and the matter was directed to be considered
afresh. lt has to be assumed that the recognition is still in force. Learned counsel for
the NCTE a/so submlts that as matters stand now, there is recognition for
conducting the B.Ed course However, the same will be subject to fufther orders to
be passed after conducting enquiry into the Show Cause Notice issued by the
NCTE. Having regard to the aforesaid factual situation. I am of the view that there is
no reason to detain the students by withholding the result and not permitting them
to write the examination until a final decision is taken by NCTE in the matter.
Accordingly, this writ petition r's disposed of a s under:-

a) The University shall declare the result of the examination undeftaken by the
student of the petitioner.

b) lt shall also permit the sfudenls to write the examination in the various
academic years subject of course to the final decision to be taken by the
NCTE in this regard.

The institution has submitted its representation on 19.12.2016 along with appointment
order of the principal.

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on 04th to 05rh January, 2017 the committee consider
the matter and decided as under.-

1. This is a case in which RPRO should have issued. lt did not happen. We cannot
issue RPRO at this stage. We have to finally decide the issue of recognition
under the 2014 Regulations. The Court order has taken care of the jnterim
periods.

1 .1 Ask the institutron to submit the facutty list by 31 .1.2017 .

'1.2 Write to the Unaversity to speed up their decision. Clarify to them the position
regarding our recognition.

2. We can consider issue of recognition once the faculty list is received.
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s per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution and the Registrar of
annur University on 18.01 .2017

he institution has submitted representation on 27 .O1 .2017 & 30.01 .2017 regarding
uest you to extend the time to submit the faculty list

e institution has submitted representation on 13.03.2017 and stating as under:-

"As per the reference cited above, I am here with submitting the faculty list of
ajeev Memorial college of Teacher Education Thiltenkri po, Mattannur Via 670702.

I humbly request you to be good enough to grant me the revised recognition order at the
arliest".

he SRC, in its 335th meeting held on 11th to 12'h April, 2017 the committee considered
he matter and decided as under:-

1. We had withdrawn recognition. lt was revived by the Court order. But, that was
only for one year i.e.,2014-15. They have continued that facility irregularly
without obtaining any extension from the Court.

2. fhey have not cared to comply with our order for submission of the approved
faculty list. Delay in this will only give them undue benefit.

3. Give them an ultimation to submit the latest approved Faculty list by 26.4.2011 .

4. Put up on 1 .5.17 .

5. lssue SCN accordingly.

per the decision of the sRC, a show cause Notice was issued to the institution on
1.O4.2017. The institution has submitted reply to the SCN on 25.04.2017 & 28.04.2017

The SRC in its 3381h Meeting held on 01"tto O3d I\Iay, 2017 the committee considered
he matter and decided as under:-

1 The Faculty list is not in the prescribed format.
2. The Faculty list is in regional language. English version not submitted.
3. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, As per the decision of the SRC, a Show cause Notice was lssued to the
institutron on 09.05.2017. The institution has submitted reply to the SCN on 11.05.2017
and 16.05.2017.

The institution has submitted representation on 22.05.2017 along with English versron of
the faculty list 2015-16.

The SRC in its 340'h meeting held on 08rh to Ogth June, 2017 lhe committee considered
the matter and decide as under:-
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1. The revised list is still not in full conformity with the prescribed NCTE format. pl.

ask them to give it in our format with approval by the Registrar in every page.
Send a blank form as model.

2. For B.Ed.(Z units) they should have 1+9 Faculty; they have proposed only 1+7.
3. Principal has the required qualification and experience.
4. There is no Asst. Prof. to teach Perspective subjects. There should be 2.
5. ln Pedagogy Group there is no Asst. Prof. for Mathematics and Regional

Language. They should appoint.
6. One Asst. Prof. each in Phy.Ed., Fine Arts & Perf. Arts are required.
7. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, a Show cause Notice was issued to the
institution on 16.06.2017 along with faculty list format.

Faculty list format (Annexure-lll) was sent to the institution through email on 19.06.2017.
An email was sent to advocate Shri.V.M. Kurian on 19.06.2017 and advocate
K.T.Thomas on 21 .06.2017 along with the Show cause Notice.
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A letter daled 14.06.2017 received by this office on 16.06.2017 regarding W.p.(C)
No.19596 of 2017- High Court of Kerala- Rajeev Memoriat Charitabte Society,
requested to send the statement of facts as early as possible to prepare the statemenl
and file. Copy of the writ petition is enclosed herewith.

As the unit is for 2, he has directed to correct the numbers. Also he has instructed to
send the SCN and not to wait till next meeting.

The tele conversation with chairman, SRC informed to RD, SRC-NCTE over phone on
19.06.2017 . He has directed to send the SCN on 19.06.2017 to the institute with the
signature of the Under Secretary.

The SRC in its 342nd meeting held on O5rh to 06'h July, 2017 lhe committee considered
the matter and decide as under:-

A letter was addressed to the advocate Shri V.M.Kurian on 29.06.201T along with the
Brief of the case.

As directed by RD, Under secretary discussed with the Chairman, SRC over phone on
19.06.2017 The deficiency point regard to in respect of ApSO5561 B.Ed (2 units)
decided during the 340th meeting of SRC.

Chairman SRC decided to correct the information in Pt 2 of the decision to read as

"For B.Ed (2 units) they should have 1+15 facutty; They have only 1+7,'
and Pt 4 should read a "There is no Asst. Prof. to teach perspective Subjects.
There should be 4".
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o The actton taken by the SRO, in consultation with the Chairman(SRC) over
telephone us ratified.

An email was received from the Advocate Shri V.M Kurian on OS.OT.2017 and Hard
copy received on 07.o7.2017 regarding w.p (c) No.19596 of 2017 High court of Kerala
filed by Rajeev l\/emorial Charitable Society and state as under:-

. "The above writ petition came up for hearing today. The Hon'bte Coutt drsposed
the ry1tler directing sRc, NCIE to consider the explanation submitted by petitioner to
the scN dated 16.06.2017 within 2 weeks and to pass final orders theieon. cerlified
copy of judgment will be sent on receipt".

A court Judgment dated 03.07.2017 received by this office on 14.07.2017 from the
Hon'ble High Court of Kerala in W.p.(C) No. 19596 ol 2017.

The concluding paras of the Judgment are as under:

"This writ.petition is filed by the petitioner, a Charitable Society, comptaining
th.at now the 2'd respondent lJniversity has rssued Ext.p16 notification sciedutini
allotment of students to the B.Ed. course in various colleges affiliated to it, howevei,
the petitioner's college is excluded on the ground that it does not have affiliation.
Material facts for the disposat of the writ petition are as follows;

2 fgcoglilion was granted by the 1"t respondent to the colege vide Ext.p1 order dated
07-12.2007 to conduct B.Ed. course of one year duration with an annuat intake of
100 students. The said course was converied into a two year course by the 1"t
respondent with effect from the academic year 2o1s-16 onwards. Thereafter, as per
Ext.P2, 2nd respondent made the provisionar affiriation absolute. However, despite
granting regular affiliation, tJniversity continued with its earlier practice of granting
"continuation of provisional affiliation" and the petitioner was required to remit the
annual administration fee as well as the affitiation fee, evident from Ext.p3. According
to the petitioner, the said directives were complied with. Likewise, the demand"s

ryised for the successlve years were arso compried with by the petitioner. As per
Ext-P4 dated 24.08.2013, lJniversity granted permission to shift the college to its
permanent building at Thillenkeri.

3. Matters being so, 1"t respondent issued Ext.pS order. withdrawin g the recognition
granted to the college. Accordingly, as per ExlPO order dated 05.02.2014. the
Syndicate of the Univers ity decided to dis-affiliate the college. Ext.pS order passed
by the 1"t respondent was challenged before the National Council for Teacher
Education. New Delhi, and the order passed by the Regional Director was sef asrde
as per Ext P7 order dated 25.02.2014. Thereupon, the L)niversity granted affiliation
for the academic year 201 3-14, evident from Ext.P1, however. with a rider not to
effect any furlher admissions ti'll explicit orders in this regarcl are given by the
University. Ext.P8 order was challenged before this Couft and as per Ext.pg interim
order dated 03.09.2014 this Courl permitted the petitioner to admit students
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However, the Southern Regional Committee of the Nationat Council by Ext.p10
communication dated 18.09.2014 required the 2'd respondent not to allow
admlsslons of students to the college without prior approval. Ext.p1O order was
challenged before this Court and vide Ext.P11 order dated 14.10.2014. permitted
allotment of students to the college for the academic year 2014-15.

4. Meanwhile, NCIE lssued Ext.P12 show cause notice dated 27.09.2016. notifying a
defect to be cured by the petitioner in respect of submlssion of a faculty list in the
prescribed format as approved by the competent authority. According to the
petitioner, the faculty list was produced. The students admitted pursuant to Ext.p11
during the academic year 2014-15 passed out from the college. Since the duration of
the course having been extended to two years, lhe sludents had to complete the
course during the academic year 2016-17. They pafticipated in their examination for
the second year, however, the results of these srudents for the 1"t Semesfer
examinations were not declared. ln the said commotion, the tJniversity refused to
permit the students to appear for third semester practical examinations as well as the
first semester B.Ed degree examinations. Thereupon, petitioner filed W.p.(C)
No.36495 of 2016 before this Coutl, and as per Ext.p13 judgment, the LJniversity was
directed to declare the results of the examination underlaken by the students and
fufther to permit the sfudenls to write the examinations of various years subject to
final decision to be taken by the NCTE.

5 However, again, as per Ext.P14 show cause notice dated 09.05.2017. NCTE directed
the petitioner to rectify the defects and submit the faculty list in the prescribed format.
According to the petitioner, as per Ext.P1S covering letter, the faculty list was
submitted. While so, 2'd respondent vide Ext.p16 iotification dated 2b.05.2017.
invited applications for admission to B.Ed. course in the colleges affiliated to it.

However, the petitioner college was excluded, and it is thus challenging the said
action of the ld respondent lJniversity, this writ petition is filed.

First respondent has filed a detailed counter affidavit. refuting the a egations and
claims and demands raised by the petitioner. Among other contentions, /t ,s sfated
that as per Ext.Rl(a) dated 16.06.2017, petitioner was directed to show cause
providing opportunity to make written representation along with necessary ceftificates
or documents in order to take a final decision in the matter including withdrawal of
recognition, within 21 days in respect of the following matters enumerated:

1. The revised list is still not in full conformity with the prescribed NCTE format. pl.
ask them to give it in our format with approval by the Registrar in every page.
Send a blank form as model.
For B.Ed. (2 units) they should have 1+15 Faculty; they have proposed only
1+7.

Principal has the required qualification and experience
There is no Assf. Prof. to teach Perspective sublecfs. There should be 4
ln Ped Grou there is no Asst. Prof. for Mathematics and Regional

6
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Language. They should appoint.
6. One Asst. Prof. each in Phy.Ed., Fine Afts & Peft. Arts are required.
7. /ssue SCN accordingly."

7. Therefore, according to the 1"t respondent, the irregularities noted are serious in
nature, and without being the same rectified, the continuance of recognition cannot
be permitted. Learned counsel appeartng for the University submifted that if the
recognition is continued by the 1"t respondent, the 2nd respondent will consider the
continuance of affiliation of the petitioner college.

A letter dated 25.07.2017 received by this office on 28.07.2017 from the institution
regarding request you to sanction only one unit with retrospective effect from 2015
academic year onwards.

The sRC in its 343'd meeting held on 1"tto 2"d August, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under:-

8. Heard learned counsel forthe petitioner and the learned Standing Counset appearing
for the 1"t and ld respondents. Perused the documents on record and the pteadings
put forth by the respective pafties.

9. The fact drscusslon made above would make it clear that several irregutarities are
noted by the 1s! respondent as enumerated above. Srnce a show iause notice.
Ext.R1(a), rs lssued, it is for the petitioner to satisfy the said requirements as are
required there under. Even though petitioner has a case that petitioner is entitted to
continue with the admission process consequent to the observations made in
Exts-P11 and P13 judgments, I am of the considered opinion that the fact situation
differs from the facts and circumstances considered by this coutl in the earlier
judgments, since the petitioner is served with Ext.R1(a) notice.

10- ln that view of the matter, I am of the considered opinion that the petitioner has to
rectify the defects enumerated in Ext.R1(a) and submit appropriate reply to the show
cause notice in accordance with law, enabling the 1"t respondent to consider the
issue. Therefore, the 1"t respondent is directed to take into account the reply
proposed to be submitted by the petitioner to the said show cause notice, and attain
finality to the same within two weeks from the date of receipt of reply from the
petitioner. lf the petitioner is able to secure necessary orders from the 1"t respondent,
the ?d respondent shall consider the continuance of the affiliation and permit the
petitioner to go ahead with the admlsslons for the ensuing academic year, at the
earliest possible time.

The writ petition ls dlsposed of accordingly.

The institution has submitted (in its 340th meeting) Show cause Notice reply on
24.07.2017.

o

79

f.-.
A-ba-
(s. Sathyarf

Chairmln



1 . The Court order is noted.
2.1 fhe NCTE Regulations prescribe time-limits for rectification of deficiencies.
2.2 But, in this case, the SCN was issued in compliance of a Court order. The

replies of the applicant are, therefore, admitted for substantive consideration of
'removal of deficiencies'.

3. The Faculty list is approved. But, the 3 members: Asst. prof.(perf. Arts); Asst.
Prof.(Fine Arts); and, Asst. Prof.(Phy.Ed.) have been rncluded without
approval.

3.1 All 4 positions in Perspectives are vacant. But, one Asst. Prof. in pedagogy is
eligible to be shown under Perspectives.

3.2 Under Pedagogy 8 Asst. Profs. are requtred. But, out of them 3 are deficient:
There is no Asst. Prof.(Maths); there is no Asst. prof.(Regional Lang.), and,
the Asst. Prof.(Pol. Sc.) has got less than 55% in his p.G.(Soc. Sc.) course.

3.3 One Asst. Prof. is qualified in Commerce which is not a recognized school
subject. He is, therefore, not qualified to be a Faculty in the pedagogy group
of this programme.

4. ln the result, and for the reasons given above, their reply is held to be
unsatisfactory. And, accordingly, their application is rejected. And, the
recognition granted by us for their B.Ed.(2 units) programme is withdrawn
w. e.f 201 7-1 L

5.1 Students in the 2nd year will, however, be allowed to complete their course in
2017 -18.

5.2 There will be no new admissions in 2017-18.
6. ln view of this development, there is no need to consider their request for

reduction from 2 units to 1 unit.
7. lnform the affiliating University accordingly also.

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, withdrawal order was issued to the
institution on 10.08.2017.a

"Please recall the lefters cited (i) above. Even though the recognition granted to
Rajeev Memorial college of reacher Education, Mattannur, Kannur, affiiiated this
University, was Withdrawn with effect from 201 3-14 by NCTE as per F. No.
APs05561/B.Ed/KU2013- 14/53312 dated 26.08.2013, the college authorities have
been admitting sfuderts without obtaining affiliation order from the lJniversity. lt may be
noted that, Continuation of Provisional Affiliation was granted to the college only upto
the academic year 2013-14.

An email was received on 07.08.2017 and hardcopy received by this office on
16.o8.2017 from the Rajeev Memorial college of Education regarding Revision petition -
343'' meeting decision.

A letter dated 19.09.2017 receive by this office on 04j02012 from the Kannur
University and stating as under;-

].."
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As per the reference cited (ii) above, the NCIE sfates that the recognition
granted for B Ed (2 units) programme is withdrawn w_e.f 2017-18 and the students in the
/' year will however be allowed to complete their course in 2017-18.

From this order it is not clear whether the recognition withdrawn hom 2013-14
has been reinstated upto 2016-17. The University has not received any order regarding
the same so far. The University has granted Continuation of Provisional Affiliation on the
basls of the order from Hon'ble High Court of Kerala and decision of the syndicate
during 2013-14 and from 2014-15 to 2016-17 continuation of provisionat Affiliation is
pending on account of non receipt of the order from NCTE regarding the recognition.
The college ls nol seen included in the list of cotteges for which recognition had been
granted by NCTE for the academic year 2015-16 (2 year programme).

Hence I am to request you to look in to the matter urgen y and to intimate the
University whether re ition to the B Ed course in Raieev Memorial Colleqe of
Teacher Education, Mattannur. Kannur was reinstated from the academic vear 2013-14
to 201 6-18

An early reply is highly appreciated.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. As already decided and communicated, it may be clarified to the
University that recognition is withdrawn w.e.f. ZO77 -lg subiect to the
understanding that students in the second year of the 2-year course will
be allowed to complete the course the course during ZO|T -lA.

2. Only, there will be no 'fresh' admissions in2Ol7-!B

Shri G
Pattan

urushantappa Jawali Memorial Trust Residential College of Education
Post, Pattan Taluk, Gulbarga District, Karnataka.

81

shri Gurushantappa Jawali Memorial rrust, Gulbarga District, Karnataka submitted an
application to the southern Regional committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to shri
Gurushantappa Jawali Memorial rrust Residential college of Education, pittan post,
Pattan Taluk, Gulbarga District, Karnataka for conducting (B.Ed) course of one year
duration with an annual intake of 100 students and was granted recognition on
03.0'1.2006 with condition of shift to its own premises/ building withinlhree years from th
date of recognition on 03.0'1.2006 (in case the course is started in rented premises).

On 09.02.2015, an affidavit from the Principal of the institution dated 02.02.2015 was
received regarding adherence to NCTE Regulations, 2014.

Revised order was issued to the institution on 18.0s.2015 with an intake of l0o students
for two basic units of 50 students each.

(5. Sathyam

APS01886
B.Ed

l Unit

Shri

Gurushantapp
aJawali
memorial
Trust,

Gulbarga,
Karnataka
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On 06.07.201 5 a letter was received from the institutjon dated 06.07.20'15 requesting fo
one basic unit for B. Ed Course.

A Corrigendum was issued to the institution on 09.07.2015 for one unit of B.Ed course

On 27.07.2015 a letter was received from the institution as under.-

"l am very much thankful to National Council for Teacher Education Southern
Regional Committee Bangalore, for granting revised Recognition to Shri.
Gurushantappa Jawali Memorial Trust Residential College of Education, pattan

Taluk, Gulbarg District for conducting 1 Basic Unit from the academic year 2015-.16

As per your direction letter to maintain basic infrastrure for one basic Unit, I am
herewith submitting, Land & Building documents, Encumbrance certificate, Land
Usage Certificate, Building plan, Approved staff list, recognition of revised order
F.SRO/NCTE/APSO1 886/8 ED/KN201 5169672 dared. 09.07 201 5."

The Southern Regional Committee in its 315th meeting held during 17rh& 1g'h June, 2016
considered the letter dated 27 .07 .2015, and documents of the institution. and decided as
under:

1 . Title deed is in order.
2. EC and LUC are in order.
3. BP and BCC are in order. BP does not give details of built-up area. BCC

shows inadequate built-up area. lt also shows use of asbestos sheets.
4. Original FDRs and Latest Faculty List are not given.
5. Processing fee not paid.

6. Collect fee and cause inspection for shifting B.Ed (1 unit). lt is to be noted
that although they are proposing 'shifting', the documents refer to the
same location.

7. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents and check on adequacy of buil!
up area.

A letter for inspection was issued to the institution on 12.02.2016

The inspection of the institution was conducted on 03.09.2016 and visittng team report
was received by this office on 10.09.2016.

The SRC in its 339'h meeting held during 22^d - 23d lvlay, 2017 considered the VT Report
and decided as under:-

"1. This is a RPRO shifting case.
2.1 lt is not clear where they want to shift.
2.2 Available information indicates that they want to move into a new building at the

same location.
3. 1 The old build!!s lcq onl asbestos roofing. The BC C very clearly and
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categorically points this out.
3.2 lt is not clear how they got recognition and how they have been functroning all

along.
3.3 'Asbestos'is considered to be extremely harmful to health and is totally banned.
4. There is nothing on record to show the present status of the new building. We

cannot process this case in this ambiguous back ground.
5. 1 lrrespective of other considerations, we have to take severe adverse notice of

their callous attitude towards the welfare of students and teachers exposed to
the vulnerability of being badly affected by the'asbestos'roofing. Accordingly, we
decide that running the B.Ed. course in the old building should be halted at
the completion of the 2016-17 academic session. They shall not make any new
admissions for 2017 -18 unless acceptable alternative arrangements are made
available, with prior approval of NCTE, for continuing the B.Ed. course.

5.2 lt must be recognized that presence of 'asbestos' even in the neighbourhood of
the new building will be objectionable. ln other words, jmmediately on completion
of the 2016-17 academic year, the asbeslos roofing must be completely
dismantled and physically moved out. This would mean that the new building has
to be totally self sufficient.

6. Students in the 2nd year of B.Ed., if they cannot be accommodated as described
above, will have to be shifted with the help of the affiliating University, to some
other nearby colleges.

7. lssue SCN accordingly. Ask for their response urgen y. put up in the meeting on
15 June

As per the decision of SRC, the show cause Notice was issued to the institution on
30.05.2017

The institution submitted Show Cause Notice reply on 08.06.2017.

The SRC in its 343'd meeting held during 0l"t- 02"dAugust, 2Oi7 considered the SCN
Reply and decided as under.-

1. This is a classic case of violation of all the building norms.
2. For 10 years, they have functioned in temporary structures without

bothering about proper adherence to the infrastructural requirements as
prescribed in the Regulations.

3. But for the RPRO exercise, taken up in the context of the Supreme Court
driven revision of the 2009 Regulations, this case could not have come
to light
4. Even after our intervention in May 17, they have not taken issues

seriously. Merely by replacing 'asbestos, roofing by tin-metal
roofing they claim to have fulfilled the requirement of providing a
permanent structure without any temporary fixtures. This shows their
casualness. And, the nonchalant manner of continuing with the highly
objectionable asbestos roofing for 10 years shows their callousness.

5. Their res onse to our SCN is also reflective of their recalcitrance. lt will

Sathyam)
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be difficult for any responsrble Regulatory body to accept such
an arrangement.
ln their reply, they have unhesitatingly admitted that they are still
continuing with the same temporary structures. Even in response to
our SCN, they have not given a properly approved BCC. And, there is
no indication of any plan to construct a new building.
ln the result, and for the reasons given above, we find their reply
unsatisfactory and their response unacceptable. Accordingly, we
withdraw the recognition for their B.Ed. (1 unit) course w.e.f. 2016-17.

7.1

Note. -

1) As per section 17(1) of the NCTE Act, '1993 the order withdrawing recognition
shall come into force only with effect from the end of next academic session i.e
w.e.t. 2017 -18.
A letter dated 23.08.2017 is received by this office on 1j.09.2e17 from the
institution which is as under:-

2)

"With the reference above subject and reference of meeting 343d
meeting of SRC 0'1 & 02 Aug 2017lApSO1886/8. Ed/1-unit. The decision
taken under this meeting with related to our institutions in light of prevlous
show cause notice and replay given by the institution so re-consider our
replay which given at the time of l"tshow cause notice and also this re_
consideration letter I humbly request to you our institution running only
one basic unit which is 50 students we have self sufficient infrastructure
requirement of NCTE circular and also.we maklng alternative temporary
arrangement for student of 2O16-j7 2nd year student with suitable place
and good learning environment lasfly we request give a one opportunity
to setup new building with the time bond of 6-months and also we
continuing new building construction work. So consider this request do
justice with student and institution.

The institution has submitted the following documents along with this letter.

'l ) Photocopy of the building plan.
2) Permission copy for constructionfrom panchyath Development Officer,

Kalaburgi dated 27.08.201 6
3) Public notice of NCTE.
4) Temporary arrangement photography.
5) Building work progressive photos.,,

The committee considered the show cause notice reply of the institution and
decided as under:-

(S. Sathya m)

Chairman
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2.1We are in a difliculty position because of the negligence of the SRO in not
issuing an order as per our decisions in Aug 17.

2.2The reference to sec:17[1) is unnecessary in view of point (6) of our
decision ofMay 2017.

3. Now that SRO has sat in iudgment over SRC decisions, we have no option
but to give them time of 6 months more to prepare appropriate
alternative accommodation.

4.1 Check whether they stopped new admissions in 2017-18 or not.
4.2 Check also whether they have removed the 'asbestos' roofing or not.
5. Issue Notice accordingly

A letter received from Dr. Sumita Das Majumber, Under Secretary (Legal), NCTE-Hqrs,
New Delhi through an e-mail on 19.1O.2017 enclosing copies of court order of Supreme
Court of lndia in the matter related to QCI and decision taken in the General Body
meeting held on 28.03.2017 and stating as under:-

"The copy of letter dt. 18.10.2017 in the above subject addressed to all
empanelled Advocates along with the courl orders of Hon'ble Supreme Court
of lndia dt. 21.08.2017, 01.09.2017 and 18.09.2017 are send herewith. You are
requested to ensure that the empanelled Advocates of the High Courts of
Jurisdiction comply with the directions contained therein and apprise the
High Courts regarding the orders of the Supreme Court of lndia vide above
orders for dismissal/Disposal of the cases fiTed in the matters related to QCI
and decision taken by General Body meeting held on 28.03.2017."

1. ltem No.3{ dated 2'1.08.2017

"There shall be stay of further proceeding in all the matters, in the
meantime,"

2. ltem No.l1 dated 01.09.2017

"No High Court other than the High Court of Delhi shall proceed with
any matter pending on t ris issue. "

3. ltem No. '18 dated 18.09.2017

"No High Court other than the High Court of Delhi shall proceed with
any matter pending on thls lssue. "

Now, an e-mail was received from Dr. Sumita Das ltilajumdar, Under Secretary, New
Delhi, on 14.11.2017 along with a copy of Supreme Court order and the same was sent
to concerned advocate through e-mail on 15.11.2017 and stating as under:-
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Supreme Court Order statinq that
All the Transfer petitions that have been filed before this Court whether. before
today or today, shall stand transferred to the Delhi High Court.

Court No.9
All the Transfer petitions that have been filed before this Court whether, before
today or today, shall stand transferred to the Delhi High Court in terms of the
signed order..

Court No. 12

All the Transfer petitions that have been filed before this Court whether, before
today or today, shall stand transferred to the Delhi High Court in terms of the
signed order.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as Seen

hyam)
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"l am directed to draw your kind attention towards the subject cited above
and to inform that the competent authority in NCTE - Hqrs. had decided that
transfer petitions be filed in various Hon'ble High Courts which have been
filed against the (i) Agenda item No. 7 & 10. (ii) decision taken by the Council
in 46th meeting and (iii) Subsequenf Notification of NCTE dt. 28.04.2017 and
29-05.2017.

2. The transfer petitioner are required to be filed on the basis of order
passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of hdia dt.06.10.2017 and 31.10.2017
which are annexed with this letter as Annexure-l & 2 inter-alia directing to
transfer of writ petitioner to Delhi High Court.
3. A list of approx. 208 petitions pertained to various High Court is Annexed
with this letter as Annexure-3.
4. You are requested to ensure filing of Transfer Petilion of the respective
writ petilion falling under your iurisdiction with the help of legal Counsels
and Consultants engaged in RCs and get the favourable orders as the
directions of Hon'hle Apex Court.
5. Action Taken Repor/Progress Report be intimated to the undersigned
within a period of 15 days for appraisal of the same to the competent
authority in NCTE Hq."

SLP O No. 26549/ 2017 and SLP O No. 26534/201 7:

lssue notice.
Mr. Neeraj Shekar, learned advocate-on-record, who is on caveat

accepts and waives formal notice on behalf of the respondents(s).
Liberty is granted to file counter affidavit within a period of two weeks

from today. Rejoinder Affidavit within two weeks thereafter.
List on Tuesday, 7th November, 2017.
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Letter from School Education Department, Government of Telangana

A letter received on 31 .10.2017, from G.Kishan, l.A.S, Commissioner and Director of
School Education, Government of Telangana vide Lr.No. 619/A/TSERT/2015

dt.13.1O.2017 regarding establishment Private Elementary Teacher Education

lnstitutions of Minority and Non Minority in Telangana State - not to grant recognition to

any Teacher Education lnstitutions in Telangana State and stating as under,

" .. ..1 am to inform that Governmenl lssaed Rules relating to admission of
sludenfs into Elementary Teacher Training /nsfrtules / District /nst[ules of Education

and Training (DIET) through Common Entrance Test, Rule, 2013 vide G.O.Ms.No.

63/Education (PE Prog.l1) Dt. 28.10.2013). Fufther Govt Vide G.O.Ms.No. Aschool
Education (Prog. 11) Dept. dt. 3.02.2016 have issued amendment to the G.O.Ms.No.

63/Edn. Dt. 28.10.2013 stipulating that 70% of minority sfudents and 30/o non-minority
studenls have to be filled up by the minority D.El.Ed. Colleges and in case any seats

falling vacant under 70%o of minority quota, the left over seats sha// be kept vacant for
that year.

Fufther, I submit that as per the guidelines issued by Government (Minority welfare

Department) vide G.O.Ms. No.1/Minority Welfare (M&R) Dept. dt. 16.01.2004, under
rule 1 (6) stipulates that Out of the seafs to be filled by the management by the minority
lnstitutions, 70% of the seats (Minority Quota (shall be filled in by the managements

strictly as per the rules governing the admissions with transparency in admissions".
Hence the remaining 30%o seats shall be filled with Non-minority candidates.

Aggrieved by these orders, the managements of Soghra College of Teacher Education,
Nalgonda and 15 others have approached the Hon'ble High Court with a prayer to set

aside the G.O.Ms. No.2/SE dt.3.02.2016 and pass such orders as the Hon'ble Court
may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

ln view of pending of writ petition in the Hon'ble High Court, the petitioner colleges have
approached the Hon'ble Supreme Coutt with a Special Leave Petition to Appeal (C)

No.8875/2016 with the same prayer. The Hon'ble Supreme Couft in its interim order
dt.13.05.2016 made the following order.

"the learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the institutions have no objection
to admit the students from the minority category who are successfu/. Mr.Vishwanath
Shetty, learned senor counsel for the State submits that he shall provide the list of
successfu/ candidates belonging to minority category in course of the day. ln case,
the capacity travels beyond the list, libefty is granted to the institutions, who are
petitioners herein, to admit from the general category. The admission shall take
place within a week hence.

Let the matter be listed in the second week of August. 2016."
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During the year 2015-16 number of minority candidates qualified in DIETCET-2o15
and status of candidates admitted in Single Window-11 (Minority Counselling) is as
follows.

Minority status No. filled in Minority
counseling (SW-1 1)

Number
qualified

2407 217

146 I

Most of the Minority qualified sfudents are preferring to take admissions in Non-
minority colleges and hence 70%o of minority seats are not filled up.

The following ls the status of Single Window-1 1 (minority Col/eges), seats
available and filled during the year 2015-16.

No. of seats filled
with minority
candidates

No. of seats filled
with Non-minority
candidates

24 700 300 225

Accordingly the Convener, DIETCET-201s-AC-Single Window-1 t has conducted
Minority Admission Counselling for admission into two year D.El-Ed. Course for 24

Minority D.El.Ed. Colleges for the academic year 2015-17 batch. Out of the 24 D.El.Ed.
Colleges, the following 10 colleges have made admlsslons over and above 30%o

rescribed ercenta of Non-minori candidates
lntake

lntake

+

Conv
ener
quota

30%
Non-
Minori
ty

o
Christia
n

50 12

Christia
n

50 28 12

Muslim 50 28 12

S. Sathyam
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Muslim

Christian

No. of seats under
the quota

70% (minority)

30%o (Non-minority)

J'-
No

the minority

1

DAWAN COLLEGE OF
ELEMENTARY
EDUCATION Dawb
Ministries.
V em pad (V ), Kod ad, N al gond

a Dist.

2

3

SRM D.Ed. COLLEGE
G u rramg ud a(V ), Enj ap u 4 P ),
saroorn ag ar( M ), RRD i st.

ALEXANDER COLLEGE

NLG

RR

_{
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70%

Minori
ty

40

40

40

No. of Colleges

Name of
Colleges D/ST Minority

KRMR



OF EDUCATION,
M uqd u m p u (V), Karim n ag ar
Dist.

4

5

ISLAMIA ELEMENTARY
TEACHER TRAINING
INSTITUTE Mustabad
Road, Prashnat Nagar,

GAJWEL COLLEGE OF
EDUCATION,
Pamulapafthy (V&P),

Wargal(M), Medak

et, Medak Diststddi

6

DECCAN COLLEGE
D.Ed, Pamulapafthy
Wargal(M), Medak

UT
(v),

MEDA
K

MEDA
K

MEDA
K

AL.ZEESHAN COLLEGE
OF ELEMENTARY
TEACHER EDUCATION
Venkatadri Palem (V),

Miryalguda (M), Nalgonda

NLG

NLG

7

I
SOGHRA COLLEGE OF
TEACHER EDUCATION
Kondabheemana paily(V),

Devarakonda, Nalgonda

AHMED INSTITUTION OF
Ele. TEACHER
EDUCATION
Achanpally(V),
Shankaranaga4P),
Bodhan(T),

10

o

St. THOMAS INSTITUTE
OF ELEMENTARY
TEACHER EDUCATION
Achanpally(V),
Shankaranagar Bodhan
(M) Nizamabad Dist.

NZBD

NZBD
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Muslim 100 80 56

Muslim 50 40 zo

Muslim 50 40 28

Muslim 50 40 28

Muslim 50 28

lVluslim 50 28

24

12

21

21

o

l

89

Muslim 50 40 28 12

Subsequently The Hon'ble Supreme Couft in its order dt. 12.08.2016 in Special
Leave to Appeal (C) No.8875/2016 made the following order.

"Mr. Yogesh Raavi, Learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner and Mr. p.

Vishwanath Shetty, Learned Senior Counsel appearing for the respondent fairly
state that the special leave petition has been rendered infructuous. The same is

disposed of accordingly".

(S. Sathya m

Chairman
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During this year 2017-18, number of minority candidates qualified in

TSDEECET-17 and slatus of candidates filled in Single Window-11 (minority

Counselling) ls as fol/ows.

Minority status Number qualified No. filled in Minority
counseling

695 10Muslim

Christian 93 0

788 10

The following is the slafus of Single Window-1 1 (Minority Col/eges), seats

available and filled during the year 2017-18.

No. of
Colleges

a

70% (minority)

18 504 10

The Convener, TSDEECET-2017-SW-11-AC has conducted Minority Admission

Counselling for admission into two year D.El.Ed. Course for 18 Minority D.El.Ed.

Colleges for the academic year 2017-19 batch. Out of 18 D.El.Ed. Colleges, the

following 03 colleges have made admission over and above 30%o prescribed percentage

of N o n -M i nority c a nd id ate s.

lntake

Minority lntake Conv
ener
quota

70%
Minori
ty

30%
Non-
Minorit

v

Christia
n

50 40 12

90

No. ofseats under the quota

minorit
30% (Non-

s/.
No

DAWAN COLLEGE OF
ELEMENTARY
EDUCATION Dawb
Ministries, Vempad(V),

Kodad, Nalgonda Dist.

D/ST

NLG

1

2 Ahmed
Elementary

College of
Education,

l.

Fuiher I submit that during the year 2016-17, no DEECET was conducted by

the Depaftment and hence no admlsslons were made.

No. of seats filled
with
candidates

minority
No. of seals
filled with

Non-minority
candidates

122

28

D
d12.,.;t 6- -
(S. Sathyamy

Chairman \

Total

Name of the minority
Colleges

l

{
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Khasara No.1 17/118, Plot
No.425, Domakonda
Street, Rameshwarpally
(V&P) Biknoor (Tq&City)

Nizamabad-503101
Fhulam Ahmed D.Ed.

College, Banjara Hills,

Hyderabad
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50 40 12

Muslim 50 28 12

NZB
D

NZB
D

Muslim

Fufther, the management of Panchasheela lnstitute of Ele. Edn. (D.Ed)

Gajulapet Street, Ntmal, Adilabad District and 13 others have approached the Hon'ble
High Courl in WP No.23822J2017 with a prayer to suspend the operation of Rule 6 (B)

(x) and (xi) of G.O.ms.No.1O/Edn. Dt. 12.04.2017 to enable the petitioners to admit non-

minority sludenls pending WP No.23822 of 2017. The Hon'ble High Couft in its
judgement dt. 01 .08.2017 made the following order.

"The validity of Rule 6(B)(x) and (xi), of the Telangana Elementary Teacher

Education lnstitutions/Districf /nsr,tufes of Education and Training (Regulation

of Admissions into Diploma in Elementary Education Programme (D.El.Ed.)

through Common Entrance lesf) Rules, 2017 notified in G.O.Ms.No.10 dated
12.04.2017, is under challenge in this Writ Petition.
The said rule requires the Convenor, DEECET to conduct counseling in two
phases for fillinf up Category A' seals (80% of the sanctioned intake) with

minority qualified candidates only; in two phases of admlsslons, if 70% of
minority candidates are admitted, the remaining 30%o seats shall be fi ed with

non-minority candidates who are qualified in DEECET; in case , in two phases

of minority counseling, if any college does nof fill up the seats with 70yo of
minority candidates, the left over seats, from out of this 70%, shall be kept
vacant for that year; and the remaining 30% shall be filed with non-minority
qualified candidates in DEECET.
Srl S. Srl Ram, learned counsel for the petitioner, would submit that the said
rule, which requires the petitioner- Colleges to keep the /eft over seats, from out
of the 70% quota, vacant violates Arlicles 14 and 31 of the Constitution of lndia;
even if no minority candidate is available for admission, the said rule would
require the left over seats fo be kept vacant; and this would result in several
seats in the petitioner's colleges remaining unfilled.

Learned Government Pleader for School Education would submit that 5009

muslim minority candidates appeared for the DEECET examination of which
1523 candidates qualified; as the total number of muslim minority colleges in
the State is 12, and the intake of each college is 40 students, the total number
of seals, available in all the muslim minority put together, would be around 480:
and as adequate number of muslim minority candidates are available, the
apprehension of the petitioners, that a few of their seats may remain unfilled, is

unfounded. Earlier, when the validity of a similar rule was subjected to
challe , a few of these colleges approached the SLtpreme Court against the

r-\

(S. Sathya
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order passed by this Coutt; and as an interim measure, the State Government
was directed to provide a /lsf of successful candidates belonging to the minority
category; and, in case the capacity travelled beyond the list, libefiy was granted
to the institutions before the Supreme Court b admit students from the general

category also. While this interlocutory order in SLP.NI.8875 of 2016 ceased to
remain in force on its subseguent dismlssa/ as having become infructuous. we

are satisfied that a similar interim order should be passed m the present case
also.

The second respondent shall provide a /isf of successful candidates, belonging
to the minority category, to the Convenor, DEECET-AC, who shall, after
ensuring that all the candidates in the list are provided admission, then permit
the minority colleges to admit sfudenfs who do not belong to the said minority,
provided of course they have secured the qualifying marks in the DEECET
examination."

A close look at the slatus of D.El.Ed. Admission 2017-18 Single Window-1
(Genreal counseling) and Single Window-11 (Association of Minority Colleges) put
together reveal that out of total available seafs of 11480, only 8484 seats are filled up

leaving 2996 vacancies. lt clearly indicates there ls /ess demand of D.El.Ed. seafs /,
General and Minority Colleges and quality is suffering due to unviable strength in the
Te ach e r Ed uc ation I n stituti on s.

Against this backdrop, I request vou to not to consider for qrantinq anv
Elementary Teacher Education lnstitutes in Telanqana Stale as alreadv requested vide

D

I

O
Karnataka
State Higher
Education
Council,

Government
of Karnataka

references Sth cited in view of the less demand as explained above."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1, The Telangana Govt's suggestion is for 'banning' all D.El.Ed courses in
future.

2. RCs are not empowered to order'bans' that can be done only by the NCTE

(HQ).

3. Request the Telangana Govt., therefore, to contact the NCTE (HQ)

A letter dated O9.1O.2O17 , is received by this office from the Executive Director, on
12.1O.2017 is as under:-

"With reference to the above, I write to state that Kuvempu University,
Shankaraghatta, has framed the Draft Regulatrons Governing Two years lVlaster
of Physical mEducation Degree Programme (M.P.Ed) (CBSC) submitted for
seeking approval of the Govt. of Karnataka and His Excellency the Governor of
Karnataka as per the provisions of Section 44 (c) and Section 44 (2) of
Karnataka State Universities Act-2000.

92
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Therefore, I am herewith sending a copy of the above Draft Regulations of t\/. P. Ed

Coure for verification as to whether the same has been framed in accordance with the

Norms and Standards for M.P.Ed programme published by the NCTE and UGC an

arrange to send your opinion thereon at the earliest possible."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. RCs are not empowered to prescribe Regulations or to add courses to the
list of 15 courses given in the 2014 Regulations.

2. Whether there can be CBCs variant of the M.P.Ed course can be decided
only by the 'gouncil'.

Approved

BMR College of Education, No. 187/81, Gajwel Village, Post, Taluk & City, Medak
District - 502278, Telangana

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

A copy of application sent to the state Government recommendation on 20.07.2015 and
Reminder I sent on 01.O4.2016.

Sub-sectron (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application
and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically alongwith the
process,ng fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection
ceftificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the
a 'ication, it has to be ensured tDat l!9 qppllcltygn is duly signed by the

tb

,

Draft format
of the FR as
per 2014
Regulations
to be issued
to the RPRO
cases after
processing of
documents

o

17

+

SRCAPP3O3S

B.Ed

BMR College
of Education,
Medak,
Telangana

Edision Educational Society, No. 19-93/4, Prasanth Nagar Road & Village, Siddipet
Post, Taluk & City, Medak District-soo103, Telangana applied for grant of recognition to
BMR College of Education, No. 187/81 , Gajwel Village, Post, Taluk & City, Medak
District - 502278, Telangana for offering B. Ed course for two years duration for the
academic year 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern
Regional Committee NCTE through online on 30.05.20'15. The institution has

submitted the hard copy of the application on 11.O7 .2015.

D.-
tr sitr'yurn1/

Chairman/
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applicant on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the
end of the application."

"(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or more of the following
circumstance-

b) Failure to submit print out of the applications made online along with the land
documents as required under sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 5 within fifteen
days of the submission of the online application. "

Sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 5 reads as under.-

"While submitting the application online a copy of the registered land document
issued by the competent authority, indicating that the society or institution
applying for the programme possesses land on the date of application, shall be
attached along with the application."

On careful perusal of the orlginal file of the institution and other documents, the
application of the institution is pointed out deficiencies as per Regulations, 2014 as
under:-

1. Hard copy of on-line application not submitted within 15 days as per
regulation 2014. (28 days late)

2. The institution has submitted No Objection Certificate. But name of the
University and signature is not mentioned.

3. The applicant not signed every page of the hard copy of on-line
application submitted by the institution.

The SRC in its 291"tMeeting held on 201h-2'1"1 August, 2015 considered the matter, and
after careful perusal of the original application for B.Ed Course for the session 2016-17
submitted online on 30.05.2015 and hard copy on 11.O7.2015, decided to Summarily
Reject the application as per 7 2(b) of Regulations 2014 on the following ground.

Hard copy of on-line application not submitted within 15 days as per regulation
2014.

H

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 14.1O.2015
Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE-

rs vide the a ellate authorit order F. No.89-21O12O15 A alllsl l\ileeting-2016
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Sub-section (2) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under:-

a) Failure to furnish the application fee, as prescribed under rule g of the
National Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or before the date of
submisslon of online application;

*)-r"^-
(s. sathyam/
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daled 25.02.2016 stating as under

"...Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution had submitted online

application on 30.05.2015 and hard copy thereof was received in the office of
SRC on 1 1 .07.201 5. Appeal Committee noted the submisslon made by appellant

that submission of hard copy was delayed due to late lssue of the NOC by

Osmania University. Appeal Committee fufther noted that NCTE (Hqs) had

lssued necessa ry 
'guidelines 

to all Regional Committee offices that 1sth July,

2015 will be last date for submission of hard copy of application with NOC
irrespective of the date of online application.
AND WHEREAS, Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the case to

SRC for consideration and processing of the application of appellant institution

which was received in the office of SRC on 1 1 .07.201 5.

AND WHEREAS, After perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit,

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be

remanded fo SRC for consideration and Drocess/no of the application of

o

aDDellant institution which was received in the office of SRC on 1 1 .07.201 5

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of BMR College

of Education, Gajwal, Medak, Andhra Pradesh fo the SRC, NCTE, for necessary

action as indicated above".

As directed the appfication was processed and placed before SRC in its 308'h meeting

held on 28rh - 30th March, 2016 considered the matter and decided as under,

'1. Cause lnspection.
2. According to the time-limit extended by the Supreme Court, 2 May 2016 is the

last date for issue of Formal Recognition w.e.f 2016-17. All concerned should be

advised of this position so that they can take advantage of the extended time-

limit even if necessary by forgoing normal 'notice periods.'

As directed b y SRC, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members

on 01.04.20'16. lnspection of the institution was conducted on 06.04.2016 and VT report

along with documents and CD received on 1 1 .04.2016.

The SRC in its 3O9th meeting held on 12rh - 14th April, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under;

1. lssue LOI for B.Ed (2 units).
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
3. Only rf these are given on or before 02.05.2016 can issue of Formal

Recognition w.e.1 2016-17 academic year be possible.

As per decision of LOI was issued on 14.O4.2016. The institution submitted its reply

along with documents on 10.06.2016.
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The SRC in its 317'
decided as under;

meeting held on 28 July, 2016 considered the matter and

1 . The Faculty list is in order
2. lssue Formal Recognition for B.Ed (2 units) w.e.f .2017-18

Accordingly, Formal Recognition Order was issued on 10.08.2016 with an annual intake
of 100 students from the academic session 2017-2018.

An Email was received by this office on 04.10.2017 from the Shri.K. Ramakanth Reddy
standing counsel, High Court of Andhra Pradesh regarding kindly send instructions rn

the case

A letter was addressed to Shri k Ramakanath Reddy on 06.11.2017 along with brief of
the case.

Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, l.A.S, Special Chief Secretary to
Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No.
7849lSE.TrglA2l2017-1 , dated 27 .1O.2017 received on O2.11 .2017 reads as under,

" .....the National Council for Teacher Education (Southern Regional Committee),
Bangalore, granted recognition to BMR College of Education, PloUKhasara No.187/81,
Plot No.1-137/1, Gajwel Viilage & Post. Gajwel Taluk & City, Medak District Telangana,
for conducting B.Ed Programme of (2) years duration, with an annual intake of 1OO

sfudents (2 units), from the academic session of 2017-2018, subject to the fulfillment of
ceftain conditions.
2) Fufther, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of all such other
requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC. affiliating
University/Body, the State Government etc., as applicable.
3) ln the Memo No. 7825/SE-Trg/A22016-1, dated 22.09.2016, while enctosing the
copy of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited, the Director of School
Education, Telangana, Hyderabad repoft was called for regarding fulfillment of NCTE
norms by the college.
4) /t ls a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee) Bangatore,
granted recognition to cerlain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed Colleges for conducting B.Ed course
of (2) years duration from the A.Y.2017-2018. While these colleges were being
inspected before issue of permission by the State Govt. for staiing these new colleges
in the state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High Courl to direct fhe State
Government to grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Courl
Commom Order dt 16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'ble
Court directed to give permission to these 12 Colleges, the State Government has filed
Writ Appeals No. 1047/2016 and batch as the Srate Government found that these
Colleges had deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the
experience as required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School
Education in his letter dt: 27.07.2016 and Spl.CS(E) in D.O. tetter dt: 21.09.2016
addressed to _jle BpSjg!@_ Dhector, NCrE, goulhgry EpgiqOql 9oq44lCe,

(S. Sathyam)

Cha irma n
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Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus, Bangalore and in the D.O.letter of Sp/. CS€ of
27.01.2017 addressed lo the NCTE, New Delhi, had already informed the NCTE that the

State of Telangana does not require any more new B.Ed Colleges because already the

State has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only

about 5,000 in Government Secondary Schoo/s and that more than 2.5 lakh qualified

candidates are already available in the State, for whom sufficient placements are not

forthcoming and any new Colleges/intake will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Court, dt. 06.01.2017 in W.A.NI.
1047/2016 and batch which was in favour of the 12 Colleges, the Government of
Telangana filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Courl in SLP (C) No.

3708-37 1 6/201 7 on 30.01.201 7.

6) The Hon'ble Supreme Courl on 04.08.2017 while disposing the SLP No.3708-
3716/2017, has passed lhe following order;-

"we are not inclined to inteiere with the judgment of the High Courl. Need/ess fo
say, if at any point of time the NCIE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate sreps agamst the College. The NCTE may also
take note of assertions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency,

but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' issued by ,he Stafe
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

I

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E.. has assured the Courl
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National
Council
For Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under and
a/so see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High
Court shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Couft order shall
be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment

of the High Court and act with quite promptitute."

7) BMR College of Education, as mentioned at para (1) above, has filed W.P.No.
33310/2017, date: 09/2017 to expedite the permission of the State Government. This
College kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far, after receiving NCTE
recognition. ln the reference 4th cited, the Commissioner and Director of School
Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a repon in respect of BMR College of
Education, Plot/Khasara No.187/81, Plot No.1-137/1, Gajwel Village & Post. Gajwel
Taluk & City, Medak District Telangana, that (2) Faculty Member are duplicated in other
College. They are (1) A. Raja Narsimha Reddy, Lecturer in Mathematics duplicated as
Lecturer in Mathematics at B.M.R College of Education (D.Ed), Gajwel, Medak District.
(2) B.Siddu, Lecturer in English duplicated as Lecturer in English at B.M.R. College of
Education (D.Ed) Gajwel, Medak District. No faculty member is having three years of
teachin CX nence l! lle lrytttqllen as per norms. The Management has provided

o
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built up area of 1643 sq.mtrs. Only for D.Ed and B.ed with an intake of 100 students

which is not sufficient to run the B.Ed Course and as per the NCTE norms, it should

have been 3500Sq.Mtrs.

8) Thus, BMR College of Education has not fulfiiled the NCTE norms. ln the

recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, it is mentioned that "lf

the institution Contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the NCTE

Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued there under, the institution will

render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognition by the

regional committee under the provisions of Section 17(1) of the NCTE Act."

9) /t ls a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Coufi in the W.A.No.

1047/201 6 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para 45(iv) the Hon'ble Courl

observed as follows:-
"Even if the Sfafe mfends ,o express any grievance as to non-compliance of any
one of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought

the same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action

against the society/college, which the Sfafe has not resofted to."

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Courl (mentioned at para 6 of this
letter) the Hon'ble Courl has observed as follows.-

"Having heared learned counsel for the parties at length, we are not inclined to

interfere with the judgment of the High Coun. Need/ess to say, if at any point of
time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated, it can take

appropriate steps agarnst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
assertiors made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

11) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courls and the NCTE
norms, it is felt appropriate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble CourT irt

the W.P.No. 33310/2017, dated 05.10.2017 regarding BMR College of Education, the

State Government must address NCTE indicating the deficiencies as mentioned at para
(7) of this letter, for their necessary action, as mentioned at para (8) of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facts, it is requested to kindly withdraw the

Recognition given to BMR College of Education, PloVKhasara No.187/81, Plot No.1'

137/1, G ajwel Village & Post. Gajwel Taluk & City, Siddipet District Telangana, for
conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years."

Now, a Court order received from the Hon'ble Sri Justice Challa Kodandaram in

W.P.No.33310 of 2017, dated: 05.10.2017 at High Court of Judicature at Hyderabad for

the State of Telangana and the State of Andhra Pradesh and stating as under:

ORDER
" . ..the Writ Petition is Filed seeking a mandamus to declare the action of

respondent No.7 - Slale of Telangana, in not granting permission to petitioner -
College, under Section 20 of the A.P. Education Act, 1982, for stafting new B.Ed

College and not granting affiliation to petitioner - College and non-inclusion in

the 2'd phase of counseling of B.Ed, as being arbitrary and illegal.

{5. Sathyam )

Chairman
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Heard the leanted coutsel for the respective paires
It is submitted across the Bar that lhe tssue involved in the present Writ

petition is squarely covered by an order of this Courl in Writ petition No. 26870 of
2016 and batch dated 16.09.2016. /l ls a/so brought to the notice of this Coutl

that the said order of the leamed Single Judge was confirmed in Writ Appeal No.

1047 of 2016. Fufther, the Special Leave petition filed thereagainst also came to

be dismlssed by the Supreme Courl Thereafter, /tl cases of Writ petitioners

therein, the State had granted permission and lssued necessary Government

Orders. This aspecl ls t)ot disputed by the learned counsel appearing for the

parties.

ln the circumslances the Writ petitiort rs dlsposc'd of with a direction to

respondent, No.7- Sfale of Telangana to consider the case of the petitioners, in

terms of para 20 of the order of the leamed Single Judge in Writ petition No.

26870 ot 2016 and batch, dated 16.09.2016, for the academic year 2017-18, and

take necessary decision within a week from the date of receipt of a copy of this

order. No cosfs. "

1. The basic direction of the court is to the Statc Covt (to grant permission

u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating tlody ( to give affiliation)'
2. As regards the references to deficiencies thc court has asked SRC to

examine and decide accordingly to thc 2 014 Regulations-

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. lssue SCN to the

college for reply.
3.2 Give 2-months time to reply.
4. Putup in end- fan 18.

Noble B.Ed College, PloUKhasara No.84, Lingareddypet Village, Ravalli Post,

Toopran Taluk & City, Medak District - 502335, Telangana.

Nagarjuna Educational Society, Plot No 84, Lingareddypet Street & Village, Ravalli Post,

Toopran Taluk & City, IVedak District - 502336, Telangana applied for grant of

recognition to Noble B.Ed College, PlovKhasara No 84, Lingareddypet Village, Ravalli

Post, Toopran Taluk & City. Ivledak District - 502336, Telangana for offering B.Ed

course of Two years duration for the academic sessron 2016-1 7 under Section 14115 of

the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee NCTE through online on

26lOGl2O15. The institution has submitted hard copy of the application on 0610712015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01 12 2014 A letter for recommendation of

State Govt. was sent on14l07l2O15 followed by Reminder-l on 1911112015 and

Reminder ll on 0811212015
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"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its
own merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution

shall be inspected by a team of expefts called visiting team with a view to assess

the level of preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 296th meeting held on 1stn -16th December. 2015 considered the matter

and the Committee decided as under:

1. Building Completion Certificate and Building Plan to be submitted

2. Society Registration Certificate to be submitted
3. Original Fixed Deposit Receipts to be submitted
4. Ask W to obtain relevant Land and Building documents
5. Cause Composite lnspection

As per the decision of SRC, inspection of the institution was fixed between l Oth-3oh

January, 2016 the same was intimated to the institution on 1 6.01 .201 6. lnspection of the

institution was conducted on 31.01.2016 and the VT Report along with documents and

CD received on 03.02.20'16.

The SRC in its 301"1 meeting held on 05rh & 06rh February,2016 consrdered the matter

and decided as under;'
1 . lssue LOI for B. Ed (2 units)
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.

3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can rssue of Formal Recognition w.e.f

2016-17 academic year be possible.

As per decision of SRC, LOI was sent on 11.02.2016. The institution submitted its reply

along with documents on 03.03.2016.

The SRC in its 3061h meeting held on 01"tto 04th lttlarch, 2016 considered the matter and

decided to "lssue Formal Recognition for B.Ed (2 units) w.ef 2016-17."
As per summary the deficiencies pointed out by SRC is as under,

. Website address is not functioning.

. Assistant Professors (Social Studies) to be appointed

As per decision of SRC, information letter and Formal Recognrtion Order was issued

with an annual intake of 100 students from the academic session 2016-'17 on

12.O4.2016.

The institution submitted its reply along with two assistant professors faculty list and

website address received on 21.07 .2016.

The Sub Section (7) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2014 'for processing of applications

stipulates as under:
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Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, l.A.S, Special Chief Secretary to

Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D O. Letter No.

5055/SE.Trg/A212016-2, daled 24.10.2017 received on 31.10.2017 reads as under,

" .....the National Council for Teacher Education (Southern Regional Committee).

Bangatore, granted recognition to Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College. Plot No.

74/A, X+oad, Jharasangham Village, Post Office and Taluk, Zaheerabad City, Medak

District, Telangana for conducting B.Ed Programme of (2) years duration, with an annual

intake of 100 students (2 units), from the academic session of 2016-2017. subiect to the

fulfillment of cedain conditions.

2) Fufther, the recognition was subject to fulfillment of all such other requirements

as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC, affiliating University/Body.

the Sfate Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No. 5055/SE-Trg/AY2016-17 dated 17.06.2016, while enclosing

the copy of the NCTE order received vide refere3nce 1"t cited, the Director of School

Education, Telangana, Hyderabad was requested to furnish the inspection repoft along

with his remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regulations of 2014, to the

Government immediately.
4) /f ls a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee) Bangalore

granted recognition to cerlain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed Co eges for conducting B.Ed course

of (2) years duration from the A.Y.2016-2017. While these colleges were being

inspected before issue of permission by the State Govt. for stafting these new colleges

in the state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High Courl to direct the Stale

Government to grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Court

Commom Order dt 16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'ble

Courl directed to give permission to these 12 Colleges, fhe State Government has filed

Writ Appeals No. 1047/2016 and batch as the State Government found that these

Colleges had deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the

experience as required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School

Education in his letter dt: 27.07.2016 and Spl.CS(E) in D.O. letter dt:21.09.2016

addressed to the Regional Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee,

Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus, Bangalore had already informed the NCTE that

lhe Sfafe of Telangana does not require any more new B.Ed Colleges because already

the Sfate has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in

only about 5,000 in Government Secondary Schoo/s and that more than 2.5 lakh

qualified candidates are already available in the State, for whom sufficient placements

are not torthcoming and any new Colleges/intake will make the existing Colleges also

unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Court, dt: 06.01.2017 in W.A.No.

1047/2016 and batch which was in favour of the 1 2 Colleges. the Government of

Telangana filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Couft in SLP (C) No.

37 08-37 1 6/201 7 on 30.01.20 1 7
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6) The Hon'ble Supreme Courl on 04.08.2017 while disposing the SLP No.3708-
371 6/2017, has passed the following order;-

"we are not inclined to inteffere with the judgment of the High Court. Need/ess [o

say, if at any point of time the NCTE feels that the regulations have been

violated, it can take appropriate steps aga,nst the College. The NCTE may also

take note of assertions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency,

but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' issued by the State

Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E.. has assured the Court

that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National

Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under

and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are

properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High

Courl shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Couft order shall

be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment

of the High Courl and act with quite promptitute."

7) Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed Coilege, as mentioned at para (1) above. has

filed W.P.No. 32608/2017 on 22.09.2017 to expedite the permission of the State

Government. This College kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far. after

receiving NCTE recognition. tn the reference Sth cited, the Commissioner and Director

of School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a repoft in respect of Sri Kethaki

Sangameshwara B.Ed College, Medak District, that no Faculty Member is having 3

years of teaching experience in the institution as per the NCTE norms

8) Ihus, Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College has not fulfilled the NCTE

norms. ln the recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, it is
mentioned that "lf the institution Contravenes any of the above conditions or the
provisions of the NCTE Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued thereunder,

the institution will render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of
recognition by the regional committee under the provisions of Section 17(1) of the NCTE

Act."

9) /i ls a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Couft in the W.A.NI.
1047/2016 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para 45(iv) the Hon'ble Courl

observed as follows:-
"Even if the State intends to express any grievance as to non-compliance of any

of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought the

same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action

against the society/college, which the Stafe has not resorted b."

10)

lette
Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court (mentioned at para 6 of this I

r) the Hon'ble Court has observed as follows.-
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"Having heared learned counsel for the parlies at length, we are not inclined to

inteiere with the judgment of the High Couft. Need/ess to say. it at any point of
time, the NCIE feels that the regulations have been violated, it can take

appropriate steps against the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
assertlons made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

1 1) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courts and the NCTE norms,

it is felt appropriate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble Couft in the

W.P.No. 32608/2017, dated 22.09.2017 regarding Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara

B.Ed College, fhe Stare Government must address NCTE indicating the deficiencies

as mentioned at para (7) of this letter, for their necessary action. as mentioned at

para (8) of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facts, it is requested to kindly withdraw the

Recognition given to Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College, Medak District for

conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission u/s 20 of

the APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give affiliation).

2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to examine

and decide accordingiy to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. lssue SCN to the

college for reply.

3.2 Give 2-months time to reply.

4. Put up in end- Jan 18

Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College, X Road, Plot No.74lA, Jharasangam

Village & Post, Zaheerabad Town, Jharasangam Taluk, Medak District-502246,

Andhra Pradesh.

Gnana Saraswathi Educational Society, Plot. No. 74lA, Boppanpally X Road,

Jharasangam Village & Post, Zaheerabad Town, Jharasangam Taluk, Medak District-

502246, Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of recognition to Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara

B.Ed College, X Road, Plot No. 74lA, Jharasangam Village & Post. Zaheerabad Town,

Jharasangam Taluk, tVledak Distrjct-502246, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.Ed course of

two years duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14115 ol the NCTE

Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee. NCTE through online on 30.06.2015.

The institution has submitted hard copy of the application on 14.07.2O15.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of

State Govt. was sent on 21 .07 .2015 Followed by recommendation 06.10.201 5and

reminder ll on 30.1 1 .2015.

(S. Sathya m)
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The Sub Section (7) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under:

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its
own merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution
shall be inspected by a team of expefts called visiting team with a vlew lo assess
the level of preparedness of the institution to commence the course"

The SRC in its 295rh meetang held on 28rh -30th November & 1'r December, 20 1 5

considered the documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of
application and it has decided as under:

'1. LUC by competent authority is to be submitted.
2. Built up area not adequate.
3. FDRs should be given later.

4. Cause Composite lnspection.
5. Ask W to particularly check on the deficiencies and collect all documents

As per the decision of SRC, rnspection of the institution was fixed between 10th-3orh

January,2016 and the same was intimated to the institution on 16.01.2016. lnspection
of the institution was conducted on 26.01 .2016 and VT Report along with documents
and CD received on 31 .01 .2016.

The SRC in its 301"rmeeting held on O5th & O6th February,2016 considered the matter

and decided to 'rssue SCN for Asbestos structures. "

Before issuance of show cause notice based on the website information institution

submitted its reply along with documents on 15.02.2016.

The SRC in its 303'd meeting held on 1Sth February, 2016 considered the matter and the

Committee decided as under;

Asbestos structure removed.

1. lssue LOI for B.Ed (2 units)
2. FDRS in Jornt account should be furnished.
3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition

w.e.f .2O16-17 academic year possible.

As directed by SRC LOI was issued on 16.O2.2016. The institution submitted its reply
along wrth documents on 03.03.2016.

The SRC in its 306th meeting held on 01"t- 04th March, 2016 considered the matter and
decided as under:

1. ln the I ht of the internal discussion with the Committee about the common
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As per summary the deficiencies pointed out by SRC is as under;

. Website is functioning but B.Ed Staff list is not uploaded

. One Asst. Professor in Maths is to be appointed.

As per decision of SRC, information letter and Formal Recognition Order was tssued
with an annual intake of 100 students from the academic session 2016-17 on
12 04.2016

The institution submitted its reply along one Maths Asst. Professor appointed faculty Ist
and B.Ed faculty list is uploaded in the website received on 02.05.2016.

Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, LA.S, Special Chief Secretary to
Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No.

5055/SE.Trg/A212016-2, daled 24.10.2017 received on 31.1O.2017 reads as under;
" .....the National Council for Teacher Education (Southern Regional Committee).
Bangalore, granted recognition to Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College. Plot No
74/4, X+oad, Jharasangham Village, Post Office and Taluk, Zaheerabad City, Medak
District, Telangana for conducting B.Ed Programme of (2) years duration, with an annual
intake of 100 students (2 units), from the academic session of 2016-2017, subject to the
fulfillment of ceftain conditions.

3) Fufther, the recognition was subject to fulfillment of all such other requirements
as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC, affiliating
University/Body, lhe Stale Government etc., as applicable.

4)

3) ln the Memo No. 5055/SE-Trg/AA2U 6-17 dated 17.06.2016. while enclosing
the copy of the NCTE order received vide refere3nce 1"t cited, the Director of School
Education, Telangana, Hyderabad was requested to furnish the inspection repoft along
with his remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regulations of 2014, to the
G ov ern me nt i m med i ately.

4) /l rs a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee) Bangalore
granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed Colleges for conducting B.Ed course
of (2) years duration from the 4.Y.201 6-2017. While these colleges were being
inspected before issue of permission by the State Govt. for $arting these new colleges
in the state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High Courl to direct lhe State
Government to grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Courl
Commom Order dt 16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'ble
Coutt directed to give permission to these 12 Colleges, the Stafe Government has filed
Writ Appeals No. 1 047/2016 and batch as the State Government found that these
Co s had deficiencies in the staff a ointments because the did not have thev
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experience as required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School
Education in his letter dt: 27.07.2016 and Spl.CS(E) in D.O. letter dt. 21.09.2016

addressed to the Regional Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee,

Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus, Bangalore had already informed the NCTE that
the Stafe of Telangana does not require any more new B.Ed Colleges because already

the State has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in

only about 5,000 in Government Secondary Schoo/s and that more than 2.5 lakh
qualified candidates are already available in the State. for whom sufficient placements

are not forthcoming and any new Colleges/intake will make the existing Colleges also

unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Cour7, dt: 06.01 .2017 in W.A.N1.

1047/2016 and batch which was in favour of the 12 Colleges, the Government of
Telangana filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Couft in SLP (C) No.

3708-37 1 6/201 7 on 30. 01.201 7.

"we are not inclined to inteiere with the judgment of the High Courl. Need/ess to

say, if at any point of time the NCTE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate sleps agamsf the College. The NCTE may also

take note of asserllons made by ,he State Government relating to any deficiency,

but that will not effect the 'No Objection Cefiificate' issued by lhe Slate
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E., has assured the Court

that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National

Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are

properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High

Couft shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Couft order shall

be given effect to, all the parties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment

of the High Court and act with quite promptitute."

7) Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College, as mentioned at para (1) above, has

filed W.P.No. 32608/2017 on 22.09.2017 to expedite the permission of the State

Government. This College kept guiet for nearly one and a half years so far. after
receiving NCTE recognition. ln the reference Sth cited, the Commissioner and Director
of School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a repoft in respect of Sri Kethaki
Sangameshwara B.Ed College, Medak District, that no Faculty Member is having 3

years of teaching experience in the institution as per the NCTE norms

8) Ihus, Srl Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College has not fulfilled the NCTE

norms. ln the recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, it is

6) The Hon'ble Supreme Couft on 04.08.2017 while disposing lhe SLP No. 3708-

3716/2017, has passed the following order;-
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mentioneA tnat "tt 7ne institution Coniiavenes any of ihe above condilions or the 
I

provisions of the NCTE Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued thereunder,

the institution will render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of
recognition by the regional committee under the provisions of Section 17(1) of the NCTE

Act."

9) /t is a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Courl in the W.A.Na. I

1047/201 6 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para 45(iv) the Hon'ble Court

observed as follows.-
"Even if the State intends to express any grievance as to non-compliance of any

of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought the

same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action

against the society/college, which the State has not resorted b."

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Couft (mentioned at para 6 of this

lette) the Hon'ble CourT has observed as follows:-
"Having heared learned counsel for the parties at length, we are not inclined to

intertere with the judgment of the High Coutt. Need/ess to say. if at any point of
time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated, it can take

appropriate sfeps aga,nst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
asserlions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

11) Therefore, based on these obsevations of the Hon'ble Courts and the NCTE

norms, it is felt appropriate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble

Couft in the W.P.No. 32608/2017, dated 22.09.2017 regarding Sri Kethaki

Sangameshwara B.Ed College, the Stafe Government must address NCTE

indicating the deficiencies as mentioned at para (7) of this letter, for their

necessary action, as mentioned at para (8) of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facfs, lt is requested to kindly withdraw the

Recognition given to Sri Kethaki Sangameshwara B.Ed College, Medak District

for conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1, The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission I

u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give affiliation).
2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to

examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. Issue SCN to the

college for reply.
3.2 Give z-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- fan 18
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B.S. Bugudi B.Ed College, PloUKhasara No.1, Tandur Village & Post, Tandur Taluk

& City, Rangareddi District - 501 14{ , Telangana

B.S Bugudi Educational Society, Plot No.1, Chengeshpur Road, Tandur Village & Post,

Tandur Taluk & City, Rangareddi District - 501141 , Telangana applied for grant of

recognition to B.S. Bugudi B.Ed College, Plot/Khasara No.1, Tandur Village & Post,

Tandur Taluk & City, Rangareddi District - 501141 , Telangana for offering B.Ed course

for two years duration for the academic year 2016-17 under section 14115 ol the NCTE

Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 28.06 2015.

The institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 1 1 .07.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE(Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations,2o14 notified by NCTE on 01 .12.2014.

A letter was sent to State Government for recommendation on 20.07.2015 followed by

Reminder-l on 06.10.2015 and the Reminder-ll on 10.1 1.2015.

Sub-section (3) of section 5 of Regulations, 2014 under manner of making application

and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the

processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no

objection ce,tificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While

submitting the application, it has to be ensured that the application is duly

signed by the applicant on every page, including digital signature at

appropriate place at the end of the application

On careful perusal of the institution and other documents, the application of the

institution is deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under.-

. Application is not signed by the applicant on all pages of application as per

Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014.

A letter was sent to the institution regarding furnishing of information in support of

'Composite' character as per Regulations, 2014 on 07.10.2015.

The institution submitted reply to our letter on 20.10.2015.

The application was processed and placed before SRC in its 297rh meeting held on 27rh

to 28th December,2Ol5 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as

under:-

1

2

3

4

They have D.El.Ed.
BCC is not approved by competent authority.

Built-up area is not adequate for 2 units of B.Ed and 1 unit of D.El.Ed

Cause composite inspection for D.El.Ed and B.Ed

(S. Sathyam)
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As per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation letter was issued to the institution on
16.01 .2016. VT Members names were generated through On-line and VT report was
received on 03.02.2016 along with documents.

VT report was placed before SRC in its 302nd meeting held on Ogth, 10'h & '11th February,
2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decrded to issue show cause notice
on the following grounds.

1 . BCC is not issued by competent authority
2. CD is OK
3. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

Before issuance of Show Cause Notice, based on the website information of the SRC
decision, the institution submitted a reply on 15.02.2016.

The matter was placed before SRC, in its 303'd meeting held on 1Srh February, 2016 and
the Committee considered the matter and decided as under;

1

2.1
') ')

3.

BCC submitted OK.

lssue LOI for B.Ed (1 unit)

FDR'S in joint account should be furnished.
Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can
w.e.1.2016-17 academic year be possible.

issue of Formal Recognition

As per the decision of SRC, a Letter of lntent (LOl) was issued to the institution on
18.02.2016. The institution submitted reply on 03.03.2016.

The LOI reply was placed before SRC, in its 306'h meeting held on 01'r to O4th March,
2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under.

ln the light of the internal discussion within the Committee about the
Common issue underlying all such cases, this case is taken up for
reconsideration.
lssue Formal Recognition for B.Ed (1 unit) w.e.f. 2016-17.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter and formal recognition was issued to the institutaon

on 12.04.2014.

The institution submitted its reply along with one assrstant professors rn faculty list on
27.04.2016.

Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya. l.A.S, Special Chief Secretary to
Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No.

3743lSE.TrglA212016-2, daled27.10.2017 received on 02.11.2017 reads as under;

1

2
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" .. ...the National Council for Teacher Education (Southern Regional Committee),

Bangalore, granted recognition to B.S.Bugudi B.Ed Co ege, Plot.No.1, Tandur Village &

Post office, Tandur Taluk & City, Ranga Reddy District, Telangana for conducting B.Ed

Programme of (2) years duration, with an annual intake of 50 sludenls (1 unit), from the

academic sesslon of 2016-2017, subject to the fulfillment of ceftain conditions.

2) Furiher, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of all such other

requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC. affiliating

University/Body, the Sfate Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No. 3743/SE-Trg/AV2016-1, dated 09.05.2016, while enclosing the

copy of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited, the Director of School

Education, Hyderabad, was requested to furnish the inspection repoft along with his

remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regulations of 2014, to the Government

immediately.

4) /t /s a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee) Bangalore,

granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed Colleges for conducting B.Ed course

of (2) years duration from the A.Y.2016-2017. While these colleges were being

inspected before issue of permission by the State Govt. for stafting these new colleges

in the state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High Courl to direct the State

Government to grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Courl

Commom Order dt 16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'ble

Coutt directed to give permission to these 12 Colleges. the State Government has filed

Writ Appeals No. 1047/2016 and batch as the Stale Governmenl found that these

Colleges had deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the

experience as required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School

Education in his letter dt: 27.07.2016 and Spl.CS(E) in D.O. letter dt. 21 .09.2016

addressed to the Regional Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee,

Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus, Bangalore and in the D.O.letter of Spl.CS(E) of
27.01.2017 addressed to the NCTE, New Delhi, had already informed the NCTE that the

Sfafe of Telangana does not require any more new B.Ed Colleges because already the

State has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only

about 5,000 in Government Secondary Schoo/s and that more than 2.5 lakh qualified

candidates are already available in the State, for whom sufficient placements are not

forihcoming and any new Colleges/intake will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Courl, dt: 06.01.2017 in W.A.NI.
1047/2016 and batch which was in favour of the 12 Colleges, the Government of
Telangana filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Courl in SLP (C) No.

3708-37 1 6/201 7 on 30. 01. 201 7.

6) The Hon'ble Supreme Couft on 04.08.2017 while disposing the SLP No. 3708-

3716/2017, has passed the following order;-

. "we are not inclined to inteffere with the udgment of the Hi'gh Cour1. Need/ess Io
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say, if at any point of time the NCTE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriafe sfeps against the College. The NCTE may also

take note of assertions made by the Stale Government relating to any deficiency,

but that will not effect the 'No Objection Certificate' issued by the State
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E., has assured the Courl
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National

Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High

Courl shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Court order shall

be given effect to, all the parties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment

of the High Court and act with quite promptitute."

7) B.S.Bugudi, B.Ed College, Vikarabad District as mentioned at para (1) above,

has filed W.P.No. fi74A2U7 on 10.10.2017 to expedite the permission of the State

Government. This College kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far, after
receiving NCTE recognition. tn the reference Sth cited, the Commissioner and Director
of School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a report in respect of
B.S.Bugudi, B.Ed College, Vikarabad District, that one Faculty Member namely Sri

Gudimalla Damodar, Lecturer in Mathemafics rs duplicated as Lecturer in Mathematics

af Sri Aurobindo's D.Ed College, Gaddipally (v), Garidepally (M), Nalgonda District.No
faculty member is having 3 years of teaching experience in the institution, as per the
NCTE norms.

8) B.S.Bugudi, B.Ed College, Vikarabad District has not fulfilled the NCTE norms.
tn the recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1't cited, it is mentioned
that "lf the institution Contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the

NCTE Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued there under, the institution will

render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognitron by the

regional committee under the provisions of Seclion 17(1) of the NCTE Act."

9) /t is a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Court in the W.A.No.
1047/2016 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para a50v) the Hon'ble CourT

observed as follows:-

"Even if the State intends fo express any grievance as to non-compliance of any
of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought the
same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action
against the society/college, which fhe Sfafe has not resofted to "

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Courl (mentioned at para 6 of this

letter) the Hon'ble Court has observed as follows:-
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"Having heard learned counsel for the parties at length. we are not inclined to

interfere with the judgment of the High Court. Need/ess to say, if at any point of
time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated. it can take
appropriate sreps agamst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
assertions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

11) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courls and the NCTE
norms, it is felt appropriate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble Court in
the W.P.No. $74A2U7, dated 10.10.2017 regarding B.S.Bugudi, B.Ed College,
Vikarabad District, the State Government must address NCTE indicating the
deficiencies as mentioned at para (7) of this letter, for their necessary action, as
mentioned at para (8) of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facfs, I ls requested to kindly withdraw the
Recognition given to B.S.Bugudi, B.Ed College, Vikarabad District for conducting B.Ed
programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission
u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give afliliation).

2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to
examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. Issue SCN to the
college for reply.

3.2 Give z-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- Jan 18

Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, No. khasara No. 500, 505, 507, 508, Plot No. 25, 26,
27, 28, 29, 42, 43, 44, Near Darga Street, Perkit Village, Armoor Post, Taluk & City,
Nizamabad District-503224, Telangana

Sree Narayana Educational Society No. 1-12-14& 15 Chota Bazar Road Armoor Village,
Post, Taluk & City Nizamabad Distrist-503224 Telangana applied for grant of recognition
to Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, No. khasara No. 500, 506,507,508, Plot No. 25. 26,

27, 28, 29, 42, 43, 44, Near Darga Street, Perkit Village, Armoor Post, Taluk & City,
Nizamabad District503224, Telangana for offering B.P.Ed course of two years duration
for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act. 1993 to the
Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 29.05.2015. The institution has
submitted hard copy of the application on 30.05.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of
State Govt. was sent on 09.06.201 5 Followed by recommendation 05.10.2015 and
reminder ll on 09.1 1.2015.

(S. sathyam)

Chairma n

I.

)

t.

,1

t

SRCAPP2884
B.P.Ed
Sree
Raghavendra
Vidyalayam,
Nizamabad,
Telangana



113

347 , Meeting oI SRC

1 6th & 17ttt November,2077

The Sub Section (7) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2014 fot processing of applications
stipulates as under:

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its own

merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution shall be

inspected by a team of experts called visiting team with a view to assess the level of
preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 297rh meeting held on 27'h-28th December, 2015 considered the matter,

documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of application and decided
as under.

1. The two programmes-B.Ed & B.P.Ed are supposed to provide composite
character to each other.

2. But, the lands shown are far apart. ln fact, even the villages shown are differentl

3. There is, therefore, no physical contiguity. Composite character cannot,

therefore, develop.
4. lssue SCN for rejection of the applications.

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the B.P.Ed course on 04.02.2016 and

B.Ed on 19.02.2016. The institution has submitted its reply on 26.02.2016 along with

relevant documents.

The SRC in its 306th meetrng held on 01'r - 04th March 2016, the committee considered

the matter and decided as under:

'1 . Land shown for B.Ed is mortgaged.
2. Land remaining is inadequate for B.P.Ed.
3. lssue SCN for relection of both applications

Before issuance of Show Cause Notice as per website information the institution has

submitted its written representation on 'l 1.04.2016

The SCN reply was placed before SRC, in its 309rh meeting held on 12th to 14th April,
2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Cause Composite lnspection
2. According to the time-limit extended by the Supreme Court, 2 May 2016 is

the last date for issue of Formal Recognition w.e.f . 2016-17. All concerned
should be advised of this position so that they can take advantage of the
extended time-limit even if necessary by foregoing normal 'notice periods'.

As per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation letter was issued to the institution on

14.04.2016. VT lt/embers names were generated through On-line and VT report was

received on 26.04.2016 alon with documents

(s. sathya m )
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VT report was placed before SRC in its 312"d meeting held on 28rh & 29'h April, 2016

and the Committee considered the matter and decided to issue show cause notice on

the following grounds:

1. lssue LOI for B.P.Ed (1 unit).

2. FDRS in Joint account should be furnished.
3. Only if these are given on or before 02.05.16 can issue of Formal

Recognition w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible.

As per the decision of SRC, a Letter of lntent (LOl) was issued to the institution on

29.O4.2016. The institution submitted reply on 02.05.2016.

The LOI reply was placed before SRC, in its 313th meeting held on 02"' & O3rh May, 2016

and the Committee considered the matter and decided to "lssue Formal Recognition for
B P Ed (1 unit)."

As per the decision of SRC, a formal recognition letter was issued to the institution on

02.05.2016.

The letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, l.A.S, Special Chief Secretary to

Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No.

4240lSE.TrglA212016-2, dated 01.11.2017 received on 07.11.2017 reads as under.

".....the National Council for Teacher Education (Southern Regional Committee),

Bangalore, granted recognition to Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, Armoor Post, Taluk &

City, Nizamabad District, Telangana, for conducting B.P.Ed Programme of (2) years

duration, with an annual intake of 100 students (2 units). from the academic session of
2016-2017, subject to the fulfillment of certain conditions.

2) Fufther, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of all such other
requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC, affiliating

University/Body, the State Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No. 4240/SE-Trg/AA2U6-1, dated 23.05.2016, while enclosing the
copy of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited. the Director of Schoot

Education, Hyderabad, was requested to furnish the inspection repoft along with his

remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regulations of 2014. to the Government

immediately.

4) /t ls a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee) Bangalore.
granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed Colleges for conducting B.Ed course

of (2) years duration from the A.Y.2016-2017. While these col/eges were t'eing
inspected before issue of permission by the State Govt. for stafting these new colleges

in the state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High Courl to direct fhe State

GqlgUmglllg grant permission to !!igq| expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Coutt
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Commom Order dt 16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases. wherein the Hon'ble
Courl directed to give permission to these 12 Colleges, fhe Slate Government has filed

Writ Appeals No. 1047/201 6 and batch as the Sfafe Government found that these
Colleges had deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the
experience as required under the NCTE norms. Moreover. the Director of School
Education in his letter dt: 27.07.2016 and Spl.CS(E) in D.O. letter dt: 21.09.2016

addressed to the Regional Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee,
Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus, Bangalore and in the D.O.letter of Spl.CS(E) of
27.01.2017 addressed to the NCTE, New Delhi, had already informed the NCTE that the
Stafe of Telangana does not require any more new B.Ed Colleges because already the
State has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only

about 5,000 in Government Secondary Schoo/s and that more than 2.5 lakh qualified

candidates are already available in the State, for whom sufficient placements are not
forthcoming and any new Colleges/intake will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Court, dt: 06.01 .2017 in

W.A.No.1047/2016 and batch which was in favour of the 12 Colleges, the Government

of Telangana filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Couft in SLP (C) No.

3708-37 1 6/201 7 on 30.01. 20 1 7.

6) The Hon'ble Supreme Court on 04.08.2017 while disposing the SLP No. 3708-
3716/2017, has passed lhe following order:-

"we are not inclined to inbrtere with the judgment of the High Couft. Need/ess to
say, if at any point of time the NCTE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate steps aga,nsl the College. The NCTE may also

take note of asseftions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency,

but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' issued by the State
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E., has assured the Courl

that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National
Council for Teacher Education Ac| 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see lhat the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High
Court shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Court order shall
be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment

of the High Couft and act with quite promptitute."

7) Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam,Nizamabad as mentioned at para (1) above, has
filed W.P.N?.32749/2017 on 22.09.2017 to expedite the permission of the State
Government. This Co ege kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far, after
receiving NCTE recognition. ln the reference Sth cited, the Commissioner and Director
of School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a reporl in respect of Sree
Ra haven I?Kry Nizamabad that the Management has spe cified their B.P.Ed

(S. Sat
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college address as Degoan (v) Armoor (M), but

noticed that there is no institution building of th
mentioned in the Gazette order of NCTE, Banglore

during the inspection at Armoor it is
e college concerned in the address

8) Ihus, Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, has seriously violated the NCTE norms'

ln the recognition ord6r of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, it is mentioned

that ,'lf the institution Contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the

NCTE Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued there under, the institution will

render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognition by the

regional committee under the provisions of Secllon 17(1) of the NCTE Act."

g) /f ls a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Court in the W'A'No'

1047/2016 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para 45(iv) the Hon'ble courl

observed as follows:-

"Even if the State lntends to express any grievance as to non-compliance of any

of the conditions required under the Norms' the State ought to have brought the

same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action

against the society/college, which the State has not resofted to."

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble supreme couft (mentioned at para 6 of this

letter) the Hon'ble Courl has observed as follows:-

"Having heard learned counsel for the pafties at length, we are not inclined to

inteieie with the iudgnent of the High Courl. Need/ess to say, if at any point of

time. the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated, it can take

appropriate sleps agamst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of

assertlons made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

11) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courts and the NCTE

norms, it is fett appropriate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble court in

the W.P.No. 32749/2017, dated 22.09.2017 regarding Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam,

the state Government must address NCTE indicating the deficiencies as mentioned at

para (7) of this letter, for their necessary action, as mentioned at para (8) of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facts, lf ls requested to kindly withdraw the

Recognition given to Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, Armoor Post' Taluk & City

Nizamabad District, Telangana for conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission u/s 20 of

the APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give affiliation).

2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to examine

and decide accordingly to the 20'14 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. lssue SCN to the
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3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. Issue SCN to the

college for reply.
3.2 Give z-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- fan 18

Ayesha College of Education, Mallaram Village & City, Varni Road, Nizamabad

Taluk & District - 503003, Telangana

Ayesha Educational Society, Bodhan Taluk & City, Nizamabad District, Telangan

applied for grant of recognition to Ayesha College of Education, l/allaram Village & City

Varni Road, Nizamabad Taluk & District - 503003, Telangana for offering D.El.Ed an

B. Ed course for two years duration for the academic yea( 2017 -18 under Section 14l1 5

the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online o

30.06.2016. The institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 12.07.2016

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on

27 .O8.2016, followed by Reminder I on 12.1O.2016 and Reminder ll on 1 1 .1 1 .2016. No

recommendation received from the State Government, the period of 90 days as per

Regulations is over. Hence, the application as processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is banned for D.El.Ed course in the State of

Telangana. The institution has submitted Minority Certificate dated 30 11.2015 in the

name of Ayesha Educational Society, Bodhan for both D.El.Ed and B.Ed courses.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no banned for B.Ed course.

The application was processed and placed before the SRC in its 327th meeting held on

1gth - 2oth January, 2017 . The Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. NOC is given for both cases.

2. Land document is in order. Title is clear. Land area is adequate.

3. LUC is in orderfor both cases.

4. EC is clearfor both cases.

5. BP is in order for both cases. Built-up area shown is 4026 sq.mts

6. BCC is in order. Built-up area shown is 4024 sq.mts.

7. Minority Certificate is given for claiming exemption from the'ban'.
8. FDRs not given.

9. Cause composite inspection.

10. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members through

online on 23.01.2017. The inspection of the institution was conducted on 10.03.2017 &

11 .O3.2O17 and the VT report along with CD received on 15.03.201 7.

The SRC in its 3341h meeting held on 30th - 31"tMarch, 2017 considered the VT report

alon with documents and decided as under
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As per the website information, the institution has submitted written representation

through an email dated 31 .O3.2017 .

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30rh - 31"1 March, 2017, considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. NCTE(HO) have confirmed that applicants can cover multiple courses in one

application.
2.1 . All requirements have been met.

2.2. Only, FDRs will be required@7+S lakhs for each unit in each course, in original

and in joint account.
3. lssue LOI for D.El.Ed. (2 units) and B.Ed. (2 units).

2) Fufther, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of all such other

requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC. affiliating

University / Body, the Sfafe Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No. 6868/SE.TrglA2l2O17-1,dt.07.09.2017. while enclosing the

copy of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited, the Director of School

Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, was requested to furnish the inspection repofi along

with his remarks, as r the new NCTE Norms sld 895!lat ions of 20 14, to the

(S. Sathyam

Chairma

1 . NOC is there for both cases.

2. Land document is in order. Title is clear.

3. NOC does not indicate the academic year.

4. LUC is in order.

5. EC is clear.
6. BP is in order.
7. BCC is Ok.

8. Builtup area is adequate.
9. Minority Certificate is given.

10. CD is Ok.
1 1 . FDR not given.

12. One application for two programmes.

13. Await clarification from HQ.

As per the decision of SRC, LOI was issued to the institutton on 13.04.2017.

Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, l.A.S, Special Chief Secretary to

Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No.

6868/SE.Trg/A212017 -2, dated 01.1 1.2017 recetved on07.11.2017 reads as under,

" .. ...the National Council for Teacher education (Southern Regional Committee).

Bangalore, Granted recognition to Ayesha College of Education, Mallaram Village &

City, Varni Road, Nizamabad Taluk & District, Telangana, For Conducting B.Ed.

Programme of (2) years duration, with an annual intake of 100 Students (2 units), from

the academic Session of 2017-2018, subject to the fulfillment of ceftain conditions.
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4) /t is a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee), Bangalore,
granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed. College for conducting B.Ed Course
of (2) years duration from the A.Y.2017-2018. While these college were being inspected
before issue of permission by the State Govt. for stafting these new colleges in the
State, 12 Colleges approached the Hon'ble High Court to direct the State Government
to grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Coutl Common Order
dt.16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'bte Court directed
to give permission to these 12 Colleges, lhe Sfate Government has filed Writ Appeals
No.1047/2016 and batch as the State Government found that these Colleges had
deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the experience as
required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School Education in his tetter
dt:27.07.2016 and Sp/.CS€ in D.O.letter dt:21.09.2016 addressed to the Regionat
Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee. Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus.
Bangalore and D.O. /etter of Sp/. CS€ ot 27.01.2017 addressed to the NCTE. New Delhi.
had already informed the NCTE that the State of Telangana does not require any more
new B.Ed Colleges because already the State has (223) Colteges with 22,450 intake
and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only about 5,000 in Government Secondary
schoo/s and that more than 2.Slakh qualified candidates are already available in the
State, for whom sufficient placements are not forthcoming and any new Colleges/ lntake
will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Court, dt:06.01.2017 in
W.A.No.1047/2016 and batch, which was infavour of the 12 Colleges, the Government
of Telangana Filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Courl in SLp (C)
No.3708-3716/2017 on 30 01 .2017.
6) The Hon'ble Supreme Courl on 04.08.2017 white disposing the SLp No.3708-
3716/2017 has passed fhe following order:-

"we are not inclined to interfere with the judgment of the High Courl. Need/ess lo
say, if at any point of time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate sreps agalnsf the College. The NCTE may also
take note of asserflons made by the State Government relating to any deficiency,
but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' issued by fhe State
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E., has assured the Courl
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National
Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High
Court shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Court order sha
be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shatl give effect to the judgment
of the High Qgufi anQ act with quite promptitute. '

(S. Sathya m )

Chairman

G overn m e nt i m m ed i ately.
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7) Ayesha College of Education, Nizamabad, as mentioned at para (1) above has
filed W.P.No.3319212017 , dt: 04.10.2017 to expedite the permission of the State
Government. This College kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far, after
recevjng NCTE recognition. ln the reference 5th cited, the Commissioner and Director of
School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a report in respect of Ayesha
College of Educatron, has four faculty members duplicated in other Colleges. They are
(1) Syed Aslam, Leclurer in Pedagogy of Physical Scince duplicated as Lecturer in
Scince at Panchsheel lnstitute of Education, Nirmal, Adilabad District (2) A.Narendar.
Lecturer in Pedagogy of Social Sciences duplicated as Lecturer in Social Studles af
St. Ihomas lnstitution of Elementary Teacher Education, Achanpally (V), Bodhan (T),
Nizamabad District. (3) Aruna S. Lecturerin Pedagogy of Telugu duplicated as Lecturer
in Telugu at St.Thomas lnstitution of Elementary Teacher Education, Acanpally (V),
Bodhan (T), Nizamabad District.(4) Mukka Vidyasagar. Lecturer in Performing Afts
duplicated as Lecturer in Fine Arts at St. Thomas lnstitution of Elementary Teacher
Education, Achanpally (V), Bodhan (T), Nizamabad Distric. Only one faculty member
with 3 years teaching experience was provided in the institution which is not sufficient as
per the NCTE norms. The other one faculty i.e Aruna S. Lecturer in pedagogy of Telugu
who is having 3 years experience is duplicated in another colteges i.e St.Thomas
lnstitution of Elementary Teacher Education, Achanpally (V), Nizamabad District. One
post of Lecturer in pedagogy of Telugu is vacant.

8) Thus, Ayesha College of Education has not fulfitted the NCTE norms. tn the
recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited. it is mentioned that ,'tf

the institution contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the NCTE
Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued there under. the institution will
render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognition by the
regional committee under the provlsions of Section 17(1) of the NCTE Act."

9) /l is a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Couft in the W.A.N1.
1047/2016 (mentioned at para (5) of this lette\ at Para 4\(iv) the Hon'ble Coutl
observed as follows:-

"Even if the Sfate mfends lo express any grievance as to non-compliance of any
one of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought
the same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action
against the society/college, which the State has not resorted b."

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Couft (mentionecl at para 6 of this
letter) the Hon'ble Courl has obseNed as follows-

"Having heared learned counsel for the parlies at length, we are not inclined to
inteiere with the judgment of the High Coutt. Need/ess to say, if at any point of
time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been viotated, it can take
appropriate sleps agamst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
assertions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

1,20
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11) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courls and the NCTE
norms, it is felt appropriate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble Court in
the W.P.No. fi19A2U7, dated 04.10.2017 regarding Ayesha College of Education, the
State Government must address NCTE indicating the deficiencies as mentioned at para
(7) of this letter, for their necessary action, as mentioned at para (8) of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facfs, /l ls requested to kindly withdraw the
Recognition given to Ayesha College of Education. Mallaram Village, Nizamabad
District, for conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission
u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give affiliation).

2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to
examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. Issue SCN to the
college for reply.

3.2 Give 2-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- fan 18

Ahmed College of Education, Khasara No. 117l118, Plot No. 425, Rameshwar Pally
Village & Post, Biknoor Taluk & City, Nizamabad District-so3101, Tetangana.

Ahmed Educational Society, No. 425, Rameshwarpally Village, Post & Taluk. Biknoor
Taluk & City, Nizamabad District-SO3101 , Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of
recognition to Ahmed College of Education, Khasara No. 1 1 7/1 '18, Plot No. 425,
Rameshwar Pally Village & Post, Biknoor Taluk & City, Nizamabad District.SO3101,
Telangana for offering D.El.Ed-Al course of 2 years duration for the academic sessron
2016-17 under Section 14115 ot the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regionat
Committee , NCTE through online on 12.06.2015. The institutaon has submitted hard
copy of the application on '15.06.201 5.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01 .12.2014. A tetter for recommendation of
State Govt. was sent on 25.06.2015 Followed by reminder on 06.10.2015 and reminder
ll on 13.1 1 2015.

The Sub Section (7) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under:

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its own
merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decide that institution shall be
inspected by a team of experts called visiting team with a view to assess the level of

e redness of the institution to commence the course"

1,21,
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The application was processed and placed before SRC in its 296th held on 15rh-16th Dec,
2015 the committee considered the matter, documents submitted by the instrtution along
with hard copy of application and decided as under:

l.Original FDRs to be submited
2.Ask VT to obtain relevant Land and Building documents
3 Cause Composite lnspection

As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT
members on 16.01 .2016. The lnspection of the institution was conducted on 22.01 2016
and VT report along with documents received on 25.01.2016.

Other programme conducted in the same campus

Existing programmes conducted in the same
campus

Teacher Education Programme applied for

SRCAPP672/D El Ed- 50 intake

SRCAPP3460iB Ed - 50 intake

The following documents have been submitted along with the W report

Land documents Submitted
2

J

Bq!9!l19 f lan _ Submitted

SubmittedBuildin completion certificate
4 Encumbrance Certificate

Land Use Certificate Submitted
Fixed de s its Not Submitted
Any other documents submitted

The SRC its 3O0rh meeting held on 29th -30rh January, 2016, and the committee
considered the mater, and decided as under.-

1. lssue LOI for B.Ed ( 1 Unit)
2. For D.El.Ed (basic unit) and D.El.Ed-Al combined staff tist shoutd be

produced in accordance with the norms given in 2014 Regulations.
3. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
4. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can

lssue of Formal Recognition w.e.f.2016-'17 academic year be possible

As per decision of LOI was issued on 02.02.2016. The institution submitted its reply
along with documents on 03.03.2016.

(S. Sathyam

T
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The SRC in its 306t
h 

meeting held on 1 to Nlarch,2016 considered the matter and4th

decided as under;
1. ln the light of the internal discussion within the Committee about the

Common issue underlying all such cases, this case ts taken up for
reconsideration.

2. lssue Formal Recognition for B.Ed (1 unit) w.e.f. 2016-17.

As per summary the deficiencies pointed out by SRC is as under;

One Asst. Professor in Psychology and one Asst. Professor in Social studies are
not be appointed.

Website is functioning, but B.Ed course details are not uploaded.

As per decision of SRC, deficiency letter and Formal Recognition Order was issued to
the institution with an annual intake of 50 students from the academic session 2016-17
on 12.04.2016.

The institution submitted its reply on 30.04.2016 and 02.05.2016 along with retevant
documents.

Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, LA.S, Special Chief Secretary to
Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No.
6433/SE.Trg/A212016-2, daled 27.10.2017 received on02.11.2017 reads as under,

" .. ...the National Council for Teacher education (Southern Regional Committee),
Bangalore, Granted recognition to Ahmed College of Education, Plot/Khasara
No.1 17/1 1 8, Plot. No.425, Rameshwarpally Viilage & Post, Biknoor Taluk & City,
Nizamabad District Telangana, For Conducting B.Ed. Programme of (2) years duration,
with an annual intake of 50 Sludenls (1unit), from the academic Session of 2016-2017,
subject to the fulfillment of ceftain conditions.

2) Furlher, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of all such other
requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC, affiliating
University / Body, the Slate Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No.6433/SE-Trg/AA2U 6-1,dL30.07.2016, while enctosing the copy
of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited. the Director of Schoot education.
Telangana, Hyderabad repoft was called for regarding fulfillment of NCTE norms by the
College.

4) /f is a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee), Bangalore,
granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed. College for conducting B.Ed Course
of (2) years duration from the A.Y.2016-2017. While these college were being inspected
before lssue of permission by the State Govt. for stafting these new colleges in the
State, 12 Colleges approached the Hon'ble High Court to direct the State Government
to nt ermtsston tpllpLsryelilpyply- On the Hon'ble Hi h CourT Common Ordero

1,23
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dt.16.09.2016 in W-P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'ble Couft directed
to give permission to these 12 Colleges, the Sfate Government has filed Writ Appeals
No.1047/2016 and batch as lhe Slafe Government found that these Colleges had
deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the experience as
required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School Education in his letter
dt:27.07.2016 and SpI CS€ in D.O.letter dt:21 .09.2016 addressed to the Regional
Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee, Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus,
Bangalore and D.O. letter of Spl.CS€ of 27.01.2017 addressed to the NCTE, New Delhi,
had already informed the NCTE that the State of Telangana does nol require any more
new B.Ed Colleges because already the Slate has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake
and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only about 5,000 in Government Secondary
Schoo/s and that more than 2.Slakh qualified candidates are already available in the
State, for whom sufficient placements are not fofthcoming and any new Colleges/ lntake
will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Coutt, dt:06.01.2017 in
W.A.No.1047/2016 and batch, which was infavour of the 12 Colleges, the Government
of Telangana Filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Couft in SLP (C)
No.3708-3716/2017 on 30 01.2017.

6) The Hon'ble Supreme Couft on 04.08.2017 while disposing the SLP No.3708-
3716/2017 has passed lhe following order:-

"we are not inclined to inteffere with the judgment of the High Court. Needless to
say, if at any point of time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate steps aga,nst the College. The NCTE may also
take note of assertions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency,
but that will not effect the 'No Objection Cerlificate' issued by rhe Slafe
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

1,24

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E., has assured the Courl
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the Nationat
Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High
Court shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Couft order shall
be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment
of the High Court and act with quite promptitute."

7) Ahmed College of Education, as mentioned at para (1) above, has fited
W.P.No.33186/2017, dt:04.10.2017 to expedite the permission of the State Government.
This College kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far, after receiving NCTE
recognition. ln the reference 5'n cited the Commissioner and Director of School
Education, Telan ana, H rabad, has tven a re in respect of Ahmed College of
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Education, Kamareddy, that (2) faculty members are duplicated in other colleges. They
are (1) Bayyarapu Surender, Pincipal, Duplicated as Lecturer in Mathematics at SRM
D.Ed. College, Gurramguda (V), Saroornagar (M), Ranga Reddy District. (2) Vullantike
Sanjeevulu, Lecturer in pertorming Afts. duplicated as Lecturer in Fine Arls at
Vivekananda College of Education, Mamidipally, Armoor, Nizamabad District. No faculty
member is having three years of teaching experience in the institution as per norms.
The Principal room is not provided separately.

8) Thus, Ahmed College of Education has not fulfilled the NCTE norms. ln the
recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, it is mentioned that "lf
the institution Contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the NCTE
Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued there under. the institution will
render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognition by the
regional committee under the provrslons of Sectio n 17(1) of the NCTE Act."

9) lt is also to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Court in the W A.No.
1047/2016 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para 4\(iv) the Hon'bte Coutl
observed as follows:-

"Even if the State lntends fo express any grievance as to non-compliance of any
one of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought
the same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action
against the society/college, which the State has not resofted to."

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court (mentioned at para 6 of this
lette1 the Hon'ble Courl has obseryed as follows:-

"Having heared learned counsel for the pafties at length, we are nol inclinecl to
inteiere with the judgment of the High Court. Need/ess to say, if at any point of
time. the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated. it can take
appropriate sreps agamst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
asseftions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

1 1) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courls and the NCTE
norms, it is felt appropiate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble Court in
the W.P.No. 33186/2017, dated 04.10.2017 regarding Ahmed Coltege of Education, the
state Government must address NCTE indicating the deficiencies as mentioned at para
(7) ot this letter, for their necessary action, as mentioned at para (B) of this tetter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facls. 11 ls requested to kindly withdraw the
Recognition given to Ahmed College of Education, Kamareddy District, for conducting
B.Ed programme of (2) years."

N
J-l / .Lz\
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission
u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Afliliating Body ( to give affiliarion).

2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to
examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. lssue SCN to the
college for reply.

3.2 Give 2-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- fan 18

Palamoor Educations, No. 463, 464, Amistapur Village, Bhoothpur Post,
Mahabubnagar Taluk & City, Mahabubnagar District-509382, Telangana.

Sri Srinivasa Technical Educational Society, No. 463, 464. Mahabubnagar Road.
Amistapur Village, Bhoothpur Post, [\/ahabubnagar Taluk & City, Mahabubnagar
Districf509382, Telangana applied for grant of recognition to Palamoor Educations, No.
463, 464, Amistapur Village, Bhoothpur Post, Mahabubnagar Tatuk & City,
Mahabubnagar District-509382, Telangana for offering B.Ed course for two years
duration for the academic year 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to
the Southern Regional Committee NCTE through ontine on 29.06 2015 The
institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 1 3.07 2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12 2014.

A letter was sent to State Government for recommendalion on 22.07 .201S/reminder
letter on 05.10.20'15 and reminder ll sent on 19.11 .2015.

A letter sent to the institution for furnishing of information in support of Composite
character on 05.10.2015. The institution has submitted reply on 10.11.2015.

Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application
and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the
processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection
ceftificate issued by the concemed affiliating body. While submitting the
application, it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the
applicant on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the
end of the application.

The matter was placed before SRC for in its 295th Meeting held on 28th-3Orh November &
0s1t December, 2015 the committee considered the matter and decided as follows:

(S. Sathyam)
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1 . The applicant has to choose either B. Sc B. Ed & B.AB Ed programme and
specify whether one or two unit) s) is required.

2. The applicant must submit copy of affiliation order from the concerned university
for the exrsting liberal arts and science programmes to establish that the Teacher
Education Programme applied for will be offered in the composite institution.

3. Building Completion Certificate, Encumbrance Certificate & FDRs not submitted.
4. Ask W to obtain all relevant land and building documents.
5. Cause composite inspection.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, the inspection of the institution was fixed
between 10-30 days after receiving this letter. The same was intimated to the institution
on 16.01 .2016

Accordingly, the inspection of the institution was conducted on 22.02.2016. The VI
report received in this office of SRC-NCTE on 24.02.2016.

The SRC in its 305th meeting held on 25th - 27th February,2016. considered the matter
and decided as under:

1 . lssue LOI for B. Ed (2 Units)
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal

Recognition w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible

1. lssue LOI for B.Sc; B.Ed (2 Units)
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished .

3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal
Recognition w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible

As per the decision of SRC, LOI was issued to the institution on 25.02.2016
institution submitted its reply along with documents o^ j2.O4.ZOj6.

The SRC in its 309th meeting held on 12rh to 14'h April, 2016, considered the matter and
decided as under;

lssue Formal Recognition for B.Ed. (2 units) w.e.f .2016-17

As per the decision of SRC, Formal Recognition order was issued to the institution on
2.O5.2016

The SRC in its 3'l4rhmedting held on 27th lo 21lh May, 2016. considered the matter and
decided to Request for change of name is accepted.

As per the decision of SRC, Corrigendum Sent to the institution on.12.07.2016.

The

127
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Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, l.A.S, Special Chief Secretary to

Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter

No.5380/SE.Trg 1A212016-2, dated 01.1 1.2017 received on07.11.2017 reads as under;

".....the National Council for Teacher education (Southern Regional Committee),

Bangalore, Granted recognition to Palamoor Education, No. 463, 464. Amistapur
Village, Bhoothpur Post, Mahabubnagar Taluk & City. Mahabubnagar District,

Telangana, For Conducting B.Ed. Programme ot (2) years duration. with an annual
intake of 100 Students (2 unit), from the academic Session of 2016-2017. subject to the
fu lf il I m ent of ce riai n condition s.

2) Further, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of all such other
requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC, atfiliating
University / Body, the State Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No5380/SE.Trg/A212O16-1 ,dt.24.06.2016, while enclosing the copy
of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited, the Director of Schoot Education,
Telangana, Hyderabad, was requested to furnish the inspection repoft along with his
remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regulations of 2014, to the Government
immediately.

4) lt is also to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee), Bangalore.
granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed. College for conducting B.Ed Course
of (2) years duration from the A.Y. 2016-2017. While these college were being inspected
before issue of permission by the State Govt. for stafting these new colleges in the
State, 12 Colleges approached the Hon'ble High Court to direct the State Government
to grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Coutt Common Order
dt.16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'ble Courl directed
to give permission to these 12 Colleges, lhe Stare Government has filed Writ Appeals
No.1047/2016 and batch as the Stale Government found that these Colleges had
deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the experience as
required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School Education in his letter
dt:27.07.2016 and Sp/.CS€ in D.O.letter dt:21.09.2016 addressed to the Regional
Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee, Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus.
Bangalore and D.O. letter of Spl.CS€ of 27.01.2017 addressed to the NCTE. New Delhi.
had already informed the NCTE that the State of Telangana does not require any more
new B.Ed Colleges because already the Slafe has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake
and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only about 5,000 in Government Secondary
Schoo/s and that more than 2.Slakh qualified candidates are already available in the
State, for whom sufficient placements are not forlhcoming and any new Colleges/ lntake
will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Court, dt:06.01 .2017 in

W.4.No.1047/2016 and batch, which was infavour of the 12 Colleges, the Government
of Telangana Filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Couft in SLP (C)

No.3708-37 1 6/201 7 on 30.01.201 7.
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6) The Hon'ble Supreme Courl on 04.08.2017 while disposing the SLP No.3708-

371 6/2017 has passed fhe following order.-

"we are not inclined to inteiere with the judgment of the High Courl. Need/ess lo

say, if at any point of time, the NCIE feels that the regulations have been

violated, it can take appropriate steps agansf the College. The NCTE may also

take note of asseftions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency,

but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' issued by ,he Slate

Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

I)

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E.. has assured the Court
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National

Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High

Courl shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Couft order shall

be given effect to, all the parlies to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment

of the High Court and act with quite promptitute."

7) Palamoor Educations, as mentioned at para (1) above, has filed in

W.P.No.33286 of 2017, and the Hon'ble High Court in its order dt:05.10.2017 directed to

include the Petitioner College in the Web-counseling session for allotment of seats in

B.Ed Course for the Academic year 2016-17, pending disposal of the W.P.No 33286 of
2U7. fhis College kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far, after receiving

NCTE recognition. ln the reference 5th cited, the Commissioner and Director of School

Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a report in respect of Palamoor

Educations, lt/ahabubnagar District, Four Faculty Members are duplicated in other
colleges. They are (1) Sri K.Yellareddy, Lecturer in Education, duplicated as Lecturer

in Foundation/ Education at Lakshimi Nagireddy College of Diploma in Elementary
Education, Shanthi nagar village, Vadepally Mandal, ltilahabubnagar District. (2) Sri

K.Kalidas, Lecturer in Education duplicated as Lecturer in Social studies at

G.S.N.College of Elementary Education, Polisettypalli(V), Mahabubnagar District. (3) Sri

P.Sudhakar, Lecturer in Education duplicated as Lecturer in Foudation at Deccan
College of D.Ed, Pamulaparthy(V), Warangal (M), Medak District and (4) P.Kiranami,
performing Arts duplicated as Lecturer in Fine Arts at DRS College of Education,
Fathepur Village, Thorru(l\/), Warangal District. [t/oreover, no 3 years teaching
experience faculty members was provided in the institutron, as per the NCTE norms.

Moreover, the Management has not provided fire safety measures in the building.

8) Thus, Palamoor Education has not fulfilled the NCTE norms. ln the recognition

order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, it is mentioned that "lf the institution
Contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the NCTE Act, Rules,

Regulations and orders made of issued there under, the institution will render itself
vulnerable to g4yerye q4lpn f!91!4!S Vvllljdlgv,tq! of recognition by the regional

,
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committee under the provisions of Section 17(1) of the NCTE Act."

9) /t is a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Coufi in the W.A.No

1047/2016 (mentioned at para (5) of this lette) at Para 45(iv) the Hon'ble CoutT

observed as follows:-

"Even if the Slate ,ntends to express any grievance as to non-compliance of any

one of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought

the same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action

against the society/college, which the Sfate has not resofted to."

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court (mentioned at para 6 of this

letter) the Hon'ble Court has observed as follows:-

"Having heared learned counsel for the parlies at length, we are not inclined to

interfere with the judgment of the High Cour7. Need/ess to say, if at any point of
time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated, it can take

appropriate steps agalnst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
asserflons made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

1 1) Therefore, based on these obseNations of the Hon'ble Courls and the NCTE

norms, it is felt appropriate that before implementing the Hon'ble Couft in its order dt

05.10.2017 in W.P.No.33286 of 2017, regarding Palamoor Education, Mahabubnagar

District, the State Government must address NCTE indicating the deficiencies as

mentioned at para (7) of this letter, for their necessary action, as mentioned at para (8)

of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facts, lt is requested to kindly withdraw the

Recognition given to Palamoor Educations, Mahabubnagar District, for conducting B.Ed
programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1, The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission
u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give affiliation).

2, As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to
examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. Issue SCN to the
college for reply.

3.2 Give 2-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- fan 18
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Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, Khasara No. 500, 506, 507, 508, Plot No. 25, 26, 27,

28, 29, 42,43, 44, Near Darga Street, Perkit Village, Armoor Post, Taluk & City,
Nizamabad District-503224, Telangana

Sree Narayana Educational Society No. 1-12-14& 15 Chota Bazar Road Armoor Village,
Post, Taluk & City Nizamabad Distris!503224 Telangana applied for grant of recognition
to Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, Khasara No. 500, 506, 507, 508, Plot No.25,26,27,
28,29,42,43, 44, Near Darga Street, Perkit Village, Armoor Post, Taluk & City,
Nizamabad District503224, Telangana for offering B.Ed course of two years duration
for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act. 1993 to the
Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 29.05.2015. The institutton
has submitted hard copy of the application on 30.05.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of
State Govt. was sent on 10.06.'15 Followed by recommendation 05.'10.20'15 and
reminder ll on 09.1 1.2015.

The Sub Section (7) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2O14 fot processing of applications
stipulates as under:

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its own
merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution shall be
inspected by a team of experts called visiting team with a view to assess the level of
preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 297rh meeting held on 27tn-28'n December, 2015 considered the matter,
documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of application and decided
as under.

1. The two programmes-B.Ed & B.P.Ed are supposed to provide composite
character to each other.

2. But, the lands shown are far apart. ln fact, even the villages shown are
differentl

3. There is, therefore, no physical contiguity. Composite character cannot,
therefore, develop.

4. lssue SCN for rejection of the applications.

Accordingly, show cause nottce was issued to the B.P.Ed course on 04.02.2016 and
B.Ed on 19.02.2016. The institution has submitted its reply on 26.02.2016 along with
relevant documents.

The SRC in its 306th meeting held on 01"t- 04th March 2016, the committee considered
the matter and decided as under:

1 . Land shown for B.Ed is

t
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2. Land remaining is inadequate for B.P.Ed.
3. lssue SCN for rejection of both applications

Before issuance of Show Cause Notice as per website information the institution has

submitted its written representation on 11.04.2016

The SCN reply was placed before SRC, in its 3O9rh meeting held on 12th to 14th April,
2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under,

3. Cause Composite lnspection
4. According to the time-limit extended by the Supreme Court, 2 May 2016 is

the last date for issue of Formal Recognition w.e.t. 2016-17. All concerned
should be advised of this position so that they can take advantage of the
extended time-limit even if necessary by foregoing normal 'notice periods'.

As per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation letter was issued to the institution on
14.04.2016. VT Members names were generated through On-line and VT report was
received on 26.04.2016 along with documents.

VT report was placed before SRC in its 312"d meeting held on 28th & 29'h April. 20'16

and the Committee considered the matter and decided to issue show cause notice on
the following grounds:

1 . lssue LOI for B.Ed ( 2 units).
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
3. Only if these are given on or before 02.05.16 can issue of Formal

Recognition w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible.

As per the decision of SRC, a Letter of lntent (LOl) was issued to the institutton on
29.04.2016. The institution submitted reply on 02.05.2016.

The LOI reply was placed before SRC, in its 313rh meeting held on 02"'& O3'h May, 2016
and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

The letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, LA.S, Special Chief Secretary to
Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No
4240lSE.TrglA2l2016-2, dated 01 . 1 '1 .201 7 received o^ 07 .11 .2017 reads as under;

".....the National Council for Teacher Education (Southern Regional Committee),
Bangalore, granted recognition fo Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, Armoor Post, Taluk &
Ci ,N izamabad Drstlq! Ielqngalq for conducting B.Ed Programme of (2) years

't 32
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duration, with an annual intake of 100 students (2 unit), from the academic sesslon of
2016-2017, subject to the fulfillment of cefiain conditions.

2) Fufther, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of all such other
requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC, affiliating
University/Body, the State Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No. 4240/SE-Trg/A2/2016-1, dated 23.05.2016, while enclosing the
copy of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited, the Director of School
Education, Hyderabad, was requested to furnish the inspection repoft along with his
remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regulations of 2014, to the Government
immediately.

4) /f is a/so to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee) Bangalore,
granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.P.Ed Colleges for conducting B.Ed course
of (2) years duration from the A.Y.2016-2017. While these colleges were being
inspected before issue of permission by the State Govt. for $arting these new colleges
in the state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High Couft to direct lhe Stafe
Government to grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Courl
Commom Order dt 16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases. wherein the Hon'ble
Courl directed to give permission to these 12 Colleges, the State Government has filed
Writ Appeals No. 1047/201 6 and batch as the Stafe Government found that these
Colleges had deficiencies in the staff appointmenls trecause they did not have the
experience as required under the NCTE norms. Moreover. the Director of School
Education in his letter dt: 27.07.2016 and Spl.CS(E) in D.O. letter dt: 21.09.2016
addressed to the Regional Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee.
Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus, Bangalore and in the D.O.letter of Spl.CS(E) of
27.01.2017 addressed to the NCTE, New Delhi, had already informed the NCTE that the
State of Telangana does not require any more new B.Ed Colleges because already the
Stare has (223) Colleges with 22,450 intake and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only
about 5,000 in Government Secondary Schoo/s and that more than 2.5 lakh qualified
candidates are already available in the State, for whom sufficient placements are not
forthcoming and any new Colleges/intake will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Courl, dt: 06.01.2017 in
W.4.No.1047/2016 and batch which was in favour of the 12 Colleges, the Government
of Telangana filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Court in SLP (C) No.
3708-37 1 6/20 1 7 on 30. 01. 201 7.

6) The Hon'ble Supreme Coud on 04.08.2017 while disposing fhe SLP No. 3708-
3716/2017, has passed fhe following order;-

"we are not inclined to interfere with the judgment of the High Couft. Need/ess to
say, if at any point of time the NCIE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate steps agalrsl the College. The NCTE may also
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but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' issued by the Slate
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E.. has assured the Coutl
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National
Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High
Courl shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Couft order shall
be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgmenl

of the High CouLt and act with quite promptitute."

7) Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, Nizamabad as mentioned at para (1) above. has
filed W.P.No.32785/2017 on 22.09.2017 to expedite the permission of the State
Government. This College kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far, after
receiving NCTE recognition. tn the reference 5th cited, the Commissioner and Director
of School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a report m respecl of Sree
Raghavendra Vidyalayam (8. Ed) that one Faculty Member namely Sri A.Raghavendra,
Lecturer in Fine ArTs duplicated as Lecturer in Afts at Deccan College of D.Ed,

Pamulapafthy, Wargal, Medak District. No faculty member is having 3 years of teaching
experience in the institution, as per the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Management has
provided built up area of 1600 Sq.Mtrs only for B.Ed with an intake of 100 students,
which is not sufficient to run the B.Ed course a it should have been 2000 Sq.Mtrs.

8) Ihus, Sree Raghavendra Vidyalayam, has not fulfilled the NCTE norms. ln the
recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, it is mentioned that "lf
the institution Contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the NCTE
Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued there under, the institution will
render itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognition by the
regional committee under the provrslons of Sectlo n 17(1 ) of the NCTE Act."

'Even if the Stafe rntends to express any grievance as to non-compliance of any
of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought the
same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action
against the society/college, which the Srate has not resorted to."

10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Couft (mentioned at para 6 of this
letter) the Hon'ble Courl has observed as follows:-

"Having heard learned counsel for the parties at length, we are not inclined to
inteiere with the u nt of the H. h Coutl. Needless to say. if at any point of
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9) /t ls a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Courl in the W.A.No.
1047/2016 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para 45(iv) the Hon'ble Coutl
observed as follows:-
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appropriate steps agarnst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
asserflons made by the State Government relating to any deficiency.,'

11) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'bre courls and the NCTE
norms, it is felt appropriate that before imptementing the orders of the Hon,ble couft in
the w.P.No. 32785/2017, dated 22.09.2017 regarding sree Raghavendra vidyarayam,
the State Govemment must address NCTE indicating the deficdncies as ,eitioned ui
para (7) of this letter, for their necessary action, as mentioned at para (g) of this tetter.

?) Therefore, considering all the above facts, l is requested to kindry withdraw the
Recognrtion given to Sree Raghavendra vidyarayam, Armoor post, Taruk & city,
Nizamabad District, Telangana for conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years.',

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:_

1' The basic direction of the court is to the state Govt (to grant permission
u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give affiliationJ.

2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to
examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The state Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. Issue scN to the
college for reply.

3.2 Give z-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- Ian 18
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time, the NCTE feels that the regutations have been violated. it can take

lnfant Jesus College oJ Education, Plot No. 4-2Z4l1lB, Valankanni Street,
Shamshabad Village, Post, Taluk & City, Rangareddi District-Sol21g, Telangana.

Hyderabad Archdiocese Educationar society, prot.No. 4-224t1t8, Verankanni Nagar
Road, shamshabad village, post, Taluk & city, Rangareddi District-SO12 t 8, Terangala
applied for grant of recognition to lnfant Jesus college of Education, plot No. 4-224i1t8,
Valankanni street, shamshabad Vilrage, post, T;luk & city, Rangareddi District-
,01218, Telangana for B.Ed course for two year duration under section 15 of the NCTE
Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE online on 27 .05.2015. The
institution has submitted hard copy of the application on 29.05.2015.

The application was processe_d as per NCTE (Recognition norms and procedures)
Regulations 2014 notified by NCTE on 28.11.2014.

A letter was sent to the State Government for recommendation on 09.06.20i5.

Sub section 3 of section 5 of the Regulations 2014 read as under;_
"The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the

processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection
ceftificate issued b
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Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 21.10.2015. The

institution has not submitted reply to the SCN even after the stipulated period of 21

days. (Till date)

The SRC in its 298th meeting of SRC held on 08th - lOIh January 2015 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under.

Re.jected for non-submission of reply to SCN issued for non-submission of NOC

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a rejection order was issued to the rnstitution on

15.02.2016.

The SRC minuets dated 31 .01 .2016 decided as follows.

" ....keeping in mind the over-all public interest, the committee revised its earlier
stand to reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submlsslon of NOCs, and
decided to reopen and process all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs eyen
now irrespective of their dates of lssue. "

The institution has submitted NOC from Osmania University dated 16.04.2016 on
18.04.2016.

As per the direction of SRC the application was processed and placed before SRC in its
31Oth meeting held on 18th April, 2016 considered the matter and decided as under;

Cause lnspection
BCC ,EC and LUC not given
BP not approved
Ask W to collect all documents
According to the time-limit extended by the Supreme Court, 2 May 2016 is the last date
for issue of Formal Recognition w.e.f. 2016-17. All concerned should be advised of this
position so that they can take advantage of the extended time-limit even if necessary by
foregoing normal'notice periods'.

The inspection of the institution was fixed between 18th to 3orh April, 2016. The
inspection of the institution was conducted on 24.04.2016. The VT Report received on
26.04.2016.

..
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The SRC considered the matter in its 292"d meeting held on 29rh & 30'h September

2015, and on careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other related

documents, the Regional Committee decided to lssue Show Cause Notice.



SRC in its 312'h meeting held on 28'h to 29'h April, 2016 considered the VT report and all

1.FDRs are received.
2.No other reply to the LO|-including especially the Faculty list - is received
3.Keep pending tiil 30 June, 2016..

The institution has submitted another reply on 02.05.2016. SRC considered the matter
and decided as under;

1. Faculty list is not approved by the Registrar.
/ssue SCN accordingly.

Before issuance of SCN as per the website information the institution has submitted
written representation on 27 .O5.2016.

Remarks
re resentatron

1 . Faculty list is not
approved by the
Registrar.

The institution
has submitted approved
staff list by osmania
University.

SCN

)

The SRC in its 3141h meeting held on 27rh to 28th May 2016; the committee considered
the matter and decided as under

lssue Formal Recognition for B. Ed (2 units) w .e.f . 2017 -18

As per the decision of SRC, a Formal recognition order was issued to the institution on
01.06.2016.

Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, l.A.S, Special Chief Secretary to
Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No
6171lSE.f rglA212016-2, daled 21.10.2Q17 received on 26.10 2017 reads as under;

(S.Sathya
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relevant documents and decided as under:

/ssue LOl for B.Ed 2 units.

Accordingly Letter of intent was issued to the institution on 28.04.2016.

The institution has submitted Letter of intent reply on 02.05.2016. SRC in its 31 3'h

meeting held on O2nd & 03'd May 2016 considered the matter and decided as under;

lnstitution written

With the subject cited above I

am hereby submit the staff
approval list of our college and
affidavits our institution and
staff. Please kindly do the
needful.

t37
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No.

Deficiency pointed

by SRC

lssue
accordingly.
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the National Council for Teacher Educa tion (Southern Regional Committee),
College of Education, PlotNo. 4-224tilB.

ost, Shamshabad Taluk & City, Rangareddy
rogramme of (2) years duration, with an annuat
academic session of 2017-2018, subject to the

Bangalore, granted recognition to lnfant Jesus
Valankanni Street, Shamshabad Village & p

District-Telangana for conducting B.Ed p
intake of 100 students (2 units), from the
fulfillment of cerlain conditions

2) Further, the recognition was subject to the fulfillment of alr such other
requirements as may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like IJGC, affiliating
University/Body, fhe State Government etc., as applicable-.

3) ln the Memo No. 617'tlSE.TrglA2l2O16-1,dated 25.07.2016, while enctosing the
copy of the NCTE order received vide reference 1"t cited, the Direclor of sihoot
Eqyc?tlon, Telangana, Hyderabad, wsa requested to furnish the inspection repofi along
tyth his remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regurations or zoi q, to tn"e
G ov e rn m e nt i m med i ate I y.

4) lt is also to inform that the NCTE (southern Regionar committee) Bangarore,
granted recognition to ceftain B.Ed/B.p.Ed/M.p.Ed co eges for conducting B.EdZourse
of (2) years duration from the A.y.2016-2017. while these co egei were being
iryqgcted before issue of permission by the state Govt. for starting th6se new cofiege\
in the state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High couft to direct the siate
G_overnment to grant permission to them expeditiousry. on the Hon'bre High couft
commom order dt 16.09.2016 in w.p.Nos.26970 and batch cases, wherein th6 Hon'bte
courl directed to give permission to these 12 colleges, lhe state Government has filed
writ Appeals No. 1047/2016 and batch as the Sfate Government found that these
colleges had deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did nor have the
experience as required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of schoot
Education in his letter dt: 27.07.2016 and Spt.CS(E) in D.O. tetter dt. 21.09.2016
addressed .to the Regional Director, NCTE, southern Regional committee.
Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi campus, Bangalore and in the D.o.ietter of sp/ cs€ of
27.01.2017 addressed to the NCTE, New Delhi, had already informed the NCTE that the
state of relangana does not require any more new B.Ed colleges because already the
state has (223) cotleges with 22,4s0 intake and the demand f6r B.Ed reacners ii oity
about 5,000 in Government secondary schoo/s and that more than 2.s lakh qualifield
c-andidates are already available in the state, for whom sufficient placements are not
forthcoming and any new colleges/intake will make the existing co eges also unviable..

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Couti, dt:06.01 .2017 in
w A.No.1047/2016 and batch, which was infavour of the'12 colleges, the Government
of relangana field special Leave petitions in the Hon'bte supre-me couft in sLp (c)
No. 37 08-37 1 6/201 7 on 30.01. 201 7

6-l_ The Hon'ble supreme courr on 04.08.2017 wh e disposing the sLp No.370a-
3716/2017 has passed lhe following order:-
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"we are not inclined to interfere with the judgment of the High Courl. Need/ess fo
say, if at any point of time the NCTE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate steps agamst the College. The NCTE may also
take note of asseftions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency,
but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' lssued by the Srate
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E., has assured the Courl
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National
Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see that the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High
Court shall not be given effect to. When we say that the High Couft order shall
be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment

of the High Couft and act with quite promptitude."

7) lnfant Jesus College of Education, as mentioned at Para (1) above, has filed
W.P.No. 422522017 in W.P.No.33968/2017 and the Hon'ble High Courl in its interim
order date: 1 1 .10.2017 directed to include the Petitioner College in the Web-counselling
session for allotmert of seafs in B.Ed Course for the Academic Year 2017-18. Pending
drsposa/ of the W.P.No.33968/2017. This College kept quiet for nearly one and a half
Years so far, after receiving NCTE recognition. ln the reference 5th cited. The
Commissioner and Director of School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a

repoft of lnfant Jesus College of Education, Rangareddy District, that One Faculty
Member namely Sri P.Buchaiah, Lecturer in Education is already shown as lecturer in
Socla/ Sludies at BMR College of Education, Gajwel, Medak District. Moreover. no
teacher of lnfant Jesus College of Education has the teaching experience of 3 years in a
Secondary School and also the management has not provided Psychology Lab. as per
the NCTE norms. /f is nof a Composite Co ege.

8) Thus, lnfant Jesus College of Education has not fulfilled the NCTE norms. ln the
recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited, is mentioned that "lf
the institution Contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the NCTE
Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued thereunder. the institution will render
itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognition by the regional
committee under the provisions of Section 17(1) of the NCTE Act."

9) /t ls a/so to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble Couft in the W.A.No.
1047/201 6 (mentioned at para (5) of this letter) at Para 45(iv) the Hon'ble Court
observed as follows:-

"Even if the State rnlends to express any grievance as to non-compliance of any
one of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought
the same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have soughl appropriate action
against the society/college, which the Stare has not resorted to."

(S. Sathya m )

Chairman
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10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Couft (mentioned at para 6 of this

letter) the Hon'ble Court has observed as follows:-
"Having heared learned counsel for the pafties at length, we are not inclined to
inteffere with the judgment of the High Coufi. Need/ess to say, if at any point of
time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated, it can take

appropriate steps against the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
assertlons made by the State Government relating to any deficiency."

11) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courts and the NCTE

norms, it is felt appropriate that before implementing the Hon'ble High Courl in its interim

order dated:11.10.2017 in W.P.No.422522017 in W.P.No. 33968/2017, regarding infant

Jesus College of Education, Rangareddy District, the State Government must address
NCTE indicating the deficiencies as mentioned at para (7) of this letter for their
necessary action as mentioned at para (8) of this letter.

12)Therefore, considering all the above facts, it is requested to kindly withdraw the

Recognition given to lnfant Jesus College of Education, Rangareddy District, for

conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission
u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body ( to give affiliation).

2. As regards the references to deficiencies the court has asked SRC to

examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.
3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. lssue SCN to the

college for reply.
3.2 Give 2-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- fan 18

Jai Durga Bhavani B.Ed College, Khasara No.216,231, Plot No. 6-105, Chilkoor
Village, Kanakamamedi Post, Moinabad Taluk, Ghilkoor City, Rangareddi District-
501504, Telangana.

Vidya Jyothi Shiksha Samithi, No. 6-105, Moinabad Police Station Road, Chilkoor

Village, Kanakamamedi Post, Moinabad Taluk, Chilkoor City, Rangareddi District-

501504, Telangana applied for grant of recognition to Jai Durga Bhavani B.Ed College,

Khasara No. 2'16, 231 , Plot No. 6-105, Chilkoor Village, Kanakamamedi Post, Moinabad

Taluk, Chilkoor City, Rangareddi Distrjct-so1504, Telangana for offering B.Ed course of

two years duration for the academic session 20'16-17 under Section 14l15 of the NCTE

Act, 1993 to the Southern Reglonal Committee, NCTE through online on 29 0612015.

The institution has submitted hard copy of the application on 1310712015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognitton Norms and Procedures)

Re ulations, 2014 notified b NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of

o

o

SRCAPP
14664
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State Govt. was sent on 21.O7.2015 followed by Reminder-l on 14.09.2015 and

Reminder ll on 10.12.2015.
A letter address to the institution regarding composite character as per regulation 2014

was sent on 14.09.2015. The institution has not submitted reply.

The Sub Section (7) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2014 lor processing of applications

stipulates as under:

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its

own merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution

shall be inspected by a team of experts called visiting team with a vlew lo assess

the level of preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 2g6thmeeting held on 1sth-16rn December,2015 considered the matter,

documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of application and decided

as under.

1. Original Fixed Deposit Receipts to be submitted.
2. Ask W to obtain relevant land and building documents.

3. Cause composite inspection.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, the inspection of the institution was fixed

between l Oth-3O'h January, 2016. The same was intimated to the institution on

16.01.2016. lnspection of the institution was conducted on 26.01.2016. The VT report

along with documents and CD received on 27 .01 .2016.

The SRC in its 3OOth meeting held on 29rh - 31"r January, 2016 considered the matter

and decided as under;

1. lssue LOI for B.Ed (2 units)
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition

w.e.f . 2016-17 academic year be possible.

As directed by SRC, a LOI was issued to the institution on 02.02.2016. The institution

submitted its reply on 03.03.2016.

The SRC in its 3O6th meeting held on 01'r - 04th March, 2016 and the Committee

considered the matter and decided to "lssue Formal Recognition for B.Ed (2 units) w.e.f.

2016-17."

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC Formal Recognition Order was issued to the

institution on 12.04.2016 with an annual intake of 100 students from the academic

session 2016-2017.

( )

1,41, n
d<-c,n^
(S. sathyam)i
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Now, a letter received from Smt. Ranjeev R. Acharya, LA.S, Special Chief Secretary to

Govt., Education Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O. Letter No.

4851/SE.Trg/A212016-2, dated 26.10.2017 received on 31 .10.17 reads as under,

".....the National Council for Teacher Education (Southern Regional Committee),

Bangalore, granted recognition to Jai Durgabhavani B.Ed College, Khasara No. 216.

213, Plot No. 6-105, Chilkoor Village, Kanakammedi Post, Moinabad Taluk. Chilkoor

City, Rangareddy District, Telangana for conducting B.Ed Programme of (2) years

duration, with an annual intake of 100 students (2 unis) from the academic sessron of
2016-2017, subject to the fulfillment of ceftain conditions.

2) Fufther, the recognition was subject to fulfillment of all such other requirements as

may be prescribed by other regulatory bodies like UGC, affiliating University/Body, the

State Government etc., as applicable.

3) ln the Memo No. 4851/SE-Trg/A22016-17 dated 13.06.2016, while enclosing the

copy of the NCTE order received vide refere3nce 1"t cited. the Director of School

Education, Telangana, Hyderabad was requested to furnish the inspection repoft along

with his remarks, as per the new NCTE Norms and Regulations of 2014, to the

G ove rn m ent i m med i atel y.

4) lt is also to inform that the NCTE (Southern Regional Committee) Bangalore granted

recognition to cerlain B.Ed/ B.P.Ed/ M.P.Ed Coileges for conducting B.Ed course of 2
years duration from the A.Y.2016-2017. While these colleges were being inspected

before issue of permission by the State Govt. for stafiing these new colleges in the

state, 12 colleges approached the Hon'ble High Courl to direct the State Government to

grant permission to them expeditiously. On the Hon'ble High Couft Commom Order dt

16.09.2016 in W.P.Nos.26870 and batch cases, wherein the Hon'ble Couft directed to

give permission to these 12 Colleges, ihe Sfate Government has filed Writ Appeals:

No.1047/2017and batch as lhe State Government found that these Colleges had

deficiencies in the staff appointments because they did not have the experience as

required under the NCTE norms. Moreover, the Director of School Education in his letter

dt. 27.07.2016 and SpI CS(E) in D.O. letter dt 21 .09.2016 addressed to the Regional

Director, NCTE, Southern Regional Committee, Nagarabhavi, Jnana Bharathi Campus.

Bangalore had already informed the NCTE that the State of Telangana does not require

any more new B.Ed Colleges because already the State has (223) Colleges with 22,450

intake and the demand for B.Ed Teachers in only about 5,000 in Government

Secondary Schoo/s and that more than 2.5 lakh qualified candidates are already

available in the State, for whom sufficient placements are not forthcoming and any new

Colleges/intake will make the existing Colleges also unviable.

5) On the Common Orders of the Hon'ble High Coutt, dt: 06.01 .2017 in W.A.No.

1047/2016 and batch which was in favour of the 12 Colleges, the Government of
Telangana filed Special Leave Petitions in the Hon'ble Supreme Couft in SLP (C) No.

3708-371 6/201 7 on 30.01.201 7.

A^^1
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6) The Hon'lsle Supreme Couft on 04.08.2017 while disposing the SLp No. 3Z0B
3716/2017, has passed the following order;-

o Mr. Talukdar, learned counsel appearing for the N.C.T.E., has assured the Couft
that the N.C.T.E shall carry out its function in accordance with the National
council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 and the regulations framed there under
and also see fhal the institutions that have been granted recommendation are
properly functional. Our so saying would not mean that the judgment of the High
Coutt sha not be given effect to. When we say that the High Court order sh-a
be given effect to, all the pafties to the litigation shall give effect to the judgment
of the High Couft and act with quite promptitute.',

7) Jai Durgabhavani B.Ed College as mentioned at para (1) above, has filed
w.P-No.32813/2017 on 22.09.2017 to expedite the permission of the state Government.
This college kept quiet for nearly one and a half years so far. after receiving NCTE
recognition. ln the reference 5'n cited, the commissioner and Director oi schoot
E_dygatjon, Telangana, Hyderabad, has given a repoft in respect of Jai Durga Bhavani
B.Ed College, Khasara No. 216, 231, Ptot No. 6-105, Chitkoor Vi age, Kanikamamedi
Post, Moinabad raluk, chilkoor city, Rangareddi District that two iacutty Member are
already indicated in other colleges. They are (1) sri Ravindar.i, Lecturer in
Perspectives in Education is Lecturer in Education at st.Thomas lnstitute of Elementary
Education, Achanpally, Bodhan, Nizamabad district and (2) Sri Rafi Mohd.. Lecturer in
English isLecturer in English at Vaagdevi College of D.Ed.programme, parkal,
warangal District. Moreover, no 3 years teaching experience facuity members are
provided in the institution. The Management has provided only 3060 sq.Mtrs of Built up
area for D.Ed course and B.Ed with (100) intake of students in the same premises whici;h
is not sufficient as per the NCTE norms as it shoutd have been 3500 Sq. Mtrs.

8) Thus, Jai Durgabhavani B.Ed Co ege has not futfitted the NCTE norms. tn the
recognition order of the NCTE received vide reference 1"t cited. it is mentioned that 'lf
the institution contravenes any of the above conditions or the provisions of the NCTE
Act, Rules, Regulations and orders made of issued thereunder, the institution will render
itself vulnerable to adverse action including withdrawal of recognition by the regionat
committee under the provisions of Section 17(1) ot the NCTE Act.,'

9) lt is also to mention that in the orders of the Hon'ble court in the w.A.No.1047/2016
(mentioned at para (5) of this lette! at para 4s(iv) the Hon'ble courl observed as
follows:-

1,43

"We are not inclined to interfere with the judgment of the High Cout1. /Veed/ess
to say, if at any point of time the NCTE feels that the regulations have been
violated, it can take appropriate steps agamsf the College. The NCTE may also
take note of asserfions made by the State Government relating to any deficiency.
but that will not effect the 'No Objection Ceftificate' tssued by lhe Slate
Government and the recommendation granted by the NCTE. The purpose of
stating the same is only for future.

&m*
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10) Even in the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Courl (mentioned at para 6 of this letter)
the Hon'ble CouLt has observed as follows:-

"Having heared learned counsel for the pafties at length, we are not inclined to

interfere with the judgment of the High Courl. Need/ess to say, if at any point of
time, the NCTE feels that the regulations have been violated, it can take
appropriate sleps agamst the Colleges. The NCTE may also take note of
assedlons made by lhe Stale Government relating to any deficiency."

11) Therefore, based on these observations of the Hon'ble Courts and the NCTE norms,

it is felt appropriate that before implementing the orders of the Hon'ble Couft in the

W.P.No.32813/2017, dated 22.09.2017 regarding Jai Durgabhavani B.Ed College, the

State Government must address NCTE indicating the deficiencies as mentioned at para

(7) of this letter, for their necessary action, as mentioned at para (8) of this letter.

12) Therefore, considering all the above facts, it is requested to kindly withdraw the

Recognition given to Jai Durgabhavani B.Ed College of Education, Ranga Reddy District

for conducting B.Ed programme of (2) years."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The basic direction of the court is to the State Govt (to grant permission

u/s 20 ofthe APEd. Act) and to the Affiliating Body I to give affiliation).
2. As regards the references to deliciencies the court has asked SRC to

examine and decide accordingly to the 2014 Regulations.

3.1 The State Govt has listed specific deficiencies in this case. Issue SCN to the

college for reply.
3.2 Give 2-months time to reply.
4. Put up in end- Jan 1B

Nalanda D.Ed College, Aurad (B), Bidar District-585326, Karnataka.

Samata Prathisthan Karya Samittee, Bidar District, Karnataka had submitted an

application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to

Nalanda D.Ed College, Aurad (B), Bidar District-585326, Karnataka for Elementary
(D.Ed) course of two years duration with an annual intake of 50 students and was
granted recognilion on 27.O7.2007 with a condition to shift to its own premises/ building

within three years from the date of recognition. (in case the course is started in rented

remrses

(S. Sathyam

Chairman
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"Even if the Slate ,nlends lo express any grievance as to non-compliance of any
of the conditions required under the Norms, the State ought to have brought the
same to the notice of the NCTE and ought to have sought appropriate action
against the society/college, which the State has not resofted to."
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A letter dated 03.06.2017, is recei

Government, PrimarY and SecondarY

ved by this office

Education Departm
from the Under SecretarY to

ent, Government of Karnataka,

(General) on 08.06.2017 is as under.-

"1. Qualification of teaching faculty based on medium of teaching in D'Ed

course?"

ln response to the letter, a reply was sent to Under Secretary on 15'11'2017 as stated

below

2

"The NCTE Regulations 2014, prescribe the faculty strength' structure-and

composition for lifferent programme/ courses. The extracts relevant to D.El.Ed

are given for readY reference

lssues relating to medium -of -instruction relate to the affiliating SCERT The

basic qualificitions will, however, remain the same'"

29

The action taken by the SRO is put up for ratification'

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

The action taken by the R.D is ratified'

St. Marys College of Education, St.Mary Educational SocietY' Li

one unit ma be pe rmitted for 2016-17

Siddipet, Medak-502276, Telangana.

St. Mary Educational Society, Medak, Telangana has submitted an application to the,

S"rtn"r.?l Regional Committee of NCTE for giant of recognition to St Marys College of

iOucation, Si.Mary Educational Society, Linga Reddy Pally' Siddipet' Medak-502276'

i;;;lr;; for conducting secondary (d.Ea) iourse of one year duration 
-with^an 

annual

iniafe"ot 
.100 (Hundred) Students and ihe recognition was granted on 12.04.2007.

On 31 .12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of

new-ietutafions 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised

Norms and Standards before 31 .10.2015'

on 31.01.2015, the institution has submitted the affidavit for offering B'Ed course with

an intake of 100 students

ihe Revised Recognition order was issued on 29 05 2015 with a condition "the

accommodation is inldequate and there is asbestos roofing in the building."

Theinstitutionsubmitteditswrittenrepresentationonl3'0l20l6requestingforlunit
from the academic Year 2015-16

in" Sn-C, it" aoli'meeting held on O5rh & 06th February, 2016 considered the matter

and decided as under,

nga Reddy PallY,

145
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However, the decision of SRC could not be conveyed to the institution till date.

The SRC in its 345th meeting held on 21't & 22nd September,2017 considered the

matter and decided as under;

1. The order given in Feb 16 has, unfortunately, not yet been communicated. lt is

very bad. Avoid such delaYs.

2. Communicate the decision with the "Faculty conditions' prescribed by us in all

such cases, to be effective from 2016-17 .

3. lssue a letter accordingly with copy to the University concerned.

The faculty condition prescribed by SRC in earlier such cases during 342nd meeting was

for reduction of intake w.e.f 2017-18. Accordingly, clarification taken from Chairman,

SRC for the one unit order with the faculty condition for reduction in intake w.e.f 2016-17

and issued the one unit order on 14.11.2017 with the faculty condition stated below,

The Faculty conditions referred to in (2) above will be as follows:

(i) Admissions in 2017-18 to this B.Ed course will be limited to one unit of

50. The affiliating Universities may please ensure that this is strictly

observed.

(ii) The affiliating University may also please check the intake level in

2016-17. ln Lase, the institution had continued to operate with 2 units.

notwithstanding the restriction of admission in the first year course to

50, there will be no reduction in the faculty strength of 1+15, as

prescribed in the 2014 Regulations because of the continuing workload

in the 2"d year course. ln the event of the institution having reduced the

intake tevel to 1 unit in 2016-1 7 itself, they can be allowed to reduce the

Faculty strength to 1 + 9 w.e.f. 2017-18.

(iii) The faculty strength can be allowed to be reduced to 1+9 w.e.f' 2018-

19 only if the institution had reduced the intake levelw.e.f. 2017-18.

This arrangement will come into force with immediate effect because of the

urgency oi admissions relating to proximity of counseling. But, it will be

rrlj".i to subsequent production of the under listed documents by the

institutions concerned.

2

(i)

( ii)

(iii)

(iv)

Resolution of the sponsoring society.

NOC of the Affiliating University.

No Dues Certificate relating to the Teaching faculty.

No Dues Certificate relating to the non-teaching faculty

1.46 /\
Jz-c;r-.,
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Chairman
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

The action taken by the R.D is ratified.

Nayana Sri D.Ed College, P

Office, Kondapak Taluk and

No.t75lAA, Kondapak Village an

District 502372, Andhra Pradesh.
lot / Khasara
Town, Medak

d Post

Nayana Sri Educational Society, Plot No 175/aa, Ko1lanak Road' Kondapak Village

anOpostOffice,KondapakTownandTalukMedakDistrict5023T2'AndhraPradesh
iubmitted an online application to the southern Regional committee of NCTE on

29,og.2ollandhardcopyon03.l0.20llforgrantrecognitionforD,E|.Edcourseoftwo
V""i Ari"t., *itn an annuat intake of 50 students at Nayana Sri D'Ed College'flot /

kh"""r, No.175/AA, Kondapak Village and Post Office, Kondapak Taluk and Town'

Medak District 502372, Andhra pradelh. The recognition was granted to the institution

on io.oa zor z from the academic session 20.12-201 3 with annual intake of 50 students.

A letter from SCERT, Education Department, Govt of Andhra Pradesh dt 03 04'2013

received on 25.04.2O13 was placed before SRC in its 244th meeting held on 9-11 May

2013 and the committee decided to issue a notice to the institution. Accordingly, notice

wasissueototheinstitutionon0T.06'20l3.Theinstitutionhassubmitteditswritten
representation on 27 .06.2013.

The sRC in its 252"d meeting held on 13-14 september 2013 considered the matter and

ii nas iecioeo that Formal {ecognition issued earlier is confirmed. Accordingly, a letter

,rus i.nt to institutron on 09.10.2-013 to intimate the decision of SRC'

A letter has been recelved from Shri Gopal Reddy, Director' SCERT' Andhra Pradesh'

HVJ"irnJ on 2S.2.2O14 and 26.2.2014, enclosing a letter from Commissioner and

O'irector ot School Education, Andhra Pradesh to Regional Director' SRC NCTE

;;;;;l"r; dat.ed 23 12.2013 to communicate the order passed on the detailed report

"riiitt"o 
to NCTE, Bangalore in respect of (41) D Ed colleges who have made

;;;;;.;;" during 2012-i3 at their on in violation of admission rules and to take

necessary action as per NCTE rules.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 268th meeting held on 4th& srh June, 2014

considered the matter, letter dated 25 O2.2O14 & 26.02 2014 from Shri Gopal Reddy'

Director, SCERT, HYderabad, Andh ra Pradesh, letter dated 23.12.2013 and decided to

sue Sh Cau e Noti for withdrawal of recog nition for the violations of Regulation 8

(12)of 2009 and 3 (3) of the Norms and Standards for D.El.Ed course, 2009, as rePorted

by the affiliating body in respect of 41 D Ed college who have made admissions during

2012-13 at their own in violation of admission rules issued by the State Govt. of A.P

As per the decision of SRC, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on

07 .0a.2O14.The institution has submitted a written rePresentations on 26.08.2014 along

with coun orders in WP No.15921 o'f 2014' W'P.UI P No 6030,6046,6049,6057, 6063

,6067 6068 6096, 6112,6176 6178,6179.6180 6183, 61 85,61 86,6188 6190, 6191 6192 of

r47 A
tet..-ta
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79,6305, & 6306 0f

radesh, Telangana

or-SCERT, Director

the institution on 24.03.2015 along with

of Government Examinations.

ine institution has submitted its written representation on 26.O8.2014. ln its letter stated

as follows:-
" . ...we submitted that in our application for grant of recognition to Nayana

Sri D.EdCollege, the tand document submitted has shown the Sy' No' 175/AA'

SRC, NCIE has granted recognition on the date 30 08'2012.

Now during a recent suNer, the land submitted by us ls observed to be in Sy'

No.156/A4 instead of 175/AA

Wethereforerequesttheauthoritiestolssuearectificationordertothis
effect."

The SRC in its 273'd meeting held on 30 September & 1 
si October 2014Committee

considered the matter, reply oithe institution vide letter dated 26.08.2014, Honb',le High

court ot nnonra pradesh oider dated 1 1.06.201 4, & 04.03.2014 decided as under:

1). the Law is clear on this issue. The Supreme Court has also glven specific directions'

once-recognition,iSgivenbyNCTE,theaffiliatingbodyshallaffiliate,lftheyhaveany
;;;L., t#, nrr" io trr"'it rp *itn NctE ln this case' the Hish court has also

I;it;t;i;; this position. ln theii reply to our show cause notice' the institution has

clarifiedthatalltheactionsweretaken.incomplianceoftheHighCourtorder'T|eqlat:
O"r"i"r""t and the SCERi will, therefore, be well advised to comply with the High

Court order.

Further, the Committee advised Southern Regional Office that'

2). As regards change of Sy. Numbers obtain documents and put up for processing and

inspection after notification of the new Regulations'

A letter was sent to School Education Department & SCERT on 07.11'2014 regarding

,"ii"" t"f"^ against the institution ," pu,- dCERT tetter dated 25.02.2014 & 26.02.2014.

An e-mail has been received from NCTE-Hqrs regarding guidelines for processing of

p"niing ,pprt"tions on 18 122014 Accordingly, a letter was sent to institution on

\s, lZ iOr4' to submit wittingness affidavit as per regulations 2014' The reply not

received from the institution

The sRC in its 2g3d meeting held on 2-3 March 2015 considered the matter and it has

o""io"o 1n"t ,,wherever sR6 nas sent letters to existing institutions new applications

;;ll;g i"|. such affidavits, a reminder may issue to ascert-ain their interest' ln case of no

;$;"";, *ithdt"* recognition reject the application w e f 201 5-16'

Accordin reminde r letter was issued to

148 N
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intimating the SRC decision. No reply was received from the institution

A letter is received from the Director of school Education Government of Telangana

Hyderabad Lr.No.16/N1-3/2014 dated 06.05.2015 stating as under.

'l wish to inform that Government vide memo 2'd citecl directed to obtain No

Objection Ceftificate for providing Fte Safety norms from the District Fire

Oiicers concerned from att the Private Diploma in Elementary Teacher

Education Colleges (D.Ed) before Pafticipating in admission counseling for the

academic year 2014-15.

Accordingly all the managements of Private D Ed. Colleges have been

requested to produce the No obiection cerlificate issued by the District Fire

Officers concerned. Atl the managements have submitted NOCs lssued by fhe

District Fire officers and admission counseling for admission into D.Ed course

for the year 2014-1 5 also over.

Name of the College

Balaji tnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education'

tnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education, Mahe
Formerly Maheshwara

shwaram, N arsampet( M ),

Waran al District-506331

Sri Venkateshwara College of Education, Land Title No. 22228. Khasara

No. 617/A, Plot No. 7-5/1, Borlam Street and Village, Banswada

M & Town N izamabad District-503 1 87

Vivekananda College of Education, H.No. 3-147, Mamidipa lly (V&P), Armoor

Nizam ab ad District-503224

Sri Krishna D.Ed College, P.No. 25, Housing 8.O Street, Perkit (V&P)' Armoor

N i z a m a b ad D i strict- 50322 4
athaRa)al

&rQ Ml

S,Y College of Education, No. 174/1 , 175/4, PNo.2-53, 1"t Street. P

V&P Kamareddy (M) Nizamabad Districl5031 1 1

Nayana Sri D.Ed College, Plot/Kha sara No. 175/AA, KondaPak (V&P

District-502372 l
Dural

rq& q

G.L. College of Elementary Education, Neredcharla Road, Sy, No.306,

a D!s1ry9!-pp921.3Vi a & Post, Chivemla Taluk, Su a Nalgond

ChandanaD.Ed College, Sy.No. 743 & 744' Pillalamarri (V&P), Suryaqet (

Nal onda District-508213

v atpglv q a9!!999 9!E!!99!9!, Ezltgara Hills, Bhongir. Nalgonda District-5081 1 6

Trinity College of Elementary Education, Station Road, Pedda7ally, Karima

Vani NiketanD.Ed College 7-1-68/1, Mukara Karimnagar-505001 .

LaxmiNagireddy College of DiPlom a in Elementary Education, Plot No. 181/A R

Tem e Streel Shanthinagar Road, Waddepally (P&M) Mahabubna ar.

Sri Vasavi Raia PrataP College of Elementary Education (D.Ed) New

Mahabubna ar Districl509001
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Y.S.R Elementary Teacher Training lnstitute, K.No.7906, Plot No.84 S

Petbashirb ddy District-501403

MNR Elementary Teacher Education College (D.Ed) 1-238/350, Bhagya

Phase-lll, Near HMT Hills Colony, Opp. JNTU<Kukatpally, Rangareddy Di

500085.

St. Ann s lnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education for Women, Malk

erabad Ran aredd District-500047

SSy D.Ed College, Khasara No. 239/A, Plot No. 1-23/1, Phase No. 1, Alma

Villa Badan t Post, Saroorn ar Taluk & Mandal, Rangareddy District.

Vailankanni Elementary Teacher Education, No. 6-2-13, Shivarampally, NPA

Ra endrana Munici al , Ran are District-500052a

u

BugudiTutasidasD.Ed College, Sy.No. 83, Plot No.1, Tandur Village' Post &

Subsequently the District Wse NOCs issued by the District Fire Officers have

been referred to concerned district vide reference 3'd read above for

genuineness.

ln this connection, lWish to inform that the District Fire Officers have confirmed

the No Objection Ceftificate issued by them to the following colleges are not

genuine and the same are submitted by the managements are FAKE.

ln view of the above, t request the Regional Director' NCTE Bangalore to initiate

action as per section 17 (1) & (30 of NCTE Act-73 of 1993.

The colleqe referred to in his SCN is at Sl.N o.2 of the last qiven above

lssue Show Cause Notice to the institution for withdrawal of recognition for

submission of fake fire certificate by the college.

Ra aredd District-501 1 41

Princeton School of Elementary Education, H.No. 3-9-29. Sharadan s
Ramantha ur, H rabad District-50001 3

Anwar-ul-tJloom College of Elementary Education, New Malakpet,

500001.

Hyder,

The matter was placed before SRC in its 290th meeting held on 1orh& 1 1lh July 2015.

The SRC in its 2901h Meeting held on l Orh& 1 1th July 201 5, considered the matter. letter

from the Director School Education Department, Telangana State and decided to.

o
Accordingly, show cause notice was issued on 04.09 2015. The institution has

submitted its written representation on 25.09.2015. ln its letter stated as follows.-

l, the correspondent of Nayana Sri D.Ed College, V&M. Kondapak District'

Medak, do here by submit that I am not at all aware about production of the said
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fake document. I came to know onlY after receiving Show Cause Nolice by

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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SCERI, Telangana. ltender my unconditional and sincere apology for such an

act

ln the academic year 2014-1 5 we submitted all the necessary documents

required by SCERT, Telangana. Our intention was very much clear to obtain

renewal of affiliation for the year 2014-15.

As the work was asslgned to one of our staff members, he prepared application

and handed over the same to an agent for obtaining the ceftificate from the Fire

officer concerned. Later on, the said agent handed over the ceftificate to our

staff member for submitting the same. Our staff member prepared all the

documents atong with the cerlificate and arranged the same for our approval'

concerned authority of our institution bonafidely believing that all the documents

and cefiificates are in order and betieved that there is no dtfficulty in submitting

thesamesCERlTelangana.ThiSmistakewhateveroccurredasSCERrShouv
cause Nollce shows has occurred inadveftently and not intentionally. Therefore,

our intention was not to play the fraud, moreover, it is not beneficial for the

institution to play any fraud and looking into our past clean record we already

submitted rectified fie Noc to scERr, Telangana. Your good self will consider

our case as a bonafide mistake occurred in submitting the papers and therefore,

your good self wil pardon and regularize.

Meanwhile, we humbly request your good setf to consider the past clean record

of our institution and not to initiate any action with regard to withdrawn of

recognition.

l, therefore, request you to withdraw the above Show Cause Notice and give the

institution once chance to maintain the reputation of the institution'

The SRC in its 293d meeting held on 29th-31 "t October, 2015 considered the replies of

the institution and it has decided as under:

,,Sendthereply,receivedfromthe22teacherEducationinstitutionstoshow

cause notice ior withdrawal of recognition, to the director of TSSCERT, for

comments at the eartiest for taking furTher action. Also inform the rsscERI, that

as of now recognition has not been withdrawn incase of any of these

institutions".

As per the decision of SRC, the replies of the institutions are sent to the Director,

SCERT on 02.11.2015. The Government of Telangana school Education Department

submitted its written representation on 27 11 .2015.

The SRC in its 295th meeting held on 28tn-30'n November & 01't Decembet.2015

considered the letter received from the Director of Education Government of Telangana

and it has decided as under:

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman

AL\
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1. SCERT has certified the revised certificates as genuine for '18 TEls. Close the
Complaint-case relating to these 18 TEls.

2. For the 4 TEls that have not cared to produce any revised genuine certificate,
withdraw recognition w.e.f 20'1 5-16.

As per the decision of SRC, withdrawal recognition order was issued to the institution on

21 .01.2016.

Aggrieved by the withdrawal order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE
Hqrs and the appellate authority order dated 04.07.2016 has stated as follows:

"WHEREAS the appeal of Nayana Sri D.Ed College, Kondapak, Medak,

Telangana dated 25.03.2016 is agarnst the order
No. SRO/SRCAPPI 094/D. EdtTS/201 5-1 6/80586 dated 21.01.20 1 6 of Southern
Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for conducting D.Ed course on the
grounds that 1. SCERT has certified the revised ceftificates as genuine for 18

IEls c/ose the complaint-case relating to these 18 TEls. 2. For the TEls that
have not cared to produce any revised genuine ceiificate, withdraw recognition

w.e.f 201 5-16".

AND WHEREAS Sh. D.Venkataiah, Manager and Ms. Saritha, Clerk Nayana Sri
D.Ed College, Kondapak, Medak, Telangana presented the case of the appellant

institution on 30.05.2016. lN the appeal and during personal presentation and in

a letter dt. 30.05.2016 it was submitted that "they paid the amount and
necessary fittings were made to get Fire NOC but they were cheated by

mediators. Later, they obtained FIRE NOC from the District Fire Officer, but they
have not submitted in the office, SCERI fS. They thought that, the SCERI, fS
may ask to submit the Fire NOC for the college. The appellant requested to

continue recognition to their college. The appellant enclosed a copy of the

ceftificate dt.07.09.2015 issued by the Dist. Fire Officer, Medak, State Dlsasler

Response & Flre Servlces Depafiment, Government of Telangana.

AND WHEREAS the committee, noting that the appellant has obtained the

requisite ceftificate from the Dist. Fire Officer, concluded that the matter
deserved to be remanded fo fhe SRC with a direction to consider the ceftificate
and take a fresh decision. The appellant is directed to submit a copy of the

ceftificate to fhe SRC within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

o
AND WHEREAS AfteT erusal of the me ndum of a eal affidavitD mo DT)

documents availa on records and considerinq the oral arquments advanced
durino the hearino. the committee concluded that the appeal deserves lo be

remanded to SRC h a direction to consider the ceftificates and take a fresh

decision. The appellant is directed to submit a coov of the certificate to fhe SRC

within 15 davs of receipt of the orders on the apDeal

D.Ed Coll e Konda ak Medak Telan ana e SRC NCTE for necessa
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Meantime,theinstitutionhassubmitteditsWrittenrepresentationonl9,0T,20l6along
with documents. The letter stated as follows:

,,'.,referenled3citedabove,weapproachedtoDistrictFireofficerforobtainfire

No Objection Certificate and paid amoun-t of Rs' 8100-00 to the depaLlment

th-rough chattan no.00003401 5 dt.2g.01.2015 and fitted fire equipments through

orn n6.ool dt.31 .01 .2015 and submitted all necessary documents to the District

fire Officer with help of fire agent and obtained Fie NOC and submitted to

SCERI-IS withoutany cross checking with Depaftment due to very near cutoff

date bY SCERT, TS.

Referenced 4 cited above, we received a letter from SCERI- fS' shocked

igiiing our fire Noc is iake. Finatty we submitted written explanation to the

SCERI-fS dated 1 1.04.201 5'

Referenced 5 cited above, we received show cause letter from your office of

F. SRO/NCTE/SAC|i,| ostD. et. Edlr s/201 5-1 6/7 3984, Dt. 04. 09. 201 5 and

submitted written explanation to your office on 25 09.201 5'

Referenced 5 cited above, we received order from your office NCTE.SRC about

withdrawn of our college recognition and worried very much'

Explanation:

We paid rupees 81OO-OO and purchased and fitt-ed fire safety equipment'

"ioiii"a "il 
,rr"""rry docume'nts to the district fire officer with help of fire

eocnt Here our intention rc viry clear to obtain fire NOC but here we cheated by

ZZZii,'ti itiii,iiii irii iitt",io rhe scERr-rS and SRC-NCrE and accepted

tZi". gir"n permission to 18 colleges out of 22 colleges).

ScERr-rSandNCIE-sRCarenotaskedtoproducegenuinefireNoCtotheir
iiiie ti:nro,ugn their office through their letters referenced above 3 & 4'

We perused and rectified fake fire NOC, and approached to the Fire Officer

;;"&i;-;;; ptatid fresh fee through Challan and g:lyi'" fire No oBJETtoN

Ciaitncnie, Rc No.1773/A1/2015, dated 07 09 2015

And we attended before to the appeat committee on 30 05'2016 and explained

same matter.

The appeal committee accepted our appeal and necessary direction given to

your office.

347th Nleeting of SRC

16th & 77th November, 2077

Here I am submittin enuine fire NO OBJECTION CERTIFICATE, RC

action as indicated above".

,,&m*



Please accept the same and consider our case to revoke recognition to our

college".

The institution has submitted written representation on 30.03.2017, stating as under:

"With reference to the subiect cited above, I am to state that we have been

granted Recognition for 2012 - 13.

ln this regard, I wish to bring to your kind notice that our case has been

remanded back to the SRC, NCTE, Bingalore. Ihe SRC in its 319th meeting considered

the appellate authority's order and decided to process. we have also resubmitted our

request proposat on 25.01 .2017. But unfoftunately, we have not yet received any

communication in this regard.

Hence, t request you kindly to consider our case at the earliest as the cut off

date for seeking Renewat of Affiliation ls fxed as 12.05.2017 for the sesslon 2017-18.

Moreover, we have submitted our shifting proposal along with required Documents on

25.01.2017 for your kind consideration. But, we have not yet received any

communication from SRC, NCTE Bangalore.

Hence, t humbty request you kindly to take decision at the earliest and give

direction to scERr for /s suing Renewal of Affitiation for the academic year 2017-1 8, as

we have lost two academic year 2015-16 and 2016-17."

The SRC in its 339th meeting held on 30th - 31"tAugust, 2016, considered the matter

and decided to ?rocess"

As per decision of SRC application was processed and placed before SRC in its 339th

meeting held on 22"d & 23'd May, 2017 and Committee decided as under;

1. As directed by the Appellate Authority, the College has now given the Fire

Safety Certificate.
2. Send it to the Dist. Fire safety officer concerned requesting for confirmation

of its genuineness.

3.1 They have applied for shifting the D.El.Ed.(1 unrt) course to a new location'

We can proceed to consider this request only after restoring recognition

based on the District Fire Safety Officer's reply about the genuineness of the

Fire Safety Certificate.
3.2 ln the meanwhile, process the documents furnished, after collecting the

full fee.

Accordingly, as directed by SRC letters were issued to the District Fire officer on

347th Meeting of SRC

76th & 77n1 November, 2077

No.1773/A1/2015, dated 07.09.2015 issued by District Fire Office of Medak

Dlstrlct - fS.

06.07 .2017 and to the institution on 21 .O7 .2017

(S. Sathyam)

Cha irma n
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Now, the written representation received from Divisional Fire Officer, Telangana State

Disaster Response & Fire Service Department on 11.09.2017 and stating as under,

Accordingly, we have verified the above No Obiection Ceftificate with our

office records and found that the above No Objection Ceftificate is lssued by thls

depaftment from this office and found to be Genuine.

Submitted for favour of kind perusal and necessa ry action."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1, The Dist Fire Safety Officer has confirmed the genuineness of the Firc

Safety certificate.
2. Restore recognition for D.El.Ed (1 Unit).
3. We have to process their request for permission to shift.

4. They have not submitted any documents or (even) paid the VT inspection

fee. They have ignored our SCN.

5. Issue anotherSCN as a final opportunity Give 2 month's time to respond.

6. Put up in end fan 2018.

Sri Maniu nadha D.Ed Coll e. PloUKhasara No. 19/2C, Kambhala a Street.SRCAPP2933
D.EI,Ed
2 units
Sri

Manjunadha
D.Ed College,
Prakasam,
Andhra
Pradesh

Kambhalaoadu Villaqe & P Podili Taluk & Citv. Prakasam District- 523240,

Sri Balaji Educational and Rural Development Society, Plot No.1 1-4313, Bank Colony,

Viswanadhapuram Village, Podili Post, Taluk & City, Prakasam District - 523240

Andhra Pradeshhas applied for grant of recognition to Sri lvlanjunadha D Ed College,

Plot/Khasara No.19/2C, Kambhalapa Street, Kambhalapadu Village & Post, Podili Taluk

& City, Prakasam District- 523240, Andhra Pradesh for D.El.Ed course of two years

duration under section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional

Committee, NCTE online on 29.05.2015. The institution has submitted hard copy of the

application on 1 1.06.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition norms and Procedures)

Regulations 2014.

Sub clause 3 of clause 5 of the Regulations 2014 read as under'-

155

347tt, Meeting of SRC

76tt, & 77th November, 2017

".....[ rs submitted that, vide reference cited Xerox copy of No Objection

Ceriificate submitted by the management of Nayana Sri D.Ed College, Medak

District (Presently

Siddipet District) has been received from your office for veritication of
A uth e ntic atio n/G e n u in e ne ss of th e ab ov e Ce rt if icate.

Andhra Pradesh

/-\i\*
\M,\-*L^

(S'. s-athyam) 
)

chairman L
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"The
proce

application shall be submitted online electronic

ssmg fee and scanned copies of required documents

ally along with

such as no obiec
the
tion

ceftificate issued by the concerned affiliating body."

The SRC, in its 2g1.1 meeting held during 20th & 21't August, 2015 considered the

matter and on careful perusai of the original file of the institution and other related

documents, the Regional committee decided to issue show cause Notice for'Rejection'

of the application on the following ground.

" Non-Submrsslo n of NOC lssued by the affiliating body along with hard copy

of the application"'

As per the decision of sRc, a show cause Notice was issued to the institution on

24.10.2015

LUC not issued by competent authority

Built up area inadequate

BCC to be given.

Cause Com site lns ction

On 1 9.1 1 .201 5, the institution has submitted a reply to the Show Cause Notice

in" SiC in its 295th meeting held on 28th - 30th November & 1'r December 2015

considered the matter and ddecided as under:-

. NOC is given. But, it is dated after 15 July, 2015' This is violative of

the instruction issued by NCTE Reject'

As per the decision of SRC a rejection oldgl y"-1.1:"'ed to the institution vide

No.F.No.SRo/NcTE/SRCAPP2933/D.El'Ed/AP/2016.17179245dated06'0,1,2016.
The SRC in its minutes of 300th meeting held on 29th - 3l"tJanuary 2016, observed the

matter and decided as under:-

,,lnthebackdropofrepresentationsreceivedfromapplicant_institutions-abo'ut

inappropriatene.ss of lhe requirement to submit NOC from the Affiliating Body, the

Coimmiitee considered the iequest for reconsideration of all cases rejected on this

ground. ln this connection, ail retated legal and other implications as well as.the

ineparable ctifficutties caused to applicant-institutions wgre considered The Committee

also reckoned with the possrb/e scope for vexatious litigations likely to arise on this

account. Keeping in mind the over-ail public interest, the committee revised its earlier

standtoreject-allcasesofnon-submissionordelayedsubmt5slonofNoCs,and
decided to reopen and process atl such reiected cases by accepting NOCs even now

irrespective of their dates of lssue. "

The SRC in its 303d meeting held on 1 Sth February, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under:-

1

2

3

4
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5. Ask W to collect all relevant documents

The inspection intimation was sent to the institution on 17.03.2016. The inspection of the

institution was conducted on 22.03.2016 and the VT report along with CD received on

26.03.2016.

The SRC, in its 308th meeting held on 28th - 3Oth March, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under -

1. lssue LOI for D.El.Ed (2 units)
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished

3. Only if these are given on or before 02.05.2016 can

Recognition w.e.f .2016-17 academic year is possible.
issue of Formal

Accordingly, a letter of intent was issued to the institution on 04.04.2016.

The institution submitted its reply on 02.05.2015.

The SRc, in its 313th meeting held on 2nd - 3'd May, 2016 considered the matter

and decided as under:-

. lssue Formal Recognition for D.El.Ed (2 units) w.e.l.2016-17.

Accordingly, formal recognition order was issued to the institution on 02.05.2016 along

with original FDRS.

Now, the institution has submitted written representatjon on 13.10.2016 and stating as

under:-
"For the establishment (during 2016-17) of Sri Maniunadha D.Ed Coilege (SRC

APP2933) Khambhatapadu, Podili, Prakasam Dt. took the permission from NCTE

Bangalore. We have Deposited the fixed Deposits (5, 00,000-SBH TD/CS/H 696195 and

7, OO,O)O-SBH TD/CS/H 696196) on 30.04.2016. Later on we have submitted the Bonds

to NCTE office Bangalore. We have got the College permission Sir, you have not sent

the F.R. and Fixed Deposit Bonds to our college through post. We have called many

times to your office. But we did not get the original F.R. and Fixed Deposit Eonds So'

we request you sent the F.R. (original) and Fixed Deposit Bonds (Original) of Sn

Manjunadha D.Ed College as soon as posslb/e. "

t57

D

't

Remarks:
1. The FR along with Original FDR'S were dispatched to Sri lrilanlunadha D.Ed

College, PloVKhasara No.19/2C, Kambhalapa Street, Kambhalapadu Village &

Post, Podili Taluk & City, Prakasam District- 523240, Andhra Pradesh on

21512016 through speed post (#EK 26772567 3lN).

2. As per the Tracking System of lndia post, it states consignment details not

fo u nd.

,&e*"
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The SRC in its 343 meeting held on 01 & 02n August, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. The FDRs were sent by Speed Post. How could they not have reached

them? Write to the Speed Post Office, giving reference to their receipt' and

ask for a report about 'deliverY'.

2. Advise the Bank not to encash the FDRs if presented.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, letter was issued to the Manager' State Bank of

Hyderabad and Post Master, Vijayanagar Post Office on 06 0s 2017.

Now, an e mail received from Post Master, Vijayanagar Post Office on 12.10.2017 and

stating as under;

".....apropos, F.SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP2933/D El.Ed/AP/2017'1 8/94696 dated

06.09.2017 while acknowtedging the receipt of letter' thls is fo inform you that

complaint relating to detivery of speed /etters have to be submitted within one

month from the date booking of the afticle.

The afticle found booked on 10.05.2016 However, efforls are afoot to get

the status of the afticle from the delivery office and kindly await fufther

communication. "

Accordingly, as directed again a reminder letter was sent to the

Vijayanagar Post Office on 13.'10.2017.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1 . The reply from the Post lt/laster is not satisfactory.

2. Raise the level of complaint to that of the Post Master General, AP

Post l\4 aster,

Sathavahana College of Education,
Patharam Village Husnabad Pos

Khasara No.488, Plot No. 01, H. Road street,

t & Taluk, Karimnagar District- 505467'

Andhrapradesh

sRC granted recognition to sathavahana college of Education, Khasara no.488, Plot

no.01 , H. Road street, Patharam Village, Husnabad Post & Taluk, Karimnagar District'

505467, Telangana for D.El.Ed course of two years duration with an annual intake of 50

students on 27 .O8.2O12.

The SRC in its 289th meeting held on 23.06.201 5, considered the letter d1. 16.03.201 5

from Director of school Education, Govt. of Telangana, Hyderabad, in respect of certain

private Diploma in Elementary Teacher Education colleges (43 colleges) not fulfilling

ihe deficiencies and decided to issue Show Cause Notice for the following to

Sathavahana College of Education, Khasara no.488, Plot no.01,H Road street,

Patharam Villa e, Husnabad Post & Taluk, Karimna ar District- 505467, Telangana

(S. Sathya m )

Chairma n

SRCAPP
1730
D.EI,Ed
Sathavahana
College of

Educatron,
Karimnagar,
Telangana

JZ
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1+6 staff list submitted which is approved by the SC ERT

As per decision of sRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 16.09.2015

The institution Submitted its written representation on 05,10,201 5 and stated as under:

',.'.wearesubmittedfoSCERrl+TpatternstafftistapprovedbyStaffSelection
committee at the time of establish of college. scERr send 6+1 staff approval

list-Wearealreadygiventhereplytettertothedirectorscertandsubmitthe
staff approval detais.- After some days we take some new staff and we are

continuedtwomembersstaff(K,Bhaskar(Telugu)&P.Ravi(English)fromoldlist
and newly approved remaiining (Six members) staff by SCERT ort dt'

0g.09.2015. We are enclosed the ceftain ceftificates"'

The institution has

approved staff list.

submitted Acknowledgement of SCERT and SCERT

The SRC in its 294th meeting held on 14th - 16th November, 2016 considered the show

cause notice reply and it has decided as under;

. Ask for fresh approved staff list as pet 2014 regulations'

As per decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 29 01'2016

On 08.02.2016, a letter was received from the Director of School Education'

Government of Telangana' Hyderabad vide No Rc Nog9/A/TE/TSCERT 12014 dated

OO-bZ ZOf O regarding tlhe observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of private

o.rrEol a eJ.olleies in the state of Telangana and decided to forward the list of 76

;;ll"S". incfrjing Sathavahana College of tducation .Khasara 
No 488' Plot No'01'

i.no""J Str""t, Fatharam Village, Husnabad Post and Taluk' Karimnagar District -

;'0il6; i"trni"n, to SRC, ruCie ror taking further necessary action under section 17

of the Act.
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The matter was placed before sRC in its 302"d Meeting held on 0-9th-1 '1'h February,

20l6.TheCommitteeconsideredtheletterfromtheDirectorSchoolEducation
O"prrtr"nt Telangana State ana decided that "What with the 3'd March 16 time-limit

l.u"rr." on us, it E nof possrb/e to go into these complaints at thls time' Process and

put up after March 16".

Aoain as oer the decision of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 3O9th

iit;ir;-#h;;-1rih_1;rh Aprir, 20i6 and the committee considered the matrer and

decideJ to issue show cause notice on the following ground:

.SubmittedfakelanddocumentandEC(Saledeed15o3l2ollofSRo:
Husnabad) with the insPection'

N
Jc-riU4.^^..
(S. Sathyam) L

Chairman
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As per decision of SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on

13.05.2015. The institution submitted reply to the show cause notice on 09.06.2016.

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on 08rh - 09th August 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. ln 37 cases, the Director of School Education, Telangana, had commented

adversely on the genuiness of the land documents furnished

2. Based on that report, Show Cause Notices were issued to all the 37

applicants.
3. Replies to the Show Cause Notice have been received from 26 out of the 37

cases. These replies may be sent to the Director of School Education;

Telangana, for their comments about the validity//genuineness of the land

documents and their admissibility in these cases of the Teacher Education

lnstitutions concerned.
4. ln the remaining 11 cases, for failure to respond to the Show Cause Notice,

action may be taken to withdraw recognition.

5.ln those cases in which the applicants had forged the documents to make

them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only unregistered,

a reference should also be made to the Registration office concerned for

considering criminal action against the erring institutions.

Copy for information to the affiliating body-the SCERT, Govt. of Telangana'

Accordingly, a letter to the Director, SCERT was sent on 07 09'2016'

A court order dated 16.09.2016 received on 03.10.2016 from the Hon'ble High court of

Hyderabad in W.P.No.26906 of 2016 & W.P.M P No.33295 of 2016 filed by

Sithavahana College of Educatron run by Satavahana Educational Society'

The Court Order Stated as under

" .....at| these Writ Petitions are allowed and the State of Telangana is

directed to grant permission under section 20 of the Telangana Education Act,

1982 to the B-Ed. colleges set up by the petitioners; respective Universities are

directed to grant affitiation to the said colleges; and the Telangana state council

of Higher Education is directed to inctude the petitioner B.Ed colleges in the

secoid phase of process of web-counseling for allotment of Students irt B.Ed.

course for the academic year 2016-17 in view of the recognition granted to them

by the NCTE. No cosfs. "

The institution submitted representation on 26.10.2016 along with lrrevocable Gift Deed,

it stated as under:

with reference to the subje ct cited, I submit the copy of land document which

/s re istered as "Revocable Gift Deed" in the name of "SATHAVAHANA

4.^\
(s

Cha irma n
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COLLEGE OF EDUCATION", V: Potharam (S), M: Husnabad, Dist: Karimnagar.

I request you to accept the same and Issue necessary the rectification orders in

this regard."

The SRC in its 324rh meeting held on 07th - 081h December, 2016 considered the matter

and decided as under

1. The institution has submitted a fresh document to clear its case This

document is differently described as'lrrevocable Gift Deed' and 'Revocable

Gift Deed' at different places. We need to be sure about what is what' Also,

we have not received any reply yet to the communication we had addressed

to Director of School Education, Telangana.

2. The institution has not also submitted a fresh approved Faculty list as

required by us in our letter to them on 29 1.2016.

3. No irreparable damage will be caused to them by waiting for these

responses in view of the Court order dt. 16.9.2016.

4. Send a Notice accordinglY.

As per decision of sRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 20.12.2016.

The institution submitted its reply on 30.03.2017.

The SRC in its 336th l\ileeting held on 19th -20'h Aptll,2Ol7 Considered the matter and

decided as under:-

. Resubmit properly as directed.

As directed by SRC, the matter was again placed before SRC in its 340th meeting held

on 08rh & 09th June, 2017 considered the matter and decided as under;

1-61

l,ThiscaseispendingwithSCERTfortheircommentsontherep|yreceived
from the college. li is not certain whether we will receive anymore inputs

from the SCERT.
2. The better course of action will be to send the documents to the Sub-

Registrar concerned with a request for verification and report'

3. Pursue action accordingly. Keep the SCERT informed'

As per decision of SRC, documents was sent to the Sub Registrar on 21'06'2017 '

on 26.09.2017 an e-mail received from the Branch Manager, state Bank of lndia,

Nayeemnagar Branch along with a letter and stating as under,

".....theletterreceivedfromyourofficeforcancelationofFDRsinfavorM/s
sathavahana Educational society. Please confirm the genluses of this letter to

make Payment to the customer."

(S. Sathya m

Chairman
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. If the letter to the Bank about encashment of the FDll is fake, we should
quickly advise the Bank about the correct position,

2. Informing telephonically is good but not adequate.
Inform them through e-mail and speed post also.

KTR College of Elementary Teacher Education, Plot No.236, Kanigiri Village,

Kasipuram Post office and City, Prakasam Distrit-523230 Andhra Pradesh

Sri Ramachandra Educational Society, Plot No.236, Ongole Road, Kanigiri Village

Kasipuram Post office and City, Prakasam District - 523230, Andhra Pradesh applied

for grant of recognition to KTR College of Elementary Teacher Education, Plot No.236,

Kanigiri Village, Kasipuram Post office and City, Prakasam Distrit-523230 Andhra

Pradesh for offering D.El.Ed-Al course of Two years duration for the academic session

2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional

Committee, NCTE through online on 2510O12015. The institution submitted hard copy

of the application on 2610012015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014, notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of

State Govt. was sent on 0610712015, followed by Reminder-l on 05/10/2015 and

Reminder-l I on 1 0l 121201 5.

The Sub Clause (7) of Clause 7 of Regulations,2014 fot processing of applications

stipulates as under:-

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its own

merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution shall be

inspected by a team of expefts called visiting team with a view to assess lhe /evel of
preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 2961h meeting held on 1sth - 17th December 2015. considered the matter,

documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of application and decided

as under:-

1. Original Fixed Deposit Receipts to be submitted

2. Ask W to obtain relevant Land and Building documents

3. Cause Composite insPection

As per the decision of sRC, a composite inspection of the institution was conducted on

02.O2.2016 and visiting team report received in this office on 06.02.2016.

The SRC in its 302"d meeting held on 09th - 11th February 2016, considered the matter

and decided as under

o

JJ SRCAPP3575
D-EI,Ed-AI
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Education,
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Pradesh

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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1. lssue LOI for D.El.Ed-Al (1 unit)

2. For D.El.Ed (basic unit) and D.El.Ed-Al combined staff list should be
produced in accordance with the norms grven in 2014 Regulations

3. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
4. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal

Recognition w.e.f. 2016-17 academic year be possible.

Accordingly, LOI was issued to the institution on 12.02.2016. The institution has not

submitted reply till date.

The SRC in its 324th meeting held on OTth & 08th December,2016 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. This is a 'vertical expansion' case.
2. We had sought clarification from NCTE (HQ)

3. Put up when the clarification is required.

An e-mail received from NCTE (Hqrs) clarification regarding vertical expansion of

Teacher Education lnstitution and stating as follows:

"l am directed to refer to your letter dated 28.11.2016 on the subject

noted above and to say that as per provision of the Regulation 2014 new teacher
Education lnstitution shall be located in composite institution and the existing

teacher education institution shall continue to function as stand-alone

institutions; and gradually move towards becoming composite institutions.

Composite institutions in this case context refer to institutions offering multtple

teacher education programmes. As per the above provisions of the Regulation

2014 the institutions may apply for increase in intake in the same course already

recognized provided it does not exceed maximum of two units in case of DPSE,

D.El.Ed and B.Ed. Any application for increase in intake beyond two permissible

units in these three courses is not permissible under the regulation. However,

since regulation also provides for gradual movement of stand alone institution to

Composite lnstitutions, any attempt of Teacher Education lnstitution to expand

vertically, cannot be accepted unless it offers two or more than two courses and

becomes a Composite lnstitution. You are advised that whenever a clarification

is required on certain issue. lt should be sought with a specific details.

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on O4th & 05th January,2017 considered the matter

and decided as under,

1. They have already D.El.Ed (1 unit). They want D.El.Ed-Al (1 unit).

2. Vertical expansion upto 2 units is possible even for stand alone courses

3. lssue FR for D.El.Ed-Al (1 unit) w.e.f 2017-18.

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

o

o



347th Meeting oI SRC

76h & 17th November,2077

Formal Recognition Order was issued onAccordingly. as per decision of SRC

19.01.2017.

NOTE

As per 302nd SRC decision LOI was issued on 12.02.2016. The institution has

not submitted LOI reply.

The SRC in its 344th meeting held on 17rh & 18th August, 2017 considered the matter

and decided to issue show cause notice for the following grounds,

1. ln this case FR was given for D.El.Ed'-Al(1 unit) w e'f 2017-18'

Somehow, in this case, the decision to grant FR was taken without

getting any rePlY to the LOl.

Z. Now that this procedural lapse has been noticed on scrutiny' the SRC

takes up this case for review to rectify the lapse'

3.Accordingly,itisdecidedtoissuesCNtotheCollegetosubmittheir
reply to the LOI along with a duly approved Faculty list within 60 days

iailing wnicn appropriate action under law will be initiated to withdraw the

recognition.
4. lssue SCN accordinglY.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was issued on 06 09 2017'

Now. thJ instituiion submitted show cause notice reply on 01 .11 .2017 and stating as

under;
" .....1 submit that at present the additional intake is very difficult

unavoidablecircumstancesandfinancialcrisis,Thesocietyresolvedinthe
meetingnottotakeadditionalintakeinD.Et,Edcourseduetothefinancial
problems.

Hence,themanagementhasnotproceedfufther'duetofinancialcrisis,
Due to my ilt health t coild not furnish you with this information in time. I regret

very much for the mistake.

Itherefore reo uest vou to kin CAncel the LOL FR. for additional intake

of D.El.Ed students 2017-18 for w'hich act of kindness /shall be ever qrateful to

164

vou."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. They have represented for withdrawal of recognition after cancellation of Lol

2. Their request is accepted.

3.1 Cancel the LOl.

3.2 Withdraw the recognition issued for D El.Ed -Al (Unit)

4.Close the file.

(S. Sathyam)

Chairma n
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Sri Jagadamba Pre-Primary Teacher Training lnstitute, Chamundeshwari Road,

Lakshmipuram, Mysore-570004, Karnataka.

The Southern Regional Committee grants a recognition to Sri Jagadamba Pre-Primary

Teacher Training lnstitute, Chamundeshwari Road, Lakshmipuram, tt/ ysore-570004,

Karnataka on 06.'10.2000 for Pre-Primary course of one year duration from the

academic session 2000-2001 with an annual intake of 60 students.

On 09.06.2017, a letter is received by this office from the institution is as under:-

"We Sri Jagadamba Pre-Primary Teachers Training lnstitution are 63 years old

in extending teachers training to the women aspirants under the guidance and

affiliation of D.S.E.R.T and N.C.T.E with successful results.

Such an institution is succumbing its breath. When we contacted D.S.E.R.T on

05.06.2017 through telephone for calendar of events of present academic year,

they instructed us to get the permission and recognition for P. P.T.T two years

course for the academic yeat 2017-18.

At this critical situation of beginning the academic year when we are anticipating

or awaiting for the new syllabus and calendar of events from the D.S E.R T

practically we are finding it too difficult to start a two years P.P.T T immediately

We are in a chaos

At this situation we kindly request you to guide us for the renewal of recognition

at the earliest. And also to grant the permission for one year course, as earlier

for this academic year and oblige."
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1. This is an old running 1 year course' They want to come under the 2014

Regulations as a course for Diploma in Pre-School Ed. (2 years)

2. In accordance with the advice given by NCTE (HQ) in the Puducherry and

A & N Islands cases, we can treat this as a RPRO case and process

conversion. We have done that in all the old B'Ed (1 year) cases.

3.1 Ask them to give an affidavit about coming under the 2014 Regulations.

3.2 Give them 3-months time to make the changes.

4. Thereafter, collect all relevant documents and process for causing V.'l'.

Inspection.
5. Issue Notice accordingly.
6. Put up in March 18.

(S. Sathyam)

cha irma n

&w\

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:'
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The Southern Regional Committee grants recognition to Hymanshu Jyothi Kala Peetha
Pre-Primary Teacher Training lnstitute, lV Main Road, [/alleshwaram, Bangalore-
560055, Karnataka for Pre-Primary course of one year duration from the academic
session 2000-2001 with an annual intake of 45 students and was granted recognition on

06.10.2000.

On 19.01 .2001 a letter received from the institution regarding relaxing the pass
percentage of the category of students in order to help them to lead a livelihood
independently.

A letter received by this office from the institution on 11.02.2011 regarding approval of
candidates belonging to OBC category.

On 09.06.2017, a letter dated 07.06.2017 is received by this office from the institution as

as under:-

" We have not yet received the Calendar of Events from DSERT to conduct the
course of Pre Primary Teachers' for the academic yeat 2017-18. When we
enquired about this with the Director of DSERT, jt was told that Pre Prrmary

Teacher Training is of Two years duration with minimum qualification of PU with
50o/o and one year Training does not exist anymore. They told us to surrender
the present recognition letter and get a new recognition letter to run the
Two year course.

us with
to our

Request your good selves to further guade us regarding this matter and provide

the check list of the necessary documents to be submrtted. Kindly oblige
request."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. This is an old running 1 year course. They want to come under the 2014
Regulations as a course for Diploma in Pre-School Ed. (2 years)

2. In accordance with the advice given by NCTE (HQ) in the Puducherry and A

& N Islands cases, we can treat this as a RPRO case and process conversion.
We have done that in all the old B.Ed (1 year) cases,

3.1 Ask them to give an affidavit about coming under the 2O74 Regulations.
3.2 Give them 3-months time to make the changes.

4, Thereafter, collect all relevant documents and process for causing v.T.

Inspection.
5. lssue Notice accordingly.
6. Put up in March 18.

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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Hymanshu Jyothi Kala Peetha Pre-Primary Teacher Training lnstitute, lV Main
Road, Malleshwaram, Bangalore-560055, Karnataka.
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St.Xaviers College of Education, Sy.No.92/1, Plot no.'|4-163, Chinamudidivada
Village, Chinamusidivada Post Office, PendurthyTaluka, Visakhapatnam District-
530051, Andhra Pradesh

1. Land area is adequate for both programmes.
2. Built-up area available is only 3600 sq.mts. This can accommodate

only 2 units of B.Ed (shifting case) and one unit of D.El.Ed.

3. Certificate of Registration of the Society is not submitted.
4. Affidavit in original is not given at the time of VT lnspection.
5. FDRs must be given later separately for each programme.
6. Apprise the applicant of these deficiencies for necessary action.
7. Ask the VT to check in particular these points.

8. Ask the VT to collect all the relevant documents.
9. Cause (Composite) inspection accordingly.

The inspection intimation was sent to the institution on 16.01.2016. The inspection of the

institution was conducted on 22.01.2016 and VT Report along with documents and CD

received on 03. 1 1 .201 1 .

The SRC in it 300'h lileeting held on 29rh - 3l"tJanuary 2016 considered the matter anc

decided as under:

As per decision of SRC, shifting order was issued to the institution on 30.03.2016.

The institution submitted application through e mail for closure of B.Ed course on

11.05.2017 .

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman

St.Xavier's Educational Society, Plot No-14-'163, Lakshmi Nagar, Chinamusidivada
Village and Post Office, Pendurthy Taluka, Vishakhapatnam District - 530051,
Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of recognition to St. Xaviers College of Education,
Sy.No. 92/1, Plot no.14-163, Chinamudidivada Village, Chinamusidivada Post
Office, Pendurthy Taluka, Visakhapatnam District -530051, Andhra Pradesh for

offering B.Ed course of two Years duration for the academic session 2015-'16 through
online on 29.09.2009. The institution has submitted hard copy of the application on

12.10.2010 and the Recognrtion was granted on 03.03.2015.

The institution submitted representation on 12.06.2015 requesting for shifting of
premises along with the original DD of Rs.1 .50,000^.

The SRC in it 293'd Meeting held on 29th - 31't october 2015 considered the documents

of D.El.Ed course (SRCAPP14123) and decided as under;

1. Shifting permitted for B.Ed (APS00320) - 2 units.
2. lssue LOI for D.El.Ed (l Unit)
3. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
4. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can

lssue of Formal Recognition w.e.f.2016-17 academic year be possible.

^,",-\



The institution submitted Resolution

The SRC in its 343'd meeting held on 01"t & O2nd August, 2017 considered the matter anc

decided as under

1. All formalities have not been completed. Only the Management's
Resolution has been received.

2. Advise them about the other documents required.
3. Obtain and resubmit.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the institution on 23.08.2017.

Now, the institution submitted an representation on 27.09.2017 and stating as under;

"...,.we have to submit certain papers to complete the process of
closure of the college. ln this connection, I submit that we are not
closinq the colle as we hope to oet admissions into B.Ed from the
academic vear 201 7-201 L
May, I therefore request you not to consider our letter of closure
dated 10.05.2017. I here with submit copy of your tetter SRC 34{d
meeting hetd on Ol"t & ,td August, 2017."
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1, The request for permission to close down the programme is being
withdrawn.

2. Withdrawal of the request is accepted.
3. Close the file afiter communicating our accept

Bilal Education Society's College of Education for Women, Near Shapur Gate,
Hydeabad Road, Bidar-585401, Karnataka.

The Southern Regional Committee grants recognition on 23.08.2000 to Bilal Education
Society's College of Education for Women, Near Shapur Gate, Hydeabad Road, Bidar-
585401, Karnataka for B.Ed Course of one year duration from the academic session
2000-2001 with an annual intake of 100 students.

The institution has submitted an affidavit on 28.01.2015 for offering B.Ed course with an
intake of 100 students. The revised orderwas issued to the institution on 29.0S.2015

The institution has submitted a letter on 03.10.2016 with request to postponement of the
date of ins ion of the institution

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman
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"l write to submit that in the body of the twin letters and "To address in letter Ref-'l the

name and address of our college is correctly shown as

"Bilal Education Society's College of Education for Women,

Near Shahapur Gate,

Hyderabad Road,

Bidar-585401"

But on the page No. 2 of your office order ( under Ref.2 above) in the bottom against

"To" address the name and address of our college is wrongly shown as

"National College of Education,
Haft Gumbad, Darga Road,

Gulbarga - 585'104,

Karnataka"

Connection with the same matter already on daled 23.12.2015 we have personally

submitted the letter for correcting our college "To" address. Again on 25.11.2016 we

have reminded you the same through the letter Ref No

Bilal/B.Ed/CFWBDR/Correction of college Addl2)15-16167, dated 25.11.16. But till

today we have not received any response with corrected "To" address f our college.

Due to the name and address as wrongly shown as above the University Grants

Commission, New Delhi are making objections regarding correct name and address

of the college.

So lrequest you to make the correction of our college name and address in the

bottom of the letter ( page No. 2) shown in Ref.2 above may be corrected as per the

body of the said letter."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. Obviously there is a mix up at our end,

2, Possibly, information relating to two different institutions have got mixed

up.

3. Check whether there are indeed two such institutions ; tsilal College in

Bidar and National College in Kalburgi (Gulbarga).

4. Report on 5 Dec.l7

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

O

o
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A letter is received by this office from the institution on 09.10.2017 and 02.11 .2017

which is as under:-
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ng lnstitute,Venchempum Punalur, Kollam District-691333,N.G.P.M Teacher Traini
Kerala.

The Southern Regional Committee of NCTE accords recognition to N.G.P t\il Teacher

Training lnstitute, Venchempum Punalur, Kollam Distric!69'1333, Kerala to offering

Elementary Teacher Training course of two years duration from the academic session

2OO4-2OO5 with an annual intake of 50 students and was granted recognition on

01.02.2005

On 09.05.2016 and 10.06.2016 a letter was received by this office from the Manager,

N.G.P.M, l.T.E, Venchempu stating as under:-

'NGPIV T.T.l presently NGPM ITE is running under a Trust named

N.Govindapillai Memorial Trust presided by me and I am the Manager of the institution.

Now I am 88 years old and physically not fit to manage the institution in the required

level. So I would like to hand over the charges of the lVlanager, NGPI\il TTI to my son

Sri. Prakashkumar. P aged 53 years. Kindly give permission for this change of

management and accept sri. Prakashkumar. P as the manager for all future dealtngs

and transactions connected to the NGPM TTl."

The institution has submitted representatton on 16.08.2016 regarding requesting for lhe

change of Management of N.G.P.M.T.T.l Venchempu.

The SRC in its 319th meeting held on 301h to 3l"rAugust, 2016 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

Obtain the Registrar's certificate that they have accepted the change and

amended their records accordingly.

1,70

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 26.09.2016. The

institution has submitted representation on 26j2.2016 and stating as under:-

"lnviting your kind attention to the reference cited (l) and also the clause "6" of

the NGPTM Trust Venchempu, vide deed No.1211 of 2004 of sub Reglstrar office

Puanalur. The clause says "any question arising in the administration of the Trust shall

be decided by the majority of the Trustees acting for the time being" According to the

resolution number 'l12004 dated 01.04.2014 was passed by the Trustees for appointing

the Trustee Sree .P. Prakashkumar, as the new lt/anager of NGPtt/ TTl, APSO1990

(presently NGPMITE), due to the illness and old age of the old Manager Sri'

Pannappan Nair. The above appointment of the new manager was approved by the

District Education officer, Punalur Kerala state vide referred (3). The Trust has also

decided that no amendment of Trust deed is required.

Resolution was also passed for change of deposit of Rs 8,00,0001 (Rupees

Eight Lakhs) in favour of present Manager P Prakashkumar and Director, NCTE

Bangalore.

4l-.n'#..-,t-4
(S. Sathyam)/

Chairman I
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Hence I request that the amount of Rs.8 lakhs already deposited in favour of Sri.

Ponnappan Nair and the Director NCTE, Bangalore may be changed to the joint name

of Prakash kumar and the Director of NCTE, Bangalore"

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. The D.E.O of Kollam has approved the change as required under the

Kerala Govt. System. Therefore, the Trust has reported that no change in

the Trust Deed is required.
2. Correct our records accordingly.
3. Correct FDRs also accordingly.

Samitha College of Education, Rajiv Rahadari Thurkapally, Sham irpet Mandal,

Ranga Reddy District - 500078, Andhra Pradesh

Juvvadi Educational Trust, Karimnagar, Andhra Pradesh submitted an application to the

Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Samitha College of

Education, Rajiv Rahadari Thurkapally, Shamirpet Mandal, Ranga Reddy District -
500078, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.Ed course of one year duration. The recognrtion

was granted to the institution on 12.04.2007 with an annual intake of 100 students

The rnstitution was granted recognition for the conduct of B.Ed course with a condition

to shift to its own premises within three years from the date of recognition (in case the

course is started in rented premises).

On 03.1 1 .2009 institution submitted its written represenlation along with documents

requesting for cancellataon of the recognition as no students were admitted and for

returning the FDR's for Rs 8,00,0001.

The SRC in its 188rh meeting held on 28th & 29th January, 201O considered the matter

and decided lo "Permitted to Withdraw."

Revised order was issued inadvertently to the institution on 10.07.201 5

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

Agenda ltem was withdrawn

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman

{

i

39

o

APS05140
B.Ed

Samitha
College of
Education,
Rangareddy,
Telangana

q*-.,

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC withdrawn order was issued on 02.03-2010.

On 06.07.2015, the institution submitted willingness affidavit for offering B.Ed course

with an intake of 100 students.

l
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Holy Path College of Education, Khasara No. 270, Old Paloncha Village, Post I
Taluk, Khammam District-s071 15, Telangana

Little Flower Educational Development Society, Ramanagar 9th Line Road, Ongole

Village, Post and Taluk, Prakasam District-523001 , Andhra Pradesh submitted an online

application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE on 31 .12.2012 and physical

application on 04.01.20'13 for grant of recognition for D.El.Ed course of two year duration

with an annual intake of 50 students at Holy Path College of Education, Khasara No. 270'

Old Paloncha Village, Post & Taluk, Khammam District-5071 1 5, Telangana and was

granted recognition, on 03.03.2014 from the academic session 2014-'15.

On 08.02.2016 a letter is received from the Director of School Education Government of

Telangana Hyderabad vide letter No.Rc. No.99/A/TE/TSCERT/2014 dated 06.02.2016.

Regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of private D.El.Ed /

B.Ed colleges in the state of Telangana and decided to forwarded the following list of 76

colleges including Holy Path College of Education, Khasara No 270, Old Paloncha

Village, Post & Taluk, Khammam District-sO71 1 5, Telangana to SRC, NCTE for taking

further necessary action under section 17 of the Act.

Deficiencies Observed Number of colleges

35 (Existing) (Annexure 1A)Submitted Fake and Fabricated

documents 02 New Anne4rIe 19)

Functioning in leased premises even after 04 (Annexure ll )

sti ulated riod
16 (Annexure lll)

15 Annexure lV

Not possessing land in the name of the 04 (Annexure V)

1,72

SOCI /lnstitution

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302"d Meeting held on Ogth-'1 1rh February 2016

considered the letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana State

and decided fhal"what with the 3 March 16 timelimit pressure on us, rI rs not posslb/e 1o

go into these complaints at this time. Process and put up after March 16"

Again as per the decision of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 3091h Meeting

held on 121h-14th April, 2016 and the committee considered in respect of (76 colleges)

regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show cause notice for

the following to Holy Path College of Education, Khasara No. 270, Old Paloncha Village,

Post & Taluk, Khammam District-sO71 15, Telangana.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 22.03.2016 along with the fee

of Rs.1,sO,OOOL DD No.262749 dated 19.03.2016 and some relevant documents and

stated as follows.

6r".'t

Sl No

1

2

3 Shifting of College Premises without the

ermission of SRC NCTE

Submission of fake NOCs4

(s

Chairman
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" . . . ..existing Holy Path College of Education, Old Paloncha, Khammam District, to

shifting premises relocated from old Paloncha, Paloncha Mandal, Khammam District

within radius distance 40 Km. I am to state that as per the new Regulations 2014. ln this

regard, I am here by submitting the required and relevant documents along with DD No

262749 of dated 19.03.2016 for an amount of 1,50,000 for your kind consideration.

. Submitted fake land documents ( Sale deed 108512012, of SRO: Kothagudem)

with the inspection report.

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on 1 3.05.2016. The

institution has submitted its written representation on 03.06.2016 which is as under

The SRC in its 318'h meeting held on 8rh & 9th August, 2016 and the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:

1. ln 37 cases, lhe Director of School Education, Telangana, had commented

adversely on the genuiness of the land documents furnished.

2. Based on that repoft, Show Cause Notices were /ssued to all the 37

applicants.
3. Rep/,es to the Show Cause Nofice have been received from 26 out ofthe 37

cases. Ihese replies may be sent to the Director of School Education;

Telangana, for their comments about the validity//genutneness of the land

documents and their admissibility in these cases of lhe Teacher Education

I n stitulions concerned
4. ln the remaining 7l cases, forfailure to respond to the Show Cause Notice,

action may be taken to withdraw recognition.

5. ln those cases m which the applicants had forged the documents to make

them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only

unregistered, a reference should also be made to the Registration Office

concerned for considering criminal action against the erring institutions.

Copy for information to the affiliating body-the SCERI, Govt. of Telengana

Accordingly, a letter to The Director, SCERT was sent on 07.09.2016

Now. the institution submitted in its written representation on 30.03.2017 stated as under,

With reference to the subject cited above, I am to state that we have been
granted Recognition for 2014-15

Basing on the report submitted by DSE , Telangana, Show cause notice has been

rssued ( 37dh meeting) to us. We have submitted our reply along with reliable and

required documents on 09-06-2016 for your kind consideration. Our reply was

addressed to DSE fS for their comments about the validity and genuineness of
the land documents.

Sat hya m )

Chairma n
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ln view of the above circumstances , I wish to bring to your kind notice that the
reply of Medha College of Elementary Teacher Education (SRCAPPI 125),Medak

, Telangana is considered at SRC Level as they have filed land documents to
prove genuineness of their Title. Their case has been closed and the same has
been informed to the institution with copy to the DSE, Telangana. This decision
has been taken by SRC rn lfs 322'd Meeting. lt will be very forlune to us, if our
case rs a/so pursued as per the documents in response to the show cause notice
issued by the SRC,NCTE on the same ground as of Medha College of Elementa4
Teacher Education. ln this regard, with a humble request, I am to say that Medha
College of Elementary Teacher Education is also One among the list of 37
Colleges out of 76 sent by DSE, fS.

ln this regard , lwish to bring to your kind notice that the authorities of DSE, fS
has completed the process of verification of land and other related documents
enclosed with our replies to the SRC in response to the Show cause notice. But
they are not interested to send the status report. Morever, as a oral comment ,

they are saying that they are not sub-ordinates to NCIE. lt is very clear that they
are neglecting the instructions of SRC, NCTE in regard to thls /ssue. We met the
authorities of DSE , TS and requested them to send the status repon at the
earliest. Morever, they are saying that the same case (Medha college) as of you i:
pursued and settled at SRC Level and their caseis c/osed at SRC Level. They aft
also saying that the concerned file of verification is under missing. Due to that, w(
have lost two academic years. i.e. 201 5-1 6 and 2016-1 7. The Renewal of
affiliation has been held up since. 2015-16 to our college as our case is pending a
SRC, NCIE /evel.

Hence, I request you kindly to consider our case at the earliest at SRC Level as
the cut off date for seeking Renewal of Affiliation is fixed as 10-05-2017 for the
session 2017-18. Morever, we have submitted our shifting proposal along with
required Land Document Vide Document No: 2050/2016 and Demand drafts on
23-12-2015 For your kind consideration. We have resubmitted our proposal for
shifting for shifting on 1 1-03-2016 but, we have not yet received any
communication from SRC, NCTE Bangalore.

Hence, I humbly request you kindly to take decision on the basis of submission of
land documents as of Medha college and give direction lo SCERf for lssurng

Renewal of Affiliation for the academic year 2017-201 8, as we have lost two
academic years 2015-16 and 2016-17.

The SRC in its 336rh meeting held on 19th & 20th April, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under;

1.1 The complaint from SCERT(TS) was that they had given bogus fake
documents. Let us not wait for SCERT response, they may or may not agree

to spend more time on this case
1.2 We have also to write to the Sub-Registrar concerned to get their advice on

t

o

{

r,
l,

VJ-al/-\a^.-1
(s. sathyam) 
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the genuineness of the document.

1.3 lf the document is fake, then, Sub-Registrar may consider criminal action

against the applicant.

2. The college has now asked for 'shifting' Collect fee and all documents.

Process the case.

3. Cause VT inspection for shifting D.El.Ed.

4. Ask W to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the institution and Sub Registrar

office sent on 26.04.2017 .

Written representation received from Government of Telangana, Registration and Stamp

Department stating as follows:

".....in obedience to the subiect and reference cited above' I submit that I

am to state that the Land Document sent by you in the Name of Little Flower

Educational Development Soclety ls hereby verified that the Document is tallied

with the scanned Document is C C A (Central Card Archives)

Hence, it is informed."

The SRC in its 3391h meeting held on 22"d & 23'd May, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as underi

'1. Even as the complaint about submission of a bogus title deed was in

progress, the applicant applied for permission to shift

2.1 By mistake, the title deed (pertaining to the new site) submitted by the

applicant was sent to the sub-Regrstrar for verification.

2.2 The verification report given by the sub-Registrar is, therefore, not of

much to us.

3. Send the title deed submitted by them, in the SRCAPP92 case, to the

Sub-Registrar for verification

4.1 We can consider this case further only after recetving the Sub-

Registrar's reply.

4.2 ln the meanwhile, keep in abeyance their request for shifting.

As per decision of sRC, land document was sent to the sub Registrar for verification on

30.05.2017.

As per 336th SRC decision inspection of the institution was generated through online on

02.O5.2017 and the same was fixed between 12.05.2017 to 01.06.2017 lnspection of th

institution was conducted on 23'd & 24tn May,2017 and VT report along with documents

and CD received on 26.05.2017 .

Now, written representation received from the Sub Registrar, Kothagudem on 03.1 1 .2017

and statin as under

n-+ a^\
(5. Sathyam) {

Chairman
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" . ....1 submit that the land document sent by you in the name of Holy Path
College of Education, is hereby verified that the document is ta ied with the
scanned documents in C.C.A and found genuine.

Hence. it is certified."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. This is a shifting case.

2. There was a complaint that the land document relating to the original site
was fake. The Sub Registrar has confirmed the genuineness of the
document.

3. Title is clear. Land area is adequate.
4. EC & LUC are in order. But, only photocopies have been given. Obtain

originals.
5. BP and BCC are in order. Built up area is adequate. But, only photo copy is

given for BCC. Obtain original.
6. FDRS are short by Rs.4lakhs more.
7. Faculty list is not in order. Photographs of the faculty are not affixed. We

need the Faculty list in original.
8. Issue SCN accordingly.

SV D.Ed College Khasara/Plot No.'l'17lU,Rajive Raha Street, Thimmareddy Palty
Village & Post, Kondapak Taluk, Medak District, Pin-502103, Andhra Pradesh

SV Educational Society, Plot No.9-3-140/1, Medak Road,Siddipet Village & Post,
Kondapak Taluk, Medak District, Pin-5021O3,Andhra pradesh has applied for grant of
recognition to SV D.Ed College Khasara/Plot No.117lU,Rajive Raha Street,
Thimmareddy Pally Village & Post, Kondapak Taluk, Medak District, Pin-502103, Andhra
Pradesh for offering D.El.Ed course for two years duration to the Southern Regional
Committee, NCTE through online on 29.O9.2011. The institution has submitted the hard
copy of the application on 04.10.2011.

The recognition was granted to the institution on 04.09.2012 with an annual intake of 50
students from the academic session 2012-2013.

Now the institution has submitted its written representation on 23.12.2015 along with
some relevant documents and stated as follows:

"....with reference to the subject cited above, I am here with submitting
application for Shifting of premises along with necessary documents. Kindly accept and
process my application."

The re nition was ranted to S V D.Ed Coll e, Khasara/Plot No. 117iU Ra iv Raha

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman
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Street, Thimmareddy Pally Village & Post, Kondapak Taluk, I\iledak District - 5021 03,

Andhra Pradesh. Now, the institution has shifting its premises to Thimmareddy
pally(v), Kondapak(m),t\/edak District, Telangana

On 08.02.2016 a letter is received from the Director of School Education Government of
Telangana Hyderabad vide letter No. Rc. No99/A/TE/TSCERT/2014 dated 06.02.2016
regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of private D.El Ed /
B.Ed colleges in the State of Telangana and decided to forwarded the following list of 76

colleges including SV D.Ed College, Khasara/Plot No.1 17lU, Rajiv Raha Street,
Thimmareddy Pally Village and Post, Kondapak Taluk, Medak District -502'1 03,

Telangana to SRC, NCTE for taking further necessary action under section 17 of the

Act.

Deficiencies Observed

35 (Existing) (Annexure 1A)

02 New Annexure 1B)

04 (Annexure ll )

16 (Annexure lll)

Submission of fake NOCs 15 Annexure tv)

Not possessing land in the name of the 04 (Annexure V)

socre /lnstitution

The matterwas placed before SRC in its 302'd lvleeting held on 09th-11th February,2016

considered the letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana State

and it has decided thal "What with the ld March 16 time-limit pressure on us, it is not
posslb/e to go into these complaints at this time. Process and put up after March 16".

Again as per the decision of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 309rh

Meeting held on 12th-141h April, 2016 and the committee considered in respect of (76

colleges) regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show cause
notice for the following to SV D.Ed College, Khasara/Plot No.'l 17lU, Rajiv Raha Street,
Thimmareddy Pally Village and Post, Kondapak Taluk, t\/edak District -5021 03,

Telangana.

Submitted fake land document (Sale deed 589912011 of SRO: Siddipet) with the
inspection report.

1,77

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on '13.05.2016.

The institution submitted its reply to the show cause notice on 09.06.2016.

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on OSth - 09rh August, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under:

(S. Sathya m )

Cha irma n

o

o

Y

Number of colleges

l
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1. ln 37 cases, the Director of School Education, Telangana, had commented
adversely on the genuiness of the land documents furnished.
2. Based on that report, Show Cause Notices were issued to all the 37
applicants.
3. Replies to the Show Cause Notice have been received from 26 out of the 37

cases. These replies may be sent to the Director of School Education;
Telangana, for their comments about the validity//genuineness of the land

documents and their admissibility in these cases of the Teacher Education
I nstitutions concerned.
4. ln the remaining 11 cases, for failure to respond to the Show Cause Notice,
action may be taken to withdraw recognition.
5. ln those cases in which the applicants had forged the documents to make
them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only unregistered,
a reference should also be made to the Registration Office concerned for
considering criminal action against the erring institutions.

Copy for information to the affiliating body -the SCERT, Govt. of Telengana

Accordingly, a letter to the Director, SCERT was sent on 07.09.2016.

The institution submitted its written representation on 30.03.2017.

The SRC in its 336th meeting held on 1gth & 20th April, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under;

11

12

13

The complaint from SCERT(TS) was that they had given bogus

fake documents. Let us not wait for SCERT response, they may or
may not agree to spend more time on this case.

We have also to write to the Sub-Registrar concerned to get their
advice on the genuineness of the document.
lf the document is fake, then, Sub-Registrar may consider criminal

action against the applicant.
Collect full fee and cause inspection for shifting.
Cause VT inspection for shifting D.El.Ed.
Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

2

3

4

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letters were issued to the institution and the Sub

Registrar, Sangareddy on 26.04.2017 .

lnspection of the institution was generated through online on 23.05.2017 and inspection

was fixed between 06.03.2017 and 23.06.2016. lnspection of the institution was

conducted on 16.06.2017 and VT report along with documents and CD received on

21.06.2017

in the land document was forwarded for verification and nuineness to the Sub

L78

Lt-
Sathyam)

Chairman

(

D

o

,

.(



47th Meeti
16lt & 77th November, 2017

Now, the written representation submitted from the Sub Registrar, Registration and

Stamps Department on 11.10.2017 and stating as under;

".....1 have verified the Registered Document No. 5899/2011 in favour of
SV Educational Soclety, as per office record concerned verified through CARD it
is a genuine document which is enclosed to the letter referenced above.

This is submitted for kind information sir."

The institution submitted its written representation on 13.10.2017 and stating as under,

Hence, I request you kindly to go through our submission of reply to the
SCN and do favourable justice as early as poss/b/e, as we have lost past three
academic sessions for not having renewal of affiliation."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. This is a shifting case.

2. There was a complaint that the land document relating to the original site
was fake. The Sub Registrar has confirmed the genuineness of the
document.

3. Title is clear. Land area is adequate,
4. Affidavit (esp. for coming under 2014 Regulations) is not given.

5. LUC is in photocopy. Original is required. LUC shows Sy.nos without the
sub-division details.

6. EC is in order. But, only photocopy is given. Original is required.
7. BP is in order. Built up area is adequate. But, it is only in photocopy.

Obtain original BP.

8. BCC is in order. Built up area is adequate. But, it is only in photocopy.
Obtain the original.

9. FDRS are required in original, in ioint account, with a S-year validity
@Rs.7+5 lakhs per programme.

l0.Faculty list is not in order. Photographs of Faculty are required. Latest
approved Faculty list is required.

11. Issue SCN accordingly.

o

179
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Registrar, Sangareddy on 06.O7.2017 .

".....1 am to state that we have been inspected in regard to the shifting of the
existing premises to the new one. Bu| we have not yet received any
communication from SRC, NCTE, Bangalore.

J+rr,-\
(S. Sathyam) |

Chairman i
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A.K. College of Teacher Education Muslim Minority lnstitution, Plot No. 121-A,
Sarlapalli Village, Thimmareddypalli Post and Town, Kondapak Taluka, Medak-
502372, Telangana

Ameeruddin Academy of General Technical and Professional Educational Society,
Giddalur, Prakasam Dist, Andhra Pradesh submitted an application to the Southern
Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to A.K. College of Teacher
Education [Muslim Minority lnstitution, Plot No. 121-A, Sarlapalli Viltage,
Thimmareddypalli Post and Town, Kondapak Taluka, Medak-502372, Telangana for
D.El.Ed Course on 27 .9.2010

The application was processed and the inspection of the institution was carried out on
30.3.201 1 . The SRC in its 204th meeting held on 27th and 28th April, 201 1 considered the
VT report and decided to serve show cause notice. Accordingly, show case notice was
issued to the institution on 2.6.2011. The jnstitution submitted reply vide dated
24.6.2011which was considered by SRC in its 208th meeting held on 13'h and 14th July,
2011 and it has decided to grant Letter of lntent.

Hence, LOI was granted to the institution on 20.7.2O11. The SRC in its 21Orh meeting
held on 22"" and 23'o considered the reply of the institution dated 11.8.2011 and it was
decided to serve notice. Accordingly, notice was issued to the institution on 28.10.2O11.
The reply received from the institution was placed before SRC in its 213'h meeting held
on 6th and 7th November, 201 1. The Committee decided to issue formal recognition.

Accordingly, formal recognition order was issued to the institution for conducting D.El.Ed
course of two years duration with an intake of 50 students from the academic session
2012-2013 vide order no FNo. SRC APP259/D ElEdlAPl2011-12132437 dated
18.11 .2011 .

Meantime, a fax letter has been received from the Advocate, Shri P. Vinayaka Swamy
on 1.12.2011 stated that "the writ petition no. 31426/2011 filed by A.K. College of
Teacher Education for D.El.Ed course is filed to declare the action of the respondent i.e.

SRC-NCIE Bangalore in issuing the recognition to the petitioner's institution for the
academic year 2012-13 instead of 2011-2012 as illegal and to consequently direct the
SRC-NCIE Bangalore to rectify the academic year of the petitioner institutions from
2012-13 to 201 1-12.ThematteriscameupbeforetheHon'bleCoufton29.11.2011and
the Hon'ble High Courl adjourned the matter to 5.12.201 1 for your instructions. Hence. I
request you to send the instructions/remarks in the above matters at the earliest".

As per Supreme Court judgement in civil appeal 1125-1128 dated 31 .1.2011 cut off
dates prescribed in the NCTE Act should be strictly adhered to.

NCTE-Hqrs. vide letter no. F.No 49-6/201 1/NCTE/N&S dated.11.8.2011 directed that
applications may be processed after 31'r July,2011 in Civil Appeal 1125-1128\. however
recognition in respect of such cases may be granted only for lhe academic session viz.
2012-13.
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As per NCTE letter no. 49 -6/201 '1INCTE/N&S dated 22.9.2011 supported by the Legal
Advice dated 23.7.2011 from NCTE Legal Counsel Sri Amitesh Kumar, it was directed
that it was not possible to grant relaxation for any category of cases or to exlend cut off
dates for granting final recognrtion for academic year 2011-12.

SRC-NCTE is bound by the NCTE Regulations, NCTE Act, Supreme Court Judgement
and by the directions issued by NCTE-Hqrs.
The same was intimated to the Advocate, Sri [/adhava Rao, Secunderabad on
7.12.2011with the request to send draft counter affidavit.
ln the meantime the institution has also requested to grant formal recognition from the
year 2O11-12 vide letter received on1.12.2011.
The SRC in its 215'h meeting held on 12rh - 13th December 201 1 , the committee
considered the matter and decided as "Noted the matter."

A letter from Hqr's received on 16.01 .12 regarding

"l am directed to fo\vard herewith a copy of the list of representations of the
teacher training institutions (Total-)8 Nos), for action shown in the list against
each reference and to furnish a reply directly to the concerned institutions, under
intimation to the headquafters, without any further delay."

Now, the institution has submitted its wntten representation on 23.12.2015 stating as
follows:

"With reference to the subject cited above, I am here with Submitting Application
for Shifting of Premises along with necessary documents. Kindly accept and
acknowledge the same."

The recognition was granted A.K. College of Teacher Education IVluslim IVlinority

lnstitution, Plot No. 121-A, Sarlapalli Village, Thimmareddypalli Post and Town,
Kondapak Taluka, Medak-502372, Telangana now the institution is shifting to
Th im m a reddv oa llv Villaqe, Kondapak Mandal
On 08.02.2016 a letter was received from the Director of School Education Government
of Telangana Hyderabad vide letter No. Rc. No99/A/TE/TSCERT/2014 dated 06.02.2016
regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of private D.El.Ed /
B.Ed colleges in the State of Telangana and decided to forward the list of 76 colleges
including A.K. College of Teacher Education Muslim Minority lnstitution, Plot No. 121-A,
Sarlapalli Village, Thimmareddypalli Post and Town, Kondapak Taluka, Medak-502372,
Telangana to SRC, NCTE for taking further necessary action under section '17 of the
Act.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302"d Meeting held on 09th-11th February, 2016
considered the letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana State

O
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and it has decided that "What with the 3'd March 16 time-limit pressure on us, it is not

posslb/e to go into these comptaints at this time. Process and put up after March 16".

Aoain as Der the dectston of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 3091h

M-eeting held on 12'h-14'h April, 2016 and the committee considered in respect of (76

cottegei) regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show cause

noticE for th; follo;ing to A.K. College of Teacher Education Muslim t\ilinority lnstitution,

Plot No. 121-A, Sarlapalli village, Thimmareddypalli Post and Town, Kondapak Taluka,

Medak-50237 2, Telangana.

Accordingly, as directed Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 13.05.2015

for Suomltilng fake land document (cift Settlement deed 3618/2009 of SRO: Siddipet)

with the inspection report.

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 13'05 2016'

The institution submitted its reply to the show cause notice on 09'06 2016'

The SRC in its 318rh meeting held on 081h - 09'h August, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under.

l.ln3Tcases,theDirectorofSchoolEducation,Telanganahadcommented
adversely on the genuiness of the Iand documents furnished'

2. Based on that repon, Show Cause Notices were issued to all the 37

applicants.
3. ieplies to the show cause Notice have been received from 26 out of the 37

cases'TheserepliesmaybesenttotheDirectorofSchoolEducation.
Telangana,fortheircommentsaboutthevalidity//genuinenessoftheland
docurients and their admissibility in these cases of the Teacher Education

lnstitutions concerned.

4.lntheremaining,llcases,forfailuretorespondtotheShowCauseNotice,
action may be taken to withdraw recognition'

5,lnthosecasesinwhichtheapplicantshadforgedthedocumentstomake
them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only

unregistered,areferenceshouldalsobemadetotheRegistrationoffice
concernedforconsideringcriminalactionagainsttheerringinstitutionS,

Copy for information to the affiliating body -the SCERT, Govt of Telengana'

Accordingly, a letter to the Director, SCERT was sent on 07 09 2016

The institution submitted its written representation on 30.03'2017'

The SRC in its 336th meeting held on 19th & 20th April, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under;

1 .4 The com laint from SCERT TS was that th had given bogus fake

A.^.t
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documents. Let us not wait for SCERT response, they may or may not
agree to spend more time on this case.

1.5 We have also to write to the Sub-Registrar concerned to get their advice on

the genuineness of the document.
1.6 lf the document is fake, then, Sub-Registrar may consider crrminal action

against the applicant.
2. Collect full fee and cause inspection for shifting.
3. Cause VT inspection for shifting D.El.Ed.
4. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the institution and to the Sub
Registrar office on 26.04.2017 .

lnspection of the institution was generated through online mode on 02.05.2017 and
inspection fixed between 12.05.2017 & 01 .06.2017. lnspection of the institution was
conducted on 13.05.2017 and VT report along with documents and original CD received
on 16.05.2017.

The SRC in its 342"d meeting held on 06rh & 07th July, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under;

1. Title is clear. Land area is adequate for D.El.Ed.('l unit).

2. LUC is in order. Only, Sy.No. shown is 1211A and NOT 121lA1 as shown
in the title deed.

3. EC - not given.

4. BP is in order. Built-up area shown is adequate.
5. BCC is in order. Built-up area (1500 sq.mts.) shown is adequate.
6. FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with a S-year validity@

7+5 lakhs per programme.
7. lssue SCN accordingly.
8. The Sub-Registrar has certified that the title deed in dispute is genuine.

Send a copy of this letter to the SCERT for information.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice and letter to the Director,
SCERT was sent on 13.07.2017.

The institution submitted its reply along with documents on 07.08.2017 and 13.10.2017
and stating as under;

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

1. This is a shifting case.

2. There was a complaint that the land document relating to the original site
was fake. The Sub Registrar has confirmed the genuineness of the
document.

(S. Sathyam)
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3. LUC is not in order. It is only a photocopy. Obtain the original' Also, sy no is

discrepant.
4. EG is in order.
5. BP is in photocopy. Built up area shown is adequate. Sy no shown in

1211A-'1. We need BP in original for sy no. 1211 B'1.
6. BCC is only a photocopy. Original is required. Sy no shown is 1211A.-1

where as the title deed is fot 12118-1.

7. FDRs given earlier for Rs. 8 lakhs have expired in validity in 2016 FDRs

hav to be revalidated for 5 years. FDRs for Rs 4 lakhs more are

required.
8. Latest approved faculty is required.
9. Faculty list does not have photographs.
10. lssue SCN accordingly

Dr. Zakir Hussain College of Elementary Educat ton, Plot No. 24-122, Ptasad Nagar

Street, lbrahimpatnam Village & Post, lbrahimpatnam Taluk, Krishna District-

521456,
Andhra Pradesh

The lndia Education Trust, Plot No. 24-122, Prasad Nagar Street, lbrahimpatnam

Village & Post, lbrahimpatnam Taluk, Krishna Distric!521456, Andhra Pradesh applied

for grant of recognition to Dr. Zakir Hussain College of Elementary Education, Plot No'

24-422, Prusad Nagar Street, lbrahimpatnam Village & Post, lbrahimpatnam Taluk,

Krishna District -521456, Andhra Pradesh for offering D.El Ed course for two years

duration for the academic yeat 2016-17 under Section 14115 ol the NCTE Act, 1993 to

the southern Regional committee, NCTE through online on 30.05.2015. The institutton

submitted the hard copy of the application on 15.06.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter was sent to State

Government for recommendation on 22.06.2015.

Sub-clause (2) of clause 7 of Regulations , 2014Ior processing of applications stipulates

as under:-

"(2) The application shall be summarily reiected under one or more of the following

circumstance-

(a) Faiture to furnish the apptication fee, as prescribed under rule 9 of the National

Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or l:efore the date oF submlssion

of online application;

(b) Failure to submit print out of the applications made online along with the land

documents as required under sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 5 within fifteen

days of the submisslon of the online application. "

Sab- ulation (4) of Regulation 5 reads as unde
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"While submitting the application online a copy of the registered land

document issued by the competent authority, indicating that the society

or institution applying for the programrne possesses land on the date of
application, shall be attached along with the application."

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the

application of the institution was found deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:-

. The institution has not submitted hard copy of application within 15 days of

online submission.
. The institution has submitted lease deed dated 1 1 .09.1990

. The hard copy of application is not duly signed by the applicant on every page,

as per Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014.

The SRC in its 291't meeting held on 2orh -21"rAugust, 2015 considered the matter and

decided to Summarily Reject the application as per 72(b) of Regulations 2014 on the

following ground.

The institution has not submitted hard copy of application withan 15 days of

online submission.

The institution has submitted lease deed dated 1 1 .09.1 990.

" . ..Appeal Committee noted that NCTE had issued instructions to all regional

Committee offices that 15.07.2015 sha be the last date for submission of hard

copy of application irrespective of the date of online application. Hard copy of the

application of appellant institution was received in the office of S. R. C on

15.06.2015 which is well within the time limit prescribed.

And Whereas, Appeal Committee fufiher noted that the appellant Trust i.e. lndia

Education Trust'had submitted copy of registered Lease deed in respect of land
measuring 24 acres and 45 cents located in village lbrahim Patnam, Krishna

District, Andhra Pradesh. The Lessor in this case is Government lnam Khazi and
the land belonged to AP Wakf Board, Hyderabad. The Wakf Board had agreed
to lease out the land vide their resolution no.73/73 dated 28/02n3 and
government of Andhra Pradesh had accorded permission as per their G.O
MS.no.429 servrces (Wakf) Department dated 25.03.75. Appeal Committee

noted that above facts have been narrated in the copy of registered Lease Deed.

the refusal order dated 20.10.2015 issued by SRC Bangalore on the two
grounds (i) submission of hard copy after 15 days of online application and (ii)

submisslon of lease deed dated 11.09.1990 ls nol suslamable. Appeal
Committee, therefore decided to remand back the case lo SRC I angalore for

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 20.10.201 5.

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE-

Hqis vide the appellate authority order F.No.89-183t2015 Appeal/1'r lvleeting-2o16

dated 25.02.2016 stating as under:
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fufther processing of the application.

AND WHEREAS, after perusal of the memorandum of appeal' affidavit'

documents availabte on records and considering the oral arguments advanced

duringthehearing,thecommitteeconcludedthattheappealdeservestobe
remahded to SRC for further processmg of the application'

NoWTHEREF)RE'theCouncilherebyremandsbackthecaseofDr.Zakir
Hussain Coltege of Etementary Education, lbrahimpatnam, Krishna' Andhra

Pradesh to the SRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above

The sRC in its 30gth meeting held on .12th - 14th April, 2016 considered the appeal

remand back case and decided as under:

. To be kept in abeyance till reply is received lot 14072

The institution submitted written representation along with documents on 02.05.2016

('tor 14072 & 3244)

The SRC in its 313th meeting held on O2nd & 03'd May, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under.

1. Cause inspection.

2. VT to collect all relevant documents

Accordingly,inspectionintimationwassenton03'08.2016'lnspectionoftheinstitution
*", 

"ond'r"t"d 
on 01 ..10.2016 and VT report along with documents and CD received on

07 10.2016.

The SRC in its 3281h meeting held on 31't January 2017 considered the W report along

with original files of the institution and decided as under:

1 . Title is clear.

2. LUC & EC are clear.

3. BP & BCC are clear.

4. The allied B.Ed. case (no14072) has been rejected'

D.El.Ed. course becomes a 'stand alone'course'

5 NOC from SCERT is there

6. lssue SCN for rejection on the'stand alone'character

ln other words. the

Accordingly,asperdecisionofSRC,aShowCauseNoticereplywasissuedtothe
institution on 10.02.2017. The institution has not submitted reply till date'

in" SnC in its 332'd meeting held on 28th Feb - 04th [tIarch, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1

2

3

No reply has been received to our SCN issued on 10 02'2017

Give time fl1 24.03.2017,
Put u in the meeti on 24 .03 .2O1 7

(S. Sathyam
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Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the institution on 08.03.2017

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24th lt/arch, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:
1 . Thet reply is satisfactory.
2. /ssue LOI for D.El.Ed (2 units).

3. FDR's @ 7+5 lakhs per unit are required.

Accordingly, Letter of intent was issued to the institution on 28.03.2017. The institution

subm itted written representation on 23.05.2017 .

The SRC in its 340'h meeting held on 08rh & Ogrh June, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under;

1. Their request for more time to give reply to LOI is accepted

2. Giver more time il|31.12.2017.

1. Faculty list given is in order. Only, photographs are not there in the list

approved by the Director. But, the Principal, DIET, has given a certified list

with photographs.

2. Service Certificate of Principal is not given.

3. Website address is not given.

4. lssue SCN accordingly

Bharathiyar College of Education, Plot No. 49/3,4A, Deviyakurichi Village & Post,

Attur Taluk, Salem District-636112, Tamil Nadu

Sri Sakthi Educational Trust, Plot No. 49/3, 4914 A' Chennai-Cuddalore Road,

Deviyakurichi village & Post, Attur Taluk, salem Distric!636112, Tamil Nadu applied for

grani of recognition to Bharathiyar College of Education, Plot No. 4913' 4A-

Deviyakurichi Vittage & post, Attur Taluk, Salem Distric!636112, Tamil Nadu for offering

A.R,B.Sc course for four years duration for the academic year 2016-17 under Section

14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee , NCTE through

online on 18.06.2015. The institution has submitted the hard copy of the appllcation on

29.06.2015

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognitron Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

(S. Sathya m )
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Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the institution on 1 5.06 2017

Now, the institution submitted LOI reply along with documents on 17 10.2017 and

stating as under;

The Committee considered the reply to the Letter of intent and decided as

under:-
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A letter was sent to State Government for recommendation on 06.07.2015

Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 20'14 under [/anner of making application

and time Imit strpulates as under.-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the

processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection

ceftificate lssued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the

apptication, it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the applicant

on every page, inctuding digital signature at appropriate place at the end of the

application.

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the

application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations,2014 as under:-

. NOC from affiliating body is not submitted along with application.

The matter was placed before SRC for in its 292^d meeting held on 29-30 Sept, 2015

and the committee considered the matter and decided to issue show Cause Notice.

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 21.10.2015.

Now, the institution has submitted written representation on 12-11-2015 and stating as

follows:

1. Reply not satisfactory.
2. Refuse and close the file

r'
&cay

(S. Sathyam) (

chairman

D

,

t:

" Ihls ls to bring to your kind consideration that we have applied for 4 years

integrated B.Ed Course on 18.06.201 5. Regarding this we have received the

Show Cause Notice FNo.SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP3490/B.A.B.Ed/TN/2016'
17n6780 Dated" 21.10.2015, to submit No Obiection Ceftificate (NOC) within 21

days from concerned university. For this purpose we have already sent

requisition tetter to Periyar University Salem to get No Obiection Cerlificate

(NOC). But university did not give us NO Obiection Ceftificate (NOC) Again we

have sent requisition letter for the same. After receiving NO Obiection Ceftificate

(NOC) from Periyar lJniversity we will submit NO Obiection Ceftificate (NOC) as

soon as posslb/e. Kindly give us time relaxation for submitting No Objectiotl

Certificate (NOC). Kindly do the needful."

The same was placed before SRC in its 294'h meeting held on 14'h to 16th November,

2015 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under;-
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As per the decision of SRC, a refusal order was issued to the institution on 2212.2015.

An office memorandum received on 08.02.2017 from NCTE-Hqrs vide F.No. 89-

819/2016-Appeal dated 02.02.2017 with the request to send the original file of

Bharathiyar College of Education, Salem.

Accordingly, letter was addressed to R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with

Original File/records on 14.02.2017.

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-819 t2O16 Appealll4rh meeting - 2017 daled

16.10.2017 was received by this office on 23.1O.2O17 and 31.10.2017 and the

committee concluded that:-

"AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that subm/ssion of NOC issued by

affiliating body along with application is a mandatory requirement under clause

5(3) read with clause 7(1) of the NCTE Regulations, 2014. As the appellant
institution has filed to submit NOC lssued by affiliating body even in response to

the SCN dated 21.10.2015, lhe lssue of impugned refusal order dated 22.12.2015

is justified. Moreover, appellant has preferred appeal at a much belated stage Le.

after 10 months of delay and has also not stated any reason for the delay.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee keeping in view the circumstances narrated in
para 3 above, decided to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 22.12.2015.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal. affidavit, documents

on records and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

conducted to confirm the impugned refusal order 22.12.201 5.

NOW THEREFORE. the Council hereb confirms the order aoDealed

aqainst."

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the matter.

DNC Manivannan College of Physical Education, Elagiri Village, Nallampalli Taluk,
Elagiri City, Dharmapuri District-636807,Tami I Nad u.

Sri Vijay Vidyalaya Educational lnstitutions, Elagiri Village, Nallampalli Taluk,

Elagiri City, Dharmapuri District-636807,Tamil Nadu applied for grant of recognition

to DNC l/anavannan College of Physical Education, Elagiri Village, Nallampalli Taluk.

Elagiri City, Dharmapuri District-636807, Tam il Nadu for offering B.P.Ed course of two

years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14115 ol the NCTE Act,

1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 27 .o5.2o16.The

institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 02.06.2016.

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on

04.O7.2016 followed by Reminder lon 01.10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.1 1 .2016. The
period of 90 days as per Regulations is over. Hence, lhe application was processed
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As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.P.Ed course in the State of

Tamilnadu.

The application was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the ap

same was placed before SRC in its 325th meeting held on '19rh to 20'h

and the Committee decided as under :-

plication and the
December, 2016

This will cover the

190

As per the decision of SRC, inspection of the institution was scheduled through online

mode during O8.O2.2O17 to 28.02.2017 .

lnspection of the institution was conducted on 24.02.2017 and W report (hard copy)

was received by this office on 28.02.2017 .

The SRC in its 332'd meeting held on 28th February to 3'd lrilarch, 2017 considered the

VT Report and decided as under.-

1. They have not given a duly approved Building plan.

2. They have also not given the NOC from the affiliating University. The Visiting

Team lnspection report says 'lt is under process'. But, the last date for its

submission is long over.

3. lssue SCN accordingly.

Before issuance of SCN, based on the website tnformation of the SRC decision the

institution has submitted a reply on O2.O3.2017 and 13.03.2017 (hard copy)

The reply was placed before SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24rh [\ilarch, 2017 and the

Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The BP is not approved by competent authority.

2. NOC is not given within the prescribed time-limit. We have no authority to relax

the time-limit.
3. Reject the application.
4. Return FDRs, if any.

5 Close the file.

1 . Title deed is there.
2. Land area is adequate, in 2 blocks of 2.86 acres each.

requirements of BPED (5 acres).

3. BP is not approved. Total built - up area is not shown.

4. BCC is approved. Built-up area is adequate.

5. LUC is in order.

6. EC is in order.
7. FDRs not paid.

8. Cause lnspection for BPED (1 unit).

9. Ask W to collect all relevant documents

fr_
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As per the decision of SRC, a Rejection order was issued to the institution on

12.04.2017.

An office l\ilemorandum received from NCTE Hq vide F.No.91-13th [/tg./2017-Appeal
dated 19.06.2017 with a request to send the original file of DNC lrlanivannan College of
Physical Education, Elagiri Village, Nallampalli Taluk, Elagiri City, Dharmapuri District-
636807,Tamil Nad u.

On 21.06.2017, a letter was addressed to the Sectron Officer, Shri.R.C Chopra, NCTE,

New Delhi. Forwarding (Original file) of records relating to DNC lilanivannan College of
Physical Education, Dharmapuri District Tamil Nadu.

The Appellate Authority vide No. F. No.89-316/E-2 56812017 Appeal/15'h Meeting-2O17

dated: 16.10.2017 received by this office on 23.10.2017 and 31 .10.2017 and stating as
under:-

" . ....... Appeal Committee noted that appellant submitted copy of building plan

approved by Town and Country Planning, Dharmapuri Region However, the appellant
has failed to submit NOC lssued by the aftiliating body on the pretext of political

unceftainty prevailing in the State of Tamil Nadu. Clause 5(3) read with clause 7(1) of
NCTE Regulation, 2014 provides for rejection of application which are not accompanied
with requisite documents such as NOC.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to confirm the impugned
refusal order dated 12.04.2017 issued by S.R.C., Bangalore

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against"

The Commiftee considered the appellate authority order and noted the matter.

Masha Allah Pragathi B.Sc.Ed College, Udayagiri Village, Bhagyanagar Colony
Street, Udayagiri Taluk & City, Nellore District-524226, Andhra Pradesh

Alllah Malik Minority Educational and Welfare Society, [i].V.Palle Village. Gandhi Nagai
Street, Gopavaram Taluk, Badvel City, Cuddapah District-S16227, Andhra Pradesh ha!
applied for grant of recognition to Masha Allah Pragathi B.Sc.Ed College, Udayagir]
Village, Bhagyanagar Colony Street, Udayagiri Taluk & City, Nellore District-524226
Andhra Pradesh for offering B.Sc.B.Ed.B.A.B.Ed integrated course for four years duratior]
for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to thq

Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30.06.2016.The institution hai
submitted the hard cgSy-9ilhe_epplpClq!' S! 11 e7 ?0 1 6

a
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AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit. documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to confirm the impuoned ref usal/reiection order dated 12.04.2017 issued bv
S.R.C.. Banqalore.
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As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on

08.09.20'16 followed by Reminder I on 26.10.2016 and Reminder ll on 23.11.2016. No

recommendation received from the State Government, the period of 90 days as per

Regulations is over. Hence, the application is processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.Sc.B.Ed B.A.B.Ed course in the

State of Andhra Pradesh.

The documents were processed and placed before the SRC in its 326th meeting held on

O4'h - Osth January, 2017.fFre Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1

2

4

5

6

7

B.Sc. B.Ed case. Allied D.El.Ed case to provide composite status.

NOC not given.

Title is clear. Land area 1.27 acres.
LUC is in order.

EC is in order.

BP is approved by competent authority. Built-up area shown is 3822 sq.mts.
BCC is in format. Approved by competent authority. Built-up area shown is

3537 sq.mts.
FDRs not given.

Fee paid in full.

Cause composite inspection of D.El.Ed. (1 unit) and B.Sc. B.Ed.(1 unit).

Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

8

9.
'10

11
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Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members through

online on 28.01 .2017. The VT was conducted on 26.02.2017 and the VT report along

with CD received on 02.03.2017.

The VT report was placed before SRC in its 332"d meeting held on 28rh February - 03'd

March. 2017 . The Committee considered the matter and decided as under;

'1. ln this case, the VT lnspection report has been received. lt was not

necessary to cause inspection in this case at all since no NOC (of the

affiliating body) has been given. The case should have been rejected at

initio as not maintainable.

2. Express regret for the inconvenience caused to all by the unnecessary VT

inspection.

3. Reject the application.

4. Return FDRs, if any.

5. The D.El.Ed. case, which is dependant on this course for 'composite -
support' should also be rejected for the 'stand-alone' reason.

(5. Sathya m)
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6. Return FDRS, if any.

7. Close the file.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC rejection order was sent to the institution on

13.04.2017.

An office memorandum has been received from NCTE Hqrs on 04.08.2017 through E-

mail with the request to send the original file of Masha Allah Pragathi B.Sc.Ed College.

A letter was addressed to R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Origlnal

Filehecords on 07 .08.2017 .

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-217 12017 Appealtlsrh meeting - 2017 daled

16.1O.2017 was received by this office on 31.1O.2017 and the committee concluded

that:-

". . .. . .Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution submitted online

application dated 30.06.2017 seeking recognition for conducting BNB.Ed/B.Sc.

B.Ed. programme. Appeal Committee fufther noted that appellant institution

submitted NOC dated 24.08.2016 issued by Vikrama Simhapuri University,

Nellore to SRC on 14.12.2016. lnspite of the NOC at a belated stage by the

affiliating body, the SRC declded to conduct inspection of the appellant

institution.sRC in its 332'd meeting hetd on 28th February - 03'd March, 2017

noted the discrepancy related to non submission of NOC lssued by affiliating

body on time and decided to refuse recognition. Appeal Committee noted that

appellant institution was not given any opportunity to make a written

repsentation on16.03.2017. Appellant has attributed the delay in getting N.O.C.

to the bifurcation of the state of Andhra Pradesh and change of jurisdiction

among various universities. Clause 5(3) read with Clause 7(1) of the NCTE

Regulations, 2014 provide for rejection of all such applications which are

incomplete on account of requisite documents not being attached with the

application. Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to confirm the impugned

rejection order dated 13.04.2017 issued by S.R.C., Bangalore.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,

documents on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal

Committee concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 13.04.2017

issued by S.R.C., Bangalore.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed

against."

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the matter.

(5. Sathya m )
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Vaishnavi College of Elementary Education, Khasara
5416A11, Narsapur Village and Post, Narsapur Taluk,
Andhra Pradesh

No.79/25A, Plot No.19-
Medak District-s02313,

Dr. YSR Memorial Educational Society, Plot No.1 3-1 10, [/ain Road, Toopran Vallage &

Post, Gajwel Taluk, Ivledak District-502334, Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of

recognition to Vaishnavi College of Elementary Education, Khasara No.79l25A, Plot

No.19-54/6tu 1 , Narsapur Village and Post, Narsapur Taluk, tvledak District-so231 3.

Andhra Pradesh for D.Ed Course of two years duration under Section 14(1) of the NCTE

Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE online on 01 .10.201 1 and
physical application has been received in the office of SRC on 03.10.201'1.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 220rh Meeting held on 3oth & 3'1"1 IVlarch,

2012 considered the reply of the institution submitted vide letter daled 29.02.2012 and

all the relevant documentary evidences and decided to serve Show cause Notice under

Section '14(1 
) of NCTE Act.

Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 27.04.2012. The institution submitted

written representation on 21 .05.2012.

The SRC in its 223'd meeting held on 29th - 31"r lrilay, 2012 considered the reply of the

institution, received on 21.05.2012, i.e., after 24 (Twenty Four) days from the date of

issue of show cause notice dated 27.04.2012 and with reference to the totality of

information collected & based on a collective application of mind, the Committee
decided as per NCTE Regulations 2009, to reject the application of the institution for
recognition of D.Ed course.

Rejection order was issued to the institution vide no. F. No.SRCAPPl665/D. Ed lAP12011-

1 21 43205 daled 27 .06.201 2.

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE-
Hqrs and the appellate authority in its order No. F. No.89-47512012 Appeallgth lvleeting-

2012 daled 10.1O.2012 stated that "...the council concluded that there was adequate
ground to accept the appeal and remand the case to the SRC for consideration of show
cause notice reply and for taking further decision thereaftef'.

ln pursuant to the appellate authority order, the reply to the show cause notice was
placed in 235th Meeting held on 21'\ - 22nd November, 2012 and the Committee

considered the reply of the institution and all other relevant documents and decided to
cause inspection under section 14 (1) of NCTE Act, to examine whether the institution

fulfils all the requirements as per the norms, for the proposed programme, subject to the

condition that the deficiencies, if an were du ly rectified by the institution, as r thepe
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The application was scrutinized and a copy of the application was sent to the State

Government for recommendation on 18.10.2011 & 09.12.2011 (Reminder). A deficiency

letter was issued to the institution on 29.12.2011. The institution replied to the deficiency

letter on 29.02.2012.
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norms

lnspection of the institution was fixed between 1 Orh - 1 3th December, 2012lhe same was

intimated to the institution on30.11.2012 and inspection of the institution was conducted

on 11.12.2012

The SRC in its 237th meeting held on 05th- 061h January 2013 considered the V.T report

and the original file of the institution and decided to issue Letter of lntent for grant of

recognition to D.Ed course of two years duration with an annual intake of 50 (Fifty only)

for the academic session 2013-14 subject to the appointment of qualified staff through

duly constituted selectron committee as per the Norms of NCTE/State

Government/Affiliating University and be given effect before the commencement of the

academic session.

LOI was issued to the institution on 28.O1.2013. The institution submitted its written

representation on 01 .04.2013.

The institution submitted reply to Letter of lntent after the stipulated time of two months

from the date of issue of the LOl. Letter of intent was issued to the institution on

28.01 .2013. LOI reply from the institution was received on 26.03.2013

The Southern Regional Committee in its 243'd lvleeting held on 29th - 3O'h April, 2013

considered the reply submitted to Letter of lntent after stipulated period of two months &

non submission of approved staff list from the date of issue of LOI and with reference to

the totality of information collected & based on a collective application of mind, the

Committee decided as per NCTE Regulations 2009, to reject the application of the

institution for recognrtion of D.Ed course & to withdraw LOI issued to the institution.

The withdrawal order of LOI was issued to the institution vide No. F. No.SRCAPP1665/

D.Ed/ AP/20'13-14151919 dated 29 05.2013

As per the directron of the SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in rts 249th l\/eeting

held on 24th - 26rh July, 2013 and the Committee decided that the cases of Lol-Reply
after 03.03.2013 will go for academic yeat 2014-15. This case also would fall in that

category since they had time till 28.03.2013. We have given time till Dec-201 3 in all

such cases. Accordingly, in this case the order dated 29.05.2013 is reviewed and time is
given till Dec-2013 to rectify the deficiencies in the staff list. Accordingly, a letter was

issued to the institution on 13.09.201 3.

Aggrieved by the withdrawal of letter of intent of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal

to 
-NCte-Hqrs 

vide order No.F.No.89-483 t2)l3lAppealtlsth Meeting/2013 dated

12.11.2013 stating that "...the council concluded that the appeal deserves lo be

remanded to SRC with a direction to examine the approved staff /lst and take a fresh

decision. The appellant is also directed to forward all the requisite documents to the

SRC immediately.

(S. Sathyam )
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NOW THEREFORE, the council hereby remands back the case of Vaishnavi
College of Elementary Education, Medak, Andhra pradesh to lhe SRC, NCIE
for necessary action as indicated above".

The Southern Regional Committee in its 256th Meeting held on 04th - 06th December,
2013 considered the appellate authority order dated 12.11.2013 and decided to process
the LOI Reply and put up in 257th Meetrng.

As per the decisron of SRC the application was processed and placed before sRC in its
258th meeting held on 03'd - 05'h january, 2014 and the Committee considered the LOI
reply and decided lhal "cleared for issue of Format Recognition w.e.f 2014-15. Obtain
original FDRs and /ssue Formal Recognition".

196

Formal Recognition order was issued to the institution on 22.01 .2014 wilh annual intake
of 50 students.

On 08.02.20'16, a letter was received from the Director of School Education,
Government of Telangana Hyderabad vide No. Rc. Nog9/A/TE/TSCERT t2014 dated
06.02-2016 regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of private
D.El.Ed / B.Ed colleges in the State of Telangana and decided to forward the list of 76
colleges including Vaishnavi college of Elementary Education, Khasara No.79/25A, plot
No. l9-5416A/'1, Narsapur Village and Post, Narsapur Taluk, Medak District5O2313,
Andhra Pradesh to sRc, NCTE for taking further necessary action under section 17 of
the Act.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302"d t\/eeting held on Ogth-1 1rn February,
20'16. The committee considered the letter received from ihe Director school Education
Department, Telangana State and decided that "What with the 3d March 16 time-timit
pressure on us, it is nof possib/e to go into these complaints af thls time. process and
put up after March 16".

As per the decision of SRC, the matter was again placed before SRC in jts 309'h
Ivleeting held on 12'h-141h April, 2016 and the committee decided to issue show cause
notice to the institution on the following grounds:

. Submitted fake land document (Gift Set ement Deed j600/2014 of SRO.
Narsapur) with the inspection report.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, Show Cause Notlce was issued to the
institution on 13.05.20'16. The institution has not submitted reply to the show cause
Notice.

The SRC in its 318'h meeting held on O8rh -091h August, 2016 considered the Non-
Submission of SCN reply and decided as under:

1. ln 37 cases, the Director of School Educatron ,TE na. had commented

(S. Sathya m )

Chairman
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adversely on the genuiness of the land documents furnished.

2. Based on that report, Show Cause Notices were issued to all the 37

appIcants.

3. Replies to the Show Cause Notice have been received from 26 out of the

37 cases. These replies may be sent to the Director of School Education;

Telangana, for their comments about the validity//genuineness of the land

documents and their admissibility in these cases of the Teacher Education

I nstitutions concerned.

4. ln the remaining 11 cases, for failure to respond to the Show Cause Notice,

action may be taken to withdraw recognition.

5. ln those cases in which the applicants had forged the documents to make

them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only

unregistered, a reference should also be made to the Registration Office

concerned for considering criminal action against the erring institutions.

Copy for information to the affiliating body-the SCERT, Govt of Telengana

As per the decision of SRC, a letter to the Director, SCERT conveying the decision sent

on 26.09.2016.

An office memorandum was received from the NCTE-Hqrs on 04.03.2017 with the

request to send the original file of Vaishnavi college of Elementary Education.

A letter was addressed to R.C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Original

File/records on 1 0.03.2017 .

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-844/2016 Appeal/1Sth meeting - 2017 dated

16.10.2017 was received by this office on 31.10.2017 and stated as under:-

".....The Committee noted that the appellant in their appeal memorandum

has himself admitted that the building owner has submitted fake land

registration documents. Since the appellant has not submitted any specific

reply to the Show Cause Notice regarding submission of fake land document

and has now admitted that fake land registration documents were submitted,

the Committee concluded that the SRC was justified in withdrawing

recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the SRC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after rusal of the memorandum of affidavit
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Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, Withdrawal Order was issued to the institution

on 25.10.2016.
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the documents available on records and considering the oral argumenls
advanced during the hea ring, the Committee concluded that the SRC was
iustified in refusinq recoonition and therefore , the appeal deserved to be
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reiected and the order of the SRC is confirmed

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed
against."

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the matter.

Diploma in Pre-School Education, Tekulapalli Village, Khammam Urban Taluk,
Khammam City & District-5O7002, Telangana.

The applications received for the academic session 2017-18 are to be processed online.

The five institutions below have submitted applications online, but hard copy has been
received as shown against them:

Course Name & Address of
the institutions

Remarks

o

District lnstitute of
Education and
Training, Adilabad
Village, NTR Chowk,

Adilabad Taluk, City
& Distric!504001,
Telangana
Govt. DIET
Khammam Village,
Tekulapalli Street,
Khammam Urban
Taluk, Khammam
District.507002.
Tela n ana

Hard copy
received on
18 07.2016

Hard copy
received on
1 1 .08.2016
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st.
No

Applicatio
n lD

Application
Code

1 1366

02

SRCAPP2Ol6
30204
D.P.S,E
Diploma rn

Pre-School
Education,
Khammam,
Telangana

11468

SRCAPP2Ol6
30175

SRCAPP2Ol6
30204

D,P,S,E

D,P.S
E

J

Diploma in Pre-School Education (D.P.S.E), Tekulapalli Village, Khammam Urban
Taluk, Khammam City & District-507002, Telangana applied for grant of recognition to
GOW, DIET, Khammam Village, Tekulapalli Street, Khammam Urban Taluk,
Khammam City & District-507002, Telangana, for offering D.P.S.E course of two years
duratron for the academic session 2017-18 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act. 1993
to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30.06.20'16. The
institution had submitted hard copy of the application on 11 08 2016

NCTE vide Public Notice invited applications for different Teacher Education
Programmes for the academic session 2017-18. A copy of the Public Notice is annexed
to the agenda note.

{

01
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8364

SRCAPP2Ol6
30221

SRCAPP2Ol6
30225

BA.BE
dt
B.Sc.B.
Ed

DEIEd

Sri Gowthami
lntegrated B.Ed

College

,Yerragondapalem
Village, Vinukonda
Road,

Yerragondapalem
Taluk and Town
Prakasam District -

523327,Andhra
Pradesh

AES College of

Education,
Peddamanagalaram
Village & City,

Rangareddy District-
501504, Tela ana

SRCAPP2Ol6
3021 9

1 0955
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Sathyasai B.Ed

College, Paruthipet
Village, Avadi Town,

No.7, Rajaji Street,

Poonamallee Taluk,

Paruthipet City,

Thiruvallur District-
600071, Tamilnadu

Hard copy
received on

12 08.2016

Hard copy
received on

16 07.2016

Hard copy
received
without
application
code on
05.07.2016.
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MEd

Hard copy
received with
application
code on

25 07.2016

Clause 7 (2) of NCTE Regulations 2014, provides as under.

"(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or more of the following

circumstances.

a) Failure to furnish the application fee, as prescribed under rule 9 of the
National Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or before the date of

submission of online application.
b) Failure to submit print out of the applications made online along with the

land documents as required under sub-Regulation (4) of Regulation 5 withrn

fifteen days of the submission of the online application."

NCTE vide letter No.F.49-4l2014INCTE/N&S dated. 22.08.2016 has clarified that hard

copy of applications received up to 1sth July, 2016 shall be acceptable irrespective of

the date of online submission of a ication

(S. Sathyam,

Chairman

I
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The SRC in its 322"d meeting held on 20th - 21"rOctober, 2016, considered the matter

and decided as under

"All the 5 cases in which hard-copies were received after the last date are

summarily rejected."

Accordingly, Rejection order was issued to the institution through online on 21 10.2016

An office memorandum was received from NCTE- Hqrs on 04.03.2017 with the request

to send the original record Diploma in Pre School Education, Khammam District

enclosed with brief of the case.

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with

Original File/records on 10.03.20'17.

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-84312O16 Appealll5rh meeting - 2017 daled
16.1O.2017 was received by this office on 31.10.2017 and the committee concluded

that:-

' . ...The Committee noted from the file of lhe SRC that the appellant sent the

hard copies of their on-line application dt. 30.06.2016 to the Chairperson, NCTE, New

Delhi with their letter dt. 12.07.2016. The NCTE, who received this letter on 26.07.2017
forwarded the original hard copy, inadveftently sent to them, fo fhe SRC with their letter

dL 0A05.08.2016. This letter was received /, the SRC on 11.08.2016. The file of the

SRC a/so contains the letter of principal, DIET, Khammam dt. 12.07.2016 (but signed
with the date 03.08.2016) with which hard copies of the application were senl. fhls
letter was also received in the SRC on 1 1 .08.2016. The appellant in their letter dt.

25.03.2017 admitted their mistake in wrongly posting the copy to the NCTE New Delhi

instead of posting fo SRC, Bangalore.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the appellant has not presented

himself on 23.08.2017 with postal track record of dispatch and receipt of their letters dt.

12.07.2016 sent to the NCTE, New Delhi and SRC. Bangalore. ln the absence of this
information, it cannot be verified whether their letter dt. 12.07.2016 was sub'mitted
/dispatched before the extended date of 15.07.2016. ln these circumstances, the

Committee concluded fhat the SRC was justified in summarily rejecting the appellant's
application and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the SRC

confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded that the SRC was justified in refusing recognition

and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of ihe SRC ts
confirmed.
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NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against."

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the matter.

Sri Sai College of Physical Education, PloUKhasara No. 504/'15, 604/16, Street
No.Vinjamur, Vinjamur Village and Post Office, Vanjamur Taluk and Town/City,
Nellore District-524228, Andhra Pradesh.

Sri Sai Educational Society, Plot No.1-148A, Main Road, Enimerla Village and Post

Office, Pamur l\Iandal Taluk Pamur Town/City, Prakasam Districl523108, Andhra

Pradesh applied for grant of recognition to Sri Sai College of Physical Educatron,

Plot/Khasara No. 604/15, 604/16, Street No.Vinjamur, Vinjamur Village and Post Office,

Vanjamur Taluk and Town/City, Nellore Drstrict-524228, Andhra Pradesh for M.P.Ed

course of two years duration under section 14l15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern
Regional Committee, NCTE online on 28.05.2015. The institution submitted hard copy

of the application on 03.06.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition norms and Procedures)

Regulations 2014 notified by NCTE on28.11.2014.

Sub clause 3 of clause 5 of the Regulations 2014 read as under:-

The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the processing

fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection certificate
issued by the concerned affiliating body.

The SRC, in its 291"1 meeting held during 20th & 21"1 August, 201 5 considered the

matter and on careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other related

documents, the Regional Committee decided to issue Show Cause Notice for'Reiection'
of the application on the following ground:

'Non-Submission of NOC issued by the affiliating body along with hard copy
of the application'.

As per decision of SRC a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on

24.10.2015.

On, 16.1 1 .2015 a letter dated 13.11 .2015 is received by this office from the Secretary &

Correspondent, Sri Sai College of Physical Education, Viniamur, SPSR Nellore Distrit,
Andhra Pradesh

The SRC in its 295th meeting held during 28th & 30th November, 2015 considered the
matter, documents submitted by the institution and decided as under:

NOC is iven. But, it is dated after 15 J uly 2015. This is violative of the

201
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instruction issued by NCTE. Relect

As per the decision of SRC a rejection order was issued to the institution vide no

F.No SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP2534 IM.P.EdlAP2016-17179244 dated 06 0'1 2016

ln the mean time, the SRC in its 300th meeting held during 29rh - 31'r January 2016,
decrded as under:-

"ln the backdrop of representations received from applicant- institutions about
inappropriateness of the requirement to submit NOC from the Affiliating Body,

the Committee considered the request for reconsideration of all cases rejected
on this ground. ln this connection, all related legal and other implacatrons as well
as the irreparable difficulties caused to applicant-institutions were considered.
The Committee also reckoned with the possible scope for vexatious litigations
likely to arise on this account. Keeping in mind the over-all public interest, the
Committee revised its earlier stand to reject all cases of non-submission or
delayed submission of NOCs and decided to reopen and process all such
rejected cases by accepting NOCs even now irrespective of their dates of issue."

The SRC in its 303'd meeting held durning 15rh February, 2015 considered the matter.
and decided as under .-

1. Contiguity with existing B.P.Ed.
2. Cause Composite Inspection.
3. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents

As per the decision of SRC, a Composite inspection was conducted on 23.02.2016 and
Visiting Team report was received by this office on 24.02.2016.

The SRC in its 305th meeting held during 25rh to 26th February, 2016 considered the W
report and decided as under.-

1. lssue LOI for M.P.Ed (1 Unit)
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal

Recognition w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible

As per the decision of SRC, LOI was issued to the institution on 26.02.2016. The

institution has submitted a reply to LOI on 03.03.2016.

The SRC in its 306th meeting held during O1'r to 04rh March, 2016 considered the LOI
reply and decided as under.-

lssue Formal Recognition for M.P.Ed (1 unit) w.e.f 2016-17
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As per the decision of SRC, a formal recognition and letter was issue to the institution

on 25.04.2016

On 29.04.2016 a letter was received by this office from the Secretary & Correspondent,

Sri Sai Educational Society, Rampur, Prakasam District, Andhra Pradesh is as under:-

'Kindly refer to your Letter of lntent letter cited above in this regard kindly

consider the following requisites and the enclosed documents in proof of the

same for additional intake under regulations 2014 and take favourable orders.

We are construction three floor new building with 2512.8 sq.mtrs. already
existing building 2787.63 sq.mtrs. Total plinth area 5300.53. We have provide

allfacilities.

lf new building not accepted we are ready to reduce existing B.P.Ed course 1

unit i.e.50 seafs.

The following documents are submitted-

1. Letter of intent.

2. B.P.Ed course permission order i.e. LOI and Formal Recognition.

3. Sketch plan of the new and existing building approved by competent
authority.

4. New and existing building photos.

5. Building completion ceftificate.

ln view of the above the NCTE, SRC may kindly considered and give the additional
intake 1 unit for 40 seafs for M.P.Ed course."

On 02.05.2016 a letter was received by this office from the Secretary & Correspondent,
Sri Sai Educational Society, Rampur, Prakasam District, Andhra Pradesh regarding
submission of reply to the letter dated 25.04.2016.

The SRC in its 313th meeting held during O2nd & 03'd May,2016 considered the matter
and decided as under:-

1 . Cause lnspection of the additional built up area in reference the 2nd unit
2. Collect inspection fee before causing inspection
3. This case can be considered only for 2017-18.

The VT report along with documents and CD received on 26.08.2016.

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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decided as under.
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meeting held on 3l January, 2017 considered the VT report and

'l . Ti e is clear.
2. LUCIEC are in order.
3. BP is given.
4. BCC is in order.. quJft_up area is adequate for B.p.Ed.(1 unit), M.p.Ed.( 1

unit) and M.p.Ed.-A.t.(.1 unit).
5. FDRs given.
6. lssue LOt for M.p.Ed.-AI(1 unit).

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC LOI was sent on 02.02.2017

The institution submitted Lor repry arong with rerevant documents received on
21.02.2017 .

Ih". Plc in its 331"1 meeting herd on 22"d February, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under:

1 . Staff list as per Regulations.
2. lssue Formal Recognition for M.p.Ed - 1 unit w.e.f 2017_18

Note
ln LOI reply course mentioned has M.p.Ed instead of IM.p.Ed_Al. After 331"1 meeting

the original file was found.

I!"^I:ltyliol is running B.p Ed (SRCApp2087) course granted recognrtion on
31.05.2015. Photocopy FDR,s submitted for M.p.Ed_Al cJurse betongi to B.p.Ed
course.

The lnstitution has not submitted original FDR,S.

The sRC.in.its 332nd meeting held on 2g'h Feb - 03'd march, zo17 considered the matter
and decided as under.

1. They have wrongly mentioned tvl.p.Ed. in place of IM.p.Ed._A.l lgnore the
change. Stick to M.p.Ed.-A.1.

2. But, their'change' of FDRs cannot be ignored. They have presented
photocopies of the FDRs used by them in iheir B.Ed. case.

3. ln the light of this misrepresentation, we wi not consider this case for
issue of FR for tV.p.Ed.-A.1.(1 unit).

4. Reject the application.
5. Return FDRs, if any.
6. Close the file.

A-ccordingly as per decision of sRC rejection retter was sent to the institution on
06.04.2017.
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An office Memorandum received from NCTE Hqrs through email on 04.08.2017 with the

request is send the original file of Sri Sai College of Physical Education'

A letter was addressed to R. C. Chopra Section officer NCTE Hqrs along with original

File/records on 07 .O8.2O17

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-410/E-5152t2O17 Appeal/15th meeting - 2017 dated

16.10.2017 was received by this office on 31 .10.2017 and the commlttee concluded

that:-

" . . .. ... . ..AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution

submitted compliance report da]r'td 21 .02.2017 to sRC considered the compliance

submitted by appellant institution and decided in its 332-d Meeting to reiect the request

for grant of'add;tionat intake on the ground that photocopies of the FDR5 submitted by

the-institution were the same as furnished by the institution in their B.Ed. case.

AND WHEREAS the impugned tetter dated 06 04'2017 in its opening para

mentions that request for additionat intake in M.P.Ed. was without any applicatiort.

Ctause S(1) of N:CTE Regulations, 201 4 prescribe that an institution eligible under

regulation i, desirous of running a teacher e1lucation programme my apply to concerned

Rigional iommittee for recognition in the prescribed application from alongwith

priessing fee and requisite documents. Appeal Committee is of the view that once an
'applicailo; 

cutminates into grant of recognition, ,1 ceases to be an application for grant

of additionat unit and the applicant should have apptied afresh as and when application

are invited by the NCTE.
AitD WHEREAS Keeping in view that the request for grant of additional unit

ofM-P'EdprogrammemadebyappetlantWasnotValidasperNCTERegulation,20l.4,
Appeal Comiittee decided to confirm the decision, which was not in the form of a

foimal rejection order, conveyed to Srl Sal Coltege of Physical Education, Nellore.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit. documents ort

record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing Appeal committee concluded

to confirm.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed

against."

The committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the matter.

Sri Vidya College of Education, 9

Village, Virudhunagar Taluk & Distric
2, Alagapuri Road, Kumaralingapuram
6005,Tamil Nadu.

2t1B
t-52
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Sri. Vidya Educational & Charitable Trust, P. Kumaralingapuram Vil|age, Sivakasi lvlain

Road, Virudhunag ar Taluk & District-626005,Tam il Nadu applied for grant of

recognition to Sri VidYa College of Education, 92118.2. Alagapuri Road' P

Kumaralin a uram Villa e, Virudhuna ga r Taluk & District-626005, Tami Nadu for

(5. Sathyam )

Chairma n
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offering B.Ed-Al course for two years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under

Section 14l'1 5 of the NCTE Act, 1 993 to the Southern Regional Committee. NCTE

through online on 31 .05.2016.The institution submitted the hard copy of the application

on 06 06.2016.

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on

14.06.2016 followed by Reminder I on 01.'10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11.2016. No

recommendation received from the State Govt. the period of 90 days as per Regulations

was over. Hence, the application was processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.Ed course in the State of

Tamilnadu.

The application was scrutinized through online along with hard copy of application and

documents and placed before the Southern Regional Committee in its 324th meeting

held during 7th to 8th December, 2016. The Committee considered the application of

the institution for the session 2017 -18 and observed as under:

All conditions have been fulfilled.
Built-up area available(4601 sq.mts.) is adequate for B.Ed.(1 unit)+B Ed -

A.l.(1 unit) + It/l.Ed (1 unit)+ D El.Ed.(1 unit)

But, NCTE(HQ) have clarified that, according to new Regulations. the

maximum intake permissible is only 2 units.

They already have B.Ed.( 2 units).

Therefore. Reject the application.
Return FDRs, if any

1

2

5

4

6
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1. Land document is in order.

2. Land area and built-up arca are adequate.

3. EC & LUC are in order.

4. BP is given.

5. BCC is given.

6. NOC from affiliating body is there.

7. Cause lnspection.

As per the decision of SRC inspection of the institution for B.Sc. B.Ed,B.A. B. Ed courses

were scheduled through online mode during 08.02.2017 lo 28.02.2017.

lnspection of the institution was conducted on 11.02.2017 and VT Report was received

by this office on 13.02.2017 by e-mail and in hard copy on 15.O2.2O17. The inspection

report of the institution is uploaded in online dash board on 16.02.2017

The SRC in its 331'tmeeting held on 22nd February,2017 considered the VT report, CD

and other documents of the institution and decided as under :-

N
+tr-z'i1^^*.
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On 27.02.2017 , the institution has submitted a representation stating as under.-

". . . I submit the following for your kind consideration for the grant of

permission for additional one unit (50 Nos ) of B.Ed course

The inspection by V.T.Members was taken up on 1 1 .02.2017 for the grant of

additional one unit of B. Ed course.

The particulars hosted in the website of NCTE about 331't meeting of SRC held

on 2)nd February, 2017 says, though our college fulfills all the conditions, as the

NCTE(HO) have clarified that according to New Regulations, the maximum

intake permissible is only 2 units and hence grant of one more unit of B Ed is

rejected.

Whereas Theni Kammavar College of Education, Theni ,Tamilnadu

SRCAPP2211 was granted permission for additional one more unit of B Ed

besides the existing 
-two 

units in the 329rh meeting of SRC held on 6rh and 7rh

February , 2017 .

I requesl vou to applv the same rd stick. ap ted to Theni Kammawar ColleQE

of Education Theni Tamilnadu is orantinq permtsston for an additional unit of

the existino two units our vid of Educationo ColleB.Ed beside
Vtudh aoar to qrant an additional one un it. Before the NCTE HO)(

207

classifications, /n ection was taken and recommended r additional unit

once again I request you take necessary steps to grant additional one unit of

B.Ed to our college."

The same was placed in sRC 332"d meeting held on 28rh February to 3'd March, 2017,

the committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. They have fulfilled all requirements, no doubt.

2.But,thefactremainsthatitwil|notbeinaccordancewiththeRegulations
to go beyond 2 units of B.Ed.

3. lt will be unfair to them to say 'No' now. But, it will be 'illegal to say 'yes'

tothem.Whileexpressingregretfortheavoidableinconveniencecaused
to them by our earlier order in another case, we have no option, but to

reject this aPPlication.

4. Return FDRs, if any.

5. Close the file.

6. lssue the Rejection order, if necessary by e-mail "

As per the decision of sRc, rejection order was issued to the institution on 28.02.2017.

{S. Sathya m )

Chairman
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The office lVlemorandum was received from NCTE Hqrs on 26.04.2017 by R.C.Chopra,

files No. 91-1Oth Mtg./2017 - Appeal daled 25.04.2017 with request to send the original

records with brief of the Case

A letter was addressed to R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Original

File/records on 27 .04.2017 .

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-192 t2O17 Appealtl4th meeting - 20'17 dated
16J0.2011 was received by this office on 23.1O.2O17 and 31.10.2017, the committee

concluded that stating as under:

AND WHEREAS Appeal Commrttee noted that appellant institution submitted

online application dated 31 .05.2016 seeking recognition for an additional intake

of one unit of its existing B.Ed programme. Appeal Committee further noted that
the appellant institution was inspected on 1 1th - 12th February, 2017 and the
Visiting Team after noting that institution is already recognized for conducting
B.Ed programme with an intake of 100 seats, recommended granl of an

additional unit. The appellant institution was refused recognition for additional

unit of B.Ed. on the ground that according to New Regulation, the maximum
intake permissible is only two units and the appellant institution is already having

B.Ed. (2 units).

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee in this context noted that para 3.1 of
Appendix 4 relating to Norms and Standards for B.Ed. programme mentions that
there shall be a basic unit of 50 students, with a maximum of two units. Para 6.'1

of the norms further laydown that'For an annual intake beyond two hundred and
upto three hundred, it shall possess land of 3500 Sq. Meters. Appeal Committee
also noted that appellant institution is an established institution already
conducting B.Ed and D.El.Ed. programme since 2007 and M.Ed programme

since 2016. Such composite institutions are allowed to expand by adding to the
built up area as prescribed under para 6.1 of the Norms and Standards for B.Ed.
programme (Appendix 4). lncrease in intake beyond 2 units is not permissible in

such institutions which are not composite.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee is also of the considered view that had it

been the intention of SRC not to allow additional intake beyond two units in

composite institutions the app cation should not have been processed and
inspection also should not have been conducted. Appeal Committee decided to
set aside the impugned refusal order daled 28.02.2017 with a direction to further
process the applrcation. lt is also advised that refusal/rejection orders issued by
SRC should be appropriately worded so as to avoid internal expressions while
decision making by the Committee.
AND WHEREAS after perusal of the [\rlemoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to set aside the impugned rejection order dated 2810212017 with a
direction to further rocess the a lication

208
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The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided as

under.

'1. ln this case the processing (including ordering of W lnspection) was
done before the NCTE (HQ) clarification came to SRC's knowledge.

2. Be that as it may, as advised by the Appeal Committee process the
case for further consideration.

Aravindhar College of Education, Plot No.58C, 59/'l A, 't B, 1C, 59/2A,

Thenpallipattu Village, Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamalai-606751, Tamil Nadu

Tiruvalluvar Educational Trust, S.F 58C, 59, Aravindhar Nagar, Thenpallipattu Village,

Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamalai-606751 , Tamil Nadu applied for grant of

recognition to Aravindhar College of Education, Plot No.58C, 59/1A, 18, 1C, 59/2A,

Thenpallipattu Village, Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamalai-606751 , Tamil Nadu for

B.Ed-Al course of two years duration under Section 15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the

Southern Regional Committee, NCTE online on 29.06.2015 The institution submitted

hard copy of the application on 07.07.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition norms and Procedures)

Regulations 2014 notified by NCTE on 28.11.2014. A letter to the State Government for

recommendation was sent on 16.07.2015. Followed by Reminder on 12.11.2016

Sub-clause (3) of Clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application

and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the

processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no obiection

cerlificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the

application, it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the

applicant on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the

end of the application."

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the

application of the institution was found deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:

1. Not signed by the applicant on every page of application.

2. No Objection Certificate from affiliating body is not submitted

(S. sathyam

Chairman
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Tiruvannamal
ai, Tamilnadu
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NOW THEREFORE, after perusal of the lvlemoranda of Appeal. afftdavit.

documents on record and oral arquments advanced durinq the hearinq. Appeal

Committee concluded to set asrde the impuqned reiection order dated 281021207

with a direction to further process the application.



The SRC in its 292nd Meeting held on 29rh & 30th September, 20'15 on careful perusal of

the original file of the institution and other related documents decided to issue show

cause notice for rejection of the application on the following ground:

347th Meetino of SRC

7 6th & 17th November,2077

Non Submission of NOC issued by the affiliating body along with application

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the inspection on 21'102015 The

institution submitted reply on 18 1 1 .2015.

The sRc considered the reply in its 295th meeting held on 28th - 30rh Nov, 1'r Dec, 2015

and decided to reject the application as per Regulation 7 2(a)12(b) on the following

ground:

oThereplytotheSCNiSnotSatisfactory,Theyhaveadmittedthedeficiency'We
cannot wait indefinitely from them to produce the NOC' According to the

Regulations it is the reiponsibility of the applicant to secure and attach the Noc

troil tne affiliating body. That being so, it is decided to reject the application.

As oer the decision of sRc, Reiection order was issued to the institution on 30.01 .2016

The SRC in its 3OOrn meeting held on 29rh - 31'r January. 2016 decided as follows

,'.'keepinginmindtheover-allpubticinterest,thecommitteereviseditsearlier

stand to-reject a// cases of non-submission or delayed submlsslon of NoC,s and

decidedtoreopenandprocessaltsuchrejectedcasesbyacceptingNoCseven
now irrespective of their dates of lssue".

The institution submitted NOC from TNTEU dated 19'02 2016 on 26'03 2016'

As per the direction of sRC, the application was processed and placed before sRC in its

3odh meeting held on 28rn to 3Orh March 2016. The Committee considered the matter

and decided as under:

'1 . All documents are there and in order

2. Cause inspection.

According to the time-limit extended by the Supreme Court, 2nd May 2016 is the last

date for ilsue of Formal Recognition w.e.f .2016-17. All concerned should be advised of

this position so that they cin take advantage of the extended time-limit even if

necessary by foregoing normal 'notice periods'.
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05.04.2016 and VT report along with documents received on 1 
'1 .04.2016

The SRC in its 3091h Meeting held on 12rh-'14th April, 2016 considered the VT report and

other relevant documents, and decided as under:

1. Ask them to send the approved faculty list in original.

2. Obtain Service Certificate of Principal and Original FDRs in Joint account.

3. This case cannot longer be considered for 2016-17.|t can be considered only for

2017-18.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on

06 06.2016
The institution submitted a letter dated 06.06.2016 along with approved staff list, FDRs

& Service certificate of Principal, stating as under:

" .. .we rectified the queries mentioned 314th emergent meeting of SRC-NCIE

dated 27 & 28 may, 2016' The faculty list subject allocation has detailed for new

B.Ed Additional lntake Approved Faculty List Original' Rs. 12 00 Lakhs FDRs

Originat and Principal Service Ceftificate Xerox Now, we submitting the

doiuments for fuiher process. Kindly accept and do favour as soon as possrb/e"

Note: The institution submitted original staff list dated 06.05.2016 approved by

Registrar, Tamilnadu Teachers Education tJniversity for B.Ed-Al course (which

was submitted earlier along with LOI reply).

The SRC in its 317rh meeting held on 28th & 29th July,2016 considered the institution's

written Representation and decided as under:-

'1. This will be the 3'd unit. So, there should be a Faculty list of 24 in all' They have

only repeated the same old 15 names. Ask them to give a list of 8 additional

names as part of a consolidation list of 24 names.

2. Clar who will be the Principal

Built up area is inadequate for two units of D.El.Ed-Al

1 lssue LOI for D.El.Ed-Al (1Unit)

2. For D.El.Ed (Basic unit) and D.El.Ed-Al combined staff list should be produced in

accordance with the norms given in 20 14 Regulations

3. FDRs in joint account should be furnished

4. Only if these are given on or before 02.05.2016 can issue of Formal Recognition

w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible.

As per the decision of sRC, a Letter of intent was issued to the institution on

14.O4.2016. The institution has submitted LOI reply on 09.05.2016'

The SRC in its 314th fiileeting held on 27th-281h May, 20'16 considered the LOI Reply and

decided as under:

n
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Accordingly, a letter was sent to the institution on 01 .09.2016. The institution has not

submitted reply so far.

The same was placed before SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16 to 18rh November,

2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The decision dated 12-14 April, 2016 referred to issue of LOI for D.El.Ed. This

was erroneous; it should have been for B.Ed. The decision is reviewed and

corrected to state "lssue LOI for B.Ed-A.l (1 unit)".

2. A correct LOI was nevertheless issued on 14.04.2016 itself.

3. No reply has been received.
4 Remind. Give time till 31.12.2016.

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 30.1 1 .2016.

The institution has submitted representation on 30.12.2016 stating as under:-

"l already send documents and records for knowledge on 09.05.2016 as per

reference LOI dated 14.O4.2016 I also enclosed herewith the acknowledgement for your

consideration. Again I enclosed herewith resubmission the copy of the documents that

sent on 09.05.2016."

The SRC in its 329'h meeting held on 06rh to O7rh, February, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:-

1. lnspite of adequate time being given, the institution has not submitted the

additional faculty list required.
2. Reject the application.
3. Return FDRs, if any, related to this course.

4. Close the file.

As per the decision of the SRC, Rejection order was issued to the institution on

17 .O2 2017 .

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE-Hq,

as required by NCTE-Hq the brief of the case along with original file of the institution

was sent on 21 .06.2017 .

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-272lE-190012O17 Appeal/12rh meeting - 2017 dated

10.08.2017 was received by this office on 21.08.2017 and stating as under:-

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to set aside the impuoned

refusal order daled 17 .02.2017 with direct ion to SRC to process the case

ob ective n in case some clarificataons are re u ired the same ma be obtained

2L2
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from the appellant institution This mav clearlv be oointed out in the

2t3

communication
AND WHEREAS after perusal of the lt/lemoranda of Appeal, Affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced durlng the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order daled 17.02.2017.

An e-mail received from NCTE (Hqrs) clarification regarding vertical expansion of

Teacher Education lnstitution and stating as follows:

"l am directed to refer to your letter dated 28.112016 on the subject

noted above and to say that as per provision of the Regulation 2014 new teacher

Education lnstitution shall be located in composite institution and the existing

teacher education institution shall continue to function as stand-alone

institutions; and gradually move towards becoming composite institutions.

composite institutions in this case context refer to institutions offering multiple

teacher education programmes. As per the above provisions of the Regulation

2O14lhe institutions may apply for increase in intake in the same course already

recognized provided it does not exceed maximum of two units in case of DPSE,

D.El.Ed and B.Ed. Any application for increase in intake beyond two permissible

units in these three courses is not permissible under the regulation. However,

since regulation also provides for gradual movement of stand alone institution to

Composite lnstitutions, any attempt of Teacher Education lnstitution to expand

vertically, cannot be accepted unless it offers two or more than two courses and

becomes a composite lnstitution. You are advised that whenever a clarification

is required on certain issue. lt should be sought with a specific details.

The same was placed before SRC in its 345th meeting held on 21"tto 22nd September,

2017 and the committee considered the matter and decided to "process the application"

As per the decision of SRC, the documents are processed.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under.

1. In this case the LOI was correctly issued for B.lid (1 unit).

2. The reduction from 2 units to 1 unit, as clearly stated in the decision, was

because of inadequate built'up area.

3. That the Institution had to submit a complete list of faculty for I].Ed and

B,Ed -Al was clearly stated in the letter to the institution.

4. Be that as it may, as advised by the Appeal Committee, process the case for

further action.

(5. Sathyam)

Chairman
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Sri S Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of Education, Plot No.266/4,

Sadyampatti, Sattur, Virudhunagar-626203, Tamil Nadu.

The lt/anaging Committee of Sri S Ramasamy Naidu l/emorial College, PIot no.266/4,
Elayirampannai Road, Sadayampati, Sattur, Virudhunagar - 626203. Tamil Nadu
applied for grant of recognition to Sri S Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of
Education, Plot No.266/4, Sadyampatti, Sattur, Virudhun agar-626203, Tamil Nadu for
offering B.Ed course for two years duration for the academic year 2016-17 under
Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE
through online on 30.06.2015. The institution submitted the hard copy of the application
on 07 .07 .2O15.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter to the State Government for
recommendation was sent on 16.07.2015, followed by Reminder-l on 02.05.2016.

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the
processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection
ceftificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the
application, it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the applicant
on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the end of the
application."

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the
application of the institution was deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:-

. The institution has not submitted NOC from the affiliating body.

The matter was placed before SRC for in its 292"d meeting held on 29-30 Sept, 2015
and the committee considered the matter and decided to issue Show Cause Notice for
Non Submission of NOC issued by the affiliating body along with application

As per the decision of the SRC, a Show cause notice was issued to the institutron on

21.10.2015. The institution did not submit reply even after 21 days of stipulated period
from the date of receipt.
The SRC in its 298rh meeting held on 08rh - lOrhJanuary 2016, considered the matter and
decided as under:

. Rejected for Non-submrsslon of reply to SCN lssued for non-submission of NOC

Rejection order was issued to the institution on 15.02.2016.

The SRC in its 3O0rh meeting held on 29'h -30'h Janua ry, 2016 conside red the matter and

(S. sathya m )

C ha irma n

Sub-clause (3) of Clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 under [t/anner of making application
and time limit stipulates as under:-
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decided as follows

"Keeping in mind the over-all public interest, the committee revised its earlier

stand to reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submission of NOCs, and

decided to reopen and process all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs even

now irrespective of their dates of lssue".

The institution submitted its written representation along with NOC on 02.05.2016.

The SRC in its 313th meeting held on 2nd - 3'd May, 2016, considered the matter and

decided as under:

. Process and put up.

The application was processed and placed before SRC in its 314'h meeting held on 27th

-28th May 20'16, The Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. NOC has been received by us by 2I'Aay 2016, the extended time-limit

2. Cause lnspection.
3. BP not approved by competent authority. BCC is not given,

4. Ask W to collect all relevant documents.

As per the decision of SRC, inspection letter was issued to the institution on 04.08.2016.

VT Members names were generated through On-line VT module for inspection during

the period on 01 .08.2016 to 20.08.2016, Visiting Team report was received on

27.8.2016.

The SRC in its 323"d meeting held on 16th to 18th November, 2016 considered the matter

and decided to issue show cause notice on the following grounds:

1. EC is there. Shows mortgage of land to Bank of lndia.

2. There is no supporting course to provide composite status. The proposed B.Ed

course is a stand-alone course.
3. lssue SCN accordingly.

The stand-alone issue has been satisfactorily addressed.
But, the mortgage issue remains. SRC does not have the authority to relax this

condition with ref. to the quantum of outstanding loans.

Reject the application.
Return FDRS, if an

As per the decision of the SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution

30.1 1 .2016 Reply to the SCN was received from the institutton on 16.12.2016.

The SRC, in its 336'h meeting held on 04th to Osth January, 2017 considered the matter a

decided as under:-

1

2

3.

4.
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As per the decision of the SRC, Reiectlon order was issued to the institution on

19.01.2017.

On 26.04.2017, an office Memorandum is received from NCTE Hq vide File No.91-1Orh

Mtg.t2o17- Appeal dated 25.04.2017 with a request to send the original file of Sri S

Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of Education, Plot No.266/4, Sadyampatti, Sattur,

Virudhunagar-626203, Tamil Nadu.

On 27.04.2017, a letter was addressed to The lvlembers Secretary, NCTE, New Delhi

Forwarding (original file) of records relating to sri S Ramasamy Naidu lvlemorial college

of Education.

The Appellate Authority vide No. F. No.89-203/2017 Appeal/1Orh Meeting-2O17 dated:

21.06.2017 received by this office on 30.06.2017 and stating as under:-

" . . .. ... ln the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that "they

have one Government Aided Afis and Science College stafied in 1970 and a
Potytechnic College stafted in 2009. They obtained a loan from Bank of lndian, When

they stafted this latter college. At the time of the visit of NCTE lnspection visiting team

to their proposed B.Ed Cotlege, the Managing Committee owned Rs.49,40,370 to the

Bank of lndia. Now they have repaid the full loan amount to the Bank and received the

properly documents. As on date, they have no financial liability with any Bank. ln view of

above explanations, they requested to accept their proposal and accord permission for

starting a new B.Ed College. The appellant enclosed copies of the Ceftificates

dt.28.03.2016 and 23.02.2017 rssued try Bank of lndia about the closure of the loan

accounts and a Non Encumbrance Ceftificate dt.27.02.2017.

The Committee, noting from the submission of the appellant that the loan, which

was taken for the polytechnic coltege has been cleared and the competent authority

(Registering office) has a/so issued a Non Encumbrance ceftificate, concluded that the

matter deserved to be remanded to the sRC with a direction to take fufther action as per

the NCTE Regulation, 2014.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, documents

availabte on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing

the committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be remanded to S.R.C with a

216

direction to take fuiher action as per the NCTE Requlations. 2014

NOW THEREFORE, the council hereby remands back the case o/ S/ S. Ramasamy

Naidu Memorial College of Education, Sattur, Virudhunagar, Tamil Nadu to the SRC,

NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above".

The matter was placed before SRC in its 342"d meeting held on 5'n to 6th July 2017 and

the committee considered and decided to P ss the a ication with direction lo RD to

>

1S. Sathya m

cha irma n

.l

5. Close the file.
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issue the communication drafted by the SRC confidentially to the Chairperson (NCTE)
A letter was addressed to Chair - Person NCTE Hqrs was sent on 13.07.2017 along with
brief of the case. A letter was received from the institution on 23.08.2017 and stating as
under:-

"We are pleased to inform you that we preferred an appeal to NCTE, Delhi
against the Order No. SRO/NCTE/SRCAPPI 4847/8. Ed/TN/201 7-1 B/91 1 98,
dated 19.01 .2017.
The NCTE, Delhi considered our appeal on 06.05.2017 and concluded that
the matter deserved to be remanded to fhe SRC with a direction to take
fufther action
The 34!d meeting of SRC held on 5-6 July, 2017 considerecl the matter and
directed the SRC to process. So far we have not received any
communication from your office. Hence, we request you to look into the
matter and do the needful".

The reply not received from Chair-Person, NCTE Hqrs.

The same was placed before SRC in its 345th meeting held on 21't to 22no
September, 2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The institution has reminded us for action on the Appellate Authority's order.
2. We have not yet received any reply from NCTE (HO). Remind.

As per the decision of SRC, a reminder letter was sent to the Chair-person NCTE
Hqrs on 04.10.2017. The reply not received till date.

As per the decision of SRC in 342"d meeting the documents submitted by the president
along with bank loan statement on 16.12.2016 was processed as under:-

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under.

1. We have still not received any response from the NCTE (He).
2. Remind.
3. Put up on 15.12.

2"dollege of Education for Women, Guntur Village, Lane
ear Naze Centre, Guntur Taluk, City & District-522001,

Society of Jesus Mary and Joseph - Holy Rosary Convent,2nd Lane, Sambasivape
Village, Near Naze Centre, Guntur Taluk, City & District-522001 , Andhra pradesh apptiec
for grant of recognition to St. Joseph's College of Education for Women, Guntur Village
2nd Lane, Sambasivapet, Near Naze Centre, 6untur Taluk, City & District-52200 t , And[ra
Pradesh for offering B.sc.B.Ed.B.A.B.Ed course for four years duration for the academi(
ear 2017-18 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regiona

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman

St. Joseph's C

Sambasivapet, N

Andhra Pradesh
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Committee, NCTE through online on 29.06.2016. The institution has submitted the har(

copy of the application on 04.07.2016.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.Sc.B.Ed.B.A.B.Ed course in the

State of Andhra Pradesh.

The application and submitted documents were processed and placed before the SRC
in its 326th meeting held on 04th - O5th January, 2017. T|le Committee considered the

matter and decided as under:

1.4. NAAC Certificate given.

1.8. NOC given.

2. Title is clear. Land atea ol 1.54 acres is adequate w.r.t. requirement of 4000

sq. mts.

3. LUC is given. Sy.No.995/1 .

4. EC is given. Photocopy. ln individual's name. Sy.No. same.

5. BP - approved by competent authority. Built- up area 6932 sq.mts.

6. BCC - not given.

7. FDRs not given.

8. Fee paid.

9. Cause Composite inspection for D.El.Ed.(1 unit), B.Ed.(2 units), M.Ed.('1 unit) &

B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit)
10. Ask W to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members through

online on 13.02.2017. The inspection of the institution was conducted on 11.O2.2017

and 12.02.2017 and the W report along with CD received on 15.03.2017.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 3Oth & 31'r March, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:

NOC is there.
NAAC is given.
LUC is there.
Title is clear.
BP is there.
BCC is not given.

Latest EC is necessary.
FDR not given.

lssue Show Cause Notice

{s. Sathya m )

Cha irma n
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As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on

12.O7.2016 followed by Reminder I on 01.10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11.2016. No

recommendation received from the State Government, the period of 90 days as per

Regulations is over. Hence, the application was processed.
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Accordingly, as per decrsion of SRC show cause notice was sent on 06.04.2017. The

institution submitted reply along with documents on 25.O4.2017.

The SRC in its 337th meeting held on 25rh - 26th April, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:

1 . Their reply to the SCN is not satisfactory.
2. Both the Sy.Nos. are mortgaged with a co-op. Bank.

3. BCC is not approved by competent authority.
4. FDRs given are not in original.

5. FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with a 5- year validity@7+S lakhs for

each unit of each course.
6. Reject the application.
7. Return FDRs, if any.

8. Close the file.

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 05.05.2017.

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-

Hqrs and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F.No.89-3871E 465612017

Appeal/13th Meeting-2017/57205 dated 21.O8.2017 received by this office on

29.08.2017 stated as follows.

"AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee having noted that appellant institution is

already conducting 3 programmes of teacher education, decided to remand back

the case to SRC Banoalore for oivino the appellant another oDDoftunitv to submil

D

o

)-

oriqinal FDRs. BCC siqned bv competent authoritv and the latest non-

encumbrance cerlificate related to the land and buildinq where it proposes to

conduct the applied for proqramme While reprocessinq the applicatlon, SRC

should also keep in view para 1 .1 . of Appendix 13 of the norms and standards
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peftainino to 4 vear inteorated course B.A.B.Ed. The applicant institution should

have resources available for integrating general studies and professional sludles

as envisaged in the regulations.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on records and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

decided to remand back the case to SRC, Bangalore for reconsideration of the

case provided the appellant institution submils to SRC within 15 days. original
FDRs, valid and relevant non Encumbrance Cerlificate. Building Completion

Ceftificate signed by competent authority.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council herebv remands back the case of Sf. Jos eph's

College of Education for Women (Autonomous), Guntur. Andhra Pradesh to the

SRC, NCIE for necessary action as indicated above."

The institution has submitted its re resentation on 20.09,!Q!7 alolawlth the fo lowins

Sat am

Chairman
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documents

. Original FDRS of Rs. 5 Lakhs and Rs. 7 Lakhs.

. Original BCC, EC, Affidavit.

. Photocopy of Abstract and LUC.

The SRC in its 345th meeting held on 21"r& 22"d September, 2017 considered the matter

and decided to "Process'l

As per decision of SRC the application was processed.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under.

1. The Appellate Authority's Remand order lists conditions;
(i) They should give original FDRs.

(ii) They should give a duly approved BCC.

(iiD They should give a valid and relevant EC.

(iv) They should give all this within 15 days ofthe order.
2.1 The applicant has fulfilled conditions (i) and (ii).
2.2 They failed to fulfil condition (iv) because they gave the documents

one month after the date of order.
2.3 More importantly, the EC given was valid but not relevant it shows

redemption only in Aug 17. In other words, on the date of application
(i.e.29.06.2O16) they did not have clear title to the lands.

3 Reiect the application for not having clear title to the land on the date of
application.

Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Sri Ven kateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-
515055, Andhra Pradesh

Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Anantapur Centre for Distance Education, Sri

Venkateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-515055, Andhra Pradesh submitted an

application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Sri

Krishnadevaraya University, Sri Venkateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-515055,
Andhra Pradesh for B.Ed (Distance Education) course of two years duration with an

annual intake of 500 students and was granted recognition on 29.05.2009.

A letter dated 09.12.2014 was forwarded by the NCTE Hqrs to this office on 19.12.2015

stated as under:-

"Directorate of Distance Education of Sri Krishnadevaraya University on regular
as well as distance modes without any regular faculty and violating the norms
prescribed by NCTE.
Rea y it is astonishing
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How can a university run a master's program without a teaching fraternity and
violating the norms prescribed by the statuary body created by the Parliament ol
lndia i.e. NCTE to regulate the standards of Teacher Education.

Are SRC of NCTE and the Central Secretariat of NCTE aware of fhls. /f lt is so.

what are the sfeps that are initiated by NCTE to monitor the implementation ot
NCTE norms.

Has the NCTE relaxed the its quality norms for Teacher Education lnstitution by
permitting Sri Krishnadevaraya University to offer B.Ed and M.Ed programmes in

regular and distance mode without appointing regular teaching staff as per the
norms

Finally, lwish to reinvent the quotation by great American comedian and social
commentator George Carlin said of the education system in its current form, "they

(NCTE) don't want a population that's capable of critical thinking. They (NCTE)
don't want well-informed, well educated people capable of critical thinking. That

doesn't help then (NCTE). lt goes against their (NCTE) mteresrs. They (NCTE)

don't want people who are smaft enough to sit around the kitchen table and figure
out how. . ."

The SRC in its 283'd meeting held during 2"d & 3'd March 2015, considered the
complaint matter, letter dated 09.12.2014 and other related documents, and decided as

under:

22L

A letter was addressed to the Registrar, Shri Krishnadevarya University, Ananthapur
District, Andhra Pradesh on 04.11.2O15.

On 08.12.2015, a letter dated 27.11.2015, was received by this office from the Registrar,

Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Ananthapur District, Andhra Pradesh and stating as

under.-

" Remark on the complaint.

Complaint 1. The Center for Distance Education (CDE) S.K.University,
Anantapur is not offering the M.Ed Programme.

Complaint 2. The Center for Distance Education (CDE) S.K. University,
Anantapur Offers only B.Ed Programme related to teacher education. The B.Ed
programme was sanctioned by SRC-NCTE in May 2009 after recruitmenl of four
Lecturers/Assistant Professor and Principal on consolidated pay on 25.05.2009.

Com aint 3.The B.Ed and M.Ed courses offered by the University College of

(S. Sathyam

D

o

)-

>

Chairma

Ab-

1. Send the complaint to University for comments.
2. Put up in the 285th meeting.
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Education are on self-foundlng basls for which regular staff will be appointed

only after the sanction of posfs by the Government in 2010 when the university

has made appointment in various depaftments one sanctioned posf of Asslsfant

Professor was filled up in the college of Education. Since then no regular

teaching slaff posls was sanctioned to the college of Education and the

University has not taken up appointments in general courses a/so due to legal

issues rn the High Courl of Andhra Pradesh.

The Government of Andhra Pradesh is going to accord permission for the

requirement soon. The University also taking sleps fo sorl-out legal lssues ln

order to recruit fresh staff at the earliest."

lssue SCN for inadequate faculty in IM.Ed., B.Ed; and B.Ed (DE)

On 25.02.2016, the University submitted a reply to the Show Cause Notice which was

considered by SRC in its 3O7th meeting held on 9th lvlarch, 2016 and decided that:

L
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1. The reply is not at all satisfactory. Regular B/Ed & M.Ed are being run by adhoc

teachers. The B.Ed (DE) is being handled by teachers attached from other

colleges.

2. Withdraw recognition

Withdrawal order was not issued

Meantime, the Registrar, Sri Krishnadevaraya University submitted written

representation on 02.05.2016 and 06.05.2016 regarding permission to extend the

recognition to run B.Ed and M.Ed courses stating as follows:

"With reference to the tetter 1't cited , your office has lssued a Show Cause

Notice to our lJniversity College of Education regarding the inadequacies of staff
and other infrastructure for running B.Ed and M.Ed courses and directed the

University College of Education to fuffi the required norms before 28.02.2016. To

this effect, a letter of explanation was senl to your office on 22.02.2016 (Ref.2

cited) .But surprisingly , the office of the NCTE in its meeting 307 dated

08.03.2016 resolved to recommend for withdrawal of recognition to our University
(Ref 3 cited ).

*{-a.I\
(s. sathyam) 

1

Cha irm a n

'

The Southern Regional Committee in its 298th meeting held on 8'n to 1O'h January , 2016

considered the matter and other relevant documents of the institution and decided as

under.-

As per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on

03.o2.2016.l

t

A^--
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ln reference 4tn cited, your office has sent a letter to our Vice Chancellor quoting

a judgment of Hon'bte Sulreme Courl rega rding Maa Vaishno Devi Mahila Maha

Vidyalaya Vs Regionat Director, NCTE and extended clated uP to 2'd MaY , 2016

The SRC in its 321't meeting held on 28'n & 29rh- September' 2016 considered the

,"qrJ 
"t 

ihe University ior- 
'Z"ontia"t"tion 

of 307'r meeting decislon and decided as

under:

1. We had decided to withdraw recognition We have no authority to go back on that

decision now.

2. ihe University, if it is aggrieved by our order' can appeal against it'

The SRC has not mentioned from which academic se-ssion Withdrawal Order may be

issued. Hence, the matter was again placed before sRC in-its 326rh meeting held on 04th

- 05th January, 2017 andtn" 6oi'itiue considered the matter and decided as under:

1. The decision to withdraw recognition was taken on 9 3.2016 The withdrawal will

therefore be w.e f. 2016-17 '

2. The main ob.lection wai about inadequacy of faculty Their letter dated 22'2 2016

does not give any reply to meet this oblection

3. Our decision *r. tn"l"toi"' noi incoriect As already stated' we cannot at this

" ;;d;;"se ihai decision The Universitv can appeal if thev wish to

+ is"J" the eiective date of withdrawal of recognition

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the University on 24 01.2017 '

Aggrieved by withdrawal order of SRC' the University preferred an appeal with NCTE-

Hqrs and the NCTE nppettate n'tn"t'ty'i" iti o|.0"|- i'to F No'89-215/2017 Appeal/13'"

Meeting-2o17/5 7077 dated zi OiiOli'r"'"4'jived by this office on 29 082017 and stated

letter dt. 24.03 2017 (addressed to the N

and two tetters 04.07.2017 submitted during the P

exp lained the steps taken by them to provide the

"AND WHEREAS the Committee also

is inadequacY of the facult|. The Committ

noted that the main ground for withdrawal

ee noted that the appellant through their

CTE with an endorsement to the SRC0

resentation of the aPPeal, has

f acutty for the B.Ed. (Distance

the Committee concluded that the

ion to consider theEducation) course. ln these circumstances'

matter deseNed to be remanded to the SRC with a direct
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for final recognition.

as follows:

\
l4-t;t G*-,
(S. Sathyam) /

Chairman !
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teaching faculty provided by the appe ant for B.Ed (D.E) course and take fufther

action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. The appellant is directed to forward to
the SRC their two letters dt. 04.04.2017 with all their enclosures, within 15 days

of the receipt of the orders on the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit,

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be

remanded fo the SRC with a direction to consider the teachinq facultv provided

bv the appellant for B.Ed (D.E) course and take furTh er action as oer the NCTE
Requlations. 2014 The appellant is directed to forward lo fhe SRC their two

letters dt. 04.04.2017 with all their enclosures within 15 da vs of the receipt of the
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orders on the appeal

NOW THEREFORE, the Council herebv remands back the case of Srl

Krishnadevaraya University, S.V. Puramu, Ananthapuramu, Andhra Pradesh to

the SRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above."

The SRC in its 345th meeting held on 21"r& 22"d September, 2017 considered the matter

and decided to "Process".

The University submitted its written representation on 25.O4.2017 along with faculty list

and stating as under,

".....1 am herewith sending the list of newly appointed Teaching staff of
Directorate of Distance Education, S.K. University, Ananthapuram with NCTE

2014 norms. The University had issued appointed orders and appointees are

submitted their joining repofts and affidavits. The Ceftificates relating to the

educational qualifications and service certificates are also enclosed for your
perusal.

Fufther, it is informed that the Universities of Distance Education of Govt.

of Andhra Pradesh and Telangana has already issued notifications for admission
into B.Ed course under Distance l/lode for the year 2016-17. Hence, I request
you to consider our request to renew the recognition to B.Ed course for the

academic year 201 6-1 7.

Fufther it is informed that the S.K. University, Ananthapuram, Andhra

Pradesh /s a sfate owned one and is located in a remote povefty stricken area

and is in a chronically drought prone district catering to the educational needs of
the marginalized and poor sections of the society.

A favourable action is solicited from you at an early date in this regard."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under

(S. Sathyam)

Cha irma n
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1. The University was required by the Appellate Authority to furnish a copy
of their letter dated O4.O4.2OI7 (along with its enclosures) within 15 days

to us. This has not been done.

2.1 They had only given earlier the Faculty list for B.[d-DE (500).
2.2 According to the Regulations there should be 10 study centres @ 5O

per centre. There are no details given about the study centres. The Faculty
list of 10 given appears to be only for the university level.

2.2 (i) The stalling pattern is 1 (prof) 2 Associate (Profs) and,4 (Asst Profs)
for the HQ University. The list given contains 10 names ; but, the
composition is different: 1 (Prof), 1 Associate (Prof) and 8 (Asst Profs) ;

and, there are 2 repetitions,
(ii) According to the Regulations, they should cover Maths, Science

language and Social Science. All four areas are covered by the overall
group of 1+1+6.

3. The University may be asked to clarify the changes in the stafllng pattern.
4.1 As regards their request for recognition from2O16-17, it must be clarified

that we are not authorized to give retrospective approvals.
4.2 Even for prospective approvals, they can not get for 2Ol7 -18 since the last

date (03.05.17), Prescribed by the Supreme Court, for issue of FR (by us)

for 2Ol7-lB has also long passed. They can now be considered only for
2018-19.

5.1 Before we can consider further action in this case, we will need also BP,

BCC, and, the tull details of Faculty.
6. Issue a Notice accordingly.

Sneha B.Ed College, Plot No.14712, Street No.2, Gorugunthalapadu Village,
Seethanagulavaram Post Office, Tarlupadu Taluk, Markapur City, Prakasam
District-523332, Andhra Pradesh.

Sai Balaji Educational Society, Plot No.14712, Throopu Veedhi, lt/arakapur Village and

Post Office, l\/arakapur Taluk and City, Prakasam Distric!523316, Andhra Pradesh had

applied for grant of recognition Sneha B.Ed College, Plot No.14712, Street No.2,

Gorugunthalapadu Village, Seethanagulavaram Post Office, Tarlupadu Taluk, ltlarkapur
City, Prakasam District-523332, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.Ed course of 2 years

duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14115 of lhe NCTE Act, 1993

to the Southern Regional Committee , NCTE through online on 27.05.2015 The

institution submitted hard copy of the application on 28.05.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of

State Govt. was sent on 09.06.20 15, followed by Reminder-l on 25.08.2015 and

Reminder-ll on'14. 1 0.201 5.

thS yam(s.
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The Sub Clause (7) of Clause 7 of Regulatio
stipulates as under:

ns, 2014 for processing of applications

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its own
merits, the Regional Commrttee concerned shall decide that institution shall be

inspected by a team of experts called visiting team with a view to assess the level of
preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 293'd meeting has considered the matter, documents submitted by the
institution along with hard copy of application and decided as under.

1 . Documents verified
2. Send a list of the deficiencies to the applicant for appropriate action before the

V.T. lnspection
3. Ask the V.T to look into the list of deficiencies in particular in addition to the

other points.

4. V.T. should also collect all the relevant documents.
5. Resubmit when the V.T. lnspection Report is received.

As per the decision of SRC, a composite inspection was conducted on 01.O2.2016 a

visiting team report has received by this office on 04.02.2O16.

The SRC in its 301"'meeting held on O5rh - 06th February 2016 considered the matter a

decided as under:

1 lssue LOI for D.El.Ed-Al (1 Unit).

2. For D.El.Ed (basic unit) and D.El.Ed-Al combined staff list should be
produced in accordance with the norms given in 2014 Regulations.

3. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
4. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition

w.e.1.2016-17 academic year be possible.

5. lssue LOI for B.Ed (2 Units).

6. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
7. Only if these are given on or before 7.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition

w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible.

Accordingly, as per decrsion of SRC, a LOI was issued to the institution on 08.02.20'16

The institution has not submitted LOI reply till date.

The SRC in its 3261h meeting held on O4th & 05th January, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under;

They have not replied to the LOI issued on February, 2016 for B.Ed (2 units)
We cannot wait indefinitely.
Reject the application.
Return FDR'S, if an

I
2

3

4
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5. Close the file

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC rejection order was senl to the institution on

24.O1.2017.

An office memorandum dated 25.04.2017 has been received from the NCTE-Hqrs
through E-mail with the request to send the original file of Sneha B.Ed College.

A letter was addressed to R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Original
File/records on 27 04 2017

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-204 t2O17 Appealll4th meeting - 2017 dated
16.10.2017 was received by this office on 31 .10.2017 and the committee concluded
that:-

".....Appeal Committee noted that proviso to section 14l'15 (3) (b) of the
NCTE Act provides for giving a reasonable opportunity to the rnstitution for
making a written representation before passing order of refusal. SRC in this
case has not issued a Show cause notice to the Appellant institution before
issuing impugned refusal order dated 24.01.2017 . Appeal Committee,
therefore, decided to remand back the case to SRC for following the
procedure prescribed under the NCTE Act before issuing necessary order
under section 14l1 5 of the NCTE Act.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the lilemoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing.
Appeal Committee concluded to remand back the case to SRC for lssue of
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Show Cause Notice /SCN) to the appellant instittttion in compliance wtth
proviso tg section 14/1 5 (3) (o) of the NCTE Act

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of
Sneha B.Ed College, Sai Balaji Educational Society, Gorug unthalapadu,
Markapur, Prakasam, Andhra Pradesh to the SRC, NCTE, for necessary
action as indicated above."

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to process
the application.

(S. Sathyam )

Chairman
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On 01.07.2015, the institution has submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with

an intake of 100 students and the revised order was issued to the institution on

03.07.2015 with an intake of 100 students ( 50 students of each).

On 03.07.2015, an e-mail was received by this office from the institution regarding

request for change of college address.

The SRC in its 292"d meeting held during 29rh - 30th September, 2015 considered the

request of the institution and decided as under:-

1. "Shifting of premises can take place only with prior approval of NCTE.

lnform the college accordingly.
2. Ask them to submit all relevant documents. Thereafter process fhe case

for causing inspection"

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 23.11.2015.

The SRC in its 3l4th meeting held during 27th& 28th may, 2016 had considered the reply

to the revised order and directed the RD, SRO for initiating VT.

As per the decision of SRC, an intimation to conduct inspeclion was sent to the
institution on 13.06.2016.

A copy of the letter ( in Kannada language) of the institution dated 09.07.2016

addressed to the Director, DSERT, Bangalore was received by this office on

12.07.2016.

The SRC in its 321'r meeting held during 28th - 30th September, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:-

"1 . Documents not yet given.

2. No. reply has also been received
3. /ssue SCN for documents ."

As per decision of SRC show cause notice was issued to the instltution on 07.10.2016.

The institution has submitted reply to 292'd meeting decision on 24.10.2016.

The SRC in its 324'h meeting held during OTth - 08th December, 2016 considered the

TE of SCN and decided as under:-

Government College of Teacher Education, Mysore-S70005, Karnataka.

Government College of Teacher Education, Mysore-570005, Karnataka was granted

recognition for offering B.Ed course of one year duration from the academic session

2OOO-2001 with an annual intake of 100 students and was granted recognition on

12.07.2000

A-
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1. "This is being a govt. college, they need not pay 'fees'.

2. But, they have to adhere to all the regulations / norms/standards

3. No documents have been received.
4. lssue Show Cause Notice again."

As per the decision of SRC, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on

16.12.2016. The institution has submitted reply on02.01.2016 is as under:-

"l am very happy for the consideration shown regarding the fee concession as

decided in the SRC in its 324'h meeting held during December, 2016. Further

regarding the documents to be provided as indicated in the notice, I herewith

enclosing relevant photocopies of the documents of the institution as per NCTE

norms. The documents are:-
1 . Regarding 12 F & 12 B lssued earlier.
2. Approval for affiliation with affidavit.
3. Shifting (Change) of Building for the institution.
4. Existing building & land (Campus) documents.

5. The Staff Pattern including ELTC Staff.
6. Present Two year semester B.Ed Course students list & last Six

years B.Ed Results.

Being a government institution, we will be always abided by the norms laid

periodically by the NCTE and other Higher Authorities of the department. Hence

I request you kindly to consider my favourably and do needful in this regard."

On 27.O9.2017 a letter dated 15.09.2017 is received by this office from the institution is

as under.-

"Government of Karnataka recently ordered (Ref. No 1) to merge Government

Hindi B.Ed College, situated at Siddarthnagar in I\/ysuru with Government

College of Teacher Education, lnstitutaon. GCTE Institution is afftliated to
Itilysore University and running Two Year B.Ed Programme since 2015-16.

Now as per the direction of Government of Karnataka, Director Urdu and other

Minority languages, CPI office, Bengaluru has merged existing Hindi B.Ed

lnstitution with our lnstitution (Ref.No.2).

ln this connection we have already corresponded to the Registrar of l/ysuru
University to provide syllabus and approval for merging Hindi as a

language as a method of teaching in the existing Two year B.Ed Program as a
course only.

Hence I sought your permission to start Hindi as a method of teaching subiect

like all other languages given in Two year B. Ed Programme of Mysuru University at

your earliestconvenience."

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under

Sat hya m )
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1. This is a case of 2 govt institutions merging.

2. The Hindi Institution at Mysuru has already moved to and merged with the

GCTE Institution as directed by the Government of Karnataka.

3. The Shift is to a running govt institution' There is, therefore, no need to go

into issues like title, LUC and, EC. We have only to check adequacy of built
up area and approved BP/BCC.

4. Check whether they have moved with all their Faculty. If they have, we

need not even go into the }-aculty Iist issue.

5. After, we satis[, ourselves with these issues, we should ratify the'merger'

ofthe 2 institutions and withdraw recognition to the B.Ed (Hindi)college'

6. We are not concerned with medium of instruction. That is an issue to be

settled by the affiliating University.
7. GCTE must also be an Institution recognized by us. They should be advised

to report the precise details of merger and ask for appropriate

modifications in their recognition.
8, Ask them to give English versions of all the documents given to us in

Kannada.

9. Clarify that requests for additional intake, new courses, etc., can be

considered only when they formally apply in response to a Notification,

issued by NCTE, inviting new applications.

AP502172 I EI,Ed :-

The institution was granted recognitlon for D.El.Ed course on 25.11.2004 with an intake

of 50 students. The recognition of the institution was withdrawn on 06.12.20'10. The

institution preferred an appeal to NCTE, Hqrs and the appellate authority vide order

dated 26.05.2011 had reversed the withdrawal order of SRC with a direction to cause

composite inspection for all the courses. Accordingly inspection of the institution was

conducted on 29.07 .2011.

As per the decision of SRC, based on the VTR the recognition was continued and order

was issued to Bangalore City College of Diploma in Education, No.160, Chelekere Main

Road, Kalyanagar Post, Bangalore-560043, Karnataka for D.Ed course on 07.02.2012.

APS07204 / M.Ed :-

Bangalore City College of Education, No. { 60,

Kalyananagar Post, Bangalore - 560043, Karnataka.

The institution was granted recognition for M.Ed course on

50 students. The recognition of the institution was

No: F. SRO/NCTEIZ11 0-201 1 I 248 1 6 dated 06. 1 2.20 1 0.

a al to NCTE, H rs and the appellate autho rity vide

Chelekere Main Road,

23.02.2009 with an intake of

first withdrawn vide order

The institution preferred an

order dated 26.05.201'1 has
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reversed the withdrawal order of SRC with a direction to cause composite inspection for

all the courses. Accordingly the inspection was conducted on 29.07.2011.

As per the decision of SRC the recognition was continued and order was issued to

institution on 07.02.2012. A letter received by this office from the Chairman & on behalf

of Members of Bangalore Univesity Task Force of the 7 M. Ed colleges affiliated to

Bangalore University on 14.09.2012 and the SRC in its 233'd meeting considered the

letter dated 14.09.2012 and decided to issue SCN. The Show cause notice was issued

to the institution on 19.11 .2012 and reply received on 18.01 .20'13

The SRC in its 241" meeting held during 29rh - 31"r Nlarch 2013 & o1'' April 2013

considered the show cause notice reply of the institution and decided to withdraw the

recognition The recognition of the institution was withdrawn vide order no.

F.SRO.NCTE/APS07204/M.Ed/KAt2013-14151685 dated 16 05.201 3

Again the institutron has filed an appeal and the appellate authority has remanded to

give another opportunity and allowed six months time from the date of issue of this

order to produce staff Iist approval by Bangalore University. Till then the withdrawal

order dated 16.05.2013 is kept in abeyance. The SRC 283'd meeting consldered the

reply of the institution and decided to restore recognition. The restore recognition order

was issued to institution for M.Ed course on 18.03.2015. The Revised order was

issued to the institution on 31 .05.2015 for one unit from the academic session 2015-'16.

Bangalore City College of Education, No. 1 15, Vijaya Colony Road, Near Petrol Bunk,

Doddabanaswadi, Bangalore-560043, Karnataka was granted recognition for B Ed

course on 30j2.2005 with an intake of 1 00 students.

NCTE, Hqrs vide its letter daled 22.06.2010 had forwarded a copy of the inspection

report dated 20.04.2010 conducted under section 13 of NCTE Act. As there are

deficiencies pointed out in the inspection report, NCTE, Hqrs had requested SRC to

initiate action against the institution under section 17 of the NCTE Act immediately.

The SRC in its 194'h meeting held during 21"i - 22'd July, 2010 considered the report

and decided to issue notice under Section 17 of NCTE Act. Accordingly, Notice was

issued to the institution on 31 .08.2010. The institution had submitted its written

representation on 23.09.201 0.

The SRC in its 1971h meeting held during 13rh - 14th October, 2010 considered the

written representation submitted by the institution and decided to withdraw recognition

for D.Ed, D.Ed-Al, B.Ed and M.Ed courses, as the institution is running all the above

mentioned courses along with Pre-University College with grossly inadequate built up

area.

23t
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The recognition was withdrawn with effect from academic year 2011-2012 for lh,e

following courses: ( APS02368) B.Ed and (APS07204) M.Ed programmes The

committee decided to withdraw the recognition for D.Ed course ( APSO2172) D.Ed-Al (

APS06150) with effect lrcm 2012-13, as a special case in order to enable the ongoing

batch of students in D.Ed course if any, to complete their final year course. Accordingly,

order withdrawing recognition was issued to the institution on 06.1 2.201 0.

The institution preferred an appeal to NCTE, Hqrs and the appellate authority vide order

dated 26.05.2011 has reversed the withdrawal order of SRC with a direction to cause

composite inspection for all the courses and to take an appropriate action thereafter.

The committee in its 205th meeting held on 09rh - 10rh June, 201 1 considered the

Appellate authority order dt.26.05.2011 and decided to case composite inspection for all

the course run by the institution under Section '17 of NCTE Act.

Accordingly, the inspection of the institution was fixed between 28'n - 2g'n July, 2011.

The same was intimated to the institution. Accordingly inspection of the institution was

conducted on 29.07 .2011 .

The management is also running D.Ed, D.El-Al & lil.Ed courses in the same building.

The Committee in its 210rh meeting of SRC held during 20th - 23'd August, 201 1

considered the reply of the institution, VT Report, VCD and all the relevant documentary

evidences and decided to serve Show Cause Notrce under Section 17 of NCTE Act for

the following:

1. "As per VT repoft the built up area earmarked for B.Ed course ls 19784 sq.ft.

and as per affidavt, it is 3799 sq.mts. Ihts discrepancy may be explained.

2. Approved building plan from competent Govt. authority is to be submitted.

3. Building completion ceftificate from competent Govt. Engineer ls to be

submitted.
4. Non-Encumbrance Ceftificate from the competent Government Authorised

person/ Authority copy of Land usage certificate issued by competent

authority is to be submitted.
5. Salary is paid by cash not through Bank Cheque"

Accordingly, a Show Cause Notice was served to the institution on 10.10.2011. The

institution submitted its reply to the Notice on 11.11.2011 &23.11.2011.

The SRC in its 315th meeting held during '12th - 13th December, 2011 considered the W
report of the institution, VCD and other related documents, clarification from the

institution vide letter the 11.11.2011 & 23.11.2011, along with the original file of the

institution and decided to continue recognition accorded to the institution.

As per the decision of SRC, recognition order was issued to institution continuing

recognition on 07 .02.2012.

(S. Sathya m )
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On 14.01 .2015, the institution had submitted an affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an

intake of 100 students. The revised order issued to the institution on 16.05.201 5 with an

annual intake of 100 students (two basic units of 50 each). The institution submitted

reply to the revised order on 30.10.201 5.

The SRC in its 3'l4rh meeting held during 27rh& 28rh may,2016 had considered the reply

to the revised order and decided as under.-

"For cases of B.Ed (2 units) in the existing institution, where RPRO, had been

issued. We have to cause inspection to check adherence to the 2014

Regulations. This action will have to be completed by July, 2016 so that revised

Formal Recognition can be issue w.e.f. 2016-17 to enable them to make

admissions in time.

Action to check the documents in these cases (about 1885 in number) will take

time. lnstead of waiting for that action to be complete for placing them before the

SRC, to save time, VT inspection can straightaway be ordere. VT inspection

Repois can be considered along with examination of the documents.

Regional Director is authorized to initiate action accordingly. The institutions

concerned may be alefted about suh action so that the y will be prepared to

receive the visiting team they may also be advised to keep in readlness /alest

approved faculty /lsfs for submrss ion to the VTs.

As per the decision of SRC a letter to the institution was issued on 14.06.2016. The

institution has submitted inspection fees of Rs. 1,50,000/- on 04.07.2016.

As per the decision of SRC, during 314th meeting for B.Ed 2 units VT fixed through

online procedure and the inspection of the institution was fixed 1or27.1O.2016 lo

16.11.2n16. lnspection of the institution was conducted on 16th& 17rh November, 2016

and the VT report along with documents received on 1 8.1 1 .2016.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided to put up in the next

meeting on 05.12.

Sri Sri Shanthamalla Swamy D.Ed College, Arameri Village & Post, Virajpet Taluk,

Oistrict-s71 21 8, Karnataka.

Sri Shantamallaswamy Vidya Peeta, Virajpet, Kodagu, Karnataka had submitted an

application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Sra

Sri Shanthamalla Swamy D.Ed College, Arameri Village & Post, Virajpet Taluk, Coorg

District-5712 18, Karnataka for Elementary(D. Ed) Course of two and half years duration

from the academic session 2004-05 with an annual intake of 50 students and was grante

recognition on 03.122OO4 with a condition to shift to its own premises / building within

ears from the date of recognition (in case the course is started in rented premises

(
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A letter from the institution received by this office on 23.1O.2007 regarding shifting of

premises from temporary to permanent butlding

A letter along with documents received by this office o^ 21.04.2017 for the Closure of the

course.

On 23.08.2017, a letter was issued to the institution with a request to apply closure

application through online.

"With reference to the subject and reference I hereby enclose all necessary

documents and testimonials for the purpose of closing the D.Ed program.

After a long gap of 4 years, application is forwarded for the closure, I request

you to consider our application at the earliest and do the needful."

The institution has submitted the following documents:-

1. Online apphcation for closure

2. NOC for closure from Under Secretary to government, primary &

secondary Education Department (General) dated 20.09.2017.

3. Resolution copy
4. NOC from Government of Karnataka for establishment of a Teacher

Training lnstitution.
5. No dues certificate from the staff .

6. Photocopy of FDR's submitted.

The Committee considered thc above matteI and decided as under:

1. They have completed all the formalities.
2.1 Request for closure is accepted. Issue permission w.e'f.2018-19.

2.2 No new admissions will be made in 2018-19.

2.3 Students in the 2"d year will be allowed to complete their course in 2Ol9'
20.

3.1 Issue a formal order incorpot'ating the usual conditions regarding l'aculty
reduction.

4. Inform the University concerned.
5. Return FDRS, if any.

6. Close the file
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Accordingly, the institution has submitted a request letter for closure of D.Ed college on

16.1O.2O17 is as under:-
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Sri ChennaKeshava Educational Society, Plot No.4-5-25, Alibagh Road, Vikarabad
Village and Post Office, Vikarabad Taluk and City, Rangareddy Dastrict-SO1 101,

Telangana applied for grant of recognitton to Chenna Keshava College of Education,
Plot/Khasara No. 43/AJ1, Burugupally Village, Vikarabad Post Office and Taluk,
Vikarabad City, Rangareddi District-501 101, Telangana for offering B.Ed course of two
years duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14l15 of the NCTE Act,
1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30/06/2015. The
institution submitted hard copy of the application on 1410712015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01 j22014. A letter for recommendation of
State Govt. was sent on 2310712015, followed by Reminder I on 08/10/2015 and
Reminder ll on O811212015.

The Sub clause (7) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under:

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its
own merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution
shall be inspected by a team of experts called visiting team with a ylew lo assess
the level of preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 296rh held on '151h-16rh Dec, 2015 has considered the documents
submitted by the institution along with hard copy of application and decided as under:

1) Encumbrance Certificate to be submitted
2) Original Fixed Deposit Receipts to be submitted
3) Ask VT to obtain relevant Land and Building documents
4) Cause Composrte inspection

Accordingly, inspection of the institution was fixed between l Oth-30'h January, 2016 the
same was intimated to the institution, and VT members on 16.01.2016.

As per the direction of SRC, the inspection of the institution was conducted on
29.O1.2016 and the VT Report along with documents received on 03.02.2016.

The SRC in its 301'r meeting held on Osrh & O6th February, 2016 considered the VT
report and decided as under:

1. lssue LOI for B.Ed (1 Unit)
2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
3. Only if these are given on or before 7.3.16 can rssue of Formal Recognrtion

w.e.f .2016-17 academic year be possible.

Chenna Keshava College of Education, PloUKhasara No. 43/A/1, Burugupally
Village, Vikarabad Post Office and Taluk, Vikarabad City, Rangareddi District-
501 101 , Telangana
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Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, LOI was sent on 1 1 .02.2016. The institution

submitted its reply along with faculty list and other documents on 03.03.2016.

The SRC in its 306'h meeting held on 0'l't - 04tn ttrlarch, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. ln the light of the internal discussion within the Committee about the Common

issue underlying all such cases, this case is taken up for reconsideration.

2. lssue Formal Recognition for B.Ed (1 unit) w.e.f 2016-17.

Deficiency was pointed out by the SRC is as under:

. One Asst. Professor in Sociology & Philosophy is to be appointed.

As per decision of SRC deficiency letter was sent on 12.04.2016. The institution

submitted its reply on 26.05.2016.

Accordingly, Formal Recognition Order was issued on 12.04.2016.

The institution submitted its written representation through e-mail on 12.02.201 7 request

for withdrawal of recognition.

The SRC in its 33Oth meeting held on 12th & 13th February, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under,

1. The applicant has expressed inability to run the B.Ed and B.P.Ed courses

because of the State Govt.'s Policy that does not suit their convenience.

2. FR for B.Ed(1unit) has already been issued. They have requested for

withdrawal of this recognition. Their request is accepted. Withdraw

recognition for the B.Ed (1 unit) course (SRCAPP'14683) w.e.f 2016-17

after completion of all formalittes.
3. ln the B.P.Ed(1 unit) case (SRCAPP14726) we had ordered VT

lnspection. ln view of their request, the VT inspection ts cancelled. The

request for withdrawal of application is accepted. The application is
relected as withdrawn

4. Return the FDRs.

5. Close the 2 files.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC withdrawal order was sent to B.P.Ed

(SRCAPP14726) course and letter was sent to B.Ed (SRCAPP14683) course on

23.02.2017.

Now, the institution submitted reply for B.Ed course on 10.10.2017 and stating as under;

".....we are submitted request to SRC, NCIE., Bangalore for withdrawal

of reco nition ranted for B.Ed course to Chenna Keshava College of Education,

(S. Sathyam
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Vikarabad and to return the FDRi. Devision of SRC ls enclosed vide reference

F.No.SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP14683/8.Ed/AP/2116-17/92045 which required to

submit Resolution of the Society, NOC from Affiliating body and No due from the

Staff members to fulfill the formalities for withdrawal of recognition and to return

the FDRs. A copy of letter from NCI'E is enclosed for your kind reference.

ln view of the above, we are hereby submitting following required

documents to fulfill the formalities for withdrawal of recognition and to return the

FDRs.
- Resolution of the Society
- NOC from Affiliating Body
- No due from the Staff members.

Kindly acknowledge the same and return our FD receipts original as early

as posslb/e. "

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

Regency Collage of Education, Mettakur, Yanam-533464, Pondicherry.

Regency Educational Society, Yanam-533464, Union Territory of Pondicherry submitted

an application to the SRC of NCTE for grant of recognition to Regency Collage of

Education, lt/lettakur, Yanam-533464, Pondicherry for Secondary (B.Ed) course of one
year duration with an annual intake of 100 students. The recognition was granted to the

institution on 12.08.2005.

A letter dated 18.12.2006 received by this office on 26.12.2006 regarding Renewal of

Recognition for the year 2007-2008.

A letter was received by this office on 29.O7.2013 regarding Closure of Regency College

of Education, Yanam from the academic year 2O13-14.

The SRC in its 253'd meeting held on 30th September & 1"t Oct, 2013 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

)
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1. They have completed all the formalities.
2. Request for permission to close down is accepted. Issue a formal order, for

closure w.e.f. 2018-19 incorporating the usual Faculty reduction

conditions.
3. Students in the 2nd year shall be allowed to complete their course in 2Ol9-

20.
4. Inform the University concerned ,

5. Withdraw recognition.
6. Return FDRS, if any.

7. Close the file.

4".
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1. Permit closure and withdraw recognition w.e.f 2013-14.

2. Return the FDRS after ensuring payment of all dues to faculty and staff

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on

22.01.2O14 requested to submit the following documents for withdrawal of Recognttion

of B.Ed course.

Certificate from SCERT stating that there are no students from the year 2013-14

onwards for B. Ed course(ASPO2975).

No Dues Certificate from all the teaching/ non teaching staff for B.Ed course
towards their salary and other perks.

On 27 .O1 .2015 a letter was received by this office on 03.02.2015 regarding Compliance

Report on Revised Recognition Norms & Procedure.

Again, Reminder letter was sent to the institution on 11.02.2015 asked for the Certificate

from SCERT & No Dues Certificate from all the teaching/ non teaching staff for B. Ed

course.

A Letter was received from the Pondicherry University on 01 .07.2016 and 12.05.2017

regarding Closure of the college- Requesting for No Admission Certificate from the
academic year 2013-14.

The institution has submitted written representation on 08.08.2017

1. They have completed the formalities.
2. Request for permission to close down is accepted. Issue permission to

close w.e.f.2017-18.
3.1 Withdraw recognition w.e.f.zO17 -18.
3.2 Since there has been no affiliation' to orders re students/Faculty are

required.
4. Return FDRs, if any.

5. Close the file.

Konqunadu Colleqe of Education, PlouKhasara No.2958, Street No.283,

Tholurpatti Villaqe and Post, Thottiam Citv nad Taluk. Tiruchiraoalli District-
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62121s Tamil Nadu.

Kongunadu Educational Charitable Trust, Plot No.2958, Namakkal-Trichy lvlain Road,

Tholur atti Villa e & Post, Thottiam Taluk & City, Tiruchirappalli District - 621215, f amil
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Nadu applied for grant of recognition to Kongunadu College of Education, Plot/Khasara

No.2958, Street No.283, Tholurpatti Village & Post, Thottiam Taluk & City,

Tiruchirappalli District - 621215, Tamil Nadu for offering M.Ed course for two years

duration forthe academic year 2016-17 under Section 14115of the NCTE Act, 1993 to

the Southern Regional Committee NCTE through online on 02.06.2015. The

institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 04.06.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on O1 .12.2014. A letter to State Government for

recommendation was sent on 09.06.20'15.

Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014 under lVlanner of making application

and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the

processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no obiection

cerlificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the

application, it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the

applicant on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the

end of the application.

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the

application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations,2014 as under:-

. NOC from affiliating body is not submitted along with application.

The SRC in its 291st meeting held on 2oth -21'r August, 201 5 considered the matter and

it has decided to summarily rejected for the deficiency cited in the agenda note.

The SRC in its 292'd meeting held on 29'h -30'n September, 2015 reconsidered the

matter and decided as under:

The ground for summary rejection was not proper. The enclosed land document

is now submitted. Accept the request and reopen the case for further
processing.

239

As directed, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 21 .10.2015 for

submission of NOC issued by the affiliating body after 15.07.2015. The institution has

submitted written representation on 09.1 1 1 .2015 along with relevant documents.

The SRC rn its 294th meeting held on 14rh -'16rh November, 2015 considered the matter

and it has decided as under:

(S. Sathyam

1 . NOC issued by affiliating body is dated 02.09.2015.

2. Refuse and close the file.

Chairman
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Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 22.12.2015

The SRC minutes dated 31.01 .2016 decided as follows

"..keeping in mind the over-all public interest , the committee revised its earlier

stand to reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submission of NOC's and

decided to reopen and process all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs even

now irrespective of their dates of lssue".

As per the decision of SRC, the application was processed and placed before SRC in its

303'd meeting held on 15th February, 2016 and the Committee considered the matter

and decided as follows:

As per the decision of SRC inspectaon intimation was sent to the institution and VT

members. The lnspection of the institution was conducted on 24.02.2016 and VT report

along with documents received on 26.O2.2016.

The VT report was placed before SRC rn its 306th meeting held on 01"tto 04rh lMarch,

2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. lssue LOI for M.Ed (1 Unit)

2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.

3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition

w.e.f.2016-17 academic year be possible.

As per the decision of SRC, Letter of lntent was issued to the lnstitution on 03.03.2016.

The institution submitted reply on 03.03.2016 and 1 1 .03.2016.

The LOI reply was placed before in its 306th meeting held on O1'r to O4th tt/arch, 2016

and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

lssue Formal Recognition for tril.Ed (1unit) w.e.f. 2016-17
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As per the decisron of SRC, letter and formal recognition was issued to the institution on

12.04.2016.

A letter dated 19.O4.2016 received by this office from the institution on 20.04.2016 along

with faulty list.

The institution submitted a letter dated 11.O9.2017 received by this office on 12.09.2O17

regarding requesting for closure of lvl.Ed application and stating as under:-

(S. Sathyam)

chairman

. BCC to be given

. Cause Composite lnspection

. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.
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"Due to lack of admission of students in M.Ed programme, we did not apply to

TNTEU-Chennai, for Afflation and we have decided to close the M.Ed Programme.

We have enclosed herewith the application for the closure of M.Ed., Programme.

Hence we request to release the Endowment fund of Rs. 5 Lakhs (FDR No:

0829913. date:24.02.2016 and Reserve fund of Rs.7 Lakhs (FDR No: 0829912,

Date: 24.02.2016) which we have already paid by us for the M.Ed programme."

The Committee considered the request for closure of the institution and decided as

under:

1. They have completed the formalities.
2. Permission to close down, as requested, w.e.f. 2017-18 is given.

3.1 lssue a formal order.
3.2 Formally withdrawn recognition w.e.1.2017 -18.

4. Since there is no enrolment, no orders regarding students, Faculty are

required.
5. Return FDRs, if any.
6. Close the file

Sacred Heart Teacher Training lnstitute for
Thiruvannamalai District - 604408, Tamil Nadu

Women, Vandavasi,

SRC, NCTE recognition was granted to Sacred Heart Teacher Training lnstitute for

Women, Vandavasi, Thiruvannamalai District-604408, Tamil Nadu for offering

Elementary (D.T. Ed) course of two years duration from the academic session 2004-

2OO5 onO1.09.2004. The additional intake was granted to lnstitution on 09.01 2007 with

an intake of 50 students(Total 100 students).

The institution submitted a letter dated 06.01.201 1, received by this office on 11.01.2011

along with original of FDRs(Rs 5 Lakhs and Rs 3 Lakhs).

Now, the institution submitted a letter regarding requesting for closure of application on

08.08.2017 and stating as under:-

"NCTE has granted recognition for our Sacred Heaft Teacher Training lnstitute for
Women.

Now after analvzinq the scope of Elementarv Education( D.El.Ed) course is very

limited and since no admission from the academic vear 2016 - 2017 2017-2018

AP500954
D.T,Ed
l Unit

Sacred Heart
Teacher
Training
lnstitute for
Women,
Thiruvannam
alai,
Tamilnadu

for D.El.Ed course. So lhe manaeement decided to withdraw the recoqnition of
Sacred Heart Teacher Traininq lnstitute for Womenl Etle No.AP500954,

241,

APSO5001 Pillaiyar koil street Vandavasi - 604 408 Tiruvannamalai Dist Tamil

Nadu with approval of intake and additional intake 100 studenls from the

academic year 201 7-201 8.

(S. Sathyam
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-- -in tni{coiiition we woutd tike to inform you, sir that we abide all the rules and

regulations given by the NCTE and all the formalities".

TheCommitteeconsideredtherequestforclosureoftheinstitutionand
decided as under:

Shri Kalaimagal Coll
Village, Kadambattur

tm ortant documents were not available.

1. They have requested tbr closure and submitted application along with

resolution of society, No dues certificate from the staff'

2'SCERT,TamilNaduhastbrwardedlettertowithdrawrecognitionof
APS00gs4.tsuttheinstitutionhasrequestedfortheclosureoftwo
programme [D'El'Ed basic & Al) APSO0954 & APSo5001

g. Asl( the instiiution to submit NOC from the affiliating body for D'El'Ed'

4.lssueaformatorderforthewithdrawalofD'El'HdAPS009S4,w'e'f'2077'
18.

ege of Education, Sy.No. 368, 368/4' 371,372, Kondencheri

Jnion, Thiruvallur Taluk, Thiruvallur - 631402, Tamil Nadu'

Shri Kalaimagal College of Education, Sy No. 368, 368/4, 371' 372, Kondencheri

Village, Kadimbattur 
-Union, 

Thrruvallur Taluk, Thiruvallur - 631402, Tamil Nadu

srO,iitieO an application for B.Ed Course on 29.12.2006. The institution was granted

iecognition on 07.11.2007 with an annual intake of 100 students, with the condition to

shift to own premises within 3 years

The inspection commission constituted by Tamilnadu Teachers Education University on

the basis of complaint received from the students community of Sri Kalaimagal College

of Education, visited the institution for inspection on 12.03.2O1O. The visiting team met

the watchman at the entrance and one person who claimed as Educational

Administrative officer of the said B.Ed college and asked for time extension to produce

the documents, teaching and staff members and arranging for inspection of classrooms,

laboratories and librarY.

The said lnspection commission recorded its observataon as follows in the lnspection

Report.

. The institution has no Principal and required staff members. All the required

staff members are not appointed and available.,

. There is no building for B.Ed. College to run B Ed', programme'

o There is no principal room and office room. The documents are not available in

the camPus.

o The Land documents, fixed deposit receipts, admission registerS, attendance

registers, particulars about teaching practice programme, salary bills' and other
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. The B.Ed., Students are not available in the campus and the E.A.O informed that

they have gone for teaching practice. But he refused to give the list of schools

were they have gone for teaching practice

. There is no library for running B.Ed programme

. There is no B.Ed. college name board and notice board for running the B.Ed

programme.

The SRC in its 205th meeting held on 18'n-19'n I\/ay, 2011 considered the above matter

and decided to cause inspection of the institution under section 17, in the light of

TNTEU's show cause notice and the reply of the institution in anticipation of the

inspection fee of Rs. 40.000/-.

Accordingly, inspection letter was issued to the institution on 21 .07 .2O11. The inspection

of the institution was conducted on 12.08 2O11 .

The letter was received from Tamilnadu Teachers Education University on 19.07.2011

regarding withdrawal of affiliation with effect from the academic year 2011-2012.

The SRC in its 209th meeting held on 31"1 July 201 1. considered the inspection report dt.

191712011 of Tamilnadu Teachers Education University and all the relevant

documentary evidences and decided to serve Show cause Notice under Section 17 of

NCTE Act

. The institution has no Principal and required staff members. All the required staff

members are not appointed and available.
. There is no building for B.Ed, College to run B.Ed programme.

. There is no principal room and office room. The documents are not available ln

the campus.
. The Land documents, fixed deposit receipts, admission registers, attendance

registers, particulars about teaching practice programme, salary bills, and other

important documents were not available.
. The B.Ed students are not available in the campus and the E.A.O. informed that

they have gone for teaching practice. But he refused to give the list of schools

where they have gone for teaching practtce.

o There is no library for running B.Ed. programme.

. There is no B.Ed. college name board and notice board for running the B.Ed

programme.

Accordingly, a Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 05.10.2011. The

institution had submitted its written representation on 08.1 1 .201 1 and 2211.2011.
lnspection was carried out on 12.08.201 1 . The same was placed before SRC in its 2'1 3th

meeting held on O6th -07th November, 2011 considered the VT Report, and all the

relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve Show cause Notice under

Section 17 of NCTE Act for the followin s

,&,m*
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. As per VT report, the total Built up area earmarked for the B.Ed programme is

only 9940 Sq. ft which is grossly inadequate for B.Ed Teacher Education

Programme as per NCTE norms. 16000 sq.ft of built up area is required for both

B.Ed programme.

. Questionnaire not submttted by the management.

. ln the Affidavit submitted, total built up area & Sy no. not mentioned.

. Sale deed copy with all survey numbers where institutaon is situated is not

submitted.
. The latest Building Completion Certificate from the competent authorised

Government Engtneer is not submitted.
. Non-Encumbrance Certificate from the competent Government Authorised

person /Authorities to be submitted.
. Original FDRs in joint name towards Endowment fund & Reserve fund for a

duration of 5 years from a Nationalized Bank is not submitted.

Accordingly, a Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 04.01.2011 The

institution had submitted its written representation on 02.07.2012.

The SRC in its 215th meeting held on 12'h-13'n December, 2011 considered the reply of

the institution dt. 08.1 1 .201 1 , VT Report, and all the relevant documentary evidences

and decided to serve Show cause Notice under Section 17 of NCTE Act for the

following:

. The institution has no Prtncipal and required staff members. All the required

staff members are not appointed and available

. There is no building for B.Ed, College to run B Ed., programme.

. ln the building plan, land area is not legible. Moreover, one sy.no. 362/4

mentioned in the building plan not matching with the sy.no. mentioned in the

NCTE recognition order dt. 07 .11 .2007 .

. There is no principal room and office room. The documents are not available in

the campus.
. The Land documents, fixed deposit receipts, admission registers, attendance

registers, particulars about teaching practice programme, salary bills, and other

important documents were not available.
. The B.Ed., Students are not available in the campus and the E.A.O informed that

they have gone for teaching practice. But he refused to give the list of schools

were they have gone for teaching practice.

. There is no library for running B.Ed programme.

. There is no B.Ed. college name board and notice board for running the B.Ed

programme.

The explanation submitted by the institution is not convincing and not satisfactory & the

above deficiencies are not removed
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Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 24.01.2U2. fhe
instrtution submitted its reply on 02.07.2012

The institution has submitted reply for Show Cause Notice after the stipulated time of 21

days from the date of issue of the notice.

Supreme Court vide their order in Civil Appeal NO. 1125-112812011 in SLP No. 17165-

68/2009 filed by NCTE Vs ors, wh jch reads as under:

"An institution is not entitled to recognition unless tl fulfills the conditions specified in

various clauses of the Regulations. The Council is directed to ensure that in future

no institution is granted recognition unless lt fulfills the conditions laid down in the

Act and the Regulations and the time schedule fixed for processinq the application

bv the Reqional Committee and communication of the decision on the issue of
recoqnition it strictl adhered to'V

l

The Committee considered the written reply of the institution on the above matter and

also the relevant documents of the institution and decided to withdraw recognition for

the following reasons.

The SRC in its 229'h meeting held on 3oth-31"1 July ,2012 considered the reply of the

institution, which is received on 02.07 .2012, i.e., after 1 58 (One Hundred and Fiftv Eiqht

onlv) days from the date of issue of show cause notice dl. 24.01 .2012 and with

reference to the totality of information collected & based on a collective application of

mind, the committee decided as per NCTE Regulations 2009, the Committee decides to

withdraw the recognition for B.Ed course with effect from 2012-13 to enable the present

batch of student to complete the course

But, it is made clear that the institution is debarred from makinq anv further admission

subseouent to the date of issue of this order

The U niversity/Affiliating body be informed accordingly for necessary enforcement.

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued lo the institution on 05.09 2012.

The rnstitution preferred appeal to NCTE, Hqrs and the Appellate Authority vide order

no. F.No. 89-64Ot2O12 Appeal/13th Meeting-2O12 dt. 07.01.2013 has stated as follows:-
"After perusal of the documents, lvlemorandum of appeal, affidavit and after

considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing the Council concluded

that even though the reply of the institution has been sent belatedly it deserved to be

considered before taking a final decision in the matter the Council therefore decided

that the matter may be remanded to the SRC with a directaon to consider the reply of

the institution and take a decision thereafter
NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Sri Kalaimagal

College of Education, Thiruvallur, Tamilnadu to the SRC, NCTE, for necessary action

as indicated above
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The SRC in its 240th meeting held on 09rh-1 '1'h Mlarch, 201 3 considered the Appellate

Authority otdet dt.o7lo1t201 3 to consider the reply of the institution and decided to

further process the application of the said institution.

Accordingly, reply to, two show cause notices has been processed as per the direction

of the appellate authority.

on careful perusal of the original file of the anstitution and staff profiles submitted by the

institution in response to the letter of lntent, the SRC in its 244'" meeting held on 09"'-

11th May, 2013 decided that Formal Recognition be granted to B.Ed, course of one

year duiation with an annual intake of 100 (One Hundred only) students from the

academic session 2014-1 5.

As per records, the recognition was granted to the institution on 07 '11'2007 and the

same was withdrawn on 05.09.2012 The institution preferred an appeal to NCTE Hqrs.

The appeal was considered and the case is remand back to SRC Whereas the

commiitee haS taken a decision to issue Formal Recognition instead of Restoration of

recognition to the institution

The SRC in its 247th meeting held on 2Oth to 22nd June, 20'13, the committee considered

the matter and decided as under:

"Change'award of recognition' to 'restoration of recognltion'

As per the sRc direction of SRC, restoration of recognition order was issued to the

institution on 28.08.201 3.

on 29.06.2015 the institution has submitted its willingness affidavit as pet 2O14

Regulations for offering B.Ed Course with an annual intake of 50 students'

on 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of

new Regulations ,2014 and seektng consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised

norms and standards before 31 .10.201 5

Accordingly, revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 03.07.2015 with a

condition ihat th" institution has not maintained/revalidated the Fixed Deposited

Receipts towards Endowment and Reserve Funds.

Now, the institution has submitted written representation on 21.09.2017 and stating as

under:
"Sri Kalaimagal College of Eciucation (B.Ed) was stafted in the academic year

2008-2009 with B.Ed Course in the sanctioned intke 100.

The college approval from NCTE - SRC Bangalore, as per the above refer letter

and subsequently affiliation was granted by Tamil Nadu Teachers Education

Universit the ear 2017 - 201 5 we admitted in 100 students
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Unfoftunately the chairman of A.G.N. Educational Charities Mr.N.Athimulam
passed away ?th Oct 2010. Consequently the olher members of trustee could not
concentrate full in running this B.Ed college, because and the demise of the
chairman left big void which could not be filled by any other members.

We try to run the college as much as possib/e. However the admission fell down
steeply due to the government decision to change the norms from 1 year to 2 year
b.ed course from new NcTE/University norms.

ln these circumstances we are unable to run the B.Ed College. Therefore the
frusf has taken a decision close the college to requesf SRC, NCTE to give closure
approval for Sri Kalaimagal College of Education (B.Ed) from the academic year
201 5-16.

The admitted all students already passed in lhe academic year 201 4-15 and all
the students received original mark sheets. That they are no students cunentty
studying in the institution.

We request you to take early action on oltr request NOC for closure of the
approval."

The Committee considered the request for closure of the institution and decide
under:

1. They have requested for closure of B.Ed.
2. They have submitted only the resolution of the trust for closure of B.Ed

programme.
3. All the formalities are not completed.
4. Ask them to submit

(a) Online Application for closure
(b) NOC from the affiliating Body.
(c) No dues certificate from the staff members.

J.N.N.Teacher Training College, Kannigaipair Village, 90, Ushaa Garden,
Uthukottai Taluk, Kannigaipair Town, Thiruvallur District - 601102, Tamil Nadu.

Alamelu Ammal Educational Trust, Kannigarpair Village, No. 90, 'Ushaa Garden'
Uthukottai Taluk, Tiruvallur Town and District - 601102. Tamil Nadu applied for grant of
recognition to J.N.N.Teacher Training College, Kannigaipair Village, 90, Ushaa Garden,
Uthukottai Taluk, Kannigaipair Town, Thiruvallur District - 601 '102, Tamil Nadu for
offering B.Ed-A.l course of two years duration for the academic year 20'17-18 under
Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE
through online on 31 .05.2016 The rnstitution has submitted the hard copy of the
application on 07.06.20'l 6.

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on
04.07.2016 followed by Reminder lon 01 10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11.2016. The

riod of 90 da r Regulations is over Hence, the application was processed

a ya
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As per public notice for 2017-18. there is no ban for B.Ed-A.l course ln the State of
Tamil Nadu.

As per the direction, the application has been scrutinized online along with hard copy of
the application and documents and placed before SRC in its 327rh Meeting held on 191h

to 20th January, 2017. fhe committee considered the scrutiny of the application and
decided as under:-

248

1. Change of course cannot be approved by SRC
2. NOC not given by the affiliating body.
3. Hard copy not signed on every page.

4. lssue SCN accordingly.

As per the decision of the SRC, a Show Cause Notice was rssued through online mode
on 20.01.2017. The institutron has submitted a reply through e-mail on 10.02.2017 and
in online mode on 11.02.2017 The institution has submitted No oblection certificate on
13.O2.2017.

The SRC in its 330th meeting held on 12rh to '1 3'r' February. 2017 lhe committee
considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. They have repeated the request for change of course.
2. We have to repeat the legal position that SRC does not have the authonty to

approve such a change of course.
3. Reject the application.
4. Close the file.

As per the decision of the SRC, Rejection order was issued to the institution through
online on 14.02.2017.

The institution has submitted written representation on 15.02.2017 regarding submissron
of NOC from affiliating body, full attested hardcopy and other Particulars.

An office Memorandum received on 04.08.2017 from NCTE Hq vide F.No.91-15'h
Mtg./2017-Appeal dated 03.08.2017 with a request to send the original file of J.N.N
Teacher Training College, Kannigaipair Village, 90. Ushaa Garden, Uthukottai Taluk,
Kannigaipair Town, Thiruvallur District-601 102. Tamrl Nadu

On 07.O8.2O17, a letter was addressed to Shri.R.C Chopra, Section officer, NCTE, New
Delhi. Foruarding (Original file) of records relating to J.N N. Teacher Training College,
Thiruvallur, Tamil Nadu.

The Appellate Authority vide No. F. No.89-392/E-4836t2017 Appeal/15th lvleeting-2o17
dated: 16.10.2017 received by this office on 23.10 2017 and 31.10.2017 and stating as
under:-

athyam
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Appeal committee noted thal appellant institution submitted onlineapplication dated 31 .05.2016 seeking recognition for conducting B.Ed programme. Theappellant informed SRC by its letter dated 04 07.2016 that course applied for waswrongly mentioned as B.Ed whereas application is for integrated B.Ed programme i.eBA.B.Ed/B.Sc B Ed Appeal commi ee furTher noted that a Show cause Notrce (SCdated 20.01 .201 7 was issued to appellant institution informin g that(i) change
N)

programme applied for is not allowed (ii) NOC /ssued by affili
of

submitted. Appeltant instit Lttion in its reply dated 10.02.20 1/ sLtb

'ating body was not
dated 31.01.2017 issued by Tamil Nadu Teacher Edu

mitted copy of NOC
programme cation University for B.Ed

AND WHEREAS aOeetpnt during the course of appeal presentation on24 08 2017 requested that ;r ft is nor flssit)e 
"i"'li"r, 

tecognition for rntegraredprogramme. the institutton 
:!o,,!d, 

b" 
.g,urtui ,"iol,:,it,on ,o, B Ed programme asapplied for. Appeat committee took not6 that uppri)'nii 

'ir"t,tution 
has faired to submitNoc rssued by arfiriatino bodv atons tyln i"lloii"ztln ,n. Noc submitted bv theappellant institution raral rssued by" atfiriating 

-[[ii" 
-r'"n after the crosinq daie forsubmlssro/, of apprications for the'acaaiei,ii" 

""i"ir"i&r-18. crause s(3) read withclause 7(1) of NCTE Reoutations. zot s pririe's"'i,, iuiu"t,on of a, such appticationswhich are not accompani6d W ne , eq uisi{i 
"ai."r."i,i,"'r'

AND WHEREAS thu 
!ppu_1t Committee. therefore, decided to confirm thermpugned refusat order datect t 4 z z|l t issuei'iy dR6i.";ungu,oru

,1

o

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeat. affidavit. documentson record and orat arouments a.dvanced irring'iiu" n"uring, Appeal Committee
':.A:':i":":Z:tr:* thi impugned retusarrrejiitioi, i,,i", a,rca 14 04 2017 issued by

NOW THEREFORE, the Councit hereby confirms the Order appealed against,,.

The commiftee considered the appeflate authority order and noted the mafter"
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