
335.h Meeting oI SRC

71d, -72th April,2077

Minutes of the 335th Meeting or SRC held at the Conference Hall of

NCTE, Bangalore r r 11th - 12th April,2017 '

The llowi ersons nd the M I' Sr

a 1. Sri. S.SathYam

2. Prof. M.S. Lalithamma

3. Dr. J.D. Singh

4. Shri. Krishna Mohan Rao

4. Dr. J. Prasad

5. Smt. Jalajakshi

6. Shri. SanjaY GuPta

Regional Director

Chairman

Member

Member

Member

Member

Member

Non-Member
(Convenor)

The followin members did not attend the Meetino:

t a Prof. Sandeep Ponnala, Br. M:P' Vijaykumar, Prof K Dorasami' Smt Padma

Sarangapani and the Representatives of the Govts of Andhra Pradesh'

Tamilnadu & LakshadweeP .
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Me ksh Ra samy Educationa Trust, Thatha nu I V age Tnchv M a n Road
na ma

U d rpalyam Pefambalu r D st r c t -62 1 804 Ta m N ad u app ed for gtant
aya

h V
cog n tion to Menaksh Ramasamy Co leg e of That anu r a(,e

o
D t t-5 2 1 T

Trichy Ma n U dayarpa vam Peramba u ( s r c a

N d fo ffe s M Ed course of two vears du rati on fo the yea 0 7 I
a o n n

under Sect on 4l 5 o the N CTE 993 to th Reg ron a

N TE th rough on ne on ,|
1 .05 20'l The NS ti tu tion h AS the hard copv of the

application on 24.05.2016.

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

oi'zz.oalola, foliowed by Reminder l on 01 10 2016 and Reminder ll on

oia.ll.zorc. No recommeniation received from the State Govt. The period of

6o Orvt 
"t 

per Regulations is over. Hence, the application is processed'

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for M Ed course in the State

of Tamil Nadu.

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

coov and documents which was placed before SRC in its 324th meeting held

"n-itZii 
- tdi Oecember 2016. The Committee considered the matter and

decided as under:

{. Title is in order'
2. EC & LUC are there'
3. BP is given.

+. gCC ii given-there is some discrepancy in- Sy' Nos' between BCC

and Land document, Ask them to clarify'

5. NOC from affiliating body-received on time'

6. lssue Show Cause Notice for the discrepancy in Sy' Nos'

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the institution through online

on 08. I 2.2016.

The institution has submitted hard copy of reply on 19 1 2 2016 and also

submitted through online on 29.12 2016 along with documents'

The SRC in its 327rh meeting held on 19rh & 2O1h January' 20'17 the committee

considered the reply and documents and decided as under:-

1. The explanation is satisfactory.
i. d"r"" ,lo*posite inspection oi a.ea.(z units) and M'Ed'(l unit)'

sRCAPP2016 30006

M.Ed

l Unit

APS08247

B.Ed

2 Units

Menakshi

Ramasamy College

of Education,

Perambalur,

Tamilnadu

2 n
Jd-ntr

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

A^--1

Consideration of 2077-2078 & 2076-77 anplications VT reporc' SCN replv and

Non' Submission reolY : Uolume-l)

itTaluk,
Education,

Road, Taluk, 804, mi

u academic 1 1

1 Act, 1 Southern Committee,

6. submitted



lnsoection of the institution was conducted on 31 03 2017 and the hard copy of the

VT Report was received on 05.04.2017'

e institution as Por the

VT
ms of thDetails of the proPose d and existing Progra

ramme,Existin Ped Pro ramme.
lntakeName of

the course
SI,NOlntakeName of the

course
100 (2 Units)1 APS08247

(8. Ed.)
50 (1 Units)

M. Ed

SRCAPP2O163
0006

1

elow:-etailert isonThe i

014 inspection of the institution

17 lo 12.04.2017. The visiting

r Ahmed gave their accePtance

lau lon 2Se RCR na adno S egofthe ed SI pclAS pe
022 03nom dde uno enh sthsch de ledu rougSwa

eehdan aB STeam Members Dr. Anuradha Sindhwan

for the visit in online mode on 1 3.03 2017

23.08.2000, Meenachi Ram

Trust
Date of Reg. and in the-LTION

TE
GIS

CERT
umLa

Photocopy of the la documents submitted

in English Version

ndRegistered certified

Land documents: S

copy of the

ubmitted / Not

submitted
Photocopy of land documents su bmitted in

English version
(whether in English or Regiona

language)
(whether nota rizededcertifi

ditteSlon bmush antr S atnE
1. 15.11.2005

2.24.05.2001
3. 25.09.2000

Date of registration of land

Educational Trust.
t\,1eenachi Ramasamist,ered in the name ofLand

1

2

3

Deed of Sale Executed.

Deed of Sale Executed.

Deed of Sale Executed

Type of title deed i.e. sale

deed/lease deed (Govt. /Pvt.)/gift

deed
Not Mentioned.Sy. No./Extent of land in each

Plot No./ Khasara No.

inal affidavit submittedOrT:-AFFID
S No.1 36/1 BNoS
Thathanur Village,

Nadu.

Ariyalur District, Tamil
Location

basisOwnershiLand is on own/lease basis
Total Area of the lan (1.53 Acres)d=
6191.69 .Mtr.

Extent

Plan submitted inof BuildinPhotocoBlue ofcUN
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(S. Sathya

Chairm

Sl.No.

name of
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V*t ir,cr,,..,
(S. Sathyanl

chalrman

sheet

ubm
Buildinq Plan submitted/ Not

lnstitute & Menakshi Ramasamy College of

Education, Trichy Main Road, M.R Kalvi

Menakshi RamasamY Teacher Training

a amU adhT tha uan vtaN rpayaag
mtri aTa U sDAriT ku

I',lame and address of

Society/TrusUl nstitution

Menakshi RamasamY Teacher Training

lnstitute & Menakshi Ramasamy College of

Education

Whether Building Plan

proposed institution/ course or

also for some other TE|/course

is for the

1.53 Acres.Plot arealland area
S.F.No.136-1B, Trichy Main Road, M.R Kalvi

a a mU ad aPOShT aath un I vpaN t, yaag
uadT Nma Iu D triS ct,Ariu kaT

Survey/PloUKhasara No

location

and

Not le ible.ateaTotal built-u
Not legible.Built up area for the Pro

and existing teacher education

courses

posed

Not mentioned,Date of a al
President of 1st Grade Village Panchayat,

Tathanur
of

a rovrn authori
Name and designation

Photocopy of Land Certificate submittedUse

Certificate submitted /Not
nLa df

ubm
Educational TrustSociety/ TrusUName of the

lnstitution
Sy. No.1 36-1 B,

Udayapalayam Talu

Thathanur Village,

k, Ariyalur District, Tami

Nadu

Survey/PloUKhasara No

location

and

Tota I Extent is {.53 Acres.Extent of land
Educational Purof LandPu
18.09.2012Date of issue
Thasildar JayankondamName and designation o

authoa
Photocopy of Building

Certificate submitted.

Completion

Meenachi RamasamY Educational Trust.ofName
Socie

and address

/TrusUlnstitution
136-1 B, Trichy Main Road, Thathanur

Pa nch a ath
Nos. andSurvey/PloV Khasara

location
GF= 10153 Sq.ft.

FF= 10153 Sq.ft.

SF = 10153 Sq.ft.

= 4061 2.97 SftT

TF = 10'153 So .ft

Built up area for the Propos
course and/or for existing course

ed

Post,

Nadu.

Menakshi RamasamY
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l,lot mentioned.of RoofinT
Educational Purpose

ro sed to be usedbein used

which building isPurpose for

17 .09.2007Date of issue
Engineer, P.W.DAssistant Executive

a

designation ofName and

auth
PhotocoPy of Encum

submitted in regional language'
CertificatebtancecoDv

mts

rized
nce ate

of
ertificmb

Encumbrance C Cate submitted inertlfi

ional la ua
Soci /TrusUlnstitution
Name of the

S.No.136/1,13 6/18

location
Survey/PloUKhasara Nos. and

01.01.'1985 to 30.03 2017
Search for the Period

Encumbrance C ate submitted inertific

ional la ua e
Extent of land

rtificate submitted inEncumbrance Ce

ional lan U
Any mortgage as Per EC

31.03.2017Date of issue
Sub-registerName and designation of issuing

authori
Photocopy of FDRs su bmitted

Fixed Deposit Recei

Photocopy of thE FDR Of RS

lakhs submitted

5 lakhs + 7
Original/ Photocopy of the FDR

of Rs. 5lakhs + 7 lakhs
FDR No.198304, 1 98304

FDR / A./c Number
Single AJc.

Io tn ceI orre nI IS nWheth Js
03.05 2016Date of issue
03 05 2017Date of lvlaturity
Canara Bank.Name of issuing Bank
Submitted on 30.05 ?016

Whither NOC from Affiliating

issuin
Not submitted

submitted /Not submitted.
NAAC Certificate

Comments of VT Members

772.96 Sq.Mtr
1

Adequate

Fumiture
2

Adequate

Science Lab
3

Adequate

PsychologY Lab
4

5 '\
Cfl,-*l-&"^ 

^
(S. Sathyam)

Chairmarl

body of state Government
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(

6

Adequate

ET Lab
Adequate

Multipurpose hall
6

Adequate

Language Leaming
7

Adequate

Other Labs
8

Adequate

Seating caPacitY in

Iibrary

I

4799 books & 10 journa ls.

No. of books in the

library and Joumals

10

No

Remarks:-.-. 
society registration certificate not submifted'

. i"gi"il*aj"ertified lanJ documents not submitted' submitted only

ffii;;6v of Deed oi-iaie e'ecuted and not mentioned the Survev

number and Extent of land'

. The institution tras suomitted the photocopy of Building Plan in A4 sheet,

the total build up area and date of approval not legible'

. As per the Building Co,pf"tion iertiticate date of issue and type of

loofing not mentioned'
. Encuribrance certificate submitted in regional language'

o NAAC Certificate not submitted for M'Ed course' lnstead has submitted a

letter dated 07.05.201; i;i;;;ing that the institution has been accredited

for five Years from 05.04'2014'

. FDn noi in Joint Arc and also valid for 1 year only'

The Committee considered the VT report' VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:'

1. VT Inspection report seen'

2, The CD shows two different buildings' Which one is for which

course is not clear. They shoutd explain'

The built-up area available is 3773 sq'mts' The area required,
J

A
J+2.\c^" 

"
(s. sathya()

Chairman
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iccording to the Regulation-Appen dix-4 relating to Norms and

D istrict titution of Ed ucat ton a nd Tta n ng Ha e G ha npur age Meda
ns

to D stnc ity & D tsti rct-502 I 1 3 Te langa na app ted fo I s ta n o
Med a

NStitute Ed ucat on and Medak Havel

T k, G ha u r c ty Med ak D istrict-5021 1 Te angana fo offe r1 ns D P S
a u n p

ion 4l1 5 of h
cou rSe fo I two years du rat on for the academ tc year 2 0 1 8 u nde ect

Act, oo3 to h e Sout hern Reg ona N CTE th roU s h on ne o

28 05.20 1 6 Th sti tuti on su bmitted the h a rd copv the app cat ion on 1 I 07 20 1 6
e n

As Der Reoulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent

"" 
ii.oe.Sorii"ttbweo oy Reminder I on 12.10.2016 and Reminder ll on

1l .ll.iola. No recommendation received from the State Government' the

p"iioJ-oi 1o dry, ,t per Regulations is over' Hence' the application is

processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for D P'S E course in the

State of Telangana.

The aoolication was processed and placed before the SRC in lts 327ih meeting

i"ra liiilii _ ZO(rnr"rV, 2Olt . ine Committee considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. NOQ is there.

2. Ask them to file a copy of the allotment letter relating to the Govt'

land given.

3. LUC/EC not required.

4. BCC is in order. Built'up area shown is around 2300 sq'mts' Which

may be inadequate for 4 courses in reference'

5. Cause comPosite insPection.

Acco rd n Spect on a S sent to the nS ut on and VT m m be rS
ns v

ond cted
h roug h on on 2 1 0 1 20 1 7 nSpection of h n ti uti on a c u

0I 02 20 1 and the re rt a on h cD reCE ed on I 3 02 20 I
on

SRCAPP2Ol6 30053

D.P.SE

l Unit

Standards of B.Ed.-Entry 6.1., is 4000 sq'mts' (B'Ed'+D'El'Ed' Combo-

3000 sq.mts.+500 for Znd unit of B'Ed'+500 sq'mts' for 1 unit of

M.Ed.). The built up area available is, therefore inadequate'

4, It is strange that neither the Management nor the Visiting Team

have referred to one unit of D.El'Ed'

5. Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly'

Taluk,
recognition

of Training, Ghanpur Village & Road,

Haveli 3,

7-1 I
Committee,NCTE I

of

intimation

7
7

District Institute of

Education and

Training, Medak,

Telangana

"fr*r--(S. Sathyami/

chairman\
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Remarksentationlnstitution written rePressl.
No.

Deficiency
pointed by

sRc The institution has

submitted Photocopy of
BP.

DIET
Building,
Medak

Name and

address of
Society/Tru
sUlnstitutio
n

DIET
Building,
Medak

Whether
Building
Plan is for
the
proposed

institution/
course or
also for
some other
TEI/course

Built-up
area as Per
vT report
is 2300

sq.mts. as

against
requiremen
t of 3500

sq.mts.

5

The sRC in its 33.1.t meeting held on 22nd February, 2017, considered the

matter and decided as under:

L NOC is available.
2. Govt. land available.

3. LUC/EC not required'
+. gCC is available. They have three D'El'Ed' units'

5. Built-up area as per VT report is 2300 sq'mts'

requirement of 3500 sq.mts.

6. Multipurpose hall area is inadequate'

7. lssue Show Cause Notice'

as against

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution through online on

07.03.2017.

The institution has not submitted the reply.

The SRC in its 3341h meeting held on 30th - 31"1 March, 20,17, considered the

matter and decided as under:- 
i. tlo reply has been received to SCN issued on 6'3"17'

2. Give time till 10.4.2017.

3. Put uP in the next meeting.

Now, an e-mail received from the institution on 04 04 2017 ' lt stated as under:

8 r)
/tz^"t1,4"_-.-
(S. Sathyary{}

Chairman
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2503
Sq.mts

Plot
arealland
area

Total buil!
atea

Not
Mentioned

Built up

area for

the
proposed

and
existing
teacher
education
courses

a roval
uate ol

Not
Approved

a

Name and

designatio
nof
apProving

The institution
submitted PhotocoPY of

letter regarding

sanction of Rs. 20

Lakhs towards

Construction of
Teacher Training and

Research Centre.

has

"...with reference to the subject cited

dbove, I would like to infonn you that'

ie have applied for DPSE (One Unit) in

the month of Aqril 2016 and cause

insoection on lilh of F€bruary 2017'-oiiiino 
ae inspection, rePaiing work

is ooino on. Die to that, we could not

iaie ti measure the building on the

iiii.caon daY. At the time of

aoitication, we have not measured the

iirriaorc' ana verundahs and

aioroximately we got 23OO sq'mts' The

.!ir" r"r"'meniioned bY the w
iembers in the inspection report' The

hostet building was not taken in to

considorction for DPSE.

stated as underThe institution in its reply

The

74

iredThe

s 2503itdithf buereaa o ngall theAclu v
sredueasm planmts, (nSq

Twothiswith letter)encrosed
lsoasm areroocrassadditional

0120ofethncted yeastrucon
totalmfs.1 28resmeasu Sg.
and,assc toomsofc ntioon struc

ts.m1263,s Sgbuiistrativetn dingdma
Themtss85343.,s 1ildin qbu sHostel

39eas uresmT buildingDIEoftotal
stinexlfot sareas fsM requq

,sEsof DPnctiosana for ningdrsescou
forbleare eliHencemtss500

Multipurpo
se hall area

is
inadequate

6

Chairman

,
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0,c-

Total
in
Sg.mts

Totol

ln

Sq.Ft

5

ber
s

;
s95.506410

.84

12,6x

10.6

(48)I Rooms

21.392340

.00
(4) 15x26

x6
2 Olning

16.72180.

00

(1) 75x72Kitchen3

3.6239.0

7

(1) 4,7x8.

3dh

the

4

9.36700.

80

8x72.

6

(1)Stote5

4.6450.0

0

(1)6 servlae

18.1119.0

4
4.6x5.

3

(817 Bdthro

397.

44

36.914,6x3.

5

(24)TolletsI

4752

,u)

441.46,5x6

0

(12)9

1343.8

5
1446

5.17
Totdl1

0

Now we are not using the hostels tor

rcsidence. rhis maY be utilized lor
trainlng Ptogrcmme. The details of

hostetTuitdiig are given herc under'

Recentlv. on ld February 2017

commiisioner and Dircctor of Schoo'

Education Telangana has sanctioned a

irainina centei to Govt. DIET and

releasid and amount of Ruqees

2O.OO,OOO (TwentY Lakhs onlv) for

consiruction of tie building block and

r.

ta uketocol. Pecloreth isfDtedesrequ
le.as v(copas ea possibwork rlyth

onedtimenclve eaTh haelos rlycen cr) ey
ethforutilizedbemathisthat v

e DIETfor thandtrainifo ngsrposepu
asu izedtilbecan,sThtrainees,

eththatreha assue youm Itipurpos
,sthblfilledlueb vcanormSnNCTE
nairmachthere esenceHte. quinstitu

forISthto considerersembMsRcdan
bewhichforDPSEofgran

s,to

sanction of DPSE coul'se,

N

ent

t0xs
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TheCommitteeconsideredtheshowCauseNoticereplyanddecidedas

1. Their reply to the SCN is not satisfactory'

2. Built-up area is short by 1200 sq'mts' They have stated that

accommodation available in the hostel will be used for the DPSE

course. But, BP & BCC of hostel building are not given'

3. It will not be possible for SRC to recognize such temporary

adiustements particularly in the absence of BP and BCC'

4. Ask them to submit BP & BCC of the Hostel building to check details

of the accommodation available'

under:-

. Hostel B/P, BCC not enc losed.

Letter was addressed to the secretary to Govemment, Education Department'

Govemment of Kamataka seeking reiommendation/comments in respect of the

anolication received bv the SRC-irlCTE for recognition of the proposed B'P Ed

"l'"r.r ", 
i2.06.2016. Reminder -I was issued on 01'10'2016 Reminder-ll

was sent to the Government on 02.11.2016'

Recommendation of the State Govemment was received by this office after the

";;;[1il; 
of so auy. from the date of issue of the letters to the State

Corinl-.n vide Gort. Order No:ED 281 URC 2016' Bangalore' dated

iS.tZ.ZOrc for B.A., B.Ed / B'Sc.B.Ed and vide order no' F'D 282 URC 2016'

Bangalore, daled 14J2.2016 for M.Ed course'

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

fori

ffefo1i

Pix

Ii

BkPa rIPixeSPEenm teloDevno runo daF pIrePAzim ml
Anekal,ceh dn NoR adruHos (Bec CE ctrile nlB oc itvk,

EdM.o nflno rcatlo lnenltted anS bu l11lhas appa kataKarnanB l€rgalo
U ersnlvreP mAzf lm tyonamethln Jcoursed.BSc Ed B.A.B B.Edan

hBe ndRoad,c IC (ectronlo Er B tyBe Pa CK,k,EP S
hard02 61 and3n 00 5o copvkata1KarnI0 0reanBRoe daN c (u)-s60galo),

10 62onved 70 06celreno wascatlfo the app

decitin

rh
1dr berm 20eceD087'h0ddehm ee42 unng3tS tlngnS CRThe

de underdont1 andcao thefscruethderednslco

Campus,
Road)'

HosurCampus,

6,

sRCAPP2016 30064

M.Ed &

BA.B.Ed BSc.B.Ed

2 Units

Azim Premji

University,

Bangalore,

Karnataka

,,f;,ffi1i*
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l."Four entities are involved- Azim Premji Trust; Azim Premji

Foundation for Development; Peoples Education Society; and

Azim Premji UniversitY.

2.il;;r;;;i;t societv is the Foundation, Thev have no title to the

lands.

f .rtlrlnirr.rlty is the institution concemed' They have only 'lease
-'tot,e 

titt"'u"qoired from a private party' This is not admissible

under the 2014 Regulations'

+ eri. pt :i Trust-and Peoples Education Society are not legally

relevant to this case.

5. EC is not given.

6.LUC is not given.

7.BP is not given.

;.;bd i; 'not given. Building is reported to be still under

construction.

9.For M.Ed -NAAC certificate is not given'

10. Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly'"

As oer the decision of SRC a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution

., 
tori. 

ii:oii. rt. institution has submitted reply through online on

29.12.2016 and hard copy on 30'12 2016'

The SRC in its 327th meeting held during 19th& 20th 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 itrictly under the NCTE Regulations.

It has no power or discretion to relax the Regulations' Only the

Council has that Power'
3. The Azim Premji University may approach the NCTE (HQ) fir

obtaining the reiaxation required by them' Thereafter' they can

opp.ou"t the SRC for appropriate further attention/action"'

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

25.O1 .2017 .

But till date the institution has not submitted an for further action.

o

t2 lr
*fl2^.i), A^-.

(S. Sathyam/

Chairmar{
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l, There are too many deficiencies in this case'

2. They have not cared to address any one of them substantively'

3. Reiect the application.

4, Return FDRS, if any.

5. Close the file,

d decided as under:'The Committee considered the above matter an

Sn Kfl h Ed ucationa a nd charitab le Trust, Porava r vi lage 69
s na

Th ambad Ta uk, Porava r c ty Nagapatt nam o strict-6 09 30 7 Ta m
a ta ng

N d ed fo s nt of recog n tion to Sree KflShna Col leg e
a u app

Po Vi lage Alarve Street Tranqba f Ta uk, Potaya f c itv
raya I

Na pattinam D St f ct 609 3 07 Ta m N ad u for offe ns M Ed cou rse ofga
4t 1 5 of the N CTE

yea rS d u ration fo the academ c yea 2 0 1 7 8 u nde Section

Act 1 993 to the Reg ron a N CT E th rous h on ne on

31 .05 20 1 6 The nStitu ion haS S ubmitted the h ard copv of he ap p rca on on

15.06.201 6.

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

sent on 22.00.2016 followed by Reminder I on 01 10 2016 and Reminder ll

on 02.11.2016. 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 M Ed course in the

State of Tamil Nadu.

The application was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the

application and the same was placed before SRC in its 326th Meeting held

on 4th to sth January, 2017 and the committee decided as under:-

1. Land document is in order. Land area adequate'

2. LUC is in order.

3. BP is in order. BCC is in order.

Built up area is adequate.

4. Proof of submission of application to NAAC is not given'

5. Latest EC is required.

6. Cause composite inspection of B.Ed'(2 units) and M'Ed'(l unit)'

As per the decision of SRC and as per Reg ulations, 2014 inspection of the

SRCAPP2Ol6 3OO7O

M.Ed

1 Unit

Sree Krishna College

of Education,

Nagapattinam,

Tamilnadu

Alarveli,

of Education,

No.69
two

1 1

Southern Committee,
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Details of the

nts
Reply of the institution

DeficiencY

Pointed out in

334h sRc

sl.

No

institution was scheduled thoug h online mode during 08.02.20'17 and

28.02.2017.

lnspection of the institution was conducted during 27th to 28rh February'

2017 andW report was received through e-mail on28 02'2017 '

An email was received by this office on 02 03 2017 & 03 03 2017' Hard

copy of the VT Report was received by this office on 03'03'20'17'

The SRC in its 332nd meeting held on 28th February to 3'd March 2017 lhe

committee considered the W report and decided as under :-

1. Title is clear. Land area is adequate'

2. LUG is in order.
a. titest ec is given. But, 'verification period' was only upto

17.1.16. Verification should be upto date'

4. BP is not approved by competent authority'

;. Fons giveh' have only one yeat validity as against a S-year

validity required.
6. ebc does not mention type of roof'

7 . lssue SCN accordinglY.

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

decision, the institution has submitted a reply on 22 03 2017 '

The SRC in its 3341h meeting held on 30th to 31"t March' 2017 the

committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

'1. They have not replied to our SCN about not giving NAAC

certificate.
2. Remind.

3. Put uP on 11.4.2017 .

Based on the website information of the SRC decision' the institution has

submitted a reply on 31 .O3.2O17 and stating as under:-

1

a

!4 fr
={rl}
(S. SathyamI

chalrman'

)
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nl have to bring to

your that kind notice

that all necessary

formalities where

already done, As Per
the Prescribed
information bY the

concern authority in
time. AccordinglY, the

LOI evaluation resuft

has been received and

also SAR submifted.

Also r1 is brought Your
kind notice that all the

necessa4Y stePs are

They have

not replied to
our SCN

about not

giving NAAC

certificate.

1

Remarks:-

. NAAC Certificate not submitted.

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

1. Earlier when NAAC certificate was required for B'Ed' also' some

relaxation of standards was given (eg' IEQA being sufficient in place

of NAAC certificate).

2, This is a case of M.Ed. We must stick to the standards prscribed'

They must be required to produce a regular NAAC certificate'

3. Reiect the application.

4, Return FDRS, if any.

5. Close the file.

caPhofnteDe rtmla ysVamh veru utk pageTrsen lvUA nn a aam ty
tcD trismbm fa acs h adcS e cens rtsono na ddE cu ati p

an am aAntonon itifontIaf Io recoga deAShud saN pp08060 2,
uaT k,treS1 et,V larNanan lamars geAnU tve gaitv
noffeda fou rN80-60 0 ngD tris ctdad o re 2,c ucNa fan am aAn tyga

rndu7 1 81a 2t 0em CcadaIrat foonuI dfo twoIdE uco rsePM

SRCAPP2Ol6 30047

M.P.Ed

1 Unit

5

15

. The
institution has

submitted
copy of

NAAC LOI

Fee
submission
intimation
Format and

NAAC

application
form.

CuddaloreTaluk,

Tamil
Chidambaram

Tamil
the

A..(-rlfi-)p,ve_,
(S. Sathyam)i

Chairman
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Section 14115 of the NCTE Act'

NCTE through online on 27.05.

institution was

21t0212017.

to the Southern Regional Committee,

he institution has submitted the hard
1993

2016.7

copy of the application on 10'06.2016.

ASperRegulations,alettertostateGovernmentforrecommendationwassent
on b+.oz.iOrO followed by Reminder I on 01.10.2016. 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 M.P.Ed course in the State

of Tamil Nadu.

As per the direction, the application was scrutinized online- along *lh lljljg
coov of the application and the same was placed before SRC in its 327'"

,""ting held on 19th to 20th January , 2017 and the Committee decided as

under:-

1 . NOC for both courses issued by Government'

2. Land document is there. Government land. Land arca(24 97 acres) is

adequate.
3. LUC/EC - given.

4. BP is given. Legible. Buillup area shown is 5881 sq mts'

5. BCC is given. Built up area shown is 5881 sq mts'

6. FDRs not given.

7. Cause composite inspection.

8. Ask W to collect all relevant documents.

As pe r the decision of SRC and as Per Regulations 2014 inspection of the

scheduled through online mode during 0110212017 lo

lnspection of the institution was conducted on 17th to 18th February, 2017 and

\/T report is submitted in online on 24.02.2017 and hard copy of the W Report

was received on 27 .02.2017 and 28.02.2017 .

The SRC in its 332'd meeting held on 28th February, to 3'd March' 2017,

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. All requirements are met.

2. They iannot apply for B.P'Ed.-A.1. and M.P.Ed' in one application'

3. lssue LOI for B.P.Ed.-A.|. (1 unit).

Accordingly, LOI was issued for B.P Ed-Al (1 Unit) through On-line mode on

07 .03.2017 .

The university submitted the reply on 08.03.2017 and stated as under:-

Annamalai

University,

Cuddalore,

Tamilnadu

L6

(['.' /.(./-)-.., L}\.a-.
(S. Sathyani)

Chairmarl
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* The Depaftment of PhYsica t Education and Sporfs Sciences, Annamalai

lJniversity has aqqlied for recog nition for M.P.Ed. and additional intake of 2

units for B.P.Ed. through the'lns tructions for submitting online application'

which specificallY mention 'lt vbe ed if any Drosp tv/
Oroanizat ion is lnoformultiDle Teacher Ed tion Proo mme / rses

ln ica The ntn not ita
tions for the sarne institute' (ln for bmittino ine

a
also in accordance with the

tica NC /asf and

applications -- " prospecting org a ni
-zation 

need to submit a single application

for a pafticular institute, irresqective of intending for new Programmes or

increasing in intake or both " But for a Particular T'El there has to be

only a single application (during a padicular session,)" (lnstruction for

submitting online a\Plication, NCTE' page No.12,)

We have submifted four soft copies of the application along with all

,r"ui.ury documents in person to the NCTE, SRC, Bangalore and got our

endorsed copy atter scrutiny by NCTE - SRC, Bangalore

No fault was noticed by NCIE SRC in the application submitted by us' as

"io"it 
r., the minuies of meeting held on 19tr & 2d' January 2017'

excepting the FDRi not given which was already clarified'

TheNCTE,sRChasassignedtwoVTmemberstoinspecttheinfrastructural

"ni 
,"tiitiora facilities-and the same was intimated to us by NCTE and

ioisequentty tne inspection was held on 1/h & 1dn February' 2017 The vT

i"i-iii ibi" 
" 

comprehensive inspection and the VT members submitted

their repoft.

From the minutes of the meeting of NCTE, SRC held between zdh February'

ziii"ina { Marcn 2017 we understand our prayer for granting

icognition for M.P.Ed. is not considered with an observation of 'They'iiiiot 
ippry n, B.P.Ed. Al and M.P.Ed' recognition in one application'

ini"i i"'tontrrdictory to the instructions provided for submitting online

tca tion

!7

I

tffLr L1

(S.5athyarfl

Chairman

(;,.-t
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*Weobservedthatourinstitutionfulfilledarequiementsbothon
infrastructural and iniiructional grounds from the.obsoNation made by

NCIE SRC in thei minutes as 'Everything in order' and we tike to bring to

iiur-iiti". rne fitling oi application oih-e-process was done strictly

iiitowing tne instructions provided by NCTE only'

.!. As tt,e application is submifted as per the instructions-provided and no.fault

was fouiil auring Scriiny at different stages by NCTE SRC the institution

iifil" tn" condiiions foi tietting recognitioi for M P E-d and additional intake

for B.P.Ed., t am ne,eni ii'iu"esting-you to issue Lol regarding tn9 qrlnt 9r
icogtnition for u p ei'aia' atso pbimit us to .make 

an additional intake for

B.P.Ed. Moreove, *" i'i" a;rc;dy obtained recognition for B'P Ed' and

iintce getting recognition for M P ES' is our priority in case you decide to opt

any one of our request

t Herby request you to take in to consideration the above mentioned facts and

taXe a fiiorade aecison so tnaiwe are given recognition for M.P.Ed in addition to the

alreadv issued permission to a'amit oie additioial unit for B P'Ed' for which the

authoiities will be very much thankful'

Note:--:i a" per decision of sRc in its 332"d meeting there is no director for

M.P.Ed course.

. The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24ih March'2017' considered the

matter and decided as under:-

1. We have sought clarification from NCTE(HO) whether one

can apply for two programmes in one application'

2. Await clarification.

3. Put uP on 30.3.'17.

. Reply from NCTE Hqrs received on 31'03'2017'

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

1. Land area is adequate for both B'P'Ed' & M'P'Ed'

2. Built-up area required is (2700+500) 3200 sq'mts' whereas they

have 5881 sq.mts.

Issue LOI for M.P.Ed'(1 unit) also'3

fo

dbaraHoadRRaoc R ydeProfVi elabowG ca h srsenUntrace ity
nfa oforfedaan oe na aT6 pp04-500t sD trts cn redaRau k dyaT s oRc RarofPV la ebowl(J ca hdba sHf d raeonU elv rsto vnre it o tyncog

D ts r ctrednRa au dyaTd (,k,bae radHdn alaM vrie n amSd pa vRoa s hon rud rulrSfo twoIrseu yeacodEMfloffefo In anla ngTe005 046 ga
theto91 3octATENethof514lIneJ octnu ed I7 8102ad m ccaa ye

Th620 1n 25 50ne onoht roh uN TE gtt eemComo anorno hu s

SRCAPP2Ol6 30039

M.Ed

l Unit

University of

6.

i\.

?{ L{,,- ,r-r

(S- Sathyarn/

Chairmari

{



335c,. Meeting 0ISRC

17h -72h Aprtl, 2077

Course
applied

Name of the
College

Code No.

Vinayaka
College of
Education,
Medak

Sri

Venkatachalapathi
Educatlonal
Society, Medak

District

SRCAPP2Ol6
30079

B.EdAizza College

of Education,
Adilabad

SRCAPP2Ol6
30052

B,A,B,Ed.,
B.Sc.B.Ed

Vyjayanthi
Educational
Society, RR District

M.EdUniversity of
Hyderabad
Rejection
District

Central UniversitY,

Rejection District
SRCAPP2Ol6
30039

MckennaAIIU ASIASRCAPP2Ol6

institution has submitted the hard copy of the aPplication on 07.06.2016.

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

on 
'oa.oz.Ioto 

followed by Reminder I on 01 .10.2016 and Reminder ll on

26.10.2016.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for M Ed course in the State

of Telangana.

Aletterdated2Tj0.2016receivedfromsmt'RanjeevR'Acharya,Education
Oepartrent, Government of Telangana vide D O letter No 7754lSE-

1rg.lA112O16-2, dated: 27 .10.2O1 6 reads as under:

"...that the National Councit for Teacher Education, Southern

Reqional Committee, Bangalore in their reminders vide reference

3rd- to gth cited, has iought the Recommendations of the

Government of Telangana ior granting of Recognition to the

Cotleges for conductiig B-Ed/D.P.S'E/M'Ed Programme flom^the

Acad6mic Year, 2017'2018, to the following Colteges in the State

of Telanganar

Hyderabad,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

19

(.4-*
(S. Sathy m)

Chairman

Name of the
Educational

Society applied
for recognition

B.Ed

[Iadrasa I Aizza,

Adilabad District

Sree Dattha
Brindavan
lnstitute of
Teacher
Education,
Mahabubnagar

SRCAPP2Ol6
30065

B,Ed & DPSE
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IU

College of
Education,
Nalgonda
District.

Nacharam,
Hyderabad

30144

B,Ed. M.EdTata Institute of
Social
Sciences,
TSIPARD
Campus, RR

District.

Tata lnstitute of
Social Science,
(Deemed

University) Mumbai,

Maharastra

BA B,Ed /
B.Sc. B.Ed &

B,Ed

Tata lnstitute of

Social
Sciences,
TSIPARD
Campus, RR

District.

Tata lnstitute of

Social Science,
(Deemed

University) Mumbai,

Maharastra

SRCAPP2Ol6
30132

2. ln this conlrlrt, it is to inform you that, vide reference ld cited

koov enclosed), Govemment of Tetangana already informed you
'iiiio gr"rt ay Recognition to any propo-sal-p.e\dilt, with tlt?
'fiCzr 

rZ, it ,4rg l,tei e.eua.p.Ed/M.Ed/M.P.Ed cotteges,wh.i-ch.

includes the Cotleges specified in the reference {d to 9b' cited'iuly 
enctosing thT Diiector of School Education, Telangana'

nvl"ioii, titter mentioned in the reference 1"1 cited (copy

iiii.iiil which was addressed to the NOTE, New Delhi, and a

ioi, 
^"7*ea 

b vou in the matter. The Acknowledgement of the

,i[iipt ot *" reference ld cited by the NCTE is enclosed herewith

for your information.

3. tn spite of the Letter ld cited, which was received on 27'09'2016

ii V{i, *" are still receiving reminders dated.01'10'2o16 and

za.io.zfua, which were received in the department on 07'10'2016 &

ii.t-O,.zOla n"pectively, in the cases of the Colleges mentioned in

iil ,*ir.n""i g'd t ;'* cited. lt is not clear as to why this is

happaning.

4. Therefore, it is once again requested that NCTE.should not

orenl anv Recoqnition to any of these proposals pending with the

iiiie ti, starting New B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.Ed/M'P'Ed -Colleges' 
which

inctudes the colleges specified I the references l" to 9"' c'tect' ror

iii iaaemic vei zotl'zon onwards, untit specific requisition is

sent from the Sfate Government.

5. Your in the malter is d at the earliest.

.r/ic"'-) tdi-
(s. sathya()

chairman

SRCAPP2Ol6
30135
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27 r\
++d;\a^^-,
(S. Sathyanil

chairmarl

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16th - 18th November 2016' considered

the matter and decided as under:

. The SRC has no authority to recognize requests for'banning'

courses. The State Government should have taken it up at the

appropriate time with the NCTE (HQ)'

. T'he piesent letter also cannot be taken as a common objection

to all such cases pertaining to the State' At best' we can treat it

as the State Govt.'s objection to the 7 cases listed in the letter'

As reg"rds other cases, it will be necessary for the State Govt' 
'

in reiponse to our notice, to send specific objections in

individualcases'AccordingtotheNGTERegulations'in-case
of no reply (to our notice in individual cases) from the State

Governments, the Regional Committees will be free to process

the case further and decide it on its merits'

The State Government may be advised accordingly'

A letter sent to Dr. Prabhu Kumar Yadav, Research Officer' NCTE Hqrs

,"gIidi.g C[titication about Recommendation from the State Government of

Telangana on 22.1 1.2016.

AletterreceivedfromNCTE,Hqrsthoughemaildatedlg'122016'itstatedas
under:

"...It is a legally, well settted position that.once -applications 
for

"iiioii" "oir"6L 
have been invited/received, they are to he

;;;;;;"iii the Resionat committee concerned as per the
'iigutation 2ttll and cimments of stafe Govt' are again sought for
'iila"iiidtE 

nrgutations (Ctause 7(4) of the Regutation 2014)' The

ioiments/recolmmendations of the state Govt' at this stage are

.io"it"a to be based on merit of the individual application' in the
-";;;;;;;i;iiii 

nc's take their own decision regarding srant or

,Ziigiiti"ntr*u"at' tt aPpears that in these cases when the'iiiiiit" 
of the State Govt. were invited, the State Govt' simply

g"i" 
" 

negative recommendation with a blanket refusal and

hitnout asiigning any reasons in each individual case' I{ was

oossible tor ine inC io consider the views of the State Govt' if the

i"i"ii"ra"uon would have been made available in each case on

merit with adequate reason, As such, SRC has acted within its'iiiii-iiitiiii 
inder the provision of section 14&15 of the NCrE

Act 1993.
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However, n such herever the s tate feels

that ,nstitution does not qualify for grant of re cognition and t

,s aggrieved with the decisron of the SRC the'v mav file an ,AP peal

under section 1 8 A'cTE Act section I8(1) of the Act

categorically pro des that any person aggneved' bv an

under section 14 or 1 5 1 7 can prefer an AppeaI Tiil date, under

this category, onty applicant institutions
and not any other 'aggrieved person'."

have been fiIin9' appeals

The sRC in its 326th meeting held on 04th - 05th January, 2017 considered the

matter and Noted.

A letter was sent to Smt. Ranjeev R.Acharya, Special Chief Secretary to Govt 
'

Education Department, Government ofTelangana on 18 01 2017 regarding

communicating clarification from NCTE Hqrs in this regard'

The SRC in its 327th meeting held on 19th -20th January, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. This was finatly disposed of in the last meeting' Even NCTE (HQ)

has sent a detaited repty to fhe Stafe Government'

Z. ii funner action is iequired for correspondence with fhe State

Governmenl
S. ine negional Director (SRO) has confirmed that no furTher- 

"o^.rii""tion 
has been received from the Govt' of Telangana

about their obiection to these 7 cases individually' The earlier

ioi.o, obieaion letter also dor.s not give any reasons for the

ii1i"i"n. fn" UCfe btter to the sfate Govt' makes it very clear

iizt a otan*et refusal without giving any reasons in each individual

case renders it impossibte toi the aRC to consider the view of the

Sfa(e Govf, on merit with adequate reason'

l. in the resutt, and for the reasons given above, it will not be possible" -io-iiiect 
1or, even, hold up) fheie 7 cases' The supreme- 

-Couft
ir"i'"iio"b iatetinL of 3 March 77 for issue of FR w'e'f' 2017-18

hiiii it i^p"rative for us to give attention to_fl,ese cases without

iiier aetaq. That being so, processes these 7 cases and put them

up for SRC consideration in the next meeting'

As oer the directions, the documents were processed and placed before the
'S'n6 - 

i" itt 328th meeting held on 31"t January, 2Q17 ' The Committee

considered the matter and decided as under:

'1. Govt.'s land allotment orderrs tven.

{

22 h
++2,.1>

(S. Sathyam) /
Chairman {

a"-,

all cases Govt.

the

of the
order

or
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za

2. LUC/EG are not requi red.

3. BP/BCC are not given.

4. NAAC certificate not given.

5. The State Govt' has not given a specific NOC in this case' They- 
rrave given only a commo-n letter oi Objection for many caig:' .[9
t"""oi" have been given. As decided already by the NGTE HQ)

this cannot be recognized as a valid NOC'

6. Cause inspection. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents'

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members

iniough ;nlln" on o4.o2.2O17 . The inspection of the institution was conducted

in-ii.oz.z,olt & 24.02.2017 and the w report along with cD received on

27.02.2017.
ii'" 

-sGc 
in its 332"d meeting held on 28th February - 03'd March'

2017,considered the matter and decided as under:

1. VT lnsPection report is seen.

2. Details are in order.

3. lssue LOI for M.Ed.(l unit)

i. ii ttre f acutty list is received by 3'3'17, we can issue FR w'e'f'

2017-18. Otheruvise, this case will have to go only for 2018-19'

Accordingly, Letter of lntent was sent to the institution through online mode on

02.03.2017.

An e-mail dated 03.03.2017 received from the institution, it stated as under:

"Foltowing the minutes of 33fd meeting of SRC' I am given to

understaid that we need to submit the list of Faculty to SRC by

ioday. As of now we have some Adiunct Faculty for tle
Oepinment. WE are in the process-of recruiting the regular fac.u.lty

d6"iflon" sanctioned by'the llGC) and they will be in position

before MaY this Year.

ln this rega
time for the

for ons ono

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

1

')

we cannot give any conditional FR.

we cannot accept recruitment of adiunct faculty'

/\
W*^\,a^^,

(S. Sathyarr) t

Chairman
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The Supreme Court has extended the time limit for sanction of FR

for 2017 -18 to 2.5,17 .

Give them time titl 30.4'17. Put up on 1'5'17'5

3.

4.

bmission of LOI rePlY.We cannot also indefinitelY wait for su

D Ed-A. Rc P2

Sri Srisaila Bramarambha Mallikariuna Educational- Society' N9' 
-9{'

N"fr-'fl"g"t Road, Kandulapu,am tillage, cumbum Post' Taluk & Gity'

Fi"["""r"Oi"trict-68333, Andhra Pradelh applied for grant 9f recognition

i" Cii"gi*oJyiingareddy institute of Elementary Education' PloUKhasara

i.io. i-ossroa, piot n6. 251A2A,25A28, 25/A4. Nehrunagar street'

ii""orl.pri". Village, cumbum Post, Taluk & City' Prakasam District-

!ii'isl, i"JL. piaiein for offering D'El'Ed-Al. course of 2 vears duration

io, tnl-""aO"ric session 2016-17 un-der Section 14l15 of the NCTE Act' '1993

i"'tii" s"rtn"i"- Regional committee, NCTE through ontine on 29.05.2015.

ih. i".iiirti", submitted hard copy of the application on 04'06'2015'

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

i;;;ffi;t R;gulations, 2014 notified bv NcT! on.O1 12'2014 A letter for

iecommendation-of State Govt. was sent on 09'06 2015' followed by Reminder

I on 25.08,2015 and Reminder ll on 14 10 2015

B.Ed (sRcAPP2648l

Sri Srisaila Bramarambha Mallikarjuna Educational. society, tl9' .9.t,
i"r,ir"ttis"t Roao, kanoutapuram village, Cumbum Post' Taluk & city'
'Cr"ii"""r-Oi"trict-623333, 

Andhra Pradelh applied for grant of recognition

i" 
-"ct 

"iii*Uav 

- 
Lingareddv lnstitute of Elementary Education'

iiourn"I"o rio. era-stog, ftot No. 25tA2A,2sA2B, 25lA4' Nehrunagar

btt*i, 
-k""orlapuram 

Viilage, Cumbum P-ost, Taluk & city' Pra.kasam

Oi"ir-ilt-SZii3e, /indhra praalslr for offering B.Ed cours-e of 2 years duration

t* m" ,""a"ric session 2016'17 under Seciion 14t15 ol the NCTE Act' 1993

io tii" sorin"rn Regional committee , NCTE through online on 29'05'20{ 5'

in" intiitrtion submitted hard copy ofthe application on 04'06'2015'

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

pi*"Oli".i n"gulations' 2014 notified bv NCTE on.O1 12'2014 A letter for

iecomrendatio,iof State Govt was sent on 15 06'2Ol 5' followed by Reminder

I on 25.08.2015 and Reminder llon 19 10 2015'

The Sub clause (7) of clause 7 of Regulations' 2014 for processing of

applications stipulates as under:-

SRCAPP2645

D.EI.Ed.AI

SRCAPP264B

Chegireddy

Lingareddy Institute

of ElementarY

Education,

Prakasam, Andhra

Pradesh

l Unit

B,Ed

2 Units

D.r 4"._1
(S. Sathyam

Chairman

335e Meeting oI SRC
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fter consideration of the recommendati on of the State

Government or on its own merits the Regional comm ittee

con cerned shall decided that tnstitution shall be inspected bv a

team of expefts called sitinst team with a vte fo assess the level
th courseof preparedness of the institution to commence e

The sRc in its 2g3'd meeting held during 29th to 3l"toctober , 2015 considered

if," ."tt"r, Jocuments submitted by the institution in. respect of D EI Ed-A l

i'sircnppio+illnJ a.eo (sicnpFzo+e) courses along with hard copv of

application and decided as under:-

1. Cause comPosite lnsPection.

2. W shoutd also cottect att the relevant documents'

ns plr tile O".i.ion ot SnC, inspection intimation was sent on 14 01 2016'

on01.02.2016,theinstitutionsubmittedarequestforpostponementof
inspection for a few days which stated as under:-

"We are from Chegireddy Ligareddy lnstitute of Elementary

Education ,Kandulapiram Cimbam, Prakasam District

siiiipzeai &'sRcAPP2648, A'P , secretary..&
Correspondent , our cottege Mr,Clgeheddy Ramaliga

Reddy died by accident in the last week' H9 was the only son

oi iir Cnairinan ,Chegireddy Ramlinga Reddy' Our Chairman is

ntot interested to face ihe inspection for establishment new college

/additional programme' He was sick and is also facing

personatl problems. 5o we request you tP please postPone
'inspection because of the above said reason'"

The sRc in its 30lstmeeting held on 05th & 06th February, 2016 considered the

request for postponement oi inspection and decided as under:

o Any postponement at this stage will push them to the bottom of

the list which may expose them to the vulnerability of missing. the

i; f'l"t"ft, 2016 date' line. Ask them whether they still wish to

press for the PostPonement.

lnspection intimation was sent to the institulion on 17'03 2016 Letter as per

Snb;s aecision not sent. The inspection has not been conducted so far'

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16th -'18rh November' 2016 considered

the matter and decided as under;

l. Cause comPosite insPection.

2. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents'

Accordin AS r decision of SRC i NS ection noticed throu h online on

*fr.l,-,
(S. sathyar{)

Chairman

fu-,4
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24.02.2017 and inspection of the institution was fixed between 06.03.2017 to

26.03.2017.

Now, the VT members submitted representation through e-mail on 04 04'2017

and stating as follows;

".....we (Dr. N. Raiash ekara and Dr. PreYanandni Dixit) W
members, kindlY to inform You that ChegireddY Linga Reddy

tnstitute of Etementary Educalion, Nehru Nagar, Kandula Puram

Village, Cumbum Post, Prakasam 523 333, Andhra Pradesh

SRCAPP2645, SRCAPP2648 has withdrawn the

tn sendi, some h was lousb
coll and the rmed to SRC-/VCTE also. Please find

attachmen ts. "

VTmembersattachedinstitution,SrepresentationdatedlS.03.20l6whichis
stating as follows;

".....we are from ChegireddY Lingareddy lnstilute of Elementarv

Educ ation, Kandu laP u ram, Cumbu m, Prakasam District, under the

Society of Sri Srisaila Bramarambha Mallikariuna Educational

Society, KandulaPuram, Cumbum, Prakasam District' we are not

,n n to the ectio comm too colle

becau.se of there is no demand tn our state to this co urse. we

readv to withdrawinq the applic ation and not takinq insoection. ln

our s tate there are so manv co lleqes. That this reason we are not

d to additional cou rse and additional nttintereste

The institution written

enclosed.

representation dated 18th & 19rh March' 2017 ls

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

L

2

The institute has requested for withdrawal ofboth the applications'

The original applications were from the society' But' the

Withdrawal letter is from the Principal of the institute'

We cannot act on such an application.

Ask them for concurrence ofthe Society.

J

4

m StreePada t,3 dBu1 -10 9-1 yaoN 0( )oh dd nMG uo eSSyed
01 5ft 23ct-5akas m D su faPn ku fu aTKa dPos k,&elaV t,n ud uk rKa

SRCAPP3166B

SRC,NO,

Plot

It
d{r"u\.10,^-.

(S. Sathyaml

chairman
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An dh Prades h appl ed for s lant of recog n it on to SRM B Ed co ege P ot
fa

k
N o 1 2 5-78(2), Subeda r Street, Ka nduku r Vi age & Kandu u r

P kasam D str ct-5231 And h ra Pfadesh I r B Ed cou rse of two vea rs
ta

S uthe R
duration under section 14115 ol

Committee, NCTE online on 30

the application on 05.06.2015.

the 1 9 3 he o rn eg ona

05 20 1 5 Th ha rd copy of

The application was processed as per NCTE llecosnition 
norms and

procec.ri,resl Regulations 2014 notified UV NCf! 91!! 1-1'2014 A letterto the

State Goveinment for recommendation on 24 06 2015, followed by Reminder-

lon 19.02.2016 and Reminder-ll on 16.11.2016'

The Sub clause 3 of clause 5 ofthe Regulations 2014 read as under:-

The application shalt be submitted ontine electronically along with the

orocessino fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no
'objectionZeftificate 

issued by the concerned affiliating body'

The SRC, in its 291st meeting held during 20th & 21"rAugust, 2015 considered

ul oeiusal of the original file of the institution and other

Regional Committee decided to issue Show Cause

the ipplication on the following ground:-

the matter and on caref

related documents, the

Notice for 'Reiection' of

. Non-Submis sion of NOC issued by the affitiating body along with

hard coPY of the aPPlication'

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

o^iq.rczorc. The institution submitted reply on 24 10'2015'

The southern Regional committee in its 297th meeting held during 27th.to 28th

o".".U"i, ZOf s ionsidered the matter, show cause notice reply dated

24.10.2015trcm the institution and decided as under:

"Delayed submission of NOC, Cannot be condoned'

Reiect."

As per the decision of SRC' a rejection order was issued to the institution on

22.01 .2016.

The SRC rn its 3001h meeting held on 29th - 31"tJanuary 20',16 decided as

under:

h backd rop oi representat on rece ved from the app cant
n

bm Noc
n itutio nS about of he req u rem n o Su

f he affi a ng bodv h om m tte con S idered the fo I
rom

ct
con S d ta on of a cas re ected on th s round n h S conne on

re

B.Ed

SRM B.Ed

Prakasam,

Pradesh

College,

Andhra

335h Meeting 0ISRC

77u. -72* April,2077

(S. Sathyam

Chairman

Post, Taluk,

05,
NCTE Act, to

institution submitted

inappropriateness
request
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all related legal and other

difficulties cause to aPPli

Committee also reckoned

implications as

cant institutions
with the possi

well as the irrePairable

were considered. The

ble public interest, the

Committee revised its earlier stand to reject all cases of non-

submission of delayed submission of NOCs and decided to reopen

and process atl such reiected cases by accepting NOCs even now

iirespective of their date of issue."

The sRC in its 30gth meeting held on 28th to 30th March 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. This is reopening of a case of delayed submission of NOC'

2. LUC, BCC and EC notgiven.
3. Cause lnspection.
4. Ask VT to obtain all relevant documents.

According to the time-limit extended by the Supreme Court, 2 May 2016 is

the f ast 
-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 decision of sRC, inspection intimation letter was sent to the institution

on 04.04.2016.

ln 314rh SRC meeting held on 27th - 28rh May, Committee decided to cause

inspection of RpRo iases. These are around 1 885 fulfilling norms d_2014

n"irf"tion.. Simultaneously 2016-17 applications and these 1885 old

insitution of B.Ed (2 units)/M.Ed/B P Ed inspection got delay'

The inspection has not been conducted so far'

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on 4rh & 5th January, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under.

1. lnspection ordered earlier has not been done'

2. Cause insPection quicklY now.

3. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

lnspection of the institution was noticed through online on 10 02 2017 and

inspectionoftheinstitutionWasfixedbetween20'02.20171o12.03.2017.
lnsoection of the institution was cancelled by the system in online mode due to

non acceptance of visit by one or both the VT members'

Ag
ins

a n nSpect on WA S resch du ed th roug h on ne mod on z4 02 20 7 and

cti on of the nsti u on was fix d between Ub 03 20 1 7 o 26 03 20 I 7

&*u*

1
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Now, an e-mail received byVT member on04.042017 and stating as follows;

".....1 requested to you that I had contact SRM B'Ed College'

Subedar Street, Prakasim (AP) Managing Dircctor's Mobile

Number 09912613038 and 0949402499' But they are not interested

for two year B.Ed course and they are not ready for inspection'

So I send rePort for fufther action."

NOTE:

The institution has not submitted any representation'

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

1. The VT has reported that the institution is not interested in

pursuing the apptication;and, therefore, they do not want the

insPection.

2, Ask the applicant to confirm that they are not interested in the

course and that they want to withdraw the application'

copy of the application on '13.06.2016.

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

on'27.08.1016 followed by Reminder I on 12 10 2016 and Reminder ll on

r.l zola. 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 banned for D EI'Ed course in the

Stri" oi Telangana. The institution has submitted Minority Certificate dated

zi.Ol .zOlS in t[e name of Royal College of Education, Damergidda'

triIS ctDfade adb& c HaM and(ade ab d ity vHocscu oati an vEdeN etyo Roya
tica nouof Eda Coto legen o Royfoed taa0050 p sp04,

isD trictc &RedaRaa aT uk dy ity& hc evel ngad vi edot oN agP Damerg
caa demno rfo ethdrS tau tifoe twoE cod rSuflffe n E yeaDn na fora oTe a1 s50 s

o anKernSouthh egooETCNtheof1 4tdn e ectS tonu2 10 17 Iaev eh hauS ittedbmtut no AShTh Sn ti050
,|20 6on n oe 3nET roth u hCN s

SRCAPP2Ol6 3OO6O

D.EI.Ed

2 Units

Royal College of

Education, Ranga

Reddy, Telangana

h.
{ff;-.,-v1

(s. Sathyam) f
Chairman

recognitionTelangana
1t2,

503,
to1Act,

Committee,

9.
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The appl ca on waS proceSSEd and p aced befo re he SRU n its 2 meeting
tter and

h d on I oth )0
th

January 0 1 7 The Comm itte con dered the ma

decided as under:

I . NOC from affiliating body not given'

2. Land document is there. Title is clear' Land area is adequate'

3. LUC is not approved by competent authority'

4. Latest EC may be obtained. No encumbrance shown in the old EC'

5. BP is not approved by competent authority'

6. BCC is not in format; not approved by competent authority'

7. Minority Certificate is given to claim exemption from the'ban''

8. FDRs not given.

S. C"r." insfection' Ask W to collect all relevant documents'

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members

ih;;g; ;.ir; 
-on 

21.01.2017. The inspection of the institution was conducted

on b-AloZ zor z and the W report along with CD received on 14 02 2017 '

TheSRCinits33l.tmeetingheldon22ndFebruary,2QlT,consideredthe
matter and decided as under:

1. Land document is available with Title and enough extent of land'

2. NOC is not there.
3. VCD does notshow the front elevation'

4. LUC is available.
5. EC is available.
6. BP is not approved.
7. BCC is not aPProved.

8. They have B.Ed. - 2 units'
9. lssue Show Gause Notice

tion through online on
Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institu

06.03.2017.

The institution has not submitted the reply.

The sRc in its 334rh meeting held on 30rh and 31"tMarch 2017, considered the

matter and decided as under:

i. Hotepfy has been received to SCN issued on 6'3'17'

2. Give time till 10.4.20'17.

3. Put up in the next meeting.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a letter to the institution was sent on

06.o4.2017

33 ith Meeting of SRC

77h -72h Aptil, 2077

(S. Sathya

Chairma
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:'

1, No replyto our SCN has been received even now'

2. Let us wait till 24.4.17 .

3. Put uP on 25.4,17 '

The institution has not replied till date

Bh th U tve rs ty P ot N o 26 Ma ruthama la Road Vada a Vi lage
a ra a r n

046 T
Bh th ta U n tve rS ty Post, co mbatore Ta u k & D strict 64 ,| am

a ra I
itv P lot N 3I

N d pp ied Ior sran of recog n ition to Bhafath ta r U n ve rS o.
a u a

U ty
M hama Street Somavampa avam v ase Bha rath iyar n ers

a ru
ad for B Ed

Post c ma bato re Ta uk & D strict 641 046 Tam N u u rSe
o

Se 1 4l 1 5 of
of two years d

the NCTE Act,

29.06.2015. T

06.07.2015.

u ation foI th academ c yea 20 1 6 1 7 under ction

II3 to he Southern Reg ona com m ttee N TE on ne on

h nS ituti on ubm itted ha d copv of h appl cat on on

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition norms and

irf1"O[i".i n"sulations 2014 notified bv NCTE on 01'12'2014' a letter was

."niG-stjt" G-overnment for recommendation on 16.07.2015, followed by

ieminOer-t on 05.12.2015, and Reminder-ll on 15 12'2015

Sub-clause (2) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of

applications stipulates as under:'

"(2) The application shalt be summarily reiected under one or more of the

fo Il ow i n g c i rc u m sta n c *

(a) Failure to furnish the apptication fee, a.s prescribed under rule I
' ' of the Nationat Councii ior 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 dociients as requiied under sub.regulation (4)-.of

;;;;i;i.; i within fifteen davi of the submission of the ontine

apPlication".

Sub-regutation (4) of Regulation 5 reads as under:

"While submitlin the ication online a

SRCAPP14479

Bharathiar

University,

Coimbatore,

Tamilnadu

B.Ed

Chairma

of the
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land document issued by the competent authority, indicating that

the society or institution applying for the programme possesses

land on tie date of application, shalt be attached along with the

application."

Sub-clause (3) of clause 5 of Regulations, 2O14 under Manner of making

application and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shalt be submitted online electronically along

iiin tn""processing fee and scanned copies of re.quired

documents such aJ no obiection certificate issued by the

concerned affiliating body. White submilting the application, it-has

to be ensured that lhe apptication is duty signed by the applicant

on every page, inctuding digita! 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:-

. The University has not submitted land documents'

. The University has not submitted NOC from affiliating body'

. The application is not duly signed by the applicant on every page

as pei iub-section (3) of section 5 of Regulations, 2014'

The matter was placed before SRC for in its 291"r meeting held on 20rh & 21

August, 2015 and the committee considered and decided to summarily reject

the application for the following:

. The University has not submitted land documents'

The SRC in its 293'd meeting held on 29th - 31"tOctober, 2015, reconsidered the

matter and decided to Re open the case and process'

The Scrutinv of aDplication for causing inspection was prepared and placed

before SRC'in its ig6'n meeting held on 15rh - 16tn December, 2015 and the

Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Ask VT to obtain relevant Land and Building documents'

2. Cause ComPosite lnsPection.

Accordingly,asperthedecisionofSRC,inspectionintimationwassenttothe
institution on 07,01.2016.

The institution submitted written representation on 19 01 20'16'

h
l-'tt-.-r)
(S. Sathyaml

Chairman

u^-?
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He SRC in its 300

matter and decided as under:-
meeting held on 2 to 31 January 2016, considered the

. Any postponement at this stage will push them to the bottom of

the list which may expose them to the vulnerability of missing. the

iA nil"r"tt, 2016 date line. Ask them whether they still wish to

press for the Postponement.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the University on 16 03 2016'

Accordingly inspection was fixed between 18th to 26rh March 2016' the same

was tne iitlmation to the University and VT members on 16 03 2016'

Meantime the University submitted written representation on 06 04 2016'

regarding requesting for postponement of inspection'

The sRc in its 30glh meeting held on 1 2th-14th April 2016, considered the

matter and decided as under:-

"Time given up to September 2016, on the understanding that the

lnstitution is iacing ihe ris* of losing one year viz 2016'17'

Accordingly, a the letter was sent to the institution on 20'05'2015' The

institution has not submitted reply till date'

The university did not submit land document along with the application' The

"".u 
*rt trrrarily rejected in 291't Meeting on the Points of agenda i e

(l). The University has not submitted land documents'

1till rne university has not submitted Noc trom affiliating body'

(iiti. rne apptication is not duly signed by the applicant on every page

' ' 
as pei iuu-section (3) of section 5 of Regulations'2014'

The case was reconsidered by the SRC in 293'd Meeting and decided to reopen the

case and process.

But the university did not submit any land document with the application as required

under clause 7(2) (b) of Regulations, 20'14'

The sRC in its 323d meeting held on 16th-18th November 2016, considered the

matter anO decided as "issuL ScN for land documenls"'

Accordingly, show cause notice issued to the University on 30 1'l 2016' for

,rrriiii6ii ot r"nd documents within 21 days, the university failed to submit.

sRC in its 329th meeting held on 06th and 07th February 2017, considered the

matter and decided as under:-

-1 I
.J .l L!! q)

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman'
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lssue of SCN for land document was n

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the University on 10 02'2017

State University.
They should bL asked to send a copy of the GoW.'s letter allotting

land to them.
3. They should also now fix a firm time for the VT inspection'

4. Give 15 March as the dateline for reply.

The institution has not submitted reply so far.

Note:- The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24th March,2017' considered the

matter and decided as under:-

l. No reply has been received to our SCN.

2. Remind them.

3. Put up on 30.3.17.

The university has not replied to our SCN so for.

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

No reply to our SCN has been received even now.

Let us wait till 24'4'17.

Put up on 25.4.17.

1

2

1

2

3

ot necessary since this is a

Jyothi Educational Society, Plot No.9-133A, 
- 

Kandulapuram Road'

Cumbum Village, P.O, Taluk, City, Prakasam District-523333, Andhra

Pradesh applied'for grant of recognition to Lakshmi Ranaga Sai College of

Education, Plot No. 37/3, Kandulapuram Village, Cumbum P'O, Taluk'

City, eratisam District-523333, Andhra Pradesh for offering B Ed course of

Two,yearsdurationfortheacademicsession2016-17underSection14ll5of
tne (Cf e Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee , NCTE through

online on 30/06/20'15. The institution submitted hard copy of the application on

10t0712015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01,'12'2014 A letter for

recommendatioriof State Govt. was sent on 17 tO7l2O15 followed by Reminder-

I on 1 3/1 0/20'1 5 and Reminder - ll on 0711212O15'

B.Ed(SRCAPPl 47911SRCAPP14B76

D.EI.Ed

2 Units

SRCAPP14791

B.Ed

2 Units

Lakshmi Ranaga Sai

College of

Education,

Prakasam, Andhra

34 n
./.j-zci> 

r Q^_t
(S. Sathyan)

Chairmdn
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Jyothi Educational Society, Plot No 9-133A' 
- 

Kandulapuram Road'

6LrUm viif"ge, P.o, fatuf, city, Prakasam District-523333' Andhra

p-J""n'"ppri"i for grant of recogni[ion to Lakshmi Ranaga Sai C-ollege of

Lor""iio"i'prot No:37/3, Kand-ulapuram villasg, cumbum P'o' Taluk'

;ii, P;;k;#bi"tti"t-sie$3, Andhra Prade-sh foi offering B Ed cou1s9 ol

i;;'i""*-;;;"tion for the acadbmic session 2016-17 under section 14115 ol

G-licir Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee ' NCTE through

ontin" on:OlOOl2O15. The institution submitted hard copy of the application on

10t0712015.

The application was processed as per NCT-E (Recognition N-orm? altd

pr"1"oll"ri n"gutations, 20i4 notified by NCTE 
-on 

O1 .12.2014. A letter for

r""o.r"ni"tion'of State Govt. was sent on 17107 t2O15 followed by Reminder-

I on '13/'10/20'15 and Reminder-ll on 0711212015

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

Governmentoronitsownmerits,theRegionalCommittee
ioncerned shall decided that institution shalt be inspected by a-

iiam ot erperts catled visiting team with a view to assess fhe 
'eve'iiiiipri"Tnrr.s of the institition to commence the course"'

The SRC in its 296rh meeting held on 15rh to 16rn December' 201 5 considered

inJ;;iGr, Jocuments subriitted by the instirution for B.Ed (sRcAPP14791)

""i 
o.iieo isncAPP14876) coursls along with hard copv of application and

decided as under :-

1.

2.

3.

4.

rth
01.

Bo & BCC is to be submitted
Ciriginal FDRs to be submitted
as[ W to obtain relevant Land and Building documents

cause Composite

AS d on of SR composr e nspecti on of the n St itu on aS ndu
pe e c

offi 27 0 1 201 5
on 26 20 ,| 6 and S it nI T am R port rece ed bv th CC on

The SRC in its 300th meeting held on 29th to 31't January' 2016' considered

matter and decided as under:

l. lssue LOI for B.Ed (2 Units)'

2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished'

3. Only if these are given on or before 03'03'2016 can issue of
- 

ioriraf Recognitioi w.e'f' 2016-{ 7 academic year be possible'

Pradesh

2C

&,.4,'-

lnspection
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1

2

3

lssue LOI for D.El.Ed (2 Units).
FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.

Onty it tnese are given on or before 03.03.20{6 can issue of

Formal Recognition w.e.f' 2016'17 academic year be possible'

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, LOI was sent to the institution on

o2.o2.2}i6.Ihe institution submitted w.tten representation on 04.10.2016 and

stating as under:

"t here with submit the requisition to submit the list of staff

approved by the affiliating authorities concerned for the year 2017-

1'8'. We have got L.O.I ior 2016'17' Due to Non availability of

Quatified staff and Principal we could not submit the approvals'

We have applied Both D.Et.Ed & B'Ed Programmes by name

Lakshmi Ranga Sai Cotlege of Elementary Education (D'El'Ed) and

Lakshmi Ranga Sai Coilege of Education (B'Ed) under Jyothi

Educational SocietY.

Hence we request you please permit our society to submit

all requirements atong iih statf approval 
, 
Annexure l, ll' lll for

getting Formal Recogiition for 2017'18 academic year"'

The sRc in its 326th meeting held on 04th & 05th January,2017 considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. Their request for submitting documents for FR w'e'f 201 7-18 is

accePted.
2. Ask them to submit urgently if they have to come in the list

before 3.3.2017

which is the dateline prescribed by the Supreme Court'

AsperdecisionofsRCintimationletterWaSsenttotheinstitutionon
19.d|.2017. The institution has not submitted reply even till date'

The sRc in its 332nd meeting held on 28th Feb - 04th March, 2017 considered

the matter and decided as under:

t. LOI for B'Ed (2 units) and LOI for D'El'Ed (2 units) were

issued on 2.2"16'

2. They have not yet filed a substantive reply inspite of

oPPortunities given.

S. f hly have now requested for some more time'

4. Give further time till 30.3.17.

5. Put uP in the meeting on 31.3"17'

Accordingly,asperdecisionofSRCaletterWaSsenttotheinstitutionon

36

#+b;r,a*
(S. Sathyan/)

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

No reply to LOI has been received.

Let us wait till 24.4.17.

Put up on 25.4.17.

The institutio date.reolv tillubmittedhas not

1

2

3

07.03.2017

Ponnu r Ed ucatton a Deve opment Soc ety P ot N o 335 1 GBc Road Ponnu f

age & Ponnu r Ta u k c itv P fakasam D stnct 5221 Andh fa

app ied foI s ta nt of recog n on to Sfl enkateswafa Co lege of

Ed ucation P ot No. 335-1 G B c Road N idu b ro u Vi age Ponnu I P Ta uk

& c itv D tstflct-522 1 24 Andh ra P radesh fo r offe n ng B.Ed co u rse of two

yea rS d U ation the academ c SCSSIO n 20 1 6- 1 7 u nde t Section 1 of he NCTE

Act 1
oo3 to he Dou hern Reg on a omm ittee N CTE h ough on ne on

26/05l20 1 The nsti tu on SUbmitted h ard copv of th appl cati on on 08t06l20

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition N-orms and Procedures)

R;;;[;;;, iota notin"o by NCTE on 01 .122014 A letter for recommendation of

staie covt. was sent on 2210612015, followed by Reminder I on '13/10/2015 and

Reminder ll on 19/1 1/2015.

The Sub clause (7) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 fot processing of applications

stipulates as under:

"AfterconsiderationoftherecommendationoftheStateGovernment
or on its own merits, the Regionat Committee concerned shall

decided that institution shatt be inspected by a team of experts called

visiting team with a view to assess the level of preparedness of fhe

institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 295th meeting held on 28th-3oth November & 0'l"tDecember' 2015

considered the documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of

application and decided as under:

I The m ust subm it copv of affi iation orde I from the

conce rned u n tvers ity for the extst ns a rts and Sc ence

to estab is h that the Teacher Educat on P rog ram m e

appl ed for be offe red n a com pos te nstitution

2

3

4

BP Ec & affidav t not Su bm itted

BP BCC with ea rma rki ng fof the proposed TEPs and

a rts & Sc rence p rog ram mes to be subm itted

As k VT to obta n re eva nt and and bu d n docum entS

SRCAPP2413

B.Ed

l Unit

fu,

P.O, & 24,

Pradesh
.o,

Guntur
for 4t15

5.
1

applicant
libe ra I

programames

LUC, BCC, Original

Approved &
liberal

all

Sri Venkateswara

College of

Education, Guntur,

Andhra Pradesh

t\
*<-a.l-'-,
(S. sathyam)/

Chairman \
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5. Cause comPosite insPection.

Accordingly, inspection of the institution was fixed between lOth-3Oth January, 2016

the same was intimated to the institution, and VT members on 16.01.2016.

The inspection of the institution was conducted on 31.01.2016 and VT Report

along with documents received in the office of SRC on 04.02.2016.

The SRC in its 302nd Meeting held on 09th-11th February, 2016 considered the VT

report and other relevant documents and decided as under:

1. The space is not adequate for the three programmes applied for.

2. They have to choose and indicate any two programmes-with two

units each.

Before issuance of letter the institution submitted written representation based on

the website information on 10.02.2016.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302nd Meeting held on 09th-11th February,

20l6 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1 . lssue LOI for B.A;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.2015-17 academic year be possible

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 3.3.16 can issue of Formal

Recognition w.e.f.2016-17 academic year be possible

The institution submitted a letter dated 05.05.2016 received in this office of SRC-

NCTE on 06.05.2016 along with documents and stating as follows:

"l am inform to you mamdam, we are having additional

accommodation for B.Ed course. Total:8042.64 sq.mts of building

ptan and Buitding Comptetion Certificate is enclosed per your kind
perusal.

Hence, I request you Madam please kindly consider our

request and grant of permission B.Ed course to Sri Venkateswara

College of Education for the academic year 2016'17"'

The SRC in its 3141h meeting held on 27'h-28th May, 2016 considered the

representation dated 05.05.2016 and decided as under:

1. Now that additional built-up area has been reported, consider B'Ed

(2 units).
2. Cause lnsPection.

j pi)-6^^"
(S. sathyarn)

Chairmar\

+

38
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As per the decision of SR

institution was conducted o

CD received on 10.09.2016.

fixed th roush on- ne mod nSpect ion of th

n 03 09 20 6 and report a ons ith docU ments &

The sRC in its 32gth meeting held on 3.l"tJanuary, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. They have already been given D.El'Ed (2 units) and B'A' B'Ed (2

units).
2. The built-uP area available

accommodate B,Ed

(2 units) also.

3. lssue LOI for B'Ed,(2 units).

(8042 sq.mts.) is adequate to

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC LOI was sent on 02'02'2017

The institution has not submitted reply till date.

NOTE:

SRCAPP2441rD.El.Ed granted recognition on 02'05'2016 for (2 unib)

and SRCAPP2433/BA.B.Ed granted recognition on 02'05'2016 for (2

units).

Remarks:

The application for B.Ed is for 'l unit, affidavit submitted along with

application if for 1 unit.

i'tre w report states SRCAPP2413 - B.Ed proposed for 2 units and

institution submitted affidavit for 2 units'

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

I

3

No reply to LOI has been received'

Give time till 24.4.17.

Put up on 26.4.17 '

Streetn a na hcKaVi e errya uk d seNe agamT naduofiven rse tranc U ty
n oftaedauaT m n ad s0,|

01 1 ppD st ct-6nf rTh ruva umaN n an
n erha a cKaa e rynggrs fotran U rvenn oti ton ec ityrecog

o flffe nn da u s01
,| aTstDi t-6ncaT uaN nn ma k,Street,

theofon 4 51eS cti2 0 7 8dem cfon th acaeud torattwoof e rS yeaauCO erS v
nh oth roECTN ugo annou hetheto3 Reg99ETCN Act,

cati noeh ardahethtiu no hasNShT e13 2.05 10 6

SRCAPP2Ol6 3O1OO

M.Ed

1 Unit

13.

l\
J{-a-qa,.-

(S. Sathyaryi)

Chairmah

forTaluk,
NeelakudiTamilnadu,

M.Edforml01Thiruvarur
11 under1

o n lineCommittee,1
onofsubmitted
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06.06.2016.

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

on 04.07.20'16, 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 is over' Hence, the application is processed'

The SRC in its 326th meeting held during 4th to Sth January, 2017 considered

the scrutiny of the application and decided as under;

l. They have B.Ed.(2 units). They want M.Ed.(l unit).

2. NOC is not required.

3. LUC / EC - not required.

4. BP is not certified by the University Engineer.

5. BCC is not in format. Duly approved by CPWD Engineer'

6. Gause composite inspection of B.Ed.(2 units) & M'Ed'(l unit)'

7. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution through online

module. VI members names were generated through online VT module for

inspection during the period 1 9.03.2017 lo 08 04.2017 .

An e-mail daled 4.3.2017 one V.T. Member i.e. Dr' Savitha Singh,

Associate Professor, Firozabad stating as follows, "l have given

acceptance for the inspection of the Central University of Tamil

Nadu for M.Ed 5 days ago. Application lD 5RCAPP201630100'

But,
met
doctor has a dvised me to have proper bed rest".

On 06.04.2011 an e-mail received from Dr. R Karpaga Kumaravel,

Former Vice-chancellor, Madurai Kamaraj University stating that "W'th

reference to your email dated 30'1.17 in which it has been stated

that "due to technicat problem in the online Visiting Team Da:!
Board the inspection siheduled by SRC is showing 'GANoEILE-D

BY SYSTEM' and hence the inspection has been cancelled for the

Un versIty of Tamit ,vadu Th truvarur. Th,s ma tter was

discUSsed bv our Vice chancellor Ith the ReSI istrar and

the Head of Department of (Mys etf) It was finallv

resolved concen te and conso te the B sc B Ed

Central University of

Tamilnadu.

Thiruvarur,

Tamilnadu

i,1
w€rt ),
1s. sathya()

Chairman

A4.n

Central
tn detail

the Education
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Proqramme for which NCTE reco nition has been alreadv obtained

and to make it as modeI oroqramme at the National Level for other

Un iversities to follow. As the CentraI Universitv of Tamil Nadu

TN ,s tina osition ot ta nal re lar fac

members as required bv NCTE norms for the additional Teacher

Education P, ramme this vear within the stipulated time, we

herebv conve the withdrawal of our application and request vou

that no inspection is warra nted. ln the cou rse of time, we will qo for

the expansion of the depaftment qraduallv. after the compliance of

the NCTEn orms like additional reqular facuIty ap oointments".

has alreadv send the letter for t,he withdrawal of the application.

lnthissituationlrequestyoupleasegivenmedirectionforfurTher
work.

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

1. We cannot take such maior decisions based on a letter from the

Dean.

2, The authorized person on behalf of the University is always the

Registrar for such correspondence.

3. Check with the Registrar whether they wish to withdraw the

apPlication.

itv

offe

fo

c&ukaTeh aftM na cdRoaVi aauM kaa gea rasdM
PZaAition tonntla ofd of rn na aa recogTe a sg ppd a dbaA

a ku c&hc fle a TnMaada e Ro&ka la VuMtia no sofe dE uceoc s f ro twouco rseD E dEnrforana ge aTID s ctri t 50420 ngAd
htof4t1 1octi nSe1 802 71reame cca dahrtau no vdrSaye

n ne noroh u ohN TE s3 o eh991ETN
n noa ac otheofrd cohe had pplu mb eitt02 61 The8.2 50

74. SRCAPP20l6 30054

D.EI.Ed

2 Units

Aizza College of

&q*-,

1

335th Meeting of SRC
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An e-mail dated 6.4.2017 received from another V.T. Member i e Dr'

Nripend ra Kumar stating that "with Your direction I am readY for the

inspection of Centra! UniversitY Tamil Nadu(M.Ed course) when I

itv,&Aizza,
District-504209,

labad
under

Com m ittee,Southern RegionalAct,
institution
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30.05.2016.

ASperRegulations,alettertostateGovernmentforrecommendationwassent
on'04.07.i016, foliowed by Reminder-l on 01.10 2016 and Reminder-ll on

az.ll.2016.Norecommend.ationreceivedfromtheStateGovernmentafterthe
period of 90 days as per Regulations is over; hence' the application is

processed.

Asperpublicnoticefor2olT-lsD.El.EdcoursebanintheStateofTelangana.
The insiitution submitted minority certificate dated on 05 07 2000

The application has been scrutinized through online-,along with. hard coPYnof

the application and placed before the SRC in its 325'" meeting held on 19"'-

iOin O"r".0"r, 2016. The Committee considered the matter and decided as

under:

1. Title is clear. 1.20 acre. But, the location of the different sy' nos

shown are in different places. The sy' no' 19212'1 is not mentioned

in the EC at all.
i. ihly have Technology & Engineering courses running; no liberal

educaiion courses. in otner words, this will be a standalone

course.
3. EC is duly approved. But, the sy.nos do not tally with the sy'nos

in the title deed.
4. LUC is in the name of the College Engineering and Technical'

There is no demarcation in favour of the College of Education'

5. BP is duly approved. Details like sy'no & built up area are not

given.
6. gCC-not approved by competent authority is totally hand written

without Seal, etc. No eaimarked area for College of Education'

7. FDRs-not given.
8. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly'

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution through online

mode on 21 .12.2016.

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06th - 07rh February, 20'17 considered the

matter and decided as under:

. NOC not given.
Sy. No.(192/t/2) in title deed, in EG , and BCC do tally.

. LUC is in order.

. euin-up area of 4965 sq.mt, earmarked for D'El'Ed'/B'Ed' in BP'

. BGC also corres onds.

I
2

3

4
5

Education, Adilabad,

Telangana

,Qua*
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6. FDRs not given.

7. Reject the application for want of NOC.

8. Return FDRs, if anY.

9. Close the file.

Accordingly, Rejection Order was issued to the institution through online mode

on 10.02.2017.

An email received on 21.02.2017 from the Advocate Shri K.Ramakanth Reddy

foMarding a copy of W,P. No. 5945 of 2017 Iiled by Madarsa-l-Aizza

Educational Socieiy. Accordingly, a letter was sent on 23 02 20'17 to the

Advocate Shri. K. Rimakanth Reddy along with the brief of the institution'

Now, the institution has submitted written representation on 28 03 2017 along

with the Hon,ble High court order in W.P.No' 5945 ol 2017. The letter Stated aS

under.

"We have applied for establishment of new college of education

for offering D.Et.Ed course for the academic year 2017'18- on

30.05.2016 (copy enclosed) and also applied for NOC from State

Government icopy enctosed)' We have also submitted all

queries/attached documents online and hardcopy from time to

time as required bY NCTE.

We got the order from NCTE reiecting the application for want of
NOC. (copy enclosed).

Then we approached the High Court and the High Court has

issued orcler that our application be reconsidered without

insisting of NOC (hiqh Court order copy enclosed)'

tn view of above fact, we request you to reconsider our application

for D.Et.Ed course for the academic year 2017'2018"'

The Court Order stated as under:

Order:

"Learned counsel appearin
identical circumstances in

g for the petitio
WPMP No. I98O

ners submi
of 2016 in

ts that in
W.P. No.

1 5ot2 this co ss order 21.01.20 irectin

resp dents I nd2to consider the aooli on of e

petitioner therein, in the liqht of the notice issued bv it on

27 201 where under the restrictions w ith ard to reco nition

A{r.i
(s. Sathya

-t

Chairma
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of the teacher training institutions/programmes
additional intake/increase in seats in the existing recognized
programmes, were not made applicable in the case of Minority
Educational lnstitutions established under Article 30 of the
Constitution and it was made applicable to Telangana State also.

There is no dispute that the 2nd petitioner is a Minority lnstitution.

Following the aforementioned order, the'l"t and 2nd respondents

are directed to reconsider the application of the petitioners

without insisting for NOC."

The Committee considered the above matter and asked SRO to put up the

matter tomorrow.

including

Mata Amritanandamayi Math, Bogadi Village' # 114'

Stage, Mysuru Town and City, Mysore District-570026, Karnataka

applied for grant of recognition to Amrita Vishwa Vldyapeetham, Ettimadai

Amrita Nagar Street, Coimbaure Taluk and Mandal, Ettimadai Tow

Coimbatore District-6411 12, Tamilnadu for offering B.A.B.Ed' B.Sc'B.

course for four years integrated programme for the academic year 2017-18 und

Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southem Regional Committee

NCTE tkough online on 26.05.2016. The institution has submitted the hard cop

ofthe application on 08.06.2016.

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

on 22.06.2016 followed by Reminder I on 01 10.2016 and Reminder II on

02.11.2016. No recommendation received lrom 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.A.B.Ed, B.Sc.B.Ed

course in the State of Kamataka.

The SRC in its 328ft meeting, held on 31't January, 2017, considered the

scrutiny ofthe application and decided as under:-

1. "The University is in Coimbatore. They want to start the

Cross, Bogadi

Colle inM suru.

l5 SRCAPP2Ol6 30043

BA.B.Ed BSc.B.Ed

l Unit

Amrita Vishwa

Vidyapeetham,

Coimbatore,

Tamilnadu

)r
V<fl-,t,-Lt

(S. Sathyam/

chairma n

Ct^

a

+1

l
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Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham, Ettimadai

Village, Amrita Nagar Street, Coimbature

Taluk and Mandal, Ettimadai Town,

Coimbatore District-641112, Tamilnadu

Mata Amritanandamayi Math, Bogadi Village,

# 1rL4, 7th Cross, Bogadi ll Stage, Mysuru

Town and City, Mysore District-570026,

Ka rnataka

Name and address of the

Society

- 31't March, 201730Date of lnsPection

Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham, Ettimadai

Village, Amrita Nagar Street, Coimbature

Taluk and Mandal, Ettimadai Town,

Coimbatore District-641112, Tamilnadu

Address of the

institution as per VT

Report (New Location )

2 The College is in Mysuru will have to

Mysore University and not their o

be affiliated to the

wn University in

Coimbatore'

3. They should give NOC of the University in Mysore'

4. Issue Notice accordinglY."

As per the decision ofSRC, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on

01.02.2017 through e-mail. The institution has submitted reply to the show

cause notice through on 13.02.2017 and hard copy submitted on 15 '02'2017 '

The SRC in its 331't meeting held during 22"d February,2Ol7 considered the

notice reply and decided as under:-

1. "Their rePlY is satisfactory.

2. Cause insPection"

Accordingly,VT members names were generated through online VT module for

inspectioi during the period06'03.201 7 to 26.03.2017' Inspection of the

institution was cJnducted on 30th - 31't March, 2Ol7 and the VT report along

with documents received on 04.04.2017 .

The Details ofVT Report are as under:

i
l\
*{-rti..

(S. Sathyamy

Chairman(

Name and address of the

institution
(as per in itial

application)
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Details of courses as per the w R

lntakesl.

No

of theName

Cou rse

1 Unit01 B.A.B.Ed

l Unito2 B.Sc.B.Ed

As r scruti of ived withuments re

2s.01.1988

Mata

Amritanandamayi

Mission

Date of Regn. and in

the name of
REGISTRATION BYE.

W CERTIFICAT

Registered certified

copy of the Land

document:

Submitted/Not

submitted

(Whether in English

or Regional language)

(Whether

certified/nota rized

English tra nslation

submitted)

28.08.2003Date of Registration

of Land

M/s. Maatha

Amrithanandamya

Math Trust

Land registered in the

name of

Sale DeedType of title deed i.e

sale deed/lease

deed (gow./pvt/gift

deed)

714Survey No/Plot

No/Khasara No.

5 acres ( out of total 6

acres 06 guntas)
Extent of Land in each

Sy.No./Plot

No./Khasara No.

SubmittedSubmittedAFFIDAVIT

*;*\r^-
(S. Sathy/m) '

Chairmhn

Land document

certified by the sub

registrar, is submitted

DETAITS OF LAND

DOCUMENTST
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tL4s .No

Mysuru, Karnataka

Bogadi ll Stage,Location

Not mentionedBuilt up area

20234365 sq.mtrs ( 5

acres)

Exte nt

N ame of the

Society/Trust/l nstituti

on

Su rvey/Plot/Khasa ra

No. and location

Extent of diverted

land

Pu rpose of diversion

Date of issue

Original Land Use

Certificate issued bY

Revenue Department

is not submitted.
Name & designation

of the issu ing

a uthori
Maatha

Amrithanandamya

Math

Name of the

Society/Trust/l nstituti

on

di Villa

LL4

Bho

Survey/Plot/Kh asara

No. and location

01.01.2004

24.03.20t7
Search for the period

5.00 acresExtent of land

NilAny mortgage as Per

EC

28.O3.2017Date of issue

Senior Sub Registra r,

Mysore North
Name & design ation

of the issuing

authority

BMITTED/NOT

coPY OtNOTARIZED

SUBMITTED

ENCU MBRANCE

CERTIF ICATE

SU

The institution has

submitted PhotocoPY

of 2 building Plans in

the name of 1)

Amrita SchoolExistin

Name and address of

Society/Trust/l nstituti

onCOPY OF BUITDING

PTAN SUBMITT

BLUE

EDSUBM

ED/NOT

RIZEDPRINT/N

N

#.^lq*-,
(s. Sathyaf)

chairmah

Photocopy of the

translated version of

Proceedings of the

Government of

Karnataka is

submitted.

NOTARIZED COPY OF

LAND USE CERTIFICATE

SUEMITTED/NOT

SUBMITTED
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</-tf v,. l-,6un
(s. sathyaf)

Chairmein

of Arts & Science 2l

Proposed B.Ed College

for Mata

Amritanandamayi

Math

Not mentionedPlot area/la nd area

Total built-up area

rovalDate of a

Secretary, Bhogadi

Gram Panchyath,

Mysuru Taluk

original blue print of

the building plan with

details of classrooms,

labs, M.P.Hall Library

etc. approved by the

competent authority

is not submitted,

Name and

designation of

approving authority

Mata

Amritanandamayi

Not approved)Math

Name and address of

Society/Trust/l nstituti

on

tt4
7th Cross, Bogadi ll

Stage, Ward 22,

Mysore CitY

Corporation

Survey/Plot/Kh asara

Nos. and location

G.F - 775.39 sq.m

F.F - 775.38 sq.m

S.F - 775.38 sq.m

T.F - 775.38 sq.m

3101.53Total

.mtrs

RCCe of Roofin

Ed ucationPurpose for which

building is being

osed to beu sed ro

COPY OFNOTARIZED

INGBUI

CERTIFICATE

SUBM IfiED/NOT

SUBMITTED

COMPTETION

THE

_1

Not mentioned

Built up area for the

proposed course

and/or for existing

cou rse
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J47^^\-,a^,,
1s. sathyafi) |

Chairm*n

u sed

09.03.2017Date of issue

Charted Engineer &

Approved Valuer and

Secretary, Bhogadi

Gram Panchyathi,

Mysore Taluk

Building Completion

Certificate not

approved by the

Govt. Engineer

Name & designation

of the issu ing

a uthority

MINORITY

CERTIFICAT

FDRs Details

FDRs of
Rs.tL,24,4321

- lakh

FDRS of Rs. 6,68,8451-

Cou rse

A/c No:67011044563FDR No.

Joint A/cJoint A/csingle orWhether in

joint A/c
19.04.201619.04.2016Date of issue

19.04.202rL9.O4.2021Date of Maturity
State Bank of

Trava ncore
State Bank of TravancoreName of issuing Ba nk

FDRS of Rs. 7.lakh

A/c

No:67396509

047

A/c No:67396609831FDR No.

single orWhether in

joint A/c
23.O3.20L723.03.2077Date of issue

'l

Alc

No:67011044

234

FDRs of Rs. 5

lakh
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23.03.201823.03.2018

Name of issuing Bank

www.amrita.edu/school/educationof theWebsite

institution
paidFees Paid

Faculty list

a pproved

approved/not

ea chWhether approved on

page or not

Designation of the approving

a uth ority

Date of approval

Faculty list

Comments of VT Members

15345.40 sq.mtrsTotal Built-up area01.

Fu rnitu re02.

186 sq.mtrs ( 2002 sq.ft)Multipurpose Hall03

Adequate04 Labs/Resources Rooms

YesWhether the library is

sharing with other courses

05.

8406.

L84O6 / 63+3No. of books in the library

and Journals

Remarks of SRO:-

1. Original Land Use Certificate issued by Revenue Department is not

submitted.
2. The institution has submitted photocopy of 2 building plans in the

name of 1) Existing Amrita School of Arts & Science 2) Proposed

B.Ed Coltege for Mata Amritanandamayi Math

3. The institution has not submitted Original blue print of the building

plan. Details of classrooms, labs, M'P.Hall Library etc. approved

by the competen t i uthority ts not s ubmltted

4 Build ln C om etion Certifica te ts not a roved the Govt.

50

&*E ^.,

\

Date of Maturity
State Bank of

Trava ncore
State Ban k of Travancore

Adequate

Seating capacity in the

libra ry
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5

Engineer
As per Online application the no.of units for B'A.B.Ed / B.Sc.B'Ed

mentioned as I unit. But as per VT report the no.of units

mentioned as B.Sc.B.Ed - I unit and B.A.B.Ed - I unit.

Note: -

APS01995 / B.Ed:-The recognition was granted on 30.11.2004 to Amrita

ShiL.h"nu l"{^huridyalaya, No. l14,7th iross, Bogadi 2nd Stage, Mysore-

570006, Karnataka for B.Ed course with an annual intake of 100 students

from the academic session 2004-05.

The revised order was issued to the institution for two units on 16'05'2015

and the corrigendum was issued for I unit on 05.04.2016'

As per VT report the institutio n is also runnins BBM BCA. B.Com B.Sc

Vis Media MC .Co M.Sc Co uter Scienc

The Committee considered the VT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

1. Title is clear.

2. UGC has clarified that Deemed Universities can have off-campus

centres.

3. LUC is not given. But, Karnataka Gow. order is given.

4. EC is in order.

5. Blue-print of BP is not given. Built-up area details are not there'

6, BCC is not approved by competent authority.

7, FDRs have been given onty for one course (1 unit). It is also not in

ioint account.

8. Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

N
+l-a.iL\a^^,
(S. Sathvaml

chairman
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(S. SathyamJ

Chairman(

oas s Ed ucation Soc ety Wafan(,a oES ha pet Road Wa ra nga Ta uk &

c ity wa rang a D strict-5 06002 Tela nsa na had fo s ta nt of recog n ition to

oas ts D p loma n P re Desha pet Road Oas IS Co ony

wa ran (ta Taluk, Des h a pet Road c itv o stnct-506002 for

offeri ng D P S E cou rse fo two yea rS d u tion fo the academ c vea r 20 1 7 1 8 U nder

Sect on 4t 1 5 of the N CTE 1 I o3 to the SoU the n N (.TE

th roug h on ne 28 .06 20 ,| 6 The n Sti u tion S U bmitted he hard copv o the app cation

on 28.06.20'16.

AsperRegulations,alettertostateGovernmentforrecommendationwassenton
tz.tiz.ZOlO, tottowed by Reminder-l on 01.10.2016 and Reminder-ll on 02'11 2016 No

recommendation received from the state Government after 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 D P.S.E course in the State of

Telangana.

The application has been scrutinized through online along with hard,"copy of applicatio-n

and piaced before the SRC in its 325rh meeting held on 19'n - 20'" December, 2016

The Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1.1. There are 3 titles deeds. Each shows different land areas for sy'no'

287. There is also confusion caused by a Municipal building occupying

15552 sqft of Plinth area.

1.2. LUC issued by Tahsildar shows 3022 sqm. ls with the Oasis

Education society. Land required is only 3000 sq.mts.

2. EC is in order.
3. LUC is in order.
4. BP-not approved by competent authority. Built up area approved is

4043 sqmts,
5. BcC-not approved by competent authority'
6. FDRs-not given
7. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution through online mode on

21.12.2016.

The institution has not submitted its reply.

The SRC in its 329rh meeting held on 06rh - 07th February, 2017, considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. NOC (issued by Director of School Education) is given.

2. Reply to SCN not received.
e. Actoraing to the computer programme in force, non'submission of reply to

SCN should lead to reiection of the case. lt will be unfortunate if this case,

which fulfils most of ti\e requirements for VT inspection has to be rejected

because of the technical difficu in the com uter ramme,

SRCAPP2Ol6 30137

D.P.SE

2 Units

APS02739 D.El.Ed-

50

0asis Diploma in

Pre School

Education,

Warangal,

Telangana

Y

Village,
applied

School Education,
Warangal Telangana

Act, Regional Committee,

on
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Oasis Dipoma in Pre Schoo

Deshaipet Road, Oasis ColonY,

Warangal Taluk, Deshaipet Road City,

lEducation,

Waran al District-506002 Telan

Name and address of the in

(as per application)

stitution

Oasis Education Society, Waranga

Village, DeshaiPet Road, Warangal

Taluk & City, Warangal District-506002,

Telan ana

Name and address of the Society

March 201725 &26Date of ln ection
# 11-23-2360, Oasis colony, Deshaipet

Road ana-506002Waran al Telan
Address of the institution as Per

Re
oetails of courses as r the VT

ntakeSl.No. Name of the
Existing
Course

lntakest.
No

Name of the
Proposed
Coulse

50APSO2739
D,EI,Ed

012 unitsD,P.S,E01

of do wither sc
Oasis Education Society
05.06.1986

Date of
Regn. and

in the name

of

BYE-LAW
CERTIFICATE

REGIST RATION

+. nemind them for an early reply

A letter to the institution was sent on 15 02.2017 conveying the 329'h SRC decision'

Now, the institution has submitted its reply on 27.02.2017

The sRC in its 332nd meeting hetd on 28.02.2017 to 03.03.20'17 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. Their reply to the Show Cause Notice is satisfactory'

2, Cause VT insPection.
3. The FDR alreidy given (3+5 lakhs) is for the D.El'Ed' course' For DPSE(2

units) they shoirtd give FDRS(7+5 lakhs) separately for each unit' The

D.El.ad, F.D.Rs also should be increased to 7+5 lakhs'

4. ln view of the timeJimit presctibed by the Supreme Court for issue of FRs

w.e.f. 2017-'18, nothing cln be done after 3'3.17' But, if the Supreme Court

extends the time'limit, there will be a chance for this case to make it for

the 2017-18 course. Request them, therefore, to accept short-notice for

the VT inspection'

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and vT members through

ontine on-fjg.Og.Zo17. The inspection of the institution was conducted on 25"' and 26"'

March 2017 and theVT report along with CD received on 31'03 2017

The documents received along with VT report is processed as under:

0"*r*
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Chairmah

umeils of L
submitted in EnglishPhoto copy

velsion
Registered certified copy of the

documents: Submitted / Not

submitted
(whether in English or Regional

language)
(whether certified/notarized English

translation submitted

Land

(1) 22 03.2016
(2) 08.10 2008

3 08.'10.2008

Date of registration of land

(1) Oasis Education Society

(2) Oasis Education Society

Oasis Education Soci3

Land registered in the name of

(1) Gift Settlement Deed

(2) Gift Settlement Deed

Gift Settlement Deed3

Type of title deed i.e. sale deed/lease

deed (Govt. /Pvt.)/gift deed

1

2

Sy
Sy

No.287
No.287
No.2875

Survey No/ Plot No/ Khasara No

1

2

2

I
2

19.55 Sq.yds or 183.54 Sq.Mts

75 Sq.yds or 814.00 Sq.Mts

s or 2023.36 Mts420

Extent of land in each Sy. No./ Plot

No./ Khasara No.

FIDAVIT:-
Noe

Location

Land is on own/lease basis

areaBuilt u

Not Submitted

Extent
Photo Copy Submitted

NotBuildinq
ofrinUNotarizedBlue p

Plan submi
subm

Oasis Educational Society

H.No.1 1 -23-2360.Oasis

Deshaipet Road, Warangal,

Pradesh-506002

colony,
Andhra

Name and address of

Society/TrusUlnstitution

Not MentionedWhether Building Plan is for the
proposed institution/ course or also

for some other TEI/course
3022.14 mtsPlot arealland area
Ground Floor: 637.87 Sq.mts

First Floor: 657.99 Sq.mts

Second Floor: 712.52 Sq.mts

Third Floor: 712.52 Sq.mts

Fourth Floor: 225.67 Sq.mts

Total:2200.33 .mts

Total built-up area

Not Mentionedandarea for theBuilt u ro

\



existin teacher education courses
19.04.201 '1Date of a
CommissionerName and designation of aPProving

authori
Photo copy Submitted

submitted /Not
Nota nd Usecoov of La
Certifiea

Oasis Education Socie/ TrusU lnstitutionName of the Soci
S .No.287 at Deshai et Vill/PlouKhasara No. and locationSurv
3022.14 dsExtent of diverted land
Educational Puose of diversionPu
26 03 2016Date of issue
TahasildarName and designation of aPProving

author
Photo copy Submitted

ot subm
SU

in
ittedCertificateCompletion

otarized of the

Oasis Educational Society

H. No.1 1-23-2357, DeshaiPet Road,

Wara al

Name and address of Society / Trust /

lnstitution

Sy.No.287 at Deshaipet Road, WarangalSurvey/PloU Khasara Nos. and

location
GF- 957.70 Sq.mts

FF - 924.13 Sq.mts

SF - 957.70 Sq.mts

TF - 957.70 Sq.mts

FF - 246.50 Sq.mts
mtsTotal - 4043.73

Total Built up area for the Propo

course and/or for existing course

sed

RCCof RoofinT
Educational PurposePurpose for which building is being

used/ d to be used
21 .02 2016Date of issue
G.Manipal Reddy, Dy. Executive EngineerName and designation of approving

autho
Photo copy Submitted

Certificate submitted/ Not
mbranceNota coov of Encu

('t 1 oasis Education Society

(2) Oasis Education Society

Oasis Educalion Socie3

Name of the Society/TrusUlnstitution

I
2

Sy.Uo.ZaZ at Desaipeta Village

Sy. No.287 at Desaipeta Village

No.287 at Desai ta Villa

Survey/PloVKhasara
location

Nos. and

(1) 01.10 2007 to 06.03 2017

(2) 01.01 1989 to 06.03 2017

01.01.1 989 to 06.03.20173

Search for the period

219.551Extent of land

o
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(2) 219.55 Sq.yds
a 2't 9.55 S

NiIECm aAn
(1)

(2\
13.03.2017
13 03.2017
1 3 03.20173

Date of issue

MD.Masiuddin of Sub-Registrarand designation of issuingName
authori

The Director, SCERT Dated 31.05.20 16NoC From Affiliating body
Submitted/Not Submitted

Not ApplicableDate of application for NAAC

accreditation (wherever necessary)

lication No. submitted to NAAC

Remarks:
1, The institution has not submitted Affidavit.
2. Photocopy of FDR Submitted - original not submitted & it is not in joint

A/c.

The Committee considered the VT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

FDR's Details
7.00 Lakhs
Reserve Fund
Photo copy
submifted

Photo copy submittedSubmitted in Original

3671450444536714524188FDR/ Ac number
State Bank of lndiaState Bank of lndiaName of the Bank
Joint fucJoint A/cWhether in Sin le or Joint AJc
60 Months60 MonthsDuration of FDR
24.03.201724.03.2017Date of lssue
24.03.2022

hmcte.comWebsite of the institution

e omments of vT Members
4043.7301 Total Built-u atea

uate02

6) 216.{6 Sq.mts
(2) 186.27 Sq.mts

146.27 .mts

03 Multipurpose Hall

Ade uate04 Labs/Resources Rooms
YesWhether the library js sharing with

other courses
05

100in the libraSeatin ca ac06
101 1 Books, 12 JournalsNo. of books in the library and

Journals
07

335th Meeting of SRC
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ft

Chairman

5.00 Lakhs Endowment
Fund

24 06.2022Date of lvlaturitY

Furniture

(3)
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Title is clear. Land area is adequate.

Affidavit not given.

LUC/EC are in order.

BP is given. Built-up area shown is 4043.73 sq.mts.

BCC is given. Built'up area is same as in BP.

Built-up area required is 3000 [DPSE(I

unit)+D,El.Ed.(1Unit)2 5001+[DPsE(1 unit) 500]

Built-up area is adequate.

FDRS are requied, in originals in ioint account, @7+5 lakhs for each

unit ofeach course.

Issue LOI for DPSE(2 units).8.

6

7

L.

)

3.

4.

5.1

s.2

procedures for online application filling- up & 4 years integrated course

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the institution on 19,02.2016.

The institution submitted written representation on 13.04.2016 along with NOC

dated 17 .11.2015 from Pondicherry University and DD of Rs. 1 '50'000t

The institution had applied online application for B A.B.Ed/B Sc B Ed Four

years lntegrated Programme for the session

dated 09.03.2016-for the session 2017-18)

The institution submitted its written representation dated 04.05.2016 received

on 07,05.2016 seeking recognition order'

The reply mail received from Hqrs on 10.05.2016 with following message;

I have checked and found that this aPplicant submitted tvto

apptication one apptication is on draft mode and other application

completed all fietds but not comptete payment mode button' So kindly

ant to submit all details in application

apolication code no.

Hqrs

The incom Eolete

hard coov of in

2017-18.

.The ins

(As per the publi

titution had su

c notice

bmitted

r to qeneration ofon i.e prioline aoDlicatimplete on

team. NCTto technicals forwardedreceived waao lication
no the n2016 for doidated 10.05rouoh e-ma

has submitted a letter daled 24 11.2015 requesting for

tell the applic number I and

The institutionSRCAPP2Ol6 30067

BA.B.Ed BSc.B.Ed

l Unit

Usha Latchumanan

College of

Education,

Pondicherry

L7.

h
+.fL:\,\)1
(S. SathyarJi

Chairmair

6A.-

'I
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application number 2 submit payment details after thr:s process

successfully done the apptication id number will be generated

accordingly.

The same message was foMarded to institution on 10.05 2016.

The institution submitted written representation on 27.O5.2016 and stated as

follows;

"...we would tike to inform you that the Hon'ble Hioh Coufi

in W.P.No.1 1 2016 26.05.2016 onsider

aDplication for the vear 2016-17 for above said purpose and pass

ADDTO order in the SRC meetinq held on 27.05.2016 and

communlc ate the decision to colleoe and Pondicherrv

accordinolv.

The above W.P.No.18301 of 2016 dated 26.05.2016 is disposed and the

same may be ptaced in the SRC meeting held on 27.05.2016. The order

copy follows."

&!ei The Court order in W.P.No.l830l of 2016 dated 26.05.20'16 was not

received.

The SRC in its 314th meeting held on 27th to 28th May, 2016 and the committee

considered the matter and decided as under;

1. The Court Order has not yet been received. We have only our

Lawyer's Text Message and the applicant's petition dt. 26'05-2016.

2. Their apptication dt. 30.04,2016 is stiil in a draft form and is incomplete.

No on-tine apptication has been received which is a mandatory

requirement under the Regulations. lhat being so, strictly speaking,

there is no valid apptication at all. No hard copy has also been

received. ln any case, it is an application filed in response to the

NCTE Notification inviting apptications for 2017'18. ln view of the

Supreme CoutT's order prohibiting issue of Formal Recognition to

anyone for the academic year 2016'17 after the (extended) time'limit of

2 May, 2016, it will not be possrb/e for us to consider this case for

2016-17. Their case can be considered even for 2017'18' only if they

make a proper application before 31.05.2016 and complete all

h
i-trt-.^.\^

(S. sathyam)1

Chairman

a^"4
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formalities.

Ask our lawyer to apprise the Court of this factual legal position and of

our consequentiat tegal difficutty in complying with the order given. The

Court may be requested kindly to review the order and direct the

applicant to make a proper application before 31.05.2016 for

consi deration w.e.f . 201 7-1 8.

The institution submitted its written representation on 28.05.2016 requesting

for return of D.D. No. 750075 dt. 14.03.2016 for Rs.'1.5 Iakh. Accordinqlv. the

DD No. 750075 dt. 14.03.20 16 was returned to the institution on 0 1 .06.20'16

A letter dated 30.05.2016 received from the Advocate P.R. Gopinathan on

02.06.2016 regarding W.P. No. 18301 of 2016 filed by Usha Patchumanan

College of Education.

A court order dated 26.05,2016 received on 06.06.2016 from the Hon'ble High

Court of Madras in W.P.No. 18301 of 2016 & W.M.P.No.16008 of 2016 filed by

Usha Latchumanan College of Education, Puducherry.

The Hon'ble High court order stated as follows:

"....though the petitioner has prayed for larger relief, this cout7" in the

tight of the above facts and circumstances, directs the 7st respondent

to consider ard dispose of the pelitioner's representation dated

09.05.2016 on merits and in accordance with law and pass orders on

or before 08.06.2016 and inform the decision taken, to the petitioner.

The writ petition is disposed of with the above direction Alo costs'

Consequentty, the connected miscellaneous petition is closed,"

As per Hon'ble High court direction The SMG Anjalai Ammal Educational

Society, Thirukkanur Village, T.V. Malai Road, Villianur Taluk & Mandal,

Thirukkanur City, Pondicherry District-G05501, Pondicherry had applied for

grant of recognition to Usha Latchumanan College of Education,

Thirukkanur Village, T.V. Malai Road, Villianur Taluk & Mandal,

Thirukkanur City, Pondicherry District-605501, Pondicherry for offering

B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed integrated course for four years duration for the

academic yeat 2017-18 under Section 14115 ol the NCTE Act, 1993 to the

Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30.05.2016. The

institution submitted the hard copy of the application on 16.05.2016.

Sathy a

Chairm

59
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The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

the recommendation of the S tate Government- is not a ed to.

NCTE-Hqrs in its letter dated 29.08.2016 received on 06.09.2016 enclosed a

written representation dated 18.06.2016 along with a court order in W.P No'

18301 of 2016 & W.M.P. No. 16008 of 2016 with a requesting to take

necessary action.

The institution submitted a letter dated 27 .10.2016, received on 0'1 1 1 20'16

along with a copy of the Government of Puducherry letter dated 26 05 2016

The State Government vide this letter informed that it has already conveyed

vide its letter dated 26.03.2015 not to grant recognition for 2017-2018 for the

:-\
l_ r' _- \g r LL.. !a\_a^

(S. Sathyaft)

chairmln

Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

A letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on 27 06 2016,

followed by reminder on 01 .10.2016.

A letter dated 28.07.2016 received from the NCTE-Hqrs on 28 07 2016 &

08.08.20'16 regarding status of letter from Shri Veerappan, Former State Vice-

President for early permission from, SRC Bangalore for two units of 4 years

integrated course from 2016-17 .

A letter dated 27.07.2016 received from Government of Puducherry' Chief

secretariat, Puducherry-605001 on 0'l .08.2016 stated as under:

"...a decision was taken earlier (vide reference second cited) by this

administration that no further programme of the following four

Teacher Education courses are required to be enbrtained for the

academic year 2017'18.

1) Bachelor of Elementary (B.El.Ed).

2) Bachelor of Education(B.Ed) through ODL Mode.

3) lntegrated B.Ed-M.Ed programme of 3 years duration.

4) B.Ed (part-time) programme of 2 years duration.

Accordingty, the applicant of M/5. SMG Anialai Ammal Educational

Society, Thirukkanur Vitlage, T.V. Malai Road, Thirukkanur,

Puducherry seeking qrant of recoonition to Usha Latchumanan

Cotteqe of Education. Thirukkanur, Puducherrv, for conducting

B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed courses, forwarded with a request to furnish
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As per the decision of SRC, a letter was addressed to the Under Secretary to

Govt., Higher and Technical Education, Government of Puducherry on

22.12.2016 requesting to disclose the reason for objection to SRC for

considering the application.

&**
0\u-1

four TEls as indicated above.

It was observed from the file that,

1. There is contradiction in letter of the State govt. i.e vide letter

dated 26.05.20{ 6. lt has mentioned not to grant recognition for
B.El.Ed, B.Ed(ODL), B.Ed-M.Ed integrated and B.Ed(Part-time),

whereas vide letter daled 27,O7.2015 the State Govt' while quoting

about its letter dated 26.05.20'16 has conveyed not to grant

recognition for B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed to the institution.

2. The institution submitted application online on 30.05.2016 and

hard copy received on 16.06.2016, which is after l5 days from the

date of online submission of application. However, NCTE vide

letter No.F.49-4/20'14/NCTE/N&S dated 22.08.2016 conveyed the

direction that lSth July, 2016 shall be the last date for receipt of
hard copy irrespective of online submission.

3. As per the Public Notice issued on 09.03.2016 for inviting

applications tot 2017 -2018, there is a ban for D.El.Ed, B.Ed

and B.P.Ed courses qnly.

4. As per application, the institution is a non-minority institution.

SRC in its 324th meeting held during 7rh to 8th December, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:-

{. The U.T. Admn's reply to our lefter is in 2 parts. The first part is

about 4 courses not cited by us' We cannot, therefore, take that
into account. The second part of their reply is specifically about

this cas6, this applicant and, the 2 courses proposed by them. We

have, therefore, to take them into consideration as their objection.

2. ln terms of the Supreme Gourt order, in the L.B.S' B.Ed College

case, RGs are not bound by the observations of the State Govt /

U.T. Admn. But, RCs are expected to pass a speaking order why

they accept or not accept the objection of the State Govt. / U.T.

Admn.
3. Please request the Puducherry govt' to disclose the reason for

their objection to our considering this application.
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Since reply had not been received from the State Government, the matter was

placed before

SRC in its 3281h meeting held on 31"1 January, 2016 and the Committee

decided as under :-

{. The Puducherry Govt.'s objection is in general terms. lt is with

reference to 4 other courses not cited by us.

2. They have not given reasons for extending the objection to

B.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed. also.
3. They have not cared to respond to our letter requesting for

clarification.
4. We, therefore, treat the objection as unacceptable'

5. Process the case and Put uP.

As per the decision of SRC, the application was processed and placed before

SRC in its 3291h meeting held on 06th to 07rh February, 2017 the committee

considered and matter and decided as under:-

1. Title is clear. Land area of 5246 sq.mts. is adequate.

2. LUC is in order.
3. EG is not given.
4. BP- not legible. Not approved by competent authority.

area separately shown is 4639 sq.mts.

5. BCC is in order. Built-up area shown is 4639 sq.mts.

6. FDRs not given.
7. NOCs of Govt. and University have been received.

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

Built-up

A letter was received from the Mr.F.P.Verbina Jayaraj, Undersecretary to Govt

(Higher & Technical Education) dated 07.02.2017, received by this office on

14.02.2017

On 10.02.2017 letter was received by this office on 14.02.2017 regardlng

requesting for one unit of B.Ed (2 years) program and proposed one unit of 4

years l.C. (B.A B.Ed and B.Sc, B.Ed Program).

As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations 2014 inspection of the

institution was scheduled through online mode. VT Members names were

generated through OnJine VT module for inspection during the period on

06.03.20 1 7 to 26.03.20 1 7

,,k)*,
Chairman 

(
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of the documentsOetails

SU

Reply of the
th

Deficienc
y Pointed

out in

The institution has submitted representation on'14 03.2017.

Hard copy of Visiting Team report was received on 28.03.2017 and online

copy not submitted.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30ih to 31"1 March, 2017 lhe committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

'1. LUC is not legible. Original is required.

2. Original EC is enquired. Details are not clear in the EC given'

3. BP is in order. Only, original is required'
4. BCC is in order. Built-up area of 4157 sq'mts. is inadequate'

5.1 The application is for B.A.B'Ed.(1 unit) and B.Sc.B.Ed.(l unit), But'

VT lnspection report refers only to one unit. Let us go by what

the W has reported. lf they represent, we can reconsider w'r't'
adequacy of built-up area.

5.2 Built-up area required i.e.,...

B.Ed.(2 units).. 2000 sq.mts.

4yr. integ. Gourse(l unit)....1500 sq.mts.
(They must indicate their choice of course).

6. 
'FD{s 

given are copies of the FDRs given for B.Ed. This is

objectionable. FDRS are required@7+s lakhs, in original, in joint

account, for each unit of each course.
7. CD not given.
8. lssue SGN accordinglY.

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

decision, the institution has submitted a reply on 05.04 2017 and stating as

under:-

v

sl.

No
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t Uc not submltted
The Govt. of Pondicherry

member secretary PPA has

issued a letter in respect of

LUC reads as "wlth

reference to the iubiect

and your letter clted above,

It is to lnform that the

Educatlonal lnstltutlons are

permltted ln a8ricultural

area ai provlded ln clause 9

(V)- part ll of the

Puducherry Bulldlng 8ye -
Laws & zonlng Regulations

2012. Henae land use

converslon from

Agriculture use to

lnstltutional use 15 not

required for the

educatlonal instltutions.'

(vide letter

N o.1698 / P P A / zlv CP )zov / 1

185 dt.13.03.2014) coPY is

also enclosed for Your

record and copy of the

letter No,2617lrOV/2009

1 tUC is not legible.

OriSinal i5

requked.

Two copies of original EC in Regional

EnSlish version also submitted

(1) Encumbrancecertiflcate

lanBua8e &

SVIG Anjalai Ammal

EducationalSociety

theName of

institution

Sy No- 206/2Survey No

Extent

01.01.1985 to 01.02.2017Search for the

pe.iod

lssued dated

Sub registrarApproved authoritY

EnSlish version is enclosed

with oriSinalEC.

2 Original EC is

required. oetails

are not clear in

the EC given.

2) Encumbrance certlflcate

Usha w/o LatchumanantheName of

institution

349/1Survey No

Not clearExtent

01.01.1983 to 02.03.2017Search for the

period

08.03.2017lssued dated

Sub reSistrarApproved authoritY

3) Encumbrance certificate in English version

64
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sMG Anjalai Ammal

EducationalSociety

theName of
institution

Survey No

Extent

Sy No 349/1, 28 cents

R.5No.349 (1) extend of

3l cents

The lnstitutlon has submitted colour copy of

Building plan.

sMG Anialai Ammal

Educational Society

college of education

theName of

institution

R.S No- 206/2

CAO No - 4202/2
5urvey No

Extent

Not leBibleBuilt up a rea

lssued dated

Member

Puducherry

authority

planninS
Approved authority

gP is in order, now oriSinal

as produced for verification

and return

3 BP is in order.

Only, oriSinal is

required.

The institution already submitted BCC at
page No. 305, fresh BCC not submitted.

Built -up area is 4157 Sq,mt.

available

4 BCC is in order,

Built-up area of
4157 sq.mts. is

inadequate.

) For 2 yeet B.Ed

proSramme (2 units) -

15001500=2000 sq.mts

i) For 4 year BA.B.Ed (l.c)

programme (2 units)

1500+500=2000 Sq,mts

so total built up area for

above {both) course =

4000 Sq.mts

5 The application is

Ior B.A.8.Ed,(1

unit) and

B.Sc.B.Ed.(1 unit),

But, VT lnspection

report refers only

to one unit. Let us

Bo by what the vT

has reported. lf

they represent,

we can reconsider

w.r.t. adequacy of

built-up area.

t

65
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Allocation oJ Built uo area

lleige ,_sL2 yr B.td

programme (already

recognltlon accorded)

Programme B.Ed (2 yr) one

unit
(existing)

= 1500 sq.mts

Additional one unit of 2 yr

B,Ed

(existinSl =

SA.B.Ed & B.Sc B.Ed (both

considered as one

programme. as has been

B.Ed & M.td considered as

one program (NCTE norms

paSe 118-table)

Built up area for one unit

B.a,B.Ed = 1500sq.mts

Additional one unit of B.A

8.Ed = 500 so.mts

Totalarea

= 2000 sq.mt!

Grant Total Area I a) + I b)

200012000 = 4000 lq.mt

(oR)

Cholce ll 2 yr B.Ed

proSramme2units=2000
(already existing)

one unit of BA.B.Ed

(Proposed) - 1500 sq.mts

One unit of BSc.B.Ed

(Proposed)-500 sq.mts

(if both courses under one

programme)=2000 sq.mt

6rand Total

area - 4000 Sq.mts

Under these circumstances

your good self may consider

2 units of 2 Yr 8.Ed

mt

b) 4

Total Area =

As stated by the institutionBuilt-up area

required i.e.,...

s.Ed.(2

units)......,.,..,,....

2000 sq.mts.

4yt. integ.

Course(1

unit)....1500

sq.mts.

(They must

indicate their

choice ofcourse).

Original FDRs submitted

3 l-akhs

0596817FDR / A/c Number

6 FDRs Siven are copies

of the FDRS Siven for

B.Ed. This is

objectionable. FDRs

are required@7+s

FOR5- are produced

ori8inals for

n
d {-a./! Lr
(S. sathya rl)

ChalrmaA
^"*

+

4lakhs

135400PD0

0000054
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lakhs, in original, in

joint account, for each

unit of each aourse.

Whether in single

or joint A/c

Date of issue 30.10.2014 23.06.201s

oate of Maturity 22.06_2019 23.06.2020

Name of issuing

Eank

Punjab

nationel

Bank

lndian Bank

oriSinal FDR Rs.5 lakhs for a period of 5 years in

joint account is submitted, the FDRS have

already expired.

CD not 8iven. The institution has submitted CD.

Remarks :-

. LUC submitted earliest at page no 60 (fresh LUC not submitted).
o Two copies of original Encumbrance certificate submitted in

Regional language and English version (Photocopy).
. The institution has submitted Colour Photocopy of Building plan,

built up area details not legible.
r The institution already submitted BCC at page No' 305, fresh BGC

not submitted.
o The Original FDRs Rs. 5 Lakhs the due date is expired, the

institution has submitted Rs.3 Lakhs & Rs.4 Lakh in Joint account.

The Committee considered the above matter and asked SRO to put up the

matter tomorrow.

SRCAPP2Ol6 30157

Mother Teresa

College of Physical

Education,

Pudukottai,

Tamilnadu

M,P.Ed

l Unit

Mother Teresa Educational Charitable Trust, Veerapatti village,
llluppur Taluk, Pudukkottai City & District-622102, f amil 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 Section '14l15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional

Committee, NCTE through online on 30.06.2016.The instatution has submitted the hard

copy of the application on 13.07.20'l6.

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

11.11.2016. No recommendation received from the State Govt. The period of

90 days as per Regulations is over. Hence, the application is processed

Mettusalai Street,18

)
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verification & return

cD in respect of

inspection held by w
on 19.03.2017 is

enclosed for your

record,
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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 327"' meeting held

during 19th to 20rh 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. LUG is in order.
4. EC is in order.
5. BP is approved. Built-up 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 courses

were scheduled through online mode during 01.02.2017 lo 21.02.2017 - fwo

VT members for each course have been given their acceptance for the visit

Hard copy of Visiting Team report was received on 22.02.2017, The SRC in its

331"tmeeting held on 22nd, February, 2017 directly considered the VT Report

and decided as under:-

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

2. NOC is given.

3. Land area is inadequate: available is 6'3 acres as against a

requirement of 8 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.

A show cause notice was not issued to the institution meantime based on the website

information of the SRC decision, the institution has submitted a reply on 07.03.2017

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

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

reply and documents and decided as under:-

Their re relatin to land area and FDRS are seen,1

335th Meeting of SRC
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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.

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 stating as under:-

".... With reference to the subiect cited above, in continuation of our letter dated
23.03.2017 submitted fo SRC - NCTE on 24.03.2017 we hereby submiating the
foltowing for the deficiencies mentioned in the Decision of 33td Meeting of SRC-

NCTE hetd on 24 March- 2017 against Sl.No.2, and 3 for your kind perusal."

st.
No

Deficiency Pointed
Details of the
documents

out in the SCN Reply of the institution

1 FDRS @7+5 lakhs
per programme, per
unit, are required.

" Original FDR'S for Rs.5

Lakhs and 7 lakhs

bearing

N o.0 3 6 8040000001 52 an d
036804000000151 dated

17,02.2017 towards
Endowment Fund and

Reserve Fund
respectively in the Joint
name of the Trust and

SRC-NCTE for M.P.Ed is

submitted to SRC MIE
on 07.03.2017 for
verification

Original FDR's for Rs.3

Lakhs and 5 Lakhs

bearing NO.511400189

and 511400190 dated

31.05.2014 towards
Endowment Fund and
Reserve Fund
respectively in the Joint

name of the Trust and

SRC-NCTE for B.P.Ed is

o Original FDRs

of Rs. 5 lakhs
and Rs. 7
lakhs in joint
A/c for M.P.Ed
course
already
submitted.

. Also
submitted
FDRs of Rs.5
lakhs and
Rs.3 lakhs
parting to
B.P.Ed for
verification.

)

I
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2 The NOC given is
only for B.P.Ed.,
not for M.P.Ed.

ENCLOSED for
verification."

"Copy of the IVOC Issued
by the Government of
Tamil Nadu for s/arting
M.P.Ed course at Molher
Terasa College of
Physical Education from
the academic year 2017-

18 is enclosed

Copy of the Staff

Approval for issued by
the Tamil Nadu Physical
Education and Sporfs
U n iv e rs ity i s S u b m itted
to SRC IVCIE on

24.03.2014- Copy ofthe
Documents is Enclosed."

The institution
has submitted
Photocopy of
the No Objection

Certificate for
M.P.Ed course

dated

30.03.2017,

issued by Govt

of Tami Nadu.

Remarks:-
The institution has not submitted NOc from the affiliating body.

t.
)
3.

4.

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

The NoC is from the State Gow. and not from the affiliating body.

Reiect the application.

Return FDRs, ifany.
Close the Iile.

19
)

SRCAPP2Ol6 30149

BA.B.Ed BSc.B.Ed

1 Unit

DegreeSamatha

College,

Modern Educational Society, Nagar Kurnool, Mahbubnagar, Telangana had applie(

for grant of recognition to Samatha Degree College, Uyyalawada village, Hyderaba(
Road, Nagarkurnool Taluk, Uyyalawada City, Mahbubnagar District - 509209
Telangana for otfering B.Sc.B.Ed,B.A.B,Ed integrated course for four years duratior

for the academic yeat 2017-18 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, '1993 to th(

Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30.06.2016.The institution hat

submitted the hard copy of the application on 05.07.2016.

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

n
/*alu n-"
(S. Sathyanfl

Cha irma n'
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Mahbubnagar,

Telangana

on 27.08.2016, followed by Reminder I on 12.10.2016 and Reminder ll on

11.11.2016. 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 Telangana.

The SRC in its 327th meeting held on 19th - 20rh January, 2017 considered the
matter and decided as under:

Accordingly, VT was scheduled through online between Q1.02.2017 lo
21.02.2017 .

An e-mail received from the VT member (Dr.D.P. Singh) on 28.03.2017. lt
stated as under:

"After coordination with Dr.Matabar Mishra Ji through their
corrected phone no. 9450754578, both W members has been
contacted to the Management representative of SAMATH DEGREE

COLLEGE, UYYALA WADA, HYDERABAD ROAD,
NAGARKURNOOL which inspection due to some official reasons.
Therefore the proposed inspection not conducted by us. This is
for your kind information and further action taken by SRC, NCTE."

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

The yT has reported that the Management has not co-operted with

the inspection. Inspite of making several phone-calls, they did not

7L

l\
W^-L

(S. Sathyam)l

Chairman

,

1, NOC is given.
2. They must indicate whether they want B.A.B.Ed. (2 units) or

B.Sc.B.Ed.(2 units) or B.A. B.Ed. (l unit) + B.Sc. B.Ed. (l unit).
3. Land document is in order. Land area is adequate.
4. LUC & EC are in order.
5. BP is not approved by competent authority. Built up area shown is

3072 sq.mts. which is inadequate.
6. BCC is in order. Built-up area shown is 3072 sq.mts. This is

inadequate for the 3 courses in reference.
7. FDRS not given.
8. Cause inspection.
9. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

t.



.l

agree to submit for the inspection.

This conduct ofthe Management is not acceptable at all.

Issue Show Cause Notice for reiection.

)

3

SRCAPP3266

B.P,Ed

l Unit

SRCAPP3263

D.EI.Ed

M.J.Samuel College

of Physical

Education, West

Godavari,

Andhra Pradesh

1 Unit

Santhinekethan Educational Society, Plot No. 29, Lakshmaneswaram
Street & Village, Narsapur Post, Taluk and City, West Godavari District -
53427 5, Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of recognition M.J. Samuel
College of Physical Education, Plot No. 29, Rajevnagar Street,
Lakshmaneswaram Village, Narsapur Post, Taluk & City, west Godavari
District - 534275, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.P.Ed course of 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 institution submitted hard copy of lhe application on
08.06.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and
Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

A letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on 24.06.20.1S
followed by Reminder I 25.08.2015, a letter for furnishing information in
support of composite institutions was sent on 25.08.2015. Reminder ll was
sent on 10.'12.2015.

SRCAPP3263/D.Et.Ed

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and
Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on Q1.12.2014.

A letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on 17 06.2015

Santhinekethan Educational Society, Plot No. 29, Lakshmaneswaram
Street & Village, Narsapur Post, Taluk and City, West Godavari District -
53427 5, Andhra Pradesh had applied for grant of recognition to M.J. Samuel
College of Elementary Education, Plot No. 29, Rajevnagar Street,
Lakshmaneswaram Village, Narsapur Post, Taluk & City, west Godavari
District - 534275, Andhra Pradesh for offering D.El.Ed course of two years
duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14t15 of the NCTE
Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee , NCTE through online on
30.05.2015. The institution has submitted hard copy of the application on
08.06.2015.

t\
*,(a^\.,
(S. Sathyam{

Chairman

i
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fol lowed by Reminder-l and a letter for furnishing information in support of
composite institutions was sent on 01 .09.2015. Reminder ll was sent to the
institution on 10.12.20'15.

The Scrutiny of Application for causing inspection was prepared and placed
before the SRC in its 296th meeting held on 1 Sth - 16rh December, 2015 and the
committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1) Land Usage Certificate and Building Completion Certificate
to be submitted

2) Blue Print of the Building Plan to be submitted
3) Affidavit to be submitted
4) Original Fixed Deposit Receipb to be submifted
5) Ask VT to obtain relovant Land and Building documents
6) Cause Composite lnspection

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members
on 12.01 .2016.

The inspection has not been conducted till date.

The SRC in its 33lstmeeting held on 22nd February,2017 considered the
matter and decided as under:

L ln both these cases, VT inspections, ordered in 2016, have not yet
been carried out.

2. Check with the VTs to ascertain the reasons for this delay; and,
check the current status from both the VTs and the institutions.

NOTE:

The VT members were contacted over the phone and one VT
member not responded and another VT member phone is
switched off. The institution also not responding.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 3oth & 3'l"tMarch, 2017 considered the
matter and decided as under:

1. ln both cases, VT inspections have been delayed.
2. RD has not been able to get through on phone either to VT

members or to the institution.
3. The institution also does not appear to be serious about its

applications. They have not submitted most of the documents.
4. Report in the next meeting on 1 1.4.17.

\
++a.-\a,__

(S. sathyam)/

Chairmanl

3 3 ,th Meeting of SRC

77rh -72.h April, 2077



33Sh Meeting oISRC

77d -12* April, 2077

74

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

27. SRCAPP2231

fnanabharathi
College

Education,

Chitradurga,

Karnataka

B.Ed

2 Units

Jnanabharathi Education Society, Plot No.136/6, NH-4 service Road,
Yaradakatte Village, Hiriyur Taluk & City, Hiriyur Post office,
Chitradurga District-S77599 Karnataka had apptied for grant of recognition
to Jnanabharathi College of Education, Plot No.l36l6, NH-4 Street,
Yaradakatte Village, Hiriyur Taluk & City, Hiriyur Post office,
Chitradurga District-577599 Karnataka for offering B.Ed course of two
years duration for the academic section 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the
NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southem Regional Committee , NCTE through online
on 20.04.2015 The institution submitted the hard copy of the application on
06.05.2015.

The institution submitted No Objection Certificate dated 05.05.2015 issued by
the Registrar, Davanagere University, Davanagere-577002, Kamataka along
with the hard copy of the application.

application was processed as per NCTE(Recognition Norms and Procedure
gulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.A letter for recommendatio

of State Govt. was sent on 16.05.2015 followed by reminder 1 on 04.07 .2015
reminder II on 20. I 0.201 6.

Sub-clause (2) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under:-

"(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or more of the
following circumstance-

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 within een SO the submission o the online lication. "

a
dir\^)1@\"-^

(s. sathy{m)

Chairmbn

1

1

I

1. No progress in the matter. Try again,

2, Try to contact VT members by phone or e-mail,

3. Try to contact the Management also.

4. Put up on 19.4.L7.

of
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Sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 5 reads as under:-
"Ilhile 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 posse.s.res land on the
date of application, shall be attached along with the application.,'

Sub- clause (3) of clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 : (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 ofrequired documents such as no
objection certificate issued by the concemed affiliating body. tyhile
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 Regulatio ns,2014
as under:-

o Failure to submit Print out of the application made online within I 5
days of the submission of the online application.(online application
doted 20.4.2015 hard copy received on 06.05.2015).

The Southem Regional Committee in its 291" meeting held during 2O,h&.21't
August,20l5 considered the matter, and decided to Summa reiect the
application as per clause 7 2(b) of Regulations, 2014 on the following ground

Failure to submit Print out of the application made online within 15

days of the submission ofthe online application.

As per the decision of SRC, a rejection order issued to the institution on

26.10.20r5.

Aggrieved by the Rejection order of SRC, the institution filed an appeal before

the appellate authority, NCTE Hqrs.

On 19.01.2016, a letter was received by this office from the NCTE Hqrs
regarding acceptance of hard copy of application up to 15.07.2015 which is as

under:-

a
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"l am directed to refer to this ffice letter of even no. dated I5'h July,

2015 conveying therein orders of Chairperson in paragraph I of the

letter rh l5'h July. 201 5 will be the last date for submission of
hardcopy of the application for the academic session 2015-16.

Irrespective of the date of online submissio.n. In this regord ctttention is

invited to a subsequent letter dated 07th September, 2015, wherein

under the last line of paragraph I, the position ds it exisls in clause 7 of
the Regulation 2014 has been indicated. It is hereby clarified that

inclusion of this line was an inadvertant mistake therefore was not

necessary and may be ignored. As such the directions of the

Chairperson NCTE, as conveyed in this office vide above mentioned

letter dated t5'h July,20t4. extending rhe dare of acceptance of the

hardcopy of the applications for 2016-17, up ro l5'n July, 2015 is
re iterated for compliance.

This issues v,ith the approval of the Chairperson NCTE. "

Accordingly, the application was processed and the SRC in its 304th meeting

hetd during lgth to 20th considered the matter and decided as under:-

"1. This is a reopened 'delayed' submission case.

2. They have not provided any information requiring support from

other Teacher Education Courses or liberal Arts/Science courses.

3. Issue SCN for' stand alone' status."

In the mean time, based on the website information, the institution submitted

reply to the show cause notice on 28.03.2016 enclosing a copy of the latter

from Davanagere University that their application for new degree course is

under process.

The SRC in its 308th meeting held during 28th to 30th March 2016 considered

the show cause notice reply and decided as undel:-

"1. A non-existent course can not provide the composite status required.

2. Their reply is rejected.

3. The application for B.Ed is also rejected."

The appellate authority vide order F.No.89-323/2015 Appeal/3'd Meeting-

D-
1-4{<+'\
(S. Sathyarfi

chairman
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2016/25994 dated 18.04.2016 remanded the case as under:-

"Appeal committee noted from the refusal order that the appellant

institution submitted online application for B.Ed course on 20.04.2015

and hard copy thereofwas submitted on 06.05.2015. Appeal committee

further noted that NCTE (HQ) had issued directions addressed to all
Regional Committee ffices stating that I 5.07.2015 shall be the last

date for submission of hard copy of application along with N.O.C.

irrespective of the date of online application. Noting that the appellant

institution submitted hard copy of application much before the cut-off
date, Appeal committee decided to remand back the cqse to S.R.Cfor

further processing of the application.

After perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, ffidavit, documenls on

record, Appeal committee concluded to remand back the case to S.R.C

Bangalore, for further processing of the application.

The council hereby remands back the case of Jnanabharathi College of
Education, Chitradurga, Karnataka to the SRC, NCTE, for necessary

action as indicated above. "

SRC in its 312th meeting held during 28th to 20th April 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under :-

" I .Their representations against the rejection order is seen

2. Issue a SCN for rejection and give them an opportunity to challenge

lhe action proposed. "

On 29.04.2016,based on website information, the institution submitted reply to

the points of SCN as under :-

"From the above cited subject we are furnishing information regarding
requiring support from other teacher education or liberal arts /science

courses. We have submitted application to open a degree courses in

Davangere University under the same Society. Due to this our new

college will not come under the 'stand alone' institution . "

The institution submitted a copy of Letter dated 29.04.2016 from t
Secretary, Department of Higher Education. Govemment of Karnataka

addressed to the Registrar, Davangere Universitv directine the Universitv to

affiliate Jnana Bharathi First Grade College fur offerine B.A and B.Com

courses from the academic session 2015-16.

77
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The SRC in it;rT-meeting held duri"g 02"d& 3'd May, 2016 considered the

reply and decided as under:-

"1. The reply given refers only to a letter from the Gol't. to the

University for affiliation. What is required is proof of affiliation
granted.

2. Issue SCN accordingly."

Ort 02.05.2016, based on website information, the institution submitted reply as

under:-

"From the above cited subject we are fumishing information regarding

requiring support from other Teacher Education or liberal Arts/ Science

courses. We have submitted application to open a degree courses in

Davangere University under the same society and the order coDy

affiliatine body is also attached with this. Due to this our new college

will not comes under the stand alone Institution."

As per the decision of SRC, the application was processed.

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held during 16'h - 18th November, 2016

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. "Title is there.

2. LUC and EC are in order.

3. BP and BCC are in order.

4. Built-up-area is adequate.

5. Cause Inspection.

6. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

7. Ask VT to check in particular contiguity of the liberal

educational courses providing composite status."

)

)
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The institution submiued the following documents:

1. Order copy ofDegree College.

2. Order copy from affiliating body ( Davangere University).

The SRC in its 317s meeting held during 28th to 30th June,20l6 considered the

matter and decided as under:-

1. They have fumished documents in Support of the claim against stand-

alone status.

2. Process.

D'',
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Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution on 24.11.2016 &
29.11.2016. VT members names were generated through online VT module for

inspection during the period 26.11.2016 to 16.12.2016. Inspection of the

institution was conducted on 07.12.2016 and the VT report along with

documents received on 16.12.2016.

l. "Title is there.

2. LIJC / EC are in order.
3. BP/BCC are in order.
4. Original FDRs given.

5. Issue LOI for B.Ed ( 2 units)."

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

institution on 03.02.2017 .

The institution has submitted a letter on 03.04.2017 is as under:-

"I am writing this letter to request on extension in submitting staff
approval list.

I will not be able to submit the staff approval list with in the

original frame time. The reason why I could not send is University
Registrar, and their staff busy in University examinations,

Valuation and Result announcement. Considering my problem,

kindly grant be an extension of three or four days for submitting
the staff approval list. "

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

They have sought more time to give LOI reply because the

University(that is to approve the Faculty list) is busy with

examination work.

Give time till 29.4.17 .

The SRC in its 328h meeting held on 31't January, 2017 considered the VT
report and decided as under:-

L.

)
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3. Put up on 1.5.17.

Sri Upaveera Jagdguru Vidya Samsthe, Plot No. 45l2AP2-Pl' Brahma

Vidyanagara Street, Madhure Village and Post Office, Hosadurga Taluk
& City, Chithradurga District-577527, Karnataka had applied for grant of
recognition to Bhagiratha College of Education, Plot No. 45l2AP2-Pl,

Madhure Vitlage and Post Office, Hosadurga Taluk & City' Chithradurga
Districf577527, Karnataka for offering B'Ed course of two years duration

for the academic Section 2016-17 under Section l4l15 of the NCTE Act, 1993

to the Southem Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30.05.2015 The

institution submitted the 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 Go'lt. was sent on 09.06.2015 followed by reminder I

or 04.07.2015.

Sub-Clause (2) of Clause 7 ofRegulations, 2014 for processing of applications

stipulates as under:-

"(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or more of the

following circumstance-

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 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 original file of the institution and other documents,

the application ofthe institution was found deficient as per Regulations, 2014

as under:-

o The institution has submitted a copy of the registered land documents

which is in the name o an individual i shri shri

22 SRCAPP2947

B.Ed

2 Units

Bhagiratha College

of Education,

Chitradurga,

Karnataka
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Purushothamanand Puri Mahaswamiji).and not in the name of
So c ie ty /Trus t/ Ins t i tul i o n.

The SRC in its 291't meeting held during 20th to 21" August, 2016 considered
the matter, and after careful perusal of the original application for B.Ed course

for the session 2016-17 submitted on-line on 30.05.2015 and hard copy on
30.05.2015, decided to Summarily reject the application as per Clause 7 2(b)
of Regulations 2014.

The land documents as required under sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 5 is not
submitted. The institution submitted a copy of the registered land documents

which is in the name of an individual

(Shri shri shri Purushothamanand Puri Mahaswamiji) and not in the name of
Society /Trust/Institution.

As per decision of SRC, a rejection order was issued to the Institution on
15. t 0.2015

Aggrieved by the Rejection order ofSRC, the institution filed an appeal before
the appellate authority, NCTE Hqrs.

The appellate authority vide order No. F.No.89-30 i/2015 F.No. 89301

Appeal/3'd Meeting-2016, 170940 dated 18.04.2016 remanded the case to SRC
as under:-

"The Committee noting that the correction Land sale deed, which is in
favour of President, Bhageeratha Peetha, was got executed on the same day
i.e. 09.01.2007 on which date the earlier submitted sale deed was executed
in the name of an individual, concluded that the matter deserved to be

remanded to the S.R.C with a direction to process the application further on
receipt of the Correction Deed from the appellant. The appellant is directed
to submit the correction Deed to the S.R.C within 15 days of receipt of the

orders on the appeal.

After perusal of the memorandum of appeal, aflfidavit, documents available

on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing,
the committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be remanded to SRC

with a direction to process the application further on receipt of the

correction Deed from the appellant. The appellant is directed to submit the
correction deed to the SRC within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the

81
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appeal.

The Council hereby remands back the case of Bhagiratha College of
Education, Hosadurga, Chitradurga District, Kamataka to the SRC, NCTE,

for necessary action as indicated above."

The matter was placed before the SRC, in its 312th meeting held on 28th& 29s

April, 2016. The Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Built up area, as per the BCC, is inadequate for the existing and

proposed courses

2. Latest EC is not submitted

3. FDRs have to be given in joint account and in original

4. Cause Composite Inspection

5. Ask VT to collect all documents during the inspection

6. 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 concemed

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 intimation was sent to the institution on 27.09.2016.

The inspection of the institution was conducted on 08.10.2016 and the VT

report received in the office on 13. I 0.201 6 along with documents.

The SRC, in its 323'd meeting held during 16th to 18s November, 2016

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. Title is not in the name ofeither the Society or Institution.

2. LUC and EC are given.

3. BP is in order.

4. BCC is in order.

5. Built-up area is adequate.

6. The B.Ed application is not supported by any other course to provide

composite status.

7. Issue SCN accordingly.

Besides the above, the institution is also required to submit the latest

Encumbrance Certifi cate.

On 23.11.2016, NOC is received from Proceedings of the Govemment of
Karnataka vide order no: ED 3 I 9 LINE 2015 Bangal ore, dated 09.11.2016.

)
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As per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution

on28.11.2016.

The Show Cause Notice reply was not received by this office even after

completion of 9 days from the date of issue of notice reply to the institution.

Accordingly the non-submission of show cause notice reply was placed before

SRC 327smeeting.

The SRC, in its 327th meeting held during 19'h to 20th January, 2017 considered

the matter and decided as under:-

" The main objection in this case was about 'stand alone' status. The fact

of their running a D.El.Ed. course was not reported.

Now that the new information has come up, put up again before the SRC

for reconsideration in the next meeting on 3 1 .01 2017.

In the meantime, the institution has submitted Show Cause notice Reply on

t7 .01.201'7 .

The SRC in its 328th meeting held during 31't January, 2017 considered the

show cause notice reply and decided as under:-

1. "There is support from a running D.El.Ed course.

2. The deficiency relating to land document is rectified'

3. Issue LOI for B.Ed ( 2 units)."

Accordingly, as per the decision ofSRC a letter of Intent was issued to the

institution on 03 .02.2017 .

But, the institution has not submitted LOI reply till date.

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

l. LOI reply not yet received.

z, Give further tim e till24.4.L7 ,

3. Put up on 25.4.17.

Ir
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Sri. Venkateswara Vidya Peeth Regd, Visakhapatnam Village, MVP Colony,
Visakhapatnam Taluk, City & District-s3oo17,Andhra Pradesh had applied for
grant of recognition to Alwardas lnstitute of Education and Training, vepagunta
village, RRV Puram, Gopalapatnam Taluk, Vepagunta City, Visakhapatnam
District-530029, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.A.B.Ed.B.Sc.B.Ed integrated course
for four years duration for the academic yea( 2017-18 under Section 14l15 of the
NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on

03.06.2016.The institution submitted the hald copy of the application on '10.06.2016.

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

22.06.2016, followed by Reminder lon 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 is processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.A.B.Ed.B.Sc.B.Ed integrated

course in the State of Andhra Pradesh.

The apphcation has been scrutinized through online along with hard copy of
application and placed before the SRC in its 325'n meeting held on 19'" - 20'"

December, 2016. The Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Title is clear, Sy.No. 124. Area 3.50 acre. Land area is adequate for
D.El.Ed (2 units) and BA B.Ed / B.sc B.Ed (2 units).
2. EC and LUC are in order.
3. BP is not legible.
4. BCC is approved. The built-up area shown is inadequate.
5. FDRS - not given.
6. NOC is given.
7. Fire safety certificate is given.
8. The built-up area details are different in the BCC, Fire safety
certificate and, in the on-line submission.
9. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution through online mode on

21.12.2016.

A letter was sent to S.V.L.N. Swamy Devastanam on 18.01.2017 regarding obtaining

a copy of Govt. Owner permitting you to sell the land.

The institution has not submitted reply.

The SRC in its 329rh meeting held on oorh & 07rh February, 2017. The Committee

considered lhe matter and decided as under:

1. NOC (lssued by Director of School Education) is given.
2. Reply to SCN not received.
3. According to the computer programme in force, non-submission of

reply to SC,V srourd lead to rejection of the case. lt will be

)

)
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BA.B.Ed BSc.B.Ed

Alwardas Institute

of Education,

Visakhapatnam

Andhra Pradesh

2 Units
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unfortunata if this case, which lulfils all requirements for W
inspection has to be rejected because of the technlcal difficulty in
the computer prog ram m e.

4. Remind them for an early reply,

A letter to the institution was sent on 15.02.2017 conveying the decision of 329ih SRC
meeting.

The institution has not submitted reply tjll date.

The SRC in its 332nd meeting held on 28th February - O3'd March,2017, considered

the matter and decided as under:

1. They have not yet replied fo fho scN issued online on 21.12.2016 and to
the letter issued separately on 15.2.2017.

2. Give them some more time.
3. Put up on 3.3.2017.

The institution has not submitted SCN reply

The SRC in its 334rh meeting held on 301h and 31"'March 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under:

The request for extension of tlme for W inspection is accepted subject to
the clear understanding that they will lose the opportunlty of being
considercd for FR w.e.f . 2017-18 because of the /o May (extended) time -
limit prescribed by the Supreme Coutt.

t
,

Note:
Agenda for non submission of ScN reply was placed but SRC has taken
above said decision.

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

No reply to SCN has at all been received.

In this case, the processes cannot be completed before 2.5.17. In

other words, they can be given more time for reply and for VT

inspection, thereafter, if possible.

cive time till 3,.,S,l7 ,3

24. Govt. DIET, Mahabubnagar, Mahabubnagar Village, Meftugadda Street,
Mahabubnagar Taluk, city & District-509001, Telangana applied for grant of
recognition to Govt. DIET, Mahabubnagar, Mahabubnagar Village & Street,
Mahabubnagar Taluk & City, Mahabubnagar District-509001, Telangana for

SRCAPP2Ol6 30210

D.P,SE.AI
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otfering D.P.S.E-A| course for two years duration for the a

Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern

cademic year 2017-'18 under

Regional Committee, NCTE

through online on 01.07.2015. The institution submitted the hard copy of the

application on 08.07.2016.

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

11.11.2016. 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 D.P.S.E-Al course in the

State of Telangana.

The application has been scrutinized and placed before the SRC in its 327th

meeting held on 19rh - 20!n January, 2017. The Committee considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. They have asked for DPSE-AI without having a basic unit' They

must clarify.
2. NOC is given.
3. Land document is in order' Title is clear' Land area is adequate.

4. LUC/EC - not required. Govt. land.

5. BP is given. Built-up area shown is 3319 sq.m6.
6. BCC is given. Built-up area is only 233'l sq.mts.
7. Asbestos roofing is there.
8. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on21 01 2017.

The institution has submitted the SCN reply on 08.02.2017

The SRC in its 332nd meeting held on 28th February - O3'd March, 2017

considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Their reply to SCN is seen. They have said nothing about removal

of the asbestos sheets.
2. Ask them to clarify.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on

21.03.2017 .

Now, the institution submitted its written representation on 28.03.2017 11

stated as under:

Govt. DIET,

Mahabubnagar,

Telangana

l Unit

3 3 ;th Meeting oI SRC
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"ln compliance with the Regional Director, MfE, SRC, Bangalore
tetter under reference { cited, t submit that the commissioner and
Director of School Education, TS. Hyderabad has already been
requested for according permission for the removal of the
asiestos sheets/roofing iide tnis office letter under reference ld
cited. Soon after receipt of permission of orders ,lre asbesfos
sheets/roofing will be removed. The same as already been
informed to the Regional Director, MfE, SRC, Bangalore vide this
office letler under reference ld cited. A copy of the same is
enclosed herewith for kind perusal.

I therefore request the Regional Director, MfE, SRC, Bangalore
kindly accord sanction D.P.S.E basic unit in Govt. DIET.

Mahahubnagar from the academic year 2017-18 and I assure thal
we will follow the instructions of NCTE from time to time.

This is submitted for lavour of information."

Note:

A letter dated 07.03.2017 addressed to the Principal, Govt. DIET,

Mahabubnagar to Govt. of Telangana, Education Dept is enclosed.

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

No doubt the DIET has taken up the matter with the Commissioner

of School education for removal of the asbestos sheets; but, actual

removal has not occurred, We cannot give conditional orders.

They also do not have adequate built-up area since they already

have TTC(i.e., D.El.Ed.) courses with a total intake of 352

(l2O+l2O+Llz) which in terms ofthe 2014 Regulations will come to

7 units.

They have also not given the Affidavit to come under the 2014

Regulations.

Issue SCN accordingly.

1

)

3

4

25 SRCAPP2Ol6 30055 Anwarul Uloom Educational Association, New Mallepally Village, Hyderabad
Taluk & City, Hyderabad District-500001, Telangana applied for grant of recognition
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to Nawab Shah Alam Khan College of Education, Yennepa lly Village, Vikarabad

Taluk, Yennepally City, Rangareddy District-501101, Telangana for offering

D.El.Ed course for two years duration for the academic yeat 2017-18 under Section

14l15 of the NCTE Act, '1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through

online on 28.05.2016.The institution submitted the hard copy of the application on

30.05.2016.

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

04.07.2016, followed by Reminder-l on 01.10.2016 and Reminder-ll on 02.'11 2016. No

recommendation received from the State Government after the period of 90 days as

per Regulations was overl hence, the application was processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18 D.El.Ed course is ban in the State of Telangana.

The institution submitted a copy of letter sent by Director SCERT, (l/c) forwarding the

inspection report for grant of minority status, however, no minority certificate has been

submitted.

The application has been scrutinized through online along with hard copy of

application.

The SRC in its 325th meeting held on 19th - 20th December, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. Minority certificate not given.
2. NOC of affiliating body not given.

3. Title is there. Land area (6 ac.es) is adequate. Sy.nos.25/1 & 2711.

4. EC is in order.
5. LUC is in order.
6. BP shows only Sy.no. 2711. Approved by competent authority. Built-
up area is not shown.
7. BCC is approved. Built-up area shown is 3079 sqmts. lnadequate for
B.Ed (2 units) + D.El.Ed (2 units).
8. FDRS not given.
9. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution through online on

21.12.2016.

The institution has submitted reply to Show Cause Notice on 10.01.2017

The SRC in its 328th meeting held on 3'l"tJanuary, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:

NOC is not given. The argument that SCERT has not responded in time is not

relevant to us.

Others objections have been settled.

Re ect.

1

2

3

Nawab Shah Alam

Khan College of

Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

D.EI.Ed

2 Units
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Accordingly, Rejection Order was issued to the institution through online on

02.02.2017.

Now, the institution has submitted written representation on 28.03.2017 along with the

court order. The letter stated as under:

"We have applied for establishment of new course in our Nawab Shah

Alam Khan College of Education for offering D.El.Ed coursa for the

academic yeat 2017-18 on 30.05.2016(copy enclosed) and also applied
for NOC from State Govemment (copy enclosed). We have also
submilted all quires/attached documen,s online and hard copy from time
to time as required by NCTE.

We got the order from NCTE relecting the application for wan of NOC.

(copy enclosed) Then we approached the High Couft and the High Court
has issued order that our applicatlon be reconsidered without insisting
df NOC (High Court order copy enclosed).

ln the view of above fact, we request you to reconsider our application
for D.El.Ed course for the academic year 2017-2018,"

The Court Order stated as under:

An email received on 21 .02.2017 from the Advocate Shri K. Ramakanth Reddy

foMarding the W.P. No. 5948 ot 2017 filed by Anwar-Uloom Educational Association.

Accordingly, a letter was sent on 23.02.2017 to the Advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth

Reddy along with the brief of the institution.

"Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners submits that in identical

circumstances in WPMP No.1987 of 2016 in W.P. No' 1565 of 2016, this
court passed an order on 21.01.2016 directing respondents I and 2 to
reconsider the application of the 2no petitioner therein, in the light of the
notice issued by it on27 ,02.2015, where under the restrictions with rogard

to recognition of the teacher training institutions/programmes including
additional intake/increase in seats in the existing recognized
programmes, were not made applicable in the case in the case of
Minority Educational lnstitutions established under Article 30 of the
Constitution and it was made applicable to Telangana State also.

There is no dispute that the 2nd petitioner is a Minority lnstitution.

Following the aforementioned ordot, the l"t and 2nd respondents are

directed to reconsider the application of the petitioners without insisting
for NOC."

t-\
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The SRC in its 334rh meeting held on 30'h - 31"rMarch, 2017, considered the matter

and deiced as under:

1. The Gourt order is seen.
1.1 ln compliance of the court order, subject to the outcome in the

'appeal' that we propose to file, cause inspection.
1.2 Ask VT to check in particular the built-up area.
2. Our stand has been that Minority Certificate gives them the right to

apply even when courses are'banned'; the NOC from the affiliating
body is for giving eligibility to apply. lf the affiliating body is not able
to approve the curriculum or hold examinations for the course what
will be the point in starting the course? This distinction between

right to apply and eligibility to apply we have uniformly been

applying to all cases. Departing from that position in one case alone
will be unfair to all the earlier cases subjected to this Principle. We

must file an appeal.
3. Ask the Lawyer to file and obtain 'stay' of the court order in

reference,

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter to the Advocate Shri.K. Ramakanth

Reddy was sent on 06.04.2017 for file an appeal and obtain stay.

ln response to this office letter, an e-mail received from the Advocate Shri. K.

Ramakanth Reddy on 11.04.2017 . lt stated as under:

"ln 334n meeting hetd on 3f - 31"t March, 2017, the sRc has taken
decision to file an appeal etc. ln this regard, I would like you to
immediately place the following before the SRC ln its immediate next
meeting.

The Hon'ble court has only directed the SRC-IVCIE to consider the case
of the Petitioner in W.P.No. 5948 of 2017 in the light of the Public Notice
dated 27.02.2015 and did not give any other direction,

Therefore, keeping in view the Public Notice dated 27.02.2015 the SRC
should consldet and pass a detailed otder whether the case of the
Petitionet can be accepted or not. The order to bo passed by SRC should
not be one line order or short otder, it should be detalled order,

Therefore, there is no need to file an apoeal and the matter mav be
considered as ex,Dlained above."

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

*H+ u L^rA.+.-,,

(S. Sathyard)

Chairman
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The Lawyer's reply is seen. It is not correct for him to sy that there

is no need to file an appeal,

He has not fully grasped the order ofthe Court, The Court has asked

us not to insist on an NOC. This order is not acceptable. Its

acceptance will create lots of complications not only for SRC but for

all RCs and even for NCTE(HQ).

It is significant that the NCTE(HQ) itself has also approached the

Supreme Court,

In the result, and for the reasons given above, ask the Lawyer to file

an appeal, If he has conscientious obiections, let him give it to some

other panel-Lawyer.

1.2

1.3

1

,

26.
!

)

Sri Parshwanath

College of Education

for Women,

Davangere,

Karanataka

APS02330

B.Ed

Sri. Parshwanath College of Education for Women Ajjhally, P.O. Channagiri,

Davangere-57721 3, Karnataka was granted recognition on 09.12.2014 with an

annual intake of 100 students.

Further, this office received a letter dated 18.09.2009 from NCTE Hqrs.

forwarding the complaint received from the students of B.Ed and D.Ed course

of Parshwanth College ofEducation regarding harassment by the management.

The SRC in its 187th meeting held on 29-30 December 2009 considered the

matter and decided to call for remarks from the College for further action.

Accordingly, a letter seeking remarks was sent on 25.02.2010.

The SRC in its 189th meeting held on 25-26 February 2010 considered the

remarks and decided to cause inspection under section 17 of NCTE Act.

Accordingly, inspection was carried out on 09.06.2010.

The SRC in its 193'd meeting held on 21-22 June 2010 considered the VT
report and decided to wirhdraw recognition.

Accordingly, a withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 03.08.2010

since the management is running D.Ed and B.Ed courses in the same building/
premises.

The institution approached the Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka in W.P.21 I 3

\
diai).du"
(S. SathyamJ

Chairmanl
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of 2010 and the Hon'ble court passed judgment on 19.01.2011, which states as

under:-

"The petitioner is permitted to file objection/ explanation within a period of 3

weeks and if so done, the respondent-NCTE is directed to consider the same

and pass orders, in accordance with law."

As per the court directions, the institution submitted its written representation

on 10.02.2011.

The SRC in its 201'r meeting held on22-23 February 201I considered the reply

of the institution, VT report and all the relevant documentary evidences and it

was decided to issue Final Show cause Notice for the following:

1. The total built-up-area earmarked for both B.Ed. & D.Ed.

courses is only 9976 sq.ft against the requirement oftotal 32,000

sq.ft

2. Website address is not available.

3. Library can accommodate only l0 students and has only 1500

books related to Education which is less than the required as per

NCTE norms.

4. Equipment provided in the Science lab. is insufficient for two

courses. The storage and display facilities are not available in

the Science lab.

5. Equipment in ET lab. are inadequate

6. Class rooms and lab. Facilities are inadequate for organizing two

teacher education programmes (B.Ed. and D.Ed.)

7. The staff appointed for teaching B.Ed. methodology are not

qualified as per NCTE norms.

Accordingly, Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on

25.03.2011.The institution submitted its written representation on 05.05.201 l.

The SRC in its 205ft meeting held on 18th and 19th May 201 1 considered the VT

Report, VCD, reply of the institution dt. 05.05.201I for APS02330-B.Ed &
APS02200-D.Ed courses and all the relevant documentary evidences and

decided to serve another Final Show cause Notice under Section 17 of NCTE

Act for the following:-

)
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a The specific points in the Final show cause notice dt. 25.03.2011

remains unanswered even now.

tuation o the ss criminal conle to the Hon'ble h Court

Accordingly, another Final show cause notice was issued to the institution on

27.06.2011. The institution submitted its written representation to the notice on

27.07.201 1, 28.7.201 1 & 29.7.2011.

The institution had not submitted point wise reply. The extract of the reply

submitted is, as given below:-
" ln view of the incontrovertible fact which is well within your ken that

notice dfter notice is being in succinctly issued and also the further
equally incontovertible fact that not only evetyone of the said notices

has been duly replied to by us and, on the well-founded grounds which

have been raised in the Memorandum of lYrit Petition in II.P. Nos

16680-82/2011 (ed) they have even questioned the propriety, bonaJides,

legality and authority of the " Final Show cause Notice" cited at

reference No. (ii) supra, and also the fact that notulithstanding such a

petition have been heard by the Hon'ble High Court and notice thereof

ordered to you and to the National Council for Teacher Education, New

Delhi on 03.05.2011 we have even submitted the written .representdtion
on 05.05.2011 which fact is also notice by you in lhe l8'n and l9'n May

2011 on Subject No.tj4, they have constained to stote that there is no

useful purpose which might be served by our repeating dnd reiterating

the Jirm stdnd which has already been taken by us in the replies which

have hither to been submitted by us response to the repeated notice thctt

h:ave been already issued to us. Therefore, they hereby state thdt what

has already been exhaustively stated in the earlier replies would hold

good as reply to the notice cited at reference No. (l) as well. However

what is additionally to be stated and is "Final Showcase Notice" notice

dated 27.06.2011 has made an unjust inroad into and interference with

the pendency to which has been well within your Knowledge. Therefore'

without any kind of prejudice to our Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 read

\4,ith Article 215 of the Constitution of India, bringing to the notice of
the said court the chronologt of events which have succeeded at your

end during the pendency of the aforementioned writ petitions and

requesting the Hon'ble High Court to initidte appropriate action under

thi saicl provision, suomotto we state that any further adverse action if
any that might be resorted to against us under or in pursuance of the

" Final Showcase Notice" under reference would be virtually to be a

Chair n
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advisedly, they , therefore, refrain from commenting on the merits and

contents of this reply, stating further that there is neither justiJication

nor warrant nor even any basis for proceeding against us as has been

threatened in the notice under reference.

Since the mdtter is directly and substantially in issue before the Hon'ble

High Court, any precipitating adverse aclion against us they therefore,

refrain from commenting on the merits and contents of the Final Show

cause Notice dated 27.06.2011 in this reply, stating further that there is

neither juslification nor warrant nor even any basis for proceeding

against us as has been threatened in the notice under reference.

Since the matter is directly and substantially in issue before the Hon'ble

High Court, any precipitating adverse action against us would be a

further into the high seized of the matler, in the aforementioned

petitions. "

The SRC in its 2106 meeting held on 22 and 23 August, 2011 has taken note of
the reply of the institution dated 2'7.07.2011 to the Final show cause notice,

issued to the institution and considered the VT report and other relevant

documents and in view ofthe specific deficiencies pointed out in the final show

cause notice, are found to be substantive and still remaining

unrefuted/unanswered, it was decided that the recognition of the institution be

withdrawn, on the following grounds:-

. The total built-up-area earmarked for both B.Ed. & D.Ed. courses is

only 9976 sq.ft against the requirement oftotal 32,000 sq.ft

o Website address is not available.

o Library caa accommodate only l0 students and has only 1500 books

related to Education which is less than the required as per NCTE norms.

o Equipment provided in the Science lab. is insufficient for two courses.

The storage and display facilities are not available in the Science lab.

o Equipment in ET lab. are inadequate

o Class rooms and lab. Facilities are inadequate for organizing two

teacher education programmes (B.Ed. and D.Ed.)

o The staff appointed for teaching B.Ed. methodology are not qualified as

per NCTE norms.

It was also decided that a legal opinion be obtained on the alleged criminal

contempt of Court, as being threatened by the institution.

)
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As per the decision of SRC, a letter was addressed to the Advocate seeking

for legal opinion before the issue of withdrawal order on 13.9.2011.

The hle was received from the office of the advocate without legal opinion and

without covering letter ofthe Advocate. Hence, a reminder letter was addressed

seeking for legal opinion on 7 .9.2012.

A Legal opinion was received from Sri. Ashok Haranahalli on 12.9.2012-

The legal opinion provided is as under:-

" In conclusion of the forgoing discussion, I opine that, the NCTE, SRC

may not be tiable to contempt for any orders if it is in accordance with

the law. The direction in W.P.No.21 133/2010 disposed of vide order

dated 19. 1 .201 1 inevidently directs the SRC, NCTE to consider the

objections/explanations of the institute dnd lo pass orders thereon. The

solitary ground noted by the Hon'ble Court in its order is that the

institute was not given a chance to put forth its contentions hence, the

impugned order suffers from vice ofviolation of principles of natural

juslice.

The pendency of the ll.P.No. 16680-82/201 I before the Hon'ble High

Court of Karnataka, Bangalore, challenging the final show cause notice

dated 25.3.2011 mdy not be a bar, as it appeors thdt no interim reliefof

stay offinal shov, cause notice is allowed by the court. In absence of

stay, the NCTE-SRC has the authority to pass orders in accordance with

the law. "

The SRC in its 233'd meeting held on 26th - 28th September, 2012 considered

the and decided to the withdraw f reco tion of B

D.Ed cot se of the said institu tions decision taken in 210 meetins held on22-

23'd Aue . 201 1. for the followi s reasons:-

a The total built-up-area earmarked for both B.Ed. & D.Ed. courses is

only 9976 sq.ft against the requirement of total 32,000 sq.ft. The

uired built u area as r NCTE norms 2009 is 1500 s mtrs + 1500
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sq.mts = 3000 sq.mtrs. The Built up area of 9976 sq.ft is very much less

than the requirement.

. Website address is not avaiiable.

o Library can accommodate only 10 students and has only 1500 books

related to Education which is less than the required as per NCTE norms.

As per the regulations 2009 the number of books and titles for B.Ed & D.Ed

courses are:

There shall be a library-cum-reading room with seating capacity for at least

fifty percent students equipped with minimum 1000 (one thousand) titles and

3000 (three thousand) books including text and reference books relevant to the

course of study, educational encyclopedias, year books, electronic publications

(CD- ROMs) and minimum five joumals of education and subscription to five

others in related disciplines. The library holdings shall be augmented with

addition of two hundred titles annually including books and journals published

and recommended by NCTE. The library shall have photocopying facility and

computer with intemet facility for the use of faculty and student- teachers.

Except in the case of textbooks and reference books there shall not more than

there multiple copies of each titles.

For D.Ed course

A minimum of one thousand books on relevant subjects should be available

during the first year of establishment of the institution and one hundred

standard books be added every year. The collection of books should include

children's encyclopedias, dictionaries, reference books, books on professional

education, teachers' handbooks, books on and for children (including comics,

stories, picture books/albums, and poems) and the books published and

recommended by NCTE. The institution should subscribe to the joumals

published by NCTE at least three otherjournals in the field ofEducation.

o The institution was given recognition on 30.11.2004 &,09-12-
2004 for D.Ed and B.Ed respectively. The institution has

completed 7 years & 10 months & still the institution has not

added books to Library as per norms.

o Equipment provided in the Science lab is insufficient for two

courses. The storage and display facilities are not available in

the Science lab.

. Equipment in ET lab. are inadequate

)

For B.Ed course
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Class rooms and lab. Facilities are inadequate for organizing two

teacher education programmes (B.Ed. and D.Ed.)

The staffs appointed for teaching B.Ed. methodology are not

qualified as per NCTE norms.

a

The institution threatened and alleged criminal contempt of court against the

withdrawal of recognition of the said college/s' Further, the committee decided

to issue withdrawal orders to the institution.

As per the decision taken by SRC in its 2101h meeting held on 22nd arrd 23'd

August, 201 I and confirmation of the decision by SRC in its 233'd meeting held

on 26th -28'h September,201[, Withdrawal orders were issued for D.Ed. course

(APS02200 ) and for B.Ed. course (APSO23 30) vide order No.APS02330-

2200lB.Ed.-D.E d. lKN201 2-13147368 dated2 t.1 .2012.

Further, a letter dated 28.11.2012 was received on 3.1.2013 from Sri. Ashok

Haranahalli's office along with a copy of Writ petition No.16680-82(Edu) filed

by Sri. Venkat Women's Educational Rural and Urban Integrated Development

Society@ and others in the Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka.

The letter states that

"The above pelition wtts filed seeking for quashing the show cause

Notice dated 25.3.2011 as the same is unsustainable in low.

The above matter came up for consideration before the Hon'ble High

Court today (i.e., on 28.11.2012) for preliminary hearing in 'B' group.

After hearing the matter, the Hon'ble Court disoosed of the t Detilion

v)ith an observation th1t the Detitioner have to sive reolv to the sho\)

cause notice and after consider the same and pass orders in accordance

with Iav) within I 5 davs With the above observation, the writ petition

was disposed of.

I have applied for the certi/ied copy of the order, and the same will be

sent to you on its receiPt. "

Since Withdrawal orders have already been issued to the D.Ed. course

(APS02200) as well as B.Ed. course (APS02330) and action is already taken on

the applications, in the meanwhile, this office received a Court order dated

1.2.20i3 in W.P.Nos.51/2013 & 1050-1051/20i3(EDN-REG-P) between 1. Sri

Venkat Women's Educational Rural and Urban Integrated Development

Soci A ihalli Post, C rl Dav Dt. and 2. Parshwanath

335* Meeting oISRC

77th -72h April, 2077



335th Meeting of SRC

77tt -72u April,2077

.Y

)

)

College of Education for women, Davanagere and Parshwanath TTI. The

extract ofthe order is as under:-

"3.The practice adopted by the petitioners in approaching the Courl

every now and then seeking interim orders for running the courses,

seeking admission and permission for the students to appear for the

exams is deprecated. However, learned counsel for the petitioners

submitted that the petitioners-institution will provide basic

infrastructure such as building. He had also demonstrated that building
plan is already approved and land has been sanctioned. The sdme goes

to show that the petitioners have complied with the basic and primary

objection raised by the respondent-authorities. So far as providing

library, laboratory and competent teaching faculty are concerned, it is
submitted by the learned counsel for the Petitioners that they shall be

met within another six months period and own building will be

established if one year time is granted.

In view of the above, the impupned orders passed by the 2nd respondent

authority withdrawinp recopnition of the courses run bv the Detitioners-

institution, shall stond pos ned by another one year. The petitioners

have to establish their own buildings u)ithin one year and provide the

infrastructure such as library, laboratory and competent teaching staff
within one year and provide the infrastructure such as library,

laboratory and competent teaching staff within a period of six months

from today However, it is made clear that, if the said deJiciencies are

not complied with by the petitioners-institution within the stipulated

period, the orders at Annexures-'A' and 'B' dated 21.11.2012 shall

survive.

With the aforesaid observotions, writ petitions ore disposed

accordingly. "

The SRC in its 240th meeting held during gth to I lth March, 2013 considered

the Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka order dt. 01.02.2013 and noted the matter.

Further, the Committee advised Southem Regional Office to resubmit this case

bv end ofNqy:2Q11 to check whether the institution has comply with the High

Court order that the institution has to submit its reply to the show cause notice

already issued, failing which our

reactivated bv Feb-2014.

derecosnizinq order will have to be
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Further, a letter dated 10 April, 2013 was received from the Under Secretary

to Government, Higher Education Department(Universities), Karnataka

Govemment Secretariat, Higher Education Department, M.S. Building,

Bangalore on 22.4.2013 regarding the Court order dated 1 .2.2013 wherein the

court has postponed by one year the withdrawal of recognition of the courses

run by the petitioner institution by the NCTE, Bangalore and had requested to

reexamine the case and fumish a report to the Govemment immediately

Hence, a letter was addressed to the Under Secretary to Govemment, Higher

Education Department, Govemment of Kamataka, Bangalore on 10.5.2013

regarding the decision of the Committee with a copy marked to the institution

for information.

On 12.8.2013, a letter was received from NCTE Hqrs, with a request to file an

appeal against this order before the Division Bench, a copy of the same is

enclosed for your perusal and reierence. He stated that the matter relates to

the withdrawal of recognition for conducting of B.Ed. and D.Ed. courses. SRC,

NCTE has withdrawn the recognition vide its order dated 3.8.2010 and the

institution is belore the Court by way of one writ petition and another.

Moreover, the present judgment is against the NCTE regulation as the Hon'ble

Court granted so called provisional recognition for a period ofone year. As per

judgment dated 31.1.2011 in Civil Appeal No.l125-1128, in Hon'ble Supreme

Court of India held that the provision contained in Section l4 and the regulation

framed for grant of recognition are mandatory and an institution is not entitled

to get recognition unless it fulfills the conditions specifically in various clauses

ofthe Regulations.

The SRC in its 252nd meeting held during 13- l4 September,2013 has noted the

Hon'ble High Court order dated 2710612013 wherein the Court marked that

withdrawal order of the petitioner-institution by NCTE shall stand postponed

by another one year directing the petitioner-institutions have to establish their

own building within one year and provide the infrastructure such as library,

laboratory and competent teaching staff within a period of six months from to-

day. However, it is made clear that, if the said deficiencies are not complied

with by the petitioners-institution within the stipulated period, the orders at

Annexure-A, and'B' dated 21.1 1.2012 shall survive.

The institution did not submit any request/reply/documents regarding providing

infrastructural and instructional facilities.

)
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Hence, as per the decision taken by the SRC in. its 2406 meeting, the above

matter was placed before the SRC in its 257th meeting held dwing 20-22

December,2013 wherein the Committee decided as under:-

"According to the High Court order, the institution had to temove the

deficiencies within 6 months and establish the building within one year'

In the meanwhile, we were required to postpone enforcement of our

withdrawal order accordingly. Issue order for extension of recognition

for B.Ed. and D.Ed. for the academic year 2013-l4 Resubmit the case

on l" March, 2011."

Note: Since the Court order dated 1.2.2013 states that if the said deficiencies

are not complied with by the petitioners institution within stipulated period, the

orders at Annexure-A and B dated 21.11.2012 shall survive.

The SRC in its 268th meeting held on 04th -05th June, 2014 considered the

matter, decided that as per the Hon'ble High Court order dated 27106/2013, the

one year extension of recognition given as per the High Court direction has

lapsed

revlv

2014-15. Accordinely. the institution, the Universitv and SCERT should be

informed.

rdin a was I the instituti n SCERT to the Unive

on 07.08.20i4.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 01.12.2014 stating as

follows:
"..,..1 humble request you to permit to run Sri Parshwanatha College of

Education, Ajjihalli post, Channagiri taluk, Davanagere District for

another two years in rented building. In the meanwhile the construction

will be completed in our premises. This college is situated in rural area

and the students were coming from backward classes. There are three

govemment degree colleges in this Taluk. Kindly permit us to run Sri

Farshwanatha College of Education, Ajjihalli Post, Channagiri taluk,

Davanagere district for the academic yeat 2014-15,2015-16' Kindly do

the needful at your end. "

As d lrected a daft e l1da  S prepared n the meantime NCTE HqrS

forwarded an offi r11enrorandum 4 recet d oll 08 1 2 20 4dated 08.12.20i
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requesting to send the original records along with comments o I the institution.

Accordingly, original fite of the institution along with comments was sent to

NCTE Hqrs on 08.12.2014.

Aggrieved by the withdrawal order course vide order No.APS02330-

2200/B.Ed.-D.Ed.lKAl2Ol2-13147368 dated 21.11.2012 the institution

preferred an appeal with NCTE Hqrs and the Appellate Authority in its order

dated 05.05.2015 stated as follows:

" ...Considering the grounds of withdrawal and submission made by the

appellant

voluntaril
the committee is of the view even if the appellant has

clo ed D.EI.Ed c e the built-up area of 9976 sq.ft. is not

adequate for B.Ed Course clauseS (13) of NCTE Regulations 2009 &

clause B(ii) ofNCTE Regulations, 20ll presuibed that the built up area

shall have to be increased by existing institutions to conform to the

revised norms. The submission of the appellont that faculty of D.El.Ed.

College is used for B.Ed is also not convincing as faculty is to be

approved by the ffiliating university keeping in view the academic

qualifications prescribed for faculty ofa particular course The Hon'ble

court order put the onus on appellant to establish their own building

within one year and provide necessary infrastructure and competent

teaching staff within a period of six months. The court order also said

that if deJiciencies are not complied with by petitioner institution within

stipulated period, the orders dated 21.11.2012 shall survive. Appeal

Committee is of the view lhat since appellant institution has failed to

establish its own building and also failed to furnish evidence of required

faculty duly approved & appointed by Competent Authority' the

withdrdwal order dated 21.11.2012 issued by SRC shall survive to be

ffictive from
concluded to

2011-2015. In the above circumstances, the Committee

confirm the withdrawal order dated 2l.l1.2012 issuedbv

SRC to be e ffective form the academic session 2014-15

NOW THEREFORE, the council hereby confirms the order appealed

against".

The SRC in its 290th meeting held during 10th& 1 lth July, 201 5 considered

written representation of the institution ( Appeal Confirm Case) and noted

matter.
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On 19.10.2016 a letter

advocate, is as under:-

received by this office from the Shri. B.V. Sabarad

"Please refer to the letter dated 03.10.2016 asking me to appear in th,

cases before the High Court of Karnataka, Bangalore. I have appeared i:

the case by filling vakalat on 17.10.2016. The case is listed for hearinl

today. I will be seeking time for filing statement of objections on behal

ofNCTE.

I have studied the writ petition and Brief in respect of APS02330 / B.Er

sent by you for preparing the objections statemenV counter which i
available in the file. In the Brief you have referred to the institution filin1
an appeal to NCTE Hqrs and also about sending file of the institution tr

the headquarters on 08.12.2014. I invite your attention to the prayer madr

in the writ petition wherein a direction is sought to Respondent No. 1 i.e

NCTE, New Delhi to dispose of appeal No. APPL2157 /7.11.2014 vidr

Annexure-D and also to direct the Respondent No.2 to consider thr

representation dated 28.1 1.2014 and permit to admit the students for thr

academic year 2014-15 vide Annexure-B.

To prepare counter to the writ petition, the status ofthe appeal filed befor,

NCTE, New Delhi, is necessary to be stated. It is also necessary to stat(

the status ofthe representation dated 28.11.2014 submitted to you. Hencr

I request you to do the needful at the earliest by sending informatior
about the aforementioned issues."

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to advocate along with briefofthe

institution on 26.10.201 6.

The SRC in in receipt of letter from Shri. Basavaraj V.Sabarad, Advocate on

05.11.2016 along with counter affidavit in respect W.P.No.60268 of 2014 filed

by Venkat Women's Educational Rural and Urban Integrated Development

Society.

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to advocate along with counter affidavit

and copy of Annexure-Rl, R-2 & R3 on 05.11.2016.

A letter along with court order was received by this office from the advocate,

Shri. Basavaraj V. Sabarad on 08.03.2017.

t02
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"These petitions are filed by the petitioners seeking for a direction

to the respondents No. I and 2 to dispose of the appeal No. APPL2I57

dated 07.11.2014 vide Annexure-D and for a direction to the respondent

No. 2 to consider the representation dated 28.11.2014 and permit to admit

students for the academic year 2014-15 vide Annexure-E.

2. The learned Counsel for respondents No.l and 2 has filed

statement of objections along with Annexures-Rl to R6 which discloses

that NCTE is not under any legal obligation to consider the representation

dated 28.11.2014 at Annexure-E. In view of the order of this Court dated

01.02.2013 in writ petition Nos. 1050-105112013, the appeal stated to have

been filed by the petitioner is also not maintainable. It is submitted that

the appeal filed by the petitioners has been disposed of by the Respondent

No. 1 vide F.No.89/358/20l4lAppeall2'd Meeting/2015 No. 89/2014-15 dated

05.05.2015 and the copy of the said order was already sent to the

petitioner.

3. In view of the disposal of the appeal as per Annexure-R6, the writ
petitions do not survive for consideration,

4. Writ petitions stand dismissed as having trecome infructious.

Petitioners are at liberty to challenge the order passed by the

Respondent No. I at Annexure-R6, if aggrieved, "

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

i
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Theorder is as under:-

The Court has dismissed the writ petition without any further

directions.

Earlier, the Appellate authority had dismissed the appeal.

Now, there is nothing further for us to do,

Our order for withdrawal ofrecognition stands revived.

Enter in the Register accordingly.

Inform the affiliating university.

t.

.,

3.

4.

5.

6.
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7. Close the file.

Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society, D.No.3-58, Venkateshwara

Colony, Hayathnagar, Rangareddy District, Telangana had submitted

application for D.Ed course of two year duration with an annual intake of 50

students at Gandhian College of Elementary Education, # 5-67, Kuntloor,
Amberpet Road, Hayathnagar, Rangareddy District'500028, Telangana

and was granted recognition on 29.05.2009.

On 25.03.2015, a letter dated 16.03.2015 was received from the Director of

School Education, Telangana, Hyderabad regarding grant of renewal of

temporary provisional affiliation for the year 2014-15 in respect of certain

private Diploma in Elementary Teacher Education institutions including

Gandhian College of Elementary Education, Hayathnagar, Ranga Reddy

District-500028, in Telangana State.

The SRC in its 289th Meeting held on 23'd June 2015, considered the letter

dated '16.03.2015 from Director of School Education, Govt. of Telangana,

Hyderabad, in respect of certain private Diploma in Elementary Teacher

Education (43 colleges) not fulfilling the deficiencies and decided to issue show

cause notice for the following:

The SRC in its 295th meeti held on 28th to 30th November and 'lttDecember

27.

Gandhian College of

Elementary

Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

APS09425

D.EI.Ed

l Unit

i\.-r I. \
I i L\r' /- I
(S. Sathyam/

Chairman'

. 1+5 approved staff list is submitted.

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

16.09.2015. The institution submitted its written representation on 10.11.2015

along with staff list.

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

representation and decided as under:

. Ask for fresh approved staff list as per 2014 regulations.

As per website information, the institution submitted written representation on

28.11 .2015 along with 1 +7 staff list.
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2015 considered the matter and decided as follows:

. The staff list is in order. lt is accepted. Close the case. lnform the
affiliating body.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Director,

SCERT, Telangana on 04,02.2016.

The institution submitted written representation on 26.02.2016 along with the
fee of Rs. 1 ,50,000/- DD No.258316 dated 26.02.2016 for shifting along with

relevant documents and stated as follows:

ln connection to the above subject cited, l, Gunna Rajendra Reddy
Correspondent of Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society would like to
bring few lines for your kind consideration.

Our Society sponsored one D.Ed college namely Gandhian College of
Elementary Education at H.No. 5-67, Peddamberpet Road, Kuntloor
Village, Hayathnagar Mandal, Rangareddy Dist, Telangana.

NCTE has granted permission vide bearing No13318 dated 29.05.2009

code APSO9425 and till date we are running the college in same
premises.
Now we constructed new building in same premises (Same Suruey
No.108 Part) and we want to shift in that new building,

So please consider the above request and kindly do needful."

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 315th meeting

held on 1 7th to 1 8th June 2016. The committee considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. Title is not in doubt because the proposed shift is to a new

building in the same premises.
2. lnspection Fee has been paid in full.
3. BP is not approved by competent authority and BCC is in order.
4. Original FDRs and latest Faculty list have to be given.

5. Cause lnspection for shifting of D.El.Ed (1 unit).
6. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly as per the decision of SRC, the inspection intimation was sent to institution

on 13.07.2016. The inspection of the institution was conducted on 17.08.2016 and the

VT report received on 23.08.2016 along with documents and CD.

)

)
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The documents were processed and placed before SRC i

28h - 3oh September 2016. The Committee considered
n its 321"' meeting held on

the matter and decided as

u nder:

1 . GD is not opening .Obtain fresh CD.

2. BP is not legible.
3. Original FDRS not given.
4. Original faculty list is not given
5. There is no Principal also
5. lssue SCN accordingly.

Before issuance of Show Cause Notice, as per the website information, the

institution submitted reply on 04.1O.2016.

The SRC in its 322"d meeting held on 2oth -21" October, 2016 considered the

matte and decided as under:

l. GD now given also does not open.
2. BP- not approved by competent authority.
3. Faculty list is not in original. Not in format.
4. Built up area is adequate.
5. They have not cared to remedy the deficiencies even after a SCN.

6. Withdraw recoghition w.e.f from 2016-17.

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 05.12.2016.

Now, a court order dated 15.03.2017 received on 27.03.2017 from the Hon'ble

High Court of Hyderabad in W.P.No.9144 of 2017 liled by Gandhian College of

Education run by Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society, Kuntlur Village,

Hayathnagar Mandal, Ranga Reddy District, Telangana.

The Court Order Stated as under:

"Notice before admission.

Sri K.Ramakanth Reddy takes notice for R3 and Sri A.Abhishek
Reddy takes notice for R4 and R5 and seek time to file counter.

Post after two weeks."

R3 is SRC - ArCrE

)

7
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The Committee considered the above court matter and decided as under:-

This case is at a very preliminary stage ofnotice before admission.

Send the relevant details to the Lawyer to oppose admission when

the case is called again.

I
.,

St. Aloysius Institute

of Education,

Mangalore,

Karnataka

B.Ed

2 tlnits

Mangalore Jesuit Educational Society, Mangalore, Karnataka had

submitted an application to the SRC, NCTE for grant of recognition to St.

Aloysius Institute of Education, P.B.No.720, Kudumal Ranga Rao Road,

Kodiyalbail, Mangatore-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 ofrecognition (ifstarted in rented premises).

The Secretary, MJES 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 India for Rs.50,000/- .

The SRC in its 232nd meeting held on 29th to 3l't August 2012 has considered

the reply of the institution d1.08.08.2012 and all other relevant documents and

decided to cause compo site insoection for shiftin of premises under 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.

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

19.10.2012.

The SRC in its 2371h meeting held on 5th - 6th 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 is Karnataka Jesuit Educational

Society whereas as per recognition order , the Society name is Mangalore

Jesuit Educational Society.

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

Nos mentioned in all documents.

28.

I
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3) Sale Deed, Affidavit and LUC the Society name is Kamataka Jesuit

Educational Society where as in other documents tike BCC, Building Plan,
LUC, is in the name of Mangalore Jesuit Educational Society. It needs to be

clarify.
4) Multi-Purpose hall is 1530 sq.ft as against NCTE Norms of area of 2000

sq.ft.

5) BCC is not approved by Competent Govemment Authority.
6) Original FDRs of Rs. 5.00 lakhs and Rs. 3.00 lakhs is not submitted.
7) In the Non-Encumbrance Certificate name of the institution/Society is not

mentioned.

8) Staff profile(s) are not submitted in the prescribed format in original. 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 0l .04.2013

The Southem Regional Committee in its 245th Meeting held on lgth * 21't 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. 01.04.2013 on the above matter and also the relevant documents ofthe
institution and decided to withdraw recognition for the following reasons:-

1) As per Sale Deed the name of the Society is Kamataka 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/TrusVinstitution.

2) In 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/ 210/P2
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 buitding.

3) Building completion certificate approved by Government Engineer in
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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

Mangalore University staff list. As per the staff available, only One

Principal and 6 lecturers are available. As per NCTE regulations, 2009,

One Principal and 7 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 Institute 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 ongoing batch of students in
B.Ed course, ifany, to complete their course.

But it is made clear that the institution is debarred lrom making any further

admission subsequent to the date of issue of this order.

The Affiliating body / Examining board / body be informed accordingly.

Further decided to return Endowment funds and Reserve fund deposited with
SRC NCTE. Bangalore. il any.

As per the decision of SRC, the recognition of the institution was withdrawn

vide order no. F.No.APS06049 lB.EdlKA.2013 -l 4 I 52656 dated 1 0.07.20 1 3.

In the Meantime the institution had filed an appeal under Section l8 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- 5 55/2013/Appeali 16th Meeting-

2013 dated 13. I 1 .201 3 has made the following observations :-

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

Kannada, Karnataka was granted recognition for conducting B.Ed.

course in the year 2007 with the condition to shift to Its own

premises/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.

0r*n_
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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 Mangalore

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 l0-
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 justified in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal

deserved to be rejected and the order of the SRC is confirmed.

The above decision of the appellate authority was placed before SRC in its
257th Meeting held on 20th - 22nd December 2013 and the committee noted the

matter.

The Council hereby confirms the Order annealed asainst "

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

Aloysius College, Mangalore - 575003 has submitted a copy of the interim

order of the Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka, Bangalore dated 18.12.2013 in

W.P.No. 5643412013 filed by St.Aloysius Institute of Education, Mangalore.

The respondents are as under;

1. NCTE Headquarters

2. SRC,NCTE

3.The Secretary, Department of Education and Literacy, MHRD

4. Department of Higher Education, State of Karnataka

5. Mangalore University represented by Registrar

6. Kamataka Jesuit Educational Society.

The interim order of the Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka in W.P.No.

Q*,uo",
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5643412013 dated 18.12.2013 is as under;

'It is stated that the recognition ofthe petitioner institution is withdrawn
primarily on the ground that it has not met the land and building norms

which are required to be complied with in respect of its institution. The

leamed senior advocate Shri.Madhusudhan .R.Naik would submit that

there is 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 as prayed for;'

The above court order dated 18.12.2013 was placed before 258th meeting 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 follow the norms/standards.

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'."

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 file has not
reached by this office till date.

The SRC, NCTE was in receipt of a letter from Shri B.P.Pandy, NCTE-Hqrs on

07,10.2014 with a request to fumish the present status of the case regarding

vacating of the stay granted by the Hon'ble High Court vide its interim order

dated 18.12.2013, for onward transmission of the Minority of HRD.

A letter was addressed to the advocate Shri.P Dinesh Kumar on 19.08.2014 in

respect of the status of the case and a letter was also addressed to Shri

)
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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 interim stay granted to the institution.

4'-.-.
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B.P.Pandey, Under Secretary, NCTE, New Delhi

The institution in its letter dated 29.05.2015 requested the present status ofthe

college enclosing interim court order in W.P.No. 56434 of 2013 dated

1&.12.2013.

On 28.01.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to

Regulations, 2014.

On 29.05.2015, the institution submitted a written representation along with a

copy ofthe Court order date d' 18.12.2013.

A revised order was issued to the institution on 31.05.2015 for offering B.Ed

course of two years duration from the academic session 2015-16 subject to the

result of w.P. No. 56434 of 2013.

On 05.06.2015, a letter was addressed to Shri R.C.Chopra, Section Officer,

NCTE, New Delhi, with a request to send the original records of the institution.

In the mean time on 14.07.2015, the institution submitted a request for one

basic unit of 50 students. A conigendum to this effect was issued to the

institution on 21.07 .2015.

On 16.08.2016, an e-mail received from the advocate, Shri.Pramod Kathavi

seeking necessary information for filing the statement of objections.

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to the advocate on 18.08.2016.

A court order received from the Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka, Bangalore

dated 02.01.2017 on 09.01.2017 is as under:-

"A writ petition No. 5643412016 filed by St. Aloysius Institute of

Education, Light House Hill Road, Mangalore-575003, Dakshina

Kannada, under Article 226 &.227 of the Constitution of India, has been

registered by this court."

After hearing, the court made the following:

RDER:

N
d'#+;\4 aA.^
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A reminder letter was addressed to the then advocate, Shri P.Dinesh Kumar on

17.10.2014.
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"Respondent Nos 1 and 2 are directed to inspect the petitioner

institution.

Call this matter after two months."

The SRC in its 328th meeting held during 3 1't January, 201 7 considered the

court order and decided as under :-

1. "Process the documents.

2. There after, in compliance of the Court order, cause inspection.

3. Ask our lawyer to report status of the old case."

On 28.02.2017 an e-mail was received from Mr. Pradeep Lakshmana is as

under:-

1. "The original file was sent to NCTE (HQ) for an appeal case.

That file is not readily available. It is not clear whether the file

was received back or not, Office may trace the file.

2. In the meantime, without waiting for recovery of the file, in
quick compliance of the Court order, get the Visiting Team

inspection organized.

3. Ask VT to collect all the documents.

4. Put up when the Visiting Team Inspection report is received."

Accordingly,VT members names were generated through online VT module for

inspection during the period11.03.2017 to 31.03.2017. Inspection of the

institution was conducted on 25th , 26th and 27'h March,2OlTartd the VT report

along with documents received on 30.03.2017.
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"In continuation of letter under Ref.( 2 & 3) | 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 ofthe premises ofthe Petititoner's

college and to submit report but till today we have not received report

lrom you. The Court has granted 2 weeks time to submit the report of
inspection, the Hon'ble Court, while adjouming 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 332nd meeting held during 28th February-03'd March, 2017

considered the matter and decided as under:-
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Name and address of the

institution
(as per in itial application)

St. Aloysius lnstitute of Education,

P.8.No.720, Kudumal Ran8a Rao Road,

Kodiyalbail, M a n ga lo re-560003, Ka rnataka

Name and address of the

Society

Mangalore Jesuit Educational Society,

Mangalore, Ka rnata ka

Date of lnspection 25t ,26
tn 

and zzfrruarch, zotz

Address of the institution

as per VT Report (New

Location )

St. Aloysius lnstitute of Education,

P.8.No.720, Kudumal Ranga Rao Road,

Kodivalbail, M angalore-560003, Karnata ka

Details of courses as per the VT Report

sl.

No

Name of the

Course

lntake

01. B.Ed 1 U nit

The Details ofVT Report are as under:

As er scrutin of docume received with VTR

Date of Regn.

and in the

name of

o2.o7.7973

The Mangalore Jesuit

Educational Society, 5t. Aloysius

College, Mangalore

LAW CERTIFICATE

Registered

certified copy

of the Land

document:

Submitted/N

ot submitted

(Whether in

English or

Regional

language)

(Whether

The land document certified by

the su b-registra r is su bmitted

ce rt ified n ota

)

I
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REGISTRATION BYE-

DETAITS OF LAND

DOCUMENTS:-
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rized English

translation

submitted)

Date of
Registration

of Lan d

72.Os.20t4

Land

registered in

the name of

Mangalore Jesu it Educationa I

Society

Type of title
deed i.e sale

deed/lease

deed(govt./p

vtlgift deed)

Gift Deed

No/Plot

No/Khasara

No.

Survey R.S No.271-4, 21 3-8, 27 3-8, 27 3-

c,272

As per RTC - Sy No: 272-4, 275-

87, 2L5-82, 275-C, 2L3-2-p2

Ac 0.39 cents, - 1578.27 sq.mtrs

Ac 0.03 cents, - 121.40 sq.mtrs

Ac 0.05 cents, - 202.34 sq.mtrs

Ac 0.06 cents, - 242.81 sq.mtrs

Ac 0.13 cents- 526.09 sq.mtrs

Total : Ac 0.65 cents - 2670.92

sq,mtrs

Submitted

Sy.No

Location

Built up area

Not submitted

Name of the

Society/Trust

/lnstitution

Karnataka Jesuits Education

Society

)

)

NOTARIZED COPY OF

TAND USE CERTIFICATE

SUBMITTED/NOT

SUBMITTED Survey/Plot/K

hasara No.

Sy No: 212-4, 275-87, 275-82,

2r5-C,

-r
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Extent of
Land in each

Sy.No./Plot

N o./Khasara

No.

Extent

AFFIDAVIT:-



335.h Meetina of SRC

77l', -72* April, 2017

,{

.Y

116

A
dl-a":l"o,u^
(s. sathyaf )

C ha irmi n

and location

Extent of
diverted lan d

Ac 0.39 cents, -1578.27 sq.mtrs

Ac 0.03 cents, - 121.40 sq.mtrs

Ac 0.05 cents, - 202.34 sq.mtrs

Ac 0.06 cents, - 242.81 sq.mtrs

Total area: 0. 53 cents-2144.82

sq.mtrs

Purpose of
d iversion

N on-Resid ential

Ed ucationa I pu rpose

purpose/

Date of issue 28.1O.2070

Taha silda r, Mangalore Taluk

As per land use certificate the

land is in the name of
Karnataka Jesuits Education

Society, but not in the name of
The Mangalore Jesuit

Educational Society, St.Aloysius

College, Mangalore

Sy,No. 213-2-p2 with extent Ac.

0.13 cents is mentioned in the
land document, but, sy.no.213-

2p2 extent Ac.0.13 cents is not

mentionedin the land use

certificate.

Name of the

Society/Trust

/lnstitution

Vice President, Mangalore J esu it

Ed ucationa I Society

Survey/Plot/K

hasara No.

and locatlon

As per RTC - Sy No: 272-A, 2L5-

BL, 275-82, 215-C, 273-2-p2

Search for

the period

0t.o4.2007 - 20.o3.24L7

Extent of la nd Ac 0.39 cents, Ac 0.03 cents, Ac

)

)

CERTIFICATE

SUBMITTED/NOT

SUBMITTED

NOTARIZED COPY OF

ENCUMBRANCE

-f

Name &

designation

of the issu ing

a uthority

R.S No.271-A, 273-8,273-8, 273-

c,272
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0.05 cents, Ac 0.06 cents, Ac

0.13 cents

Mangalore lesuit Ed ucationa I

Society, represented by

President, Rev. Fr. Denzil Lobo

S.J

Date of issue

Name &

design ation

of the issuing

authority

Sub registrar, Mangalore

Name and

address of

Society/Trust

/lnstitution

St. Aloysius College, Mangalore

City Corporation

26226.38 sq.mtrsPlot

area/land

area

Total built-up

area

Area of B.Ed Block - 2799.66

sq. mtrs

Area of Toilet Block ( Swimming

pool) - 429.09 sq.mtrs

Area of Plant room ( Swimming

pool) - 50.66 sq.mtrs

Totaf built up area - 3721,,57

sq.mtrs

ofDate

a p prova I

City planning officer, Mangalore

Mahanagara Pa like

City Pla n ning Members,

Mangalore Development

Authority, Mangalore

Original blue print of the
building plan not submitted and

Any

mortgage as

per EC

Name and

design ation

of approving

authority

)

)

BtUE

PRINT/NOTARIZED

COPY OF BUILDING

PLAN SUBMITTED/NOT

SUBMITTED
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Multi purpose hall not reflected

in the building plan

St. Aloysius lnstitute of
Education

Name and

address of
Society/Trust

/lnstitution
Khatha No: 9889, Ward No. 14

Court Ward,

Kodialbail, Mangalore City

Corporation

Survey/Plot/K

hasara Nos.

and location

Basement - 2328.34 sq.ft

G.F - 5622.85 sq.ft

F.F - 5811.97 sq.ft

S.F - 5275.82 sq.ft

T.F - 5548.14 sq.ft

F.F - 5548.14 sq.ft

Total built up area -30135.28
sq.ft

Built up area

for the
proposed

course

and/or for

existin g

course

RCCofType

Roofing

Purpose for
which

building is

being

used/propose

d to be used

Education ( B.Ed programme)

Date of issue

Consu lting Archetect & Civil

Engineer, Design Palace and

(Administration)Mahanagara

Palike, Mangalore

Sub Commissioner,

Name &

design ation

of the issuing

authority

Photocopy of the building

certificatecompletion

submitted is not a roved

)

a

Chairma

NOTARIZED COPY OF

THE BUITDING

COMPTETION

CERTIFICATE

SUBMITTED/NOT

SUBMITTED

p.
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the Govt. Engineer and date of
inspection is not mentioned in

the building completion

certificate.

MINORITY Submitted

RTIFI TE:-

FDRs Details

Rs.

lakh

Fund

4,63,4481-

Endowment

Rs.l,72,44O/- lakh Reserve

Fund

Cou rse B.Ed B.Ed

FDR No. t74377 774376

Whether in single or
joint A/c

Joint A/c Joint A/c

07 .o7 .2017 07.o7.2072

Date of Maturity 07.07.2073 07.o7.2013

Name of issu ing Bank Central Ba nk

Photocopy of the FDRs of Rs. 4,63,448/ - and

Rs.7,72,4401- submitted is only kept for 1 year

and also revalidated FDRs not submitted.

Website

in stitut io n

of the www.staloysiusb-ed.org

Fees Paid paid

Faculty list Faculty list

approved/not

approved

Faculty list not approved

by the affiliating body and

not submitted in the
prescribed format.Whether

approved on each

page or not

a utho

Date of approval

Comments of VT Members

01. Total Built-up area 301023.5 s .ft

)

)

A-
++0-L\a^"4
(S. SathyAm)

Ch a irrr\a'n

Date of issue

Central Bank

Designation of the

a pprovinB
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07. Fu rnitu re Adequate

03. Multipurpose Hall 2722 sq.tt

04. Labs/Resou rces Rooms Adequate

05. Whether the library is No

sha rin with other courses

05. 90

07 No. of books in the library

and Jou rnals

s227 / I

Remarks of SRO:-
1. Affidavit is not submitted.

2. As per land use certificate the land is in the name of Karnataka

Jesuits Education Society, but not in the name of The Mangalore

Jesuit Educational Society, St.Aloysius College, Mangalore

3. The Sy.No.2l3-2-p2 with extent Ac.0'13 cents is mentioned in the

land document, but, sy.no.213-2p2 extent Ac.0.13 cents is not

mentioned in the land use certificate.

4. Original trlue print of the building plan not submitted and Multi
purpose hall not reflected in the building plan.

5. Photocopy of the building completion certificate submitted is not

aDp roved bv the Gov t. Ensineer and date of inspection is not

mentioned in the building completion certi{icate.

6. Photocopy of the FDRs of Rs. 4,63'448/ - and Rs. 7,72,4401-

submitted is only kept for l year and also revalidated FDRs are not

submitted.

7. Faculty list not approved in the prescribed format.

Note:- As per MIS the institution is not running any other courses' (Stand

alone) and not as per Regulations, 2014.

The Committee considered the vT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

Title is clear.

Land area in title deed is adequate. But, only 0.53 acres of that is

Seating capacity in the

library

I
z

fi
i-t'xt\tt+"^
(S. Sathvartr)

chairmSn



33sth Meeting of SRC

77th -72th April, 2017

x

t2L

1

)

3.

4.1

4.2

5.1

5.2

6.1

6.2

9.1

9.2

7

B

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 0.53 acre.

They should explain.

EC is clear.

BP- original Blue print is not given.

BP does not show M.P. Hall.

BCC is not approved by competent authority.

Built-up area of 2787 sq.mts. is adequate.

FDRs should be given, in original, in ioint account, @7+S lakhs for

each unit ofeach course.

FDRS given were valid only for 1year, They expired tong ago; not

revalidated.

Faculty list is not in the prescribed form and not approved by

competent authority. Latest approved Faculty list is required,

They have had more than 9 years to improve the norms and

standards. They have done nothing.

We had conducted the VT inspection in compliance of the Court

order.

Since the case is still under appeal, the vT Report along with our

observations thereon should be sent to the Appellate authority,

29.

)

APS02383

B.Ed

2 Units

Sunitha

Mandali's

College

Education,

Karnataka

Mahila

Gurukul

of

Mysore,

Sunitha Mahila Mandali's Gurukul College of Education, No.1241, Sri
Ganesha Complex, Gurukulam 2'd stage, Near Trinetra Circle, Mysore-
570002, Karnataka (APS02383) was granted recognition on 8/11/2006 from

the academic session 2006-07 with an annual intake of 100 students.

Based on complaint from Sri.Chikkanna, Governing Council Member,

Gurukul B.Ed. College, Mysore regarding mis-management of the funds

collected as fees from the students without providing basic amenities. An
inspection of the institution was conducted and based on the report of the

Visiting team, the Committee in its 193'd meeting held on 21-22 June, 2010

decided to withdraw recognition of the institution for B.Ed. course and

Withdrawal order was issued to the institution vide order

n
i-+r"l-r. a,
(S. Sathyam/ "'-1

Chairman'
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No.F.SROA.ICTE120|0-201 1 12005 1 dated 28.07 .2010.

Aggrieved by the withdrawal order, the institution without prefening an appeal

approached the Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka vide W.P.No.26012 of 2010

filed by Sunitha Mahila Mandali.

A notice was received from the Hon'ble Court in the above Writ petition on

09.09.2010. A letter was addressed to the Advocate on 14.09.2010 along with

brief of the institution for defending the case. But, on 8.12.2010, the institution

produced a copy of the stay order and requested RD, SRC, NCTE to give

direction to CAC for admission ofstudents.

On 15.12.2010, this office issued a letter to the Special Officer for admission

of students in lieu of stay order of Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka. A letter

was also addressed to the Advocate ot 22.12.2010 duly signing the statement

of objections and affidavit for filing before the Hon'ble Court. On January 5,

2011, another letter was addressed to the advocate enclosing the documents for

filing statement of objections.

On 28.02.2012, a complaint was received from Sri. M'C. Chikkanna, Ex-

Member of Corporation, Goveming Council Member, Gurukul B.Ed. College,

Mysore alleging that the institution is offering not only B.Ed. course, but also

Nursing course and that whenever inspection team is arriving, suitable

arrangements were made by putting different boards at the same place and

requested to conduct an enquiry as to how the institution is running many

courses at the same place without providing proper infrastructure.

On 14.09.2012, another complaint was received from Sri.M'C.Chikkanna,

Member, College Governing Council stating that

" Gurukul B.Etl College is running by violating the rules and regulalions

laid down by the government,NCTE and Mysore Universily. Gurukul B.Ecl

College has permission for sdmission of 100 sludents, The college does nol

have the class rooms to accommodate 100 students. Library, Labs and

computers are not wailable, On the whole the college does not have basic

infrastructure for running the college. But still the college is running the

B.Ed course. This only shows that the mandgement ofJicials are corrupt and

lhe college is running owing to political pressure.

Admission to Gurukul B.Ed College can be obtained in two wa))s.

I

;-.tr-)1,4.^-^
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Students who pay the amount mentioned by the management authorities

without asking for a receipt for the paid amounl and questioning the

misdeeds of the management will be admilted.

(l) Students get admitted by paying the amountfixed by the management but

do not atlend college. They come only for the exams. They dre not

supposed to question the lack of infrastructure and misdeeds of the

mdnagement, Students are blackmailed that If questioned, theit internal

assessment marl<s will be cut.

The college does not have lecturers who are approved by the Univetsity.

Lecturers are not appointed on the basis of qualification and interview.

Lecturers are appointed on the recommendation of the secretdry and president

and the Managing Committee. Most of the lecturers are not qualified' instead

of teaching the students they are collecting fees, admitting students to the

college on commission basis .They are unJit to be called as lecturers. They can

be catled as brokers rather than lecturers. until they get the approval of the

University, they will not function as lecturers; instead they will function as

brokers for the mqnagemenL Students who question these irregularities will be

intimated to the management and their internal assessment marl<s will be cut.

Sunitha Mahila Mandali Trust is running various courses in mysore and the

these courses are run with the intention of making money only. In view of the

illegal activities of the management, the government vide its ffice
memorandum has cancelled the managing Committee and appointed an

administrative officer.(copy of the memorandum is enclosed)

All the above said information is known to the authorities of Mysore

University and college development council .Professor VG. Talwar in the

syndicate meeting of the University discussed the issue of Gurukul B.Ed

College and decided to discontinue the c{frliation of the college. I have

enclosed the report in the newspaper regarding this. I am not wrong tf is say

that the college is existing in spite of all this means there exists corruption ,

political pressure and sexual favours. You are requested to take suitable action

for the closure of this college which is running with illegal activities and

irregularities and without the basic infrastructural requirements- "

The Southem Regional Committee in its 241't Meeting held during 29th and

31't March 2013 and 1't April , 2013 considered the complaint letter dated.

14.09.2012 and decided to send the complaint to the Registrar & Vice

Chancellor of M re Universi for their comments. As er the

A
*df,"--\t1u 

"(S. Sathyanf)

Chairman
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decision of SRC, a letter was addressed to the Registrar and copy marked to

the Vice-Chancellor on 01.06.2013.

In the meanwhile, on 19.3.2013, and 30.4.2013 a letter dated 26.2.2013 was

received from the advocate, Ashok Haranahalli Associates stating that

"The above writ petition is Jiled questioning the order dated 28.7.2010 passed

by the 2nd respondent-SRC withdrawing the recognition granled to the

p e I it io ne r- i n s tit ut ion.

The above court mdlter came up for consideration before the Hon'ble High

Court today for preliminary hearing in 'B'group, After hearing the matter,

the Hon'ble Court granted time to the petitioner-instilution to complete the

new building and lo comply with the NCTE regulalions. It was also observed

that till the completion of the building, the petitioner institution shall not

make any admission of students. lYith the above observolion, the writ
petition was disposed off.

I have applied for the certiJied copy of the Jinal order, onel the same will be

sent to you on its receipt."

The Southem Regional Committee in its 2461h meeting held during O2nd& O4h

June, 2013 considered the Hon'ble High Court order and also letter from our

advocate regarding "granting of time to the petitioner-institution to complete

the new building and to comply with the NCTE regulations. It was also

observed that till the completion of the buildins" the petitioner institution shall

not make any admission of students".

The Committee decided and advised SRO to write to the lawyer to file an

appeal immediately and to cite the Hon'ble Supreme Court orders while filing

the appeal. The Hon'ble Supreme Court order says:

Keeping in view, Supreme Court vide their order in Civil Appeal No. 1i25-

1128/2011 in SLP No. 17165-68/2009 filed by NCTE Vs ors, which reads as

under:

"An institution is not entitled to recognition unless it 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 it fulfils the

conditions laid down in the Act and the Re ations and the time schedule

)

fur'":'t, a-
(S. Sathyant,)

Chairmar{
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communication of the decision on the issue of recosnition it strictlv adhered

fixed for processi ng the ann lica on bv the Resional Commiti ttee and

to".

Judgment passed by Hon'ble Supreme Court of lndia in SLP O No.

1402012009 filed by Adarsh Shiksha Mahavidalaya & others Vs Subhash

Rahaangdale & others is:

" Infuture, the High Court's shall not entertain prayer for interim relief

by unrecognized institutions and the institutions which have not been

granted ffiliation by the examinalion body and or the students admitted

by such institutions for permission to appear in the examination or for
declaration of the result of examination. This would also apply to the

recognized institutions if they admit students otherwise than in
accordance with the procedure contained in Appendix-l of the

Regulations " .

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri.

Ashok Haranahalli on 14.06.2015 with a request to file an appeal.

On 09.07.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit expressing adherence to

Regulations, 2014.

A letter was addressed to the institution on 31.05.2015 stating that since

recognition ofyour institution is withdrawn, revised order cannot be issued.

On 10.08.2015, a letter was received from Ms. Joj iana Laka, Section Officer

regarding the recognition status of the institution

As directed, a letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri. Pramod Kathavi on

16.09.2015, seeking information as to whether any writ appeal was filed by

NCTE against the order dated 26.02.2013 in W.P.No.26012 of 2010

On 19.10.2015, another letter was received from Ms. Jojiana Lakra requesting

to furnish the latest status ofthe institution

On 31.10.2015, a letter dated 30.10.2015 was received from the advocate,

Shri.Pramod Kathavi regarding the W.P.No. 34842-431 2015 filed by Sunitha

Mahila Mandali.

)
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On 17.11.2015, a reply was received from the advocate, as under :-

" ll'e do not have any papers in relation to Il/P No.26012 /2010 . On enquiring
about the said writ petition we have been appraised that writ appeal

No.6506/2013 was filed by the institution (Sunitha Mahila Mandali) and
dnother against the order dated 26.02.2013 passed in W.P.No.26012/201).The

said writ appeal filed by the institution was dismissed on 18.1 1.2014

It is brought to your kind notice that your letter dated 16.09.2015 provides the

name of the institution as Gurukul College of Education which is incorrect,

Kindly prottide with the correcl particulars of the case number and the name

of the parties as it causes great inconvenience in obtaining the information

that you require.

The institution filed W.P.No. 34842 of 2014 in the Hon'ble High Court of
Kamataka at Bangalore aggrieved by non issuance ofrevised order by NCTE.

On 08.01.2016, a letter was received from Shri. Awadhesh Nayak, Under

Secretary, NCTE seeking the latest status along with supporting documents in
view of the letter from Shri.B.S.Yediyurappa, Member of Parliament

On 10.02.2016, this office received a Court order dated 13.01.2016 in W.P.No.

34842-34843 /2015 which is as under:-

"The petitioners are before this Court assailing the

endorsemenVcommunication dated 3 I .05.201 5 as at Annexure -A to the

petition .The petitioner are seeking to issue mandamus to direct the second

respondent to reconsider the application dated 12.01.2015 as at Annexure-P to
the petition.

2. The petitioners had secured recognition to run the second respondent -
institution the petitioners in that light were required to provide all
infrastructures as has been indicated as a condition while entertaining the

application of the petitioners. Since the required infrastructure is not provided,

the respondents had taken action against the petitioners. The Petitioners were

before this Court in W.P.No. 2601212010.This Court while disposing of the

petition on 26.02.2013 had taken note that the petitioners had not made any

progress with regard to providing infrastructure, yet, as a last opportunity, time

was granted till August,2013 and it was made clear that ilthe petitioners did

t
J,rz^rr o.,
(s. sathyfln)

Chairmbn
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not complete the construction within the stipulated period, it is for the
respondents to proceed against the petitioners .The construction had not been
put up even within the time as had been granted by this Court. The petitioners
however sought extension of time which has been granted, but was rejected by
this Court

3. In that background, the petitioners had also filed an appeal in W.A.No.
6506 / 2013 seeking indulgence. of this Court to permit the petitioners to putout
construction within the time frame to be provided. The Division Bench of this
court dismissed the anoeal on 18.11.2014. In such circumstances. the
infrastructure as ouired had not been provided by the petitioners. The
resoondents have issued the communication daled 31.05.2015 intimatinp that
the recosn ition status of the netr tioner-institution is withdrawn. The
petitioners though aggrieved by such communication, keeping in view the

sequence of events that have taken place earlier and when admittedly the
constnrction had not been completed even as per the time as provided by
this Court, no flaw could be found with the communication issued by the
respondents.

4. Hence. the Drayer as made in the instant petitions does not merit
consideration .lf at all the petitioners complete the construction and provided
all infrastructure, it would be open for the petitioners to approach the
respondents who would thereafter take note ofthe same and take a decision in
accordance with law keeping in view the Regulations guiding that aspect of
matter.

In terms ofthe above, the petitions stand disposed.

SRC in its 303'd meeting held on 15th February,2016 considered the matter
and decided as under:

"Since the applicant has not approached as per Court order, showing
completion of construction and providing infrastructure .No action is
required."

On 25.02.2016, the institution submitted a written representation along with
relevant documents and a copy of the Court order dated I 3.01 .2016 which is as

under:-

"As per the direction of the Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka, we wish to
bring to your kind notice regarding infrastructure facility of our institution
that KIADB has allotted 8.2 aoes of land for education purpose o.f B Ed

r\
I "\ *_d'{-tu"V

(S. Sathya

Chairma
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College of our Trust

So we are enclosing the following details for your kind perusal.

l. Trust Deed
2. Land documents: KIADB has allotted 8.22 acres for our Trust for B.Ed

College purpose "

We are submitting allotment letter, land documents and sketch

3. Completion CertiJicate: The building completion certificate obtained from
public worl<s department in the year 2015 is herewith submitted for your
perusal.

I(e hereby request your goodself to kindly give the permission since all the

infrastructure has been provided as per your norms and standards

Ifie hope our humble request will be taken into your consideration and the

above will be done in our favour. "

The SRC, in its 305thmeeting held during 25th to 27th February, 2016 has

considered the matter and decided as under:-

. Cause Inspection - Collect fee.

o Ask VT to collect all documents.

On 23.03.2016, the institution submitted a request for postponement of
inspection as under:-

I am here with attaching to kindly postpone the inspection for 2 weeks

and oblige.

I am her with attaching the medical certificate for your kind perusal.

I hope my humble request will be taken in to consideration and the above will
be done in favourable."

The SRC in its 309th meeting held during l2th - l4th April, 2016 considered the

Chairma

I

,

"I wish to bring following few lines to your kind consideration on the above

subject, due to my medical emergency. I am not in position of getting the

inspection done of our institution.
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request ofthe institution and decided as under:-

1. Grant time.

2. Cause Inspection after two weeks.

On 27 .05.2016, a letter No. F.46-3012015N1P129312 dated 23.05.2016 from

Shri. Awadhesh Nayak, Under Secretary, NCTE, New Delhiwas received

regarding revoking of grant of recognition to Gurukul College of Education,

Mysore, Kamataka and stated as under:-

"The address of the college mentioned in SRC's letter does not match with the

address of the college mentioned in the letter of Shd,

B.S.Yeddyurappa,Hon'ble Member of Parliament (Lok Sabha). It is therefore

to check the address"

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to NCTE, New Delhi on 06.06.2016.

A letter was received from NCTE Hqrs on 18.07.2016 for knowing the status

of inspection decided in 309th meeting held on 12th I4th April,2016.

As per the decision of SRC, the inspection of the institution was conducted on

10.09.2016 and VT report along with documents and CD received on

13.10.2016.

The SRC in its 324th meeting held during 07th to 08th December,20l6 consi

the VT report and decided as under:-

l.Title to land is not clear-The 6 year clause in the lease agreement

expired in 2014. Did the title-position change then? They should

explain.

2.EC not given.

3. LUC is there.

4.BP is given. Details are incomplete.

5.BCC is not in format. Built-up area shown is adequate.

6.FDRs not given.

T.Latest Faculty list not given in the format; also, not approved.

8.Fee not paid.

9. Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

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

on 16.12.2016. The institution has submitted written representation on

03.01 .2017 & 09.02.2017 and also additional documents submitted on

L
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20.02.2017.

The SRC in its 331't meeting held during 22nd February, 2017 considered the

written representation and decided as under:-

1. "The built-up area required (i.e.2000 sq.mtrs). is not there

2.1. On the date of application they did not have title to the land.

2.2 To this date, the land ( purchased in Jan 2017) is mortgaged.

3. Issue SCN for rejection."

As per the decision of SRC a show cause notice was prepared. But not sent to

institution.

Based on the website information the institution has submitted written

representation on 02.03.2017 .

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held during 24th March 2017 considered the

written representation and decided as under:-

l. "Built-up area is adequate.

2. Land area is adequate.

3. Title to land is clear.

4. BP & BCC are in order.

5. Land is mortgaged.

6. Issue SCN for rejection."

Based on the website information the institution has submitted written

representation on 27 .03.2017 .

The SRC in its 334s meeting held during 30'h - 31" March 2017 considered the

written representation and decided as under:-

l. "All requirements have not been met,

2. Faculty list is not approved.

3. They have to give FDRs @ 7 +5 lakhs

account for each unit ofeach course.

4. Issue SCN accordingly."

in original, in Joint

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a show cause notice was issued to the

institution on 07 .04.2017.

t".
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Chairman
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The institution has submitted show cause notice reply on 05.04.2017 is as

under:-

SI

No

Deficiencies

pointed out
in the SRC

Reply of the institution Details of the

Document submitted

m

I All
requiremen
ts have not
been met

"With reference to the
above subject we are

herewith submitting
the point wise reply for
your kind
consideration:

) Faculty list
is not
approved

A letter from University
of Mysore dated

04.04.2017 is submitted.

We would like to
inform that you since

our college recognition
was withdraw by SRC

the University also

cancelled the approved
staff list.

Now we once again

applied for staff
approval to the

University but the

University authorities
has refused to issue the

staff approval stating
that they required
recognition letter from
SRC NCTE.

In this regard the

University has issued a

letter in reply to our
request for staff
approval the copy is

herewith enclose for
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your kind perusal.

In this situation we

humbly request you to
kindly issue

recognition order or
issue LOI, then only it
is possible to get staff
approval from Mysore

University. We have

no other way to get the
staff approval from the

University.

We also undertake that
the staff approYal will
be submitted within a

week if the SRC Grant
permission to our
college, if we fails the

SRC may take any

action against our
college including the

withdrawal of
recognition.

FDR No. Nc No
367363339

36

Joint A./cWhether in

single or

joint A/c

ofDate

issue

04.04.2017

We have already
submitted one set of
original FDRs of Rs.

7+5 lakhs which is in
Joint account now we

are herewith
suhmitting another
once set of original
FDRs 7+5 lakhs which

is in joint account for
your kind perusal.

3 They have

to give

FDRs @ 7

+5 lakhs in
original, in
Joint
account for
each unit of
each

course

Chairm n

Hence we request you

to kindly consider our
request.

FDRS of Rs. 5 lakh
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Date of

Maturity

04.04.2022

Name of

issuing

Bank

State Bank

of India

FDRs of Rs.7 lakhs

FDR No. Nc
No.367363

33299
Whether in

single or

joint A/c

Joint A/c

ofDate

issue

04.04.2017

Date of

Matu rity

04.04.2020

We request you to
kindly consider our
matter and restore
recognition or issue

LOI as we have

fullilled all the
requirements of SRC
NCTE.

Kindly give permission
to our college and

oblige and also

requesting your
goodself to do the
needful

Name of

issuing

Ban k

State Bank

of India

Remarks:-

l. Approved faculty list not submitted.

The Commiftee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and decided as

under:-

1

7

AII requirements have been met.

The case is ready for restorationof recognition subiect to verification

ofthe Faculty list.

Request the Univesity to approve the Faculty list without insisting on3

133
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LOI or a recognition order.

Ask the college to submit the latest approved Faculty list without

further delay.

Put up on 26.4.17.

4.

5

30.

I

Crescent College of

Education,

Karimnagar,

Telangana

AP500272

B.Ed

2 Units

APS02905

D.EI.Ed

l Unit

Crescent College of Education, Karimnagar Revenue Division, #2-8-237,
Mukarampura, Karimnagar District-505001, Telagana had submitted an application

to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Crescent
College of Education, Karimnagar Revenue Division, #2-8-237, Mukarrampura,
Karimnagar District-505001, Telangana for B.Ed course one year from the academic
session 2002-2003.

The recognition was granted to the institution on 27.05.2003 with an annual intake'100
students from the academic session 2002-2003 with a condition that the institution

shall shift to its own premises within three years from the date of recognition (in case

the course is started in rented premises).

The SRC in its 178rh meeting held on 13th-14th July, 2009 considered the list of
institutions were accorded recognition in the rented premises and they had not yet

shifted to the permanent building and it has decided to issue show cause notice under
section '17 of NCTE Act and obtain shifting fees and other documents for causing

inspection for shifting.

Accordingly, a letter was issued to the institution on 01.09.2009. The institution has

submitted its written representation along with DD of Rs.40.000/- bearing no.318575

dated 17.09.2009 on 01 .10.2009.

lnspection intimation was sent to institution on 25.01 .2011. Accordingly, shifting

inspection of the institution was carried oul on 12.02.2011. As per VT remarks the

management is also running D.Ed course in the same building.

The SRC rn its 206th meeting held on Ogth -1Orh June, 2O1O considered the VT report,
VCD and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve show
cause notice.

As per VT report, the total area earmarked for B.Ed & D.Ed is 2630 sq.mts,
which is grossly inadequate for running all the two courses; as per the NCTE

norms, the total built-up area requirement is a minimum of 3000 sq.meters.

. VCD is not available.
o The land is on private lease deed in individual name, which is not in

accordance with NGTE regulations. As on date, the institution has not
shifted to own land.

. Details of the other programmes run by the management in the same
building be submitted.

D..dVr;.\,
(s. Sathyarf

Chairmah
?"
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. Bye-Laws of the Society are to be submitted by the management.

. Approved bulldlng plan from Govt. authority ls to be submitted.

. The institute has not submitted the Land usage certificate from a

competent Govt. approved authority.
. Non-Encumbrance certificate from the competent authority is not

submifted,
. The Khasara No.2-8-323 is indicated in land documents is not matching

with the Building completion Certificate, affidavit and building plan.

Building plan is for Sy.No. 2-8-275 and also not approved by the
competent authority.

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

07.07.2011. The institution has submitted its written representation on 08.08.201 1 and
12.09.2011 and requested to provide a copy of the VTR to enable to reply to the show
cause notice.

The SRC in its 211rh meeting held on 21"'-23'd September, 2011 considered the

request of the institution and it has decided to send the VT reports to the institution for
providing explanation for the show cause notice and directed the management to reply

within 30 days notice along with necessary certificates/documents in order to take a
final decision in the mattert failing which action will be taken including the withdrawal of
recognition, based on the records available, with no further notice.

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the institution on 14.11.201'1. The institution has not

replied letter dated 14.11.2011 .

Further there is no action taken in this file.

The institution has submitted its willingness affidavit on 06.02.2015 as per regulations

2014. Accordingly, revised recognition order was issued to the institution on
1{.05.2015 with a condition that the institution has not shifted to its own
premises as stipulated in its Formal Recognition order dated 27,05.2003,

An e-mail dated 17.08.2015 was received from Satavahana University, Karimnagar,

Telangana on 17.08.2015 (hardcopy received on 20.08.2015) regarding clarification for
extending affiliation for the academic yeat 2015-16 along with a copy of letter issued
to institution. The letter stated as follows:

",,,.,,,,,,enclosing the lelters addressed to the respective collegas
wherein the observation of commiltee is mentioned, ln this regard you
aro requested to go through the observations made by tha commiltee
and suggesf us clarlfication to take fufther course of action with ragard
to extension of affiliation to the above mentioned 6 8.Ed col/eges Slnc.e
last date to furnish their list of colleges to the convener Ed.CTE is 20"'
August 2015".

Accordingly, a letter was sent to Satavahana University on 18.08.2015

h
ttr;7,.--.VrG.-
(s. Sathya r()

Chairman
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The institution has submitted its written representation rega rding permitting change of

premises on 07.09.2015 for both B.Ed and D.Ed as per application of shifting of

premises along with DD of Rs.1,50.000/- and relevant documents

on 08.02.20,16 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 forward the

iollowing list of 76 colleges including crescent College of Education, Karimnagar

Revenu-e Division, iz-a-Z}t, Mukarrampura, Karimnagar District-505001,

Telangana to SRC, NCTE for taking further necessary action under section 17 of the

Act.

Sl No
Deficiencies Observed Number of colleges

1 Submitted Fake and Fabricated

documents

35 (Existing) (Annexure 1A)

02 New Annexure 1 B

2 Functioning in leased premises

even after sti ulated od
04 (Annexure ll )

3 Shifting of College Premises

without the permission of SRC

NCTE

16 (Annexure lll)

4 Submission of fake NOCs tc Annexure lV

5 Not possessing land in the

name of the society/lnstitution

04 (Annexure V)

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302nd Meeting held on 09th-11th February,

2016 considered the letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana

State and decided that "What with the 3 March 16 time-limit pressure on us, it is

not possibte to go into these complaints at this time. Process and put up after

March 16".

Aoain as oer the decision of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 309rh

M;eting h;ld on 12'h-14rn April,2016 and the committee considered in respect of (76

collegei) regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show

caus6 notice for the following to Crescent College of Education, Karimnagar

Reveenue Division, #2-8-217, Mukarrampura, Karimnagar oistrict-505001,

Telagana

. Functioning in leased premises even after the stipulated period'

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on 13052016' The

institution has submitted its written representation on 30.05.2016.

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on oSrh - ogth August, 2016 considered the matter

and decided as under:
1 Th e comp a nt as that the co ege cont nued to n eaSed

remises be ond the time en Th h ave re ed to Show that th

a.

o
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have been pursuing action to shift. Ultimately now, a VT has also gone
for inspection.
2. Upon receipt of the VT inspection report, process for further
consideration.
3. Apprise the Director (School Education), Telangana of these
developments.
4. lnform the affiliating authority viz., Director (SCERT).

Accordingly, a letter sent to Satavahana University regarding the decision of SRC 318th
meeting on 15.09.2016.

The inspection of the institution was conducted on 01.10.2016 and the VT report along
with documents and Original CD was received on 06.10.2016.

The details of VT Report are as under:

Name and address of the
institution
(as per initial application)

Crescent College of Education, Karimnagar
Revenue Division, #2-8-237, l\4ukarrampura,
Karimnaqar Districtso5001, Telanqana

Name and address of the Society Crescent Educational and Welfare Society,
2-8-4414-Fatan Street, Peddapalli,
Karimnagar

Date of lnspection for Shifting 01 . 
'1 0.201 6

Address of the institution as per

VT Report
Crescent College of Education,

Qudratnagar, Faran Street, Sy.

Peddapaly, Karimnagar.

2-8-44t4,
No.3/2,

Details of courses as per the VT Report
st.
No

Name of the
Course

lntake

01 B,Ed 100 (2 units)
02 D.EI,Ed 50 (1 unit)

As tn Rrsc
REGIST TION BYE- 23.07.1997

Crescent Educational and Welfare
Society

LAW CERTIFICATE

d Documents:
Registered certified copy of the Land
documents: Submitted / Not
submitted Photocopy

Submitted
of English Version

(whether in English or Regional
language)
(whether certified/notarized English
translation submitted
Date of registration of land

Date of
Regn. and

in the
name of

) 19.08.2015
'13.08 2015

)
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Land registered in the name of

deed Govt. /Pvt ift deed

Type of tatle deed i.e. sale deed/lease Gift Settlement Deed

Survey No/ Plot No/ Khasara No ) 3t2
3t2

Extent of land in each Sy. No./ Plot
No./ Khasara No. 3003 00 s mts

) 506.40 Sq.mts

AFFIDAVIT:- Submitted
NoS 3t2

Location

Villa anae Karimna r District, Tela

2-8-4414, Bandarikunta, Peddapalli

Land is on own/lease basis Ownershi Basis
Not Mentioned

Extent 3500 mts
Blue DrinuNota rized coDv of Submitted

Name and address of
Society/TrusUl nstitution

and Welfare
Bandarikunta,

Whether Building Plan is for the
proposed institution/ course or also
for some other TEI/course

Not Mentioned

Plot area/land area 3500 mts
Total bu ilt-u p area

Not Mentioned

Date of a roval

Name and designation of approving
authorit

Commissioner

Notarized coDv of Land Use
submitted

Submitted

Socie
Crescent Educational and Welfare

Su /PloVKhasara No. and location 3/2 at Qudratn al
Extent of land

Pu of land No ricultural Pu ose
Date of issue 21.08.2015
Name and designation of approving
authorit

Tahsildar

Notarized Buildin Submitted

Crescent Educational and Welfare
Society

Built up area

Buildinq Plan submitted/ Not
submitted:-

Crescent Educational
Society, 2-284414,
Peddapallv. Karimnaqar.

GF - 1801.14 Sq.mts
FF - 1801.14 Sq.mts
Total - 3602.28 Sq.mts

Built up area for the proposed and
existinq teacher education courses

21.10.2015

submitted
Name of the Society/ TrusU lnstitution

a) 30 guntas

b) 05 guntas

fotal - 35 quntas
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ComDletion Certificate submitted
/not submitted
Name and address
Society/TrusVl nstitution

of Crescent Educational and Welfare
Society, 2-8-4414, Qudratnagar, Faran
Street Pedda lli, Karimna r

Survey/Plou Khasara Nos. and

location
312, 2-8-4414, Qudratnagar, Faran Street,
Pedda alli Karim at

Total Built up area GF-1801.14 Sq.mtr
FF-'1801.14 Sq.mtr

.mts
T e of Roofin RCC

Purpose for which building is being B.Ed & D.Ed Course
used/ ro osed to be used

Date of issue 13.07.2015
Name and designation of approving Town Plann ing Supervisor
authori

Notarized coov of Encumbrance Photocopy Submitted
Certificate s bmitted/ Not
submitted
Name of the Society/TrusUlnstitution Crescent Educational and Welfare

Soci

Survey/PlouKhasara Nos. and

location
) 3/2 at Peddapalle

3/2 at Pedda lle

Search for the period ) 01.01.1987 to 30.09.2016
01.01. 1986 to 23.08.2015

Extent of land ) 3630 Sq.yds
605 S ds

An mo eas rEC Nit

Date of issue 0'1.10.2016
Name and designation of issuing M.Dilip Chandra Gopal, Joant Sub-
authori R istrar
NOC From Affiliating body
Su bmitted/Not Submitted

Not Submitted

FEES PAID:- Rs. 1,50,000/- bearing no. 765984 dated
18.08.2015

FAC The institution has not submitted
approved Faculty List. Whereas, the
institution has submitted Letter from
Satavahana University regarding
Approval of Teaching Staff.

Facul list a d/not a d

Whether approved on each page or
not

No. of faculty as per norms of the
course

Designation of the approving
autho

Date of a roval

FDR's Details

Total - 3602.28

h
ddtl*- "t1u _
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5.00 Lakhs
Endowment
Fund

3.00 Lakhs and 4.00 Lakhs
Reserved Fund

Submitted in Original Photocopy

Submitted
Photocopy Submitted

FDR AJc number 312586 312587
Whether in single or joint
F,./c

Single A/c Single AJc

Name of the Bank a a Bank a Bank
Duration of FDR 60 ears 60 rS

lssu i date 05.09.2015 05.09.20'15
Valid till 05.09.2020 05.09.2020
Website of the institution www. crescentcolle ekarmina I

VT Remarks:
No furnitu16 available for D.El.Ed course,
The VT has noticed that only ground floor and first floor of building has
completed and the Second floor is in the process of construction. As
such for two counses, B.Ed and D.El.Ed infrastructure is inadequate. The
D.El,Ed course is not running as no students is allotted in the last two
years. The teachers for D.El,Ed are also not appointed. Only B.Ed
teachers were available.

. The institution has submitted FDRs which is in Single A/c.

. The institution has not submitted Faculty list.

. The institution has not mentioned Total Built up area and Multi-purpose
hall.

The Committee considered the VT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

Comments of VT Members
01 Total Built-up area Not Mentioned
02 Furniture The class room, multipurpose hall, laboratory,

Resource Rooms, Library, Principal room, Staff
rooms, etc. are provided with adequate furniture but
need to be further improved.

03 Multipurpose Hall Not Mentioned
04 Adequate but need to be improved

05 Whether the library is
sharing with other
courses

No

Uf) Seating capacity in

the library
40

07 No. of books in the
library and Journals

Y

6u ,
)-

)

Labs/Resources
Rooms

4'123 Books, 12 Journals

Remarks:
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1. Title is clear. Land area is adequate.

2. LUC/EC are in order.

3. BP is in order. Built-up area shown (3602 sq.mts.) is adequate.

4.1 BCC is given. Not approved by Govt. Engineer. Built-up area of

Ground Floor(1801 sq.mts) + First Floor(1801 sq,mts.) is adequate.

4,2 vT has reported second floor is under construction. This is not clear.

Ask the College to explain the correct factual position.

5. vT has reported that the D.El.Ed. course is not running for want of

enrotment. Ask the College to explain why the recognition should

not be withdrawn.

6. Latest approved Faculty list is requied.

7, FDRS are required in original in ioint account, on a 5 year validity@

7+5 lakhs for each unit of each course,

B. Issue SCN accordingly for shifting permission.

evidences and decided as under:-

31. APS05561

B.Ed

2 Units

Rajeev Memorial

College of Teacher

Education, Kannur,

Kerala

Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur,

Kerala was granted recognition for B.Ed. course on 7.12.2007 with an annual

intake of 100 students 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 176th 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 submrtted its explanation to the

Show Cause Notice on 28.7.2009.

On 5.10.201 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 21.10.2O11 requested the

L41,
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complainant to submit an affidavit of Rs.100/- on non-judicial stamp paper in

respect of the complaint received on 5.1 0.201 1 .

Sri. P.V. Rajesh, Advocate & Notary submttted an affidavit on Rs.1 00/- non-

judicial stamp paper duly signed by the complainant Sri. Prakashan.P., S/o.

Damodaran, Payyanadan House, Kannothumchal, Chovva P.O., Kannur-6,

Kerala. The complainant requested not to recognize Rajiv Memorial College

of Teacher Education, Mattanoor and not to give affiliation 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 and conditions fixed by

Kannur University and NCTE. The affidavit along with the complaint is

enclosed.

ln the Show Cause Notice dated 02.07.2009, the institution had stated that

the construction of the proposed new building had been started and was

likely to be completed upto November, 2010.

The SRC in its 21Sth meeting held on 12-13 December, 2011 considered the

complaint of Mr. Sri. Prakashan.P and decided that to register this as a

shifting case, if a file is already pending, and also to cause inspection at lhe

premises on receipt of Rs.40.0001 towards inspection fee and to ascertain

the facts of the complaint. Accordingly, a visit was scheduled to the

institution during 6th February, 2012 to 1th Februaty, 2012. A letter to the

institution was addressed vide letter No. APS05561/B. Ed./KA/201 1-12136061

dated 18.01.2012. 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 ofMay,2012.

As per the decision of 215th SRC meeting held on 12th - 13'h December 201 1 ,

the visiting team comprising of Dr. S. Thangasamy, Director and Professor,

Centre for Educational Research, Madurai Kamaraj University, Madurai and

Dr. C. Raja Moauli, Professor, Dept. of Education, Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Open

University, Hyderabad was proposed to the institution during 6th to 8rh

February, 2012. On 14.2.2012. The Visiting team submitted a blank report

stating that the inspection may kindly be postponed.

The SRC in its 224th meeting held on 14rh - 17th June, 2012 considered the

matter and decided to serve Final Show Cause Notice under NCTE Act.

.I
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Accordingly, a Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on

09.07.2012. The institution submitted its written representation on

30.o7.2012.

The SRC in its 235th meeting held on 2'1"r- 22nd November 2Ol2,considered

the reply of the institution d1.30-07 -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 rnstitution, as per the norms.

Accordingly, an intimation letter was sent to the institution on 0311212012.

An E-Mail daled 0511212012 was received by this office from the Principal,

Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher 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 is received

by this office on 0711212012.

An E-mail daled 1011212012 and 1211212012 from Mr. Balaramulu and

Ms.Philomena 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 120 1 21 47730 dated 1 4l I 21201 2.

Another letter dated 2111212012 from the Principal, Rajeev Memorial College

of Teacher Education is received by this office on 2411212012 requesting for
postponement of inspection to February 2013.

On 30/01/2013, 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, Mattanur, Kannur, Kerala. The report was as under:

"On 1lk January, 2013, Friday, we visited the colteges at g.OO 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 W, though it was intimated to
them well in advance by both your office and by us. The basic

r43



335th Meeting of SRC

77h -12d, April, 2017

d

744

I

)

requiremants of preparedness like, filling up of the Format supplied by
you was not done. No records, be it of the building or academic were

kept ready. ln shotl, it was the Principal expected us not to conduct any
inspection and asked us to get back,"

A blank inspection .report and non filed questionnaire had been

received hy this office on U/0A2U3 along with the letter from the W
members enclosing a reporT 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 floor of a commercial complex.

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 iil 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 fiiled 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"tmeeting held on 29rh & 31'1 March 2013 & lsr April 2013

considered the lnstitution letter dt.'1 1-01-2013 and all other relevant

documents and decided to cause inspection in the month of April-2013 under

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.

The inspection of the institution was scheduled lor 27thMay, 2013 and the

m**,
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same was intimated to the institution vide this office letter

F.No.APS05561 lB.EdlKEl2013-14151703 dated "16/05/20'13. Accordingly, the

inspection of the institution was carried out on 30.05.2013.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 248th Meeting held on 13th - 1 5th July

2013 considered the W 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:-

o Original ceftffied copy of the land documents from Govt, authority
is not suhmitted. The institution has submitled photocopy of the land
documents, the land documents is in favour of in individual by name
Prof. KLakshmana, which is not permissible as per NCTE Regulations
2009. Approved blue print of the building plan issued by competent civil
authority is not submitled. ln the building plan copy submitted,
lnstitution's name is not mentioned.
. Original building completion certificate from competent Govl.
authorized engineer is not submitted.
. Original FDRS of Rs. 5 E 3 /acs towards endowment and reserve
fund from a Nationalized Bank in joint name is not given.
o Notarized land usage certificate from the Revenue divisional
office stating that the agriculture land converted to non-agriculture for
the educational urpose ls not submitted. Proceedings of Revenue
Divisional Officer not submitted for conversion of land from agricultural
lo ed u c ati o n al purposes.
o Up-to-date encumbrance certificate issued by sub- registrar is not
submitled.
o Stat7 is not accordingly to NCTE norms.
. Original affidavit is not submilted.

Reoional Commiltee and communication of the decision on the issue of

A
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Keeping in view, the Supreme Court order in Civil Appeal No. 1125-

112812011 in SLP No. 17165-68/2009 filed by NCTE Vs ors, which reads as

u nder:

"An institution is not entitled to recognition unress it fulfills the
conditions specified in various crauses of the Regulations. The Council
is directed to ensure that in future no institution is granted recognition
unless it fulfills the conditions laid down in the Act and the Regulations
and the time schedule fixed for Drocessinq the application bv the

recoonition it strictlv adhered to".
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Based on the above points the SRC decided to withdraw the recognition
of the B.Ed course run by the Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher
Education, Mattanur, Kannur, Kerala, 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, lt was made clear 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.APS0556 1 lB.Ed lKLl2013- 1 41 5331 2 dated 26.08. 201 3.

On 08.1 1 .201 3, an e-mail was received from K. Priyesh stating as under ;

"We wish to inform you that Rajeev Memorial B.Ed College is still
working in Kannur District without your recognition. Kndly, please give
a direction to Kannur University to stop the college working illegally
without your recognition and also please give direction to Rajeev
Memorial B.Ed College to stop their cheating fo students by taking
admissions without your recognition. I got information from the local
public that the college authorities still going forward by taking new
adrnissions by hiding that they have no recognition from NCTE.

Kindly take necessary actions, otherwise we have to compel to forward
this matter to newspapers, channels etc."

The Southern Regional Committee in its 256th Meeting held on 4th - 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

complaint to the Affiliating University along with a copy of the order of
withdrawal of recognition for needful action.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter addressed to the Registrar, Kannur

University was sent vide F.SRO/APSO5561-8. Ed/KL12013155713 dated
27.12.2013

This office did not receive any reply from the University

The institution filed an appeal under Section 18 of NCTE Act, before the

I
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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.89-

667 t2O13 Appeal/2'd Meeting - 2014 dated 25.02.2014 remanding back the
case of Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education, Thrissur, Kerala to

the SRC, NCTE. The Council has made the following observations ;

'The Council noted that the SRC conducted an inspection of the institution on

30-05-2013 and after considering the VT repoft and other documents decided

to withdraw recognition and issued the order dated 27-08-2013 citing the

reasons therein. the Council noted that the SRC, before withdrawing

recognition, has not issued any show cause notice to the institution as

required under the provisions of Section 17 of the NCTE Act. ln the

circumstances the Council conclud' that the matter deseNed to be

remanded to fhe SRC with a direct Io issue a show cause notice to the

aDDellant institution and take further a as oer the Drovisions of the NCTE

Act

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 appeal deserves to be remanded to

SRC wth a direction lo ,ssue a show cause notice to the appellant institution

and take further action as per the provisions of the NCTE AcL

The office memorandum (directive) from the NCTE Hqrs dated 25.04.2014 is

as under ;

'The appeal Committee is in agreement with the advice of the legal Counsel

about continued consideration of the appeals received so far as also those to

be received in future, in accordance with law and procedure. However, in

cases where the Appeal Committee decided to remand them to the Regional

Committees for such actions like re-lssue of deficiency letter/show cause

notice or to consider fhe submlsslons 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 suggesled actions are taken in accordance with the NCTE

-t
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The Council hereby remands back the case of Rajeev Memorial College of

Teacher Education, Thrissur, Kerala to ,he SRC, NCTE, for necessary action

as indicated above, '
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action on the apDellate order in case 'remand' should be taken onlv in the

Regulations.

Srrce the revised Regulations are yet to be notified, it would be aporopriate if
the NCTE administrativelv informs all the Reqional committees that fufther

lioht of the revised reo tlons to be notified.'

ln view of the above leoal opinion and Appeal Committee's decision, all the

Req ion al Office s/Com m ittee s are ed to act uoon the Aooellate orders of
remanded back cases accordinqlv.

The above matter was placed before SRC in its 269th Meeting held on 1- 2

July,2014 and the Committee considered the appeal remand order and

directed SRO to process 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)

The Southern Regional Committee in its 271'r Meeting held on 1"t August,

2014 considered the matter, decided and advised Southern Regional Office

to process the case after notification of new Regulations.

Further, the Committee considered the complaint from the Shri. Aiaykumar,

M. Kannur, Kerala State vide letter dated 06.01.2014, stated that the said

college is admitting studenfs now; Committee has noted that the said college

recognition that was withdrawn 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 stage. Also, 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 Teacher

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 Kerala filed by Rajeev Memorial Charitable Society against Kannur

.A
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University. A copy of the writ petition W.P.(C ) No. 21785 of 2014 filed by the
institution is enclosed.

The writ petition is filed by the Petitioner challenging the Ext. P 15

communication of Kannur University to restrict admission in the academic
yeat 2014 - 15. 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 lKLl2Ol3-14153312 dated 26.O8.2013 issued by

SRC,NCTE. The above writ petition 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 Aff idavit.

A letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri. V. M. Kurian on 23.09.2014

with a request to file Counter Affidavit by taking the directions of the Hon'ble

Supreme Court into account.

On 01.10.2014, this office has received a letter dated 29.O9.2014 from the

advocate, Shri. V. M. Kurian regarding W.P.(C) No. 25181 of 2014 filed 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/KUA,PS05561/B.Ed/201 tU59642 dated 1 8.09.2O14 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 Court

.09.2014 and the Hon'ble h nterim order b
stavino above comm on for a period of 2 months. We have taken
notice on behalf of you and writ petition is posfed for filing Counter
Affidavit. Please forward necessary instructions in the matter for
prepari n g cou nter affidav it.

A copy of the affidavit filed by the institution [W.P.(C ).No. 25181 of 20141and
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

4,.,
(S. Sathya

Chairma n
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Hon'ble Supreme Court directions.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 275th meeting held during 1st and
2nd December, 2014, took note of the lnterim Court order in the matter.

Advised Southern Regional Office to process the said case as soon as the
new Regulations are notified and put up in 277th meeting.

A letter seeking consent on the willingness of the institution for considering

their application as per Regulations 2014 was sent to the institution on

19.12.2014

"We are in receipt of your letter referred above on 30,10.2014.1t is
seen from paragraph 2 of your said communication that the Regional
Office of NCTE, Bangalore has construed lo the effect that we have
submitled application for the grant of recognition for conducting the
B.Ed course. lt appears that the said communication was given on a
wrong faclual 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 encrosed for ready reference. Thereafter the
recognition given was withdrawn by SRC, Bangalore by communication
dated 26.08.2013,As the action was against law, we had no other option
than to challenge the same before the appellate authority. The appellate
authority through their dated 25.02.2014 was pleased fo sef aside fhe
order of SRC Bangalore for the reasons stated in the appellate order. lt
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 High Court in W.P.C.No. 25181/ 2014.As

such there is no justification in considering our case of all other B.Ed
Colleges. There is no justification for the selective action as

h._<*(**hdr-.
(S. Sathyani )
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ln response to this office letter dated 19.12.2014, the institution submitted a

reply on 13.01 ,20'15 which is as under :-

J



well. u are to US before a decisio

is taken in is reqard."

The institur r submitted staff list comprising of a principal and seven

lecturers.

The SRC in its 278rh meeting held during 25rh January,2O15 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:-

. The lnstitution has not submitted
documents.

certified copy of the land

. Building plan submitted by the institution is not approved by the

competent authority, in the building plan submitted, Sy' no. site area,

built up arear room and lab specifications are not mentioned'
o The institution has not submitted Building Completion Certificate

duly approved by the competent authority.
. Non- erlumbrance certificate not submitted.
o Fixed receipts in original are not submitted'

On 30.03 '^'5, the institution submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to

Regulation.2014.

On 15.06.20 15, a letter dated 10.06.201 5 was received from the President

Rajeev Mem rrial 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 i:sue and the pendency of several wit petitions before the

High Court, time is required in preparing a reply in

consuttation with our counsel. As such you are requested to grant us

time tit! 3dh of June by which time a detailed reply will be given with

reference to the matter in issue. lnconvenience caused is regretted."

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

on 1 3.05.2015.

The institution submitted written representation on 29.06.2015 as under:-

"We are in rece t of the show cause notice dated 1 3.05.2015. On rece t of the said

r,
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notice we have requasted time to give the reply to the show cause notice till
30.06.2015. Accordingly we are giving the present reply.

ln the show cause notice given to us, in paragraph 3 ,t ls stafed that the complaint
given by Srl. Ralesh P.V, given to the University and the NCTE,S enclosed
Unfoftunately fhat ls 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.

/i is 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 25.01 .2015. 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 and the amendment of the
Regulations.

ln the show cause notice lssued by you, you have mentioned about the non-

submlsslon of documents. While appeal was prefened against your ealier decision
to withdraw the recognition, all the documents were produced in original before the
Appellate Committee. Those documents are still with the Appa ate Commiftee as the
same were not returned at that stage. lt is therefore submitted that I am unable to
produce the original documenfs as of now since those documents are before the
Appellate Committee. lt is therefore requested fhaf sfeps may be taken to call for the
entire records leading to the appeal based on which the Appe ate Commiftee

decided our appeal through their order dated 25.02.2014. Those documents will
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 in your show cause notice.

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

o
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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 Appellate Committee and

the matter ls issue as it then stood was remanded to the Regional Committee for
fresh decision, After the said ord6r 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. Tha repoft of that inspection also is available with the Regional
Commiftee. 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 Regional
Commiftee to the effect that the institution wi fulfill the Norms and Regulations of
2014 as amended. The afftdavit was accordingly given as early as on 26.03.2015. A

copy of the affidavit given is enclosed for ready reference. ln view of the above the

matter in issue is required to be considered under the amended Regulations for
which the affidavit was given on 26.03.2015.
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further continuance of the course in our college. "

The SRC in its 290th meeting held during 1Orh and 11th July, 2015 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 Notice
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 23.09.201 5.

The institution submitted a reply on 26.10.2015

On 28.12.2015, the Registrar, Kannur University submitted a representation

regarding admissions made by Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher

Education, Kannur for 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 Memorial

College of Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur has admitted sfudenfs to
2015-17 batch of B.Ed course without the revised recognition order
issued by you.

Subsequenl to the withdrawal of recognition granted to Rajeev Memorial

College of Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur, the University granted

continuation of provisional affiliation to B.Ed course offered from the college

during 2012-13 considering the future of the ongoing batch of studenfs

.Fufiher, the University also granted continuation of affiliation to B.Ed course

conducted in Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education, Mattanur,

Kannur on the basls of the interim order of the Hon'ble High Coufi and the

syndicate decision (copy of both enclosed). The continuation of affiliation to

B.Ed course in Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher 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 sludents to 2015-17

batch of B.Ed course in Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education,

t\
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Mattanur Karnur on receiving on receiving the apptication for 1"t Semester

Examination of B.Ed course .

The matter is hereby informed for further necessary action in this regard

The University submitted a copy of the Court order dated 14.10.2014 in

W.P.No. 25181 ot 2014 which is as under :-

" The Detitioner pressed for an order. in so far as seeklno inclusion of their

name for allotment of udents for B.Ed course. enabling the candidates to

exerclse an option to the petitioner college. The principal of the petitioner

college file application for continuation of affiliation for the year 2013-14. ln

the mean time, the recognition of the petitioner college was withdrawn by the

NCIE as per ExLPl1 order. The petitioner filed an appeal against Ext.P11

order before the Appeilate Authority constituted under Section 18 of the

NCTE Act .Copy of the order passed by the Appellate authority is produced

as Ext P14.

2. The Appellate authorry remanded the matter especially finding

violation of principles of natural justice and the earlier having been issued

without Show Cause Notlce being served on the petitioner. The matter is said

to be pending before the NCTE Regional Branch and the NCTE has lssued

Ext.P18 order after remand. The NCTE, after remand will only be after

notification ofthe new regulations and hence, advised the Southern

Regional Officer regarding the modalities to be resorled for completing the

process and not to allow admission af thls stage .

3. When a withdrawal of recognition has been challenged in appeal and

the same has been remanded, it cannot be said that the withdrawal

continues unless a fresh consideration is made on the basis of existing

regulations or on the basis of fhe new regulations. The authority cannot keep

the petitioner and the students in limbo and continue operation of withdrawal,

on the ground that new regulations are to be framed. Remand having been

made, withdrawal is no more applicable and hence the petitioner's

recognition would continue unless withdrawal after due service of notice No

Show Cause Notice has also been issued to the petitioner till date. ln such

circumstances, the 2nd respondent shall allot students to the petitioner

including the name of the college in the list and allot sfudenls from the list

prepared by the 2nd respondent.

The University has submitted another Court order dated 03.09.2014 in

I
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W.P.No. 21785 ol2014which is as under:-

"The learned counsel for the petifioner presses for an interim order. The

interim relief sought for as follows:

Pass an order staying the operation of the condition contained inExt.P.15 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. 11703 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 counsel for the petitioner points out, withdrawal of recognition by

the additionat 2nd respondent as per Ext.Pl1 is no longer in existence, as the

same has been intercepted by the appellate authority vide Ext .P14, directing

the competent authority to lssue a proper Show Cause Notice and to proceed

with fufther steps. No such notice has ever been issued to the petitioner so

far, submits the learned counsel for the petitioner.

3. Srnce the factual position as on date is not brought to the notice of this

Court by the additionat 2d respondent, there will be an interim order as

prayed for. ln so far as the recognition of the petitioner (originally ordered as

per Ext.P1) continues by virtue of Ext P14 passed by the appellate authority,

However, admission of students, if any, shall be at the sole risk of the

petitioner and the concerned students shall be informed as to the pendency

of the proceedings before this Couft.

Post after vacation for filing counter affidavit, if any."

SRC in its 30 1"1 meeting held during stn to 6tn February, 201 6 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 :-

"t have submitted the detailed exolanation for the reference cited above

91 21 .10.2015.1 have not received anv further communication in this
reqard from vour office . I humblv request vou to be kind enouqh to
issue recoqnition orders for the academic vear 2015-17 A copv of the

&,g^',
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Shour Cause Nofice is enclosed."

On 1 6.06.2016, the institution submitted another reply to the Show Cause

Notice.

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on oSth & 09th August, 2016 considered the

matter and decided to issue Show cause Notice under Act for the following

deficiencies:-

. 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.
o lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.
. Put up after 2 months.

As per the decisi n of the SRC. show cause notice was issued to the

institution on 27 .09.2016.

The institution has filed W.P No 36495 of 2016. ln the Hon'ble High Court of

Kerala.

Accordingly, brief of the case was sent to the advocate.

On 23.1 1 .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 Kerala filed by Rajeev Memorial Charitable Society mattannur, Kannur

stating as under :-

The subject writ petition is filed by Rajeev Memorial

Charitable Society, Mattannur, 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 instructions immediately, The case is posted tomorrow
(23.11.20161

On 03.12.2016, a letter daled 25.11.2016 was received from Kannur

University, Thavakkar, Civil Station P.O, Kannur stating as under :-

v,(S. Sathya

Chairm
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"Please recall the office letter cited as I above. lt has been
informed that through Rajeev memorial Gollege of Teacher Education,
Mattanur, 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 year 2015-16.

As per the judgment in WPC No 25181114 (w) of the Hon'ble High

Court of Kerala, students were allotted to the college lor 2O'14-15

However, the College has admitted students tor 2015-17 batch also.

lam therefore to request you to look into the matter urgently and
intimate the position".

On 08.12.2016, a letter dated 02j22016 was received from advocate

Shri.V,M.Kurian regarding the W.P.(C) No. 36495 of 2016 in the High Court

of Kerala filed by Rajeev Memorial Charitable Society, Kannur stating as

under:-

1. Petitioner has approached this Court inbr alia seeking for a
direction to the University to publish the resulb of the First Semesfer
Examination to the Course of B.Ed undeftaken by the student of the
college for the academic year 2015-16 and to permit fhose sfudenfs fo
appear for lhe 3ro Semester practical Examination notified in terms of
Ext.Pl3 and fufther to permit the students admitted during the
academic year 2016-17 to appear for the First Semesfer B.Ed Degree
Exam i n ation, Novem ber, 201 6.

2. The shofi 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. Ert.P1 is the NCTE
order dated 07.12.2007. Afftliation also granted by the University as per

notification dated 08.10.2010, Ext.P3. thereafter the petitioner applied
for continuation of affiliation for the year 2013-14, which was granted as
per University notification dated 24.08.2O13. in the meantime, NCTE

issued order dated 26.08.2013 withdrawing the recognition granted to
the College for the academic sessron 2013-14. Petitioner challenged the
same before the appellate authority. Which consider the matter and
remilted the matier back to the NCTE for fresh consideration. ln the
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meantime, when the Universw 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 Court obsenred that in so far as the matler in now pending

before the NCTE, recognition continues unress a fresh consideration is

made by the NCTE. ln said circumstances, direction was issued to allot
student for the academic year 2013-14. lt is submilled by the petitioners

that pursuant to the appellate order, Ex.P12 Show Cause 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 the serres{ers in the various academic years are not being
published and the students are not permitted to write the examination. lt
is a( this stage that this writ petition is filed.

3. Learned counsel appearing for the NCTE submits that an enquiry

into the Show Cause lVofice is stiil pending consideration. So far no

order had been passed in the matler learned counsel appearing for the

University submits that the order in WP (C) No.25181/14 was with

respect to the allotment of students durtng the academic year 2013-14.

It is submitled that after the said academic year. There is no recognition

for admitting sfudenfs 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

sfudenfs of the petitioner are not entitled to have the rcsults declared or
to write the semester examinations,

4. But. lt is relevant to note that when in the appeilate order, the

order withdrawing lhe recognition had been set aside 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 arso submifs

that as matters stand now, there is recognition for conducting the B.Ed

course However, the same will be subject to further 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 permilting them to write the examination until a final decision is

taken by NCTE in the matler.

Accordingly, this writ petition is dr'sposed of as under:-

a) The University shall declare the result of the examination

o
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undertaken by the student of the petitioner.

b) lt shall also permit the sfudents 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.

Note:-

. The recognition granted was withdrawn vide order dated 26.08.201 3.

. The institution preferred an appeal to NCTE Hqrs and appeal authority.

ln its order dated 25.02.2015 remanded to SRC.

. The institution filed W.P 25181 oi 2014 and the Hon'ble court passed

an interim order.

. ln this case revised recognition order was not issued as per new

Regulation.

. Finally, Show cause Notice was issued to the institution as per the

decision of 318th meeting (now the institution has submitted reply for SCN).

o A letter received from Kannur University stating that as per the

judgment in WPC No 25181 ol 2014 "the Hon'ble court of Kerala students

were allotted to the College for 2014-15. However the college has admitted

student for 2015-17 batch also".

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 20'14 Regulations. The Court order

has taken care of the interim periods.

1 .1 Ask the institution to submit the faculty list by 31.1.2017 .

1.2 Write to the University 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.

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution and the

o
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Registrar of Kannur University on 18.01 .201 7.

The institution has submitted representation on 27.01.2017 & 30.01.2017

stating as under:-

"As a section of University staff organization is on an indefinite

strike due to the suspension of Sri. Prabhath, Section officer, Academic

Brach, University of Kannur, I fear the faculty list could not be

submitted on 31.01.2017. I request you to kindly give an order to the

Registrar University of Kannur to sanction the faculty list at the earliest.

I aoain request vou to extend the time to submit the faculty list.

As per your decision I have already given a request to registrar to speed

up the approval of the faculty list.

A copy of the same already submitted to the SRC on 23'd January,2017

is also submitting herewith".

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

We had withdrawn recognition. It 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.

They have not cared to comply with our order for submission ofthe

approved faculty list. Delay in this will only give them undue

benefit,

Give them an ultimation to submit the latest approved Faculty list by

26,4.2017.

Put up on 1.5.17.

Issue SCN accordingly.

I
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APS04281

B.Ed

Karunya lnstitute of Technology & Sciences, Karunya Nagar, Coimbatore-

641114, Tamilnadu submitted an application to the Southern Regional

Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Karunya University, Karunya
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Karunya University,

Coimbatore,

Tamrlnadu

2 Units Nagar, Coimbatore District-641I14, Tamilnadu for B.Ed course of one year

duration with an annual intake of 100 students. Recognition was granted to the

university on 31.08.2005.

A letter was issued to the university regarding notification of new Regulations,

2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised Norms and

Standards and the institution has not submitted the Affidavit.

The SRC in its 294th meeting held on 'l4th -'l6th November,2015 and the

committee considered the matter, not submitted affidavit adhering to
Regulations 2014 and hence not issued Revised Orders and decided to issue

Show Cause Notice for withdrawal of recognition under NCTE act for the
following deficiencies.

Affidavit not submitted as per Regulations, 2014.

Accordingly, as directed by SRC show cause notice was issued to the

university on 20.05.201 6.

Now, the university has submitted its written representation along with Affidavit

on 01.06.2016 and 01,07.2016 stated as follows:

"We are in respect of your Sfiow Cause lVofice F./Vo.SRO/NCTE /
4P504281 /B.Ed /TN/ 2015-16/85571 dated 20/05/2016. The request
from NCTE to submit an affidavit affirming adherence to
Regulations 2014 was not responded promptly as the B.Ed
program was kept in abeyance by the University at that point of
time, We are currently willing to revive the program vide our letter
dated f May 2016 (Copy Enctosed) from this academic year itself.

Kindly condone the non-submission of the affidavit in time. May I
reguest you to kindly accept the affidavit duly signed by the
university authorities and grant permission to restore the
Education Programs (B.Ed and M.Ed) at the earliest."

The SRC, in its 319nd meeting held on 3othrh to 3l st August, 20 1 6 considered

the matter and decided as under:-

1.They have both B.Ed and M.Ed

2.They say, B,Ed has been kept in abeyance. This is no provision
for keeping courses in abeyance. lf B.Ed is kept in abeyance, M.Ed

will become a 'stand-alone' course

o
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3. lssue of any RPRO at this stage has no significance. The

university by their delayed submission of affidavit is responsible
for this situation
4. Collect all documents, examine and report
5. Thereafter, we have to collect fees and cause composite
inspection

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the university on 27.09.2016. A letter received

on 12.11.2016 from the university and stating as follows:-

We submit that we will inform you once the process of restoration
is over and send the filled in affidavit.

May we request you to help us to restore the B.Ed and M.Ed

programs from 2017 -18".

The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and decided as

under:-

According to the Supreme Court order, no institution can run after

November 2014 under any other Regulation.

That being so, there is no question oftheir restoring the course and

then giving the affidavit.

The Affidavit shall be given at once. Immediately thereafter, they

must ensure adherence to the norms/standards under the 2014

Regulations.

There is no provision for keeping any course 'in abeyance'. They

I
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"We are in receipt of your letter referred to above, reminding us to
send the filled-in mandatory affidavit required for NCTE recognition
institutions (TEls). We are in the process of getting our B.Ed and

M.Ed programs restored, as we did not offer these programs in
2011-12 and 2012-13.|n May 20'16 we did apply for the restoration of
these courses to the Regional Director, SRC for which we received

the decision of SRC of 3l9th meeting (Ref.2-copy enclosed).
Therefore we are in the process of complying with their guidelines.
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must either run or be wound up.

Issue SCN accordingly,S

SRCAPP1883

Kumaran College of

Education, Vellore,

Tamilnadu

B,Ed

2 Units

Sarbar Educational Trust, Plot No.535, MaraiMalaiadigal Street,

Kangeyanallore Village, Gandhinagar East Post Office, Vellore Taluk &
District-632006, Tamilnadu had submitted an application to the Southern

Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Kumaran College of
Education, PloUKhasara No.309'l/1382, Melmonavoor Village,
Abdullapuram Post Office, Vellore Taluk & District-632010, Tamilnadu.

The recognition was granted to the institution on 21 .02.2014.

The institution has submitted affidavit as per regulations 2014. Accordingly,

revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 17.03.2015.

On 24.10.2014 a letter received from TNTEU regarding starting of new college

in the name and style of Kumaran College of Education, Vellore District for the

academic year 2014-2015 only.

A complaint letter dated 07.O7.2015 received from Shri K. Saravanan, 260,

TajpuasalaiArcot, Vellore-632501 , Tamilnadu on 10.07.2015 along with original

affidavit and document. ln the affidavit stating as follows:

"l K. Saravanan, residing at No.260, Tajpurasalai, Arcot, Vellore-

632501. I have written this complaint affidavit about Kumaran College

of Education, functioning at PloUKhasara No.309/1382, Melmonavoor

Viilage, Abdullapuram Post Office, Vellore-632010, offering Bachelor of
Education (B.Ed) program. This College is not functioning in

independent land and building. There are two other institutions

functioning in the same land and building namely 1) Tamilaga lndustrial

Training lnstitute (lTl) approved by directorate General of Employment

and Training (DGED, Ministry of skiil Development and

Entrepreneurship, SharmShaktiBhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi offering

vocational programme in National Council for Vocational Training

(NCVT). 2) Tamilaga lndustrial School, approved by Directorate of
Employment and Training, Alandur Road, Guindy, Chennai600032

Tamilnadu. This institute also offering Vocational programs of State

Council for vocational training (SCVT) Ihese two institutes

successfu//y functioning for the past 20 years. Every year more than

o
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500 students are studying in these rnslfutes. lf you have any doubts in

this matter you can write to the competent authoities and ask them to

clarify whether the institutes have got the approval from them. Now,

they use the same land and building and got the approval from you to

conduct Bachelor of Education (B.ED) Programme. But there is no

separate land and building to start new college of education according

to the NCTE regulation 2014. This institute was not fulfill the norms and

standards of NCTE. The institute is not have sufficient land to staft new

B.Ed College. Ihis rnstftute's adjacent propefties are belongs to third

padies. There ,s no s,ngle pies of vacant land belongs to the

management lnstitute. So that is not possib/e to fulfill the sufficient land

norms of NCTE. Then how can they got the approval from you to

staft new B.Ed institute. So the doubt will arise whether they shows

some fabricated documents to get approval from you. The institute is

not h aving proper classrooms, laboratories, infrastructure, in structional

facilities and qualified faculty members. Hence I requesting you to view

this matter seriously and take necessary action against the

management to withdrawal of recognition of Kumaran College of
Education from the academic year 2015-16. We already sent petitions

along with document proof regarding in this matter to Dr.

G.Viswanathan, the Vice -Chancellor, Tamilnadu Teachers Education

University, Chennai, Tamilnadu, but he didn't take any action against

the college .Dr.G.Viswanathan got Rs.20,00,000/- as bribe from

management of the college and leave them to admit the students in to

B.Ed degree course for 2014-15 year This year 2015-16 also

Dr.Viswanathan got Rs.20,00,000/- as bribe from management of the

college and leave them to admit the students into B.Ed degree course.

Now they are publishing advefiisement in leading news papers to admit

the students in vocational courses and B.Ed degree in same campus.

That's why we are forward this petition to you. Herewith we enclosed

the original newspaper as proof . We hope you to view this matter

seriously and take necessary action against the management to

withdraw of recognition of Kumaran College of Education from the

academic year 201 5-16 at your earliest".

The institution has filed court case in WP.No.22782 of 2015 in the Honorable

High Court of Tamilnadu. lt is prayed that

:
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"..this Honb'le court may be pleased to lssue a Writ of Declaration or
any other appropriate writ, order or direction in the nature of a writ of
Declaration declaring C/auses 2(b), 8(1), 8(11), 9, 10 and 11 of National

Council for Teacher Education (Recognition, Norms and Procedure)

Regulations, 2014 and C/auses 1 ,2.1, 3.1, 4.1 ,5.1 ,5.2,6 of Appendix-lV

of National Council for Teacher Education (Recognition, norms and

Procedures) Regulations 2014 as null and void unenforceable, invalid

arbitrary unconstitutional and pass any such fufiher or other order or
orders as this Honb'le Couft may deem fit and proper in the

circumstances of the case and thus render justice".

The SRC in its 292nd meeting held on 29th -30rh September, 2015 considered

the complaint letter dated 07 .07.2015 and advised Southern Regional Office to

Send the complaint to the TNTEU for comments.

The institution addresses a letter 07.08.2015 to the Registrar, TNTEU was

received by SRC on 10.08.2015 along with documents regarding explanation

for action initiated towards non grant of continuation of affiliation for the

academic year 2015-2016 for Kumaran College of Education, Abdullapuram,

Vellore District.grievance.

ln the meantime, a court notice in WP.No. 32707 of 2015 received from

Honb'le High court of judicature at Madras on24.1O.2015. Accordingly, a letter

along with brief of the case was sent to the advocate on 13. 1 1 .201 5. A letter

was received from advocate Shri. K Ramakrishna Reddy on 23.1 1 .2015 with

request to correspond with Mr. P.R Gopinath, regarding WP.No.No.32707 of

201.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter to the Registrar, TNTEU was sent on

17.11.2015. The University has submitted its comments on 27.11.2015 along

with documents. The letter stated as follows.

"..Southern Regional Committee, NCTE, Bangalore has sought the

comments from this university Cin the petition dated 07.07.2015 received from

Shri.K. Saravanan, 260, Tajpuasalai, Arcot,Vellore-632501. As the copy of the

same petition was already received by this University and actions were already

initiated on the said complaint along with two other complaints with the similar

subTecfs, the details of the same are now furnished below.



)

2. Based on the recognition granted to the Kumaran College of Education,

Vellore District by the SRC-NCTE on 21.02.2014, this University has granted a

conditional affiliation for the academic year 2014-2015 alone with three

conditions. Out of three conditions the said college has fuffilled only one but

not fulfilled the remaining two for the past one year.

3. Under the above condition, a complaint dated 01.04.2015 was received in

this office on 05.05.2015 from the'2014-2015 batch B.Ed Students' of the said

college. The copy of the similar complaint sent to the Government of
Tamilnadu by the petitioner was also received in this office through the

Government. The abstract of the complaint is:

a. Kumaran College of education is functioning in the industrial
Training lnstitute (lTl) building and there is no separate land and
buildings for Kumaran College of education.

b. Laboratory and other facilities are meant only for lTl courses
and not for B.Ed degree programme.

c. lnadequate infrastructure for conducting B.Ed degree
programme.

d. Complainant has attached a Photograph as evidences for their
complaint that both the lTl and Kumaran College of Education
are functioning in the same land and building.

4. This universw has lssued show cause notice on 07.05.2015 to the Kumaran

College of Education, Vellore District by enclosing the copy of the complaint to

offer their explanation on the said complaint. ln turn, the said Kumaran College

of Education has submitted their explanation on 13.05.201 5. in which the

Chairman of the said college has attached the copy of the recognition granted

by the NCTE and the copy of the conditional affiliation granted by this

University and stated that they are having recognition from the government of
lndia and affiliation from the Government of Tamilnadu for Kumaran College of
Education in the same land and Buildings. Fufiher stated that the complaints

made in the petition are totally false and requested to c/ose the petition. But,

tater, in the reference 1th cited the same college has agreed that both the

college of education and it is are functioning in the same building. Hence, there

is a contradiction in the explanation offered by the college in different dates.

5. This University has confused a two member's surprise visit commission to

asceftain the factual position of the complaint against the said college.

Accordingly, the surprise visit commission their repoft to the university as
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detailed below

"The management is running two of their institutions in the same

land and building, namely Tamilnadu industrial Training lnstitute and

Tamilaga lndustial School. The management has used the land and

building for the B.Ed degree Programme also. Further, it is observed

that the Kumaran College of Education is lacking the basic

infrastructure facilities including c/ass rooms, laboratories and library

which are essential for running the B.Ed programme.

The inspection commission has enquired in to the complaint lodged

by the B.Ed student of the academic year 2014-2015 and found that the

complaint is true by considering above obseNation s and the inspection

commission suggest the university authorities to initiate suitable action

against the Kumaran College of Education, Vellore District.

6. The copy of the complaint against the said college dated 07.07.2015, on

which the SRC is now seeking comments from this university was received

from Mr.K. Saravanan, 260, Tajpurasalai, Arcot Vellore-632501 on 10.07.2015.

The content of the complaint in the previous petition dated 01.04.2015 and in

the present petition dated 07.07.2015 are almost same. The highlights of the

complaint dated 07.07.201 5 are as follows:

a. Kumaran College of Education is functioning along with two more lTl
institutions approved by NCVT, Guindy in the same building and land.

b. lncluding B.Ed two more institution functioning in the same building and

land, but got approval from the authorities.
c. This institute has not fulfilled the norms and standards of the NCTE,

pafticularly no sufficient land.

d. Doubt raised that the college has got approved by producing fabricated

documents.
e. Request to withdraw recognition from the academic year 2015-16.

f. Petitioner has sfated that the he has already made complaint to the

university, but the university has not taken action by receiving bribe.

7.The allegation of the petitioner, Mr. Saravanan in "6-f' supra that he has

already mad complaint against the said college to this University, but the

University has not taken any action by receiving bribe, is totally false and

fabricated, since the University has not received anu such petition from Mr.

Saravanan priorto his petition dated 07.07.2015 instead, a sysfemallc process

I
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has already been initiated against the said college by this university based on

the petition dated 01 .04.2015 received in this office on 05.05.2015. Actually,

the surprise inspection commission caused inspection at the said college prior

to the petition received from Mr.K.Saravanan Hence, the allegations of
Mr.K.Saravanan that this university has not taken any action by receiving

bribe is utter false, base/ess and motivated.

10.1n response to this University letter dated 08.10.2015, the sard college has

submitted a reply letter dated 23.10.2015, in which, the management has

stated that the NCTE Regulations does not restrict to function college of
Education and lndustrial Training in the same building. The relevant potlion of
their letter reproduced below.

"the NCTE regulations does not forebear or especially restrict the

functioning of other Educational lnstitution of a different programme

being conducted simultaneously in the premises where the B.Ed

Training course are conducted".

Fufther, the said college has not submitted any documents in respect of well

demarcated land used for offering B.Ed degree programmes as given in clause

8@ (ii) ot the NCTE Regulations. But the a copy of the building plan was

submitted. This building plan was signed by the Engineer on 11.07.2007 and

l

168

#6^\,^^,
(S. Sathyanp

Chairman

8. Based on the findings of the surprise inspection commission held on

06.07.02015, the remaining allegations listed above are found to be true.

Furiher,, the news paper cutting in respect of the adveftisement given by the

Kumaran College of Education calling for applications to B,Ed degree
programme and also for admission to various lTl courses in ggteh same
premlses confirmed the above allegation. Apaft from this, the photograph of
the college building clearly confirms that the B.Ed degree programme is being

offered along with lTl courses in the same building and land.

9. Hence, as said college is functioning in the same building where industrial

training are functioning in violation of clause 8(4) (ii) of the NCTEC

Regulations, this University has addressed the Kumaran College of Education,

Vellore District again on 08.10.2015 and requested them to submit the relevant

documents issued by appropriate authorities in respect of land & buildings

used for offering B.Ed degree programme and also land & buildings used for
industrial Training /nstitutes separately.
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the plan was approved by the authority on 13.12.2006. Actually, the society

was registered on 18.07.2011 and the sale deeds for the land was registered

on 13.12.2012. As per the documents produced by the said college, the

building plan was approved by the competent authority before purchasing the

land.

11 . As explained above, the said college is functioning in the building where

the lndustrial Training lnstitute are functioning. Fufther, as the contradictions

existed in the documents submitted by the said college, in respect of date of
registration of Society, date of sale deed for land, date of preparation of
building plan and the date of approval of the plan by the authority, this

University is not able lo process the application of the said college for grant of
continuation of provisional affiliation from the academic year 201 5-16.

12. ln the meantime, the management of the said college has approached the

Honb'le Hiah couft with writ petition No:32707 of 2015 aqainst the Universitv's

letter datect 25 O7 2O1 5 in wh ich thp (:TE new Delhi and SRC /NCTE

Bangalore are 1't and ld respondent respectively. Furlher, the saicl colleqe

has alreadv filed a writ petition no.22782 of 2015 challenginq ceftain c/auses of
new requlations.2114. Both the writ petitions are pendine before the Honb'le

Hiqh coutt Chennai.

Under the above circumstances. it obviouslv appears that the said colleoe is

ot ln tna of TE'
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members inspection committee repoi followed bV the letter dated 23-10.2015

of the said Colleqe. However. this subiect matter is submitted to the

SRC/NCTE to take final decision and based on the final decision of the SRC-

NCTE. the pendinq application of the said colleqe in this Universitv for qrant of
continuation of Provision application will be taken up for disposal.

The SRC in its 297rh meeting held on 27th - 28rh December, 2015 considered

the complaint matter and it has decided as under:

Obtain specific information on the following points:

a. Sy.Nos involved.
b. Area of the land in reference.
c. Does it meet the requirement of the T. E.l

t
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As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 20.01 .2016.

ln the meantime, the complainant has submitted written representation/

(complaint letter) through affidavit on 13.01 .2016 along with relevant

documents.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 299th meeting held on 2O-21s1

January, 2015 and the committee considered the matter and decided that

1. The institution has to submit properly land details. Remind them.

2. Forward a copy of the supplementary complaint to the lnstitution for
comments.

Meantime the institution has submitted a copy of the Court order dated

09J22015 in W.P.No.32707 ol 2015 and M.P.No.1 of 2015 filed by Kumaran

College of Education, Vellore. The court order stated as follows:

The petitioner, which is a Teacher Training lnstitute has come forward

to file this writ petition challenging the order dated 15.07.2015, passed

by the foutlh respondent to show cause as to why appropriate action

shall not be initiated based upon the prime-facie findings mentioned

therein.

2. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and the

learned counsel appearing for the respondents 1 to 4.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that anonymous

complaints have been given by the fifth respondent to the respondents

1 and 2, who in turn directed the foutth respondent to look into the

matter and take appropriate action. After considering the letter of the

fifth respondent dated 07.07.2014, an order was passed by the first

respondent on 28.10.2015 treating the complaint as closed and

therefore, no further action is required in the matter.

4. The learned counsel for the respondents 1 & 2 submifted that after

the letter dated 28.10.2015 another communication has been sent by

335* Meeting ofSRC
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e. Does the Society / College have clear title to the land in

reference.
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the second respondent to the respondents 3 and 4 dated 12.11.2015

seeking comments about the said complaints.

5. The learned counsel for the respondents 3 and 4 submitted that

prima-facie case is made out on the alleged iregularities. He submitted

that the reply given by the petitioner would be considered in a proper

perspective while passing the final order. He fufther submitted that

particulars have been sought for by letter dated 08.10.2015 from the

petitioner in respect of details of land and buildings under use for

offering B.Ed Degree programme, apaft from other documents

peiaining to the lndustrial Training lnstitute.

6 By way of reply, the learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that

Ietter of the respondent dated 08.10.2015 has also been replied on

23.10.201 5 along with the relevant documents.

7. Admiftedly, the order impugned is only a show cause notice and the

petitioner is stated to have given its reply. Thus, it is for the

respondents 3 and 4 to take appropriate decision by considering the

relevant materials. While doing so, the scope and applicability or the

letter of the first respondent dated 28.10,2015 has to be taken into

consideration by the respondents 3 and 4 and also, the communication

of the second respondent dated 12.11 .2015.

8. Accordingly, the respondents 3 and 4 are directed fo pass

appropriate orders after considering the above said correspondences

and other relevant materials if any, within a period of six weeks from the

date of receipt of a copy of this order.

9. The writ petition stands disposed of accordingly, Consequently,

connected Miscellaneous petition is also closed.

No costs.

The SRC in its 301"'meeting held on 05th -06rh February,2016 considered the

court order and noted the matter.

A letter was sent to the institution on 04.02.2016 regarding decision of SRC

299th meeting along with a copy of supplementary complaint. The institution

has submitted its written representation on 17.03.2016 along with documents.
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"1 . ln continuation to the above subiect matter if Ref. (i) communication

calting for explanation enclosing copy of the supplementary complaint

dated 06.01.2016 of Mr.K.Saravanam, I have perused the contents of

the notice and the enclosed text of the letter forwarded by

Mr.K.Saravanan.

2. At the outset, I submit that the contents of the affidavit of

Mr.K.Saravanan is imaginative and exhibits the intent of the individual,

only to tarnish the image of the institute, when the terms of the norms

governing the grant of recognition by the NCTE, and land requirements

has been satlsfied by the Management at the time of making an

application for recognition before the authority.

3. However, on the basis of an anonymous complaint made by one

Mr.K.Saravanan whose existing is unknown to this Management seems

to be make wild and imaginative allegations which do not bear even an

iota of truth which could be inferred by common prudence, pafticulars,

when the management hadtaken sufficient care to comply with the

norms of the NCTE as wel/ as the concerned University to have the

affiliation for administration of the B.Ed Course of study, pursuant to

which recognition of affiliation was grant by the authorities concerned

for the years 2014-2015.

4. An anonymous complaint had been made out presumably by a

competitor of the B.Ed College of Education by using a fictitious name

and address, onty to create a doubt and disturb the process of

conditional affiliation and the recognition enioyed by the Management.

/, ls seen from the contents of the affidavit that the said complaint

contains all wrong information which are thoroughly imaginative and

bereft of an element of truth.

5. We kindly inform the authority that the affidavits made by

K.Saravanan were not notarized. Also the proof of the return of speed

posl sent to K.saravanan ls enclosed for your kind understanding that

there is no such person.

6. We kindly inform that NCTE head quarters, New Delhi was closed

the comptaint made by K.Saravanan. The closing letter givenby NCTE

head quafiers is again enclosed herewith for your kind understanding.
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7. All of sudden, now I received a copy of complaint on dated
06.01.2016 in the name of one K.Saranavan in the mode of affidavit to
your authority calling for acting to the complaint made then.

8. As I have lodged a complaint against the letter which had been made

in a fictitious person named K.SaravananinArcot Taluk police station on

04.03.2016 which is under investigation for fufther criminal action under

the provisions of law.

Hence, the same is prayed to be ignored and the authorities may grant

the benefit of appropriate consideration on the basls of the explanation

made by the authority at the time of grant of approval.

So, I humbly request the honorable authority not proceed further in the

matter on the basls of the false contents said affidavit."

The SRC in its 3091h meeting held on 12th -14th April, 2016 considered the

institution reply and it has decided thal "Please ask the institution to
sDecificallv reDlv to the oueries ed in SRC letter dated 20.01.2016".

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on

20.05.2016.

ln the meantime, the complainant (Shri K. Saravanan) has submitted written

representation along with original affidavit of Rs.20- and relevant documents

The affidavit stating as follows:

",....Now I enclosed herewith an true copy of fhe sa/e deed No:

14882/2012, 14884/2012, parent sale deed No. 46/1996, copy of the
encumbrance ceftificate as proof of fabricated sale deed of Kumaran
College of Education. Here I came to mention the following
deficiencies also you have to take in to the count to withdrawal of
recognition of Kumaran College of Education from the academic year
2015-16.

1. ln the true Copy of the sa/e deed A/o.46/1996, page No. 2 row No: 1

fo 6 says the sale deed executed on 15.03.1996 between 1) K.
Thamilarasi, WO, N. Krishnamoodhy residing at 3/316, maraimalai
adigal street, Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Town Extension, Vellore
District and 2) C. Arjunan, s/o CHINNAPPA (late) residing at
Pillaiyar Koil street, Shenbakkam Village, Vellore District. Page No.

335th Meetind of SRC
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3 row no. 1 to 7 says C. Arjunan lyas sord his propedy to K.
Thamilarasi Sy.No. 309/13 extent 0.11.1/4 cents (or) 490i sq.ft)
(or)455.68 sq.rnts. So K. Thamilarasi purchased Sy.No. 509/13
extent 0,11.1/4 cents (or) 49O5 sq.ft (or) 455,68 sq.mts only by
means of sale deed 46/1996/

2. ln the true copy of the sare deed Aro. 14882/2012 page no. 2, para 1

& 2 says the sale deed executed on 13th day of December 2012
(13.12.2012) between 1) K. Thamilarasi,, WO, N, Krishnamoofthy
residing at 535, maraimalai adigal street, Gandhinagar East,
Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District and 2) Sarabar Educational Trust
represented by its founder and chairman K. Ezhil Mohan Raj S/o
N. Krishnamoorthy residing at 535, maraimalai adigal street,
Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District in this deed page
no. 5 Schedule of Propefty K. Thamilarasi was sord her entire
property Sy.No. 309/13 extent 0.11.1/4 cents (or) 4905 sq.ft (or)
455.68 sq.mtr which she was purchased from C. Arjunan by a sale
deed 46/1996. So sfe doesn't have single cent of land in her hand.

3. On the same day 13h day of December, 2012 (13.12.2012) one
more sale deed No. 1488/U2012, page No. 2, para 1 & 2 was
executed between 1) K. Thamilarasi, WO, N. Krishnamoofthy
residing at. 535, maraimalai adigal street, Gandhinagar East,
Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District and 2) Sarabar Educational Trust
represented by its founder and chairman K. Ezhil Mohan Raj S/o N.
Krishnamoorthy residing at 535, Maraimalai adigal street,
Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District, in this deed
page no:8 Schedule of ProperA K. Thamilarasi was sold her
propefiy Sy.No. 309/13 extetn 0.21 (or) 9156 sq.ft (or) 850.61
sq.mts here she said in the same deed No. 1488tU2012 page no. 4
para 2 she selling the property which purchased from C. Arjunan
by sale daed dated 21.12.1995 registered as documents NO. 46/
1996 of Bookl, on 15.03.1996 in the office of the District registrar,
Vellore. K. Thamilarasi was sord her entire propedy sy.no. 309/13
extent of 0.11.1/4 cents (or) 4905 sq.ft (or) 455.68 sq.mtr which she
was purchased from C. Arjunan by a sale deed 46/ 1996. So she
doesn'f have single cent of land in her hand then how she can
ahle to sale another 0.21 (or) 9156 sq.ft (or) 850.61 sq.mtr in the
same Sy./Vo. 309/13 shown sarne sare deed 46/1996 as parent
document.

4. Hence in view of the above its clearly sfates flrat sale deed No.
14884/2012 dated 13.12.2012 was fabricated one. lf u want to

{*m^,
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clarity, you can write to the District Registrar, District Registrar
Office, Veppamara Strect, Velappadi, Vellore Dt-632004. He will tell
you the truth about the sale deed.

5. Here the management fails to fulfill the land requirement as per
the NCTE regulation 2014 for Kumaran College of Education. So
how can they able to show separale land for 1) Tamilga lTC, 2)
Tamilaga lndustrial School which is running in tha same land and
building.

6. The Kumaran College of Education and the tamilaga ITC institutes
are publishing combined advertisement in the daily news papers
to admit lhe students for this academic year 2016-17. So they
accept themselves the both institules are running in the same land
and building. I request you don't allow the management to admit
the students in Kumaran College of Education in to B.Ed degree
program for this academic year 2016-17. Herewith I enclosed the
adveftisement new paper as proof.

The above said information is clearlv stated that the manaoement was
cheated the NCTE and TNTEU to oet aDDro I to stad new B.Ed
deoree orooram in the name of Kumaran Colleqe of Education. Hence
I reouest vou to stop fhe admission and withdraw the recoqnition of
Kumaran Coll of Educ ation from the academic vear 2016-17.

The SRC in its 3'l5th meeting held on 17th-181h June, 2016 the deferred the
matter

Meantime, in response to this office letter dated 20.05.2016 the institution has

submitted its reply on 21 .06.2016.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 320th Meeting held during 'l6th to
17th November, 2016 considered the matter, reply of the institution to this

7. I was sent a complaint petition on 19,05.2016 to 1) the District
Collector, Vel lote Distri ct Collector Offi c e, Sathuvachari, Vello re-
632009. 2) the District Registrar, District Register office,
Veppamara Street, Velappadi, Vellore Dt.-632004 to verify the
grounds of registered sale deed No. 1488tU2012 and also I asked
them take necessa(y action as per law. That petition is under
processing with above two officers.
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office letter dated 20.05.2016 and decided as under:-

Put up in the next meeting with allegation wise comments .

As per the decision of SRC , the reply submitted by the institution to the

queries raised in SRC letter dated 20.01.2016 is detailed as under :-

sl. Oueries
raised in

SRC letter

dated

20.0'1.201

6.

Remarks

No

1 Sy.Nos

involved.

Our details against your queries

like survey numbers involved, area

of the land in reference are given

below for your understandings.

The following
documents

submitted by

institution

land

are

the

Area of
land in

reference

Docu

ment

No. &

Date

Surve Total

area in
Sq.Mts

Register
ed

certified
copy of
the Land

documen

Submitte

dyNo

14882t

2012

309/13

82

455.68

Sq.Mts

2 14883/

2012

309t12

E

567.07

Sq.Mts

Type of
title deed
i.e. sale
deed/lea
se deed
(Govt.

/Pvt.)/glft
deed

a) Sale

deed

b) Sale

deed

c) Sale

deed

d) Sale

deed

3 14558t

2012

309t12

o
648.08

Sq.Mts

4 1884t2

012

309/1 3 850.6'l

Sq.Mts

Total 2521.44

Sq.Mts

Date of
registrati
on of
land

al 13.12.

2012

bl 13.12.

2012

cl 13.12.

20'12

dl 13.12.

2012

)

O
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Reply of the institution

2. st.

No.

1
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Land

registere
d in the
name of

Sy.No.s a) 309/

120

b) 309/

13

c) 309i

12E
d) 309/

l3
(old),

309/

1382

location Melamon

avoor
Village

)

Extent of
land

a)648.08

sq.mtrs

b)850.61

sq.mtrs
c)567 .07

sq.mtrs

d)455.68s
q.mtrs

a) Sarab
at
Educa
tional
Trust

b) Sarab
ar
Educa
tional
Trust

c) Sarab
at
Educa
tional
Trust

d) Sarab
ar
Educa
tional
Trust
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Total 2521.M

sq.mtrs

Change of land use

certificate

lssued

by

Tahsildha

r , Vellore

Date 18.12.201

2

Sy.No.s 309t12D,

309/13

309112

E,309/13

(old),309/

13E2

2521.44

sq.mtrs

Locatio

n

Melmona

voor

Village,

Vellore,T

ailnadu

Purpos

e

Non

agricultur

al

purpose

Yes,As per

Regulations, 2014,

the institution must

have a site area of
2500 sq.mtrs for
offering the B.Ed

Does it
meet the

requireme

nt of the
T.E.I

)

Extent



course

4 ls it
clearly

earmarke

d for the

B.Ed
programm

e

The institution has

submitted a copy of
the FMB Sketch

highlighting the

sy,No.s specified

above as

earmarked area .

The institution vide

its letter dated

20.06.2016 has

stated that it is for
B.Ed programme.

5 Does the

Society /
College

have clear

title to the

land in

reference,

The institution has
submitted 4 sale
deeds executed in
favour of Sarabar
Educational Trust

following is observed from the file :

The complaint of Shri. Saravanan received 07.07.2015 was addressed to the

Chairperson NCTE, and copies to SRC,NCTE and TNTEU

(a) The institution has submitted a letter dated 12.11 .2015 of NCTE-Hqrs

ressed to the institution in respect of the complaint of

K.Saravanan stating as under :-

" I am directed to refer to your letter mentioned under reference at

, (i) on the above subject and to inform that the reply furnished

u in respect of this complaint is tenable and
as closedat fhis sfageHence , this complaint is treated

no further action is required in the matter."

)
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(b) TNTEU in its reply to this office letter dated 17.11.2015 has stated that

it obviously appears that the said college is not

functioning in accordance with the Clause 8(4) (ii) of the NCTE's

Regulations, 2014, since both the Kumaran College of Education

and fiio more lTl institutions are functioning in the same building

as per the two members inspection committee repofi followed by

the letter dated 23.10.2015 of the said College. However, this

subject matter is submitted to the SRC/NCTE to take final

decision and hased on the final decision of the SRC-NCTE, the

pending application of the said college in this University for grant

of continuation of Provision application will be taken up for
disposal.

(2) The complainant vide his letter on affidavit dated 05.01.2016 has

alleged as under in respect of the two sale deeds dated 13J2.2012 executed

in Sy.No. 309/13 between the same vendor and Vendee :-I

n
<f +/'-LrOr^
(S. Sathyanl

Chairmari

On the same day 13u day of December, 2012 (13.12.2o12) one

more sale deed No. 14881U2012, page No. 2, para 1 & 2 was

executed between 1) K. Thamilarasi, WO, N. Krishnamoorthy

residing at. 535, maraimalai adigal street, Gandhinagar East,

Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District and 2) Sarabar Educational Trust

represented by its founder and chairman K. Ezhil Mohan Rai S/o

N. Krishnamoorthy residing at 535, Maraimalai adigal street,

Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District, in this deed

page no:8 Schedule of Prcperly K. Thamilarasi was sold her

property Sy.No. 309/13 extetn 0.21 (or) 9156 sq.ft (or) 850.61

sq.mts here she said in the same deed No. 14884/2012 page no. 4

para 2 she selling the property which purchased from C. Ariunan

by sale deed dated 21.12.1995 registered as documents NO.46/

1996 of Bookl, on 15.03.1996 in the office of the District registrar,

Vellore. K. Thamilarasi was sold her entire properTy sy.no. 309/13

extent of 0.11.1/4 cents (or) 4905 sq.ft (or) 455.68 sq.mtr which

she was purchased from C. Arjunan by a sale deed 46/ ,996. S9
she doesr't have sinole cent of land in her hand then how she

can able to sale another 0,21 (or) 9156 so.ft (o 850.61 sq.mtr in

the same Sv.No. 309/13 shown same sale deed 46/1996 as parent
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Note :- The main allegation of the complainant is about fulfillment of land
requirement as per NCTE regulations 2014 as the institution is
running Tamilga ITG and Tamilaga lndustrial school in the same
land and building .

The Committee considered the above matter and asked SRO to put up the

matter tomorrow.

document.

Bharathiar

University,

Coimbatore,

Tamilnadu

APS0I294

M,P.Ed

l Unit

Bharathiar University, Department of Physical Education, Maruthamalai
Road, Coimbatore-641046, Tamil Nadu submitted an application to the
Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition for M.p.Ed
course of Two years duration from the academic session 2005-06 with an
annual intake of 30 students.

The institution was granted recognition on'13.07.2005 with a condition to shift
to its own premtses within three years from the date of recognition (in case the
course is started in temporary premises).

Two RTI applications were received from Ms. G. Hemalatha, Advocate on
14.O7 .2014. RTI reply was sent to Ms. G. Hemalatha on 18.08.2014.

A complaint dated 09.09.2014 from Ms. G. Hemalatha was received by SRC
on 11.09.2014 regarding appointment of Dr.K.Murugavel, Bharathiar University

- Professor /Director in Physical Education in the year 2008 - Violation of
NCTE / UGC norms by Bharathiar University-Coimbatore - Tamil Nadu -
Lodging complaint.

Again, another complaint dated 09.09.2014 from Dr. B. Navaneethan, Director
of Physical Education, PSG College of Arts & Science, Coimbatore was
received by SRC on 12.09.2014 regarding Dr.K.Murugavel's Appointment as
Professor/Director in the year 2008-Violation of NCTE norms.

Letters were sent to Dr. B. Navaneethan and Ms.G.Hemalatha on 23.09.2014
for veracity of the complaint letter asking them to submit an affidavit and
information.

An affidavit was received by SRC on 07.10.2014 from Dr. B. Navaneethan
stating as follows:-

The brief facts are that in response to an adve nt issued in
2007 staked Dr.K.M ointed as

a
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Professor/Director in the vear 2008 in Bharathiar University

Dr. K.Muruqavel's appointment was contrary to statutory rules as he did
not have the requisite qualifications as prescribed bv NCTE/UGC
norms.

VIOLATION OF RULES & REGULATIONS WHILE APPOINTING,
DR.K.MURUGAVEL AS A PROFESSOR/DIRECTOR IN THE
DEPARTI/ENT OF PHYSICAL EDUCATION IN BHARATHIAR
UNIVERSITY (FOR THE PROFESSOR POST).

a) h tn

experience 10 vears) in a traininq college (NCTE norms 2007)

b) He had no experience in Research at the
AvvanadrJanakiammal Colleqe of AtTs & Science. Sivakasi.

i. He worked as a Lecturer in B.Sc Phvsical Education.
Health Education and Sporls in Afts & Science Colleqe.
(His experience as a UG Lecturer from 19.12.1990 to

23.04.2008. 17 vears and 4 months)

ri. B.Sc Phvsical Education is not a professional deeree like

c)

B.P.Ed and M.P.Ed
He was not an eminent Scholar with published work of hiqh
qualitv.

i. He received his quide ship approval in the vear 2009 at
Madurai Kamarai Uni itv (Please Refer RTI

information)

Based on the above facts how come an individual who has
cheated/violated the norms and the Universitv, NCTE and UGC who is
still working, eniovinq and holdinq two kev individual posts as on post

as P rofe ssor/D i rector.

ln view of these facts, I brinq to vour kind attention that his
appointment as Professor/Director in a universitv was contrary to

a

L82

t\
f+"--l ,10.^^-,'

(S. Sathyary{)

Chairmah

d) He had no exr:erience in Research at the Universitv/Colleoe of
Phvsical Education (Bv ouidino M.P.Ed.. M.Phil and Ph.D)

i. Before ioininq in Bharathiar Universitv he had no
experience in Research.

e) He had no sufficient experience in Post Graduate (PG) teachinq
(5 vears minimum PG Teachino Experience) as per UGC
norms.
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i. RTI ouest.ion No.1 FromAvvandar Janaki Ammal Colleqe of Atts
& Sclence. Sivakasi. Tamiln u. Reyea/s that his previous

exoerience onlv 17 vears and 4 months
ii. RTI Question No.2 Reveals tha he had onlv UG exr:erience 17

vears and 4 months.
iii. RTI Question No.7 Reveals that he did not have Research

Experience.
iv. RTI Question No.12 Reveals that B.Sc Phvsical Education

course is not a fesslona/ course

RTI QUESTIONS AND ANSWER FROM BHARATHIAR UNIVERSITY

t

183

fuo*

statutoru rules of NCTUUGC norms.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS FOR THE POST OF DIRECTOR OF
PHYSICAL EDUCATION AND SPORTS IN A UNIVERSITY (AS PER
UGC NORMS)

a. Experience of at least 10 vears as Universitv Deputv Director of
Phvsical Education (or)

b. 15 vears as Universitv Assistant Director of Phvsical Education
(Selection Grade) or

c. 15 vears as colleqe Director of Phvsical Education (Selection

Grade)
d. Evidence of orqanizinq competitions and conductino coachinq

camps of at least two weeks duration.
e. Evidence of havinq produced oood peiormance teams/athletes

for competitions like State/National/lnter Universitv/Combined
Universitv etc.

f. Candidates has to complete 12 minutes RuntWalk test norms as
prescribed bv the UGC.

VIOLATION OF RULES & REGULATIONS WHILE APPOINTING
DR.K.MURUGAVEL AS A PROFESSOR/DIRECTOR IN THE
DEPARTMENT OF PHYSICAL EDUCATION, BHARATHIAR
UNIVERSITY IN THE YEAR 2008,

i. Dr.K.Murugavel is not having 10 years of experience as
University Deputy Director of Physical Education.

ii. Dr.K.Murugavel is not having 15 years of experience as
University Assistant Director of Physical Education (Selection
Grade)

iii. Dr.K.Murugavel is not having 15 years as college Director of
Physical Education (Selection Grade) experience.

FURTHER:-
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RTI Question No: (8) a Reveals that he did not have PG
Teacher Experience (Ten Years).

lf the authoritie .s 's not takino action aoa inst Dr.K.Mu ruoavel
Professor/Director. We will file a case in the Hioh Couft aoainst the
competent authorities

He submitted the following documents along with affidavit :-

1. Photocopy of letter dated 09.01.2009 addressed to the Principal,
A.N.J.A. College, Sivakasi issued by Madurai Kamaraj University.

2. Photocopies of letters dated 06.03.2014, 12.06.2014 addressed to
Ms.G.Hemalatha issued by Public lnformation Officer, Bharathiar
University.

3. Photocopy of Proceedings of Recruitment of Faculty Positions dated
12.01.2OO8 issued by Bharathiar University

4. Photocopies of U.G.C. Notification on revision of Pay scales, minimum
qualification for Appointments of Teachers.

5. Photocopies of NCTE norms 2007 Appendix -9.

6. Photocopy of letter addressed to The Vice-Chancellor, Bharathiar
University, Coimbatore-641046 dated 10.07.2014 issued by Under
Secretary, UGC, Bahadur Shah Zafar ftilarg, New Delhi.

7. Photocopy of letter to Under Secretary, UGC, dated 14.07.2014 issued
by MHRD, Department of Higher Education.

The NCTE-Hqrs sent a letter to PlO, SRC, NCTE dated 18123.09.2014
received by SRC on 07.10.2014 regarding information sought by
Ms.G.Hemalatha, Coimbatore under RTI Act, 2005.

This office was in receipt of complaint from Sri.K.Sudhakar against
Dr.K.Murugavel, Bharathiar University on 16.10.2014 along with original
affidavits on the same matter as stated above.

a
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Thouah the facts stated supra was brouaht to the universitv
authorities on several occasions, Dr.KMuruqavel is continuino in the
said post and no action whatsoever has been taken till date in this
reqards. This would set a bad precedent in fututr appointments and
lead to complex situation. No preiudice would be caused to
Dr.KMuruoavel if he is removed from the said post. as admittedlv he did
not possess the reouisite qualifications.

This at anv rate requires action and removal from the post

occupied bv Dr.K.Muruqavel for the betterment of Phvsical Education
f iel d &B h a rath iar U n iv ersitv.



335th Meetino of SRC

77a, -72* April, 2077

The SRC in its 274'h meeting held on 3oth 31"1 october,2014 considered the

complaint letter dated 09.09.2014 from Ms.Hemalatha& another complaint
letter dated 07.10.2014 from Dr. B. Navaneethan, and advised Southern

Regional Office to ask for University's comments.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the University on

09.12.2014.

NCTE Hqrs in its letter dated 16.01.2015121 .01 .2015 enclosed a copy of
W.P.No.32299/2014 filed by Dr. B. Navaneethan, Director of Physical Education

PSG College of Arts and Science Vs. NCTE and others before the High court

of Madras received by SRC on 27 .01.2015.

A letter was addressed to Shri. K.Ramakrishna Reddy, Advocate

03.02.2015 to defend the case.

Again a complaint letter was received from Dr.B.Navaneethan, Director of
Physical Education PSG College of Arts and Science on 27.01 .2015 against

appointment of Dr.K.Murugavel as Professor /Director of Physical

EducationBharathiar U niversity.

A letter dated 02.02.2015was received from Shri.K.Sudhakar on 05.02.2015
regarding Dr.K.Murugavel, Professor /Director- Bharathiar University

Coimbatore, Tamilnadu-Violation of appointment.

This office was in receipt of complaint on violation of UGC /NCTE norms while

appointing Dr.K. Murugavel as professor /Director of physical education,

Bharathiar University received on 1 4.02.201 5.

A Reminder was sent to Bahrathiar University on 18.02.201 5 to submit their

comments on the complaint.

The SRC in its 281"t meeting held on 19th February,2015 considered the

matter, and advised Southern Regional Office to put up after 3'd ftilarch, 2015.

This office was in receipt of complaint on violation of norms in the appointment

of professor /Director of physical education, Dr. K. [t/lurugavel as Bharathiar

University Coimbatore, Tamilnadu remarks submitted from Dr. B. Navaneethan,

Ph. D., Director of Physical Education PSG College of Arts and Science,

received by SRC on 09.03.2015.

ln the meantime, NCTE Hqrs forwarded a copy of complaint dated 09.09.2014

by Ms. G .Hemalatha, Advocate & Notary Public R/o1644 Avinashi Road, Hope

College, Peelamedu, District-Coimbatore, Tamilnadu against Bharthiyar

University, Coimbatore, Tamilnadu received by QBCpl2Q 03.2015

on
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The SRC in rts 284th meeting held on ogth -1oth April 2015 considered the
matter and decided as under:

1. The complaints are against the V.C. about alleged irregular
appointments made by him. They may, therefore, be sent to the State
Govt. of Tamilnadu for appropriate action.

2. NCTE (HQrs) may be informed accordingly.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to NCTE-Hqrs on
12.05.2015.The Bharathiar University submitted its written representation
dated 17.07 .2015, received by SRC on 24.07 .2015 stated as follows:

"l am, by direction to inform you that the complaints made by the following
people are completely irrelevant to the facts that they claim.

I Ms. Hemalatha, Advocate & Notary Public, Peelamedu,
Coimbatore
Dr.B. Navneethan, Director of Physical Education, PSG
College of Aris & Sclence, Coimbatore &

Mr.K. Sudhakar, Gold Wins, Coimbatoreilt

They are claiming that this university did not follow the NCTE Norms 2007
in the appointment of Director/Professor in the depaftment of Physical
Education in this University.

The NCTE Norms 2007 was not in enactment when this university called
for the post of Director/Prof6ssor in the department of Physical Education.
This University released the adveftisement for the above said post on
03.10.2007 on leading daily News Papers vide E1/207/1 3098-1 7A.

It is to be noted that the NCTE norms 2007 was not in enactment during
03.10.2007, The National Council for Teacher Education (Recognition

Norms & Procedure) Regulations, 2007 was published in the Gazette of
lndia : extra ordinary, Part-lll Section -tV on Monday the 1dh December
2007, almost months after the release of the adveftisement.

ln the notification released by the NCTE on 2lh November, 2007 in this
regard, it has been a/so staled as below, under the S.No.1->"Shoft Title

and Commencement that:

"They shall come into force with effect from the date of their
publication in the official Gazette"

The copy of the above said Gazette Notification ,s enclosed for your
perusal (Annexurel).
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The adveftisement was released for the post of Director/Professor of
Physical Education on 03. 1 0. 2007 vide adveftisement No. E1 /2007/1 3098-
17A and in the instructions to the candidates who wish to apply for the post

of Professor/ Director the qualified criteria was given as below:

"An eminent scholar with published work of high quality, actively

engaged in research, with

10 years of experience in postgraduate teaching and /or

experience in research at the University / National Level

lnstructions, including experience of guiding research at

doctoral level.

OR

An outstanding scholar with established reputation who has

made significant contribution to the knowledge.

ln exceptional cases, the teachers with 15 years of UGC

Teaching/ research experience could also be considered".

The candidates whoever satisfied the above conditions had been declared
eligible by the Scrutiny Committee was called for the interview, the

committee had shortlisted the present Director/ Professor too.

The adveftisement and its related instructions & qualification criteria have

been also approved by the Syndicate in its meeting held on 04.10.2007
under other items as fol/ows:

"13. The adveftisement issued for filling up faculty positions was

reported and the same was acepoted. The vice-chancellor was

authorized to constitute appropriate selection committees for the

same. Fufther permitted to conduct interviews through video

conferencing for foreign applicants"

NCTE Norms under 4.3, Terms and conditions a/so sfates fhat:

"The appointment shall be made on the basls of
recommendation of the selection committees constituted as per

the policy of the central/concerned State Government /
Affiliating University/Board whichever is applicable"

The interview committee hetd on 04th January 2008 considered of the Vice-

Chancellor of Bharathiar University, Nominee of the Chancellor-Governor,

HOD, Dean and three academic expefts nominated by the Syndicate from

among the panel who were expefts in the subject in the positions of Dean,

r87
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HOD, Directors of the various Universities completely examined his
application, himself through the interview, other credentials and identified
Dr.K.Murugavel as suitable and recommended him for the appointment as
Professor/Director in the depaftment of Physical Education and the same
has been approved by the Syndicate.

These are the facts assoc/afed with the complaints agamsf the appointment
of Dr.K.Murugavel as Director/ Professor m the University.

The SRC in its 292nd meeting held on 29th-3oth September, 2015 considered
the matter and decided as under:

Any appointment has to be w.r.t. currently notified qualifications
and not w.r.t. the qualifications cited in the advertisement. The
University's stand in this case is not correct. They may be asked
to rectify the mistake.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the University on 27 .11.2015.
The University submitted its written representation on 25.06.2016 stated as
under:

"With references fo the above, I am by direction, to inform you
that, a coutt case is pending vide WP.No. 32299 of 2014 filed by
Dr. B. Navaneethan, Director of Physical Education, PSG College
of Arts and Science, Coimbatore in the Honb'le High CourT of
Judicature at Madras in connection with the appointment of
Professor/Director of the Department of Physical Educalion in this
University.

It is not feasible to take any fufther action till the outcome of the
judgment of end of the couft case, Since the entire maller is under
judicial consideration as per the above Writ petition.

This is for your kind information".

The SRC in its 324th meeting held on 07rh - 08th December 2016, and the

committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. There is no official communication either from the Court or
from our Lawyer about any petition filed. There is also no

'stay' order of the court. We can not go only by a letter
received from the University.

2. lssue a Show Cause Notice to the University to comply with our
order to rectify the mistake as decided,
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As per the decision of SRC, a show cause notice issued to the University on

22.12.2016 and the University has submitted reply on 13.01.2017 and stating as

under:-

"l bring to your kind notica that there is no sucl] posf as the principal of the

Bharathiar University. lt is therefore not clear as to whether the show cause

notice is intended for Dr. K. murugavel or to the proper person if necessary later

after the disposal of the writ petition NO.32299 of 2014. lt may be noted that no

final orders have been passed on the said writ petition. The said writ petition has

been filed by Dr. Navaneethan and National Council for Teacher education has

been impleaded as the third respondent. From your Show Council Notice, it
transpires that you have also engaged your counsel Sri. K.Ramakrishna Reddy.

The Vice-Chancellor of Bharathiar University is the foufth respondent and the

Registrar is the fifth respondent. Dr. Murugavel is the sixth respondent. The

matter is sub-judice. The above said writ is quowarranto, with a prayer seeking
permission of the court, namely the Hon'ble High Court to issue a Show Cause

Notice. While so, ,ssu,ng of Show Cause Notice at this iuncture by you is
premature. The pafties to the writ petition will have to wait for the result of the

case.

I therefore, request you to kindly close fhis Show Cause Notice for the present

and await the decision of the Hon'ble High Couft of Judicature at Madras, as

and as when necessary. A detailed reply will be senf to you depending on the

outcome of the writ petition."

The Committee considered the above matter and asked SRO to put up the

matter tomorrow.

)

SRC-NCTE granted recognition for offering B.Ed course to St. Mary's
Education, Sarpavaram, Kakinada, East Godavari District-533005, Andhra
Pradesh on 21.07.2000.

On 31.12.2014,|etters were sent to all existing institutions regarding notification of new

Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised norms

and standards before 31.'10.2015.

The institution has submitted affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 160 on

10.02.2015.

Accordingly, revised order was issued to the institution on 12.05.2015 with a condition

that the institution has to submit revalidated Fixed Deposited Receipts towards

Endowment and Reserve Funds in a joint account with the SRC before 30 June, 2015.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 30.06.2015 along with some

documents& photo copy of FDR'S of Rs. 5 Lakhs, 5 Lakhs, 5 Lakhs, 3 lakhs & 2 Lakhs.

A court notice has received from the Hon'ble Hi

College ot

h Court of H derabad in W.P.No

35

St. Mary's College of

Education, East

Godavari, Andhra

Pradesh

B.Ed

3 Units
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39167 of 2015 regarding appear before Court on 23.12.2015 at 10.30 a.m.

Accordingly, a letter was issued to the advocate on 22j2.2015 along with the brief of
the institution to appear before the Court on 23.12.2015 and defend the case.

Now, a Court order received from the Hon'ble High Court of Hyderabad in W.P.No

39167 of 20'15 stated as follows:

Order:

"There shall be interim directions directing the respondents 2 & 3 to dispose of
the representations dated 29.05.20't5 and 19.08.2015 submitted by the petitioners

within four weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order".

The SRC in its 299rh meeting held on 20'h - 21"r January, 2016 the committee

considered the matter and decided as "Noted".

Now, the institution has submitted its written representation on 09.01.2017 stating as

follows:

"With reference cited above 1 and 2 we have been submitted a requast
letter regarding the struggle of 50 students intake i.e. 1 Unit in the place

of 150 students i.e. 3 basic unit of St. Mary's College of Education,
Sarpavaram, Kakinada, Andhra Pradesh. we have made number of times
conversations on telephone also. Since that time we had been requesting
the same orders from you.

So far we don't have any admissions in B.Ed during the academic year

2016-17 to our college. Strictly we are bringing this to your notice, due to
fhe issued orders 150 intake by you. This is a hurdle to us instead of
110intake. Kindly issue orders for single unit i.e, 1ointake. Respected
Registrar of Adikavi Nannaya University has been insisting to bring the
orders of 50 intake from you for your information, And also putting high
pressure in this issue (Orders by you 50 intake) to bring the orders of the
intako 50 i.e. 1 unit, Hence, we humble request you for tha issue of above
said orders at your kind earliest pursuance."

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

This is a RPRO case.

They have B.Ed. with an intake capacity of 3 basic units. Now, they

want to reduce from 3 units to 1 unit.

Their request is accepted,

Withdraw recognition for B.Ed.(2 units) w.e.f.2016-17.

We have to ensure that the B.Ed.(l unit) will be fully in accordance

with 2014 Regulations.

Obtain all relevant documents and process for issuing a fresh FR

1

)

3

4
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under the 2014 Regulation. This will include the latest approved

Faculty list.

36.

)

Hindu College of

Education, Guntur,

Andhra Pradesh

APS08756

B.Ed

2 Units

Hindu College & High Schools council, Guntur District, Andhra Pradesh
submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of
recognition for conducting B.Ed course of one year from the academic session 2008-

2009 with an annual intake of 100 students and was granted recognition on

20.10.2008

On 27 .10.2014, a letter dated 25.09.2014 is received by this office from the Registrar,

Acharya Nagarjuna University, Nagarjunanagar-522510 enclosing a staff list

approved for the institution for the academic year 2013-2014 stating that:-

"The University has verified from the records maintained by the aforesaid College

found that the teaching staff members as shourn in the enclosed list with qualifications

shown against the names for B.Ed course for the Academic year 2013-14 are now
working in Hindu College of Education, Opp. Sri Venkateshwara Vignana

Mandiram Main Road, Guntur Distrist-522003, Andhra Pradesh."

It was observed from the staff list that:

1 . Lecturer in Telugu and English have crossed age of superannuation

2. Lecturer in fine Ads is not appointed

The SRC in its 275th meeting held during l"tto 2nd December,2O14 considered the

matter and decided to defer for consideration with respect to new Regulations that are

being notified by the NCTE-Hqrs, further advised SRO to put up in the next meeting.

ln the mean time on 22.01.2015, an affidavit is received from the institution

expressing adherence to Regulations, 2014.

The SRC in its 284rh meeting held on 09th - 1Orh April, 2015 considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. Asst. Prof (Telugu) and Asst. Prof (Eng) have crossed the superannuation

age.

2. Asst. Prof (Atts) not appointed."
3. /ssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

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

28.04.2015. The institution has submitted reply to the notice on 1 1 .05.2015.

The institution had submitted an affidavit expressing willingness towards adherence to

Regulations, 2014. Accordingly, revised recognition order was issued to the institution

on 26.05.2015 with an intake of two units of 50 students each with a condation that the

institution has not maintained/revalidated the Fixed Deposited Receipts towards

Endowment and Reserve Funds. lt is also found that a Show Cause Notice was
issued to the institution on 28.04.2015 and institution has submitted a reply on

(s
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'1 1.05.2015. The revised order is issued subject to the decision of the Committee with
respect to the reply submitted by the institution on 1 1.05.2015.

The SRC in its 290rh meeting held on lorh & 11th July,2015 considered the show
cause notice reply and decided as under:

The rectification of deficiency in the Faculty list cited is not acceptable.
The appointments shown are not in accordance with the 2014
Regulations, which do not admit of re-employment that are not in
conformity with the State Policy on the subiect.

Accordingly, a letter was issued to the institution on 14.09.2015. The institution has
submitted its written representation on 01 .10.2015

The SRC in its 2971h meeting held on 27'h - 28'h December, 2015, considered the
matter and decided as under:

"Reply to our SCN is satisfactory; and is accordingly accepted. C/ose lfre
case. "

The institution has submitted documents as per revised order on 1 1 .09.2015.

The SRC in its 314rh meeting held on 27rh to 28th May 2016, decided as under:

"For cases of B.Ed (2 Units) in the existing institution, where RPRO, has
been issued, we have fo 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 iss{red w.e.f. 2016-17 to enable
them to make admission 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 completed for
placing them before the SRC, to save time, W lnspections can
straightaway be ordered. W lnspection Repod can be considered along
with examination of the documents.

Regional Director is authorized to initiate action accordlngly. The
institution concerned may be alerted about such action so that they wi
be prepared to receive the Visiting Teams, They may also be advised to
keep in readiness latest approved Faculty Llsts for Submlsslon to the
l/l|s."

As per the decision of SRC lnspection intimation was sent to the institution on
14.06.20'16.

The institution has submitted processing fees on 19.07.20'16 of Rs. 1,50,000/- DD

bearing no. 177023, daled 15.07.2016.
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Now, the lnstitution has submitted return representation on 07.03.2017. lt stated as

under:

"We have addressed a letler under reference no.2 requesting you to
accord permission to have 1 basic unit consisting 50 students i.e. 38

students through "A" category and 12 students through "8" category
from 2017-19 batch admission to our B.Ed. College, We also sent a mail
to Mr. Satishprakash Shukla Who is one of the inspectlon committee
members informing him that we are switching over to 1 basic unit and
that we already addressed a letter to you in this regard and that there is
io need to have inspection of the college. We have also enquired the
status of our letter in the office and came to know that a decision will be
taken after placing our lelter before the committee meeting of NCTE

Board. So far, we have not received any communication in this regard,

We are enclosing herewith the copy of the letter dt.22,09,2016 addressed
to you as well as the copy of the mail sent to Mr.Satishprakash Shukla. I

am deputing SK.Saidavali and K.Ravikumar facuw members of our
Hindu College of Education to know the details. Hence, I request you to
inform the decision taken in this regard and oblige."

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

1. This is a RPRO case.

2. They had 2 units under the 2014 Regulations. We had, therefore,

ordered VT inspection to check adequacy ofbuilt-up area.

3. Now they want reduction from 2 units to 1 unit.

4, Their request is accepted. The intake capacity of B.Ed. is reduced

from 2 units to 1 unit.

5. Withdraw recognition for B.Ed. 2nd unit w.e.f. 2016'17 .

6. We have to ensure that the B.Ed.(l unit) will be fully in accordance

with 2014 Regulations.

7, Obtain all relevant documents and process for issuing a fresh FR

under the 2014 Regulation. This will include the latest approved

Faculty list.

SRCAPP14O99

Amaravathi College

B.Ed

2 Units

Praveen Educational Society, Plot No. 4-5, Medikonduru Road & City,
Medikonduru Post, Taluk & City, Guntur District-522438, Andhra Pradesh

applied for grant of recognition to Amaravathi College of Education,
PloUKhasara No.281, Medikondur Street & Village, Medikonduru Post,

Taluk & City, Guntur District-522438, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.Ed

course for two years duration for the academic yeat 2016-17 under Section

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



335th Meeting ol SRC

17h -72h April,2077

o

t94
h

#r-utr"CI-.-
(S. sathyam/

Chairman'

through online on 27.06.2015. The institution submitted the hard copy of the

application on 08.07.201 5.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

A letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on 16.07.2015,

followed by Reminder-l on 31.08.2015 and Reminder-ll on 19.10.20'15. A letter

to institution for furnishing information on 'Composite' character on 31.08.2015.

The institution sent reply for Composite character, received by SRC on

18.09.2015.

The Scrutiny of application for causing inspection was prepared and placed

before SRC in its 293d meeting held on 29th to 31't October, 201 5 and the

Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. They have asked for a capacity of 100 which means 2 units.
But, the built up area is inadequate for 2 units.

2. The applicant may be asked to decided whether they will opt
for one unit; or, whether they will increase the built'up area to
qualify for 2 units; or, whether they will drop the application.

3. Apprise the applicant of these deficiencies for necessary
action.

4. Ask the VT to check in particular these points.

5. Ask the W to collect all the relevant documents.
6. Cause (Composite) inspection accordingly.

The institution sent a letter on 26J22015 stating as follows:

"t bring to your kind notice that as composite college we had
applied B.Ed & D.El.Ed in one campus, but due to un avoidable

circumstances' construction is not completed.

Hence I request you to kindly poslpone B.Ed inspection after
March 2016. We are ready for D.El.Ed inspection. Kindly consider
our appeal."

The SRC in its 298th meeting held on 08rh -1oth January 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

. This is a case of composite inspection. lt is not possible,

therefore, to split the inspection as requested by them. lnform
accordingly; and, go ahead with the W lnspection as planned.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, inspection intimation letter was sent to

I

of Education,

Guntur,

Andhra Pradesh

)
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the institution on 16.01.2016. The inspection has not been conducted so far.

The SRC in its 3241h meeting held on 07th & O8rh December,2O16 considered

the matter and decided as under:

l. The VT lnspection was once postponed already w.r,t. their
request.

2. They have now not responded to our letter.
3. Let us write again giving the date(s) of inspection and cause

inspection.

As per decision of SRC, inspection intimation and names of VT Members were

generated through online VT module. lnspection of the institution was

conducted on 12.01 .2017 . W report along with documents and CD received

on 19.01 .2017.

The SRC in its 329rh meeting held on 06th-07tn February 2O17 considered the

matter and decided as under:

1 . Title is clear. Enough land is there.

2. LUC is in order.
3. EC is there. Latest EC is required.
4. BP is in order. Built-up area shown is 4010 sq.mts.
5. BCC is in order. Built-up area is adequate. There is a

discrepancy in the Sy.No... instead of 281 it is shown as

181, Ask them to get it corrected.
6. FDRs not given.
7. lssue LOI for B.Ed.(2 units) and D.El.Ed.(2 units).

8. Ask them to submit corrected BCC and latest EC along with
the faculty list.

9. They should give latest by 28.2.2017 to be able to get FR

w.e.1.2017-18.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, LOI and informatton letter was sent for

both courses on 10.02.2017 .

The SRC in its 332nd meeting held on 28th Feb to 03'd March 2017 considered

the matter and decided as under:

1. No reply to our LOI has been received.
2. Let us give them some more time.
3. Put up 2.3.2017.

The institution has not submitted LOI reply till date

)
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The SRC in its 332nd meeting held on 28th Feb & 04th March, 20'17 considered

1. There is no reply yet to the LOI issued by us on 10.02.2017.

2. Give further time till 23.03.2017.
3. Put up in the meeting on 24.03.2017 .

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent on 08.03.2017. The

institution has not submitted reply till date.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30th & 31"tMarch, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under;

1. No reply to LOI has been received even now.

2. Give further time till '10.04.2017.

3. Put up in the next meeting on 11.04.2017.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC a letter was sent to the institution on

06.04.2017.

Now, the institution submitted LOI reply along with documents on 10.04.2017

and stating as follows;

sl.
No.

Particulars Reply to LOI

1

2

3

4

Date of receipt of
LOI reply

Date of faculty list
approved by the
University

Service certificate
of Principal/
Lecturers

for 5 ars

Amaravathi College of Education,

PloUKhasara No.281 , Medikondur Street

& Village, Medikonduru Post, Taluk &
City, Guntur District-522438, Andhra

10.02.2017

10.04.2017

Date not mentioned
Approved by Registrar, Acharya

Nagarjuna University, Nagarjuna Nagar,

Guntur
Praveen College of Education,

Prakasam District, Andhra Pradesh
(From January 2007 lo January 2017).

Submitted in original (Rs. T lakhs and

Rs. 5 lakhs)

Name of
lnstitution

the

5

u,

Chai n

the matter and decided as under:

Date of lssue of LOI

Original FDRs for
Rs, 5 lakhs and Rs.
7 lakhs in Joint A/c

)
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Web Site Address Not mentioned

Programmes
considered for

Code lntake

com ite status
SRCAPP,I4lOO D.EI.Ed Proposed

course

Remarks:

Website address not mentioned.

As per 329th SRC decision the institution submitted BCC and EC and stating as

follows:

7

Deficiency
pointed by

sRc

EC is there.
Latest EC is
required.

BCC is in
order. Built-
up area is
adequate.
There is a

discrepancy
in the
Sy.No...
instead of
281 it is
shown as
l8l. Ask
them to get it
corrected.

lnstitution
written

representa-
tion

The institution submitted
hotoco of EC

Name of the Praveen

Society/Trust Educational Society
/lnstitution

1 Latest E.C

submitted

Rectified
B.C.C.
submitted

Survey/PloU
Khasara No

and Location

2

281 - lt/edikonduru
Village

Search for 03.0'l .1983 to
the Period 03.04.2017

Extent of 0.99 Acre
Land
The institution submitted

hotoco of BCC
Name and

address of
Society/TrusUln
stitution

Survey/PloU 281 at
Medikonduru

and location Village

Total Built up

area
GF - 1336.72
Sq.mts
FF - 1336.72

Sq mts

sF - 1336.72

Praveen
Educational
Society

)

L1

o

sl.
No

Remarks

Khasara Nos.

lcourse
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S .mts
Type of RCC
Roofi

Purpose for
which building
is being
used/proposed
to be used

Date of issue 06.05.2015

Sq.mts
Total - 4010.16

Educational
lnstitutions

Name and
designation of
approving
auth

Remarks:

o Website address not given.

. Original FDRs for Rs.7 lakhs and Rs. S lakhs submitted one unit.
o Same photocopies of EC submitted. The transaction is only upto

2014. Whereas, original upto date EC to be submitted. Not

approved by Subregistrar/Notary.
. Same old photocopy of BCC submitted. Whereas, only Sy.No. has

been changed.

. As per original faculty list, the seal of the College and verified of
the Dean is not attested.

NOTE:

course.

The institution not submitted LOI reply for SRCAPPI410O/D.El.Ed

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

Latest EC is given. Only photocopy. Obtain the original for our

record.

Bcc-Photocopy ofthe same BCC has been given with only the Sy.No.

corrected. A duly corrected and duly approved BCC is required.

Faculty list is in order,

1

2

a
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Chairma

S.Vijayanand
Assistant Engineer
P.R.l. Sub Division



Website address to be given.

Issue a Notice accordingly.

Put up on 20.4.17.

4.

5.

6.

JO.

)

SRCAPP14215

BA.B.Ed

Units

Jenney's College of
Education,

Tiruchirapalli,

Tamilnadu

2

SMT Rani Adaikalaraj Educational Charitable Trust, No. 7, Arokiasamy
Pillai Street Road, Manigandam Village, C rawford Post, Srirangam
Taluk, Tiruchirapalli City & District-620009, Tamilnadu applied for grant

of recognition to Jenney's College of Education, No. 53/684, 53/685,

52l1A, Kallikudi Street & Village, Ramjeenagar Post, Srirangam Taluk,
Tiruchirapalli City & District-620009, Tamilnadu for offering B.A B.Ed
course for four years duration for the academic yeat 2016-17 under Section

14115 of 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 14.07.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on O1 .12.2014. A copy of

application was sent to State Government recommendatron on 21 .07 .2015.

Reminder was sent on 05.04.2016.

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 submilted online electronically
alongwith the processing fee and scanned copies of required
documents such as no objection ceriificate 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."

Sub- clause (2) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of

applications stipulates as under:-

"(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or more of the

following circumstance-

al Failute to furnish the application fee, as prescribed under rule I

335th Meeting of SRC
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Chairman
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of the National Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or
before the date of submission of online application;

bl Failure to submit print out of the apptications made online atong
with the land documents as required under sub-regulation (4) of
Regulation 5 within fifteen days of fhe submission of the online
application. "

Sub-Regulation (4) of Regulation 5 reads as under:-

"While suhmitting the application online a copy of the registered

land document lssued 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 original file of the institution and other documents,

the application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as

u nder:-

1. The institution has not submitted hard copy of on-line
application within 15 days as per the regulation 2014. (late by 2
days).

2. The institution has not submitted No Objection Certificate.
3. The applicant not signed every page of the hard copy of on-line

application submitted by the institution.

The SRC in its 291"1 meeting held on 2oth to 21't August 2015, the

committee considered the matter, and after careful perusal of the original

application for B.A.B.Sc. course for the session 2016-17 submitted on-line

on 28.06.2015 and hard copy on 14.07 .2015, decided to Summarily Reject

the application as per 7 2(b) of Regulations 2014 on the following ground:

The institution has not submitted hard copy of on-line
application within l5 days as per the regulation 2014.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC rejection order was issued to the

institution on'l 5.1 0.201 5.

NCTE-Hqrs letter dated 14.01.2016 received on 19.01.2016 stating as

follows:

)

335th Meeting of SRC
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"....the directions of chairperson NCTE, as conveyed, in this office

vide above mentioned letter dated 15.07.2014, extending the dale of
acceptance of the hardcopy of the applications for 2016-17' up to

15.07.2015 is reiterated for compliance."

The institution has submitted its written representation along with NOC

issued by TNTEU dated 20.01.2016 received on 18.02.2016.

As per the direction the application was processed and placed before SRC

in its 304rh meeting held on 19rh to 20th February 2016, the committee

considered the matter, documents submitted by the institution along with

hard copy of applrcation and decided as under:

1. They have already B.Ed.
2. NOC is given.
3. They should indicate whether they want B.A.B.Ed or B.Sc.B.Ed.

4. BP, BCC and LUC are not furnished.
5. Cause Composite lnspection.
6. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents' Especially BP, BcC

and LUC.
7. W should check on contiguity of location of the programme.

8. W should also ascertain whether they want BA.B'Sc or
B.Sc.B.Ed.

As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution

on 16.03.2016

The lnspection of the institution was conducted on 26.03 2016 and VT report

along with documents received on 28.03.2016

The SRC in its 308th meeting held on 28th-30rh March,2016 considered the

VT inspection report and all other relevant documents of the institution and

decided as under:

1. lssue LOI for B.A;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.1.2016-17 academic year be possible'

As per the decision of SRC, Letter of intent (LOl) was issued to the

20t h
l-.H'r\An"
(S. sathyaq) '

Chairman
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institution on 05.04.201 6

The institution has not replied to the LOI even after the stipulated period of

two months.

The SRC in its 320th meeting held on 19th & 20 Sep,20'16 considered the

matter and decided as under:-

The institution has not given its reply within the 60 days time
available to it. lf they had given their reply and if it was found to
be satistactory, they would have been given recognition, for the
course apptied and only w.e.f 2017-18. ln other words, they have

not suffered , any irreparable damage by their failure to reply so
far. Taking a lenient view, therefore, this Committee is inclined
to give them furlher time till 31 December 76 so that, in case

they give their reply at least during the extended time'limit, their
case can still be considered w.e.f 2017'18. Accordingly, the

institution is given further time till 31.12.2016 to give reply to the
LOI issued on 05.04.2016.

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on

15.10.2016 with the direction to submit reply before 31 .12.2016.

The institution has submitted representation on 30.12.2016 stating as

under:-

'With reference cited to the above we got the LOI from SRC

NCTE Bangalore. Regarding this matter we already submilted, a

proposal for staff approval to the Tamilnadu Teacher Education

lJniversity, Chennai still we are not getting reply from university' lt
is rn process we are getling staff approval from TNTEU Chenni

January 2017. We kindlv request vou to oive us approDriate time

extension for staff approval submission staft B.A, B.E course

2017-18',.

The same matter was placed before SRC in its 329th meeting held on 19th -
20th January, 2017 and the Committee considered and decided as under:-

1. LOI was issued in April '16.

2. They have still not given the reply. But, they have at least

moved the TNTEU for approval of the faculty list.

3. Give them time till 10 Feb. 17.
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Further on 10.02.2017 the institution has requested for extension of time

limit for submission of faculty list which was received through E-mail on

11.02.2017.

The same matter was placed before SRC in its 3301h meeting held on 12rh -
13th February, 2017 and the Commrttee considered and decided as under:-

1. LOls for B.A.B.Ed( 2 units) was issued on 05.04.2016.
2. They have not yet given a substantive reply.
3. They want time till 15.02.2017.
4. Give time accordingly.
5. Put up on 22.02.'17.

The institution has submitted the LOI reply on 20.02.2017, along with

documents. The SRC, in its 331"imeeting held on 22nd February,2017

considered the matter and decided as under:-

l. Replace Palaniswamy with Pedagogy subject lecturer.
2. Need to appoint one more Asst. Prof. for Perspectives.
3. LOI - Notice.

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

23.O2.2O17 . The institution has submitted reply on 02.03.2017 .

1. The reply is only partially satisfactory:
l. Appointment of a replacement Asst. Prof.(Pedagogy) is

acceptable,
ll. The requirement to appoint one more Asst. Prof.(Persp.) is

not fully met. The subject specialization of the Asst. Prof.
concerned is not disclosed.

2. The FDRS given are valid only for one year. They need to
corrected to be valid for 5 years.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter send to the institution on

09.03.2017.

4. Put up in the meeting on '12 Feb. 17.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on

25.01.2017 .

The SRC, in its 332nd meeting held on 28th February, to 3'd March, 2017

considered the matter and decided as under:-

A
+fa*14""

(S. Sathyanl) |

Chairman
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The institution has not submitted reolv so far

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30th to 3lsrMarch, 2017 lhe committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The LOI Notice was issued on 9.3.17. There has been no reply
so far.

2. Give further time till 18.4.17.

3. Put up on 19.4.17 .

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on

06.04.2017, Reply to the SCN was received from the institution on

11 .04.2017 and stating as under:-

s Deficiency

Pointed out in

the SCN

The

requirement to

appoint one

more Asst.

Prof.(Persp.) is

not fully met.

The subject

specialization

of the Asst.

The FDRs

given are valid

only for one

year. They

need to

corrected to be

valid for 5

years.

Reply of
the

institution

We

appointed

Mr.P.Vijay

Vardhan

MA.,M,Ed

Sociology,

(Assistant

professor)

with

We

Process to

correct

FDR for 5

year

7 Lakhs

+

5

Lakhs
+

1

Details of the documents

submitted

The institution has

submitted copy of

Mr.P.Vijay Vardhan

Appointment order, Marks

sheet & Certificate.

Colour Photocopy

FDRs submitted.

of2

5

Lakhs

FDR

Num
ber

7081 18

7081 19

708117

7081 16

7 Lakhs

joint AJc joinl AJcWhet
her
in

SI

!

)
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27 .05.20

15

Date
of
issue

27 .05.2

020

27.05.20

20

Date
of
Matu
rity

50

uth

lnd

South

lndian

Bank
n

Nam

eof
issui
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. The institution has submitted copy of Mr.P.Vijay Vardhan

Appointment order, Marks sheet & Certificate.
. The institution has submitted Staff profile approved by

Registrar Tamilnadu Teacher Education University on

05.04.2013.
. The institution has submitted colour Photocopy of FDRs Rs. 5+5

Lakhs & 7+7 Lakhs.

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

The compliance reply is satisfactory.

Issue FR for B.A.B.Ed.(2 units) w.e,f.2OL7'14,

I

lnstitute of Distance Education, Univers

Wallajah Road, Chepauk Village and Taluk, Triplicane Post, Chennai City

and District-600005, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of recognition to lnstitute

of Distance Education University of Madras, Khasara No.3173, Plot No'

1331137, Chepauk Village and Taluk, Triplicane Post, Chennai City and

District-6OOOO5, Tamil Nadu for offering B.Ed-Distance mode of two years

duration for the academic year 2016'17 under Section 14/"15 of the NCTE Act,

1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on

30.05.2015. The institution submitted the hard copy of the application on

22.06.2015.

ity of Madras, Plot No. 1331'137,
39 SRCAPP3Oll

B.Ed - DE

500

Institute of distance

Education,

University of

Madras, Chennai,

Tamilnadu

Chairma
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The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter to

State Government for recommendation was sent on 25.06.2015, and

Reminder-l on 1 'l .1 1 .2016.

Sub-clause (2) of clause 7 of Regulations , 2014 lor processing of applications

stipulates as under:-

"(2) The application shall be summarily reiected under one or more of the

following circumstance-

(c) 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;

(d) 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 submilling the application online a copy of the registered

land documenl issued by the competent authority, indicating that

the society or institution applying for the programme possesses

land on the date of application, shall be atlached along with the

application."

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 submilted online electronically along with

fhe processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such

as no objection certificate issued by lhe 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:-

The institution has not submitted hard co

x

of applicatron within 15 days

\
)
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of online submission.
. The application is not duly signed by the applicant on all pages as per

Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014.

The SRC in its 29'lstmeeting held on 2oth -21"t August, 2015 considered the

matter, and after careful perusal of the original application for B.Ed (DE) course

for the session 2016-17 submitted on-line on 30.05.2015 and hard copy on

22.0O.2015 decided to Summarily Reject the application as per clause 7

2(b) of Regulations 2014 on the following ground:

. The institution has not submitted hard copy of application within
l5 days of online submission.

As per the decision of SRC, rejection order was issued to the institution

1 3.10.2015.

An email dated 18.01.2016 was received from NCTE Hqrs on 18.01 2016 with

request to send original records of the institution along with comments on the

appeal.

Accordingly, a letter was sent to NCTE Hqrs on 03.02.2016.

Letter dated 14.01.2016 was received on 19.01.2016 from NCTE Hqrs

regarding Acceptance of hardcopy of applications for 2016-17. The letter

stated that "! am directed to refer to this office letter even no. dated 1*
July, 2015 conveying tharein orders of Chairperson in paragraph 4 of the

tetter that t{ Juty 2015 will be the last date for submission of hardcopy

of application for the academic session 2015-16, irrespective of the date

of online submission. ln this regard, attention is invited to a subsequent

tetter dated 7b Septemher, 2015 wherein under the last line of paragraph

l, the position as if exists in clause 7 of the Regulations 2014 has been

indicated. tt is hereby clarified that inclusion of this line was an

inadvertent mistake, therefore was not necessa ry and may be ignored. As

such, the directions of lhe chairperson NCTE, as conveyed in this office

vide above mentioned lelter dated 15h Julv 2014, extendi, the date of
acceptance of the hardcoDv of the aoolications for 2016-17. uo to 15th

Julv 2015 is reiterated for compliance"

The SRC in its 300th meeting held on 29th -30th January,2016 considered the

matter and decided as follows:

1

)
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"..keeping in mind the over-all public interest , the committee

revised iE eartier sland to reiect all cases of non'submission or

detayed submission of NOC's and decided to reopen ard process

all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs even now irrespective

of their dates of issue".

The University has not submitted No Objection Certificate.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 304th meeting held on '19tn & 20th

February, 2016, The Committee considered matter and decided as under:

L BP is not approved by competent authority.
2. BCC to be submitted.
3. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.
4. Cause Composite lnsPection.

As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution and

VT members on 17.03.2016. The lnspection of the institution was conducted

on 22.03.2016 and VT report along with documents received on 28.03 2016

The SRC in its 308th meeting held on 28th -30th March 2016, considered the

matter and decided as under:

Details of study centres not given.

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the institution on 16.08.2016, The

institution has not submitted reply till date.

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16th to 18rh November, 2016 considered

the matter and decided as follows:

L BCC is not yet given.

2. Duly approved BP is also not yet given'

3. Details of study centres are also not given.

4. Other details listed in C1.9, Appendix 10 of the Regulations aro not
given.

5. lssue ScN accordingly.

As for the decision of the SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued to the instituti

30.1 1 .2016. Reply to the SCN was received from the institution on 26.12 2016.

208
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committee considered the matter and decided as under :-

l. BCC is not in the prescribed format.

2. Same photocopy of BP is submitted for B.Ed. and D'El'Ed' without

any apportionment, demarcation, etc. details.

3. Deiaiis of clause 9, appendix-l O of Regulations are still not given'

4. lssue SGN accordinglY.

As per the decision of the SRC, a show cause Notice was issued to the

institution on 18.01 .2017. The institution has submitted reply to the SCN on

10.02.2017.

The SRC in its 33Oth meeting held on 12rh to 13th February, 2017 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The BP with details of convenience apportionment and earmarking

of built-up area has to be given duly approved by the Competent

authority. Only a photocopy has been repeated'

2. BCC foimat is given in the SRC website. Building Completion

Certificate should be given in that format duly approved by the

competent authoritY.

3. Projict documents and study material should be ready before the

recognition can be given. lssue a letter accordingly'

AsperthedecisionoftheSRC'aletterwasissuedtotheinstitutionon
14.02.2017. The institution has submitted representation on 03 03 2017'

The SRC in its 332nd meeting held on 28rh February to 3'd March, 2017 the committee

considered the reply and documents and decided as under:-

1. Details of Study centres are given

2. But, Study maierial not yetlhown. To say that they will be borrowed from

IGNOU is not enough.

3. BP-total plan is approved by the University Engineer' But, earmarking and

formal allocation of that space for B Ed.-DE is requied

4. BCC is duly approved. But, only a photocopy is given Original or a certified

copy is required.

5. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, the Show Cause Notice was issued on

09.03.204 7. The institution has not submitted reply so far'

The SRC in its 326

The SRC in its 334th meetin

meeting held on 04 6( January, 20'17 and the

held on 30th & 3'l "i March 2017 the committee

Chairm
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considered the reply and documents and decided as under:-

1. The SCN was issued on 9.3.17. There has been no reply so far.

2, Only a small action remains to be taken after LOl. Give further time till

18.4.17.

3. Put up on 19.4.17.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter sent to the institution on

07.04.2017

The institution has submitted the show cause notice reply on 30.03.2017 and

stated as under:-

1

QI

No
Deficiency

But, Study
material not
yet shown.
To say that
they will be

borrowed
from IGNOU
is not
enough.

BP-total plan

is approved
by the
University
Engineer.
But,

earmarking
and formal

allocation of
that space
for B.Ed.-DE
is requied.

Madras has made

rrecessary

Arrangement to

Reply of the

institution

prepare the L

materials on its
own

"The lnstitute of
Distance
Education,

University of

Madras has

already

forwarded the

original plan

Details of the documents

submitted

Name and address
of
Society/TrusUl nstitut

ion

"The lnstitute of As stated by the University.

distance Educa

University of

and the same will
be senf fo SRC,

NCTE shofly."

2 Photocopy of Building Plan

submitted in A4 sheet.

University of

Madras at

[\/adras

University

Campus.

Whether Building

Plan is for the

Chairman
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proposed institution/

course or also for
some other
TEI/course

Not

Mentioned.
Plot arealland area

Total =

89829.00

sq.ft

8348

.00 Sq.Mtr

Total builf up area

Not

mentioned.
Survey No/ Plot No/

Khasara No.

BF-

17229.00

Sqft

GF-

17229.00

sq.ft

FF-

18457.00

sq.ft

SF.

18457.00

sqft

TF-

18457.00

Sq.ft

Total =
89829.00

Sq.ft

8348

Built up area for the
proposed and

existing teacher
education courses

duly

Earmarked and

space

allocated for
B.Ed., course

attested hy the

University
Competent

Authorities vide

this oflice

letter no.

lDHEligibility
/NCTE/B.Ed.,/20

17/63 dated

8.02.2017."
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.00 Sq.Mtr

Not

Mentioned.

Date of approval

Not

Mentioned.

Name and

designation of
approving authority

Photocopy of Building

Completion Certificate

submitted.

Name and

address of
Society/Trus
Ulnstitution

R.S.No.3173/1,

317312,317313,

317314 and317317

block No.60

Triplicane Division,

Mylapore -
Triplicane Taluk.

Survey/PloU
Kh asa ra

Nos. and

location

Sq.ft.

Total = 89829

Built up area

for the
proposed

course
and/or for
existing
course

ofType
Roofing

"The institute of
Distance

Education,

University of

Madras has al.

forwarded the

original Building

Completion

Certificate as per

the format availa

in the SRC

duly atlested by
University
Competent

Authorities vide

this office

letter

no.lDS/Eligibili

CTE

/B.Ed.,/2017/118

dated

28.02.2017."

3 BCC is duly
approved.
But, only a
photocopy is

given.

Original or a
certified
copy is

req u ired.

21-2
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lnstitute of Distance

Education,

University of

Madras.

BF- 17229 Sq.ft.

GF- 17229 Sq.ft

FF- 18457 Sq.ft

SF- 18457 Sq.ft

TF- 18457Sq.ft.
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Purpose for
which
building is

being
used/propos
ed to be

used

Date of
issue

Educational

(Teacher Training

Programme)

Not Mentioned.

Name and
designation
of approving
authority

Assistant Executive

Engineer (Civil),

Chennai.

Remarks:-

Building Plan, is approved by Executive Engineer university of
Madras, not approved by the competitive authority and earmarked
area for B.Ed-Distance Education.

As per Building Completion Certificate, date of issue is not
mentioned it is not certified only photocopy submitted.

With reference to study mattered stated that the here necessary

arguments the lesson materials on its own and will be sent
shortly.

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

BP is not approved by competent authority.

BCC is approved. But, every page should be signed. Also, it should

indicate the date of approval/issue. The title shows it to be a

building for Diploma in Elementary Education. This should be

corrected.

Study material are still not ready. Whether approval of UGC is

required is not clear.

Issue SCN accordingly.

1

7

3

4

40. SRCAPP2Ol6 3012 3

M.P.Ed

Shikshan Prasarak Mandal, Raibag has submitted an online application for
offering M.P.Ed. course in the name of SPM'S College of Physical Education,
RVR Campus College Road, Raibag Rural, Raibag, Belgaum District -
591317, Karnataka on 9.6.2016 and hard copy ofthe application was received
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on 13.6.2016

Letter was addressed to the Secretary to Govemment, Education Department,

Govemment of Kamataka seeking recommendation/comments in respect of
the application received by the SRC-NCTE for recognition of the proposed

M.P.Ed. course, on 22.6.2016. Reminder -I was issued on 1.10.2016.

Reminder-Il was sent to the Government on2.11.2016.

Recommendation of the State Govemment was not received by this office even

after the completion of 90 days from the date of issue of the letters to the State

Govemment.

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

The SRC in its 324th meeting held during 07th - 08th December, 2016

considered the scrutiny of the application and decided as under:-

1. "NOC is given.

2. Title is clear

3. EC is clear.

4. LUC is clear.

5. BP is in order.

6. BCC is in order. Built up area shou'n is inadequate. The application

also shows the building to be incomplete.

7. Cause Inspection"

On 15.12.2016, an e-mail received by this office from the institution is as

under:-

"With reference to the subject cited above, as per the Rani Chennamma

University Affiliation notification prior permission is necessary to start

M.P.Ed college. As per the Management Resolution No 16 and dated

18.12.2015 Shikshan Prasarak Mandal Raibag going to start M.P.Ed

college at SPM's College of Physical Education (B.P.Ed) Raibag for the

year 2017-18.

Infrastructural facilities are available as per NCTE norms. Kindly issue

the prior permission to start Master of Physical Education (M.P'Ed)

college at SPM's College of Physical Education ( B.P.Ed) Raibag for

the year 2017-18 on or before 21.12.2016."

)

I

SPM'S College of

Physical Education,

Belgaum, Karnataka

2 Units
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As per the decision of SRC inspection of the institution for M.P.Ed courses

were scheduled through online mode during 08.02.2017 to 28.02.2017 .

Inspection ofthe institution was conducted on 24th and 25th February, 2017 and

VT Reoort was received bv lhis office on 27 .02.2017 .

fne SnC in its 332nd meeting held during 28th February to 3'd March, 2017

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. "The earlier observation LUC and BP being in order is wrong.

2. Visiting Team Inspection report says, LUC is not signed by

Tahsildar; BP is not approved by competent authority.
3. Faculty list- only photocopy is given; seal and signatures of the

Registrar are not given.

4. FDRs ( 7+5 lakh ) is required in joint account separately for
B.P.Ed ( I unit) and M.P.Ed ( I unit).

5. Issue SCN accordingly. "

Based on the website information the institution has submitted written
representation on 31.03.2017 and 07,04.2017 is as under:-

"With reference to the subject cited above, we are hereby submitting the

fulfillment of all the conditions laid down by NCTE in the 332nd

meeting proceedings of SRC NCTE Bengaluru for newly starting

M.P.Ed course as SPM's College of Physical Education Raibag District,

Belagavi from the academic year 2017-18. We already submitted the

LUC, Faculty list & Original FDR's of Rs. 12 lakhs ( 7 lakhs + 5 lakhs)

at SRC NCTE office on 31't March 2017."

SI

No

Deficiencies
pointed out in
the SRC meetin

The earlier
observation LUC
and BP being in
order is wrong

Details of the Document

submitted
Reply of
thc
institution
LUC is

enclosed

Name of the

Society/Trust/In

stitution

Chairman,

Shikshan
Prasarak

Mandal

I

Survey/Plot/Kh

asara No. and

location

Extent

Raib

481/l

of 31 acres 1 I

)

I

)

2t5

l,
ttrz:"),CI"""
(s. Sathyafn )

Chairman
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diverled land

Educational

SC

ofPurpose

diversion
25.03.2017Date of issue

Bela VI

Tahsildar

Raibag

District,

Name &
designation of
the

authorit

issuing

SPM College

of Physical

Education,

Name and

address of

Society/Trust/In

stitution

Not
mentioned

area,/landPlot

area

Main building
( M.P.Ed) -
837.75

sq.mtrs

Building
191 .98

sq.mtrs

Existing

B.P.Ed _

sq.mtrs

Buitding

381.73

sq.mtrs

Total built
up area

2936.46

S .mtrs

1525

built-upTotal

atea

Not
mentioned

ofDate

approval

Secretary,Name and

Building
plan is

signed and

is enclosed

) Visiting Team

Inspection
report says, LUC
is not signed by

Tahsildar; BP is

not approved by

competent

authority

guntas
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\

designation of

approving

authority

Gram

Panchyath,

Raibag,

Grameen

Plot area and date of approval
is not mentioned in the building
plan

3 Faculty list- only
photocopy is

given; seal and

signatures of the

Registrar are not
given

Faculty
list is

enclosed

with seal

and

signature
of
Registrar

Colour xerox copy of the

faculty list dated 06.11.2015is

submitted. Original faculty list

in the prescribed format

approved by the Registrar is

not submitted.

4 FDRs ( 7+5 lakh

) is required in
joint account

separately for
B.P.Ed ( I unit)
and M.P.Ed ( I
unit)

FDRS (7+5

lakhs) is

deposited

and copy

is enclosed

FDRs of Rs. 5 lakh

FDR No. 460096

Whether in
single or joint

Nc
Date of issue 30.03.201 7

Date

Maturity

of 30.03.2022

Name of issuing

Bank

Syndicate

Bank

FDRs of Rs. 7 lakh

FDR No. 460097

Whether in

single or joint

Alc

Joint A/c

Date of issue 30.03.2017

Date

Matudty
of 30.03.2022

Name of
issuing Bank

Svndicate Bank

D
Joint A/c
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The FDRs details are submitted

only for M.P.Ed the proposed

course. The details for B.P.Ed

course is not submitted.

Note:-The documents ( Faculty list, BCC, BP' LUC) submitted by the

institution has to be verified by the competent authority as it is not known

whether it is genuine or not.

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

Title is clear. Govt, allotted land. Land area (31.11 acres) adequate'

EC not required.

BP is approved. Built-up area shown is 2936 sq.mts'

BCC is approved. Built-up area is 3064 (i.e., slightly in excess ofthe

area approved in BP),

Built-up area required for B.P.Ed'(1 unit) & M.P.Ed.(1 unit) is 2700

sq.mts.

1.

)

3.

4.

5

Remarks:-

1. In addition, the institution has submitted building completion

certificate. The BCC dated 12.05.2016 submitted along with VT

report is having built up area 5957.25 sq.ft. (sy No: 470 & 481/1)

But, the BCC dated 04,03.2017 submitted on 07.04.2017 is having

built up area 509.55 sq.mtrs with RCC roofing ( sy No: 470) ,1525

sq.mtrs with RCC & roofing ( Sy.No: 481/l) and 1029 sq.mtrs with

RCC roofing. As per Regulations 2014 the building has to be

complete in all respect at the time of VT.

2. Colour xerox copy of the faculty list submitted. Original faculty list

in the prescribed format approved by the Registrar vide dated

06.11.2015 is not submitted.

3. The FDRs details are submitted only for M.P.Ed the proposed

course. The details for B.P.Ed course is not submitted.

4. Plot area and date ofapproval is not mentioned in the building plan

)

(-\

Jco.-",,a,,,
(5. Sathyan{ I

chairman
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FDRS are given.

Issue LOI for M.P.Ed.(1 unit).

s nn ivasa Ed ucationa Soc ety P ot N o 1 -90 BC Co onv

Konda a raya n G udem V ase ch vem a POSt office and Ta u k

Konda a ravan Gudem c ty Na gonda D IStf ct 50I 21 3 Te ansana appl ed

fo r o ant of recog n on o S ddartha co ege of ntegrated Des ree co ege

P ollKhaSA ra N o Sv N o 1 63 E 1 63lEE P ot N o 1 90 J R Nasa r

S nsa red dypa em Vi age Pe npaha d POSt office and Ta uk, Pen pa had

c ty Na gonda D str ct-5082 ,| 3 Te ansa na tor offe ng B.A B Ed B Sc B Ed

cou rse of 4 yea rS du rati on fo the academ SS on 20 1 b 1 7 under Section

14115 ol the NCTE Act,

through online on 30.06.2

application on 03.07.201 5.

1 993 o the J outh rn Reg ona Uom m ttee N TE

0 1 5 The n ituti on ha ubm itted hard copv of the

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

erolejur"s; Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01 '12.2014 A letter for

iecommendatio,ito state Govt. was sent on 09.07.2015, followed by Reminder

I on 06.10.2015 and Reminder ll on 19.1 1.2015

The Sub clause (7) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of

applications stipulates as under:

"AfterconsiderationoftherecommendationoftheStateGovernment
or on its own merits, the Regiona! Committee concerned shall

decided that institution shatl be inspected by a team of experts called

ii"itirg team with a view to assess the levet of preparedness of (he

institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 295th meeting has considered the matter, documents submitted

by ine institution along with [ard copy of application and decided as under:

1. BP is not apProved.
2. LUC, EC not given.

3. Cause comPosite inspection.
4. Applicant has to choose whether they want BA B'Ed or B'SC

B.Ed.
5. Ask VT to particularly check on the deficiencies and collect all

documents.

Accordinolv.asperthedecisionofSRC,theinspectionofthelnstitutionwas
txJ uetri,6en 18'h-26'h March, 20'16. The same was intimated to the institution

on 16.03.2016.

The ins ection of the institution was conducted on 24 03.2016. The VT re ort

Siddartha College of

Integrated Degree

College, Nalgonda,

Telangana

Chairma

SRCAPP151O6

BA.BEd

2 Units
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along with documents was recelved on 25.03.2016.

The sRc in its 30gth meeting held on 28th to 30th March, 2016 considered the

VT report and decided as follows:

1. CD does not open' Obtain fresh CD.

2. BP is not aPProved.
3. Built-uP area is inadequate.
4. lssue SCN accordinglY.

Beforeissuanceofshowcausenotice,aSperthewebsiteinformationthe
institution submitted written representation on 11'O4 2016 along with some

relevant documents and CD.

rn" SiC in its 309th meeting held on 12th to'14th April, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

. ,ssue LOt for B.A.B.Ed 2 units and B.Ed 2 uni/'s,

AsperdecisionofSRC,LetteroflntentWaSissuedtotheinstitutionon
M.64.2016.The institution submitted written representation on 23.05.2016 and

stated as follows:

"With reference to the above subject I here with submitling

reminder letter regarding Siddartha College of lntegrated Degree

Cotlege (BA.B.Ed). Previously I submitled a requestion so for your

kindlnward No 171687 dated 02.05.2016 stating that the university

of Mahathma Gandhi Nalgonda Dist Tetangana stafe is not ready

to conduct the B.A.B.Ed or B.Sc.B'Ed course for this academic

year 2016'17. Because of that they are not formed rules and
'regulations. That your kind authority has issued LOI on 14'04'2016

stzting that within 2 months we have to full fill all the conditions

on th; LOt otherwise the LOI will be cancelled'

Hence, I requesting to you madam kindly give direction.s'

Kindty accept the staff lisi after Verifing and give FR to Diddhartha

Cotlege ot b.A,.Aed integrated college othenatise we will put to a

great loss."

The SRC in its 3'l4th meeting held on 27th & 28th May, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

Th s s a comp lex prob em n o ns the app cant, the U n vers ity

and the State Govt. t hAS both adm n tstrative fi na nc a

for the t not be b e fo f NcTE

SRo to Sort out the SS ueS The a ca nt ma be

335th Meeting ol SRC

77u- -72* April, 2077

and

implications University. possi

involved.



3 3 Sth Meeting oI SRC

77.h -72th April, 2077

221, n
-lL----
tIHffil4f"r

chairmah

adv sed to take t u p d rectlv wtth the U n vers ity S nce th s

a on v for 20 ,| 7 thev ha e enouoh time to sort out the

issues.

As per decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 06 06 2016 The

institution has not submitted any reply so far.

The SRC in its 323rd meeting held on 16th - 18th November, 2016 considered

the matter and decided as under,

1. Reply to LOI not received'
2. lssue SCN.
3. Ask them to reply belore 20.12.2O16 failing which this case will

be considered for rejection.
4. And, when that happens, the other B'Ed course will become

vulnerable to objection on 'stand-alone' clause'

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was issued on

05.12.2016.

The institution has submitted its reply on 20 12.2016 and stating as follows:

"........Kind\y refer our earlier repty dated 23.05'2016, which clearly

explains the predicament which, we are put up. W9 are pursuing the

maller with tt e State Govt. and as well as Afflicting body i' e' University

of Mahtham Gandhi Nalgonda Dist Tetangana. As the B'Ed / B'Sc B'Ed

programmes still not reacty to conduct the programmes and a decision
'witibe 

taken up in due Course of time as per the Contention of the Govt

and afflicting bodY.

tn this regard t request you Sir. to consider our LOI reply with

Facutty List subhitted and keep it pending tilt the mafter is sorted out by

the afflicting bodY".

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06th & OTth February, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under;

1. They want B.A.B.Ed'(2 units).

2. They have separatety applied for B.Ed'( 2 units)' FR was issued

earlier. They have a running B.P.Ed. course also'

3. LOI was issued for B.A.B.Ed.(2 units). But, they were not able

to give a reply along with faculty list since the University was

not ready wlth the cou rSe

4. The de ay on th s score dese rves to be rev ewed The s

b the U n e rS The a cant can not be na zed

will be

case -1 I,

delay

caused



because they had obtained NOC from University.
5. The faculty list will be approved only when the University

concerned agrees to offer the course'
6. Keep this pending and put up in April 2017.

NOTE:

The institution is running B.P.Ed Course (1 Unit) Code No.2066.

Recognition granted on 31.05.2015 and B.Ed (2 Units) Code No.

15100. Recognition granted on 02.05.2016.

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

LOI reply has not yet been received.

The delay is caused by the affiliating University. The applicant, in

this case may come to be penalized for that. This will be unfair

because they had obtained NOC from the University.

Give them time till 30.4,17.

Put up on 1.5.17.

1

2

3

4

Teacher Education, Sy No.648 PloUStreet No.563, Gundia Pochampally Village,

Dundigal Post, Gundia Pochampally Taluk, Secunderabad Ranga Reddy District-

5O0O55,Andhra Pradesh and was granted recognition on 04.09.2012 from the

academic session 2012-2013.

A court notice received from Honb'le High court Andhra Pradesh in WP.No.18704 of

2013 on 26.07.2013. Accordingly, a letter was sent to the Advocate Shri K. Ramakanth

Reddy on 06.08.2013. A court order in W.P.M.P No.22869 of 2013 in WP No.18704 of

2013 dated 02.07 .2013 was received from Honb'le High court of Andhra Pradesh at

Hyderabad and the court order stating as follows:

".............therefore, the purpofted stand taken by the State Government to

deny affitiation for the academic year 2013-2014 is prima facie not tenable.

For the foregoing reasons, fhere shall be interim Direction".

c Sm SA aBaza f R doa NewoNo.2lotPSocuEd tica no aR ry94,eddMa a ietyv
cn a aT u badHBowePosadb k,cSe nu dera ityvi eB n p vt, yderaowe agpa ly

d no neittebmS ufaP desh ah d1 An hd fanRa Redd tr ctD rsga v
1 nd h oano 82 I0 0 0 an Com itteem oa ca oti ton h Se uo eth p yspp

E u erS twoof adD E cofoitn ronrfo nta of1 02 0n ye8ooncatia recogspp

R n te E ntalemeMc stituast du ne tS ry50ofn kta enathto nu ratd

A letter has been received from Shri. Go I Redd , Director SCERT, Andhra Pradesh

42. SRCAPP376

D.EI.Ed

1 Unit

CMR Institute of

Elementary Teacher

Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana
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Hyderabad on 25.2.2014 and 26.2.2014, enclosing a letter from Commissioner and

Director of School Education, Andhra Pradesh to Regional Director, SRC, NCTE,

Bangalore daled 23.12.2013 to communicate the order passed on the detailed report

submitted to NCTE, Bangalore in respect of (41) D.Ed colleges who have made

admissions during 2012-1 3 at their on in violation of admission rules and to take
necessary action as per NCTE rules.

The SRC in its 268th meeting hetd on 4'h-5'n June 2014 considered the letter dated

25.02.2014 & 26.02.2014 from Shri Gopal Reddy, Director, SCERT, Hyderabad,

Andhra Pradesh, letter dated 23j22013 and decided to issue Show Cause Notice for

withdrawal of recognition 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 colleges who have made admissions during 2012-13 at their own

in violation of admission rules issued by the State Govt. of A.P and the committee
decided to issue show cause notice.

As per the decision of SRC a show cause notice was issued to the institution on

07 .08.2014. The institution has submitted a written representation on 27.08.2014 along

with some court orders and relevant documents.

The SRC in its 273'd meeting held on 30rh September & 01't October, 2014 consldered

the considered the reply of the institution vide letter daled ?7.08.2014, Hon'ble High

Court of Andhra Pradesh order dated 20.03.2013 , 04.03.2014, & 12.06.2014 decided

that, the Law is clear on this issue. The Supreme Court has also given specific

directions. Once 'recognilion' is given by NCTE, the affiliating body shall affiliate. lf
they have any problem, they have to take it up with NCTE. ln this case, the High Court
has also reiterated this position. ln their reply to our show cause notice, the institution

has clarified that all the actions were taken in compliance of the High Court order. The
State Government and the SCERT will, therefore, be well advised to comply with the

H igh Court order.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the School Education Department on

07.11.2015.

A letter was sent to the Director SCERT on 07.12.2015 regarding continuation of
affiliation for the academic yeat 2015-2016.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 22.07.2015 along with DD of

Rs. 1,50.0001 bearing no.516522 daled 21.07.2015, online application for shifting of
premises and some documents with requesting to shift the building from

Maisammaguda, Gundlapochampally medchal Mandal, Rangareddy to Kompally

Medchal Nilandal, Rangareddy District.

A letter received from the institution on 10.05.2016 stating as under:

"this is kind reminder requesting you to make inspection for shifting CMR

lnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education (D.El.Ed) prernises which was

)

)

n
d<a;v p-

(S. SathyamY

Chairman
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submitted to your good on 01.09.2015.

The next acadomic year is going to staft very soon Therefore to avoid

impediments in this regard I request you to kindly make the inspections as

early as possible.

The institution has submitted another written representation on 01.09.2015 along

th Land documents, BCC, BP and affidavit for Sy No 126 at Kompa lly in favour of

alla Reddy Educational society, which is not matching with earlier submitted shifting

posal

e SRC in its 3141h meeting held on 27rh -28rh May, 2016 considered the matter and it

as decided as under:

1 . This is a case of request for shifting'
2. Land document given is of a different Society. (lt is the same as that given

in Sl.No.16).
3. lssue SCN for withdrawal of recognition.

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

OO.ZO1O. ffre institution has submitted its written representation on 07.06.2016 along

h document.

he SRC in its 3201h meeting held on 19th to 201h September 2016, considered the matter

nd decided as under:

. The title deed has unattested over writings. Ask them to submit the clear

original document or its certified copy

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 30 09 2016'

The institution submitted written representation on 26.09.2016. its stated as under:

" ...C.M.R. tnstitute of Etementary Teacher Education (D.El.Ed) has

apptied lor shifting of its premises from Gundlapochampally to Kompally

on 01.09.2015 and enclosed att the required documents for your kind

perusal,

Whereas in Decision of 320'h SRC meeting at SRC /VCIE Bangalore Held

on 19 & 20th September 2016 has directed us t submit certified copy f
land documents.

Now I am herewith enclosing the certified copy of Ma a Reddy

Educational Society lanct documents (Document No: 6415 of 2015)

certified from the component authority for your kind perusal' Kindly

consider the case."

The institution submitted original ce(ified copy of land document submitted.

D.
d-d1u.).,(tr1,1.
(S. sathyaln)

Chairman
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ln meantime, the institution submitted its written representation on 27 .10.2016 &

'1. Title is clear.

2. Land area required is 2428 sq.mtrs. They have 3035 sq.mtrs'

3. LUC not given.

4, Latest EC is required.

5. BP is not legible.

6. Bcc is not approved by competent autnority.

7. Renewed FDRS are required.

8, Latest approved faculty list is not given.

9. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was sent to the institution

on 13.01 .2017 .

The institution has submitted its Show cause notice reply along with document on

03.02.2017 .

The SRC in its 330rh meeting held on 12rh & 13rh February, 2017 considered the matter

and the Committee decided as under:

1. Their reply to our SCN covers all points except the FDR. They have to

give FDRS for Rs. 7 lakhs and 5 lakhs.

2. Cause inspection.

3. Ask VT to collect the FDRS.

lnspection of the institution was generated through online mode and inspection fixed

between 07.03.2017 lo 27 .03.20174. lnspection of the institution was conducted on

24.03.2017 & 25.03.2017 and VT report along with documents and original CD

received on 28.03.2017

06.12.2016. lt's stated as under:

-... fhis is kind reminder requesting you to make inspection for shifting

C.M.R lnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education (D.El.Ed) premise which

was submitted to your good on 01'09.2015.

The next academic year is going to start very soon. Therefore to avoid

any impediments in this regard I request you to kindly make the

,nspecrions as early as possible.

Herewith enclosing the shifting details of the college once again.".

The SRC in rts 326rh meeting held on 04rh - 05rh January, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

Ir
,-l-r -'\
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r scruti uments with VT

12.12.2004
Malla Reddy Educational Society

Date of
Regn.

and in

the
name
of

LAW CERTIFICATE
REGISTRATION BYE-

Land Doc

Registered certified copy of the

Land documents: Submitted / Not

submitted

Certified photocopy of settlement deed

(whether in English or Regional

language)
(whether certif ied/notarized

lish translation submittedE

15.07.2015Date of istration of land

lvlalla Redd Educational Sociistered in the name ofLand
Settlement Deedof title deed i.e. saleT

The details of VT Report are as under:

CMR lnstitute of Elementary Teacher

Education, Sy No.648 Ploustreet

No.563, Gundia Pochampally Village,

Dundigal Post, Gundia PochamPallY

Taluk, Secunderabad Ranga ReddY

District-500055, Andhra Pradesh

Name and address of the Society Malla Reddy Educational Society, Plot

No.294, Comssary Bazaar Road ,New
Bowenpally Village, Secunderabad

Post, Bowenpally Taluk, Hyderabad

City, Ranga Reddy District -50001 1,

Andhra Pradesh

Date of lnspection for Shifting 24 NIarch 2017

CMR lnstitute of Elementary Teacher

Education, S.No. 126, Plot No. 38,

Jaibery Park Road, Kompally Village,

Quthbullapur (M), Ranga Reddy District

- 500014, Telan ana

Deta ils of courses as per the VT RePort

st.
No

Name of the Course lntake

01 B Ed (APS07146) 100 (2 units)

02 D,EI.Ed
(sRCAPP376)

50 ('l unit)

submitted in English Version

Name and address of the institution

(as per initial application)
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deed/lease deed (Govt. /Pvt.)/gift
deed

No '126-No/ Plot No/ Khasara NoSu
3630.0 Sq.yds or Ac. 0.30 GtsExtent of land in each Sy. No./ Plot

No./ Khasara No.

SubmittedAFFID
ttaNo

DistrictVilla a Redde RanKom allLocation
BasisOwnershiLand is on own/lease basis

Not MentionedBuilt u area
J5U5 I mtsExtent
Photocopy SubmittedBlue prinUNota rized coDv of

submitted/ Not

subm
Buildinq Plan

Malla Reddy Educational Society

Soc /TrusUlnstitutron
Name and address of

lrtt'atta neUay College of Education
C.M.R lnstitute of Elementary Teacher
Education

&Whether Building Plan is for the
proposed institution/ course or
also for some other TEI/course

3630 S SPlot area/land area
126 - Kompally VillageSurvey No/ Plot No/ Khasara No

and location
37660 Sq.ft or 3500 Sq.mts (For G + 4

Floors)
Each floor Area : 7532 ft or 700 mts

Total built-up area

Not Mentioned
existin teacher education courses
Built up area for the proposed and

Date of a al

Executive Off icer (Panchayat Secretary

Kom tl

of

a rovln
Name

authorit
and designation

Photocopy submittedNotarized coov
Certificate s bmitted /Not
submitted

of Land Use

Malla Reddy Educational SocietyName of the Society/ Trusu

lnstitution
126 - Kompally VillageSurvey/PlouKhasara No. and

location
3630Extent of land

oseEducational uPu of land
30.07 .2015Date of issue
Spl. Grade Deputy Collector &

Divisional Officer

Revenuedesignation of

a rovrn

Name and

authori
Photocopy Submitted

CertificateCompletion
bmitted /not d

Notarize d coDv of the uildinq

lvlalla Reddy Educational societyof

Socie /TrusUlnstitution
Name and address

227
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126 - KompallY VillageNos. andSurvey/Plou Khasara

location
GF - 7532 Sq.ft
FF - 7532 Sq.ft
SF - 7532 Sq.ft
TF - 7532 Sq.ft
FF - 7532 Sq.ft
Total - 37660 S .mtr.ft or 3498.72

Total Built up area

Not mentionedof Roofin
B.Ed & D. El.Ed Course

used/ ro osed to be used
Purpose for which building is being

Date of issue

Gram Pancha ath
Sarpanchdesignation of

a rovtn
Name and

authori
Photocopy submitted

Certificate submitted/ Not

subm
Malla Reddy Educational SocietytheName

Socie

of
/TrusUlnstitution

126 - Kompalli VillageandSurvey/PlovKhasara Nos

location
Ot.Ot.t SAz to 10.08.2016riodSearch for the
3630 S sExtent of land

ECAn ASm a
1 1 .08.2016Date of issue

Sub istrar
M. RavinderName and designation of issuing

authorit
bodyNOC From Affiliating

submitted/Not submitted
Rs. 1,50,000/- DD

21 .07 .2015

No. 516522 datedFEES PAID:-

submittedPhotocoTY LIST:-FAG
rovedroved/not alist aFacu roved

YesWhether approved on each page

or not
1+7

couTSe

No. of faculty as Per norms of the

Director, SCERT

author
Designation of the approving

28.07.2012alDate of a

FDR's Details
3.00 Lakhs and 4.00 Lakhs
Reserved Fund

5:oo Lakhs
Endowment Fund

Submitted Rs. 3 00,000/-SubmittedSubmitted in Ori inal
269497269496FDR AJc number

Chairm
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Whether in single or joint

4,./c

Joint A/c Joint A/c

Name of the Bank Bank of Maharashtra Bank of Maharashtra

Duration of FDR 60 ea rs 60 ars

lssuin date 19.09.2010 1 9.09.201 0

Valid till 19.09 2015 19.09.20'15

Website of the institution

Remarks:

The institution submitted photocopy of BCC not approved by Competent

Authority.

The Committee considered the VT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

1.

)

3.

4.1

4.2

Title is clear. Land area is adequate.

LUC is in order.

EC is in order.

BP is in order. Built-up area shown is 3500 sq.mts.

BP, however, is in photocopy form. Original is required.

5.1 BCC is not approved by competent authority.

5.2 Type ofroofing is not indicated.

Comments of VT Members

0'l Total Builtup area 3035 .mtr B.Ed & D.EI.Ed

Furniture The class room, multipurpose hall,

laboratory, Resource Rooms, Library,

Principal room, Staff rooms, etc. are
provided with adequate furniture but

need to be further improved

03 lvlultipurpose Hall 3752 S .ft

04 Labs/Resources Rooms Adequate

05 Whether the library is sharing with

other courses

Yes

06 Seatinq capacity in the library 50

07 No. of books in the library and

Journals

1 100 Books, 10 Journals

229
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Built-up area shown is 3500 sq'mts' This is a

D.El.Ed.(1)

6. FDRS are reqrllred in original, in ioint account, with 5 year validity

@ 7+5 lakhs for each unit in each course.

7.1 Latest approved Faculty lists for both B.Ed. & D'El'Ed' are required'

7,2 B,Ed. Faculty list should be approved by the University and not by

SCERT.

7.3 Both lists should have photographs and should be submitted in

original.

8. Issue SCN accordingly.

5.3 dequate for B.Ed.(2) &

605001 submitted an application to the sothern Regional committee of NCTE

for offering B.Ed course of one year duration with an annual intake of 100

student from academic session 2005-2006 under section 14 (1) of the NCTE

Act, 1993 Recognition order was issued to the institution on 28'11'2005'

The institution has submitted representation on 08 12 2006 & 17 1 'l 2009

regarding list of teaching staff of senthil college of Education, Puducherry as

per NCTE norms.

ThiSofficewasreceivedon28.03.20,11filedW.PNo3236of2010.lntheHigh
Court of Judicature at Madras.

On 07.04.201 1 a letter was addressed to the Shri.B Ramakrishna Reddy'

Chennai. Enclosed containing legal opinion.

Accordingly, a comparative statement of both B Ed (APS02970) and D'T Ed

(APSO2976) was prepared and placed before SRC in its 260th meeting held on

)dn_ Stu January ZOla and the committee considered the matter and decided

as under:-

iaja Street, Pondicherry-Senthil College of Educa tion, No.36, Thiyaga

Senthil College of

Education,

Pondicherry

APS02970

B,Ed

2 Units

230
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For.B.Ed - Show cause notice for submission of orig inal approved

1) Building plan,

2) Building Completion Certificate,

3) Land Use Certificate,

4) Encumbrance Certificate and FDRs.

For D.T.Ed - Show cause notice for the following deficiencies:

1. No earmarked area in the Building Plan.

2. BCC is unsigned.

3. No original Land Use Certificate and the extent of land converted

(1143 sq.mt4 is inadequate

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

institution on 26.02.20 1 4.

The institution has submitted reply to the SCN on 17 03.2014 along with

relevant documents.

No objection certificate has received by this office on 23.06.2014.

SRC in its 2681h meeting held on o4th to Osth June' 2014 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

. Accept the reply and close the case.

The institution has submitted representation on 31.O7.2014 & 26.08.2014 and

stating as under:-

I humbly request you sir to kindly consider our request made in our Letter

No (7) to grant recognition for additional intake from this academic year in one

year B.Ed course conducted in our Senthil College of Education, Puduchery at

the earliest possible, so that we can get affiliation from the University in time.

The Pondicherry University has submitted representation on 16.09.2014 and

17.11.2014 regarding Extension of provisional affiliation for B.Ed course at

Senthil College of Education for the academic year 2O14-15.

On 3.12.2014, a letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding

notification of new regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for

237
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fulfilling the revised Norms and Standards before 3l.10.2015

The institution submitted its willingness affidavit on 06.02.2014 as per

Regulations 2014. Accordingly, revised recognition order was issued to the

institution on 13.05.2015 for two basic units of 50 students each, with a

condition that the institution has not shifted to its own premises as

stipulated.

The institution has submitted compliance for RPRO on 22.06.2015 along with

documents.

The SRC in its 291"tmeeting held on 20rh to 21't August, 2015 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

o Since Revised Recognition Order has been issued. Cause inspection

after 31 Oct, 2015 to ensure full compliance of the 20'14 Regulations'

. Advise them specifically that the 2014 Regulations do not provide for

any opportunity to remove deficiencies after the inspection'

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on

21.10.2015

lnspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members on

07.O1.2016. The lnspection of the institution was conducted on 17.01.20'16 and

\/T report along with documents received on 25.01.2O16.

VT report was received on 25.01.2O16 along with W report.

The SRC in its 3001h meeting held on 29th to 31"tJanuary, 2016 the committee

considered the W Repo( and decided as under:-

. Withdraw the 'shifting' condition

. Gorrect our records accordingly.

o Close the case.

A Corrigendum was issued to the institution on 20.05.2016.

A Court order (batch petition) dated 27 07.2016 in W.A Nos 591 & 661 to 664

of 2009. ln the Hon'ble High court of Madras, received by this office on

08.08.2016. The Hon'ble court has grantad interim order on 24.08'2009 in

the appeals is made absolute during the pendency of the appeals and the

Chairman
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applications are disposed of.

Another Court order (batch petition) daled 27.07.2016 in W.A Nos 591 & 661 to

664 of 2009. ln the Hon'ble High court of Madras, received by this office on

08.08.2016.

"lt is stated that the counsel appearing for the appellant in W.A.

AIos.66/ to 664 of 2OOg has not been correctly shown in the course list.

Name of Mr.R. Suresh Kumar, learned counsel for the appellant in W.A.

/Vos.667 to 664 of 2009 be shown in the cause list. There are stated to be

other connected writ appeats being W.A. Nos.1290 to 1304 of 2009, which

should also be lisled along with these appeals.

List on 03.08.2016. the learned counsel for pafti* to file a shoft synopsis

running into not more than two pages each".

Third Court order (batch petition) dated 30.08.2016 in W.A No 1290 of 2009 &

1 291 to W.A No. 1299 ln the Hon'ble High court of Madras received by this

office on 27 .08.2016 made the following order:-

"These applications are disposed of in terms of the lnterim order already

passed in WA.Nos.591, 661 to 664 of 2009, dated 24.08.2009.

Court order has been received by this office on 06.03.2017 W.P No 4378 of

2017 dated 23.02.2017 lnV\P. 422012017 ln the Hon'ble High court of Madras

and stating as under:-

"Petition praying that in the circumstances stated therein and in

the affidavit filed there with the High Coutl will be pleases to issue an

order of inbrtm iniunction restraining the respondents from in any

manner causing the inspection of the petitioner institution for insisting

upon the satisfaction of the norms under the NCTE(Recognition Norms

and Procedure) Regulations 2014 (n WMP'No.4378/17) pending disposal

of the above writ petition.No.4220/17.

Order:

This petition coming on for orders upon Perusing the petition and the

affidavit filed in support thereof and upon hearing the argumenb of

M/s.R. Setvakumar, Advocate for the petitioner the court made the

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

The Court order is noted,

It may not be possible for us to implement it as we will, in the

process, violate the Supreme Court order that, after notification of

the 2014 Regulations., no case shall be processed under any other

Regulations.

We must ask our Lawyer to urgenly apprise the Hon'ble High Court

ofthis position and request for a review oftheir order in reference.

I
2

3

batch is pendino, the revised norms alono will not be insisted".
Respondents are directed to conduct nsD ed. Sinceecfion as sch

following orderi

SRCAPP2Ol6 30051

M.Ed-AI

1 Unit

School of

Pedagogical

Sciences, Kannur,

Kerala

Land area and built up area, according to Building Completion

Certificate, is adequate.
EC & LUC-not required.
Building plan with all details is required to be submitted.
Building Completion Certificate is in order.
Cause composite inspection,
The old M.Ed course should come under the new Re

670567, Kerala for offering M.Ed-Al course of two years duration for the academic

yeat 2017-18 under Section 14l15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional

Committee, NCTE through online on 28.05.20'16.The institution has submitted the hard

copy of the application on 1 1.06.2016.

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

on 22.O6.2O16, 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 is over. Hence, the application is processed

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for I\/.Ed course in the State

of Kerala.

Department of Teacher Education, Kannur University,
Mangatuparamba, Kannur Taluk, Dharmasala City, Kannur D

applied for grant of recognition to School of Pedagogical Sc

Kalliassery Village, Dharmasala Road, Kannur Taluk & C

As per the direction, the application was scrutinized -online along with hard copy of the

application and was placed before SRC in its 324'' meeting held during 07"'& 08"'

December 2016, the Committee considered the scrutiny of the application and decided

as under :-

1

2

3

4
5

6

Kalliassery Village,
istrict-G70567 Kerala
iences, Dharmasala,
ity, Kannur District-

ulations with a

44.
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Basic unit of 50.

As per the decision of SRC, and as per Regulations 2014' the same was

communicated to the V.T.Members through on-line mode on 21 .01.2017 . YI
members' names were generated through online VT module for inspection

during the period 08.02.2017 to28.02.2017.

On 17.02.2017 letter was received from VT member Shri Dharma Raj Singh

through e-mail stating "that my visit for inspection not possible due to iil health

of wife."

Accordingly, VT was re-scheduled during the period 28.02.2017 lo 20.03.2017.

The inspection was conducted on 20.03.2017 lo 21 .03.2017 . lnspection report

received on 27 .03.2017 .

The SRC in its 334th meeting held during 30th& 31"tMarch, 2017 th'e committee

considered the matter and decided as under;-

1. Land is given by Govt.
2. LUC/EC are not required.
3. BP does not show the area earmarked for M.Ed./M'Ed'-A.1.

4. BP shows Ground Floor for B.Ed; First floor for M.Ed' and, Second

Floor for M.Ed./B.Ed.
5. The built-up area of (882,65+ 882.65+882.65 sq.mts.) 2647.95

sq.mts. ls adequate for B.Ed.('1500)+M.Ed.(500)+ M.Ed"A.l'(500).

6. Our records do not show B.Ed. at all. But, they have claimed to be

running B.Ed. for purposes of this case, let us accept it and

proceed. But, independently, examine the facts.

7. Land area ol 2 acres (shown in Sy.No.387/2 cited in the BCC) is

adequate.
8. NAAC certificate given.

9. lssue LOI for M.Ed.-A.|. (l unit).

Accordingly, the LOI was issued to the institution on 06.04.2017.

Now, the institution has submitted the LOI reply trough e-mail on 10.04.2017

and stated as under:-

"....We are in receipt of the letter referred I above sent via speed

post. Accordingly we are causing this reply regatding Para No's 3'

We have already submitted the Annexure l,ll & lll to

33 itt Meeting of SRC
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the W Members along with our Essential Data Sheet on the date of
their Visit,(March 2d and 21"t of 2017) Atso they have sent these

Annexure along with the V.T. Repoft to ,he SRC.

Para No:4 School of pedagogical Science is a regular

deparTment under Kannur University. A website is created for the

School of pedagogical Science and the satne is existing by linking

to the main site of the University. The site comprises the data

referred in Para No: 4 and it is undeftaking to upload the rest at the

earliest

Para No:S Kannur University is a Stafe Univers@ funded by

the State Government for satary of the Teachers, infrastructure and

all other requirements of the Depa ments.

ln the light of above facfs if is submitted that necessary steps may

be taken in this respect.t'

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

l. This is an application for M.Ed.-A.I.(1 unit).

2. In the 2014 Regulations, point 4.1 under norms and standards for

M,Ed., it is clearly stated that additional unit can be permitted,

subiect to other quality considerations, only after the institution has

offered the programme for 3 years and has been awarded minimum

B+ grade by NAAC or any other accrediting agency approved by

NCTE.

3, Since the new M,Ed. courses started only in 2015-16, they have not

completed the 3 academic sessions required; and, obtained the

NAAC certifi cation thereafter.

4. Reiect the application.

5. Return FDRs, if any.

6, Close the file.

)

o
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SRCAPP14641

D.EI.Ed.AI

Shree Kamireddy

Sivaramireddy

College of

Elementary

Education,

Vishakapatnam,

Andhra Pradesh

Shree Kamireddy Sivaramireddy Educational Society, Plot No.11-37-18,

Kaniti Road, Azeemabad Village, Gajuwaka Post & Taluk, Visakhapatnam

City, Vishakhapatnam District - 530026, Andhra Pradesh has applied for grant

of recognition to Shree Kamireddy Sivaramireddy College of Elementary

Education, PloUKhasara No.154/1,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, Gollalapalem Village,

Kalapaka Post, Parawada Taluk, Visakhapatnam City, Vishakhapatnam

District - 53'1021, Andhra Pradesh for offering D.El.Ed-Al 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 29.06.2015.

The institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 17.07 .2015.

The application is 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 22.07 .2015.

Sub-section (2) of Section 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications

stipulates as under:-

"(2) The application shall be summaily rejected under one or more of the following

circumstance-

(a) Failure to fumish the application fee, as prescibed under rule 9 of the

National Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or before the date of
submlssion of online application;

(b) Failure to submit pint 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 subm,ssion of the online application. "

Sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 5 reads as underi

"While submitting the application online a copy of the registered land

document issued by the competent authoity, 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 is deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:-

o The institution has not submitted application within 15 days from the date

of application.

The SRC in its 291"rmeeting held on 2O1h-21"1 August, 2O15 considered the matter,

and after careful perusal of the original application for D.El.Ed-Al course for the

237
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As per the decision of SRC, rejection order was issued to the institution on

1 s.1 0.201 5.

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

NCTE Hqrs and the appellate authority vide order no. F. No.89-49/2016 Appeal/5th

Meeting -2016 has stated as follows:

"......AND WHEREAS, Sh. K Venkata Reddy, Representative, Shree

Kamircddy Sivaramireddy Co ege of Elementary Education,

Visakhapatnam, Andhra Pradesh presented the case of the appellant

institution on 26.04.2016. ln the appeal and during personal

presentation it was submitted that "hard copies of online application

had been sent to the office of the Regional Director, NCTE, SRC,

Bangalore -72 through speed post on 13.07.2015. ln suppott of the

claim the appellant submitted the acknowledgment which was

obtained from the lndia Post (RL Visakhapatnam RMS 530004). The

obtained number is 8R r9695688021N dated 13.07.2015. The appellant

furlher submitted that, the online application was submitted on

29.06.2015 and the hard copies of online application were dispatched

on 13.07.2015 i.e within 15 days from the date of online submission of
application.

AND WHEREAS, the committee noted that the council has issued

instructions to their regional commitlees informing them that, for
2016-17, t{ Juty,2O15witt be the last date for tf,e submiss ion of the

hard copies of the application with NOC irrespective of the date of
online submission. The commitlee also noted that the appellant has

filed their application online on 29.06.2015 and submitted the

hardcopy of the application with their letter dt.13.07.2015 by speed

post on 13.07.2015, which was received in the SRC on 17.07.2015.

Since the hard copy of the application was submitled within the

extended date i.e 15.07.2015, the committee concluded that the matter

deserved to be remanded fo fhe SRC with a direction to process the

I
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session 2016-17 submitted on-line on 29.06.2015 and hard copy on 17.07.2015,

decided to Summarily Reject the application as per 7 2(b) of Regulations 2014 on

the following ground:

o The institution has not submitted application within 15 days from the date

of application.
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application fudher as per the NCTE Regulations.

AND WHEREAS, after perusal of the memorandum of appeal,

affidavit, documents available on records and considering the oral

argumenE advanced during the hearing, the committee concluded

that the aDoeal deserves to be ded to SRC with a direction to
process the lication further as per the NC Reoulations

NOW THEREFORE, the counc il herebv remands back the case of
Shree Kamireddv Sivaramireddv Colleqe of Elementaru Education,

Visakhapatnam. Andhra Pradesh to the SRC. NCTE. for necessarv

action as indicated above. "

As directed the application was processed and placed before SRC in its 317th

meeting held on 28rh - 3oth July, 2016 considered the matter and decided as

under:

1. Title to land is there. Land area is adequate.

2. LUC/EC is given.

3. BP is in order.

4. BCC not given.

5. FDRS - not given.

6. Fee paid.

7. Cause lnspection

8. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents esp.BCC.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC inspection intimation was noticed through

online mode on 01.02.2017 and inspection of the institution was fixed between

12.02.2017 to 04.03.201 7.

Now, an email received from the VT member on 11.O4.2017 and stating as

follows;

"....the NCTE was given me an assignment to inspect the college

namely - Shree Kamireddy Sivaramireddy College of Elementary

Education in between 12 Feh to 4 March 2017 as W member. lts
application No is SRCAPP14641. During the time, when I

contacted to college on given telephone No. 8916465464, the

concerned person (Principal) refused me. She said that "we are

not interested to inspect our college at present." This is for your

I

)

)
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The Committee considered the VT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

The Appellate authority directed us to process this case.

Accordingly, we proceeded with action and ordered V'T. inspection.

One Vt member has now reported that the college Principal

telephonically had stopped the inspection.

Contact the college to find out the correct position.

kind information and fufiher action."

I

2

3

46.

)

SRCAPPzOl6 3OO5O

Block Institute of

Teacher Education,

Nilgiris, Tamilnadu.

D.El.Ed.

(L unit)

Block lnstitute of Teacher Education(BITE), Gudalur Village, GHSS

Campus, Ovelley Road, Gudalur Taluk & City, Nilgiris District-643211,

Tamilnadu applied for grant of recognition to Block lnstitute of Teacher

Education(BITE), Gudalur Village, GHSS Campus, Ovelley Road, Gudalur

Taluk & City, Nilgiris District-643211, Tamilnadu for offering D.El.Ed

course for 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 27.05.2016.The institution has submitted the hard

copy of the application on 03.06.2016.

The application is processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

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

on 04.07.2016 followed by Reminder I on 01.10.20'16 and Reminder ll on

02.11.2016.

As per the direction, the application was scrutinized online along with hard

copy of the application and the same was placed before the Committee.

SRC in its 327th Meeting held during 19th to 20th January,2017 considered the

scrutiny of the application and decided as under :-

240
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1, This will be a'stand alone'course.
2. Land document is not given.

3, NOC is given.

4. BP is given. Built-up area is l1l6 sq.mts.

5. BGC not given.

6. LUC/EC - not required for a Govt. institution.

7. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

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

through online mode on 21.01.2017.

The institution submitted SCN reply along with document on O2.O2.2O17

The SRC in its 329th Meeting held on O6th & OTth February, 2017 lhe committee

considered the matter and decided as follows;

1. Land documents are given. Land area is adequate.

2. LUC is there.

3. EC not required. Govt. land.

4. Building Plan is in order.

5. BCC not given.

6. FDRs not required.

7. Cause inspection.

8. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

An e-mail received from Shri Dr. Krishna Kant Sharma on 20.02.2017

and stating as follows;

"My VT member lD is 407860. I have been appointed by your

office to inspect BITE, Gudalur (5RCAPP201630050). Now please

inform me about another W member so we can fix the date of visit
and make our travel plan accordingly. Till date He/She has not

contected the institution.

Second point is that as per our dashboard we have to visit the

institution in between 2oth Feb. to 12th March. Tiil 25th Feb. I am busy

with my tJniversity work. As board examinations will be in the month of

march, so the institution is willing to extend the date. Can we do so

after consulting another VT member."

l
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VT members names were generated through online VT module for inspection

during the period 19.03.2017 to08.04.2017.

An e-mail received from VT member Shri Shivaji Shinde on 10.04.2017 and

stated as under;

'We have inspeclion of Block lnstitute of Teachers Education, Gudalur,
Tamilnadu on 02.04.2017 to 04.04.2017. But due to server problem we

could not send the W report of this institute.

We also talked to us on phone regarding this problem."

The lnspection conducted by VT Members on 02.04.2017 TO 04.04.2017
inspection report hard copy received on 11.04.2017.

Details of the proposed and existing programs ofthe institution as

per the VT Report

Proposed Programme Existing Programme

Sl.No. Name of the

course

lntake Sl.No. Name of
the
course

lntake

1

REGISTRATION BYE-
LAW CERTIFICATE

Reg.

the Not submitted
Date of
and in

name of

Details of Land Documents:
Registered certified copy of the
Land documents: Submitted / Not
submitted
(whether in English or Regional
lan g uage)
(whether certified/notarized English

Date of registration of land

Land re istered in the name of
of title deed i.e sale

Not submitted.

242
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The details of inspection reoort is as below:
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deed/lease deed(Govt. /Pvt.)/gift
deed

Survey No/ Plot No/ Khasara No

Ori inal submitted Not in formatAFFIDA
Plot No. 1095NoS

Gudalur, Nilgiris Dist, Tamil NaduLocation

ownershi BasisLand is on own/lease basis

Total Area of the land 2500 Sq.mtsExtent

Photo copy submitted
Blue DrinuNota rized coov of

submitted/ NotBuildinq Plan
submitted

Gudalur Ni iris District.
Block lnstitute of Teachers Education,ofName and address

/TrusUlnstitutionSoc

Not mentioned
Whether Building Plan is for the
proposed institution/ course or also

for some other TEI/course
Not mentionedPlot area/land area
Plinth Area

318.84 Sq.mts
areaFloor

+91 .80 m lvl

areaFloor
95.10 m lvl

453.70 Sq.mts
areaFloor

+98.40 m lvl

1505.00
Sq.mts(16199.69Sq.ftTotal

Total bu iltup area

Gudalur, Nilgiris DistrictSurvey No/ Plot No/ Khasara No

and location
1 505.00 Sq.mts(l 6l 99.695q.ft)

existin teacher education courses
Built up area for the proposed and

03.1?.2007Date of approval

ln regional languageName and designation of apProving

Notarized copv
/Notsubmitted

submi

of Land Use

Certific

Name of the Society/ Trusu

lnstitution
No. andSurvey/PloVKhasara

location

Extent of diverted land

Pur ose of diversion

Date of issue

Land Use Certificate not submitted.

tnName and desi nation of a

1

Chairm

Extent of land in each Sy. No./ Plot

No./ Khasara No.

732.46 Sq.mts
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authority
Notarized copy of the Buildinq
Completion Certificate submitted

ofName and address
Society/TrusUl nstitution

Survey/Plov Khasara Nos. and

location

Built up area for the proposed

course and/or for existing course

Type of Roofing

Purpose for which building is being

used/proposed to be used

Date of issue

Name and designation of approving
authority

Building Complation Certificate not
submitted.

Notarized copy of Encumbrance
Certificate submitted/ Not
submitted
Name of the Society/Trusvl nstatution

Nos. andSurvey/PloUKhasara
location

Search for the period

Extent of land

Any mortgage as per EC

Date of issue

Name and designation of issuing

Certificate notEncumbrance
submitted,

Fixed Deposit Receipts

Original/ Photocopy of the FDR of
Rs.5lakhsrTlakhs
FDR / fuc Number

Whether in single or joint AJc

Date of issue

Date of Maturity

Name of issuing Bank

lf already Rs. 5 lakhs + Rs. 3 lakhs

submitted in joint AJc whether
additional FDR of Rs.4 lakhs in joint

Nc is submitted in

^ri^i6.1/^h^+^^^^v

FDRs not submitted.

Photocopy of faculty list submittedFaculty list
Approvedfaculty list approved/ not approved

Not ApprovedWhether approved on each page or

No. of faculty as per norms of the
course

to

)

I

)
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Remarks;

. Along with VT Report the institution has not submitted Society
registration certificate, land document, Land Use Certificate, BCC,

EC, Affidavit and FDRs.
o Building Plan approved in regional language'
o The institution has submitted faculty list approved by Director of

State Council of Education.

The Committee considered the VT report, vCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

Title is there. Govt. land. Land area is adequate.

LUC/EC not required.

BP is approved by PWD Engineer and not the local body concerned.

But, State Govt. has given the required permission.

BCC is not given.

Issue LOI for D.El.Ed.(l unit). Ask them to submit BCC along with the

LOI reply.

1

2

3

4

5

245
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1

SRCAPP2Ol6 3OOBO

st.

Educational

Association,

Warangal,

Telangana

B.Ed- 2 Units

D.Ed- 1 Unit

D.P,SE

2 Units

Peters

St. Peters Educational Association, Hanamkonda Village, Vidyaagar,
Hanamkonda Taluk & City, Warangal, District-506001, Telangana had

applied for grant of recognition to St. Peters Educational Association,
Hanamkonda Village, Vidyaanagar, Hanamkonda Taluk & City, Warangal
District-506001, Telangana for offering D.P.S.E course for two years duration

for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14115of the NCTE Act, 1993 to

the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 31 .05.2016. The

institution submiiled the hard copy of the application on 06.06.2016.

As per public notice for 2017-18 there is no ban for D.P.S.E course in the State

of Telangana.

The application has been scrutinized through online along with hard copy oJ

applicaiion and placed before the SRC in its 325rh meeting held on 1gth - 2oth

December, 2016. The Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution through online

mode on 21.12.2016.

The institution has not submitted reply.

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06tn - OTth February, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under:

47.

J

)

I

)

Chairma

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

on 22.06.2016, followed by Reminder-l on 01.10.2016 and Reminder-ll on

O2.11.2016. No recommendation received from the State Government after the
period of 90 days as per Regulations is over; hence, the application is

processed.

l. Case of B.Ed (2 units), D.El.Ed (1 unit) and (now) D.P.SE (2

units). Total land area required will be 0.6 acre; built-up area
required will be 5000 sqmts.
2. Title deed is clear. Sy.nos 280, 281 and 282 ( sy.no. 283 not
mentioned). Land area involved-more than one acre. lt is
adequate.
3. EC is in order.
4. LUC-is in order.
5. BP is approved. Built-up area approved is 2619 sqmts.
6. BCC is duly approved. Built-up area shown is 3025 sqmts. This
exceeds the area approved in BP.
7. FDRs-not given.
8. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.
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1. NOC (issued by Director of School Education) is given.
2. Reply to SCN not received.
3. According to the computer programme in force, non-submission of

reply to SCN should lead to rejection of the case. lt will be
unfortunate if this case, which fulfils all requirements for VT
inspection has to be rejected because of the technical difficulty in
the computer programme.

4. Remind th6m for an early reply.
5. Put up on 22.2.17.

The institution has submitted the reply on 13.02.2016.

An e-mail received from lbrahim lslam on 14.02.2017.|t stated as under

"One of the issue discussed on the 9th Feb, 2017 meeting was to
provide a feature for NCTE Users to upload the SCN Replies-Post
Preliminary Scrutiny. lt was understood that because of lnstitutes being
unaware of submission of SCN Replies through online mode many of
them has submitted their responses in the form of hard copies. ln order
to handle such applications we have added functionality to the Section
Officer Role using which the concern section officer can upload the
scan copy of the replies received online and process the application to
next stage. Following para describes the steps on how to process such
cases.

When an SCN is issued post completion of Preliminary Scrutiny,
the application status is set to 501- lssue SCN - Preliminary
Scrutiny. Under this stage the applicants get an option to respond
to the SCN through online mode and upload their replies using the
lnstitute dashboard. Once the applicant submits their reply from
the institute dashboard the application status gets change to 502-
SCN Reply for Preliminary Scrutiny Submitted. The application

then gets visible under RD Dashboard for further processing 503-
Processing of SCN Status for Preliminary Scrutiny.

2. As per rule an applicant is given 21 days to submit their
responses. ln case the applicant has not responded within 21-
days the application status gets automatically set to 501 l -SCN
Reply for Preliminary Scrutiny Pending.

3. Now we have two sets of applicants (a) one for which is reply is

due [within 21 days timeline] and the other (b) for which reply is

pending [have crossed the 21-days response time]. For both the
cases, if Regional Offices has received the response in the form of

247
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a hard copy [offline mode] then the replies can be uploaded at the
Regional Offices and process the application further. lt is

important to note that if the applicant has already used the online
mode to reply then this new functionality will not be applicable for
such applications.

4. To use the functionality respective section officer has to login
using their credentials and select application having status - lssue
SCN-Preliminary Scrutiny or SCN Reply for Preliminary
Scrutiny Pending.

5. After selecting an application, open the application from the
dashboard and move to the action panel. ln the action panel

select SCN Reply for Preliminary Scrutiny Submitted from the
drop down menu. Type in other details of the reply(if any)
including received such as date etc in the comment box. Upload
the scan copy of the reply received using the document upload
function and then click Submit Button.

6. Once the Submit button is clicked the application status will get
changed to SCN Reply for Preliminary Scrutiny Submitted and
will be visible under RD Dashboard for processing it further.

ln case the submit button is not visible in your dashboard you

need to refresh your online app by pressing CTRL+SHIFT+R

Would also like to inform that this is an interim arrangement made to
take care of the replies received in the form of hard copies. But we
should encourage lnstitutes to submit their replies online to reduce our
workload at Regional Offices."

As per the instructions the hard copy of the SCN reply scanned and
uploaded in the PDF format in the Section dash board & technical
problem is solved.

The SRC in its 331"tmeeting held on 22nd February, 2017 considered the
matter and decided as under.

I

248

,$ffi*

a

7. Kindly note that you need to upload the complete reply received in
hard copy form. Avoid uploading one or two pages. The reply
received has to be scanned at Regional Offices before processing

the application further. Would suggest to have all the soft copies of
the SCN replies ready before processing it.
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They have fulfilled all the conditions.
Reply to SCN could not be given because of a problem
software. We cannot hold it out against them.
Cause composite inspection.

rn our

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members
through online on 01 .03.20'17. The inspection of the institution was conducted
on 27th and 28th March 2017 and the W report along with CD received on
10.04.2017.

The documents received along with VT report is processed as under.

Name and address of the institution St. Peters Educational Association,
Hanumakonda Village, Vidyaagar,
Hanumakonda Taluk & City,
Warangal District-506001 

,

(as per application)

Telan ana.
Name and address of the Society St. Peters Educational Association,

Hanumakonda Village, Vidyaagar,
Hanumakonda Taluk & City,
Warangal District-506001 ,

Tela ana
Date of lns ction 27 &28 March2017
Address of the institution as per VT H.No.2-4-1211, Vidya Nagar, Near

T.V. tower, Hanamkonda,Report

Waran al Tela ana-506001
Details of courses as r the VT Re rt

sr. Name of
the
Proposed
Course

Sl.No. Name of ntake
No the

Existing
Course

01 D,P,S.E 2 units 01 D,Ed 50

02 B,Ed 50
As f documents received with WR

REGISTRATI

24.07.1980

Details

Registered certified copy of
the Land documents:
Submitted / Not submitted
(whether in English or

Photo copy submitted in English version

ional lan UA e

I
++z^)-\

(S. Sathyaml

Chairman
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1

Intake

Date of
Regn. and
in the
name of

St. Peter's Educational Association
ON BYE-LAW
CERTIFICATE

249
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En lish translation submitted

(whether certified/notarized

Date of registration of land

04.05.1991
Land registered in the name of 4

t)

St. Peter's Educational Association
St. Peter's Educational Association
St. Peter's Educational Association
St. Peter's Educational Association

Type of title deed i.e. sale
deed/lease deed (Govt.

/Pvt.)/gift deed

4

6

)

)

)

Sale Deed
Sale Deed
Sale Deed
Sale Deed

Survey No/ Plot No/ Khasara
No

4

5

6

S

J
S

S

v

v

v

N

N

N

N

o.280,281
o.28O,281
0.280,281,282-P
o.280 281 282tP

Extent of land in each Sy. No./
PIot No./ Khasara No.

4
E

6

AFFIDAVIT:- Photo co Subm itted
NoS

Location
Land is on own/lease basis

Built u area
Extent

Not in Format

Buildino Plan submitted/
Not submi

rized copv ofBlue DrinU Photo Copy Submitted

Name and address of
Society/TrusVl nstitution

St.Peter's Educational Association
Sy No. 280,281,282 and 324 , Lashkar
singaram, Vidya nagar, Hanam konda,
Waran al dist

Whether Building Plan is for
the proposed institution/
course or also for some other
TEI/course

Not Mentioned

Plot arealland area Acres 5.95 or 21 195.47 S .mts
Total built-up area a) Building area-1 191 .43 Sq.mts

b) Building area - 2622 Sq.mts
c) Building Area - 970,36 Sq.mts

Total:'1946.57 S .mts

2s0

,-,-h-*

{

(4) 21.03 1991
(5) 21 .03.1991
(6) 06.07.1991

0.27 Guntas
0.28 Guntas
0.12 Guntas
0.33 Guntas
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Not Mentioned

Certificate of Land from Revenue
Divisional Officer submitted in Sy.No.
280, 280tF , 28',1, 2811F , 282, 2821F and
283/C. Not mentioned for Educational

Purpose.

Photo copy Submitted

(1) St. Peter's Educational Association
Hanamkonda, 2-4-1211, Vidyanagar,
Hanamkonda, Warangal Dist, Telangana

(2) St. Peter's Educational Association
H.No.2-4-1211, Vidya Nagar, Near TV
Tower, Hanamkonda, Warangal Dist,

Telangana
(1) Sy.No 280,281,282 and

Lashkar singaram
Hanamkonda

(2) Sy.No.280,281,282 and

Lashkar singaram
Hanamkonda.

283 of
(M),

283 of
(M)

(1) GF- 12800 Sq.ft
FF- 12572 Sq.ft
SF- 12572 Sq.ft
Total - 37,944 Sq.ft

(2) GF- 626.67 Sq.mts
F.F- 602.13 Sq.mts
S.F- 606.78 Sq.mts
Total- 1835.58 Sq.mts

(1) RCC
(2) Rcc

I

I

)

Built up area for the proposed

and existing teacher education
courses

Name and designation of

Notarized copy of Land Use
Certificate submitted /Not

Name of the Society/ Trusu
lnstitution

Survey/PlovKhasara No. and

location

Name and designation of

Notarized copv of the
Buildinq completion
Certificate submitted /not

Name and address of Society
/ Trust / lnstitution

Survey/PloU Khasara Nos

and location

Type of Roofing

a rovtn autho

a uth

Date of approval

submitted

Extent of diverted land

Pu of diversion
Date of issue

a

the
for

Total Built up area for
proposed course and/or
existing course

e.^*s-

A

City Planner & Commissioner

251
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Purpose for which building is

being used/proposed to be

used

(1) Educational Purpose
(2) Educational Purpose

Date of issue (1) 04.07 2009
(2) 04.03.2011

Name and desrgnation of
approving authority

(1) B.Kiran Kumar, Asst. Executive
Engineer

(2) M.Kavitha, Asst. Executive Engineer
Notarized copv of
Encumbrance Certificate
submitted/ Not submitled

Photo copy Submitted

Name of
Society/TrusVl nstitution

4) St. peter's Educational Society

5) St. peter's Educational Society

6) St. peter's Educational Society

7) St. peter's Educational Society
Survey/PlouKhasara Nos. and

location

(4) Sy.No.280,281 at Lashkarsingaram
Village

(5) Sy.No.280.281 at Lashkarsingaram
Village

(6) Sy.No.280/F,281 1F,2821F,2831C at
Lashkarsingaram Village

(7) Sy.No. 280, 281, 2821P at
Lashkarsingaram Village

4
A

b

7

01.01.1988 to 03.03.2017
01 01.1988 to 03.03.2017
01 01 1988 to 03.03 2017

01 .01 1988 to 03.03 2017

Extent of land 4

5
6

7

0.27 Guntas
0.28 Guntas
Acres 1.00
0.17 Guntas

Any mortgage as per EC Nit

Date of issue (4
(
b

04.03.2017
04.o3.2017
04.o3 2017
04.03.2017

(

(

(7

Name and designation of
issuing authority

(1) Sub-Registrar
(2) Sub-Registrar
(3) Sub-Registrar
(4) Sub-Registrar

NOC From Affiliating body
Submitted/Not Submifted

The Director, SCERT Dated 30.05.2016

Date of application for NAAC
accreditation (wherever

Not Applicable

335th Meeting of SRC

77th -72a\ Aptil, 2077
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FDR's Details
5.00
Lakhs

5.00
Lakhs

3.00
Lakhs

5.00
Lakhs

Submitted in

Original
Photo
copy
submi
tted

Photo
copy
s u bm itte
d

Photo
copy
submitt
ed

Photo
copy
submitt
ed

Photo
copy
subm
ifted

FDR/
number

AC 306096
o

30609
65

076601 076600 030315
1

03031

51

Name of the
Bank

Bank of
lndia

Bank
of
lndia

State
bank of
Hyderaba
d

State
bank of
Hyderab
ad

State
bank
of
Hyder
abad

Whether
Single
Joint A,/c

tn

or
Single
A,/c

Joint AJc Joint
AJc

Joint
A,/c

Joint
A,/c

Duration of
FDR

60
months

60
month
s

60
months

60
months

60
months

60
month
S

Date
lssue

of 17.03.2
o17

17.O3

2017
09.07.200
I

09.07.2
009

31.01 .2

004
31 .01

2004

Date
Maturity

of 17.03.2
022

17.03.
2022

09.07.201
4

09.07.2
014

Website of
the
institution

rshnk. orq

01 Total Buillup area 18442.54 Sq.ft
02 Furniture Adequate

03 Multipurpose Hall

Adequate

05 Whether the library is sharing
with other courses

Yes

06 Seatinq capacity in the library 50

07 No. of books in the library and
Journals

11335 and 33 Journals

r

)

l

)

Chairma

7.00
Lakhs

3.00
Lakhs

Photo
copy
submit
ted

State
bank of
Hydera
bad

Single
Nc

31.01.2
009

31 01.

2004

Comments of VT Members

218.475

04. Labs/Resources Rooms

N
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Remarks:

3. ln the BP it is mentioned that the proposed construction of
extension to existing School building (Ground Floor & Second
Floor) and Pharmacy Building (Cellar & Ground Floor) and

Residential Block (Ground, First & Second).
4. ln the BP built up area is not earmarked for proposed D'P'S.E and

the existing D.Ed & B.Ed
5. The institution has not submitted LUC' lnstead of LUC' the

institution has submitted certificate of land. lt is not mentioned for
Educational Purpose.

6. The institution has submitted Photocopy of Affidavit not in format
7. The institution has not submitted original FDRS.

The Committee considered the VT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

\ They have D,El.Ed.(l unit) & B.Ed.(2 units). They want DPSE(2

units).

The land area required is (3000 sq'mts. for D.El.Ed. + B.Ed.;

2500 sq,mts. for DPSE) 5500 sq.mts.

Built-up area required is (3000 for D.El'Ed./B.Ed' combo+500 for

B.Ed,znd unit + 2000 for DPSE 2 units) 5500 sq.mts.

Title is clear. Land area is not clear' The Sale deeds show it as 0,10

guntas or 0.10 hectares. These units of land area are vastly

different. They must explain.

LUC is in order.

EC is in order.

BP is only a photocopy, Approved. Original required. Built-up area

shown is 47a3.79 sq.mts. There is a mention of proposed area of

569.29 sq.mts. The BP entries are not at all clear' They must

explain.

Covers Sy.No. 324 which is not in title deed.

2.t

't ',

b.

4.

5.

a.
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BCC covers 28O,2AL282 and 283. Sy.No.283 is not cove

Deed.

BCC-1 shows built-up area of 3525 sq.mts. BCC-2 shows built-up

area of 1836 sq.mts. Area covered by Sy.No.283 has to be deducted.

They must explain the correct position.

Course wise earmarking of area is not indicated.

Additional construction for school extension, Pharmacy building

and Residential block is shown,

They must explain how much of area is available for DPSE, D'El.Ed.

and B.Ed,

FDRS are required in original, in loint account, valid for 5 years @

7+5 lakhs for each unit of each course.

Issue SCN accordingly.

7.1

7.2

8.3

10.

red by Sale

7.3

8.1

a.2

Title is clear. Land area available 2521'44 sq.mts.

LUC/EC.... are in order.

BP is approved. Built'up area shown is 3951.99 sq'mts.

BCC is not approved by competent authority. Built-up area shown

is 3932.09 sq,mts.

Built-up area required for B.Ed.(2 units) is 2000 sq.mts.

In other words, there is a surplus area of 1932 sq.mts.

It is not possible to run 2 other colleges in 1932 sq.mts.

In any case, there is no coursewise earmarking of built'up area. Any

overlapping arrangement introduced without approval cannot be

recognized by us.

The BP and BCC both show the entire built'up area to be utilized for

B.Ed.

The Sale Deed is dated 13.12.2012. The Sale Deeds clearly refer to

the lands as vacant tands with no construction thereon.

5.3

6.r

4.t

1

)

3

4.2

4.3

5.1

5.2

48. SRCAPPlEB3

Kumaran College of

Education, Vellore,

Tamilnadu

B.Ed

2 Units

2s5

Oyr-^^
ml(S. Sath

,L

Chai n
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7

6.2

8.1

8.2

8.3

10.1

to.2

But the B,P. is dated 2005 i,e., 6 years prior to the registration ofthe

Sale Deeds.

Date of inspection for BCC is 21.L2.12. The inspection report shows

date of completion of construction as l,l2.O7 i.e,' 5 years prior to

registration of Sale Deed. This contradicts the statements in the Sale

Deed that the land was vacant(with no construction thereon) at the

time of registration,

Two inspection teams of TNTEU have confirmed that two other

educational institutions are running at the same premises.

The BP/BCC details described above show that it is not practicable

to run 2 other colleges at the same premises with only 1932 sq.mts.

built-up area available.

The applicant has not denied that they are running 2 other colleges

at the same premises. Cleverly, they have stated that the

Regulations do not prohibit other colleges running at the same

premises.

The position emerging from these enquiries clearly suggest that

facts have been manipulated.

Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly and ask them to explain the

position with greater clarifY.

Put in May 17 after 3.5.17 .

9

The direction given by SRC in respect of enclosed 23 cases could not be

implemented through online due to technical problem in the online dash board.

However to avoid delay the decisions were implemented through

email/courier/speed post/ other conventional modes of communication.

SRC is requested to ratiry the action taken in the above matter.

49.

)

The direction given

by SRC in respect of

enclosed 23 cases

could not be

implemented

through online due

to technical problem

in the online dash

board. However to

avoid delay the
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The Committee considered the above matter and ratified the action taken

by SRO.

decisions were

implemented

through

email/courier/spee

d post/ other

conventional modes

of communication.

SRC is requested to

ratify the action

taken in the above

matter.

Bharathidasan University, Suriyur Village, NH210, Thiruverambur Manual &

Taluk, Tiruchinapatli District-62OO24,Tamilnadu applied for grant of recognition

to Bharathidasan University, Suriyur Village, NH210, Thiruverambur Manual &

Taluk, Tiruchinapalli D istrict-620024, Tamilnadu for offering M'P'Ed course of

two years duration for the academic yeat 2017-18 under section 14l15 of the NCTE

Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on

04.05.2016.The institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on

09.05.2016.

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

on Ol .06.2016, followed by Reminder l 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 is over. Hence, the application is processed'

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

of Tamilnadu.

ASperthedirection'theapplicationhaSbeenScrutinizedonlinealongwith
hard copy of the application and documents and placed before SRC in its 325rh

meeting held on 19th & 20th Decembet, 2016 the commlttee considered the

Scrutiny of the application and decided as under:-

L Land title and land area are in order.

2. EC/LUC - not required. AlreadY

University land.

3. BP & BCG are given.

checked in B.P.Ed case.

SRCAPP2Ol6

300004

M.P.Ed.

l unit

Bharathidasan

University,

Tiruchirapalli,

Tamilnadu.
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4. BCC does not specify the type of roofing in first floor.

5. Fee and FDR - not required.

6. Cause composite inspection.

7. Ask VT to collect all relevant document. And, check esp. on type

of roofing in all floors.
As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations 2014 inspection of the

institution was scheduled through online mode. VT Members names were

generated through On-line VT module for inspection during the period on

06.03.2017 to 26.03.2017 ,

On 20.03.2017, an email was received by this office from VT members Mr.

Satishprakash S. Shukla and stating as under:-

I and Dr. Poonamsing have visited Bharalhidashan University,

Thiruchirpalli on 16 and 17n March 2017 as W members for lhe
inspection of the lnstitute for M.P.Ed programme.

After completion of video-graphy and inspection, we started uploading

inspection Report from my Dashboard. But due (o sorne unavoidable

error we could not complete it so l,ve sent a mail seeking help to solve

the problem to ncre-suoport@-chanqinq.com and waited for the reply till
evening. But we did not get any reply. So we prepared a hard-copy of the

report manually and sent it through speed-post along with essential data

sheet prepared by the institute.

A copy of the receipt of speed-post and soft copy of the report in PDF are

attached herewith. Kindly find it and do needful.

Visiting Team report was received on 21.03.2O17 . The matter was placed

before SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24th March, 2017 and the Committee

considered the W report and decided as under:-

1. VT inspection report is examined.

2. All details are in order.

3. Only, they have temporary structures with asbestos & G.l. sheet

roofing.

4. lssue SCN accordingly for rejection.

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

on 06.04.2017 and the SCN reply was received on 10.04.2017.

)

I

)
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Deficiency
Pointed
out in the
Show
Cause
Notice

Reply of the
institution

Details of the documents submitted

1

2

3

st

N

o.

W
lnspection
report is
examined.

All details
are in
order.

Blue
prinUNotari

zsd coov of
Buildino
Plan

submitted/
Not
submitted

Building Plan submitted

Name and

address of

Society/Trus

Ulnstitution

Bharathidasan University

Palkalaiperur Campus,

Trruchirappalli - 620024

Whether
Building

Plan is for
the
proposed

institution/

couase or
also for
some other
TEI/course
Total built-

up area

Department Of physical

Education P.G Block

Area SQ,I,l

Class

Room

Audito

rium

Total

Area

a7 4.48

21't .67

1086.1ssq.m or
11691.32 Sq.Ft

Fitnass Centre and Class

Rooms Block,

sq.M

)

)

Herewith. we ate
submitted our replies
for the decisions of
333'd meetino of SRc
NCTE aatEa 241"

March, 2017. The
Department of physical

Education is located in
Bharathidasan
University main
campus, which is

spread over an area of
about 450 acres which
is re-accreditated by
NAAC with 'A' grade.

This Department
occupies wilh an area
of 18.82 acres
including plays
grounds, class rooms,
labs, seminar hall,

multipurpose a/c hall,
gym. Yoga centre,
indoor stadium,
Volleyball complex,
multipurpose sports
complex, basketball
court, synthetic tennis
court. 400 mls
standard track,
football, hockey, field,
cricket concrete net
practice etc. are
physic€l verified by the
VT members.

B.P.Ed. course has
been existence ay=t
Bharathidasan
University since 20'14-

15, Now,
Bharathidasan
University is planning

to introduced a P.G.

course M.P.Ed in

Physical Education

335* Meeting ol SRC

77th -72u, April 2077

(S. Sathya
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GF

Stair

Case

FF

300.00

33.00

300.00

Total or633.00Sqm

6813.55 Sq.Ft

GF

FF

6373.00sqm. Ft or

592.75 Sqm

6489.00 Sq.Ft

603.00Sqm

or

or12A62 Sq.Ft

1195.75 Sqm

Total

Open Air Theatre and office,

Yoga centre and lndoor

Stadlum.

203.58 Sq.m

2191.31 Sq.Ft

207.96 Sq.m

2238.46 SQ.Ft

250.00 Sqm

2693.36 Sq.Ft

or

or

GF

GF

GF

Survey No/

Plot No/

Khasara No.

and location

s.F. NO. 616, 623,649

Built up area

for the

proposed

and existing

teacher

education

courses

with due approval
NCTE from 2017-18.
The area allocated to
physical Eduaction
courses which are
proposed to be started
have been earmarked
with building plan

approved by

competent aiuthority is

enclosed with this
letter - Annexure-l

As per BCC, there is

no temporary
structure. Only, yoga

centre and indoor

stadium roof are
asbestos sheet & Gl

sheet, other all
buildings ate
constructed with RCC

roofing. This was also
Physical verilled by the
VT members. The
BCC is approved by
competent authority
(Executive Engineer,
PWD, Tiruchirappalli).
It as indicating that all

the rooling in the class
room buildings U.G.

block, P.G Block, Gym
Building and open air
stadium with office
rooms are conslructed
with RCC roofing. The
Existing building meet

the all standard
stipulated by NCTE.
The Building
Completion Certificate
enclosed with this
letter. - Annexure-ll

The Existing building
UG Block build up

area consisting of
1731 .95 sq.mts is

exclusively used for
B.P.Ed. Course. The

additional build-up
arca consisling of

Name and

designation

)

t

)

Plot

arealland

area
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of approving

authority

Notarized

copv of the
Buildinq
Comgletlon
Certificato

submitted
/not
submittod

Bullding Completion

Certificate SubmiftGd

Bharathidasan University

Palkalaiperur Campus,

Tiruchirappalli - 620024

Name and

address of

Society/Trus

Vlnstitution

S.F. NO. 616, 623, 649, Suriyur

Village, Suriyur Pancayat

Survey/PloU

Khasara

Nos. and

location

Sy.No 616

GF

GF

FF

1169.32 Sq.Ft

6378 Sq.Ft

6489 Sq.Ft

Total 7458.9689 Sq. Ft

GF

FF

GF

3584.41 Sq.Ft

3229.20 Sq.Ft

2238.46 Sq.Ft

9052.07 Sq.FtTotal

Sy.No 629

2'!92.31 Sq.Ft

2693.36 Sq.Ft

GF

GF

Built up area

for the
proposed

cou lse

and/or for

existing

course

Total 4885.67 bSq.Ft

Type of RCC

1386.15 sq.mts. is

exclusively allotted for
the proposed M.P.Ed

Course. Other

common facilities build
up area consisting of
458.17 sq.mts. Total
build up area is

3576.27 sq.mts.
As per NCTE norms,
the building area for
running BPEd & MPEd
programme shall be

2700 sq.mts. The Total

buildup area for UG

(1731.95 sq.mts) & PG

(1386.15 sq.mts)
totally it is 3'118.10
sq.mts. lt is more than
the area as stipulated
by NCTE norms. The

other common facilities
(458.17 sq.mts) such

as yoga centre and

lndoor stadium only
constructed with
asbestos & Gl sheets.
Further yoga centre
have thermo cool fall

sealing all around the
hall and indoor

stadium will have
wooden flooring and
flood light facilities.

The total building
photos which are
physically verified by

the VT members are

enclosed with this
letter. - Annexure-lll
We therefore request
lhe SRC NCTE to
kindly accept the

clarification and

expedite the process

of granting approval
for starting the N4.P.Ed.

Course proposed by

this University at an

early dale lo enable
this university to start
lvl.P.Ed. course from

the academic year

26t
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2017 -'18 Roofing

Purpose for
which

building is

being

used/propos

ed to be

used

B.P.Ed A M.P.Ed course in

Department of Physical

Education

Date

issue

of

Name and

designation
of approving

authority

Engineer,

Education

Assistant Executive Engineer,

PWD Technical Education

Division

Remarks:

1 . The institution has submitted 6 copies of BCC

2. Photocopy of Building Plan submitted and it is not approved by the

competent authority.

The Committee considered the show Cause Notice reply and decided as

under:-

The repty given satisfactorily meets the arithmetic of area

requirements. But, it sidetracks the more important point of health'

hazard.

It may be that asbestos sheets are used ony in the Yoga Centre are

atso outside the total built-up area required for B.P.Ed./M.P.Ed. But,

it must be recognized that Yoga centre and Indoor Stadium

constitute important activity centres for B.P'Ed'/M.P'Ed' courses

also, It will not, therefore, be possible for us to ignore the fact that

asbestos sheets are used in adioining areas which will be required

to be used by students of B.P.Ed. and M.P.Ed'

The Bharathidasan University may, please also note that asbestos

Executive

Technical

and

PWD

Division

2

J

+
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sheeting is considered to cause cancer and is, therefore, banned.

Even if they are used only in Yoga centre and Indoor stadium, they

will still be harmful to the users of those areas. It will, therefore, be

in the overall interest of everyone if the Asbestos sheets are

removed without any loss of time,

We wilt be able to issue FR for M.P.Ed.(1 unit), before 3'5'2017(the

extended time-limit prescribed by the Supreme Court) w.e'f' 2017-

18 as soon as we receive confirmation about removal ofthe asbestos

sheets,

4

+

Adikavi Nannaya University, Velugubanda village, Rajah Narendra

Rajahmundry City, East Godavari District-533296, Andhra Pradesh had ap

grant of recognition to Adikavi Nannaya University, Velugubanda village
Narendra Nagar, Rajahmundry City, Eaat Godavari District-533296,

Nagar,
plied for

, Rajah
Andhra

Pradesh for offering M.Ed course for two years duration for the academic year 2017-

18 under Section l4l15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee,

NCTE through online on 31.05.2016.The institution has submitted the hard copy of the

application on 06.06.2016.

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

on 04.07.2016, followed by Reminder I on 01 .1 0.2016 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 is

processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for M.Ed course in the State

of Andhra Pradesh.

The documents were processed and placed before the SRC in its 325th

meeting held on 19rh - 20th December, 2016. The Committee considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. Land is of the University. Title is clear. Details checked in

B.Ed case.
2. EC/LUC - not required.
3. NOC of Govt is there. NOC of University is not required.
4. BP- is approved. Sy.no. of plinth area not shown.
5. BCC- approved. Built up area shown is 29,615 sqft. 2751 sqm.

Whereas only 2000 sqmts required.
6. FDRs not required.
7. Cause lnspection.

51.

)

i

)

SRCAPP2Ol6 30096

Adikavi Nannaya

University, East

Godavari, Andhra

Pradesh

M.Ed

1 Unit
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Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members

through online on 03.02.2017, The inspection of the institution was conducted
on 02.O3.2017 and the W report along with CD received on 09.03.2017.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30th & 31't March, 2017 considered the
matter and decrded as under;

Land Title is clear.

EC/LUC not required.
NAAC certificate not given.
BP is approved.
BCC is approved.
Built-up area is adequate.
lssue SCN for NAAC certificate.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was issued on

07.04.2017.

Now, the institution submitted show cause notice reply along with documents
through email on 11.O4.2017 and stating as follows;

st.
No

Deficiency
pointed by

SRC

lnstitution written
representation

Remarks

1 NAAC
certificate not
given.

"....1 am herewith
submitting reply to
show cause notice
regarding M.Ed
course of our
University along
necessary
documents."

The University submitted
lefter request for NAAC
certificate to the Director,
NAAC along with letter of
intent application.

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

Put up with the HQ circular on the subiect oftaking further action on

the basis of NAAC acknowledgement.

1

2

3

4

o

7

1

Sri Geervani Educational Society, Plot No. 831, Choppadandi Village &
Post, Choppadandi Taluk, Karimnagar District-505415, Telangana had

applied for grant of recognition to Sriceervani College of Physical
Education, Plot No. 831, Ghoppadandi Village & Post, Choppadandi
Taluk, Karimnagar District-505415, Telangana for offering B.P.Ed course of

SRCAPP239O

B.P.Ed

264
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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 23.05.20'15. The institution submitted the hard copy of the

application on 04.06.20{ 5.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter to

State Government for recommendation was sent on 15.06.2015, followed by

Reminder-l on 26.08.2015 and Reminder-ll on27.10.2015.

Letter to the institution for furnishing information on 'Composite' character sent

on 26.08.2015. The institution submitted reply for Composite character on

21.09.2015.

The application was processed and placed before SRC in its 294th meeting

held on 14th-'161h November, 2015 considered the matter and decided as under:

1. BP and BCC with earmarked land and built up area are to
be resubmitted.

2. Apprise the applicant of these deficiencies for necessary

action.
3. Ask the VT to collect all relevant documents and check for

removal of defi ciencies.
4. Cause composite inspection

The institution submitted its written representation on 14.01.2016 requesting 2

months time for inspection.

The SRC in its 300th meeting held on 29th - 31't January, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

. Any postponement at this stage will push them to the bottom of
the list which may expose them to the vulnerability of missing the

3'd March, 2016 date line. Ask them whether they still wish to
press for the postponement.

As per decision of SRC, letter was sent on 29.02.2016, and inspection

intimation was sent to the institution on 16.03.2016.

On 28.03.2016, the institution submitted written representation requesting for

postponement of inspection.

The SRC in its 309th meeting held on 12th - 14th April, 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

l Unit

265 n+4d\a..
(S. Sathyan{

chairman
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Sri Geervani College

of Physical

Education,

Karimnagar,

Telangana
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Time given up to Sept.2016 on the understanding that the
institution is facing the risk of loosing one year viz 2016-17.

As per decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 20.05.2016.

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16th - 18rh November,2016 considered

the matter and decided as under:

o Cause inspection. Clearly state that no more
postponements will be allowed.

o Ask W to collect BP and BCC in order.
o Ask VT to collect documents relating to B.Com course for

insisting the composite status.

Now, the institution has submitted written representation on 02.01.2017 . lt's
stated as under:-

"...With the reference and subject cited above, we are bringing to
your kind notice that due to some unforeseen Problems, we are

unable to make necessary arrangements for W inspection.

Therefore, I request your esteemed authority to kindly
consider our representation and give us 6 months time to make

necessary arrangements for inspection."

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06th & 07th February, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under:

. lt is not clear whether the VT actually visited the institution.
Before we can take further action, it is necessary to settle this
issue. Please examine and put up on '12.2.17 .

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC inspection noticed through online mode

on 15.02.2017 and inspection of the institution was fixed between 25.02.2017

to 17.03.2017.

Again, the inspection was rescheduled and noticed through online on

20.03.2017 and rnspection fixed between 30.03.2017 lo 19.04.2017 .

Now, an email received by VT member on 11.04.2017 and stating as follows;

".....1 have been appointed as W member by the NCTE,

New Delhi to inspect Sri Geervani College of Physical Education,
Karimnagar, Telangana District to grant recognition for B.P.Ed
course. The inspiction schedute was given between Sdh March
and 19h Aprit 2017. I accepted the offer and then tried to contact
the college authorities (o pass the message through phone. Out

r

)

I

)
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of two numbers given by the college, one is not working an

other one number is rtof respo nding, though its working
(9 3 9247 1 83 6, 87 I 2282436).

So many times I tried hut all in vain. Further,, senf SMS to

the avaitable cell number and also I sent Email lD provided by
them (srigeeNaniim@mail.com). At last I sent couriet to the
college address, but all my efforts went in vain. The college
authorities have not responding for anything till today
(10.04.2017). This is the conditions prevailing here. Like me

another inspection team member Dr. Satyaveer Yadav from
Rajasthan Sfafe also tried his best to contact them but, he also not
get any resqonse from them.

This is for your information and further action."

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

In this case we had ordered vT inspection.

Both the vT members have reportedly not been able to get any

response from the College.

Apparently, the College is not interested in the inspection. They

have been delaying from Feb. 2016.

Issue SCN for reiection.

3

4

1

d the

Abu Sawood Educational Society, Plot No.87-520, Sri

Kurnool Village B-Camp Post office, Kallur Taluk, Kurnool District -

5'l8OO2, Andhra Pradesh had applied for grant of recognition to Abu Sawood

B.Ed College, Plot No.357/3, Bastipadu Village and Post office, Kallur

Taluk, Kurnool District - 518002, Andhra Pradesh 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 29.06.2015 The institution submitted hard copy of the application on

13.07.20'15.

The Institution submitted No Objection Certificate Dated 29.06.2015 issued by

the Rayalaseema University along with the hard copy of application.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

Procedures) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

Nagar Colony,53.

I

)

SRCAPP14556

B.Ed

2 Units

Abu Sawood B.Ed

College, Kurnool,

Andhra Pradesh
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A copy of the application was sent to State Government for recommendation

on21 .O7.2015 and Reminder-l on 05.10.20'15 and Reminder-ll on 18.01.2017.

The 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 processrng fee and scanned copies of required documents such as

no objection certificate 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 under:-

The application is not duly signed by the applicant on all pages as

per Sub-section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014.

The SRC in its 292nd Meeting held during 29rh to 3Oth September,2Ol5
considered the matter and decided as under.-

" The 1128 cases, ,n which digital signature is not available on
each page in the applications received online, have fo be seen as

violating Regulations 5.3 of the 2ol4Regulations .But, it has to be
recognized in this context that the said omission was due to a

technical difficulty of there not being a provision in the on-line
application system to upload digital signatures. ln our opinion, it
will not be correct to hold them responsible for not uploading
digital signatures when lhe system had no scope for such
uploading because of a technical snag. Accordingly, we condone
this omission and admit the applications for processing"

A letter seeking information on composite character of the institution was sent

on 05.10.2015. The institution submitted reply on 05.11.2015.

The application was processed for causing inspection and placed before SRC

in its 295th meeting held on 28rh - 3Oth November, & 01"iDecember, 2015. The

Committee considered the matter and decided lo "await show cause notice
reply".

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16th - 18th November,2016 consrdered

)
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the matter and decided as under:

. lssue SCN for stand-alone status of B.Ed course.

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 05.12.2016.

The institution has submitted its Show cause notice reply along with document

on 28.12.2O16.

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06th & 07th February, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under:

'1. The B.Ed.(2 units) case can be considered at the new site
proposed subject to shifting of the D.El.Ed.(1 unit) to the new

site.
2. Land at the new site measures 2 acres. Title is clear. Land

area is adequate.
3. LUC is in order.
4. EC is given.
5.1 BP is in order.
5.2 BCC - not submitted.
6 NOC is given.
7 Cause composite inspection for B.Ed.(2 units) and D.El.Ed.( 1

unit),
8 Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC inspection of the institution was noticed

through online mode on 18.02.2017 and inspection of the institution was fixed

between 28.02.2017 to 20.03.2017.

Now, an email received by the W member on 11.04.2017 and stating as

follows:

",,,..as per telephonic talk with you, I fomvarded message Dr.

Mohammad Hasan, the visit schedule is 16.02.2017 and

17.03.2017. I am requested to you please arrange the alternate W
member in ptace of Dr. Mohammad Hasan, so I completed the

assignment given by you."

I)
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The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and decided as

under:-



We had ordered VT inspection.

one Member has reported that he is not able to contact the other.

May be, the Tel.No, given is not correct, Please try to contact him

from here. Failing that, we can consider ordering VT inspection

afresh.

)

54. Permission to

implement the SRC

decisions in respect

of 5 cases through

email/courier/

speed post/ other

conventional modes

of communication.

Permission to implement the SRC decisions in respect of 5 cases through

email/courier/ speed post/ other conventional modes of communication.

The Committee considered the above matter and permitted to implement

the SRC decisions in respect of 5 cases through e-mail/courier/speed post/

other conventional modes of communication,

I

SRCAPP2Ol6 30132

BA.B.Ed BSc.B.Ed

l Unit

B.Ed-

l Unit

Tata Institute of

Social Sciences,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

Tata lnstitute of Social Science (Deemed University), Deonar Village,
V.N.Purav marg, Deonar Taluk, Mumbai City, Gr.Mumbai District-400088,

Maharashtra has applied for grant of recognition to Tata lnstitute of Social
Sciences, Hyderabad Village, S.R.Sankaran Block, TSIPARD Campus,
Hyderabad Taluk & City, Rangareddy District-500030, Telangana for

offering B.Ed.M.Ed integrated course for three years duration for the academic
yeat 2017-18 under Section 14115 ol the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern

Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 27.06.2016.The institution

submitted the hard copy of the application on 02.07.20{ 6.

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

on 12.07.2016 followed by Reminder I on 01.10.2016 and Reminder ll on

02.11.2016.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.Ed.M.Ed course in the

State of Telangana.

A Letter dated 27.10.2016 received from Smt.Ranjeev R.Acharya, Education

Department, Government of Telangana vide D.O.letter No. 7754lSE-

Ttg.lA112016-2, daled, 27.10.2016 reads as under:

"...that the National Council for Teacher Education, Southern
Regional Committee, Bangalore in their reminders vide reference

56.
,

SRCAPP2Ol6 30135

B,Ed.M.Ed

l Unit

Tata

Social

Institute of

Sciences,

33sth Meeting of SRC
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Rangareddy,

Telangana

ld to gto cited, has sought the Recommendations of the
Government of Telangana for granting of Recognition to the
Colleges for conducling B.Ed/D.P.S.E/M.Ed Programme from the
Academic Year, 2017-2018, to the following Colleges in the State
of Telangana:-

2. ln this context, it is to inform u that, vide reference ld cited

277
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Name of the
Educational

Society applied
for recognition

Name of the
College

Course
applied

SRCAPP2O163O

079
Sri

Venkatachalapathi
Educational
Society, Medak
District

Vinayaka College
of Education,
Medak

B,Ed

SRCAPP2O1630
052

Madrasa I Aizza,
Adilabad District

Aizza College of
Education,
Adilabad

SRCAPP2O1630
065

Vyjayanthi
Educational
Society, RR District

Sree Dattha
Brindavan lnstitute
of Teacher
Education,
Mahabubnagar

B.A.B.Ed.,
B.Sc.B.Ed

Central University,
Rejection District

University of
Hyderabad
Rejection District

M.Ed

SRCAPP2O1630
144

AIM ASIA,
Nacharam,
Hyderabad

Mckenna College
of Education,
Nalgonda District.

B,Ed &
DPSE

SRCAPP2O1630
135

Tata lnstitute of
Social Sciences,
TSIPARD
Campus, RR

Drstrict.

B.Ed. M,Ed

SRCAPP2O1630
132

Tata lnstitute of
Social Science,
(Deemed

University)
Mumbai,
Maharastra

Tata lnstitute of
Social Sciences,
TSIPARD
Campus, RR

District.

S

Chairm

Code No.

B.Ed

SRCAPP2O163O

039

Tata lnstitute of
Social Science,
(Deemed

University)
Mumbai,
Maharastra

BA B.Ed /
B.Sc. B.Ed

& B,Ed
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(copy enclosed), Government of Telangana already informed you
not to grant ay Recognition to any proposal pending wilh the
NCTE for sbrting New B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.EilM.P.Ed Colleges which
includes the Colleges specified in the reference ld to th' cited
duly enclosing the Director of School Education, Telangana,
Hyderabad, letter mentioned in the reference lst cited (copy
enclosed) which was addressed to the NCTE, New Delhi, and a
copy marked to you in the matler. The Acknowledgement of the
receipt of the reference ?d cited by the NCTE is enclosed herewith
for your information.

3. ln spite of the Letter fd cited, which was received on 27.09.2016
by you, we are still receiving reminders dated 01.10.2016 and
26.10.2016, which were received in the depaftment on 07.10.2016 &
27.10.2016 respectively, rn fhe cases of the Colleges mentioned in
the references {o t o gh cited. lt is not clear as to why this is
happening.

4. Therefore, it is once again requested that NCTE should not
grant any Recognition to any of these proposals pending with the
NCTE for starting New B.Ed/B.P.Ed/M.Ed/M.P.Ed Colleges, which
ihctudes the cotleges specified t the references g'd to gh cited, for
the Academic Year 2017-2018 onwards, until specific requisition is
sent from the Stafe Government.

5. Your reply in the malter is requested at the earliest.

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16rh - 18th November 2016, considered
the matter and decided as under.

o The SRC has no authority to recognize requests for 'banning'
courses. The State Government should have taken it up at the
appropriate time with the NCTE (HA).
. The present letter also cannot be taken as a common objection to
all such cases pertaining to the State. At best, we can treat it as the
State Govt.'s objection to the 7 cases listed in the letter. As regards
other cases, it will be necessary for the State Govt. , in response to our
notice, to send specific objections in individual cases. According to
the NCTE Regulations, in case of no reply (to our notice in individual
cases) from the State Governments, the Regional Committees will be
free to process the case further and decide it on its merits.

The State Government may be advised accordingly.

(s. m

Chairman
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A letter sent to Dr. Prabhu Kumar Yadav, Research Officer, NCTE Hqrs

regarding Clarification about Recommendation from the State Government of
Telangana on 22.1 1.2Q16.

A letter received from NCTE Hqrs though email dated 19.12.2016, it stated as

under:

" .. .lt is a legally, well settled position that once applications for
various courses have been invited/received, they are to be
processed by the Regional Commiltee concerned as per the
Regulation 2014 and commerrfs of State Govt, are again sought for
under NCTE Regulations (Clause 7(4) of the Regulation 2014). The
comments/recommendations of the state Govt. at this stage are

expected to be based on merit of the individual application, in the
absence of which RC's lake their own decision regarding grant of
recognition/refusal. lt appears that in these cases when the
comments of the State Govt. were invited, the State GovL simply
gave a negative recommendation with a blanket refusal and
without assigning any reasons in each individual case. /t was
possrbre for the SRC to consider the views of the State Govt. if the
recommendetion would have been made available in each case on
merit with adequate reason. As such SRC has acted within its
rights conferred under the provision of Section 14&15 of the NCTE

Act 1993.

However, in all such cases wherever the State GovL feels that the
institution does not qualw for grant of recognition and it is
aggrieved with the decision of fhe SRC they may file an 'Appeal'
under Seclion 18 of the NCTE Act. Secton 18(1) ot the Act
categorically provides that 'any person aggrieved' by an order
under Section 14 or 15 or 77 can prefer an Appeal. Till date, under
this category, only applicant institutions have been filing aPpeals

and not any other 'aggrieved person'."

The SRC in its 326'h meeting held on 04th - 05rh January, 2017 considered and

Noted lhe matter.

A letter was sent to Smt. Ranjeev R.Acharya, Special Chief Secretary to Govt.,

Education Department, Government of Telangana on 18.01 .2017 regarding

communicating clarificalion from NCTE Hqrs in this regard.

The SRC in its 327th meeting held on 1gth -20th January, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under:

(S. Sathya

l

Cha irma n



)

r

)

The documents were processed and ptaced before the SRC in its 328th

meeting held on 31"t January, 2017 . The Committee considered the matter and
decided as under:

33 Sth Meetino of SRC

77d, -72d, April, 2077

5. This was finally disposed of in the last meeting. Even NCTE
(HQ) has sent a detailed reply to the Sfafe Government.

6. No fufther action is required for correspondence with the State
Government.

7. The Regional Director (SRO) has confirmed that no fufther
communication has been received from the Govt. of Telangana
about their objection to these 7 cases individually. The earlier

. common objection letter also does not give any reasons for the
objection. The NCTE letter to fhe State Govt, makes it very
clear that a blanket refusal without giving any reasons in each
individual case renders it impossible for the SRC to consider
the view of the State Govf. on merit with adequate reason.

8. ln the result, and for the reasons given above, it will not be
possible to reject (or, even, hold up) fhese 7 cases. The
Supreme Couft prescribed dateline of 3 March 17 for issue of
FR w.e.f. 2017-18 makes it imperative for us to give attention to
fhese cases without further delay. That being so, processes
these 7 cases and put them up for SRC consideration in the
next meeting.

l. B.Ed., M.Ed., lntegrated course is a recognized course.
2.1. But, to apply for this course, they should have B.Ed. & M.Ed.

as running courses for more than 5 years. They do not have.
2.2 The regulations require that they should also have residential

accommodation. There is no indication that they have this.
3. They should have NAAC certificate with at least 'B' grade.

4. They should have given NOC from the University concerned in
Telangana. The Regulations do not contemplate courses being
affiliated to Universities in other Regions.

5. lssue Notice accordingly and ask them to clarify.

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution through online
on 01 .02.2017 .

Now, the institution has submitted its reply on 22.02.2017 .

The SRC in its 332"d meeting held on 28th February to 3'd March 2017
considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Ail uirements are met.
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Name and address of Tata lnstitute of Social Sctences, Hyderabad

Village, S. R.Sankaran Block, TSIPARD

Campus, Hyderabad Taluk & City, Rangareddy
the institution
(as per application)

District-500030 Telan ana

Name and address of Tata lnstitute of Social Science (Deemed

University), Deonar Village, V.N.Purav marg,

Deonar Taluk, Mumbai City, Gr.Mumbai
the Society

District-400088 Maharashtra

Date of lns 3 &4 ril2017on

H derabad-560008 Tela ana

Details of courses as r the VT Re rt
st. Name of the lntake Sl.No. Name of the ntake

No Proposed Existing
CourseCourse

B.Ed M.Ed l unit

B.A,B,Ed/
B.Sc.B.Ed

l unit

B,Ed l unit

r scruti of documen tv with WR

2

335tt Meeting of SRC

77.h -72th April, 2077

The emphasis in the Regulations is on "UGC recognized...".
There is no separate mention of 'Deemed to be University"
anywhere in the Regulations. We can, therefore, assume
that Deemed Universities will also be covered in the
Regulation listing 'institutions' eligible to apply.
Cause VT inspection.
The Telangana Govt.'s objection conveyed as a 'blanket
refusal' for many courses, without giving reasons, as
already stated in other similar cases, cannot be recognized
as a valid objection. The State Govt. must give their
objection in each case and with suppo(ing reasons at that.
Othenivise, it is not possible to consider their objection
critically.

3

4

Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members

through online on 1 1 .03.2017. The inspection of the institution was conducted

on 3th and 4th April 2017 and the VT report along with CD received

on12.04.2017.

?75

I

The documents received along with VT report is processed as under:

\
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Chairman'
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Address of the institution
as per VT Report

Tata lnstitute of Social Science Rode Ministry

College Social Work and Research Centre,

Opp to 1350 Diversity park, Gachiguda,

01

02
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Tata institute of social Sciences
18.01 .1966

24.07.1993
lndian Council of Social Welfare
Lease Deed

66t1
Acres '10.00

Photo copy submitted
Sy.No.66/1
Raidurg, Pan Maqtha Village,
Serilingampally Mandal,Ranga
reddy district, Telangana.
Lease Basis
20000 Sq.mts
40468.6 Sq.mts

Not Submitted

)

I

)

REGISTRATION Date of
Regn. and in
the name of

BYE-LAW
CERTIFICATE
Petails of Land Documents:

Registered certified copy of the Land

documents: Submitted / Not submitted
(whether in English or Regional
language)
(whether certified/notarized English
translation submitted

Date of registration of land

Land registered in the name of
Type of title deed i.e. sale deed/lease
deed Govt. /Pvt ift deed
Survey No/ Plot No/ Khasara No

Extent of land in each Sy. No./ Plot No./
Khasara No.

T:-

Location

Land is on own/lease basas

Built u area
Extent

Name and address of
Soci /TrusUlnstitution

Whether Building Plan is for the
proposed institution/ course or also for
some other TE|/course

Plot arealland area
Total builtu
Built up area for the proposed and
existin teacher education courses
Date of a roval

Name and designation of approving
auth
Notarized copv of Land Use

ubmitted /Not submitted
Name of the Socie / TrusU lnstitution

Surv /PloVKhasara No. and location
Extent of diverted land

Pu of diversion
Not Submifted

Chairman

The institution has submitted
Abstract

Sy. No

Blue prinuNotarized copv of Buildinq
Plan submitted/ Not submitted :-
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Date of issue

Name and designation of approving

authority
Notarized copv of the Buildino
Completion Certificate submitted /not
submitte

Not Submitted

Name and address of Society / Trust /
lnstitution

Survey/Plov Khasara Nos. and location

Total Built up area for the proposed

course and/or for existinq course

Type of Roofinq

Purpose for which building is being
used/proposed to be used

Date of issue

Name and
authority

designation of approving

Notarized copy of Encumbrance
Certificate submitted/ Not submitted

Not Submitted

Name of the Society/Trusul nstitution

Survey/PloUKhasara Nos. and location

Search for the period

Extent of land

Any mortqaqe as per EC

Date of issue

Name and

authority
designation of issuing

NOC From Affiliating
Submitted/Not Submitted

body Not Submitted

Date of application for NAAC
accreditation (wherever necessary)
Application No. submitted to NAAC

Submitted with "A" Grade.

a

)

/

)

FDR's Details

5.00 Lakhs
Endowment
Fund

7.00 Lakhs Reserve
Fund

FDR/ Ac number

Name of the Bank

Whether in Single or Joint
Alc

Not Submitted

Duration of FDR

Date of lssue

n
+12^D14--
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Chairman
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Submitted in Oriqinal

Date of Maturity
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Website of the institution www.campus.tiss.edu/hVderabad

Comments of VT Members
01. Total Built-up area 18514.78 Sq.ft
02 Adequate
03 IVlultipurpose Hall Not mentioned
o4 Labs/Resources Rooms Adequate
05 Whether the library is sharing

with other courses
Yes

Seating capacity in the library 40
07 No. of books in the library and

Journals
4507 Books, 10 Journals

Remarks:
l. The institution has submitted Abstract for lease period of 33

years.
2. The institution has not submifted BP.
3. The institution has not submitted LUC.
4. The institution has not submitted BCC.
5, The institution has not submitted EC.

6. The institution has submitted photocopy of Affidavit. lt is showing
Lease basis.

7. The institution has not submitted Original FDRS.

8. The institution has applied for B.A.B.Ed, B.Sc.B.Ed four years
integrated Course and B.Ed two years course
(sRCAPP201630132).

The Committee considered the VT report, VCD and all relevant documentary

evidences and decided as under:-

1, This case has many deficiencies.

2,L They do not have clear title to the land. The application was

accompanied by a Conveyance Deed from the Govt. of A.P. that land

was in Mehboobnagar Dist. Now, they have changed to a Lease Deed

from KSW.

2.2 That the new land at Ranga Reddy District is also covt. land is not
very relevant, The Govt. land is on lease with ICSW. ICSW have sub-

leased it to TISS through an MOU. NCTE Regulations do not allow
private lease. Also, it is not clear whether KSW is authorized to sub-
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lease the land.

Further more, at the time of application TIss did not have any title
to the land in Ranga Reddy District. The sub-lease arrangement also

was executed in April 2017.

TISS have also not given any documents. LUC, EC, BP, BCC - all have

not been given,

With so many infirmities and deficiencies, it will not be possible for

the SRC to take any further action in this case.

6, Issue SCN accordingly.

(S. Sathya m )

Chairman
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SRCAPP2653

Asifia College of

Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

D.EI.Ed-AI

Asifia Education Society, Plot No. 186, 187, Chintula Road & Village, Yacharam
Post & Taluk, lbrahimpatnam city, Rangareddi District-so1509, Telangana applied
for grant of recognition to Asifia College of Education, No. 170 & 182, Thulekhurd
Street, Chintula Village & Post, Yacharam Taluk, lbrahimpatnam City, Rangareddi
District-so1509, Telangana for offering D,El.Ed-Al 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 29.05.2015. The institution
has submitted the 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 copy of application sent to the state Government recommendation on 10.06.2015.

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 alongwith
the processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as
no objection certificate issued by the concemed affiliating body. While
submifting the application, it has to be ansured 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. As per the public notification D.El.Ed course is banned in Telangana.

2, The institution has submitted Minority Certificate from Government of
Telangana dated 1 5.01.20'14.

3. The institution has not submitted No Objection Certificate.

+
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The matter was placed before SRC for in its 292nd 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.

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 21.10.2015.

The institution has submitted written representation on 17-'11-2015. SRC in its 295rh

meeting held on 28-301h Nov, 2015 considered the matter and decided that:

The reply to the SC/V is not satisfactory. They have admilted 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 altach the NOC from the affiliating body. That being so, i, is
decided to reject the application.

Meanwhile the institution has submitted court order dated 21.01.2016 in

W.P.MP.No.1980 of 2016 in W.P.No.1565 of 2016 filed by Asifia Educational Society.
SRC in its 300ih meeting held on 29rh -3'l"tJanuary, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under,

1. The basic issue about delayed submission of NOC has separately been
reviawed and decided upon by the SRC, lt has been decided to reopen and
process applications irrespective of the date of submission of the NOC. There is
no decision fo corsider cases in which AIOC has not been submitted at all.

2.1. ln the light of the Court order, fhis case ,s reconsidered.
3. lt has to be recognized in this context that we have to distinguish between the
requirement to submit NOC (which is specifically prescribed by the Regulations)
and submission of NOC beyond the time-limit given (which is stipulated by non-
statutory executive instructions). The case of Asifia college of Education,
Rangareddy, Telangana College falls in the former category and is not, therefore,
covered by our decision to roconsider the 'delayed submission of NOC' cases.
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4. Another point to reckon with here will be about the; minority certificate' being
recognized only for eligibility to apply notwithstanding any'ban'order. ln our
under standing, it cannot intefiere with enforcement of norms and standards and
conditions of application. The requirement to attach the NOC is an inviolable
condition so far as the Regional Committee is considered.

5. ln the result, and for the reasons given above, we arc unable to revise the
earlier decision. Our Lawyers in Hyderabad may be advised to appropriately
submit our stand in the matter to the Hon'ble High Coud of Andhra Pradesh and
Telengana.

A court notice received from the Hon'ble High court of Andhra Pradesh in

W.P.No.'1565 of 2016 filed by Asifia Educational Society to appear personally or by
advocate on the day of 22"o February 2016 at 1 0.30.A. M.
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Accordingly court notice was foMarded to the advocate along with the brief of the case

on 1 1 .OZ .2016 .

1. That in the light of Hon'ble High Coutt of Telangana order kindly
considers our applicafion for Additional intake of 50 seafs from the
academic year 2016-17,

2. That as per item 4 reflective under ref 4 and as no.3, your good office is
positively inclined to consider our application fot Additional lntake of 50
seats for the acadernic session 2016-17,

3. That kindly considers the malter at the earliest which would enable the
applicant herein to extend the benefit of Additional lntake of seafs to ifs
Minority Community.

4, We take leave to pray and plead that yout good oftice will execute the
matter at the earliest for which act of kindness we shall ever grateful.

The SRC in its 314'h meeting held on 27tn - 08rn NIay, 2016 considered the matter and

decided as under:

The Court Order has not accepted our logic of distinguishing between
the rights of application and fulfilling a condition of eligibility for
consideration.

2. lf we comply with the Court Order, it will amount to giving recognition
without an NOC. That will be unfair to the many other cases .eiected
earlier by us. Also, it may impact on an all-lndia basis.

3. We should therefore, appeal 'lnstruct our Lawyer accordingly.

Accordingly, a letter conveying the 314'h decision was sent to the Advocate Shri.K.

Ramakanth Reddy on 07.06.2016.

A letter received from Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy on 16.06.2016 forwarding the Court
order filed by Asifia College of Education in W.P. No. 1565 of 2016 and W.P.MP No.

1980 of 2016.

The Counter Affidavit was sent to Shri. Pradeep Kumar Yadav, Under Secretary,

NCTE Hqrs on 20.06.2016 for approval and modification. A letter received from Dr.

Sumita Das Majumder, Under Secretary (Legal) on 11.07 .2016 regarding modification

in Counter Affidavit.

A letter addressed to Shri K. Ramakanth Reddy regardang the modification in counter

affidavit on 13.07 .2016.

I

l{

)

t

)

+

Chairm

Now, the institution has submitted representation on 25.05.2015 and stated as follows;
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On 18.07.2016 an e-mail received from the advocate Shri K. Ramakanth Reddy

attached with draft Vacate Stay Petition W.P. NO 1565 of 2016. A letter was sent to
the advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy foMarding the Counter affidavit in respect of
W.P. no. 1565 of 2016 filed by Asifia Educational Society.

Further, we have not received any reply from the Advocate Shri K. Ramakanth
Reddy.

1. That the Hon'ble High Court of Telangana in WP No. 1565 of 2016 has
passed an order quote "There shall accordingly be an interim direction to
the first and the second respondents to reconsider the application of the
second petitioner college dated 29.05.2015 in the light of the public
notice dated 27.02.20'15 issued by it".

2. That as per the public notice dated 27 Feb 2015 the restriction for
application does not apply for the Minority lnstitutions under Article 30 of
the Constitution.

3. That our institution was granted the Minority Status Certificate by
National Commission for Minority Education institutions (NCMEI), New
Delhi.

4. That kindly consideE the matter at the earliest which would enable the
applicant institution herein to extend the benefit of Additional lntake of
seats to its Minority Community.

5. We take your leave to pray and plead that your good office execute the
matter at the earliest for which act of kindness we shall ever remain
graterul failing which the applicant institute will have no other option but
to apply to the Hon'ble High court for disobeyance of its order leading to
contempt of the Hon'ble High Court of Telangana and A.P.

Note:

The institution has not submitted NOC from the affiliating body.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 3oth - 31"tMarch, 2017 considered the
matter and decided to "Put up tomorrow,"

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

1. There is no intention to disobey the Hon'ble High Court's order.

2.1

file
In May 16 itself, we had asked that our Lawyer should be advised to

an appeal. We had even sent a Counter-affidavit to the Lawyer in |uly
2016.
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Now, the institution has submitted its representation on 30.12.20'l.6 along with Minority

Certificate, stating as follows:
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2.2 Ask the Lawyer to report progress in the case. If he has not yet acted

upon our instruction, he should explain reasons for the delay.

3 Ask the Lawyer for immediate action so that no 'contempt' action is

lodged.

)

{

)

SRCAPP2Ol6 30057

BA.B.Ed BSc.B.Ed

Usha Latchumanan

College of

Education,

Pondicherry

The institution has submitted a letter dated 24.11.2015 requesting for procedures for

online application filling- up & 4 years integrated course. Accordingly, a letter was sent

to the institution on 19.02.2016.

The institution submitted written representation on 13.04.2016 along with NOC dated

17.11.2015 trom Pondicherry University and DD of Rs. 1,50,000/.

The institution had applied online application for B.A. B. Ed/B.Sc. B. Ed Four years

lntegrated Programme for the session 2017-18. (As per the public notice dated

09.03.2016jor the session 2017-18).The institution had submitted hard coDv of
incomDlete online aoDlication i.e orior to qeneration of a plication code no.

The institution submitted its written representation dated 04.05.2016 received on

07.05.201 6 seeking recognition order.

The incomolete aoolication received was forwarded to technical team NCTE Hors

h it 10.05.2016 for doi th

The reply mail received from Hqrs on 10.05.2016 with following messagel

I have checked and found that this applicant submitted two application one

application is on draft mode and other application completed all fields but
not complete payment mode bufion, So kindly tell the applicant to submit all

details in application number I and application numbQr 2 submit payment

details after this process successfully done the appllcation id number will be

generated accordi ngly,

The same message was forwarded to institution on 10.05.2016.

The institution submitted written representation on 27.05.2016 and stated as follows;

"..,we would like to inlom you thot the Hon'ble Hiqh coutt Modros ordet in w,P No.18301 of

2076 ddted 26-05.2076 considet the ooolicdtion fot the veor 2076-17 fot dbove soid Dutoose dnd

The dbove w.P.No.783O1 ol 2016 doted 26.05-2076 i5 disposed ond the sdme mdy be pldced in the

sBc meeting held on 27.05.2076. The otder copy follows."

Ct!^-.\
(S. Sathya
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Chairman

58.

l Unit

pdss dpproprldte order in the SRC meetino held on 27.05.2076 and comfiunicote the decision to

colleqe and PondicherN Universitv occordindlv.
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Notei The Court order in W,P,No,18301 of 2016 dated 25.05.2016 was not received

The SRC in its 3141h meeting held on 27rh to 28!h May, 2016 and the committee considered the matter

and decided as under;

7. The Coutt oder hos not yet been received. we hdve only out Ldwye/s Tert Messoge ond the

d pplico nt's petition dt, 26-05-2016.

2, Theh opplicotion dt. 30,04,2076 is still in o drufi lorm ond is incomplete. No on'line opplicdtion hos

been rcceived which is a mdndotory requhenent undet the Regulotions. Thot being so, stridly

spedking, thete is no valid dpplicotion ot oll. No hord copy hos dlso been received. ln dny case, it is

on opplicotion liled in response to the NcfE Notilicotion inviting opplicotions Jor 2017-78, ln view

of the Supteme coutt's order prohibiting issue ol Fotmol Recognition to onyone lot the ocodemic

ye 2016-17 olter the (extended) time-limit ol 2 Moy, 2016, it will not be possible for us to

considet this cose Ior 2076-77, Thei cose cdn be considercd even Jor 2017-1& only il they moke q

propet opplicotion before 31.05.2015 ond complete ollfonolities.

Ask out lowyer to app se the Coutt oJ this loctuol legdl Position ond of our consequentiol legal

difficulty in complying with the ordet given. The court moy be requested kindly to review the order ond

dtrect the qppticdnt to moke o proper opplicotion belore 31'05.2016 Jot considetotion w.e,J. 2077-18

A court order dated 26.05.2016 received on 06.06.2016 from the Hon'ble High Court of Madras in

W.P.No, 18301 of 2016 & w,M.P.No.16008 of 2016 filed by Usha Latchumanan College of Education,

Puducherry.

"....though the petitiohet hds ptdyed lot ldrget relieJ, this court, in the light ol the dbove focts

ond circumstdnces, dirccts the 7't respondent to considq dnd dispose ol the petitione/s

reprcsentotion ddted 09.05,2076 on me ts ond in occotdonce with low ond poss orders on ot

belorc 08.06.2016 dnd inlorm the decision tdken, to the petitioner.

fhe writ petition is disposed oJ with the obove direction. No costs. Consequently, the conneded

miscelloheous petition is closed."

As per Hon'ble High court direction The SMG Anialai Ammal Educational Society, Thirukkanur Village,

T.V. Malai Road, Villianur Taluk & Mandal, Thirukkanur City, Pondicherry District-605501, Pondicherry

had applied for grant of recognition to Usha Latchumanan College of Education, Thirukkanur Village,

T.v. Malai Road, villianur Taluk & Mandal, Thirukkanur city, Pondicherry District-505501, Pondicherry

for offering B.A.B.Ed/B,Sc.B.Ed integrated course for four years dLlration for the academic year 2017-18
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The institution submitted its written representation on 28.05.2016 requesting for return of D.D No.

750075 dt. 14.03.2016 for Rs.1.5 lakh. Accordinelv, the DD No. 750075 dt 14,03.2016 was returned to

the institution on 01.05,2016.

A letter dated 30.05.2016 received from the Advocate P,R. Gopinathan on 02 06.2016 regarding w.P. No

18301of 2016 filed by Usha Patchumanan College of Education.

The Hon'ble High court order stated as follows:

l
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under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on

30.05.2016. The institution submitted the hard copy of the application on 16.06.2016.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures) Regulations, 2014

notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

A letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on 27,06.201,6, followed by reminder on

01.10.2016.

A letter dated 2a.o7.2016 received from the NCTE-Hqrs on 28.07.2016 & 08.08.2016 regarding status of

letter from Shri. Veerappan, Former State Vice-President for early permission from, SRC Ban8alore for

two units of 4 years inte8rated course from 2016-17.

A letter dated 27.07.2076 received from Government of Puducherry, Chief secretariat, Puducherry-

505001on 01.08.2015 stated as under:

".,.o decision wds tdken edrliet (vide reJerence second cited) by this administrotion thot no

Iurther progtumme oJ the lollowing fow Teocher Educotion courses dre required to be

enteftoined fot the ocodenic yeot 2077-78.

1) Bochelot of Elementory @.El.Ed).

2) Bochelor ol Educotion(B.Ed) thtough ODL Mode.

3) lntegruted s.Ed-M.Ed Nogromme ol 3 yed6 durdtion.

4) B.Ed (paft-time) progrumme of 2 yeo6 durotion,

Accordingly, the opplicont oJ M/s. sMG Anjoloi Ammol Educotionql Society, Thirukkdnut

vi oge, T.V. Mdldi Rood, Thitukkanur, Puduchetry seeking orant of recoonition to Usho

Lotchumonon Colleoe of Educdtion, Thirukkonut. Puducherrv. for conductina B.A.8.Ed/8.sc.B.Ed

courses, forwotded with o reauest to fumish the recommendotlon of the Stote Govenment- i5

not ooreed to.

NCTE-Hqrs in its letter dated 29.08.2016 received on 06.09.2016 enclosed a written representation dated

18.06.2016 along with a court order in W.P. No. 18301 of 2016 & W.M.P. No. 16008 of 2016 with a

requesting to take necessary action.

The institution submitted a letter dated 27.70.2076, received on 01.11.2016 along with a copy of the

Government of Puducherry letter dated 26.05.2076. The state Government vide this letter informed

that it has already conveyed vide its letter dated 26.03.2015 not to grant recognition for 2017-2018 for

the four TEls as indicated above.

It was observed from the file that,

There is contradiction in letter of the State govt. i,e vide letter dated 26.05.2016. lt has

mentioned not to grant recognition for B.El.Ed, B.EdlODt), 8.Ed-M.Ed integ.ated and

B.Ed(Part-time), whereas vlde letter dated 27.07.2015 the state Govt. while quoting about its

letter dated 25.05.2016 has conveyed not to grant recognition for B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.8.Ed to the

lnstitution.

1
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SRC in its 324rh meeting held during 7th to 8th December, 2016 considered the matter and decided as

2. The institution submitted opplicdtion online on 30.05.2076 dnd hdrd copy received on

16.06.2016, which is after 15 days from the date of online submission of application.

However, NCTE vide letter No,F.49-4/2014/NCTE/N&S dated 22.0A.2076 conveyed the

direction that 15th July,2016 shall be the last date for receipt of hard copy irrespective of

online submission,

3. As per the Public Notice issued on 09.03 2016 for inviting applications for 20u-2018, there is

a ban for D.El.Ed, B.Ed and 8.P,Ed courses only.

4. As per appllcation, the lnstitutlon ls a non-minority institution.

under:-

1. The U.T. Admn's reply to ou r letter is in 2 parts. The first part is about 4 courses not cited by

us. we cannot, thereJore, take that into account. The second part ot thelr reply is

specifically about this case, this applicant and, the 2 courses proposed by them. We have,

therefore, to take them into consideration as their objection.

2. ln terms of the sup.eme Court order, in the L.B.s. B.Ed College case, RCs are not bound by

the observations of the State Govt / U.T. Admn. But, RCs are expected to pass a speaking

order why they accept or not accept the obiection of the State Govt. / U.T. Admn.

3. Please request the Puducherry 8ow. to disclose the reason for their objedion to our

considering this application.

As per the declsion of 5RC, a letter was addressed to the Under Secretary to Govt., Higher and Technical

Education, Government of Puducherry on 22,L2.2016 requesting to disclose the reason for objection to

SRC for considering the application.

Since reply had not been received from the State Government, the matter was placed before

5Rc in its 328rh meeting held on 31'r January, 2016 and the committee decided as under i

1. The Puducherry Govt.'s obiection is in generalterms. lt ls with refetence to 4 other courses

not cited by us.

2. They have not giv€n reasons lor extendlng the objection to 8.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed. also.

3. They have not cared to respond to our letter requesting for clarification.

4. We, therefore, treat the objection as unacceptable.

5. Process the case and put up.

As per the decision of SRc, the application was processed and placed belore SRc in its 329th meeting held

on O6th to oTth February, 2017 the committee considered and matter and decided as under:-

Title is clear. Land area of 5245 sq.mts. is adequate'

LUC is in order.

EC is not given.

8P- not le8ible. Not approved by competent authority. Bullt-up area separately shown is

4539 sq.mts.

Bcc is in order. Built-u

1

2-

3.

4.

5.

+
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area shown is 4639 sq.mt5.
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6, FOR5 not given.

7. NOCS of Govt. and Unlversity have been received

8. Cause inspedion,

9. Ask VT to colled all relevant documents.

A letter was received from the Mr.F.P.Verbina Jayaraj, Undersecretary to Govt {Higher & Technical

Education) dated 07.02,2017, received by this office on 14.02.2017.

On 10.02.2017 letter was received by this office on 14.02 2077 rcEadinE requesting for one unit of B.Ed

(2years) program and proposed one unitof4years l.C (B.A B Ed and B Sc, 8.Ed Program).

The institution has submitted representation on L4.03.2077

Hard copy of Visiting Team report was received on 28.03.2017 and online copy not submitted.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30th to 31't March, 2017 lhe committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

'1. LUC is not legible. Original is required.
2. Original EG is enquired. Details are not clear in the EC given.

3. BP is in order. Only, original is required.
4. BCC is in order. Built-up area ol 4157 sq.mts. is inadequate.

5.{ The application is for B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit) and B.Sc.B.Ed.(1 unit), But,

W lnspection report refers only to one unit' Let us go by what
the W has reported. lf they represent, we can reconsider w.r't'
adequacy of built-up area.

5.2 Built-up area required i.e.,...

B.Ed.(2 units).. 2000 sq.m6.
4yr. integ. Course(1 unit)....1500 sq.mts.

(They must indicate their choice of course)'
9. FDRs given are copies of the FDRs given for B.Ed' This is

objectionable. FDRs are required@7+s lakhs, in original, in joint
account, for each unit of each course.

10. CD not given.

11. lssue SCN accordingly.

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

decision, the institution has submitted a reply on 05.04.2017 and stating as

under:-

335th Meeting ol SRC
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As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations 2014 inspection of the institution was scheduled

through online mode. VT Members names were generated through On-line VT module for inspection

during the period on 06.03.2017 to 26.03.2017
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st.

No.

Deficiency

Pointed

out in

Reply of the

institution
Details of the documents

submitted

1 LUC is not

legible.

Original is

required.

The Govt. of

Pondicherry member

secretary PPA has

issued a letter in

respect of LUC reads

as "with reference to

the subject and your

letter cited above, it

is to inform that the

Educational

institutions are

permitted in

Agricultural area as

LUC not submitted

English version is

enclosed with original

EC.

Two copies of original EC in

Regional language & English

version also submitted.

Name of the
institution

SMG Anjalai Ammal

Educational Society

Survey No Sv No - 206/2

Extent

Search for
the period

01.01.1985
01 .02.2017

to

lssued dated 06.02.2017

Approved Sub registrar

2) Encumbrance certificate

Name of

thF

Usha w/o
Latchumanan

Survey 349t1
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Original EC is

required.

Details are

not clear in

the EC given.
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Extent Not clear

Search

lssued 08.03.2017
Approve Sub registrar

3) Encumbrance certificate

Name of

the

in.li| rtir|

SMG Anjalai

Ammal

trdr rnalinnal
Survey

No

Extent R.SNo 349 (1)

extend of 31 cents

Approve

3 BP is in order, now

original as produced

for verification and

return

The institution has

crrhrnittael aalarrr n^nw nf
Name of

the

instilutio

SMG Anjalai

Ammal

Educational

Survey

No

R.S No - 206/2

Extent

Built up Not legible

lssued

Approve

d

ltrlember secretary

Puducherry

4 BCC is in

order. Built

up arca of

4157 sq.mts.

Built -up area is 4157

Sq.mt. available

The institution already

submitted BCC at page

No. 305, fresh BCG not

submitted.

335* Meeting oI SRC
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01 .01 1983 to

Sy No 349/1, 28

cents

BP is in order.

Only, original

is req uired.
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5 The

application is

for

B.A.B.Ed.(1

unit) and

B.Sc.B.Ed.(1

unit), But, VT

lnspection

report refers

only to one

unit. Let us

go by what

the VT has

reported. lf

they

represent, we

can

reconsider

w.r.t.

adequacy of

buil!up area.

) For 2 year B.Ed

programme (2 units)

- '1500+500=2000

Sq.mts

For 4 year BA.B.Ed

(l.C) programme (2

units)

1500+500=2000

Sq.mts

so total built up area

for above (both)

course = 4000

Sq.mts

ii)

a
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Built-up area

required i.e.,...

2000 sq.mts.

B. Ed. (2

u nits)

m ust

t heir

of

(They

ind icate

cho ice

course).

(existing) = 1500 sq.mts

Additional one unit of 2

yr B. Ed

= slo so.mt

" 
=F-oo rq-t

vr rintesrated
programme (proposed )

BA.B.Ed & B.Sc B.Ed

(both considered as one

programme. as has been

B.Ed & M.Ed considered

as one program (NCTE

norms page 118 - table)

Built up area for one

unit B.A,B.Ed = 1500

sq.mts

Add itional one unit of
B.A B.Ed = 500 sq,mts

Total

area = 2000 sq.mts

Grant Total Area la) + I

b) 2000+2000 = 4000

sq.mt

(oR)

4

(existing)

Total Are

b)

Original FDRs submitted.

3 Lakhs 4 lakhs

)

\

)
6 FDRS given are

copies of the

FDR5 given for FDR 136400

Dnnnn

0596817
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4yt. integ.

Course(1

unit)....1500

sq.mts.

Allocation of Built up

area

Choice a) 2 yr B.Ed

programme (already

recognition accorded)

Programme B.Ed (2 yr)

one unit

As stated by the institution.
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B.Ed. This is

objectionable.

FDRS are

required@7+5

lakhs, in

original, in

joint account,

for each unit of

each course.

CD not given

FDR5- are produced

originals for verification

& return

CD in respect of

inspection held by W on

1.9.03.2017 is enclosed

I

st

Date of 30.10.2 23.06.2015

joint joint A/c

A/c

22.06.2

019

23.06.2020

whethe

Date of
Maturit

Name of

issu ing

7

Punjab

nation

lndian Ba nk

Original FDR Rs.5 lakhs for a

period of 5 years in joint

account is submitted, the

FDRs have a lready expired.

The institution has

submitted cD.

Remarks :-

. LUC submitted earliest at page no 60 (fresh LUC not submitted).

o Two copies of original Encumbrance certificate submitted in Regional

language and English version (Photocopy).

. The institution has submitted Colour Photocopy of Building plan, built up

area details not legible.

. The institution already submitted Bcc at page No. 305, fresh Bcc not

submitted.
o The Original FDRS Rs. 5 Lakhs the due date is expired, the institution has

submitted Rs.3 lakhs & Rs.4 takh in Joint account.

The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and decided as

under:-

1. Title is in order. Land area is adequate.

2. LUC-not required in Puducherry.

3. EC - is given.

4. BP is there. lt is duly approved. Built-up area shown is not

legible.

5. BGC-duly approved; in format. Built-up area shown is 4'157

292
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sq.mts. lt is adequate to meet the requirement of 3500

sq.mts.(1500 for B.Sc.B.Ed. + 2000 for B.Ed.).

BP is dated 27.8.2010. BCC is dated NtL. BCC shows year of

construction as 2004-051 This is serious.

FDRs will be required in original, in joint account, with a S year

validity @ 7+5 lakhs for each unit of each course.

One FDR ofthe old course has expired. They have to give s
eparately for each unit of the old course.

They have to give FDRs separately for the new course.

lssue SCN accordingly.

7.1

7.2

6

7.3

I

{

a
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