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APPEAL FILED UNDER SECTION 18 OF NCTE ACT
89-31/E-338479/2024/Appeal/9th Meeting, 2024
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D AV TT College, Ward no. 24, Vs Western Regional Committee, Plot
Village - Raisinghnagar, Sansta No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka, New
(Aarya Samaj), Sri Ganganagar, Delhi -110075.
Rajasthan-335051.
APPELLANT RESPONDENT |
Representative of Appellant Dr. Piyoosh Kumar, Principal )
Respondent by Regional Director, WRC
Date of Hearing 15.07.2024
Date of Pronouncement 18.07.2024
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I GROUNDS OF REFUSAL

The appeal of D AV TT College, Ward no. 24, Village - Raisinghnagar, Sansta
(Aarya Samaj), Sri Ganganagar, Rajasthan-335051 dated 05.06.2024 filed under
Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F. No. NCTE / WRC /
2526202402231685 /| MADHYAPRADESH/2024/REJC/1635 dated 14.05.2024 of the

Western Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting ITEP Course on the

grounds that “As per the details provided by the institution on the transition portal, the
name of the institution mentioned in the recognition order for 4 years Integrated
B.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed. course (as applicable) by NCTE does not match with the name
mentioned in the transition application.”

. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -
Dr. Piyoosh Kumar, Principal from D A V TT College, Ward no. 24, Village -

Raisinghnagar, Sansta (Aarya Samaj), Sri Ganganagar, Rajasthan-335051 appeared
online to present the case of the appellant institution on 15.07.2024 In the appeal report,
it is submitted that “Details provided by the Institution on transition portal-Recognition
order number for four years integrated B.A.B.Ed., B.Sc.B.Ed. course. The name of the
institution registered in NRC/NCTE/RECOGNTIION/NRCAPP13358/2016/163250 dt.
13.12.2016 order is DEV Teacher Training College, Raisinghnagar. However, when the
institution got the name amended from NCTE, NCTE issued order number F.NRC /INCTE/
NRCAPP13358/ B.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed./ 2017/170108-09 dt. 12.04.2017, the name of the
institution is D.A.V. Teacher Training College, Raisinghnagar. Hence, we request you to

take back the rejection order of our institution and oblige the institution. Thanks.”



. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held online on 15t July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution had submitted an
application to the Western Regional Committee for grant of recognition for seeking
permission for running the ITEP Course on 05.03.2024. The recognition of the institution
for ITEP programme was refused by the WRC vide order dated 14.05.2024.

The instant matter placed in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024. The Appeal
Committee noted that the institution had applied for ITEP Programme, and the application
of the institution was refused vide order dated 14.05.2024. The Appeal Committee noted
that the Appellant institution vide letter dated 06.06.2024 has submitted the following
documents: -

(i) A copy of Recogniton order vide order no. File  No.

NRC/NCTE/Recognition/NRCAPP-13358/2016/163250 dt. 13.12.2016.

(i) A copy of Corrigendum vide no. F.NRC.NCTE/NRCAPP-13358/B.A.B.Ed./
B.Sc.B.Ed./2017/170803-09 dt. 12.04.2017.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,

Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to take

necessary action in accordance with Corriagendum dated 12.04.2017 after

verifying the documents submitted before the Appeal Committee. The Appellant

institution is directed to forward to the WRC the documents submitted in appeal within
15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt of the same the WRC
to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation, 2014, guidelines and

amendments issued from time to time as per direction given herein above.



V.

DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral

arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to take necessary
action in_accordance with Corrigendum dated 12.04.2017 after verifying the

documents submitted before the Appeal Committee. The Appellant institution is

directed to forward to the WRC the documents submitted in appeal within 15 days
from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt of the same the WRC to
take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation, 2014, guidelines and
amendments issued from time to time as per direction given herein above.

I Aot e afafa & ik @ H\ﬁl?—f fRaT ST @1 %}I/The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee

bt

39 g (3rdfie)/ Deputy Secretary (Appeal)

Copy to :-

1. The Principal, D AV TT College, Ward no. 24, Village - Raisinghnagar, Sansta
(Aarya Samaj), Sri Ganganagar, Rajasthan-335051.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

S5 Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka,
New Delhi — 110075.

4, The Principal Secretary, Higher Education, Department of College Education,

Block-1V, Dr. Radhakrishnan Shiksha Sankul, Jawahar Lal Nehru Marg, Jaipur-
302015.
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Harmal Panchakroshi Shikshan Vs Western Regional Committee, Plot
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of Education, Survey no. 221/0, Delhi -110075.
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Representative of Appellant Dr. Pandurang Bhagwan Pandit,
Officiating Principal
Respondent by Regional Director, WRC
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Il GROUNDS OF REFUSAL

The appeal of Harmal Panchakroshi Shikshan Mandals Ganpat Parsekar

College of Education, Survey no. 221/0, Harmal Village, Arambol P.O, Vidya Sankul,
Bhom Plateau, Pernem, Goa (North), Goa-403524 dated 22.05.2024 filed under
Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F. No. NCTE/
WRC/252620240217 1417/ GOAJ/2024/REJ/417 dated 14.05.2024 of the Western
Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting ITEP Course on the grounds
that “As per the details provided by the institution on the transition portal, the name of the
institution mentioned in the recognition order for 4-year Integrated B.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed.
course (as applicable) by NCTE does not match with the name mentioned in the transition

application.”

. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -

Dr. Pandurang Bhagwan Pandit, Officiating Principal from Harmal

Panchakroshi Shikshan Mandals Ganpat Parsekar College of Education, Survey
no. 221/0, Harmal Village, Arambol P.O, Vidya Sankul, Bhom Plateau, Pernem, Goa
(North), Goa-403524 appeared online to present the case of the appellant institution on
15.07.2024 In the appeal report, it is submitted that “Details provided by the Institution on
transition portal-Recognition order number for four years integrated B.A. B.Ed., B.Sc.
B.Ed. course. The name of the institution registered in NRC/NCTE/RECOGNTIION/
NRCAPP13358/2016/163250 dt. 13.12.2016 order is DEV Teacher Training College,
Raisinghnagar. However, when the institution got the name amended from NCTE, NCTE
issued order number F.NRC /NCTE/ NRCAPP13358/ B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed.
2017/170108-09 dt. 12.04.2017, the name of the institution is D.A.V. Teacher Training
College, Raisinghnagar. Hence, we request you to take back the rejection order of our

institution and oblige the institution. Thanks.”
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1. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held online on 15t July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution had submitted an
application to the Western Regional Committee for grant of recognition for seeking
permission for running the ITEP Course on 05.03.2024. The recognition of the institution
for ITEP programme was refused by the WRC vide order dated 14.05.2024.

The instant matter placed in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024 The Appeal
Committee noted that the institution had applied for ITEP Programme, and the application
of the institution was refused vide order dated 14.05.2024. The Appeal Committee noted
that the Appellant institution vide letter on 18.06.2024 has submit the following
documents: -

0] A copy of Recognition order vide order no. File No. WRC/ 426003/227%/

B.Sc.B.Ed./2015/140023 dt. 31.05.2015.

(ii) A copy of Corrigendum vide no. F.No.NCTE/ WRC/426003/ B.Sc.B.Ed./392"/
GOA/2023/224075. Dt. 04.09.2023.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,

Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to take

necessary action in accordance with Corrigendum dated 04.09.2023 after

verifying the documents submitted before the Appeal Committee. The Appellant

institution is directed to forward to the WRC the documents submitted in appeal within
15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt of the same the WRC
to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation, 2014, guidelines and

amendments issued from time to time as per direction given herein above.
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Iv. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to take necessary
action in accordance with Corrigendum dated 04.09.2023 after verifying the
documents submitted before the Appeal Committee. The Appellant institution is
directed to forward to the WRC the documents submitted in appeal within 15 days
from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt of the same the WRC to
take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation, 2014, guidelines and
amendments issued from time to time as per direction given herein above.

39U AU srdrer AfAfT #7 3R & giaa & 37 @1 &1/ The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee

37 gfa (3rdier)/ Deputy Secrétary (Appeal)

Copy to: -

1. The Principal, Harmal Panchakroshi Shikshan Mandals Ganpat Parsekar
College of Education, Survey no. 221/0, Harmal Village, Arambol P.O, Vidya
Sankul, Bhom Plateau, Pernem, Goa (North), Goa-403524.

2, The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka,
New Delhi — 110075.

4. The Secretary, Department of Education, Secretariat, Porvorim, Goa-403521.
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APPELLANT RESPONDENT
Representative of Appellant Dr. Rajender Kumar, Principal
Respondent by Regional Director, WRC
Date of Hearing 15.07.2024
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. GROUNDS OF REFUSAL

The appeal of Tantia University, Plot no. 11, 12, 19, 20, Near Riico Village, 13
LNP-ll, Hanumangarh Road, Sri Ganganagar, Rajasthan — 335002 dated 13.06.2024
filed under Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F. No.
NCTE/WRC/2526202402271791/RAJASTHAN/2024/REJC/1741 dated 14.05.2024 of

the Western Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting ITEP Course on

the grounds that “The name of the institution mentioned in the recognition order for 4-year
Integrated B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course (as applicable) by NCTE does not match with

the name mentioned in the transition application.”

. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -

Dr. Rajender Kumar, Principal, from Tantia University, Plot no. 11, 12, 19, 20,

Near Riico Village, 13 LNP-Il, Hanumangarh Road, Sri Ganganagar, Rajasthan —
335002 appeared online to present the case of the appellant institution on 15.07.2024. In
the appeal report, it is submitted that “Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee,
National Council for Teacher Education, New Delhi. Subject: -Regarding reconsideration
of he rejected application of ITEP of Tantia University Sri Ganganagar. Reference: - Your
email letter no. NCTE/WRC/2526202402271791/RAJASTHAN/2024/REJC/1741 dated
14.05.2024 under the above subject, it is requested that on 05/03/2024, the applicant
institute Tantia University, Sri Ganganagar applied online for converting B.Sc.
B.Ed./B.A.B.Ed. into Integrated Teacher Education Programme (ITEP), whose
application number is NCTE-Reg1022/16/2023-Reg. Sec — HQ and application ID is
2526202402271791. Due to clerical error during online application by the applicant
institute, Faculty of Education, Tantia University, Sri Ganganagar was written in the
application form whereas only Tantia University, Sri Ganganagar was to be filled in that
place. Due to the above reason, the application for the applicant institute was rejected by
you. In this regard, you are requested to submit an application along with an affidavit and

that the name of the.institute in the application form be read as Tantia University, Sri

}wf_g_@.



Ganganagar instead of Faculty of Education, Tantia University, Sri Ganganagar and the
said letter be accepted as a correction letter. Under Section 15(20)/17(1) of NCET, the
applicant institute should be given an opportunity of making representation and this
human error should be pardoned in the interest of natural justice and the order passed
against the applicant, should be cancelled and the application should be reaccepted, and
recognition should be granted Dr. Rajender Kumar Dean Tantia University, Sri

Ganganagar (Raj).”

. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held online on 15" July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution had submitted an
application to the Western Regional Committee for grant of recognition for seeking
permission for running the ITEP Course on 05.03.2024. The recognition of the institution
for ITEP programme was refused by the WRC vide order dated 14.05.2024.

The instant matter placed in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024. After
perusing the documents submitted by the appellant institution vide letter dt. 13.06.2024,
the Committee observed that the institution during the Appeal hearing informed the

Committee that the institution inadvertently instead of Tantia University, Sri

Ganganagar had applied for ITEP course in the name of Faculty of Education, Tantia
University, Sri Ganganagar. The institution has also submitted an affidavit stating that

the institution inadvertently instead of Tantia University, Sri Ganganagar had applied

for ITEP course in the name of Faculty of Education, Tantia University, Sri

Ganganagar.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,

Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to verify

the issue and if a recoanition order has been issued by the WRC, NCTE to the

Tantia University for running B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. proaramme then appropriate




action _shall be taken by the WRC in order to rectify the mistake which is

inadvertently made by the institution while applying for ITEP programme through

online portal after verifying the documents submitted before the Appeal

Committee. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the WRC the documents
submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after
receipt of the same the WRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction

given herein above.

IV.  DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to verify the issue
and if a recognition order has been issued by the WRC, NCTE to the Tantia
University for running B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. programme then appropriate action
shall be taken by the WRC in order to rectify the mistake which is inadvertently
made by the institution while applying for ITEP programme through online portal
after verifying the documents submitted before the Appeal Committee. The
Appellant institution is directed to forward to the WRC the documents submitted
in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt
of the same the WRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation,
2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction given
herein above.

3 Ao arher afafa fraiw @ Fjj%l?l' AT ST I@T §1/ The above decision is being
communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee
}J’ﬂ jzx(

37 gfda (3rdie)/ Deputy Secr tary (Appeal)

Copy to :-

1. The Principal, Tantia University, Plot no. 11, 12, 19, 20, Near Riico Village, 13
LNP-ll, Hanumangarh Road, Sri Ganganagar, Rajasthan — 335002.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka,
New Delhi — 110075.

The Principal Secretary Higher Education, Department of College Education, Block-1V, Dr. S.

Radhakrishnan Shiksha Sankul, Jawahar Lal Nehru Marg, Jaipur- 302015
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Lal Bhadur Shastri Post Graduate Vs Northern Regional Committee, Plot No.
College, Plot No. 145, Pt Deen G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka, New Delhi -
Dayal Upadhyay Nagar, 110075.

Mughalsarai, Chandauli, Uttar
Pradesh-232101.

APPELLANT RESPONDENT
Representative of Appellant Mr. Udayan Misra, Principal
Respondent by Regional Director, NRC
Date of Hearing 15.07.2024

Date of Pronouncement 18.07.2024
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3TE9T/ ORDER

I GROUNDS OF WITHDRAWAL

The appeal of Lal Bhadur Shastri Post Graduate College, Plot No. 145, Pt Deen
Dayal Upadhyay Nagar, Mughalsarai, Chandauli, Uttar Pradesh-232101 dated
17.05.2024 filed under Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No.
F.No.NRC/NCTE/UP-315-B.Ed./403™ (Online Mode) meeting/2023/222684 dated
26.07.2023 of the Northern Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for conducting

B.Ed. Course on the grounds that “The instituton has not submitted
reply of Final Show Cuse Notice dt. 16.06.2023. The Committee considered the matter
of the institution and observed the following: The institution not submitted reply of Final
Show Cause Notice dt. 16.06.2023 till date grounds mentioned as under: (i) Whether the
institution has submitted affidavit to NRC for issuance of Revised Recognition order. If
yes, please submit proof of the same and if not, then furnish reasons of non-submission
of the affidavit to NRC. (ii) The institution has to submit whether they had submitted
compliance with the conditions prescribed under Regulations, 2014 (Enhanced FDRs,
Revised Staff Profile, additional built-up area etc.,) for consideration and decision of the
Committee without issuance of revised recognition order and after submission of affidavit
from the list attached. (iii)lf the institution does not fall in any of above two categories,
then institution is required to inform NRC about their status in respect of revised

recognition order compliance matters.”

I SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -

Mr. Udayan Misra, Principal, from Lal Bhadur Shastri Post Graduate College,
Plot No. 145, Pt Deen Dayal Upadhyay Nagar, Mughalsarai, Chandauli, Uttar
Pradesh-232101 appeared online to present the case of the appellant institution on

15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is submitted that “HgIcT, 3% & HH & TIH IT9T
AT § o 39 gih U, o, UoT. 3R.H./TAEEr /g 315 .0s/403 (3iTeenssT HiE)
HfEa1/2023/22684 feretTeh 26 TS, 2023 & FeIX A faufarey & Forwfa Frfforr @
urg withdrawalorder*Wﬁﬁﬁlﬂm?iﬂ?ﬂﬁamﬁ@mmﬁ%




AT AT R 39 FIdaeT H I W@ d.US 9rdIshA HT NCTE §RT withdraw &
forar amam &) FerafRe wdo @ (Fowfa ufd) 9@ & & TeEa Agfaaed gr
TF GUHHOT 97 Gl 19.08.2023 HF TAHEAS F1 A frar @1 Jur A
25.08.2023 &1 3 IF 31h GRT o SIS 747 | AT 14.09.2023 F1 TA.H.ELF & AT
H vcgel ®9 T 3 AUSEoT 99 F Refig I a2 | @A 22.09.2023 FTNCTE
EFQ'GTHI%E ncte.org Y{ withdrawal qsra:mﬁﬁﬁaaaaétw ﬁﬂﬂ@ﬁm gor
A F I AT = CR_cr server not found & TATAT TIMAR =T !?r (server not
foundl;ﬂ?rwrﬂﬂ?) deaerard fafarers & Aif@s arat & 3 & NCTE &F a3
: W Y9I F W fEaAmh 28.09.2023 HT AT 9T NCTE gRT
msﬂmamwmqamwﬁwqﬁﬁmngéﬁaﬂw
sfie #1S gRT9e X T W F$ IR fhaT T e oI A8 & T | e
07.02.2024, 1 31 GRT RAGSY 99 WS & 9 fwar amm, foreq Ferfaamer &
Fig feom fder ora @€ gam aid & e 23.02.2024 F 3w oF AT WA Frwwr
aﬁm%ﬁwﬁéﬁenﬁé@rmaﬁr@mgﬂ: NCTE & J€dSC R Hldcsd A5
HZ.3/AHEE FeRe ad U HeTorgal 3el H-APPLNRC202414778 ERT I T
hIAETer feetrh 19.06.2024 T qOT F o 1§ §, forwe RaRor o= | @ & @y
39T HGTd AT & foh TAAIES §RT HSIAUTIT F1 3186 d A §RT withdrawal I
| wrafad Bl oY TR 1 FIE OF 91 7€ I §| Heled MW YA fAdedt Few §
fo 3% FEaaed U ofafas emad Agfaae™ §| FgfaueT & Rem &
T TR AT QAT TIA AART gRT FhaT ST & RATH T da7 TohT YRR
3R YU ¥ IERA T § | AGAAeT TEHEE & [EA/FmR A A9 F
FAHbT g AU & Al TF 20242025 M ARFH g aTen § FIAATST §RI
U HAFT T HT ITellhel FA U WD AT T GAaS FaA F FT | §H
$H YN H F¢F IS N ||

Regarding delay in filing of Appeal the Institution submitted the following: -

“Fh & A H YDl I FUAT § [ THAHES gRT AGIHAATAT &l ST g Hel
ERT withdraw T9 & Foafae el o TR o1 IS o7 9T =1er g3 B

' »},‘«'(
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JIH  TAHR TH. A T INE/CAEESAD 315 dus/a03 (AT A1)
#TE/2023/22684 TR 26 FelTS, 2023 & TegeR # faufyarey & Ferafug FrRieT §
A3l A% &9 ¥ Ig aar T F 39d Agfauery & oo W@ .U edwd @
NCTE ERT withdraw X T T §| Forafea srfed ¥ (Fowfaa vfd) 98 & &
YT AT gRT Ush TUEERUT 97 AT 19.08.2023 & UA.M.EAS A SA
foram 71T YT TR 25.08.2023 T 3 UF 31 gRT i FST IR |

feaTh 14.09.2023 F TAWAE F ALA@T F TegaT §7 AT 35 FUEOT 9F
A T HIEr 7131 | GATF 22.09.2023 FT NCTE & 9 HSC ncte.org W withdrawal
99 & HH A 9T 99 WK W Hiecga I ol w1 G R T aveq
server not found & THATAT RN daT Tr (server not found gfd deterd %’), dcIRITd
fafrarers @ #if@s ardt & %3 & NCTE % 73 o peal@ncte-india.org T TIATH
Wtﬁﬁ?ﬁzsogzozsﬁﬁawwcmmamsﬁmirmweﬁwm
HAET 3901 IRT FXA U 1A ¥ 3iieTersa 3fdT F18 gRTPie et &1 SR FS
SR AT IR-IT W] $ITATT TET &Y HA |

feeTeh 07.02.2024, Y 3% gRT RAGS 9 vaAdidrs i yRa frar amm, g
Herfaarersr @t g foRm A& urg € gam| i F Rew 23.02.2024 F 3ifcRT T S
wﬁwﬁmﬁf&waﬂémﬁﬁéﬂwaﬁgm

Uel: NCTE & deHBe W A 75 313.3./99d8 Selke gU 3fieerge
3diel H-APPLNRC202414778 ERT [T f& FaT G 19.06.2024 &1 qoi & &
T &

lll. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held online on 15t July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution was granted recognition
for B.Ed. Course with an annual intake of 100 students vide orders dated 24.07.2000 and




the NRC withdrawn the recognition of the institution vide Order No. F.No.NRC/NCTE/UP-
315-B.Ed./403" (Online Mode) meeting/2023/222684 dated 26.07.2023.

The Appeal Committee after perusing the documents submitted by the appellant
Institution noted that the institution is recognised institution running since 2000 without
any difficulties. Moreover, the institution informed that the institution has not received any
SCN/FSCN from the NRC, NCTE. The institution further informed the Committee during
online hearing that the institution continued to have affiliation for running B.Ed.

programme until withdrawal of recognition.

The Appeal Committee noted that the Appellant institution vide letter dated
21.06.2024 submitted detailed explanation and reasons for delay which has been

accepted by the Appeal Committee.

The Appeal Committee also observed that this is a RPRO case for B.Ed.
programme and recognition was granted to the institution on 24.07.2000. The Appeal
Committee also noted that the NRC withdrawn the recognition of the institution on
26.07.2023 and failed to take a due necessary action within reasonable time, if the
institution was deficient and non-compliant of NCTE Regulations, 2014, NRC should have
taken due action against the institution at that point to time. The NRC, NCTE should have
taken opinion from the Regulation Division of the NCTE wherein so many years has been
passed and the recognition of the institution is continuing considering the concern and

welfare of the students.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,
Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to NRC for revisiting the matter.
The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the NRC the documents submitted in
appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt of the
same the NRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation, 2014,

guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction given herein

above. ) . V(
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The Appeal Committee noted that the document submitted in appeal viz a viz the
grounds mentioned in the impugned order dated 26.07.2023, required to be verified and
keeping in view, the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi Judgment dated 23.02.2017 passed in
W.P(C). no. 3231/2016 titled “Rambha College of Education V/s NCTE” wherein the
Hon’ble Court has directed the Appeal Committee to take into consideration the
subsequent documents of the Appellant while disposing of the Appeal has to be taken on
record.

The NRC is required to verify the documents submitted in appeal from the

concerned affiliating University/authority as per provisions of the NCTE

Requlations, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time and

decision taken accordingly.

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
08.04.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 4382/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Appellate Committee of NCTE, is directed to
ensure that, whenever an order of remand is
passed, the status of the impugned is clearly
spelt out so that the institution is not
compelled to approach the Court in this
manner.”

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
30.07.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 7260/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Although the Appellate Committee of the
NCTE would be well advised to expressly
quash the original order of the concerned
Regional Committee while remanding the
matter, the position in law is that the order
automatically stands quashed. The institution
is, therefore, entitled to the benefits of
recognition until a fresh withdrawal order is
passed.”

In view of the afore-mentioned extracts of the court orders, the impugned
order dated 26.07.2023 is set-aside as the Appellate Committee has decided to
remand back the case to NRC for revisiting the matter.

-



Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,

Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to NRC with a direction to verify

documents, submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating

University/authority. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the NRC the

documents submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal
and after receipt of the same the NRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction

given herein above.

IV. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to NRC with a direction to verify the
documents submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating
University/authority. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the NRC
the documents submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the
Appeal and after receipt of the same the NRC to take further necessary action as
per the NCTE Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to
time as per direction given herein above.

IRh A 3drer |fAfa fr AR & giod a7 ST 3@ 81/ The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee

R

et~
37 giRa (3rfier)/ Deputy Setfetary (Appeal)

Copy to :-

1. The Principal, Lal Bhadur Shastri Post Graduate College, Plot No. 145, Pt Deen
Dayal Upadhyay Nagar, Mughalsarai, Chandauli, Uttar Pradesh-232101.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka,
New Delhi — 110075.
The Principal Secretary, Department of Higher Education & Member Secretary, Uttar Pradesh
State Council of Higher Education, 6™ Floor, 619, Indira Bhawan, Ashok Marg, Lucknow, Uttar
Pradesh-226001.
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Representative of Appellant Dr. Deepak Sharma, Treasurer
Respondent by Regional Director, WRC

Date of Hearing 16.07.2024

Date of Pronouncement 18.07.2024
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l GROUNDS OF WITHDRAWAL

The appeal of Swami Shri Swaroopanand Saraswati Mahavidyalaya, 219/1

part, Near Skand Ashram, Amdi Nagar, Hudco, Hospital Area Bhilai, Durg,
Chhattisgarh-490009 dated 03.04.2023 filed under Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is
against the Order No. F. No. WRC/NCTE/APWO01985/723076-B.Ed. & APW04123/
725009-B.Ed./(Addi.)/399"" Meeting/2024/224834 to 224840 dated 29.01.2024 of the
Western Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for conducting B.Ed. Course on
the grounds that “(i). The faculty as per NCTE Regulation was not appointed in the
institution on the date of appeal order. (ii). The institution does not fulfil the NCTE norms
related to the faculty.”

il. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -

Dr. Deepak Sharma, Treasurer from Swami Shri Swaroopanand Saraswati

Mahavidyalaya, 219/1 part, Near Skand Ashram, Amdi Nagar, Hudco, Hospital Area
Bhilai, Durg, Chhattisgarh-490009 appeared online to present the case of the appellant
institution on 15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is submitted that “(i) That the WRC in its
304" Meeting held on 2™ to 4™ April, 2019 (at Sr. No. 12) has arbitrary withdrawn
recognition of our institution for conducting the B.Ed. course, wrongly observing the
deficiencies which were existed in our institution. A copy of relevant minutes of 304t
Meeting of WRC held on 2™ to 4™ April, 2019 (at Sr. No. 12) is enclosed as Enclosure1.
(i) That in order to appreciate various contentions and averments being raised
hereinafter, it is necessary to state the following few relevant facts in brief. (i) That WRC
vide its order dated 27.04.2006 granted recognition to the appellant institution for running
the B.Ed. course in the appellant institution with annual intake of 100 students from the
academic session 2005-06. Thereafter, WRC vide its order dated 29.07.2008 granted
recognition to the appellant institution for running the B.Ed. course with additional intake
of 100 students, thereby increasing the total intake of our institution to 200. Subsequently,

after the new NCTE Regulations, 2014, the WRC issued a revised recognition order dated

Jng



20.05.2015 to our institution for running the B.Ed. course with 200 students from the
academic session 2016-17. (iv) That subsequently, our institution submitted its
compliance to the revised recognition order and was functioning successfully and
uninterruptedly. However, WRC issued the show cause notice dated 02.09.2016, pointing
out deficiency regarding staff profile, land documents and FDRs. (v) That, accordingly,
the appellant institution vide its letter dated 20.09.2016 submitted the compliance to the
show cause notice dated 02.09.2016 alongwith staff list duly approved by the affiliating
body, notarized CLU, NEC, BCC, approved building plan and FDRs. (vi) That thereafter,
WRC in its in its 287th Meeting held on 30-31.01.2018 considered the case of our
institution and issued show cause notice 05.02.2018 to our institution directing the
appellant institution to submit the revised / latest documents. (vii) That, accordingly, the
appellant institution vide its letter dated 01.03.2018 submitted the compliance to the show
cause notice dated 05.02.2018 alongwith the staff profile approved by the new affiliating
authority i.e. Durg University, building completion certificate and FDR etc. Thereafter, the
appellant institution vide another letter dated 15.03.2018 submitted list of two additional
faculty approved by the affiliating body. (viii) That thereafter, WRC, in its 293rd Meeting
held on 12th to 14th June 2018 considered the reply of our institution submitted in respect
of B.Ed. course, together with the file of M.Ed. courses, and issued show cause notice
dated 22.06.2018 directing appellant to submit separate approved staff list and FDRs for
both the courses. (ix) That, accordingly, the appellant institution vide its letter dated
19.07.2018 submitted the compliance to the show cause notice dated 22.06.2018
alongwith the staff profile approved by the new affiliating authority. (x) That however, the
WRC in its 304th meeting held on 2nd to 4th April, 2019 (at Sr. No.12), considered the
matter of the appellant institution and decided to withdraw recognition of our institution
with following observation: “On perusal of the reply of the institution it is observed that the
institution has not submitted the following documents: (a) The institution has not
submitted a letter granting approval for selection or appointment of faculty, issued by the
affiliating body as per NCTE Regulations, 2014. (b) The institution has submitted staff list
signed by Registrar, Durg University, Durg which is not as per NCTE Amendment
Regulations 2017.” (xi) That WRC is wrong in taking a decision of withdrawal of appellant

institution, as appellant had already complied to the conditions of Show Cause dated
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02.09.2016, 05.02.2018 and 22.06.2018. The WRC took the decision of withdrawal of the
appellant institution without thoroughly taking note of the reply of the appellant institution
submitted along with the relevant documents which was duly accepted by the WRC at
that point of time. Further, the approved faculty list submitted by the appellant institution
was duly countersigned by the Registrar of affiliating university. (xii) That it is submitted
that appellant institution is running since the year 2005 and it does not lack any of the
infrastructural or instructional facilities required as per the NCTE norms and the WRC
itself have issued the recognition / revised recognition order to the appellant institution for
B.Ed. course. Further, if WRC was not satisfied with the document, it should have
conducted expert inspection of the appellant institution verifying as to whether the
institution is adhering with norms of NCTE or not. (xiii) That, accordingly, appellant
institution approached the Hon’ble Delhi High Court by filing the WP No0.4742/2019
challenging the decision taken by the WRC in its 304th meeting held on 2nd to 4th April,
2019 (at Sr. No.12). The aforesaid writ petition was heard by the Hon’ble Court when the
Hon’ble Court passed the order dated 06.03.2023: “5. considered the submissions made
by learned counsel appearing on behalf of the parties and on consideration of facts and
circumstances, this court finds it appropriate to dispose of the present petitions, with
direction to petitioners to approach appellate committee in terms of Section 18 of NCTE
Act, 1993 within a period of 30 days from today. 6. If the petitioners approach the appellate
committee within a period of 30 days from today, their appeal would be decided strictly,
on the basis of merit without dismissing the same on the ground of limitation. The interim
orders dated 03.05.2019 and 08.05.2019 confirmed on 06.11.2019 shall remain in force,
till the decision is passed by the appellate committee.” (xiv) That it is submitted that the
appellant was also having the faculties in terms of Regulation 2017 before the appeal
order however, it appears that the College representative wrongly produced the list which
reflected that the faculties were not in terms of Regulations 2017. (xv) That thereafter, the
appeal of the appellant herein was heard by the aforesaid appeal committee on
12.05.2023. (xvi) That however, the appeal committee vide order dated 22.05.2023,
rejected the appeal of appellant institution pointing out altogether different grounds /
deficiencies, which were never part of the withdrawal / show cause notices issued by the

WRC and were never communicated to the appellant institution. (xvii) That in these




circumstances, challenging the decision taken by the WRC in its 304th meeting held on
2nd to 4th April, 2019 (at Sr. No.12) and also the appeal committee order dated
22.05.2023, appellant institution approached the Hon’ble Delhi High Court by filing WP
No.8331/2023, wherein following order was passed on 14.09.2023: “7. In any case, the
Western Regional Committee (hereinafter referred toas WRC) would be an appropriate
authority to examine as to whether the petitioner institution had the requisite number of
faculty on the date of passing of the order by the Appellate Authority. 8. Let the matter be
re-examined by the WRC on the basis of the additional affidavit produced by the
petitioner-institution and if the regional committee finds that on the date of passing of the
order by the Appellate Authority, the petitioner-institution was fulfilling the requisite criteria
laid down in applicable regulations, then necessary order of restoring the recognition of
the petitioner-institution be passed.” (xviii) That in compliance of the aforesaid order dated
14.09.2023, WRC by its order dated 29.01.2024, considered the matter of our institution
(appellant herein), and has taken following decision: - “in compliance of order dated
14/09/2023 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in the W.P. (C) 8331/2023 and CM
Appl. 31897/2023, the case was considered by the WRC and decided that the withdrawal
order dated 12.04.2019 still stands on the following grounds: (a) The faculty as per NCTE
Regulations, was not appointed in the institution on the date of appeal order. (b) The
institution does not fulfil the NCTE norms related to the faculty The institution and all other
concerned will be informed accordingly.” (xix) That the aforesaid decision taken by the
WRC is unjustified as the faculties were available before the Appeal Order was passed
as also a new faculty list which was currently available was given to WRC after the High
Court order. Thus, the action of the WRC is erroneous. (xx) That thus, the decision of
withdrawal / withdrawal order dated 29.01.2024 of the WRC, is not maintainable and the
appeal committee is requested to revert the same with further direction to WRC to restore
the recognition of appellant institution herein. PRAYER, It is, therefore, most respectfully
prayed that NCTE may graciously be pleased to: - (i) Allow the present appeal of the
appellant institution and restore its recognition thereby granting an opportunity to it to
submit the documents desired by the WRC.”
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M. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9t Meeting, 2024 held online on 15" July, 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution was granted recognition
for B.Ed. Course with an annual intake of 100 + 100 = 200 students vide orders dated
27.04.2006 & 29.07.2008. After promulgation of NCTE Regulations, 2014 vide notification
dt. 28.11.2014, the “Swami Shri Swaroopanand Saraswati Mahavidyalaya”, Amdi Nagar,
Hudco, Bhilai, Chattisgarh-490009 offering B.Ed. course was informed vide email/public
notice to submit a duly notarized affidavit as an acceptance of the NCTE Regulations,
2014 by the institution. After the receipt of affidavit dt. 12.01.2015 from the institution, a
Revised Recognition Order dt. 20.05.2015 was issued to the institution for conducting
B.Ed. programme of two years duration with an annual intake of 200 students (Two basic
units of 50 students each & additional two units of 50 students each) from the academic
session 2015-2016. Thereafter, a withdrawal order was issued to the institution vide order
dt. 12.04.2019.

The Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble Court order dated 6% March, 2023
passed in W.P.(C) 4742/2019 wherein the Court directed the NCTE to decide the matter:

13

....6. If the petitioners approaches the appellate committee within a period of 30
days from today, their appeal would be decided strictly, on the basis of merit
without dismissing the same on the ground of limitation. The interim orders dated
03.05.2019 and 08.05.2019 confirmed on 06.11.2019 shall remain in force, till the
decision is passed by the appellate committee....”

The institution thereafter approached the appeal Committee by filling an appeal u/s
18 and the matter was decided by the Appeal Committee in its 5" Meeting, 2023 held on
12.05.2023 and the Committee vide order dt. 22.05.2023 rejected the appeal of the

appellant institution. The relevant portion of the said order is being reproduced hereunder:

“The Appeal Committee in its 5" Meeting, 2023 held on 12.05.2023 considered the
documents submitted alongwith the Memorandum of Appeal as compliance of
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grounds of withdrawal order and observed that the appeal of the institution is still
deficient on the following points: -

(i) The faculty list provided with memorandum of appeal do not fulfil the criteria
laid down by NCTE from time to time. It has been observed that certain faculty
do not fulfil the eligibility criteria as per provisions of the NCTE Regulations,
2014. Further, the institution has failed to submit copies of certificates of
academic & professional educational qualification viz. B.Ed., M.Ed., NET, Ph.D.
etc., and experience of certificate of the Principal.

Hence, the Appeal Committee is of the view that the appellant institution is still
lacking on the above grounds. The Appeal Committee concluded that the WRC was
Justified in withdrawing the recognition and decided that the instant appeal
deserves to be rejected and therefore, the impugned withdrawal order dated
12.04.2019 issued by WRC is confirmed.

Iv. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents on record
and oral arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the
Council concluded that the WRC was justified in withdrawing the recognition and
decided that the instant appeal deserves to be rejected and therefore, the impugned
withdrawal order dated 12.04.2019 issued by WRC is confirmed.”

The institution had filled W.P. in the Hon’ble Court of Delhi at New Delhi W.P.(C)
8331/2023 and CM APPL.31897/2023 dt. 02.06.2023 and 14.09.2023 respectively.
Thereafter the matter was placed before the WRC in its 397t Meeting held on 21.11.2023
and the recognition of the institution for B.Ed. programme was again withdrawn by the
WRC vide order dated 29.01.2024.

The institution again filed the fresh appeal before the Appeal Committee against
the Withdrawal order dt. 29.01.2024. The instant matter placed before the Appeal
Committee in its 7" Meeting, 2024 held on 14.05.2024 and the Appeal Committee sought
certain clarification.

The instant matter again placed in its 8" Meeting, 2024 held on 06.06.2024. The
Appeal Committee after perusing the documents submitted by the appellant institution
vide letter dt. 30.05.2024, observed that the institution has submitted the faculty list

approval from Hemchand Yadav University, Durg, however, the proceedings of the

faculty are approved by the Pandit Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur. The Appeal
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Committee also noted that some of the faculty appointed by the institution are not having
NET/Ph.D. as per provisions of the NCTE Regulations 2017.

The instant matter again placed before the Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting,
2024 held on 15.07.2024 and during the online hearing the Committee noted that the
Appellant Institution in addition to the explanation mentioned in appeal report submitted
the following documents with a claim to have rectified the shortcomings pointed out in the
impugned order dated 29.01.2024: -

() A copy of faculty list (1+30) members approved by the Registrar, Hem Chand
Yadav University, Durg, Chattisgarh alongwith NOC dated 01.07.2024 issued by
the Registrar of Hemchand Yadav University, Durg certifying that education
department faculties earlier ratified by Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

were absorbed in the same status in Hemchand Yadav University, Durg.
(i) An affidavit on appointment of faculty as per prevalent norms & standards

The Appeal Committee noted that the institution has submitted documents with
respect to points mentioned in the impugned order dated 29.01.2024 and keeping in view,
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi Judgment dated 23.02.2017 passed in W.P(C). no.
3231/2016 titled “Rambha College of Education V/s NCTE” wherein the Hon’ble Court
has directed the Appeal Committee to take into consideration the subsequent documents

of the Appellant while disposing of the Appeal has to be taken on record.

The Appeal Committee noted that the document submitted in appeal viz a viz the
grounds mentioned in the impugned order dated 29.01.2024, required to be verified. The

WRC is required to verify the faculty list etc. submitted in appeal from the

concerned affiliating University as per provisions of the NCTE Regulations, 2014,

guidelines and amendments issued from time to time and decision taken

accordingly.

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
08.04.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 4382/2021 has observed as follows: -

4
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“Appellate Committee of NCTE, is directed to
ensure that, whenever an order of remand is
passed, the status of the impugned is clearly
spelt out so that the institution is not
compelled to approach the Court in this
manner.”

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
30.07.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 7260/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Although the Appellate Committee of the
NCTE would be well advised to expressly
quash the original order of the concerned
Regional Committee while remanding the
matter, the position in law is that the order
automatically stands quashed. The institution
is, therefore, entitled to the benefits of
recognition until a fresh withdrawal order is
passed.”

In view of the afore-mentioned extracts of the court orders, the impugned
order dated 29.01.2024 is set-aside as the Appellate Committee has decided to
remand back the case to WRC for revisiting the matter.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,
Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to verify

the faculty list etc. submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating

University/authority. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the WRC the

documents submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal
and after receipt of the same the WRC to take further necessary action as perthe NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction
given herein above. /



IV.  DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to verify the faculty
list etc. submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating University/authority.
The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the WRC the documents
submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and
after receipt of the same the WRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per
direction given herein above.

3N Aoty 3drar gfafy fraw @ H\ﬁ!?f oy T @ %I/The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee

39 giaa (3rdie)/ Deputy Scc(l’ctaw (Appeal)

Copy to :-

1. The Principal, Swami Shri Swaroopanand Saraswati Mahavidyalaya, 219/1 part,
Near Skand Ashram, Amdi Nagar, Hudco, Hospital Area Bhilai, Durg,
Chhattisgarh-490009.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka,
New Delhi — 110075.

The Secretary, Department of Higher Education, Government of Chhatisgarh First floor,
Mahanadi Bhawan, Nava Raipur Atal Nagar, Chhattisgarh-492002.
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Representative of Appellant Mr. Anand Rathore, Vice Chairman
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‘Date of Hearing 15.07.2024

Date of Pronouncement 18.07.2024




L GROUNDS OF REFUSAL

The appeal of Pandit Dwarikadas Mahavidyalaya Athner, Khasara No. 683/5,
683/6, 599/14, Village - Athner, Multai Road, Betul, Madhya Pradesh-460110 dated
02.06.2024 filed under Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the order no. F. No.
NCTE/WRC/2526202402061025/MADYAPRADESH/2024/REJC/25 dated 14.05.2024

of the Western Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting ITEP Course on

the grounds that “As per the details provided by the institution on the transition portal, the
name of the institution mentioned in the recognition order for 4-year Integrated B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course (as applicable) by NCTE does not match with the name

mentioned in the transition application.”

il SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -

Mr. Anand Rathore, Vice Chairman of Pandit Dwarikadas Mahavidyalaya
Athner, Khasara No. 683/5, 683/6, 599/14, Village - Athner, Multai Road, Betul,
Madhya Pradesh-460110 appeared online to present the case of the appellant institution

on 15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is submitted that “(i). The recognition was granted to
the institution namely pandit Dwarikadas B.Ed. (co-ed) Mahavidyalaya Village, Athner,
Tahsil/Mandal Athner District, Betul MP for B.Sc. B.Ed. integrated programme of 4-year duration
with an annual intake of 100 students from the academic session 2017-2018 vide order dated
04.05.2017 copy enclosed. (ii). As per decision of WRC in its 276" Meeting held on 30"-31%t May
2017 change the name of institution from Pandit Dwarikadas B.Ed. (co-ed) Mahavidyalaya, Athner
to Pandit Dwarikadas Mahavidyalaya, Athner vide WRC NCTE letter dt. 28.06.2017 copy
enclosed. (iii). In connection to our application submitted for 4-Year integrated programme (B.Sc.
B.Ed.) for the transition to integrated teacher education programme (ITEP) as per NCTE
Regulations Application number 2526202402061025 dated 23.02.2024 mistakenly name of
institution fill up Pandit Dwarikadas Vigyan Mahavidyalaya in place of Pandit Dwarikadas
Mahavidyalaya. (iv). In this regard the institution sent to affidavit and request letter dated
24.02.2024 regarding read the name of Mahavidyalaya in place of Pandit Dwarikadas Vigyan
Mahavidyalaya copy of request letter, affidavit and courier receipt enclosed. (v). In view of the



above, it is requested to accept my request and remand back the case to the institution to grant

as the permission to conduct 4-year integrated teacher education programme (ITEP) Regulation.”

M. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held online on 15% July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution had submitted an
application to the Western Regional Committee for grant of recognition for seeking
permission for running the ITEP Course on 23.02.2024. The recognition of the institution
for ITEP programme was refused by the WRC vide order dated 14.05.2024.

The instant matter placed in its 8" Meeting, 2024 held on 06.06.2024. The
appellant institution during the online hearing informed the Appeal Committee that the

institution inadvertently instead of Pandit Dwarikadas Mahavidyalaya had applied for

ITEP course in the name of Pandit Dwarikadas Vigyan Mahavidyalaya. Therefore, the

Committee decided to seek the clarification from the Regulation (Hgrs) that such mistake
of the institution can be rectified.

The instant matter placed in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024. After
perusing the documents submitted by the appellant institution vide letter dt. 04.06.2024.
The Committee observed that the institution during the Appeal hearing informed the

Committee that the institution inadvertently instead of Pandit Dwarikadas

Mahavidyalaya had applied for ITEP course in the name of Pandit Dwarikadas Viayan

Mahavidyalaya. The institution has also submitted an affidavit stating that the institution

inadvertently instead of Pandit Dwarikadas Mahavidyalaya had applied for ITEP course

in the name of Pandit Dwarikadas Vigvan Mahavidvalava.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,

Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to verify

the issue and if a recognition order has been issued by the WRC, NCTE to the
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Pandit Dwarikadas Mahavidylaya for running B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. programme

then appropriate action shall be taken by the WRC in order to rectify the mistake

which is inadvertently made by the institution while applying for ITEP programme

through online portal after verifying the documents submitted before the Appeal

Committee. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the WRC the documents
submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after
receipt of the same the WRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction

given herein above.

IV. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to WRC with a direction to verify the issue
and if a recognition order has been issued by the WRC, NCTE to the Pandit
Dwarikadas Mahavidylaya for running B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. programme then
appropriate action shall be taken by the WRC in order to rectify the mistake which
is_inadvertently made by the institution while applying for ITEP programme
throuah online portal after verifying the documents submitted before the Appeal
Committee. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the WRC the
documents submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the
Appeal and after receipt of the same the WRC to take further necessary action as
per the NCTE Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to
time as per direction given herein above.

IWE Ao 3o afafa ik @ H\ﬁl?—f Rar ST | %’I/The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee
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39 gfaa (3rdien)/ Deputy Secretary (Appeal)
Copy to :-

1. The Principal, Pandit Dwarikadas Mahavidyalaya Athner, Khasara No. 683/5, 683/6,
599/14, Village - Athner, Multai Road, Betul, Madhya Pradesh-460110.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy, Shastri
Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka, New
Delhi — 110075.
4. The Secretary, Department of Higher Education, 2" Floor, Annex-3, Vallabh Bhawan,
Bhopal-462004.
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l. GROUNDS OF REFUSAL

The appeal of NMKRV College for Women, 45/1, 22" Cross, 3" Block,
Jayanagar, Bangalore, Karnataka-560011 dated 16.05.2024 filed under Section 18 of
NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F. No. NCTE/SRC/2526202402081129/
KARNATAKA/2024/REJC/129 dated 08.05.2024 of the Southern Regional Committee,

refusing recognition for conducting ITEP Course on the grounds that “As per records the

institution has not been granted recognition for offering B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course by
this office. Despite the institution has applied for transition from 4-year integrated
programme (B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed.) to integrated Teacher Education Programme (ITEP)
prescribed in NCTE (Amendment Regulation 2021 dated 26.10.2021). The SRC in its
435" Meeting held during 3 April 2024 has decided that the applications submitted by
the institution is not eligible to apply for transition from the 4-year integrated programme
(B.A.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed.) to Integrated Teacher Education Programme (ITEP) prescribed in
NCTE (Amendment Regulation 2021 dated 26.10.2021) as per Public Notice dated 5t
February 2024, accordingly, are hereby rejected.”

I SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -
Dr. Snehalata G Nadiger, Principal from NMKRYV College for Women, 45/1,

22M Cross, 3" Block, Jayanagar, Bangalore, Karnataka-560011 appeared online to

present the case of the appellant institution on 15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is
submitted that “We made an application to Southern Regional Centre, NCTE, Jnana Bharathi
Campus, Bangalore University-560056, Bengaluru on requesting for grant of recognition to
commence 4-year integrated course in B.A., B.Ed. and B.Sc., B.Ed. in the year 2016. This was
approved by order no. F. No.SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP201630084/B.A. B.Ed./92798 dated
15.06.2017 & F. No. SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP201630084/B.Sc. B.Ed./92796 dated 15.06.2017.
Consequent to grant of approval, we commenced the course, and the first batch was started in
the year 2018 and the next batch started in 2019. The students of both these batches have
completed the course and passed the examination and have also been conferred degree by the
Bangalore university. As such, on a misconception that the institution has not obtained sanction
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for the course referred to above, the application of the institution for transition to ITEP has been
rejected. The two batches have already passed out pursuant to the recognition given to the
courses and four batches of students are pursuing the course. The order under challenge says
that even those students who have passed and students who ae now undergoing the courses will
not be recognized and no degree will be conferred on them, virtually meaning that, whatever has
been done in the last seven years, is not acceptable to the NCTE. This will have grave
consequences on the lives of the students as they would have spent four precious years pursuing
the courses on the understanding that recognition for the said courses have been given by NCTE.
In the circumstances stated above, this Hon’ble Authority may be pleased to set aside the order
dated 08.05.2024 passed by Regional Director, SRC, NCTE and direct the Regional Director,
Southern Regional Committee, NCTE to grant transition to ITEP for the two courses referred
above. Thanking you, yours faithfully, for NMKRYV College for Women. We made an application
to Southern Regional Centre, NCTE, Jnana Bharathi Campus, Bangalore University-560056,
Bengaluru on requesting for grant of recognition to commence 4-year integrated course in B.A.
B.Ed. and B.Sc., B.Ed. in the year 2016. This was approved by order F. No.
SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP201630084/B.A. B.Ed./92798 dated 15.06201 & F. No.
SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP201630084/B.Sc. B.Ed./92796 dated 15.06.2017. Consequent to grant of
approval, we commenced the course, and the first batch was started in the year 2018 and the
next batch started in 2019. The students of both these batches have completed the course and
passed the examination and have also been conferred degree by the Bangalore University. As
such, on a misconception that the institution has not obtained sanction for the course referred to
above, the application of the institution for transition to ITEP has been rejected. The two batches
have already passed out pursuant to the recognition given to the courses and four batches of
students are pursuing the course. The order under challenge says that even those students who
have passed and students who are now undergoing the courses will not be recognized and no
degree will be conferred on them, virtually meaning that, whatever has been done in the last
seven years, is not acceptable to the NCTE. This will have grave consequences on the lives of
the students as they would have spent four precious years pursuing the courses on the
understanding that recognition for the said courses have been given by NCTE. In the
circumstances stated above, this Hon’ble Authority may be pleased to set aside the order dated
08.05.2024 passed by Regional Director, SRC, NCTE and direct the Regional Director, Southern
Regional Committee, NCTE to grant transition to ITEP for the two courses referred above.
Thanking you, Yours faithfully, for NMKRYV College for Women.”
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ll. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9t" Meeting, 2024 held online on 15" July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution had submitted an
application to the Southern Regional Committee for grant of recognition for seeking
permission for running the ITEP Course on 17.02.2024. The recognition of the institution
for ITEP programme was refused by the SRC vide order dated 08.05.2024.

The instant matter placed in its 8" Meeting, 2024 held on 06.06.2024. The
appellant institution along with its appeal report has submitted a copy of Recognition
Order dt. 15.06.2017 for B.A. B.Ed. course with an annual intake of 50 students (One
unit) from the academic session 2017-2018. The Appeal Committee in order to consider
the case of the appellant institution on merit, decided to ask the SRC and the institution

to submit their report/reply.

The instant matter again placed in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024. The
Appeal Committed noted that the institution vide letter dated 05.07.2024 submitted its
reply. The SRC vide letter dated 27.06.2024 also submitted its report. The Appeal
Committee after perusing the documents and oral argument advanced during the hearing
the Committee noted that a recognition order vide order No. F.
No./RO/SRCAPP201630084/B.A. B.Ed./92798 dated 15.06.2017 was issued by the SRC
NCTE. The Bangalore University has granted the affiliation to the institution and Govt. of
Karnataka approved the same. However, the SRC vide letter dated 27.06.2024 informed
that as per records, the recognition order submitted by the institution mentioned above is

not traceable in the original file of the institution.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,
Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to SRC with a direction to revisit

the matter and verify the authenticity of the recognition order from the records

of SRC, Affiliating body & State Govt. and if a recognition order has been issued
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by the SRC, NCTE to the Institution for running B.A. B.Ed. programme then
appropriate action shall be taken by the SRC as per provisions of the NCTE

Regqulations. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the SRC the documents

submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after
receipt of the same the SRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction

given herein above.

Iv. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to SRC with a direction to revisit the matter
and verify the authenticity of the recognition order from the records of SRC,
Affiliating body & State Govt. and if a recognition order has been issued by the
SRC, NCTE to the Institution for running B.A. B.Ed. programme_then appropriate
action shall be taken by the SRC as per provisions of the NCTE Requlations. The
Appellant institution is directed to forward to the SRC the documents submitted
in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt
of the same the SRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation,
2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction given
herein above.

3N Ao e gfafa & 3R @ H\ﬁlﬂ' forar ST @ %I/The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee
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39 ¥faa (3rdier)/ Deputy Secrﬂiry (Appeal)

Copy to :-

1. The Principal, NMKRV College for Women, 45/1, 22" Cross, 3 Block,
Jayanagar, Bangalore, Karnataka-560011

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Southern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka,
New Delhi — 110075.

4. The Principal Secretary of Government, Higher Education Department, Government
of Karnataka, Room No. 645 A, 2nd Gate, 6th Floor, M.S. Building, Bengaluru — 1,
Karnataka.
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I GROUNDS OF WITHDRAWAL

The appeal of Jorhat Kendriya Mahavidyalaya, Plot No. 218, 269, 132, Village -
Kenduguri, Street/Road - A.T. Road, Taluka - Dhekorgorah, District - Assam-785010
dated 22.05.2024 filed under Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No.
NCTE/ERC/2324202205311248/ASSAM/2022/REJC/249 dated 10.04.2024 of the

Eastern Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for conducting ITEP Course on the

grounds that “(i) Staff appointed for teaching of History is not qualified. (ii). Part time

faculty for career guidance and counselling is not appointed.”

Il. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -
Sh. Pranjal Dutta, Coordinator (ITEP) from Jorhat Kendriya Mahavidyalaya,
Plot No. 218, 269, 132, Village - Kenduguri, Street/Road - A.T. Road, Taluka -

Dhekorgorah, District - Assam-785010 appeared online to present the case of the

appellant institution on 15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is submitted that “A teacher for
the post of history with requisite qualification is appointed. (ii). A part time faculty for career

guidance and counselling is appointed.”

. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9t Meeting, 2024 held online on 15% July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution was granted
recognition for ITEP Course for B.A. B.Ed. with an intake of 2 units (50 seats per unit) &
for B.Sc. B.Ed. course with an intake of 2 units (50 seats per unit) students. The
recognition of the institution for ITEP programme was withdrawn by the ERC vide order
dated 10.04.2024.



The instant matter placed in its 8" Meeting, 2024 held on 06.06.2024. The Appeal
Committee observed that the recognition of the institution was withdrawn by the ERC vide
order dt. 10.04.2024 on the ground that the institution is not having appropriate teaching
staff immediately after granting recognition. The Appeal Committee sought report from

the ERC however, the same has not been received.

The instant matter again placed before the Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting,
2024 held on 15.07.2024 and during the online hearing the Committee noted that the
Appellant Institution in addition to the explanation mentioned in appeal report submitted
the following documents with a claim to have rectified the shortcomings pointed out in the
impugned order dated 10.04.2024: -

0] A copy of faculty list (1+17) members approved by the Registrar, Dibrugarh

University, Dibrugarh, Assam.
(i) A copy of the proceedings regarding selection of all the faculty members by the

selection committee duly constituted and approved by the competent authority of
the affiliating University/body.

The Appeal Committee noted that the institution has submitted documents with
respect to points mentioned in the impugned order dated 10.04.2024 and keeping in view,
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi Judgment dated 23.02.2017 passed in W.P(C). no.
3231/2016 titled “Rambha College of Education Vis NCTE” wherein the Hon’ble Court
has directed the Appeal Committee to take into consideration the subsequent documents

of the Appellant while disposing of the Appeal has to be taken on record.

The Appeal Committee noted that the document submitted in appeal viz a viz the
grounds mentioned in the impugned order dated 10.04.2024, required to be verified. The

ERC is reauired to verify the faculty list etc. submitted in appeal from the concerned

affiliating University as per provisions of the NCTE Requlations, 2014, auidelines

and amendments issued from time to time and decision taken accordingly.




Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
08.04.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 4382/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Appellate Committee of NCTE, is directed to
ensure that, whenever an order of remand is
passed, the status of the impugned is clearly
spelt out so that the institution is not
compelled to approach the Court in this
manner.”

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
30.07.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 7260/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Although the Appellate Committee of the
NCTE would be well advised to expressly
quash the original order of the concerned
Regional Committee while remanding the
matter, the position in law is that the order
automatically stands quashed. The institution
is, therefore, entitled to the benefits of
recognition until a fresh withdrawal order is
passed.”

In view of the afore-mentioned extracts of the court orders, the impugned
order dated 10.04.2024 is set-aside as the Appellate Committee has decided to
remand back the case to ERC for revisiting the matter.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,
Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to ERC with a direction to verify
the faculty list etc. submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating University.
The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the ERC the documents submitted in
appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt of the

same the ERC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation, 2014,

guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction given herein

above. M



IV. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to ERC with a direction to verify the faculty
list etc. submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating University. The
Appellant institution is directed to forward to the ERC the documents submitted
in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt
of the same the ERC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation,
2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction given
herein above.

3R fAorg ardrer @fafa fraw a H\ﬁlﬁ fRaT T BT €1/ The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee
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39 gfaa (3re)/ Deputy Secretary (Appeal)

Copy to:-

1. The Principal, Jorhat Kendriya Mahavidyalaya, Plot No. 218, 269, 132, Village
- Kenduguri, Street/Road - A.T. Road, Taluka - Dhekorgorah, District - Assam-
785010.

2, The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

<) Regional Director, Eastern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka,
New Delhi — 110075.

4, The Secretary, Higher Education Department, Assam Secretariat, Block 'C', 3rd
floor, Secretariat Rd, Dispur, Guwahati, Assam-781006.
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L GROUNDS OF WITHDRAWAL

The appeal of Swamy Vivekananda College of Education, No. 199/1,
Pillaiyarapatti, Vallam, Thanjavur, Tamilnadu-613403 dated 16.05.2024 filed under
Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F.SRC/NCTE/APS08506/B.Ed.
1434'""Mtg./TN/2024/144718 dated 09.04.2024 of the Southern Regional Committee,
withdrawing recognition for conducting B.Ed. Course on the grounds that “The institution
failed to submit reply to the Final Show Cause Notice dated 23.10.2023.”

Il. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -

Dr. B. Gunaseelan, Principal of Swamy Vivekananda College of Education,

No. 199/1, Pillaiyarapatti, Vallam, Thanjavur, Tamilnadu-613403 appeared online to
present the case of the appellant institution on 15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is
submitted that “We have replied on 04.11.2023 through professional courier,
acknowledgement copy is enclosed.”

M. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9t Meeting, 2024 held online on 15t July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution was granted recognition
for B.Ed. Course with an annual intake of 100 students vide orders dated 28.05.2008.
After promulgation of NCTE Regulations, 2014 vide notification dt. 28.11.2014, the
“Swamy Vivekananda College of Education, No. 199/1, Pillaiyarapatti, Vallam, Thanjavur
District, Tamilnadu-613403” offering B.Ed. course was informed vide email/public notice
to submit a duly notarized affidavit as an acceptance of the NCTE Regulations, 2014 by
the institution. After the receipt of affidavit dt. 23.01.2015 from the institution, a Revised
Recognition Order dt. 30.04.2015 was issued to the institution for conducting B.Ed.

programme of two years duration with an annual intake of 100 students (Two basic units



of 50 students each) from the academic session 2015-2016. The recognition of the

institution for B.Ed. programme was withdrawn by the SRC vide order dated 09.04.2024.

The instant matter placed in its 8" Meeting, 2024 held on 06.06.2024. During the
online hearing the appellant institution informed the Appeal Committee that they had
submitted reply to Final Show Cause Notice dt. 23.10.2023 to the SRC on 04.11.2023.
However, as per the Withdrawal order dated 09.04.2024, the reply to the Final Show
Cause Notice was not submitted by the institution. Therefore, the Committee decided to
seek clarification and submission of certain documents. The institution vide letter dated
05.07.2024 submitted its reply.

The instant matter again placed before the Appeal Committee in its 9" Meeting,
2024 held on 15.07.2024 and during the online hearing the Committee noted that the
Appellant Institution in addition to the explanation mentioned in appeal report submitted
the following documents with a claim to have rectified the shortcomings pointed out in the
impugned order dated 09.04.2024: -

0] A copy land & building documents alongwith an affidavit stating about status of
land & building available with the institution for running teacher education
programme.

(i) A copy of faculty list (1+15) members approved by the Registrar, TNTEU,
Tamilnadu alongwith documents related with proceedings, salary etc.

(iii) A copy of Form ‘A’ along with copies of FDRs towards Endowment Fund & Reserve
Fund.

A copy of screenshot of website. The Appeal Committee noted that the institution
has submitted documents with respect to points mentioned in the impugned order dated
09.04.2024 and keeping in view, the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi Judgment dated
23.02.2017 passed in W.P(C). no. 3231/2016 titled “Rambha College of Education V/s
NCTE” wherein the Hon’ble Court has directed the Appeal Committee to take into
consideration the subsequent documents of the Appellant while disposing of the Appeal
has to be taken on record.

The Appeal Committee noted that the document submitted in appeal viz a viz the
grounds mentioned in the impugned order dated 09.04.2024, required to be verified. The

"



SRC is required to verify the faculty list etc. submitted in appeal from the concerned

affiliating University/authority as per provisions of the NCTE Regqulations, 2014,

auidelines and amendments issued from time to time and decision taken

accordingly.

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
08.04.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 4382/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Appellate Committee of NCTE, is directed to
ensure that, whenever an order of remand is
passed, the status of the impugned is clearly
spelt out so that the institution is not
compelled to approach the Court in this
manner.”

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
30.07.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 7260/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Although the Appellate Committee of the
NCTE would be well advised to expressly
quash the original order of the concerned
Regional Committee while remanding the
matter, the position in law is that the order
automatically stands quashed. The institution
is, therefore, entitled to the benefits of
recognition until a fresh withdrawal order is
passed.”

In view of the afore-mentioned extracts of the court orders, the impugned
order dated 09.04.2024 is set-aside as the Appellate Committee has decided to
remand back the case to SRC for revisiting the matter.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,
Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to SRC with a direction to verify

the faculty list etc. submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating
University/authority. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the SRC the
documents submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal
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and after receipt of the same the SRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction

given herein above.

IV. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to SRC with a direction to verify the faculty
list etc. submitted in Appeal from the concerned affiliating University/authority.
The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the SRC the documents
submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and
after receipt of the same the SRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per
direction given herein above.

IRE o ader g fr R @ Hﬁ?f forar o @ ?I/The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee

37 gfaa (3rdfieT)/ Deputy Set(leary (Appeal)

Copy to :-

1. The Principal, Swamy Vivekananda College of Education, No. 199/1,
Pillaiyarapatti, Vallam, Thanjavur, Tamilnadu-613403.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Southern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10,
Dwarka, New Delhi — 110075.
4, The Principal Secretary to Government, Higher Education Department, Govt. of

Tamil Nadu, Fort St. George, Chennai, Tamilnadu-600009.
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l. GROUNDS OF WITHDRAWAL

The appeal of The Institute of Professional Education and Technology,

Khasra No.1013, 1014, 1016, Jansath Bypass Road, Saharanpur, Meerapur,
Muzaffarnagar, Uttar Pradesh-251315 dated 21.03.2024 filed under Section 18 of
NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F.No.NRC/NCTE/UP-902-B.Ed./412th
(Blended Mode) meeting / 2023 / 223695-223701 dated 11.10.2023 of the Northern
Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for conducting B.Ed. Course on the
grounds that “(i) The institution has not submitted proof/evidence to prove that it is a multi-
disciplinary institution as per clause 2 (b) of NCTE Regulations, 2014. (ii) The institution
has not submitted certified Registered land documents issued by the Registering
Authority. (iii) The institution has not submitted building plan approved by the Gouwt.
Competent authority indicating the name of the institution, name of course, Khasara No./
Plot No. Total land area, total built up area and earmarked area for area for each course
being run in the same premises. (iv) The institution has not submitted latest Non-
Encumbrance Certificate issued by the Govt. Competent Authority. (v) The institution has
not submitted latest building safety certificate issued by the Govt. Competent Authority.
(vi) The institution has not submitted latest Fire Safety Certificate issued by the Govt.
Competent Authority. (vii) The institution has not submitted Building Completion
Certificate signed by the Govt. Competent Authority. (vii) The institution has not
submitted latest faculty approval letter issued by the Affiliating body. (ix) The institution
has submitted approval letter dated 25/11/2019 issued by C.C.S University, Meerut only
faculty. (x) The institution has not appointed Principal/lHoD, Fine Art and Physical
Education lecturers. (xi) As per NCTE Regulations, 2014 for B.Ed. two units, one
Principal/HoD and 15 lecturers required. (xii) The institution has not submitted proof of
own website. (xiii) The institution has not submitted original FDRs towards Reserve Fund
and Endowment Fund as per Regulations, 2014. (xiv) The institution has not adhered to
the mandatory disclosure in the prescribed format and display up to date information on
its official website as per NCTE Regulations 8(14) condition for grant of recognitions as
per NCTE Regulations, 2014.” \



Il. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -
Sh. Vinay Kumar Sharma, Accountant of The Institute of Professional
Education and Technology, Khasra No.1013, 1014, 1016, Jansath Bypass Road,

Saharanpur, Meerapur, Muzaffarnagar, Uttar Pradesh-251315 appeared online to

present the case of the appellant institution on 15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is
submitted that “(i) We are having a permanent Recognition form NCTE for B.Ed. course vide
order no. NRC/NCTE/F-3/UP-902/2004/9033-41 dated 12.10.2004. (ii) Institute not getting an
information about affidavit (By mail / Speed Post / Telephone) so Institute was not submitted the
require affidavit on the given timing. (iii) Again, institute not getting an information about matter
(By mail/Speed Post/Telephone) so due to lack of the information institute was unable to do reply.
(iv) First time, Institute getting above mention letter of NCTE on date 08.08.2023. Regarding the
issue Letter Queries, Institute Submitted all the information and supporting documents in the given
deadline (By mail 11.08.2023 Time-12:56 pm and same documents send by Speed post on date
11.08.2023) a copy of Letter is attached with this. (v) Institute submitted all the queries reply of
NCTE with information & supporting documents to the NCTE. In given timing. (By mail 10.12.2023
Time — 02:05 pm and same documents send by Speed post on Date 12.12.2023) a copy of the
letter is also attached with this. So, now we have request to you, on considering our documents
release our Institute recognition order of B.Ed. course (Two years).”

M. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9t Meeting, 2024 held online on 15" July, 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
In the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution was granted recognition
for B.Ed. Course of one year duration with an annual intake of 100 students vide order
dated 12.10.2004. After promulgation of NCTE Regulations, 2014, the institution has not
consented to come under the Regulations, 2014 and affidavit in this regard was also not
submitted by the institution. Hence, the revised recognition order for B.Ed. programme of
two years duration was not issued to the institution. The recognition of the institution for
B.Ed. programme was withdrawn by the NRC vide order dated 11.10.2023.



The instant matter was placed before the Appeal Committee in its 7" Meeting,
2024 held on 14.05.2024. The Appeal Committee observed that the appellant institution
has not submitted the requisite documents with respect to the deficiencies pointed out in
the Withdrawal Order. The Appeal Committee in order to consider the case of the
appellant institution on merit, decided to grant another (Second) opportunity to the
appellant institution and the institution was required to submit the documents mentioned
therein.

The instant matter placed in its 8" Meeting, 2024 held on 06.06.2024. The Appeal
Committee noted that the institution has not submitted hard copy of the documents as
sought by the Appeal Committee in its 7" Committee Meeting held on 14.05.2024. The
Appeal Committee in order to consider the case of the appellant institution on merit,
decided to ask the appellant institution to submit the following documents alongwith

affidavits so that the decision of the Appeal Committee become authenticated: -

(i) The institution is required to submit a notarized/authenticated copy of all
documents on Affidavit sought by the NRC in its Final Show Cause Notice dt
08.08.2023.

(i) The institution is required to submit the approval letter of the concerned
University/Affiliating Body approving the faculty along with the latest facuity list
for B.Ed. programme approved by the Registrar of the affiliating body as per the
prescribed Format.

(iii) A copy of the proceedings regarding selection of all the faculty members by the
selection committee duly constituted and approved by the competent authority of
the affiliating University/body.

(iv)  An Affidavit on Rs. 100/- Non-Judicial Stamp paper clearly mentioning the name,
designation, account number and salary paid of each of the faculty appointed for
B.Ed. programme and also stating therein that the faculty are being paid salary
through cheque/RTGS/NEFT. The Affidavit should be supported with the salary
statements for three months duly verified by the bank officials.

The instant matter was again placed in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024.
The Appeal Committee after perusing the documents submitted in Appeal and reply of
the institution vide letter dt. 21.06.2024 received on 01.07.2024 the Appeal Committee
noted the following deficiencies: -

0] The institution has failed to submit a notarized/authenticated copy of all
documents on Affidavit sought by the NRC in its Final Show Cause Notice dt

08.08.2023. ( ,
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(i) The institution has submitted the approval letter (photocopy) of the concerned
University/Affiliating Body approving the faculty. However, the institution has not
submitted faculty list as per the prescribed format of NCTE. Moreover, no relevant
documents such as educational certificates/proceedings of the selection
committee which prove that the institution has actually appointed the faculty as
per NCTE norms submitted by the institution.

(iii) The institution failed to submit an Affidavit on Rs. 100/- Non-Judicial Stamp paper
clearly mentioning the name, designation, account number and salary paid of
each of the faculty appointed for B.Ed. programme and also stating therein that
the faculty are being paid salary through cheque/RTGS/NEFT. The Affidavit
should be supported with the salary statements for three months duly verified by
the bank officials.

Hence, the Appeal Committee is of the view that the appellant institution is still
lacking on the above grounds. The Appeal Committee concluded that the NRC was
justified in withdrawing the recognition and decided that the instant appeal deserves to
be rejected and therefore, the impugned withdrawal order dated 11.10.2023 issued by
NRC is confirmed.

IV.  DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded that the NRC was justified in withdrawing the recognition and decided
that the instant appeal deserves to be rejected and therefore, the impugned
withdrawal order dated 11.10.2023 issued by NRC is confirmed.

I Ao e gfafa fr s @ Eﬁ?—f forar S @ %I/The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee

i ¢ 1/_,-”'(: -
X /
37 @fda (3rfie)/ Deputy Secrétary (Appeal)
Copy to :-
1. The Principal, The Institute of Professional Education and Technology, Khasra

No.1013, 1014, 1016, Jansath Bypass Road, Saharanpur, Meerapur, Muzaffarnagar,
Uttar Pradesh-251315.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy, Shastri Bhawan,
New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10, Dwarka, New Delhi —
110075.

The Principal Secretary, Department of Higher Education & Member Secretary, State Council of Higher
Education, 6" Floor, 619, Indira Bhawan, Ashok Marg, Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh-226001.
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l. GROUNDS OF REFUSAL

The appeal of H.N.B. University, S.R.T. Campus, 1416K/1421K, Badshaithaul,
Ranichauri Road, Dharsalgaoun, Tehri-Garhwal, Uttarakhand-249199 dated
24.01.2024 filed under Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F. No.
NCTE/NRC/2425202305221642/UTTARAKHAND/2023/REJC/155 dated 17.07.2023 of

the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting ITEP Course on

the grounds that “The institution has not uploaded the relevant document/notification as

a proof that it is an Institute of National Importance.”

Il. SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -
Prof. Seema Dhawan, Principal of H.N.B. University, S.R.T. Campus,
1416K/1421K, Badshaithaul, Ranichauri Road, Dharsalgaoun, Tehri-Garhwal,

Uttarakhand-249199 appeared online to present the case of the appellant institution on

15.07.2024. In the appeal report, it is submitted that “Initially the Department has shown
its status of Nation Importance Institution. Which was done by ignorance, for that the
Department uploaded certificate of Dr. Ambedkar Center of Excellence (DACE). After
receiving the letter from NCTE, the Department sent apology letter by email to NCTE.”

lll. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9t" Meeting, 2024 held online on 15t July, 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral arguments advanced during
the meeting.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution had submitted an
application to the Northern Regional Committee for grant of recognition for seeking
permission for running the ITEP Course on 31.05.2023. The recognition of the institution
for ITEP programme was refused by the NRC vide order dated 17.07.2023.
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The instant matter placed in its 3 Meeting, 2024 held on 08.02.2024 and 7
Meeting, 2024 held on 14.05.2024. The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant
institution during the online Appeal Meeting has informed that initially the department
has shown its status of National Importance Institution which was done by ignorance.
The institution informed to the Appeal Committee that the process of the NACC
Certificate is under process. The Appellant institution has requested to grant another
opportunity in order to submit NAAC Certificate to the Appeal Committee on or before

30t June, 2024 as the same is under the process.

The instant matter again placed in its 9" Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024 and
institution submitted a proof of obtaining NAAC Grade A certificate. The Appeal
Committee noted that institution prima facie succeeds in presenting that they do not
have any deficiency as they have submitted the justification and the documents which
need to be re-examined by the NRC as per NCTE Regulations, 2021.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing, the
Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to NRC, NCTE with a direction to
consider the documents submitted in appeal which are required to be sent to them by the
appellant institution and take further necessary action keeping in view of decision of
Council (GB Meeting) and as per the NCTE Regulation, 2021, guidelines and
amendments issued from time to time. The Appellant is directed to forward to the NRC

the documents submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal.

ll. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to remand back the case to NRC, NCTE with a direction to consider the
documents submitted in appeal which are required to be sent to them by the
appellant institution and take further necessary action keeping in view of decision
of Council (GB Meeting) and as per the NCTE Regulation, 2021, guidelines and
amendments issued from time to time. The NRC is at liberty to verify the submitted
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documents from the concerned issuing authority. The Appellant is directed to
forward to the NRC the documents submitted in appeal within 15 days from the
receipt of order of the Appeal.

IqAh AT srdier @A & 3R | giRa far o @ €1/ The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee

39 af¥a (3rdfie)/ Deputy Se[‘l't'.[.lztll‘y (Appeal)

Copy to :-

1 The Principal, H.N.B. University, S.R.T. Campus, 1416K/1421K, Badshaithaul,
Ranichauri Road, Dharsalgaoun, Tehri-Garhwal, Uttarakhand-249199

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10,
Dwarka, New Delhi — 110075.

4. The Secretary, Department of Education, Government of Uttarakhand, Siksha
evam Pariksha Parishad (Education Board), Ramnagar, Nainital-244715.
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I GROUNDS OF WITHDRAWAL

The appeal of Shiv Shakti College of Advanced Study in Education, Vill-
Shamloh, Rajgarh, Sirmour, Himachal Pradesh-173201 dated 18.12.2023 filed under
Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993 is against the Order No. F.NCTE-Regl015/4100/2021-
Regulation Section (HP)-NRC Computer No: 50380/HP-166/(223670-223677) dated

09.10.2023 of the Northern Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for conducting

B.Ed. Course on the grounds that “(i) The institution is not a multi-disciplinary institution
as per clause 2(b) of NCTE Regulations 2014. (ii) The institution has shifted to the new
building without prior approval from NCTE, which is a serious violation of clause 8(9) of
NCTE Regulations 2014. (iii) The institution has not even submitted the application for
shifting of premises. It has submitted the application for shifting on 25" July 2023 after
issue of Final Show Cause Notice. (iv) The land documents and other documents related
to land viz. Building Plan, BCC, CLU, NEC, Building Safety Certificate etc. are not
acceptable as the same has been submitted for the new building, for which the approval
has not been granted by NRC. (v) The institution has appointed only 12 staff as against
requirement of 1+15 staff None of the staff is approved by the affiliating body. (vi) All the

staff are appointed on consolidated salary.”

Il SUBMISSIONS MADE BY APPELLANT: -
Mr. Mukesh Kumar, Secretary from Shiv Shakti College of Advanced Study

in Education, Vill-Shamloh, Rajgarh, Sirmour, Himachal Pradesh-173201 appeared
online to present the case of the appellant institution on 15.07.2024. In the appeal report,
it is submitted that “(i) It is most respectfully submitted that the decision of Withdrawing
the recognition of the institution is based on wrong and incorrect facts The institution has
replied to all the show cause and submitted all the documents as directed by NRC time
and again. It is most respectfully submitted that some of the points as mentioned in the
Withdrawal order were never a part of Show Cause Notice as issued by the NRC, which
clearly indicates the arbitrariness in the decision of the NRC. The institution herein once

again submitting all the requisite documents for your kind perusal and necessary action.
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The institution was granted recognition in the Year 2006 as per NCTE Regulations,2005.
At the time of grant of recognition and even when subsequent regulations 2007 and 2009
were notified, there was no requirement of an institution to be composite in nature, which
is prospective in nature. It is submitted that the institution had duly given its undertaking
to migrate towards multi-disciplinary institution in future and the same is also mentioned
in the New Education Policy, 2020 (NEP). All the institutions have been granted time till
2030 to have multi-disciplinary courses in line with NEP. Further, the shifting application
is being preferred for the said very reason as the proposed premises are bigger and can
‘accommodate more courses in future and it would be for the betterment of the students
in vicinity. (ii) The said reason of withdrawing the recognition is based on wrong and
incorrect facts. It is submitted that the institution had duly intimated the office of NRC
about shifting its premises vide letter dt. 27.06.2011 (Copy attached). The institution did
not receive any communication with respect to shifting of premises from the office NRC.
It is worthwhile to mention that the institution had duly informed the University as well with
regard to shifting of premises in the year 2012 and the university duly conducted
inspection before granting affiliation to the institution. (Copy of the letter is attached for
ready reference). Further, the SIT team had also conducted the inspection of the new
premises only and found everything is order. Moreover, the visiting team appointed by
NCTE also conducted inspection on 30.10.21 and gave its positive report of the premises
only which clearly depicts that the institution had never concealed the factum of shifting
to a new premises. It is matter of record that the institution duly mentioned the address of
the new premises in the mandatory affidavit that was to be submitted at the issuance of
Revised Recognition Orders. (Copy Enclosed). And thereafter based on the intimation
sent by the institution, the Revised Order dt. 06.06.2015 was issued to the institution. (iii)
The institution has submitted the application for shifting and draft of Rs. 1,50,000/- in order
to comply with the NCTE rules and regulations, so that deficiency with regard to this not
raised again as the institution had time and again followed all the Regulations and have
been complying the Regulations without fail. It is pertinent to mention that in similar
circumstances the office of NRC has allowed the application for shifting of Himachal
College of Education (HP-67) in its 414th Meeting held on 06th & 7th October,2023. (Copy

of the minutes attached). It is worthwhile to mention that the said institution has not even
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paid the requisite fees for shifting of premises and the permission to shift has been
granted. In view of the same out institution also prays for parity and requests to consider
the case of the institution on similar grounds. (iv) It is submitted that the land documents
and other documents as submitted are in order and pertain to the new shifted premises
and undertakes to submit other documents as well if directed by your goodself. The
deficiency as mentioned is only with respect to documents being submitted for the new
premises and no other deficiency with respect to authenticity and respective competent
authority has been found insufficient. (v) It is submitted that the institution is under the
process of obtaining duly approved staff list from the university and the University has
already appointed panel for the same and the said process shall be completed very soon.
(Copy of the letter from the University appointing the panel for selection of Staff). (vi) It is
submitted that the salary is being disbursed to the staff members without any fail, the
affidavit in this regard has already been submitted. It is submitted that the neither the
University nor the State Government has ever raised any objection with respect to paying
a consolidated salary, and the same shall be rectified if the directions are received from
the University or the State Government. The institution urges for reversing Withdrawal
Order as passed on the grounds mentioned above and requests to for an early action in
this regard. The institution with folded hand and utmost respect prays that the Order as
passed by the NRC be set aside and directions may be given to NRC for re-consideration
of application for shifting in the interest of justice as the NRC has failed to appreciate the
correct facts and documents already available on record and restore the recognition of
the institution.”

. OUTCOME OF THE CASE

The Appeal Committee in its 9t Meeting, 2024 held online on 15% July 2024
perused the relevant records and the documents submitted by appellant institution
in the Appeal Report, documents on record.

The Appeal Committee noted that the appellant institution was granted recognition
for B.Ed. Course with an annual intake of 100 students vide order dated 07.08.2006. After
promulgation of NCTE Regulations, 2014 a revised provisional recognition order was

issued to the institution vide order dated 06.06.2015 for two years B.Ed. course with an



annual intake of 100 students for two basic units of 50 students each from the academic
session 2015-2016. The recognition of the institution for B.Ed. programme was withdrawn
by the NRC vide order dated 09.10.2023.

The instant matter placed before the Appeal Committee in its 4" Meeting, 2024
held on 23.02.2024, 5" Meeting, 2024 held on 27.03.2024. During the 6" Meeting, 2024
held on 10.04.2024, the Appeal Committee noted that the Appellant Institution did not
appear online to present its case before the Appeal Committee on 10.04.2024 and the
Appellant Institution vide e-mail dated 10.04.2024 has requested the Appeal Committee
to grant another opportunity in order to submit approved latest faculty list around June

month end after model code of conduct is revoked.

In view of submission made by the Appellant Institution and natural justice, the
Appeal Committee decided to defer the matter of appellant institution with the direction to

submit the aforesaid documents on or before 15t July 2024 to the Appeal Committee.

The instant matter was again placed before the Appeal Committee in its 9t
Meeting, 2024 held on 15.07.2024. During the online hearing the Committee noted that
the Appellant Institution in addition to the explanation mentioned in appeal report
submitted the following documents with a claim to have rectified the shortcomings pointed
out in the impugned order dated 09.10.2023: -

(i) A copy of faculty list (1+15) members dt. 02.07.2024 approved by the Registrar,

Himachal Pradesh University, Shimla, Himachal.

(i) A copy of land & building documents alongwith detailed explanation on the points
raised by the NRC regarding shifting of the premiss of the institution.

The Committee observed that the NRC in its withdrawal of recognition order dated
09/10/2023 had pointed out that the institution has not taken prior approval before
shifting to the new premises. Moreover, the institution vide its Appeal Memorandum
informed that “the institution has shifted to its premises in the year 2012, the
University duly conducted inspection before granting affiliation to the institution.

Further, the SIT team had also conducted the inspection of the new premises only
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and found everything in order. Moreover, the visiting team appointed by NCTE also
conducted inspection on 30.10.2021 and gave its positive report of the premises
only which clearly depict that the institution had never concealed the factum of
shifting to a new premise. It is matter of record that the institution duly mentioned
the address of the new premises in the mandatory affidavit that was to be submitted

at the issuance of Revised Recognition Order.”

The Appeal Committee noted that the institution has submitted detailed
explanation alongwith documents with respect to points mentioned in the impugned order
dated 09.10.2023. The Committee decides to remand back the matter to NRC, NCTE
with the direction to conduct an inspection of the institution to verify the shifting of the
premises as per provisions of the NCTE Regulations, 2014 and keeping in view, the
Hon’ble High Court of Delhi Judgment dated 23.02.2017 passed in W.P(C). no.
3231/2016 titled “Rambha College of Education V/Is NCTE” wherein the Hon’ble Court
has directed the Appeal Committee to take into consideration the subsequent documents

of the Appellant while disposing of the Appeal has to be taken on record.

The Appeal Committee noted that the document submitted in appeal viz a viz the
grounds mentioned in the impugned order dated 09.10.2023, required to be verified by

the Visiting Team for shifting of premises of the institution. The NRC is required to

conduct the inspection of the institution for shifting of premises as per provisions

of the NCTE Requlations, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to

time and decision taken accordingly.

Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
08.04.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 4382/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Appellate Committee of NCTE, is directed to
ensure that, whenever an order of remand is
passed, the status of the impugned is clearly
spelt out so that the institution is not
compelled to approach the Court in this
manner.”



Appeal Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi vide order dated
30.07.2021, passed in W.P. (C) 7260/2021 has observed as follows: -

“Although the Appellate Committee of the
NCTE would be well advised to expressly
quash the original order of the concerned
Regional Committee while remanding the
matter, the position in law is that the order
automatically stands quashed. The institution
is, therefore, entitled to the benefits of
recognition until a fresh withdrawal order is
passed.”

In view of the afore-mentioned extracts of the court orders, the impugned
order dated 09.10.2023 is set-aside as the Appellate Committee has decided to
remand back the case to NRC for revisiting the matter.

Noting the submission and verbal arguments advanced during the hearing,
Appeal Committee decided to set aside the implunged order dated 09.10.2023 and
remand back the case to NRC with a direction to conduct the inspection of the

institution for shifting of premises as per provisions of the NCTE Regqulations,

2014, gquidelines and amendments issued from time to time, and decision taken
accordingly. The Appellant institution is directed to forward to the NRC the documents

submitted in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after
receipt of the same the NRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE
Regulation, 2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction

given herein above.

IV. DECISION: -

After perusal of the Appeal Report, documents on record and oral
arguments advanced during the online hearing, Appeal Committee of the Council
concluded to set aside the implunged order dated 09.10.2023 and remand back
the case to NRC with a direction to conduct the inspection of the institution for
shifting of premises as per provisions of the NCTE Requlations, 2014, quidelines
and amendments issued from time to time and decision taken accordingly. The
Appellant institution is directed to forward to the NRC the documents submitted
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in appeal within 15 days from the receipt of order of the Appeal and after receipt
of the same the NRC to take further necessary action as per the NCTE Regulation,
2014, guidelines and amendments issued from time to time as per direction given
herein above.

3WIE A0 3rder HIATY i 3R @ GRIT BT ST 8T £1/ The above decision is being

communicated on behalf of the Appeal Committee
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Copy to: -

1 The Principal, Shiv Shakti College of Advanced Study in Education, Vill-
Shamloh, Rajgarh, Sirmour, Himachal Pradesh-173201.

2, The Secretary, Ministry of Education, Department of School Education & Literacy,
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector-10,
Dwarka, New Delhi — 110075.

4, The Secretary, Department of Education, Government of Himachal Pradesh,
Shimla, Himachal Pradesh — 171002.



