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WHEREAS, in terms of Section 15(1) of the NCTE cl. 1993, L.P. College of Education, Rithal Road,
Village & Post-Jassia, District-Robtak, State-Haryana was granted recognition for the following courses -

I. NRC order no. FNRO/NCTEF 73/HR-IT423139 dated 02.08.2007 for the B.Ed. Course of one year duration
with an annoal intake of 100 (One Hundred only) students.

NRC order no. FNRC/NCTE/F-TAIR-595/38906-12 . dated 12.022008 for the B.P.EAd Course of one year
durstion with an annual intake of 50 (Fifty only) students.

NRC onder no. FNRC/NCTE/F-THR-649/2007/29249 dated 29.09.2007 for the M.EA. Course of one yeas
mm;mm”rzs(rm:yrmmmm

NRC order no. NRCONCTEF-THR-T4V27II4-27330 dated 12.09.2007 for the D.Ed. coursc of (wo ycars
duration with an snual intake of 50 (Fifty only) students.

NRC order no. NRONCTE/F-THR-8I923179-85 dated 20.09.2007 for the B.EJ. Add. Course of onc yowr
duration with an snnual intake of 100+100=~200 (Two Hundred oaly) students.

NRC onder no. NRONCTEF-THR-9322007/29725 dated 29.092007 for the C.P.EA. Course of two years
durstion with an snnual intake of 50 (Fifty only) students.
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AND WHEREAS, the NRC in its 161" mecting decided to withdraw the recognition of D.Ed. B.Ed. B.Ed
additional, C.P.E4., M.E4. and B.P.Ed. Courses from the academic scssion 2010-2011.

AND, WHEREAS, the institution filed a Writ Petition before the Hon'ble High Coun at Defhi and ennecquems
upoa Uic stay of the Hoa'ble High Coury, the desicon of diee NRC w0 withdraw the recognition was kept in abeyance.
Subsequently the said wril petition was disposed off and dismissed.  Thereafier, the institution approsched the |ion dle
Supreme Court The institution alongwith others filed a Civil Appeal No. 3505 of 2012 (arising out of SLP (Civil) No. 23 of
2011 before the Hoa"ble Supreme Court of India. The Hon"bie Supreme Court held the following

“Para 1-31 (pl see arder of the Hon"ble Supreme Couart)

Para 32 In what we have discussed sbove, in our considered view, interest of justice shall be sub-served. if the
Council causcs inspection of all the instinutions concemed in these Appeals-which spproachad Madhys
Pradesh High Count and Delhi High Coun- being made as provided n Sectlon 13 of the 1993 Act withia sia
weeks (rom wday. The Council shall communicale (0 (he concerned institutions the rosult of such
inspection and call upon the mstitotions o make up the deficiencies, if found during such inspection, as
carly as may be passible. With regard 1o the instilutions where no deficiencics arc found in the course of
inspection or the institutions which make up deficiencies brought W their notice as a resull of inspection.
the Regional Commitiee shall issue appropriste order withdrawing order of de-recognition. [n respect of
the ingtinutions which do not make up the deficiencies within time granted by the Council. the order of
withdrawal of recognition by the Regiona! Commitée shall stand.

Para 33 Civil Appeals are disposod of as above with no order as 10 costs.

Para 34 in view of the above, Interiocutory Applicatioas, if any, do not survive and stand disposed off.

* ., . AND, WHEREAS, in pursusnce of the direction of the Hoa'ble Supreme Coun, the NCTE Hgrs conducted the
inspection of the imstitution under section 13 of the NCTE Acy, 1993 and comnnamicaied cermin deficiencics 1o the institution
vide keoer No. F.No. UJ-IMIWCI'U&&IMWMM dated 06.082012.

AND, WHEREAS, the institution did not submit reply to the deficiency letter dt. 06.08.2012.

AND, WHEREAS, the casc was considered by NRC in its 207" meeting held on 27" 1o J0™ November. 2012. in
view of the direction of the NCTE Hgrs. lollowing the directions of the Hon"ble Apex Court in the Civil Appeal No. 3505 of
2012 (arising oud of S.L.P. (Civil) No. 233 of 2011 nluﬂdl&mofhﬂCﬁMRm&mm
Commitice decided as under: -

“The Commince after going through all relevaat reconds, report of the NCTE Hgrs under section 13 of the NCTE
Act 1993, deliciencics pointed oat by the NCTE Hqu., viz-a-viz provisions of the NCTE AcL. Rules & Regulations
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observed that the deficicncies were communicated by the NCTE Hgrs. for compliance vide letter No. F.No.93-
242012/NCTE/ Sec.13/Insp/ASS978 dL06.08.2012 '

The institution did not reply to the deficiencies pointed out by the NCTE Hqrs. under Section 13 of the NCTE Act,
1993 as per the direction of the Hon'ble Supreme Court.

Therefore, the NRC decides that the order of withdrawal of recognition stands for derecognized courses.” ‘
AND, WHEREAS, withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 24.01.2013,

AND, WHEREAS, the institution preferred an appeal dated 29.11.2013 to the Council NCTE, New Delhi against
the aforesaid order. The Council vide order F. No, 89-892014 Appul.flo" Meeting-2014 dated 16725 09.20M ncu:ptcd the
appeal. The Appellate Authority concluded the following:-

O e And whereas, after perusal of the mcmomldwnol'appeal, nﬂ'dw:l.dommcmsamlablconmcordsmd
oonsldering‘hconl ugmncnts advanced dunnglhe huring. h 0 ded 1 : » Ca

Now therefore, the Conncfl hereby remands back the case of IP College of Education, Rohtak, Haryana to the
NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.”

AND, WHEREAS, the Institution filed W.P. No. 1311572014 in the Hon'ble Count 8t Chandigarh for participation
in D.ELEd. Counselling. The Hon'ble Court vide order di 14.03.2014 allowed participation of the institution in the
counselling. The Operative pant of the order is as undcr -

“.. A mere direction for time-bound disposal of the case before the appellate authority cannot really yield fruit. In
the case, since admittedly, the new norms have not been made for consideration, the counse! for the pelitioners
points out that NCTE itseil has kept in abeyance the de-recognition orders. Although reasons are not spelt out, it
Is assumed that it Is on account of the pendency of cases before the Supreme Court and In the present sitastion
when the norms have not been finalized. The petitioner ought to have the same relief and till the final decision is
taken in terms of the new norms when they are framed and the appeal is disposed of, the de-recognition already
made which are subject of appeals shall stand stayed. There shall be a status quo ante to the date when the orders
of de-recognition were made. The petitioners will be at liberty to approach this court if the new norms are framed
and if the appeals are still not taken up and disposed of at an appropriate time.

The petitioners/institutes will carry on with the admlssions which shall ultimately abide by the decision regarding
recognition. This order is passed to keep for uniformity in approach to similarly situate petitions in CWP Nos,
22676 of 2012 and 1447 of 2014 where the petitioners in the sald cases appear to have been granted permission to
admit students and undertake counselling for students studying in ane year B.Ed. course. In this ease, the
petitioners are seeking for permission for diploma in education which is said to be two years course. The principle
remains the same and | will not find this.difTerence of any relevance to deny the petitioners the benefit of
direction In the manner made above.

Both the writ petitions arc dispozed of on th2 above directions.”

AND, WHEREAS, the institution has also filed another W.P. No. 17070/2014 to allow participation in B.Ed.

counselling for 2014-15 and grant provisional afliliation till pendency of appeal. The Hon'ble Court passed an order dated
11.12.2014 in writ petition No. 1707072014, The Opemtive pant of the Court order is as under: -

".. The Counsel for the petitioner states that the reply had been presented before the NCTE before 27.11.2004
which fact is however denied by the respondents. The order already passed requiring the authority to take a
declision on the basls of reply will continue. It is also brought out at the Instance of the counsel appearing on beha!f
of the University that the petitioner-college has been disafMilated and there is not challenge to the same. If the
disafTiliation was independent of the decision of NCTE on any inspection and show cause notice, the petitioner
cannot have the benefit of initial order of withdrawal of recognition being set aside to his benefit without o
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| ~ challenge to the order of disaffiliation by the University. The respective counsel seek for time to .seclre the copy of
the order of the University and take Sppropriate sction, )

Adjourned (0 22.01.2018.

The Counsel for the University shall deliver up the copy of the order of the Unboagsity to the petitioner In the

mesawhile if it bas wot slready been done.” . | o ‘< -
AND, WHEREAS, the institution has also filed another W.P. No. 2089472014 for adénission in C.P.Ed. (HR-932), :

B.P.Ed. |(HR-595), and M.Ed. (HR-649) courses for the session 2014-13. The Court vide interim order dated 16.10.2014 has

ellowed provisional admissions 2014-16. The Operative part of the orer is as under - o

' lll‘hdy. directions given for other courses IAn respect of the very same institute providing for provisional
sdmission. For the sake of homogeneity In approsach, I pass Interim directions to allow for such provisional
admission and students shall be informed that it is subject to the final outcome of the writ petition and it Is purely
on a contingency of the Institutes securing sppropriate permission to run these courses. The institute shall also be
liable to refund any amount that s collected in the event of permission being denied to any of the candidates who
are admitted to the course, -

Notice for motion for 11.12.2014.

The petitioner-institute is also Informed that it will be made liable to pay damages (o the students ia the event of
the admissions failing Iater by wast of permission.” ~ 4 .

AND, WHEREAS, the matier was placed before the NRC in its 220® meeting held on 27.11.2014, The Commitiee
decided as under: - |

¥The institution has filed writ pelition in the Hon'ble High Court, Chandigarh. The concerned Advocate be
informed to submit the followlng decision of NRC before the Hon'ble High Court.

The case has been remanded back to NRC by the Appeliate Authority vide order dated 25.09.2014 with a
direction to the applicant lastitution te submit its reply within & period of 30 days to NRC from the date of issuc
appeal order. , i

The lastitution bas not submitted the reply to NRC, NCTE, Jalpur as required in the directions of Appellate
Authority order.

Keeping in view the directions of the Hon'ble Supreme Court, the case shall be processed as per the
Regulations, 2014 to be framed by NCTE.” s )
| AND, WHEREAS, as per guidelines Issued by NCTE Hgps. in view of notification of NCTE Regulations, 2014,
mdndbddedbylthRC'niuZJO‘meelhglnldonO?‘aoOS‘Jlnuuy.zOlsncprdimmplini:elobedonebylhc
cdainghaimﬂmnlulaisyumbcwﬁmmthehwtuﬁm r %

AND, WHEREAS, the matter was placed before the NRC i t5-231* meeting beid on 21" 10 24° January, 2015,

The Comimittee decided as under: - '
“The original file of the Institution alongwith other related documents, NCTE Act, 1993, Regulations and
Guldelines of NCTE published from time to thne were carefully coasidered by NRC and followlag observations was

The Committee decided that the institution s required to furnish course-wise detalled lnl’onhtlon regarding land
docdments, faculty positions, Infrastructore support, Endowment & Reserve Fund etc. a3 per NCTE Regulagl
2014 withia 30 days from the date of issue of the letter.” . %
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“The original file of the Institution  mlongwith other related documents, NCTE Act, 1993,
_ .. Regulations and-Guidelines of NCTE published from time to time were carefully considered by,
NRC and following observation was made.

e NRC considered the reply of the institution dated 25.2.2015 with regard to files HR 649, 374,
829, 742, 932 and 595. The tota] land area avallable for all these courses is only 64 kanals,
which is not sufficient for all these courses as per NCTE norms. The required built-up area
for which recognition has been granted to the Institution is 7700 Sq. Mts. for
B.Ed.+D.ELEd.+M.Ed.+B.P.Ed.+ B.Ed (Add), Intake)+C.P.Ed. courses.

o _ The. institution has not submitted course-wise details with regard to laculty members

* appointed and approved by affiliating university, Infrastructure in the form of land, built-up
area along with building completion certificate fssued by competent authority in the format of
NCTE, statement of salary paid to the staff members through bank transaction in the form of
bank transfer/account payee cheque, session-wise enrolment of students since the beginning of
the course.

Hence, show cause notice under Section 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993 be issued to the

Institution to submit reply within 30 days from the date of fssue of show cause notice.”

AND, WHEREAS, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 20.05.2015.

AND, WHEREAS, an email dt. 05.06.2015 has been received from institution alongwith a copy of order
dated 19.05.2015 passed by Hon’ble court in LPA No. 428 of 2015.

AND, WHEREAS, the reply dated 30.05.2015 received from the institution in response to the show
cause notice dt. 20.05.2015.

AND, WHEREAS, an email dt. 22.06.2015 has been received from Sh. Vinod S. Bhardwaj. Advocate,
alongwith a copy of order dated 19.05.2015 passed by Hon'ble court in LPA No. 428 of 2015.

AND, WHEREAS, the matter was placed before the NRC in its 239" Meeting held from 30® June & 0"
July, 2015. The Committee decided as under: -

“The o'r'iginnl file of the Institution elongwith other related documents, NCTE Act, 1993, Regulations were
carefully considered by NRC and following observation was made:

() In reply to SCN dated 20" May, 2015 issued by the NRC, NCTE, the institution consented
for withdrawal of its B.P.Ed. programme. Therefore, as far as requirement of land is
concerned the same is fulfilled.
(ii) As regards approval of staff, the NRC found that the recognition for all recognized courses
being run by the institution was granted s per provisions of the NCTE Regulations, 2005 &
2007 and the institution at that point of time had submitted a list of faculty approved by the
duly constituted Selection Committee as per the provisions of the NCTE Regulations, 2005
& 2007. However the recognition of the institution was withdrawn from the session 2010-
2011. Thereafter, the institution filed appeal against the said order and also the matter
remained under litigation at High Court and Supreme Court. Also the institution obtained
admission of students from the affiliating body on the basis of said orders.

The Appellate Authority vide order dated 16.9.2014 remanded back the case 10 the NRC, therefore, in view
of the above the Committee decided to restore the recognition of the institution for running B.Ed.(four
units), D.Ed.(one unit), M.Ed. (one unit) and C.P.Ed. (one unit) and the recognition for B.P.Ed. pro me
shall stand withdrawn. However, the institution shall comply with the following directions:
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' “The original file of the Institution  alongwith other related documents, NCTE Act, 1993,

. +-Rezuhuéu-lnd-6nldehnn'oi NCTE published from time to time were carefully considered by
NRC and following observation was made.

e NRC considered the reply of the institution dated 25.2.2015 with regard to files HR 649, 374,
829, 742, 932 and 595. The total land area avalilable for all these courses is only 64 kanals,
which is not sufficient for all these courses as per NCTE norms. The required built-up area
for which recogunition has been granted to (he lnstitution. is 7700 Sq. Mits. for

' B.Ed.+D.ELEd.+M.Ed.+B.P.Ed.+ B.Ed {(Addl Intake)+C.P.Ed. courses.

e _ The. institution has not submitted course-wise detalls with regard to laculty members

' appointed and approved by affiliating university, infrastructure in the form of land, built-up
area along with bullding completion certificate issued by competent authority in the format of
NCTE, statement of salary paid to the stafl members through bank transaction in the form of
bank tramsfer/account payce cheque, session-wise enrolment of students since the beginning of
the course.

Hence, show cause notice under Section 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993 be issued to the

Institution to submit reply within 30 days from the date of issue of show cause notice.”

AND, WHEREAS, a Show Cause Notice was issued (o the institution on 20.05.2015.

AND, W_HEREAS, an email dt. 05.06.2015 has been received from-mstitution aloagwith-a copy of-order
dated 19.05.2015 passed by Hon'ble court in LPA No. 428 of 2013.

AND, WHEREAS, the reply dated 30.05.2015 reccived from the institution in response to the show
cause potice dt. 20.05.2015.

AND, WHEREAS, an email dt. 22.06.2015 has been received from Sh. Vinod S. Bhardwaj. Advocate,
a!ongirith a copy of order dated 19.05.2015 passed by Hon'ble court in LPA No. 428 of 2015.

| AND, WHEREAS, the matter was placed before the NRC in its 239™ Meeting held from 30" June & 01"
July, 2015. The Committee decided as under: -

N :
“The original file of the Institution alongwith other related documents, NCTE Act, 1993, Regulations were
carefully considered by NRC and following observation was made:

() In reply to SCN dated 20* May, 2015 issued by the NRC, NCTE, the institution consented
for withdrawal of its B.P.Ed. programme. Therefore, as far as requirement of land is
concerned the same is fulfilled.

(i) As regards approval of stafl, the NRC found that the recognition for all recognized courses
being run by the institution was granted as per provisions of the NCTE Regulations, 2005 &
2007 and the institution at that point of time had submitted a list of faculty approved by the
duly constituted Selection Committee as per the provisions of the NCTE Regulations, 2005
& 2007. However (he recognition of the institution was withdrawn from the session 2010-
2011. Thereafter, the institution filed appeal against the said order and also the matter
remained under litigation at High Court and Supreme Court. Also the institution obiained
admission of students from the affiliating body on the basis of said orders.

The Appellate Authority vide order dated 16.9.2014 remanded back the case 10 the NRC, therefore, in view
of the above the Committee decided to restore the recognition of the institution for running B.Ed.(four
' units), D.Ed.(one unit), M.Ed. (one unit) and C.P.Ed. (one unit) and the recognition for B.P.Ed. p me
' shall stand withdrawn. However, the institution shall comply with the following directions:



(i) The institution shall create additional facilities that include (a) additional built-up-area, (b)
- additiona| infrastructure, (¢) additional funds, (d) adhere to staff norms as per Regulations, 2014 and

inlorm Regionai Committecs ‘with requiied documents by October 21, 2015

(i) The applicant Institution for additional unit will be required to submit the required documents such
as land documents, Encumbrance Centificate (EC), Land Use Certificate (LUC) and the Building
Plan (BP) in the specified proforma available on the website to the Regional Committee in proof of
having provided additional facilities before October 31, 2015. Building completion Certificate
(BCC) may be given along with other documents if available, otherwise it can also be given to the
Visiting Team at the time of inspection.

(iii) The Regional Committees shall arrange for verification of documents, inspection of these premises
and check adherence to these condition by 20 February, 2016. If it is found by the Regional -

Committee that the institution fails to comply with these requirements, the institutions shall not be
permitted to admit students for the academic year 2016-2017.

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of powers vested under the NCTE Act, 1993, the Northern Regional
~ommittee decided to restore the recognition of the institution for running B.Ed.(four units), D.Ed.(one unit),
v.Ed. (one unit) and C.P.Ed. (one unit) (whose nomenclature changed as D.P.Ed.) as per the terms & conditions
aid down above and the recognition for B.P.Ed. programme shall stand withdrawn.

If the institution is not satisfied with the order, it may prefer an appeal under Section 18 of the NCTE

Act, 1993 in the “on-line mode™ available on NCTE's website www.ncte-india.org within 60 days from the issue
»f this order.
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The Secrelnrleorrcspondcnt Arya Shiksha Samiti, Jassia Rithal Road, Distt.- Rohtak, Haryana.

2. The Principal, I.P. College of Education, Rithal Road, Village & Post-Jassia, Dlstnct-Rohulﬁ Sme—
Haryana

3. The Registrar, M.D. University, Rohtak, Haryana.

4. Thg Principal Secretary, Department of Higher Education, New Haryana Civil Secretariat, Sector-17-C,
5™ Floor, Room No. - 528, Chandigarh-160017, Haryana

5. The Director, SCERT Gurgaon, Gurgaon, Haryana.

6. The Principal Secretary, Department of School Education, Civil Secretariat, 3™ Floor, Room No. - 207,
Sector - |7, Chandigarh - 160017,

7. The Secretary, Department of Schoo! Eduantlon and Literacy, Ministry of Human Resource
Development, Govi. of India, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi- 110001.

8. The US (EDP), National Council for Teacher Education, Hans Bhawan Wing-I1, I, Bahadur Shah Zafar
Harg, Neve Dedai- 110 002,

9. OfTice order file/ Institution file. o v
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