J45 Meeting of SRC
21n & 22, September, 2017

SOUTHERN REGIONAL COMMITTEE
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
BANGALORE

Minutes of the 345" Meeting of SRC held at the Conference Hall of
NCTE, Bangalore on 21% - 22™ September, 2017

The following persons attended the Meeting:-

1 Sri. S Sathyam - Chairman

2. Prof. M.5. Lalithamma g Member

3 Dr KSMani - Member

4. Dr J D Singh - Member (attended an 21 09.2017)
5 Dr. d Prasad - Member (attended on 22.09.2017)
6  Shri Rangadhamappa - Member (attended on 22 .09 2017}
7. Ms. Angelin Golda - Convenor

Regional Director (I/c)

he following members did not attend the Meegting

« Prof K Dorasami, Smt Padma Sarangapani, Prof Sandeep Ponnala,
Dr. M P Vijaya Kumar and the Representatives of the Govis of Andhra Pradesh

and Telangana
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Manjula Mallesh College of Education, Canara Bank Calony, Nagarbhavi Road, Bangalore-
560072, Kamataka,

Malathesha Education Society, Bangalore, Karnataka had submitted an application to
the Southern Regional Commiltee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Manjulal
Mallesh College of Education. Canara Bank Colony, Nagarbhavi Road, Bangalore-560072.
Karnataka for offering Secondary (B.Ed ) course of one year duration and was granted
recognition on 28 1 2005 from the academic session 2004-05 with an annual intake of 100
students with the condition to shift to its own premises/ building within three years from the
date of recognition (in case the course is started in rented premises) |

On 16.9.2013, this office has received a Notice and interim order dated 4.9.2013 from
the Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka at Bangalore n W P No 38869 / 2013 against the State
of Karnataka and others, wherein the SRC. NCTE is the 8" respondent.

“imterim order as prayed for Post this case along with W F Nos 37368-369 of 201

on 108 2013

Note: It is prayed to grant an interim order of stay of all further proceedings under an
in pursuance of letter bearing No 58/Aparadha/EQS/CID/2013 dated 26 7.2013
issued by the 4" Respondent vide Annexure-J "

In the above writ petition, the State of Karnataka is the 1" respondent, the Director General
of Police is the 2™ respondent, the Principal Secretary to the GO K. is the 3" respondent,
Sr. G.C. Manjunatha, Major, Police Inspector, Economic Crime Departmenet, CID,
Bangalore. Kalton Bhavan, Palace Road, Bangalore-1 is the 4" respondent, The Bangalore
University 1s the 5" respondent, SRC, NCTE is the 6" respondent and Sri, H. Karan Kumar,
Major is the 7" respondent

The Southern Regional Committee in its 253 meeting held dunng 30" September and
1" Qclober 2013 considered the matter, the intenm order from Hanble High Courf
of Karnataka dated 4-09-2013 and advised Southern Regional Office to ascertain the defails
of the case from the Lawyer and to report in the next meefing,

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the advocate Sn Ashok Haranahall on
1510 2013

On 22102013 & 23102013 an email was received by this office from the advocate
Haranahalli Patil for sending a copy of W.P Mo 38869 filed by Smt. Manjulla Mallesh College
of Education A letter was addressed to the advocate Sri Ashok Haranahalli on 06.11.2013

On 31.12.2014 a letter was issued to the institution for submission of affidavit expressing
adherence to Regulations, 2014 The institution has submitted its written representation along
| with affidavit on 21 01.2015.
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The Provisional revised order was issued to the institution on 18052015 with an intake of
100 Students with shifting condition

The Institution submitted original FDRs on 27 06.2015 & 13.07.2015 which were returned
to the institution on 06 07 2015 & 14.07 2015.

On 24 .09 2015, a letter was received by this office from the Principal. Smt. Manjula Mallesh
College of Education, Bangalore -560 072, Karnataka as under -

"We are submilted letter on 21.01.2015 for one basic unit (50 seats) for B.Ed Course
from the academic year 2015-16 But in the NCTE website shows 1 £
(one hundred seals) intake So | Kindly request you to change 100 seats into 50 seal
intake of 8 Ed Caurse from the academic year 2015-16

Please consider our request in this regard we are much obliged if you do so
A corrigendum was issued to the institution on 01 102015 with an intake of 50 students,
On 30072015 & 28.10.2015, a letter was received by this office from the Principal,

Smt Manjula Mallesh College of Education, Canara Bank Colany, Nagarbhavi Road,
Bangalore-560 072, Karnataka as under -

“We are pleased to submit all documents in hard copies o you after submitting
the same documents in soft copies which are added nght i our college website
http Awww mmbedcollege org/reports. so please go through with both documents|
that submitted in the form of soft and hard copies and if you found anything i
missing, please let us know al the earliest and by damng so will be ghiy
appreciated,”

The SRC in its 316" meeting held during 07" to 08" July. 2016 considered the matter and
decided as under -
1 “The title deed shows the land fo be in the name of an individual.
The Founder- Secretary, Smit, Manjula Mallesh has also disclosed that the
property is in her name and half of the building is utilized excluswely for
her personal use.
2 lIssue Show Cause Notice accordingly "

As per decision of SRC Show Cause Nolice was issued to the institution on 18.07 2016 and
reply to the notice was received by this office from the institution on 03.08 2016

The Southern Regional Committe in its 320" meeting held during 19"& 20" September,
2016 considered the matter and decided as under:-

1 The institution does not have title to the properties The land and building admittedly,
are owned by an individual. This is an incurable deficiency which should have come
in the way of accord of recognition much earlier. We had given an SCN accordingly
on 18.07 2016. The reply received is not at all satisfactory or acceptable. Withdraw |
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Accordingly as per decision of SRC a withdrawal order was (ssued to the institution vide
order No. F.SRO/NCTE/APS02268/B Ed/KA/2016/88047 dated 19.10.2018,

On 08 11 2016, a court natice has been received from the Han'ble High court of Karmatakam
WP No. 53074 of 2016 filed by Manjula Mallesh College of Education, Canara Bank
Colony, Nagarbhavi Road. Bangalore-560072, Kamataka,

Accordingly, a letter along with brief of the institution was sent to the Advocale, Shri
Basavara] YV Sabard, on 08 11 2016

Cn 11.11.2016, and 23.01.2017, a letter received from the Registrar, Bangalore Universily
which Is as under -

1

"Smit, Manjula Mallesh College of Education, Bengaluru is an affiliated college of
Bangalore University and has renewed its affiliation for the year 201617 The
NCTE order cited at reference above, has withdrawn its recognition granted to the
said college ( B Ed course) with effect from 2016-17

Therefore, the Principal and Management of the college are hereby infarmed not to
make any admissions for the year 2018-17. The approval of the NCTE s
mandatory ws 59 (13) of K5 U Act. 2000 for 1ssue of continuation of affiliation /
fresh affiiation. Further, Principal and Management of the college are also hereby
informed to show cause as to why the affiliation cannot be withdrawn from the
academic year 2016-17 w's 63 of the K.S U Act, 2000

The explanation should reach the undersigned on or before 14" November 2016 |f
no reply 1s received within the set date, action will be initiated as per rules against
the college ™

“With reference to the above University has issued Show Cause Notice of even no
dated: 04 11.2016 to Smt. Manjula Mallesh College of Education, Bengaluru, based
on the withdrawal of recagnition by the NCTE vide its order dated 19102016,

Heowever, the principal of the said college has requested fo continue the affiliation 1o
lhe college based on the continuation of recognition order issued by the NETE wide
order dated 24 11.2016. The NCTE. SRC has also confirmed the same vide letter
dated 12.01.2017

Therefare, Show Cause Molice dated: 04,11 2016 jssued fo the said college has
been withdrawn and continuation of affiliation sanctioned to the College for the
academic year 2016-17 vide University notification no. Aca-lllIASISMCE/Z016-
2017 dated 11.08.2016 has been restored

The SRC in jts 331* meeting held on 22" February. 2017 considered the letter of the
University and decided as under -

¥

"Bangalore University has acted on our order withdrawing recognition from the 8 Ed ( 2
‘Units) course run by this college to withdraw the affiliation earlier granted to them w.e f
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2016-17. Let us inform the University that there is nothing in our records to show any ’
change from this position Ve are not aware of any letter from NCTE (HQ) continuing |
the recognition given for the B.Ed course of this college. There is no provision in the
Regulations for NCTE (HQ) to issue such an order also. SRC(NCTE) has also not
issued any order cancelling/staying its order dated 19.12 16 withdrawaing recognition

2. We are separately verifying whether there is any interim order of the High Court staying
pur order in reference.”

Accordingly as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued lo the Registrar. Bangalore
University on 17.03.2017

On 30.03.2017. a letter received from the Bangalore Universily Is as under -

“With reference to the above subject, based on the letter cited at reference ( 3) above,
from Mr. Sanjay Gupta Regional Director & OSD (Hqrs). NCTE, SRC, Bangaluru
University vide its letter no. dated 20.1.2017 has withdrawn the show cause natice
dated: 04.11.2016 and restored the continuation of a affiliation sanctioned to the college
for the academic year 2016-17, wvide Unversity notification no  NoACA-
3/A4/B EdS No/2016-2017 dated 11.08.2016.

However, Mr/Mrs. P Angelin Golda, Regional (I/c) NCTE, SRC, Bengaluru, vide letter
cited at reference (1) above has communicated the decision of SRC taken at its
meeting held on 22.02 2017 by stating that “The Bangalare University has acted on our
order withdrawing recognition from the B Ed { 2 units) course run by this college to
withdraw the affiliation earher granted to them wef 2016-17 Let us inform the

issue such an order alsn. SRC (NCTE) has also nol issued any order
cancelling/staying its order dated 18 10,2016 withdrawing recagnition

Consequently, the University letter issued on 20012017 is hereby withdrawn with
immediate effect. Further, the Principal and Management of the college are informed to
show cause as to why the affiliation canneot be withdrawn from the academic year 2016-
17 ufs 63 of the K.5.U. Act, 2000. The explanation should reach the undersigned on or
before 5" April, 2017, If no reply is received within the set date, action will be initiated
as per rules against the college

Further. informed not to admit the studies to the B Ed course. for the academic year
2016-17. If admitted, the college shall arrange to transfer them to the nearby
recognized colleges al its own risk, immediately.

The Institution has submitted a letter along with documents on 11.04.2017 stated as under:
"As per your final order dated only on the ground that the institution has not have its

own Building Now on 7" April, the property has been Iransferred to the Institution
Name, the copy of the lease deed and EC has been finished here with
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Therefore,  may kinclly Reconsider  the order dated -
F SROINCTE/APSDZ268/B. Ed/KA/Z016-17/92448 Date 17 03 2017

And to withdraw the Final order and grant Recognition to Smt Manjula Mallesh college
of Education. Bangalore, Karnataka and oblige”

The FIR! Complaint was filed against Smt. Manjula Mallesh College on 27.04.2017 stating

that "after withdrawal of recognition; the recognition of the above mentioned institution has
not restored by this office and the letter No ACa-ll/A3/SMCE/2016-17 dated 20.01.2017
has not baen issued by this office and hence it is fake "

B court order dated 18.04 2017 in W.P.Mo. 53074/2016 1s recewved by this office from Shi
Rasavaraj V. Sabarad on 02 052017 stated as under -

The pelitioner has challenged the decision of withdrawal of recognition of the
pelitioner's institute by Lhe first respondent

2 1t s contended that the petitioner society has been duly recognized under Section-14
of National Council for Teacher Education Act, 1983 and has been running a
recognized college of education called "Smt. Manjula Mallesh College of Education’
The decision taken by the first respondent that the recognition of the college, run by the
petitioner, would stand withdrawn with effect from the academic year 201518, due to
non-compliance of certain deficiencies pointed oul by the first respondent 1s N gross
violation of not enly the principles of natural justice, but also the candition of recognition
and mandate of Section-17 of National Ceuncil for Teacher Education Act. 1983

3 The learned counsel Sri K C.Shantha Kumar, appearing for the pelitioner has filed a
memo along with certain documents contending that the deficiencies painted oul by the
first respandant has been complied with

3 However, the leamed counsel Sri, Basavara) V., Sabarad, appearing for the first
respondent disputes the same.

4 Hence, in view of the representation dated 11.04 2017 filed by the pefitioner before
the first respandant, it would be appropnate to direct the first respandent to consider the
same and pass orders in accordance with law

5 Hence, the writ petition stands disposed of. directing the first respondent to
consider the representation dated 11.04 2017 and pass appropnate orders in
accordance with law as expeditiously as possible

Wit petiion stands disposed of in terms of the above ~

The SRC. in its 340" meeting held during 08" — 08" June, 2017 considered the court order
dated 1804 2017 in WP No: 52074/2018 and decided as under:-

1 As directed by the Cour, the case is taken up for consideration wrt their
represantation dated 11.04 2017
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2 \We had withdrawn recognition on 1910 2016 on the ground that they did nat have
fitle to the land and building.
3 In thelr new representation, they refer to a lease deed from the Secretary of the
Society to the College. This transaction is nol of any consequence
h The 2014 Regulations do not allow private leases 1o be recegnized
(1) In any case, the said lease came inte effect on 7.4 17 i.e. long after the date
on which we withdraw recognitian,
4 “According to the Regulations, an applicant should have title to the properties on the
date of the application
Thers is no scope for removal of deficiencies retrospectively esp., after withdrawal of
recognition
6. That being so there is ne scope for revival of recognition in this case. We can only
reaffirm our earlier order dt. 15,1016 Reject their representation
Inform the Universily
Close the file.”

n

o =

As per the decision of SRC, a letter to the advocale along with brief of the institution was
sent on 29.06.2017. Also the decision was communicated to the University on 28.06.2017

A letter along with Hon'ble High court order dated 04 07 2017 s received by this office
from the advacate. Shri Basavara| V' Sabarad on 26.07 2017

The Court order dated 04.07 2017 is a5 under -

“The Petitioner is before this court seeking direction to the respondent No 1 to
consider the representation dated 11 04.2017 wvide Annexure-N in terms of the
direction Issued by this Court by arder dated 18042017 In W P No. 53074/2017  The
petitioner is an Education Society registered under the provisions of Karnataka
Secieties Registration Act to impart education to the economically backward sections
of the society. |t has started B Ed Course training.  The National Council for Teacher
Education New Delhi granted recognition for commencing the B Ed course for one
year by imposing certain terms and conditions  The respondent No.1 has cancelled
the recogrition to the petitioner on the ground thal the property was not transferred in
the name of Trust. The petitioner challenged the same in W P No. 53074/2016 and
when it is pending the petitioner has complied the discrepancy raised and subritled a
representation dated 11.04.2017 to the respondent Ne. 1 1o recall the order and
restore the grant  The said wril pefilion was disposed of with a direction to the
respondents to consider the petitioner's representation and pass appropriate orders in
accordance with law.  Bul the respondent did nol consider his representation as
directed by this Court, Hence, the presant writ petition |s filed.

2 Heard the learnad counsat for both sides and perused the records,
3 The petitionar has challenged the order dated 19102016 1 e withdrawal of recagnition

granted in faveur of the petitioner in W P No. 53074/2016 which was disposed of by
this Court on 18042017 with a direction to the respondent to consider the
represantation dated 11.04.2017  In the facts and circumstance of the case, | am of
the view that the respondents are directed to conswer the representation dated

11.04.2017. if not already considered within a period of twe weeks, since admission
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has already besn commenced for the present academic year.
With the above terms the Wit Petition s disposed.

| As per the decision of 340" SRC | a letter was addressed o the advocate Shri Basavaraj
and also to the Registrar, Bangalore University on 29.06.2017

The Writ petition 27196/2017 was filed by the institution for not cbeying the court order dated
18.04 2017 in WP No. 53074/2016. But, the SRC has already taken a decision on the
representation of the institution dated 11.04.2017 and the decision of the SRC was intimated
to the advocate for defending the above case. Copy of the decision of SRC is enclosed
Hence, the office of SRC has obeyed the order dated 04,07 2017 taken in WP No
27186/2017

Further, the conternpt case filed by the institution in CC No. 1333 of 2017 for not obeying the
order dated 04 07.2017 in W.PNo.27196 /2017 may please be dismissed as the office has
already considered the representation of the institution dated 1104 2017 in the 340"
meeting of SRC

Hii

As per the instruction of the Advocale, a letter intimating the decision of 340" meeting of

SRC was communicated to the institution vide No: 94979 dated 16 09,2017

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

1. As directed by the Court, we had already considered the applicant's
representation dt.11.04.2017 in our 340th Meeting.

2. We had informed our lawyer and the affiliating University.

3. Now, the applicant has also been informed.

4. That being so, no further action is required.

5. Close the file.

Doddapaneni Prameela Memorial College of Education . Nellore Revenue
Dhwision, Tellapadu Village . A S Peta Nellore District — 524304

Coddapaneni Prameela Memorial College of Education, Nellore Revenue Division, Tellapadu
Village, A.S Peta, Nellore District — 524304 was granted recognition on 29.04 2003 for
offering B.Ed course of one year duration from the academic session 2002-2003 with an
annual intake of 100 students subject to the condition that the institution shall to shift to its
own premises within three years from the date of recognition (in case the course is started in
rented premises)

The SRC in its 178" Meeting held during 13" to 14" July, 2009 considered the matter of |
institutions granted recognition in rented premises and not shifted to the permanent premises
/ building and decided to issue Show Cause Notice and obtaining shifting fees and other |
documents for causing inspection for shifting As per the decision of SRC. a letter was sent m|
the institution conveying the decision of SRC on 25.08 2009,

| On 31122014, a letter was issued 1o the institution regarding notification of new
™
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and standards before 31.10 2015

On 28,01.2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to Regulations
2014 A revised recognition order was issued to the inshitution for offering B.Ed course of two
years duration from the academic session 2015-16 on 11.05.2015 with the condition 1o
submit all documents pertaining to shifting to own premises within 317 July, 2015. The
institution has not submitted reply to the revised arder

The SRC in its 284™ Meeting held during 14", 15" and 16" November, 2015 considered the
matter of colleges who have not submitted documents for shifting in compliance to the
condition laid down in Revised Recognition order for 2015-16 and decided to issue Show
Cause Notice for withdrawal of recognition for .-

"The institution has not submitted documents for shifting in comphance to the
conditions laid down in Revised Recognition order for 201516

As per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued 1o the institution on
25.02 2016

On 29.04 2016, the institution has submitted a reply and has requested for approval of
shifting of premises as under -

I submit that our college once was being run i1 a rented building Now we have
our own building to our college As per reference 1 cited, we are submitting the filled
in stipulated application form for the change of premises along with DD for Rs
1 50 000 and other information to take further favourable action by ordenng our
institution to be received inspection in this regard

Further, | submit that we applied for D ElEd course in our institution(by name
Doddpananei Premesla Memornial College of Diploma in Elementary Education) for
2016-17 under Shirdi Baba Educational Society with application code
No, 14921/2016-17 in the present D P M College of Education as combined course

Hence | request you to constitute inspection committee far the both items far giving
permission for changing premises of D.P M College of Education Tellapady Atmakur
and giving permission to start D E/ Ed course in OFP M College of Education for
D.E1.Ed. Tellapaclu, Atmakur in Neflore Distrigt 2016-17 | submit here with all
required documents

The SRC in its 315" meeting held on 17" & 18" June, 2016 considered the matter and
decided as under;

1 The proposal now is to shift the B.Ed (2 units) to the D E| Ed-site owned by them,
2  The related D El Ed case has been held in abeyance for decision in this case.

3 Inspection fee has been paid separately in the two cases

4 Cause composite inspecton
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5 Ask WT lo collect all relevant documents It is relevant here to state BP s not
approved. BCC/Original FORs/Faculty List are not given, LUC is given; EC 15 given,

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, inspection intimation was sant on 13.07 2016.
Inspection of the institution was ¢enducted on 16.08.2016. VT report along with documents
and CD recelved an 22.08.2016

The SRC in its 329" meeting held on 06" & 07" February. 2017 considered the VT report
and decided lo issue show cause notice for the followang grounds:

Title is clear. Land area is adequate (5 acres)

LLUC is in order.

EC is in order. _
BP is approved. Built-up area shown is 4056 sq.mis,
BCC s in order Buill-up area shown is 4055 sa.mis
FDRs given anly in photocopy  Criginals required
Faculty list is nol approved.

lssue SCN accordingly.

B0~ O En & LR =

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show ¢ause notice was |ssued on 08.02 2017, The
institution submitted its reply alang with documents on 14.03 2017

The SRC in its 333" meeting held on 24" March, 2017 considered the matter and decided
as under

1 There are two different institutions for the two different (B.Ed. & D ELEd ) courses:

2 Although both institutions are under one Society viz , Shirdi Baba Educational Society,
the applicant In the B.Ed case is the D.P. Memonal College of Education.

3 \We have, therefore, to get proper format approval of the Shirdi Baba Society who owns
the lands at the new site ie., the D ELEd. site.

4 Composite Inspection was conducted, But unfertunately, based on that, the D.ElLEd
case was not processed for jssue of LOI  Erroneously, It was shown as a case cleared
for FR and kept in abeyance for final decision in the B Ed. case

5 el us now comect the error Quickly process the details emerging from the composite
inspection report to consider the D ELEd. case for issue of LO

. & Simultaneously, consider the shifting case ot B.Ed

7 The built-up area is adeguate for B.Ed (2 units) and D.ELEd (1 units) But, because of
different institutions running the 2 courses, there has to be proper demarcation of land
and built-up areas

8  Faculty list is approved only by the Dean; it has to be approved by the Registrar

9 FDRs will be required @7+5 lakhs per unit in each course. In onginal and in joint
account

10 Issue SCN accordingly.

e

Accordingly. Show cause notice was issued Lo the institution on 0604 2017,

The institution has not submitted its reply Ul date.

10

(

"1\
[ )
- T4 O A
(5. Sathyam)
Chairman



11

| admission stage

34510 Meeting of SRC
21w & 220, September, 2017

The SRC in its 338" meeting held on 01" - 03" May, 2017 the commitiee considered the

matter and decided as under

1. No reply to SCN has been received either in the B.Ed. case or in the D El.Ed case

2 1 The request for shifting in the B Ed. case cannol be considered because they have no
title to the new land. Reject their request for shifting.

29 The B.Ed. case has violated the shifting condition. They have not been able to show
adequate cause why no action should be taken Withdraw recognition for BEd (2
units) w.e.f 2018-19. Ask them not to make new admissions in 2017-18.

2.3 Inform the affiliating University
3.1 The D.ELEd. case will also be hit by the decision to withdraw recognition of B.Ed.
3.2 \We had made an error in referring to FR in this case instead of LOl This error was

admitted in our meeting on 24 March 17 Let us formally cancel that decision about
clearing D.ELEd. (1 unit) for FR

33 The DEIEd (1 unit) case was to be processed for LOI. There will be no need of it
now. After withdrawal of recognition for B Ed | there will be no other course to provide
'composite status' to D.ELEd. Therefore, reject the application for D.ELEd. (1 unit) on
the stand-alone clause.

3.4 The faculty lists are also not duly approved.

4 1 Return FDRs, if any, in both the cases.

4.2 Inform the affiliating bodies in both the cases.

5. Close both the files.

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 18.05.2017 for B.Ed and
23.05.2017 for D.ELEd.

An email dated 08 06,2017 received from the Advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy. It stated
as under:

“4 Writ Petition W.P. 18175/2017 was filed by M/s. Doddapaneni Prameela Memorial
College of Education and Shirdi Baba Educational Society challenging the
proceedings F.SRO/APS00210/B Ed/AP/2017-18 dated 18.052017 withdrawing
the recognition granted for B.Ed course with effect from 2018-2019 and sought a
direction to restore the recognition

2 The Honble High Court at Hyderabad heard the matter and declined to grant any
arder in favour of the petitioner college,

3. The Hon'ble High Court permitted the petitioner to make a representation 1o the NCTE
and directed the NCTE to consider the same as per rules. | am of the opinion that if
a representation is made as directed by the Hon'ble High Court the NCTE should
consider and pass orders. The NCTE can also reject the request without hesitation
if the rules donor permit and dispose of the representation accordingly

4 The writ petition was accordingly disposed of ”

Meanwhile, a court order dated 07,06.2017 is received from the Hon'ble high coun of
|udicature at Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh on 28.06.2017. It stated as under:

"Heard both sides With Ihe consent of both parties the wril pelition 1s disposed of at the
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2 The present writ petition came to be filed seeking issuance of writ of Mandamus
declaring the action of respondent No 2 in 1ssuing proceedings  vide
F SRO/APSOG210/B EdVAP/2017-18, dated 18.05.2017, wherein the recognition
granted to the peftitioner institution for B.Ed course with effect from 2018-18 was
withdrawn on the ground thal the petitioner has not submitted is reply within 21
days, as illegal and arbitrary

3 Though various grounds are raised, learned counsel for the petiioner submils that a
show cause nolice dated 0604 2017, issued by the National Council for Teacher

Education was served on the petitianer on 11.04 2017 and that though he gave s
explanation within 21 days, the respondeit authorities faded to consider the same

4 Sn Ramakanth Reddy. learned Standing Counsel for the respondents would submit
that if an explanation was given, the authorities would definitely consider the same
In any event he submils that the pelitioner may be directed to give a fresh
explanation which shall be dealt with in accordance wilh faw within a time frame

5 Recording the submission made, the wnt petition 1s disposed of directing the
petitioner to submil s explanation afresh, within & penod of one week from loday 10
the appropriate authority, In which event, the same shall be dealt with in accordance
with faw, within a period of two or three weeks thereafter No costs

As a sequel thereto, Miscellaneous Petitions. if any, pending n this Writ Petitian,
shall stand closed "

The institution has submitted representation on 23.06.2017 along with approved Staff list
(without phatographs) and original FDRs and 03.07 2017, It stated as under:

‘| submit herewith thal it is clarified that DPM College of Education 1s nothing but
Doddapaneni Prameela Memorial College of Education At the same time the
proposed DPM College Oiploma in Elementary Education is nolhing bt
Doddapaneni Prameela Memorial College of Diploma in Elementary Education. The

Baba Educational Society

it is further clarified that the proposed Doddapanent Prameela Memaonal College of
Diploma in Elementary Education 1§ also under Shirldi Baha Educational Socrety. |
am here with enclosing the Registration copy of Shindi Baba Educational Society

Hence | reguest you to consider the case favorable in jssuing shifting orders for
B Ed Coliege and LOI for D El Ed Callege.”

Nate: It is strange that our Advocate gave assurance of consideration of explanation without
getting any direction from SRC. RD talked to him and he was repentant.

The SRC in its 342™ meeting held on 05" — 08" July, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under

[
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Chairman

Existing Doddapanen Prameela Memorial College of Education 1s under Shirdi |




th tin
210 & 220, September; 2017

1 Our Lawyer should not have given any commitment without our instruction. The SRC
~ expesses its displeasure over this unilateral action of the Lawyer

2. The representation dated 23 6.17 of the applicant is considered.

3.1 The position remains the same. There has been no substantive change.

12 The representation of the applicant only clarifies that DPM means  Doddapaneni
Prameela Memorial, This clarification has na significance for the basic
abjection,

3.3 The case involves two different courses. DEIEd. & B.Ed For D.ELEd. the applicant
is the Society. For B Ed , the applicant was the institution, |

34 The D.EIEd case was cleared for LOI, but, was withheld on the 'stand alone’
consideration, The Society stated that the B Ed. course would be shifted 1o the new

| site and would provide the composite character to the D.ELEd. course

35 Forthe B Ed course, the ‘applicant’ was the Institution and Not the Society The new
site. into which the B Ed course is proposed to be shifted, belongs to the Society. The
Regulation requires that, on the date of application, the 'applicant’ should have htle to
ihe land.

16 In this case on the date of application, the ‘applicant'(i ., the College} did Not have
title to the land.  That the Society had the title is not relevant  The shifting, cannat,
therefore, be permitted.  That being so. the decision taken on 18.5 17 to withdraw
recognition for the B Ed (2 units) course cannot be changed

37 The DELEd (1 unit) course, consequently, will continue to suffer from the ‘stand
alone’ infirmity  That being so, the decision. taken on 23.52017. to reject the
application for D.ElLEd, cannat also be changed.

i 41 The Hon'ble High Court had permitted us to decide the case 'n accordance with
' law” The position analysed above does precisely that.

42 In the result, and for the reasons given above, the representation dt. 23.6.2017 1s
rejected after due consideration. '

51 Inform the applicants accordingly

52 Inform the University and the SCERT concerned

6 Close the files

Accordingly, a letter to the institution and a lelter to the advocate was sent on 13.07.2017.

An email receved from the Advocate Shri.K Ramakanth Reddy on 11.08.2017 along with

draft Counter Affidavit and draft Writ Appeal

. Now. a court arder was received in W P No. 24560 of 2017 in W P M.P No. 30416 of 2017
from the High Court of Judicature at Hyderabad, Telangana and Andhra Pradesh on

21 08.2017. The Court Order stated as under:

“The writ petition s filed chaflenging the proceedings of the 2™ respondent dated

13

13.07 2017 wheareby the respaondent of the 1* petitioner for reconsideration of grant
of recognition for B.Ed course to the petitioner college the academc year 2018-1 g |
was rejected

|

Heard Sri Y .Nagi Reddy, learned counsel for the pefitioners as well as Sn Muddts
Vijay, learnied Standing Counsel for the respondents.

s E;i,_,iﬁ")%n
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As of date 1t s nol dispute that the enly requiretnent to be complied with and alleged
io be not complied with and alleged to be complied with by the petiioners is that he
immaovable property | e fand and building, where the institution g to be ru, has not
transferred in the name of the college, In other words, the contention of the
responden! Council for Teacher Educaton (Recognition Norms and Frocedure)

Regulations, 2014, which reads as under

‘The sociely sponsorng the institution shall be required to transfer and vest the title
of the land and bulding in the name of lhe recogmiban order under sub-regulation
(16) of reguiation 7. However in case. the somely fails to tfo so due lo local laws or
rules or bye-laws, it shall intimate in wribing with documentary evidence of its inabihly
ta do so The Regional Office shall keep this infarmation on record and place i
hafore the Regional Committee for its appraval *

A careful reading of the above reguiation reveals thal the sociaty sponsong the
institution shall fransfer the title of the land and buiding in the name of the instifution
within six months from the date of ssue of formal recagnition arder urider sub-
requlation (16} of Regulations 7 However, the Requiations do nof provide the nalure
of entity that can establish a callege

FRegulaton 4 of the Regulations provides the elgibility criterla  calegonzing the
nstitutions which are elgible for consideration of their applications  under the
Regulalians, as undey

a) Insttutions established by or under the authonty of the Central or State
Government or umon Tesritory administration

bl institutions financed by the Ceniral or Slate Government or Uman terrtory
administratian,

¢l Al universiies, (ncluding  (nstilulions geemed o be wnwersifies, S0
recognized or declared as such under the Urversity Grants Commissian
Act, 1956 (3 of 1956),

d) Selffinanced educalional insttulicns astablished and operated by ‘not for
profit' societes and frusts registered under the appropnate laws or &
company incorporated under the Companies Act 2013 (18 af 2013)

In the present case, obwously, the pehtioners would fall within the scope of
Regulation 4(d). However the peraission sought for by the petitioners was rejected
on the ground that they had not fulfiled the conditions prescribed under Regulation
B(4) (iif) which mandale the propery should be transferred in the name of the
college Neither Reguiation 4 nor Reguiation B{4) (i) does not spell out the legal
status of the college or the nshiution whether if stould be @ registered body/a
society or an Association of Persons (ACP) Etcelera In lhe absence af any
guidance in the Regulations. directing the property fo be lransferred in he name of
the college would be tatally meaningless In those circumstances, the only way 1o
make the Regulation sustainable s [a ntorpre! the same lo mean that the enfily
sponsoring the institution shall demarcate the property and specify such property as
belonging to and being owned by the institution of in the aiternative. the authories

™~
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may direl the respective sponsoring sociely lo bring info existence the legal entity to
. which the property can be transferred Such clarification 13 to come from the
respondenis.

Learned Standing Counsel Sri Mudidu Vijay places reliance upon the judgments of
the Supreme Couwrt in Maa Vaishno Devi Mahila Mahavidyalaya V State of Uller
Pradesh {(2013) 2 Suprerme Court Cases 617} (para 88) and National Council for
Teacher Education v Shri Shyam Shiksha Prashikshan Sansthan {(2011) 35upreme
Court Cases 238} (para 41)

the learned Standing Counsel, reveals that the Supreme Court has made a general

observation to the effect that it is mandatory for the institution seeking recognition (o

comply with the Regufations. |t 1s nol the case of the petitioners in the present case

that they would not like or they are not willing to comply with the Regulations As

stated supra. there is ambiguity in the very Regulation and as it stands today. the

. learned Standing Counsel 1s unable to answer the query raised with respect to the
tegal status of the mshitution

The only objection taken by the respondents is that the pefitoners are not
transferning the property in the name of the institutian. In view of the same and also
in view of the ambiguily, which 15 prevailing, the interests of justice would be served
if & direction is issued lo the respondents to grant recogmition in favour of the
+ petitioners on their furnishing an unconditional undertaking to the effect that they will
{ not alienate or create any kind of charge on the properties earmarked for the
collegedinstitution, including borrowing loans. etcelera on the strength of the property
earmarked for the institution or the college. Ordered accordingly. It is directed the
necessary orders shall be passed with (n ten days from the date of receipt of a cogy
of this order "

In the meantime, the institution has submitted its representation on 22 08 2017 along with
the Undertaking. It stated as under

W am herewith submitting the Undertaking letter (Copy enclosed) as per the
directions of the Hon'ble High Court of Hyderabad in the WPMF No. 30416 of 2017

, in WPNo 24560 of 2017

As sych | request you to grant recognition and nform the authonties concermn (e
V § Umvearsity Nellore and SCERT for incluthing the name of our B Ed College In the
list of colleges which are gong to be allowed to take admissions for the ensuring
B.Ed Counseling for the academic year 2017-18

| further request you to issue the LOI for D El Ed (SRCAPFP14921) for 1 unit for
which acts of kindness | shall be ever thankiul ~

A Courl notice in W.P.No. 24560 of 2017 dated 04.08.2017 received from Hon'ble High
Court of Judicature at Hyderabad Telangana and Andhra Pradesh on 23.08.2017
| Accordingly, a letter to the Advocate Shri K Ramakanth Reddy was sent on 29.08.2017

15
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along with the brief of the institution
The Committee considered the above court matter and decided as under:-

1.The Regulation is anomalons Society can not transfer title to an
Institution if the Institution is not a 'legal entity' ie,, a registered body. Let us
request the NCTE (HQ) to remove the anomaly in the Regulation either by
dropping the requirement for transfer of title to the Institution or by legally
requiring all Institutions to be registered bodies also.

2. In this case, we have to accepl the interim arrangement of an ‘undertaking by
the applicant’ as a via media and proceed with further action.

3.1. The Institution has not replied to our SCN for Faculty list remind.

3.2 After settling this issue we can permit shifting,

4.0nce that happens, we can issue LO1 in the D.ELEd case since the 'stand alone’
problem will not be there anymore.

5. Issue SCN accordingly

S Annamacharya College of Education, New Boyanapall Post, Rajampet — 516115,
Kadapa District. Andhra Pradesh

Sri Tallapaka Annamacharya Educational Society, Boyanapall, Rajampel. Kadapa District
516126, Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of recognition to Sri Annamacharya College o
Education, New Boyanapalll Post. Rajampet — 516115, Kadapa District; Andhra Pradesh fo
offering B.Ed course for two years duration for the academic year 2002-2003 under Sectio
1415 of the NCTE Act, 1993 1o the Southern Regional Committee. NCTE The recognition
was granted on 17 11.2003.

As per our MIS records the B.Ed course relating to Sri Annamacharya does not exist. the
concerned file is also not fraceable

An e-mail received on 04,07 2017 from Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy along with W.P No 22167
of 2017 filed by Sri Annamacharya College of Education, New Boyanapall, Rajampet,
Kadapa Distirct. Andhra Pradesh,

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the Advocate Shri K Ramakanth Reddy on 11.07.2017

An E-mail received on 18.07 2017 from the Advocate Shri K. Ramakanth Reddy stating
that:

“The Hon'ble Court wants to know by lomotrow evening "whether the 5Sn Annamacharya
College of Education had recognition at any point and ime {f it had recognition then wheiher
the recogrition was withdrawn”

Accardingly, a letter was sent to the Advocate Shri K Ramakanth Reddy on 19 072017,
stating that the scanning of records is going on and due to this reason the file 1s not readily

" EICEEIblE
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| Yesterday Sri M. Penchalaiah, Fresident , St Annamacharya College of Education visited

this office and showed original copies of correspondence between institution and recogmtion
order of B Ed. He has also submitted a copy of affidavit dated 30.01.2015 for making
compliance under Regulation, 2014, |
He further informed that he has submitted willingness Affidavit for New Regulations, 2014
The institution has submitied its request several times to add their name in our SRC Website
under Institution Recognition List. But it was not added.

As per his statement his |nstitution named Sn Annamacharya College of Education has been
granted B Ed on 17 112003 (120 seats) and the SRC code is APSD0345 As per MIS record
this APSO code has been allotted to the Mahasathi Colleg e of Physical Education, Ulga,
Karwar Uttar Kannada(B.Ed Course — 120 Seats) He is likely to wisit tomorrow and shall
bring complete set of records for reconstructing the files They are runming D ELEd
(APS02741) and D El.Ed-Al (SRCAPP3381),

Records rooms and other racks have been thoroughly checked but their files were
untraceable Now. all of a sudden his D Ed basic File bearing code APS0O2741 is found kept
on the upper side of the rack in the Andhra Pradesh Section

As per D.Ed file the college is granted recognition vide order no. F SRC/NCTE/D Ed/2005-
2006/2537 di. 26 08.2005 for conducting D.ELEd course from the academic session 2005-
2008 with an annual intake of 50 students. The order has been signed by Sri N. Maohan Das,
Regional Director. This file also contains copy of B.Ed recognition order dated 17 11.2003.

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

5 The RPRO was not issued to the above said institution though they have submitted
the necessary affidavit.

The agenda item is submitted for consideration for the following points

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

06.02.2015.

(i) Inform the court about the present status through our Advocale and request
them to close the matter

(i} Inform the RT! applicants afresh about the latest development including

recognition status of the institution.

The SRC in its 344" meeting held on 17" & 18" August. 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under,

1  NoBEd file relating to this college is available.

2  The copy of the FR for B.Ed. order available in their D ELEd file shows a
registration number which according to our MIS is in the name of some
other institution

1.3 That being so, we have to check details with the affiliating University to

1\
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establish the authenticity of the document in reference
2. Ask the Lawyer to apprise the Court accordingly and seek time ta complete
action as described in (1.3) above

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

The institution submitted its written representation along with documents on 30.08 2017 and
a court order received from High Court of Judicature at Hyderabad for the State of
Telangana and State of Andhra Pradesh WP No. 22167 of 2017 received on 09.09.2017
and stating as under,

it i1s submitted that as per subject cited | gave you representations many time But you |
have nat rectified after providing all the documents to you  You have not uploaded perfectly
and made confusion to the students and public. it is the questing of reputation of college in
the public Once agamn | am giving chronologically as under:

1 As per Annexure - 1 cited above | purchased application form you on 31,12 2007 for
Rs. 100/ the shp 1s here with attached along with apphed application for recognitton
with request letter also Xerox copy 15 also altached with NOC of AP . State
Government copy attached herewith

2 As per Annexure — Il your office sent a letter Registered posl dated 10052002
stating that date of inspection | e on A" June, 2002 copy of the same Is herewith
enclosed

3. The Date of inspection on 5" June is nol convenient to me so inspection date was
stayed by WP MP No 12204 of 2002 in W P No 8940 of 2002 wire order copy 1S
here with enclosed as Annexure — |

4. As per Annexure — |V an order copy receved from your office on 09 04 2003 through
Registered post stating that they will consider my application for 2003-2004 copy is
here with enclosed.

5 As per Annexure — V you have given me a hard copy for making fresh application for
2003-04 with code No APS00345 from the lime every correspondence made (o that
code No. APS00345. It is given by your office only for your reference not by college
If you give same number to any other college it is your mistake. Your mistake can
not throw on the college to suffer lot  Copy of the same is here with attached

6 As per Annexure — VI | purchased a fresh application for Rs 100/~ on 23 05 2003
and made application to you for recognition for 2003-2004 as per your order daled
19.06. 2003, Copies are here with altached. _

7 On 13" September. 2003 the inspection team visited the college and on 17.11 2003
send recognition order by RPAD copy is here with enclosed Annexure — wil

B As per Annexure — VIl SV University issued affilialion on 02.04.2004 copy s here
with enclosed from 2003-04 ta 2009-2010

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

It is further submitted that | have submitted all the documents from the day one to tilf
| now. The students are suffering a lol and complaining me: that anything happen to their jobs

"
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and upload correctly,

| orice again request you to issue the revised order from 2016-2016 as per new
Regulations as per the affidavit submitted to you on 02 02 2015 on par with others.

As per your uploaded on 17.08 2017 missing file in your office is nat my responsible, 1.e.
anly your office staff As per 12 your office (s allotfed the M S Number 1 AP300345 on
19 .06 2003 to my college s for your convenience. If you allot same lo any ather college you
have to rectify yourself It is not college mistake

As per 1.3 of your up loaded, | am herewith sending you all the affiiation copies of the
SV University from 2003-2004 to 2009-2010 and Y V University affiliation copies from 2010
to 2016 for vour reference

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

WP Mo, 22167 of 2017 court order is stated as under; |

ORDER:

The present Writ Petition come to be filed seeking to declare that action of the
respondents in not including the name of the petitioner/institution in the recognized colleges
list of NCTE website, as illegal, arbitrary and consequently to direct the respondents 1o
include the name of the petitioner/college in the NCTE website

2) The averments in the affidavit filed in support of the wril petition shows that
the petitioner/institution obfained no objection certificate from the State Government on
27 12 2001 and thereafter the second respondent granted permission to  the
petitioner/college with an Intake capacity of 100 for the academic year 2003-04 vide orders
dt 17.11.2003  The Government of AP issued G O Rt No76 dated 12012004 and
thereafter the concermned University granted affiliation which was being extended from time
to time. On coming to know that the name of the petitioner/college was not shown in the
web-site, the petitionericollege made a representation dated 17 07 2015 to upload the name
of the petitioner/college, in the permitted colleges list and also senl a reminder on
30.06.2017. Their inaction is subject matter of challenge in the present Wit petition

3) Learned counsel for the petitioner placed on record the proceedings dated
27 12.2001 issued by the Commissloner and Director of School Education, Andhra Pradesh,
Hyderabad to show that the petitioner/college was granted no objection, so also
G O.Rt No 76 dated 12.01 2004 issued by the Government of Andhra Pradesh and gazette
publication by the National Council for Teacher Education dt 17.11 2003 showing grant of
recognition to the petitioner/college by invoking their power under Section 14(3)(a) of the
NCTE Act He also placed on record the affidavit given by the petitioner/college in the
month of February 2015, as per the new guidelines, showing fulfillment of the revised norms

relating to infrastructure, instructional facilities, enhanced amount of endowment and |
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No. 334 of the Gazette list indicating the intake al 120 and such status was being granted on
17.11.2002  In view of the above. it is urged that the action of the authorities in not
considering the representation is illegal, improper and incorrect. He further submits that the
College is closed since last two years and if no orders are passed on the representation
made, the petitioner would be put to irreparable loss

4) Sri. K. Ramakanth Reddy. learned standing counsel for respondents on
instructions would submit that the representation made by the petitioner refers to an order
dated 12 D9.2006 passed in W.P No.21604 of 2005 which has nathing to do with the
petitioner/college and since the order relates to a different coliege, the authorities might not
have acted on the said representation. In any event he submits that if the representation is
still pending consideration, the authorities will deal with the same in accordance with law

(51 At this stage, the learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that his
representation dated 17 07.2015 made to Regional Director, SRC NCTE, Bangalore and the
reminder dated: 30.06.2017 made to the very same authority seeking display of the name of
the petiioner/college in the approved list of NCTE website are still pending consideration
and hence seeks a direclion to the authorities to pass appropriate orders.

(6} Having regard to the submissions made, the Writ Petition is disposed of
directing the second respondent to deal with the representation dated: 17 07 2015 made by
the petitioner/college seeking display of the name of the petitioner college in the approved
list of NCTE website, if the same is still pending for consideration, in accordance with law, as
early as possible preferably within a period of six weeks. No costs. Miscellaneous Petiions
pending if any in this Writ Petition, shall stand closed

On 14.09.2017 a legal notice received fram Advocate S.A K. Mynoddin. in pursuance of
Court Order dated: 01.08 2017 in W.P No. 22167 of 2017

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

1.  We have lost our file which has caused all this confusion.

2.1 The affiliating Univ. (S.V. Univ. subsequently changed to Yogi Vemana Univ.)
has also not responded to our enquiry whether they have any records.

2.2 Bul, the college has given copies of all relevant documents recognition
order, their affidavits, our acknowledgements, our reminders, etc

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

2.4 1f the B.Ed, course has indeed been runping since 2003, surely the affiliating
Univ will have records of Annual Affiliation Insp Reports, etc.

2.5 Send copies of the documents submitted by the College to both S.V. Univ
and Yogivemana Univ. and request them to check their records and
confirm. Inform them clearly that the court wants action within 6 weeks
and, therefore, request for IMMEDIATE action.

Y
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3. The court order is dt. 01.08.2017 we received Advocate Moynuddin's notice
only on 14.09.2017, Unfortunately, our own Lawyer (Shri. Rama Kanth
Reddy) has not informed us at all !) Let us complete action by 31.10.2017.

4. Putup in the next meeting for review of progress of action.

| Kumaran College of Education, Plot/Khasara No.3091/13B2, Melmonavoor Village,

Abdullapuram Post Office, Vellore Taluk & District-632010, Tamil Nadu,

Sarbar Educational Trust. Plot No.535, MaraiMalaiadigal Streel, Kangeyanallore Village,
Gandhinagar East Post Office. Vellore Taluk & District-632006, Tamil Nadu had submitted
an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to
Kumaran College of Education, PlotKhasara No 3091/13B2. Melmonavoor Village,
Abdullapuram Post Office, Vellore Taluk & District-632010, Tamil Madu

The recognition was granted to the institution on 21.02 2014

The institution has submitted affidavit as per regulations 2014 Accordingly, revised
recognition order was issued to the institution on 17.03.2015

A complaint letter dated 07072015 received from Shri K. Saravanan, 260,
Tajpuasalaifrcot, Vellore-632501, Tamilnadu on 10.07.2015 along with original affidavit and
document. In the affidavit

The complaint received from the complaint was placed before SRC in ils 292™ meeting held
on 29" to 30" September, 2015. The SRC decided to "Send the complaint to the TNTEU for
comments.”

In the meantime, a court notice in WP Na. 32707 of 2015 received from Honb'le High courl
of judicature at Madras on 24 10.2015. Accordingly, a letter along with brief of the case was
sent lo the advocate on 13.11.2015

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Registrar TNTEU on 17 11,2015 for their
comments.

Received comments from TNTEU on 27 11,2015, The reply was placed before SRC in iis
297" meeting held on 27" to 28" December, 2015 and the committee considered the matter

and decided as under:-
Cbtain specific information on the following points.

Sy Mos involved,

Area of the land in reference

Does it meet the requirement of the T E |

Is it clearly earmarked for the B.Ed programme:

Does the Society / College have clear title to the land in reference.

Penow

As per the decision of SRC. a letter was sent to the institution on 20.01 2016.
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[ Another complaint was received from K. Saravanan on 13.012016 along with onginal |
- affidavit enclosing some relevant documents.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 299" meeting held on 20-21" January, 2015 and
the committee considered the matter and decided that

1 The institution has to submit properly land details Remind them.
2 Forward a copy of the supplementary complaint to the Institution for comments.

As per the decision of SEC, a letter was sent (o the institution on 04,02 2016.
The institution has submitted a copy of the Court order dated 09.12 2015 in W P No.32707

of 2015 and MP.No.1 of 2015 filed by Kumaran College of Education, Vellore on
18.01.2016. The court order stated as follows,

2 1. The petitioner, which is a Teacher Training Institute has come forward fo file this

~ writ petition challenging the order dated 15072015 passed by the fourth
respondent to show cause as to why appropnate action shall not be initiated based

upon the prime-facie findings mentioned therein

2 Heard the learned counsel appearing for the pelitioner and the learned counsel

appearing for the responoents 7 ta 4.

3 The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that anonymous complaints have

been given by the fifth respondent to the respondents 1 and 2. who in lurn directed

T the fourth respondent to loock into the matter and lake appropriate action After

considering the letter of the fifth respondent dated 07 07 2014, an order was passed
by the first respondent on 28 10,2015 treating the complamt as closed and therefore,
no further action is required in the maller.
4 The learned counsel for the respondents 1 & 2 submitted that after the fetter dated
28 10.2015 another communication has been sent by the second respondent to the
respondents 3 and 4 dated 12 11.2015 seeking comments about the saud
camplaits,
5 The learned counsel for the respondents 3 and 4 submitted that prima-facie case
is made out on the alleged irregularities He submitted thal the reply given by the
petitioner would be considered in a proper perspective while passing the final order
| He further submitted that particulars have been sought for by letter dated 08. 10 2015
. from the pelitioner in respect of details of land and builldings under use for offering
8 Ed Degree programme. apart from other documents pertaining to the Industrial
Trammg inshitute
& By way of reply. the learned counsel for the petitioner submitied that lelter of the
respondent dated 08.10 2015 has also been replied on 23102015 along with the
relevant documents. '
7 Admittedly. the order impugned is only a show cause notice and the petitoner is
stated to have given its reply Thus, it is for the respondents 3 and 4 o lake
appropriate decision by considering the refevant matenals. While doing so, the
scope and applicability or the letter of the first respandent dated 28 10.201 5 has lo
be taken into consideration by the respondents 3 and 4 and also. the communication ‘

of the second respondent dated 12.11.2015
8_Accordingly, the respondents 3 and 4 are directed to pass appropriale orders after
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The SRC in its 301" meeting held on 05" -06" February, 2016 considered the court order
and noted the matter (Since SRC-NCTE is proforma party)

The institution has submitted its written representation on 17.03.2016 request the authority
to ignore the complaints submitted from K Saravanan.

The SRC in its 309" meeting held on 12" -14" April, 2016 considered the written
representation and it has decided that 'Please ask the institution to specifically reply to the
queries raised in SRC letter dated 20,071 2016"

considerng the above said corespondences and other relevant materials if any, ]
within a period of six weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this order

9 The wrt petition stands disposed of accordingly. Consequently. connected
Miscellaneous pelition 1s also closed No cosls

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was Issued to the institution on 20.05.2018.

Again (Shn K. Saravanan) has submitted complaint along with original affidavit of Rs.20-
enclosing. a copy of EC, land document etc. The affidavit stating as follows:

1

Now | enclosed herewith an true copy of the sale deed No 14882/2012.
14864/2012, parent sale deed No 46/1996, copy of the encumbrance certificate as proof
of fabricated sale deed of Kumaran College of Educalion Here | came to mention the
following deficiencies also you have to take n to the count to withdrawal of recognition of
Kumaran College of Education from the academic year 2015-16

In the true Copy of the sale deed No. 46/1996, page No 2 row Na: 1o 6 says the
sale deed executed on 1503 1996 between 1) K Thamiarasi W/O, N
Krishnamoorthy residing at 3/316, marawnalai adigal street, Gandhinagar Fast
Katpadi Town Extension, Vellore District and 2) C Anunan. s'o CHINNAPPA (late)
residing al Pillalyar Koil street, Shenbakkam Village, Vellore Distnict Page No, 3 row
no 1 fo 7 says C. Arfjunan was sold his property fo K Thamilaras: Sy Nao 30813
extent 011 1/4 cents (or) 4905 sq.ft) (or)45568 sgmis. So K Thamiltarasi
purchased Sy No. 309/13 extent 011 1/4 cents (or) 4905 sq.ft for) 45568 sg.mits
only by means of sale deed 46/1996/

In the true copy of the sale deed No 14882/2012 page no. 2, para 1 & 2 says sale
deed executed on 13" day of December 2012 (13.122012) between 1) K
Thamilarasi, W/O, N. Krishnamoorthy residing al 535 maraimalal adigal streel.
Gandhinagar Easl, Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District and 2) Sarabar Educational  Trust
represented by (s founder and chairman K. Ezhil Mohan Raj S/o N Krishnamoorthy
residing at 535 maraimalal adigal street, Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk. Vellore
District in this deed page no. 5 Schedule of Property K Thamilarasi was sold her
entire property Sy No 308/13 extent 0 11 174 cenls (or) 4905 sq ft (or) 455 68 sq mitr
which she was purchased from C Arjunan by a sale dead 46/71996 So she doesn I
have single cent of land in her hand

On the same day 13" day of December, 2012 (13 12.2012) one more sale deed No. |
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14684/2012, page No. 2, para 1 & 2 was executed between 1) K Thamilaras, W/O, |
N Krishnamoorthy residing at. 535 maraimalai adigal streel, Gandhinagar East,
Katpadi Taluk Vellore District and 2) Sarabar Educational Trust reprasented by its
founder and chairman K Ezhil Mahan Raj S/o N. Knshnamoaorthy reswding at 535,
Maraimalal adigal street, Gandhinagar East, Kalpadi Taluk Vellore District, in this
deed page no 8 Schedule of Property K Thamilarasi was sold her property Sy.No.
309/13 extetn 0.21 (or) 9156 sq.ft (or) 850 61 sq.mts here she said in the same deed
No. 14884/2012 page no. 4 para 2 she selling the property which purchased from C.
Arjunan by sale deed dated 21,12 1995 registered as documents NO. 46/ 1996 of
Book1 on 1503 1996 i the office of the Distnict registrar. Vellore K Thamilarasi
was sold her entire property sy.no 209/13 extent of 0 11 1/4 cents (or] 4805 sq it
(or) 455 68 sq mir which she was purchased from C. Arjunan by a sale deed 46/
1896 So she doesn! have single cent of land in her hand then how she can able to
sale another 0.21 {or) 9156 sq ft (or) 85061 sq.mtr in the same Sy No. 309/13
shown same sale deed 46/1996 as parent document

Hernice in view of the above its clearly states that sale deed Na 14884/2012 dated
13 12 2012 was fabricated one If you want to clarty, you can wrte to the Distnet
Registrar, District Registrar Office. Veppamara Streel, Velappadi, Vellore Dt-632004
He will tell you the truth about the sale deed.

Here the management fails fo fulfill the land requirement as per the NCTE regulation
2014 for Kumaran College of Education So how can they able to show separate
land far 1) Tamilga ITC, 2) Tamilaga Industrial School which is running in the same
land and buwiding

The Kumaran College of Education and the tamilaga ITC institutes are publishing
combined advertisement in the daily news papers lo admit the students for this
academic year 2016-17 Sa they accept themselves the bolh institules are runming in
the same land and building, | request you don't allow the management to admit the
students in Kumaran College of Education in to B Ed degree program for this
acadermic year 2016-17 Herewith | enclosed the advertisement new paper as proof

I was sent a complaint petition on 19.05 2016 to 1) the District Collector, Vellore
District Collector Office. Sathuvachari, Vellore-632009 2) the District Registrar,
Disinct Register office, Veppamara Sireet, Velappadi Vellore Dt -632004 to verify
the grounds of registered sale deed No. 14884/2012 and also | asked them lake
necessary action as per faw. That pefifion 1s under processing with above two
officers.

The above said information is cleardy stated that the management was chealed the

NCTE and TNTEU to net approval to start new B Ed degree program in the name of

Kumaran College of Education. Hence | request you to stop the admission and withdraw

the recoanition of Kumaran College of Education from the academic year 2018-17

The SRC in its 316" meeting held on 17"-18" June, 2016 the deferred the matter
Meantime, in response to this office letter dated 2005 2016 the institution has submitted its
reply on 21.06,2016.
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= The Southern Regional Committee [n its 320th Meeting held during 16th to 17th November,
et 2016 considered the matter and decided as under -

« Put up in the next meeting with allegation wise comments As per the decision of
SRC the reply submitted by the institution to the guenes raised in SRC letter dated
20 05.2016
Note.

The main allegation of the complainant is about fulfiiment of land requirement as per NCTE
regulations 2014 as the nstitution is running Tamilga ITC and Tamilaga Industrial schoal in
the same land and building

As per the decision of 320" meeting allegation wise comments was placed before SRC in its
330" meeting held on 12" & 13" February, 2017 and the committee considered the matter
and decided as under-

1 We are all busy with disposal of cases w.rt the 03.03.2017 dateline
2. Putupin April 17

As per the deaision of SRC. the matter was placed before SRC in its 335" meeting held on
11" to 12" april 2017 and decided as under

1. Title |5 ¢lear Land area available 2527 44 sq.mts

2. LUGIEG. .. Are inorder

3. BP s approved. Built-up area shown is 3851.99 sq. mis.

1 BCC is not approved by competent authority Buill-up area shown |s 3932 09
s0.mits

472 Bulltup area required for B Ed.(2 units) is 2000 sq mis

43  |Inother waords, there is a surplus area of 1532 sq.mis.

51 |tis not possible to run 2 other colleges in 1832 sq.mis.

52 In any case there is no coursewise earmarking of buil-up area. Any overlapping

arrangement introduced without approval cannot be recognized by us.
549 The BF and BCC both show the entire built-up area to utilized for B.Ed.
&1 The Sale deed is dated 13 122012 The Sale Deeds clearly refer to the lands as
vacant lands with no construction thereon
. 62 Bulthe B.P is dated 2008 i.e , 6 years prior 1o the registration of the Sale Deeds.
7 Date of inspection for BCC is 21122012 The mspection report shows date of

completion of construction as 01.12.2007 ie., 5 years prior to registration of Sale
Deed This contradicts the statements in the Sale Deed thatl the land was vacant
{with no construction thereon) at the time of registration

81 Two inspection teams of TNTEU have confirmed that two other educational
inslitutions are running at the same pramises

87 The BP/BCC detials described above show that it is not practicable to run 2 other
colleges at the same premises with anly 1832 sq mts built-up area available

8 3 The applicant has not demied that they are running 2 other colleges at the same
primises. Cleverly, they have stated thal the Regulations do not prohibit other
colleges running at the same premises.

| 9. The position emerging from these enguiries clearly suggest that facts have been
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manipulated.

101 lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly and ask them to explain the position with
greater clarify,

102 Putin May 17 after 3.5.17

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 20.04.2017.

Meantime. a draft counter affidavit received from the advocate Shri. Jaganathan in
W.P No.6700 of 2016 by &-mail on 1104 2017, same was forwarded for modification and
approval on 11.04 2017

Approved of Counter Affidavit was received from NCTE-Hgrs on 25.04 2017 the same was
farwarded to the advocate after attestation and signature

The institution submitted SCN reply along with documents on 08 06.2017. The reply was
placed before SRC in its 340" meeting held on 08" to 08" June. 2017 and the Committee
considered the matter and decided as under -

1. The complainant (Sh. Saravanan) has given lots of details to suppon his allegation

2. He has also reported that he had referred the matter to Collector(Vellore) and Dist
Registrar (Vellore) Ask him to report the response from these autharities

3. PutupinJuly 17

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to Shri. Mr. K Saravanan on 16,06 2017

Clur letter dated 16.06.2017 was returned back undelivered from Shiri. Mr i Saravanan on
06.07 2017

The SRC in its 342" meeting held on 1% to 2™ Augus!. 2017 considered the matter and
declded as under:-

1. This is a complaint case  We cannol, therefore, inspect under section 17 and use that
for derecognition

2. But. the facits on record are so discordant that there is a strong suspicion about
manipulation of documents

3. We cannot also treat this as a Pseudonymous complaint because the letter sent to
him has come back undelivered since the complainant is a party to the Court case.

4. Request the NCTE (HQ) to take this up under section 13 MCTE Act for Inspection and
subsequent processing there under.

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC a letter was sent 10 the members Secretary,
NCTE Hagrs, New Delhi on 09.08 2017 along with complaint letter.

Advocate Shri, G Jehanathan forwarded the Court order dated 27 07 2017 in case of WP
No. B700 of 2016 filed by Kumaran College of Education, Vellore Dist, Tamil Nadu received
by this office on 23.08.2017 and stating as under -

the petitioner institution onginally granted with affiiation by the respondent
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University and for grant of continuous affiliation. they approached the respondent ‘
University and such request was rejected by the impugned order The reasons stated for
refecting such reques! are thal the petiioner running the college in the land and building
where Iwo other mstitulions are alse accommodated and functioning. It 1s also seen that
the first respondent wiz. National Council for Teacher-Education considered the
complaint filed by one K Saravanen raising the very same objections and that through the |
proceedings dated 28:10 2015/12 11 2015, the NCTE has treated the sad complainl as
closed, also by stating that no further action s required i that mattar However while
passing the impugned arder. the respondent Umiversity has not taking into account and
given any finding as to how such communication of the first respondent is distinguishable
In any event, as the main objection raised by the respondent University 1s with regard lo
the functioning of the college m the land and bullding wheremn allegedly twa mare
institutions are also accommodated and functioning, it 1s for the petitioner college fo
satisfy the respondent University by way aof convincing documents that such reasoning Is
not factually correct. Therefore. | find that it is for the parties wz., the petiioner and the
respondent University fo sort out the dispute by making one mare attempl [0 serutinize
the documents filed by the petitioner and by making one more inspection, also by giving &
personal heanng to the petitioner at that time of scrufinization of documents

"decordingly. the writ pelihon 1S allowed and the impugned order is sel aside.
Consequently. the matter i1s remitted hack to the respondents for considenng the malfer
afresh in the light of the observation made supra and pass fresh orders on merits and in
accordance with jaw |t is made clear thal the petitioner should satisly the respondent
Univarsity by furnishing convincing documents if any, apart from the documents already
filed The whole exercise shall be completed by the respondent University within a period
of four weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this_order The pelitioner s given
liberty to furnish the adiditional documents if any within a period of seven days fram the
date of receipl of a copy of this order. No costs. Cansequently, connected muscellansous
pelition is closed”.

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

1. The court order is to the Univ . in the context of renewal of affiliation.

2 1et the Univ. take action on the court order.

3. Without prejudice to such action, let us pursue with NCTE (HQ) about
scrutiny of the compliant towards further action on the specific and
verifiable allegations.

4. 1ssue a reminder to NCTE (HQ.

TSREAPP | Pope John Paul Il College of Education, Reddiarpalayam Village, Villianur Main Road, |
2016 30098 | Reddiyarpalayam City, Fondicherry District-605010, Pondicherry

BA B.Ed

BSc B.Ed | Le Conseil D Administration De L Archdiocese De Pondicherry, Villianur Main Read,

Pope John | Reddiarpalayam Taluk, Pondicherry City & District-605010, Pondicherry had applied far
Paul Il grant of recognition to Pope John Paul |l Caliege of Education, Reddiarpalayam Village,
Egﬂigﬁoﬂ Vilianur Main Road. Reddiyarpalayam City, Pondicherry District-805010. Pondicherry for

‘| offering BA B.Ed/B.Sc.B Ed-Al integrated course of four years duration for the academic
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| [ Pondi "year 2017-18 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act. 1993 to the Southern Regional
o cherry Committee, NCTE through online on 31.05 2016.The institution has submitted the hard copy
of the application on 06.06 2016

As per Regulations, a letter to State Governmen! for recommendation was sent on
22 06.2016, followed by Reminder | on 01,10.2016 and Reminder Il on 02.11.2016. No
recommendation received from the State Gowvt The period of 90 days as per Regulations is
over. Hence, the application was processed,

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for BA B Ed/B Sc B Ed-Al course In the
State of Pondicherry

The application was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the application |
The scrutiny of the application was considered by SRC in its 325" meeting held an 198" —
20" December, 2016, and the Committee decided as under,

. 1 The application Is for Additional intake Since the status of the basic units
themselves is in dispute, this application cannot be processed before setting the
basic issue

2 In their letter dt. 3.10.2016, they have sought (retrospective) recognition for the 3
integrated courses run by them without NCTE recogmition
3.1 5RC, has ne authority to issue  retrospective recognition
32 The three inlegrated courses in reference - BSC. BEd (Maths),
IS BA.B.Ed(English) and B.Sc. BEd (Computer Science) were not in the NCTE list
of approved courses before Notification of the 2014 Regulations.
4. Issue Show Cause Notice Accordingly.

As per the decision of the SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued to institution through
online on 21 12 2016

The institution has submitted representation an 05.01 2017 regarding Pu- Extension of
Provisional Affiliation for the B .Ed & B Ed (Integrated) course in pope John Paul |l College of
Education, Puducherry for the academic year 2016-17

The Institution has submitted replies to the Show Cause Notice along with relevant
. documents on 09.01.2017 and 13.01.2017

The SRC in its 328" meeting held on 31" January, 2017 the committee considered the
matter and decided as under -

= This item Is withdrawn fram agenda.

A letter was addressed to the Shr Dr S K Chauhan Research officer, NCTE, New Delhi on
09022017 about

A letter dated 04.02 2017 received on 09 02 2017 from Mr. S P Veerappan, Former state
Vice- president Bharathiyar janatha Party regarding requesting for probing irreqularities in
giving Affiliation- on Pondicherry University has complaint alleging irregularities in grant of |
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[ affiliation for 4 year integrated courses in Pope John Paul-ll College of Education.

A complaint letter was received by this office on 13032017 regarding Rampant
irregularities in the admission of 4 year integrated B Ed course at Pope John Paul college
on collusion with the authorities of Pondicherry University

A letter was addressed to the Shri KV Chowdary Central Vigilance Commissioner, New
Delhi on 13.03.2017 seeking Veracity of the complaint the same was returned undelivered
on 15.03.2017

On 20.03 2017 an email was received by this office, NCTE Hars letter dated 17.03.2017 and
stating as under:-

I am directed to the to your letter No SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP201630099/PU/2017
/91630 dated 07 02 2017 and the enclosures such as the recognition order of the
inshitution dated 23 031997 and 22.03.2000 and to say that the conditional recognition to
the institution was granted vide letter dated 23 031997 under certain caonditions which
were to be fulfilled by the institution Again the institution was issued recognition vide
order dated 22032000 for one year i.e 2001-2001 with a directon to set nght the
deficiency pointed oul in the order before commencement of the session 2000-2001
under compliance to SRC not latter that 31 012000 Now it 1s not clear to the NCTE
whether the recognition of the institution was continued further after 2000 hit 2014 No
order of recognition Is enclosed with the documents provided by the SRC However if 15
found that the SRC has issued a order of recognition dated 30.05.2015 it appears thal
this order of recognition has been issued after lhe year 2000 i g after passing of 14 years
The Regional commiltee needs fo clarfy whether the nstlution was issted  any
recognition order after 2001 If no then the institution remains unrecognised from 2007 to.
2014

A letter was received by this office on 21.03.2017, Pondicherry University, RV Nagar,
Kalapet. puducherry & letter was addressed to the Mr S P Veerappan on 28.02 2017,
regarding Complaint alleging irregularities in grant of affihation for 4 year Integrated course
in Pope John Paul-ll College of Education, Puducherry.

An email & Hard copy (As per the decision of 325" meeting SCN reply) was received by this
office on 24 03.2017 from Pope John paul || College of Education

The matter was placed before SRC in its 324" meeting held on 30" to 31" March. 2017 the
committee considered the matter and decide as under -

1 This case cannot be decided at our level This has to be referred agan to
NCTE(HQ)

21 There are 4 courses in reference B Ed(Eng). B.ScEd(Maths), B.Sc
Ed (Comp.Sc.). and, B Com Ed

2.2 Our recards have no trace of B Com Ed

23 |n 1999-2000 and 2000-2001 SRC had issued recognition order. But, they
referred to @ 4-year integrated course and not with reference to subject details
Again, no communication/order after 2001 is available

N =
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2 4 They refer to submission of Annual Appraisal Reports. No such reports are readily
available in our records

2 5 There s a mention of a recognition order dt. 30.5.15. Available records show. this
was an order relating to the new 2 — year B Ed  Probably, the 1-year B Ed
sanctioned long ago was revised as a 2- year B Ed. under the 2014 Regulations
and a fresh recognition order was issued

3 There is no other document in our files about the other three integrated courses
The revised 2014 Regqulations do not refer to courses like B.Ed -Eng . B.Scbd -
Computer Sc. B.Sc Ed (Maths), and, BCom Ed If such courses had been
sanctioned in the past, they will have to be reckoned with as 'innovative courses
They will have to be regulanized into regular courses following a procedure
prescribed by NCTE(HQ), or, they will have to be converted Into courses now
recognized by the 2014 Regulations,

4 Send a comprehensive note drawing the chronological developmeants in this case
to the NCTE (HQ. Make it clear that, after 2001, we have issued no orders in this
case.

5 Woe cannot sanction Al at this stage to any of these courses since that will imply
incidental recognition of such courses. \We can proceed further only after and
only in accordance with further guidelines from NCTE (HQ).

8 Process accordingly and put up in May 2017

A letter dated 03 04 2017 received by this office on 07 04.2017 from Pope John Paul |l
College of Education regarding Request for letter stating that the issue of Conduct of 4 year
Integrated Courses in our College is pending,

As per the dewision of the SRC, a letter was addressed o the Members Secretary, NCTI
Hars, New Delh| on 20,04 2017

Again. a letter was sent to the NCTE Hgrs, New Delhi on 09.05 2017 seeking clarifications |
desired by SRC in its 334" meeting held on 30" & 31* March, 2017 in relation to Pope John |
Il College of Education, Puducherry

An email dated 06,05.2017 and Hard copy received by this office on 08.05 2017 from Pope
John Paul 1l College of Education

The institution has submitted representation on 11 06 2017

An emaill was received by this office on 11.05.2017 and Hard copy received on 12.052017
regarding second clanfication for the SCN issued on 21 122016 to Pope John Paul |l
College of Education, Pondicherry.

A letter dated 10.052017 recewved by this office on 15052017 from Shrilkr Kiran Bedi
Lieutenant Governor Raj Nivas. Puducherry and stating as under.

" In continuation of the telephonic conversation had with you on 08 05 2017 evering
regarding recognition of the four-year integrated course (BSc. B Ed) offered by Pope John
Paul Il College of Education, | Understand that the college pnincipal has given additional
particulars for considering their application for grant of recoegnition. Copy of the letter 1s |
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entiosed

Fher process of examining the explanatian submitted by the coliege may kindly be
cxpedifed in the interes! of the studenls, whose fulure 15 at stake’

An email was received on 16.05.2017 and a letler dated 16,05.2017 received by this office
on 19.052017 from Shri. Mukesh Kumar, under secretary, NCTE Hagrs, New Delhi and
stating as under

[ am directed lo nwite your kind attention to your leller No  leftor
Mo SRONCTESRCAPP20163009%/PU2017/91630 dated 07 02 2017 and the NCTE Hg
letter No 48-03/201&/NCTEMN&S/51537 dated 20,03 2017 Reply of which is still awaited

In this connechon it is to further inform you that the institution vide letter dated 8" May
2017 has represented thal the college has the NCTE recogriion from 2000-2001 1t also
submitted self-affidavit to come under NCTE new Regulation 2074 Bul it received a show
cause notice NCTE, SRC for whigh clanficalion was given (copy enclosed) It was discusser
i 334 BRC Mecating for which also an explanation was submitted copy enclosed Due ta the
want of recognition the University withheld the resull and not affowed the. Students 1o sil for
exatminations due in May 2077 {a copy of the letter dated 09 05.2017 recetved from the
mstitution s enclosed)

The matter has been further exammed i the NCTE Hg and it has been observed
that as per provisions under NCTE Act, 1993, the recognition of the mstitution cantinues il
NCTE withdraws #f under section 147 of the NCTE Act Moreover the then Regional
Direclor,. SRC-Sh. M Vasudey had filed an Affidavit in W P o 15488 and 15489 of 2003
(clause 9(h) stating that the SRC in ifs g2 meeting held on 1807 2003 has approved an
mitake of 150 students from the year 2003-04. The mstitution had also enclosed the copies of
earlior canditional recogrition orders jssued by SRC

In View of the above the Regional Direction. SRC s requested ta clanfy the folfowing

{1f  Whether the recogmton of the institution has been withdrawn by SRC after filhng of
the Affidavit by the RD-SRC in W R 15488 and 15489 of 2003

Raply may be sent by return e-mail/fax.
Reply sent through e-office on 17 052017

A datter dated 13 05 2017 received by this office an 18.08 2017 from Shr § P Veerappan
Fx-Vige preswlent, Bharatiya Janata Party, Pondicherry and staling as under

Voweoudd ke to anfarm you s that Mr B Perumal, Secretary, retired emplayeas
union of Pondicherry University has sent ane letter df 04.03 2017 with 325" meeting of SRC
hetd on 19" to 20" December 2016 minutes copy of NCTE regarding 4 year integrater
course for which Pondicherry University has granted Affikation without recognition-mareave

more wregulanty s going on.
Far
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Take suflable action agamst errng officials for pubhic interast without delay Capy of His
fetter to CBIT

A letter was addressed to the Members Secretary. NCTE Hars. New Delhi on 31 052017

An email was received by this office on 2505 2017 from Shri. R. Sndharan, P.S to L G,
Rajnivas, Puducherry enclosing a copy of D.0 letter of Hon'ble Lt Governor, Puducherry

Another letter was received from Shri. 5.7 Veerappan, Ex-Vice prasident. Bharaliya Janala
Party, Pondicherry on 26.05 2017

An email was sent to Shri Mukesh Kumar. under secretary, MCTE Hgrs on 07 062017
The SRC in its 340" meeting held on 08" to 09" June. 2017 the committee considered the
matter and decide as under -

1. 1t will be illogical to give FR for B Sc B.Ed -A | when there is no B.5c.B Ed (Basic
Unit) How can there be a First Floor without a Ground | loor?

2. They have BSc Ed in different subjects. These are not in the [ist of recognized I

courses listed in the NCTE Regulations.
3. This has been SRCs stand in earlier similar cases
4. \We have referred the case to NCTE(HQ). Le tus awail their response

NCTE Hgrs letter received by this office on 14.06.2017 and 19.06 2017 from [r. Prabhu
Kumar Yadav Under Secretary, NCTE Hgrs. New Delhi and stating as under -

1 am dirccted to refer to the letter dated 09.05 2017 recewved from Secretary Pope
Jahn Paul || Caliege of Education Pondicherry. the SRC letter dated 07 02 2017 secking
clarification aboul the recognition of the mstitution. and the reply of the NCTE Hg (efter
dated 17032017 wr ! recognition stalus of the existng BAB.Ed/ 8Sc 8 Ed four yoars
integrated programme of the institution on the subjoct noted above

I needs to be stated that SRC. NCTE went on granting condiional recogrilion on
yoar lo year basis from the academic session 18992000, 2000 2001 2002-2003. 2003
2004 and 2004-2005 on the basis of submission of PAR on or before the fixed dated macde
by SRC.

2 However this action of SRC is seen to be clearly agast the directions conlained in the
NCTE Hatrs L etter file no 3-6/PS/CPNC TE/2000/1995 dated 14 06 2000 1ssued by the
then Chairperson of the NCTE (which was also issued to SRC) stating inter aha that as
per the Chapter 4 of the NCTE Act an insttution can either he recognised o
conditanally recognised or refused recognition There (s not prowvisian af grant of
recognition on year-to year basis in the NCTE Act

3 And whereas as per the above said directionfnstruction from the Chairperson NC TE
the conditional recogmition on year fo year basis granted fto the instlution as stated
above i para-11s aganst the direction of the NCTE Hars The action of the SRC of
giving year on year recogmtion 1s dlegal in the fight of the nstructions of NCTE Hgrs
Sinee this letter was issued in the year 2000 all subsequent acts of the SRC i vinlatian

A
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of such orders would be legal not only i the ight of such directions bul also i the
light of & plain reading of the extant provisions of the NCTLE Al

4. And whereas looking at the records provided by SRC and the instiution conoarned i s
abserved thal RD SRC has filed an affidavit fo the Hon'bie Migh Court of Madras vath
refarence of WP No 15488 of 2003 and 15489 of 2003 in which it 1s stated that the
petitioner instilution has got the approval from the year 2003.04 and therelore the
student shall ke permitted to take examinalion from the year 2003-04 and not before the |
date of recogailion |

5 And whereas SRC NCTE may be clarilied that the acl of the SRC after 2000 ol jgsung
year to — year recognibon was not in conformuly vath the direchon of the NCTE Hors and
therefare it may be treated ilegal Moreover as per the guidelines 1ssued by the NCTE
Hars Dated 26.05.2000 it is stated that recogmition in respect of those institutiorn Wit
fail to mesticomply with the norms for the concemaed foachor edusahon coulse alinn
the given time frame may be withdrawn by invoking Sechon 17 of the NCTE Art

6. Considenng the tolalty of facts & circumstances and the feffel of the NCTE Ad the
NCTE Reguiation, lefter of the then Charperson NCIE dated 14 G& 2000 and
26.05. 2000 and also affidavt fifed by RD SRC to the Honbie High Courl af Madras aith
reference to WP No 15488 of 2003 and 15483 of 2003 @ which s stated that 1he
petitran nstitution  has got the approval from the year 2003-2004 ang therefore e
student shall be permitted to take examination from the year 2003-04 the SR s
communicated this clanfication that the instifilion stands recognized frem the acadenic
session 2003-2004 onwards especially since here s no withdrawal of vacogmition of
the institution for BA B Ed/8 5S¢ B Ed 4 vear integraled programme as informed Dy R0
SRC vide file noNCTE-Reql022/1/2017-Reguiation  Section SHGA330T  dated
17.85 2077

The SRC in Its 341" meeting held on 158" to 187 June, 2017 and the Cemmittee considercad
the clarification fram NCTE Hars and decided as under - |

1.  The zlarfication from NCTE(HG) is not clear enough far further achon.

2. They have stated that since there was no withdrawal of rocogmtion of tha
Tnstituton’ for 2 4 — year integrated programme the institution stands necognized
from the academic year 2003-2004 anwards (The annual recognition was fof
2004-2005 and not 2003-2004),

3. It is important here to recognize the position that the recognition then granted by
the SRC was an ' annual recognition’.  The sequence of events pravailing was
grant of annual recogniton — submission of annual PAR  -submission of a
request Tor renewal of the annual recognition - renewal of the annual recognilion

4. In this case, the renewal of recognition had a time-limit of 31 32005 It had also a
specific stipulation that the institution shall submit an annual PAR before the expiry
of recognition, And, there was a requirement of a request for renewal of the annual
recognition which would not be considered in the absence of fulfillment of the
stipulated conditions.
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There was no submission of PAR.  There was no request for renewal of the

recognition  There was no order of SRC for renewal of the ‘annual recognition. In
gther words. the ‘annual’ recognition for 2004-2005 perished at the end of the
academic year

That the applicant institution assumed 1t 1o be a case of recognition in perpetuity.
cannot alter this stark factual position,

To invoke issues like ' future of students being at stake s 1o distort this factual
position. The Hon Supreme Court has clearly directed that institutions should not
be allowed to resor to such emotional blackmailing They should function as
responsible institutions 1o prevent development of such situations.  And. the
students involved are not young children who cannot distinguish what is night and
what is wrong. They cannot enter into institutions and/or courses without verifying
their credentials and then wait about their future  This instruction of the Supreme
Court will be equally applicable to this case also

That being so, the NCTE(HQ) may be requested to reconsider the case and give
us revised guidance.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to Dr. Prabhu Kumar Yadav Under Secretary
NCTE Hgrs, Mew Delhi on 13.07.2017

An email was received from the institution on 16.06.2017 and hard copy recewed on
21.06.2017 regarding requesting for issuing the order

A letter was received from Pondicherry University on 22 06.2017

A letter was received from the institution regarding grant of permission for additionat intake
in BABEdD BScBEd on 28.062017 Again a letter received from the nstitution on
04 07.2017 along with PAR

NCTE Hagrs letter received by this office through e-mail on 12.07.2017, from Dr. Frabhu
Kumar Yadav, Under Secretary. NCTE Hagrs, New Delhi and stating as under -

| am directed to refer to the Minutes of 341 meeting field from 15 ta 16 June 2017 and

the clarification issued to SRC by the NCTE Hairs Lefter daled 14 06.2017 regarding
Pape John Paul Il College of Education Pondicherry The sad minutes have boon

carefully perused

2

Taking the above decision of SRC and the faclual pasition oblained from RD. SRC

and the institution concerned. the fallowing points are notewortiy

!

i

The recognition granted to the mstitubion by SRC was conditional for the year
2004-2005 and the last date of submitted PAR by the mstitution to SRC was
31.03 2005 As per information furnished by SRC. the msttutian did nob sudmil
PAR to SRC office whereas the institution asserts that they have submilted PAR
to SRC and SRC did not take any cogmzance of it

The then RD SRC had filed an affidavit before the High Court Madras in the case
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af W P No 15488 of 2003 and 15489 of 2003 w which it was stated hal (e
petitioner nstitution has got the approval fram the year 2003-2004 and thereloe
the students shall e permitted to take exarmination from the year 2003 2004

It apoears tn be camrect in the light of the direchon af NCTE Mgtrs sseed to all
Reganal Committens vide lette file 1y F-aManchayalh
Secretary/CR/NC TEA2000/1995 dated 14.06.2000 by the then Charpersan of (fie
NCTE stating that an msfitution can either be recognihon ar condificnatly
recognized or refused recogmbion  There s 0o provisicn of grant af recagnitian o
vear foovear basisn the NCTE Acl

The Charperson NCTE's lefter dated 2605 2000 (guidiines wsund o al
Regional Committes} states thal racagnition w respec! of hosa inshiunor o T
fail to moctcomply with the norms for the concernod leaohel eaucalion toyrse
within the given tme frame may be withorawn By invaing Soation 17 of tho
NCTE Act

It 1s alsa stated that as per Section 170} of the NCTE Act where the Hegiona!
Committer. an it own molion or an representation recewead from ant persan, 1§
satistied that a recognized institution has contravened any of (e prowisicns af thie
At orthe rites requiations orders made or issued thercunder, of any coriehiie
subject to which recogrition under sub-secton (3) of sochon T4 or pormisson
urder sub section (3) of section 15 was granted, it may withdrave recogmifian of
such recogrized institution. for reasons (o be rocorded o witing: grovided thal 1o
such arder against the recagnized institulion shall be passed Lilcss a reasonaklo
appartunity of making representaton agams! the propased oroer has heen goern
I such recogeized instifutian

The above facts ncluding the RD SRCS letter file no NCTE Reg102201/2017
Regulabon  Secton-SROMIINT dated 1/052007 shaw Miat e Soional
Committen did nol withdraw the recagmiien of the nshiulian The regional
Cammitton 5 seen o Aol have procesded formally far withavawing recogrition
through issue of any show cause hotice o the nstitulion and Ihorely e g
any achon agawnst the inshitution far discontinuing the progratome It appedars har
the guidelines of the NCTE HQlrs lssued to the Regiona! Caommittee wide lelles
dated 26 03 2000 have heen discbeyed Moreover i is observed that the spiil of
the NCTE Act 1893 as menbipned i scohiod 1A has besn ot takon ks
cogrrance by SRC NCTLE

The conditional tecogmtion granted for 200405 academic Ses580n 18 Nlega ds Lo
the affidawit alroady fied before the Han'bie High Court of Madras stating [hal 1he
mstitution & recognized fram 2003-2004 The Regonal Cammiftee couly have
roviewed this matter under section 17(1) of the NC TE At in case any infarction of

h
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law or oxlent requialions were hrought 1o s notice

vie A per para 2 () above it is obvious that the mshiution s eeogicd frowr #0003
2004 onwards &5 per affidavit filed by the then RD SRE before the Hor bie High
Court of Madras aod the RD SRC s fetter dated 17 05 20775 makos v sliar [0l
the recognition has nof bean withdrawn specifically

Hence SRC NCTE is aovised o take achon dccordng le fhe coposs |
directions  given through —aur eartier letter  dalen  Hie Neo 40
2016NCTENESASAGT Y dated 1406 2017

o SRC NCTE s also asked o clanfy the follawing poiiis

a) Whother the guidelines dated 26.05 2000 {sswed by the then Charperson NC T
wore adhersd o by the SRC v tenms of shopping the prachee o granting
recognition on yearly basis and whether there are other nstilubons whien are
liable to suffer an account of not obepng the express dircctions coatainacd o tef
dated 2605 2000

| The matter was placed before SRC in 343" meeting held on 017 fo 02" August 2017
considerad the matter and decided as under -

» FPutupin the next meeting on 17 August, 2077

The same was placed befare SRC in its 344thg meeting held on 17" 1 18" August, 2017
considered the matter and decided as under -

3

In the fight of the clanfication jssued by the NCTE Hars In thew ietter fle No. 44

HPOTENGTE/NLS/54617 ot 14 082017 recognition of the institulion af the sk olicd

15 doemed to have confinued from 2003-04 anwardd for the fewr year wilegraled course
2 56 A Fd (maths) B 8o B.Fd (Comp 3c), BARFd (Enghsh) and 8 Com = b

However far coming under the 2014 Regulatans thay wil have L adhere [0 e aonns

prescrited thereuticer

The case can be considered for 85c 8 £d and BA B P without roforning fo subyecls

as e hew Reguistions of NCTE 2014 do nat contermpiale on the courses wilh subyeo

name-suffices

It 15 atso to be pornted out that Computer Satence and Commerce cannol be areeolod

&g they are: nol pedagogic subyjects acgording tn the 2014 Reguialians Heooe the

Recognilice Tor programees, B Se B.Ed (Compuler Scence) and 5 Com 1 Lo has
be withdrawn immediately w e f 2017-18 gnwards No admusson should be made o
these twa programmies m future Aol students admalled o samicn years shonit b
onitled to complate ther courses. The lawyer may he asked G appnse e Gou ds
atovo

|
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| ‘ Further RPRO issue for the other two existing programmes namely. B.Sc B ed (Maths)
- and BA B.Ed{English} can be considered withou! sufficing the subject names in futurs,
| implying thereby that the recognition far the programmes with subject —suffixes, 'Maths

& English has to be deemed to have been withdrawn w e f2017-18.

The nstitution Js runming B Ed and M Ed prograrmmes in addition o the four vear
integraterd programmes on the same campus, The documents heed to be exammerd
and the premises have fo be inspected to check whether they have adhersd to the
norms/standards prescrbed by the 2074 Reguiation

The nstitution also filed Court case in the High Court of Judicature at Madras in W P No.
21122 of 2017 A briet was sent to the ShriG. Jehanathan. advoeate on 21.08.2017.

A complaint recelved by this office from C. Ganesan, President Sc/St, VDP., office. T.V malai
Road, Vadhanur, Pondicherry on 14.08.2017. A Veracity of complaint letter was sent to C
Ganesan, PFresident Sc/St, VDP, office TV malai Road Vadhanur, Pondicherry on

‘ 12.09.2017

The petitioner advocate has submitled decument to quote Tagore Gewt College is also
offering B Sc.B.Ed (Maths), (Comp Science) & B A B.Ed (English) an e-mail sent to Shri G
Jehanathan, advocate on 13,09, 2017 intimating the similar case of Tagore Gowt, College s
being placed before SRC in its 345" meeting

An emall was received from the Shri G. Jehanathan, advocate on 18.09.2017 and stating as
under -

"The above referred matler came Lp, Befare his lordship K Ravichandra Babu J on
15082077 when lhe pelr council argued | conveyed decision made i SRZ meet 344
fwrongly menlioned as 348) and aboul slrict adherence of NCTE 2014 noyms relates
lo. NMomencialure (ssue the justice passed an (nlerim order i that the palr institution
may admil students without referring any subjects and also judge made it clear that the
admissions subject fo oulcome of this wrt pelition and respord enl Directed to file
counter by Tweo weeks '

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

. This matter was considered by the SRC in its 345th meeting on 21.09.2017.
The decisions taken have been communicated to the SRO's Standing Counsel
in the T.N. High Court. They have not been uploaded on the website because
of the case being sub judice.
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[ Gandhian College of Elementary Education, # 567, Kuntloor, Amberpet Road, |

345t Meeting of SRC
219 & 220, September, 2017

Hayathnagar, Rangareddy District-500028, Telangana

Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society, D No.3-58, Venkateshwara Colony,
Hayathnagar, Rangareddy District, Telangana submitted application for 0.Ed course of
two year duration with an annual intake of 50 students at Gandhian College of
Elementary Education, # 5-67, Kuntloor, Amberpet Road, Hayathnagar, Rangareddy
District-500028, Telangana and was granted recognition on 29 05 2009

On 25.03.2015, a letter dated 16.03 2015 was received from the Director of School
Education, Telangana, Hyderabad regarding grant of renewal of lemporary provisional
affiliation for the year 2014-15 in respect of certain private Diploma in Elementary
Teacher Education institutions including Gandhian College of Elementary Education,
Hayathnagar. Ranga Reddy District-500028, in Telangana State

The SRC in its 289" Meeting held on 23 June 2015, considered the letter dated
16.03.2015 from Director of School Education, Govt. of Telangana, Hyderabad, in
respect of certain private Diploma in Elementary Teacher Education {43 colleges) not
fuffilling the deficiencies and decided to issue show cause notice for the following:

s 1+5 approved staff list i1s submitted.
As per the decision of SRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution on

16.09.2015. The institution submitted its written representation on 10.11.2015 along
with staff list.

The SRC in its 294" meeting held on 14-16" Nov, 2015 considered the representation
and decided as under.

= Ask for fresh approved staff list as per 2014 reguiations

As per website information, the institution submitted written representation on
28 11 2015 along with 1+7 staff list,

The SRC in its 295" meeting held on 28" to 30" November and 1% December 2015
considered the matter and decided as follows:

s The staff list is in order It is accepted. Close the case Inform the affiliating
body.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Director. SCERT.
Telangana on 04 02 2018

The institution submitted written representation on 26.02.2016 along with the fee of Rs |
1.50.000/- DD MNo.258316 dated 26022016 for shifing along with relevant
documants.

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 315" meeting held on

‘ e
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T47" o0 18" June 2016, The commitiee considered the matter and decided as under:

—

Title is not in doubt because the proposed shift is to a new building in the
SAME premises.

Inspection Fee has been paid in full

PP Is not approved by competent authority and BCC is in order.

Original FORs and latest Facully list have to be given.

Cause Inspection for shifting of D.ELEd (1 unit)

Ask WT to colleet all relevant documents

S oan B La R

Accordingly as per the decision of SRC. the inspection intimation was sent to institution
on 13.07.2016. The inspection of the institution was conducted on 17 08 2076 and the
VT repart received on 23.08 2016 along with decuments and CD.

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 321% meeting held on
28" — 30" September 2016. The Committee considered the matter and decided as

‘ under

CD s not opening Obtain fresh C0,
BP is not legible.
Original FORs not given
Original Taculty list is not glven
There is no Principal also
|asue SCN accordingly.

D B N

T Before issuance of Show Cause Notice, as per the websile information. the institution
submitted reply on 04.10.2016,

The SRC in fts 322™ meeting held on 20" -21* October, 2016 considered the matter
| and decided as under

CO now given also does not open,

BPF- not approved by competent authority.

Faculty list is nol in ariginal. Not in format.

Built up area is adequate.

They have not cared to remedy the deficiencies even after a SCN
Withdraw recognition w e.f from 2016-17

ST e £ B

Accordingly, withdrawal order was Issued to the institution on 05,12 2016

Now, a court order dated 15.03 2017 received on 27.03.2017 from the Hon'ble High
Court of Hyderabad in W.P No.9144 of 2017 filed by Gandhian College of Education
rur by Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society, Kuntlur Willage. Hayathnagar Mandal
Ranga Reddy District, Telangana

The Court Order Stated as under

"Naotice hefore adrmission ‘
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Sn K Ramakarth Reddy fakes notice for R3 and 5n A Abhishek Reody takes '
- notice for R4 and B5 and seek time fo file counter
Post affer lwo weeks.

The SRC in its 335" meeting held on 11" & 127 Apnil, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under.

1. This case s at a very preliminary stage of notice before admission
2. Send the relevant details to the Lawyer to oppose admission when the case s
called agan.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Advocate on
21.04.2077

Aggrieved by rejection order of SRC, the Institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-
Hogrs and the NCTE Appellate Authority In its order No. F No 89-78/2017 ﬂpﬂealfﬂ""

. Meeting-2017 dated: 29.052017 received by this office on 05.06.2017 stated as
follows

" appeal committee noted thal appellant institution was granted recogition for

congucting D Bl Ed. Programme with an annual intake of 50 seats in May, 2009

Appeal commiftes further noted that appeflant institution submitted a wrilten request lo

SRC in February, 2016 for shifing The requisite fee for shifting was paid As shiffing

invalved change of building in the same promises, tile of land was not in question

¥ Appeal committee noted that impugned order withdrawing recognition is mainly on the
ground thal

fa) CD does nalopen.

(b) Building Plar (BF) nat approved by compeatent authority.
fo) Faculty st is nat wn onginal Notn formatl,

fefl Deficiencies pointed cul i SCN have not been rectified

Appeal committee noted thal appetant institution cannot be blamed for a CD
which 15 found broken or s found not compatible to the system in regional commities
office  Appeal commiltee noted that appellant had suhmifted fo SRC a Building
. Completion Certificate (BCC) in original alongwith application for shifting The BCC is

approved by Assl Ex Engineer MRRIPR) Gundlapaiht, Malgonda, The BCC mdicates
that Building Plan s approved by Gram Panchayat Kuntpoor Building plan and 8CC
are documents which supplement! each other and «f BCC s (ssued by competent
government authority mentioning the name of authonly approving Building Plan
becomes a acceptable document The appellan! during Ihe couwrse of appeal
presentation submitted onginally approved copy of facufty and copy of bulding plan
hearing the seal and signature of Asst. Executive Engineer

n this cannection atlention Jjs inwted fo proviso o sechon 17{1} of the NCTE
Act which prescribes that arder withdrawing recognilion shall come inte force only with
effect from the end of academic session next fallowing the date of communicalion of
such order Appeal Committee also had an opportunity to glance through the VT report
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daled 17.08 2016 which hardly contains any negalive point Appeal Commuttee,
therefore, decided to sel aside the impugned order of withdrawal which otherwise also
is not justified because recognition from academic session 2016-17 cannol be
withdrawn by an order issued on 05 12 2016, Appeilant institulion s reguired ta subinmt
to SRC within 15 days a copy of onginally approved staff hst and building plan
approved by competent goverrmen! autharily

On perusal of Memoranda of Appeal affidavit documeants on record and oral
arguments advanced during the heanng, Appeal Commiltes concluded to sat aside the
timpugned order of withdrawal which otherwse also s nol justifiable because
recogrilion from acadenuc session 2076-17 cannol be withdrawn by an order issued
on 05122016 Appeliant institution 18 required to submit to SREC walhin 15 days a copy
of onginally approved staff st and building plan approved by competent govarnment
autharity”

ih

The SRC in its 340" meeting held on 08" & 09" June, 2017 considered the matter and

decided to "procass "

The institution has submitted the staff list approved by Director, DIET, Telangana as
directed by appellate authority on 08.07 2017

As pet decision of SRC the application was processed and institution submitted its
written representation along with 1 + 7 original faculty list with photographs approved
by the Director. SCERT and original building plan on 06.07 2017

The SRC in ifs 343" meeting held on 01" & 02™ August, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under,

1. The BF now presented is in order

2. Buill-up area is adequale

3. Faculty list is approved.

31 The position of Assl. Prof. in the Perspectives Group is vacant

3.2 In Pedagogy. Assl. Prof (Reglonal Language) has only M.A. with TPT and not
=

4 lssue SCN accordingly,
5 We can consider permitting shifling only atter remaval of these deficiencies.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 09.08.2017, The
institution submitted its written representation on 10.08 2017

The SRC in Itz 344" meeting held on 17" - 18" August. 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under

1.  The Facuity list is incomplete  They need 1+8 they have only 1+7 One Assl
Frof. in Perspactive is required

2. All ather requirements have been mel

3. Issue SCN accordingly

™
"_f-':'_{_'f-.:“'u':: I-‘:l Eh"-—‘l

(5. Sathyam)
Chairman



41

F4.5% Meeting of SRC
21 & 220 September, 2017

has submitted its reply on 28 08.2017 It stated as under

As per the decision, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 08 09.2017.

A court order dated 13.08.2017 recewed on 13.08 2017 from the Hon'ble High Court
of Hyderabad in W.P.M.P No, 36382 of 2017 in W.P No 29240 of 2017
It stated as under:

"The material on record disclosed thal the petitioner had complted with evary
requirement, including deficiency with respect faculty as noted in 344" maeting
of SRC dated 17/18.08 2017

Hence, there shall be interim direction as prayed for

Motice”

Another court arder dated 12.09.2017 received on 18.09.2017 from the Hon'ble High
Court of Hyderabad in WP MP. No. 37663 of 2017 1in WP No. 28240 of 2017. |t stated
as under

‘rr spite of the order dated 30.08 2017 passed by this court in WP MP No
A63RZ of 2017 lo include the peliioners college in the ongoing coutseling
conducted by the 4" and 5§ respondents for the D ELEd course for the
academic year 2017-19 the respondents have nof included the pelitioners
college and thers 15 a disobedience of the orders of this Court

None of lhe respondents have filed their counters The material placed before
this Count discioses that every deficiency pointed out has been complied with
and there iz no reasan for withholding the pernussion and nof permitting the
institution {o admit the students. If the students are not admilted the institution |
wald suffer and the very granting of approval would become ohiose

In those circumstances and Considering the fact thal the final counseling for
adrmissions are going lo be held on 13.09 2017 there shall be a direction lo the
respandents 4 and 5 to permit the peliticner’'s college to admit the stadents in
the spot admissions in the counseling to he held on 13.08.2017 withou! wailiag
faor any commuticalion fromr the respondents 3 and 8

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

L. The court order is noted.

2. The fact remains that the applicant has not finally complied with the
regulatinns, The faculty list is short of one Asst. Prol {(Persp.)

3.1 The Applicant has not responded to our SCN on the point

3.2 There is nothing on record to show that they have complied with the
reguirement.

4.1 By approaching the court in this manner they have misled the court.

4.2 This should be brought to the notice of the court by our lawyer,

4.3 If the prescribed norms are not fully met, we may not permit shifting and, we
may even have to withdraw recognition.
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 Mother Terasa College of Physical Education, Vearapath Village, Mettusalai, IIIuppur|

Taluk, Veerapatti City, Pudukettai Distnct-622102, Tamil Madu

Mother Teresa Educational Charitable Trust, Veerapatti Village Mettusalal Strest.
Nuppur Taluk, Pudukkottal City & District-822102, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of
recognition to Mother Terasa College of Physical Education, Veerapatti Village,
Mettusalai, luppur Taluk. Veerapalti City, Pudukettal District-622102, Tamil Nadu for
offering M.P.Ed course of two years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under
Seclion 14415 of the NCTE Act. 1993 (o the Southern Regicnal Committee, NCTE
through anline on 3006 2016 The institution has submitted the hard copy of the
application on 13.07 2016,

As per Regulations, a letter to State Gowernment for recommendation was sent on
27 082016, followed by Reminder | on 12.10.2016 and Reminder Il an 11.11 2018 No
recommendation received from the State Gowlt The period of 20 days as per
Regulations i1s over Hence, the application is processed.

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

As per the direction, the application has been scrutinized online along with hard copy of
the application and documents were placed before SRC in its 3277 meeting  held
during 19" to 20" January, 2017 and the Committes considered the matter and
decided as under - |

1. NOC not given,

2 Photocopy of title deed is given. Title isclear. We need a photecopy certified
by the Sub-Registrar. Land area is adegquale.

3. LUC s inorder

4. ECisin order

5. BP s approved. Buill-up area shown is 3364.31 sq mts.

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

7. FDRs not given,

8. Cause composile inspaclion

9 Ask VT to collect all refevant documents

As per the decision of SRC, inspecton of the institution for M P.Ed course was
scheduled through online mede dunng 01.02.2017 to 21.022017. Twa VT members
have been given ther acceplance for the visit

Hard copy of Visiting Team report was received on 22.02 2017, The SRC in its 331%
meeting held on 22", February, 2017 directly considerad the VT Report and decided
as under:-

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

2 NOC Is given

3 Land area is inadequate; available is 6.3 acres as against a requirement of &
acres

4 Built-up area required is 2700 sq mts: available is 3070 sqmis

5 FDRs in orginal are required for verification.
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6. Issue SCM for rejection

Before issuance of Show Cause Metice, in the meantime based on the website
infarmation of the SRC decision; the institution has submitted a reply on 07 03.2017
{hard copy} along with LUC. Affidavit & ariginal FDRs,

The SRC in its 333" mesting held on 24" March, 2017 considered the reply and
documents and decided as under -

1. Their reply relating o land area and FDRs are seen.

2. FDRs @7+5 lakhs per programme, per unit, are required

3. The NOC given is only for B.P.Ed., not far M.P.Ed,

4. Issue Show Cause Notice for rejection.

Eefore issuance of SCN, based on the website information of the SRC decision, the
institution has submitted representation through e-mall on 04.04.2017 and hard copy
received on 04 04 2017,

The reply was placed before SRC in its 335" meeting held on 11" to 12" Apnil, 2017
and the Committee considerad the matter and decided as under:-

The NOC |s from the State Govt. and not from the affiliating body.
Reject the application

Return FCRs, if any,

Close the file

Lo o

As per the decision of SRC, a Rejaction order was issued to the institution on
20.04 2017

An e-mall dated 19.06 2017 received by R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE. regarding
Brief and records of Regulatory files No.91-13" an 20 06 2016,

A letter was addressed to R C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Qriginal
Filefrecords on 21.06.2017.

The Appellate Autherity vide No B2-317/E-2576/2017 Appeal/13" meating - 2017 dated
21.08.2017 was received by this office on 28.08.2017 and the committee concluded
that -

"AND WHEREAS the Impugned refusal order dated 20,04 2017 on the ground that
MOC Is from the State Government and not from the affiliating body 15 therafore,
substantiated. Recommendation of State Government is obtained by Reglonal
Committee under clause 7{4) of the regulations whereas under clause 5{3) the
onus of ablaining and submitting NOC issue by affilating body rests with the
applicant institution. Appeal Committee, noting that NOC was not submitted by
appellant institution, decided to confirm the refusal order dated 20,04 2017

I .“-
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AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the SRC was justified in refusing
recognition and therefore. the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the
SRC is confirmed "

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the
matter,

Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli College of Ars and Science, Kumarapuam Village,
Melavasal Street, Mannargudi Taluk, Kumarapuram Town, Thiruvar District- 614001,
Tamil Madu

Incra Gandhi Educational Trust, 1B, East Sathara street, Mannargudi Taluka,
Mannargudi Town, Thiruvar District. Tamil Nadu- $14001 applied for grant of
recognition to Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuam
Village, Melavasal Streel, Mannargudi Taluk. Kumarapuram Town, Thiruvar District-
614001, Tamil Nadu for offering B A B Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed integrated course of four years
duration for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act. 1983 to
the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 29.06 2016 The institution
has submitted the hard copy of the application on 04.07.2016,

As per Regulations, a lefter lo State Governmenl for recommendation was sent on
12 07 2016 followad by Reminder | on 01 10 2016 and Reminder 1l on 02.11 2018, The
period of 90 days as per Regulations [s aver Hence, the application was processed

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is na ban for B Sc B.Ed. B A.B.Ed course m the
State of Tamil Nadu.

As per the direction, the application was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the
application and placed before SRC in its 327th meeting held during 18th to 20th
January, 2017 and the Committes decided as under -

1. NOC s given
2. They have to clarify whether they want BAB.Ed.(Z units) or B.ScBEd(2
urits) or BABEd (1 unit}+B Sc B Ed ( 1 unit),

3. Hard copy of the application s nol signed on every page

4 Two Sale deeds and one Transfer deed. The land area in Sale deeds is 3.38
acres(Sy. Nos. 19/1 & 19/2)

5. Both Sy Nos. 19/1 & 18/2 are mortgaged according to EC. EC |s in order

6. BCC not given

7. BPin original is required.

B LUC does not show details of Sy, Nos covered by the buildings used and

directed (o issue Show Cause Notice accordingly

As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations, 2014, a Show Cause Motice was
izsued to the institution through online mode on 20.01 2017
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' The institution has submitted a reply by e-mail on 07 122017, by hard copy on

10.02.2017 and in enline mode on 1002 2017 The instilution has net uploaded any
documents in online mode.

The SRC in its 330" meeting held on 12" & 13" February, 2017 the Committee
cansidered the matter and decided as under -

1. According to NCTE(HQ) Ne. TEl sheuld be given more than 2 units of BEd . In
this case the Trust is the same; but the TEls are different  Therefore. this
case can be considered.

2. All the requirements are fulfilled except LUC which s not approved by Comp
autharity and ariginal blue print of Building Plan which is required,

3. Cause Comp. inspection for BABEdD { 1 unit) and B.Sc.B.Ed { Tunit)

4. Ask VT to collect all relevant decuments.

As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations 2014 inspection of the institution
was schedulad through onlineg mode during 24 02 2017 to 16.03 2017

The visiting Team Mambers Phani Burly B K and Manju Gupta gave their acceptance
for the visit In online mode dn 18,02,2017.

Inspection of the institution was conducted on 12.03.2017 to 13.03.2017 and the hard
copy of the VT Report was received on 14.03.2017.

The SRC in its 333" meeting held on 24" March. 2017 the committee considered the
reply and decuments and decided as under-

MNOC is there but belated

Land document is there. Title 1s n the name of Trust.
There are encumbrances,

LUC isin order.

BP Is approved

BCC Is in order, but, built-up area is iInadequate
Issue Show Cause Notice

s e Al

Becision of SRC, could not communicate ta the Institution through Cn-ling since there
technical error As per website information, the instiution has submitted reply
28.03.2017 through & = mall stated as under -

Cur Trust applied for 1 Unit of B 3c B.Ed., and 1 unit of BA B.Ed, i
same of Sadasivam Kathiramavall College of Arts and Science The inspection W
conducted and in the Decisions of 333rd meeting of SRC we come to know thal area
par Butlding Complefion  Cerfificate 1s madequalte so  that show cause nolice.
explanation is as follows -

The build up area In huilding Completion Cetificate 1s 3707 Sq.Mtr 15 adeguate for 7 o
of 85 BEd, and 1 unt of BA . BEdD (as per NCTE 2014 norms 2500 Sq Mir
enough). This building is fully dedicated fo this course only. No other course 1s runmng
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this campus. The VT Team also inspected physically and found correct

Our Trust running B.Ed i the name of ARUNAMALA! COLLeGE OF EDUCATION W
the build up area of 3532 Sq Mty This college has 8 separate bulding and It is not ming
with this course. The Sadasivam Kathirkamavali Colleqe of Arts and Science havi
separate building for B Sc B.Ed, and BA B Ed,, with the build-up araa of 3101 Sg.l

and it /s notl with B.Ed. course.

NOC is given on time. [miially the application was scrutimzed and SRC-NCTE gave
days lime for submission of NOC so. we submilted within this time The Building pf
[ and Use Cerificate and Land Documents are submitted already and SRC-NCTE a
accepled (. The VT Members verified these documents at the ime of Inspection

So, Please grant the recognition to our college.”

The SCN reply was placed before SRC in its in its 334" meeting held on 30" to 31 Mar
2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under -

1. They do not have clear title. Land is mortgaged to Indian Bank, Mannargudi

1.1 NOC of affiliating body should have come with the application It was filed
late.

1.2 The 45- day time they are refernng to is applicable to NOC from the State
Gowvt.

2 Reject their application for B.A B Ed.(1 unit) + B.5c.B.Ed.(1 unit)

3. Retlurn FORs, if any.

4. Close the file.

As per the decision of SRC, a Rejection order was issued to the Institution on
12.04.2017

The insfitution has filed VW P .Na. 10364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court of Madras, a
letter dated 26.04 2017 was received by this office on 28042017 from K.
Soundararajan Advocate.

A letter was addressed to Sh. Hariknishna, Advocate along with briefl on D2.05.2017.

A letter was received from Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate W P No 10364 of 2017 in the
Hon'ble High Court of Madras on 22.05.2017,

The draft counter affidavit received by Sh. Harikrishna, Advecate through e-mail an
24.05.2017

& latter was addressed to Shn. Hariknishnan on 15,06 2017 along with counter affidavit

An e-mail dated 19.06.2017 received by R C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE, regarding
Bref and records of Regulatory files No.81-13" on 20.06 2016
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Filefrecords on 21.08 2017

The Counter Afidavit received on 02.06.2017 filed by Sadasivam Kathirkamavalll
College of Arts and Science in W.P.No. 10364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court of
Madras,

A letter was received from Sh. Harknshna, Advocate filed by Sadasvam
Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science in W.P.No. 10364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble
High Court of Madras on 20 06 2017, 90.06.2017. 11.07.2017 and 09 08 2017,

The Appellate Authority vide No 89-328/E-2390/2017 Appeal!13” meeting - 2017 dated
21 (08 2017 was received by this office on 29.08.2017 and slaling as under

AND WHEREAS 5h Sarvam Kumar, representative, Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli
College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuram, Melavasal, Mannargudi. Tamil Nadu
presented the case of the appeliani institution on 03 07 2017. In the appeal and
during personal presentation it was submilted that "as per the Minutes ot SRC in
its 327" meeting, both Sy. No. Nes. 19/1 & 19/2 are mortgaged according to EC
EC is in order As per the Minutes of SRC 333" Meeting of SRC. Land dacument
is there, Title is in the name of the Trust. In the 333" SRC meeting reveals that
the land documents are in the name of the trust and mortgaged in the bank In
the contradictory on 334" SRC meeting Minutes reveals that the titie of the land

is nat clear. This is a contradictory statement Mow our trust seftled the loan and
the land |s now free fram morigage. We also enclosed the bank letter. As per the
Minutes of SRC in its 327" meeting, NOC is there but belated. These two
staterments in these wo minutes of meeting 1s contradictory. If they rejected far
NOC belated means in their 3277 meeting itself they have to inbmate it But the
minutes shows NOG is given, So, the sentence tself indicated thal they accepled
the NOC Far the ground 2.2. The 327" meeting they took decision 'As per
Regulations. a letter to stale Government for recommendation was sent on
12 07 2016 followed by reminder | on 01 10.2016 and remainder Il on 0211 2016
The period of 90 days as per Regulations is over Hernce, the application is
processed  As per public notice for 2017-18, there Is no han for
B.SeBEJEABED course in the state of Tamil Nadu So. lhese statemenls
clearly show the NOC from the affiliating body is accepted then only they put the
VT inspection

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted The impugned refusal order dated

12.04.2017 15 an two grounds namely -

i | and is mortgaged to Indian Bank and as such the title to the land is
nol clear

1 NQC of affiliating body was not submitted along with apghcation and
its further submission was delayed beyond parmissible hmit

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that SRC in its 333" meeting held on
24032017 decided to Issue of Show GCause Naotice (SCN}  wherein
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encumbrances on land was ane of the deficencies Appellant dunng the course |
of appeal presentation on 03 072017 submitted copy of letter dated
27.03 2017issued by Indian Bank stating thal the appeliant has rephed their dues
with interest and there is no liability against the customer as on date. The above
said letter cannat be equated with a Nen- Encumbrance Certiticate which is
required to be obtained from the land revenue suthonties i.e. Tehsildar etc
Appeal Committee is therefore, of the wiew thal the deficiency on accord of
encumbrance still persists.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that whereas the online application for
the B.A B Ed/B.Sc.B Ed, programme was submitted on 29.06. 2016, the NOC of
affiliating body was submitted on 22 08 2016 Appeal Committae noted thal as per
clause 5(3) of NCTE Regulations, 2014 the online application shall be submitted
alogwith processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as NOC
issued by concemed affiiating body Clause 7(1) of the regulations further
provide thatl ‘in case an application Is incomplete, or requisite documents are not
attached with the application. the application shall be treated mcomplete and
rejected. The NCO dated 22.08 2016 of the application Appeal Committee.
cansidering that 1) Non Encumbrance Cerificate submitted by appellant Is not
issued by the competent authority and i) NOC was submitted much after the last
date for receipt of hard copy of application, decided to confirm the impugned
refusal order daled 12.04 2017

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, Affidavit. documents
on record and oral arguments advanced dunng the hearing. Appeal Committes
concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 12.04.2077 1ssued by
SRC Bangalore,

AND WHEREAS. the Council hereby confirms the order appealed against

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the matter,

T Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit. Plot No 381/, 6,7 14, Kalady Village &

Post office, Kalady City, AluvaTaluk, Ernakulam District-683574, Kerala.

Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit. Plot No.387/4, 5. 7. 14, Kaiady road,
Kalady Vilage & Post office, Kalady City, AluvaTaluk, Ernakulam District Kerala
Applied for grant of recognition to  Sree Sankaracharya Unwaersity of Sansknt, Plot
No 381/4, 5714, Kalady Vilage & Post office, Kalady City, AluvaTaluk, Ernakulam
District-B83574, Kerala for offering M P Ed course of 2 years duration for the
acadermic session 2016-17 under Sechon 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern
Regional Committee, NCTE through anline on 28.05.2015. The instituion submitted
hard copy of the application on 10.06.2015,

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Marms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01,12.2014. A letter for recommendation of
State Govl was sent on 15.06.2015 followed by Reminder — | on 17.11 2015 and
| Reminder — 1 on 14 12.2015.
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The Sub clause (7) of clause 7 of Regulations. 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under:

=after consideration of the recommendation of the Slale Government ar on (s oW
merits, the Regional Commultee concerned shall decided that nstitiulion shall ba
inspected by a team of experts called wisiing team with a view [0 assess the level
of preparedness of the institution to commence the course”

The SRC in its 2937 meeting held during 29" & 31". October, 2015, considered the
matter and decided as under:-

1. Letter seen

2. Request is acceplad,

3 Reopen the case and process.

The SRC in its 297" meeting held during 277- 28" December, 2015 considered the
matter. documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of application and
. decided as undef:-

"Cause Inspection for M P Ed. Ask V. T. fo collect blue print of the Buldmg Plan’

As per the decision of SRC. inspection Intmation was sent to the institution on
11.01.2016.

As per the decision of SRC a composite inspection was conducted on 03.02 2016 and
T the Visiting tearn report was received on 05.02.2016

On 08.02.2016, letter was received from Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit,
Ernakulam District Kerata submitting Compact Disc {CD)-

I am herewith sending the compact dise (CO) contaning the wideo aof the
inspection of the Visiting Team members held tn our institutian for (he resagnition of
M. £ Ed program held on 03 02 2016, The delay i sending the CD was due fo some
tachnical problems whilte the videos were being converted from the vitleo memary
card In to the GO, Howsver the videos were send in a pen drive with the Wsiling
Team merher an the same day itself

| In this connection, | am deputing Mr. Hymes Hillary, Senior grade Assistant
. Department of Physical Education fo hand over the CO to your office
The delay may be condoned and our applicelion may be considercd Kinely de the
neediul in this regard ”

The Southern Regional Committee in fts 302" meeting held during 08" to i s
February, 2016 considered the VT reporl and decided as under =

1. lssue LOIHor M.P ED {1 unit).

2 FDRs in Joint account should be furnished

3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3 16 can issue of Formal Recognition
w.e f.2018-17 acadernic year be possible.
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“As per the decision of the SRC, LO| was issued 1o the institution on 16.02.2016

On 26.02.2016. a letter was received from Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit,
Ernakularm Dist. Kerala with a request as under

“With reference fo the above. | am submitting herewith the documents
required mentioned as Annexure | {1 and (Il for the grant of recognition of M P Ed
course run by the University, Please note that the affidavit on (s 104 stamp paper is
not ohtained from Sujith 5. Gues! Lecturer who had resigned for faking up. another
appointment The Universily has already taken steps 1o appoint anofher Guas! L eciurer
to this vacancy It s also noliced tha! fixed deposit receypt 1s nof applicable for sfarf run
urivaersihes
Hence | reques! you to cansider granting formal recognition o the M F Ed course run
by the Universaity

The SRC in its 305" meeting held during 25" to 27" February, 2016 considered the
matter, and decided as under-

1. Staff not as per Norms
2 Staff Designation, number and qualification nol as per noeoms
3 [Esue Naotice accordingly

As per the decision of SRC, show cause nolice was jssued 1o the institution an
0504 2016

On 12 D5.2016. the Registrar, Sr Shankaracharya University of Sansknt submitted a
reply.

The SRC in its 314" meeting held during 27" to 28" may. 2016 considered the matter
ard decided as undear

1. The reguest is notl acceptable.

2. Ask them to submit the full Faculty list as per the norms

3. This case cannot longer be considered for 201617 It can be considered only
for 2017-18

A Leter was issued 1o the institution on 02 06.2015 to submit faculty hst as per
Regulations

The institution has not replied to the Letter till date.

The matter was placed the SRG in its 323" meeting held on 18" (o 18" November,
21016 cansiderad the matter and decided as under

1. Faculty bist in the prescribed form according to norms has not yet been
receved

2. Remind

3 Givetimetll 31 122016
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As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 29.11.2016

The institution submitted reply on 19.12 2016 enclosed approved staff list by Sree
Sankaracharya University of Sansknt.

The SRC in its 326" meeting held on 04" to 05" January, 2016 the commiltee
consider the matter and decided as under:-

1. The laculty list is defective. Photographs are not there. Only 4 faculty
members are ful-tme employees, the remamnmng 3 are only panlimea
employees

2. One Associate Prof is required to be appointed

3. Issue SCN accardingly

As per the decision of the SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
19.01 2017. The institution has submitted SCN reply on 03.02.2017 along with
faculty list

The SRC in its 330" meeting held on 12" to 13" February, 2017 the committee
considered the matter and decide as under-

1 The alteration of the approved staffing pattern by adjusting the intake strength
Is not permissible,

2 Their reply to our SCN is not satisfactory

3 Reject the application.

4 Close the filg

As per the decision of the SRC, Rejection order was issued to the institution on
17.02.2017

An office Memorandum is received from NCTE Hg wvide File No. 91-137 Mig /2017-
Appeal  dated 19.06.2017 with a reguest to send the original file of Sree
Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit, Ernakulam Disirict, Kerala.

On 21 06,2017, a letter was addressed to the section officer Shri.R.C Chopra, NCTE,
Mew Delhi Forwarding (Original file) of records relating to Central University of Kerala.

The Appellate Autharity vide Na. F No 88:326/E-2468/2017 Appeal/13” Meeting-2017
dated: 21.08.2017 received by this office on 20.08.2017 and stating as under -

Appeal Committee further noted thal appellan! instilution has not been
able to satisfy the faculty related norms and conseguently, the SRC had decided o
refuse recogrifion  The plea laken by appellant that University has restncled the
appraved intake w1 M P.Ed programime lo 25 seats does not hald good for a depleted
strength of facully and applicant must have full gquaota of faculty before commencement
af the programme It is stated that the strength of a unil is 40 Appeal commitiee
therefore, decided lo confirm the impugned refusal order dated 1702 2017 issugd by

SRC.
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AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memaranda of Appeal  affidavil
documents on record and oral arguments advanced dunng the hearing, Appeal
Committee concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 17.02:2017
NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirm the order appealed against”

The Committee considered the appellate autherity order and noted the
matter.

' Nalanda College of Elementary Education, Plot No. 138/1, MG Road, Penamaluru

Village & Post, Vijayawada Town, Penamaiury Taluk, Krishna District-521138, Andhra
Fradesh

VBM College Committee. Plot No 138/1, MG Road. Penamalurd Village & Post,
Vijayawada Town. Penamaluru Taluk, Hrishna Distriet-5211349, Andhra Pradesh
applied for grant of recognition to Nalanda College of Elementary Education, Flot No
138/1, M G Road, Penamaluru Vilage & Post, Vijayawada Town, Penamaluru Taluk,
Krishna District-521139, Andhra Pradesh, for offening DELEd course of 2 years
duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993
to the Southem Regional Committee | NCTE through online en 300820158, The
institution submitted hard copy of the application on 14.07 2015,

The application was processed as per NCTE {Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01,12.2014. A letter for recormmendation of
Stale Gowt was sent on 23.07.2015 followed by Reminder-| on 06102015 and
Reminder-1l on 29102015,

The Sub Clause (7) of Clause 7 of Regulations. 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under

“after consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its
own merits. the Regional Committee concermned shall decide that institution
shall be inspected by a leam of experts called visting team with a view 10
assess the level of preparedness of the institution to commence the course’

The applications was processed and placed before SRC in ils 294" meeting held on
14-16" November 2015 the committee considered the matter, documents submitled by
the institution along with hard copy of application and decided as under:

1. LUC. BCC, EC and FDRs not submitted.

2 BP approved by competent authority to be submitted

3, The applicant must submit a copy of Affiliation order for the existing llberal ans
and science programmes from the concerned University 1o establish that the
proposed Teacher Education Programme will be offered In a cormnposite instilution
4. Apprise the applicant of these deficlencles for necessary action

5 Ask the VT to collect all relevant documents and check for removal of
deficiencies.

5. Cause composite inspection
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As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent io the institution and VT
members on 11.01.2016. The Inspection of the stitution was conducted on
24.01 2016 and VT report along with decuments received on 27.01.2016.

The SRC in its 300" meeting held on 29" — 31" January 2016, the commitiee
considered the YT Report along with documents and decided as under:

1. Issue LOI for D.ELEd {1 Lnit)

2. FDRs in Joint aceountshould be furmshad

3. Only if these are given on or before 3 3.16 can 1ssue of Formal Recognition
w.e [.2016-17 academic year be possible

Accordingly. as per the decision on SRC Letter of Intent was [ssued to the institution on
D2 022016 Institution has submitted L.Ol Reply along with relevant decuments on
02 03.2018

The SRC in its 306" meeting held on 01" - 04" March 2016, the committee
considered the LO| Reply and decided as under:

lssue Formal Recogmition for D ELEd (1 Unit) w.ef 2016-17

Accordingly, as directed Formal Recognition order was issued to the instilution on
03.03.2016

Institution has submitted a letter regarding Permission to start |l units of D ElLEd on
31.03.2016.

The SRC in its 309™ meeting held on 12" — 14" April 2016, the commitiee considered
the institution letter and decided as under

=  Bullt up area adequale
« Modify LOI fo D ELEd (2 Units)

Accardingly, as per the decision of SRC the Modified Letter of Intent for two units was
issued to the institution on 14.04 2016 with a MNote that the Formal Recognition order
for One Unit issued on 03.03 2016 is cancelled.

Institution has not submitted LOI reply

The SRC in its 320" meeting held on 19" & 30" September 2018
considered the matter and decided as under:

The institution has nat given the reply within 60 days time available to it If they had
given their reply and if it was found to be satisfactory. thay would have been gwven
recognition, far the course applied and only wef 2017-18 In other words, they have
not suffered any ireparable damage by their failure to reply so far Taking a lenient
view therefore this Committee is inclined ta give them further tima till 31 December 18
so that, in case they give their reply at least during the extended time-limit their case
can still be considered w.ef 2017-18. Accordingly, the institution |s given further time
till 31.12.2016 to give reply to the LOI issued on 14.04 2016,
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Accordingly, as per SRC decision, a [stter was sent to the institution on 07.10.2016

The mstitution has not subrmitted reply.

The SRC in its 328" meeting held on 06" — 07" February, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

The FR for O ElLEd (1 umit) issued on 2.3 16 was cancelled

LOI for 3 ELEd.(2 units) was 1ssued, as requested, on 14 416
Inspite of repeated opportunities given, no reply has been received.
We cannol walt indefinitely.

Cancel the LO| for D.EIEd ( 2 units)

The application Is rejected

Return FBRs, if any

Cloge the file,

W N

Accordingly, rejection arder was (ssued to the institution on 09.03 2017

Aogrieved by rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-
Hars and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F.No.B9-Z88/E-1959/2017
Appeali12™ Meeting-2017/56826 dated 10082017 received by this office on

29.08 2017 stated as follows!

"AND WHEREAS Appeal Commities noted that issue of second LOI for 2 units
was not justified and required as applicant has made an applicahion for only
aae umi and inspection was also conducted to assess the preparedness of the
instilute for ene wunit. Even If SRC had conswdered [he request daled
31.03 2016 of the applcant the LO! should have been issued for one
additional unit as recogmition order dated 03 03 2016 for the basic unit was
already ssued. Stmiarly non compliance of second LO! should have resulfed in
rafusal of addittonal unit rather than withdrawal of the earlier basic uril, The
fmpugnied order dated 09032017 should have been restncted to a matter for
which the second LOY was ssued and for recogmifion already grarted, there
should be a proper withdrawal order Appeal Committes. laking into account
the circumstances of the case decided ta set aside the impugned order dated
09.03 2017 The order of recognition dated G3 03 2016 granting aporoval for

................

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal affidavt
documents on record and oral argument advanced during the hearng, Appeal
Committes concluded o sel aside the impugned order dafed 08.03 2017 The
arder of recognition dated 03 03 2016 granting approval for one urmt of O.E1 Ed

progranme is resfared

The Commitlee considered the appellate authority order and decided lo

process,
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11 | APS09642 Sii Knishnadevaraya University. Sri Venkateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-515055,

B.Ed-DE (500) Andhra Fradesh

Sl

Krishnadevaraya | Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Anantapur Centre for Dhistance Education, =11}

Universily Venkateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-515055. Andhra Pradesh has submitted an

Ananthapur application to the Southern Regional Committes of NCTE for grant of recognition to

Andhra Pradesh St Krishnadevaraya University, Sn Venkateswarapuram. Ananthapur District-515055,
Andhra Pradesh for B.Ed (Distance Education) course of two years duration with an
annual intake of 500 students and was granted recognition on 25,05.2009,

A letter dated 08912 2014 was forwarded by the NCTE Hgrs to this office on
19.12 2015 stated as under:-

Directorate of Distance Education of Srt Knshnadevaraya University on
regular as well as distance modes withou! any regqular faculty and violafing the
norms prescribed by NCTE

. Really it is asfomishing

How can & university run a masters program withou! a teaching fraternily and
violating the norms prescribed by the slafuary body crealed by the Parliament
af lndia e NCTE to regulale the standards of Teacher Educalion

Are BRC of NOTE and the Central Ssoretanat of NCTE aware of this. If il s 80,
what are the steps thal are inligted by NCTE o monitor the implementation of
» NECTE norms

Hasg the NOTE relaxed the s qgualty norms for Teacher Educalion institution
by permilting Sri Krishnadevaraya Umversity to offer BEd and MEd
programmes in requiar and distance mode without appomnting regular feaching
staff as per the noams

Finally, | wish lo reinvent the gquotation by great American comedian and sockal
commentalor George Carlin said of the education system i its current form,
‘they (NCTE) don't want a populahion thal's capable of critcal thinking They
(NCTE) dont want well-anformed. we!l educated people capable of cnhdal

tunking  That doesn't help them (NCTE) It goes against ther (NCTE)
. ' interests  They (NCTE) don't want people wha are smart enough to sit around
the kilchen table and figure out how "

The SRC in its 283" meeting held during 2™ & 37 March 2015 considered the
complaint matter, letter dated 09 12 2014 and other related documents, and decided as
under

1. Send the complaint o University for comments.
2 Pul up in the 285" meeting.

A letter was addressed to the Registrar, Shri Krishnadevarya University. Ananthapur
Distriet, Andhra Pradesh on 04 11.2015
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' | ©On 08122015 a letter dated 27 11,2015, was received by this office from the
| Registrar, Sri Krishnadevaraya University. Ananthapur [istrict, Andhra Pradesh stating
| ag undar-

“Remark on he complaims:

Complaint 1. The Center for Distance Education (COE] SKUr?rvemrrg
Anantapur s not gffenng the M. Ed Programime

Complaint 2. The Center for Distance Fducaton (CRE) S K Universily
Anantapur Offers anly B.Ed Programme related lo feacher educalion  The
A Ed programme was sanctioned by SRC-NCTE in May 2008 after recruitment
of four Lecturers/ssistant Professor and Frincipal on consoidated pay on
25052009

Camplaint 3 The B £d and M Ed cowrses offered by the University College of
. Education are an self-founding basis for which requiar staff will be

appointed only after the sanction of posts by the Gavernment i 2010 when the
university has made appointmen! in various depariments ong sanchoned post
of Assistan! Professor was filled up in the colfege of Edupation  Since then no
requiat teaching staff pasts was sanctionad to the college of Education and the
University has naol taken up appointmants in general courses also due (o legal
issues in the High Court of Andhra Pradesh

a The Government of Andhra Pradesh 15 going to accord permissien for the
requirement soon The University also taking steps (o sort-ow! legal 1ssdes i
arder o recent fresh stall at the earlicst [

The Southern Regional Committee in its 298" meeting held on B" to 10" January |

2016 considered the matter and other relevant documents of the institution and

decided as under -

issue SCN for inadequate faculty in M.Ed , B.Ed; and B Ed (DE).

As per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
. 03.02 2016

On 2502 2016, the institution submitted a reply to the Show Cause Notice which was
considered by BRC in its 307" meeting held on §" March, 2016 and il was decided
that:

1 The reply is nol at all satisfaclory. Regular B/FEd & M Ed are being run by
adhoc teachers. The B Ed (DE) is bewng handied by teachers aftached
from other colleges.

L 2 Wathdraw recogmlion
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The Registrar, Sn Knshnadevaraya University submitted written representation on
02.05:2016 and 06.05.2016 regarding permission to extend the recognition to run B.Ed
and M.Ed courses stating as follows:

“With reference to the letter 1% cited | your office has issued a Show Cause
Notice to our University Caollege of Education regarding the inadequacies of
staff and other infrastructure for running B Ed and M Ed courses and direcied
the University Goltege of Education to fullll the required norms before
FRGRZOTE To this effect, 3 letter of explanalion was senl lo your office on
22.02 216 (Ref 2 cited) Bul surprisingly | the office of the NCTE i its meeting
307 dated 08.03 2016 resolved to recommend for withdrawal of recognition io
our University (Ref 3 aited )

I reference 47 cited, vowr office has sent a lefter 1o our Vice Chancellor
quoting & judgment of Hon'tle Supreme Courd regarding Maa Vaishno Devi
Mahita Maha Vidyalaya Vs Regional Director NCTE and exlended dated up to
2" Way 2016 for final recaognition

Ir this regard, | wish to inform you thal 1he Uriversity will fulfdl all regurements
relating lo the staff and other infrastructure faciities as per NCTE norms before

run B Fd and M Ed courses hoth under reqular and distance mode. Further, |
reques! vou 1o accord the permission to the University to make the admissions
far both B.Ed and M Ed courses from the acadenic year 2016-17

The SRC in its 321" meeting held on 28" & 29" September. 2016 considered the
request of the institution for reconsideration of 307" meeting decision and decided as
under:

1. We had decided to withdraw recognibion Ve have no authority to go back on
that decision now
2 The University if it is aggrieved by our order, can appeal against it.
The SRC. Committee has not mentioned from which academic session Recognibion
Withdrawal Order may be Issued

he SRC in its 326" meeting held on 04”7 - 05" January, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under

1. The decision o withdraw recognition was taken on 832016 The withdrawal
will therefore be w e.f, 201617

2. The main objeclion was about inadequacy of faculty, Therr letter dated
22,2 2016 does not give any reply to meet this objection.

3. Our decision was, therefore, not incarrect. As already stated, we cannot at this
stage change that decizion. The University can appeal if they wish to.

4 lssue the effective date of withdrawal of recognition

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the nstitution an 24 .01 2017,
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Aggrieved by withdrawal order of SR, the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-
Hgrs and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No F No 8B9-215/2017 Appeal/13"
Meeting-2017/57077 dated 21 08 2017 received by this office on 29 082017 stated as
follows

AND WHEREAS the Committes also nated that the mam ground Tor
withdrawal s wadeguacy of the faculty The Committee naotad thal the
appelant throtigh their lettar dt 24 03 2017 {adoressed (o the NCTE with an
endorsement ta the SRCO and twa lefters 04 .07 2017 submitted duning the
presentation of the appeal, has explaned the steps laken by them lo provide
the faculty for the B.Ed (Distance Education) catrse in these circumstances,
the Committee concluded thal the matter desarved lo be remanded fo the SRC
with & direction to consider the teaching faculty provided by the appeliant for
B Ed (D E) course and lake further action as per the NCTE Regulations 2014
The appellan! is directed to forward fo the SRC their two letters dt. 04 04 2017
with all their enclosures, within 15 days of the recopl of he orders on the
appeal

AMD WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appesl affidavil,
documents availatle on records and considaning the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committes concluded thal the gppeal deserves lo be
rermanded o the SRC with 5 dirachion to consider the leaching Tecully provided
hy the appellant for 8. Ed (D E) course and take further achion as per the NCTE
Regulations 2014 The gopellant is dirccted lo forward fo the SRC fher two
latters dt 04.04. 2017 with all their onclosures within 75 days of the receipt of
the orders on the appeal

NOW THEREFQRE the Counci  hereby remands back the case of Sn
Knshnadevaraya Uniersity, SV Puramu, Ananthapuramu. Andhra Pradesh o the
SRC, NCTE. for nenessary action as indicated above ™

The Committee considered the appellate authorily order and decided to
process.

12 | APSDT454
. B Ed 2 Units
Linjwarsity
College of
Education,
Ananthapur,
Andhra Pradesh

1

24

University College of Education, Sri Krishnadevaraya Unwersity. Ananthpur — 515003,
Andhra Pradesh.

Sn Knshnadevaraya University, Anantapur, Andhra Pradesh had submitted an
applicatien for B Ed course of one year duration with an annual Intake of 100 students
at Unwversity College of Education Sn Knshnadevaraya University, Ananthpur
515003 Andhra Pradesh and the recognition was granted on 25 08 2007

Oin 31122014, a lefter was issued fo the nstitution regarding natification of new
Regulations, 2014 and seeking consent on ther willingness far fulfilling the revised
norms and standards before 31 1020158,

The institution submitted the affidavil for offering B Ed course with an intake of 100
students and M Ed course with an intake of 50 students on 13 02 2015
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The SRC in its 276" meeting held on 77-9" January, 2015 decided 1o issue provisional
recognition orders to the existing institutions and the committee also decided lo
maintain a check list of such cases for verification in October/Novemnber and for
causing inspection,

Accordingly, rewised recognition order was issued to the institution for BEEd on
06.05.2015 with a condition that the institution has not maintamned/revalidated the
Fixed Deposited Receipts towards Endowment and Reserve Funds

On 08122015, a letter dated 2711 2015 was recewed from the Registrar, 5
Krishnadevaraya University, Ananthapur District, Andhra Pradesh

The SRC in its 298" meeting held on 8" to 10" January | 2016 considered the matter
and other relevant documents of the instdution, and decided as under -

o Issue SCN for inadequate faculty in M Ed |, B Ed, and B3 Ed (DE)

. Show cause notice was issued 1o the Institution on 03 02 20168 The instiution
submitted its reply along with documents on 25.02 2016

The SRC In its 307" meeting held on 8" March. 2016 considered the reply of the
institution and decided as under

1 The reply Is nat at alf salisfactory  Reguiar B.Ed & M Ed are being run by
- adhoc teachers  The B Ed (DE) s paing handled by leachers aftached from
ather cofleges
2 Witharaw recognilion

The SRC, Committes has not mentioned fram which academic session Recognition
Withdrawal Order may be issued

The SRC in its 326" meeting held on 04" — 05" January, 2017 censidered the matter
and decided as under;

5 The decision to withdraw recognition was taken on 8.3 2016 The withdrawal
will therefore be w.e.f 2016-17

'. 6 The main ohjection was about inadequacy of faculty, Their lefter dated
22.2 2016 does not give any reply to meet this objection

7 Our decision was, therefore, not incorrect. As already stated. we cannot at this
stage change that decision. The University can appeal if they wish to.

B issue the effective date of withdrawal of recognition

Accardingly, withdrawal order was issued o the institution on 24 01 2017

Aggrieved by withdrawal order of SRC. the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-
Hars and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its arder No. F No 88-216/2017 Appeal/13”

| Meeting-2017/57081 dated: 21 08.2017 received by this office on 29 082017 slated as

_ follows: |

G0 || \,

"..r:.{;f:iv::;' ,{1_,__,__\
v iS5 Sathyam) FF]
Chairman



13

2016 307141
BA B Ed

B.5c B.Ed 1 Unit
St. Joseph's

College of
Education for
Women,

Guntur,

Andhra Pradesh

&1

3450 Meeting of SRC
219 & 220, September, 2017

AND WHEREAS the Committee also noled that the mamn ground for
withgrawal s Jnadeguacy of staff The Commitlec noted that the appelfant
through their lelter dt. 24 03 2017 and 22.04 2017_has mformed the SEC with
supporting documents, about the steps taken by them fo grovide the facully for
the courses under consideraton In these orcumstances the Comimittes
concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the SRT with a direction
lo consider the teaching faculty provided by the appellant and take further
action as per the NCTE Reguiations 2074

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidaw!
focuments avadable on records and cansidering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing. the Committee concluded tha! he appeal deserves o be
remanded to the SRC with a direction lo congidar the feaching facully provided
by the appellant and take further achon as per the NCTE Regulations, 2074

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back Ihe case of Sn
Krishnadevaraya University SV Puramu, Ananthapucamu, Andhra Pradesh to
the SRC. NCTE for necessary action as indicated above

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to
Process.

St Joseph's College ol Education for Women, Guntur Village, 2" Lane, EarﬂI::.E.E.iwa[}larj

Near Naze Centre. Guntur Taluk, City & District-522001, Andhra Pradesh

Society of Jesus Mary and Joseph ~ Holy Rasary Convent, 2 Lane, Sambasivape
Village, Near Maze Centre, Guntur Taluk, City & District-522001, Andhra Pradesl
applied for grant of recognition to St. Joseph's College of Education for Women, Suntu|
village, 2™ Lane, Sambasivapet, Near Naze Centre, Guntur Taluk, City & District
522001, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.5¢.B Ed B A B.Ed course for two years duratior
for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1883 to the
Southern Regional Committes, NCTE through online on 29.06.2016 The instilution has
submitted the hard copy of the application on 04 07 2016

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent an
12.07 2016 followed by Reminder 1 on 01.10 2016 and Reminder || on 02,11 2016 No
recommendation received from the State Governmeant, the penod of 90 days as per
Reqgulations is over. Hence, the application is processed

As per public notice for 2017-18, there 1s no ban for B.5c.8 £d B A B Fd course in the
State of Andhra Pradesh.

The documents were processed and placed before the SRC 0 its 325" meeting held
on 04" — 08" January, 2017 The Commitiee considered the matter and decided as
under
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1.A. NAAC Certificate given.

J 1.8 NQC given.
9. Title iz clear. Land area of 1.54 acres is adeguate w.rt requirement of 4000
sq.mits.
3. LUC s given. Sy No.9%51
4, ECisgiven Photocopy In individual's name. Sy No. same.
6 BP -approved by competent authority. Bulll- up area G932 sg.mits,
B BCC —not given,
7. FDEs not given
8  Fee paid
g Cause Composite inspection for D ELEd (1 unit), B.Ed (2 units), M Ed.(1 unit} &
B ABEdIT unit)
10 Ask YT to collect all relevant documents.
Accordingly, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT members through
online of 13.02.2017, The inspection of the institution was conducted en 11.02.2017
and 12.02 2017 and the VT report along with CD received on 15.03.2017.
The SRC inits 334" meeting held on 30" & 31% March, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under
MNOC is there,
MNAAC is given.
LUC is there
L Title 15 clear
BF is there

BCC s not given

Latest EC s necessary
FUOR not ghven

Issue Show Cause MNotice

© 0~ DO RN

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 06.04 2017, The
institution submitted reply along with documents on 25.04.2017

The SRC inits 337" meeting held on 25" — 26" April, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under

1, Their reply to the SCHN s not satisfactory.

2 Both the Sy Nos. are mortgaged with a co-op, Bank.

3 BCC is not approved by competent authority.

4 FDRs given are not in onginal, .

5 FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with a 5- year vahdity@7+5 lakhs
for each unit of each course.

Reject the application.

Return FDRs, if any.

Close the fite

e B

| Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on (5052017
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35l College of
Education.
Thiruvanantha
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| Aggrisved by rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-

Hars and the NCTE Appellalte Authority In ts order Noo F No B9-387/E-4656/2017
Appeal13" Meeting-2017/67205 dated 21082017 recewed by this office on
20082017 stated as ollows,

"AND WHEREAS Appeal Commiltee having noted that appellant inshiution is
already conducting 3 programmas of teacher education. decided lo remand
back the case to SRC Bangalore for gving the appellant anathet opportunity toe
submil onginal FORs, BCC signed by competent authorify and the latest non-
encumbrance cetlificate related o the land and building where It proposas o
conduct the applhed for programme. While reprocessing the application, SRC
should also keep in view para 1.1 of Appendiy 13 of the norms and slandards
pertaning to 4 year wntegrated course B A B Ed The applicant institution
should have resouwrces avalable for nlegrating  gensral  sludies  and
prifessional sfudies as envisaged i the regulations.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavi,
documents on records and oral arguments advanced during the heating,
Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to 5RC Bangalore [or
reconsideralion of the case provided the appelfant mstitution submits o 5RC
within 15 days, original FORs. valid and relevant non Encumbrance Certificate
Buidding Campletion Cedificate signed by compelent authonly

NOW THEREFORE, (he Councll hereby remands back the case of 5t
Jaseph's College of Educalion for Wamen (Aufohomous), Guntur, Andhra
Fradesh lo the SRC NCTE for necessary achion as indicated above "

The Committee considered the appellate authorily order and decided 1o
process.

CSl College of Education, Plot No422/4 419/6. Parassala Vilage and Post,
Neyyatiinkara Taluk, Thiruvananthapuram District-695502 Herala

Saciety for Higher Education of SIUC Community of South Kerala Diocese of Church of
Sauth India, Plol No 419/6422/4, Cheruvarakonam Streod, Parassala Village and Post,
Neyyattinkara Taluka, Thiruvananthapuram District - 695502 applied for grant of
recognition o CS1 College of Education. Plot Mo 4224 4196, Parassala Village and
Post, Neyyattinkara Taluk, Thiruvananthapuram Districl 695502, Kerala for offering
M.Ed course of 2 years duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Sechon
14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regonal Committes, NCTE  through
online cn 2805 2015

The nstitution submitted hard copy of the application an 0306 2015
The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Morms and Procedures)
Requlatinons, 2014 notified by NCTE on O1.12.2014 A letter for recommendation of

State Govt. was sent on 05062015 followed by Reminder- | on 12.06.2015 and
| Reminder- |1 on 30 11,2015
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The Sub r;llause'['?} of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for prncessmg of applications :
stipulates as under;

“After constderation of the recommendation of the Slate Government or an its own
merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that insttulion shall be
inspected by a team of experts called visiting team with & view 1o assess the level
of preparedness of the institution o commence the course”

The SRC m its 295" meeting held on 28" - 30" November & 1% December, 2015
considered the matter. documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of
application and declded as under:-

| LC i5 10 be given

BF approved by competent authonty is to ba given.

EC = to be given,

Sociely Registration certificate and Bye-laws o be given

BEC should be produced during VT Inspection.

FDRs should be given later

Cause Composite Inspection.

Ask VT to particularly check on the deficiencies and collect all documents

T ER IR B Lo e

As per the decision of SEC. a composite mspection was conducted on 0402 2016
and the Visiting team report was received on 05 02 2016

The SRC 0 its 302"° meeting held on 09" t0 11" Fehruary 2016 cansidered the VT
report and decided as under

1 NoVideo
2 BCC nat in farmat
3, lssue SCN accordingly

As per decision of SRC, based on webhsite infermaticn the institution submilted show
cause notice reply on 03 03 2016 and 21 04.2016

The SRC m #s 311" meeting held on 25" Apnil. 2016 considered the matter and
decided as under -

"The budding i good BCC has also been issued by compelent autherdy Bul i 15
Aol in the prascibed formal, Oblan a propor BCC and asswe L0 for M Ed (7
Lmit) "

s per the decisian of BRC. LOI and letter was issued to the instilution on 25 04 2016
for submission of BCC.

O 0208 2016 and 04 08 2015 a letter was recewved by this office from the institution
along with BCC and photocopy of the -0lHs

[ he institution submitted reply to the L3 on 28 06 2016 and stating as under
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"As per our application for M Ed Course (Application 1D:5RCAPPZ589) an
inspection leam visited our college during 1" week of February and based on the
VT report a Letter of Intent Prior to grant of recognition was issued subject to the
appointment of qualified stafl For staff appointment a sefechion committee was
constiluted with Or G.R Santhosh Kumar, Chairman, Board of Studies (Education),
University of Kerala as University Nominee, Rev.D. Jocob, Treasurer, CSI, south
Kerala Diocese as Management Representative, Proof Jacob Mathew, Former
Frincipal, Governmenl college of Teacher Education, Thiruvananthapuram as
Management Naminee and Dr. Sajith C Raj, Principal, CS! college of Education,
Parassala as its member Based on the interview held on 09" June 2016 Two
Professors, Two Associate Professars and Six Assistant Frofessors were selected
and appointment as M Ed Faculty. The list of selected candidates was forwarded
to the Unwversity of Kerala along with their original documents for
Approval/Endorsement which is being processed by the university

All the other condiions from 3 to 7 as specified in the letter of intent are being
fulfilled by us and is ready for your kind perusal. It is known from the University
that the Process of Approval/ Endorsement of staff appointment may lake nearly 2
months

Since the institution has fulfiled all the requirernents of LO! except agproved staff
fist whith (s only due lo the delay in processing by the university, | iumbly request
vour good self to be kind enough lo extend the date of submission of approved
staff list at least to 2 maonths from this dale enabling us to oblain recognition to
start the course during the academic year 2017-2018 "

The SRC in its 317" meeting held during 28" to 30™ July, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under-

1. Faculty list is nol approved.
2. Original FDRs — not given
3. Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly,

Based on the website information of the SRC decisian, the institution has submitted a
reply on 12.08.2016 along with original FORs.

As per decision of SRC, Show cause notice was ssued to the institution on
29.09.2016. The Institution submitted Show cause nolice reply on 15.10.2016.

The SRC, in its 323" meeting held on 16" to 18" November, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under -

1. They want time to submit Faculty list,
2. Give time till 31.12 2016

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 28.11.2016.
The institution has submitted representation on 30.12.2016 and stating as under -

“The Faculty list for the proposed M.Ed course in CS| College of Education,
Parasala was submitted 1o the University of Kerala and was placed in the sub-
committee of the syndicate which usually meets prior to the Syndicate meeting. Two
defects were noticed by the sub- committee and both of them were rectified by the
college immediately. The revised faculty list will be placed in the next syndicate

an
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" meeting for final approval. A letter from the Registrar of the University of Kerala in this

regard is enclosed. As we have already rectified all the other defects noticed by NCTE,
| request your good self to be kind enough fo extend the time limit for the submission of
approved faculty list so that we could get the recognition from NCTE for the M.Ed
course for the academic year 2017-18

The SRC in its 329" meeting held on 06™ to 07" February, 2017 considered the matter
and decide as under:-

1. We have given them enough time to give the faculty hist.
2. We cannot wait indefimtely.

3. Reject the application

4. Return FDRs, if any

5. Close the file

As per the decision of the SRC. Rejection order was issued to the institution on
17.02.2017.

The Appellate Authority vide No. F No.89-277/E-1894/2017 Appeal12” Meeting-2017
dated 10.08.2017 received by this office on 29,08 2017 and stating as under -

" ... Appeal Commitee noted that a Letter of Intent (LOI) dated 25 04.2016
was issued to appellant inshitution nter alia requiring the appeliant institution to submit
list of facuity duly approved by the affiliating body Appeal Committee further noted
response to a Show cause Nofice (SCN) dated 29.09.2016, the appellant made a
written request to SRC wide its lefter dated 18 102016 and 28 12 2016 to extend the
time limmit for submission of approved faculty list SRC considered the request made by
appellant institute vide ils letter dated 181016 and extended the time hmil for
submission of the list upto 31.12.2016. The request madle by appellant vide its letter
dated 28 12 2016 was nol taken cogmgence of for granting further extension an the
ground that enough time has already been given
AND WHEREAS during the course of appeal presentation on 30062017, appellant
appraised the Appeal Committee that the Universily of Kerala has approved the (ist of
faculty on 12.04 2017 Appeal committee therefore, decided to remand back the case
to SRC for consideration of the list of faculty which appellant institution should submit
to SRC within 15 days of the issue of Appeal orders.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documenis o
record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal committee concluded
to remand back the case to SRC Bangalore with a request (0 consider the faculty list
which the appellant institution should submit_within 15 days of the issue of Appeal
orders

NOW THEREFORE the council hereby remands back the case of CSI college
of Education, Parassala, Cheruvakonarm, Neyyattinkara, Kerala to the SRC, NCTE, for
necessary action as indicated above

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to process
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|15 [ SRCAPP2016 Cosmopolitan  College of Education, “Sengadu Village, Nehamiah Nagar, |
" 30153 Sriperambudur Taluk, Sengadu City, Kancheepuram District-602002, Tamil Nadu
M.Ed 1 Unit
G Cosmopolitan College of Education, Sengadu Village, Sriperambudur Street, Chennai
College of _ _ h
Education Taluk, Kancheepuram District-602002, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of recognition 1o
Kanchepu;‘aml Cosmopolitan  College of Education. Sengadu Village, Mehamiah  Magar,
Tamil Nadu Sriperambudur Taluk, Sengadu City. Kancheepuram District-602002. Tamil Nadu for

offering M.Ed course of two years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under
Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE
through online on 30.06.2016.The institution has submitted the hard copy of the
application on 05.07. 2016

As per Regulations, a lefter lo State Government for recommendation was sent on
27 08.2016. followed by Reminder | on 12 10.2016 and Reminder Il on 11.11.2016. No
. recommendation received from the State Gowt The penod of 90 days as per
Regulations was over Hence, the application was processed

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

As per the direction, the apphcation was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the
application and was placed before SR in its 326th meeting held during 4th to 5th
January, 2016 |, the Committee considered the scrutiny of the application and decided
as under -

1. The applicant is the Cosmopolitan College of Education. Land document
shows Cosmopolitan Charitable, Educational, Cultural and Social Development
Trust as the owner. Transfer of title to the institution is not indicated.

Latest EC is required.

LUC is in order.

BP is not legible. Does not show Sy Nos. approved by competent authority
BCC is in the name of an individual. Approved by competent authority.

Fee paid in full .

. FDRs nat given.

. NAAC certificate is given.

Issue SCN accordingly

W= MU AWk

As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations, 2014 a Show Cause MNotice was
issued to the institution through online mode on 13.01 2017,

The institution has submitted a reply through online made on 02.02.2017

As per directed the matter was placed before the SRC in its 328" meeting held on 06th
& 07th February, 2017 considered the Show Cause Notice Reply of the institution and
decided as under -
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i The details now submitled show that the clarifications given are acceptable.
2. Cause VT inspection

As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations 2014 the same is communicated to
the V. T. Members through on-line mode on 10.02.2017

VT members names were generated through online VT module for inspection during
the period 20.02 2017 to 12.03 2017

The Inspection was conducted by VT Members on 06.03.2017 VT report received
through hard copy on 13.03.2017

The SRC in its 333" meeting held on 24" March, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under -

1. Applicant is the College. But, title lo properies IS with the Society. In other
words, on the date of application, the applicant did not have litle.

2 Seek clarification from HQ whether such a case can be entertained. Put up on

30.3.17

EC shows some encumbrance.

LUC is in order

BPis approved But, obtain the original

BCC is in order Built-up area Is adequaie.

5 years of B Ed experience is there.

FDRs — 7+5 lakhs for each 'unit’ are not adequate.

o~ 3 & e

As per decision of SRC, a letter addressed to the Member Secretary for clarification on
20.04.2017

Rased on the website information of the SRC decision, the institution has submitted
representation on 20.04,2017.

The SRC. in its 337" meeting held on 25" to 26" April. 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under -

They have B.Ed running for 8 years.

NAAC cedificate is there:

| and does not belong to the applicant. They should explain

EC is not clear. The earlier mortgage to the Bank of Baroda does not
appear fo have been redeemed

5 lssue SCN accordingly,

AN

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

_ ?_?.Dd.iM?._Ar: email was received by this office on 02.05.2017. A reply for SCN was |
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1 Trecewe& on 02 06.2017 (hard copy)
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The reply was placed before SRC in its 338" meeting held on 1* to 3" May, 2017 and
the Committee considered the matter decided as under:-

1. Their reply dated 2.5.17 is seen.

2. The reply is not at all satisfactory

3.1 As regards title, they refer to their affidavit The relevant documentis 2 sale,
lease or gift deed

39 Even according to the affidavit, the title is with the Trust.

4 1 The College is the applicant. Land is owned by the Trust,

42 The Regulation requires that the applicant shall have title to the land on the
date of application. This requirement is violated.

5  The EC supplied clearly mentions morigage of property with Bank of
Baroda. They have not cared to contradict that. Merely asserting that there is no
‘liability' is not enough

& \With such basic infirmities, it is not possibie to process this case further

7. Reject the application.

8. Return FDRs, if any

9. Close the file

As per the decision of the SRC, Rejection order was issued to the institution on
09.05.2017.

An emaill was received by this office on 95.05.2017 from Dr.S.K Chauhan, Research
officer, NCTE (Hgrs) requesting to forward the status/comments.

The VIP reference reply was sent an 11.05.2016 and 15.02.2017.

An e-mail dated 19.06.2017 received by Shr R C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE,
regarding Brief and records of Regulatory files No 91-13" on 20.06.2017.

A letter was addressed to Shri R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Oniginal
File/records on 21.06.2017

The Appellate Authority vide No F No 89-339/E-2157/2017 Appeal/13" Meeting-2017
dated: 21 082017 received by this office on 29 08 2017 and stating as under -

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to the provisions of
clause 8(4) (i) of the NCTE Regulations, 2014 on the date of application, the
institution or sociefy sponsoring the institution should be in possession of the
required land. In the present case, the land is in the name of the society, which is
the umbrella of the Coflege as could be seen from the arder of recognition for |
B £d course and also the certificate of land issued by the Sub Registrar. there (s
no encumbrance on the land and the proposed M Ed. is to be run in the same
College In these circumstances, the condition laid down in clause 8 (4) (i} of the
Regulation can be taken as fulfilled by the appellant. The Committee, therefare,
concluded that matter deserved fo be remanded to the SRC to process the |
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16 | SRCAPP 14495 |

B.Ed-Al 1 Unit
Aravindhar
College of
Education,
Tiruvannamalal,
Tamil Nadu

application further as per NCTE Regulations 2014 The SRC may. however, at
the appropriate stage, impose the condition regarding transfer and vesting the
title of the land and building in the name of (nstitution witfin six months from the
date of issue of formal recognition as envisaged in clause 8 (4) (i) of the
Regulations

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memarandum of appeal, affidavit,
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves 1o be
remanded to SRC to process the application further as per NCTE Regulations,
2014. The SRC may. however, al the appropriate stage. impose the condition
regarding transfer and vesting the title of the land building in the name of the
within six months from the date of issue of formal recognition as envisaged 8 (4)
(it} of the Regulations

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of cosmopolitan
Callege of Education, Sengadu Nehamiah Nagar, Snperambudur, Tamil Nadu to
the SRC, NCTE, for necessary aclion as indicated above.”

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to
process

“Aravindhar College of Education, Plot No.58C, 59/1A, 1B, 1C, 59/2A, Thenpallipattu
Village, Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamala-606751, Tamil Nadu

Tiruvalluvar Educational Trust, S.F 58C, 58, Aravindhar Nagar, Thenpallipattu Village,
Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamalai-606751, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of
recognition to Aravindhar College of Education, Plot No.58C, 59/1A 1B, 1C, 59/2A,
Thenpallipattu Village, Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamalai-606751, Tamil Nadu for
B.Ed-Al course of two years duration under Section 15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the
Southern Regional Committee, NCTE online on 29.06 2015 The institution submitted
hard copy of the application on 07 07.2015

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition norms and Procedures)
Regulations 2014 notified by NCTE on 28.11.2014 A letter to the State Government
for recommendation was sent on 16.07 2015. Followed by Reminder on 12.11.2016.

Sub-clause (3) of Clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application
and time imit stipulates as under -

"(3) The appiication shall be submitted online electronically along with the
processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no
olyection certificate issued by the concerned affiliating body While submitting
the application, it has o be ensured thal the application is duly signed by the
applicant on every page, including digital signature al appropnate place at the
end of the appfication. ™
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'On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the |

application of the institution was found deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:

1, Not signed by the applicant on every page of application.
2, No Objection Certificate from affiliating body is not submitted.

The SRC in its 202" Meeting held on 29" & 30" September, 2015 on careful perusal
of the original file of the institution and other related documents decided to Issue show
cause notice for rejection of the application on the following ground:

« Non Submission of NOC issued by the affiliating body along with application,

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the inspection on 21.10.2015. The
institution submitted reply on 18.11.2015,

The SRC considered the reply in its 295" meeting held on 28" — 30" Nov, 1" Dec,
2015 and decided lo reject the application as per Regulation 7 2(a)y2(b} on the
following ground:

+ The reply to the SCN is not satisfactory.  They have admitted the deficiency
We cannot wait indefinitely from them to produce the NOC. According to the
Regulations it is the responsibility of the applicant 1o secure and attach the
NOC from the affiliating body. That being so, it is decided to reject the
application.

As per the decision of SRC, Rejection order was issued to the institution on
30.01.2016.

The SRC in its 300" meeting held on 29" - 31" January, 2016 decided as follows:

" keeping in mind the over-all public inferest , the commitlee revised its earler
stand fo reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submission of NOC's
and decided to reapen and process all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs
even now imespective of their dates of issue’ '

The institution submitted NOC from TNTEU dated 19.02 2016 on 26.03 2016,

As per the direction of SRC, the application was processed and placed before SRC in
its 308" meeting held on 28" to 30" March 2016, The Committee considered the
matter and decided as under:

1. All documents are there and in order
2 Cause inspeclion
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" According to the time-limit extended by the Supreme Court, 2" May 2016 is the last

date for issue of Formal Recognition w.ef 2016-17. All concerned should be advised
of this position so that they can take advantage of the extended time-limit even if
necessary by foregoing normal ‘notice penods’,

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation was sent to the
institution and VT members on 01.04.2016. The inspection of institution was conducted
on 05.04 2016 and VT report alang with documents received on 11.04.2016.

The SRC in its 309" Meeting held on 12"-14" April, 2016 considered the VT report and
other relevant documents, and decided as under.

Built up area is inadequate for two units of D.EI Ed-Al
1. lssue LOI for D.ELEd-Al (1Unit)

2 For D.ELEd (Basic unit) and D.ELEd-Al combined staff list should be produced
in accordance with the norms given in 2014 Regulations.

3. FDRs in joint account should be furnished

4. Only if these are given on or before 02052016 can issue of Formal
Recognition w e f 2016-17 academic year be possible

As per the decision of SRC, a Letter of intent was issued to the institution on
14.04.2016. The institution has submitted LOI reply on 09.05.2016.

The SRC in its 314" Meeting held on 27"-28" May, 2016 considered the LOI Reply
and decided as under.

1. Ask them to send the approved faculty list in original

2. Obtain Service Certificate of Principal and Onginal FORs in joint account.

3 This case cannot longer be considered for 2016-17. It can be considered only
for 2017-18.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued 1o the institution on
06.06 2016

The institution submitted a letter dated 06.06.2016 along with approved staff list, FDRs
& Service certificate of Principal, stating as under

we rectified the quenes mentioned 314" emergent meeting of SRC-NCTE
dated 27 & 28 may, 2016 The faculty list subject alfocation has detafled for
new B Ed Additional Intake Approved Facully List Original, Rs 1200 Lakhs
FDRs Oniginal and Principal Service Certificate Xerox. Now, we submitting the
documents for further process. Kindly accep! and do favour as soon as
possible”

Nole: The institution submitted onginal staff list dated 06.05.2016 approved by
Registrar, Taminadu Teachers Education University for B.Ed-Al course
(Which was submitted earher along with LOI reply)
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The SRC in its 317" meeting held on 28" & 20" July, 2016 considered the institution's
written Representation and decided as under -

1. This will be the 3" unit. So, there should be a Faculty list of 24 in all. They have
only repeated the same old 15 names. Ask them to give a list of & additional
names as part of a consolidation list of 24 names.

2. Clarify who will be the Principal

Accordingly, a letter was sent Lo the institution on 01.09 2016. The institution has not
submitied reply 5o lar

The same was placed before SRC in its 323" meeting held on 16 to 18" November,
2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The decision dated 12-14 April, 2016 referred to issue of LOI for D.EL.Ed, This
was erroneous, il should have been for E.Ed. The decision is reviewed and
. corrected (o state "lssue LOI for B Ed-A {1 unit)”.
2. A correct LOI was nevertheless issued on 14.04 2015 iteelf.
3. Mo reply has bean received.
4. Remind, Give time till 31.12.2016.

As per the decision of the SRC, a |etter was 1ssued to the institution on 30.11.2016.
The institution has submitted representation on 30,12 2016 stating as under:-

X ‘| already send documents and records for knowledge on 08.05.2016 as per
referance LOI dated 14.04.2016 | also enclosed herewith the acknowledgement for
your conslderation. Again | enclosed herewith resubmission the copy of the documents
that sent on 090520167

The SRC in its 328" meeting held on 06" te 07", February, 2017 considered the
matter and decided as under:-

1. Inspite of adeguate time being given, the institution has not submitted the
additional faculty list required.
2. Rejectthe applicatian
. 3. Return FORs, if any, related to this course.
4. Close the file.

As per the decision of the SRC. Rejection order was issued to the institution on
17.02.2017.

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE-
Hqg. as required by NCTE-Hg the brief of the case along with onginal file of the
institution was sent on 21,06.2017

The Appellate Authority vide No 89-272/E-1800/2017 Appeal/1 " meeting - 2017 dated
10.08.2017 was received by this office on 21.08.2017 and siating as under-
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" Sathya sai Educational Trust, SVG Puram Village, Ramar Koil Street, Pallipet

| 22.06.2016 followed by Reminder | on 01.10 2016 and Reminder |l on 02.11.2016. The

345" Meeting of SRC
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AND WHEREAS while processing the appeal, Appeal Committee noticed that
whereas the application seeking recognition for two additional units of B.Ed.
programme was made on 29.06.2015, the NOC of affiliating body required 1o be
submitted under clause 5 (3) of NCTE Regulation, 2014 was of a dale
subsequent to the |ast date for receipt of hard copy of the application. SRC did
not raise any objection to the NOC dated 19,02.2016 submitted by application
institution on 26.03.2016.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that whereas the applicant
institution applied for two additional units of B.Ed. programme and inspection was
also conducted for 2 units (100 intakes), there was no reason mentioned for issue
of LOI dated 14.04.2016 for one unit. The appellant institute submitted FDRs
copies of which are still available in the regulatory file and also the particulars of
15 faculty members approved by registrar, Tamil Nadu Teacher Education
University on 06.05.2016. On top of these particulars the course Is mentioned as
B.Ed (Al). This list in original was submitted to SRC in Original on 06 06.2016.
Appeal Committee further noted that the letter dated 30.11.2016 issued to
appellant institution was adequately and appropriately replied to by the appellant
institution on 29 12.2016 Had it been the intention of SRC that appellant should
furnish separate list of Faculty for existing intake and for additional intake, the
same should have been clearly mentioned to the appeliant institution: The letter
dated 06.052016 issued by TN.T.EU and addressed to appellant institution
clearly mentions that approval of faculty is for B Ed. (Additional intake).

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to sel aside the
impugned refusal order dated 17 02.2017 with direction to SRC to process the
case objectively and in case some clarifications are required, the same may be
obtained from the appellant institution. This may clearly be pointed out in_the
communication.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, Affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order dated 17.02.2017

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to
process

Taluk, R K Petitioner City, Thiruvallur District-631304, Tamilnadu applied for
grant of recognition to Sri. Venkateshwara Integrated College of Education, SVG
Puram Village, Tiruttani Road, Pallipet Taluk, SV .G Puram City, Thiruvallaur District-
631304 . Tamilnadu for offering B ABEd B.ScBEd integrated course of four years
duration for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to
the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online an 31.05.2016 The institution
has submitted the hard copy of the application on 13.06.2016,

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

period of 90 days as per Regulations is over Hence, the application was processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B:A B.Ed B .5c.B.Ed course in the
State of Tamilnadu

As per the direction, the appllcation has been scrutinized online along with hard copy of
the application and dacuments and placed before SRC in its meeting held during 4" to
&" January, 2017 and the committee considered matter and decided as under -

1 Title is clear,
They have B.Ed.(2 umts), The want B.A.B.Ed / B.Sc.B Ed ({2 units). They should
clarify whether they want BABEd(1 unity+B.5c.BEd {1 unit) or BABEd (2
units) or B.S¢ B Ed (2 units).

3. LU — ariginal reguired.

4  EC s inorder.

5 BPisinorder. Sy Nos tally with the B.Ed. case BP.

6. BCC is order Builleup area available is 3080 Sg.mis. which is adeguate for
B Ed.(2 units}+ B.AB Ed / B.S¢ B.Ed.(2 units)

7. Cause composite inspectian

B, Ask VT 1o collect gll relevant documents.

In the meantime, the institution a submitted its written representation dated 24.01.2017
and receved on 30.01.2017 stated as under,

With reference to the abave, we submif that the mfrastructure work 15 pending
and it will be completed by Dec 2017 Hence in the above circumstances we request fo
kindly consider to permit the above institute to appear before the wsiting team for
mspection in the nexl acadernic year 20187

The same was placed before SRC in its 328" meeting held on 06" to 07" February,
2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. In this case the applicant wants the VT inspection to be postponed as
the infrastructure is not ready. They want the application to be kept
pending for consideration for the course starting in 2018-19.

2. It is not possible to accept their request.

3. There is no provision for ‘deferring’ cases in the Regulations.

4. They should not have applied if the preparations were incomplete.

5. Reject the application.

6. Return FDRs, if any.

7. Close the file.
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Brilliant College
of Education,

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

1. The application was rejected.

2. The decision has not been communicated because of a tech. problem in
the computer.

3. Send a hard - copy ; and, close the case.

Brilliant Educational Trust, Plot No.113, First Main Road, Balamurugan
Garden,Okkaiam Thuraipakkam Taluk, Kancheepuram District-600097,
Tamilnadu applied for grant of recognition to Brilliant College of Education, No.
3B7A,  Thiruvarur  Road, Thiruthuraippondi  Taluk,  Thiruvarur  District-
614715, Tamilnadu for offering B A B.Ed/B.ScB.Ed integrated course of four years
duration for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to
the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through anline on 26,05.2016. The institution
has submitted the hard copy of the application on 02 06.2016.

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on
07.06.2016, followed by Reminder | on 01.10,2016 and Reminder Il on 02.11.2016. No
recommendation received from the State Gowt. The period of B0 days as per
Regulations is over. Hence. the application is processed

As per public notice for 2017-18. there is no ban for B.A B.Ed/B 5c.B.Ed course in the
State of Tamilnadu.

The application (SRCAPP201630045) was scrutinized online along with documents
submitted in hard copy and the same was placed before SRC in its 324" meeting held
on 07" to 08™ December, 2016, The Committee considered the scruting of the
application and decided as under -

Land document is In order

EC/LUC are given

. BP is given -measurement details given in the on-line application do not tally with
those in the hard-copy.

4. BCC-nol given

5. NOC of affiliating body-given on time.

6

1

W

Cause Inspection
Ask VT 1o collect all relevant  documents.

MNote - The institution has submitted two applications for B.Sc.B.Ed B A B Ed course
SRC had taken a decision to cause Inspection in respect of the SRCAPP201830045 in
its 324" meeting

| The scrutiny of the other application, SRCAPP201630044 was considered by SRC in
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| its 325" meeting held during 19th o 20th December 2016 and the Committee

decided as under -

1. The title deed is not clear. Sy.no-153/5 is cited in the sale deed of 2010 when it
was sold only in 2015, Its area in one is shown as 0.24 acre and in the other as
0.28 acres. The LOC issued by Tahsildar is also not clear enough. Let them clarify
the lssue.

EC/LUC are in order

BF is given, Buill up area shown is 1504 sg mis.

BCC-not given

There are 5 courses of this Trust-3044/3045/1806/Liberalcourses BA & B.Sc. We
have to consider all these logether to check whether the facilities available are
adequate. Put up in @ comparative tabular format. In case no 30045'cause
inspection’ was ordered. If that order has not issued to V. T. hold d up for the time
being

DB w N

Accordingly, a comparalive slatement was prepared and placed before the SRC in its
327th meeting held during 19th to 20th January 2017 decided as under -

Cause composite inspection

Ask VT to collect all relevant documents '

1. NOC for BABEd & BSc. B.Ed are there,

2 Title deeds are there. Title 1s clear. Land area is adequate

3. LUC s in order. |

4 EC is in order

5 BP is approved. Built-up area approved is 1504 sq.mts.

6. BCC is approved. Built up area shown (2762 81 sg.mis) is inadequate for the 3 |
courses |

7. FDRs not given |

a8

g

As per the decision of SRC inspection of the institution for B.5c.B Ed/B.A.B Ed courses |
were scheduled through online mode during 01.02 2017 to 21.02.2017

Two VT members for each course gave their acceplance for the visil.

On 01.02.2017, an E-mail is received from Head of the Depariment, School of Physical
Education, Kannur University stating as under

"We are first approached by Mr Jayadevappa and Mr Radha Krishna Mohanty
with below mail confirmation and the inspechon dales was fixed on 3rd Feb
2017

As both programmes are conducted as same sile and address . we kindly
request the Regional Director to conduct only one inspection with 2 VT members
allotted for both applications SRCAPF20163004 & SRCAFPFP201630045."

The request of the institution was placed before SRC in its 326th meeting of SRC and
the Committee decided as under -

R
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Fi NCTEMHQ) has ¢larified that i cases of 2 separate applicalions, ol or
composite inspection is not perrmissible for 2017-18

2. Their request for a joint inspection is therefore rejected.

3 Letthe VT inspections procesd as already ordered

In the meantime the inspection of the wmstilution for B ABEdBScEEd
(SRCAFP201630045) has already been conducted by one team of VT members and
WT reporl has been recelved in hard copy by this office on 06.02,2017

The visiting team report of the institution recelved in respect of SRCAPP201630045

| was placed before SRC in its 330th meeting held during 12th to 13t February . 2017

and the Committes decided as under -

1 They have a running B.Ed.
They have applied for BA B Ed (Tunit) and B Sc.B Ed (1 unit ) separately
3. Oneinspection (in 30045) has been
done; one inspection { In 30044) has been ordered
4 MCTE{HD) has ordered that in such cases there has to be separate inspections
and not composite Inspections
5 The inspection in 30045, however has taken a composite shape. We cannot go
by this approach of the V. T We have to wait for the VT Report of 30044 also.,
6. Fut up the two VT Reports together.

| On 13.02 2017, the institution has submitted a request for withdrawal of the application,
SRCAPP201630044 as undsr

e have submitted fwo appiications SRCAPP2016830044 arl
SRCAPPZO1630045 for the same course B.SgB.Ed BABEd We request
the Regional Diector to consider only application no. SRCAPP2016300045 for
which (nspection had completed on 03.02.2017  Hence, we would like to
withdraw the other applicalion no. SRCAPP201630044 applied for the same

course for which the inspection is NOT conducted I dale.

We request your good self to kindly process the sbove said application No
SRCAPP201630045 far the grant of recognition with 2 units.”

The same was placed before SRC in its 331™ meeting held on 22™ February, 2017 and
the Committes cansidered the matter and decided as under-

s Permit withdrawal of application
The Committee cansidered the above matter and decided as under:
|- The application was allowed to he withdrawn

2. The decision has not heen communicated because of a tech. problem in the computer,
3. 5end a hard-copy ; and close the case.
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Letter from NCTE Hgrs regarding minimum infrastructure and instructional requirement
in College

1) A letter received from NCTE Hgrs on 13.08.2017 regarding 4 year
integrated B.5c B.Ed & B.A B Ed - permission accorded by NCTE, SRC,
Bangalore to certain Private Unaided Colleges in AP - Absence of Minimum
infrastructure and instructional requirements in College.

“In continuation of this office letter of even number dated 25" July, 2017 on the
subjec! cited abave, | am directed to inform you that in the matter under consideration
suitable action under Section 17 of the NCTE Act 1993 may be initiated. The said
section is recapitulated as under

Section 17 of the NCTE Act

Where the Regional Committee is, on its own motion or on any representation
received from any person, (emphasis supplied) satisfied that a recognized institution
has contravened any of the provisions of this Act or the rules, regulations, orders made
or issued thereunder, or any condition subject 1o which recognition under sub-section
{3) of section 14 or permission under sub — section (3) of section 15 was granted, it
may withdraw recognition of such recognized institution, for reasons to be recorded in
writing

Provided that such order against the recogmized institution shall be passed
unless a reasonable opportunity of making representation against the proposed order
has been give to such recognized institution.

Frovided further that the order withdrawing or refusing recognition passed by
the Regional Committee shall come into force only with effect from the end of the
academic session next following the date of commutation of such order

In view of the regulatory provisions under Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993,
you are calegorically advised lo take suitable necessary action in the matter by placing
the inscriminating material before the RC. NCTE Hq may be kept informed of action
taken in this matter,

This issues with the approval of Chairperson, NCTE."

As per letter dated 02.052017 written by Secretary, Andhra Pradesh State Council of
Higher Education, a total of 33 integrated courses have been accorded recognition by
SRE.

2) Further an e-mail received from NCTE Hars on 08.09.2017 regarding 4 year
integrated B.Sc.B.Ed & B.A.B Ed - permission accorded by NCTE. SRC Bangalore to
certain Private Unaided Colleges in AP-Absence of Minimum infrastructure and
instructional requirements in Colleges — request to cause Inspection and to lake
sultable decision,
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A Committee comprising of Shri. Mohinder Singh and Shri. Badri Prasad.
Consultants will find out that whether there 15 any involvement of NCTE
Officersiofficials or there is any procedural lapse in granting permission to the said
institution.  Any delinquency on the part of any NCTE staff needs to be determined
The Committes shall submits its report by 22" September, 2017 The Inspection
Division shall coordinate

3] On 02.08.2017 an e-mail recelved from NCTE Hgrs regarding 4 year integrated
BScBEd & BABEd — permission accorded by NCTE, SRC Bangalore to certain
Private Unaided College in AP-Absence of Minimum infrastructure and instruction
reguirement in College

1. | am directed to state thal a letter dated 02 D5.2017 received from Prof. &
Varada Rajan, Secretary, Andhra Pradesh State Council of Higher Education
Government of AP infarming that the NCTE, SRC, Bangalore has accorded
permission to certain Private Unaided College to offer 4 year inlegrated BSc &
Ba B Ed programme in AP,

2  Further, it |s stated that AP State Council of Higher Education (APSCHE) has
examined the proposals of the Colleges permitted by NCTE Bangalore and
drafted inspection team to verify the facilities provided by these colleges in
accordance with the norms prescribed by NCTE and also in view of the fact
that the integrated programme in intended 1o be offered as a professional
course in Education and with the purpose of preparing quality teachers in
respect of content and pedagogical skills.

3. AP State Council of Higher Education has noticed from the proposals of the
colleges who obtained approval for 4 year BSc.B.Ed and BAB.Ed integrated
programme that majority of the colleges have not computed as per the
requirements stipulated in NCTE Regulations, 2014, Further, the Appendix —
13 prescribed syllabus applicable for Education and not integrated the syllabus
with B.A and B.Sc. Hence, the integration of syllabus for BSc B.Ed and
EA B Ed is not available which is the key factor to run 4 year integrated course

4. In this regard, Andhra Fradesh State Council of Higher Education inspected
certain colleges i Acharya Nagarjuna University area and Krishna University
areas in the State of Andhra Pradesh and found the none of the colleges
possess the infrastruciural academic or faculty requirements laid down by
NCTE

8 You are therefore. advised o take action to withdraw recegnition after following
due procass in respect of colleges who offer BSc.B.Ed and BAB.Ed in the
State of Andhra Pradesh and in the meantime the colleges may be asked to
stop admission for the year 2017-18.

An e-mail received from Jojiana Lakra, Section Officer, NCTE Hars on 14.09.2017
regarding original files are required

r
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18.09.2017.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The NCTE (HQ) has received some complaints against 2 sets of
Institutions. They have collected the files from us for scrutiny u/s 13.

2. Only when they complete the action u/s 13 can they ask us for action u/s
17.

3. At this stage, therefore, there is no scope for us to take any action u/s 17.

4. Put up when a further communication comes for action u/s17.

19

81

Letter from TGSECRT regarding furnishing list of Private D E| Ed Colleges

An e-mail received from the Director, SCERT on 02.08.2017 regarding furnishing of the
list of Private D.El.Ed Colleges not figured in the list 1 of NCTE Public Notice.

1 As per the instruction in the public notice issued by NCTE, Delhi, in which it is
mentioned that colleges which are not figured in the list 1 may be urgently
communicated vide e mail at inspection@ncte-india.org.

2. List of 10 Colleges (attached herewith) granted F.R. in 2016-17/2017-18 were
sent to you for withdrawal of F R. by NCTE in view of the Demand and Supply,
where in it is requested that there is no requirement for new D ELEd colleges in
the State of Telangana based on the Demand and Supply. In view of this, it Is
requested once again to take a decision at your end immediately which is very
much delayed to take further action in this regard at our end. (Minutes of the
Affiliating Committee Meeting held on 22.07 2017

Minutes of the 3" Affiliating Committee Meeting of the Private D El Ed Colleges held
on 22.07.2017.

1. All the 153 Private D Fl Ed Colleges (Annexure 1A} figured in the Public Notice
issued by NCTE at list 1 shall be sent to the Convener, DEECET-2017
immediately for considering these colleges for DEECET counseling 2017-19
that are affiliated previously for 4 years

2 All the 37 Private D.El Ed Colleges (Annexure 1B) that are affiliated previously
for 4 years which are not figured in the NCTE list 1 should be placed in the next
Affiliation Committee Mesting after these Colleges comply with the Affidavit
submission to NGTE and to approach SCERT with a proof for consideration to
include for DEECET 2017. To this extent notice should be given to these
colleges to apply online to the NCTE.

3 |t is also decided that the list of these 37 colleges i1s to be sent to NCTE, Delhi
as directed in the Public Notice issued by the NCTE Delhi. ‘
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2 colleges {(Annexure-1C) who applied wrongly on the course name as DPSE
instead of DEIE to rectify in the affidavit submitted to NCTE and to approach
the SCERT with a proof and to place the same in the next Afiiliation Committee
meeting for consideration for DEECET 2017

11 new colleges affiliated in 2015-16 for one year (Annexure-2A and 2B) are
now nspected for offening 4 years affilation Only 10 colleges reports are
recelved and are scrutinized in SCERT. These repors are studied in this
Affiliating Committea Meeting and only 7 are found to be fit for approval for
Affiliating from 2017-18 onwards for 4 years. Out of these 7 colleges approved,
only 6 are figured in NCTE list 1. This college will be considered only after it
applies online to the NCTE for submitting the Affidavit. The |ist of 6 colleges
shall be sent for DEECET convener while informing the Government in view of
the ensuing DEECET counseling.

Out of 10 Govt DIET, & DIETs have already figured in the list 1 of NCTE. The
remaining 2 DIET=s (DIET \Warangal and Karimnagar) have uploaded the
affidawit recently and informed the SCERT with a proof for considering them for
DEECET counseling  Accordingly it is decided that the list of all 10 DIETs are
to be sent for DEECET counseling.

It is decided that the inspection reports of cerlain colleges which are caused
inspection under major deviating in view of clearance offered by NCTE are yet
o be received. After the receipt of these reports, the same will be scrutinized
at SCERT and the same will be placed in the naxl Affiliation Commiltes,

In respect of the propesal received from the Pyt D.ELEd Colleges Association
tar the Fee enhancement of D El Ed course. it 15 decided to obtain Colleges
Audit reports and other related information on the lines of AFREC with
|ustification for censidering the proposal and submit a report to the government.

In respact of 10 colleges which have got FR in 2016-17 NCTE was addressed
on 10052017 and 27 052017 for withdrawal of FR based on Demand and
Supply issue i the State of Telangana Decision from NCTE |s yel lo be
recelved for taking further action in this regard: Now, the management of these
colleges are repeatedly approaching the SCERT for considering for grant of
affiiation for which FR was issued and they have incurred lot of money for
establishing these colleges. |n view of this, it is decided that the NCTE once
again to communicate its decision immediately.

Regarding to SW-Il, the Converner of DEECET-AC selected by the Private Lin
aided Minorty Colleges Association as part of the G010, dt.
12 .04 2017, the committee opined that the nominated Convener's college is not
in the list of colleges published by NCTE list 1. Moreover this colleges name
was sent to NCTE under major deviations and reply from NCTE is also
awailed. |n view of this, it is decided to write to the above Minorities Colleges

Association to select froman affilialed college eligible as per the NCTE list 1
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immediately replacing the present candidate -
11, All the pending Staff approvals in SCERT are to be completed immediately as
per the new GO 15 1ssued by the Government

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. This agenda note mixes up 2 lists : one about 'names ol Institutions’ missing in
the list -1 of NCTE Public Notice ; and, the second about 10 D.ELEd Institutions
given FR by SRC against the recommendation of the Telangana Govt.

2. SRC, at this stage, is not involved in finalizing the list-1 at the NCTE (HQ) level.

3. The other list about withdrawal of recognition given to 10 D.ELEd Institutions,
we had deall with this issue at length , in consultation with NCTE (HQ). The
Telangana Govt wanted to "han’ the D.ELEd course long after the 'ban’ order
was issued. They were advised by NCTE (HQ) to file case - by- case ohjections
with reasons, whenever SRC requested for NOC. The SCERT has not done that .

. There is nothing that can be done about these institutions at this stage.

4. No action is required.

5. Close the file

20 | SRCAPP 14847 l Sri S Ramasamy Naidu Memarial College of Education, Plot No.266/4, Sadyampatti,
B.Ed 2 Units Sattur, Virudhunagar-626203, Tamil Nadu

Sri S Ramasamy
Naidu Memarial | The Managing Committee of 51 § Ramasamy Naidu Memaorial College, Flot no 266/4,

i College of Elayirampannai Road, Sadayampati, Sattur, Virudhunagar - 626203, Tamil Nadu had
Education, applied for grant of recognition to Sri S Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of
Virudhnagar, Education, Plot No 266/4, Sadyampatti. Sattur, Virudhunagar-626203, Tamil Nadu for
Tamilnadu offering B.Ed course for two years duration for the academic year 2016-17 under

Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE
through online on 30.06.2015 The institution submitted the hard copy of the
appheation on 07.07 2015

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Requlations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01 12.2014, A letter to the State Government
for recommendation was sent on 16.07 2015, followed by Reminder-l on 02.05.2016

. Sub-clause (3) of Clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application
and time limit stipulates as under-

(3) The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the processing
fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection certificate 1ssued
by the concerned affiating body. While submitling the apphcation, it has to be ensured
that the application is duly signed by the applicant on every page. including digital |
signalure at appropriate place at the end of the application.”

On careful perusal of the onginal file of the nstitution and other documents, the
application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under - |
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» The institution has not submitted NOC from the affiliating body.

The matter was placed before SRC for in its 292™ meeting held on 29-30 Sept, 2015
and the committee considered the matter and decided to issue Show Cause Notice for
Mon Subrmission of NOC issued by the affiliating bedy along with application.

As per the decision of the SRC. A Show cause notice was issued to the institution on
21.10.2015. The institution did not submit reply even after 21 days of stipulated period
from the date of receipt.

The SRC in its 298" meeting held on 08" - 10"January 2016, considered the matter
and decided as under.

«  Rejected for Non-subrmission of reply to SCN issued for non-submission of
NOC

Rejection order was ssued to the institution on 1502 2016

The SRC in its 300" meeting held on 29™ -30" January, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as follows:

"Keeping in mind the over-all public interest, the committee revised ifs earlier
stand to reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submission of NOCs, and
decided to reopen and process all such reyected cases by accepling NOCs even

now irrespective of their dates of issue”

| The institution submitted its written representation along with NOC on 02.05.2016.
The SRC in its 313" meeting held on 2™ — 3" May, 2016, the committee considered
the matter and decided as under:

* Process and put up,

| The application was processed and placed before SRC in its 314" meeting held on 27"
-28" May 2016, The Committee considered the matter and decided as under

1. NOC has been receved by us by 2 May 2018, the extended time-limit
2, Cause Inspection

3 BP not approved by competent authority BCC is not given,

4. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents

As per the decision of SRC. inspection letter was issued to the institution on
04.08.2016. VT Members names were generated through On-line VT module for
inspection during the period on 01.08.2016 to 20.08.2016, Visiting Team report was
received on 27 8.2016

The SRC in its 323™ meeting held on 16" to 18" November, 2016 considered the
matter and decided to issue show cause notice on the following grounds:
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1. EC is there. Shows mortgage of land to Bank of India

2 There is no supporting course to provide composite sfalus. The proposed B Ed
course is a stand-alone course

3. Issue SCN accordingly.

As per the decision of the SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution
30.11.2016 Reply to the SCN was received from the institution on 16,12.2016.

The SRC. in its 336" meeting held on 04" to 05" January, 2017 the committee consider,
| the matter and decided as under:-
| 1. The stand-alone issue has been satisfactonly addressed
2. But, the mortgage issue remains. SRC does not have the authority to relax this
condition with ref to the quantum of outstanding loans.

Reject the application
Return FORs, if any.
Close the file

o p

As per the decision of the SRC, Rejection order was issued to the inslitution on
19.01.2017.

On 26.04.2017, an office Memarandum is received from NCTE Hq vide File No.91-10"
Mtg /2017~ Appeal dated 2504 2017 with a request to send the ariginal file of 56 S
Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of Education, Plot No 266/4, Sadyampatti, Sattur,
Virudhunagar-626203, Tamil Nadu

On 27 042017, a letter was addressed to The Members Secretary, NCTE, New Delhi.
Forwarding (Original file) of records relating to Sn 5 Ramasamy Naidu Memorial
College of Education '

The Appellate Authority vide No. F.No.89-202/2017 Appeal10™ Meeting-2017 dated:
21.06.2017 received by this office on 30.06 2017 and stating as under -

In the appeal and during personal presentahion it was submitted that
‘they have one Government Aided Arts and Science College started in 1970 and a
Polytechmic College started in - 2009. They oblained a loan from Bank of Indian, When
they started this latter College. At the time of the visit of NCTE Inspection visiting team
to thewr proposed B.Ed College, the Managing Commiltee owned Rs 49 40 370 to the
Bank of India. Now they have repad the full loan amount to the Bank and received the
property documents. As on date, they have no financial iability with any Bank. In view
of above explanations, they requested to accept therr proposal and accord permission
for starting a new B.Ed College The appellant enclosed copies of the Certificates
dl. 2803 2016 and 23.02 2017 issued by Bank of India about the closure of the lnan
accounts and a Non Encumbrance Certificate db 27 02 2017

The Commiftee, noting from the submission of the appellant thal the loan,
which was taken for the polytechnic colfege has been cleared and the competent

authority (Registering office) has also issued a Non Encumbrance Cerificate, |
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concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the SRC with a direction to take |
further action as per the NCTE Regulation. 2014

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal affidavil, documents
available on records and considenng the oral arguments advanced during the hearing,
the committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be remanded fo 8 R C with a
direction to take further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2074,

NOW THEREFORE, the council hereby remands back the case of Sri 5. Ramasamy
Nardu Memorial College of Education. Sattur, Virudhunagar, Tamil Nadu to the SRC,
NCTE, for necessary aclion as indicated above”

The matter was placed before SRC in its 342" meeting held on 5" to 8™ July 2017 and
to RD to issue the communication drafter by the Sﬁ_f:'-z:ahﬁdantialiy to the Chairperson
(NCTE).

A letter was addressed to chair person NCTE Hagrs on 13.07.2017 along with brief of
the case. The same was handed over in person by Shr Sanjya Gupta, RD lo the office
of CP.

A letter was received from the institution on 23.08.2017 and stating as under -

"We are pleased to infarm you that we preferred an appeal to NCTE, Delhi
against the Order No SRO/NCTESRCAPPT4847/B Ed/TN/2017-18/81188,
dated 19.01.2017

The NCTE, Detht considered our appeal on 06.05.2017 and concluded that
fhe matter deserved fo be remanded fo the SRC with & direction to take
further action

The 342™ meeting of SRC held on 5-6 July. 2017 considered the matter
and directed the SRC lo process. So far we have nol recewed any
commumication from your office. Hence, we reques! you to look info the
matter and do the needful”

The reply not received from chairperson NCTE Hars till date.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The Institution has reminded us for action on the Appellate Authority's
order.
2. We have not yet received any reply from NCTE (HQ). Remind
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Tamilnadu Teachers Education University, Gangaiammam Kaoil Streel, Karapallam,

Tamilnadu Teachers Education University. Chennal-600097, Tamilnadu has applied for
grant of recognition to six TNTEU constituent colleges at vanous districts for offering

B Ed degree programme for the academic session 2017-18 thorough online

| Mame & Address of the

institutions

TNTEU College of Education,
Edappadi Taluk. Salem
District, Tamilnadu

TNTEU College of Educatian,
Keezhperumpakkam,
Villupuram District, Tamilinadu

' TNTEU College of Education,

Achuthan Mayal,
Famanathpuram Dhistrict,
Tamilnadu

TNTEU College of Education,
Karapakkam, Sholimganallur,
Kancheepuram District,
Tamilnadu

TNTEU College of Education, |
Melavaniyankudi Panchayath,
Sivagangai Distnct. Tamilnadu

"TNTEU College of Education,

Navinipatti, Melur, Madurai
District, Tamilnadu

A letter dated 15.07.2016 was receved from the Tamilnadu Teachers Education

n continuation to our Hon'ble Vice Chancellor's letter cited ( a copy marked

to the Regional Directar) addressed fo the Chairperson, NCTE. New Delty, | submit
that we are yel to get certain documents from the Government of Tamiinadu with
regard to the proposed establishment of five Tamilnadu Teachers Educaltion
Uriversity Constluent Colleges al Edapadi- Salem Districl, Villupuram- Villupuram
isliet. Ramanathaouram- Ramanathapuram District, Melur-Madural Oistrict and
Chennar, Hence. the University may be permitted lo submil the hard copies of all
documents as soon as they are regeived from the Government of Taminadu,

The matter was placed befare SRC in its 318" meeting held on 30", 31" August & 17
September 2016, and the Committee considered and decided as under:

21 | Tamilnadu
Teachers Chennal-800097, Tamilnadu
T Education
Universify,
Chennai.
Tamil Nadu
5l | Application  Application Code
Mo | 1D
1 10959 SRCAPPZ01630169
2 11351 SRCAPP201630174
. '3 | 11388 SRCAPP201630186
4 11412 ' SRCAPP201630184
* — =
5 11430 SRCAPP201630190
6 | 11437 SRCAPPZ01630191 | F
University on 18 07 2016 stated as under:
a7
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+ The agenda note is incomplete resubmit as discussed giving specific
reference to online applications
= (Obtain a copy of the VCs letter cited.

NMCTE-Hars in its letter dated 01.09.2016 forwarded a copy of VCs lelter dated
30.06.2016 with the request 1o lake appropriate action,

Note: 1) As per TNTEU letter dated 30.06.2016 & 1507 2016, the University
proposed to start five TNTEU constituent Colleges in different districls
Tamilnadu.

2) As per Tamilnadu State online application dash board, TNTEU had applied for six
programmes in different districts

Clause 7 (2) of NCTE Regulations 2014, provides as under

“(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or mare of the following
circumstance

a) Failure to furmish the application fee, as prescribed under rule 9 of the
Mational Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or before the date
of submission of online application.

b) Failure to submit print outl of the applications made along with the fand
documents as required under sub-Regulation 5 within fifteen days of the
submission of the anline application.”

The hard copies of all six applications have not been received in SRC till date.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 321" meeting held on 28" to 28" September,
2016 considered the matter and decided as under -

» The SRC has no authority to relax Regulations, or to @xtend time-limits notified
by the NCTE (HQ) that being so. the request of the TNTEU cannot be
accepted.

As per the decision of SRC, a rejection order was ssued to all six applications on
29082016

A letter dated 08 08.2017 received by this office on 16.08.2017 from TNTEU
The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. We have for attention a letter from the V.C. of TNTEU.

2. The letter details the major steps taken (eg. Allotment of govt. land ;

budget allocation for construction work, etc.) to set up the constituent
colleges as proof of the sincerity of their intention.

3. The information given is unnecessary because the TNTEU's intention was

not at all the issue in dispute.

(S. Sathyam
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B.Ed-DE

(500 intake)
Institute of
Distance

. Education

University of

Madras,
Chenna,
Tamil Nadu
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4.1 The NCTE Regulations require on-line submission of applications
followed up by submission of hard - copies within a stipulated period.

4.2 The TNTEU has not done that till date !.

5. The SRC has no power to amend the Regulations. Significantly, the
deficiency in reference is so serious that it warrants ‘Summary rejection’
of the application.

6. The SRC is, therefore, unable to do anything further in the matter.

7. 5end a polite reply accordingly.

Institute of Distance Education University of Madras, Khasara No.3173, Plot No. |
133/137, Chepauk Village and Taluk, Triplicane Post, Chennai City and District-
BO0005, Tamil Nadu

Institute of Distance Education, University of Madras, Plot No. 133/137, Wallajah Road,
Chepauk Village and Taluk, Triplicane Post, Chennai City and District-600005, Tamul
Nadu applied for grant of recognition to Institute of Distance Education University of
Madras, Khasara No.3173, Piot No. 133/137, Chepauk Village and Taluk. Triplicane
Post, Chennai City and District-600005. Tamil Nadu for offering B.Ed-Distance mode of
two years duration for the academic year 2016-17 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE
Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committes, NCTE  through online on 30.05.2015
The institution submitted the hard copy of the application on 22.06.2015,

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognilion Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014, A letter to State Government for
recommendation was sent on 25.06 2015, and Reminder-l on 11.11.2016.

Sub-clause (2) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under -

(2] The application shall be suminarily rejected under one or more of the following
circumstance-

{al Fallure to fumish the application fee, as prescribed under rufe 9 of the
National Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1297 on or before the date of
subrmission of online application,

(B Failure to submit print out of the applicalions made anline alang with the land

documents as required under sub-requlation (4) of Regulation 5 within fiftean
days of the submission of the online application”

Sub-regulation (4) of Reguiation 5 reads as under -

"While submithing the applicalion online a copy of the registered land document
issued by the competent authorty, indicating that the society or mstitution
-applying for the programime possesses land on the date of application, shall be |
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attached along with the application.”

Sub-clause (3) of clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application
and time limit stipulates as under:-

(3] The application shall be submilted online eleclromically along with the
processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no ohjection
certificate issued by the concerned affillating body While submitting the application,
it has lo be ensured thal the application is duly signed by the applicant on every
page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the end of the application.”

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

= The |nstitution has not submitted hard copy of application within 15 days of
online submission,

= The application is not duly signed by the applicant on all pages as per Sub-
sechion (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014,

The SRC in its 281 meeting held on 20" -21* August, 2015 considered the matter,
and after careful perusal of the original application for B Ed (DE) course for the session
2016-17 submitted on-line on 30.05.2015 and hard copy on 22.06.2015 decided to
Summarily. Reject the application as per clause 7 2(b) of Regulations 2014 on the
following ground:

« The institution has not submitted hard copy of application within 15 days of
online submission.

As per the decision of SRC, rejection order was issued to the institution 13.10.2015.

Meantime letter dated 14.01.2016 was received on 19.01.2016 from NCTE Hars
regarding Acceplance of hardeopy of applications for 2016-17. The letter stated that "/
am directed to refer to this office fetter even no. dated 15" July, 2015 conveying therein
orders of Chairpersan in paragraph 4 of the letter that 15" July 2015 will be the last
date for submission of hardcopy of application for the academic session 2015-16,
irrespective of the date of anline submission. In this regard, altention is invited to a
subsequent letter dated 7" September, 2015 wherein under the last line of paragraph |,
the posilion as il exists in clause 7 of the Requlations 2014 has been indicated. It is
heraby clarified that inclusion of this line was an inadvertent mistake, therefore was not
necessary and may be ignored As such, the directions of the chairperson NCTE, as

conveyed in this office vide above mentioned lefter dated 15" July 2014, extending the
date_of acceptance of the hardeopy of the applications for 2016-17, up to 15" July

2015 is reterated for complance”

An email dated 18012016 was received from NCTE Hagrs with the request to send
onginal records of the institution along with comments on the appeal.

."\,
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| The SRC in its 300™ m meeting held on 297 -30" January, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as follows

 keeping i mind the over-all public interest | the committee rewised s earlier
stand to reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submission of NOC's and
decided lo reopen and process all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs even
now srrespective of their dates of issue”

A letter was sent to NCTE Hagrs on 03.02 2016 stated that the file required to be placed
before SRC, hence the file not sent to the NCTE-Hgrs

The matter was again placed for reconsideration before SRC in its 304" meeting held
on 19" & 20" February, 2018, The Committee considered matter and decided as
under;

BP is not approved by competent autharity
BCC 1o be submitted

Ask VT to cellect all relevant documents.
Cause Composite Inspection,

bl R

As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT
members on 17.03.2016. The Inspection of the institution was conducted on
22.03.2016 and VT report along with documents received on 28.03. 2016

The SRC In its 308" meeting held on 28" -30" March 2016, considered the matter and
decided as under

» Details of study centres not given.

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the Institution on 16.08 2016, The institution has not
submitted reply.

The SRC in its 323" meeting held on 16™ to 18" November, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as follows

BCC is not yet given

Duly approved BP is also not yel given

Details of study centres are also not given.

Other details listed in CI.9, Appendix 10 of the Regulations are not given,
lssue SCN accordingly.

ko

As for the decision of the SRC., Show Cause Naotice was issued to the instituti
30.11.2016. Reply to the SCN was received from the institution on 26 12 2016,

The SRC in its 326" meeting held on 04" & 05" January. 2017 and the committee
considered the matter and decided as under -

’ H:«‘\.m L ;
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BCC 15 not in the prescribed format.
Same photocopy of BP is submitted for B Ed. and D.El Ed. without any
apportionment. demarcation, etc. details.

2 Detals of clause 9, appendix-10 of Regulations are still not given

4. lssue SCN accordingly.

[ s

As per the decision of the SR, a show cause Notice was issued ta the institution on
18.071.2017. The institution has submitted reply to the SCN an 10.02.2017.

The SRC In its 330" meeting held on 12" to 13" February, 2017 the committee
considered the matter and decided as under-

1 The BF with details of convenience apportionment and earmarking of built-up
area has to be given duly approved by the Competent authornty Only a |
photocopy has been repeated,

2. BCC format is given in the SRC website. Building Completion Certificate should
be given in that format duly approved by the competent authority.

3. Project documents and study material should be ready before the recognition
can be given, Issue a letter accordingly,

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 14.02 2017
The institution has submitted represeniation on 03.03,.2017.

The SRC in its 332™ meeling held on 28" February to 3 March, 2017 the committee
considered the reply and decuments and decided as under:-

1. Details of Study centrés are given

2. But, Study material nat yet shown. To say that they will be borrowed from
IGNOU is nat enough,

3. BP-total plan is approved by the University Enginegr.  Bul, earmarking and
formal allocalion of that space for B.Ed.-DE is requied.

4, BCC is duly approved. Bul, only a photocopy is given. Qriginal or a cerlified
copy is required,

5. Issue SCN accordingly

Accordingly, as per the decsion of SRC. a Show Cause MNotice was 1ssued on
09.03.2017. The institution has not submitted reply se far.

The SRC in its 334" meeting held on 30" & 31* March, 2017 considered the non —
submission of reply and decided as under:-

1. The SCN was issued on 9.3.17. There has been no reply so far
2. Only a small action remains to be taken after LOI. Give further time till 18.4.17
3. Putupon 19417

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on
07.04 20107

Y
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The institution has submitted the show cause notice reply on 30.03.2017. -

The SRC, in its 335" meeting held on 11" to 12" April, 2017 the committee considered
the matter and decided as under:-

1. BF is not approved by competent authorily.
BCC is approved. But, every page should be signed. Also, it should indicate the
date of approvalfissue. The fitle shows it to be & building for Diploma in
Elementary Education. This should be correcled.

3. Study material are still not ready. Whether approval of UGC is required is not
clear

4. lIssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, a show cause Notice was Issue o the
University on 20.04.2017. The University has submitted reply to the SCN on
01.05.2017.

The reply was placed before SRC in its 338" meeting held on 01 to 03 May, 2017
cansidered the matter and decided as under -

1. Their reply is seen
BP and BCC are now in order.

3.1 They have admitted that study materials are not ready. They have requested
for some 'gestation period'.

32  We have no discretion to issue FR without the study material being ready.

3.3, But, we have no difficulty In giving more time for preparation of study material
Only, because of a Supreme Court prescribed time-limit of 2.5.17, for issue of
FR wef 2017-18, we will not be able, after 2517, to issue FR w.e f 2017-
18

3.4  Time Is given till 1.8.17 for preparation of study material,

4 Inform accordingly.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the University an 08.05.2017.

The university submitted a letter dated 26.07.2017 received by this office on
02.08.2017.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. They have requested for more time to prepare the study material.
2. Give time till 30.11.2017

Lt
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| Sri Vidyodaya College of Education for Women, 2-2-232 Brundavan Road, Tirupathi —
517507 Andhra Pradesh

S Vidyodaya Cellege of Education for Women. 2-2-232 Brundavan Road, Tirupathi —
517507 Andhra Pradesh had applied for granl of recegnition to B.Ed course of one
yvear duration frem the academic session 2002 2003 to the Southern Regional
Committee on 08.02.2000

The nstitution was  refused  recogniion wide  this  office  order dated
30.07.2003 Aggreived by the refusal order of SRC. the institution filed an appeal before
the appellate authority.

Further no action is seen in the file

The institution submitted two requests on 27 .09 2013 and 09.01.2014 with a request 1o
return the fixed deposit receipt of Rs. 5 lakhs submitted to this office on 08.12.2010

On 07.08 2014, a fax is received by this office regarding the appellate authority order
reversing the rejection order of SRC dated 307 July, 2003

The appeflate authority order F No 88-133/2003/Appeal dated 17.12.2003 is as under

“Smit & Brinda Prasad, President & Correspondent, S Vidyodaya College of
Education for Wamen, A P presented the case of the appellant institution on
the 219 Oclober, 2003.In the appeal as well as dunng the personal
presentation it has been submitted that the Cammussioner of Higher Education,
Hyderabad has approved 1 + 7 teaching staff on the 21" February 2003 and
the Registrar of affihating University (ASP University | Twrupatt has counter
signed the same | al the time of wisit of experts. two faculty members could not
be present due to personal reasans but they are ready to jon, fwo instructor for
art and two mstructors for | T hteracy were appointed long back and they are still
available ; four educational journals are being subscrbed, spacious five storied
buitding localed in the midst of an educational institution far women has been
taken on lease for a period of five years. Il (aboratory 15 equipped with 10
personal computers and other accessonies and & sum of B5 5 lakhs has besh
deposited for 60 months on the 18" March . 2001,

The Council noted that the institution was visited for the second time on 2™
June 2003 The vistling team observed that while necessary
infrastructiralinstructional facilities have been crealed, [he binlding has
asbestos roof Further, the Convnittee noted that the institute has submitted /st
af teachers verified by the Umversity and the State Governmen!

The Council after careful congidaration of all aspects of the maller has come
ey the congiusion that agpeal of the institution deserves lo be accepted. The
order of SRC

[
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reversed and recognition granted 1o Sn Vidyodaya College of Education for
Waomen, Tirupaths for B.Ed coorse with an intake of 100 seals from 2003-04
subyect to the condilton thal before commencing the course, the instifution shall
subrmit a final st of Principal and teachers mcluding wnstructors duly
countersigned by the Universily authonlies, as the earher list was approved
way back in February, 2003

The Councll reverses the order appealed against.”

The SRC in its 273" Meeting held during 30" September, 2014 and 1*' October, 2014
ronsidered the matter, fax dated 07082014 received in this office regarding the
appellate authority order reversing the rejection order of SRC dated 30" July, 2003, The
Sommittee decided and advised Southern Regional Office to

| “1 Write to WCTE {Hgrs) pointing aut fhese facis and the atlendant
wiatation of

the Ackand seek advice
. Z Ash for copies af the documents to rebud the case "

As per the decision of SRC, a |etter was addressed to the Member Secretary seeking
advice in the matter and documents of the institution to rebuild the case.

Reply from the appellate authority is awaited

In the meantime on 19.12.2014, as per the direction from NCTE (HQ), a letter seeking
S consent on the willingness of the institution Tor considering their application as per
Regulations 2014 was sent to the institution. As the institution had not submitted the
affidavit another reminder letter was sent to the institution on 18.02.2015.

On 28.02 2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit expressing willingness for the
apphcation to be processed as per Regulations, 2014

The following are observed from the file:-

1 A fax ( appeliste authorly order dated 1712 2003 Jwas received by this
office
an 07 08 2074 and there s no numberdrom address displayed to frace
. oul who has sent the fax

2. The appeilate authority arder dated 17 12 2003 was not available in the
file:
and as per recards, the order was nol brought lo Whe natice of SRC Ll
date. It was also observed from (ke file that the inshitution has not
submitted approved stalf list as per the condilion specified in the
appeliafe authorly dated 1712 2003

3 As per the decision of 273% Meeting of SRC, a letter is addressed to
the Member Secratary, NCTE-HO seeking advize in the matter Reply
from the appeliate authorty is awailed
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4 O 28.02 2015, the mshitution has submiffed an affidavit on Rs 1004
sfamp  paper expressing adherence to Regulations, 2014,

The SRC inits 284" meeting held on 08" — 10" April, 2015 considered the matter and
decided as under:

Remmd NCTE (HQ) for clarifying the position

2 Withhold ssue of RPRO untl such elarification.

As per the decislon of SRO, a letter was addressed t oNCTE-Hagrs an 27 052015 with
a request for clarification on the appellate authority order dated 17.12.2003, received
by this office on 07.08.2014 by fax,

On 24.09.2015, the institution has submitied a written request for issuance of revised
order which s as under

‘We have been running our inshitution from 2003-2004 4l date 2014-15
sincerely and without any 1ssues Inspite of thal and submitling the affidavit and
the necessary papers, we have not recewved orders for the academic year
201506 Therefore. we reguest you lo kindly ssue the orders as soon as
passihle

Mnother |etter was addressed 1o NCTE — Hgrs on 05 1D 2015 seeking clarification an
the appellate aulhority order dated 17 .12 2003, received by this office on 07.08.2014

Reply has not been received from NCTE — Hgrs so far,

The institution has submitted its representation on 08.08 2017 along with the approved
photocopy of Faculty List 1t stated as under.

(RPRO) s ssued to us This was folfowed by owr reminded request dated
24.08.2015

Further it 15 to be brought fo your natice thal in compliance of the Appeliate
Order dated 17 12 2003, we submitted Fresh Approved Faculty List to SRC
(Copy Aftached) Due to the demise of our President and Correspondent this
matle cowld not be fellowed frequently

Findly {ssue the RPRO and figwre our msttution i the st of recogrieed
mshitutions by the NCTE S

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

No records are available about this institution. Only some stray pieces of
information are available,

| ™
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2.1 We can not treat this as a new case because the last date for
application is over.

2.2 We can only treat this as a RPRO case. But, for that there should be
information about its continued functioning,

2.3 Let us ask the S.V. Univ whether they have any affiliation details about
this institution. 3. Simultanecously, ask the Institution / Society to submit
all relevant documents to consider the possibility of this being
processed as a RPRO case.

4. There is reference about "asbestos’ roofing, Find out whether it is still
there,

5.1 As regards infrastructure, the information is that they have a big
building on a 5 year lease. What is the position now 7.

5.2 No documents about title are there. Obtain.

6. Put up in Nov.17

“AzimPremji University, PES Campus, Pixel Park, B Block, Electronic City, Hosur Road, |

( Behind Nice Road), Bangalore (U)-560010, Karnataka

AzimPremyi Foundation fer Development, PES Campus, Pixel Park B Block, Electrimic |
City, Hosur Road (Behind Nice Road), Anekal, Bangalore, Karnataka has submitted |
an online application for offeringM Ed and B A.B Ed / B.Sc B Edecourse In the name of
AzimPremyi University, PES Campus, Pixel Park, B Block, Electronic City, Hosur
Road, ( Behind Nice Road), Bangalore (U)-560010, Karnataka on 30052016 and |
hard copy of the application was received on 07 06 2016

Letter was addressed 1o the Secretary lo Government, Education Depariment,
Governmenl of Karnalaka seeking recommendalion /comments in respect of the |
application received by the SRC-NCTE for recognition of the proposed B.P.Ed course, |
on 22 06.2016 Reminder —| was issued on 01.10.2016 Reminder-1l was sent to the
Government on 02.11.2016.

Recommendation of the State Government was received by this office after the
completion of 30 days from the date of issue of the letters to the State Government
vide Govt Order No.ED 281 URC 2016, Bangalore, dated 15.12.2016 for B.A, B.Ed/
B.Sc B Ed and wvide order no, ED 282 URC 2016, Bangalore, dated 14 122016 for
M.Ed course

The online application was sorutinized along with hard copy of the application

The SRC in its 324" meeting held during 07" — 08" December, 2016, considered the
scrutiny of the application and decided as under -

1. "Four entities are invalved- AzimPremy Trust, AzmPremy Foundation for
Development, Peoples Education Sooiely, and AzimPremy University

2 The promoter sociely is the Foundation. They have no tilfe to the lands.

3. The University 1s the institution concerned. They have only lease hold
title acquired from a private party. This is not admissible under the 2014 |

™
THTACL
(5. Sathyam) {
Chairman




J45" Meeting of SRC
21n & 22, September, 2017

Regulations
4 AzimPremyi Trust and Peoples Education Society are not legally relevant
to this case.
& EC s not given
6 LUC 15 not given.
¢ BP s nol-given,
8.BCC s not given  Building is reported to be still under construction
8. For M.Ed -NAAC certificate is nol given
10 Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly.”

As per the decision of SRC a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
08.12.2016. The institution has submitted reply through online on 2912 2016 and
hard copy on 30 122018

The SRC in its 327" meeting held during 19™& 20" January, 2017 considered the

| notice reply and decided as under -
. 1. "The SRC did not mean to guestion the academic standing of the
AzimPremji University.

2. The SRC has to tunction strictly under the NCTE Regulations. It has no
power or discretion lo refax the Regulations, Only the Council has that
power

3. The AzimPremji University may approach the NCTE (HQ) fir obtaining the
relaxation required by them Thereafter, they can approach the SRC for

. appropriate further attention/action.”

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on
25.01.2017.

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

The SRC in its 335" meeting held during 11" — 12" April. 2017 considered the matter
of non submission of reply of the mstitution and decided as under -

1. "There are oo many deficiencies in this case

2. They have not cared to address any one of them substantively
. 3. Reject the application.

4. Return FDRs. if any,

5. Close the file "

The SRC in its 336" meeting held during 19" — 20™ April, 2017 reconsidered the
matier and decided as under-

1. "The communication of the NCTE (HQ) about the proposed amendment to
the Regulations is seen. Circulate copies lo all the Members. We can
discuss in the next meeling

2. SRO has brought up the case of AzimPremji University for consideration
lowards possible review w.r i the proposed amendment
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We find it difficult to accept this agenda tem for consideration.  There is no
error apparent on the face of the record to warrant review  There is no
other justification to reopen a decision taken by us on 11.4 2017, That the
SRO has not yet issued the arder 15 not relevant for our consideration.”

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

F No /NCTE/SRC/SRCAPP201630034/M Ed/B AB Fd/B Sc B Ed/KAR2017-

18/92951, dated 24 04201/

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

The appeliate authority vide order F No. 891221/2017Appeal 7 Meeting-2017 dated
01.05.2017 has staled as under -

“Appeal Committee noted thal appeal made AzimPremji University is against
an order daled 24.04.2017  The appellant University had applied for M Ed
and BABEd / BScBFEd courses with a proposal io condust the
programmes in a leased premises for the time bewng and subsequently shift to
their own premises which s stated to be under construction Appeal
Committee noted that previously NCTE had addressed a letter to SRC to
examine this case in light of a proposed amendment in the NCTE Regulation,
2014 by which it was proposed to add a provision under rule B(4) of the
regulations enabling Central or State Govt. Institution or Unlversities to seek
recognition for a peried of five years on land or premises, which is leased lo
them Appeal Committee further noted that, Southern Regional Committee
{SRC) In a further meeting held on 19" and 20" April, 2017 discussed the
amendment which was jus! a proposal approved by the supreme body of
NCTE at that time and decided to confirm its earhier decision which was taken
in 335" Meeting held on 11" and 12" April, 2017 Appeal Committee
appreciates that SRC has rightly and logically decided not to review their own
decision o refuse recognition 1o AzimPremji University on the ground of
proposed funchioning from a leased land and building

NCTE appnsed the Appeal Committee that an amendment to NCIE
Regulations, 2014 has since been notified on 28.04.2017 and published in the
Gazette Committee also noted that in a number of matters, courts of Law
have ruled that Appeal Committes should consider subsaquent development
and adjudicate judiciously.

Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the case te SRC to
consider the case of appellant University in light of the amendments carried
oul in the NCTE Regulations, 2014 and decided accordingly.

On perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal affidavit, documents on record, oral
arguments advanced during the hearing and the notification dated 28.04 2017
issued by NCTE amending the NCTE Regulations, 2014, Appeal Committee
concluded to remand back the case to SRC Bangalore for reconsidering the |
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matter in light of the amendments made lo NCTE Regulations, 2014

fifter perusal of the memaorandum of appeal affidavit, documents available on
records and considenng the oral arguments advanced during the hearnng the
Committee conciuded that the appeal deserves to be remanded to SRC
Bangalore for reconsidering the matter in hght of the amendments made to
NCTE Regulations 2014

Ihe council hereby remands back the case of AzimPrem) Unversity, Anekal,
Karnataka to the SRC. NCTE, for necessary aclion as indicated above "

The SRC In its 338" meeting held during 1" - 3% May, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under -

1. As describad our SCN on OB 122016, there are four main entities in this
case!
AzimPremji University, Premji Foundation for Development; AzimPremyi Trust,
and peoples Education Society

2 documents given show that all land dealings ( sale or lgase) are between
FES and AP Trust

31 The AP Foundation is the promoler Society. They have no title { freehold or
lease),

3.2 The A P. University 15 the instiution concerned. | hay have no title | freehold
or leasehold)

4.1 NCTE { Coungil) has amended the Regulation to relax the norms relating 1o
landarea requirement in hill-areas and urban areas; even 'lease ' has been
aliowed,

4.2 That being so. the earlier considerations relating te land-holding need not
anymore be a hurdie to further processing this case:

4.3 Availability of 1000 sg mts of land for supporting a super-structure of built
up area s the minimum reguirement indicated

51 We can now get the VT inspection done.

5 2 Cause composite inspection for M.Ed ( 1 unityand BAEBEd /! B.Sc B Ed |
2 units),

5.3 Askthe VT to collect all relevant documents, Title-deeds | i any), LUGC
& EC far the Sy, Nos. involved, and B P.and BCC "

VT members names were generated through online VT module for inspection during
the penod 14 052017 to 03.06.2017 |Inspection of the nstitution was conducted on
30052017 and 31052017 and the VT report along with documents received on
02062017

The SRO in ts 342™ meeting held during 05" - 06" July. 2017 considered the T
report and decided as under -

1) "The Composie VT Inspecton report is exhaustive and gives many details,
2)  The ( recently) amended Regulations have raised many new conditions
3) 5SRO should list the various 1ssues/ condilions in a labular format and give
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[ I - against each the correct faclual position relating  to the AzimPremji
University."

An e-mail received by this office from the Under Secretary ( Regulations), NCTE, Hars
on —- stated as under:-

"I am directed to refer to your email letter dated 09.08. 2017 on the subject
noted above and to say that through the NCTE Notification dated 28.04.2017.
It is hereby clarified that an exemption has been carved out to the main existing
provision 8(4) in Regulation. Thus the provisios mentionedbelow B (4) pertain
to different situations where either a teacher education institution is running or
proposed to be run on land which is not owned by it or even where the land
area 15 less than required as per the main provision. Thus each prowvision
indicates different situations for which specific prescriptions have been given
tor relaxing the kand area requirement or even the land ownership norms, The
amended part of sub regulation (4) is stated below:

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

Provided thal In cases of Central or State Government Institutions or
+ Universities, recognition may be accorded for a period of five years on land or
premises, which is leased to them,

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

Frovided also that in case of Cenlral or State Government Institutions
or Universities, recognition may be accorded on land or premises, which is
leased to them for a penod of thirty year or more.

. Provided also that in cases of Cities notified as Category X and Y by
the Government of India for the purposes of house rent allowance, any
University or College which has been in existence for the last ten academic
years on the date of application and not in possession of fand as per MNational
Council for Teacher Education norms, be allowed to apply for new Teacher
Education Programmes or additional Intake exclusively on the basis of the
availability of buill up area as per National Council for Teacher Education
Morms, if the institution has at least one thousand sg.meter of land area on
which the required infrastructure is built up.”

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

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

Owerall Assessment of VT members:-

102

VT members inspected the institution namely AzimPremji University on dated
30.05.2017 and had institution with VC and Registrar of the University and
verified all the relevant documents. The videography has been carried out to
ensure the availability of the infrastructural and instructional facilities in the
having a round of the University and physically verified all the relevant
documents observed as under -

«  AzimPremji Trust is the trust that holds the endowment corpus

AzimPremji Foundation for Development ( sponsoring body of the
AjinPremji University) is the beneficiary of the AzimPremiji Trust
Peoples Education Society is a separate external entity.
All land and building at the proposed premises for the Teacher
Education Programs are owned by People Education Society. The
title of the Land. Land Use Cerificate, Building Plan and Building
Completion Certificate all are in favour of People Education Society.

« The AzimPremji University ( Lessee) has laken on lease from People
Education Society | Lessor) vide registered lease deed no: BNG (U}
BTM B4B8/2017/18 the third floor of the building located on survey no
22/4. This is for exclusive use for the proposed teacher education
programs.

+ In addition the Licence Deed dated 26.09.2016 also provides for
usage of the following facilities on showing basis i.e,

a} Ground floor- Multipurpose Hall, Seminar Hall, Chemistry lab, Play
ground, Parking

b)  First floor- Physics lab,

¢} Fourth floor — Physical Education Room and Gymnasium

The lease deeds lerms are as under-
a) Lease Deed dated 26.09.2016 - For three years
b} Lease Deed dated 26092016 - For three years
¢} Lease Deed dated 02.01.2017 - For three years
« The encumbrance fort the above registered lease deed in favour of
AnmPremjl Umversity has been created. The copy of the encumbrance
Cerntificate is attached.
= As per the Gazette of India extraordinary notification dated April 29, 2017
point 2 (bj on page 4 "provided that in case of Universities, recognition |
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may be accorded for a penod of five years on land or Premises which is
leased to them.

* As per lease deed only bulding part e floorwise part is leased to
AzimPremji University not land

= As per AzimPrem|i University application to SRC NCTE dated May 28,
2016 the land ownership indicated was of the land for the permanent
campus of the AzimPremji University ( title held by AzimPrem|l Trust).

= But according to the new notification on dated April 29, 2017 AzimPremji
University wants to get recognition on lease deed land ! building
Therefore as per lease deed land survey no's are different.

= Tha nivarsity has created his oW website e

= The University has made provision for safety measure dunng exigency.

« The Unwersity campus, building, furniture is barrier free and disablad
friendly.

« Staff Rooms, Administrative Office, Multipurpose Hall, Seminar Hall, All
labs facilities for staff, boys and girls, Canteen , Stores, parking space and
play grounds are available accoerding to norms of NCTE.

= Library is well turnished having 3582+¢1702 =5294 bocks.  Title
3242+1535=4777. Encyclopedia 43 and total capacity of seating in the
library Is 140

= [ndoor and outdeor games facilities are avallable

* |n this connection it is felt that this case |s forwarded to SRC, NCTE for
further necessary action

Remarks:-

1. Un Registered lease deed for a period of 3 years dated 24.09.2015
is subrnitted at the time of making application which was not as per
Regulations 2014

2 License deed dated 26 092016 { with effect from July 1, 2015)
Lease deed dated 26 09,2016 ( up to 30" June. 2018 and
Additional lease deed dated 02 05.2017 were submitted along with
the Visiting Team Report.

3. Inthe additional lease deed dated 02 .05 2017 it is mentioned thal
only upon receipt of letter of intent from to commence the teacher
education grogrammes.

Further, an e-mail received by this office from the Under Secretary ( Regulations).
NCTE, Hgrs on 08092017 stated as under;

"I am directed 1o refer (o your email letter dated 09.08 2017 on the subject nated
abowve and to say that through the NCTE Notification dated 28:04 2017 It s
heraby clarified that an exemption has been carved out to the main existing
provision 8(4) in Regulation. Thus the provisios mentioned below 8 (4)
pertain to different situations where either a teacher education institution is
running or proposed to be run on [and which is not owned by it or even
‘where the land area (s less than required as per the main provision. Thus
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 each provision indicates different situations for which specific prescnptions
have been given for relaxing the land area requirement or even the land
- ownership norms. The amended part of sub regulation (4) is stated below:;

"Mo institution shall be granted recognition under these regulations unless the
institution or society sponsonng the institution is in possession of required
land free from all encumbrances on the date of application and the said land
shall be either on ownership basis or on lease from the Government or
Government institutions for a period of nol less than thirty years subject to
the relevant laws of the concerned State or Union Termtory.

Frovided that in cases of Central or State Government Institutions or
Universities, recognition may be accorded for a period of five years on land
or premises, which is leased to them,

Provided further that such institution shall be required to shift to premises
. with own land and building thereon, in conformity with the specification in

these regulations within a period of five years from the date of recognition
Provided also that in case of Central or Slate Governmenl Institutions or
Universities, recognition may be accorded on land or premises, which is
leased to them for a period of thirty year or mare.

Frovided also that in cases of Cities notified as Calegory X and Y by the
Government of India for the purposes of house renl allowance, any
- University or College which has been in existence for the last ten academic
years on the date of application and not in possession of land as per
National Council for Teacher Education norms, be allowed to apply for new
Teacher Education Programmes or additional Intake exclusively on the |
basis of the availability of built up area as per National Council for Teacher
Education Norms, if the institution has at least one thousand sq meter of
land area on which the required infrastructure Is built up.”

2. The case under reference pertain to the first provisio and the requirement
here would be that it shall be a State Central Govt. institution or a University
which is proposing to run a teacher education programme from
land/premises which are leased to it. The approval by RC is to be given for
. five years and within five years the said institution is expected to move to its
own premises. The proviso 1s specific and 15 on standalone basis for
facilitating a TEl which propose to be run from premises which are not
owned by it

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

1. The NCTE (H() has sent a clarification regarding the recently
amended regulation. The effective position is that govt
institutions /Univs can he given recognition for 5 years even on leased
land or premises.

2, The V.T.l report is examined.

3.1 Azim premji Univ is not a govt institution. Therefore, the recent
amendment is not relevant to them.

3.2 Also, the lease period is only 3 years whereas the amendment talks
of an interim recognition for 5 years within which time the applicant
is expected to develops own facilities and shift into them.

4 .In the result, and for the reasons given above, the Azim Premji Univ
does nat qualily for consideration at all.

5. Issue SCN accordingly

25 |'SRCAPP2018
30050

DEILEd 1 Unit
Block Institute of
Teacher
Education,
Nilgiris,
Tamilnadu
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Block Institute of Teacher Education(BITE), Gudalur Vilage. GHSS Campus,
Ovelley Road, Gudalur Taluk & City, Nilgiris District-643211, Tamil Nadu

Block |nstitute of Teacher Education{BITE)}, Gudalur Village, GHS5S Campus, Dvelley
Road, Gudalur Taluk & City, Milgiris District-643211, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of
recognition to Block Institute of Teacher Education{BITE), Gudalur \illage, GHSS
Campus, Ovelley Road. Gudalur Taluk & City, Nilgiris District-643211, Tamil Nadu far
offering D.ELEd course for two years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under
Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE
through online on 27.052016. The institulion has submitted the hard copy of he
application on 03.06 2016,

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Frocedures) |
Regulations, 2014 ncotified by NCTE on 01.12 2014, |

As per Regulations, a letter o State Government for recommendation was sent on
04.07 2016 followed by Reminder | on 01.10.2016 and Reminder || on 02,11.2016.

As per the direction, the application was scrutinlzed anline along with hard copy of the
application and placed before SRC in its 327th Meeting held during 19th 1o 20th
January. 2017 and the Committee cansidered and decided as under-

This will be a 'stand alone' course

Land document is nol given

MOC is given,

BF is given Buill-up area s 1116 sq.umts
BCC nat given,

LUC/EC = not required for a Gowt, institution.
Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly.
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| As per the decision of SRC. a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution through |
online mode on 21.01.2017

The institution submitted SCN reply along with documents on 02.02.2017

The SRC in its 328" Meeting held on 06" & 07" February, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as follows,

Land documents are given. Land area is adequate.
LUC is there

EC not required. Gowt. land.

Building Plan is in order.

BCC not given.

FIORs not required.

Cause inspection,

Ask VT to colleet all relevant documents.

O~ O bR =

As per the decision of the SRC, VT members names were generated through online
WT module for inspection during the perlod 19.03.2017 to 08.04.2017

The inspection was conducted by VT Members on 02042017 to 04.04 2017
Inspection report hard copy received on 11 04,2017,

- The SRC in its 335" meeting held on 11" — 12" April, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under -

1. Title s there. Gowt land. Land area is adequate.

2. LUC/EC nhot required.

3. BF is approved by PWD Engineer and not the local body concerned. But, State
Gowt. has given the required permission.

4. BCC s not given

5 Issue LO| for D.ELEA{1 unit). Ask them to submit BCC along with the LOI

reply,

As per the decision of SRC, LOI was sent through on-line on 18.04.2017 and the
institution submitted the LOI reply an 2B.04 2017

The SRC in its 338" meeting held on 01% — 03" May, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under -

1. LOI reply is received.

2. BCC. duly approved, 1s given. But, it is not in format
3. Faculty ligt is examined,

| - There is no regular Principal
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Subject specialization of faculty members is not shown
4. lIssue 5CN accordingly.

As per the decision of SRC, Show Cause Notice was Issued on 08.05.2017. The
institution has submitted the Show Cause Notice reply on 11.05 2017

The SCN reply was placed before SRC in its 339" meeting held on 22™ to 23™ May,
2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. What we need is BCC in format  Building Soundness Certificate is not the
same. Ask them to clarify.

2 Service certificate of Principal is not submitted

3. Subject specialization of faculty members is shown. The Following deficiencies

are there:
{1} One Asst Prof (Persp ) is required
(i) One Asst Prof (Perf. Arts) is required.

Issue SCN accordingly.

5 It may be clarified to them that, after 2517 time limit prescribed by the
Supreme Courl, it will not be possible for us to grant FR w.ef 2017-18.

™

As per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was 1ssued to the institution on
30.05.2017. The institution submitted reply on 14.06 2017

The SRC in its 342™ meeting held on 5™ to 6" July, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under -

Their reply to our SCN dt. 14.6.17 is by and large satisfactory.
MNevertheless, one paint will need further elarification
- In the BCC (called as Building Soundness Certificate) there is reference to the
roofing in a Ground Floor and First Floor being of Mangalore tiles over Zinc
sheet. It is not clear how two floors of a building can have such a roofing.
They may  clarify
3 The person identified for Asst Prof (Persp.) is of the subject Tamil. She is not
qualified to teach perspective. She will have to be changed by an Asst. Prof.
who has a PG In Sociology/Psychology/Philosophy.
4. Issue SCN accordingly.

B ) =
0

As per the decision of the SRC, Show cause Notice was issued to the institution on
12.07.2017. An email and hard copy was received by this office on 02.08.2017.

The SCN reply was placed before SRC in its 344" meeting held on 17" to 18™ August,
2017 and the Committee considerad the matter and decided as under -

s Before proceeding further please ask them to clarify whether they have (or,
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'stand alone’ clause.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 01.08.2017. The
institution has submitted reply on 09.09.2017 and stating as under -

‘As per the Tamil Nadu Government G.O. (Ms) No 38 dated 26.02 2015 BITE
Gudalur has apphed for offering D ElEd course for two years duration fo the
Southern Regional Commuttee, NCTE through on-line mode on 27 05 2016 Also
the hard copy of the application has submitted on 03.06 2016 The SRC-NCTE,
327" meeting heid on 19" to 20" January 2017 confirmed this as ‘stand alone'
COUrSE.

We further inform that we are not offering any other course(s) According to the
present Government policy, now we are kindly requesting you to grant recognition
for ‘stand alone’' D.ElL.Ed (1 unil) course”

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The NCTE Regulations 2014 specifically prohibit 'stand alone’ courses.

2. The applicant admits that this will be a case of 'stand alone’ D.ELEd.

3. They want special consideration. The SRC has no power to relax the
Regulations.

4. Reject their application.

5. Close the file.

Sri Rama College of Elementary Education, Plot No 128, Akbarpet, Mirdoddi
Mandal Medak District, Pin-502102, Andhra Pradesh

Vikas Educational Society,Plat No.1,B.Pally Road Akbarpet Mirdoddi  Medak
District, Pin-502102, Andhra pradesh had submitted an online application to the
Southern Regional Committee of NCTE on 29.09.2011 and physical application On
04.10.2011 for grant recognition for D.EI.Ed course of two year duration with an annual
intake of 50 students at Sn Rama College of Elementary Education, Plot No 128,
Akbarpet, Mirdoddi Mandal Medak District, Pin-502102. Andhra Pradesh and was
granted recognition on 04 .09 2012 from the academic session 2012-2013.

A letter was received from  Shri Gopal Reddy, Director, SCERT, Andhra Pradesh,
Hyderabad on 252 2014 and 26 2 2014, enclosing a letter from Commissioner and
Director of School Education, Andhra Pradesh to Regional Director, SRC, NCTE,
Bangalore dated 23.12 2013 to communicale the order passed on the detailed report
submitted to NCTE, Bangalore in respect of (41) D Ed colleges who have made
admissions during 2012-13 al their on in violation of admission rules and to take
necessary action as per NCTE rules

The SRC in its 268" meeting held on 4" & 5" June 2014, considered the matter, letter
dated 25.02,2014 & 26.02 2014 from Shri Gopal Reddy, Director, SCERT, Hyderabad,

_ | Andhra Pradesh, letter dated 23.12.2013 and decided to issue Show Cause Notice for |
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Norms and Standards for D.EL Ed course, 2009, as reported by the affiliating body in
respect of 41 D.Ed colleges who have made admissions during 2012-13 at their own
in violation of admission rules issued by the State Govt. of AP

8 (12) of Regulations 2009 reads as: 'The University or Examining body shall grant
affiliation only after issue of the formal recognition order under sub-regulation (11) of
Regulation 7 of these Regulations Further, admissions by the institution shall be
made only after affiiation by the University or Affiliating body and as per the State

Falicy.

3 (3) of Norms & Standards of D El Ed course, 2008 which read as Admission
Procedure: Admission shall be made on merit on the basis of marks obtained in the

qualifying examination and/or in the entrance examination or any other selection
process as per the policy of the State Govt /UT Administration

As per the decision of SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
07.08.2014

The institution submitted reply to the show cause notice along with court order on
01.09.2014

The Court orders submitted by the institution is as under -

(1) The institution has submitted a Court order dated 26 02.2014 in W.P.No. 5604
of 2013 from the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature of Andhra Pradesh at
Hyderabad filed by Sn Rama College of Elementary Education,
Akbarpet Medak against the Government of Andhra Pradesh which is as under

Post for admission on 11.03.2013

It 1s nol in dispule that the petilioner has been granted recognition for
D EIEd course by the National Counci for Teacher Education
(N.C.T.E) that too, effective from the current academic year The Stale
Council of Higher Education is also said fo have made necessary
recommendations  The only impediment for the petitioner lo function is
the absence of a G O

The order of approval by the N.C T E was issued way back in the
month of September 2012 So far, formal orders were not issued
Hardly. there exists any uniformity or specified policy for the
Gaovernment in this regard. Further, the law laid down by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court is to the effect

that once & statutory specialized agency, such as A1 C. T E. Medical
Council of India or N.C T E, accords approval or the recognition , as the
case may be the other authonties, including the State Government
have to fall in line.
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There shall be interim direction to the respondents to include the name
of the petitioner-institution in the list of colleges for allolment of
candidates in the third phase of counseling.”

() The institution has submitted a copy of the Court order dated 11.06 2014 in
W.P.No. 15499 of 2014 from the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at
Hyderabad for the State of Telangana and the State of Andhra Pradesh The
petition is filed by Sn Rama College of Elementary Education, Akbarpet Medak
along with & other institution against Government of Andhra Pradesh The
Court order is as under -

* Learned Assistant Government Fleader for School Education
seeks two weeks' lime to secure detailed instruchions,

Fost affer three weeks in mohon list

In the meantme, Ihe altendance put in by the students of
the respective petitioner institutions be verified and in case they have
putinthe requisite minimum percentage of altendance, their
results may be announced immediately, ~

The SRC in its 273™ meeting held on 30™ Sept & 01" Oct, 2014 considered the matter
and decided as under;

« The Law is clear on this issue. The Supreme Court has also given specific
directions. Once 'recognition’ is given by NCTE, the affiliating body shall
affiliate. If they have any problem, they have to take it up with NCTE. In this
case, the High Court has also reiterated this position. In their reply to our show
cause notice, the institution has clarified that all the actions were taken in
compliance of the High Court order. The State Government and the SCERT
will, therefore, be well advised to comply with the High Court order.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC. letter was sent to the Secretary, School
Education Department on 07.11.2014.

The institution submitted written representation along with documents on 26 04 2016

The institution submitted its wrntten representation along with documents on
25042017 & 28.07.2017 and stating as under,

{-am lo state that we have been running D.ElEd course in our
college. During the year 2015-2016, our affiliation committee has raised a
deficiency stating "Location Problem’.

In this regard | wish lo bring to your kind nolice that we have been
granted recognition in the name of SR RAMA COLLEGE OF ELEMENTARY
EDUCATION, Jocated at plot No. 128 Akberpel, Mirdoddi (M), Medak Dist —
502102 From the day of recognition itself, our college fs in the same village.
Land registration will be done in the name of Bhoompally Village and posfal
address will be mentioned as Akberpet Village. But having no awareness in

_regard o the difference in between Hamlet village and Revenue village the |
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affiiation committee has raised such deficiency.

In this regard | am hereby enclosing the certificate duly signed by the
Tahsidar, mirdoddr (M}, having the clarfication of our college location and the
clarfication in regard to Hamlel village and Revenue Village. The same is also
reflected in the very first page of our registered land document which was
submilted to you along with the application which is submitted for seeking
recogrition from your renowned office

In view of the above circumstances, | wish to bring to your kind notice
that we have submitted our reques! proposal on 29.02 2016 and on 26.04 2016
alang with the cerified copy of Tahsildar for your kind consideration.  But, till
today, we have nol yel received any communication from your office. As our
case js pending al SRC level the TSCERT has held up our renewal affilialion
for the years 2015-2016 and 2016-2017

Hence, | request you kindly to process our request proposal and
mstruct the authonties of TSCERT to issue renewal of affiliation for the year
2017-2018 by accepling the clarfication certificate issued by the Tahsildar
concerned

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

1. The law is that once NCTE recognition is given, the SCERT shall
affiliate.

2. But, that can not mean that institutions can merrily violate
affiliation conditions,

3. The Institution has given explanations relying upon the court order
(about admission of students) and the Tahsildar's certificate
(about location on the ground).

4. Send copies of these explanations to the SCERT to check whether
these help the Institution to meet the affiliation conditions of the
SCERT.

| Yerra Krishnamurthy College of Education, Maripivalasa — 534446, Vizianagaram

District, Andhra Pradesh

Yerra Krishnamurthy Educational Society, Parvatipuram — 535501, Vizianagaram
District, Andhra Pradesh has submitted an application to the Southern Regional
Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Yerra Krishnamurthy College of
Education, Maripivalasa — 534446, Vizianagaram District. Andhra Pradesh for
conducting Secondary (B.Ed) course of one year duration with an annual intake of 100
(Hundred) Students and the recognition was granted on 14.07 2000

On 31.12.2014, letters were 1ssued to all existing institutions regarding notification of

new Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
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Norms and Standards before 31 10,2015, o
©On 21.01. 2015, the institution submitted the affidavit for offering B Ed course with an
intake of 100 students. The Revised Recognition order was issued on 12.05.2015.

Institution has submilted documents as per revised recognition order on 06.11.2015
and 03.06.2016.

SRC in its 314" meeting held on 27" to 28" May 2016. decided as under:

"For cases of B.Ed (2 Units) in the existing institution, where RPRQ,
has been issued we have fo cause inspechion fo check adherence o the 2014
Regulations. This action will have fo be compleled by July 2016 so that revised
Formal Recognion can be issued wef 2016-17 to enable them to make
admission in ime:

Action to check the documents in these cases (about 1885 in number)
will take time Instead of Waiting for thal action to be completed for placing
them before the SRC, to save fme. VT Inspections can straighlaway be
atdered VT Inspection Repord can be considered along with examinalion of the
documents.

Regional Direclar s authonsed o initiate aclion accordingly. The
institution concerned may be alerled abou! such action so that they will be
prepared fo recelve the Visiting Teams They may also be advised o keep in
readiness lates! approved Faculty Lists for Submission o the VTs. "

As per the decision of SRC Inspection Intimation was sent to the institution on
14.06.2016.

The institution submitted its written representation on 17.10 2016 and slating as under,

we applied for two_units for B.Ed course for the year 2016-17  But in
Andhra Fradesh B Ed admissions are completed and the convener, Ed Cel —
2016, Andhra Pradesh allotted the students for one unit (50 students) only for |
the year 2016-17 and also the Affilkation commitiee of Andhra University,

17 Hence we are requeshing you to kindly postoone the inspection of our
institution under sechon 13/74/15/%f NCTE Act, Ref No 3038724 upto 201718
academic year so thal we will be very thankiul to you sir"

Request of the above said institution was placed before the SRC in its 342™ meeting
held on 058" & 08" July, 2017 and the Committee decided the matter as provided
below;

1. The request for reduchon of intake strength from 2 units to 1 unit in this
case s accepted subject o the following conditions

N
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(i) The reduchon will be w.ef 2017-18. The students admitted into the 2 |
units in 2016-17 will however be entitled to continue with and complete
their 2™ year course in 2017-18

(i) Admissions in 2017-18 will be limited to one unit of 50. The affiliating
Universities will please ensure that this is strictly observed

{11} Notwithstanding the restriction of admission in the first year course to 50,
there will be no reduction in the faculty strength of 1+15, as prescribed in
the 2014 Regulations because of the continuing workload in the 2™ year
course. The affiliating Universities will please ensure that this is strictly
ocbserved.

{Ilv) The faculty strength can be reduced to 1+9 w.e f 2018-19.

2. This arrangement will come into force with immediate effect because of the
urgency of admissions relating to proximity of counseling. But, it will be
subject to subsequent production of the under listed documents by the
institutions concerned

() Resolution of the sponsoring society.

(i) NOC of the Affiliating University

(in) No Dues Certificate relating to the Teaching faculty

(iv) Na Dues Certificate relating to the non-teaching faculty

The institution was issued 2 basic units of 50 each vide RPRO dt: 12.05.2015
They have not applied for reduction of unit, but informed that University has
aliotted (1 unit) 50 students during 2016-17 and Affiliation Committee also
sanctioned only one unit for 2016-17. due to the above they have requested for
postponement of Inspection. While placing the request for reduction of unit
statement, the above said letter was also mentioned in the statement, On
verification of file, it was noticed that there is no request from the institute for
reduction of unit. Hence, the order for reduction of unit was not lssued. It is
now submitted for the consideration of SRC for ratification

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:
1. They had applied for 2 units, and, even RPRO was for 2 units.

2.1 That the Affiliating Body affiliated for 1 unit is not of significance. In
fact, they could not have unilaterally decided to so reduce. We should
ask them the reason for doing so. 2.2 Get the Faculty Position also. It is
possible that w.r.t. enrolment, the Institution had a reduced Faculty
Strength ; and, the Univ possibly reduced the affiliation to ‘one unit’,

3.1 Such interim adjustments are not permissible. Either they should seek
formal reduction. Or, they should maintain the norms/standards for ‘2
units’.

3.2 Ascertain the factual position and report.
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28 | APSO7015 Dr. BV Syamala Ratnam College of Education, Srinivasa Nagar, Behind Surya Coach
B.Ed 1 Unit Factory, Appalakunta, Hindupur, Ananthpur — 515201, Andhra Pradesh
g i Dr. B.V. Syamala _ _ _ .
Ratnam College | Dr. BV Syamala Rathnam Medical Paramedical & Charity Trust, Hindupur, Andhra
of Education Pradesh has submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE

Anantapur, for grant of recognition to Dr BV Syamala Ratnam College of Education, Srinivasa
Andhra Pradesh | Nagar, Behind Surya Coach Factory, Appalakunta, Hindupur, Ananthpur — 515201,
Andhra Pradesh for canducting Secondary (B.Ed) course of one year duration with an
annual intake of 100 (Hundred) Students and the recognition was granted on
25.05.2007.

On 31 12.2014. a letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Regulations 2014 seeking consent on ther willingness for fulfilling the revised
Norms and Standards before 31.10.2015.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 100

students on 31.01.2015. The Revised Recognition order was issued on 06.05.2015.

. On 09.07 2015 institution submitted representation requesting for change the annual
' intake capacity from 2 units to 1 unit

As per the request of the institution corrigendum was issued to the institution on
09.07.2015.

The institution submitted its representation along with documents on 16.08.2017 and
stating as under,

-+ ...we are unable to run the college with meager students that is in 2015-16
seven (07) candidates are allotted by convener, and one (1) seat from
Management. where as in 2016-17 four (04) convener saeats are aflotted. under
management rine (09) seats are filled in both above two batches two (02)
candidates are dropped with this students we are getling only a little amount
through fees Staff salanes and establishmenl charges are high It is too
difficuit to main,

| So, | am requesting you to drop our college name in the B.Ed

counseling list for the academic year 2017-18."

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

1. They started with 2 units. Subsequently, at their request, it was reduced
to 1 unit.

2. Now, citing poor enrolment, they want to keep the programme dormant.
Therefore, they do not want counseling / allotment of students,

3. This is not permissible. Either they should operate or hold up.

4. If they cannot run the course, they should apply for permission to close
down.

5. Inform accordingly

114
[

[ -
Tl
- (5. Sathyam) s
Chairman




29 | APS02913
APSD4732
ad B.Sc BEd
BA B Ed
Tagore
Government
College of
Education.
Andaman &
Micobar

115

345 Meeting of SRC
210 & 22 September, 2017

1/96/855 dated 28.04.2003 pertaining to the institution ( Tagore Gowt. College of
Education for BEEd No: AN-S/E-1/96 and B.Sc.BEd No AN-SO/N-1/2001). The
nstitution was granted recognition by the ERCfor Integreated course from the
acadermnic session 2002-2003

APS02913/8 Sc. B.Ed .

Tagore Government College of Education, MG Road, Middle Paint, Port Blair- 744101,
Andaman and Nicobar Islands

Tagore Government College of Education, M.G.Road, Middle Paint, Port Blair- 744101,
Andaman & Nicobar Island had submitted an application to the Southern Regional
Committee of NCTE on 31.12.2005 for grant of recognition with anadditional intake of
10 for B.5c B Ed (Mathematics) Integrated courseof four years duration from the
academic session 2004-05

A letter addressed to the Principal, Tagore Government College of Education,
Andaman & Niccobar Islands with copy marked to Regional Director, NCTE, SRC
Bangalore, from the Registrar, Pondicherry Unversity, regarding grant of Provisional
Affiliation to start Integrated courses of four years duration in 8. Ed ( English) and
B.Sc B.Ed (computer science) at Tagore Govt. College of Education, Port Blair, for the
academic year 2003-2004 with the remarks in para 12 (i & i) stating that:

i The College should not have started the course without getting prior
affiliation order from the University

i) This Provisional Affiliation Order 15 valid only for this academic year
2003-2004. The College shall apply for renewal of affiliation six months
prior to the commencement of the next academic year.

VT Inspection of the institution was conducted on 23.05.2005 and VT report was
received by this office on 24 05 2005.

The SRC in its 92" meeting held during 26" — 27" May, 2005 considered the VT report
and decided as under,

“to accord recognition to the additional intake of 10 students for B.Sc B Ed
(Mathematics) Integrated course thus making a total of 20 for B.Sc. B.Ed from
the from the academic session 2005-06."

Accordingly, Formal recognition order was issued to the institution on 08.07.2005 with
an additional intake of 10 students thus making a total of 20 students.

APS04732/B.A, B.Ed

Tagore Government College of Education, Port Blair, M.G.Road, Middie Point,
Andaman & Nicobar Island-744101 had submitted an application to the Southemn
Regional Committee of NCTE on 27122005 for grant of recognition for
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B.A.B.EdCourse of four years Integrated course duration from the academic session
2006-07.

A letter was Issued to the institution on 09.06 2006 to complete the deficiencies has
been noticed in the application.  The institution has submitted reply to this office on
17.07 2006 Accordingly VT was scheduled for inspection,

Inspection of the instituton was conducted on 12 08 2006, The SRC in its 117"
meeting held during 13, 14 & 19" September, 2006 considered the VT report and
decided to accord recognition to the additional intake of 10 students from the academic
session 2006-07.

On 27.09.2006, the institution has submitted a letter for rectification in the minutes of
117" meeting of SRC Accordingly, the recognition order was issued to the institution
on 068 10 2006

The institution has submitted a letter with a request to increase the total annual intake
from 30 to 40 students. Accordingly, the revised recognition order was issued to the
institution with an intake of 40 students on 02 11.2006

The institution has submitted a letter with request for extension of Provisional affiliation
for the B.Ed and B Ed Integrated courses at Tagore Gowt College of Education on
01.10.2014

The SRC in its 274™ meeting held during 30™ — 31* October, 2014 considered the
request of the institution and decided as under-

'Staff is not regular issue show cause notice ”

As per the decision of SRC Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution arn
16.01.2015. The institution has submitted written representation on 10.02.2015.

The SRC in its 283" meeting held during 02" — 03" March, 2015 considered the
wntten representation and decided as under -

‘We dao not have the power to relax Regulations and give extra time to recruit
faculty. Refer to NCTE (HQ) for advice since this pertains to Central Govt,
Institution.”

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the Hars, on 01.10.2015. On
13.03.2017, 10.04.2017 & 11.04.2017 a letters were received by this office from the
nstitution with request to issue of recognition order as per the new Regulations of
NCTE.

The institution has submitted a letter to Registrar Fondicherry University and the same
copy was received by this office on 17.04.2017
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The SRC in its 337" meeting held duning 257 — 267 April. 2017 considered a letter of
the institution dated 17.04 2017 and decided as under

| "This case has been put up because of the reference to some SRC
discussion on the subject in  the 335" meeting.

2 Ordinarily, Regulators do not act on 'endorsed’ communications. The
person sending this letter, if at all, should have addressed the RO,
SRO, with whatever request ha had to make,

5 Be that as it may, three facts have to be stressed

I This matter was not on the agenda of the 335" meeting at all
ii. There was no discussion on the subject in the meeting
il No 'assurance' as claimed was given by anyone,

4 The letter in reference has apparently been prompted by a figment of

the sender's imagination

No action |s needed on this letler. File it without any further attention

fi  Inform the Pondicherry University concemed with a copy to the college

. in Port Blair."

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to Pondicherry University
on 27.04.2017.

&

On 22 06:2017. a letter s received from the Principal. Tagore Government Coellege of
Education, Port Blair, dated 16:06.2017 stated as under:-

& ‘This College has been running Four Years Integrated Programme as per the
' recognition granted by the ERC, NCTE vide its order no. ERC/7-26/2002/2086(1)
dated 17 07,2002 { copy enclosed) from the academic yaar 2002-03

Later when the NCTE reglon was shifted to SRC, Bangalare, the SRC. NCTE has
granted recogniion to run Four Years Integrated Programme in B.5c. B.ed ( Maths
and Computer Science) and B.AB.Ed ( English) for a tolal of 40 candidates vide
order no, AGNSEC/AIOY/SROMNCTE2006-2006/1604 dated 8.7.2005 and order no.
KLUSRC/NCTE/B A B Ed/2006-2007/8944 dated 3.11.2006 and since then, these
courses are run by this College successfully. Copies of the arders enclosed

the College. provisional affiliation was extended to run these course every year by
the University. Since then these courses have been runming in the College
successfully. In the year 201516, when NCTE regulations 2014 came into effect, an
Affidavit was submitted to you for both B.Ed and U.G.Ed. courses assuring you to
fulfill the norms of revised regulation { copy of the affidavit enclosed)

‘ 0 the basis of this recegnition and infrastructural and academic facilities available in

The MCTE had ssued renewal orders for the revised form of two years B .Ed courses
as the previous order was meant for one year B Ed course. However in spite of
submitting affidavit for L1.G.Ed course, ne renewal order has been issued for U.GEd
courses, may be because the regulations for these courses have not been amended.
But these courses have been running successfully all through these years with the
avallable academic and infrastructural facilities.
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On a clarfication sought by the university on the slalus of the NCTE Recognition for
two year B.Ed and Four Year Integrated course in Tagore Government College of
Education, Port Blair, the SRC, NCTE had issued a clarification vide your letter dated
17.04 2017 { copy enclosed),

Now the Pondichrry University vide letter no. PUIAW-1/22/2017-18/46 daled
7.6.2017 has asked to submit recognition orders for these courses as per the revised
Regulations 2014 which has not been issued by you till date for the integrated
course.

Keeping in view the circumstances mentioned above and having continuous
recognition for these courses from the year 2002, it isrequested to issue recognition
orders for an annual intake of 40 students in integrated courses as done in the case
of Two Years B.Ed course ( copy enclosed) for the benefit of the islanders. Since
admission for these courses are to be completed as per the University calendar, the
matter many be taken up on priority basis. Copies of Affidavits submitted to you
assuring you to fulfill the conditions of revised regulation 2014 is enclosed for your
kind perusal

Here it is pertinent to mention that being a Gowt. institution, the College has taken all
efforts for creating required infrastructure, filing up the vacant posts and creation of
more post to ensure and strengthen the quality teacher education as mandated by
the NCTE and Pondicherry University. The College is putting all efforts to further
strengthen its academic and infrastructure facilities and being a Government
institution, it is assured that all the norms of NCTE and Pondicherry University shall
be fulfilled.”

The Committee considered the institution request for issue of recognition
order as per the new regulations of NCTE and decided as under:

1.1 In view of the clarification issued by the NCTE (HQ), recognition of the
Institution / courses is cleared to have continued from 2005-06 for
BSc.B.Ed (Maths) and from 2007-08 for BA.B.Ed

1.2 This decision will also govern the BSc.B.Ed course started with
approval of the Pondicherry Univ w.e.f. 2002-03.

2 These will, therefore, be treated as RPRO cases. But, it will be too late
now to issue a RPRO.

3 Going by the existing enrolment position, they will have only 1 unit in
each course,

4 That being so, there will be no need to inspect.

5. They have given the Affidavit to come under the NCTE Regulations, 2014,
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6.1 We have Lo issue fresh FR for B.Sc.B.Ed (Maths) and BSc.B.Ed (Comp. Sc)
as one merged course of BSC.B.Ed w.e.f. 2018-19 only. The nomenclature
must change to omit the mention of subjects. There will be no new
admissions specifically for BSc.B.Ed in Maths, English, Computer Sc., etc.

6.2 Likewise, we will have to issue fresh FR for BA.B.Ed (Eng)Only, the
nomenclature must change to omit the mention of the subject.

6.3 But, we can issue these only when they submit the latest approved
Faculty list in accordance with the 2014 Regulations for the 2 courses.

6.4 They are separately operating a B.Ed course (2 units). While submitting
the Faculty lists for the other 2 courses, therefore, they should submit
the Faculty list for B.Ed also.

7. Issue SCN accordingly

8. Inform the Affiliating University.
Kittoor Rani Chennamma PG College, Belgaum, Karnataka.
Kittoor Rani Chennamma PG College, Belgaum, Karnataka had submitted an
application for starting of M Ed. course on 11 5.2007. After submission of essential
documents, inspection was conducted on 31.07.2008 The VT report and all other

refated documents were placed before 162"'meeting of SRC held on 20" -21* August,
2008 and it was decided to issue Letter of Intent/Conditional recognition

The letter of intent was sent to the institution on 18.09.2008.

Even after the lapse of stipulated time, the institution had not submitted any reply and
the matter was placed before 171" meeting of SRC held during 16-17 March 2009
which has decided to issue a Notice and Notice was served to the institution on
24 3 2009 to submit the documents before 10" April, 2009,

= The institution submitted its reply on 28.4.2008.

The matter was placed before 174" meeting of SRC held on 1.5, 2008 wherein it was
decided {o issue Notice. Again, a letter was sent on 9.6.2009 to submit the documents
within 12.6.2009 and a reminder letter was sent on 2.7 2009 to submiit the decuments
within 10" July, 2009,

* The institution submitted representation on 22.7 2008 stating that the Vice-
Chancellor of Karnataka University, Dharwad is making appointment of
teaching staff as per norms.

The matter was placed before 179" meeting of SRC held on 23™ July, 2009 wherein it
was decided to serve Motice and Notice was served to the institution on 24 7 2009

Since the institution did net submit any reply, the matter was once again placed before

| 180" meeting held on 29" July, 2009 wherein it was decided to permit the institution to
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= The institution submitted its representation on 30" July, 2009 and 11.8.2009

The reply was considered by SRC in its 181" meeting held during 20-21 August, 2009
wherein it was decided to serve Notice to submit reply by 28" August, 2009 and notice
was issued to the institution on 24 8 2009

The institution did not submit any reply even after expiry of stipulated period and hence
the matter was placed before SRC in its 182™ meeting held on 31% August, 2009
which came to the conclusion to refuse the recognition/withdraw the Letter of Intent OR
Conditional Recognition accorded to the institution for the proposed course as per
Section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act for the following reasons:-

* The institution has not appainted requisite faculty/staff and also not submitted
the staff list and affidavits as per regulations 7(9) of NCTE.

Accordingly, refusal order was issued to the institution vide Order No
F.SRO/NCTE/2008-20089/15844 dated 24.09.2009 Aggneved by the refusal order the
institution preferred an appeal before the appellate authority on 13.09.2011

Appellate authority reversed the order of SRC vide order dated 24 .09 2009

The institution had not submitted Faculty profile to this office so far(as advised in the
appeal order), The appeal committee advised the University to forward reply to the
show cause notice of SRC for consideration vide its order dt. 04.01 2012.

The SRC in its 217" meeting held on 8-9 February, 2012 considered the Appellate
authority order dated 04 01.2012 decided to wait for the reply from the institution till 45
days and then process the reply of the institution to the Show Cause Notice for further
action.

As per the decision of 217" meeting of SRC and since 45 days is over and faculty
profile is not received from the institution, the matter is once again placed before SRC
for its consideration and decision. The SRC in its 221" meeting held on 19-20 April,
2012 considered the matter and decided to close the file of M.Ed (APS08997) course

applied by Kittoor Rani Chennamma PG College, Belgaum District, Karnataka for the
time being, as the institution is yet to submit the faculty profile.

In the meanwhile. on 1152012, a fax is received from the Registrar, Rani
Chennamma University, Vidyasangama, NH-4, PBNH, Belgavi-591156 regarding the
starting of MEd programme in the newly started Rani Chennamma University,
Belagavi, Karnataka,

The SRC in its 230" meeting held on 16" and 17" July, 2012 considered the reply of
the institution and all the relevant documentary evidences wherein it was decided to
serve Notice Under section 14 (1) of NCTE Act Accordingly, a Notice was issued to
the institution on 30/08/2012 for the following;-
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«  The mstitution has not submitted staff profile in prescribed format as per NCTE
norms,

The institution submitted its reply by fax message on 31/08/2012

The SRC in its 232" meeting held on 28" — 31 August, 2012 considerad the reply of
the institution and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve
Notice Under NCTE Acl, Accordingly, a Notice was issued to the institution on
24/09/2012 for the following deficiency -

+ Associate Professor is nol having the prescribed qualification for the post as per
NCTE norms.

The institution submitted replies vide letter dated 01/10/2012 and 16.10.2012.

The SRC in its 235" meeting held on 21-22 November, 2012 considered the reply of
the institution and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve
MNotice under NCTE Act and Notice was issued on 31 12.2012 Notice issued to the
institution is retumed back on 07.01 2013

In the meanwhile, on 3.1.2013(on going through the website). the Registrar submitted
reply to the deficiencies pointed out

The Chairman’s Rerarks: In 242™ mesting

‘In the context of discussion relating to Rani Chennamma PG College, Belgaum
(nstrict, Karnataka, a point was raised about Prof Lalithamma, a Member of the
Southern Regional Commutiee, having been a member of the seleclion committee for
Faculty in the Rani Chennamma PG College/University. It was suggested that it would
be appropriale for Prof Lalithamma to withdraw from the deliberations to avoid any
issue of conflict of interest. Prof Lalithamma was firmly of the view thal there was no
question of clash of interest and that it would be inappropriate o require her to recluse
But, the other members of the Southern Regional Committee attending the meeting
were definitely in favour of her withdrawal especially for facilitating free and frank
expression of views of all. Accordingly, Prof. Lalithamma left the meeting and withdrew
from participation in the deliberations on this item"

The SRC in its 242™ Meeting held on 14" — 16" April 2013, considered the matter,
reply of the institution dated 03.01.2013 and advised Southern Regional Office to write
to University for justification of the appointment of Dr Maruthi Rao Nimbalkar, a
superannuated faculty

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to the Registrar, Ranl Chennamma University
seeking justification of the appointment of Dr. Maruthi, R. Nimbalkar, a superannuated
faculty.

The Registrar, Rami Chennamma University submitted a written on 02.07.2013

| regarding appaintment of Dr. Maruthi R.Nimbalkar, a superannuated faculty

(5. Sathyam)
Chairman




122

210 & 220, September, 2017

The Southern Regional Committee in its 250" meeting held on 11" — 13" August, 2013
considered the reply of Registrar dated 31 5.2013 and advised the Universily to submit
list of regular staff as per NCTE norms and standards for M.Ed.

As per the decision of SRC. a letter was sent to the institution( University) seeking the
list of regular stafl as per NCTE norms. vide F.SRONCTE / APSOB997/M Ed
12013/53881 dated 20.09.2013

On 13.08.2013, a complaint was received by this office from Mr Basavaraj Godachi,
High Court- Advocate, Gourishankara Krupa,8" cross, Kalyan Nagar, Dharwad — 580
0ov

The Southern Regional Committee in its 253 Meeting held between 30" September to
1" October, 2014 considered the matter and noted that the institution (University) has
not replied to our earlier letter dated 20-09-2013 to submit the list of regular staff as per
NCTE norms

A specific complaint was received by this office from Mr Basavaraj Godachi, High
Court. Advocate . Gourlshankara Krupa 8" Cross. Kalyan Nagar, Dharwad — 580 007

It is decided by the Committee and advised Southern Regional Office to send the above
complaint letter to the University for their comments.  If the reply from the University 1s
not received (o the complaint within 6 weeks, the Committee will be constrained to take
an adverse decision in the matter *

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was addressed ta the Registrar, Rani Chennamma
University, Belgaum seeking a reply with respect to the complaint by Mr Basavara
Godachion 18 12.2013

In the mean time, the University had submitted a written representation on
25,11.2013. The University has submitted a staff profile approved by Director, School of
Education,Rani Chennamma University,

The Registrar, Ranichennamma University has replied to this office letter dated
18.12.2013 with respect to the complaint of Mr Basavaraj Godachi

The reply of the University was placed before the SRC in its 265" meeting held during
24-27 March. 2014, but the Committee did not take up the issue.

In the meantime, a Court Notice dated 4 4 2014 in 85469/2013 and B5596/2013 filed by
Dr Subhas Yadav, Sai Nagar Last cross, Hubli against Ranichennamma University,
Belgaum and 16 others wherein SRC. NCTE is the 6" respondent is received by this
office on 2142014, The petitioner is aggrieved by the appointment order dated,
7.7.2012 issued to the 3™ respondent by the 1" respondent ie, Rani Chennamma
University, Belgaum and has prayed for quashing of the appointment orders issued to
the 3" respondent, ie., Dr Yerriswamy
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A letter was addressed to the advocate ,Shri.M B Kanavi on 29 04.2014.

| On 21082014 statement of objections was received from the advocate Shri
M. B Kanawi A letter was addressed to te advocate enclosing the objection statement on
04.09.2014.

On 12.02.2015, this office has received another notice in W P No. B54588 of 2013 -
B5586 /2013 A letter was addressed to the advocate Shri M B Kanavi on 13.02 20158

On 30.04 2015 and 27.05.2015, letters were recejved from the advocale seeking para
wise comments in W.P.Na. 108542 of 2014 A duly signed vakalatnama was senl to the
advocate on 11 05.2015 and 29 .05 2015

Compaints were received from  ShriBasavara)] Goddachi on 28052015 and
09.03.2015.

. On 28.04 2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to
Regulations. 2014 and has sought an intake of 50 students

A letter was addressed lo the university on 31,05.2015 stating that revised order cannot
be issued.

On 20.08.2015, the institution submitted a request for issuance of revised order. A copy
of the appellate authority order reversing the rejection order was enclosed.

On 05.10.2015, a copy of the reply the University to the complaint matter addressed to
NCTE, New Delhi was received by this office. A letter was addressed to NCTE New
Delhi stating that NCTE has not granted recognition to Rani Chennamma University
.Belgaum for offering MEd course and hence no action can be taken on a
nonrecognized institution

On 21.12.2015, a letter was received from NCTE-Hgrs regarding closure of complaint of
Basavara) Godachi.

A letter was addressed lo the advocate, ShriM B Kanavi on 18 02.2016 in respect of
_. W P No. 108542 of 2014

SRC in its 307" meetng held on 8" March , 2016 considered the matter of non
submission of reply to the Letter of Intent and decided as under -
" 1. No reply has been received even after 2 years in spite of several reminders
2. Withdraw the LOI
3 Reject the application”

As per the decision of SRC | a Rejection order was issued to the University on
14.06.2016

A letter dated 13.062016 is received by this office from the University regarding|
submission of regular and part time faculty profile for M Ed course along with)
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comments on the complaint maid by Mr Basavaraj Godachi on 14.06 2016,

€ The SRC in its 316" meeting held during 07"& 08™ July, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under -

‘Rejection order has issued. The case has been formally closed. We have no
power to reopen closed cases. Advise them accardingly. |If necessary, they
can lake recourse to the appeal process”

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution onl
19.07 20186

On 09.08.2016, a compliant letter is received by this office from Dr. Tanuja S Kumar,
Chausen College of Education, Belgavi District, Kamataka. Accordingly a letter was
issued to complainant on 29,08 2016

. The appellate authority vide order F No.89-470/2016 Appeali7" Meeting-2017 dated
29/05/2017 has remanded back the cae.

The insfitution has submitted a letter on 02 06 2017

On 13.06.2017. a letter is received by this office from Dr. M.C.Y Yemriswamy, Associate
Frofessor, Department of Education, Ranichennamma Univrsity

% The SRC in its 341" meeting held during 15" — 16" June, 2017 considered the above
matter and the appellate authonty order and decided to process

On 28.07 2017, the institution has submitted a letter with request to issue LOI and
recognition to M Ed course

The SRC in its 343" meeting held during 1% — 2" August, 2017 has considered the
order of the appellate authority dated 29.052017. reply of the institution dated
02.06.2017 and also the decision of 341" meeting of SRC to process the application
and has decided as under -

] 1. "As per Appellate Order, revive the case

. 2. Ask the PG College to reply without lass of time.

3. This case has now to come under the 2014 Regulations. They
have lo give an Affidavit o indicate their readiness to conform to
the 2014 Regulations. Send them a format of the affidavit.

4. They should report details of adherence to the new norms/
standards to enable us to jssue a revised LO| "

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 24.08.2017

The institution has submitted reply on 11.09.2017 an affidavit indicating that readiness |
lo confirm to the 2014 Regulatians.
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| The f?nmmittcc considered the matter and decided as undnr_der:ided as |
under:

1. Their Affidavit for coming under the 2014 Regulations has been
received.

2. Issue LOI for M.Ed. (1 unirt)

Vivekananda College of Education, Plot No. 53/1, Mavala, Duraganaga Street, Mavala |
Village, Adilabad Post, Adilabad Taluk & District-504001, Telangana

C Ramreddy Memorial Educational Society, Plol No. 53/1, Maval, Ramnagar Street,
Durganagar Village, Adilabad Post & Taluk, Adilabad District-504001, Telangana had
applied for grant of recognition to Vivekananda College of Education, Plot No, 5311,
Mavala, Duraganaga Street, Mavala Village, Adilabad Post, Adilabad Taluk & District-
504001, Telangana for offering B Ed-Al course for two years duration for the academic
year 2016-17 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional
Committee, NCTE through online on 29.05.2015. The institution submitted the hard
copy of the application on 04.06 2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01122014 A letter was sent to State
Government for recommendation an 02 07 2015, Reminder-l was sent on 15.02 2016
and Reminder-l| on 2708 2016,

Sub-clause (3) of Clause § of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application
and time limit stipulates as under -

(3] The application shall be submitted online electronically along with the
processing fee and scanned coples of requied documents such as no objection
certificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the application
It has to be ensured that the application (s duly signed by the applicant on every
page, ncluding diaital signature at appropriate place at the end of the application.”

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

+ The institution has submitted land documents, it is nat legible.
« The institution has not submitted NOC from affiliating body along with
application.

The institution submitted NOC dated 04.082015 from Kakatiya University on
14.08 20156 and land documents on 30.09.2015

The SRC in its 296" meeting held on 15 -16" December 2015, considered the matter
and decided to reject the application for delayed submission of NOT

| Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 04.02.2016.
-
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The SRC minuets dated 31 01.2016 decided as follows:

keeping in mind the over-all public interest, the commitiee revised its earlier
stand to reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submission of NOCs, and
decided to reopen and process all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs even
now irrespective of their dates of issue.”

As per direction of SRC, the application was processed and placed before SRC in its
303" meeting held on 15" February, 2016 and the Committee decided as under:

Caontiguity with existing B Ed to be verified
|_egible building plan to be submitted
Cause Composite Inspection

Ask VT to collect all relevant documents

B =

As per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation was sernit to the institution and VT
members. The Inspection of the institution was conducted on 20 02,2016 and VT report
along with documents received on 24 02 2016.

The SRC in its 305" meeting held on 25"-27" February, 2016 considered the VT
Report and all other relevant documents of the institution and decided as under:

1. Issue LOI for B .Ed-Al {1 Unit)

2 For BEd (basic unit) and B Ed-Al combined staff list should be produced in
accordance with the norms given in 2014 Regulations

3. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished

4. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition
w.e f 2016-17 academic year be possible.

As per the decision of SRC, LOI was issued to the institution on 26.02.2016. The
institution submitted its reply along with documents on 16 .03 2016

The SRC in its 308" meeting held on 28™-31" March, 2016 considered the LOI Reply
and decided o Issue show cause notice for the following:

= Asst Professor (Social/Philosophy) is required

Accordingly, LOI Notice was issued to the institution on 16.05.2016. The institution
submitted its reply on 04.06.2016

The SRC in its 317" meeting held on 28" -30" July, 2016, considered the matter and
decided as under

« Clanfication seen.  Awail information on recruitment of Asst  Prof
(Sociology/Philosophy)
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An e-mail dated 2208 2016 was received from Advocate Sn Ramakanth Reddy,

regarding W.P No. 28021 of 2016 filed by C. Ram Reddy Memonal Educational
society and Vivekananda College of Fducation for not granting additional intake of 50
students in B Ed course for the academic year 2016-17

Accordingly, the brief of the case in respect of Vivekananda College of Education,
Adilabad was sent to Advocate Sri. Ramakanth Reddy on 23.08 2016

A court notice in WP No 28021 of 20186 dated 22 08 2016 was received from Hon'ble
High Court of Andhra Pradesh on 07 092016

A counter affidavit In WF No 28021 of 2018 was receved from Advocate Sri
Ramakanth Reddy on 1209.2016,

As per the decision of SRC in 317" meeting, a letter was sent to the institution on
15.09.2016

Duly signed counter affidavit in respect of W P No 28021 of 2016 filed by C Ram
Reddy Memorial Educational Society was sent to the Advacate Sri Ramakanth Reddy
an 16.08 2016,

An e-mail dated 21 08 2016 was received from the institution along with a letter dated
21.08.2016 relating to 317" meeting notice reply

An e-mail was received from Advocate Sti. Ramakanth Reddy on 26.09.2016 stating
as under:

. the matter was heard by the Hon'ble Court today on even date | placed
msirwchions sent by RO before the Hon'ble Court After hearing the case, the
Hon ble Court mterata directed the SHC as follows:

Subjoct to comphance of conditions: the respondent 15 directed 1o consider the
case of the petitioner for the academic vear 2016-2017,

Therefore the SRC showld considar the case of the petitoner keeping N view
compliance of conditions and schedwle firxed by Hon'hle Supreme Court in MAA
Valshnodevi Case Since the Han'ble Coun directed to caonsider ad nal grant

After considenng as above a detalled ordor has fo be passed One line orders
or decision in pieces may rosull in contempt

Kindly inform the petitioner by mail to submit hard copy by 27" otherwise SRC
should consider the matler based on record betweern 287 and 30" Septernber,
2078, and pass a reasonsd order 7

The case was heard by the Hon'ble court on 26 09 2016,
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An e-mail dated 26002016 was received from the institulion along with approved |
faculty list

The SRC in its 321" Meeting held on 28" to 30" September 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under;

1. The case Is pending for submission of latest approved Faculty list The
applicant has submitted a list by e-mail. This is not acceptable. Faculty list
has o be given in original, in the prescribed format, with all photocopies
and, with every page authenticated by the Registrar,

2. Advise the applicant accordingly and ask them to submit the faculty list |

properly

A letter to the institution was sent on 15.10.2016 conveying the decision of 321"
meeting.

The institution submitted representation on 26 10.2016 along with original faculty list. It
stated as under

-Unocontinuation of my mail today 1e at 1035 AM, It s submilted that we
have received your notice in Re No.F. SRC/NCTE/SRCAPP/2702/8 Ed-Al/TD/2016-
17/88892 Dt 15/10/2016 in which it is mentioned that,

1. The case is pending for submission of latest approved Faculty st The
goplicant subrmitted by E-maid This in nol acceptable. Faculty list has to be
given in original, in prescribed format. with alf photocopies and with every page
authenticated by the reqistrar

2 Adwvise the applicant accordingly and ask them to submut the faculty st
praperty.

In this regard It s submitled that the Taculty list has been submitted that at the
first instance all v onginal. i annexures (1 & Wi which was altested by the
Registrar, Kakathiya University, through Speed post at Adilabad post office. The
number Is ENA56314235 [N ot 11062016 | humbly submil that sir, il can be
tracked The e-mail was only additional (Ref 1%)

Secondly copy the same was sent an 200082016 hy speed past No. EN721708553
IN (Ref 27

Tmm‘fydme copy sent on 21/09/2016 by speed post bearing No. EN721711668 IN.
(Ref 37)

Fourthly the same was submitted in person at your office on 28/9/2016 Your
inward number (s 177473 (Ref 4"

Fifthly the copy was submitted in person by our correspondent in your office The
inward number is 178161 dated 6/10/2016 (Ref 5") |
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Unfortunately and in spite of all these corespondoncas, now if 1s being slated that
the stalf list is only submitted through e-mail,

However the onginal staff Iist 1s here with submitted with signature of Registrar
Hakathiya University once agait

Kindly accep! the same.”

The SRC in its 323" meeting held on 18" — 18" November 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under

« One Asst, Prof (Perspectives) is required to be appointed
* Issue SCN accardingly

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC a show cause notice was issued to the institution
an 01.12.2016. Before the i1ssuances of Show cause notice as per website information
the institution submitted show cause notice reply on 17122016

The SRC in its 326" meeting held on 04" & 05" January, 2017 considered the matter
and decided that “put up in the next meeting

The SRC in its 329" meeting held on 06" - 07" February, 2017 considered the matier
and decided as under

We have given them enough time to appaint the Asst. Praf (Persp.)
We cannol wait indefinitely

Reject the applicalion

Return FDRs, if any

Close the file

e

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 23.02 2017

Aggrieved by rejection order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-
Hars.

The Institution submitted its representation along with Appeal order and photocopy of
approved faculty ist on 05 07 2017 It stated as under

‘It is humbly submitted that sir, the society apphed for sanction of Additional
Section of B.Ed (2 years Course) as the previous sanctioned Strength was 120
and reduced uniformly to 100 (2 basic section) The application was rejected on
the grounds of requirement of one Asst Professor (Perspectives) in spite of
fraving sufficient Asst Professors (Perspective) as per NCTE requiation at para
52 regarding appointment of teaching staff More over onginal staff list
submitted several times was nolt taken into record.

The Society went for appeal. The appeal, was heard by NCTE and set aside
the rejection order “as the regulahions pravide for utiization of facully in a
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flexible manner so as o optimize academic expertise available.”

I am here wilh enclosing the order downlovaded for your kind perusal and
further necessary aclion os directed by NCTE

The NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F No B8-245/C-1422/2017 Appeal/11™
Meeting-2017 dated: 24.06. 2017 received by this office on 06.07 2017 and it staled as
follows:

Appeal Committee noted that appefllant mshiution 15 already recognized for
conducting B Ed and D £l Ed. programmes with an annval intake of 100 seats
each The & Ed programme is being conducled i the institution since the year
2001 and LELEd since the pear 2008 the online application dated
25052015 was for scoking an addiional intake of 50 sealts o B FEd
programme. While processing of the application, a Show Cause Naotice (SCN)
dated 07 1220158 was finally 1ssued lo the appollamt an the ground that “one
Assh Praf (Perspective) is required to be apponted

AND WHEREAE Appeal Commifiee further noted thal appelfan! nstitutian
subbutted ranly which was recaived in the office of 8RC an 17 122096 in s
reply appellant had drawn referonce to many lists of facully submitted fo SRC
Ihrough Spped post and personally betwoen 20.08 2016 lo 06 102016 Tha
appellant also assured SRC that Management is ready to appoint another
Frof (Perspective) in addition to the staff list already submilted, if given hme

AND WHEREAS Appeal Commilies noted that wording used in the SCN was
suggestive 1 e one Asstl Professor (Perspective) 1s required 1o be appointed”
As such SRC shauld have allowed some mare timae ta the appellant institution
in case the lis! of faculty was short by one faculty Appellant dunng the course
of appeal also submifted tha!l its communications addressed lo SRC and
submilted by hand and by post were not taken on record and placed in the
relevant fite The list of faculty approved by Dean Acadermic Audit Kakatya
Universilty was submitted to SRC by the appallant nstitution (recewed in the
office of SRC o 26 102016, This fist included seven lectures in the subject |
Perspective of Educalion whose name appear at senal no, 2.3.4.5,17,18 19,
Hroadly speaking this list comtaned / faculty in perspechive as against the
requirement of six. Further the requlation provided far utilzation of faculty in a
fiexible manner so as to aplimize acadermic exportise avallable  Appeal
Commiltee [s therefore of the view that ground of refuse ie “appointed of ane
asst Prol/Pers " s nol substantialed  The wmpugned refusal order dated
23.02 2017 deseived to be sel aside wilh direclions to 5 R C. to process the
application further

AND WHEREAS after porusal of the Memaranda of Appeal affidavt, document
on records and oral argumen! advanced during the hearing, Appeal Comrmittee
concluded fo sel aside he impugned refusal ordey dated 2302 20017 with
direction fo 3.7 C lo procoss the applteation furtficr
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[ The SRC in its 343" meeting held on 01" & 02™ August, 2017 consider the matter and |

th i i
217 & 22vd, September, 2017

decided to issue show cause notice for the following grounds,

1. The Appellate Authority has remanded this case with reference to a point
about flexible utilization of faculty

2.1 Bul, in this case, the more fundamental objection is about B.Ed institutions
not being allowed to grow vertically beyond 2 units, as per entry 3(3.1)
under the NCTE Regulations

2.2 In this case, the Institution in reference has already B Ed.(2 units). Their
request for B Ed.-A (1 unit) cannot, therefore, be considered.

3.1 We may have to reject their application on this ground.

3.2 Issue SCN accardingly

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 09.08.2017

The institution submitted its wntten representation through e mail on 07.08.2017 and
stating as under,

-our apphcation for addibonal section was made in May 2015 Then the
entry at 3(3.12) para under NCTE regulations was not yet made. Actually we
were eligible for sanction of additional section for 2016-17 itself  We promptly
sent all documents at the right ime. But the original staff list submitted was
missing even an entry in in-word section was made, (This type of missing files
in our case Is not first of its kind. Our original application for additional section
was also went missing with an enlry In in-word Register.  The then Regional
Director asked us o bring another copy of apphication and D D. We complied)

Our application was nof considered due to non availability of approved
staff list We were quite unaware of that, because we had already submitted.
But later personally approached Regional Director and submitted the same
many a times As the schedule for alloiment of convener quota to our college
was fasl approaching, we approached the Honoble High Court of Hyderabad
The council (SRC's) in the honoble High Court stated that as the staff list was
not submitted the sanction order were not given and as soon as the staff list
was submifted the orders would be given  We complied but SRC rejected our
application on the reasons other than mentioned in ref 2. It is quite sulbyechng
our college to njustice on fallowing grounds;

f our application was made m May 2015 Then entry n NCTE
Regulations was not made Relrospective effect of the entry is
nothing else than subjecting us to injustice

fi The appellate authonty set aside the previous rejection order Had
the reason of entry of not permitting vertical expansion mentioned
in previous rejection order, the appellate authority would have taken
their stand on that porit that whether it is effective in our case or
not We have already lost 2016-17 academic year due to missing

our onginal staff list in your office
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Hence, it 1s humbly submitted that missing of our files due lo which we have
suffered and put lo loss is not considered by SRC  The second rejection after
subjecting us lo injustice, even after Appellate authority setting aside, with a new
reason thal too with retrospective affect is nothing less than adding insult to an injury
Hence we request your goodness to take complete picture into consideration and to
justice.

The Committee considered the Show cause notice reply and decided as
under:

1. According to the supreme court order, no case (pending or new) can he
considered / processed decided under any Regulation other than the
2014 Regulations.

2. When even Regulations will have such retrospective application,
clarifications can not be dealt with differently.

3. Under the new Regulations no Institution can be given more than 2
units of B.Ed.

4. Reject their application,
5. Return FDRs if any.
6. Close the file.

| Sana College of Elementary Teacher Education, N.H.9, Kodad, Nalgonda District —

508208, Telangana

Sana Educational Society, Kodad, Nalgonda District, Telangana had submitted an
application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to
Sana College of Elementary Teacher Education, N H.9, Kodad, Nalgonda District —
508206, Telangana for conducting D.Ed course of two year duration from the academic
year 2005-2006 with an annual intake of 50 students. The recognition was granted to
the institution on 04 08 2005

A letter is received from the Director of School Education Government of Telangana
Hyderabad vide letter No. Lr No 159/N1-3/Dediscert/2014 dated 24 .04 2015 received
in this office of SRC-NCTE on 06.05.2015 regarding permission to conduct counselling
for admission into D.Ed Course through Single Window-Il AC inte Muslim and Christian
Minority Institutions for the academic year 2014-15-submission of NOC-Notice-lssued
{Copy enclosed) The letter states as under:-

I wish fo inform that under mentioned minority private Elementary Teacher
Education (D Ed) Colleges in the State have approached the Hon'ble High
Court with a prayer to extend the time limit for submission of No Objection
Certificate from the District Fire Officers concemned in regard lo Fire Safelty
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| considered the letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana State g

345" Meeting of SRC

21 & 2204, September, 2017

Measures. The Hon'ble High Court vide reference 4" to 67 read above have
permitted the Convener, DEECET-SW-I to include the petitioner colleges in

the Minority Admission counselling SW-II, subject to production of Fire Safely

Certificate by 31.03 2015 failing which the renewal of affiliations granted to the

petitioner colleges shall be withdrawn by the Director of School Education,

Telangana State, Hyderabad

As per the High Court directions and as per the undertaking certificates
submitted by the following petitioner colleges, their names have been permitted
by the convener, DEECET-AC-SW-I-2014 for inclusion in the Minority D Ed
admuission counseling for the academic year 2014-15"

The SRC in its 290" Meeting held on 10” & 11" July 2015, considered the matter,
letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana State and decided to:

* Issue show cause notice to the institution for withdrawal of recognition for non
submission of fire certificate by the college,

As per the decision of SRC show cause notice was issued to the institution on
28.09 2015. The institution has submitted its written representation on 19.10.2015.

The SRC in its 294" meeting held on 14"-16" November, 2015 considered the matter.
decided and advised Southern Regional Office as under:

* Accept the NOC from Fire Department. Close the case.

On 08.02 2016 a letter is received from the Director of School Education Government
Telangana Hyderabad vide letter No.Rc.NoS9Q/A/TE/TSCERT/2014 dated 06.02.201
Regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of private D.ElEd
B Ed colleges in the State of Telangana and decided to forwarded the following list of 7
colleges including Sana College of Elementary Teacher Education, NH-9, Koda
Nalgonda District-508206, Andhra Pradesh to SRC, NCTE for taking further necessal
action under section 17 of the Acl

SINo | DeficienciesOberved | Numberof colleges
1 Submitted Fake and Fabricated documents 35 (Existing) (Annexure
1A)
—= I o 02 (New) (Annexure 1B)
2 Functioning in leased premises even after
. stipulated period /04 {fnnexrall)
3 Shifting of College Premises without the 16 (Annexure |11}

 permission of SRC NCTE
Submission of fake NOCs

of fake ! [ 15(Amnexurelv)
Not possessing land in the name of the D4 (Annexure V)
| society/Institution

4
5

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302™ Meeting held on 09™-11" February, 20
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| decided that “What with the 3 March 16 time-limit pressure on us, i is nof possible fo]

into these complaints at this lime Process and put up after March 16"

In the meantime institution has submitted two written representation along with relew
documents on 11.03.2016. The matter was placed before SRC in its 309" meeting held
12" — 14" April, 2016 considered the matter and it has decided to "since allegation of fs
document is pending this can be considered after the allegations are finalized and act
seftled ™

Again as per the decision of SRC, the matter was placed befare SRC in its 309" meet
held on 12"-14™ April, 2016 and the committee considered in respect of (76 colleg
regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show cause nolice
the following to Sana College of Elementary Teacher Education, NH-9, Kodad Nalgo:

District-508206, Andhra Pradesh '

» Submitted fake land document (Gift Settliement Deed 345/2001. 34612001 of SR
Kodad) with the inspection report. The information regarding mortgage w
suppressed

Accordingly. show cause notice was issued 1o the institution on 13.05,2016. The institut
submitted reply along with documents on 02 06.2016

The SRC in its 318" meeting held on 08" — 09" August 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under

1. In 37 cases, the Director of School Education, Teiangana, had commented
adversely on the genuiness of the land documents furnished

2. Based on that report, Show Cause Notices were issued to all the 37
applicants,

3. Replies to the Show Cause Notice have been received from 26 out of the
37 cases. These replies may be sent to the Director of School Education:
Telangana, for their comments about the validity//genuineness of the land
documents and their admissibility in these cases of the Teacher Education
Institutions concerned.

4. In the remaining 11 cases, for failure to respond to the Show Cause Motice,
action may be taken to withdraw recognition

5. Inthose cases in which the applicants had forged the documents to make
them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only
unregistered, a reference should also be made 1o the Registration Office
concerned for considering criminal action against the erring institutions.

Copy for information to the affiliating body-the SCERT, Gowt. of Telengana

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC. a letter was sent to the Director, SCERT on
07.08.2016.

The institution has submitted written representation on 24.04 2017 and stating as
under
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“__.with reference to the subject cited above, | am to stale thal we
have been granted recognition for 2015-16.

Based on the report submitted by DSE. Telangana, Show cause notice
has been issued (309" meeting) to us. We have submitted our reply along with
reliable and required documents on 02 06 2018 for your kind consideration
Qur reply was addressed to DSE, TS for their comments aboul the validity and
genuneness of the land documents. '

In view of the above circumstances, | wish to bring to your kind notice
that the reply of Medha College of Elementary Teacher Education
(SRCAPP1125) Medak. Telangana is considered at SRC Level as they have
filed land documents to prove genuineness of their Title. Their case has been
closed and the same has been taken by SRC in its 322" meeting. It will be
very fortunate to us if our case is also pursued as per the documents
submitted by us to prove genuineness of the title of our land documents in
response (o the show cause notice (ssued by the SRC, NCTE on the same
ground as of Medha College of Elementary Teacher Education. In this regard,
with a humble request, | am to say thal the Medha College of Elementary
Teacher Education 1s also one among the list of 37 colleges out of 76 sent by
DSE, TS,

In this regard, | wish to bring to your kind notice that the authorities of
DSE, TS has completed the process of verification of land and other related
documents enclosed with our replies to the SRC in response to the show cause
notice. But they are not interested to send the status report. Moreover, as a
oral comment, they are saying that they are not sub-ordinates to NCTE It is
very clear that they are neglecting the mnstructions of SRC, NCTE in regard to
this issue.  We met the authanties of DSE. TS and requested them to send the
status report at the earliest  Moreover, they are saying thal the same case
(Medha College) as of your is pursued and settied at SRC Level and their case
Is closed al SRC Level They are also saying that the concerned file of
verification i1s under missing. Due to that, we have lost two academic years i e.
2015-16 and 2016-17. The renewal of affiliating has been held up since 2015
16 to our college as our case is pending at SRC, NCTE level

During the time of submission of application, we have submitted a
registered land document in the name of sociely We have constructed the
building and provided requisites to run D E| Ed course. Such building has been
wisited by various inspection teams. But unfortunately such documents has not
been linked with onfine process. When we met the authorities of SRO, they
have updated our land document detais in the website of the Registration and
Stamps Department of TS Hence, | reques! you kindly to consider our case at
the earliest at SRC Leve! as the cutoff date for seeking Renewal of Affiliation is
fixed as 10.05 2017 for the session 2017-18

Hence, | humbly request you kindly to take decision on the basis of
submission of fand documents as of Medha College and give direction to
SCERT for issuing Renewal of Affiliation or the Academic Year 2017-18. as we
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lost two academic years 201516 and 2016-17

The Committee considered the institutions written representation and
decided as under:

1. 25 cases had replied to say that their sale deeds were genuine,
Z, Now one more case of this sana College has been added.

3. Send all 26 deeds to the Sub- Registrars concerned for verification of
their genuineness.

| Princeton ~ School  of Elementary Education, H No.3.6.26, Sharadanagar,

Ramanathapur, Hyderabad -500013, Telangana

Vagdevi Educational Society, Sharadanagar, Hyderabad -500013, Telangana had
submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of
recognition to Princeton School of Elementary Education, H.No,3-9-29, Sharadanagar,
Ramanathapur, Hyderabad -500013, Telangana for D Ed course. The recognition was
granted to the institution on 26 .08.2005 for D.Ed course with annual intake of 50
students.

On 16.05.2015, Letter No Lr No 16/N1-3/2014 dated, 06.05.2015 was received from
the Director of School Education, Govt of Telangana regarding submission of Fake
Fire Safety Cerificates by the Private Elementary Teacher Education Colleges of
Telangana (Copy enclosed) and the Directar has requested for initiation of action
against the college. The letter of Director s as under -

| wish ta inform that Government vide memo 2™ cited directed to obtain No
Objection Certificate for providing Fire Safety norms from the District Fire
Officers concerned from all the Private Diploma in Efementary Teacher
Education Colleges (D.Ed) before Participating in admission counseling for the
academic year 2014-15

Accordingly all the managements of Frivate D Ed Colleges have been
requested to produce the No Objection Certificate |ssued by the District Fire
Officers concerned. All the managements have submitted NOCs issued by the
District Fire Officers and admission counseling for admission into D Ed course
for the year 2014-15 also over

Subsequently the District Wise NOCs issued by the District Fire Officers have
been referred to concerned district vide reference 3I° read above for
genuineness.

In this connection, | Wish to inform that the District Fire Officers have confirmed
the No Objection Certificate issued by them to the following colleges are not
genuine and the same are submitted by the managements are FAKE

)
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Name of the College

Balayi Institute of Elementary Teacher Educalion, Formerly Maheshwara |
Institute of Elementary Teacher Education, Maheshwaram, Narsampet(M),
Warangal District-506331 o ]
S Venkateshwara College of Education, Land Title No 22228, Khasara |
No. 617/A. Plot No 7-5/1, Borlam Streef and Village, Banswada (M &

Town) Nizamabad District-503187

Vivekananda College of Education, HNo 3-147, Mamidipally (V&P)
Armoor (M), Nizamabad District-503224, - _

Srt Krishna D.Ed College, P.No. 25, Housing B.O Street, Perkit (V&F),
Armoor (M), Nizamabad District-503224. N .
SV College of Education. No. 174/1, 175/A, PNo.2-53, 1 Streel Patha
Rajampe! (V&P) Kamareddy (M) Nizamabad District-503111

Nayana 5n 0.Ed College. Plo/Khasara No. 175/AA Kondapak (V&P & Tg),
Medak District-502372. __
G.L College of Elementary Education, Neredchara Road, Sy No.3086,
Durapally Village & Post. Chivemia Taluk, Suryapet City, Nalganda District-
508213
Chandana D.Ed College, Sy No 743 & 744, Pillalamarri (V&P), Suryapel
(Tq& City). Nalgonda District-508213

Vatsalya College of Education, Bangara Hills, Bhongir Nalgonda Districl-
508118,

10
T
12

13

| Peddapalli (M), Knmnagar District-505174

| Sn Vasavi Raja Pratap College of Elementary Education (D Ed) New Town,

| MNR Elementary Teacher Education College (D.Ed) 1-23B/350, |

Trinity College of Elementary Education, Station Road, Peddapally,
Karimangar District-505172. .
Vam Niketan D Ed College 7-1-68/1, Mukarampura (P), Kanmnagar-
503001, . o — -
Sahaja Schoaol of Education, No. 164, 1% Streel, Rangampalli (V),

Laxmi Nagireddy College of Diploma in Elementary Education, Fiot No |
181/A, Rama Temple Street Shanthinagar Road, Waddepally [(P&M)
Mahabubnagar

Mahabubnagar District-509001 .
Y.S.R Elementary Teacher Training Institule, K No. 7906, Plot No. 84 5"
Street, Petbashirbag (V). Quihbullapur (P&Tq) Rangareddy District-501403.

Bhagyanagar Phase-ll, Near HMT Hills Colony, Opp. JNTU< Kukatpally,
Rangareddy District-500085. e
St Ann’s Institute of Elementary Teacher Education for Women, Matkajgin,
Hyderabad, Rangareddy Dislrict-500047 PP ||
SSV D Ed Coflege, Khasara No 23%A. Plot No 1-23/1, Phase No. 1,
Almasguda Village, Badangpet Fost, Sarvornagar Taluk & Mandal,
Rangareddy District.

Vailankanni Elementary Teacher Education. No. 6-2-13 Shivarampally,
NPA Post, Rajendranagar, Municipality, Rangareddy District-500052

Bugudi Tulasidas D.Ed College, Sy No_83. Plot No 1, Tandur Village, Post
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| & Taluk, Rangareddy District-501141
21 Princeton School of Elementary Education, HNo. 3 9-29, Sharadanagar,
| Ramanthapur, Hyderabad District-500013. B
22 Anwar-Ul-Uloom College of Elementary Education, New Malakpet,
L | Hyderabad-500001 o -

In view of the above, | request the Regional Director, NCTE Bangalore lo initiate action
as per section 17 (1) & (30 of NCTE Act-73 of 1993

The college referred to in this SCN is at S1.No.21 of the list given above.

The SRC in its 290" meeting held on 10™-11" July, 2015 considered the letter from the
Director School Education Department, Telengana State, and decided as under

1. In AP. & Telangana, Director (S.E) is the chairman of the Affiliation Committee.

2. Issue Show Cause Notice to the institutions named for withdrawal of
recognition

3. Subsequently, we should consider criminal action against the institutions that
supplied fake fire certificate.

As per the decision of SRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution on
04.09.2015. The institution submitted its reply on 28 09.2015

The SRC in its 293" meeting held on 29™-31" October, 2015 considered the replies of
the institutions and decided as under

* Send the reply, received from the 22 teacher Education institutions to show
cause notice for withdrawal of recognition, to the director of TSSCERT, for
comments at the earliest for taking further action. Also inform the TSSCERT,
that as of now recognition has not been withdrawn incase of any of these
institutions.

As per the decision of SRC, the replies of the institutions were sent to the Director,
SCERT on 02,11.2015. The Gc:-uernment of Telangana, School Education Department
submitted its written representation on 27 11.2016.

The SRC in its 295" meeting held on 28"-30" November & 01" December, 2015
considered the letter received from the Director of Education. Government of
Telangana, and decided as under:

1. SCERT has certified the revised certificates as genuine for 18 TEls. Close the
Complaint-case relating to these 18 TEls,

2. For the 4 TEIs that have not cared to produce any revised genuine cerlificate,
withdraw recognition w.e.f 2015-16.

As per the decision of SRC, withdrawal recognition order was issued to the institution
on 30.01.2016.

-*“‘J-!-[M FJ(M
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- | Aggrieved by the withdrawal order of SRC. the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE |

Hgrs and the appellate authority remanded the case to SRC wvide order dated
04.07 2016 as under:

"AND WHEREAS Sh. Sudheer Kumar, Director, Princeton School of
Elementary Education, Hyderabad, Telangana presented the case of the
appellant institution on 28052016, In the appeal and during personal
presentation and in a letter di. 28.05 2016 it was submitted that “in their reply to
the SRC on 21092015 they have submitted the payment receipt (amt
Rs 30 000) far issue of NOC certificate by District Fire Officer and indicatet]
that NOC would be submitted soon. Il is also submitted that they have made
genuine efforts to obtain revised NOC certificate which is being submitted now,
The appeflant further submitted that their institution is an old institution
imparting quality education and they may be granted recognition for2015-16.
The appellant enclosed a copy of Fire No Objection Certificate ot 18.03.2016
issued by the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation”

AND WHEREAS the commitiee, noling that the appelfant has since oblained
the Fire No Objection Certificate, concluded that the mater deserved to be
remanded to the SRC with a direction to consider the certificate and take a
fresh decision The appellant is directed to submit a copy of the Fire No
Objection Certificate to the SRC within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the
appeal

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal affidavit,
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the heanng, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be
remanded o SRC with a direction lo consider the certificate and take a fresh
decision _The appellant i1s directed to submit a copy of the Fire No Objection
Certificate to the SRC within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the appeal

NOW THEREFORE, the council hereby remands back the case of Princeton
School of Elementary Education, Hyderabad, Telangana to the SRC. NCTE far

necessary aclion indicated above”

The institution submitted its written representation on 14.07.2016 along with photocopy
of Fire No Objection certificate dated 18.03.2016 issued by District Fire Officer, Fire
Frevention Wing. The letter stated as follows:

"...Fire NOC for our building with D.No3-9-29, Sharada WNagar,
Ramanathapur, Hyderabad -500013 as directed by NCTE, New Delhi, for your
rind consideration and early action in granling recognition for our institution
201516

[ enclose herewilh following and request you lo consider our institution for
recognition for the year 2015-16. [ request you to look into the matter and do
the needful at the earfiest”
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| The SRC in its 319" meeting held on 30" — 31" August 2016, considered the matter

and decided as ‘Process”.

The Fire NOC given by the inslilution as per Appeal committee direction is to be
considered by the SRC for restoration of Recognition.

The SRC in its 323" meeting held on 16" — 18" November, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under,

1. As directed by the Appeliate Authority the school has submitted the fire
safety certificate.

2. This is one of the 18 cases referred to us by SCERT (T8},

3 Send the certificale to SCERT, Telangana Gowvt for verification and
advice.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the Director, SCERT on
05122016

The SCERT has not submitted any reply till date in response to our letter dated
05.12.2016.

The institution submitted its written representation on 22.06.2017, 31.07.2017 and

02,08.2017 along with fire NOC certificate dated: 18.03.2016 from the Commissianer &
Special Officer and a letter addressed to Smt B Seshu Kumari, Director, SCERT, TS
dated: 24.07 2017,

The SRC in its 344" meeting held on 17" & 18" August, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under;

1. Mo reply has been received from SCERT
2. Remind.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC a reminder letter was sent to the Director, SCERT
on 30.08.2017.

An e mail recewved from Director, TGSCERT en 21.08.2017 regarding genuineness
venfication report of Fire NOC and attached a letter from Greater Hyderabad Municipal
Corporation, Hyderabad.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under;

1, Princeton School has submitted a valid Fire Safety Certificate,

2. Restore recognition for D.ELEd (1 Unit)

3. Three other Institutions were also derecognized. Check and report whether any
further action s required in their cases.

;
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Kamihane
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Education for

Women, Bidar,

Kamataka
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Smt. Laxmibai Kamthane College of Education for Women, No. 6.13-498/1 |
Vidyanagar Colony. Bidar District, Karnataka

Basava Tatva Educational Society, Bidar District-585403, Karnataka submitted an
application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to
Smt. Laxmibai Kamthane College of Education for Women, No.9-12-458/1, Vidyanagar
Colony, Bidar District, Karnataka for Seconday ( B.Ed) course of one year duration with
an annual intake of 100 students and was granted recognition on 04.06.2007 with a
condition to shift to its own premises/building within three years from the date of
recognition. ( in case the course is started in rented premises

On 07.04.2015 the institution submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to
Regulations, 2014

A revised order was issued to the institution on 16.05.2015 for offering B.Ed course of
two years duration with an intake of 100 students on 16.05.2015.

On 12.05.2016, the institution submitted a request for change in the revised order to
include shifting B Ed College name from Kamataka State Women's University, Bijapur
to Gulbarga University, Gulbarga

A corrigendum was issued to the institution with respect to change of affiliating
university from ‘Karnataka State Women University' to '‘Gulbarga University' on
12.05.2018,

The SRC in its 314" meeting held during 27" and 28" May, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under:-

1. The request for change of affiliating University's name is accepted
2. The action taken in ratified"

Since the institution has also requested for deletion of the word 'women' from the name
of the institution and has sought an intake of 1 unit instead of 2 units vide their letter
received on 12.05.2016, the SRC in its 322" meeting held during 20" — 21* October,
2016 considered the request of the institution and decided as under -

1. "The reguest! for reduction of intake to one unit is accepted, Issue an amended
FR accordingly

2, The request for change in the name will have to be supported by a Resolution
of the Saciety and NOC of the affiliating body

3. Inform accordingly.

4. Collect processing fee

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued fo the institution on 05.12 2016

The institution has submitted a reply on 16.02 2017 as under-

[
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~ With reference lo above subject cited, as per minutes of 322" meeting of SRC

20" October 2016 marked not yet received NOC, SRC NCTE Bangalore we
already submitted NOC which had issued by Government of Karnataka with
reference No. 2 & 3, once again we submitted for your reference.

As per the reference No. 4 letter issued by Regional Director, SRC Bangalore
had already issued Caornigendum letter for change of University as Registrar,
Gulbarga University Janan Gana Gulbarga.

And regarding inspection fees of Rs. 1,50000/- we are already submitted
request for reduce of one basic unit & we have sufficient basic facilities like
infrastructure & instructional facility In our institution for one unit Hence | hope
it Is not necessary if its inspection is compulsory then we are ready to pay the
said fees immediately

As per your order once again submitting all necessary documents which you
have mentioned in ref{1).

The Committee considered the institution written representaion above
matter and decided as under:

1. Their reply covers all points already decided.

Z. Their contention about fees is accepted. No need to collect fee for
change of name.

3. They were asked to send Resolution of the society and NOC of the
affiliating body for the change of name of the Institution. They have
completely ignored that.

4. Wrote to them again.

Smt. Indira B Ed College, Boodikote, Bangarapet Taluk-563114, Kolar District
Karnalaka.

Smit. Indira Education Trust, Budikote, Kolar District, Karnataka had submitted an
application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to
Smt Indira BEd College, Boodikote, Bangarapet Taluk-563114, Kolar District,
Karnataka for Secondary (B Ed) course of one year duration from the academic
session 2004-05 with an annual intake of 100 students with a condition to shift to its
own premises/building within three years from the date of recognition { in case the
course is started in rented premises) and was granted recognition on 02 12.2004

The SRC in its 175" meeting held during 13" — 14" May. 2009, the institutions where
recognitions were granted in temporary premises with a condition to shift to permanent
premises within penod of three years time limit of grant of recognition as per NCTE
Regulations, 2002 notified i 18.11.2002, where considered. It was decided that
institutions which have not shifted to the permanent premises even after the expiry of

| three years time limit be issued notice under section 17 of NCTE Act for further action.

[
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On 03.022015 | the institution submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to
Regulations, 2014. A Revised order was issued to the institution on 16.05.2015 for an
intake of 100 students, (for two basic units of 50 students each) from the academic
session 201516,

The SRC in its 314" meeting held during 27"& 28" may, 2016 had considered the
reply to the revised order and directed the RD, SRO for initiating VT

As per the decision of SRC, an inspection letter was issued 1o the institution on
28.06.2016.

On 08.11.2016, a letter dated 04.11.2016 was received from the institution requesting
for 1 unit of B.Ed

The SRC in its 329" meeting held during 06"™& 07™ February, 2017 considerred the
request of the institution and decided as under -

1} "The request is for reduction for B.Ed course from 2 to 1 unit; and | for
cancellation of the VT inspection.

2) The request is accepted,

3) They should submit the latest approved faculty list because the 2014
Regulations have changed the faculty norms.

4) There is no need a frash inspection.

5) We can issue the fresh FR under 2014 Regulations only after action as
described above "

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on
13022017

The institution has submitted photocopy of the faculty list approved by the Regisirar,
Bangalore University dated 17.05.2016 and Total faculty list which is not approved by
the Regisirar,

The Committee considered the institution written representaion and
decided as under:

1. The Faculty list is examined.

Z.11tis not approved and signed by the Registrar in every page.

2.2 Only a photocopy of a covering letter from the Registrar is given. This
is not enough. 3.1 Principal has no Ph.D.

3.2 One Asst. Prof. in Maths is required.,

3.3 One Asst. Prof. (Scl.sc.) subject specialization is not indicated.

3.4 Asst. Profs in Fine Arts / Perf. Arts / Phy.Ed. are not appointed.
4. Issue SCN accordingly.

. |
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Crescent College of Fducation, Karimnagar Revenue Division. #2-8-237,
Mukarrampura. Karimnagar District-505001, Andhra Pradesh

Crescent College of Education, Karimnagar Revenue Division, #2-8-237,
Mukarrampura, Karimnagar District-505001, Telagana had submitted an application to
the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Crescent College
of Education, Karimnagar Revenue Division, #2-8-237 Mukarrampura, Karimnagar
District-505001, Telangana for B Ed course one year from the academic session 2002-
2003

The recognition was granted to the institution on 27.05.2003 with an annual intake 100
students from the academic session 2002-2003 with a condition that the institution
shall shift to its own premises within three years from the date of recognition (in case
the course is started in rented premises)

The SRC in its 178" meeting held on 13"-14™ July, 2009 considered the list of
institutions were accorded recognition in the rented premises and they had not yet
shifted to the permanent building and it has decided to issue show cause notice under
section 17 of NCTE Act and obtain shifting fees and other documents for causing
inspectian for shifting.

Accordingly, a letter was issued to the institution on 01 09 2009, The institution has
submitted its written representation along with DD of Rs.40 000/- bearing no.318575
dated 17.09.2009 on 01.10.2009.

Inspection intimation was sent to institution on 25.01.2011. Accordingly, shifting
inspection of the institution was carried oul on 12.02 2011, As per VT remarks the
management is also running D.Ed course in the same building.

The SRC in its 206" meeting held on 08" -10™ June, 2010 considered the VT report,
VCD and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve show
cause notice for the following:

* As per VT report, the total area earmarked for BEd & D.Edis 2630 sg.mis,
which is grossly inadequate for running all the two courses: as per the NCTE
norms, the total built-up area requirement is a minimum of 3000 sg.meters

« VCD is not available.

The land Is on private lease deed in individual name, which is not in
accordance with NCTE regulations. As on date, the institution has nat shifted
to own land.

= Details of the other programmes run by the management in the same building
be submitted.

* Bye-Laws of the Society are to be submitted by the management.

Approved building plan from Govt. authority is to be submitted

* The institute has not submitted the Land usage cerificate from a competent

Gowt. approved authority.
Non-Encumbrance certificate from the competent authonity is not submitted.
» The Khasara No.2-8-323 as indicated in land documents is not malching with

(
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the Building Completion Certificate, affidavit and building plan. Bullding plan i5
for Sy No. 2-8-275 and also nol approved by the competent authority.

As per the decision of SRC, Show cause nolice was issued to the institution on
07.07.2011,

The institution has submitted its written representation on 08.08.2011 and 12.02.2011
and requested to provide a copy of the VTR to enable to reply to the show cause
notice,

The SRC in its 211" meeting held on 21*.23" September, 2011 considered the
request of the institution and it has decided to send the VT reports to the institution for
providing explanation for the show cause notice and directed the management to reply
within 30 days notice along with necessary certificates/documents in order lo take a
final decision in the matter, failing which action will be taken including the withdrawal of
recognition, based on the records available, with no further notice

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the institution on 14.11.2011. The institution has not
replied letter dated 14.11 2011,

Further there is no action taken in this file.

The institution has submitied its willingness affidavit on 06.02.2015 as per regulations
2014

Accordingly, revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 11.05.2015 with
a condition that the institution has not shifted to its own premises as stipulated in its
Formal Recognition order dated 27.05.2003.

An e-mail dated 17 08.2015 was received from Satavahana University, Karimnagar,
Telangana on 17.08.2015 (hardcopy received on 20.08.2015) regarding clarification for
extending affilation for the academic year 2015-16 along with a copy of letter issued to
institution. The letter stated as follows

enclosing the lefters addressed to the respeclive colleges wherein the
observation of commiltee is mentioned, In this regard you are requesied lo go
through the observations made by the committee and suggest us clarification to
take further course of action with regard to extension of affiliation to the above
mentioned 6 B Ed colleges Since last date to furnish their list of colleges to the
convener Ed CTE is 20" August 2015"

Accordingly, a letfer was sent to Satavahana University on 18.08 2015,
The institution has submitted its written representation regarding permitting change of

premises on 07 08.2015 for both B.Ed and D.Ed as per application of shifting of
premises along with DD of Rs.1,50.000/- and relevant documents
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| On 08,02 2016 a letter is received from the Director of School Education Government |

of Telangana Hyderabad vide I|etter No.Rc.No 99/A/TE/TSCERT/2014  dated
06.02.2018. Regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of
private D.EI.Ed / B Ed colleges in the State of Telangana and decided o forward the
following st of 76 colieges including Crescent College of Education, Karimnagar
Revenue Division, #2-8-237 Mukarrampura, Karimnagar District-505001, Telangana to
SRC, NCTE for taking further necessary action under section 17 of the Act.

(81 | I e .

No | Deficiencies Observed Number of colleges

1 Submitted Fake and Fabricated | 35 (Existing) (Annexure 1A)
—poocuments | 02(New)(Annexure 18) =)
2 Functioning in leased premises even

after stipulated period 0 {vineniel)
3 Shifting of College Premises without | 16 (Annexure I11)
the permission of SRC NCTE "I
4 | Submission of fake NOCs 15 (Annexure Iv)
5 Not possessing land in the name of | 04 (Annexure V)

|| the society/institution

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302™ Meeting held on 09"-11" February,
2016 considered the letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana
State and decided that “What with the 3 March 16 ime-limit pressure on us, it is not
possible to go info these complaints at this ime Pracess and put up after March 16"

Again as per the decision of SRC. the matter was placed before SRC in its 308"
Meeting held on 12"-14™ April, 2016 and the commitiee considered in respect of (76
colleges) regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show
Cause notice for the following to Crescent College of Education, Karimnagar Reveenue
Division, #2-8-237, Mukarrampura, Karimnagar District-505001, Telagana

* Functioning in leased premises even after the stipulated period.

Accordingly, a show cause natice was issued to the institution on 13.05.2016. The
institution has submitted its written representation on 30.05.2016

The SRC in its 318" meeting held on 08" — ga™ August, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under;

1. The complaint was that the college continued to function in leased premises
beyond the time given. They have replied to show that they have been
pursuing actien to shift. Ultimately now, a VT has also gone for inspection.

2. Upon receipt of the VT inspection report, process for further consideration,

3. Apprise the Director (Schoal Education), Telangana of these developments.
4. Infarm the affiliating autharity viz_, Director (SCERT)
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Accordingly, a letter sent to Satavahana University regarding the decision of SRC 3
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Bt
meeting on 15.09.2016.

The inspection of the institution was conducted on 01,10.2016 and the VT report along
with documents and Original CD was received on 06 10.2016 The institution submitted
BCC, BP and EC on 14.10.2016

The SRC in its 335" meeting held on 11" - 12" April, 2017, considered the matter and
decided as under

1 Mifle is clear Land area (s adeguate

2 LUC/EC are in order

3. BP is in order. Built-up area shown (3602 sq mis.) is adequale

41 BCC is given Nol approved by Govt. Engineer. Built-up area of Ground
Floor (1801 sq.mis) + First Floar (1801 sq.mis.) is adequate

42 VT has reported second floor (s under construction. This is not clear. Ask
the College to explain the correct factual postion

5 VT has reported that the D.El Ed. course is not running for want of
enralment Ask the College to explain why the recognition should not be
withdrawr

6. Latest approved Faculty list is required. |

7 FDRs are required in original in joint account, on § year validity @ 7+5
lakhs for each unit of each course

g Issue SCN accordingly for shifting permission

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued o the institution on 20.04.2017. The
institution subrmutted its reply on 24.04.2017 along with documents.

The SRC in its 340™ meeting held on 08" - 08" June, 2017, considered the matter and
decided as under

1. FDRs are required in onginal, in joint account with R.D. with a 5-year
validity @7+5 lakhs per programme.
2. Al documents are in order

3. Land area and buill-up area are adequate.

4. Second Floor construction is complete.

5.  DE|LEd is now running

6.1 The Faculty list of D.ELEd. is not in original, Only a photocopy is given.

62 Only the last page is authenticated by the Director. Other pages are not
properly authenticated

63 Lecl (Maths)is not there.

6.4 Lect(Zoology) is shown as Lec(SclSc), he should be shown as

Lect (Sc.)

7.1 Faculty list of B.Ed is authenticated by the Registrar only in the lasl page
Other pages are nat properly authenticated,

7.2 2 Asst Profs. (at least one of them in Psychology) are required in
Perspectives

[S. Sathyam)/
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7.3 Assl Prof. (Phy Sc ) has less than 55% marks.

74 2 Asst. Profs. (MFA) are there. One of them has to be changed to Asst.
Prof, (Perf. Arts)

7.5 3 Asst Profs. (Maths/Bio Sc./Scl Sc.) are repeated in D EL.LEd. also. This
Is not allowed. These are seen as vacancies in B.Ed.

B Issue SCN accordingly

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 15.06 2017

The institution submitted its reply along with documents and written representation for
change of address in shifting order

A am herewith submitting that we apphied for the shifting of our Crescent
College of Education (B Ed) APS00272 and Crescent Elementary Teacher
Training Institution (D.El Edl) APS02905 coliege premises to new address on
07.09 2015 your inward number "157898" at that time our new PrEMiSes was in
Karmnagar District.  After the bifurcation and amendment of new districts by

the Govt. of Telangana now our new premises belongs fo Peddapalli District.

New Prenuses - Old Address | New Premises — New Address |

H No. 2-8-44/4, Qudratnagar H No 2-8-44/4, Qudratnagar,

Faran Street. Peddapally, Faran Street, Peddapally,

Kartimnagar District, Telangana State FPeddapally District, Telangana State
805172 | 505172

Hence, [ kindly request you to consider this matter and change the address "

The SRC in its 343" meeting held on 01%' — 02 August, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under:

1. Facuity list of B Ed.

(i) Frincipal has no Ph D

2.  Faculty list of D.El.Fd

{1} Lect. (Maths) is not there.
(ii) it will not be correct to show the Principal as a Lecturer in Maths.

3. FDRs are in order.

4. Pemit Shifting.

5. lIssue of a new FR at the new address under the 2014 Regulations can be
considered only when the 2 deficiencies pointed out above have been rectified.

6. Review the status and put up in Sept. 2017.

Accordingly, a letter to the institution was sent on 10 08,2017,

The institution has submitted its reply on 14.08. 2017

|
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| The Committee considered the institution written representaion and

decided as under:

1. The B.Ed Faculty list is now in order, after appointment of a Ph.D holder
as principal.

2.1 The D.ELEd Faculty has to be 148 and not 1+7. The pattern given for 2 I
basic units is 1+15. For 1 unit it can not be seen as 1+7 %. For Lang
(i.e., Eng and Regional Lang.) we need 2 Lects.

2.2 In this adjustments what is more important is the representation of
subjects and not just the number of Faculty.

2.3 We have therefore to remind it of to 1+8.
3. We have, therefore, to insist on one lect (Maths).

4. Permission for shifting can be given while issuing the new FR after
removal of the deficiency.

B.S.N Memorial College of Education, 1033, Kumaraveedi, Kathavalsa, Vizianagaram
District — 535 183, Andhra Pradesh

B.S N, Memorial College of Education, 1033, Kumaraveedi, Kothavalsa, Vizianagaram
DOT- 535 183, Andhra Pradesh had applied for grant of recognition for B.Ed Course of
one year duration with an intake of 100. The institution was granted recognition on
26.06,2003.

The Institution submitted shifting proposal on12.09.2007. A letter to the institution was
sent on 03.06.2009 regarding submission of documents for shifting

The SRC in its 254" meeting held on 25-27" of October, 2013 considered the matter
and decided as under;

"Cause Inspection, Obtain the missing documents, examine and put up by 31
December, 20713."

A letter to the institution was sent on 04,02 2014 conveying the decision of SRC.

The Institution submitted documents on 24.02 2014 informing that same building was
purchased where recoanition was given.

The documents were processed & placed before SRC in its 264" meeting held on 1%~
3" March, 2014 The Committee considered the matter & decided as under.

s Issue Show Cause Notice for inadequate land area and inadequate area of |

mulli-purpose hall
Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was issued on 06.04, 2015.

=,

M

| "r"'j*fb:‘“; O,
(5. Sathyam) |
Chairman




th [
219 & 220, September, 2017

150

new Regulations, 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
norms and standards before 31.10.2015

On 06.01.2015, the institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an
intake of 100 students

The SRC in its 276" meeting held on 7"-8" January, 2015 decided to issue provisional
recognition orders to the existing institutions and the commitlee also decided to
maintain a check hist of such cases for venfication in OctoberfNovember and for
causing inspection.

Before issuance of Show Cause Notice, as per website information, the institution
submitted reply on 06.04 2015,

As per Regulations, revised recognition order was i1ssued to the insttution on
30.05.2015 with an annual intake of 100 students, with a condition that reply to the
SCN dated 06.04.2015 is pending with this office. The revised order is issued subject
to the decision of the Committee on the Show Cause Notice Reply dated 06.04 2015,

The SRC in its 288" meeting held on 23" June 2015 considered the SCN reply dated
06.04 2015 & decided as under

Affidavit received,

Shifting of B.Ed into new premisas without pemmission is ratified.

Revised Provisional Recognition Order for B.Ed and B.P_Ed issued.

Ensure adherence to 2014 norme/standards before 31,10.2015 for
B Ed/D.Ed/B.P. EJ/D.P.Ed

BN

The Institution submitted revised approved faculty list on 11,03 2018,
| The SRC in its 314" meeting held on 27" — 28" May, 2016, decided as under

"For cases of B.Ed (2 Units) in the existing institution, where RPRO, has been

Issued, we have lo cause inspeclion lo check adherence le the 2014
Regulfations. This action will have to be compleled by July 2016 so that revised

Formal Recognition can be issued wef 2016-17 to enable them o make |

admission in tme

Aclion to check the documents in these cases (aboul 1885 in number) will take
fime. Instead of Waiting for that action to be completed for placing them before
the SRC, lo save time, VT Inspections can straighfaway be ordered VT
Inspection Reporf can be cansidered along with examination of the documents

Regional Directar 75 authonsed to inihate action accordingly The mstitulion
concerned may be alerted about such achon so that they will be prepared to
receive the Visiting Teams They may also be adwised to keep in readingss

latest approved Faculty Lists for Submission to the VTs "

r...j;{ﬁ;,
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As per the decision of SRC. Inspection intimation was sent to the institution on |

14.06 2016

The institution submitted representation on 25.10.2016 by e-mail and in hard copy on

01.11.2016, as under:

"As per new regulations we was submitting proposals for increasing of
intake in the existing D El Ed Courses Vide Application No. SRCAPP14129/
D.ELEd-Al, The Regional Director, SRC.NCTE appaint VT Members as per
the reference 3" ciled. The team was visited our institution and conduct
composite inspection of the Existing B.Ed (APSO0316 / B.Ed), Existing
APS02544 and new proposals of an additional intake Proposals ie
SRCAPP14129 / D.EILEd — Al Course on 24.01,2016 vide reference 1" cited
Al that time we was submitted all necessary original documents as per the
Regulations 2014,

After completion of the further processer, we got Orders vide
SRO/MNCTE! SRCAPP14129/D.El Ed-Al [ AP/ 2016-2017/ 83988
Dated:12.04.2016 for D.ElLEd Two units and
F SRO/NCTE/APSO0316/B Ed/AP/2015-2016/85935 Dated: 30.05.2015
Copy's enclosed

Recently, we received a letter vide reference 2™ cited above, SRC,
NCTE again appoint VT Team to inspect our institution for conduction B.Ed
program of two year duration with an annual infake of 2 units of 50 each{100)
In the reference 3 cited. the decisions of SRC in its 315" meeting held on
17-18 June, 2016 about our institutions. But, our institution name s not
maintained, Please observe / review this information

As above the composite inspecton was conducted on 24.01.2016
Therefore, we are unable to face another inspection with in the period of
gmonths without any remarks.

Hence, | request your authonty to close the Presemt VT Proposals. We are
also submitted GIS Data and institution mapping Copy enclosed for your
information”.

The SRC in its 325" meeting held on 19" & 20" December, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under

1. The contention that no inspection is required is accepted.

2. With reference to information available on the file, calculate the built up
area required and avallable.

3. Ful up in the next meeting.

The SRC in its 329" meeting held on 08" & 07" February, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under;

| 5
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1. The built-up area available is adequate
2. There is no need of a fresh inspection.
3. They had submitted the updated faculty list on 11.3.16.

4. Putup in the next meeting on 12.2.17 for examining the faculty list.

As per dated 11.03.2016 the institution submitted 1 + 15 faculty list Only last page is
approved by the Registrar, Andhra University,

The Committee considered the institution written representaion and
decided as under:
1. Only a photecopy of the Faculty list is given. Original is required.

2. Only the last page is authenticated by the Registrar. Every page has to
be so authenticated.

3. Issue SCN accordingly.

| Siriki College of Education for Women, Vizianagaram Revenue Diision, White House,

5 Kota, Vizianagarm District-535145, Andhra Pradesh

APS02801/D.ELEd

Siriki College of Elementary Education for Women, White House, S.Kota-535145,
Vizianagaram District, Andhra Pradesh was granted recognition for offering D.Ed
course vide order dated 26.08.2005 with an annual intake of 50 students with condition
that the institution shall shift both B Ed &D Ed courses to its own premises within three
years from the date of recognition (In case the course is started in rented premises).

Siriki College of Education for Women, Vizianagaram Revenue Diision, White House.
S Kota, Vizianagarm District-535145, Andhra Pradesh was granted recognition for
offering B.Ed course vide order dated 03.03.2003 with an annual intake of 100
students with condition that the institution shall shift to its own premises within three
years from the date of recognition (In case the course is started in rented premises).

The institution has submitted shifting proposal of the college from the temporary
premises to the permanent building on 24.09.2007 along with the fee of Rs. 40,000/
DD Ne. 508113 dt. 17.09 2007

A letter was sent to the institution regarding submission of relevant documents for
shifting the college from temporary premises to the permanent building. The institution
submitted the relevant documents for shifting the college from temporary premises to
the permanent building an 24 .07 2009

On 31.12.2014 letters were issued 1o all existing institutions regarding natification new
Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revise norms
and standards before 31,10.2015

I .
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The institution has submitted original affidavit on 05.02 2015 for offering course with an
intake of 100.

The SRC in its 276" meeting held on 7"-9" January. 2015 decided to issue provisional
recognition orders fo the existing Institutions and the committee also decided to
maintain a check list of such cases for venfication in October/November and for
causing inspection,

Accordingly, as per the Regulation 2014 a revised recognition order was issued to the
institution on 19.05.2015 with a condition that the institution has not shifted to its own
premises,

The institution has submitted its written representation on 21.07 2015 stated as follows:

‘We respectfully submil that we got the recognition from your autharity to run
B.Ed course in the name and style of Sinki College of Education for Women at
S Kota, Vizianagarm District from the academic session 2002-03 with an
annual intake 100 students

We further submit that we got the recognition from your authority to run D.Ed
course in the name and style of Sink Coflege of Ele Educaiton for Women at
S Kota, Vizinagaram District from the academic session 2005-06 with an
annual intake 50 sludents.

We wish to state that your honour has granted recognition for conducting B.Ed
programs of Two years duration with an annual intake of 100 students of twe
basic units from academic session 2015-18 through your order second cited
noting the Defect That the institution has not shifted to own building

In this Connection we have to inform that we have submitted the information in
the year 2015-16 along with Rs. 40,000/~ DD after shifting. We are running the
institution in our building from year 2004-05 in sound lines

We further submit that we have constructed a new spacious buiding i an
extent of Ac 3.03 cents site fo run B Ed course with kind permission of your
authority and the construction was completed in the year 2008 that facts was
also intimated Lo your office

We respectfully further subrmit that we have intimated your authority the fact of
shifing of ouw BEd course 1o the newly constructed permanent
accommodalion premises vide our letter reference 4" cited above and it was
duly acknowledged by the office of your authority

We respectfully compliance of all the required statulory formalities we have not
received the necessary orders in respect of changing the address of our B.Ed
and D Ed college premises to the newly constructed permanent premises,
although your authority has been corresponding with us.

\
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We herewith submitting the photo copies of the following relevant documents
for ready reference of your authority so as lo prove thal our B Ed &0 Ed
colleges and courses are running In the new premises Siriki college of |
Education &Siriki college of Elementary education at S Kota Village & Mandal,
Vizinagaram district,

We therefore earnestly request your authority to kindly recognize the fact that
our BEd &DEd colleges have been running in the newly constructed
permanent premises since the academic year 2004-2005 and thereby kindly
make arrangements lo post the new and permanent address of our B.Ed
&0 Ed colleges in your website for which act of kindness we shall remain ever
grateful in as much as it will belter serve and guide the new incumbent
students to easily locate the premises of our B Ed &D, Ed colleges.”

The SRC in its 315" meeting held on 17" & 18" June, 2016 considered the matter and
decided as under,

The have already shifted without NCTE approval.

Title deed is in order

EC and LUC are in order.

BP is In order. It shows inadequate built-up area.

BCC is old. Obtain updated BCC

Onginal FDRs and latest Faculty lists are not given.

Processing Fee is paid only partly-Rs. 40,000/ whereas for the two
programmes it should be (1.5 + 1.5) Rs. 3 Lakhs

Collect the balance fee of Rs. 2.60 Lakhs and cause Inspection,

Ask VT to collect all relevant documents; and, check in particular
adequacy of built-up area to accommodate B Ed (2 units) of the 2014
pattern ie., total intake of (100+100)=200

As per decision of SRC, letter was sent to the institution on 03 08.2016

U Ot B s

0o

The institution has not submitted any reply.

The SRC in its 343" meeting held on 01" & 02" August, 2017 considered the
requesting for inspection and decided as under;

1. These are RPRO cases. In view of the latest instructions, no
inspection is required in these

2, Bul, these also involve 'shifting'. Therefore, VT Inspection will be
required.

3. The SRO's request is noted and permission is given for organizing VT
Inspections in these cases.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC inspection of the institution was generated through
online mode on 080820107 and the schedule was fixed between 19.08.2017 to
08.09.2017

An e mail received from Or Prin Rekha B. Topkar (VT Member) on 22 082017 and
stating as under,
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1 was gopointed as VT member lo visit and inspect the instilution
of Sirtki College of Education for Women, Vizianagaram, Andhra Pradesh. The
schedule was 190820717 to 08.03.2017 | had confacted the concemed
autharity of the institution for the inspection hut the Principal is not ready to do
the process during the schedule | received the message from the Principal of
the college by mobile s as “we will not ready for inspection for the dales,
please intimate the NCTE "

Hence we are not going to visit and inspect the institution. It is your
kind information. If the schedule will be revised, please convey me."

The Committee considered the VT member representation and decided as
under:

1.1 In this case, inspection can not be avoided 'shifting’ requires insp.

1.2 Two units in B.Ed also call for inspection to check adequacy of built-
up-area.

1.3 The old BP shows inadequate buit-uparea, The need for inspection
is, therefore, emphasized.

2.1 They have already shifted without permission.

2.2 Their reluctance to cooperate with the V.T.I consequently raises
suspicion.

2.3 Collect the balance of fee (i.e, 2.60 lakhs) for the inspection.

3.1 Order VT again, after collection of fee within a specified time-limit.
3.2 If they do not pay, issue SCN for withdrawal of recognition.

3.3 If they do not cooperate again, issue SCN for de recognition.

4. Issue 5CN accordingly.

' St. Marys College of Education, St.Mary Educational Society, Linga Reddy Pally,

Siddipet, Medak-502276, Telangana.

St. Mary Educational Society, Medak, Telangana has submitted an application to the
Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to 5t. Marys College of
Education, St Mary Educational Society, Linga Reddy Pally, Siddipat, Medak-502276,
Telangana for conducting Secondary (B.Ed) course of one year duration with an
annual intake of 100 (Hundred) Students and the recognition was granted on
12.04 2007.
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On 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding nofification of
new Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness far fulfilling the revised
Norms and Standards before 31 10.2015.

On 31.01.2015, the institution has submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with
an intake of 100 students.

The Revised Recognition order was issued on 29.052015 with a condition “the
accommodation is inadequate and there is asbestos roofing in the building "

The institution submitted its written representation on 13.01 2016 requesting for 1 unit
from the academic year 2015-16.

The SRC in its 301" meeting held on 05" & 06" February, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under;

* 1{one) unit may be permitted for 2016-17
However, the decision of SRC could not be conveyed to the institution till date.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The order given in Feb 16 has, unfortunately, not yet been
communicated. It is very bad, Avoid such delays.

2. Communicate the decision with the “Faculty conditions’ prescribed by
us in all such cases, to be effective from 2016-17.

3.1Issue a letter accordingly with copy to the University concerned.

Jnana Bharathi College of Education, Bellary Road, Kudligi -583135, Bellary District,
Karnataka

Yedeyuru Sri Siddalingeswara Vidyapeetha, Kudligi, Bellary District, Karnataka
submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of
recognition to Jnana Bharathi College of Education, Bellary Road, Kudligi -583135,
Bellary District. Karnataka for Secondary (B.Ed) Course on one year duration from the
academic session 2004-05 with an annual intake of 100 students and was granted
recognition on 29.11.2004 with condition to shift to its own premises/building within
three years from the date of recognition (in case the course is started in rented
premises)

On 16,02.2015 the institution submitted the affidavit for offering course with an intake of
100 students. The revised order was issued to the institution on 16.05.2015. The
institution submitted reply in compliance to the order on 01 072015

SRC in its 314" meeting held during 27" to 28" May, 2016 considered the matter of

| Institutions which have been recognition for offering with an intake of 100 students and

\
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- Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter for inspection was issued to the
institution on 13.06 2016,

On 08122016, the institution submitted a request for an intake of one unit of 50
students, as under -

"With Ref To the above Subject, we previously requested and obtained the
sanction order from your Department to run B Ed Course of single unit, But
Nowadays the course extended to two years, hence we got less admissions and
it is academically backward region, and there are four more B Ed colleges are
running for this reason. Now we don't require second unit. In future when the
need anses we would ask for the another unit to the department. As of now we
connat run the second unit. Hence we request you to kindly do the needful.

. The Committee considered the request for one basic unit and decided as
under:

1. This is a case of reduction of 2 units to 1 unit.
2. Permit the reduction with the usual Faculty conditions applied by us
in all such cases w.e.f.2017-18.

3. Keep the Affiliating University informed.

l' 4. Issue accordingly.

41 | APS04659 SVK Institute of Diploma in Education, 7" Cross, 5.5 Puram, Tumkur-572102,
D.Ed 1 Unit Karnataka.
SV K Institute of
Diploma in Someshwara Vidya Kendra, Tumkur District, Karnataka had submitted an application
Education, to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to S.V.K Institute
Tumkur, of Diploma in Education, 7" Cross, S8 Puram, Tumkur-572102, Karnataka for
Karnataka Elementary { D Ed) course of two years duration with an annual intake of 50 students

and was granted recognition on 10.08.2007

An online application along with the documents for closure of D.Ed courseis received
. by this office from the institution on 26.05.2017

The institution has submitted the following documents -

course is submitted,
2. Society Registration Certificate is submitted
3. Resolution copy is submitted

4. Cerification letter fram the Secretary, Sri Someshwara Vidya Kendra s
submitted
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| The Committee considered the request for closure and decided as under:

1. They have not submitted all the documents required.
2. Obtain the following :

(i) NOC from the affiliating SCERT.

(ii) Original FDRs

(iii) No Due cert from the staff.

3. Issue SCN accordingly.

KGN College of Elementary Education, Sy No.786, Gandamvar Gudem Village,
Malgonda District-508001, Telangana

Nandamuri Educational Society, Plot No. 4-85, Shantinagar Street, Nalgonda Village,
Post and District-508001, Telangana submitted an online application to the Southemn
Regional Committee of NCTE on 28.09.2010 and physical application on 18.10,2010
for grant of recognition for D El Ed course of two year duration with an annual intake of
50 students at KGN College of Elementary Education, Sy No.786, Gandamvari Gudem
Village, Nalgonda District-508001, Telangana and was granted recognition on
12.08.2013 from the academic session 2013-2014.

The Institution has submitted its written representation on 23.12.2015 along with the
fee of Rs. 1.50,000/- DD No.039753 dated 03.11.2015 and some relevant documents
and stated as follows;

‘With reference to the subject cited above, | am to state that as per the
Regulations. 2014, We have to go for composite college in future. As we are
unable to extend the present construction to reach to the required built-up area
for group of courses of Teacher Education Programmes, the members of our
soclely has resolved to seek the permission for shifting of premises.

In this regard, | am here by submitting the required and relevant documents
along with a DD bearing No. 039753 of dated 03 11.2015 far an amount of Rs
1.50,000 for your kind favour

On 08.02.2016 a letter is received from the Director of School Education Government
of Telangana Hyderabad wvide |etter No Rc.No99/A/TE/TSCERT/2014 dated
06.02.2016. Regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of
private D El Ed / B.Ed colleges in the State of Telangana and decided to forwarded the
following list of 76 colleges including KGN College of Elementary Education, Sy
No.786, Gandamvarl Gudem Village, Nalgonda District-508001, Telangana to SRC,
NCTE for taking further necessary action under section 17 of the Act.

: i_. Deficiencies Obsarved Number of colleges
1 | Submitted Fake and Fabricated documents 35 (Existing) (Annexure
14)
[ 102 (New) (Annexure 1B)
|2 Functioning in leased premises even after 04 (Annexure || )
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stipulated peried
3 Shifting of College Premises without the | 16 (Annexure |1}
_ permission of SRC NCTE
4 Submission of fake NOCs 15 {(Annexure V)
5 Mot possessing land in the name of the 04 {(Annexure V)
| soclety/Institution N

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302™ Meeting held on 09"-11" February,
2016 and the Commitiee considered the letter from the Director Schoel Education
Department, Telangana State and decided that “What with the 3 March 16 time-limit
pressure on s, |t is not possible to go nto these complaints af this lime Process and
ot up after March 167

Again as per the decision ol SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 309"
Meeting held on 12"-14" April, 2016 and the committee considered in respect of (75
colleges) regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided lo issue show
cause notice for the following to KGN College of Elementary Education, Sy No.786,
Gandamvari Gudem Village, Malgonda District-508001, Telangana

= Submitted fake land documents | Sale deed 27822011, of 5RO siddipet) with
the inspection repart.

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued (o the institution on 13.05.2016. The
institution has submitted its written representation on 03.06.2016,

The SRC in its 318" meeting held on 08" — 08" Augusl, 2018 considerad the Shifting
case and SCN reply and decided as under:

1. In 37 cases, the Director of School Education, Telangana, had commented
adversely on the genuiness of the land documents furnished.

2. Based on that report. Show Cause Notices were issued to all the 37
applicants

3. Rephes to the Show Cause Notice have been received from 26 out of the
a7
cases. These replias may be sent to the Director of School Education;
Telangana, for their comments about the validity//genuineness of tha land
documents and their admissibility in these cases of the Teacher Education
Institutions concerned

4. |n the remaining 11 cases, for failure to respond to the Show Cause Notice,
action may be takan to withdraw recognition.

5 In those cases in which the applicants had forged the documents to make
them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only
unregistered, a reference should also be made o the Registration Office
concemed for considering crimiinal action against the ering Institutions.

Copy for information 1o the affiliating body-the SCERT, Gowt, of Telangana,
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| Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter fo the Director, SCERT was sent on

07.09.2016.

An email received from the Jojiana Lakra, Section Officer, Inspection Cell on
23.09.2016. It stated as under

| am directed to say thal a complaint has been received against
Sh.M A Kareem, Secratery of K.G.N College of Elementary Education, Sy No,
786, Gandamavari Gudem, Nalgonda District Telangana State stating that the
Secretary of the institution has produced all the fake documents for all the gowt
agencies for running the college from 2012-2013

You are therefore requested to furnish your comments/siatus report in respect
of the institution KGN College of Elementary Education, Sy No 786,
Gandamvan Gudem. Nalgonda District Telangana State along with the
aniginal file for processing the matter further under section 13."

The institution submitted written representation along with documents on 27.03.2017.

The SRC in its 336" meeting held on 19" & 20™ April, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under;

1. This is one of the 37 fake document cases referred to us by
SCERT(TS).

2. The College has dispute the allegation. They have asseried that their
document is genuine.

3. Send the document to the Sub-Registrar and request for advice on their
genuineness,

4. Write to SCERT about the legal position relating to continuance of
affiliation so long as NCTE recognition stands

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the Director, TSCERT and the
Sub Registrar office on 27 04.2017

The institution submitted written representation on 19.04 2017 and stating as under,

with reference to the subject cited above, | am to state that we
have been granted recognition for 2012-2013.

In this regard. | wish to bring to your kind notice that our case has been
taken in the agenda and decided that the document should be sent fo Sub
Regisirar Officer concerned.  In view of the above circumstance, | am to state
that we have also submitted our shifting proposal along with required Fee
amount and documents on 23.12.2015  But till today, we have not yet received
any communication in regard to the process our shifting proposal

Hence, | request you kindly to make arrangements in regard fo the
process of shifting of the present ' i
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The application of the shifting documents were processed and placed before SRC in its
340" meeting held on 08" & 09" June, 2017 and the Committee considered the matter
and decided as under,

1. The Telangana Govi's complaint against this College is about
submission of fake documents.

2. That matter is under verification

3. Until it is completed, no request for shifting can be considered since. if
the complaint is proved, recognition will be withdrawn in the D El Ed.
case.

In the meantime. written representation received from the Sub Registrar, Nalgonda
5.R O on 08.06.2017 and stating as follows,

| am lo state thal the Land Document sent by you in the name of KGN
College of Elementary Education Sponsored by Nandamur Educational
Society, Nalgonda is here by verified and found that the document is tallied
with the scanned document in C C.A (Central Card Archieves),"

The SRC in its 342™ meeting held on 05" & 06" July, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under,

1. The title deed in dispute has now been certified to be genuine by the
Sub-Registrar concerned.

2 Send a copy of the Sub-Registrar's letter to SCERT {Telangana) for
infarmatian,

3. Collect all documents for scruting before ordering VT Inspection for
shifting

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, letters was sent to the institution and the Director,
SCERT on 13.07.2017

On 28.07 2017 institution submitted its written representation requesting proposal to
constitute cause inspection for shifting

Reply from the Directar, SCERT has not received

The institution submitted shifting proposal on 23.12.2015 and the documents.

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. Let us wait for SCERT's reply to the ‘fake document’ issued.
2. Process the documents for shifting.
3. Title deed is clear,
(N
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4. LUC not given.
5. EC is old. Obtain latest EC.

6. BP is not approved.

7. BCC is approved. The built up area is 1890 Sq mt. This is adequate for
D.ELEd (1 unit).

8. FDRs are given only for 5+3 lakhs. We need 5+7 lakhs FDRs in
original, in it. Account with a 5-year validity.

9. Latest Approved Faculty list is not given.

10. issue 5CN accordingly

AP. College of Education, Siddipet Revenue Division, Duddeda, Medak Districl,
Telangana

A.P. College of Education, Siddipet Revenue Division, Duddeda, Medak District,
Andhra Pradesh had submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of
NCTE for grant of recognition for starting B.Ed Course of One year from the academic
session 2002-03 with an annual intake of 120 Students and granted was recognition
on 03.07.2003 with an annual intake 100 students with a condition that the institution
shall shift to its own premises within three years from the date of recognition(in case
the course is started in a rented premises)

The institution submitted shifting proposal on 28.09 2007 along with DD of Rs 40.000/-
bearing no.379835 daled 24.09.2007 (taken into account) for B Ed programme,

A letter was issued to the institution on 26.05.2009 to submit the documents. The
institution submitted reply on 24.07 2009 along with relevant documents.

Further, there is no action in the file.

On 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Regulations 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
norms and standards before 31 10 2015

On 24.01.2015, the institution submitted the affidavit for offering B Ed course with an
intake of 100 students.

The SRC in its 276" meeting held on 7"-8" January, 2015 decided to issue provisional
recognition orders to the existing institutions and the Committee also decided to
maintain a check list of such cases for venfication in October/Navember and for

causing inspection.

Accordingly, a revised recognition order was issued 1o the institution on 11.05.2015
with an intake two basic units of 50 students each with a condition that the institution
has not shifted 1o its own premises as stipulated in its Fermal Recognition order dated
03.07.2003
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The Institution submitted written representation on 17.06.2015 along with relevant |
documents. The letter stated as follows:

"With reference to the abave order cited, | under Singed correspondent of the
AP College of Education Duddeda Medak District Andhra Pradesh submitting
herewith required informaltion which has to be submitted on or before 31% July

2015
1. Copy of Land Registration documents No.2591/2006
2 Encumbrance Cerlificate
3 Land Use Certificate
4 Building Plan
5  Approved staff ist
6 The College Premises has shifted (o its own bullding in the year 2006-

2007 only for that | am enclosing herewith the shifting permission letter
copy of the University Kindly accept the same sir"

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 291" meeting held on
20™-21" August 2015, The Committee decided as under

1. Since Revised Recognition Order has been issued. Cause inspection after 31
Oct, 2015 to ensure full compliance of the 2014 Regulations.

2. Advise them specifically that the 2014 Regulations do not provide for any
opportunity to remove deficiencies after the inspection.

A letler was issued to the institution on 28.10.2015 conveying the decision of SRC,

As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT
members on 16012016, The Inspection of the institution was conducted on
30.01.2018 and VT report along with documents and CD received on 03.02 2016.

In the meantime, the nstitution submitted written representation on 01.02 2018, the
letter stated as follows,

'f.am herewith submitting the request letter for one basic unit of 50 students at
present situation The management will not able to continue the college with
two basic units of 100 strength in a year due to uninterested of the students in
B.Ed course in our ared

Hence kindly accepl my reqguest lo run this instilution with one unit of 50
students”

As per the direction of SRC. the VT members wvisited to the institution on 30.01.2016
and the overall assessment is as under:

“The mandate for the visiling team vis-a-vis A P. College of Education which s
dfready runmng a duly approved D El Ed course 15 to venfy whether the college
has upgraded its facilities to confirm to 2014 NCTE Norms The differences

{
ddtay (4
(S. Sathyam
Chairman




-

4 5th i
215 & 22, September, 2017

164

between the 2009 NCTE Norms and 2014 norms NCTE are (1) Website (2)
installation OF Fire safety equipments. The VT verified these are available.
However. the principal is unqualified as per the norms, He does not possess a8
M Phit/P hd Degree”

The SRC in its 302™ meeting held on 09" — 11" February 2016, considered the VT
report and decided as under:

‘The VT Inspection report is quite incomplete Send another Team for a proper
inspectian and complete report "

As directed, the VT was generated through online VT Module. The inspection of the
institution was again conducted on 20.08 2016 and VT report along with documents
and CD received on 25 08.2016.

The SRC in its 329" meeting held on 6" and 7" February 2017, considered the VT
Report along with documents and decided as under

Title is clear. Land area is adequate

Sy. Nos. in land document and BCC do not match

LUC is in order.

EC not given.

BF —not approved by competent authority. Sy Nos tally with BCC. Built-up
area shown is 3100 sq.mis

BCC is in order. Buill-up area shown is 3100 sq.mts.

Onginal FDRs required.

Faculty list is incomplete: Only 7 are there against 16 required. Oblain latest
approved faculty list

9. Issue SCN accordingly

oA e
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Accordingly, show cause natice was issued to the institution on 23.02.2017.
The institution submitted reply along with documents on 27.03 2017

The institution submitted its written representation along with apphcation for shifting of
premises and documents on 11.08.2017 and stating as under:

...l am to state that we have been granted Recognition for B.Ed in 2002-03
and D El Ed for the session 2012-13

In regard to BEd course we submitted our shifting proposal on
28.09.2007. we were asked lo submit the documents during the year, 2009
We were also asked fo submit the Affidavit during the year 2014 as per new
Regulations of 2014

On the basis of that shifting proposal, two (2) inspections were

conducted on 3001 2016 and 20.08. 2016 Show cause nolice was issued
We have submitted our reply. But there is no action in the file.
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As our caollege building is located at 1.5 Kms away from R & B road, the
students of both the courses are not showing interest for getting admission into
our college  They are of the opinion thal they will not have security while
fravelling from R & B road lo our college.

Keeping all in cur view, as our shifting issue is not yet decided, we wish
to shift the present courses from Duddeda to Narayanked which is located
within the jurisdiction. It ts also our own building having amplefrequired
faciities for running both the courses It has required and reliable playground
also. Moreover, il is located in the middle of the town

Hence, | request you kindly to accept cur proposal and do favourable
justice "

The Committee considered the show cause notice reply and decided as
under:

1. This is a case of shifting B.Ed (2 units) and D.ELEd (1 unit).

2, They are at present in the outskirts of village Duddeda. They wanted
to shift to Narayanakuda. 2 V.T.Is have been done. But, we need not
process further because they now want to shift from the outskirts of
Duddeda to the centre of the town Duddeda itself.

3. Let them give a formal application accordingly.

4. Thereafter, collect fee afresh and cause composite inspection of the
new site proposed.

5. Issue S5CN accordingly

Kondapak Taluk & City Medak District-502277. Telangana

A.P. College of Elementary Education, Plol No.609, Duddeda Village and post office,
Kondapak Taluk and City Medak District-502277, Telangana submitted an application
to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition for starting
D ElLEd Course of Two years from the academic session 2012-13 with an annual
intake of 50 Students and recognition was granted on 05.09.2012

The SRC in its 302" meeting held on 09" — 11" February 2016, considered the VT
report for shifting of B Ed and decided as under;

“The VT Inspection report is quite incomplete. Send another Team for a proper |
mspection and complete repart "

As directed, the VT was generated through online VT Module. The inspection of the
institution was again conducted on 20.08. 2016 and VT report along with documents
and CD received on 25.08.2016.
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The SRC in its 329" meeting held on 8™ and 7" February 2017, considered the VT
Report and decided to ssue show cause notice for the following grounds:

Title is clear. Land area is adequate.

Sy. Nos. in land document and BR/BCC/EC do not tally

LUC is in order.

EC not given

BF is not approved by compatent authorily. Buill-up area shown Is
3100 sg.mis,

6. BCC isinorder. Buill-up area shown is 3100 sg.mis.

7. Original FORs required.

8 Oblain latest approved faculty list,

8  Issue SCN accordingly

L SR S

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 04.03.2017

The institution submitted its reply along with documents on 27 03.2017 and stating as
under;

The institution submitted its written representation along with application for shifting of
premises and documents on 11.08.2017 and stating as under;

“_| am to state that we have been granted Recogrition for B.Ed in 2002-03
and D El.Ed for the session 2012-13.

In regard to B.Ed course we submitted our shifting proposal on
28.09.2007, we were asked lo submit the documents dunng the year, 2009
We were also asked lo submit the Affidawt during the year 2014 as per new
Regulations of 2074

On the basis of that shiftng proposal, two (2) inspections were
conducted on 30.01 2076 and 20.08. 2016 Show cause nolice was issued.
We have submitted our reply.  But there is no action in the fife

As our college building is located al 1 5 Kms away from R & B road, the
students of both the courses are not showing interest for gelting admission inta
our college.  They are of the opinian that they will not have security while
travelling from R & B road to our colfege

_ Keeping all in our view, as our shifting issue is not yet decided, we wish
to shift the present courses from Duddeda to Narayanked which is located
within the jurisdiction It s also our own building having amplefrequired
facifiies for running both the courses It has required and rellable playground
also. Mareover, it is located in the middle of the town

Hence, | request you kindly to accepl our proposal and do favaourable
Justice.”
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The Committee considered the show cause notice reply and decided as
under:

1. This is‘a case of shifting B.Ed (2 units) and D.ELEd (1 unit).

2. They are al present in the outskirts of village Duddeda. They wanted
to shift to Narayanaguda. 2 V.T.ls have been done. But, we need not
process further because they now want to shift from the outskirts of
Duddeda to the centre of the town Duddeda itself. 3. Let them give a
formal application accordingly.

4. Thereafter, collect fee afresh and cause composite inspection of the
new site proposed.

5. Issue SCN accordingly,

.45 APS01626 Miranda College of Education, G A 52, HAL 3" Stage, Indiranagar, Bangalore-560075,
B.Ed 1 Unit Karnalaka
Miranda College
of Education, Miranda Education Society, Bangalore, Karnataka had submitted an application to the
Bangalore, Southerm Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Miranda College of
Karnataka Education, CAS52, HAL 3" Stage, Indiranagar, Bangalore-560075, Kamataka for

Secondary(B.Ed) Course of One year duration from the academic session 2004-05
with an annual intake of 100 students and was granted recognition on 29.11.2004 with
iy condition of shift to its own premises/building within three years from the date of
recognition { In case the course started in rented premises)

On 22.01.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an
intake af 100 students, The revised order 1ssued to the institution on 16.05.2015 with
an |ntake of 100 students (two basic units of 50 each).

The institution has submitted a request |letter for reduction from two units to one unit on
28.01.2016 & 19.07.2016.

The SRC in its 322™ meeting held during 20" — 21" Qctober, 2016 considered the
request of the institution and decided as under;-

1. "Request for reduction of intake from 2 units to one unit is accepted

2 Ask them to submit all relevant documents for processing the case for issue
of a new FR under the 2014 Regulations for B.Ed {1 unit).

3. If documents have already been received, process and put up.”

A5 per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on 16.11,2018

The institution submitted the lollowing documents for 1 unit on 05.01.2017 and
14.08:2017
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"'I'lm_f.‘mmitﬁe_cunsidered the institution written reprnkentatinn and
decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case of B.Ed (1 unit).
2.1 Title is clear.

2.2 They have been in existence for 15 years. They have 1890 Sqmt of
land. The latest Regulations require only 1000 sgqmt of land.

2.3 Land area is, therefore, adequate,
3. LUC given by BDA is in order.
4. ECisin order.

5. BP is in order. Built-up area shown is 945 Sq mts which is inadequate
against a requirement of 1500 Sq mts.

6. BCC is in order. Built up area shown is 1492 5q mts which is just short
of the requirement of 1500 Sq mts but far in excess of the area
permitted by the B.P.

7. FDRs are required in original in joint account, with a 5-year validity @
Rs.5+7 lakhs per programme.

8. Faculty list is not in format and not approved by the Registrar,
9. Issue SCN accordingly.

48 | APSD3285

B Ed 1 Unit
Shanthiniketan
B.Ed College,
Bangalore,
Karnataka

Shantiniketan B Ed College, No.70, Bllekahalli, Bangalore -560076, Karnataka

Shantinikethan Education and welfare Trust, Bangalore, Karnataka had submitted an
application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to
Shantiniketan B.Ed College. No 70, Bilekahalli, Bangalore -560076. Karnataka for
Secondary (B Ed) course of one year duration from the academic session 2005-06
with an annual intake of 100 students and was granted recognition on 04,04 2006,

On 29.01.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit expressing willingness towards
adherence to Regulations 2014

A revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 16.05.2015 with an annual
intake of 100 students for two basic units of 50 students each, subject to submission of
revalidated FDRs of enhanced wvalue from the academic session 2015-16.

On 25.06.2015, the institution submitted a written representation seeking clarification
on the endowment and reserve funds to be maintained by the institution.

The institution submitted FDRs of Rs 5 lakhs and Rs 3 lakhs and the same were
returned to the institution after verification
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| On 07.09 2016 the institution has submitted & request letter to run the B.Ed programme
with a single unit with an annual intake of 50 students,

The SRC in its 322" meeting held during 20" — 21" October. 2016 considered the
request of the institution and decided as under -

1. "Request for reduction of intake from 2 units to one unit is accepted.

2. Ask them to submit all relevant documents for processing the case for issue of
a new FR under the 2014 Regulations for B Ed {1 unit).

3. HWdocuments have already been received process and put up."

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the instilution on
16.11.20186.

The institution has submitted a letter along with following documents for 1 unit on
16.12.2018,

The Committee considered the institution written representation and
decided as under:
1. This is a RPRO case which invalves reduction of 2 units to lunit,

2. Title is clear. Land area (3793 sq mts) is adequate. They should explain
why they have given a figure of 2700 sq mts in their Affidavit.

3. LUC not given.

4. EC not given,

5. BP is not approved by competent authority, It is also not legible.
6. BCC not given.

7. FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with a 5-year validity @
5+7 lakhs for each programme.

8.1 Faculty list is not authenticated on every page by the Registrar.
8.2 Itis only in a photo-copy form.

83 The covering letter given by the registrar is not adequate
authentication.

9. Issue SCN accordingly,

10. Further consideration to issue of a fresh FR under the 2014
Regulations will be given only after removal of the deficiencies listed
above,
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47 | AOS00249 Gold Field College of Education, Karahalli Extension, Kolar Road, Bangarpet-553114, |
B.Ed 1 Unit Kolar District, Karnataka
r Gold Field
College of The SRC granted recognition to Gold Field College of Education, Karahalll Extension,
Education, Kolar, | Kolar Road, Bangarpet-553114, Kolar District, Karnataka for B.Ed course of one year
Karnataka duration from the academic session 2002-2003 with an annual intake of 100 students

vide FKR/S/35/SRO/ NCTE /2002-2003/3205 dated 07/11/2002 subject to
compliance of the conditions indicated in the order

A complaint dated 27/12/2012 from Mr. Manoj Kumar, S/o. Late Elangovan, Group D
Employee, Gold Field College of Education, Kolar Road, Bangarapet was received by
this office on 02/01/2013 stating as under -

1. LE.Manoj Kumar working as group-D Employee from 08.02 2005 in the un
approved post and group -0 Employee in approved post from 19.05.2008 in
Gold Field College of Education. Bangarpet which was admitted for salary

. grant from 19.05.2009.

£ The College is headed by Dr. K. Purnima is the wife of Dr. K. Arunodaya who is a
Trustee also daughter in law of Sn K.J Kale Gowda a Managing Trustee and
Mr. Prema Kale Gowda another Trustee, and also happens to be the daughter
of another trustee Sri Krishne Gowda. The trust being a family trust, the
present Principal with all her relations with the Trust and Managing Trustee has
been harassing me and has succeeded in not getting my due salaries since
19.05.2009 The fact which is clearly shown in all my letters referred above.

3. | belonging to the scheduled Caste Community, find it as a herculian task to
fight against the injustices noted on to me by the Principal & Management
authorities. | beg your good self to kindly instruct the Principal not to ill treatl me
and release my salaries for the last 3 years ix months immediately.

4. The Principal may misuse signature and the thumb impression taken on an
emply paper which is brought to your notice through my letter dated
08.09.2012 whose copy is sent to you.

5. The Principal has troubled by not allowing me to sign the attendance register
and informing the higher authorities that | was un- authorisedly absent is not
true. No notice is served to me till to-day wit regard to unauthorized absentism

‘ A copy of the request letter dated 09.09.2011 followed by a reminder dated 28.09.2011
regarding non-payment of his salary from May 2009 addressed 1o the Deputy Director,
DILE.T, Kolar was enclosed.

A copy of the letter dated 26 11.2012 from the Principal, D |.ET addressed to the
Principal, Gold Field College of Education seeking information regarding the action
taken by the College with respect to the unauthorized absence of Manoj Kumar is
enclosed. D I.E.T has also sought copies of the memos issued to Mangj kumar and
copies of his acknowledgement of the memos.

Copies of the letters from Manoj Kumar addressed to the Principal, Gold Field College
l of Education Registrar, Bangalore University and Principal, D..E T, Kolar with
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information regarding the matter of not allowing him to sign the attendance register and

taking his signature on an empty paper is enclosed for perusal,

The Southern Regional Committee in its 241% meeting held on 29"& 31* March 2013
& 01" April 2013, considered the matter and decided to send copy of the Complaint
latter to DSERT, for their comments and appropriate action. 16.05.2013

On 30.01.2015, the institution has submitted an affidawit

with an intake of 100 students.

The revised order was issued to the institution
each subject to the decision of SRC, on the
DSERT and the institution on the fulfilling followi

on 27.05.2015 with two basic units of 50
reply to be revised from the Directar,
ng conditions.

The Institution has submitted revised order reply on 03.08.2015.

The SRC, in its 321% meeting held during 28" to 30™ September, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under:-

1. Land document not given

2 LUC-not approved by competent authority

3 EC s given- but there is no land document  to compare it with

4. BP -not approved by competent authority

5 BCC-not approved by competent authority, Built up area is inadequate
& FDORs — naot given

7 Facully list — not given

& Fee not paid

8. Issue SCN accordingly for withdrawal of recognition,

As per the decision of SRC, a show cause notice was Issued to the institution on
14.10.2016.

A letter dated 26.10.2018 has been received by this office from the institution on
28.10.2016 is under -

"With reference to the above subject. our college offers B Ed, course of ane
vear duration earlier & is functioning from 1974 with an annual intake of 100
students  According to NCTE Regulations 2014 now B Ed_ Course duration is
2 years & it is 2 Basic Units ( 100 students) from 2015-16 Batch.

In view of 2 years B.Ed,, Course the admission is low. Our Institution is now

| request of the Institution and decided as under:-

Government Grant-in-Aid from 19" May 2009, The
us to appoint new additional Teaching staff as per th

Government will not permit
e NCTE new regulations of

2014 of 2 Basic units with annual intake of 100 students

So, | request your good self to kindly reduce 2 Units ( 100 students) to 1 unit (

50 students from the Academic vear 2016-17."

The SRC in its 324" meeting held during 07" — 08" December, 2016 considered the
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the management was offering MBA. P.G. Courses, Pharmacy College, Law College,
Degree Colleges. Schoals etc. The Institution is also sharing the Labswith 1 some other

th
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1. "There is no need of inspection in this case.

2. The request for reduction from 2 units to 1 unit is accepted.
3. Built up area is inadequate even for one unit of B.Ed

4. Ask them to submit all relevant documents by 30.12.2016
3. Process; and put up.”

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued 1o the institution on 16.12 20186,
The institution has submitted reply to the show cause notice on 22,12.2016

On 02.01.2017 the institution has submitted documents for 1 unit
The Committee considered the institution written representation and
decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case. Title is not clear. Land is leased to Subhashini Edn
Trust whereas the applicant is Gold Field college of Education.

2. LUC is in the name of the Trust.

3. ECis in the name of the Trust.

4. BP is approved in the name of the Trust. Built up area is 1532 sq mts,
5. BCC is not given.

6. FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with a S-year validity
@ 5+ 7 lakhs per programme. Lessor and the applicant (as lessee)
should have joint holding,

7. Faculty list is not given in the prescribed format and not approved by
the Registrar.

8. Issue SCN accordingly.
9. Link the M.Ed case also for composite consideration

Vivekananda College of Education, Dr. Raj Kumar Road, 2 Stage, Rajajinagar, |
Bangalore-560055, Karnataka

Janatha Education Society's Vivekananda College of Education, Dr. Raj Kumar Road,
2™ Stage, Rajajinagar. Bangalore-560055, Karnataka was granted recognition for
B.Ed course vide Order No F SRO/NCTE/B.Ed./2004-2005/8671 dated 25.11.2004
with a condition to shift to its own premises within 3 years

The institution vide letter dated 8.12.2011 had requested for renewal of Fixed Deposit
Receipts which expired on 17.6.2011.

Ongoing through the file, it was seen that the institution was granied recognition in
leased premises. From the Visiting team report dated 9.10.2004, it was observed that
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College. As per MIS, the institution is not running any other course recognized with
NCTE

In order to ascertain the maintenance of extant, NCTE regulations, norms and
standards of 2009 by the institution, a proposal was placed before SRC to get the
institution inspected under Section 17 of NCTE Acl.

The SRC in its 216" meeting of SRC held on 11" -12" January, 2012 considered the
VT and VCD of the institution and all the relevant documentary evidences and decided
to serve Show cause Notice under Section 17 of NCTE Act Accordingly, a Notice was
Issued to the institution on 14.3.2012 for the following deficiencies:-

1. The institution was given recognition on 25.11.2004 in a temporary leased
premises with a specific condition that the institution should move to a
permanent premise within a period of three years i.e., on or before 25.11.2007
Even after a lapse of time penod of 7 years & 02 months, the management has
yet to start the construction of its own building/move to its own building.

2. As per VT report. the institution is functioning in a multistoried building; the
third floor is earmarked for B.Ed programme. The management is also offering
MBA, P.G. courses, Pharmacy College, Law College, Degree College & Higher
schools in the same building  The labs are being shared with other colleges.
This is against and gross violation of the NCTE norms.

The institution vide its letter dated 30.3.2012 submitted its written represeniation

The SRC in its 221" meeting held on 18" —20" April 2012 considered the reply of the
institution dated 30.03.2012 and all the relevant documentary evidences and decided
to serve Final Show cause MNotice under Section 17 of NCTE Act and accordingly, a
Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 21.05.2012 for the following
deficiencies:-

1. The institution was given recognition on 25.11.2004 in a lemporary leased
premises with a specific condition that the institution should move to a
permanent premise within a period of three years i e., on or before 25.11 2007,
Even afler a lapse of time period of 7 years & 04 months, the management has
yel to start the construction of its own building/move to its own building. The
institution stated that a new building was constructed in the leased land from
Govt of Karnataka, which was not brought to the notice of SRC.NCTE till date

2. Approved blue print of the building plan issued by competent civil authority is
nol submitted.

3. Original building completion certificate from competent Gowvt. authorized
engineer is not submitted

4. Notarized land usage certificate from the Revenue divisional office stating that
the agriculture land converted o non-agriculture for the purpose of educational
institution only is not submitted. Proceedings of Revenue Divisional Officer not
submitted for conversion of land from agricultural to educational PUrposes.

5. Original Affidavit in the prescribed form on Rs. 100/- stamp paper duly attested
by oath Commissioner or notary public, is not submitted.
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_dated 30,10.2013 made the following observations -
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6. Staff details duly approved by the affiliating body is not submitted.

The institution submitted its representation on 12.06.2012,

The SRC in its 236" meeting held on 16™ —17" December 2012 considered the reply of
the institution vide letter dated 12.06 2012 and all the relevant documentary evidences
and decided to serve Final Show cause Notice under NCTE Act

Accordingly, a Final show cause notice was issued on 0502.2013 The institution
submitted its written representation on 25 02 2013

The SRC in its 242™ meeting held on 14" - 16" April 2013 considered the written reply
of the institution on the above matter and also the relevant documents of the institution
and decided o withdraw recognition for the following reasons:-

1. As seen from building plan, Multipurpose hall is having 1254.83 Sq.ft. which is
less as per NCTE norms. As per NCTE regulations, 2009 institution must have
Multi purpose hall of size of 20005q ft

2. As seen from the seal of the building plan, Ground Floor is meant for car
parking only and shall not convert for any other purpose. From the building plan
it Is observed that Ground Floor is having 255.16 Sq.mts. Hence, the remaining
5 floors with built up area of 255.16°5=1,275.8 Sg.mts is less as per NCTE
norms. As per NCTE regulations 2009, the institution should have 1500 Sq.mts
for offering B.Ed course,

3. As per BCC, the total area mentioned under roofing is 1530.96 Sq.mts, The
column under area is left blank.

4. BCC is approved by Asst Director (Town Planning) West Zone, BEMP BCC
should be approved by the Government Engineer

3. Staff list approved by Bangalore University is not Submitted.

Based on the above points the committee decides to withdraw the recognition of the
B.Ed course run by Vivekananda College of Education, Dr. Raj Kumar Road, 2™ Stage,
Rajajinagar, Bangalore-560055, Karnataka, from the academic year 2013-14, in order
to enable the ongoing batch of students in B.Ed course, if any, to complete their
course

It was made clear that the institution is debarred from making any further admission
subsequent to the dale of issue of this order. The Affiliating body / Examining board /
body be informed accordingly Further decided to return Endowment funds and
Reserve fund deposited with SRC NCTE, Bangalore, if any.

As per the decision of SRC, the recognition of the institution was withdrawn vide order
no. F.No. APS02091/B Ed/KA 2013-14/51731 dated 17 05.2013,

The Institution filed an appeal under Section 18 of NCTE Act, before the appellate
Authority, NCTE, New Delhi against the withdrawl order of SRC

The appellate authority vide order No.F.No.89- 476/2013/Appeal/14™ Meeting-2013
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"The Council noted that the appellate instiution was granted recognition for
B.Ed course on 25 11.2004 with a condition to shift to its own premises within
3 years. Committee noted that V.T, report which is being referred to in the
show cause nolice dated 05022013 s no available on SRC file. The
withdrawal order dated 17 052013 is mainly on grounds of the inadequacy of
multipurpose hall, total built up area combined together on all the floors after
excluding ground floor, approval of B.C.C by the Assistant Director| Town
Planning) and non-submission of staff list approval. Committee noted that the
appellant has highlighted earlier portion in the building plan which was
approved in November 2008 to indicate that size of multipurpose hall is
adequate and that parking facilities is shifting to outside place and ground floor
is permitted to be used as class room. If this has been the position it should
have been reflected in the Visiting Team report. The approval of Bangalore
University on the appointment of principal and six other members of faculty is
dated 17-07-2013 whereas the SCN was issued to the appellant institution an
05-02-2013 and withdrawal order is dated 17-05-2013. Committee concluded
that post withdrawal developments cannot be taken as valid proof of having
complied with the deficiencies pointed out in the show cause nolice. In the
above circumstances, the Council concluded that SRC was justified in refusing
recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of
the SRC confirmed,

After perusal of the documents. Memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on record and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Council concluded that the SRC was |ustified in refusing
recognition and therefore the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of
SRC confirmed

The Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against”

The SRC in its 255" meeting held on 13-15 November 2013, considered the appellate
authority order and took note of the same.

In the meantime, a W.P No.51932/2013 (EDN-REG-P) filed by Janatha Education
Society's Vivekananda College Dr.Rajkumar Road, Rajajinagar |l stage, Bangalore-
560055 v/s NCTE and others in the Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka, Bangalore.

This office received a court notice dated 22 11 2013 In W.P.No.51932/2013 which is as
under:-

~-.-.to appear before the court in person or through advocate duly instructed or
through some one authorized by law to act for you in this case, at 1030 a.m. in
the forenoon within 5 days of the service of this notice to show cause why rule
nist should not be issued

If you fail so to appear on the said date or an subsequent date to which the
matter may be posted as directed by the court. without any further notice; the
petition will be dealt with, heard and decided on merits in your absence

Interim Order

S — |

™\

'I{ \_,. y -
"_:' LA r'-\.q
(S: Sathyam]lﬂl_

Chairman

",




176

th
211 & 224, September, 2017

Pending issue of Rule nisi in the aforesaid writ petition. it is hereby ordered by this
court on Friday, The 22™ Day of November 2013

By Hon'ble Mr. Justice AnandByrareddy as follows:
Emergent notice regarding rule

Learned counsel for the petitioner is also permitted to serve the standing counsel for
the respondent. Stay of Annexures ‘U’ and 'V till the next date of hearing,
The petitioner has prayed

(i) To quash the withdrawal order bearing F No,2091/8B Ed/KA/2013-14/51731
dated 17.05 2013 passed by the 2™ respondent(NCTE, Bangalore)

(n) To quash the order bearing No ACA-3/A4/B.Ed/M Ed/Sam na/2013-14
dated 29.10 2013 passed by the 3 respondent(the Registrar, Bangalore
University) .

(i) To quash the order F No 89-47/2013 Appeal/14" Meeting-2013 dated
30.10.2013 passed by the 4" respondent

(v} Grant such other relief or reliefs Issue such other direction or directions or
pass such other orders as this Hon'ble Court deems necessary under the
facts and circumstances of the above case in the interest of justice and
ety

A letter was addressed to the Member Secretary, NCTE (HQ) on 28.11.2013 with a
request for guidance in the matter

The SRC-NCTE received an interim court order in W.P.No.51932/2013 from the
Honb'e High Court of Karmataka, Bangalore on 09.06.2014. The court order stating as
follows: -

Order on 1A, 4/14 ‘Nalwithstanding that there is an order of stay of withdrawal
of recognition and a direction to the Central Admission Cell to send the list of
names, also having been complied with, the Uriversity refuses lo approve the
admissions tmade on the ground that since the recogmition has been withdrawn,
affiliation has not been renewed This shall not be a ground on which the
umversity shall refuse approval of admissions. Subject to the resull of the
petition and also subject to the students of the petitioner-institution complying
with afl the academic eligibility criteria. The admission of the students shall be
approved

The fearned counsel for the petitioner seeks a further direction thal since the
examinations are schedules to be held on 02 06.2014. the University also be
directed to furnish the half tickets to the exanination and thereby avoid further
proceedings for such a direction

The learned counsel for the respondent would submit that if onice admissions
are approved and if the eligibilty criteria is satisfied. |t would follow that the
University would also issue the hall tickets Alf this would be subject to the
result of the writ pelition

IA 4/2014 is allowed accordingly.
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| The SRC in its 268" meeting held on 17.2" July 2014 considered the court order and |
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decided and advised SRO to ask the Lawyer lo get the stay vacated. Also, university to
be informed.

In the meantime, a court order in W.P No.51932 of 2013 dated 04.07.2014 was
received by SRC on 14.07.2014 stating as follows -

“Read the Interim Order granted on 22.11.2013, 24 012014 & 2504 2014,
After hearing, the court made the following -

Order- Learned Counsel for Respondent Nos 1. 2 and 4 seeks time o file
objections. List after two weeks. Interim Order stands extended till the next date
of hearing ~

As per decision of 269" meeting of SRC, a letter was sent to Shri.P.S Dinesh,
Advocate on 31.07 2014

The SRC was In receipt of letter from Government of Karnataka, dated 19.08.2014 on
05.09.2014, stating as follows -

the petitioner has sought for quashing the order dated 03.03.2014 passed hy
you made in  No PPOOSHIE/C-3/SM53/PRA PRAM Anu/2013-14 vide
Annexure-A and notice dated 02.06.2014 passed by the 2" Respondent made
In No PROOSHIE/C-3/SM053/PRA PRAM Anu/2013-14 vide Annexure T and
for such other reliefs.

The above matter came up for hearing before C.H.No.17 on 19.08.2014. the
matter is disposed of quashing Annexures U & V with a direction to NCTE to
reconsider the additional material placed by the petitioner and pass orders in
accordance with law and also a direction to Bangalore University to pass orders
after considering the materials placed before it in accordance with law.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 09.09.2014 along with
photocopy of court order in W.P.No 51932/2013 (EDN-REG-P) dated 19.08.2014 and
Institution in its reply stating as follows -

National Council for Teachers Education with drew our recognition dated
17.05.2013 n this regard. we filed a writ petition hefore the Hon'ble High Court
WPNo51932/2013  Now, the Honble High Court, in its order
W.P.No 51932/2013 (ED-REG-P) dated 19.08.2014, directed NCTE to accord
recogniion to Vivekananda College of Education, Rajaiinagar N Stage,
Bangalore-55."

A letter from Shri P.S Dinesh Kumar, Advocate dated 22.09.2014 was received by SRC
on 26.09.2014 along with certified copy of court order in W.P.No.51832/2013 (EDN-
REG-P) dated 19.08.2014. the court order stating as follows: -

.9 The NCTE s therefore directed to consider the additional materials |
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produced by the petitioner and thereafter pass fresh orders in accordance with
law Consequent thereto, on such order being passed by the NCTE, Bangalore
University shall also take note of the same and appropriate orders be passed
with regard to the affiliation

10. To enable such process to be completed. the order dated 17.05.2013 and
30.10.2013 passed by the NCTE and its Appellate Authority as also the order
dated 29 10 2013 passed by the Bangalore University stands guashed. The
matler slands remitted to the NCTE to reconsider the matter afresh and in
accordance with law

In terms of the above, the writ pelition stands disposed of "

The SRC in its 273" meeting held on 30" September & 1* October, 2014 considered
the matter. Hon'ble High Court, Karnataka, order dated 19.08.2014 and decided that,
this is a case of shifting of premises. In accordance with the Supreme Court Orders,
this can be processed only after notification of the new Regulations. Advised Southern
Regional Office to Inform the Institution and the University accordingly

The inslitution submitted a letter on 30.10.2014 on the basis of minutes uploaded on
SRC website stating, as follows:

" you have wrongly mentioned mn your website NCTE ORG. this is a case of
shifting of premises. In accordance with the Supreme Court Order. this can be
processed only after nofification of the New Regulations. Inform the institution and
the University accordingly. So this is not applicable to our college

Hence, we already have given information to NCTE that we have constructed new
building n the year 2008 in the same premises exclusively for BEd, course
according to NCTE norms, We are running B Ed., course in separale building at the
same address e VivekanandaCollege of Education, Rajajinagar Il stage, Dr
Rajkumar Road, Bangalore-560055 "

Again the Institution has submitted a letier dtd.30.10 2014 received on 03.11.2014,
along with the approved staff list and the undertaking letter providing 2000 Sq ft.
multipurpose hall to Vivekananda College of Education.

Another letter from the institution received on 25.11.2014, stating as follows:

we are surpnising to see that in the proceedings of the 273 meeting held
SRC on 30" September 2014 and 1% October 2014, In the proceedings we
noticed that our college e Vivekananda College of Education. Rajajinagar I
stage, Dr Rajkumar Road, Bangalore-560055, Kamataka, that it is & case of
shifting of premises and in accordance with the Supreme Court orders our
apphcation process only after nolification of the new regulations and the said
proceedings has nol been received by us either from NCTE or form the University
till today However, we have noticed i the NCTE website and found that
conclusion of the 273 NCTE meeting is totally incorrect _In fact, we have not |

178

l el Qa,

(5. Sathyam) /
Chairman |




179

th
210 & 220, September, 2017

shifted our institution to any place or address

When we obtained permission and the affiliation to run the B.Ed. college in the
year 2004, al the first instant is only ta the premises situated at Rajafinagar I
stage, Dr. Rajkumar Road, Bangalore-55 Karnataka Which has large extent of
land allofted by the BDA lo run the education institution under the Janatha
Education Society (Regd). In the land society had constructed number of building
oult of which one buiding 1s earmarked for B.Ed. college. we have taken
permission in the same premises In the year 2004 and same is continued in the
very same premises Now the Il Semester 95 students studying in the same
premises and now we would ltkely to take admission for Ist Semester students for
the academic year 2014-15 In the premises wasNCTE granted permission.
Hence, the question of running B.Ed, college in the shifted premises does not
arise. We have not shifted our B.Ed., college (Institution) to any new premises
therefore conlinued the old permission and direct the Central Admission Cell and
Bangalore University to send students for admission of Government quota and
Management quota We also followed the other formalties as directed by the
Hon'ble High Court by sending approved staff list and undertaking of providing
2000 Sg fi multipurpose hall

Kindly accept and oblige.”

The SRC in its 275" meeting held on 1-2 December 2014 considered institution's
written representation decided as follows:-

“This 1s not a shifting case. Re-examine to check whether requirements relating
to title to property infrastructure and land area, as notified by NCTE, are
fulfilled.”

In the meantime, a letter di.3.12 2014 was received from Shri.P.S Dinesh, Advocate on
05.12.2014 in respect of W P No 54769 of 2014 filed by Janatha Education Society
The petitioner prayer 18 * 10..__.since the respondents have not complied the court
orger passed in the above writ petition and the new academic year has commenced
and the petitioner started issuing application for admission to the B Ed course for the
acadermic year 2014-15. Hence, the writ pelition to declare that petitioner institution is
entitted to admit the students for B.Ed course of the academic year 2014-15 and for
further direction directing the 5" respondent lo send the list of Government quota
students till the respondents consider the case of petitioner as directed by this Hon ble
court in W.F No 519322013

An interim order was received from the Hon'ble Migh Court of Karnataka in
W.P.No.54769/2014 dated 02.12 2014 received by SRC on 12122014 stating as
follows -"...Prima facie, it is seen that this court by the earlier order dated 19.08 2014,
had set aside the earlier order passed by respondent No.1 withdrawing the affiliation
and had directed them to reconsider the matter in view of the additional materials The
petitioner asserts that no such consideration has been made by providing opportunity
o the petitioner
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In that ight, the order impugned al Annexure-Q indicating the reasons for non-
consideration of the application of the petitioner far affiliation without reference
to the earlier proceedings does not seen justified

For the said reasons, there shall be interim order as prayed with the clarification
that the respondent No.5 would send the students to the petitioner institute
subject to the students concerned opting for the petitioner's college. For the
said purpose, 5" respandent shall natify the petitioners college indicating
therein that they have been included based on the interim order of this court."

An email dated 1812 2014was received from NCTE Hgrs regarding guidance for
processing of pending applications, Accordingly, a willingness letter was issued to the
institution on 1912 2014,

The institution has submitted its reply to willingness letter on 02.01.2015 along with
affidavit and DD of Rs.50,000/: and triplicate applications along with relevant
documents.

The SRC in its 276" Meeting held during 07" — 09" January, 2015, considered the
matter. reply of the Institution dated 02.01.2015 along with affidavit expressing their
willingness to process their application as per Regulations 2014, decided that

1.This Is a composite Institution
2. Advised Southern Regional Office to restore recagnition
3 Inform affiliating body also.

As per decision of SRC. order for restoration of recognition was issued ta the institution
on 29.01.2015:

On 30.01.2015 the institution submitted the affidavit for offering course with an intake of
100 students. The revised order was issued to the institution on 16.05.2015 with an
intake of two units of 50 students each, The institution submitted reply in compliance to
the order on 01.07 2015,

The SRC in its 314" meeting held during 27”8 28" May, 2016 considered the reply of
thie revised order and decided as under -

‘For Cases of B.Ed ( 2 units) in the existing institution, where RPRO, had been
Issued, we have lo cause inspection to check adherence to the 2014
Regulations. This action will have to be completed by July 2016 so that revised
Formal Recognition can be issued w.ef 2016-17 fo enable them to make
admissions in fime.

Action to check the documents in these cases ( about 1885 in number) will take
time. Instead of waiting for that action to be completed for placing them before
the SRC, to save time. VT Inspection can straightaway be ordered. VT
Inspection Reporfs can be considered along with examination of the
documents
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Regional Director is authorized to initiate action accordingly. The Institutions
concemed may be alerted about such action so that they will be prepared to
receive the Visiting Teams. They may also be advised to keep in readiness
latest approved Faculty Lists for submission to the VTs."

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letterfor inspection was issued to the
Institution on 13.06.2016

On 20 06.2016, a letter was received from the institution as under-

‘We received a letter from National Council for Teacher Education. South
Regional Committee, Bangalore Karnataka dated 13.06.2016. In that letter you
have mentioned about Inspection as per direction of SRC for offering 2 units of
50 students each ( 100) B.Ed, course. But we have submitted a letter to
cancelation, The Director for withdraw of one unit (50 intake) of B Ed. course
dated 26.04 2016

From this year onwards, the duration of B Ed., course is two years ow ng to this
we did not get even 50% of the students’ admission (2015-16). As per your
norms, we have to appoint additional 7 staff members for our institutions we
have to pay salary to the staff members according to NCTE norms. From this
we incur financial burden to the institution. Due to this our management
committee members have decided to retain only one unit of B.Ed course with
an intake of 50 students

I have herewith enclosed relevant letters for your reference.
Kindly we request you to accept it and oblige. "

The SRC in its 324" meeting held during 07" - 08" December, 2016 considered the
request of the institution and decided as under -

1. "There is no need of inspection in this case.

2. The request for reduction from 2 units to 1 unit is accepted.
3. Built-up area is inadeguate even for one unit of B Ed

4. Ask them to submit all relevant documents by 30.12.2016.
5 Process; and put up.”

As per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on 16.12.2016

The institution has submitted a letter along with documents for 1 unit on 29.12 2016 is
as under -

"With reference fo the above cited, | am herewith submitting the credentials
regarding 1 unit of B.Ed course as per your directions.”
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The Committee considered the institution written representation and
decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case involving reduction of 2 units to 1 unit.
2. Title is clear. Land area of 4230 sqmts is adequate.

3. LUC is in order.

+. ECis in order.

5. BP is in order, Shows a built up area of 2470 sqmits.

6. BCC is in order. Shows a built up area of 2470 sqmts. Built up area is
adequate for B.Ed (1 unit)

7. FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with a S-year validity
@5+ 7lakhs per programme.

8.1 Faculty list is approved by the Registrar, (i) Asst.Prof (English) and
Asst Prof (Maths) in the methodology group are required to be
appointed. (ii) Asst Profs (Fine Arts/Per.Arts/Phy.Ed,) are required.

8.2 Principal does not have Ph.D. But, when he was recruited, Ph.D was
not required.

9. Issue SCN accordingly.

VikramB.Ed College, Near Railway Track, Chelur Road, Chintamani, Kolar district-
563125, Karnataka

Sn Lakshmi Education Society, Chintamani, Kolar District-563125. Kamataka had
submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of
recognition to VikramB.Ed College, Near Railway Track. Chelur Road, Chintamani
Kolar district-563125, Karnataka for Secondary (B.Ed) courseof one year duration from
the academic session 2004-05 with an annual intake of 100 students and was granted
recognition on 29 11.2004

On 23.01.2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit for offering B.Ed course with
an intake of 100 students. The revised order was issued to the institution on
16.05.2015 with an intake of 100 students ( two basic units of 50 gach) The Institution
has submitted revised order reply on 30.10 2015

SRC in its 314" meeting held during 27"& 28" May. 2016 considered the reply of the
revised order and directed RD, SRO to initiate action for VT inspection.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a VT letter was issued 1o the institution on
13.06.2016

On 27.06.2016, a letter dated 24.06 2016 is received by this office from the institution
requesting for one unit only.
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B.Ed 1 Unit

St. John College
of Education,
East Godavan,
Andhra Pradesh
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The SRC in its 322™ meeting held during 20" — 21% October, 2016 considered ihe
request of the institution and decided as under -

“1. Request for reduction of intakes from 2 units to one unit is accepted.

2. Ask them to submit all relevant documents for processing the case for
issue of a new FR under the 2014 Regulations for B.Ed (1 unit),

3. If documents have already been received, process and put up.”

As per the decision of SRC, a letter to institution was issued on 16.11.2018
The institution has submitted reply to this office on 26 12 2016,

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

1. This is a RPRO case involving reduction of 2 units to 1 unit.

2. Title is in the name of Shri. C.N, Reddy, President of the society EC, BP,
and BCC make no mention of the Lakshmi Edn Society.

3. LUC- not given.
4. ECis in the name of Shri. C.N. Reddy.

5. BP is approved. Names Shri. CN. Reddy ; makes no mention of the
lakshmi Edn Society. Also, it shows the BP to be for B.Ed & D.ELEd. No
other details are given.

6. BCC- is duly approved shows it to be in the name of Sh. CN, Reddy. Built
up area shows is 35, 840 Sq ft (3329 sq mts). Type of roofing is not
given.

7. FDRs are in order.
8. Faculty list is not approved.

9. They also have 2 D.ELEd courses. Adequacy of land and buildings have to
be assessed for both.

10. Issue SCN accordingly

St John College of Education, Rajahmundry Revenue Division, Kolamurd.

Rajahmundry, East Godavari District — 533103, Andhra Pradesh

Churches of Christ, Rampachodavaram, East Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh has
submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of
recognition to St John College of Education, Rajahmundry Revenue Division,
Kolamuru, Rajahmundry, East Godavari District — 533103, Andhra Pradesh for B Ed

| course. The recognition was granted on 28.02.2003 for B.Ed course with an annual |
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intake of 100 students.

On 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Regulations, 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
norms and standards before 31.10.2015.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 100
students on 10.02. 2015, Accordingly, revised order was issued to the institution on
19.05.2015,

The Institution submitted an application dated 17.04.2017 requesting therein for
reduction of strength from 2 units to 1 unit in its B_Ed course.

The matter was placed before the SRC in its 342™ meeting held on 05™ & 06" July,
2017 and the Committee decided the matter as provided below:

1. The request for reduction of intake strength from 2 units to 1 unit in this case Is
accepted subject to the following conditions:
{v) The reduction will be we f 2017-18. The students admitted into the
2 units in 2016-17 will however be entitled to continue with and
complete their 2™ year course in 2017-18.
(vi) Admissions in 2017-18 will be limited to one unit of 50. The affiliating
Universities will please ensure that this is strictly observed.
{vi) Notwithstanding the restriction of admission in the first year course fo
50. there will be no reduction in the faculty strength of 1+15, as
prescribed in the 2014 Regulations because of the continuing
workload in the 2™ year course. The affiliating Universities will
please ensure thal this is strictly observed.
{viii) The faculty strength can be reduced to 1+9 w.ef. 2018-19.

2. This arrangement wil come into force with immediate effect because of the
urgency of admissions relating to proximity of counseling. But, it will be subject
to subsequent production of the under listed documents by the institutions
concemed,

(v} Resolution of the sponsoring society

(wi) NOC of the Affiliating University,

(vii)  No Dues Certificate relating to the Teaching faculty.
{viii}  No Dues Certificate relating to the non-teaching faculty.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC 1 unit order was sent on 21.07.2017.

The institution submitted its reply along with documents on 0B.08.2017 and stating as
under,
we received your letter dated 21 07 2017, and read it carefully and
noticed that you are asked the below said certificates for conducting B.Ed
course, and reduction of strength from 2 units into 1 unit in 8. Ed course for we
_are here with submitting the required certificates along with this letter for your |
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favour '

Resolution of the sponsoring society

NOC of the Affiliating University

No dues certificate relating to the Teaching Faculty.
No dues certificate relating to the Non-teaching faculty.

Rl A

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

1. This is a RPRO case involving reduction of 2 units to 1 unit.

2.1 We had issued the order for the reduction with some
conditionalites.

2.2 They have not adhered to the conditions about the faculty strength.

3. According to our calculation, the faculty strength for B.Ed (1 unit) will
be 1+9 (i.e,, 1+2+4+3) obviously, they are not able to cliscern our
calculation. Explain it a little more elaborately to them. Their
contention about 1+8 is not acceptable.

4. Issue SCN accordingly.

5. Keep the University informed.

51

APS00339
B.Ed 1 Unit
Sravanthi
College of
Education,
Warangal,
Telangana

185

Sravanthi College of Education, Warangal Revenue Division, Sravanihi Nagar,
Narsampel Road, Dharmaram, Warangal District — 506330, Telangana

Sravanthi Educational Society, Dharmaram, Warangal — 506330, Telangana has
submitted an application to the Southemn Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of
recognition to Sravanthi College of Education, Warangal Revenue Division, Sravanthi
Nagar, Narsampet Road, Dharmaram, Warangal District — 506330, Telangana for B.Ed
course. The recognition was granted on 17.04.2003 for B.Ed course with an annual
intake of 100 students

On 3112 2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Regulations, 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
norms and standards before 31.10.2015.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 100
students on 19.01 2015. Accordingly, revised order was issued to the institution on
06.05.2015.

The institution submitted an application dated 20.05.2016 requesting therein for
reduction of strength from 2 units to 1 unit in its B.Ed course.
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 The matter was placed before the SRC in its 342™ meeting held on 05" & 06" July,

186

2017 and the Committee decided the matter as provided below:

1. The request for reduction of intake strength from 2 units to 1 unit in this case is
accepted subject to the following conditions:
| The reduction will be w.e.f. 2017-18. The students admitted into the 2
units in 2016-17 will however be entitled to continue with and
complete their 2™ year course in 2017-18.

I Admissions in 2017-18 will be limited to one unit of 50, The affiliating
Universities will please ensure that this is strictly observed.

H Notwithstanding the restriction of admission in the first year course to
50, there will be no reduction in the faculty strength of 1+15, as
prescribed in the 2014 Regulations because of the continuing
workload in the 2 year course. The affiliating Universities will please
ensure that this is strictly observed.

IV The faculty strength can be reduced to 1+89 w e f. 2018-19

2. This arrangement wil come into forge with immediate effect because of the
urgency of admissions relating to proximity of counseling. But, it will be
subject to subsequent production of the under listed documents by the
institutions concerned.

I Resolution of the sponsoring society.
Il NOC of the Affiliating University.
i No Dues Certificate relating to the Teaching faculty.
V. No Dues Certificate relating 1o the non-teaching faculty.
Accordingly, as per decision of SRC 1 unit order was sent on 21.07.2017

The institution submitted its reply along with documents on 08.08.2017 and stating as
under,;

we are herewith submitting the listed documents sought through
the letter vide reference cited above In this connection we would like to
present a few ines for your kind perusal and necessary action.

Sravanthi College of Education sponsored by Sravanthi Educational
Society located at Dharmaram of Geesugonda Mandal in the revenue division
of Warangal was granted recognition for conducting B.Ed course vide your
office order Na FAP/NEW/B.Ed/124/ SRO/NCTE/2002-2003/6699 dated
17.04. 2003

When we welcomed the 2014 new regulations of NCTE and expressed
our adgherence to two units, through an affidavit dated 19.01.2015 we had
been given permission to run the B Ed programme with two units through the
order issued from your office F No/SRC/NCTE/APS00339/ B.EY/ AR/ 2015/

_ 647122 dated 06.05.2015
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But when the No. of candidates opting for the Two years course
surfaced lo be less than that of the available seats on 2 unit count in the last
academic year, we submitted a fletter Dt 20" May, 2016 to your office
requesting for the reduction of strength from 2 units to 1 unit in B.Ed course At
the same time we forwarded the same letter lo the Kakatiya University and
approached them for No-objection in this regard where upon the university |
expressed no objection and accorded permission for conducting B.Ed
programma with 1 unmit wef 2016-17 giving affiliation and accordingly
admissions were made

We are producing the following documents as sought through the order vide ref
cited above;

1. In arder to facilitate the stufting of 2 units to 1 unit for conducting B Ed
course from the year 2016-17 The Sravanthi Educational Sociely

convened a meeting and passed the resolution for the purpose a copy

of the resalution is being subrmitted herewith

2. With respect to the NOC of the affiliating University, we are submitting
a_copy of the affiliation order 2016-17 in lines with the para (4) cited
above,

3. We are herewith submitting no dues from the teaching facully working
with the institution.

4 We are herewith submitting no dues from the Non-Teaching faculty
working with the institution

Therefore we request you to consider the matter being submitted for
necessary action,"

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

1. This is a RPRO case involving reduction from Z units to 1 unit. We
have to settle the reduction (of intake) issue first.

Z, They have given all the documents necessary.

3. But, they have not adhered to the Faculty reduction formula given.
According to our calculation, the faculty strength for B.Ed (1 unit)
will be 1+9 (i.e., 1+2+4+3) this strength, however, will be only
w.e.f.2018-19. The 1+15 position will have to Continue during the
transition period.

4. Once they comply with this, we can finalise the reduction issue and
proceed to consider the RPRO aspect.

5. Issue SCN accordingly.

6. Keep the University informed.
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APS00234
APS07145
APS02737
B.Ed 2 Units
M.Ed 1 Unit
D.ElLEd 1 Unit
Malla Reddy
College of
Teacher
Education,
Rangareddy,
Telangana

188

Malla Reddy College of Teacher Education, Suraram Cross Road, Quthbﬂilapur.]
Ranga Reddy District-500055, Telangana

APS00234/B.Ed

St. Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally,
Secunderabad-500011, Telangana had submitted application for B.Ed course of two
year duration with an annual intake of 100 students at Malla Reddy College of Teacher
Education, Suraram Cross Road, Quthbullapur, Ranga Reddy District-500055,
Telangana and was granted recognition on 28.02.2003.

On 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Regulations. 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
norms and standards before 31 10 2015,

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B Ed course with an intake of 100
students on 06.08.2015.

The SRC in its 276" meeting held on 7"-9" January, 2015 decided to issue provisional
recognition orders fo the existing institutions and the Committee also decided to
maintain a check list of such cases for verification in October/November and for
causing inspection.

Accordingly. a revised order was issued to the institution on 23.08.2015 with an intake
of 100 students of 2 basic units of 50 students each

The institution submitted written representation on 01.08.20185, along with the fee of
Rs. 1,50,000/- DD No.517096 dated 31.08.2015 and documents, it stated as under-

In response lo the lefter cited Malla Reddy College of Teacher Education (B.Ed
& M.Ed) is requesting you to change the building from Suraram X Roads Qutubullapur
Mandal, Rangareddy to Kompally, Quihubuliapur Mandal Rangareddy Dist. | am
herewith enclosing the mentioned documents and prescribed format and DD worth of
Rs. 1,50 000/

The SRC in its 314" meeting held on 27" and 28" May, 2016 the committee
considered the matter and decided as under-

1. Cause Inspection
2. BCC is not approved by competent authority,
3 LUC and FDRs to be collected

APSO7145/M .Ed
St Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally,

Secunderabad-500011, Telangana had submitted application for M.Ed course of two
year duration with an annual intake of 35 students at Malla Reddy College of Teacher

| Education, Suraram Cross Road, Quthbullapur, Ranga Reddy District-500055, |
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Telangana and was granted recognition on 09 08 2007

The institution submitted representation on 18.10.2010 requesting for common name
for both B Ed and M.Ed along with DD of Rs. 40,000/- bearing no. 010425 dated:
11.10.2010.

The SRC in its 194" mesting held on 21*' -22™ July, 2010. The Committee considered
the matter and decided as under

"Change of name is permitted”

A letter was sent to the institution regarding payment of remaining fee of Rs. 40,000/
for Change of name

The institution submitted representation on 16.11.2011 along with DD of Rs. 40 000/-
bearing no. 011051 dated: 21.10.2011.

Accordingly, Order was issued to the institution on 25.06.2012.

On 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
norms and standards before 31.10.2015.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering M.Ed course with an intake of 50
students on 30.01.2015.

Accordingly, a revised order was issued to the institution on 26.05.2015 with an intake
of 50 students with a condition that the institution has not maintained revalidated FDRs

The institution has submitted photo copy of FDR's of 5 & 3 Lakhs on 16.06.2015.
The institution submitted written representation on 01.09.2015 along with the fee of Rs
1.50,000/- DD No.517096 dated 31,08.2015 and documents, it stated as under:

In response to the letter cited Malla Reddy College of Teacher Educalion {B.Ed
& M.Ed) is requesting you to change the building from Suraram X Roads Qutubullapur
Mandal, Rangareddy to Kompally, Quthubullapur Mandal, Rangareddy Dist | am

herewith enclosing the mentioned documents and prescribed format and DD worth of
Rs 1,50, 000~

The SRC in its 314" meeting held on 27" and 28" May, 2016 the committee
considered the matter decided as under:

1. Cause Inspection.
2 BCC s not approved by competent authority,
3. LUC and FDRs o be collected,
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hPS02737/D El Ed

L. Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally,
secunderabad-500011, Telangana had submitted application for D.Ed course of two
ear duration with an annual intake of 50 students at Malla Reddy Institute of Elementary
‘eacher Education, Suraram X Roads, Quthbullapur, Ranga Reddy District-500055,
‘elangana and granted recognition on 26.08.2005.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 01.09.2015 along with the fee
pf Rs. 1,50,000/~ DD No.517097 dated 31.08.2015 and some relevant documents and
stated as follows:

In response to the letter cited Malla Reddy Institute of Elementary Teacher
Education D.E| Ed Is requesting you to change the bullding from Suraram X Rpads
Quiubullapur Mandal, Ranga reddy to Kompally, Quthubullapur Mandal, Rangareddy
Dist, | am herewith enclosing the mentioned documents and prescribed format and DD
of Rs. 1,50, 000,

The SRC in its 314" meeting held on 27" and 28" May, 2016 the committee
considered the matter decided as under

1 Cause Inspachion
2. BCC s not approved by competent authority
3 LUC and FDRs to be collected.

As per the decision of SRC, VT fixed through online procedure and the inspection of
the institution was conducted on 20.08.2016 and VT report along with documents and
CD received on 23.08.2016 and 06.009 2016,

The SRC in its 321" meeting held on 28™ — 30" September, 2016 considered the VT
report and decided as under,

CD is damaged Obtain fresh CD

BP is nat approved by competent authority.

Lue not given

Original FDRs not given

Latest approved Faculty Lists not given

Since the 3 courses are being run by 3 different institutions, ask them to
earmark the built-up area an the ground for each course

Issue SCN accordingly.

DO RGN -

=

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 27.10.2016.
The institution submitted show cause notice reply through e mail on 27.10.2016.

The SRC in its 326" meeting held on 04™ & 05" January, 2017 considered the matter

| and decided as under,
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1. The land area required is 3600 sq.mts. They have only 3350 sq.mts.

2. BCC is not in original; only a photocopy is given,

3. Buill up area required is 4000 sq.mts. Whereas, they have only 3497
sq.mis

4. Original FORs are given.

5.1 For D.ELEd.(1 unit), B.Ed.{ 2 units) and M.Ed. {1 unit) they need a faculty

of 1+32. They have only 1+24. They need 7 mare for B.Ed.
5.2. Obtain revised faculty list accordingly,

Thereafter, we can consider for 'Shifting’
Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent on 13.01.2017.

The institution submitted its written representation on 28.04 2017
The SRC in its 341" meeting held on 15" & 16" June, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under,

1. Their reply does not address the specific deficiencies listed.

2.1. Land area required is 3500 sq.mts, they have only 3350 sq.mis.
2.2 Built-up area required is 4000 sq.mts, they have only 3497 sq.mits.
2.3 Faculty required is 2+32, they have only 1+24.

3. Ask them to respond to these deficiencies in particular.

4. We can not permit shifting without these deficiencies being rectified
5. Issue SCN accordingly

Accordingly, show cause notice was sent to the institution on 29.06.2017
The institution submitted reply along with documents on 03.07 2017,

The SRC in its 343" meeting held on 01" & 02™ August, 2017 considered the reply
and decided as under;

1. Their reply to the Show Cause Natice is considered.

2 Land area is adequale.

3 BCC is not approved by competent authority. Ask them to give a proper
BCC.

4. Faculty required is 2+32 (148 for D.EI.Ed. + 1+15 for B.Ed. + 049 for M.Ed.)

4.1 The Faculty list for D.ELEd, does not show the professional gualifications of
anybady.

4.2 Faculty list for B.Ed.(1+15) and for M.Ed.(0+9) are in order.

5. Issue SCN for BCC and Faculty list of D.El Ed,

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 09.08.2017

The institution submitted reply along with documents on 14.08.2017.
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| The Committee considered the show cause notice reply of the institution and

decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case involving shifting.

2. All issues have been settled, after scrutiny of documents, except the ones
relating to Facuity in D.ELEd.

3.1 Even w.r.t. D.ELEd Faculty the only issue is about getting details of the
professional qualifications of the Faculty of 1+8 (i.e, 1+1+3+242)

3.2 Obviously, there is some difficulty in understanding the implication of
professional qualification. Explain it a little more elaborately to remove
any ambiguity that is inpeding easy understading.

4. We will finalise the shifting issue once the D.ELEd Faculty matter is
resolved.

.53

SRCAPP376
D.ELEd 1 Unit
CMR Institute of
Elementary
Teacher
Education,
Rangareddy,
Telangana

'CMR Institute of Elementary Teacher Education. Sy No.548 Plot/Street No 563, |

Gundia Pochampally Village. Dundigal Post, Gundia Pochampally Taluk,
Secunderabad Ranga Reddy District - 500055, Andhra Pradesh

Malla Reddy Educational Society, Plot No 294, Comssary Bazaar Road, New
Bowenpally Village, Secunderabad Post, Bowenpally Taluk, Hyderabad City, Ranga
Reddy District - 500011, Andhra Pradesh had submitted an online application to the
Southern Regional Committee of NCTE on 28.09.2010 and physical application on
18.10.2010 for grant of recognition for D E|.Ed course of two year duration with an
annual intake of 50 students at CMR Institute of Elementary Teacher Education, Sy
No.648 Plot/Street No.563, Gundia Pochampally Village, Dundigal Post, Gundia
Pochampally Taluk, Secunderabad Ranga Reddy District-500055 Andhra Pradesh and
was granted recognition on 04.09 2012 from the academic session 2012-2013.

A court notice received from Honb'le High court Andhra Pradesh in WP.No. 18704 of
2013 on 26.07 2013. Accordingly, a letter was sent to the Advocate Shri K. Ramakanth
Reddy on 06.08.2013. A court order in W.P.M.P No.22869 of 2013 in WP.No. 18704 of
2013 dated 02.07.2013 was received from Honb'le High court of Andhra Pradesh at
Hyderabad and the court order stating as follaws:

therefore, the purported stand taken by the State Government to
deny affilation for the academic year 2013-2014 is prima facie not tenable,
For the foregaing reasons, there shall be intenm Direction”

A letter has been received from Shri Gopal Reddy, Director, SCERT, Andhra Pradesh.

Hyderabad on 25.2 2014 and 26.2.2014, enclosing a letter from Commissioner and

Director of School Education, Andhra Pradesh to Regional Director, SRC, NCTE,

Bangalore dated 23.12.2013 to communicate the order passed on the detailed report

submitted to NCTE, Bangalore in respect of (41) D.Ed colleges who have made

admissions during 2012-13 at their on in violation of admission rules and to take

necessary actlon as per NCTE rules.

The SRC in its 268" meeting held on 4"-5" June 2014 considered the letter dated |
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25.02.2014 & 26.02.2014 from Shri Gopal Reddy, Director, SCERT, Hyderabad,
Andhra Pradesh, letter dated 23.12.2013 and decided to lssue Show Cause Notice for
withdrawal of recognition for the violations of Regulation 8 (12) of 2009 and 3 (3) of the
Norms and Standards for D El.Ed course, 2009, as reported by the affiliating body in
respect of 41 D.Ed colleges who have made admissions during 2012-13 at their own
in violation of admission rules issued by the State Govt. of AP and the committee
decided to issue show cause notice.

As per the decision of SRC a show cause notice was issued to the institution on
07.08.2014. The institution has submitted a written representation on 27 .08.2014 along
with some court orders and relevant documents

The SRC in its 273™ meeting held on 30" September & 01* October, 2014 considered
the considered the reply of the institution vide letter dated 27.08.2014, Hon'ble High
Court of Andhra Pradesh order dated 20.03.2013, 04.03.2014, & 12.06.2014 decided

that, the Law Is clear on this issue. The Supreme Court has also given specific

directions. Once 'recognition’ is given by NCTE, the affiliating body shall affiliate If
they have any problem, they have to take it up with NCTE . In this case, the High Court
has also reiterated this position. In their reply to our show cause notice, the institution
has clarified that all the actions were taken in compliance of the High Court order. The
State Government and the SCERT will, therefore, be well advised to comply with the
High Court order.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the School Education Department on
07.11.2015

A letter was sent to the Director SCERT on 07.12.2015 regarding continuation of
affiliation for the academic year 2015-2016.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 22.07.2015 along with DD of
Rs. 1,50.000/- bearing no.516522 dated 21.07.2015, online application for shifting of
premises and some documents with requesting to shift the building from
Maisammaguda, Gundlapochampally medchal Mandal, Rangareddy to Kompally
Medchal Mandal, Rangareddy District.

A letter received from the institution on 10.05.2016 stating as under.

“this s kind rerninder requesting you to make inspection for shifting CMR
Institute of Elementary Teacher Education (D.ElEd) premises which was
Submitted to your good on 01.09 2015.

The next academic year is going to start very soon. Therefore to avoid
impediments (n this regard | request you to kindly make the inspections as
early as possible

ith Land documents, BCC. BP and affidavit for Sy No 126 at Kompally in favour of
alla Reddy Educational Society, which is not matching with earlier submitted shifting

Note: The institution has submitted another written representation on 01,09.2015 along
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roposal. |

he SRC in its 314" meeting held on 27" -28" May, 2016 considered the matter and it
nas decided as under;

1. This is @ case of request for shifting

2 Land document given is of a different Society. (It is the same as that given in
Sl.No.16).

3. Issue SCN for withdrawal of recognition

As per the decision of SRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution on
J7.06.2016. The institution has submitted its written representation on 07.06.2018 along
ith document

Ihe SRC in its 320" meeting held on 19" to 20" September 2016, considered the matter
and decided as under:

* The title deed has unattested over writings. Ask them to submit the clear
original document or its certified copy

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 30.09.2016.

The institution submitted written representation an 26.09.2016. its stated as under:
" .CMR.Institute of Elementary Teacher Education (D El Ed) has applied for
shifting of its premises from Gundiapochampally to Kompally on 01.09.2015
and enclosed all the required documents for your kind perusal

Whereas in Decision of 320" SRC meeling al SRC NCTE Bangalore Held on
19 & 20" September 2016 has directed us t submit certified copy f land
documents

Now | am herewith enclosing the certified copy of Malla Reddy Educatonal
Society land documents (Document No: 6415 of 2015) certified from the
component authority for your kind perusal. Kindly consider the case.”

The institution submitted original certified copy of land document submitted.

In meantime, the institution submitted its written representation on 27.10.2016 &
| 06.12.2016. It's stated as under:

... This is kind renminder requesting you to make inspection for shifting CMR
Institute of Elementary Teacher Education (D.ElEd) premise which was
submitted to your good on 01.09 2015.

The next academic year is going to start very soon. Therefore to avoid any
impediments in this regard | request you to kindly make the inspections as
early as possible

194
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The SRC in its 326" meeting held on 04™ — 05™ January, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under

Title is clear,

Land area required is 2428 sq.mitrs. They have 3035 sq.mtrs.
LUC not given

Latest EC is required,

BP is not legible.

BCC is not approved by competent autharity

Renewed FDRs are required.

Latest approved faculty list is not given.

lssue SCN accordingly.

000~ O L R

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was sent to the institution
on 13.01.2017

The institution has submitted its Show cause notice reply along with document on
03.02.2017.

The SRC in its 330" meeting held on 12" & 13" February, 2017 considered the matter
and the Committee decided as under:

1. Therr reply to our SCN covers all points except the FDR. They have to
give FDRs for Rs. 7 lakhs and 5 lakhs.

2. Cause inspection.

3. Ask VT to collect the FDRs.

Inspection of the institution was generated through online mode and inspection fixed
between 07.03.2017 to 27.03 20174. Inspection of the institution was conducted on
24.03.2017 & 25032017 and VT report along with documents and original CD
received on 28.03.2017

The SRC in its 335" meeting held on 11" & 12" April, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under,

1 Title is clear. Land area is adequate

2 LUC is in order

3 EC isin order.

41 BP is in order. Built-up area shown is 3500 sq.mts.

4.2 BP, however, is in photocopy form. Original is required.

51 BCC 1s not approved by competent authority.

5.2  Type of roofing is not indicated.

5.3  Built-up area shown is 3500 sq.mts. This is adequate for B.Ed (2) &
D.ELEd.(1)

6. FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with 5 year validity @ 7+5
lakhs for each unit in each course,

7.1 Latest approved Faculty lists for both B.Ed. & D.EL.Ed. are required.
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SCERT
7.3  Both lists should have photographs and should be submitted In original
B. Issue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 20.04.2017
The institution submitted reply along with documents on 28.04 2017

The SRC in its 341" meeting held on 15" & 16" June, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under,

i

Their reply to our SCN is specific and categonc.
2. It satisfactorily covers all the points except submission of Faculty list (in
original) for D.ElL.Ed.
3. Permit shifting.
4 |suue the formal order in writing only after collecting the Faculty list in
original and getting the deficiencies therein rectified -
The certified copy of the original, submitted in 2015, shows the following position:
(i} Principal is qualified.
(il There is no faculty in Perspectives. Two Asst. Profs are required.
(i) In the Pedagogy Group, one Asst. Prof (Maths) and one Asst. Prof
(Req. Lang.) are required.
{iv) Asst Prof (Phy Ed.) is required to be appointed.

5.1 Thereafter, issue a new FR giving the new address.
52 |Issue a copy to the SCERT for their record and reference
5.3 After that close the file.

Accordingly. as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the institution on 29.06.2017
The institution submitted reply along with documents on 03.07.2017.

the SRC in its 343" meeting held on 01" & 02" August, 2017 and decided to issue
show cause notice for the following grounds;

2.1 When the prescribed Faculty strength for D.ELEd. (2 units) is halved for
D EIEd.(1 unit), the resultant figures have to be rounded off to the
nearest level For perspectives 1 ¥z can be rounded of to 1.

2.2 For Languages 1 ¥ can be made into 2 (i.e., one for English and one for
Regional l[anguage).

2.3 This way, it will work out to 1+8.

24 They have only 1+7, which is 1 short.

2.1 They have nobody for Perspectives. That should be filled up.

22 They have not indicated the professional qualifications of any faculty

Members

3 Issue SCN accordingly for removal of deficiency so that new R.O. at

the new address can be issued.
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4. In the meanwhile, perfn?t-'gﬁ]ﬁfr?
Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 09.08.2017.

The institution submitted reply along with documents on 11.08.2017 and stating as
under;

The Committee considered the show cause notice reply of the institution and
decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case involving ‘shifting’.
2. 'Shifting’ was permitted and completed.

3. Only the RPRO aspect remains. A new FR, at the new address., under the
2014 Regulations can be jssued once the Faculty issues are settled.

4. The Faculty issues remaining to be settled are: (i) Faculty strength for D.EL.Ed
(1 unit) (ii) Scope for appointment of a principal to take class-room teaching
also. (iii) Disclosing ‘Professional’ qualification details of the Faculty
Members.

5. (i) According to our calculation, the Faculty strength for D.ELEd (1 unit) is
1+8. This calculation was explained in our decision taken in the 343rd
meeting. The explanation was included in our notice dt: 09.08.2017. They
have not challenged the general calculation. They have only argued that it
can be 1+7 where a Principal is counted also as a Lecturer.

(ii) As regards appointment of a Principal also as a class- room teacher, they
have cited in support a G.0. issued by the State Govt. of Telangana. We can
accept this flexibilitywherever the Principal is qualified to teach the subject.
In this case, the principal is qualified to teach the subject. In this case, the
Principal is expected to teach Perspectives. Being a subject teacher in
Zoology, this principal can not be held to be eligible to teach Perspectives.
In this case, therefore, the overall strength will have to be 1+8. As regards
the eligibility of a Principal to officiate also as a lecturer, it can be argued
that, because of the nature of work involved, it may not be appropriate to
burden a Principal with such Peripatetic work. The intention here is not to
go into an extensive narration of the pros and cons of the proposition. The
idea is only to emphasise the point that resort to this flexibility will have to
be decided on a case-by-case basis with reference to individual capabilities.

{iii} The third issue is about 'details professional qualifications’ For example,
Scores in B.Ed and/or M.Ed ; M.Ed being equal to M.A. (Ed.) + B.Ed and not
just ML.A.Ed., etc.
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6. With reference to the det;iiul-;ci_déscriptinn gﬁren above, the applicant
Institution may be asked to give a specific response so that this case can
reach its conclusion.

7. Issue Notice accordingly.

54 | AP506282
B.Ed 2 Units
Vikas B.Ed
College,

Telangana

Rangareddy,

Vikas B.Ed College, 4-1-66, Near Kalika Temple, Himayath Sagar Road, Bandiaguda |

Jagir. Rangareddy District-500030, Telangana.

Vikas Shiksha Samithi, Rangareddy District-500030, Telangana had submitted an
application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to
Vikas B.Ed College, 4-1-66, Near Kalika Temple, Himayath Sagar Road, Bandlaguda
Jagir, Rangareddy District-500030, Telangana. The recognition was granted to the
nstitution on 10.07.2007 for offering B.Ed course with a condition that the institution
shall shift to its own premises within three years from the date of recognition (in case
the course is started in a rented premises),

On 28.01.2015, the institution submifted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an
intake of 100 students. Accordingly, a revised recognition order was issued to the
institution on 06.05.2015 with an intake of two basic units of 50 students each with a
condition that the institution has not maintainedirevalidated the Fixed Deposited
Receipts towards Endowment and Reserve Funds:

The institution submitted documents for shifting along with shifting fee of Rs. 1,50,000/-
on 06.07.2015,

The SRC in its 315" meeting held on 17" — 18™ June, 2016 considered the matter and
decided as under

1. Title deed is given. But, EC shows mortgage in favour of a cooperative Bank
2. BCC, LUC and BP have been given

3. Original FDRs and latest Faculty List are not given,

4. |ssue Show Cause Notice for the mortgage of the property,

Before issuance of show cause notice, the institution submitted its written
representation on 27.06.2016

The SRC in its 318" meeting held on 08" — 09" August, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under:

1. The mortgage shown (n the EC cannot be seen to have been redeemed

2. Instead of focusing on that issue, the applicant has attempted to show
acquisition of title to the land through a third party. But, it is not clear how the third
party acquired title.

3. There has to be document to show acquisition of title by the party that re-sold
the land to the College.

4. Also, the College must praduce a fresh EC o estabiish clear title.

5. Issue show Cause Notice accordingly
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Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 26.09 2016.
The institution submitted reply to the show cause notice on 14.10.2016

The Committee considered the show cause notice reply of the institution and
decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case involving shifting.
2. Title is clear. Land area is adequate.
3. LUC, EC and BP are in order.

4. BCC is approved. Built up area is 4159 Sqmt ( same as in BP) which is
adequate for B.Ed (2 units) and D.ELEd (1 unit).

5. FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with a 5 year validity
@ 5+7 lakhs per programme.

6.1 Faculty list for B.Ed is not given. Only the Selection Committee's
proceedings have been given.

6.2 Faculty list for D.ELEd is not given.

7. We can permit shifting ; and , issue a new FR at the new address,
under the 2014 Regulations only after these deficiencies are
removed and VTI has been done.

8. Issue 5CN accordingly

55

SRCAPP2016
30142
BAB.Ed
BSc.B.Ed
Sadasivam
Kathirkamavalli
College of Arls
and Science,
Thiruvar, Tamil
Nadu

Sadasivam Kathirkamavalll College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuam Village,
Melavasal Street, Mannargudi Taluk, Kumarapuram Town, Thiruvar District- 614001,
Tamil Nadu

Indra Gandhi Educational Trust, 1B, East Sathara street, Mannargudi Taluka,
Mannargudi Town, Thiruvar District, Tamil Nadu- 614001 applied for grant of
recognition lo Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuam
Village, Melavasal Street, Mannargudi Taluk, Kumarapuram Town, Thiruvar District-
614001, Tamil Nadu for offering B.A B Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed integrated course of four years
duration for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE Act. 1993 to
the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 29.06.2016.

The institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 04.07 2016,

As per Regulations, a letter to State Government for recommendation was sent on
12.07.2016 followed by Reminder | on 01.10.2016 and Reminder Il on 02.11 20186,

The period of 50 days as per Regulations is over. Hence, the application was
processed.
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As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.Sc.B.Ed, B.A B.Ed course in the
State of Tamil Nadu.

As per the direction, the application was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the
application and placed before SRC in its 327th meeting held during 159th to 20th
January, 2017 and the Committee decided as under -

1. NOC is given
2. They have to clarify whether they want B.A B Ed.(2 units) or B.ScBEd(2
units) or B:A B.Ed (1 unit)+B.Sc.B. Ed.( 1 unit),

3. Hard copy of the application is not signed on every page.

4. Two Sale deeds and one Transfer deed. The land area in Sale deeds is 3.38
acres(5y. Nos. 19/1 & 19/2).

5. Both Sy.Nos. 19/1 & 19/2 are mortgaged according to EC. EC is in order.

6. BCC not given,

7. BP in onginal is required.

8. LUC does not show details of Sy. Nos. covered by the buildings used and

directed to issue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations, 2014, a Show Cause Notice was
issued to the institution through online mode on 20.01 2017,

The institution has submitted a reply by e-mail on 07122017, by hard copy on
10.02.2017 and in online mode on 10.02.2017. The institution has not uploaded any
documents in online mode.

The SRC in its 330" meeting heid on 12" & 13" February, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under -

1. According to NCTE(HQ) No. TEI should be given more than 2 units of B.Ed. In
this case, the Trust is the same, but, the TEls are different. Therefore, this
case can be considered.

2. All the requirements are fulfilled except LUC which is not approved by Comp.
authority and original blue print of Building Plan which is required.

3. Cause Comp. inspection for B.A.B.Ed ( 1 unit) and B.Sc.B.Ed ( 1unit)

4. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

As per the decision of SRC and as per Regulations 2014 inspection of the institution
was scheduled through online mode during 24.02.2017 to 16.03.2017.

The visiting Team Members Phani Burly B K and Manju Gupta gave their acceptance
for the visit in online mode on 16.02.2017

Inspection of the institution was conducted on 12.03.2017 to 13.03.2017 and the hard
copy of the VT Report was received on 14,03, 2017.

The SRC in its 333™ meeting held on 24" March, 2017 considered the reply and
documents and decided as under.- J
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| The institution has filed W.P.No. 10364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court of Madras, a
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NOC is there but belated.

Land document is there. Title is in the name of Trust.
There are encurmbrances.

LUC is in order

BF is approved

BCC is in order. but, built-up area is inadequate,
Issue Show Cause Notice,

R

Decision of SRC, could not communicate to the institution through On-line since there
technical error. As per website information, the institution has submitted reply
28.03.2017 through e — mail stated as under -

Our Trust appled for 1 Unil of B Sc, B.Ed, and 1 unit of BA ,B.Ed., in
same of Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science The inspection W
conducted and in the Decisions of 333rd meeting of SRC we come to know that area
per Building Completion Certificate is inadequate so that show cause notice 0
explanation is as follows -

The build up area in building Completion Certificate is 3101 Sq.Mtr. it is adeqguate for 1 (
of B.Sc BEd, and 1 unit of BA B Ed (as per NCTE 2014 norms 2500 Sq.Mtr,
enough). This building is fully dedicated to this course anly No other course is runmng
this campus. The VT Team also inspected physically and found correct

Qur Trust running B.Ed . in the name of ARUNAMALAI COLL OF EDUCATION with
the build up area of 3532 Sq Mir., This college has a separate building and it is not m:nq1
with this course The Sadasivam Kathirkamavali College of Arts and Science having
separate building for B Sc B Ed., and B.A B.Ed., with the build-up area of 3101 Sq Mir
and it is not with B Ed_course

NOC is given on time. Initially the application was scrutinized and SRC-NCTE gave 45
days time for submission of NOC. so, we submitted within this time. The Building plan,
Land Use Certificate, and Land Documents are submitted already and SRC-NCTE also
accepted il The VT Members verified these documents at the time of Inspection.

So, Please grant the recognition to our college *

The SCN reply was placed before SRC in its in its 334™ meeting held on 30" to 31* Mar
2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under--

1. They do not have clear title. Land is mortgaged to Indian Bank, Mannargudi.
1.1 NOC of affiliating body should have come with the application. It was filed late.
1.2 The 45- day time they are referring to is applicable to NOC from the State Govt.
2. Reject their application for B.A B Ed (1 unit) + B.Sc.B Ed (1 unit).

3. Return FDRs, if any

4. Close the file.

As per the decision of SRC, a Rejection order was issued to the institution on 12,04
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Soundararajan Advocale.

A letter was addressed to Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate along with brief on 02 .05.2017.

A letter was received from Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate W.P.No. 10364 of 2017 in the
Hon'ble High Court of Madras on 22052017 The draft counter affidavit received by
Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate through e-mail on 24 052017, A letter was addressed to
Shri. Harikrishnan on 15.06.2017 along with counter affidavit.

An e-mail dated 19.06 2017 received by R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE, regarding
Brief and records of Regulatory files No.91-13" on 20.06.2016. A letter was addressed
to R.C.Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Original Filefrecords on 21.06 2017

The Counter Affidavit received on 02.06 2017 filed by Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli
College of Arts and Science in W P.No. 10364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court of
Madras.

A letter was recelved from Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate filed by Sadasivam
Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science in W.P.No. 10364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble
High Court of Madras on 20.06.2017, 30.06.2017, 11.07.2017 and 09.08.2017.

The Appellate Authority vide No,89-328/E-2590/2017 Appeal/13" meeting - 2017 dated
21.08.2017 was received by this office on 29.08.2017 and stating as under:-

"AND  WHEREAS Sh  Sarvam Kumar, representalive,  Sadasivam
Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuram, Melavasal, Mannargudi,
Tamil Nadu presented the case of the appellant institution on 03072017 In the
appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that “as per the Minutes of
SRC in its 327" meeting, both Sy. No. Nos 19/1 & 19/2 are mortgaged according to|
EC. EC isin order. As per the Minutes of SRC 333" Meeting of SRC, Land document is
there Title is in the name of the Trust. In the 333" SRC meeting reveals that the land
documents are in the name of the frust and mortgaged in the bank. In the contradictory
on 334" SRC meeling Minutes reveals that the title of the land is not clear This is a
contradictory statement. Now our trust setfled the loan and the land is now free from
mortgage. We also enclosed the bank letter As per the Minules of SRC in its 327"
meeling, NOC s there bul belated These two statements in these two minutes of
meeling Is contradiclory, if they rejected for NOC belated means in their 327" meeting
itself they have to intimate it Bul the minutes shows NOC is given. So, the sentence
itself indicated that they accepted the NOC. For the ground 2.2 The 327" meeting they
look decision ‘As per Regulations, a letter to state Government for recommendation
was sent on 12 07 2016 followed by reminder | on 01 10.2016 and remainder Il on
02112016 The period of 90 days as per Regulations is over Hence, the application is
processed As per public notice for 2017-18. there is no ban for 8.Sc B.Ed/B A B Ed
course in the state of Tamil Nadu. So, these statements clearly show the NOC from the
affiliating body is accepted then only they put the VT inspection”
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AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted the impugned refusal order dated
12.04.2017 is on two grounds namely.-

! Land is mortgaged to Indian Bank and as such the title to the land is not clear
Il NOC of affiliating body was not submitted along with application and its further
submission was delayed beyond permissible limit

AND WHEREAS Appeal Commiltee noted that SRC in its 333" meeting held on
24.03 2017 decided to issue of Show Cause Notice {SCN) wheretn encumbrances on
land was one of the deficiencies. Appellant during the course of appeal presentation on
03.07.2017 submitted copy of letter dated 27 03 2017issued by Indian Bank stating that
the appellant has replied their dues with interest and there is no flability agams! the
customer as on date The above said lefter cannot be equated with a Non-
Encumbrance Certificate which is required to be obtained from the land revenue
authories 1e Tehsidar elc Appeal Committee is therefore, of the view that the
deficiency on aceord of encumbrance still persists

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that whereas the online application for the
B.A B Ed/B.ScB Ed programme was submitted on 29.06.2016, the NOC of affiliating
body was submitted on 22 08.2016 Appeal Committee noted that as per clause 5(3) of
NCTE Regulations, 2014, the onfine application shall be submittad alogwith processing
fee and scanned copies of required documents such as NOC issued by concerned
affiliating body Clause 7(1) of the regulations further provide that 'in case an
application is incomplete, or requisite documents are not attached with the application,
the application shall be treated, incomplete and rejected. The NCO dated 22.08.2016 of
the application. Appeal Committee, considering that {) Non Encumbrance Cerdificate
submitted by appellant is not issued by the competent authority and ) NOC was
submitted much after the last date for receipt of hard copy of appiication, decided to
confirm the impugned refusal order dated 12.04. 2017

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, Affidavit, documents on
record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee concluded
to canfirm the impugned refusal order dated 12.04 2017 issued by SRC Bangalore

AND WHEREAS, the Council hereby confirms the order appealed against”
The SRC in its 345" meeting held on 21* to 22" September, 2017 considered the
matter and decided to Noted

Court order dated 27.07.2017 received by this office on 21.09.2017 received from
Advocate Shn J Harikrishna in WP No.10364 of 2017 in the High court of Madras and
stating as under:-

T.....uthe petioner has obtaned such no objection certificate later and
produced the same before the respondent before considering the application. But the
question is whether the very filing of the application is in order. In my considared view,
when the regulation contemplates of filling such application with all reguired
documents, more particularly, no objection certificate issued by the affiliating body, in
this case the Tamil Nadu Teacher Education University, not obtaining such no
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objection certificate before filling such application and not enclosing such certificate
along with such application have to be construed as not in conformity with the
mandatory requirement as stipulated under Regulation 5 of the said Regulations as
stated supra Insofar as the next reason namely, encumbrance over the property is
concerned, as it is stated by the petitioner that there is no encumbrance as on date, it
is for the petitioner to satisfy the respondent by producing such certificate issue by the
bank by making a fresh application Therefore | am of the view that the impugned
order does nol require any interference. However it is apen to the petitioner to make
their fresh application ing for recognition in accordance with law also by followin
the mandatory requirement in the above said Regulations. Therefore, the writ petition
fails and the same is dismissed. No costs. Conseguently, connected miscellaneous
petition is closed”

Note: -

= SRC rejected the application that 1) They do not have clear title. Land is
mortgaged to Indian Bank, Mannargudi. 2) NOC of affiliating body should have
come with the application. It was filed late. 3) The 45- day time they are
referring to is applicable to NOC from the State Gowt.

= NOC dated 22082016 submitted on 25.08.2016, NOC submitted but it is
belated

= The institution preferred an appeal, appellate authority in its order dated
21.08.2017 confirm the order appealed against. Now the institution filed court
case in Hon'ble High court of the Madras and the court has directed as under -

it is open to the petitioner to make their fresh appiication seeking for
recognition in accordance with law also by following the mandatory requirement
in the above said Requlations. Therefore, the writ pelition fails and the same is
dismissed_ No costs Consequently connected miscellaneous petition |s
closed"”

The Committee considered the court order and decided as under:
1. The Court order has dismissed the petition,
2. The order is noted.
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