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Minutes of the 345th ft/eeting of SRC held at the Conference Hall of

NCTE, Bangalore on 21't - 22nd, September, 20 1 7.
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The followinq members did not attend the Meetin q

Prof. K. Dorasami, Smt. Padma Sarangapani, Prof. Sandeep Ponnala,

Dr. M.P. Vijaya Kumar and the Representatives of the Govts. of Andhra Pradesh

and Telangana.a
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The followino persons attended the Meetinq:-

1. Sri. S. Sathyam - Chairman

2. Prof. M.S. Lalithamma - Member

3. Dr. K.S.Mani - Member

4. Dr. J.D.Singh - Member (attended on 21.O9.2O17)

5. Dr. J. Prasad - Member (attended on 22.09.2017)

6. Shri. Rangadhamappa - Member (attended on 22.09.2017)

7. Ms. Angelin Golda - Convenor

Regional Director (l/c)
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l/anpta trltattesfr College of Eduaationrcanara Bank Colony, Nagarbhavi Road, Bangalor

560072. Karnataka.

Malathesha Education Society, Bangalore, Karnataka had submitled an application t

the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognitaon to Manjul

lVlallesh College of Education, Canara Bank Colony, Nagarbhavi Road, Bangalore-560072,

Karnataka for offering Secondary (B.Ed.) course of one year duration and was grante

recognition on 28.1.2005 from lhe academic session 2004-05 with an annual intake of 1

students with the condition to shift to its own premises/ building within three years from t

date of recognilion (in case the course is started in rented premises).

On 16.9.2013, this office has received a Notice and interim order daled 4.9.2013 lro

the Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka at Bangalore in W.P No 38869 / 2013 against the Sta

of Karnataka and others, wherein the SRC, NCTE is the 6'h respondent.

The interim order dated 4.9.2013 is as under:-

"lnterim order as prayed for Post this case along with W.P.Nos.37368-369 of 201

on 10.9.2013.

Note. tt is prayed to grant an interim order of stay of all fufther proceedings under an

n pursuance of tetter bearing No 58/Aparadha/EOS/ClD//2013 dated 26.7201

6sued by the 4tn Respondent vtde Annexure-J

ln the above writ oetition. the State of Karnataka rs the '1'r respondent. the Director Genera

of Pohce is the 2'd respondent, the Principal Secretary to the G O K. is the 3'd respondent

The Southern Regronal Committee in its 253'd meeting held during 30rh September an

1"r October,20'1 3 considered the matter, lne interim order from Hon'ble High Cou

Sri. G.C. lvlanjunatha, Maior, Police lnspector, Economic Crime Departmenet, ClD,

Bangalore, Kalton Bhavan, Palace Road, Bangalore-'l is the 4rh respondent, The Bangal

University is the 5rh respondent, SRC, NCTE is the 6th respondent and Sri. H. Karan Kumar,

Nlajor is the 7th respondent

of Karnataka dated 4-09-2013 and advised southern Regional office to asceftain the detail

of the case from the Lawyer and to repoft in the next meeting

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the advocate Sri Ashok Haranahalll o
'l 5. 1 0.20'l 3.

On 22102013 & 23.10.2013 an email was received by this office from the advocat

Haranahalli Patil for sending a copy of w.P.No 38869 filed by smt l\ilanjulla Mallesh colleg

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 institulion for submission of affidavit expressin

adherence to Regulations, 2014. The institution has submitted its written representation along

with affidavit on 21 .O1 .2015
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The Provisional revised order was issued to the institution on 18.05.2015 with an intake

'100 Students with shifting condition

The institution submitted oraginal FDRS on 27.06.2015 & 1 3.07.2015 which were returne

to the institution on 06.07.2015 & 14 07 .2015

on 24.0g.2015, a letter was received by this office from the Principal, smt. Manjula lvlallesh

College of Education, Bangalore -560 072, Karnataka as under:-

"We are submitted letter on 21 01 .2015 for one basic unit (50 seats) for B Ed Cou

I

from the academic Year 201 5-16. But in the ruCTE website shows

(one hundred seats) intake So I Kindly request you to change 100 seats into 50 seat

intake of B.Ed Course from

Please consider our request in this regard we are much obliged if you do so'"

A corrigendum was issued to the institution on 01.10.2015 with an intake of 50 students.

on 30.07.2015 & 28.10.2015, a letter was received by this offlce from the Principal,

Smt.Manlula Mallesh College of Education, Canara Bank Colony, Nagarbhavi Road'

Bangalore-560 072, Karnataka as under:-

"We are pteased to submit all documents in hard copies to you after submitti

the same documents in soft copies which are added right in our college websi

httD //www mmbedcolleqe.ora/repofts. so p/ease go through with both document

thal submitted in the form of soft and hard copies and if you found anything i

misslng, p/ease let us know at the earliest and by doing so will be hig

appreciated."

The SRC in its 316th meeting held during 07'h to 08'h July, 2016 considered the matter an

decided as under:-
'1 . "The title deed shows the land to be in the name of an individual

The Founder- Secretary, Smt. lvlanjula Mallesh has also disclosed that th

property is in her name and half of the

her personal use.

2. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly."

As per deciston of sRC show cause Notice was issued to the institution on '18.07.2016 an

repiy to the notice was received by thas office from the institution on 03'08'2016'

The Southern Regional Committee in its 320th meeting held during 19th& 20th September,

201 6 considered the matter and decided as under:-

The institution does not have title to the properties. The land and building admittedly,

areownedbyanindividual,ThiSiSanincurabledefrciencywhichShouldhavecome
rn the way oi accord of recognition much earlier. We had given an SCN accordingly

on 18.07.'2016. The repty reieived is not at all satisfactory or acceptable withdraw

building is utilized exclusively fo

4+.-
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recognition w.e.t 2016-17 .

Accordingly as per decision of SRC a withdrawal order was issued to the institution vide

order No. F. SRO/NCTE/APS0226 SlB.Edl KN 201 61 89047 dated 1 9. 1 0. 20 1 6.

On 08.1 1.2016, a court notice has been received from the Hon'ble High court of Karnatakain

W.P. No. 53074 of 2016 filed by Manjula Mallesh College of Education, Canara Bank

Colony, Nagarbhavi Road, Bangalore-560072, Karnataka.

Accordingly, a letter along with brief of the institution was sent to the Advocate, Shrt.

Basavaraj V. Sabard, on 08. 1 1 .2016 .

On 1'1 .11.2016, and 23.01.2017, a letter received from the Registrar, Bangalore University

which is as under:-

"Smt. Manjula Mallesh College of Education, Bengaluru is an affiliated college of

Bangalore University and has renewed its affiliation for the year 2016-17. The

NCTE order cited at reference above, has withdrawn its recognition granted to the

said college ( B.Ed course)with effect from2016-17.

Therefore, the Principal and Management of the college are hereby informed not to

make any admissions for the year 2016-17. The approval of the NCTE is

mandatory u/s 59 (13) of K.S.U. Act, 2000, for issue of continuation of affiliation /

fresh affiliation. 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 u/s 63 of the K.S.U Act, 2000.

The explanation should reach the undersigned on or before 14th November 2016. lf

no reply is 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 withdrawalof recognition by the NCTE vide its order dated 19.10.2016.

However, the principal of the said college has requested to continue the affiliation to

the college based on the continuation of recognition order issued by the NCTE vide

order dated'. 24.11.2016. The NCTE, SRC has also confirmed the same vide letter

dated 12.01.2017 .

Therefore, Show Cause Notice dated: 04.11.2016 issued to 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-lll/A3/SIMCE/2016-

2017 daled 11.08.2016 has been restored."

The SRC in its 331't meeting held on 22nd February, 2017 considered the letter of the

University and decided as under:-

1. "Bangalore University has acted on our order withdrawing

colleqe to withdraw the affiliation
recognition from the B Ed ( 2

Unrts course run by this earlier granted to them w.e f

(S. Sathyam)
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016-17. Let us inform the University that there is nothing in our records to show any

change from this position. We 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

our order in reference."

Accordingly as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to 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 ciled at reference ( 3) above,

from lvlr. Sanjay Gupta Regional Director & OSD (Hqrs), NCTE, SRC, Bangaluru,

University vide its letter no. dated 20.1 .2017 has withdrawn the show cause notice

dated: 04.1 1.2016 and restored the continuation of a affiliation sanctioned to the college

for the academic year 2016-17, vide University notification no. No ACA-

3/A4l8. EdS. No/2016-2017 dated 11.08.2016.

However, tvlr/l\/lrs. P Angelin Golda, Regional (l/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 Bangalore Unaversity has acted on our

order withdrawing recognition from the B. Ed ( 2 units) course run by this college to

withdraw the affiliation earlier granted to them w.e.f 2016-17 - Let us inform the

Universitv that there is nolhinq in our reco rds to show any.,change from this position

We are not aware of any letter from NCTE (HO) 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:1 9. 1 0.201 6 withdrawing recognition.''

Consequenlly, the University letter issued on 20.O1 .2017 is hereby withdrawn with

immediate effect. Further, the Princrpal and Management of the college are informed to

show cause as to why the affiliation cannot be withdrawn from the academic year 2016-

17 u/s 63 of the K.S.U. Act, 2000. The explanation should reach the undersigned on or

before 51h Apil,2017. lf no reply is received within the set date, action will be initiated

as per rules against the college.

Further, informed not to admil the studies to the B.Ed course, for the academic year

2016-17. lf admitted, the college shall arrange to transfer lhem to the nearby

recognized colleges at its own risk, immediately.

The institution has submitted a letter along with documents on 11.04.2017 staled as under

"As per your final order dated only on the ground thal the institution has nol have its

own Building. Now on 7'n April, the property has been transferred to the lnstitution

Name, the copy of the lease deed and EC has been finished here with

(S. Sathyam
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Therefore, may kindlY Reconsider the order dated

F.SRO/NCTE/APS0226 8lB.EdlKN2016-17 192448 Date: 1 7 .03.2017

And to withdraw the Final order and grant Recognition to Smt. Manjula Mallesh college

of Education, Bangalore, Karnataka and oblige"

The FIR/ Complaintwas filed against Smt. Manjula Mallesh College on27.04.2017 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 been issued by this office and hence it is fake."

A court order dated 18.04.2017 in W.P.No.53074t2016 is received by this office from Shri.

BasavarajV. Sabarad on 02.05.2017 stated as under:-

" The petitioner has challenged the decision of withdrawal of recognition of the

petitioner's institute by the first respondent.

2. lt is 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 2015-16, due to

non-compliance of certain deficiencies pointed out by the first respondent is in gross

violation of not only the principles of naturaljustice, but also the condition of recognition

and mandate of Section-17 of National Council for Teacher Education Act, 1983.

3.The learned counsel Sri.K.C.Shantha Kumar, appearing for the petitioner has filed a

memo along with certain documents contending that the deficiencies pointed out by the

first respondent has been complied with.

3. However, the learned counsel Sri. Basavaraj .V. Sabarad, appearing for the first

respondent disputes the same.

4. Hence, in view of the representation dated 11.042017 filed by the petitioner before

the first respondent, it would be appropriate to direct the first respondent to consider the

same and pass orders in accordance with law.

5.Hence, the writ petition stands drsposed of, directing the first respondent to

consider the representation dated 11.04.2017 and pass approprtate orders in

accordance with law as expeditiously as possible

Writ petition stands disposed of in terms of the above."

The SRC, in its 340th meeting held during 08th - 09th June, 2017 considered the court order

dated 18.04.2017 in WP No. 53074/2016 and decided as under:-

j. " As directed by the Court, the case is taken up for consideration w.r.t. their

resentation dated 1 1.04.2017

I
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2. We had withdrawn recognition on 19.10.2016 on the ground that they did not have

title to the land and building.

3. ln their new representation, they refer to a lease deed from the Secretary of the

Society to the College. This transaction is not of any consequence.
(i) The 2014 Regulations do not allow private leases to be recognized.

(ii) ln any case, the said lease came into effect on 7.4.17 i.e. long after the date

on which we withdraw recognition.

4. "According to the Regulations, an applicant should have title to the properties on the

date of the application.
5. There is no scope for removal of deficiencies retrospectively esp., after withdrawal of

recognition.
6. That being so there is no scope for revival of recognition in this case. We can only

reaffirm our earlier order dt. 19.10.16. Reject their representation.

7. lnform the University.

B. Close the file."

As per the decision of SRC, a letter to the advocate along with brief of the institution was

sent on 29.06.2017. Also the decision was communicated to the University on 29.06.2017.

A letter along with Hon'ble High court order dated 04.07.2017 is received by this office

from the advocate, Shri. Basavaraj V.Sabarad on 26.07.2017.

The Court order dated 04.07.2017 is as under:-

"The Petitioner is before this court seeking direction to the respondent No. 1 to
consider the representation dated 11.04.2017 vide Annexure-N in terms of the

direction issued by this Court by order dated 18.04.2017 in W P No 5307412017 The

petitioner is an Education Society registered under the provisions of Karnataka

Societies Registration Act to impart education to the economically backward sections

of the society. lt 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 cefiain terms and conditions. The respondent No.1 has cancelled

the recognition to the petitioner on the ground that the property was not transferred in

the name of Trust. The petitioner challenged the same in W.P.No. 5307412016 and

when it is pending the petitioner has complied the discrepancy raised and submitted a

representation dated 11.04.2017 to the respondent No. 1 to recall the order and

restore the grant. The said writ petition was disposed of with a direction to the

respondents to consider the petitioner's representation and pass appropriate orders in

accordance with law But the respondent did not consider his representation as

directed by this Court. Hence, the present writ petition is filed.

2. Heard the learned counselfor both sides and perused the records.

3. The petitioner has challenged the order dated 19.10 2016 i e. withdrawalof recognition

granted in favour of the petitioner in W P.No. 5307412016 which was disposed of by

this Court on 18.04.2017 with a direction to the respondent to consider the

representalion dated 11.04.2017. ln the facts and circumstance of the case, I am of

the view that the respondents are directed to consider the representation dated

11.04.2017 if not considered within a period of two weeks, since admission

(S. Sathyam)
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has already been commenced for the present academic year

With the above terms the Writ Petition is disposed."

As per the decision of 340th SRC , a letter was addressed lo the advocale 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 obeying the court order dated

18.04.2017 in WP No. 5307412016. But, the SRC has already taken a decision on lhe

representation of the institution daled 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 daled 04.07.2017 taken in W.P.No.

27196t2017

Further, the contempt case filed by the institution in CC No. 1333 of 2017 for not obeying the

order dated 04.07.2017 in W.PNo.27196 12017 maY please be dismissed as the office has

already considered the representation of the institution dated 11.04.2017 in the 340rh

meeting of SRC.

As per the instruction of the Advocate, a letter intimating the decision of 340rh 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.ll,O4.2Ol7 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

Division,Tellapadu Village , A.S.Peta ,Nellore District - 524304
Nellore Revenue

Doddapaneni 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 recognilion (in case the course is started in

rented premises).

The SRC in its 178rh Meeting held during 13th to 14th July, 2oog considered the matter of

institutions granted recognition in renled premises and not shifted to the permanent premises

/ building and decided to issue show cause Notice and obtaining shifting fees and other

documenls for causing inspection for shifting .As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to

the anstitution conveying the decision of SRC on 25.08.2009.

8

On 31.12.2014, a letler was issued to the institution re9arding notification of new

(S. Sathyam)
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Regulations, 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised norms

and standards before 31 .10.2015.

on 28.01.2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to Regulations

20.14. A revised recognition order was issued to the institution for offering B.Ed course of two

years duration from the academic session 20'15-16 on 11.05.2015 with the condition to

submit all documents pertaining to shifting to own premises within 31"' July, 2015. The

institution has not submitted reply to the revised order.

The SRC in its 294th Meeting held during 14'h, 1Sth and 16th November, 2015 considered the

matter of colleges who have not submitted documents for shifting in compliance lo the

condition laid d-own 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 compliance to the

conditions laid down in Revised Recognition order for 201516"

As per the decision of SRC, a Show cause Notice was issued to the instltution 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:-

'' ...1 subm that our college once was being run in a rented butlding. Now we have

our own buildng to our college As per reference l"t cled. we are submttbng the filled

in stipulated apptication form for the change of premises along with DD for Rs'

1,5O,O0O and other information to take fufther favourable action by ordering our

institution to be received inspection in this regard .

Fufther,lsubmitthatweappliedforD.El.Edcourseinourinstitution(byname
Doddpananei Premeela Memorial cotlege 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 I request you to constitute inspection committee for the both items for giving

permission for cianging premises of D.P.M College of Education Tellapadu Atmakur
'andgivingpermissiontostaftD.ElEdcourseinD.P.MCollegeofEducationfor

O.At.Ea,f-eiapaau, Atmakur in Nellore District 2016-17 I submit here with all

required documents."

The SRC in its 315rh meetlng held on 17'n & 1 8'h June, 2016 considered lhe matter and

decided as under:

1 The proposal now is to shift the B.Ed (2 units) to the D.El.Ed-site owned by them

2. ltre ietateo 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 compostte inspectlon.

(S. Sathyam)
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5. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents It is relevant here to state BP is not

approved; BCC/Original FDRs/Faculty List are not given; LUC is given; EC is given.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, inspection intimation was sent on 13.07.2016.

lnspection of the institution was conducted on 16.09.2016. VT report along with documents

and CD received on 22.09.2016.

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06th & 07th February,2017 considered the VT report

and decided to issue show cause notice for the following grounds:

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

2. LUC is in order.

3. EC is in order.

4. BP is approved. Built-up area shown is 4056 sq.mts.

5. BCC is in order. Built-up area shown is 4055 sq.mts.

6. FDRs given only in photocopy. Originals required.

7. FacultY list is not aPProved.

B. lssue SCN accordinglY.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was issued on 09.02.2017. The

institution submitted its reply along with documents on 14.03.2017.

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24th March, 2017 considered the matter and decided

as under:

1. There are two different institutions for the two different (B.Ed. & D.El.Ed.) 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. Memorial 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 i.e., the D.El.Ed. site.

4. Composite lnspection was conducted. But, unfortunately, based on that, the D.El.Ed.

case was not processed for issue of LOl. Erroneously, tt was shown as a case cleared

for FR and kept in abeyance for final decision in the B.Ed case.

5 Let us now correct the error. Quickly process the details emerging from the composite

inspection report to consider the D.El.Ed. case for issue of LOI'

6. Simultaneously, consider the shifting case of B.Ed.

7. The buitt-up aiea is adequate for B.EO.(2 units) and D.El.Ed.(1 units). But, because of

different institutions running the 2 courses, there has to be proper demarcation of land

and built-up areas.

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

g. FDRs will be required @7+5 lakhs per unit in each course, in original and in joint

account.
10. lssue SCN accordinglY.

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 06.04.2017

The institution has not submitted its reply till date.

10
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t The SRC in its 338 meeting held on 0

adm lssion stage.

a.-- 05" May, 2017-the committee considered the

(S. Sathyam)

,] matter and decided as under:

l.NoreplytoSCNhasbeenreceivedeitherintheB.EdcaseorintheD'ElEd'case'
2.1 . The request for shifling in the B.Ed. case cannol be considered because they have no

title to the new land. Reject their request for shifting.

2.2 rhe B.Ed. case has violated the shifting condition. They have not been able to show

adeqUatecausewhynoactionshouldbetaken,WithdrawrecognitionforB.Ed'(2
units) w.e.f.2018-19. Ask them nol lo make new admissions in 2017 -18

2.3 lnform the affiliating University.

3.1 The D.El.Ed. case-will also be hat 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 l\/arch 17. Lel us formally cancel that decision about

clearing D.El.Ed. (1 unit) for FR.

3.3 The DEl.Ed. (1 unit) case was to be processed for Lol. There will be no need of it

now After withdrawal of recognition for B.Ed., there will be no other course to provide

'compositestalus'toD.El.Ed.Therefore,rejecttheapplicationforD'El'Ed(1unit)on
the sland-alone clause.

3.4 The faculty lists are also not duly approved.

4.1 Return FDRS, if any, in both the cases.

4.2 lnform the affiliating bodies in both the cases

5. Close both the files.

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 18.05.20'17 for B.Ed and

23.05.2017 for D. El.Ed.

An email dated 08.06.20'17 received from the Advocate shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy. lt stated

as under:

,,1 ' Writ Petirion W'P' 18175t2017 was filed by M/S. Doddapaneni Prameela MemoriaI

CollegeofEducationandShirdiBabaEducationalSocietychallengingthe
pro""iding" F.SRO/APS0021 o tB.Edt Ap t2017 -1 I dated 1 8. 05.201 7 withdrawing

ihe ,ecognition granted for B.Ed course with effect from 2018-2019 and sought a

direction lo restore the recognition.

2'TheHon,bleHighCou(atHyderabadheardthematteranddec|inedtograntany
order in favour of the petitioner college

3. The Hon'ble High court permitted the p;titioner to make a representation to the NCTE

and directed the NCTE to consider the same as per rules. I am of the opinion that if

a represenlation 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 courl order dated 07.06.2017 is received from the Hon'ble high court of

judicature at Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh on 28 06.2017 ' lt stated as under

,,Heard both sides. with the consent of both pafties the writ petition is disposed of al 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 issuing proceedings uide

F SROAPSO1210/B.Ed/AP/2017-18, dated 18 05.2017, wherein the recognition

granted to the petitioner institution for B.Ed course with effect from 2018-19 was
-withdra*n 

on the ground that the petitioner has not submitted its reply within 21

days, as illegal and arbitrary.

3. Though various grounds are raised, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that a

shoi cause notice dated 06.04.2017, issued by the National Council for Teacher

Educationwasseryedonthepetitioneronll,04,20lTandthatthoughhegavehis
explanation within 21 days, the respondent authorities failed to consider the same,

4. sri Ramakanth Reddy, learned standing counsel for the respondents would submit

that if an explanatioi was given, the authorities would definitely consider the same..

ln any eve,nt he submit{ that the petitioner may be directed to give a fresh

explanation which shall be dealt with in accordance with law within a time frame.

5. Recording the submlssion made, the writ petition ls dlsposed of directing the

petitione;b submit his explanation afresh, within a period of one week from today to
,the 

appropriate authority, in whi1h event, the same shall be dealt with in accordance

with iaw, within a period of two or three weeks thereafter A'/o costs'

As a seque/ thereto, Misceltaneous Petitions, if any, pending in this writ Petition,

shall stand closed."

The institution has submitted representation on 23.06.2017 along wlth approved staff list

(without photographs) and original FDRs and 03 07.2017 11 stated as under:

,'l 
submit herewith that it is clarified that DPM College of Education is nothing but

DoddapaneniPrameelaMemorialCollegeofEducationAtthesametimethe
proposed DPM College Diptoma in Elemenlary Education is nothing but
'DoddapaneniPrameela-MemoriatCollegeofDiplomanElementaryEducation.The

Existinig Doddapaneni Prameela Memorial College of Educa1on is under Shiridi

Baba Educational SocietY.

tt is fufther clarified that the proposed Doddapaneni Prameela Memorial college of

Diptoma in Elementary Education is also under shiridi Baba Educational society. I

amherewithenclosingtheRegistrationcopyofShiridiBabaEducationalSociety'

HencelrequestyoutoConsiderlhecasefavorableinissuingshiftingordersfor
B.Ed. Coltege and LOI for D.El.Ed.College."

Note: lt is strange that our Advocate gave assurance of consideration of explanation without

getting any direition from SRC. RD talked to him and he was repentant

The SRC in its 342"d meeting held on 05rh - 06th July, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:

(s aihyam
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t. Our fawlrer snoitO no fraG given any commllment wilhout 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.

3.2 -fhe 
iepresentation of the applicant only clarifies that DPlvl means Doddapaneni

Prameela Memoraal. This clarification has no significance for the basic

objection.
3.3 The case involves two different courses. D.El Ed. & B.Ed. For D.El.Ed., the applicant

is the Society. For B.Ed., the applicant was the institution

3.4 The D.El.Ed. case was cleared for LOI; but, was withheld on the 'stand alone'

consideration. The Society stated that the B Ed. course would be shifted to the new

site and would provide the composite character to the D.El.Ed. course

3.5 For the 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 lhat, on the date of applicataon, the 'applicant' should have title to

the land.

ln this case, on the date of application, the 'applicant'(i e., the College) did Not have

title to the land. That the Society had the title is not relevant. The shifting, cannot,

therefore, be permitted. That being so, the decision taken on 18.5 '17 to withdraw

recognition for the B.Ed.(2 unils) course cannot be changed

The b.El.Ed. (1 unit) course, consequently, will continue to suffer from the 'stand

alone' infirmity. That being so, the decision, taken on 23 5.2017, to reject the

applacation for D.El.Ed. cannol also be changed.

The Hon'ble High Court had permitted us to decide the case'an accordance with

law". The position analysed above does precisely that.

ln the result, and for ihe reasons given above, lhe representation dt. 23'6'20'17 is

rejected after due consideration.
lnform the applicants accordingly.

Inform the Universrty and the SCERT concerned

Close the files.

J. C)

4.1

4.2

5.1
E)

6.

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

An email received from the Advocate shri.K. Ramakanth Reddy on 11.08.2017 along with

draft Counter Affidavit and draft Writ Appeal.

Now, a court order was received in W.P.No. 24560 ol 2017 io 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 is filed cha enging the proc-eedngs of the ld respondent dated

13.07.2017, whereby the respondent of the 1't petloner for reconsideration of grant

of recognition for B.'Ed course to the petitioner college the academic year 2018-19,

was rejected.

Heard Sri Y.Nagi Reddy, Iearned counsel for the petitioners as wel/ as Sri Muddu

Vijay, learned Standing Counsel for the respondents.

34sth Meeting ofSRC

Zlst & Zznd, September,2017
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,,The society sponsoring the institution shatl be required to transfer and vest the title

of the tand'and buipiig in the name of the recogni1on order under sub-regulation

ftAl of regulation 7, Hiwever in case, the society fails to do so due to local laws or
'rules 

or b"ye-laws, it shall intimate in writing with documen.tary evidence of its inability

to do so. The Regionat office shalt keep this information on record and place it

before the Regional Committee for its approval"

A careful reading of the above regulation reveals that the society sponsoring the

institution shalt transfer the title of the land and buitding in the name of the institution

within six months from the date of lssue of formal recognition order under sub-

regulation (16) of Regulations 7. However, the Regutations do not provide the nature

of entity that can estab/lsh a college.

Regulation 4 of the Regutations provides the eligibility criteria, categorizing the

institutions which are itigiOp foi consideration of their applications under the

Regulations, as under.

a) lnstitutions estab/ished by or under the authority of the Central or Sfate

Government or union Territory administration'

b) tnstitutions financed by the bentrator State Government or Union territory

administration,'

c) Atl universities, inctuding institutions deemed to be universities, so

recognized or declared ai such, under the University Grants Commlssion

345th Meeting of SRC

27st & 22'd, September, 2017

As of date, it is not disPute that the only requirement to be comPlied with and alleged

to be not comPlied with and alleged to be comPlied with by the petitioners is that the

immovable proPertY i.e. land and building where the institution is to be run, has not

transferred in the name of the college. ln other words, the contention of the

respondent Councit for Teacher Education (Recognition Norms and Procedure)

Regulations, 2014, which reads as under:

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

Act, 1956 (3 of 1956)'

d) Setif-financed eaucitionat institutions estab/ished and operated by 'not for

profit' societies and trusts registered under the appropriate laws or a
,CompanyincorporatedundertheCompanlesAct,20l3(18of2013)

tn the present case, obviously, the petitioners would fall within the scope of

Regutation 4(d). How'ever, the [ermission sought for by the petitioners was rejected

o,iin" grounid'tnrt thiy niaa not fulfitted the conditions prescribed under Regulation

B(4) (iii) which manih" tn" property should be transferred in the name of the

"'ot6g" 
Neither Regutlation I'noi negulation B(4) (iii) does not spell out the legal

status of the coilege or the institution; whether it shoutd be a registered body/a

society or an Association of Persons (AOP), Etcetera. ln the absence of any

guidance in the Regulations, directing the protperly to be transferred in the name of
-tie 

cottege woutd 6e totally meaningtess /n those circumstances, the only way to

make th6 Regutation sustainabte is to interpret the same to mean that the entity

sponsoring th-e institution shall demarcate the properly and specify such property as

i_gioi,q!1sl"tg an{pe-intg gwryd by the institution or in the alternative, the authorittes

-1.
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may diret the respective sponsoring society to bring into exlstence the legal entity to

which the p

respondents.
ropedy can be transferred. Such clarification is to come from lhe

Learned Standing Counsel Sri Muddu Vijay places reliance upon the iudgments of

the Supreme Couft in Maa Vaishno Devi lrtlahila Mahavidyalaya V.State of Utter

Pradesh {(2013) 2 Supreme Court Cases 617} (para 88) and National Council for

Teacher Education v. Shri Shyam Shiksha Prashikshan Sansthan {(2011) 3Supreme

Courf Cases 238] (para 41).

A careful perusal of both the judgments, pafticularly, the paragraphs referred to by

the learnecl Standing Counsel, reveals that the Supreme Couft has made a general

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

comply with the Regulations. lt is not the case of the petitioners in the present case

that they would not tike 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 Course/ ls unable to answer the query raised with respect to the

legal status of the institution.

The only objection taken by the respondents is that the petitioners are not

transferring the propefty in the name of the institution. ln view of the same and also

in view of the ambiguity, which is prevailing, the interests of justice would be served

if a direction ls issued to the respondents to grant recognition in favour ol the

petitioners on their furnishing an unconditional undeftaking to the effect that they will

not alienate or create any kind of charge on the propefties earmarked for the

coltege/institution, inctuding borrowing loans, etcetera on the strength of the propefty

earmarked for the institution or the coltege. Ordered accordingly. lt is directed the

necessary orders sha// be passed with in ten days from the date of receipt of a copy

of this order."

ln the meantime, the institution has submitted its representation on 22.08.2017 along with

the Undertaking. lt stated as under:

"l am herewith submitting the Undeftaking letter (Copy enclosed) as per the

directions of the Hon'bte High Coutl of Hyderabad in the WPMP No 30416 of 2017

in WPN).24560 of 2017.

As such I request you to grant recognition and inform the authorities concern ie.
V.S University Nellore and SCERT for including the name of our B.Ed College ln the

list of colleges which are going to be allowed to take admissions for the ensuring

B.Ed Counseling for the academic year 2017-18.

lfufther request you to issue the LOI for D.El.Ed (SRCAPP14921) for 1 unit for

which acts of kindness I shall be ever thankful."

A Court 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 Redd was sent on 29.08.2017v
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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 lnstitution 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 lnstitution or by legally

requiring all Institutions to be registered bodies also.

2. In this case, we have to accept 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.Once that happens, we can issue LOI in the D.El.Ed case since the 'stand alone'

problem will not be there anymore.

5. Issue SCN accordingly

Sri Annamacharya College of Education, New Boyanapalli Post, Rajampet - 516115,

Kadapa District, Andhra Pradesh

Sri Tallapaka Annamacharya Educationa I Society, Boyanapalli, Rajampet, Kadapa District

516126, Andhra Pradesh applied for grant of recognition to Sri Annamacharya College

Education, New Boyanapalli

offering B.Ed course for two
14115 of the NCTE Act, 199

was granted on 17.1 1 .2003.

Post, Ralampet - 516115, Kadapa District, Andhra Pradesh

years duration for the academic year 2002-2003 under Secti

3 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE. The

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

concerned file is also not traceable.

An e-mail received on 04.07.2017 from Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy along with W.P.No.22167

of 2017 filed by Sri Annamacharya College of Education, New Boyanapalli, 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'bte Court wants to know by tomorrow evening "whether the Sri Annamacharya

Cotlege of Education had recognition at any point and time. lf it had recognition then whether

the recognition was withdrawn".

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the Advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy on 19.07.2017,

stating tnai tne scanning of records is going on and due to this reason the file is not readily

traceable

,,{i**,)

B.Ed

2 Units

SriAnnama
charya
College of
Education,

Kadapa,

Andhra
Pradesh

)

16

a.r
Chairma n



Yesterday Sri M. Penchalaiah, Presiden

this office and showed original copies of

order of B.Ed. He has also submitted

compliance under Regulalion, 201 4.

345th Meeting of SRC
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Sri Annamacharya College of Education visited

correspondence between instatution and recognition

a copy of affidavit dated 30.01 .2015 for making

(S. Sathyam)

Chairma

He further informed that he has submitted willingness Affidavit for New Regulatlons, 2014.

The institution has submitted its request several limes lo add their name in our sRc website

under lnstitution Recognition List. But it was not added.

As per his stalement his institution named sri Annamacharya college of Educalion_h^as been

giu;tuO e f O on 17 .11 .2003 (1 20 seats) and the SRC code is APS00345. As per MIS record

ini. npSO code has been allotted to the Mahasathi Colleg e of Physical Education, Ulga,

Karwar,UttarKannada(B.EdCourse-',l20seats).Heislikelylovisillomorrowald_ih_al!
bring complete set of records for reconstructing the files' They are running D'El Ed

(APS02741 ) and D El.Ed-Al (SRCAPP3381).

Records rooms and other racks have been thoroughly checked but their files were

untraceabte. Now, all of a sudden his D.Ed basic File bearing code APSO2741 is found kept

on the upper side of the rack in the Andhra Pradesh Section'

ni per o.eo file the college is granted recognition vide order no. F.SRC/NCTE/D.Ed/2005-

2Od6t253T dt. 26.08.200tfor c6nducting D.El.Ed course from the academic session 2005-

2006 with an annual intake of 50 studenG. The order has been signed by Sri.N Mohan Das,

Regionat 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

D.El.Ed sta;ds recognized and we need to intimate to the Hon'ble Court that it was

recognized by SRC.

2. The RPRO was not issued to the above said institution though they have submitted

the necessary affidavit.

The agenda item is submitted for consideration for the following points:

(i)WemayissueRPRofrom20,15-16stheinstitutionsubmittedAffidaviton
06.02.2015.

(ii) lnform the court about the present status through our Advocale and request

them to close the matter.

(iii)lnformtheRTlapplicantsafreshaboutthelatestdevelopmentincluding
recognition status of the institution

The SRC in its 344th meeting held on 17th & 18ih Augusl, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as underl

1.1 No B.Ed. file relating to this college is available'

1.2 The copy of the FR for B.Ed. order available in their D EI'Ed file shows a

registration number which according to our MIS is in the name of some

other institution.

being so, we have l-o SfElk {elqlls lCrU !!e !!l!e!r!S llllyersllLto1.3 That
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establish the authenticity of the document in reference.

2. Ask the Lawyer to apprise the Court accordingly and seek time to complete

action as described in (1.3) above.

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

24.08.2017

The institution submitted its written representation along with documents on 30.08.2017 and

a courl 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 09.092017

and stating as underi

". . . . . .1t /s submitted that as per subiect cited l gave you representations many time But you

have not rectified after providing all the documents to you. You have not uploaded peiectly

and made confusion to the students and public. lt is the questing of reputation of college in

the public. Once again I am giving chronologically as under.

1. As per Annexure - 1 cited above I purchased application form you on 31 12 2001 for

Rs. 100/- the s//p ls here with attached along with applied application for recognition

with request letter also Xerox copy is also attached with NOC of A P.' State

Government copy attached herewith

2. As per Annexure - ll your office sent a letter Registered post dated 10.05.2002

stating that date of inspection i.e. on 5'h June, 2002 copy of the same is herewith

enclosed.
3. The Date of inspection on dn June is not convenient to me so inspection date was

stayed by WP.MP.No. 12204 of 2002 in W.P.No. 9940 of 2002 wire order copy is

here with enclosed as Annexure - lll.
4. As per Annexure - lV an order copy received from your office on 09.04 2003 through

Registered post slaling 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 wrth code No. AP500345 from the time every correspondence made to that

code No. APSOO345. lt is given by your office only for your reference not by college.

lf you give same number to any other college it is your mistake. Your mistake can

not throw on the coltege to suffer lot. Copy of the same is here with attached.

6. As per Annexure - Vt I purchased a fresh application /or Rs. 100/- on 23.05 2003

and made application to you for recognition for 2003-2004 as per your order dated

19.06.2003. Copies are here with attached.

7. On 13h September, 2OO3 the inspection team visited the college and on 17 11.2003

send recognition order by RPAD copy is here with enclosed Annexure - Vll

8 As per Annexure - Vltl S.V lJniversity issued affiliation on 02.04.2004 copy is here

with enclosed from 2003-04 to 2009-2010.

9 As per Annexure - lX Kadapa Dist Colleges allotted to Y.V University from

S.V.University affiliation copies of Y.V.U from 2010-2011 to 2016'2017 are here with

enclosed.

It is further submitted that I have submitted all the documents from the day one to till

now. The studenfs are sufferinq a lot and complaining me lhat anything happen to thetr lobs

(S. Sathyam)
I
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ln view of lhe students future take immediate slepand future they will go for legal action

and upload correctly.

WP No. 22167 of 2017 court order is stated as und

I once again request you to lssue the revised order kom 2016-2016 as per new

Regulations is per the affidavit submitted to you on 02.02.2015 on par with others

As per your uptoaded on 17.08.2017 missing file in your office is not my responsible' ie ,

only your ottice itaff . As per 1.2 your office is a1otted the M S.Number i.i AP500345 on

19.'06.2003 to my college is for your convenience. lf you allot same to any other college you

have to rectify yourself. lt is not college mistake.

As per 1.3 of your up loaded, t am herewith sending you all the affiliation copies of the

s.v. university from 2003-2004 to 2009-2010 and Y.V.{Jniversity affiliation copies from 2010

to 2016 for your reference.

so no need to take time. Kindty rectify the problem and lssue revival order as per the

affidavit submitted to you as per new Regulations 2014 to avoid all the fufther consequences

as you have given to all the colleges in the state except my college."

er:

-.J-
The present writ Petition come to be filed seeking to declare that action of the

respondenls in not including the name of the petitioner/institution in the recognized colleges

list of NCTE website, as illegal, arbitrary and consequenlly to direct the respondenls to

include the name of the petitioner/college in the NCTE website

2) The averments in the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition shows that

the petitioner/institution obtained no obiection certificate from the State Government on

27.12.2001 and thereafter the second respondent granted permission to the

petilioner/college with an intake capacity of 100 for the academic year 2003-04 vide orders

dt:17.11.2003.TheGovernmentofA.P.issuedG.O.Rt.No.76dated12-012004and
thereafter the concerned university granted affiliation which was being extended from time

to time. on coming to know that the name of the petitioner/college was not shown in the

web-site, the petitioner/college made a represenlation daled 17 .o7 .2015 to upload the name

of the petitioner/college, in the permitted colleges list and also sent a reminder on

30.06.2d17. Their inaction is subject matter of challenge in the present Writ petition.

3) Learned counsel for the petitioner placed on record lhe proceedings dated

27.12.2001 issued by the commissioner and Director of School Education, Andhra Pradesh,

Hyderabad to show that the petitioner/college was granled no obiection, so also

G O.Rt.No.76 dated 12.01.2004 issued by the Government of Andhra Pradesh and gazette

RDER

the National Council for Teacher Education dl: 1711.2003 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 reco rd the affidavit given by the petitioner/college an the

month of February 2015, as per the new guidelines, showing fulfillment of the revised norms

relatin to infrastructure, instructional facilities, enhanced amount of endowment and

(S. Sa hyam)
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Reserve funds etc. The record also discloses that the petitioner/college was shown at Serial

No. 334 of the Gazette list indicating the intake at 120 and such status was being granted on

17.11.2003. ln 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 lwo years and if no orders are passed on the representation

made, the petitaoner would be put to irreparable loss.

(4) Sri. K. Ramakanth Reddy, learned standing counsel for respondents on

instructions would submit thal lhe representation made by the petitioner refers to an order

dated 12.09.2006 passed in W.P.No.21604 of 2005, which has nothing to do with the

petitioner/college and since the order relates to a different college, the aulhorities might not

have acted on the said representalion. In any evenl he submits that if the representation is

still pending consideration, the authorities will deal with the same in accordance with law.

(5) At this stage, the learned counsel for the petitloner would submit that his

represenlation dated 17.07.2015 made to Regaonal Director, SRC NCTE, Bangalore and the

reminder dated: 30.06.2017 made to the very same authority seeking display of the name of

the pelitioner/college in the approved list of NCTE website are still pending consideration

and hence seeks a direction to the authorities to pass appropriate orders.

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

directing the second respondent to deal with the representation daled: 17.07.2015 made by

the petiiioner/college seeking display of the name of the petitioner college in the approved

last 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 Petitions

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

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

Court Order dated: 01 .08.2017 in W.P.No. 22167 of 2017 .

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

S at hyam)

Cha irm a n

A,/-^

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

2.1 'Ihe affiliating Univ. (S.V. IJniv. subsequently changed to Yogi Vemana Univ.)

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

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

order, their affidavits, our acknowledgements, our reminders, etc

2.3 Significantly, the VTI report (in 2005) of the D'El'Ed course operated by

them, refers to a B.Ed course recognized in their name in 2003.

2.4 lf the B.Ed, course has indecd been running since 2003, surely the affiliating

lJniv will have records of Annual Affiliation Insp Reports, etc.

2.5 Send copies of the documents suhmitted by the College to both S.V. tjniv

and Yogivemana Univ. and request them to check their records and

confirm. Inform them clearly that thc court wants action within 6 weeks

and, therefore, request for IMMEDIATE action,
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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 3l'10.2O77.

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

Kumaran College of Education, PlouKhasara No.3091/1382, Melmonavoor Village,

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

Sarbar Educational Trust, Plot No.535, Marailvlalaiadigal Street, Kangeyanallore Village,

Gandhinagar East Post Office, Vellore Taluk & District-632006, Tamil Nadu had submitted

an application to the Soulhern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognilion to

Kumaran College of Education, PloUKhasara No.3091/1382, Melmonavoor Village,

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

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 07 .07.2015 received from Shri K. Saravanan, 260,

TajpuasalaiArcot, Vellore-63250'l , Tamilnadu on 10.07.2015 along with original affidavit and

documenl. ln the affidavit.

The complaint received from the complaint was placed before SRC in its 292"d meeting held

on 29th to 30rh Seplember, 2015. The SRC decided to "Send the complaint to the TNTEU for

comments."

ln the meantime, a court notice in WP.No. 32707 ol 2015 received from Honb'le High court

of judicature at Madras on 24.10.2015. Accordingly, a letter along with brief of the case was

sent to the advocate on 13.11.2015.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Reglstrar TNTEU on 17.11.2015 for their

comments.

Received comments from TNTEU on 27.11.2015. The reply was placed before SRC in its

297ih meeting hetd on 27th to 28rh December, 2015 and the committee considered lhe matter

and decided as under:-

Obtain specific information on the following points

1S. Sa hyam)

I
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a. Sy.Nos involved.

b. Area of the land in reference.

c. Does it meet the requirement of the T.E.l.

d. ls it clearly earmarked for the B.Ed programme.

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

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.

affidavit enclosing some relevant documents

of the second respondent dated 12.11.2015

L Accordin the re onden

The matter was placed before SRC in its 299rh meeting held on 20-21"i January, 2015 and

the committee considered the matler and decided that.

L The anstitution 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 SRC, a letter was sent to 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 201 5 and M.P.No.1 of 2015 filed by Kumaran College of Education, Vellore on

19.01 .2016. The court order staled as follows:

1. The petitioner, which is a Teacher Training lnstitute has come forward to file this

writ petition chatlenging the order dated 15.07.2015' passed by the foutlh

respondent to show cauie as to why appropriate action shall not be initiated based

upon the primeJacie findings mentioned therein.

2. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and the learned counsel

appearing for the respondents 1 to 4.

i. The leZrned counsel for the petitioner submitted that anonymous complaints have

been given by the fifth respondent to the respondents 1 and 2, who in turn directed

the fiurlh respondent to look into the matter and take appropriate action After

considering the letter of the fifth respondent dated 07 07.2014, an order was passed

by the firslrespondent on 28.10.2015 treating the complaint as closed and therefore.

no fudher action is required in the matter'

4. The learned counset for the respondents 1 & 2 submitted that after the letter 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 said

complaints.
S. ihe learned counsel for the respondents 3 and 4 submitted that prima-facie case

is made out on the alleged tregutarities. He submitted that the reply given by the

petitioner woutd be considered in a proper perspective while pass/ng the final order

He fufiher submitted that pafticulars have been sought for by letter dated 08 10 2015

from the petitioner in respect of details of land and buildings under use for offering

B.EdDegreeprogramme,apaftfromotherdocumentspedainingtothelndustrial
Training lnstitute.

6. By iay of repty, the learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that letter of the

res[ondint datea 08.10.2015 has a/so been replied on 23 10.2015 along with the

relevant documents.
7. Admittedty, the order impugned is only a show cause notice and the petitioner is

stated to have given its repty. Ihus, lt ls for the respondents 3 and 4 to take

appropriate decision by considering the relevant materials While doing so' the

scopeandapplicabilityorthetetterofthefistrespondentdated2S-10.2015hasto
be iaken into consideration by the respondents 3 and 4 and also, the communication

345th Meeting oISRC
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Saravanan on 13.01.2016 along with original

3 and 4 are ted to ass riate orders
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no the above said corresDondences and other relevant materia ls if anv,consideri
within a enod of six weeks from the date of receipt of a coDv of th is orderD

9 The writ petition stands disposed ol accordingly, Consequently, connected

Miscellaneous petltlon ls a/so c/osed. A/o cosfs.

The SRC in its 301"imeeting held on 05th -06'h February, 20'16 considered lhe court order

and noted the matter (Since SRC-NCIE ls proforma paiy)'

The institution has submitted its written representalion on 17.03.2016 requesl the authority

to ignore the complaints submitted from K. Saravanan.

The SRC in its 309th meeting held on 12'n -14'n April, 2016 considered the written

representalion and it has decid;d that "Please ask the institution to sDecifically reply to the

ouenes ralsed rn SRC letter dated 20.01 .2016"

I

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 20 05'20'16'

Again (Shri K. Saravanan) has submitted complaint along with original affidavit of Rs.20-

en'closing, a copy of EC, land document etc The affidavit stating as follows:

"....Now I enclosed herewith an true copy of the sale deed No' 148822012'

14884/2012, parent sale deed No. 46/1996, copy of the encumbrance ceftificate as proof

of fabricated sale deed of Kumaran college of Education Here I came to mention the

following deficiencies also you have to take in to the count to withdrawal of recognition of

Kumarin College of Education from the academic year 201 5-16'

1. lnthetrueCopyof the sale deed No.46/1996, page No 2 row No 1to6 says the

sale deed eiecuted on 15.03.1996 between 1) K' Thamilarasi, WO, N'

Krishnamoorthy residing at 3/316, maraimatai adigal street' Gandhinagar EaSt,

Katpadi Town'Extensioi, Vetlore District and 2) C. Ariunan, s/o CHINNAPPA (late)

res.iding at Pillaiyar Koil street, shenbakkam Village, Vellore District Page No' 3 row

no. 1 io 7 says C. Arjunan was so/d his propefty to K Thamilarasi Sy No' 309/13

extent 0.11 .i/4 cenis (ol 49OS sq.ft) @0a55 68 sq'mts So K Thamilarasi

purchased Sy.No. 309/13 extent 0.11.1/4 cents (o0 4905 sqft (or) 455'68 sq'mts

only by means of sale deed 46/1996/

2 ln the true copv of the sate deed No. 1488V2012 page no' 2, para 1 & 2 says sale

deed execuad on 13'h day of December 2012 (1312 2012) between 1) K

Thamilarasi,,WO,N.KrishnamoorlhyresidingatS3S,maraimalaiadigalstreet,
Gandhinaga,r East, Katpadi Taluk, vellore District and 2) sarabar Educational Trust

represent6d by its founder and chairman K Ezhil Mohan Ral S/o N Krishnamoofthy

rei,siding at SiS, maraimatai adigal street, candhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk, Vellore

Districl in this deed page no. 5 Schedule of Propefty K. Thami6rasi was sold her

entire propefty Sy.No. 309/13 extent 0 11 1/4 cents (ol 4905 sq ft (ol 455 68 sq mtr

which she wis furchased from C. Ariunan by a sale deed 46/1996 So she doesnt

have single cent of land in her hand.

3. On the samgSley 13k da! of December,2012 (13.12.2012) one more sale deed No'

(5. Sat vam)
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14884/2012, page No. 2, para 1

N. Krishnamoorlhy residing at.

Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District a

founder and chairman K. Ezhil

& 2 was executed between 1) K. Thamilarasi, WO,

535, maraimalai adigal street, Gandhinagar East,

nd 2) Sarabar Educational Trust represented by its
Mohan Raj S/o N. Krishnamoofihy residing at 535,

lvlaraimalai adigat street, Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk, Vellore District, in this

deed page no.8 Schedule of Propefty K. Thamilarasi was so/d her propeiy Sy.No.

309/13;xtetn 0.21 (or) 9156 sq.ft (ol 850.61 sq.mts here she said in the same deed

No. 14884/2012 page no. 4 para 2 she selling the propefty which purchased from C.

Arjunan by sale de,ed dated 21.12.1995 registered as documents NO. 46/ 1996 of

Book1, oi 15.03.1990 in the office of the District registrar, Vellore. K. Thamilarasi

was so/d her entire propefty sy.no. 309/13 extent of 011 1/4 cents (or) 4905 sq.ft

(or) 455.68 sq.mtr which she was purchased from C. Ariunan by a sale deed 46/

7996. So she doesn't have single cent of land in her hand then how she can able to

sale another 0.21 (ol 9156 sq.ft (o0 850.61 sq mtr in the same Sy.No. 309/13

shown same sale deed 46/1996 as parent documenl.

o

4. Hence in view of the above its clearly states that sale deed No. 14884/2012 dated

13.12.2012 was fabricated one lf you want to clarity, you can write lo the District

Registrar, District Registrar Office, Veppamara Street, velappadi' Vellore Dt-632004'

He will tell you the truth about the sale deed

5. Here the management faits to fulfi the land requirement as per the NCTE regulation

2014 for Kumaran Coltege of Education. So how can they able to show separate

land for 1) Tamilga tTC, 2) Tamilaga lndustrial School which is running in the same

land and building.

6. The Kumaran coltege of Education and the tamilaga /rc lnstitutes are publishing

combined adverlisement in the daity news papers to admit the students for this

academic year 2016-17. So they accept themse/ves the both institutes are running in

the same land and building. I request you don't allow the management to admit the

sluderls in Kumaran College of Education in to B Ed degree program for this

academic year 2016-17. Herewith I enclosed the adveftisement new paper as proof'

7. I was sent a complaint petition on 19 05 2016 to 1) the District collector. vellore

District cotlector office, sathuvachari. veltore-632009. 2) the District Registrar,

District Register office, Veppamara Street, Velappadi, Vellore Dt.-632004 to verify

the grounis of registered sale deed No. 14884/2012 and also I asked them take

necdssary action as per taw. That petition is under processing with above two

officers.

The abo id inform is clearl d that t man em cheated

NCTE and TNTEU to oet aoDro val to staft new B.Ed deoree prooram in the name of

Kumaran Colleoe of Education Hence I req uest vou to stop the ad mission and withdraw

the recoanition of Kumaran Colleqe of Educat.ion from the academic vear 2 16-1 7

The SRC in its 315ih meeting held on 17'h-18tn June, 2016 the deferred the matter'

Meantime, in response to this office letler dated 20 05.2016 the institution has submitted its

rep on 2'l .06.2016

at h am)
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The Southern Regional Committee in its 320th Meeting held during 16th to 17th November,

2016 considered the matter and decided as under:-

. put up in the next meeting with allegation wise comments. As per the decision of

SRC ine reply submitted by the institution to the queries raised in SRC letter dated

20.05.2016.
Note:

The main allegation of the complainant is about fulfilment of land requirement as per NCTE

regulations ZOlq as the institution is running Tamilga ITC and Tamilaga lndustrial school in

the same land and building.

As per the decision of 320th meeting allegation wise comments was placed before SRC in its

33oth meeting held on'12th & 13th February, 2Afi and the committee considered the matter

and decided as under:-

1 We are all busy with disposal of cases w.r.t the 03.03.2017 dateline.

2. Put up in APril 17.

As per the decision of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 335th meeting held on

11th to 12th April 2017 and decided as under:

1 Title is clear. Land area available 2521.44 sq'mts.

2. LUC/EC.... Are in order.

3. BP is approved. Built-up area shown is 3951.99 sq mts'

4.1 BCC is not approved by competent authority. Built-up area shown is 3932.09

sq.mts.

4.2 Built-up area required for B.Ed.(2 units) is 2000 sq'mts'

4.3 ln other words, there is a surplus area of '1932 sq mts'

5.1 lt is not possibleto run 2 othercolleges in 1932 sq mts'

5.2 ln any case there is no coursewise earmarking of built-up area. Any overlapping

arrangement introduced without approval cannot be recognized by u!.

5.3 fhe eP and BCC both show the entire built-up area to utilized for B.Ed.

6.1 The Sale deed is dated 13.12.2012. The Sale Deeds clearly refer to the lands as

vacant lands with no construction thereon

6.2 But the B.P. is dated 2006 i.e., 6 years prior to the registration of the Sale Deeds.

7. Date of inspection for BCC is 2i.t2.2012. The inspection report shows date of

completion of construction as 01.12.2007 i.e., 5 years prior to registration of Sale

Deed. This contradicts the statements in the Sale Deed that the land was vacant

with no construction thereon) at the time of registration

8.1 Two inspection teams of TNTEU have confirmed that two other educational

institutions are ru nning at the same Premises
8 2 The BP/BCC detials described above show that it is not practicable to run 2 other

colleges at the same premises with only 193 2 sq.mts built-uP area available

8.3 The applicant has not denied that they are running 2 other colleges at the same

primises Cleverly, they have stated that the Regulations do not prohibit other

colleges running at the same Premises
that facts have been9. The n eme from these uiries

Y
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10.2

manipulated.
lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly and ask them to explain the position with

greater clarify.

Put in May 17 aftet 3.5.17 .

Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 20 '04 2017 '

Meantime. a draft counter affidavit received from lhe advocale shri. Jaganalhan in

w.P.No.670O of 2016 by e-mail on 11.04.2017, same was foMarded for modification and

approval on 11.04.2017 .

Approved of counler Affidavit was received from NCTE-Hqrs on 25.04.2017 the same was

forwarded to the advocate after atteslation and signalure.

The institution submitted scN reply along with documents on 08 05.2017. The reply was

placed before SRC in its 340'h meeting held on 08'n to 09'n June, 2017 and the Committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The complainant (sh. saravanan) has given lots of details to support his allegation.

2. He has also reported that he had referred the matter to collecto(vellore) and Dist.

Registrar (Vellore). Ask him to report the response from these authorities'

3. Put up in JulY 17.

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

our letter dated 16.06.2017 was returned back undelivered from Shri. Mr.K. Saravanan on

06.07.2017

The SRC in its 343'd meeting held on 1'' to 2nd August, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:-

1. This is a complaint case. we cannot, therefore, inspect under section 17 and use that

for derecognition.
2. But, the ficts on record are so discordant that there is a strong suspicion about

manipulation of documents.

3. We cannol also treat this as a Pseudonymous complaint because the letter sent to

himhascomebackundeliveredSincethecomp|ainantisapartytotheCourtcase,
4. Request the NCTE (HQ) to take this up under section 13 NCTE Act for inspection and

subsequent processing there under.

According|y,aSperthedecisionoftheSRCalelterwassenttolhemembersSecretary,
NCTE Hqri, 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 w.P

No. 6700 of 2016 filed by Kumaran College of Education, vellore Dist, Tamil Nadu received

by this office on 23.08.2017 and stating as under :-

"......thepetitionerinstitutignoriginallygrantedulithaffiliationbytherespondent
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Urwersity and for grant of contin uous aff iliation, they aPP roached the resPondent

University and such request was relec ted by the im7ugned order The reasons stated for

rejecting such request are that the Petitioner running the college in the land and building

where two other institutions are also accommodated and functioning /t ls a/so seen that

the first reslondenl viz., National Council for Teacher-Educ atton considered the

complaint filed bY one K.Saravanen ratstng the very same ob)ection s and that through the

proceedings dated 28. 1 0.201 il1 2 1 1.201 5, the NCTE has treated the said com7laint as

6/osed, a/so bY stating that no futlher action is req uired in that matter. However, while

passing the imqugned order, the res7ondent University has not taking into account and

siven any finding as to how such communication of the first respondent is distinguishable

ln any event, as the man objection raised bY the resqondent lJniversity is with regard to

the functioning of the college in the land and building wherein allegedlY two more

institutions are also accommodated and functioning' it is for the petitioner college to

satisfy the respondent U niversitY by way of convincing documents that such reasontng ts

not fac tualty correct Therefore, I iind that it is for the Pafties viz., the Petitioner and the

respondeni lJniversitY to sotl out the dispute bY making one more attemlt to scrutinize

the documents filed bY the Petitione r and by making one more inspection, also bY giving a

personal hearing to the petitioner at that time of scrutinization of documents

o

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. l,et the Univ. take action on the court order'

3. Without preiudice to such action, let us pursue with NCTE (HQ) about

scrutiny of the compiiant towards further action on the specific and

peti ion is closed"

verifiable allegations.

4. Issue a reminder to NCTE (HQ '

5 SRCAPP
2016 30099

BA,B,Ed
BSc.B.Ed
Pope John

Paul ll

College of

Education.

ope John Paul ll iollege of Educatron Reddiarpalayam Village' Vitlianur Marn Road'

Iii,v"rprrrv"rn Cily. Po;dicherry District-605010 Pondicherry
P

R

Le Conseil D Administration De L Archdiocese De Pondicherry, Villianur lvlain Road'

Reddiarpalayam Taluk, Pondicherry City & Districl605010, Pondicherry had applied for

grant of recognition to Pope John Paul ll Colleg e of Educalion, Reddiarpalayam Village'

Villianur Main Road, Reddiyarpalayam City, Pondicherry District-605010' Pondicherry for

BA.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed-Al integ rated course of four Years duration for the academic

(s a hyam1'
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yeat 2017-18 under Section 14115 ol the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional

Committee, NCTE through online on 31 .05.2016.The institution has submitled the hard copy

of the application on 06.06.2016.

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

22.06.2016, followed by Reminder I on 01.10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11 2016. No

recommendation received from the State Govt. The period of 90 days as per Regulations 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 scrulinized online along with hard copy of the aPplicalion.

The sciutiny of the application was considered by SRC in its 325'n meeting held on 19'" -
20'h December, 20'16, 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. ln their letter dt. 3.10.2016, they have sought (retrospective) recognition for the 3

integrated courses run by them without NCTE recognition.

3.1 SRC, has no authority to issue retrospective recognition.

3.2. The three integrated courses in reference - B.SC. B Ed ([/aths),

BA. B. Ed(English) and B.Sc. B.Ed (Computer Science) were not in the NCTE list

of approved courses before Notification of the 20'14 Regulations.

4. lssue 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 represenlation on 05.01.2017 regarding Pu- Extension of

Provisional Affiliation for the B.Ed & B.Ed (lntegrated) course in pope John Paul ll College of

Education, Puducherry for the academic year 2016-17.

The institutlon has submitted replies to the Show Cause Notice along with relevant

documents on 09.0'1.20'17 and 13.0'1.2017.

This item is withdrawn from agenda

A letter was addressed to the Shri Dr.S.K Chauhan Research officer, NCTE, New Delhi on

09.02.2017 about

A letter dated 04 02.20'17 received on 09.02 2017 from l\4r. S.P Veerappan, Former state

Vice- president Bharathiyar janatha Party regarding requesting for probing irregulanties in

giving Affiliation- on Pondicherry University has cqmplaint alleging irregularities in grant ol
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The SRC in its 328th meeting held on 31"1 January,2017 the committee considered the

matter and decided as under:-
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affiliation lor 4 year integrated courses in Pope John Paul-ll College of Education

A complaint letter was received by this office on 1 3 03.2017 regarding Rampant

irregulaiities in the admission of 4 yeat integrated B.Ed course at Pope John Paul college

on collusion with the authorities of Pondicherry University

A letter was addressed to the shri K.V 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 Hqrs letter dated 17 .03.2017 and

stating as under:-

"l am directed to the to your letter No SRO/NCTEISRCAPP201630099/PU/2017

/91630 dated 07.02.2017 and the enclosures such as the recognition order of the

institution dated 23.03.1997 and 22.03.2000 and to say that the conditional recognition to

the institution was granted vide tetter dated 23.03.1997 under cerlatn conditions which

were to be fulfilled by the institution. Again the institution was lssued recognition vide

order dated 22.03.2000 for one year i.e 2001-2001 with a direction to set right the

deficiency pointed out in the order before commencement of the sesslon 2000-2001

under compliance to sRC not latter that 31.01.2000 /vow ll ls not clear to the NCTE

whether the recognition of the institution was continued fufther after 2000 till 2014. No

order of recognition is enclosed with the documents provided by the sRC However it is

found that tr; SRC has lssued a order of recognition dated 30.05.2015. it appears that

this orcler of recognition has been issued after the year 2000 i.e after passing of 14 years

The Regionat iommittee needs to clarify whether the inst1ut6n was issued any

recognition order after 2001. tf no then the institution remains unrecognised from 2001 to

2014.

A letter was received by this office on 21.03.2017 , Pondicherry university, R v Nagl,

Kalapet, puducherry a letter was addressed to the Mr s.P Veerappan on 28.02.2017,

rega;ding Complaini alleging irregularities in grant of affiliation fot 4 year lnlegrated course

in Pope John Paul-ll College of Education, Puducherry.

An email & Hard copy (As per the decision of 325rh meeting SCN reply) was received by this

office on 24.03.2017 from Pope John paul ll College of Education '

The matter was placed before SRC in its 324rh meeting held on 30'h to 31"'March, 2017 the

committee considered lhe matter and decide as under:-

'l.Thiscasecannotbedecidedatourlevel.Thishastobereferredagainto
NCTE(HO),

2.1 There are 4 courses in reference: B Ed (Eng'), B'ScEd(Maths), B'Sc

Ed.(ComP.Sc.); and, B.Com Ed

2.2 Out records have no trace of B.Com Ed.

2.31n1999-2000and2000-2001sRChadissuedrecognitionorder'But'they
referred to a 4-year integrated course and not with reference to subject details.

Again, no communication/order after 2001 is available'

\_
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2.4Ihey refer to submission of Annual Appraisal Reports No such reports are readily

available in our records.

2.5 There is a mention of a recognilion order dt. 30.5.15. Available records show, thls

was an order relating to the new 2 - year B Ed Probably, the l-year B.Ed

sanctioned long ago was revised as a 2- Yea( B.Ed. under lhe 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 Regulations do not refer to courses like B.Ed.-Eng , B.Sc.Ed -
Computer Sc.; B.Sc.Ed (l\ilaths); and, B Com.Ed. lf such courses had been

sanctioned in the past, they will have to be reckoned with as'innovative courses'

They will have to be regularized 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 comprehensave note drawing the chronological developments in this case

to the NCTE (HQ. Nilake it clear that, afler 2001, we have issued no orders in this

case.

5. We cannot sanction A.l. at this stage to any of lhese courses sance that will imply

incidental recognition of such courses. We can proceed further only afler and

only in accordance with further guidelines from NCTE (HO).

6. 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 ll

College of Education regarding Request for letter stating that the issue of Conduct ol 4 Yeat

lntegrated Courses in our College is pending.

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was addressed to the Members Secretary, NCTE

Hqrs, New Delhi on 20.04 2017

Again, a letter was sent to the NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi on 09.05.2017 seeking clarifications

desired by SRC in its 334'h meeting held on 30'n & 3'l'' l\,4arch, 2017 in relation to Pope John

o

ll 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 ll College of Education.

The institution has submitted represenlation on 11.05.2017 .

An emarl was received by this office on 11.05.2017 and Hard copy received on 12 05 2017 
J

regarding second clarification for the SCN issued on 21 12.2016 to Pope John Paul ll 
I

College of Education, Pondicherry. l

A letter dated 10.05.2017 received by this office on 15.05.2017 f rom Shri.Dr Kiran lledi

Lieutenant Governor Ra i Nivas. Puducherry and statino as under.

" ln continuation of the telephonic conversation had with you on 08 05.2017 eveninq

regarcling rccognition of the four-year integrated course (8Sc B.Ed) offered by Popc Jahn

Paul ll College of Education, I Understand that the college princtpal has given additrcnal

particLtlars for considering their application for grant of recognilion Copy af the letter is

(s. sathya m)
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encloscd

Thc process of examining the explanation submitted by the cotlege may kindly bc
cxpcditcd in the interest of the sludents, whose future /s at stake

An email was received on 16.05.2017 and a letter dated 16.05.201l received by this office
on 19.05.2017 from Shri. Mukesh Kumar, under secretary, NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi and

stating as under:-

I am clirectecl to invite your kind attention to your leller No lcttcr'
Alo SRO/i\i CfEISRCAPP211630099/PU/2017/91630 dated 07.02 2017 and the NCTE Hq

lettcr Na 49-03/2016/NCTE/N&S/51537 dated 20 03 2017. Reply of which is still awaitcd

lt1 this connection it is to further inform you lhat the institution vtde letter dated gth May.

201/ has rcpresented that the college has the NCTE recognition from 2000-2001 lt also
submitted self-affidavit to come under NCTE new Regulation 2014. gut il received a show
causc notice /vCIE, SRC for which clarificatton was given (copy enclosed). /l was discus.scd

in 334 SRC Meeting for which also an explanation was submitted copy enclosed Duc to tllc
want of recognition the University withheld the resull and nol allowed the studenls la stt for

axaminations due in May. 2017 (a copy of the letter dated 09 052017 received from thc
instl Lttrcn is enclased)

l'he matter has been fufther examined in the NCTE Hq and it has bacn obsctvcd
lhat as per provisions under NCTE AcL 1993, the recognition of the institulion continucs ttll
NCTE withdraws it under section 147 of the NCTE Act fi/loreovcr. thc then Regtonal

Dircclor. SRC-Sh . lttl Vasudev had filed an Affidavit in W P.o 15488 and 1 5489 of ?003
(clausc 9(b) stating lhat the SRC in its 6td meeting held on 18.07 2afi has approvctl an

intake af 150 students from the year 2OO3-04. The institution had also enclosed lhe copics of
carlicr condilional recognition orders lssued by SRC.

ln View of the above the Regional Direction, SRC is reque.stcd to clarify the following -

(i) Whether the recognition of the institution has been withdrawn by SRC after fillirtg of

the Affidavit by the RD-SRC ln W.P.15488 and 15489 of 2003.

Reply may be sent by return e-mail/fax.

Reply sent through e-office on 17.05.2017.

A letter dated 13.05.2017 received by this office on 18.05.2017 from Shri. S P Veerappan

Fx-Vice president, Bharatiya Janata Party, Pondicherry and stating as undert-

t

o

''I would like to inform you sir. that Mr. R Perumal. Sccrctary ratired employcas

unpn of Pondrcherry lJnNersly has senl one letter dl 04 03 201/ wtth 325th mecttng of SRC

held on 19th to 2Oth December 2A16 minutes copy of NCTE regarding 4 year intcgratc(l

31

course for which Pondicherry University has granted Affiliation without recognition-moreover

more irregularity is going on.
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Take suilable action aganst erring officials for public intercst wtlhout delay copy of lhts

lettct to CBI

A letter was addressed to the lvlembers Secretary, NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi on 31 .05'2017

An email was received by this office on 25.05 2017 from Shrr. R Srldharan, P'S lo l-'G,

Rajnivas, Puducherry enclosing a copy of D.O letter of Hon'ble Lt Governor. Puducherry

Another letter was received from Shri

Party, Pondicherry on 26.05.2017 .

S.P Veerappan, Ex-Vice president, Bharatiya Janata

An email was sent to Shri l\4ukesh Kumar, under secretary, NCTE Hqrs on 07 '06 2017 '

The SRC in its 340'h meeting held on 08rh to 09rh June, 2017 lhe committee considered the

matter and decide as under:-

1. lt will be illogical to give FR for B.SC.B.Ed.-A l. when there is no B Sc B'Ed (Basic

Unit). How can there be a First Floor without a Ground Floor?

2. They have B.Sc. Ed in different subjects These are not in the list of recognized

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 await their response

NCTE Hqrs letter received by this office on 14.06 2017 and 19.06 2017, from Dr

Kumar Yadav, Under Secretary, NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi and stating as under -

''l am directed to refer to the letter dated 09 05.2017 recetvad trom secrelary Pope

John Paul ll college of Education Pondicherry, the sRC letter dated 07.022017 sttckinq

clarification about ihe recogni1on of the institution, and the reply of thc NCfE tlq lcttcr

dated 17.03.2017 w.r.t recognition status of the existing B A'B Ed/ 8'Sc I Ed four ycars

integrated programme of the institution on the subiect noted above' lt nee-ds to be stated thaf SRC, NCTE went on granting conditional recogntlian ott

year to year basis from the academic session 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2002 2003. 2003
'2004 

and 2004-2005 0n the basls of submission of PAR on or before lhe fixed dated madc

by SRC

2. However. this aclion of sRC ls seen to be ctearly against the direclons contaned in the

NCTE Hqtrs Letter file no.3-6/PS/CP/NCTE/2000/1995 dated 14 06 2000 issued by thc

then Chaiirperson of the NCTE (which was a/so issued to SRC) .statrng inter alia that ast.

pertheChapter4oftheNCTEAct,aninstitutioncaneilherbcrecogniscdol.
conditionalty recognised or refused recognition. There B not prowson ol granl ol

recognition on year-to year basis in the NCTE Acl

3. And whereas as per the above said direction/instruction from the chatrperson NCTL 
.

thc conditional recognition on year to year basis granted to the nsltluton a.s stalcd

above in para-1 is igainst the direction of the NCTE Hqrs The action of the SRC of

giving year on year recognition is iltegal n the tight of the instructions or /vcIE Hqr.s
-Sirc-e 

[ni" bttei *"s lssued in the year 2OO0 all subsequent acts of lhc SRC n vtolalton

Prabhu

\
+14-Dv
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-- 
o|f such orders woutd be illegal, not only in the light of such dtrections bul also rn thc

light of a ptain reading of the extant provisions of the NCTE Act

4. And whereas looking at the records provided by SRC and the institution concerned tt ts

observed that RD S-RC fras filed an affidavit to the Hon'ble High Courl of Atladras wrth

reference of W.P No. 15488 of 2OO3 and 15489 of 2003 in which lt is stated that the

petitioner institution has got the approvat from the year 2003-04 and therefore' the

student shall be permitted to take examination from the year 2003-04 and not beforc thc

date of recognition

S. And whereas SRC NCTE may be clarified that the act of the SRC after 2000 of issutng

year to - year recognition was not in conformity with the direction of the NCTE Hqrs and
'therefore 

it may bi treated ittegal Moreover as per the guidelines is.sued by the NCTE

Hqrs. Dated ZA OSZOOO lt ls stated that recognition tn respect of those instttutton whrch

fail to meet/comply with the norms for the concerned teacher education course wilhrn

the given time frame may be withdrawn by invoking Section 17 of the NCTE Act

6. Considering the totatity of facts & circumstances. and the letter of the /VCIE Act the

NCTE Regulation, tetter of the then Chairperson NCTE dated 14062000 and

26.05 2000, and atso affidavit filed by RD SRC to the Hon'ble High Courl of Madras wrth

reference to W.p No.15488 of 2003 and 15489 of 2003 tn which r/ rs slated that thc

petition institution has got the approval from the year 2003-2004 and thereforc thc

student shalt be permitted to take examination from the year 2003'04, the SRC is

communicated this clarification that the institution stands recognized from the academic

session 2003-2004 onwards, especialty since there is no withdrawal of recognition of

the institution for BA B.Ed/B.Sc B.Ed 4 year integrated programme as informed by RD

SRC vide fite noNCTE-Reg1022/1/2017-Regutation Secflon-SRC/93301 datcd

17.05.2017".

The SRC in its 341't meeting held on 1sth to 16th June, 2017 and the Committee considered

the clarification from NCTE Hqrs and decided as under:-'

1. The clarification from NCTE(HO) is not clear enough for further action.

I Z. They have stated that, since there was no withdrawal of recognition of the

| ,institution' for a 4 - year integrated programme, the institution stands recognized

from the academic year 2003-2004 onwards. (The annual recognition was for

3.

2004-2005 and not 2003-2004).

It is important here to recognize the position that the recognitron then granted by

the sRC was an ' annual recognition'. The sequence of events prevailing was

grant of annual recognition , submission of annual PAR 'submission of a

request for renewal of the annual recognition ' renewal of the annual recognition .

ln this case, the renewal of recognition had a trme-limit of 31 3.2005 lt 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 whrch would not be considered in the absence of fulfillment of the

stipulated conditions

(S. Sathyam)

Chairma n
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5. There was no submis sion of PAR. There was no request for renewal of the

recognition. There was no order of SRC for renewal of the'annual' recognition ln

other words, the 'annual' recognition for 2004-2005 perished at the end of the

academic year.

6. That the applicant institution assumed at to be a case of recognition in perpetuity

cannot alter this stark factual position.

7. To invoke issues like , future of students being at stake' is to distort this factual

position. The Hon. Supreme Courl has clearly directed that institutions should not

be allowed to resort to such emotional blackmailing. They should function as

responsible institutions to prevent developmenl of such situations And, the

sludents involved are not young children who cannot distinguish what is right and

what is wrong. They cannot enler into institutions and/or courses without verifying

their credentials and lhen wait about their future. This instruclion of the Supreme

Court will be equally applicable to this case also.

8. That being so, the NCTE(HO) may be requested to reconsider the case and give

us revised guidance.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was senl to Dr. Prabhu Kumar Yadav, under secretary,

NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi on 13.07 2017 .

An email was received from the institution on '16.06 2017 and hard copy received on

21.06.2017 regarding requesting for issuing the order.

A letter was received from Pondicherry University on 22 OO 2017 .

A lelter was received from the institution regarding grant of permlssion for additional intake

in B.A.B.Ed.,B.Sc.B.Ed on 28.00.2017. Again a letter received from the instrtution on

04.07 .2017 along with PAR

NCTE Hqrs letter received by this office through e-mail on 12.07 .2017 , from Dr. Prabhu

Kumar Yadav, Under Secretary, NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi and stating as under:-

t am directed to refer to the Minutes of 341"t meeting held from 15lo 16 June 2017 and

the ctarification issued to sRC by the NCTE Hqtrs. Letter daled 14 06 2017 regardtng

PopeJohnPautltCotlegeofEducationPondicherry'Thesaldminuteshavebccn
carefully perused.

2 Taiing the above decision ot SRC and the factual posttion obtained from RD SRC

and the iistitution concerned, the following points are notewofthy

i The recognition granted to the institution by SRC was condttrcnal for the yaar

2004-2005 and the last date of submitted PAR by the nsllulon lo SRC L1las

31.03.2005. As per information furnished by SRC thc insl uton did nol sLtbtntt

PAR fo SRC office whereas the institutrcn as.serts lhat lhey havc sLtbmtltcd PAtl

lo SRC and SRC dld not take any cognizance of it.

The then RD SRC had fited an affidavit before the High Court Madras in thc ca'sc

34
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of W .p. No 1S4BB of ZOOS and 15489 of 2003 in which it was statcd thal tltc

petitioner institution has got the approval from the year 2003-2004 and thereforc

the students sha// be permitted to take examination from the ycar 2003-2004

It appears to be correct in the light of the direction of NCTE Hqtrs rssued to all

Regtonal committees vtde letter file no. 3 o/Panchayath

Secretary/CP/NCTE/2000/1995 dated 14.06.2000 by the then Chairperson o{ tltc

NCTE stating that an institution can either be recognrlion or conditionally

recognized or refused recognition. There rs no provisron of granl of rccognilor-r ort

year-to-year basis in the NCTE Act

The Chairperson rVCfE's letter dated 26 05 2000 (guidelincs tssucd to all

Regionat Committee) slates lhat recognition in respect of lhose instilution whrclt

fail to meet/comply with the norms for the concerned tcachcr cdttcation cotlr.sc

wtthin the given time frame may be withdrawn by rnvoking sccttort 17 of tltc

NCTE AcL

it is a/so stafed that as per Section 17 (i) of the NCTE Act where the Regtonal

Committee, on its own motion or on representation received from ant perso/?, /s

saflsfled that a recognized institution has contravened any of thc provrsions of tht.s j

Act, or the rules, regulations, orders made orissued thercunder or any condtlron

subject to whtch recognition under sub-secfion (3) of section 14 or pcrntlss/o/i

under sub-secfion (3) of section 15 was granted, it may withdraw recognitiotr of

such recognized institutron, for reasons to be recorded in writing provrdcd that no :,

such order against the recognized institution shallbe passed unles.s a reasonablc

opportunity of making representation agatnst the proposcd ordcr has bct:n grvcrt

to such recognized institution 
]

The above facts tnctuding the RD SRCIs letter file no NCfF-Rcq1022/1/201 /-

Regulation Section-SRC/93301 dated 17 05 2017 show that thc Rcgtonal

Committee did not withdraw the recognition of thc tnslittttton 7-hc ragronal

Committee is seen to not have proceeded formally for wtthdrawrng rccognrtron

through issue of any show cause notice to the institutron and thcroby not tahrtg

any action against the institution for discontinuing the programme lt appears that

the guidelines of the NCTE HQtrs /ssued to the Regional Committec vrdc laltcr 
\

ctated 26 03 2000 have been disobeyed htloreover it is obscrvcd that thc spirit of

the NCTE Act 1993 as mentioned in section 17(1) has bcen not takcn tnto

cognizance by SRC NCTE.

The conditional recognition granted for 2004-05 academic ses.s/on ts rllcqal as pcr

the affidavit already filed before the Hon'bte High Courl of ft/ladras slatrng that thc '

tnstitutron is recognized from 2003-2004 The ReEonal Commrttcc could havc

rgviewed this matter under section 17(1) of the NCTE Acl in casc any rnfarcttcsn of

V
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law or cxtent regulations were broughl to ils noticc

viii A per para 2 (ii) above it is obvious that the instrtution is recognizcd from 2003

2004 onwards as per affidavit fited by the then RD SRC bcforc the Honblc llQlt

Courl of Madras and the RD SRC's letter datcd 17 052017 makcs rs clcar tha[

the recognition has not been withdrawn specrfically.

Hence SRC NCIE is advised to take aclion according to lhc cxpl.css

directions given through our earlier letter datcd Filc tVo 49

3/201 6/NCTE/N&S/5461 7, dated 1 4.06.201 7.

SRC /VCIE l.s a/so asked to clarify the following potnts

a) Whether the guideltnes dated 26.05.2000i.ssucd by thc than Charrperson NCII

were adhered to by the SRC in terms of shopprng thc practicc of grarttrnq'

recognition on yearly basls and whethcr therc are othcr instrtulions wltrch arc

liable to suffer on account of not obeying the exprcss dircctrons containcd rn lattcr

clated 26 05 2000

The matter was placed before SRC in 343'd meeting helcl on 01'' to 02"d Ar.rgust, 20'1 i
consrdered the matter and decided as under:-

. Put up in the next meeting on 17 August, 2017.

The same was placed before SRC in its 344thg meeting held on 1/'n to 18'n August 201/

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1 tn the light of the clarificafion issued by the NCTE Hqrs ln therr lettcr frlc No 49

3/2016/NCTE/N&S/54617 dt 14.06.2017. recognition of thc inslitutron of thc trtstitutiort

is cleemed to have continued from 2003-04 onwards for lhe four year inlcgratcd cotir.sc

- B Sc.B.Ed (maths) B.Sc B.Ed. (Comp Sc ). B A B Ed (Engltsh) and B corrt B I cl

However, for coming under the 2014 Regulations, thcy will havc t,t adhcre to thc nornts

prescribed thereunder

2 fhc case can be considered for B Sc.B Ed and B A B F-d wtthottt rcfcrrrng to .strbTccl.s

as the new Regutations of NCTE, 2014 do not contcmplatc on lhe courscs wrlh sttblcct

name-suffixes.

3 /t i.s a/so to be pointed out that Computer Saence and Commarce cannot bc acccptccl

as they are not peclagogic subTecls according to thc 2014 Rogulattons I lancc lltc

Recognition for programmes, B.Sc.B.Ed (Computer Sctcncc) and t3Com B[.d has to

be withdrawn immediately w.e.f 2017-18 onwards A/o admrsston shottld bc madc for

these two programmes in future. But studenls admitlcd in carlrcr ycars sltottlcl ba

entiled to complete their courses. Ihe lawyer may be askcd to apprtsc thc coufi as

above.

(s thyarn)
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Fufther RPRO issue for the other two existing programmes namely, B.Sc.B.ed (Maths)
and BA.B.Ed(English) can be considered without suffixing the subject names in future,
implying thereby that the recognition for the programmes with subject -suffxes, 'Maths'
& English has to be deemed to have been withdrawn w.e.f 2017-18

The institution is running B.Ed and M.Ed programmes in addition to the four year
integrated programmes on the same campus The documents need to be examined
and the premises have to be inspected to check whether they have adhered to the
norms/standards prescribed by the 2014 Regulation

The institution also filed Court case in the High Court of Judicature at Madras in W. P. No.
21122 of 2017. A brief was sent to the Shri.G. Jehanathan, advocate on 21.08.2017.

A complaint received 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 letterwas sent to C.
Ganesan, President Sc/St, VDP, office.T.V malai Road, Vadhanur, Pondicherry on
12.09.2017.

An email was received from the Shri.G. Jehanathan, advocate on 18.092017 and stating as
under.-

"The above referred matter came up Before his lordship K Ravichandra Babu J on
15.09.2017 when the petrcouncil argued lconveyed decision made in SRC meet 344
(wrongly mentioned as 346) and about strict adherence of NCTE 2014 norms relates
to. Nomenclature issue the justice passed an interim order is that the petr institution
may admit sfudents without referring any subjects and also judge made it clear that the
admlssions subject to outcome of this writ petition and respond ent. Directed to file
counter by. Two weeks."

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

1. This matter was considered by the SRC in its 34sth meeting on?7.O9.2017.
The decisions taken have been communicated to the SRO's Standing Counsel
in the T.N. High Court.'[hey have not been uploaded on the website because
of the case being sub iudice.

The petitioner advocate has submitted document to quote Tagore Govt 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 Govt. College is
being placed before SRC in its 345th meeting.

o
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Gandhian College of Elementary Education, # 5-67, Kuntloor,

Hayathnagar, Rangareddy District-500028, Telangana

Amberpet Road,

Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society, D.No.3-58, Venkateshwara Colony,

Hayathnagar, Rangareddy District, Telangana submitted application for D Ed course of

two year duration with an annual intake of 50 students at Gandhian College of

Elementary Educalion, # 5-67, Kuntloor, Amberpet Road, Hayathnagar, Rangareddy

Districf500028, Telangana and was granted recognition on 29.05.2009.

On 25.03.2015, a letter dated 16.03.2015 was received from the Director of School

Education, Telangana, Hyderabad regarding grant of renewal of temporary provisional

affiliation for the year 2014-15 in respect of certain private Diploma in Elementary

Teacher Education institutions including Gandhian College of Elementary Education,

Hayathnagar, Ranga Reddy District-500028, in Telangana State.

The SRC in its 289rh lvleeting held on 23'd June 2015, considered the letter dated

16.03.2015 from Director of School Education, Govt. of Telangana, Hyderabad, in

respect of certain private Diploma in Elementary Teacher Education (43 colleges) not

fulfilling the deficiencies and decided to issue show cause notice for the following:

. 1+5 approved staff list is submitted.

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

16.09.2015. The institution submitted its written represenlalion on 10.11.2015 along

with staff list.

The SRC in its 294'h meeting held on 14-'l6rh Nov, 2015 considered the representation

and decided as under:

. Ask for fresh approved staff list as per 2014 regulations.

As per website information, the institution submitted written representation on

28.11.2015 along with 'l+7 staff list.

The SRC in its 295th meeting held on 28'h to 30th November and 1"t December 2015

considered the matter and decided as follows:

. The staff list is in order. lt is accepted. Close the case lnform the affiliating

body.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Director, SCERT,

Telangana on 04.02.201 6.

The institution submitted written representation on 26.02.2016 along with the fee of Rs

1,50,000/- DD No.258316 daled 26.02.2016 for shifting along with relevant

documenls.

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 3151h meeti held on

o
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1 to1 June 2016. The committee considered the matter and decided as under:

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

same premises.

2. lnspection Fee has been paid in full.

3. BP is not approved by competent authority and BCC is in order.

4. Original FDRs and latest Faculty list have to be given.

5. Cause lnspection for shifting of D.El.Ed (1 unit).

6. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

Accordingly as per the decision of SRC, the inspection intimation was sent to institution

on 13.07.20'16. The inspection of the institution was conducted on 17.08.2016 and the

VT report received on 23.08.2016 along with documents and CD.

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 321't meeting held on

28th - 30th September 2016. The Committee considered the matter and decided as

under:
1. CD is not opening .Obtain fresh CD.

2. BP is not legible.

3. Original FDRs not given.

4. Originalfaculty list is not given

5. There is no Principal also

6. lssue SCN accordingly.

Before issuance of Show Cause Notice, as per the website information, the institution

submitted reply on 04.10.2016.

The SRC in its 322nd meeting held on 2O'n -21" October,2016 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. CD now given also does not oPen.

2. BP- not approved by competent authority.

3. Faculty list is not in original. Not in format.

4. Built up area is adequate.

5. They have not cared to remedy the deficiencies even after a SCN

6. Withdraw recognition w.e.f from 2016-17.

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 05.12.2016.

Now, a court order dated 15.03.2017 received an27.03.2017 lrom the Hon'ble High

Court of Hyderabad in W.P.No.9144 o'f 2017 liled by Gandhian College of Education

run by Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society, Kuntlur Village, Hayathnagar Mandal,

Ranga Reddy District, Telangana.

The Court Order Stated as under:

" Notice before admission
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Sri K.Ramakanth Reddy takes notice for R3 and Sri A.Abhishek Reddy takes
notice for R4 and R5 and seek time to file counter.

Post after two weeks."

The SRC in its 335th meeting held on 11th & 12th April, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. This case is at a very preliminary stage of notice before admission

2. Send the relevant details to the Lawyer to oppose admission when the case is

called again.

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

21.04.2017.

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

Hlis and tnb N-CTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F.No.89-78t2017 Appeal/Bth

Meeting-2017 dated: 29.05.2017 received by this office on 05.06.2017 stated as

follows.

" ...appeal committee noted that appellant institution was granted recognition for

conducting D.El Ed. Programme with an annual intake of 50 seats in May, 2009.

Appeal committee furlher noted that appellant institution submitted a written request to

SRC in February,2016 for shifting. The requisite fee for shifting was paid. As shifttng

invotved change of building in the same promises, title of land was not in question.

Appeal committee noted that impugned order withdrawing recognttion is mainly on the

ground that.

(a) CD does not open.
(b) Building Plan (BP) not approved by competent authority.

(c) Faculty /ist is not in original. Not in format.

(d) Deftciencies pointed out ln SCN have not been rectified.

Appeal committee noted that appellant institution cannot be blamed for a CD

which is found broken or is found not compatible to the system in regional committee

office. Appeal committee noted that appellant had submitted to SRC a Building

Completion Certificate (BCC) in original alongwith application for shifting. The BCC is

approved by Assf. Ex. Engineer MRR(PR) Gundlapalhi, Nalgonda The BCC indicates

that Buitding Ptan is approved by Gram Panchayat, Kuntpoor. Building plan and BCC

are documents which supplement each other and if BCC is lssued by competent

government authority mentioning the name of authority approving Building Plan it

becomes a acceptable document. The appellant during the course of appeal

presentation submitted originally approved copy of faculty and copy of building plan

bearing the seal and signature of Assf. Executive Engineer.

tn this connection attention is invited to proviso to section 17(1) of the NCTE

Act which prescribes that order withdrawing recognition shall come into force only with

effect from the end of academic session next following the date of communication of
such order Appeal Committee q199 h qUI eppg rt u_lt[ lpS|q n ge_U pyglJ h e_v J tppo rt
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dated 17.08.2016 which hardly contains any negative point. Appeal Committee,

therefore, decided fo set aside the impugned order of withdrawal which otherwise also

is not justified because recognition from academic session 2016-17 cannot be

withdrawn by an order rssued on 05.12.2016. Appellant institution is required to submit

fo SRC within 15 days a copy of originally approved staff /ist and building plan

approved by competent government authority.

On perusal of Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit documents on record and oral

arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee concluded to sef aside the

impugned order of withdrawal which othenuise a/so ls not justifiable because

recognition from academic sesslon 2016-17 cannot be withdrawn by an order issued

on 05.12.2016. Appellant institution is required to submit to SRC wrthin 15 days a copy

of originally approved sfaff /lst and building plan approved by competent government

authority".

The SRC in its 340th meeting held on OBth & 09th June,2017 considered the matterand

decided to 'process. "

The institution has submitted the staff list approved by Director, DIET, Telangana as

directed by appellate authority on 06.07.2017.

As per 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 its 343'd meeting held on O1't & 02nd Augusl,2017 considered the matter

and decided as under;

1. The BP now presented is in order.

2. Built-up area is adequate.

3. Faculty list is approved.

3.1 The position of Asst. Prof. in the Perspectives Group is vacant.

3.2 ln Pedagogy, Asst. Prof.(Regional Language) has only M.A. with TPT and not

M.Ed.
4 lssue SCN accordingly.
5 We can consider permitting shifting only after removal 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 1A.08.2017.

The SRC in its 344th meeting held on 17th - 18th August, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. The Faculty list is incomplete. They need 1+B; they have only 1+7 One Asst

Prof. in Perspective is required.

2. All other requirements have been met.

3. lssue SCN accordingly.

Before issuance of Show cause notice as r the website information the institution

(S. Sathyam)
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has submitted its reply on 28.08.2017. lt stated as under:

As per the decision, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 06.09.2017.

A court order dated 13.08.2017 received on 13.092017 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 that the petitioner had complied with every

requirement, inctuding deficiency with respect faculty as noted in 344th meeting

of SRC dated 17/18.08.2017.

Hence, there shall be interim direction as prayed for.

Notice".

Another court order dated 12.09.2017 received on 19.09.2017 from the Hon'ble High

Court of Hyderabad in W.P.M.P. No. 37663 of 2017 in W.P.No.29240 of 2017. lt stated

as under:

"ln spite of the order dated 30.08.2017 passed by this courT in W.P.MP.No.

36382 of 2017 to include the petitioner's college in the ongoing counseling

conducted by the 4th and Sth respondents for the D El.Ed course for the

academic year 2017-19, the respondents have not included the petittoner's

college and there is a disobedience of the orders of this Court

None of the respondents have filed their counters The material placed before

this Court discloses that every deficiency pointed out has been complied with

and there is no reason for withholding the permission and not permitting the

institution to admit the students. lf the sfudenfs are not admitted the institution

would suffer and the very granting of approval would become ofiose.

ln those circumstances and Considering the fact that the final counseling for

admissions are going to be held on 13.09.2017, there shall be a direction to the

respondents 4 and 5 to permit the petitioner's college to admit the students in

the spot admissions in the counseling to be held on 13.09.2017 without waiting

for any communication from the respondenfs 3 and 6 "

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

1. The court order is noted.
2. The fact remains that the applicant has not finally complied with the

regulations. The faculty list is short of one Asst. Prof (Persp.)

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

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

requirement.
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, Veerapatti Village, Mettusalai, llluppur

Taluk, Veerapatti City, Pudukottai District-622102, Tamil Nadu

lVlother Teresa Educational Charitable Trust, Veerapatti Village, Mettusalai Street,

llluppur Taluk, Pudukkottai City & District-622102, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of
recognition to Mother Terasa College of Physical Education, Veerapatti Village,

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

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

Section 14115 oI the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE

through online on 30.06.2016.The institution has submitted the hard copy of the
application on 1 3.07.2016.

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

27.08.2016, followed by Reminder lon 12.10.2016 and Reminder ll on 11.11.2016. No

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

Regulations is over. Hence, the application is processed.

As per public notice for2017-'18, there is no ban for B.P.Ed course in the State of Tamil

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

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

during 1gth to 20tn January, 2017 and the Committee considered the matter and

decided as under:-

1. NOC not given.

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

by the Sub-Registrar. Land area is adequate.

3. LUC is in order.

4. EC is in order.

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

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

sq.mts.

7. FDRs not given.

B. Cause composite inspection.

9. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

As per the decision of SRC, inspection of the institution for M.P.Ed course was

scheduled through online mode during 01.02.2017 lo 21.02.2017. Two VT members

have been given their acceptance for the visit.

Hard copy of Visiting Team report was received on 22.02.2017, The SRC in its 331't

meeting held on 22nd,February,2017 directly considered the VT Report and decided

as under:-

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

2. NOC is given.

3. Land area is inadequate: available is 6.3 acres as against a requirement of B

acres.

4. Built-up area required is 2700 sq.mts, available is 30'10 sq.mts.

5. FDRs in o nal are uired for verification
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6. lssue SCN for rejection.

Before issuance of Show Cause Notice, in the meantime based on the website
information of the SRC decision; the institution has submitted a reply on 07.03.2017
(hard copy) along with LUC, Affidavit & original FDRs.

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24th March, 2017 considered the reply and
documents and decided as under:-

1. Their reply relating to land area and FDRs are seen.
2. FDRs @7+5lakhs per programme, per unit, are required.
3. The NOC given is only for B.P.Ed., not for M.P.Ed.
4. lssue Show Cause Notice for rejection.

Before issuance of SCN, based on the website information of the SRC decision, the
institution has submitted representation through e-mail on 04.04.2017 and hard copy
received on 04.04.2017 .

The reply was placed before SRC in its 335th meeting held on 11th to 12th Aprtl,ZOll
and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

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

2. Reject the application.

3. Return FDRs, if any.

4. Close the file.

As per the decision of SRC, a Rejection order was issued to the institution on
20.04.2017

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'n on 20.06 .2016.

A letter was addressed to R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Original
File/records on 21 .06.2017 .

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-3171E-257612017 Appeal/13th meeting - 2017 dated
21.08.2017 was received by this office on 29.08.2017 and the committee concluded
that:-

"AND WHEREAS the impugned refusal order dated 20.04.2017 on the ground that
NOC is from the State Government and not from the affiliating body is therefore,
substantiated. Recommendation of State Government is obtained by Regional
Committee under clause 7@) of the regulations whereas under clause 5(3) the
onus of obtaining and submitting NOC issue by affiliating body rests with the
applicant institution. Appeal Committee, noting that NOC was not submitted by
appellant institution, decided to confirm the refusal order dated 20.04.2017.
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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 Arts and Science, Kumarapuam Village,

Melavasal Street, Mannargudi Taluk, Kumarapuram Town, Thiruvar District- 614001,

Tamil Nadu

lndra Gandhi Educational Trust, 18, East Sathara street, Mannargudi Taluka,

Mannargudi Town, Thiruvar District, Tamil Nadu- 614001 applied for grant of

recognition to Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuam

Village, Melavasal Street, Mannargudi Taluk, Kumarapuram Town, Thiruvar Districl

614001, Tamil Nadu for offerrng B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed integrated course of four years

duration for the academic year 2017-18 under Section 14115 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 I on 01 10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11 2016. The

period of 90 days as per Regulations is over. Hence, the application was processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.Sc.B.Ed, B.A.B.Ed course in the

State of 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 19th 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.Sc.B.Ed.(2

units) or B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit)+9.56.3.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(Sy. Nos.'1911 & 1912).

5. Both Sy.Nos. 19/1 & 1912 are mortgaged according to EC. EC is in order.

6. BCC not given.

7. BP in original is required.

B. 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.

SRCAPP20l6
30142
BA.B.Ed

BSc.B.Ed

Sadasivam
Kathirkamavalli
College of Arts
and Science,

Thiruvar,

Tamil Nadu
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The institution has submitted a reply by e-mail on 07.12.2017, bv hard cooy 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 330th meeting held on 12th & 13th February,2017. the Committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. According to NCTE(HQ) No. TEI should be given more than 2 units of B.Ed . ln

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 ( lunit)
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 durrng 24.02.2017 lo 16.03.2017.

The visiting Team Members Phani Burly B K and Manju Gupta gave thetr acceptance
for the visit in online mode on 16.02.2017.

lnspection of the institution was conducted on 12.03.2417 to 13.03.2017 and the hard

copy of the VT Report was received on 14.03.2017.

The SRC in its 333ndmeeting held on 24th March, 2017 lhe committee considered the
reply and documents and decided as under:-

1. NOC is there but belated.

2. Land document rs there. Title is in the name of Trust
3. There are encumbrances.
4. LUC is in order.

5. BP is approved.

6. BCC is in order, but, built-up area is inadequate.
7. lssue Show Cause Notice.

Decision of SRC, could not communicate to the institution through On-line since the

technical error. As per website information, the institution has submitted reply

28.03.2017 through e - mail stated as under:-

"..... Our Trust applied for 1 Unit of 8.Sc,B.Ed., and 1 unit of B.A.,B.Ed., in

same of Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science. The inspection

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

explanation rs as fol/ows.-

The build up area in building Completion Certificate is 3101 Sq.Mtr it is adequate for 1

of B.Sc.,B.Ed., and 1 unit of B.A.,B.Ed.,(as per NCTE 2014 norms 2500 Sq.Mtr.

This b is full dedicated to this course No other course is

)
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this campus. The VT eam a/so inspected physically and found correct

B

te

and it is not with B.Ed. course.

NOC is given on time. lnitially the application was scrutinized and SRC-NCTE gave

days time for submission of NOC. so, we submitted within this time The Building

Land Use Ceftificate, and Land Documents are submitted already and SRC-NCIE

accepted it. The VT Members verified these documents at the time of lnspection.

So, P/ease grant the recognition to our college."

The SCN replywas placed before SRC in its in its 334th meeting held on 30'n to 31't

2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

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

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

late.

1.2 fhe 45- day time they are referring to is applicable to NOC from the State

Govt.

2. Reject their applicatron for B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit) + B.Sc.B.Ed.('l 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

12.04.2017

The institution has filed W.P.No. 10364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court of Madras, a

letter dated 26.04.2017 was received by this office on 28.04.2017 from K.

Soundararajan Advocate.

,
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 22.05.2017.

The draft counter affidavit received by Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate through e-mail on

24.05.2017.

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 u files No. 91-13th on 20.06.2016

(S. Sathyam
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A letter was addressed to

File/records on 21 .06.2017 .

R. C. Chopra Section Officer NCTE along with Original

The Counter Affidavit received on 02.06.2017 filed by Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli

Colege of Arts and Science in W.P.No. 10364 oI 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court of

Madras.

A letter was received 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 Appelate Authority vide No.89- g2}lE-25g012017 Appeal/13th meeting - 2017 daled

21.08.2017 was received by this office on 29.08.2017 and stating as under'-

AND WHEREAS Sh. Sarvam Kumar, rePresentative, Sadasivam Kathirkamavalli

College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuram , Melavasal, Mannargudi, Tamil Nadu

presented the case of the appellant institution on 03.07 2017. ln the aPPeal and

resentation it was submitted that "as per the Minutes of SRC induring personal p

its 327th meeting, both Sy No. Nos. 1911 & 1912 are mortgaged according to EC

EC is in order. As Per the Minutes of SRC 333'd Meeting of SRC, Land document

is there. Title is in the name of the Trust. ln the 333'd SRC meeting reveals that

the land documents are in the name of the trust and mortgaged in the bank. ln

the contradictory on 334th SRC meeting Minutes reveals that the title of the land

is not clear. This is a contradictory statement. Now our trust settled the loan an d

the land is now free from mortgage We also enclosed the bank letter. As per the

lVinutes of SRC in its 327th meeting, NOC is there but belated. These two

statements in these two minutes of meeting is contradictory, if they rejected for

NOC belated means in their 327th meeting itself they have to intimate it. But the

minutes shows NOC is g iven. So, the sentence itself indicated that theY accePted

the NOC. For the grou nd 2.2. The 327th meeting they took decision 'As per

Regulations, a letter to state Government for recommendation was sent on

12.07.2016 followed bY remi nder I on 01 .1 0.2016 and remainder ll on 02.11 .2016

The period of 90 daYs as Per Reg ulations is over Hence, the application is

processed. As Per Public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for

B.Sc.B.Ed/B.A.B.Ed course tn 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".

AND WHEREAS Appeal committee noted the impugned refusal order dated

12.04.2017 is on two grounds namely:-

i. Land is mortgaged to lndian Bank and as such the title to the land is

not clear.

ii. NOC of affiliating body was not submitted along with applicatton and

its further submission was delayed beyond permissible limit.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that SRC in its 333'd meeting held on

24.03.2017 decided to issue of Show Cause Notrce (scN) wheretn

m)
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required to be obtained from the land revenue authorities i.e. Tehsildar etc.

Appeal Committee is therefore, of the view that 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.ij.Ed. programme was submitted on 29.06.2016, the NOC of

affiliating body was submitted on 22.08.20'16.Appeal Committee noted that as per

clause S(g) oi NCTE Regulations ,2014, the online application shall be submitted

alogwith piocessing fee ind scanned copies of required documents such as NOC

issJed 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 daled 22.08.2016 of the application. Appeal Committee,

considering that i) Non Encumbrance Certificate submitted by appellant is not

issued by the competent authority and ii) NOC was submitted much after the last

date for receipt of hard copy of application, 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 confirm the impuqned refusal ordef dated 12Q4.2q17 -issued by

SRC Banqalore.

AND WHEREAS, the Council hereby confirms the order appealed against.

The Committee considered the appetlate authority order and noted the matter'

34!n Meeting ofSRC

21't & 22nd, September, 2017

encum brances on land was one of the deficiencies Appellant during the course

of appeal prese ntation on 03.07.2017 submitted copy of letter dated

27.03.2017issued by lndian Bank stating that the appellant has replied their dues

with interest and there is no liability agai nst the customer as on date. The above

said letter cannot be equated with a Non- Encumbrance Certrficate which is

Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit, Plot No. 38114, 5,7,14, Kalady Village &

Post office, Kalady C ity, AluvaTaluk, Ernakulam District-683574, Kerala

Reminder - ll on 14.12.2015

I SRCAPP2563
M.P.Ed'1 Unit

Sree

Sankaracharya
University of
Sanskrit,
Ernakulam,

Kerala

t Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit, Plot No.3B1 14, 5, 7, 14, Kalady road,

Kalady Village & Post office, Kalady City, AluvaTaluk, Ernakulam District Kerala.

Applied for jrant of recognition to Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit, Plot

Uo.gAtl+, S,l,l+, Kalady Village & Post office, Kalady City, AluvaTaluk, Ernakulam

District-683574, Kerala for offering tV P.Ed course of 2 years duration for the

academic session 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern

Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 28.05.2015. The institutton submitted

hard copy of the application on 10.06.2015.

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

Regulaiions,2Ol4 noiifieO by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of

Stale Govt. was sent on 1S.OO.ZO15 followed by Reminder - lon 17.11.2015 and
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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 fhe Slafe Government or on its own

merits, the Regionat Committee concerned shall decided that institution shall be

inspected by a team of experts catted visiting team with a view fo assess the level

of preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 2g3'dmeeting held during 29'h & 31'h, October,2015, considered the

matter and decided as under:-

1. Letter seen.

2. Request is accePted.

3. Reopen the case and Process.

The SRC in its 297th meeting held during 27th- 2B'h December, 2015 considered the

matter, documents submitted by the institution along with hard copy of application and

decided as under:-

"Cause lnspection for M.P.Ed. Ask V.T. to collect blue print of the Building Plan"

As per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation 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

the Visiting team report was received on 05.02.2016.

On 08.02.2016, letter was received from Sree Sankaracharya University of Sanskrtt,

Ernakulam District Kerala submitting Compact Disc (CD):-

"l am herewith sending the compact dise (CD) containing the video of the

inspection of the Visiting Team members hetd in our institution for the recognition of

U.'p.ea program hetd on 03.02.2016. The delay in sending the CD was due to some

technicat pioblems white the videos were being converled from the video memory

card in to the CD. However the videos were send in a pen drive with the Visittng

Team member on the same daY itself.

ln this connection, t am deputing Mr. Hymes Hillary, Senior grade Assrstant,

DeparTment of Physicat Education to hand over the cD to your office.

Th'e detay may be condoned and our apptication may be considered Kindly do the

needful in this regard."

The Southern Regional Committee in its 302nd meeting held during 09th to 11tn

February, 2016 considered the VT report and decided as under :-

1. lssue LOI for M.P.Ed ('1 unit).

2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.

3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition

w.e.f.2016-17 academic year be possible.
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As per the decisron of the SRC, LOI was issued to

On 26.02.2016, a letter was received from Sree S

Ernakulam Dist, Kerala with a request as under:-

the institution on 16.02.2016

ankaracharya University of Sanskrit,

"With reference to the above, I am submitting herewith the documents

required mentioned as Annexure l, lt and ltl for the grant of recognition of Atl.P Ed

co'urse run by the L)niversity. Please note that the affidavit on Rs. 10/- stamp paper is

not obtained from Suirfh S, Guest Lecturer who had resigned for taking up another

appointment The lJniversity has atready faken steps to appoint another Guest Lecturer

to this vacancy. /t is a/so noticed that fixed deposit receipt is not appltcable for starT run

universities.
Hence t request you to consider granting formal recognition to the M.P Ed course run

by the University.

The SRC in its 305th meeting held during 25'h to 27th February,2016 considered the

matter, and decided as under:-

1 . Staff not as Per Norms

2. Staff Designation, number and qualification not as per norms.

3. /ssue Notice accordinglY.

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

05.04.2016.

On 12.05.2016, the Registrar, Sri Shankaracharya University of Sanskrit submitted a

reply.

The SRC in its 314th meeting held during 27th lo 28th may,2016 considered the matter

and decided as under:-

1. The request is not accePtable

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

3. This case cannot longer be considered for 2016-17. lt can be considered only

tor 2017-18.

A Letter was issued to the institution on 02.06.2016 to submit faculty list as per

Regulations.

The institution has not replied to the Letter till date.

The matterwas placed the SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16th to 18tn November,

2016 considered the matter and decided as under:

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

received.

2. Remind.

3. Grve time till 31.12.2016.

(S. Sathyam)
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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 Sanskrit.

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on 04th to 05th January,2016 the committee

consider the matter and decided as under,-

1. The faculty list is defective. Photographs are not there. Only 4 faculty

members are full-time employees; the remaining 3 are only part-time

employees.
2. One Associate Prof. is required to be appointed.

3. lssue SCN accordingly.

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 330th meeting held on 12'h to 13th 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 file.

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 Hq vide File No.91-13th MQ.|2O17-

Appeal dated'19.06.2017 with a request to send the original file of Sree

Sankaracharya University of Sanskrit, Ernakulam District, Kerala.

On21.06.2017, a letter was addressed to the section officer Shri.R.C Chopra, NCTE,

New Delhi. Forwarding (Original file) of records relating to Central University of Kerala.

The Appellate Authority vide No. F.No 89-326tE-246812017 Appealll3th Meeting-2017

dated: 21.08.2017 received by this office on 29.08.2017 and stating as under:-

..Appeal Committee further noted that appellant institution has not been

abte to satisfy the faculty related norms and consequently, the SRC had decided to

refuse recognition The plea taken by appellant that Universtty has restricted the

approved intake in M.P.Ed programme to 25 seats does not hold good for a depleted

strength of faculty and applicant must have full quota of faculty before commencement

of the programme. /t is stafed that the strength of a unit is 40. Appeal committee,

therefore. decided to confirm the impuoned refusal order dated 17.02.2017 issued by

SRC

)
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AND WHEREAS after Perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal afftdavit,

documents on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing,

Committee concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 17.02.2017.

NOW THEREFORE, the Councit hereby confirm the order appealed against".

Appeal

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and noted the

matter,

10 SRCAPP 15009

D.El.Ed 1 Unit

Nalanda College
of Elementary
Education,
Krishna, Andhra
Pradesh

Nalanda College of Elementary Education

Village & Post, Vijayawada Town, Penamal
, Plot No. 138/1, M.G.Road, Penamaluru

uru Taluk, Krishna District-S21139, Andhra

Pradesh

VBM College Committee, Plot No. 138/1, M.G.Road, Penamaluru Village & Post,

VijayawadiTown, Penamaluru Taluk, Krishna District-521139, Andhra Pradesh

afp[iea for grant of recognition to Nalanda College of Elementary Education, Plot No.

13b/1, M.G.Road, Penamaluru Village & Post, Vijayawada Town, Penamaluru Taluk,

Krishna District-S21139, Andhra Pradesh, for offering D.El.Ed course of 2 years

duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993

to the Southern Regional Committee , NCTE through online on 30.06.2015. The

institution submitted hard copy of the application on 14.07.2015.

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

Regutaiions, ZOt4 noiitied by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of

State Govt. was sent on 23.07.2015 followed by Reminder-l on 06.10.2015 and

Reminder-ll on 29.'1 0.2015.

The Sub Clause (7) of ClauseT of Regulations,2014 for processing of applications

stipulates as under:

"After consideration of the recommendation of the State Government or on its

own merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decide that institution

shall be inspected by a team of experts called vrsiting team with a view to

assess the level of preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The applications was processed and placed before SRC in its 294th meeting held on

14-16th November ZOt'S tne committee considered the matter, documents submitted 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 liberal arts

and science programmes from the concerned University to establish that the

proposed Teachei Education Programme will be offered in a composite institution.

4. Apprise the applicant of these deficiencies for necessary action.

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

deficiencies.
6. Cause composite insPection
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As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT

members on 11.01.2016. The lnspection of the institution was conducted on

24.01.2016 and VT report along with documents received on 27 -01.2016.

The SRC in its 300th meeting held on 29'h - 31" January 2016, the committee

considered the VT Report along with documents and decided as under:

'1. lssue LOI for D.El.Ed (1 Unit)

2. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.

3. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can issue of Formal Recognition

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

Accordingly, as per the decision on SRC Letter of lntent was issued to the institution on

02.02.2016. lnstitution has submitted LOI Reply along with relevant documents on

02.03.2016.

The SRC in its 306th meeting held on O1't - 04'h March 2016, the committee

considered the LOI Reply and decided as under:

lssue Formal Recognition for D.El.Ed (1 Unit) w.e.'f .2016-17.

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

03.03.2016.

lnstitution has submitted a letter regarding Permission to start ll units of D.El.Ed on

31.03.2016.

The SRC in its 30gth meeting held on 12th - 14th April 2016, the committee considered

the institution letter and decided as under:

| . Built up area adequate

| . Modify LOI to D.El.Ed (2 Units)

I

I Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC the Modified Letter of lntent for two units was

I issued to the institution on 14.04.2016 with a Note that the Formal Recognition order

for One Un it issued on 03.03.2016 is cancelled

lnstitution has not submitted LOI reply.

The SRC in its 320th meeting held on 19'h & 3O'h September,2016,
considered the matter and decided as under:

The institution has not given the reply within 60 days time available to it. lf they had

given their reply and if it was found to be satisfactory, they would have been given

iecognition, for the course applied and only w.ef. 2017-18 ln other words, they have

not Juffered any irreparable damage by their failure to reply so far. Taking a lenient

view, therefore ihis Committee is inclined to give them further time till 31 December 16

so that, in case they give their reply at least during the extended time-limit, their case

can still be considered w.e.f. 2Afi-18. Accordingly, the institution is given further time

till 31.12.2016 to give reply to the LOI isqeq on 14.04.2016

)
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Accordingly, as per SRC decision, a letter was sent to the institution on 07.10.20'16

The institution has not submitted reply.

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on O6'h - OTth February, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1. The FR for D.El.Ed.(1 unit) issued on 3.3.16 was cancelled.

2. LOI for D.El.Ed.(2 units)was issued, as requested, on 14.4.16.

3. lnspite of repeated opportunities given, no reply has been received

4. We cannot wait indefinitely.

5. Cancel the LOI for D.El.Ed.( 2 units)

6. The application is rejected.

7. Return FDRs, if any.

8. Close the file.

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 09.03.2017.

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

Hqrs and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F.No.89-288/E-195912017

Appeal/12th t\4eeting-2O17156826 dated: 10.08.2017 received by this office on

29.08.2017 stated as follows:

"AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted thatissue of second LOI for 2 units

was not justified and required as applicant has made an application for only

one unit and inspection was also conducted to assess the preparedness of the

institute for one unit. Even /f SRC had considered the request dated

31.03.2016 of the applicant, the LOI should have been issued for one

additionat unit as recognition order dated 03.032016 for the basic unit was

alreadyissued. Simitarly non compliance of second LOI should have resulted in

refusal of additional unit rather than withdrawal of the earlier basic unit. The

impugned order dated 09.03.2017 should have been restricted to a matter for

which the second LOI was lssued and for recognition already granted, there

shoutd be a proper withdrawal order Appeal Committee, taking into account

the circumstances of the case decided fo set aside the impugned order dated

09.03.2017. The order of dated 03.03.2016 qran tino aooroval for

one unit of D.El.Ed prooramme is restored.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,

documents on record ancl oral argument advanced during the hearing, Appeal

Committee concluded to set astde the impugned order dated 09.03 2017 The

order of recognition dated 03 03 2016 granting approvalfor one unit of D.El.Ed.

programme i s restored."

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to

process,
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Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Sri Venkateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-51 5055,

Andhra Pradesh

Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Anantapur Centre for Distance Education, Sri

Venkateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-S15055, Andhra Pradesh has submitted an

application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to

Sri Krishnadevaraya University, SriVenkateswarapuram, Ananthapur District-515055,

Andhra Pradesh for B.Ed (Distance Education) course of two years duration with an

annual intake of 500 students and was granted recognition on 29.05.2009.

A letter dated 09.12.2014 was fonryarded by the NCTE Hqrs to this office on

19.12.2015 stated as under:-

"Directorate of Distance Education of Sri Krishnadevaraya University on

regular as weltas dlstance modes without any regular faculty and violating the

norms prescribed by NCTE.

Really it ls astonishrng

How can a university run a master's program without a teaching fraternity and

viotating the norms prescribed by the statuary body created by the Parliament

of lndia i.e. NCTE to regulate the standards of Teacher Education.

Are SRC of NCTE and the Centrat Secretariat of NCTE aware of thts. /f it ls so,

what are the steps that are initiated by NCTE to monitor the implementation of

NCTE norms.

Has the NCTE relaxed fhe its quatity norms for Teacher Education lnstitution

by permitting sri Krishnadevaraya university to offer B.Ed and M.Ed

programmes in regular and distance mode without appointing regular teaching

sfaff as per the norms.

Finaily, I wish to reinvent the quotation by great American comedian and social

commentator George Carlin said of the education system in its current form,

"they (NCTE) don't want a population that's capable of critical thinking. They

(NCTE) don't want well-informed, wett educated people capable of crttical

thinking. That doesn't help them (NCTE) /t goes against their (NCTE)

interests They (NCTE) don't want peopte who are smarl enough to sit around

the kitchen table and figure out how. -."

The SRC in its 283'd meeting held during 2nd & 3'd March 2015, considered the

complaint matter, letter dated 09.12.2014 and other related documents, and decided as

under:

1. Send the complaint to University for comments.

2. Put up in the 285th meeting.

A letter was addressed to the Registrar, Shri Krishnadevarya University, Ananthapur

District Andhra Pradesh on 04.11.2015
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On 08.12.2015, a letter daled 27.11.2015, was received by this office from the

Registrar, Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Ananthapur District, Andhra Pradesh stating

as under:-

"Remark on the complaint:

Complaint 1. The Center for Distance Education (CDE) S K.University,

Anantapur is not offering the M.Ed Programme.

comptaint 2. The center for Distance Education (cDE) S.K. University.

Anantapur Offers only B.Ed Programme related to teacher education The

B.Ed programme was sanctioned by SRC-IVCTE in May 2009 after recruitment

of four Lecturers/Assrstanf Professor and Principd on consolidated pay on

25.05.2009.

Comptaint 3.The B.Ed and M.Ed courses offered by the University College of

Education are on self-founding basis for which regular staff will be

appointed only afterthe sanction of posfs by the Government in 2010 when the

university has made appointment in various deparlments one sanctioned post

of Assistanf Professor was filled up in the college of Education. Since then no

regular teaching staffposfs was sanctioned to the college of Education and the

lJniversity has not taken up appointments in general courses also due to legal

issues in the High Courl of Andhra Pradesh.

The Government of Andhra Pradesh is going to accord permission for the

requirement soon. The L|niversity also taking steps to sort-out /egal lssues in

order to recruit fresh staff at the earliest.'

The Southern Regional Committee in its 298th meeting held on B'n to 1Otn January,

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

decided as under:-

lssue 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 25.02.2016, the institution submitted a reply to the Show Cause Notice which was

considered by SRC in its 307th meeting held on 9'n March,20'16 and it was decided

that:

The reply is not at alt satisfactory Regular B/Ed & M Ed are betng run by

adhoc teachers. The B Ed (DE) is being handled by teachers attached

from other colleges.

2. Withdraw recognition

1
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The Registrar, Sri Krishnadevaraya University submitted written representation on

02.05.2016 and 06.05.2016 regarding permission to extend the recognition to run B.Ed

and M.Ed courses stating as follows:

"With reference to the letter 1't cited , your office has lssued a Show Cause

Notice to our lJniversity College of Education regarding the inadequacies of
staff and other infrastructure for running B.Ed and M.Ed courses and directed

the lJniversity College of Education to fulfill the required norms before

28.02.2016. To this effect, a letter of explanation was sent to your office on

22.02.2016 (Ref .2 cited) .But surprisingly , the office of the NCTE in its meeting

307 dated 08.03.2016 resolved to recommend for withdrawal of recognition to

our University (Ref 3 cited ).

ln reference 4th ctted, your office has sent a letter to our Vice Chancellor
quottng a judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court regardrng Maa Vaishno Devi

Mahila Maha Vidyalaya Vs Regional Director. NCTE and extended dated up to

2'd May, 201 6 for finat recognition.

ln this regard, I wish to inform you that the University will fulfill all requirements

relating and other norm

the ensuinq a session. Hence I request Vou to recoonition to

run B.Ed and M.Ed courses both under regular and distance mode. Furiher. I

the to make

for both B.Ed M.Ed courses from the acade vear 2016-17."

The SRC in its 321't meeting held on 2B'h & 29th September,2016 considered the

request of the institution for reconsideration of 307th meeting decision and decided as

under:

1. We had decided to withdraw recognition We 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 Recognition

Withdrawal Order may be issued.

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on 04'n - 05th January, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1 . The decision to withdraw recognition was taken on 9.3.2016 The withdrawal

will therefore be w.e.f. 2016-17.

2. The main objection was about inadequacy of faculty. Their letter dated

22.2.2016 does not give any reply to meet this objection.

3. 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.

4. lssue the effective date of withdrawal of recognition.

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 24 01.2017

S. SathyaT
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Aggrieved by withdrawal order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-

Hqrs and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F No89-215t2017 Appeal/13th

Meeting-2O17157077 dated: 21.08.2017 received by this office on 29.08.2017 stated as

follows:

"AND WHEREAS the Committee also noted that the main ground for
withdrawal is inadequacy of the faculty. The Committee noted that the

appellant through their letter dt.2403.2017 (addressed to the NCTE with an

endorsement to the SRCO and two letters 04.07 2017 submitted during the
presentation of the appeal, has explained the steps taken by them to provide

the faculty for the B.Ed. (Distance Educatton) course ln these circumslances,

the Committee concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to fhe SRC

with a direction to consider the teaching faculty provided by the appellant for
B.Ed (D.E) course and take further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

The appellant is directed to fonuard to the SRC fheir two letters dt. 04.04.2017
with all their enclosures, within 15 days of the receipt of the orders on the

appeal.

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

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be

remanded to the SRC with a directton to consider the teachaslAgullyplgy-tded
bv the appellant for B.Ed (D E) course take further action as per the NCTE

)

..
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APS07494
B.Ed 2 Units

University
College of
Education,

Ananthapur,
Andhra Pradesh

Requlations, 2014. The appellant is to fonuard to the SRC their two

letters dt. 04.04.2017 with all their enclosures. within 15 days of the receipt of
the orders on the appeal.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Sn

Krishnadevaraya Universrty, S.V. Puramu, Ananthapuramu, Andhra Pradesh to the

SRC, NCIE for necessary action as indicated above."

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

University College of Education, Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Ananthpur - 515003,

Andhra Pradesh

Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Anantapur, Andhra Pradesh had submitted an

application for B.Ed course of one year duration with an annual intake of 100 students

at University College of Education, Sri Krishnadevaraya University, Ananthpur -
515003, Andhra Pradesh and the recognition was granted on 25.09 2007

On 31 12.2014, a letter was issued to the institution regarding notification of new

Regulations, 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised

norms and standards before 31 .10 201 5.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 100

students and ttl].Ed course with an intake of 50 students on 13.02.2015.

(S. Sathyam)

Chairma n

7

59



60

34 Stn Meeting o[ SRC

21st & 2Znd, September, 2017

The SRC in its 276 meeting held on 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 verification in October/November and for

causing inspection.

Accordingly, revised recognition order was issued to the institution for B.Ed on

06.05.2015 with a condition that the institution has not maintained/revalidated the

Fixed Deposited Receipts towards Endowment and Reserve Funds.

On 08. 12.2015, a letter daled 27.11 2015, was received from the Registrar, Sri

Krishnadevaraya University, Ananthapur District, Andhra Pradesh.

The SRC in its 298th meeting held on B'n to 1Otn January ,2016 constdered the matter,

and other relevant documents of the institution, and decided as under -

. lssue SCN for inadequate faculty rn M.Ed., B.Ed; and B.Ed (DE).

Show cause notice was issued to the institutron on 03.02.2016. The institution

submitted its reply along with documents on 25.02.2016

The SRC in its 307th meeting held on 9th lvlarch, 2016 considered the reply of the

institution and decided as under.

1. The reply ls not at all satisfactory. Regular B.Ed & Atl.Ed are being run by

adhoc teachers. The B Ed (DE) is being handled by teachers attached from

other colleges.

2. Withdraw recognition.

The SRC, Committee has not mentioned from which academic session Recognition

Withdrawal Order may be issued.

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on O4'n - 05'n January, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

5. The decision to withdraw recognition was taken on 9 3.2016 The withdrawal

will therefore be w.e.f. 2016-17.

6. The main objection was about inadequacy of faculty Their letter 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. lssue the effective date of withdrawal of recognitton.

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the institutton on 24 01.2017.

Aggrieved by withdrawal order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal with NCTE-

filis and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F No.89-216t2017 Appeal/13th

Meeting-2017157081 dated: 21 .08.2017 received by this office on 29 08.2017 stated as

follows:
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"AND WHEREAS the Committee also noted that the main ground for

withdrawal is inadequacy of staff. The Commrtlee noted that the appellant

throuqh their letter 24.03 2017 and 22 04 2017, has in the SRC with

13 SRCAPP

2016 30141

BA.B.Ed

B.Sc.B.Ed 1 Unit

St. Joseph's
College of
Education for

Women,

Guntur,
Andhra Pradesh

S s taken b

the courses consideration. ln these circumstances, the Commtttee

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to fhe SRC with a direction

to consider the teachino faculty provided bv the-appellant and take further

action as per the NCTE Requlations. 2014.

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

documents avaitable on records and considering the oral arguments advanced

during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves fo be

remanded to the SRC with a direction to consider the teaching faculty provided

by the appeltant and take further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, hereb the case of Srl

Krishnadevaraya LJniverslty, S. V. Puramu, Ananthapuramu, 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 of Education for Women, Guntur Village, 2nd Lane, Sambasivapel

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

Society of Jesus Mary and Joseph - Holy Rosary Convent, 2nd Lane, Sambasivape

Village, Near Naze Centre, Guntur Taluk, City & District-522001, Andhra Pradesl

applied for grant of recognition to St. Joseph's College of Education for Women, Guntu

Village, 2nd Lane, Sambasivapet, Near Naze Centre, Guntur Taluk, City & District

522001, Andhra Pradesh for offering B.Sc.B.Ed B.A B.Ed course for two years duratior

for the academic year 2017-18 under Sectron 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to tht

Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 29 06.2016 The institutton hat

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 lon 01 .10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11.2016. No

recommendation received from the State Government, the period of 90 days as per

Regulations is over. Hence, the applicatton is processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B Sc B Ed B A.B.Ed course in the

State of Andhra Pradesh.

The documents were processed and placed before the SRC in its 326th meeting held

on 04th - 05th January, 2017. The Committee considered the matter and decided as

under:

.>
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1.A. NAAC Certificate given.

1.8. NOC given.

2. Title is clear. Land area of 1.54 acres is adequate w.r.t requirement of 4000

sq.mts.

3" LUC is given. Sy.No.995/1.
4. EC is given. Photocopy. ln individual's name. Sy.No. same.

5. BP - approved by competent authority. Built- up area 6932 sq.mts.

6. BCC - not given.

7. FDRs not given.

B. Fee paid.

9. Cause Composite inspection for D.El.Ed.(1 unit), B.Ed.(2 units), M.Ed.(1 unit)&

B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit)

10 Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

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

online oi IZ.OZ.ZO'17. The inspection of the institution was conducted on 11.02.2017

and 12.02.2017 and the VT report along with cD received on 15.03.2017.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30th & 31't March,2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

NOC is there.

NAAC is given.

LUC is there.

Title rs clear.

BP is there.

BCC is not gtven.

Latest EC is necessary.

FDR not given.

lssue Show Cause Notice.

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 in its 337th meeting held on 25'h - 26'h April, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:

1. Their reply to the SCN is not satisfactory.

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

3. BCC is not approved by competent authority.

4. FDRs given are not in original.

5. FDRs Lre required in original, in joint account, with a 5- year validity@7+S lakhs

for each unit of each course.

6. Reject the application.

7. Return FDRs, if any.

B. Close the file.

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 05.05.2017.

(s. m)

Chairman
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Aggiieved 
-bi-re1ection oiGioi SRC the institution preferred an appeii witn tldf-e-

Hqrs and the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F.No.89-387/E-465612017

Appeal/13th Meeting-2017157205 dated: 21.08.2017 received by this office on

29.08.2017 stated as follows.

"AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee having noted that appellant institution is

already conducting 3 programmes of teacher education, decided to remand
back the case to SRC Banoalore for giving the appellant another opporlunity to

submit oriqinal FDRs, BCC signed by competent authority and the latest non-
encumbrance cerTificate related to the land and building where it proposes to

While

should also keep in view para 1.1. of 13 of the norms and standards
pertaining to 4 year integrated course_BA.B.Ed The applicant institution
should have resources available for integrating general studies and
professional sfudies as envlsaged in the regulatrons.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,

documents on records and oral arguments advanced during the hearing,

Appeal Committee decided to remand back the case to SRC, Bangalore for
reconsideration of the case provided the appellant institution submifs to SRC

within 15 days, original FDRs, valid and relevant non Encumbrance Certificate,

Building Completion Certrficate signed by compelent authorrty

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of St

Joseph's College of Education for Women (Autonomous), Guntur, Andhra

Pradesh to fhe SRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above."

'l"he Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to
process.

CSI College of Education, Plot No.42214,41916, Parassala Village and Post,

N eyyattinkara Ta I u k, Th i ruva nantha pu ram District-695 5 02, Ker ala.

Society for Higher Education of SIUC Community of South Kerala Diocese of Church of
South lndia, Plot No.419/642214, Cheruvarakonam Street, Parassala Village and Post,

Neyyattinkara Taluka, Thiruvananthapuram District - 695502 applied for grant of

recognition to CSI College of Education, Plot No.42214,419/6, Parassala Village and

Post, Neyyattinkara Taluk, Thiruvananthapuram District-695502, Kerala for offering

M.Ed course of 2 years duration for the academic session 2016-17 under Section

14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regronal Committee, NCTE through

online on 28.05 2015.

The institution submitted hard copy of the application on 03.06.2015.

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

Regulations,2Ol4 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter for recommendation of

State Govt. was sent on 05.06.2015, followed by Reminder- lon 12.06.2015 and

Reminder- ll on 30 11.2015.

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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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 State Government or on its own

merits, the Regional Committee concerned shall decided that institution shall be

inspected by a team of experts called visrting team with a view to assess the level

of preparedness of the institution to commence the course".

The SRC in its 295'h meeting held on 2B'n - 30'n November & 1't December, 2015

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

application and decided as under:-

1. LUC is to be given.

2. BP approved by competent authority is to be given.

3. EC is to be given.

4. Society Registration certificate and Bye-laws to be given.

5. BCC should be produced during VT lnspection.
6. FDRs should be given later.

7. Cause Composite lnspection.

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

As per the decision of SRC, a composite inspection was conducted on 04.02.2016

and the Visiting team report was received on 05.02.2016
The SRC in its 302"d meeting held on 09'h to 11'h February,2016 considered the VT

report and decided as under:-

1. No Video.
2. BCC not in format.

3. lssue SCN accordingly

As per decision of SRC, based on website information, the institution submttted show

cause notice reply on 03.03.201 6 and 21.04.2016.

The SRC in its 31lth meeting held on 25th April,2016 consrdered the matter and

decided as under -

"The building is good. BCC has also been essued by competent authority But it is
not in the prescribed format, Obtain a proper BCC and rssue LOl for M.Ed (1

unit).'

As per the decisron of SRC, LOI and letter was issued to the institution on25.04.2016
for submission of BCC.

On 02 05.2016 and 04.06.2015 a letter was received by this office from the institution

along with BCC and photocopy of the FDRs.

The institutron submitted reply to the LOI on 28 06.2016 and staltng as under.-



"As per our application lor M.Ed Course (Application |D:SRCAPP2'?9) an
inspection team visited our college during 1st week of February and based on the
VT reporl a Letter of lntent Prior to grant of recognition was issued subject to the
appointment of qualified staff . For staff appointment a selection committee was
constituted with Dr.G.R Sanlhosh Kumar, Chairman, Board of Studies (Education),
University of Kerala as University Nominee, Rev.D. Jocob, Treasurer, CS/, south
Kerala Diocese as Management Representative, Proof Jacob Mathew, Former
Principal, Government college of Teachet Education, Thiruvananthapuram as
Management Nominee and Dr. Sajith C Raj, Principal, CSI co ege of Education,
Parassala as its member. Based on the interview held on 09th June, 2016, Two
Professors, Two Associate Professors and Six Asslslanl Professors were selected
and appointment as M.Ed Faculty. The list of selected candidates was forwarded
to the University of Kerala along with thet original documents for
Approval/Endorsement which ls belrg processed by the university.
All the other conditions from 3 to 7 as specified in the letter of intent are being
fulfilled by us a,d ls ready for your kind perusal. lt is known from the University
that the Process of Approval/ Endorsement of staff appointment may take nearly 2
months.

Since the institution has fulfilled all the requirements of LOI except approved staff
list which is only due to the delay in processing by the university, I humbly request
your good self to be kind enough to extend the date of submission of approved
staff list at least to 2 months from this date enabling us to obtain recognition to
staft the course during the academic year 2017-2018."

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

'l . Faculty list is not approved.
2. Original FDRs - not given.

3. lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

Based on the website information of the SRC decision, the institution has submitted a

reply on 12.08.2016 along with original FDRS.

As per decision of SRC, Show cause nolice was issued to the institution on
29.09.2016, The lnstitution submitted Show cause notrce reply on 19.10.2016.
The SRC, in its 323'd meeling held on 16in to 18'n 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 29.11.2016.
The institution has submitted representation on 30j22016 and stating as under:-

"The Faculty list for the proposed M.Ed course in CSI College of Education,
Parasala was submitted to 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 rectjfied by the
co ll e ammediatel The revised faculty list will be placed in the next sv

(5. Sathyam)
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meeting for final aPProv al A letter from the Registrar of the Univers ity of Kerala in this

regard is enclosed. As we have already rect lfied all the other defects noticed by NCTE,

ood lf to kind OU e ndt rme mit for S ISSIO
te r

nition from NCTE for the M,Ed
approved facultv list so that we cou ld oet the r

course for the acad emrc vear 2017 -18"

TheSRCinits32gthmeetingheldon06lhtoOT.hFebruary,20lTConsideredthematter
and decide as under:-

We have given them enough tlme to give the faculty list

. We cannol wait indefinitely

. Reject the aPPlication

. Return FDRs, if anY.

. Close the file.

1

2

3
4
5

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 t1-18g4t2017 Appeal/12th Meeting-2o17

irt.j i6oa zor z received by this office on 29.08.2017 and stating as under:-

"........Appeal Committee noted that a Letter of tntent (LOI) dated 25 04 2016

was lssued to appeltant instttutiin itli atia requiing.the appeltant institution to submit

'i;";;;;;;ii;;iip,or"a ov-tne itrl'it'ng oaav !9qe-a)!,2mmittee 
fufther noted in

resoonse to a show cause woiica 1s cN)" dated 2g.og 2016. the appellant made.a

'ii[Er"i.i".Z,;:Ri;; i,t" iJti i"tea 18 10 2016 and .28 
12 2016 to extend the

time limit for submission or upp'o'ia iacutty tist SRC considered the request made by

a[Dellant nstttute vide itt t"itZ'- iulia ia'to'ta and extended the time limit for

Zi1:;:;:;;.;;i;i;; i"i ,pii si 112016 rhe request made bv appettant vide its tetter

dated 28.12.2016 was not taxei ilgiigt'"" oif for granting fuiher extension on the

ground that enough time has already been give.n'

AND VHEREAS durtng the ".;;; 
;i apieat presentation .on 

30'06'2017 appellant

;;;";;;;i;; ipfeat iommitZl-tiat tnl'iniversttv of Kerata has approved the tist of

faatltv on 12.04.2017. Appeat iommittee therefore' decided to remand back the case

',?"sli!c"ilr'"*i,ZZiaiiiZi tn"iiit oi acutty which appettant institution shoutd submit

ti SaC *,tnin 15 days of the issue of Appeal orders'

orders.

NOW THEREFORE the council hereby remands .back.the 
case of CSI college

of Education, parassala, cnururzii,nim, Neyyattinkara, Kerala to the sRC, NCTE, for

necessary action as indicated above'

The Committee considered the appellate authority order and decided to process

t\
df,<,.^-r^

(S. Sathyam)/
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Cosmopolitan College of Education, Sengadu Village, Nehamiah Nagar,

Sriperambudur Taluk, Sengadu City, Kancheepuram Distric!602002, Tamil Nadu

Cosmopolitan College of Education, Sengadu Village' Sriperambudur Street' Chennai

Taluk, Kancheepuram Distric!602002, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of recognition to

Cosmopolitan College of Education, Sengadu Village' Nehamiah Nagar'

iaperamnudur Taluk, Sengadu City, Kancheepuram Distric!602002' Tamil Nadu for

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

sectioi t +lt s of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the southern Regionat committee, NCTE

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

application on 05.07.201 6.

As per Regulations, a letter fo State Governmenl for recommendation was sent on

zl.6a.ZOrc,followed by Reminder I on 12j0 2016 and Reminder ll on '11 11 2016 No

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

Regulations was over. Hence, the application was processed'

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

Nadu.

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

"ppti"ation 
and was placed before SRC in its 326th meeting held during 4th to sth

January, 2016 , the Committee considered the scrutiny of the application and decided

as under :-

1. The applicant is the Cosmopolitan Cotlege of ..Education' 
Land document

shows'Cosmopolitan Charitabie, Educationll' Cultural and Social Development

Trust as the owner. Transfer of title to the institution is not indicated'

2. Latest EC is required

3. LUC is in order'

+. ap i. not legible. Does not show sy. Nos. approved by competenl authority.

s eCC is in th'e name of an individual Approved by competent authority'

6. Fee Paid in full .

7. FDRs nol given.

8. NAAC certificate is given

L lssue SCN accordingly

as ner the decision of SRC and as per Regulations, 2014 a Show Cause Notice was

i"".i"a to tt 
" 

institution through online mode on 13 01 '2017 '

The institution has submitted a reply through online mode on O2'O22017 '

As per directed the matter was placed before the SRC in its 329rh meeting held on 06th

C O?in i"Liu"r,, 2017 consideied the Show Cause Notice Reply of the institution and

decided as under:-

l'\
S(rfr!"*
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The details now submitted show that the clarifications given are acceptable

Cause VT inspection

ASperthedecisionofSRCandasperRegulations20l4thesameiScommunicatedto
the V.T. Members through on-line mode on 10 O2'2o17 .

VTmembersnamesweregeneratedthroughonlineVTmoduleforinspectionduring
the period 20.02.2017 lo 12.03 2017 .

ThelnspectionwasconductedbyVTMemberson06.03.20lTVTreporlreceived
through hard copy on 1 3.03.2017.

The sRC in its 333d meeting held on 24rh March, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:-

1. Applicant is the College But, title to properties is with the Society' ln other

words, on the date of applacation, the applicant did not have title'

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

30.3.17.

3. EC shows some encumbrance

4. LUC is in order.

5. BP is approved. But, obtain the orlginal

6. BCC is in order. Buillup area is adequate.

7. 5 years of B.Ed. experience is there.

8. FDRS - 7+5 lakhs for each 'unit'are not adequate'

As per decision of SRC, a letter addressed to the fvlember secretary for clarification on

20.04.2017

BasedonthewebsiteinformationoftheSRCdecision,theinstitutionhassubmitted
representation on 20.04.2017 .

The sRC, in its 3371h meeting held on 25'h to 26ih April, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under:-

1. They have B.Ed. running for 8 years

2. NAAC certificale is there

3. Land does not belong to the applicant. They should explain'

;. EC i. not clear. Tie earlier mortgage to the Bank of Baroda does not

appear to have been redeemed.

5. lssue SCN accordinglY.

1

2

As per the decision of the sRC, a Show

27 .04.2017 . An email was received by th

cause notice was issued to the institution on

is office on 02.05.2017 . A reply for SCN was
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received on 02.05 20'17 (hard coPY)

The reply was placed before SRC in its 338th meeting held on '1"r to 3'd 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 satisfactorv'

i.r e" i"ririai trtle they rerer to inLir affidavit The relevant document is a sale'

lease or gift deed

a z euln l"ZotOing to the affidavit, the title is with the Trust 
.

i.J in" c"f r"g" is"the applicant' Land is owned by the Trust'. 
.

; i il; Rd;;t,on ,"qli,e" that the appllcant ihall have title to the land on the

date of aiplication This requirement is violated

5.TheECsuppliedclearlymentionsmortgageofpropertywithBankof
Baroda.They have not carea to contraOict thatl Merely asserling that there is no

'liability' is no1 e!9ys!;. 
ir i- ^^r ^^ccihra rn nrocess this case further.

O. Witn 
",i"n 

O".ic infiririties, it is not possible to process thi

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 institutlon on

09.05.2017.

An email was received by this office on 25 05 2017 from Dr'S K. Chauhan' Research

.in""i,lcri trlqrs) requesting to forward the status/comments'

The VIP reference reply was sent on 11'05'2016 a^d 15 022017 '

An e-mail dated 19.06.201 7 received by shri R c. chopra- section officer NCTE'

[i*ii"d uiti"ni t"-"oio" or n"gulatoryfiles No 91-1 3th on 20.06 2017

A letter was addressed to Shri R C Chopra Section officer NCTE along with Original

File/records on 21.06.2017 .

The Appellate Authority vrde No F No 8g -33gt1-3157 t2017. Appeal/13h Meeting-2o17

i"t"j, iioa.iorz receiveo byinis office on 29.08.20',17 and stating as under:-

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to the provisions of

clause 8(4) (i) of the NCTE Reg utations,2014, on the date of application, the

institution or society sponsori ng the institution should be in possesslon of the

req uired land. ln the Present case, the land is in the name of the society, which is

the umbrella of the College as could be seen from the order of recognition for

B.Ed course and also the ceiificate of land issued by the Sub Registrar, there is

no encumbrance on the land and the Proposed M Ed. is to be run in the same

College. ln these circumstances, the condition laid down in ctause I (4) (i) of the

Regulation can be taken as fulfi ed bY the appel lant. The Committee, therefore 
'

concluded that matter deserved to be remanded to the SRC to rocess the

Sa ya
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application furlher 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 institution within six months from the

date of issue of formal recognition as envisaged in clause I (4) (iii) ot the

Regulations.

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

documents avaitable on records and considering the oral arguments advanced

during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the aDpeal deseves to be

manded to SRC to the a tca tion fufther as er NC R ulationso

2014. The SRC ma v. however. at the approDriate staqe, impose the condition

reqardinq tran sfer and vesti the title of the land buildinq in the nane e[ he
within six months from the date of issue of formal recoqnition as envisaqed 8 (4)

16

(iii) of the Reoulations

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of cosmopolitan

Coltege of Education, Sengadu Nehamiah Nagar, Sriperambudur, Tamil Nadu to

the SRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above."

The Committee considcred the appellate authority order and decided to

process

Aravindhar College of Education, Plot No.58C, 59/1A, 1 B, 1C, 59/2A, Thenpallipattu

Sub-clause (3) of Clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making application

and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The apptication shall be submitted online electronically along with the

processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no

objection ceftificate lssued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting

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

applicant on every page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the

end of the application."

Sathyam)

chairma n

Village, Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamalai-606751 , Tamil Nadu

Tiruvalluvar Educational Trust, S.F 58C, 59, Aravindhar Nagar, Thenpallipattu Village,

Kalasapakkam Post, Tiruvannamalai-606751, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of

recognition to Aravindhar College of Education, Plot No.58C, 59/1A,'lB, 1C' 59124'

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 28.11.2O14. A letter to the State Government

for iecommendation was sent on 16.07 .2015. Followed by Reminder on 12.11.2016.

SRCAPP 14495

B.Ed-Al 'l Unit

Aravindhar
College of
Education,
Tiruvannamalai.
Tamil Nadu

70

)

)



71

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

4^{^

345th Meeting ofSRC

21n & 22,d, September, 2077

n careful perusal of the original fi le of the institution and other documenls, theo
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 292"d Meeting held on 291n & 30th 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:

o 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 20'l5 The

institution submitted reply on 18.11.2015.

The SRC considered the reply in its 295ih meeting held on 28th - 30rh Nov, 'l"rDec'

2015 and decided to reject the application as per Regulation 7 2(a)/2(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 to secure and attach the

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

application.

AS per the decision of SRC, Rejection order was' issued to the institution on

30.01 .2016.

The SRC in its 300th meeting held on 29th - 31 "t Janu ary ' 2016 decided as follows:

"..keepinginmindtheover-allpublicinterest'thecommitteereviseditsearlier
stand to- reiect a// cases of non-submission or delayed submisslon ol NOCs

and decided to reopen and process a// such reiected cases by accepting NOCS

even now irrespective of their dates of lssue'l

The institution submilted NOC from TNTEU dated 19.02.2016 on 26 03 2016

As oer the direction of sRC, the application was processed and placed before SRC in

its bog'n meetinq held on 2g,h to 30,h March 2016, The Committee considered the

matter and decided as under:

1 . All documents are there and in order

2. Cause inspection.
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of this position so that they can
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ed by the Supreme Court, 2 May 2016 is the last

on w.e.f. 2016-17. All concerned should be advised

take advantage of the extended time-limit even if

necessary by foregoing normal 'nolice periods'.

Accordingly,asperthedecisionofSRC,inspectionintimationwassenttothe
institution"ind VT members on 0'1.04.2016. The anspection of institution was conducted

on 05.04.2016 and VT report along with documents received on 11 04'2016

72

The SRC in its 309th Meeting held on 121h-14th April, 2016 considered the 'Vr[ report and

other relevant documents, and decided as under:

Built up area is inadequate for two units of D.El.Ed-Al

1. lssue LOI for D.El.Ed-Al (1Unit)

2. For D.El.Ed (Basic unil) and D.El.Ed-Al combined staff list should be produced

in accordance with the norms given in 2014 Regulations'

3. FDRs in joint account should be furnished

4. Only if these are given on or before 02.05.2016 can issue of Formal

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

As per the decision of sRC, a Letter of intent was issued to the institution on

14.(i4.2016. The institution has submitted LOI reply on 09.05.2016'

The SRC in its 314th l\ileeting held on 27tn-28rh May, 2016 considered the LOI Reply

and decided as under:

1. Ask them to send the approved faculty lisl in original

2. Obtain Service Certificate of Principal and Original FDRS in joint account

3-Thiscasecannollongerbeconsideredlor2016-17.|tcanbeconsideredonly
fot 2017-18.

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

06.06.2016.

The institution submitted a letter dated 06.06.2016 along with approved staff list, FDRS

& Service certificate of Principal, stating as under:

" . . .we rectified the queries mentioned 314th emergent meeting of SRC-NCIE

dated2T&2Smay,2016.Thefacuttylistsubjectallocationhasdetailedfor
new B.Ed Addltioiat lntake Approved Faculty List Original, Rs. 1200 Lakhs

FDRsOriginalandPrincipalserviceCerlificateXeroxNow,wesubmittingthe
documents for furTher process Kindly accept and do favour as soon as

posslb/e"

Note. The institution submitted original staff list dated 06'05'2016 approved by

Reg istrar, Tamilnadu Teachers Education lJniversity for B'Ed-Al course

ich was submitted earlier along with LOI reply)

(S. Sathyam)
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ffre SnC rn its gtZ" meeting held on 2B'n & 29'n July, 2016 considered the institution's

written Representation and decided as under:-

1. This will be the 3'd unit. So, there should be a Faculty list of 24 in all. They have

only repeated the same old 15 names. Ask them to give a list of B additional

names as part of a consolidation list of 24 names.

2. Clarify who will be the Principal.

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the institution on 01.09.2016. The institution has not

submitted reply so far.

The same was placed before SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16 to 18th November,

2016 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The decision dated 12-l4 Apll,20l6 referred to issue of LOI for D.El.Ed. This

was erroneous; it should have been for B.Ed. The decision is reviewed and

corrected to state "lssue LOI for B.Ed-A.l ('1 unit)".

2. A correct LOI was nevertheless issued on 14.04.2016 itself.

3. No reply has been received.

4. Remind. Give time till 31.12.2016.

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 30.11.2016.

The institution has submitted representation on 30.12.2016 stating as under:-

"l already send documents and records for knowledge on 09.05.2016 as per

reference LOI dated 14.04.2016 I also enclosed herewith the acknowledgement for

your consideration. Again I enclosed herewith resubmission the copy of the documents

that sent on 09.05.2016."

The SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06'h to 07th, February,2017 considered the

matter and decided as under:-

1. lnspite of adequate time being given, the institution has not submitted the

additional faculty list required.

2. Reject the application.

3. Return FDRs, if any, related to this course.

4. Close the file.

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

17.02.2017.

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

Hq, as required by NCTE-Hq the brief of the case along with original file of the

institution was sent on 21.06.2017 .

The Appellate Authority vide No.89-27218-1gOOl2O17 Appealll2th meeting - 2017 dated

10.08.2017 was received by this office on 21.08.2017 and stating as under:-

)

(

)
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Sathya sai Educational Trust, SVG Puram Village, Ramar Koil Street, PalliPet

Taluk, R K Petitioner City, Thlruvallur District-631304,Tamilnadu applied for

grant of recognition to Sri. Venkateshwara lntegrated College of Education, SVG

Puram Village, Tiruttani Road, Pallipet Taluk, S.V.G Puram City, Thiruvallaur District-

631 304,Tamilnadu for offering B.A. B. Ed.,B.Sc. B.Ed integrated course of four years

of the NCTE Act. 1993 to

31.05.201 6.The institution

As per Regulations,
22.06.2016 followed

a leuer to State Government for recommendation was sent on

Reminder I on 01.10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.1'1.2016. The

duration for the academic yeat 2017'18 under Section 14l1 5

the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on

has submitted the hard copy of the application on 1 3 06 20'16

AND WHEREAS while processing the appea I, Appeal Committee noticed lhat

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 to be

subhitted under clause 5 (3) of NCTE Regulation, 2014 was of a date

subsequent to the last 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 26.03.201 6.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that whereas the applicant

rnstitutaon applied for two additional units of B Ed programme and inspection was

also conducted for 2 units (100 intakes), lhere 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 parliculars lhe course is mentioned as

B.Ed (Ali This list in original was submitted to SRC in Original on 06'06'2016'

Appeat Committee further noted that the letter dated 30.11 2016 issued to

appellant institution was adequately and appropriately replied to by the appellant

insiitution 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 appellant institution: The letter

dated 06.05.2016 issued by T.N.T.E.U and addressed to appellant institution

clearly mentions that approval of faculty is for B.Ed. (Additional intake).

AND WHEREAS AppeaI Committee. therefore, decided to set aside the

impuoned re{usal order dated 17.02.2017 with direct ion to SRC to process the

case obiectivelv and in case some clarifi cations are req uired. the same mav be

tn fro lant i on. Thi clearl nted out i

commun ication

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 Committec considered the appcllatc authority ordcr and decided to

process

17 S RCAPP
2016 30073

B,A,B,Ed
B.Sc.B.Ed
2 Units

Sri
Venkateshwara
lntegrated
College of
Education,

Thiruvallur.

+
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Tamil Nadu period of 90 days as per Regulations is over. Hence, the application was processed.

As per public notice for2017-18, there is no ban for B.A.B.Ed.,B.Sc.B.Ed course in the
State of Tamilnadu.

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

the application and documents and placed before SRC in its meeting held during 4th to

Sth January, 2017 and the committee considered matter and decided as under :-

1. Title is clear.

2. They have B.Ed.(2 units). The want B.A.B.Ed. / B.Sc.B.Ed.(2 units). They should

clarify whether they want B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit)+B.Sc.B.Ed. (1 unit) or B.A.B.Ed. (2

units) or B.Sc.B.Ed.(2 units).

3. LUC - original required.

4. EC is in order.

5. BP is in order. Sy.Nos. tally with the B.Ed. case BP.

6. BCC is order. Built-up area available is 3090 Sq.mts. which is adequate for

B.Ed.(2 units)+ B.A.B.Ed / B.Sc.B.Ed.(2 units).

7. Cause composite inspection.

8. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

ln the meantime, the institution a submitted itswritten representation dated 24.01.2017

and received on 30.01.2017 stated as under,

"With reference to the above, we submit that the infrastructure work is pending

and it will be completed by Dec 2017. Hence in the above circumstances we request to

kindly consider to permit the above institute to appear before the visiting team for

inspection in the next academic year 2018."

The same was placed before SRC in its 329th meeting held on 06th to 07th February,

2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. ln 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. lt 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.

345tn Meeting ofSRC

27't & 22na, September, 2077

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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SRCAPP2OlS
30044
B.A.B.Ed
B.Sc.B.Ed 1 Ljnit
Brilliant College
of Education,
Thiruvarur,
Tamilnadu

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The application was rciected.
2. The dccision has not becn 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.

3t87A, Thiruvarur Road, Thiruthuraipoondi Taluk, Thiruvarur District-

6147'l5,Tamilnadu for offering B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed integrated course of four years

duration for the academic yeat 2017-18 under Section 14115 of theNCTEAct, 1993to

the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online 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 lon 01.'10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11.2016. No

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

Regulations is over. Hence, the application is processed.

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed course in the

State of Tamilnadu.

The application (SRCAPP2o1630045) was scrutinized online along with documents

submiited in hard copy and the same was placed before SRC in its 324ih meeting held

on 07th to 08'h December, 2016. The Committee considered the scrutiny of the

application and decided as under:-

1 Land document is in order.

2. EC/LUC are given.

3. BP is given.-measurement details given in the on-line application do not tally with

those in the hard-copy.

4. BCC-not given.

5. NOC of affiliating body-given on time.

6. Cause lnspection.
7. Ask VT to collect all relevant documenls.

Note : The institution has submitted two applications for B.Sc.B.Ed .B.A.B.Ed course.

SRC had taken a decision to cause inspectton in respect of the SRCAPP2o1630045 in

its 324th meeting.

The scrutiny of the other application, SRCAPP201630044 was considered SRC in

16
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its 325 meeting held during 1gth to 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. lts 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.

2. ECILUC are in order.

3. BP is given. Built up area shown is 1504 sq.mts.

4. BCC-not given.

5. There are 5 courses of this Trust-3044/3045/1806/Liberalcourses BA & B.Sc. We
have to consider all these together to check whether the facilities available are
adequate. Put up in a comparative labular format. ln case no. 30045'cause
inspection'was ordered. lf that order has not issued to V.T. hold it up for the time
being.

Accordingly, a comparative statement was prepared and placed before the SRC in its
327th meeting held during 'lgth to 20th January 2017 decided as under:-

1. NOC for B.A.B.Ed. & B.Sc. B.Ed. are there.
2. Title deeds are there. Title is clear. Land area is adequate.
3. LUC is 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 sq.mts) is inadequate for the 3
courses.

7. FDRS not given.

8. Cause composite inspection.

L Ask VT to collecl all relevant documents

As per the decision of SRC inspection of the institution for B.Sc.B.Ed/B.A.B.Ed courses
were scheduled through online mode during 01 .02.2017 lo 21 .02.2017.

Two VT members for each course gave their acceptance for the visit.

On 01.02.2017 , an E-mail is received from Head of the Department, 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 inspectio, dates was fixed on 3rd Feb

2017.

As both programmes are conducted as same site and address, we kindly
request the Regional Director to conduct only one inspection with 2 VT members
allotted for both applications SRCAPP20163004 & 5RCAPP201630045.'

The request of the institution was placed before SRC in its 329th meeting of SRC and

lhe Committee decided as under .-
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1. NCTE(HQ) has clarified that in cases of 2 separate applications, joint or
composite inspection is not permissib/e for 2017-18.

2. Their request for a joint inspection is therefore reiected.

3. Let the VT inspections proceed as already ordered.

ln the meantime the inspection of the institution for B.A.B.Ed.B.Sc.B.Ed
(SRCAPP2O1630045) has already been conducted by one team of VT members and

VT report has been received in hard copy by this office on06.02.2017
The visiting team report of the institution received in respect of SRCAPP2O1630045

was placed before SRC in its 330th meeting held during 12th to 13t February ,2017
and the Committee decided as under :-

'1. They have a running B.Ed.

2. They have applied for B.A.B.Ed (1unit)and B.Sc.B.Ed (1 unit ) separately.

3. One inspection (in 30045) has been

done; one inspection ( in 300aa) has been ordered.

4. NCTE(HQ) 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. Put up the two VT Reports together.

On 13.02.2017, the institution has submitted a request for withdrawal of the application,

SRCAPP201 630044 as under:-

"We have submitted two applications 5RCAPP201630044 and

5RCAPP201630045 for the same course 8.Sc.B.Ed, B.A.B.Ed. We request

the Regional Director to consider only application no. 5RCAPP2016300045 for
which lnspection had completed on 03.02.2017. Hence, we would like to
withdraw the other application no. 5RCAPP201630044 applied for the same

course for which the inspection is NOf conducted till date.

We request your good self to kindly process the above said application No.

5RCAPP201630045 for the grant of recognition with 2 units."

The same was placed before SRC in its 331"t meeting held on 22nd February, 2017 and

the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

Permit withdrawal of applicationa

'l'he Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The application was allowed to be withdrawn.

2. The decision has not been communicated because of a tech. problem in the computer

3. Send a hard-copy; and close the case.

345tn Meeting of SRC

27't & 22rd, September, 2077
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Letter from NCTE Hqrs regarding minimum infrastruclure and inslruclional requirement
in College

1) A letter received from NCTE Hqrs on 13.09.2017 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 College.

"ln continuation of this office letter of even number dated 25ti July, 2017 on the
subiect cited above, I am darecled to inform you that in the matter under consideration
suitable action under Section 17 of the NCTE Act 1993 may be initiated. The said
seclion 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 thls Act or the rules, regulations, orders made
or issued lhereunder, or any condition subject to 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 lhe recognized institution shall be passed

unless a reasonable opportunity of making representation against the proposed order
has been give lo such recognized institution.

Provided further that the order withdrawing or refusing recognition passed by
the Regional Committee shall come into force only with effecl from the end of the
academic session next following the date of commutation of such order.

This issues with the approval of Chairperson, NCTE."

As per letter daled 02.05.2017 written by Secretary, Andhra Pradesh State Council of
Higher Education, a total of 33 integrated courses have been accorded recognition by
SRC.

2l Further an e-mail received from NCTE Hqrs 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 take
suitable decision.
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ln view of the regulatory provisions under Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993,
you are categorically advised to take suitable necessary action in the matter by placing

the inscriminating material before the RC. NCTE Hq may be kept informed of aclion
taken in this matter.
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A Committee comprising of Shri. Mohinder Singh and Shri. Badri Prasad,

Consultants will find out that whether there is any involvement of NCTE

Officers/officials 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 Committee shall submits its report by 22"d September, 2017. The lnspection
Division shall coordinate.

3) On 02.08.2017 an e-mail received from NCTE Hqrs regarding 4 year integrated

B.Sc.B.Ed & B.A.B.Ed - permission accorded by NCTE, SRC Bangalore to certain

Private Unaided College in AP-Absence of Minimum infrastructure and instruction
requirement in College.

1. I am directed to state that a letter dated 02.05.2017 received from Prof. S.

Varada Rajan, Secretary, Andhra Pradesh State Council of Higher Education.

Government of AP informing that the NCTE, SRC, Bangalore has accorded
permission to certain Private Unaided College to offer 4 year integrated BSc &
BA.B.Ed programme in AP.

2. Further, it is 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 to 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 BA.B.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

BA.B.Ed is not available which is the key factor to run 4 year integrated course.

4. ln this regard, Andhra Pradesh State Council of Higher Education inspected

certain colleges in Acharya Nagarjuna University area and Krishna University

areas in the State of Andhra Pradesh and found the none of the colleges
possess the infrastructural academic or faculty requirements laid down by

NCTE.

5. You are therefore, advised to take action to withdraw recognition after following

due process in respect of colleges who offer BSc.B.Ed and BA.B.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 Hqrs on 14.09.2017

regarding original files are required.

-L
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Letter from TGSECRT regarding furnishing lisl of Private D.El.Ed Colleges

communicated vide e mail at insoection@ncte-india.orq

An e-mail received from the Director, SCERT on 02.08-2017 regarding furnishing of the

list of Private D.El.Ed Colleges not frgured in the list 1 of NCTE Public Notice.

'1. As per the instruction in the public notice assued by NCTE, Delhi, in which it is

mentioned that colleges which are not figured in the list 1 may be urgently

2 List of 10 colleges (attached herewith) granted F.R. in 2016-1712017-18 werc

senl 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 requiremenl for new D.El.Ed colleges in

the State of Telangana based on the Demand and Supply. ln view of this, it is

requested once again to lake 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 lvleeting held on 22.07 .2017 .

Minutes of the 3 'd Affiliatino Comm ittee l\,4eetino of the Private D.El. Ed Col leoes held

on 22.07.2017 .

1. All lhe 153 Private D.El.Ed Colleges (Annexure 1A) figured in lhe Public Nolice

issued by NCTE at list 1 shall be sent to the Convener, DEECEf-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'l should be placed in the next

Affiliation Committee l\ileeting after these Colleges comply with the Affidavit

submission to NCTE 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. lt is also decided that the list of these 37 colleges is to be sent to NCTE, Delhi

as directed in the Public Notice issued by the NCTE Delhi.

thyam)

Accordingly, as directed a letter along with 29 regulatory

18.09.2017.

The Committce considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The NCTE (HQ) has received some complaints against 2 sets of
lnstitutions, 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
t7.

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 actionu/s17.

files out of 43 sent on

19
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4. 2 colleges (Annexure-1C) who applied wrongly on the course name as DPSE

instead of DEIEd to rectify in the affidavit submitted to NCTE and to approach
the SCERT with a proof and to place the same in the next Affiliation Committee
meeting for consideration for DEECET 2017.

5. 11 new colleges affiliated in 2015-16 for one year (Annexure-2A and 28) are
now inspected for offering 4 years affiliation Only 10 colleges reports are
received and are scrutinized in SCERT. These reports are studied in this
Affiliating Committee 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 list of 6 colleges
shall be sent for DEECET convener while informing the Government in view of
the ensuing DEECET counseling.

6. Out of 10 Govt. DIET, 8 DIETs have already figured in the list 1 of NCTE. The

remaining 2 DIETs (DIET Warangal and Karimnagar) have uploaded the
affidavit 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.

7. lt is decided that the inspection reports of certain colleges which are caused

inspection under major deviating in view of clearance offered by NCTE are yet

to be received. After the receipt of these reports, the same will be scrutinized
at SCERT and the same will be placed in the next Affiliation Committee.

8. ln respect of the proposal received from the Pvt. D.El.Ed Colleges Association
for the Fee enhancement of D.El.Ed course, it is decided to obtain Colleges
Audit reports and other related information on the lines of AFRC with
justification for considering the proposal and submit a report to the government.

9. ln respect of 10 colleges which have got FR in 2016-17 NCTE was addressed
on 10.05.2017 and 27 05.2017 for withdrawal of FR based on Demand and

Supply issue in the State of Telangana. Decision from NCTE is yet to be

received for taking further action in this regard. Now, the management of these
colleges are repeatedly approaching the SCERT for considering for grant of
affiliation for which FR was issued and they have incurred lot of money for
establishing these colleges. ln view of this, it is decided that the NCTE once
again to communicate its decision immediately.

10. Regarding to SW-ll, the Converner of DEECET-AC selected by the Private Un

aided Minority Colleges Association as part of the G.O.10, 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
awaited. ln view of this, it is decided to write to the above Minorities Colleges
Association to select froman affiliated college eligible as per the NCTE list 1
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immediately replacing the presenl candidate.

11. All the pending Staff approvals in SCERT are to be completed immedaately as
per the new GO '15 issued by the Government.

The Committee considercd the above matter and decided as under:

1. This agenda note mixes up 2 lists : one about 'names of Institutions' missing in
the list -l ot NCTII Public Notice ; and, the second about 10 D.El.Ed Institutions
given FR by SRC against the recommendation of the Telangana Govt.

2. SRC, at this stage, is not involved in finalizing the list-l at the NCTE (HQ) level.
3. The other list about withdrawal of recognition given to 10 D.El.Ed lnstitutions,

we had dealt with this issue at length, in consultation with NCTE (l{Q). The
Telangana Govt wanted to'ban'the D.Hl.Ed course long after the'ban'order
was issued. Thcy wcre advised by NCTE fllQ) to file case - by- case obrections
with rcasons, whcnever SRC requcsted for NoC. The SC!:RT has not done that.
There is nothing that can be done about thesc institutions at this stage.

4. No action is required.
5. Close the file

Sri S Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of Education, Plot No.266/4, Sadyampatti,
Sattur, Virudhunaga626203, Tamil Nadu.

The Managing Committee of Sri S Ramasamy Naidu lvlemorial College, Plot no.266/4,
Elayirampannai Road, Sadayampati, Sattur, Virudhunagar - 626203, Tamil Nadu had

applied for grant of recognition to Sri S Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of
Education, Plot No.266/4, Sadyampatti, Sattur, Virudhunagar626203, Tamrl Nadu for
offering B Ed course for two years duration for the academic year 20'16-1 7 under
Section 14l'l 5 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE

through online on 30.06.2015. The institulion submitted the 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 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 maklng 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 ceiificale issued

by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the application, it has to be ensured

that the application is duly signed by the applicant on every page, including digital
signature at appropriate place at the end of the application."

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

application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations, 2014 as under:-
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. The institution has not submitted NOC from the affiliating body.

The matter was placed before SRC for in its 292nd meeting held on 29-30 Sept, 2015
and the committee considered the matter and decided to issue Show Cause Notice for
Non Submission of NOC issued by the affiliating body along with application.

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'h meeting held on 08th -'l0thJanuary 2016, considered the matter

and decided as under:

. Rejected for A/on-submission of reply fo SC/V lssued for non-submission of
NOC.

Rejection order was issued to the institution on 15.02.2016.

The SRC in its 300th meeting held on 29th -30th January,2016 considered the matter

and decided as follows:

"Keeping in mind the over-all public interest, the committee revised its earlier

stand to reject a// cases of non-submission or delayed submlsslon of NOCi, and
decided to reopen and process all such rejected cases by accepting NOCs even
now irrespective of their dates of lssue'l

The institution submitted its written representation along with NOC on 02.05.2016.
The SRC in its 313rh meeting held on 2nd - 3'd l\Iay, 2016, the committee considered

the matter and decided as under:

. Process and put up.

The application was processed and placed before SRC in its 314ih meeting held on 27th

-28rh May 2016, The Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1. NOC has been received by us by 2 May 2016, the extended time-limit

2. Cause Inspection.

3. BP not approved by competent authority. BCC is not given,

4. Ask W to collect all relevant documents.

As per the decision of SRC, inspection letter was issued to the institution on

04.08.2016. VT lvlembers 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 323nd meeting held on '16'h to 1 8'h November, 20'16 considered the
matter and decided to issue show cause nolice 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 slatus. The proposed B.Ed

course is a stand-alone course.
3. lssue SCN accordingly.

As per the decision of the SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued lo the institution
30.1 1 .2016 Reply to the SCN was received from the institution on 16.1 2.2016.

The SRC, in its 336th meeting held on 04'h to 05th January, 2017 the committee conside
lhe maller and decided as under:-

1. The stand-alone issue has been satisfactorily 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.

3. Reject the application.
4. Return FDRS, if any.
5. Close the fale.

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

19.01 .2017

On 26.04.2017, an office Memorandum is received from NCTE Hq vide File No.91-1Oth

Mlg.l2117- Appeal dated 25.04.2017 with a request to send the original file of Sri S
Ramasamy Naidu Memorial College of Education, Plot No.266/4, Sadyampatti, Sattur,

Virudhunagar-626203, Tamil Nadu.

On 27.04.2017, a letter was addressed to The l\4embers Secretary, NCTE, New Delhi.

Forwarding (Original file) of records relating to Sri S Ramasamy Naidu Memorial

College of Education.

The Appellate Authority vide No. F. No.89 -20312017 Appeal/loth Meeting-2o17 dated:

21 .06.2017 received by this office on 30.06.2017 and stating as under:-

"....... ln the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that
"they have one Government Aided Afts and Science College stafted in 1970 and a

Polytechnic College stafted in 2009. They obtained a loan from Bank of lndian, When

they started this latter College. At the time of the visit of NCTE lnspection visiting team

to their proposed B.Ed College, the Managing Committee owned Rs.49,40,370 to the

Bank of lndia. Now they have repaid the full loan amount to the Bank and received the
propefty documents. As on date, they have no financial liability with any Bank. ln view

of above explanations, they requested to accept their proposal and accord permission

for starting a new B.Ed College. The appellant enclosed copies of the Ceftificates
dt.28.03.2016 and 23.02.2017 issued by Bank of lndia about the closure of the loan

accounts and a Non Encumbrance Ceftificate dt.27.02.2017.

The Committee, noting from the submission of the appellant that the loan,

which was taken for the polytechnic college has been cleared and the competent

authorit isteri office has a/so issued a Non Encumbrance Ceftificate,Re
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concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the SRC with a direction to take
fufther action as per the NCTE Regulation, 2014.
AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, documents
available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing,
the committee concluded that the appeal deseryes to be remanded to S.R.C with a
direction to take fufther action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the council hereby remands back the case of Sri S. Ramasamy
Naidu Memorial College of Education, Sattur, Virudhunagar, Tamil Nadu to the SRC,
NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above".

The matter was placed before SRC in its 342"d meeting held on 5th to 6th July 2017 and
the committee considered the matter decided to Process the application with direction
to RD to issue the communicalion drafter by the SRC confidentially to the Chairperson
(NCrE).

A letler was addressed to chair person NCTE Hqrs on 13.07.2017 along with brief of
the case. The same was handed over in person by Shri Sanjya Gupta, RD to the office
Of CP,

A letter was received from the institution on 23.08.2017 and stating as under:-

"We are pleased to inform you that we preferred an appeal to NCTE, Delhi
against the Order No. SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP 1 4847/8. EdnN/201 7-1 8/9 1 1 98,
dated 19.01.2017.

The NCTE, Delhi considered our appeal on 06.05.2017 and concluded that
the matter deseNed to be remanded lo fhe SRC with a direction to take

fufther action.
The 34!d meeting of SRC held on 5-6 July, 2017 considered the matter
and directed the SRC to process. So far we have not received any
communication from your office. Hence, we request you to look into the
matter and do the needful".

The reply not received from chairperson NCTE Hqrs till date

The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. The lnstitution has rcminded us for action on the Appellate Authority's
order.

2. We have not yet received any reply from NCTE (HQ). Remind

> (s.
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Tamilnadu Teachers Education University, Gangaiammam Koil

Chennai-600097, Tamilnadu
Karapallam,

Tamilnadu Teachers Education University, Chennai-600097, Tamilnadu has applied for
grant of recognition to six TNTEU constituent colleges at various districts for offering

B.Ed degree programme for the academic session 2017-18 thorough online.

TNTEU College of Education,

Navinipatti, Melur, Madurai

District, Tamilnadu

A letter dated 15.07.2016 was received from the Tamilnadu Teachers Education
University on 18.07.2016 stated as under:

"....in continuation to our Hon'ble Vice Chancellor's letter cited ( a copy marked
to the Regional Directo) addressed to the Chairperson, NCTE, New Delhi, I submit
that we are yet to get ceftain documents from the Government of Tamilnadu with
regard to the proposed establishment of five Tamilnadu Teachers Education
University Constituent Colleges at Edapadi- Salem District, Villupuram- Villupuram
District, Ramanathapuram- Ramanathapuram District, Melur-Madurai District and
Chennai. Hence, the University may be permitted to submit the hard copies of all
documents as soon as they are received from the Government of Tamilnadu.

The matterwas placed before SRC in its 319th meeting held on 30th,31"tAugust & 1't
September 2016, and the Committee considered and decided as under:

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

st.

No

Application

ID

Application Code Course Name & Address of the

institutions

1 1 0959 SRCAPP2O1630169 B.Ed TNTEU College of Education,

Edappadi Taluk, Salem

District, Tamilnadu

2 11351 SRCAPP2O1630174 B,Ed TNTEU College of Education,

Keezhperumpakkam,

Villupuram District, Tamilnadu

3 11386 SRCAPP2Ol 6301 86 B.Ed TNTEU College of Education,

Achuthan Vayal,

Ramanathpuram District,

Tamilnadu

4 11412 SRCAPP2O1630184 B.Ed TNTEU College of Education,

Karapakkam, Sholimganallur,

Kancheepuram District,

Tamilnadu

5 11430 SRCAPP20l 6301 90 B.Ed TNTEU College of Education,

Melavaniyankudi Panchayath,

Sivagangai District, Tamilnadu

6 11437 SRCAPP2Ol 6301 91 B.Ed
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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.

NCTE-Hqrs in its letter dated 01.09.2016 forwarded a copy of VCs letter dated

30.06.2016 with the request to take appropriate action.

Note: 1) As per TNTEU letter dated 30.06.2016 & 15.07.2016, the University
proposed lo start five TNTEU constituent Colleges in different districts
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 20'14, provides as under

"(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or more of the following

circumstance.

a) Failure to furnish the application fee, as prescribed under rule 9 of the

National Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or before the date

of submission of online application.
b) Failure to submit print out of the applications made along with the land

documents as required under sub-Regulation 5 within fifteen days of the

submission of the online application."

The hard copies of all six applications have not been received in SRC till date.

The matler was placed before SRC in its 321"tmeetrng held on 28rh to 29th September,

2016 considered the matter and decided as under:-

o The SRC has no authority to relax Regulations, or to extend time-limits notified

by the NCTE (HQ) that being so, lhe request of the TNTEU cannot be

accepted.

As per the decision of SRC, a rejection order was issued lo all six applications on

29.09.2016.

A letter dated 08.08.2017 received by this office on '16.08.2017 from TNTEU

The Committce considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. We have for attention a letter from the V.C. of TN'IELJ.

2. 'l'he letter details the maior steps taken (cg. Allotment of govt. land ;

budget allocation for construction work, etc.) to set up the constituent
colleges as proofofthe sincerity oftheir intention.

3. The information given is unnecessary because the TNTEU's intention was

not at all the issue in dis ute.

(S. sathya m)
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> 4.1 The NC'I'E Regulations require on-line submission of applications
followed up by submission of hard - copies within a stipulated period.

4.2 The 'INTEU 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 reiection'
of the application.

6. The SRC is, therefore, unable to do anything further in the matter.
7. Send a polite reply accordingly.

(s. sathyam)
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lnstitute of Distance Education University of Madras, Khasara No.3173, Plot No.
1331137, Chepauk Village and Taluk, Triplicane Post, Chennai City and Districl
600005, Tamil Nadu.

lnstitute of Dislance Education, University of Madras, Plot No. '133/137, Wallajah Road,
Chepauk Village and Taluk, Triplicane Post, Chennai City and Districf600005, Tamil
Nadu applied for grant of recognition to lnstitute of Distance Education University of
Madras, Khasara No.3173, Plot No. 133/'137, Chepauk Village and Taluk, Triplicane
Post, Chennai City and Distric!600005, Tamil Nadu for offering B.Ed-Distance mode of
two years duration for the academic yeat 2016-17 under Section 14/15 of the NCTE
Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 30.05.2015.
The institution submitted the hard copy of the application on 22.06.2015.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014. A letter to State Government for
recommendation was sent on 25.06.2015, and Reminder-l on 11.11.2016.

Sub-clause (2) of clause 7 of Regulations, 2014 for processing of applications
stipulates as under:-

"(2) The application shall be summarily rejected under one or more of the following
circumstance-

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

"While submitting the application online a copy of the registered land document
issued by the competent authority, indicating that the society or institution
applying for the programme possesses /and on the date of application, shall be

Chairman

(a) Failure to furnish the application fee, as prescribed under rule g of the
National Council for Teacher Education Rules, 1997 on or before the date of
subrnlsslon of onl ine appl ication;

(b) Failure to submit print oul of the applications made online along with the land
documents as required under sub-regulation (4) of Regulation 5 within fifteen
days of the submlss/on of the online application".
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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 submitted online electronically along with the
processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection
ceftificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the application,
it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the applicant on every
page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the end of the application."

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

The institution 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-
section (3) of Section 5 of Regulations, 2014.

The SRC in its 291"tmeeting held on 2O'h -21"tAugust, 20'15 considered the matter,

and afler careful perusal of the original application for B.Ed (DE) course for the session
20'16-1 7 submitted on-line on 30.05.20'l 5 and hard copy on 22.06.201 5 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 S RC, rejeclion order was issued to the institution 1 3.10.201 5.

Meantime letter dated 14.01.2016 was received on '19.01.20'16 from NCTE Hqrs
regarding Acceptance of hardcopy of applications for 2016-17. The letter stated that '7

am directed to refer to this office letter even no dated 1 5"' July. 2015 conveying therein
orders of Chairperson in paragraph 4 of the tetter that 1sth July 2015 will be the last

date for submission of hardcopy of application for the academic session 201516,
irrespective of the date of onlne submlssion. ln this regard, attention is invited to a
subsequent letter daled 7th September, 2015 wherein under the last line of paragraph l,

the position as lt exlsls in clause 7 of the Regulations 2014 has been indicated. lt is
hereby clarified that inclusion of this line was an inadverlent mistake, therefore was not
necessary and may be ignored. As such, the directions of the chairperson NCTE, as

t-

)

conveyed in this office vide above me 1 sth 14 extendin thentioned
of the

2
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hard tca tions for
2015 is reiterated for compliance"

An email dated 18.01.20'16 was received from NCTE Hqrs with the request to send

original records of the institution along with comments on the appeal.
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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 its earlier
stand to reject a// cases of non-submission or delayed subrnisslon of NOC's and
decided to reopen and process a// such rejected cases by accepting NOCs even
now irrespective of thet dates of issue".

A letter was sent to NCTE Hqrs on 03.02.2016 stated that the file required to be placed
before SRC, hence the file not sent to the NCTE-Hqrs.

The matter was again placed for reconsideration before SRC in its 304th meeting held
on 1 gth & 20th February, 20'16, The Committee considered matter and decided as
under:

91

1 . BP is not approved by competent authority
2. BCC to be submitted.
3. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.
4. Cause Composite lnspection.

As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT
members on 17.03.2016. The lnspectton of the institution was conducted on
22.03.2016 and W report along with documents received on 28.03.20'16.
The SRC in its 308'h meeting held on 28'h -30'h March 2016, considered the matter and
decided as under

o 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'd meeting held on 16ih to 1 8th November, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as follows:

1 . BCC is not yet given.

2. Duly approved BP is also not yet given.
3. Details of study centres are also nol given.
4. Other details listed in Cl.9, Appendix '10 of the Regulations are not given
5. lssue SCN accordingly.

As for lhe decision of the SRC, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institut
30.1 1 .20'16. Reply to the SCN was received from the institulion on 26. j2.2016.

The SRC in its 326rh meeting held on 04th & 05th January, 2O1l and the committee
considered the matter and decided as under :-

(S. Sathya m)
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1. BCC is not in the prescribed format.
2. Same photocopy of BP is submitted for B.Ed. and D.El.Ed. without any

apportionment, demarcation, etc. details.
3. Details of clause 9, appendix-10 of Regulations are still not given.

4. lssue SCN accordingly.

As per the decision of the SRC, a show cause Notice was issued to the institution on

18.01.2017. The institution has submitted reply to the SCN on 10.02.2017.

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

1. The BP with details of convenience apportionment and earmarking of builtup
area has to be given duly approved by the Competent authority. 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. lssue 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 representation on 03.03.2017.

The SRC in its 332ndmeeting held on 28th February to 3'd March, 2017 lhe committee
considered the reply and documents and decided as under:-

1. Details of Study centres are given,

2. But, Study material not yet shown. To say that they will be borrowed from
IGNOU is not enough.

3. BP-total plan is approved by the University Engineer. But, earmarking and

formal allocation of that space for B.Ed.-DE is requied.

4. BCC is duly approved. But, only a photocopy is given. Original or a certified
copy is required.

5. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued on

09.03.2017. The institution has not submitted reply so far.

The SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30th & 31't 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 LOl. Give further time till 18.4.17.

3. Put up on 19.4.17.

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

07.04.2017.

92
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The institution has submitted the show cause notice reply on 30.03.2017

The SRC, in ils 335th meeting held on 11th to 12rh April, 2017 lhe committee considered
the matter and decided as under:-

1 . BP is not approved by competent authority.

2. BCC is approved. But, every page should be signed. Also, it should indicate the
date of approval/issue. The title shows it to be a building for Diploma in

Elementary Education. This should be corrected.

3. Study material are still not ready. Whether approval of UGC is required is not

clear.

4. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, a show cause Notice was issue to 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'h meeting held on O'l"ito O3'd May,2017
considered lhe matter and decided as under:-

1 . Their reply is seen.

2. 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'.

3.2 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 w.e.f. 2017-18, we will not be able, afier 2.5.17,1o issue FR w.e.1.2017-
18.

3.4 Time is given till 1.8.17 for preparation of study material.
4. lnform accordingly.

As per the decision of SRC, a lelter was sent to the University on 09.05.2017

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

(S. Sathyam)
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Sri Vidyodaya College of Education for Women,2-2-232,Brundavan Road, Ttrupathi -
517507,Andhra Pradesh

Sri Vidyodaya College of Education for Women,2-2-232,Brundavan Road, Tirupathi -
517507,Andhra Pradesh had applied for grant of recognition to B.Ed course of one
year duration from the academic session 2002 - 2003 to the Southern Regional

Committee on 08.09.2000.

The institution was refused recognition vide 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 to
return the fixed deposit receipt of Rs. 5 lakhs submitted to this office on 08.12.2010.

On 07.08.2014, afax is received by this office regarding the appellate authority order
reversing the rejection order of SRC dated 30th July, 2003.

The appellate authority order F.No.89-133/2003/Appeal dated 17 122003 is as under

"Smt.C.Brinda Prasad, President & Correspondent, Sri. Vidyodaya College of
Education for Women, A.P. presented the case of the appellant institution on

the 21't October, 2003.1n the appeat as well as during the personal

presentation it has been submitted that the Commissioner of Higher Education,

Hyderabad has approved 1 + 7 teaching staff on the 21"t February ,2003 and

the Registrar of affiliating University (ASP University ,Tirupati has counter

signed the same ; at the time of visit of experts, two faculty members could not

be present due to personalreasons but they are ready to join; two instructor for
aft and two instructors for lT literacy were appointed long back and they are still

available : four educationaljournals are being subscribed, spacious five storied

building located in the midst of an educational institution for women has been

taken on lease for a period of five years lt laboratory is equipped with 10

personal computers and other accessorles and a sum of Rs. 5 /akhs has been

deposited for 60 months on the 19th March , 2001.

The Council noted that the institution was visited for the second time on ld
June 2003.The visiting team observed that while necessary
infrastructural/instructionalfacilities have been created, the building has

asbestos roof. Further, the Committee noted that the institute has submitted list

of teachers verified by the University and the Sfafe Government.

The Council, after careful consideration of allaspecfs of the matter has come

to the conclusion that appeal of the institution deserves to be accepted. The

order of SRC
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reversed and recognition granted to Sri Vidyodaya of Education for
Women, Tirupathifor B.Ed course with an intake of 100 seats from 2003-04
subject to the condition that before commencing the course, the institution shall
submit a final list of Principal and teachers including instructors duly
countersigned by the University authorities, as the earlier /isf was approved
way back in February, 2003.
The Councilreyerses the order appealed against."

SRC in rts 273'd Meeting held during 30th September,2Ol4 and 1'tOctober,2014
nsidered the matter, fax dated 07.08.2014 received in this office regarding the

late authority order reversing the rejection order of SRC dated 30th J uly, 2003. The
ommittee decided and advised Southern Regional Office to

"1. Write to NCTE (H'qrs) pointing out these facts and the attendant
violation of

the Act and seek advice.
2. Ask for copies of the documents fo rebuild the case."

As per the decision of SRC, a letter 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

ln the meantime on 19.12.2014, as per the direction from NCTE (Ha), a letter seeking
consent on the willingness of the institution for 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
application to be processed as per Regulations, 2014.

following are observed from the file:-

A fax ( appellate authority order dated 17.12.2003 )was received by this
office
on 07.08.2014 and there is no number/from address displayed to trace
out who has senl the fax.

2. The appellate authority order dated 17.12.2003 was not available in the
file

and as per records, the order was not brought to the notice of SRC f#
date. lt was a/so observed from the file that the institution has not
submitted approved staff list as per the condition specified in the
appellate authority dated 1 7. 1 2.2003

As per the decision of 273'd Meeting of SRC, a letter is addressed to

the Member Secretary, NCTE-HQ seeking advise in the matter. Reply
from

(S. Sathyam)
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4. On 28.02.2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit on Rs. 100/-
stamp paper expressing adherence to Regulations, 2014.

The SRC in its 284th meeting held on 09th - 1Oth April, 2O15 considered the matter and
decided as under:

1. Remind NCTE (HQ) for clarifying the position.

2. Withhold issue of RPRO until such clarification

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was addressed t oNCTE-Hqrs on 27.05.2015 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 24.09.20'15, the institution has submitted a written request for issuance of revised
order which is as under.

"We have been running our institution from 2003-2004 till date 2014-15
sincerely and without any issues. lnspite of that and submitting the affidavit and
the necessary papers, we have not received orders for the academic year
201516. Therefore, we request you to kindly rssue fhe orders as soon as
possib/e. "

Another letter was addressed to NCTE - Hqrs on 05.10.2015 seeking clarification on
the appellate authority order dated 17 .12.2003, received by this office on 07.08.2014.

Reply has not been received from NCTE - Hqrs so far.

The institution has submitted its representation on 08.08 2017 along with the approved
photocopy of Faculty List lt stated as under.

(RPRO) ls issued to us. Ihrs was followed by our reminded request dated
24.09.2015.

Furlher it is to be brought to your notice that in compliance of the Appellate
Order dated 17.12.2003, we submitted Fresh Approved Faculty List to SRC
(Copy Attached). Due to the demise of our President and Correspondent this
matte could not be followed frequently.

Kindly issue fhe RPRO and figure our institution in the list of recognized
institutions by the NCTE."

'Ihe Committee considcred the institution writtcn reprcsentation and
decided as under:

7. No records are available about this institution. Only somc stray pieccs of
information are availablc.
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2.1. Wc can not treat this as a ncw case because the last date for
application is ovcr.

2.2 We can only treat this as a RPRO case. llut, for that there should bc

information about its continucd functioning.
2.3 l-ct us ask thc S.v. lJniv whethcr thcy have any affiliation dctails about

this institution. 3. Simultaneously, ask thc Institution / Society to submit
all relevant documcnts to consider thc possibility of this bcing
proccssed as a RI,RO case.

4. Therc is refercncc about 'asbestos' roofing. rind out whcther it is still
thcrc.

5.1 As rcgards infrastructurc, thc information is that they have a big
building on a 5 year leasc, What is the position now ?.

5.2 No documcnts about title are there. Obtain.

6. Put up in Nov.17

AzimPrem1i University, PES Campus, Pixel Park, B Block, Electronic City, Hosur Road,

( Behind Nice Road), Bangalore (U)-560010, Karnataka.

AzimPremji Foundation for Development, PES Campus, Pixel Park B Block, Electrinic

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.Edcourse in the name of
AzimPremii Universaty, PES Campus, Pixel Park, B Block, Electronic City, Hosur

Road, ( Behind Nice Road), Bangalore (U)-560010, Karnataka on 30.05.2016 and

hard copy of the application was received on 07.06.2016.

Letter was addressed to the Secrelary to Government, Education Departmenl,

Government of Karnataka seeking recommendation /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 -l was issued on 01.10.2016. Reminder-ll was sentlo the

Government on 02.1 1.2016.

Recommendation of the State Governmenl was received by this office after the
completion of 90 days from the date of issue of the letters to the State Government
vide Govt. Order No:ED 281 URC 2016, Bangalore, dated 15.12.2016 for 8.A., B.Ed /

B.Sc.B.Ed and vide order no. ED 282 URC 2016, Bangalore, daled 14.12.2016 lor
M.Ed course.
The online application was scrulinized along with hard copy of the application.

The SRC in its 324th meeting held during 07in - 08th December, 2016, considered the

scrutiny of the application and decided as under:-

1."Four entities are involved- AzimPremji Trust; AzimPremji Foundation for
Development; Peoples Education Society, and AzimPremji University.

2.The promoter society is the Foundation, They have no title to the lands.

3.The University is the institution concerned. They have only 'lease hold
title', uired from a private party. This is not admissible under the 2014

(5. sathyam)
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Regulations.
4.AzimPremji Trust and Peoples Education Society are not legally relevant

to thls case.

5. EC is not given.

6.LUC is not given.

7.BP is not given.

8.BCC /s not given. Building is repofted to be still under construction.
9.For M.Ed -NAAC certficate is not given.

,0. /ssue Show Cause Notice accordingly."

1. "The SRC drd not mean to question the academic standing of the
AzimPremji University.

2. The SRC has to funclion strictly under the NCTE Regulations. lt has no
power or discretion to relax 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 335rh meeting held during 'llih - 12th April, 2017 considered the matter
of non submission of reply of the institution and decided as under:-

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

The SRC in its 336'h meeting held during 19th - 20ih April, 201 7 reconsidered the
matter and decided as under:-

'l. "The communication of the NCTE (HQ) about the proposed amendmenl to
the Regulations is seen. Circulate copies to all the Members We can
discuss in the next meeting.

2. SRO has brought up the case of AzimPremji University for constderatron
towards possible review w.r.t. the proposed amendment. 

i
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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 29.12.20j6 and
hard copy on 30.12.2016.

The SRC in its 327th meeting held during 'l gth& 20th January, 2017 considered the
notice reply and decided as under:-
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3. We find it difficult to accept this agenda rtem 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 order is not relevant for our consideration."

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

No. F.No./NCTE/SRC/SRCAPP201630034/M Ed/B.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.EdlKN2017-

18192951, dated 24 04.2017.

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC, the institution filed an appeal before the

appellate authority, NCTE Hqrs.

The appellate authority vide order F No. 89/221l2O17Appeall7th lVleeting-2017 dated

01.05.2017 has stated as under -

"Appeal Committee noted that appeal made AzimPremji University is against

an order dated 24.04.2017. The appellant University had applied for M.Ed

and B.A.B.Ed i B.Sc.B.Ed courses with a proposal to conduct the

programmes in a leased premises for the time being and subsequently shift to

their own premises which is 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 8(4) of the

regulations enabling Central or State Govt. lnstitution or Universities to seek

recognition for a period of five years on land or premises, which is leased to

them. Appeal Committee further noted that, So.uthern Regional Committee

(SRC) in'a further meeting held on 19th and 20th April, 2017 discussed the

amendment which was just a proposal approved by the supreme body of

NCTE at that time and decided to confirm rts earlier decision which was taken

in 335th Meeting held on 1'lth and 12th April,2017 Appeal Committee

appreciates that SRC has rightly and logically decided not to review their own

decision to refuse recognition to AzimPremji University on the ground of

proposed functioning from a leased land and building.

NCTE apprised the Appeal Committee that an amendment to NCTE

Regulations , 2014 has since been notrfied 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 Committee should consider subsequent development

and adjudicate judiciously.

Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the case to SRC to

consider the case of appellant University in light of the amendments carried

out 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 daled 28.04.2017

issued by NCTE amending the NCTE Regulations,2014. Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to SRC Bangalore for reconsrdering the

t-\
+(-.^^rh
(S. Sathyam)/

Chairman'

I



\tl>

100

Chairman

34Stn Meeting o[SRC
27st & 2znd, September, 2017

matter in light of the amendments made to NCTE Regulations,2014.

After perusal of the memorandum of appeal affidavit, documents available on
records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing the
Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be remanded to SRC
Bangalore for reconsidering the matter in light of the amendments made to
NCTE Regulations 2014.

The council hereby remands back the case of AzimPremji University, Anekal,
Karnataka to the SRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above. "

The SRC in rts 338th meeting held during 1st - 3rd May,2017 considered the matter and
decided as under -

"1. As described our SCN on 08.12.2016, there are four main entities in this
case:
AzimPremji University,Premji Foundatron for Development; AzimPremji Trust;
and peoples Education Society.

2 documents given show that all land dealings ( sale or lease) are between
P.E.S. and A.P. Trust.

3 1 The A.P. Foundation is the promoter Society. They have no title ( freehold or
lease).

3 2 The A.P. University is the institution concerned. They have no title ( freehold
or leasehold)

4.1 NCTE ( Council) has amended the Regulation to relax the norms relating to
landarea requirement in hill-areas and urban areas; even 'lease ' has been
allowed.

4.2 That being so, the earlier considerations relating to land-holding need not
anymore be a hurdle to further processing this case.
4.3 Availability of 1000 sq.mts of land for supporting a super-structure of built-

up area is the minimum requirement indicated
5.1 We can now get the VT inspection done.
5.2 Cause composite inspection for M.Ed ( '1 unit) and B.A.B.Ed / B.Sc.B.Ed (

2 units).

5.3 Ask the V.T. to collect all relevant documenls. Title-deeds ( if any); LUC
& EC for the Sy. Nos. involved, and B.P.and BCC;"

VT members names were generated through online VT module for inspection during
the period 14.05.2017 to 03.06.2017. lnspection of the institution was conducted on
30.05.2017 and 31.05.2017 and the VT report along with documents received on
02.06.2017.

The SRC in rts 342nd meeting held during 05'h - 06'h July, 2017 consrdered the VT
report and decided as under:-

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

D.^,--a ou*,
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against each lhe correct factual position relatlng
University."

to the AzimPrem.li

An e-mail received by this office from lhe Under Secretary ( Regulations), NCTE, Hqrs
on -:- stated as under:-

"l 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 daled 28.04.2017.
It is hereby clarified that an exemption has been carved out to the main existing
provisaon 8(4) in Regulation. Thus the provisios mentionedbelow 8 (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 is less than required as per the main provision. Thus each provision

indicates different situations for which spectfic prescriptions 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:

"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 from the Government or Government
institutions for a period of not less than thirty years subject to the relevant laws
of the concerned State or Union Territory.

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

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

Provided also that in case of Central or State Government lnstttutions
or Universities, recognition may be accorded on land or premises, which is

leased to them for a period of thirty year or more.

Provided also that in cases of Cities notified as Category X and Y by
the Government of lndia for the purposes of house rent allowance, any
University or College which has been in existence for the last ten academic
years on the date of application and nol in possession of land as per National
Council for Teacher Education norms, be allowed to apply for new Teacher
Education Programmes or additional lntake exclusively on the basis of the
availability of built up area as per National Council for Teacher Education

Norms, if the institution has at least one lhousand sq.meter of land area on
which the required infrastructure is built up."

2. The case under reference pertain to lhe 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 flve
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 facilitattng a
TEI which propose to be run from premises which are not owned by it.

3. Needless to say, all other norms pertalning 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 consideralion."

Overall Assessme nt of VT members:-

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 documenls. The videography has been carried out to
ensure the availability of the infrastructural and instructional facilities in the
University for B.A. B. EdB.Sc.B.Ed and M.Ed courses The VT member after
having a round of the University and physically verified all lhe relevant
documents observed as under:-

o AzrmPremji Trust is the trust that holds the endowment corpus.
AzimPrem.ii Foundation for Development ( sponsoring body of the
AjinPremji University) is the beneficiary of the AzimPremji Trust.

. Peoples Education Society is a separate el:ternal 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 Certificate, Building Plan and Building
Completion Certificate all are in favour of People Education Society.

. The AzimPremji University ( Lessee) has taken on lease from People
Education Society ( Lessor) vide registered lease deed no: BNG (U)
BfM 84812017118 the third floor of the building located on survey no.
224. fhis is for exclusive use for the proposed teacher education
programs.

. ln 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.

c) Fourth floor - Physical Educatlon Room and Gymnasium .

The lease deeds terms are as under:-
a) Lease Deed dated 26.09.20'16 Eqlhrcefearc
b) Lease Deed dated 26.09.2016 - For three vears
c) Lease Deed dated 02.01.2017 - For three vears

. The encumbrance fort the above registered lease deed in favour of
AzimPrem.Ji University has been created. The copy of the encumbrance
Certificate is attached.

. As per the Gazette of lndia extraordinary notification dated April 29,2017
boint 2 on e4" rovided that in case of Universities re nition
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may be accorded for a period of five years on land or Premises which is
leased to them.

As per lease deed only building part i.e. floorwise part is leased to
AzimPremji University not land

As per AzimPremji 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 AzimPremji 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.
The University has created his own website i.e.
www.azrmoremil universitv.edu.in

. The University has made provision for safety measure during exigency.

. The University campus, building, furniture is barrier free and disabled
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 according to norms of NCTE.

r Library is well furnished having 3592+1702 =5294 books. Title
3242+1535=4777, Encyclopedia 43 and total capacity of seating in the
library is 140.

' lndoor and outdoor games facilities are available.
. ln this connection it is felt that this case is fonvarded to SRC, NCTE for

further necessary action.

1 . Un Registered lease deed for a period of 3 years dated 24.09.2015
is submitted at the time of making application which was not as per
Regulations 2014.

2. License deed dated 26.09.2016 ( with effect from July 1, 2015) ,

Lease deed dated 26.09.2016 ( up to 30th June, 2018 and
Additional lease deed dated 02.05 .2017 were submitted along with
the Visiting Team Reporl.

3. ln the additional lease deed dated 02.05.2017 it is mentioned that
only upon receipt of letter of intent from to commence the teacher
education programmes.

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

"l 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. lt is
hereby clarified that an exemption has been carved out to the main existing
provision B( ) 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 land which is not owned by it or even
where the land area is less than uired as the main sion. Thus

a
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each provision indicates different situalions for which specific prescriptions
have been given for relaxing the lafld area requirement or even the land
ownership norms. The amended part of sub regulation (4) is staled below:

"No institution shall be granted recognition under these regulations unless the
instatution 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 from the Government or
Government institutions for a period of not less than thirty years subject to
the relevant laws of the concerned State or Union Territory.

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

Provided further that such institution shall be required to shift to premises
with own land and building thereon, in conformity with the specification in

these regulations wilhin a period of five years from the date of recognition.
Provided also that in case of Central or State Government lnstitutions or
Universities, recognition may be accorded on land or premises, which is
leased to them for a period of lhirty year or more.

Provided also that in cases of Cities notified as Category X and Y by the
Government of lndia 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 lntake exclusively on the
basis of the availability of built up area as per National Council for Teacher
Education Norms, if the institution has at least one thousand sq.meter of
land area on which the required infrastructure is built up."

2. The case under reference pertain to the first provisio and the requiremenl
here would be that at 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 lo its
own premises. The proviso is specific and is on standalone basis for
facilitating a TEI which propose to be run from premises which are not
owned by it.

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

1. The NCTE (HQ) has sent a clarification regarding the recently
amended regulation. The effective position is that govt
institutions/Univs can be given recognition for 5 years even on leased
land or premises.

2. The V.'I.l report is examined.
3.1Azim premii 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 .ln the result, and for thc reasons given above, the Azim Premii Univ
does not qualify for consideration at all.

5. Issue SCN accordingly

Block lnstitute of Teacher Education(BITE), Gudalur Village, GHSS Campus,

Ovelley Road, Gudalur Taluk & City, Nilgiris District-643211, Tamil Nadu

Block lnstitute of Teacher Education(BITE), Gudalur Village, GHSS Campus, Ovelley
Road, Gudalur Taluk & City, Nilgiris District643211, Tamil Nadu applied for grant of
recognition to Block lnstitute of Teacher Education(BITE), Gudalur Village, GHSS

Campus, Ovelley Road, Gudalur Taluk & City, Nilgiris District643211, Tamil Nadu for
offering D.El.Ed course for two years duration for the academic year 2017-18 under
Section 14115 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE

through online on 27.05.2016.The institution has submitted the hard copy of the
application on 03.06.201 6.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)
Regulations,2014 notified by NCTE on 01.12.2014.

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

04.07.2016 followed by Reminder lon 01 .10.2016 and Reminder ll on 02.11.2016.

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 19th to 20th

January, 2017 and the Committee considered and decided as under:-

1. This will be a 'stand alone' course.

2. Land document is not given.

3. NOC is given.

4. BP is given. Builtup area is 1116 sq.mts.

5. BCC not given.

6. LUC/EC - not required for a Govt. institution

7. lssue 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 329th Nileeting held on 06th & 07th February, 2017 considered the matter
and decaded as follows,

As per the decision of the SRC, VT members names were generated through online
VT module for inspection during the period 19.03.2017 to 08.04.2017.

The inspection was conducted by VT Members on 02.04.2017 lo 04.04.20j7
lnspection report hard copy received on 11 .04.2017 .

The SRC in its 335ih meeting held on 11th - 12th April, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under:-

1 . Title is there. Govt. land. Land area is adequate.

2. LUC/EC not required.

3. BP is approved by PWD Engineer and not the local body concerned. But, State
Govt. has given the required permission.

4. BCC is not given.

5. lssue LOI for D.El.Ed.(1 unit). Ask them to submit BCC atong with the LOt

reply.

As per the decision of SRC, LOI was sent through on-line on18.04.2017 and the
institution submitted the LOI reply on 28.04.2017.

The SRC in its 338rh meeting held on 01"1 - 03'd May, 2017 considered the matter and
decided as under.-

1 . LOI reply is received.

2. BCC, duly approved, is given. But, it is not in format

3. Faculty list is examined;

- There is no regular Principal.

(S. Sathya m+
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1. Land documents are given. Land area is adequate.
2. LUC is there.

3. EC not required. Govt. land.

4. Building Plan is in order.

5. BCC nol given.

6. FDRs not required.

7. Cause inspection.

8. Ask W to collect all relevant documents.
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- Subject specialization of faculty members is not shown

4. lssue SCN 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 1 1.05.2017.

The SCN reply was placed before SRC in its 339rh meeting held on 22nd to 23'd May,

2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

As per the decisron of SRC, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on
30.05.2017. The institution submitted reply on 14.06.2017.

The SRC in its 342"d meeting held on sih to 6ih July,2O17 considered the matter and
decided as under:-

1. Their reply to our SCN dt. 14.6.'17 ls by and large satisfactory.

2.'l Nevertheless, one point will need further clanfication.
2.2 ln 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. lt 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. lssue SCN accordingly.

. Before proceeding further please ask them to clarify whelher they have (or,
pl9p99e !9 ll!gqqSelq!y9!!9r c!q99(sl lf !'q!L!his case ma be hit the

(S. Sathyam)i
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'l . What we need is BCC in format. Building Soundness Certificate is not the
same. Ask lhem to clarify.

2. Service certificate of Principal is not submitted.

3. Subject specialization of faculty members is shown. The Following deficiencies
are there:

(i) One Asst. Prof.(Persp.) is required.

(ii) One Asst. Prof.(Perf. Arts) is required.

4. Issue SCN accordingly.

5. lt may be clarified to them that, aftet 2.5.17 time limit prescribed by the

Supreme Court, it will not be possible for us to grant FR w.e.f. 2017-18.

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 3441h meeting held on 17rh to 18ih August,
2017 and the Committee consrdered the matter and decided as under:-
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'sland alone' clause

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 01.09.2017. The
institution has submttted 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 applied for offering D.El.Ed. course for two years duration to the
Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through on-line mode on 27.05.2016. Also
the hard copy of the application has submitted on 03.06.2016. Ifre SRC-NCfE,
327th meeling held on 19th to 2d' January 2017 conftmed this as 'stand atone'
course.

The Committcc considcred the above matter and decided as under:

1. The NCTE Regulations 2014 specifically prohit it'stand alone'courses.
2. The applicant admits that this will be a case of 'stand alone' D.El,Ed.
3. They want special consideration. '[he SRC has no power to relax the

Regulations.
4. Reiect their application.
5. Close the file.

Sri Rama College of Elementary Education, Plot No.128,
Mandal,Medak District, Pin-502102. Andhra Pradesh

Akbarpet, Mirdoddi

Vikas Educational Society,Plot No.1,B.Pally Road,Akbarpet,Mirdoddi Medak
Districl, Pin-502102, Andhra pradesh had submitted an online application to the
Southern Regional Committee of NCTE on 29.09.20'l 1 and physical application On
04.10.2011 for grant recognition for D.El.Ed course of two year duration with an annual
intake of 50 students at Sri Rama College of Elementary Education, Plot No.'128,
Akbarpet, Mirdoddi Mandal,lMedak 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 25.2.2014 and 26.2.2014, enclosing a letter from Commissioner and
Director of School Education, Andhra Pradesh to Regional Director, SRC, NCTE,
Bangalore daled 23.12.2013 to communicate the order passed on the detailed report
submitted to NCTE, Bangalore in respect of (41) D.Ed colleges who have made
admissions during 2012-13 at their on in violation of admission rules and to take
necessary aclion as per NCTE rules.

The SRC in its 268th meeting held on 4rh & 5rh June 2014, considered the matter, letter
daled 25.02.2014 & 26.02.2014 from Shri Gopal Reddy, Director, SCERT, Hyderabad,
Andhra Pradesh letter dated 23.12.2013 and decided to i ow Cause N for
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We fufther inform that we are not offerina any other courseb). Accordina to the
present Government policv. now we are kindlv reouestinq you to arant recoanition
for'stand alone'D.El.Ed. (1 unit) course".
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withdrawal of recognilion for the violations of Regulation 8
Norms and Standards for D.EL.Ed course, 2009, as repo
respect of 4'1 D.Ed colleges who have made admissions
in violation of admission rules issued by the State Govt. of

(12lof 2009 and 3 (3) of the
rted by the affiliating body in
during 20'12-1 3 at lheir own

A, P,

As per the decision of SRC, Show Cause Nolice 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 Sri Rama College of Elementary Education,
Akbarpet,l\iledak against the Government of Andhra pradesh which is as under

Post for admission on 11 .03.2013

It is not in dispute that the petitioner has been granted recognition for
D.El.Ed course by the National Council for Teacher Education
(N.C.f.E) that too, effective from the current academic year. The State
Council of Higher Education ls a/so sa/d to have made necessary
recommendations The only impediment for the petitioner to function is
the absence of a G.O

The order of approval by the N.C.T.E was lssued 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
Government in this regard. Fufther, the law laid down by the Hon'bte
Supreme Coui ts to the effect
that once a statutory specialized agency, such as A.l.C.T.E, Medicat
Council of lndia or N.C.T.E, accords approval or the recognition , as the
case may be, the other authorities, including the State Government
have to fall in line.
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8-(12) of Regulations 2009 reads as: 'The Universitv or Examinino bodv shall orant
afiXalBo qlly-aterjgllg of the formal recognition order under sub-reoulation (1 1) of
R"qrlation 7 of the"u Requlations Furth"r. admis"ion" by the institrtion shall b"
made onlv after affil

Policy.

3 (3) of Norms & Standards of D.El.Ed course.2009 which read as Admission
Procedure: Admission shall be made on merit on the basis of marks obtained in the
oualifvino examination and
process as oer the policv of the State Govt./UT Administra on.
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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 allotment 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 Sri Rama College of Elementary Education,Akbarpet,lvledak
along with I other institution against Government of Andhra Pradesh.The
Court order is as under:-

" Learned Assistant Government Pleader for School Education
seeks two weeks' time to secure detailed instructions.

Post after three weeks in motion list.

ln the meantime, the attendance put in by the studentsof
the respective petitioner institutions be verified and in case they have
put in the requisite minimum percentage of attendance, their
results may be announced immediately, "

The SRC in its 273'd meeting held on 30th Sept & 01't Oct, 2014 considered lhe matter
and decided as under:

o The Law is clear on this issue. The Supreme Court has also gaven specific
directions. Once 'recognition' is given by NCTE, the affiliating body shall
affiliate. lf they have any problem, they have to take it up with NCTE. ln this
case, the High Court has also reilerated this position. ln their reply to our show
cause notice, the institution has clarified that all the actions were taken in
compliance of the High Court order. The State Government and the SCERT
will, therefore, be well advised to comply with the 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 representalion along with documents on 26.04.2016.

The institution submitted its written representation along with documents on
25.04.2017 & 28.07 .2017 and stating as under;

".....1 am to state that we have been running D.El€d course in our
college. During the year 2015-2016, our affiliation committee has raised a
deficiency stating "Location Problem".

ln this regard, I wish to bring to your kind notice that we have been
granted recognition in the name of SRI RAMA COLLEGE OF ELEMENTARY
EDUCATION, located at plot No. 128, Akberpet, Midoddi (M), Medak Dist -
502102. From the day of recognition itself, our college is in the same village.
Land registration will be done in the name of Bhoompally Village and postal
address will be mentioned as Akberpet Village. But having no awareness in

ard to the difference in between Hamlet vill and Revenue vill e the

5. Sat hyam)
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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, lelters were issued lo all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Re ulations 2014 seekin nsent on their willin ness for fulfilli the revised

(S, Sathyam

affiliation committee has raised such deficiency.

ln this regard I am hereby enclosing the ceftificate duly signed by the
Tahsildar, mirdoddi (M), having the clarification of our college location and the
clarification in regard to Hamlet village and Revenue Village. The sarne ls a/so
reflected in the very ftst page of our registered land document which was
submitted to you along with the application which is submitted for seeking
recognition from your renowned office.

ln view of the above circumstances, I wish to bring to your kind notice
that we have submitted our request proposal on 29.02.2016 and on 26.04.2016
along with the cenified copy of Tahsildar for your kind consideration. But, ti
today, we have not yet received any communication from your office. As our
case is pending at SRC /evel, the TSCERT has held up our renewal affiliation
for the years 201G2016 and 2016-2017.

Hence, I request you kindly to process our request proposal and
instruct the authorities of fSCERf b issue renewal of affiliation for the year
2017-2018 by accepting the clarification ceftificate lssued by the Tahsildar
concerned."

The Committee considered
decided as under:

the institution written representation and

1. The law is that once NCTE recognition is given, the SCERT shall
a ffi I iate.

2. Ilut, that can not mean that
affiliation conditions.

institutions can merrily violate

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 copics of these cxplanations to the SCERT to check whether
these help the lnstitution to meet the affiliation conditions of the
SCERT.

)zt AOS00594
B.Ed 2 Units
Yerra
Krishnamurthy
College of
Education,
Vizianagaram,
Andhra Pradesh
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Norms and Standards before 31.10.2015

On 21.01.2015, the instatutaon submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an
intake of '100 students. The Revised Recognition order was issued on 12.05.2015.

lnstitution has submitted documents as per revised recognition order on 06.1'1.2015
and 03.06.2016.

SRC in its 314th meeting held on 27th to 28th May 2016, decided as under

"For cases of B.Ed (2 Units) in the existing institution, where RPRO,
has been issued, we have to cause inspection to check adherence to the 2014
Regulations. This action will have to be completed by July 2016 so that revised
Formal Recognition can be issued w.e.f . 2016-17 to enable them to make
admission in time.

Action to check the documents ln these cases (about 1885 in number)
will take time. lnstead of Waiting for that action to be completed for placing

them before the SRC, to save time, VT lnspections can straightaway be
ordered. VT lnspection Repoft can be considered along with examination of the
documents

Regional Director is authorised to initiate action accordingly. The
institution concerned may be alefted 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 Llsts for Submisslon to the VTs."

As per the decision of SRC lnspection intimation was sent to the institution on
14.06.2016

The institution submitted its written representation on 17 .1O.2016 and stating as under;

".....we applied for two units for B.Ed course for the year 2016-17. But in
Andhra Pradesh B.Ed admissions are completed and the convener. Ed.Cet -
2016, Andhra Pradesh allotted fhe sludents for one unit (50 students) onlv for
the vear 2016-17 and also the A{filiation eanTlllee al ADdhIe UnJyersity,
Visakhapatnam was sanctioned one unit (50) to our colleee for the vear 2016-

1f. Hence we are requesting you to kindly postpone the inspection of our
institution under sectton 13/14n S/of NCTE Act, Ref.No.3039724 upto 2017-18
academic year so that we will be very thankful to you sir."

Request of the above said institution was placed before the SRC in ils 342^d meeting
held on 05th & 06rh July, 2017 and the Committee decided the matter as provided

below;

1,L2

)

I

1 The request for reduction of intake strength from 2 units to 1 unit in this
case is accepted subject to the following conditions:

\
-k2,...)^
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(i) The red uction 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 2nd year course in 201 7-18.

(ii) Admissions in 2017-18 witt be limited to one unit of 50. The affiliating
Universities will please ensure that this is stricfly observed.

(iii) Notwithstanding the restriction of admission in the first year course to SO,

there will be no reduction in the faculty strength of 1+'15, as prescribed in
lhe 2014 Regulations because of the continuing workload in the 2nd year
course. The affiliating Universities will please ensure that this is stricfly
observed.

(iv) The faculty strength can be reduced to'l+9 w.e.f. 2018-19.

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.

(i) Resolution of the sponsoring society.
(ii) NOC of lhe Affiliating University.
(iii) No Dues Certificate relating to the Teaching faculty.
(iv) No Dues Certificate relating to the non{eaching faculty

NOTE:

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
allotted (1 unit) 50 students during 2016-17 and Affitiation Committee also
sanctioned only one unit for 2016-'17, due to the above they have requested for
postponement of lnspection. While placing the request for reduction of unit
statement, the above said letter was also mentioned in the statemenl. 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 unil was not issued. lt is
now submitted for lhe consideration of SRC for ratification.

'fhe 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 thc reason for doing so,2.2 Get the l-aculty position also. lt is
possible that w.r.t. cnrolment, the Institution had a reduced Faculty
Strength ; and, thc Univ possibly reduced the affiliation to,one unit,.

3.1 Such interim adiustments are not permissible. Either they should seek
formal reduction. Or, they should maintain the norms/standards for,2
u n its'.

3.2 Ascertain the factual position and report.

2
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Dr. B.V.Syamala
Ratnam College
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D r. B.V Syamala Ratnam College of Education, Srinivasa Nagar, Behind Surya Coach
Factory, Appalakunta, Hindupur, Ananthpur - 5'l 5201 , Andhra Pradesh

Dr. B.V Syamala Rathnam Medical Paramedical & Charity Trust, Hindupur, Andhra
Pradesh has submitted an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE
for grant of recognition to Dr. B.V Syamala Ratnam College of Education, Srinivasa
Nagar, Behind Surya Coach Factory, Appalakunta, Hindupur, Ananthpur - S1S2O1,
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
25.05 2007 .

On 31.12.2014, a letters were issued lo all existing institutions regarding notification of
new Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revised
Norms and Standards before 3'l .'10.2015.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 1OO

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 lhe 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 studenls that is in 201116
seven (07) candidates are allotted by convener, and one (01) seat from
Management, where as in 2016-17 four (04) convener seats are allotted, under
management nine (09) seafs are filled in both above two batches two (02)
candidates are dropped with this students we are getting only a little amount
through fees Sfaff sa/arles and establishment charges are high. /t ls too
difficult to main.

So, lam requesting you to drop our college name in the B.Ed
counseling list for the academic year 2017-18."

'Ihe Committee considered the institution written
decided as under:

representation and

1. They started with 2 units. Subsequently, at their request, it was reduced
to 1 unit.

2. Now, citing poor cnrolment, 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. lnform accordingly
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B.Sc.B.Ed
BA.B,Ed

Tagore
Government
College of
Education,

Andaman &

Nicobar

+
'l /96/855 dated 28.04.2003 pertaining to the institution ( Tagore covt. College of
Education for B.Ed No: AN-S/E-1196 and B.Sc.B.Ed No: AN-SO/N-1/2001). The
institution was granted recognition by the ERcfor lntegreated course from the
academic session 2002-2003.

The original files has been transferred from ERC to this office vide letter No. AN-S/E-

APS02913/B.Sc. B.Ed

Tagore Government College of Education, M.G.Road, lvliddle point, port Blat-1441|01.
Andaman and Nicobar lslands.

Tagore Government College of Education, M.G.Road, Middle Point, port Blair7441O1,
Andaman & Nicobar lsland 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.Sc.B.Ed (Mathematics) lntegrated courseof four years duration from the
academic session 2004-05.

A letter addressed to the Princrpal, Tagore Government College of Education,
Andaman & Niccobar lslands with copy marked to Regional Director, NCTE, SRC
Bangalore, from the Registrar, Pondicherry Unversity, regarding grant of provisional

Affiliation to start lntegrated courses of four years duration in B.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 pa@ 12 (i & ii) stating that:

i) The College should not have started the course without getting prior
affiliation order from the University.

ii) This Provisional Affaliation Order is valid only for this academic year
2003-2004. The College shall apply for renewal of affiliation sjx months
prior to the commencement of the next academic year.

VT lnspection 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 g2ndmeeting held during 26\n - 27'h May, 2OOS considered the VT report
and decided as under:

"to accord recognilion to the additional intake of 10 students for B.Sc.B.Ed
(Mathematics) lntegrated 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 sludents.

APS047 2/8,A, B,Ed :

Tagore Government College of Education, Port Blair, M.G.Road, lvliddle point,

Andaman & Nicobar lsland-744101 had submitted an application to the Southern
R ional Committee of NCTE on 27122005 fot rant of nition for

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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Course of four years lntegrated course duration from the academic session

+
A letter was issued to the institution on 09.06.2006 to complete the deficiencies has
been notrced in the apprication. The institution has submiiled repry to this office on
17 .07 .2006. Accordingly VT was scheduled for inspection.

lnspection of the institution was conducted on 12.0g.2006. The sRC in its 117s
meeting herd during 13, 14 & 19ih september, 2006 considered the vr report and
decided to accord recognition to the additionar intake of 10 students from the academii
session 2006-07.

on 27 09 2006 the instrtution has submitted a retter for rectification in the minutes of
1'l /-" meeting of sRC Accordingry, the recognition order was issued to the institution
on 06.10.2006.

The institution has submitted a letter with a request to increase the total annual inlake
from 30 to 40 students. Accordingry, the revised recognition order was issued to the
institution with an intake of 40 students on 03..1 1 .2006.

The institution has submitted a letter with request for extension of provisional affiliation

lo., j!"^-B,Ed and B.Ed lntegrated courses at Tagore Govt. College of Education on
01.10.2014.

The SRC in its 274th meeting herd during 30rh - 31"roctober, 2014 considered the
request of the institulion 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 on
16.01 .201 5. The institution has submitted written representation on 10.02.201S.

The SRC in its 283'd meeting herd during 02nd - 03'd March, 201s considered the
written representation and decided as under:-

"We do not have the power to relax Regulations and give exlra time to recruit
faculty. Refer to NCTE (He) for advice since this plrtains to Centrat covt.
lnstitution."

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the Hqrs, on O.l .10.201 S. On
13.03.2017,10.04.2017 & 11.04.2017 a retters were received by this office from the
institution with request lo issue of recognition order as per ths new Regulations oi
NCTE

The institution has submitted a letter to Registrar pondicherry University and the same
copy was received by this office on 17 .04.2017 .

\
f<z^nla^,...'
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The SRC in its 3 meeting held during 25 April, 2017 considered a letter of
the institution dated 17.04.2017 and decided as under:

I "This case has been put up because of the reference to some SRC
discussion on the subject in the 335th meeting.

2 Ordinarily, Regulators do not act on 'endorsed' communications. The
person sending this letter, if at all, should have addressed the RD,
SRO, with whatever request he had to make.

3 Be that as it may, three facts have to be stressed:
i. This matter was not on the agenda of the 335th meeting at all.
ii. There was no discussion on the subject in the meeting.
iii. 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.

5 No action is needed on this letter. File it without any further attention.
6 lnform the Pondicherry University concerned 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 is received from the Principal, Tagore Government College of
Education, Port Blair, dated 16.06.2017 stated as under:-

"This College has been running Four Years lntegrated Programme as per the
recognition granted by the ERC, NCTE vide its order no. ERCIT-261200212086(1)
dated 17.O7 .2002 ( copy enclosed) from the academic year 2002-03.

Later when the NCTE region was shifted to SRC, Bangalore, the SRC, NCTE has
granted recognition to run Four Years lntegrated Programme in B.Sc. B.ed ( Maths
and Computer Science) and B.A.B.Ed ( English) for a total of 40 candidates vide
order no. A&N/SEC/A|01/SRO/NCTE|2005-2006/1604 daled 8.7.2005 and order no.

KL/SRC/NCTE/B.A.B.Edl2006-200718944 dated 3.11.2006 and since then, these
courses are run by this College successfully. Copies of the orders enclosed.

On the basis of this recognition and infrastructural and academic facilities available in

the College, provisional affiliation was extended to run these course every year by
the University. Since then these courses have been running in the College
successfully. ln the year 2015-16, 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).

The NCTE had issued 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 U.G.Ed course, no renewal order has been issued for U.G.Ed
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
available academic and infrastructural facilities.

+
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university on the status of the NCTE Recognition for

lntegrated course in Tagore Government College of
NCTE had issued a clarification vide your letter dated

Now the Pondichrry University vide tetter no. p]tAw-1t22t2017-18t46 dated
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 conlinuous
recognition for these courses from the year 2002, it isrequested lo 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 Govt. institution, the College has taken all
efforts for creating required infrastructure, faling 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 furthei
slrengthen 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."

1.1 ln 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-OA for BA.B.Ed

1.2 This decision will also govern the BSc.B,Ed course started with
' approval ofthe Pondicherry lJnivw.e.f. ZOOZ-03.

2'l'hese will, thereforc, bc treated as RpRO cases. But, it will be too late
now to issue a RPRO.

3 Going by the existing enrolment position, thcy 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.

On a clarification sought by the
two year B.Ed and Four Year
Education, Port Blair, the SRC,
'17.O4.2017 ( copy enclosed).

-t
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The Committec considercd the institution request for issue of recognition
order as per thc new regulations of NCl'E and decided as under:
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K ittoor Rani Chennamma PG College, Belgaum, Karnataka

Since the institution did not submit any reply, the matter was once again placed before
it the institution to180rh meetin held on 29th Jul , 2009 wherein it was decided to

Sathya

6,1 Wc have to issue fresh FR for B.Sc.l].Ed (Maths) and BSc.B.Ed (Comp. Sc)
as onc merged course of llSC.ll.Fld w.e.f. ZOIA-79 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 subiect.

6.3 tsut, we can issue thesc only when they submit the latest approved
Faculty list in accordancc with the 2014 Regulations for the 2 courses.

6.4 They are separately operating a Ii.Ed course (2 units). While submitting
the Faculty lists for the other 2 courses, therefore, they should submit
the lraculty list for B.lid also.

7. lssuc SCN accordingly

8. lnform the Affiliating University.

APS08997
M.Ed '1 Unit
Kittoor Rani

Chennamma PG
College,
Belgaum,

Karnalaka

119

Chairm

Kittoor Rani Chennamma PG College, Belgaum, Karnataka had submitted an
application for starttng of M.Ed. course on 11.9.2007. After submission of essential
documents, inspection was conducted on 31.02.2008. The VT report and all other
relaled documents were placed before 162"dmeeting of SRC held on 2Orh -21"tAugust,
2008 and it was decided to issue Letter of lntenvconditional recognition.

The letter of intent was sent to the institution on 18.09.2008.

Even afler the lapse of stipulated time, the institution had not submilted any reply and
the matter was placed before 17'1"r meeting of SRC held during 16-17 tvtarcf, 

-ZOOS

which has decided to issue a Notice and Notice was served to the institution on
24.3.?OOg to submit the documents before 1Oth April, 2009.

o The institution submitted its reply on 29.4.2009.

The matter was placed before 174rh meeting of SRC held on 1 .5. 2009 wherein it was
decided to issue Notice. Again, a letter was sent on 9.6.2009 to submit the documents
within 19.6.2009 and a reminder letter was sent on 2.2.2009 to submit the documents
within 1Orh July, 2009.

. The institution submitted representation on 22.7 .2009 stating that the Vice-
Chancellor of Karnataka University, Dharwad is making appointment of
teachrng slaff as per norms.

The matter was placed before 179th meeting of SRC held on 23'd July, 2009 wherein it
was decided to serve Notice and Notice was served to the institution on 24.T.2OOg.
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submit the rcply by 17 .8.2 009 and a final reminder was sent on 31.7 .2009

. The institution submitted its representatjon on 30th July, 2009 and 11.9.2009.

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 28th August, 2009 lnd 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 1 82nd meetrng held on 31"' August, 2009
which came to the conclusion to refuse the recognition/withdraw the Letter of lntent oR
Conditional Recognition accorded to the institution for the proposed course as per
Section 14(3Xb) of NCTE Act for the following reasons:-

o The institution has not appointed requisite faculty/staff and also not submitted
the staff list and affidavits as per regulations Z(9) of NCTE.

Accordingly, refusal order was issued to the institution vide Order No
F.SRO/NCTE/2008-2009115844 dated 24.09.2009.Aggrieved by the refusal order the
institutron preferred an appeal before the appellate authority on 13.09.2011 .

Appellate authority reversed the order of SRC vide order dated 24.Og.2OOg.

The insiitution 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 217rh meeting held on 8-9 February, 2012 considered the Appellate
authority order dated 04.01 .2012 decided to wait for the reply from the institulion till 45
days and then process the reply of the institution to the Show Cause Notice for further
action.

As per the decision of 217th meeting of SRC and since 45 days is over and faculty
profile is not received from the tnstitution, the matter is once again placed before SRi
for its consideration and decision. The SRC in its 221'r meeting held on 19-20 April,
20'12 considered the matter and decided to ctose the file of M.Ed (ApS089gZ) 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.

ln lhe meanwhile, on 11.5.2012, a fax is received from the Registrar, Rani
Chennamma University, Vidyasangama, NH-4, PBNH, Belgavi-sgl.156 regarding the
starting of M.Ed. programme in the newly started Rani Chennamma University,
Belagavi, Karnataka.

The SRC in its 230rh meeting held on 16ih and 17th July, 2012 considered the reply of
the institution and all the relevant documentary evidences wherein it was decid;d to
serve Notice Under section 14 (1) of NCTE Act. Accordingly, a Notice was issued to
the institution on 3010812012 for the following:-

1,20
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The institution has not submatted staff profile in prescribed format as per NCTE

+
norms

The institution submitted its reply by fax message on 3110812012.

The SRC in its 232nd meeting held on 29rh - 31"tAugust, 20'12 considered the reply of
the institution and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve
Notice Under NCTE Act. Accordingly, a Notice was issued to the institution on
2410912012 for the following deficiency:-

Associate Professor is not having the prescribed qualification for the post as per
NCTE norms.

ln the meanwhile, on 3.1.2013(on going through the website), the Registrar submitted
reply to the deficiencies pointed out

The Chairman's Remarks: ln 24 nd 
meetinq

"ln the context of discussion relating to Rani Chennamma PG College, Belgaum
District, Karnataka, a point was raised about Prof. Lalithamma, a Member of the
Soulhern Regional Commlttee, having been a member of the selection committee for
Faculty in the Rani Chennamma PG College/University. lt was suggested that it would
be appropriate for Prof. Lalithamma to withdraw from the deliberations to avoid any
issue of conflict of interest. Prof. Lalithamma was firmly of the view that there was no
question of clash of interest and that it would be inappropriate to 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 facilatating free and frank
expression of views of all. Accordingly, Prof. Lalithamma left the meeting and withdrew
from participation in the deliberations on this ilem".

The SRC in ils 242'd lvleeting held on '14rh - 16'h April 2013, considered the matter,
reply of the institution dated 03.0'l .20'13 and advised Southern Regional Office to wrlte
to University for justification of the appointment of Dr. Marulhi Rao Nimbalkar, a
superannuated faculty.

The Registrar, Rani Chennamma University submitted a written on 02.07.2013
ardan g apporntment of Dr. Maruthi R.Nimbalkar, a su eran n uated facu

(S. sathyam)

Chairman
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The institution submitted replies vide letter dated 0111012012 and 16.'10.2012.

The SRC in its 2351h 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
Notice under NCTE Act and Notice was issued on 31.12.2012. Nottce issued to the
institution is returned back on 07.01 .2013.

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to the Registrar, Rani Chennamma University
seeking justification of the appointment of Dr. Maruthi. R. Nimbalkar, a superannuated
faculty.
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The southern Regionar committee in its 250'h meeting herd on 1 1ih - 13rh August, 20 1 3
considered the reply of Registrar dated 31.5.2013 and advised the universit/to submit
list of regular staff as per NCTE norms and standards for M.Ed.

As per the decision of SRC, a retter was sent to the institution(universrty) seeking the
list of regular staff as per NCTE norms, vide F.SRO/NCTE / ApSO8997/tl.Ed
1201 31 53881 dated 20.09.20'l 3

On 13_.08.2013, a complaint was received by .this office from Mr.Basavaral Godachi,
High Court- Advocate, Gourishankara Krupa,g,h cross, Kalyan Nagar, Dhanvad _ 5gd
007

Jl"^S9yth"rl-Tggronal Committee in its 2S3'd Meetjng held between 30ih September to'l' 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 Ls per
NCTE norms.

'A specific compraint was received by this office from Mr. Basavaraj Godachi, High
Coutt, Advocate , Gourishankara Krupa, 8!n Cross, Kalyan Nagar, Dharwad _ Sg0 0d7.

It is decided by the committee and advised southern Regional office to send the above
complaint letter to the University for their comments. tf lhe reply from the lJniversity is
not received to the complaint within 6 weeks, the committee wii be constrained to iake
an adverse decision in the matter.'

As per the decision of sRC, a lefler was addressed to the Registrar,Rani chennamma
Universty, Belgaum seeking a reply with respect to the co;plaint by Mr.Basavaraj
Godachi.on 18.12.201 3.

ln the mean time, the University had submitted a written representation on
25.11.2013 The university has submitted a staff profire approved by Director,school of
Education,Rani Chennamma University.

The Registrar, Ranichennamma University has replied lo this office letter dated
18.12.2013 wath respect to the complaint of Mr.Basavaraj Godachi.

]!"^fe]V of the University was ptaced before the SRC in its 265th meeting hetd during
24-27 March, 2014, but the Committee did not take up the issue.

ln the meantime, a court Notice dated 4.4.20i4 in 85469/2013 and 8s596/2013 fited by
Dr. Subhas Yadav, Sai Nagar Last cross, Hubli against Ranichennamma Universi(
Belgaum and 16 others wherein sRC, NCTE is the 6'h respondenr is received by this
9f!"-"- ol 21.4.2014. The_ petitioner is aggrieved by the appointment order dated
7.7.2012 issued to the 3'd respondent biihe 1., reipondeni i.e, Rani Chennamma
University, Belgaum and has prayed for quashing of tle appoantment orders issued to
the 3'respondent. i.e.. Dr. Yerriswamy.

(S. Sathyam)

Cha irm a n

+



+

r23

345th Meetino otSRC
21st & 22nd, Seplember, 2017

leller was addressed to the advocate ,Shri.lvl.B.Kanavi on 29.04.2014

On 21 .08.2014,statement of ob.iections was received from the advocate ,Shri.
M.B.Kanavi .A letter was addressed lo te advocate enclosing the objection statement on
04.09 2014

On 12.02.2015, this office has received another notice in W.p.No. 85469 of 20,13 -
85596 /2013.A letter was addressed to the advocate. Shri.M.B.Kanavi on 13.02.2015.

On 30.04.2015 and 27 .05.2015, letters were received from the advocate seeking para
wise comments in W.P.No. 108542 of 2014.A duly signed vakalatnama was sent to the
advocate on 1 1 .05.2015 and 29.05.2015.

Compaints
09.03.201s

were received from Shri.Basavaral Goddachi on 29.05.2015 and

On 28.04.2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit affirmrng adherence to
Regulations, 2014 and has sought an intake of 50 students.

A letter was addressed to the university on 3'1.05.2015 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 statang that NCTE has not granted recognition to Rani Chennamma University
,Belgaum for offering M.Ed course and hence no action can be taken on a
nonrecognized institution.

On 21 .12.2015, a letter was received from NCTE-Hqrs regarding closure of complaint of
Basavaraj Godachi.

A letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri M B.Kanavi on 18.02.2016 in respect of
W.P.No. 108542 of 2014.

SRC in its 307rh meetng held on grh March , 20'16 considered the matter of non
submission of reply to the Letter of lntent 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 1

submission of
3.06.2016 as received by this office from the University regarding
regular and part time faculty profile for [,4. Ed course alon with

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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comments on the complaint maid by Mr. Basavaraj Godachi on '14.06.2016

The SRC in its 316'h meeting held during 07rh& 08ih July, 20.16 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 accordingly. lf necessary, they
can take recourse to the appeal process."

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on
1 9.07.2016.

On 09.08.2016, a compliant letter is received by this office from Dr. Tanula S.Kumar,
Chauson College of Education, Belgavi District, Karnataka. Accordingly a letter was
issued to complainant on 29.08.2016.

The appellate authority vide order F. No.89-470/2016 Appeat/7rh N/eeting-2o17 dated
2910512017 has remanded back the cae.

The institution has submitted a letter on 02.06.2017

On 13.06.2017, a letter is received by this office from Dr. M.C.y yerriswamy, Associate
Professor, Department of Education, Ranichennamma Univrsity.

The SRC in its 341"tmeeting held during 15th - 16rh June, 2012 considered the above
matter and the appellate authority 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 rn its 343'd meeting held during 1"'- 2nd August, 2017 has considered the
order of the appellate authority daled 29.05.2017, 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:-

'l . "As per Appellate Order, revive the case.
2. Ask the PG College to reply without loss of time.
3. This case has now to come under the 2014 Regulations. They

have to give an Affidavit to 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/
slandards to enable us to issue a revised LOl. "

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to lhe institution on 24.08.2017.

The institution has submitted reply on 1 1 .09.2017 an affidavit indicating that readiness
to confirm to the 2014 Regulations.

.l.
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'fhe Committec considercd thc mattcr and dccided as under decided as
under:

1. Their Affidavit for coming under the 2014 Rcgulations has been
received.

2. Issue LOI for M.Ed. (1 unit)

Vivekananda College of Education, Plot No. 53/'1, Mavala, Duraganaga Street, Mavala
Village, Adilabad Post, Adilabad Taluk & District-504001 , Tetangana.

C Ramreddy Memorial Educational Society, Plot No. 53/1, lvlaval, Ramnagar Street,
Durganagar Village, Adilabad Post & Taluk, Adilabad District-504001 , Telangana had
applied for grant of recognition to Vivekananda College of Education, plot No. 53/1,
Mavala, Duraganaga Street, I\ilavala Village, Adilabad Post, Adilabad Taluk & Distric!
50400'1, Telangana for offering B.Ed-Al course for two years duration for the academic
yea( 2016-17 under Seclion 14l15 of the NCTE Acl, 1993 to the Southern Regional
Committee, NCTE through online on 29.O5.2015. 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 0'l .'12 2014. A letter was sent to State
Government for recommendalion on 02.07.20'15, Reminderl was sent on 15.02.2016
and Reminder-ll on 27.09.2016.

The institution submitted NOC dated 04.09.2015 from
14.09.20'15 and land documents on 30.09.2015.

Kakatiya University on

The SRC in its 296th meeting held on 15 -16'h December 20'15, considered the matter
and decided to reject the application for delayed submission of NOC.

Accordin gly ,re ection order was issued to the institution on 04.02.2016

JI SRCAPP2T02
B.Ed-Al 1 l.lnit

Vivekananda
College of
Educaton.
Adilabad,

Telangana

125
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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
processlng fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no objection
ceftificate issued by the concerned affiliating body. While submitting the application,
it has to be ensured that the application is duly signed by the applicant on every
page, including digital signature at appropriate place at the end of the application."

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents, the
application of the institution is deficient as per Regulations, 20'14 as under:-

. The institution has submitted land documents, it is not legible.
o The institution has not submitted NOC from affiliating body along with

application.
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The SRC minuets dated 31.01.2016 decided as follows

"....keeping in mind the over-all public interest, the committee revised its earlier
stand to reject a// cases of non-submission or detayed submisslon of NOCs, and
decided to reopen and process all such reJected cases by accepting NOCs eyen
now irrespective of their dates of issue."

As p_er direction of SRC, the application was processed and placed before SRC in its
303'0 meeting held on 15'h February, 2016 and the Committee decided as under;

1 . Contiguity with existing B.Ed to be verified
2. Legible building plan to be submitted
3. Cause Composite lnspection
4. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents

As per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation was senl to the institution and VT
members. The lnspection of the institution was conducted on 20.02.2016 and VT report
along with documents received on 24.02.20i6.

The SRC in its 305th meeting held on 25th -2lth February, 2016 considered the VT
Report and all other relevant documents of the institution and decided as under:

1. lssue LOI for B.Ed-Al (1 Unit)
2. For B.Ed (basic unit) and B.Ed-AI combined staff tist shoutd be produced in

accordance with the norms given in 2014 Regulations.
3. FDRs in Joint account should be furnished.
4. Only if these are given on or before 3.3.16 can 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 308th meeting held on 28rh-31"rMarch,2016 considered the LOI Reply
and decided to issue show cause notice for the following:

o Asst. Professor (Social/Philosophy) is required.

Accordingly, LOI Notice was issued to the instilution on'16.05.2016. The institution
submitted its reply on 04.06.2016

The SRC in its 317rh meeting held on 28th -30th July, 20.16, considered the matter and
decided as under:

Clarification seen. Await information on recruitment of Asst. prof
(Sociology/Philosophy)
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1.08.2016 was received from Advocate Sri. Ramakanth Reddy,
28021 of 2016 filed by C. Ram Reddy Memorial Educational

Society and Vivekananda College of Education 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 W.P. No. 28021 of 2016 dated 22.08.2016 was received from Hon'ble
High Court of Andhra Pradesh on 07.09.2016

A counter affidavit in W.P. No. 28021 of 2016 was received from Advocate Sri.
Ramakanth Reddy on 12.09.2016.

As per the decision of SRC in 317th 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 Advocate Sri. Ramakanth Reddy
on 16.09.2016

An e-mail dated 2'1.09.2016 was received from the institution along with a letter dated
21.09.2016 relating to 317th meeting notice reply

An e-mail was received from Advocate Sri. Ramakanth Reddy on 26.09.2016 stating
as under:

"....the matter was heard by the Hon'ble Court today on even date. I ptaced
instructions sent by RD before the Hon'ble court. After hearing the case, the
Hon'ble Court interalia directed fhe SRC as follows.

Subject to compliance of conditions the respondent is directed to consider the
case of the petitioner for the academic year 2016-2017.

Therefore the SRC should consider the case of the petitioner keeping in view
compliance of conditions and schedule fixed by Hon'ble Supreme Court in MAA
vaishnodevl case since the Hon'ble court directed to consider ad not grant.

After considering as above a detailed order has fo be passed. one line orders
or decision in pieces may resull in contempt.

Kindly inform the petitioner by mail to submit hard copy by 27th ofhenvise SRC
should consider the matter based on record between 2?th and 3dh september,
2016, and pass a reasoned order."

The case was heard by the Hon'ble court on 26.09.2016

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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An e-mail dated 26.09.2016 was received from the institution along with approved
faculty list.

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 to be given in original, in the prescribed format, with all photocopies
and, with every page authenticated by the Regastrar.

2. Advise the applicant accordingly and ask them to submit the faculty list
properly.

The institution submitted representallon on 26.10.2016 along with original faculty list. lt
stated as under:

..."ln continuation of my mail today i.e. at 10.35 AM, lt is submitted that, we
have received your notice in Rc No. F. SRC/N CTE/SRCAPP/27 0ZB. Ed-Al/TD/211 6-
17/88892 Dt. 1 5/10/2016 in which it is mentioned that,

1. The case is pending for submission of latest approved Faculty list. The
applicant submitted by E-mail. This in not acceptable. Faculty list has to be
given in original, in 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
propefty.

ln this regard it is submitted that the taculty list has been submitted that at the
first instance all in original, in annexures l,ii & iii which was attested by the
Registrar, Kakathiya University, through Speed post at Adilabad post office. The
number is EN456314235 lN dt. 11/06/2016 I humbly submit that sir, it can be
tracked. The e-mail was only additional. (Ref.1"t)

Secondly copy the same was sent on 20/0A2016 by speed post No. EN721708553
tN. (Ret td)

Thirdly the copy sent on 21/09/2016 by speed post bearing NI.EN721711668 lN.
(Ref t")

Fourthly the same was submilted in person at your offrce on 2Ug/201 6. Your
inward number $ 177473 (Ref 4th)

Fifthly the copy was submitted tn person by our corre
inward number is 178161 dated 6/10/2016 (Rcf sth)

spondent in your office. The
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The SRC in its 321"1 Meetang held on 28th to 30ih September 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under:

A letter to the institution was sent on 15.10.2016 conveying the decision of 321"'
meeting.

A
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Unfoftunately and in spite of all these conespondences, now it is being stated that
the staff /rst ls only submitted through e-mal.

However the original sla,7 /lst ls here with submitted with signature of Registrar
Kakathiya Universtty once again

Kindly accepl the same."

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16'h -'18'h November 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under:

. One Asst. Prof (Perspectives) is required to be appointed.

. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC a show cause notice was issued to the institution
on 01.12.2016. Before the issuances of Show cause notice as per website information
the institution submitted show cause notice reply on 17.12.2016.

The SRC in its 326rh meeting held on 04rh & 05'h January, 20'17 considered the matter
and decided that "put up in the next meeting."

The SRC in its 329rh meeting held on 06'h - OTth February, 20'17 considered the matter
and decided as under:

1. We have given them enough time to appoint the Asst. Prof.(Persp.)
2. We cannot wait indefinitely.
3. Reject the application.
4. Return FDRs, if any.
5. Close the file.

The lnstitution submitted its representation along with Appeal order and photocopy of
approved faculty list on 05.07.2017.lt stated as under:

"lt is humbly submilted that sir, lhe society applied 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 (Perspectlye s) in spite of
having sufficient Assf. Profe.ssors (Perspective) as per NCTE regulation at para
5.2 regarding appoinlment of teaching staff. More over original staff list
submitted several times was not takcn into record.

The Society went for appeal. The appcal, was heard by NCTE and set aside

_l!9 !9E9tLo! order "as the regulations provide for utilization ol faculty n a )

(s. Sathya m )

Chairma n

1,29

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-
Hqrs.
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flexible manner so as lo optimize academic expeftise available."

I am here with enclosing the order downloaded for your kind perusal and
further necessary action as directed by NCTE "

The NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F.No.89-2451E-142212017 Appealtllth
Meeting-2O17 dated: 24.06.2017 received by this office on 06.07.2017 and it stated as
follows:

"....Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution is already recognized for
conducting B.Ed and D.EI.Ed. programmeswith an annual intake of 100 seats
each. The B.Ed programme is bcing conducted in the institution since the year
2001 and D.El.Ed since the year 2008. The online application dated
29.05.2015 was for seeking an additional intake of 50 seats fo B.Ed.
programme. While processing of the application, a Show Cause Notice (SCN)
dated 01 12.2016 was finallyissued to the appellant on the ground that "one
Asstt. Prof (Perspective) is required to be appotnted.

AND WHEREAS, Appeal Committee furlher notcd that appellant institution
submitted reply which was received in the officc of SRC on 17 122016. tn his
reply appellant had drawn reference to many /ists of faculty submitted lo SRC
through Spped post and personally between 20.08.2016 to 06.10.2016. The
appellant a/so assured sRC lhat 'Management is ready to appoint another
Prof. (Perspective) in addition to the staff list already submitted, if given time.

AND WHEREAS, Appeal Committee noted that wording used in the SCN was
suggestive i.e. "one Asstf.Professor (Perspective) is required to be appointed".
As such SRC shou/d have allowed some more time to the appetlant institution
in case the list of faculty was short by one faculty Appellant during the course
of appeal also submitted that its communications addressed fo SRC and
submitted by hand and by post were nol taken on record and placed in the
relevant file. The list of faculty approved by Dean Academic Audit Kakatiya
University was submitted to SRC by the appellant institution (received in the
office of SRC on 26.10.2016. Ihis /lst inctuclcd seyen lectures in the subject
'Perspective of Education whose name appear at serial no, 2,3,4,5,17,18,19.
Broadly speaking fhis //,st contained 7 faculty in perspecilve as against the
requirement of six. Further the regulation provided for utilization of facutty in a
flexible manner so as to optimize academic expertise availabte. Appeal
Committee is therefore of the view that ground of refuse i.e "appointed of one
asst. Prof./Pers." is nol substantiated. The impugned refusal order dated
23.02.2017 deserved to be set aside with directions to s.R.c. fo process fhe
application furlher.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, document
on records and oral argument advanced during the hearing, Appeal committee
concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order dated 23.02.2017 with
direction fo S.R. C. to process the apphcation further.

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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The SRC in its 343 meeting held on 01 &02 August, 201 7 consider the malter and
decided to issue show cause notice for the following grounds;

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 09.08.2017

The institution submitted its written representation through e mail on 07.08.2012 and
stating as under;

1. The Appellate Authority has remanded this case with reference to a point
about flexible utilization of faculty.

2.1 But, in this case, the more fundamental objection is about B.Ed. lnstitutions
not being allowed to grow vertically beyond 2 units, as per entry 3(3.1)
under the NCTE Regulations.

2.2 ln this case, the institution in reference has already B.Ed.(2 units). Their
request for B.Ed.-A.1.(1 unit) cannot, therefore, be considered.

3.1 We may have to reject their application on this ground.
3.2 lssue SCN accordingly.

" . . . .our application for additional sectlon was made in May 2015. Then the
entry at 3(3.12) para under NCTE regulations was not yet made. Actualty we
were eligible for sanction of additional section for 2016-17 itself. We promp y
sent all documents at the right time. 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 a/so went missing with an entry in in-word Reglster. The then Regional
Director asked us to bring another copy of application and D.D. We complied).

Our application was not 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 allotment of convener quota to our college
was fast approaching, we approached the Hono'ble High Couft of Hyderabad.
The council (SRC's) rn the hono'ble High Courl stated that as fhe staff /lst was
not submitted the sanction order were not given and as soon as the staff /lsf
was submitted the orders would be given. We complied but SRC relected our
application on the reasons other than mentioned in ref.2. lt is quite subjecting
our college to injustice on following grounds,

l. our application was made in May 2015. Then entry in NCTE
Regulations was not made Retrospective effect of the entry is
nothing else than subjecting us to injustice.

The appellate authority set aside the previous rejection order. Had
the reason of entry of not permitting veftical expansion mentioned
in previous rejection order, the appellate authority would have taken
their stand on that point that whether it is effective in our case or
not. We have already lost 2016-17 academic year due Io mlssing
ou list in ur office

5. Sathya
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Hence, it is humbly submitted that missing of our files due to which we have
suffered and put to loss is not considered by SRC. The second rejection after
subjecting us to injustice, even after Appellate authority setting aside, with a new
reason that too with retrospective affect is nothrng /ess fhan adding insult to an injury
Hence we request your goodness to take complete picture into consideration and to
justice.

'Ihe Committee considered the Show cause notice reply and decided as
under:

1. According to the supremc court order, no case (pending or new) can be
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. Reiect their application.

5, Return FDRs if any.

6. Close the file.

Sana College of Elemenlary Teacher Educalion, N.H.9, Kodad, Nalgonda District -
508206, Telangana

Sana Educational Society, Kodad, Nalgonda Dtstrict, 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/N 1-3/Ded/sceru20'14 daled 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-ll AC into Muslim and Christian
Minority Institutions for the academic year 20'14-15-submlssion of NOC-Notice-lssued.
(Copy enclosed) The letter states as under:-

"l wish to inform that under mentioned minority private Elementary Teacher
Education (D.Ed) Colleges in the State have approached the Hon'ble High
Coutl with a prayer to extend the time limit for submission of No Objection
Ceftificate from the District Fte Officers concerned in ard to Fte Sa

(S. Sathya m)

APSO2572
D.Ed 'l Unit

Sana College of
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Teacher
Education,
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Measures. The Hon'ble High Coun vide reference to read above have

Submitted Fake and Fabricated documents

Functioning in leased premises even after
stipulated period

3 Shifting of College Premises without the
ission of SRC NCTE

4

5

Submission of fake NOCs
Not possessing land in the name of the 04 (Annexure V)
socte /lnstitution

permitted the Convener, DEECET-SW-II to include the petitioner colleges in
the Minority Admission counselling SW-ll, subject to production of Fire Safety
Ceftificate by 31.03.2015, failing which the renewat of affiliations granted to the
petitioner colleges shall be withdrawn by the Director of School Education,
Telangana State, Hyderabad.

As per the High Coutl directions and as per the undeftaking ceftificates
submitted by the following petitioner colleges, their names have been permitted
by the convener, DEECET-AC-SW- -2014 for inctusion in the Minority D.Ed
admission counseling for the academic year 2014-1 5".

The SRC in its 290th Meeting held on 10ih & 11'h July 2015, considered the matter,
letter from the Director School Education Department, Telangana State and decided to:

. lssue 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 294th meeting held on 14'h-'16'n 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. No99/A/TE/TSCERT/201 4 dated 06.02.201
Regarding the observations of the Affiliation committee in respect of private D.El.E
B.Ed colleges in the State of Telangana and decided to forwarded the followin g list of
colleges including Sana College of Elementary Teacher Education, NH-9, Ko
Nalgonda District-508206, Andhra Pradesh to SRC, NCTE for taking further neces
action under section 17 of the Act.

Deflciencies Oberved Number of colle ES

1

2

The
cons

matter was placed before SRC in its 302"d Meeting held
idered the letter from the Direc.tor School ECucation Depa

on og'h-1 1'n February,2
tertment, Telan ana Sta

35 (Existing) (Annexure
1A)

04 (Annexure ll )

'16 (Annexure lll)

02 New Annexure 1B

J
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decided that "What wit,
into these complaints a

h the 3 March 16 time-limit
t this time. Process and put

pressure on us, I ls not possible to
up after March 16".

+
ln the meantime institution has submitted two written representation along with rel
documents on 11.03.2016. The matter was placed before SRC in its 309rh meeting held
12'n - 14'h April, 2016 considered the matter and it has decided to 'since a/legation of
document is pending this can be considered after the allegations are finalized and
settled."

Again as per the deciston of SRC the matter was placed before SRC ln its 309'h meet
held on'l2th-14th April, 2016 and the committee consadered in respect of (76 col
regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show cause noti
the following to Sana College of Elementary Teacher Education, NH-9, Kodad, Nalg
District-508206, Andhra pradesh

Submitted fake land document (Gift Setflement Deed 345/2001, 346/2001 of S
Kodad) with the inspection report. The information regarding mortgage
suppressed.

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 13.0s.2016. The institu
submitted reply along with documents on 02.06.2016.

The sRC in its 318rh meeting herd on ogth - 09rh August 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under:

1. ln 37 cases, lhe Director of School Education, Telangana, had commenled
adversely on the genuiness of the land documents fuinished.

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 aboul the validity//genuineness of the land
documents and their admissibirity in lhese cases oi the Teacher Education
lnstitutions concerned.

4. ln the remaining i'l cases, for failure to respond to the Show Cause Notice,
action may be taken to withdraw recognition.

5. ln those cases in which the applicanti had forged the documents to make
them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only
unregistered, a reference should also be made to the Regisiration Office
concerned for considering crjminal action against the erring institutions.

Copy for informaton to the affiliating body_the SCeRf, Covt. 6f Telengana.

Accordingly, as per decisaon of SRC, a letter was sent to the Director, SCERT on
07.09.2016.

The institution has submitted written representation on 24.04.2011 and stating as
under;

(S. Sathya m)

Chairman
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cited above, I am to state that we

t
Based on the repod submitted by DSE, Telangana, Show cause notice

has been issued (309'' meeting) to us. We have submitted our reply atong with
reliable and required documents on 02.06.2016 for your kind consideiation.
Our reply was addressed to DSE fS for their comments about the validity and
genuineness of the land documents.

ln view of the above circumstances, I 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 TiUe. Their case has been
closed and the same has been taken by SRC /, ,ts 321d meeting. tt will be
very foftunate to us, if our case is also pursued as per the documents
submitted by us to prove genuineness of fhe ti e of our land documents in
response to the show cause notice issued by the SRC, NCTE on the same
ground as of Medha College of Elenentary Teacher Education. ln this regard,
with a humble request, I am to say that the Medha Co ege of Etementary
Teacher Education is a/so one among the list of 37 colleges out of 76 sent by
DSE TS,

ln this regard, I wish to bring to your kind notice that the authorities of
DSE, fS has completed the process of verification of land and other related
documents enclosed with our replies to the SRC rn response to the show cause
notice. But they are not interested to send the status repoft. Moreover, as a
oral comment, they are saying that they are not sub-ordinafes to NCIE. /t ls
very clear that they are neglecting the instructions of SRC, NCIE in regard to
thls lssue. We met the authorities of DSE fS and requested them to send the
status repod at the earliest. Moreover, they are saying that the same case
(Medha College) as of your is pursued and settled at SRC Level and their case
ls c/osed al SRC Level. They are also saying that the concerned file of
verification is under missing. Due to that, we have lost two academic years i.e.
201r16 and 2016-17. The renewal of affitiating has been held up since 201,
16 to our college as our case is pending at SRC, NCTE levet.

During the time of submission of application, we have submitted a
registered land document in the name of society. We have constructed the
building and provided requisites to run D.El.Ed course. Such buitding has been
visited by various inspection teams. But unfoftunately such documents has not
been linked with online process. When we met the authorities of SRO, they
have updated our land document details in the website of the Registration and
Stamps Department of TS. Hence, I request you kindly to consider our case at
the earliest at SRC Leyel as the cutoff date for seeking Renewal of Affiliation is
fixed as 10.05 2017 for the session 2017-18 .

Hence, I humbly request you kindly to take decision on the basis of
submission of la
SCERI for lssuin

nd documents as of Medha College and give direction to
g Renewal of Affiliation or the Academic Year 2017-18, as we
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decided as under:

Princeton School of Elementa
Ramanathapur, Hyderabad -50001 3,
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the institutions written representation and

ry Education, H.No.3-9-29,
Telangana.

Sharadanagar,

lost two academic years zotO.tA amZO16-17:-

1. 25 cases had replied to say that their sale deeds were genuine.

2. 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 genuinencss.

33 APS02889
D.El.Ed 1 Unit
Princeton School
of Elementary
Education,

Hyderabad,
Telangana

Vagdevi 
.Educational Society, Sharadanagar, Hyderabad -500013, Telangana had

submitted an application to the southern Regional committee ot r.tcrs toi grant oi
recognition to Princeton School of Elementary Education, H.No.3-9-29, sharad"anagai,
Ramanathapur, Hyderabad 500,0] Telangana for D.Ed course. The recognition riras
granted to the institution on 26.08.2005 for D.Ed course with annuat iniare of 50
students.

On 16.05.2015, Letter No Lr.No.16/N1-3/20.14 dated,06.05.2015 was received from
the Director of School Education, Govt. of relangana regarding submission of Fake
Fire safety certificates by the private Elementary TeaJher E-ducation corteges oi
Telangana (copy enclosed) and the Director has requested for initiation of'action
against the college. The lelter of Director is as under-

'l wish to inform that Government vide memo ld cited directed to obtain No
objection ceftificate for providing Fie safety norms from the District Fire
Officers concerned from all the private Diploma in Elementary Teacher
Education Colleges (D.Ed) before pafticipating in admission counseling for the
academic year 2014-15.

Accordingly all the managements of private D.Ed,. Colleges have been
requested to produce the No objection cerlificate issued by the District Fire
Officers concerned. All the managements have submitted NOCs issued by the
District Fire officers and admission counsering for admission into D.Ed course
for the year 2014-15 also over.
subsequently the District wse A/ocs issued by the District Fire officers have
been referred to concerned district vide ieference ld read above for
genuineness.

ln this connection, r wish to inform that the District Fire officers have confirmed
the No Objection Certificate issued by them to the fo owing colleges are not
genuine and the same are submitted by the managements aie FAKE.
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Anwar-Ul-Uloom College of Elementary Education, New Malakpet,
bad-500001

eoe referred to in this SCN is at Sl.No.21 of the list oiven above

ln view of the above, I request the Regional Director, NCTE Bangalore lo initiate action
as per section 17 (1) & (30 of NCTE Act-t3 of 1993.

The coll

The sRC in its 290rh meeting held on 1 o'h-1 1'n July, 201 5 considered the letter from the
Drrector School Education Department, Telengana State, and decided as under:

1. ln A.P. & Telangana, Director (s.E) is the chairman of the Affiliation committee.
2. lssue Show Cause Notice to the institutions named for withdrawal of

recognition.
3. subsequently, we shourd consider criminar 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 repty on ZB.Og.2015.

The SRC in its 293'd meeting held on 29th-3.1"i October, 2015 considered the replies of
the institutions and decided as under:

Send the reply, received frcm the 22 teacher Education institutions to show
cause notice for wilhdrawal of recognition, to the director of TSSCERT, for
commenls 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 Government of Telangana, School Education Departmeni
submitted its written representation on 27.11.2O15.

The SRC in its 295rh meeting held on 28,h-30rn November & 0.1"i December. 201 5
considered the letter received from
Telangana, and decided as under:

the Director of Education, Government of

1. SCERT has certified the revised certificates as genuine for .18 TEls. Close the
Complaint-case relating to these 18 TEls.

2. For the 4 TEls that have not cared to produce any revised genuine certificate,
withdraw recognition w.e.f 201 5-1 6.

As per the decision of sRC, withdrawal recognition order was issued to the institution
on 30.01 .2016.

(5. Sathya

ool of Elementary Education, H.No 3-9-29, Sharadanagar,

istrict-501141
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Ramanth ur, rabad Districl50001 3
22

-t
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Aggrieved by the withdrawal order of SRC, the institution preferred an appeal to NCTE
Hqrs and the appellate authority remanded lhe case to SRC vide 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 28.05.2016. ln the appeal and during personal
presentation and in a letter dt.,28.05.2016 it was submitted that "in their reply to
fhe SRC on 21.09.2015 they have submitted the payment receipt (amt.
Rs.30.000) for lssue of NOC cerlificate by District Fire Officer and indicated
that NOC would be submitted soon. /t ls also submitted that they have made
genuine effofts to obtain revised NOC cerlificate which is being submitted now.
The appellant furTher submitted that their institution is an old institution
impaning quality education and they may be granted recognition for201*16.
The appellant enclosed a copy of Fire No Objection Cerlificate dt.18.03.2016
issued by the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation".

AND WHEREAS the committee, noting that the appellant has smce obtained
the Fire No Objection Ceftificate, concluded that the mater deserved to be
remanded ,o the SRC with a dtection to consider the ceftificate and take a
fresh decision. The appellant is directed to submit a copy of the Fire No
Objection Ceftificate to the SRC within 1 5 days of receipt of the orders on the
appeal.

I enclose herewith followino and request vou to con our institution for
nition for the ar 2015-16. I

the needful t the earliest"
k into the matter and
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AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit,
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the appeal deseNes to be
remanded to SRC with a direction to consider the certificate and take a fresh
d99!S!9n- Ib%ppgllant is directed t
Ceftificate to the SRC within 15 davs of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

NOW THEREFORE. the council herebv remands back the case of Princeton
School of Elementarv Education. Hvderabad. Telanoana to the SRC. NCTE for
necessary action i ndicated above".

The institution submitted its written representation on 14.07.2O16 along with photocopy
of Fire No Objection certificate dated 18.03.2016 issued by District Fire Officer, Fire
Prevention Wing. The letter stated as follows:

"....Fire NOC for our building with D.No.3-9-29, Sharada Nagar,
Ramanathapur, Hyderabad -500013 as directed by NCTE, New Delhi, for your
kind consideration and early action in granting recognition for our institution
201 

'16.

"D+^"-
(S. SathyamI
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The SRC in its 319 meeting held on 30 August 2016, considered the matter
and decided as "Process"

The Fire NOC given by the institution as per Appeal committee direction is to be
considered by the SRC for restoration of Recognition.

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on 16ih - 18ih November, 2016 consadered the
matter and decided as under;

1. As directed by the Appellate Authority the school has submitted the fire
safety certificate.

2. This is one ofthe 18 cases referred to us by SCERT (TS).

3. Send the certificate to SCERT, Telangana Govt. for verification and
advice.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the Director, SCERT on
05.12.2016.

The SCERT has not submitted any reply till date in response to our letter dated
05.12.2016.

The institution submitted lts written representalion on 22.06.2017, 31 .07 .2017 and
02.08.2017 along wrth fire NOC certificate datedr 18.03.2016 from the Commissioner &
Special Officer and a letter addressed to Smt. B. Seshu Kumari, Director, SCERT, TS
dated. 24.07 .2017 .

The SRC in its 3rl4th meeling held on 17rh & 18rh August, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under;

1 . No 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 received from Director, TGSCERT on 21 .08.2017 regarding genuineness
verification report of Fire NOC and attached a letter from Greater Hyderabad Municipal
Corporation, Hyderabad.

'l'he Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:

1. Princeton School has submitted a valid Fire Safety Certificate.
2. Restore recognition for D.El.Ed (1 Unit)
3. Three other Institutions were also derecognized. Check and report whether any

further action is required in their cases.

)

{

)
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Smt. Laxmibai
Kamthane
College of
Education for
Women, Bidar,
Karnataka
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Smt. Laxmibai Kamthane Coll
Vidyanagar Colony, Bidar District,

ege of Education f
Karnataka.

or Women, No. 9-12-498/1 ,

On 07.04.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit
Regulations,2014.

affirming adherence to

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 05.12.2016

The institution has submitted a reply on 16.O2.201T as under:_

(S. Sathyam

Basava Tatva Educationar society, Bidar Distric!5g5403, Karnataka submitted an
application to the southern Regional committee of NcrE for grant of recognition to
smt. Laxmibai Kamthane corege of Education for women, No.9--12-49g/1 , vilyanagai
colony, Bidar District, Karnatak; for seconday 1 a ray couise ot 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/buirdrng within three years from the date of
recognition. ( in case the course is started in rented premises.

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
in'lude shifting B.Ed college name from Karnataka State w6men's University, Bijapui
to Gulbarga University, Gulbarga.

A corrigendum was issued to the rnstitution with respect to change of affiliating
university from 'Karnataka state women University' to 'Gurbarga Unrversity, oi
12.05.2016.

The SRC.in its.314th meeting held during 27'h and 2grh May, 2016 considered the
matter and decided as under:-

"t 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,d meeting hetd during 20th _ 21"iOdoter,
2016 considered the request of the institution and decided as under:_

1. "The request for reduction of intake to one unit is accepled. lssue an amended
FR accordingly.
2 The^request for change in the name will have lo be supported by a Resolution
of the Society and NOC of the affitiating body.
3. lnform accordingly.
4. Collect processing fee."

L47
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The Committcc considcred the
matter and decided as undcr:

institution written representaion above

With reference to above subject cited. as per mtnutes of
20" October 2016 marked not yet received NOC. SRC

meeting of SRC
NCTE Bangalore we

already submitted NOC which had issued by Government of Karnataka wilh
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 Corrigendum letler for change of University as Registrar,
Gulbarga University Janan Gana Gulbarga.

As per your order once again submitting all necessary documents which you
have mentioned in ref(1).

1. Their reply covers all points already decided.

2. 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. 'Ihey have
completely ignored that.

4. Wrote to them again.

Smt. lndira B.Ed
Karnalaka.

College, Boodikote, Bangarapet Taluk-5631 14, Kolar District,

Smt. lndira Education Trust, Budikote, Kolar District, Karnataka had submitted an
application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to
Smt. lndira B.Ed 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 02j2.2004.

The SRC in its 175th meeting held during 13th - 14'h May, 2009, the institutions where
recognitions were granted in temporary premises wlth a condition to shift to permanent
premises within period of three years time limit of grant of recognition as per NCTE
Regulations, 2002 notified in 1A11.2002, where considered. lt was decided that
institutions which have not shifted to the permanent premises even after the expiry of
three rs time limit be issued notice under section '17 of NCTE Act for further action

)

APSO2229

B.Ed 'l Unit
Smt. lndira B.Ed
College, Kolar,
Karnataka
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And regarding inspection fees of Rs. 1,50,000/- 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 unil. Hence I hope
it is not necessary if its inspection is compulsory then we are ready to pay the
said fees immediately.

{

\
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(S. Sathyamy'
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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 329rh meeting held during 06ih& 07th February, 2017 considerred the
request of the institution and decided as under:-

'l) "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 fresh 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
13.02 2017 .

The institution has submitted photocopy of the faculty list approved by the Registrar,
Bangalore University dated 17.05.2016 and Total faculty list which is not approved by
the Registrar.

'Ihc Committee considercd
decided as under:

thc institution written representaion and

1. The Faculty list is examined.
2,1 It is not approved and signed by the Registrar in every page.
2.2 Only a photocopy ofa 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.) subiect specialization is not indicated.
3.4 Asst. Profs in Fine Arts / Perf. Arts / phy.Ed. are not appointed,
4. Issue SCN accordingly.

(5.5athya
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On 03.02.2015 , the institutlon submitted an afridavit affirming adherence to
Regulations, 2014. A Revised order was issued to the institution on i6.05.2015 for an
intake of '100 students, (for two basic units of 50 students each) from the academic
session 20'l 5-'16.

The SRC in its 314rh meeting held during 27'h& 28th may, 2016 had considered the
reply to the revised order and directed the RD, SRO for initiating VT.

As per the decision of SRC, an inspection letter was issued to the institution on
28 06.20'16
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APSO272

APS02905
B.Ed 2 Units

D.El.Ed 1 Unit
Crescent College
of Education,
Karimnagar,
Telangana

Crescent College of Education, Kari
Mukarrampura, Karimnagar Distrjct S05001,

evenue Division, #2-8-231,
desh

ts is not matchin with

mnagar R

Andhra Pra
a-

9.1:"""1! Cottege. of Education, Karimnagar Revenue Division, #2_8-231,
Muk€rrampura, Karimnagar District-505001, Teragana had submitted an apprication to
the southern Regionar committee of N_crE for grJnt of recognition t" cres;;;ic;I;g;
:l F9yg'91 .Karimnagar Revenue Division, #2_8_232, Miukarrampura, Xarimnigii
Dis-trict-505001 , Terangana for B.Ed course one year from the academic session 2062-
2003

The recog_nition was granted to the institution on 27 .os.2oo3 with an annual intake 1oo
students from the academic session 2002-2003 with a condition that the institurion
shall shift to its own premises within three years from the date of recognition 1in ciie
the course is started in rented premises).

The sRC in its 178rh meeting herd on 13th-14th Jury, 2009 considered the rist of
institutions were accorded recognition in the rented [remises and they had not yet
shifted to the permanent buirding and it has decided to issue show cause notice unaei
section 17 0f NCTE Act and obtain shifting fees and other documents t 

""r"N!inspection for shifting.

Accordingly, a leller was issued to the institution on o1 .09.2009. The institution has

:ubmitlgd its written represenlation atong with DD of Rs.40.0001 bearing no.318575
dated 17.09.2009 on 01.10.2009.

lnspection intimation was sent to instrtution on 25.01.2011 . Accordingry, shifting
inspection of the institution was carried out on 12.02.2011. As per vr f,inarks thE
management is also running D. Ed course in the same building.

Ile^SRq in its 206rh meeting held on Ogrn -10'h June, 20.10 considered lhe W 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 B.Ed & D.Ed is 2630 sq.mts,
which is grossly inadequate for running all the two courses; as per the NCTE
norms, lhe total built-up area requirement is a minimum of 3000 sq.meters.o 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 nol shifted
to own land.

. Details of lhe other programmes run by the management in the same building
be submitted.

. Bye-Laws ofthe Society are to be submitted by the management.
o Approved building plan from Govt. authority is to be submned.

' The inslitute has not submitted the Land usage certificare from a competent
Govt. approved authority.
Non-Encumbrance certificate from the competent authority is not submitted
TheKhasara No.2-8-323 as indicated in land documen

1,44
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The inslitution has submitted its writlen representalion on 08.08.2011 and 12.09.2011
and requested to provide a copy of the VTR to enable to reply to the show cause
notice.

The SRC in its 211'h meeting held on 21"1-23'd September, 2011 considered the
request of the institution and it has decided to send the VT reports to the institution for
providing explanation for the show cause notice and directed the management to reply
within 30 days notice along with necessary certificates/documents in order to take a
final decision in lhe 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 daled 14.11.2011.

Further there is no action taken in this file

The institution has submitted its wallingness affidavil on 06.02.2015 as per regulations
2014.

Accordingly, revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 1 1 .05.2015 with
a condition that lhe institution has nol shifted to its own premises as stipulated in its
Formal Recognition order dated 27.05.2003.

An e-mail dated 1 7.08.2015 was received from Satavahana University, Karimnagar,
Telangana on 17.08.2015 (hardcopy received on 20.08.2015) regarding clarificataon for
extending affiliation for the academic year 2015-16 along with a copy of letter issued to
institution. The letter staled as follows:

" . . .... ....enclosing the letters addressed to the respective colleges wherein the
observation of committee is mentioned. ln this regard you are requested to go
through the observations made by the committee and suggest us clarfication to
take fufther course of action with regard to extension of affiliation to the above
mentioned 6 B Ed colleg.es Srnce /asf date to furnish thet list of colleges to the
convener Ed CTF ts 20" August 2015

Accordingly, a letter was senl lo Salavahana University on 18.08.2015.

The institution has submitted its written representation regarding permitting change of
premises on 07.09.20'15 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.

(S. Sathya m)

Chairman

345th Meeting of SRC

21't & 22d, September, 2O17

the Building Completion Certificate, affidavit and building plan. Building plan is
for Sy.No. 2-8-27 5 and also not approved by the competent authority.

As per the decision of SRC, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on
07.07.2011.

\



345th Meeting ofSRC
21st & 22nd, September, Z0I7

On 08.02.201 6 a letter is rece ived from the Director of School Edof Telangana Hyderabad vide letter No
ucation Government

06.02.2016. Rega rding the observations of t
Rc. No.99/A,/TE/TSCERT/2014 dated

private D.El.Ed / B.Ed colleges in the State of
he Affiliation committee in respect of

following list of 76 colleges includln
Telangana and decided to forward the

Revenue Divislon , #2-8-237 , Mukarra
g Crescent College of Education. Karim nagar

SRC, NCTE for taking further n

mpura, Karimnagar D istrict-505001, Tetangana to
ecessary action under section 17 of the Act

The matter was placed before SRC in its 3_02^d Meeting held on Ogrh_l1rn February.2016 considered the retter from the Director scnoor eJucltio-n Department. Teranganastate and decided that "what 
.with the 3 Marih iaiiz-tii pr.ssure on us, rf rs notpossibte to go into these compraints at tnis tii. proi""i 

"ii 
p"t ,p after March 16,,.

Again as per the decision of SRC, the.matter was placed before SRC in its 309rhMeeting hetd on 1Z,h_14th Anrit. 2016 ano tne committlJl"oirio"r"O in respect of (26colleges) 
.regarding not furfiIing-the deficiencies 

"rJ-ii 
r.,".'o""iaed to issue showcause notice for the forowrno ro crescent cottege oi iaucail, Karimnagar ReveenueDivisron, #2-8-237, Mukarraripura, Xarimnagar 

"Disirl"l-SOajO-i 
Tetagana

. Functioning in leased premises even afler the stipulated period.

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on 13.05.2016. Theinslitution has submitted its wntten representation on aO O#O jO

The sRC in its 31gih meetino herd on ,gih - 09th August, 2016 considered the matterand decided as underi

l The compraint was that the corege continued to function in reased premisesbeyond the time given.,..They n"iu rupii"J-t'.f,o* rn"t they have beenpursuing action to shift Uttimaiety now, a'Vf nas aLo-tone for inspection.2. Upon receipt of the VT inspection .uport, pro""." for"further consideration.3. Apprise the Director (School EguclL;i'felGnl'of these devetopments.4. lnform the affiliaring aurhority ,i, . Dio;ioriSCERi)-

1S. Sathya m

SI

No
Number of colleges
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3 5 Exi st n unex reng
20 N ew nen rexu 1 B2

04 (Annexure ll )
3

4

16 (Annexure liij

't5 Annexure lV
5

e Premises without
SRC NCTE

Subm

fting of Cot
permission

leg

of

Fu nction n ASe deng em eveses np
ftea I sti ated e iod

isston of fake NOCs

shi
the

Not ehn an em of
h Se cto e n tis titu on

(Annexure V)04

{

1,46

Chairma

O^^1

Deficiencies Observed

1 A)

possessing land



345th Meeting oISRC

21st & 22"d, September, 2077

Accordingly, a letter se

meeling on 15.09.2016

nt to Satavahana University regarding the decision of SRC 318

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 335h meeting held on 11th - 12th April, 2017, considered the matter and

decided as under:

4.2

Title is clear. Land area is adequate.

LUC/EC are in order.

BP is in order. Built-up area shown (3602 sq.mts.) is adequate.

BCC is given. Not approved by Govt. Engineer. Built-up area of Ground

Floor (1801 sq.mts) + First Floor (1801 sq.mts.) is adequate.

VT has reported second floor is under construction. This is not clear. Ask

the College to explain the correct factual position.

VT has repofted that the D.El.Ed. course ls not running for want of
enrolment. Ask the College to explain why the recognition should not be

withdrawn.

Latest approved Faculty list is required.

FDRi are requted in original in ioint account, on 5 year validity @ 7+5

lakhs for each unit of each course.

/ssue SCN accordingly for shifting permission.

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 20.04.2017. The

institution submitted its reply on 24.04.2017 along with documents.

The SRC in its 340rh meeting held on OStn - Ogtn June, 2017, considered lhe matter and

decided as under:

1. FDRS are required in original, in joint account with R.D. with a s-year

validity @7+5 lakhs per programme.

2. All documents are in order.

1

2
3
4

5

6

7

I

3.

4.

5.

61
62

Land area and built-up area are adequale.

Second FIoor construction is complete.
D.El.Ed. is now running.

The Faculty list of D.El.Ed. is not in original; Only a photocopy is given

Only the last page is authenticated by the Director. Other pages are not

properly authenticated.
Lect. (Maths) is not there.

Lect.(Zoology) is shown as Lec.(Scl.Sc.); he should be shown as

Lect.(Sc.)
Faculty list of B.Ed. is authenticated by the Registrar only in the last page.

Other pages are not properly authenticated.

2 Asst. Profs. (at least one of them in Psychology) are required in

Pers lves

6.3
64

7.1

7.2

)

(5. Sathyam)

Chairma n
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2 Asst Profs. (MFA) are there. One of them has to be changed to Asst.
Prof. (Perf. Arts).
3 Asst. Profs. (Maths/Bio.Sc./Scl. Sc.) are repeated in D.El.Ed. also. This
is not allowed. These are seen as vacancies in B.Ed.
lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause nolice was sent on 15.06.20.12.

The institution submitted_ its repry arong with documents and written representation for
change of address in shifting order.

7.4

7E,

o

Asst. Prof (Phy.Sc.) has less than 55% marks

345th Meeting ofSRC
21't & 22.d, September, 2017

H. N o. 2- 8-44/4, Qudratnag ar,
Faran Street, Peddapally,
Peddapa y District, Te\angana State

) 505112-

(5.5athyam)

Chairman

New Premises - Old Address New Premises - New Address
No. 2-8-44/4, Qudratnagar,

Hence, I kindly request you to consider this matter and change the address.,,

The SRC in its 343'd meeting herd on 01"t- 02nd August, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under:

Faran Street, Peddapally,
Kar i m nag ar Di strict, Tel anga na State
505172.

1. Facultv list of B Ed

(i) Principal has no ph.D

2. Facul list of D. El Ed

(i) Lect. (Maths) is not there
(ii) lt will not be correct to show the principal as a Lecturer in Maths.3. FDRs are in order.

4. Permit Shifting.
5. lssue of a new FR at the new address under the 2014 Regulations can be
_ considered onry when the 2 deficiencies pointed out above have-been rectified.6. Review the status and put up in Sept. 20.17.

Accordingly, a letter to the insttution was sent on 10.0g.2017.

The institution has submitted its reply on 14.09.2017.

{

1,48



'[hc Committcc considered
decided as under:

345th Meeting ofSRC

21n & 22,d, September, 2017

thc institution written representaion and

1. The B.Ed Faculty list is now in order, after appointment ofa Ph,D holder
as principal.

2.1The D.El.Ed l'aculty has to be 1+8 and not 1+7. The pattern given for 2

basic units is 1+15. For 1 unit it can not be seen as 1+7 Yz, For Lang

(i.e., Eng and Regional l,ang.) wc need 2 l,ects.

2,2 ln this adiustments what is more important is the representation of
subiects and not iust the number of Faculty,

2.3 Wc 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 thc deficiency.)

B.S.N. lvlemorial College of Education, '1033, Kumaraveedi, Kothavalsa, Vizianagaram

District - 535 183, Andhra Pradesh.

B.S.N. Memorial College of Education, 1033, Kumaraveedi, Kothavalsa, Vizianagaram

DT- 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 lnstitution submitted shifting proposal on12.09.2007. A letter to the instilution was

sent on 03.06.2009 regarding submission of documents for shifting.

The SRC in its 254rh meeting held on 25-27th ol October, 2013 considered the matter

and decided as under:

"Cause lnspection, Obtain the missing documents, examine and put up by 31"t

December, 2013."

A letter to the institution was sent on 04.02.2014 conveying the decision of SRC.

The lnstitution submitted documents on 24.02.2014 informing that same building was

purchased where recognition was given.

The documents were processed & placed before SRC in its 2641h meeting held on 1"t-

3'd March. 2014.fhe Committee considered the matter & decided as under:

. /ssue Show Cause Notice for inadequate land area and inadequate area of
multi-purpose hall.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was issued on 06.04.2015.

37

)

APS00316
B.Ed 2 Units

B.S.N Memorial
College of
Education,
Vizianagaram,
Andhra Pradesh

0--
(s. sathyam) L
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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
nbrms and standards before 31 .1 0.2015.

On 06.01.2015, the institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an
intake of 100 students.

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 issued to the institution 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 289rh meeting held on 23'd June 2015 considered the SCN reply dated
06.04.2015 & decided as under:

1 . Affidavit received.
2. Shifting of B.Ed into new premises without permission is ratified.

3. Revised Provisional Recognition Order for B.Ed and B.P.Ed issued.
4. Ensure adherence to 2014 norms/standards before 31.10.2015 for

B. Ed/D, Ed/8. P, Ed/D, P.Ed,

The lnstitution submitted revised approved faculty list on 1'1.03.2016.

The SRC in its 314rh meeting held on 27rh - 28th May, 2016, decided as under

"For cases of B.Ed (2 Units) in the existing institution, where RPRO, has been
lssued, we have to cause inspection to check adherence to the 2014
Regulations. This aclion will have to be completed by July 2016 so that revised
Formal Recognition can be lssued ue.[ 2016-17 to enable them to make
admission in time.

Action to check the documents,n lhese cases (about 1885 in number) will take
time lnstead of Waiting for that action to be completed for placing them before
the SRC, to save lime, VT lnspections can straightaway be ordered. VT
lnspection Repod can be considered along with examination of the documents.

Regional Director is aulhorised to initiate action accordingly. The institution
concerned may be alerled about such action so that they will be prepared to
receive the Visiting Teams. They may also be advised to keep in readri,ess
/atesl appro ved FacuIty Lists for Submlsslon to the VTs."

{ (S. Sathyam )

Chairman

The SRC in its 276th meeting held on 7'h-9'n January, 2015 decided to issue provisional
recognition orders to the existing institutions and the committee also decaded to
maintain a check list of such cases for verification in October/November and for
causing inspection.

\_
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As per the decision of SRC, lnspection intimation was senl to the institulion on
14.06.2016.

The institution submitted represenlalaon on 25.10.2016 by e-mail and in hard copy on
01.11.2016. as under:

"As per new regulalions we was submitting proposals for increasing of
intake in the existing D.El.Ed Courses Vide Application No. SRCAPP'14129/
D.El.Ed-Al. The Regional Director, SRC,NCTE appoint VT Members as per

the reference 3'd cited. The team was visited our institution and conduct
composite inspection of the Existing B.Ed (APSO0316 / B.Ed), Existing
APSO2544 and new proposals of an additional intake Proposals i.e
SRCAPPl4'129 / D.El.Ed - Al Course on 24.01.2016 vide reference 1"tciled.
At that time we was submltted all necessary original documents as per the
Regulations 2014.

After completion of the further processer, we got Orders vide
SRO/NCTE/ SRCAPP14129/D.Et.Ed-At t APt 2016-2017 t 83988
Daled:12.04.2016 for D.El.Ed Two units and
F.SRO/NCTE/APSO031 6/8.Ed/AP 1201 5-201 6165935 Dated:30.05.20'l 5.
Copy's enclosed.

Recently, we received a letter vide reference 2nd cited above, SRC,
NCTE again appoint VT Team to inspect our institution for conduction B.Ed
program of two year duration with an annual intake of 2 units of 50 each(100).
ln the reference 3'd cited, the decasions of SRC in its 315th meeting held on

17-18 June, 2016 about our institulions. But, our institution name is not
maintained, Please observe / review this information.

As above the composite inspection was conducted on 24.01.2016.
Therefore, we are unable to face anolher inspection with in the period of
6months without any remarks.

Hence, I request your authority to close the Present VT Proposals. We are
also submitted GIS Data and institution mapping Copy enclosed for your
information".

The SRC in its 325th meeting held on 1 gth & 20ih 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 available.

3. Put up in the next meeting.

The SRC in its 329rh meeting held on O6th & 07th February, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under:
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The builLup area available is aOequate
There is no need of a fresh inspection.
They had submitted the updated facutty tist on '11.3.16.

Put up in the next meeting on 12.2.i7 for examining the faculty list

As per dated 11.03.20'16 the institution submitted 1 + 15 facutty list. Onty last page is
approved by the Registrar, Andhra University.

The Committee considered the institution written
decided as under:

representaion and

1. Only a photocopy ofthe 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.

1

2

3

4

Siriki College of Education for Women, Vizian
S.Kota, Vizianagarm District-535145, Andhra

APS02801/D. Er. Ed

agaram Revenue Diision, White House,
Pradesh

Siriki College of Elementary Education for Women, White House, S.Kota-535.145.
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 lls own premises within three
years from the date of recognition (ln case the course is started in rented premises).

APS00297/B.Ed

Siriki College of Education for Women, Vizianagaram Revenue Diision, White House,
S Kota, Vizianagarm District-s3s145, Andhra pradesh was granted recognition for
offering B.Ed course vide order dated 03.03.2003 with an annual intalie of 100
students with condition that the institution shall shift to its own premises within three
years from the date of recognition (ln 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.No.5081 '13 dl. 17 .09.2007.

A letter was sent to the institution regarding submission of relevant documents for
shifling 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 on 24.07.2009.

On 31.12.2014 letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notification new
Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for fulfilling the revise norms
and standards before 31.'10.2015.

t''
+V-,'^-\C4-1
(5. Sathvaml

ChairmaI

APS00297
APS02801

B.Ed 2 Units
D.Ed 1 Unit
Siriki College of
Education for
Women,
Vizianagaram,
Andhra Pradesh
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The institution has submitted original affidavit on 0s.02.2015 for offering course with an
rntake of 100

The SRC in its 276'h meeting held on Z'n-g'h January, 20.15 decided to assue provisional
recognition orders to 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, 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 submit that we got the recognition from your authority to run
B.Ed course in the name and style of Siriki College of Education for Women at
S.Kota, Vizianagarm District from the academic session 2002-03 with an
annual intake 100 students

We fufther submit that we got the recognition from your authority to run D.Ed.
course in the name and style of Siriki College of Ele. Educaiton for Women at
S.Kota, Vizinagaram District from the academic session 200106 with an
annual intake 50 students.

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 two
basic units from academic session 201U16 through your order second cited
noting the Defect. That the institution has not shifted to own building.

ln this Connection we have to inform that we have submitted the information in
the year 201516 along with Rs. 40,000/- DD after shifting. We are running the
institution in our building from year 2004-05 in sound lines.

We fufther submit that we have construcled a new spacious building in an
extent of Ac 3.03 cents site to run B.Ed course with kind permission of your
authority and the construction was completed in the year 2O0g that facfs was
also intimated to your office.

We respectfully further submit that we have intimated your authority the fact of
shifling of our B.Ed course to the newly constructed permanent
accommodation premlses vide our letter reference 4th cited above and it was
duly acknowledged by the office of your authority.

We respectfully compliance of all the required statutory formatities 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 premlses,
although your authority has been corresponding with us.
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colleges and courses are running in the new premises Siriki college of
Education &Siriki college of Elementary education at S.Kota Village & Mindal,
Vizinagaram district.

345th Meeting of SRC
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We herewith submitting the photo copies of the fol lowi ng relev a nt d au ments
for ready reference of your authority so as to prove that our B.Ed &D.Ed

(S. Sathya m)

Chairma n

We therefore earnestly request your authority to kindly recognize the fact that
our B.Ed &D.Ed colleges have been running in the newty constructed
permanent prernlses since the academic year 2004-2005 and thereby kindly
make arrangemenls to post the new and permanent address of our B.Ed.
&D.Ed colleges in your website for which act of kindness we shall remain ever
grateful in as much as it will better serve and guide the new incumbent
students to easily locate the premises of our B Ed &D.Ed co eges.',

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

1 . The have already shifted without NCTE approval.
2. Title deed is in order.
3. EC and LUC are in order.
4. BP is in order. lt shows inadequate built-up area.
5. BCC is old. Obtain updated BCC.
6. Original FDRs and latest Faculty lists are not given.
7. Processing Fee is paid only par y-Rs. 40,000/- whereas for the two

programmes it should be (1.5 + 1.S) Rs. 3 Lakhs.
8. Collect the balance fee of Rs. 2.60 Lakhs and cause lnspection.
9. Ask VT to collect all relevanl 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 03.08.20i6.

The inslitution has not submitted any reply.

The SRC in its 343'd meeting held on O1"r & 02nd August, 2017 considered the
requesting for inspection and decided as under;

1. These are RPRO cases. ln view of the latest instruclions, no
inspection is required ln these.

2. But, these also involve 'shifting'. Therefore, VT lnspection will be
required.

3. The SRO's request is noted and permission is given for organizing VT
lnspections in these cases.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC inspection of the institution was generated through
online mode on 08.08.20107 and the schedule was fixed between 19.08.2017 io
08.09.2017.

An e mail received from Dr. Prin.Rekha B. Topkar (VT Membeo on 22.0g.2017 and
tating as under,S
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was appointed as VT member to visit and inspect the institution

of Siriki College of Education for Women, Vizianagaram, Andhra pradesh. The

schedule was 19.08.2017 to 08.09.2017. I had contacted the concerned

authority of the institution for the inspection but the Pincipal is not ready to do

the process during the schedule. I received the message from the Principal of

the college by mobile /s as "we will not ready for inspection for the dates,

please intimate the NCTE."

Hence we are not going to visit and inspect the institution. lt is your

kind information. lf 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.

2.1They have already shifted without permission.

2,2 Their reluctance to cooperate with the V.T.l 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 Ifthey do not cooperate again, issue SCN for de recognition.

4. Issue SCN accordingly.

St. Marys College of Education, St.Mary Educational Society, Linga Reddy Patly,
Siddipet, Medak-502276, Telangana.

St. Mary Educatronal Society, Medak, Telangana has submitted an application to the
Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to St. Marys College of
Education, St.Mary Educational Society, Linga Reddy Pally, Siddipet, 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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B.Ed 2 Units
Sl. Marys
College of
Education,

Medak,
Telangana
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On 31 .12.2014. lelters were
new Regulations 2014 seek
Norms and Standards before

issued to all existtng
ing consent on their
31 .10.201 5.

institutions regarding notification of
willingness for fulfilling the revised

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 29.05.2015 with a condition ,the

accommodation is inadequate and there is asbestos roofing in lhe 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"rmeeting held on 05th & 06th February, 2016 considered the mauer
and decided as underi

1. The order given in Feb 16 has, unfortunately, not yet been
communicated. lt is very bad, Avoid such delays.

2. Communicate the decision with the "Faculty conditions, prescribed by
us in all such cases, to be effective from 2OL6-17 .

3. lssue a letter accordingly with copy to the University concerned.

40 APS02376
B.Ed 2 Units
Jnana Bharathi
College of
Education,

Bellary,

Karnataka

ucation, Bellary Road, Kudligi -583135, Bella

On 16.02.20'15 the institution submitted the affidavit for offering course with an intake
100 students. The revised order was issued to the institution on 16.05.2015. T
institution submitted reply in compliance to the order on 01.07.2OlS.

SRC in its 314th meeting held during 2zih to 28th May, 2016 considered the matter
institutions which have been nition for offeri with an intake of 100 students and

ry District,Jnana Bharathi College of Ed

edY ru n sid alid ESW aS ra d etha uK deyu Bel D string pe Ka alanya s ct,lary
nauS mb ditte he S ulheo n R nro Cal mom ofittee CN TE tfo ta nteg s

tonit n to J an na hB ratha Co Erecog d toucat n B dKU 1583ege 35ary s
eB Ka karnata Secofor and OUC erSary one dr u onati from thry yea

SC nto 0042 50 with a 1n na uan 00 uSt TSden dan Swa lantedg
no 92 1 02 04 hrt oC itnd nto o hS ift to its own ses/bU d n ith nprem g
romf he date of itn nto n ca h e rsecou IS started n rerecog nted

Karnataka

he

recognitlon
three years
premises)
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. 'l (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:
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irected RD, SRO to initiate process for VT inspection

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letter for inspection was issued to the
rnstitution on 1 3.06.201 6.

On 09.12.2016, the institution submitted a request for an intake of one unit of
students, as under:-

"With Ref. To the above Subject, we previously requested and obtained the

demically backward region, and there are four
for this reason. Now we don't require second

need arises we would ask for the another unit to the department. As of now we
connot 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.
4. Issue accordingly.

it is aca
running

more

u nit.

B.Ed colleges
ln future when the

d

aS ctn nlo o u DIrd I romf e rtma en o B E d uCo ofrse nstyo p Bus
owN s cthe Uo exterse tonded two rS naday he ce WE ot SSe adm SSSION na dyea s

APS04659
D.Ed '1 Unit

S.V.K lnstitute of
Diploma in

Education,
Tumkur,

Karnataka

Someshwara Vidya Kendra, Tumkur District, Karnataka had submitted an application
to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to S.V.K lnstitute
of Diploma in Education, 7rh Cross, S.S.Puram, Tumkur-522102, Karnataka for
Elementary ( D.Ed) course of two years duration wjth 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 26.05.2011.

The institution has submitted the following documenls:-

1. A copy of the duly filled form for online application for permission to close D.Ed
course is submitted.

2. Society Registration Certificate is submitted.
3. Resolution copy is submitted
4. Certification letter from the Secretary, Sri Someshwara Vidya Kendra is

submitled.

Cross, S.S.Puram, Tumkur-S72102,S.V.K lnstitute of Diploma in Education,
Karnataka.

(5. Sathya1-
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Chairma
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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.

Number of colleges

Submitled Fake and Fabricated documenls

o2 New Annexure 1 B

35 (Existing) (Annexure
1A)

2

SRCAPPlO69
D.El.Ed 1 Unit
KGN College of
Elementary
Education,

Nalgonda,
Telangana

Functionln in leased remises even after 04 Annexure ll

KGN College of Elemen
Nalgonda District.50800'1,

tary Education, Sy No.786, Gandamvari Gudem Village,
Telangana

Nandamuri Educational Society, Plot No. 4-85, Shantinagar Street, Nalgonda Village,
Post and District-508001, Telangana submitted an online application to the Southern
Regional Committee of NCTE on 28.09.2010 and physical apptication 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, I 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 buitt-up area
for group of courses of Teacher Education Programmes, the members of our
society has resolved to seek the permission for shifting of premises.

ln this regard, I am here by submitting the required and relevant documents
along with a DD bearing No. 039753 of dated 03.11.2015 for an amount of Rs.
1,50,000 for your kind favour."

On 08.02.20'16 a letter is received from the Director of School Education Government
of Telangana Hyderabad vide lelter 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, Gandamvari Gudem Village, Nalgonda District-50800'l , Telangana to SRC,
NCTE for taking furlher necessary action under section '17 of the Act.

345th Meetino ofSRC
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Shifting of College Premises without the

Submission of fake NOCs

Not possessing land in the name of the

16 (Annexure lll)
rmission of SRC NCTE

15 nexure

04 (Annexure V)
nstitution

The matter was placed before SRC in its 302"d Meeting held on Ogth-11th February,
2016 and the Committee considered the letter from the Director School Education
Department, Telangana State and decided lhal"What with the 3 March 16 time-limit
pressure on us, it is not possib/e to go into these complaints at this time. Process and
put up after March 16".

Again as per the decision of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 309th

Meeting held on 12'h-14'h April, 2016 and the committee considered in respect of (76

colleges) regarding not fulfilling the deficiencies and it has decided to issue show
cause notice for the following to KGN College of Elementary Education, Sy No.786,
Gandamvari Gudem Village, Nalgonda District-508001, Telangana.

a Submitted fake land documents ( Sale deed 278212011, of SRO: siddipet) with
the inspection report.

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on 13.05.2016. The
institution has submitted its written representation on 03.06.2016.

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on O8'h - 09th August,2016 considered the Shifting
case and SCN reply and decided as under:

1. ln 37 cases, the Director of School Education, Telangana, had commented
adversely on the genuiness of the land documents furnished.

2. Based on that report, Show Cause Notices were issued to all the 37
applicants.

3. Replies to the Show Cause Notice have been received from 26 out of the
37
cases. These replies may be sent to the Director of School Education;
Telangana, for their comments about the validity//genuineness of the land

documents and their admissibility in these cases of the Teacher Education
lnstitutions concerned.

4. ln the remaining 11 cases, for failure to respond to the Show Cause Notice,

action may be taken to withdraw recognition.
5. ln those cases in which the applicants had forged the documents to make

them appear as registered documents when in fact they were only
unregistered, a reference should also be made to the Registration Office
concerned for considering criminal action against the erring institutions.

Copy for information to the affiliating body-the SCERT, Govt. of Telangana.

a
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Accordingly, as per the
07 09.2016
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decision of SRC, a letter to the Director. SCERT was sent on

An email received from the Jojiana Lakra, Section Officer, lnspection Cell on23.09.2016. tt stated as under:

"l am directed to say th,at a complaint has been received against
Sh.M.A.Kareem, Secratery 

9f K G N Coliege of Elementary Education, dy.Ni'.
786, Gandamavari Gudem,.Nalgonda Distiict, Telangana itate stating tn6t tie
secretary of the institutrcn has produced alr the fake"documents for air the giotvt
agencies for running the co ege from 2012-2013.

Y?u gre tlergtore reque.sted to furnish your comments/sfafus report in respectof the institution KGN. 
.Coltege _of 

' 
Etementary eaucation,- iy ii-761l',

Gandamvari Gudem, Natgondi Dilrict, Telangbna State utong inn tii
original file for processing the matter further under"section 13.,,

The institution submitted wriften representation arong with documents o n 2r.03.2017 .

thg PR.c 
in its 336'h meeting herd on 1gth & 2ob Aprir, 2017 considered the matter anddecided 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 asserted 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.

Accolingly, 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 1g.O4.2017 and stating as under;

".....with reference to the subject cited above, I am to state that we
have been granted recognition for 201i_2013.

ln this regard, I wish to bring to your kind notice that our case has been
tekel in the agenda and decided thai the document should be sent to Sub
Registrar officer concerned. rn view of the above circumstance, r am to state
that we have also submitted o-ur shifting proposal along with required Fee
amount and documents on 23 12 201 S. But till today, we iave not ybt receivid
any communication in regard to the process our shiiing proposat.

Hence, I request vou kindlv to make arranQeme nts in reeard to the
SS shifti the senf s e

(S. Sathya

S
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t The.application of the shifting documents were processed and placed before sRC in its
340"'meeting held on 08'" & 09'n June. 2017 and the Committee considered the maner
and decided as under;

1. The Telangana Govt's complaint against this College is about
submission of fake documents.

2. That matler is under verificalion.
3. Until it is completed, no request for shifting can be considered since, if

the complaint is proved, recognition will be wilhdrawn in the D.El.Ed.
case.

ln lhe meantime, written representation received from the Sub Regislrar, Nalgonda
S.R.O on 08.06.2017 and stating as foltows;

" ....1 am to state that the Land Document sent by you in the name of KGN
College of Elementary Education Sponsored by Nandamuri 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"d meeling held on Osrh & 06ih July, 2017 considered the mafter 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
informalion.

3. Collect all documenls for scrutiny before ordering VT lnspection for
shifting.

345th Meeting of SRC

21"t & 22.d, September, 2017

ISCERf lo lssue renewal of affiliation for the vear 2017-201 8."

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, letters was sent to the institution and the Director,
SCERT on 13.07.2017.

Reply from the Director, SCERT has not received

The institution submitted shifting proposal on 23.12.2015 and the documents

The Committec considered the abovc matter and dccided 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.

On 28.07.2017 institution submitted ats written representation requesting proposal to
constitute cause inspection for shifting.

+
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ucation, Siddipet Revenue Division, Duddeda, Medak Dislrict,A.P. College of Ed
Telangana

A. P. College of Education, Siddipet Revenue Division, Duddeda, Medak Disfrict,
Andhra Pradesh had submitted an application to the southern Regional committee oi
NcrE for 

-granr 
of recognition for starting B.Ed course of one yeai from lhe 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 instlution
shall shifl 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 shifling proposat on 28.09.2007 along with DD of Rs.40.000/-
bearing no.379835 dated 24.09.2007(taken into account) for B.Ed programme.

Gfr*

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 existng 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 276th meeting herd on 7'h-9'h January, 2015 decided to issue provisional
recognition orders to the existing institutions and the committee also decided to
mainlain a check list of such cases for verification in october/November and for
causing inspection.

Accordingly, a revised recognilion order was issued to the institution on 1 1 .05.2015
with an intake two basic units of 50 sludents each with a condition thal the institution
has-nol shifted to its own premises as stipulated in its Formal Recognition order dated
03 07.2003.

4. LIJC not given.

5. EC is old. Obtain laresr I.iC.

6. BP is not approved.

7. BCC is approved. The built up area is 1B9O Sq mt. This is adequate for
D.El.Ed (1 unit).

8. FDRs are given only for 5+3 lakhs. We need S+7 lakhs FDRs in
original, in it. Account with a s-year validity.

9. l,atest Approved l-aculty list is not given.

10. Issue SCN accordingly

APS00398
B.Ed 2 Units
D.El.Ed 'l Unit
A.P. College of
Education,

Medak,
Telangana

1,62



34sth Meeting of SRC

21st & 22nd, September, 2017

The lnstitution submitted written representation on 17.06.2015 along with relevant
documents. The letter stated as follows:

"With reference to the above order cited, I under Singed correspondent of the
A.P. College of Education Duddeda Medak District Andhra Pradesh submitting
herewith required information which has to be submitted on or before 31"t July
2015

1. Copy of Land Registration documents No.2591/2006
2. Encumbrance Ceftificate
3. Land Use Ceftificate
4. Euilding Plan
5. Approved staff list
6. The College Premises has shifted to its own building in the year 2006-

2007 only for that I am enclosing herewith the shifting permission letter
copy of the University. Kindly accept the same sir".

t

t'

1. Since Revised Recognition Order has been issued. Cause inspection after 31

Oct, 20'15 to ensure full compliance of the 2014 Regulations.

2. Advise them specifically that the 20'14 Regulations do not provide for any
opportunity to remove deficiencies after the inspection.

As per the decision of SRC inspection intimation was sent to the institution and VT
members on 16.01.2016. The lnspection of the institution was conducted on
30.01.20'16 and VT report along with documents and CD received on 03.02.2016.
ln the meantime, lhe institution submitted written representation on 0'1.02.20'16, the
letter stated as follows:

"l 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 area.

Hence kindly accept my request to run this institution with one unit of 50
students'1

As per the direction of SRC, the VT members visited to the institution on 30.0'1.2016
and lhe overall assessment is as under:

"The mandate for the visiting team vis-e-vis A.P. College of Education which is
already running a duly approved D.El.Ed course is to verify whether the college
has u raded its facilities to confirm to 2014 NCTE Norms. The differences

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 291"tmeeting held on
20"' -21" August 20'15 The Committee decrded as under:

\
J4E\a-^^_

(S. Sathyaml

Chairmari
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A letter was issued to the institution on 28.'10.2015 conveying the decision of SRC.
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1. Title is clear. Land area is adequate.
2. Sy. Nos. in land document and BCC do not match.
3. LUC is in order.
4. EC not given.

5. BP - not approved by competent authority. Sy.Nos. tally with BCC. Buillup
area shown is 3100 sq.mts.

6. BCC is in order. Buillup area shown is 3100 sq.mts.
7. Original FDRS required.
8. Faculty list is incomprete: onry 7 are there against 16 required. obtain ratest

approved faculty list.
9. lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 23.02.2017.

The inslitution submitted reply along with documents on 27.03.2017 .

The institution submitted its wrilten 
-representation 

arong with apprication for shifting of
premises and documents on 1 1.08.20i 7 and stating 

"" 
inOur; 

-

".....1 am to state that we have been granted Recognition for B.Ed in 2002_03
and D.El.Ed for the session 2012-13

- ln regard to B.Ed course we submitted our shifting proposal on
28.09.2007, we were asked to submit the documents Ouring tne year, 2009.
We were also asked to submit the Affidavit during the yeai2lt l'as per new
Regulations of 2014.

345th Meeting of SRC

21st & 22nd, September, 2017

between the 2009 NeTE Norms and 2014 norms NCTE are (1) Website (2)
installation OF Fire safety equipments. The VT verified these are available
However, the principat is unqualified as per the norms, He does nof possess a
M PhiUP.hd Degree"

O, the basis of that shifting proposal, two (2) inspections were
Show cause norbe was /ssued

action in the file.

conducted on 30.01.2016 and 2008.2016
We have submitted our rgply. , !! there is no

The SRC in ils.302nd meeting herd on 09'h - 11th February 2016, considered the vr
report and decided as under:

"The VT lnspection repoft is quite incomplete. Send another Team for a proper
inspection and complete repoft."

As directed, the vr was generated through onrine VT Modure. The inspection of the
instituton was again conducled on 20.09.2016 and vr report atong wiih documents
and CD received on 25.08.2016.

The SRC in its 329th meeting herd on 6rh and 71h February 2017, considered the vr
Report along with documents and decided as under.

1,64
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345th Meeting of SRC

27n & 2znd, September, 2017

As our college 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 that they will not have security while
travelling from R & B road to our college.

Keeping all in our view, as our shifting lssue ls not yet decided, we wish
to shift the present courses from Duddeda to Narayanked which is located
within the jurisdiction. /l is a/so our own building having ample/required
facilities for running both the courses. /t has required and reliabte playground
also. Moreover, it is located in the middle of the town.

Hence, I request you kindly to accept our proposal and do favourable
justice."

The Committee considered the show cause notice reply and decided as
under:

1. This is a case ofshifting B.Ed (2 units) and D.El.Ed (1 unit).
2. They are at present in the outskirts of village Duddeda, They wanted

to shift to Narayanakuda. 2 V.'f.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. lssue SCN accordingly

A,P, College of Elementary Education, Plot No.609, Duddeda village and post office,
Kondapak Taluk & City,Medak District-s02277, Telangana

A.P. College of Elementary Education, Plot No.609, Duddeda Village and post office,
Kondapak Taluk and City,Medak District-502277 , Tetangana submitted an application
to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition for starting
D.El.Ed 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"d meeting held on 09ih - 1'1ih February 2016, considered the VT
report for shifting of B.Ed and decided as under:

"The VT lnspection repod is quite incomplete. Send another Team for a proper
i n spection and. compl ete re poft ."

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 wilh documents
and CD received on 25.08.2016

(S. Sathyam)

Chairma n

44 SRCAPP546
D.El.Ed 1 Unit

A.P. College of
Elementary
Education,

Medak,
Telangana
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345th Meetino of SRC
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The SRC rn rts azSirineeting held on 6 and February 2017, considered the VT
Report and decided to issue show cause notice for the following grounds

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 slating as
under;

The institution submitted its written represenlation along with application for shifling of
premises and documents on 1 1 .08.2017 and stating as under;

".....1 am to state thal we have been granted Recognition for B.Ed in 2002-03
and D.El.Ed for the session 2012-13

ln regard to B.Ed course we submitted our shifting proposal on
28.09.2007, we were asked to submit the documents during the year, 2009.

We were a/so asked lo 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 30.01.2016 and 20.08.2016. Show cause rollbe was issued.
We have submitted our reply. But there is no action in the file.

As our college 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 that they will not have security while
travelling from R & B road to our college.

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. lt is also our own building having ample/required
facilities for running both the courses. lt has required and reliable playground

also. Moreover, it is located in the middle of the town.

Hence, I request you kindly lo accept our proposal and do favourable

(5. sathyam
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1 . Title rs clear. Land area is adequate.
2. Sy. Nos. in land documenl and BP/BCC/EC do not tally.
3. LUC is in order.
4. EC not given.

5. BP is not approved by competent authority. Built.up area shown is
3100 sq.mts.

6. BCC is in order. Built-up area shown is 3100 sq.mts.
7. Original FDRS required.

8. Obtain latest approved faculty list.

9. lssue SCN accordingly.

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.El.Ed (1 unit).

2. They are at 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. 'fhereafter, collect fee afresh and cause composite inspection of the
new site proposed.

5. Issue SCN accordingly.

yu

t

)

APS01626
B.Ed 1 Unit

Miranda College
of Education,

Bangalore,

Karnataka

Miranda College of Education, C.A. 52, HAL 3'o Stage, lndiranagar, Bangalore-560075,
Karnataka.

Miranda Education Society, Bangalore, Karnataka had submitted an application to the
Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition to Miranda College of
Education, C.A.52, HAL 3'd Stage, lndiranagar, Bangalore-560075, Karnataki 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
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 of 100 students. The revised order issued to the institution on 16.05.2015 with
an intake 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
29.O1.2016 & 1 9.07.201 6.

The SRC in its 322nd meeting held during 20th - 21"t 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. lf documents have already been received, process and put up."

As per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on 16.11.2016

The institution submitted the following documents for 1 unit on 05.01.2017 and
14.08.2017.

345n Meetina of SRC

27't & 22nd, September, 2017

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman
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34,th Meeting of SRC
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-,

1. This is a RPRO case of Ii.Ed (1 unit).

2.1 Title is clear.

2.2 They have been in existence for 15 years. They have 1g90 Sqmt of
land. The latest Regulations require only 1000 sqmt of land.

2,3 Land area is, thereforc, adequate.

3. l,UC given by BDA is in order.

4. EC is in order.

5. BP is in order. Built-up area shown is 945 Sq mts which is inadequate
against a requirement of 1S00 Sq mts.

6. BCC is in order. Built up arca shown is 1492 Sq mts which is iust 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 ioint account, with a S_year validity @
Rs.5+7 lakhs per programme,

B. t'aculty list is not in format and not approved by the Registrar.

9. Issue SCN accordingly.

the institution written representation and
'f hc Committee considered
decidcd as under:

APS03285
B.Ed 1 Unit
Shanthiniketan
B.Ed College,
Bangalore,

Karnataka

46 Shantiniketan B.Ed College, No.70, Bilekahalli. Bangalore -560076, Karnataka

m

Shantrnikethan Education and werfare Trust, Bangalore, Karnalaka had submiued an
application to the southern Regional committee 

-or 
rucre for grant of recognition to

shantinlketan B.Ed coflege, No.70, Birekahafli, Bangarore -560076, Karnltaka foi
Secondary (B.Ed) course of one year duration from 

-ihe 
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 wiflingness towards
adherence to Regulations 2014.
A revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 'r6.05.2015 with an annuar
intake of 100 students for two basic units of 50 students each, subject to submission of
revalidated FDRs of enhanced value from the academic session 2b1S_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 07.09.2016G
with a single unit

e institution has submitted a
with an annual intake of S0

request letter to
students.

run the 8.Ed programme

I
]t" STC. ll its 322ft meeting hetd during 20rh _ 21"r October, 2016 considered therequest of the institution and decided as un-der,-

'1. "Request for reduction of intake from 2 untts to one unit is accepted.2 Ask them to submit arr rere,vant documents tor processing the case for issue ofa new FR under the 2014 Regulations for B.Ed i1 unitt.3. lf documents have already beLn received process ini put up.,,

Accordingry' as per the decision of SRC a retter was issued to the institulion on16.11 .2016

The institution has submitted a retter arong with foflowing documents fo-l unit on16.12.2016

The Committee considcred
decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case which involves reduction of Z units to 1unit.
2. Title is clear. Land area (3793 sq mts) is adequate. They should explain

why they have given a figure of ZTOO sqmts 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. 
lDls. a-r: required in original, in ioint account, with a S_year validity @
5+7 lakhs for each programme.

8.1 F-aculty list is not authenticated on every page by the Registrar.
8.2 It is only in a photo-copy form.

8.3 The covering letter given by
authentication.

9. Issue SCN accordingly.

10. Further consideration to issue

the registrar is not adequate

Regulations will be given only after removal of the deficiencies listed
above.

(s. Sa hyam)

the institution written representation and

of a fresh FR under the 20t4

{
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AOS00249
B.Ed 1 Unit

Gold Field
College of
Education, Kolar,
Karnataka

Gold Field Co llege of Education, Karahalli Extension, Kolar Road, Bangarpel5s31 14,
Kolar District, Karnataka

The SRC granted recognition to Gold Field College of Education, Karahalli Extension,
Kolar Road, Bangarpet-S53'l '14, Kolar District, Karnataka for B.Ed course of one year
duration from the academic session 2002-2003 with an annual intake of 100 sludents
vide F.KR/S/3s/SRO/ NCTE 12002-200313205 dated 07t11t2002 subjecr to
compliance of the conditions indicated in the order.

A complaint dated 2711212012 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 0210112013 staling as under:-

1. l.E.Manoj Kumar working as groupD Employee from 08.02.2005 in the un
approved post and group -D Employee in approved post from 19.05.2009 in
Gold Field College of Education, Bangarpet which was admitted for salary
grant from 19.05.2009.

2. The College is headed by Dr. K.Purnima is the wife of Dr. K.Arunodaya who is a
Trustee,also daughter in law of Sri.K.J.Kale Gowda a Managing Trustee and
Mr. Prema Kale Gowda another Trustee, and also happens to be the daughter
of another truslee 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 getling my due salaries since
19.05.2009.The fact which is clearly shown in all my letters referred above.

3. I belonging to the scheduled Caste Community, find it as a herculian task to
fight against lhe injustices noted on to me by the Principal & Management
authorities. I beg your good self to klndly instruct the Principal not to ill treat 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
empty 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 lwas un- authorisedly absent is not
true. No nolice is served to me till to-day wit regard lo unauthorized absentism.

A copy of the request letter dated 09.09.2011 followed by a reminder dated 28.09.20i 1

regarding non-payment of his salary from May 2009 addressed to the Deputy Director,
D.l.E.T, Kolar was enclosed.

A copy of the letter daled 26.11.2012 from the Principal, D.I.E.T 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 Mano.i Kumar is
enclosed. D.l.E.T has also sought copies of the memos issued to Manoj kumar and
copies of his acknowledgement of the memos.

Copies of the letters from Manoj Kumar addressed to the Principal, Gold Field College
of Education Re istrar, Ban alore Universi and Princi D.l.E.T, Kolar with

345th Meetino of SRC

21n & 22nd, September, 2017
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34sth Meeting ofSRC
2lst & 22nd, September, 2017

information regardrn
taking his signature

g the matter of not allowing him to sign the attendance register and
on an empty paper is enclosed for perusal

The southern Regionar commiltee in its 241"'meeting herd on 29rh& 31"iMarch 2013& 01'' Aprir 2013, considered the matter ano oec,oeJ' to-serio copy ot the compraintlatter to DSERT, for their comments and appropriate acf ion. 16.0S.20'l 3.

on 30.01.2015, the institution has submitted an affidavit with an intake of 1oo students.The revised order was issued to the institution on zz.os.zois with two basic units of 50each subject to the decision of 
.sRC, on the repry to oe reviseo trom tne oirector,DSERT and the institution on the futfilting fottowing';6nO-itions. 

-

The lnstitution has submitted revised order reply on 03.0g.2015.

The.sRC 
.in 

its 321"imeeting herd during 2g'h to 30rh september, 2016 considered thematter and decided as under:-

1 Land documenl not otven
2^. LLIC-not approved iy competent authority
3. EC ts given- but there is no land document to compare it with.
4. BP^-nol approved by competent authority .

2 29C^_*, ?pp.ved 
by competent authority, Buitt up area is inadequate

o. FUKS - not Qtven
7. Faculty list - not given.
8. Fee not paid.

9. /ssue SC/V accordingly for withdrawal of recognition.

,1- 
.p^"1.1!9 decision of SRC, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on14.10.2016.

A letter dated 26j02016 has been recerved by rhis office from the inst[ution on28.10.2016 is under:-

"With reference to the above subiect, our college offers B.Ed, course of oneyear duration earlier & is functioning from 197iwith an annuat intake of 100students. According to NCTE Regulations 2014 now B.Ed., Course Auration ii
2 years & it is 2 Basic Units ( lOO atudents) from 2015-16 Batch.

ln view of 2 years B.Ed., course.,the admission is row. our rnstitution is now
Government Granlin-Aid from 19th May 2009. The Government wi, not permit
us to appoint new additional Teaching staff as per the NCTE new regutati;ns oi2014 ol 2 Basic units with annual inta-ke of 1o0'students

So, I U UT self ind I uce its s S nit
stud from Aca tc 016-17."

The SRC in its 324rh meeting held during 07th - 08ih December, 2016 considered the
on and decided as under-uest of the instituti

(S. Sathyam+
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Y

Vivekananda C
Bangalore-5600

ollege of Education, Di
55, Karnataka.

Raj Kumar Road, 2 Stage, Raja.yinagar,

1?Xif^:dT:ll?,n -society's 
Vrvekananda Coflege of Education, Dr. Raj Kumar Road,

i...,191':-1"]1l1ag.art Bangatore_S60055, Karnataka was granled iecognition i;irr.tro. course vrde order No.F.SRo/NCTE tB.Ed.t2oo4_2005/867.1 dated is.ll .zooq
with a condition to shift to lls own premises within 3 years.
The rnstitution vide retter dated B 12.zoi1hao requested for renewar of Fixed Deposit
Receipts which expired on 17 .6.2011 .

Ongoing through the fite, it was seen that the institution was granted recognition inleased premises. From lhe Visiting team report dated 9.10.2004, it was observed thatthe management was offering MBA, P.G. Courses, pharma cy College, Law College,
ree Col Schools etc. The institution is also sharin the Labswith some other

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

'l . "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.
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 reply to the show cause notice on 22.12.2016.

On 02.01.2017 the institulion has submitted documents for 1 unil.

'Ihe Committee considered
decided as under:

the institution written representation and

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, EC is in the name of thc'l'rust,

4. BP is approved in the name ofthe Trust. Built up area is 1532 sq mts.
5. BCC is not given.

6. F?R_s are_required in original, in joint account, with a S-year validity
@ .5+ 7- lakhs pcr programme. Lessor and the applicant (as lessee)
should have loint holding.

7. FacuJty list is not given in the prescribed format and not approved by
the Registrar.

B. Issue SCN accordingly.

9. Link the M.Ed case also for composite consideration
4PS02091
B.Ed 1 Unit
Vivekananda
College of
Educalion,
Rajajinagar,

Karnataka

+
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i ln order to ascertain the maintenance of extant, NCTE regulatlons, norms and
standards of 2009 by the instrtution, a proposar was praced oerore sRC to get the
institution inspected under Section 1 7 of NCTE Act.

The SRC in its 216ih meeting of SRC held on .l1th 
-.l2rh January, 20.12 considered the

VT and VCD of the institution and aI the rerevant 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 period 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 instttution is functioning in a multistoried buiding; tne
third floor is earmarked for B.Ed programme. The management is arso oiering
MBA, P.G. courses, Pharmacy College, Law College, De-gree College & Highei
schools in the same buirding The rabs are being shared with oth-er cofle"ges.
This is against and gross violation of the NCTE noims.

The institution vide its letter dated 30.3.2012 submitted its written representation

The SRC in its 22-1't meetrng herd on 1grh -2orh Aprir 2012 considered the repry of the
institution dated 30.03.201 z and all the relevanl documentary evidences and decided
to serve Final show cause Notice under section 17 of NCTE Act and accordingly, a
Final show cause Notice was issued to the instilution on 21.0s.2012 ror tne rorrdrirnl
deficiencies:-

The institutjon was given recognition on 25.11.2004 in a temporary leased
premises with a specific condition that the institution should move lo a
permanent premise within a period of three years i.e., on or before 25.11.2007.
Even after a lapse of time period of Z years & 04 months, the management has
yet to start the construction of its own building/move to its own building. The
institution stated that a new building was conitructed in the leased land from
Govt of Karnataka, which was not brought to the notice of SRC.NCTE till date.
Approved blue print of the building plan issued by competent civil authority is
not submitted.
Original building completion certificate from competenl Govt. authorized
engineer is not submitted.

345th Meeting ofSRC
21st & 22nd, September, 2077

College. As per l\41S, the institut
NCTE,

ron is not running any other course recognized with

Notarized land usage certificate from the Revenue divisional office statin g that
the agriculture land converted to non-agriculture for the purpose of educational
institution onlv is not submitted. proceedings of Revenue Divisional Officer not
submilted for conversion of land from agricultural to edu cational purposes

5. Original Affidavit in the prescribed form on Rs. 100/- stamp paper duly attested
oath Commissioner or nota blic, is not submitted

thyam
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The rnstitution submitted its representation on 12.06.2012.
The SRC in its 236ih meeting held on 16th -17th December 2012,considered the reply of
the institution vide letter daled 12.06.20i2 and all the relevant documentary evidentes
and decided to serve Final Show cause Notice under NCTE Act.

Accordingly, a Final show cause notice was issued on 05.02.2013. The institution
submitted its written representation on 25.02.2013.

The sRC ln its 242nd meeting herd on 14th- 16th Aprir 2013 considered the written repry
of the institution on the above matter and also the relevant documents of the institution
and decided to withdraw recognition for the following reasons:-

1. As seen from building ptan, Muttipurpose hall is having 1294.83 Sq.ft. which ts
less as per NCTE norms. As per NCTE regulations, 2009 institution must have
lvlulti purpose hall of size of 2000Sq.ft.

2. As seen from the seal of the building plan, Ground Floor is meant for car
parking only and shall nol convert for any other purpose. From the building plan
it is observed that Ground Floor is having 255.16 Sq.mts. Hence, the remiining
5 floors with built up area ol 255.16.5= j,21S.g Sq.mts is less as per NCTE
norms. As per NCTE regulations 2009, the institution should have 15OO 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, BBMP. BCC
should be approved by the Government Engineer.

5. Staff list approved by Bangalore Unlversity is not Submitted.

345th Meeting of SRC
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6. Staff details duly approved by the affiliating body is not submitted

Based on the above points the committee decides to w the on of the
B.Ed course run by Vivekananda College of Education, Dr. Raj Kumar Road, 2 Stage,
Ralajinagar, Bangalore-560055, Karnalaka, from the academic year 20'13-14, in order
to enable the ongoing batch of students in B.Ed course, if any, to complete their
course.

It was made clear lhat the institution is debarred from making any further admission
subsequent to the date of issue of this order The Affiliating b;dy / Examining board /
body be informed accordingly. Further decided to return Endowment fu-nds and
Reserve fund deposited wilh SRC NCTE, Bangalore, if any.

As per the decision of sRC, the recognition of the institution was wilhdrawn vide order
no. F.No.APS02091/B. Ed/KA.201 3- 14t51731 dared 1 7.05.201 3

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- 47 6t201 3t Appeal/1 4th Meeting-201 3
dated 30.'10.2013 made the bservations

+
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"The Council noted that the appellate institulion was grant,ed recognition forB.Ed course on 25.11 .2004 with a condi riI on to shift to ils own premises wilhin3 years. Committee noted that V.T report which is being referred to in theshow cause notice dated 05.02 2013 is not available on SRC file. Thewithdrawal order dated .17.05.2013 
is mainly on grounds of the inadequacy ofmultipurpose hall, total built u p area combined together on all the floors aflerexcluding ground floor, approval of B.C.C. by the Assistant Director( TownPlanning) and non-submission of staff list approval. Committee noted that theappellant has htghlight ed earlier portion in the building plan which wasapproved in November 2008 to indicate that size of multipurpose hall isadequale and that parki ng facilities is shifting to outside place and ground floorrs permitted to be used as class room. lf this has been the position it shouldhave been reflected in the Visiting Team report. The approval of BangaloreUniversity on the appointment of principal and six other members of faculty isdated 17-07-2013 whereas the SCN was issued to the appellant institution an05-02-2013 and withd rawal order is dated 17-05_2013 Committee concludedthat post withdrawal developments cannot be taken as valid proof of havingcomplied with the deficiencies pointed out in the show cause notice. ln theabove circumstances, the Council concluded that SRC was justified in refusingrecognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order ofthe SRC confirmed

thyam)

After perusal of the documents, Memorandum of appeal, affidavit, thedocuments available on record and considering ihe orat arguments advanced
during the hearing, the councir concruded tnat tie sic *". jr.tiriuJ in i"rr"iigrecognition and therefore the appear deserved to be rejected and the order oiSRC confirmed.

The Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against,,

]h.-e 
STC in.its 255ih meeting held on 13-.15 November 20.13, considered the appe,ateauthority order and took nole of the same

ln the meantime, a W.p.No.51932./?0i3 (EDN-REG_P) Rled by Janatha EducationSociety's Vrvekananda Co,eoe..Dr.,Rajku-Li no"O, naj"1in""g", rr stage, Bangalore_560055 v/s NCIE and others in the Ho;,bte H,gi, Corrt oi?ailataka. Bangalore.This office received a court norice oateo zz l finliin'w piro srggz/2013 which is asunder:-

"....to appear before the courl. in person or through advocate duly instructed orthrough some one authorized by law lo act tor yo'u in tnis case, at 10.30 a.m. inthe forenoon within 5 days of the service of tnis noiice to show cause why rulenisi should not be issued.
lf you fair so to appear on the said dare or an subsequent date to which themater may be posted as. directed by the court, without any rurfirer notice, inepetition wi be dealt wirh, heard and decided on'meritiin your absence.

lnlerim Order

).
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ing issue of Rule nisi in the ;foreaaid wrn
on Friday, The 22d Day of November 2013

petition, it is hereby ordered by this
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By Hon'ble Mr. Justice AnandByrareddy as follows:
Emergenl notice regarding rule.

Learned counser for the petitioner is arso permitted to serve the standing counser forthe respondent. Stay of Annexures ,U' 
and V till th;;xt;;; of hearing.

The petitioner has prayed

(i) To quash the withctrawat order bearing F.No.2091/B.Ed/KN2013_14/51731

. . d*ated 17.0s.2013 passed by the ld risponaentlN}rt Bangaloie) 
- '-.

(ii) To quash the order bearing No ACA SnttE iam eatdam..i"tZOt S_t qdated 29 10 2013 passed byihe lo respondeit(ie Registrar, aiigioo
University)

(iii) To quash the order F.No89-47/2013 Appear/l4th Meeting_2}13 dated
. 30 10.2013 passed by the 4,h respondent.

(iv) Grant such other retief or rellefs. /ssue such other direction or directions orpass such other orders as this Hon,bte Courl deems necessary under thefacts and circumstances of the above case in-ieequity. 'tue:t oI Ine aoove case tn the interest of justice and

A letter was addressed to the Member Secretary, NCTE (He) on 2g.1.1.2013 with arequest for guidance in the matter.

The .RC-NCTE received an inlerim courr order in w.p.No .51g32t2013 from the

[i:fl:,-r"t 
Court of Karnataka, Bangatore on Og.OO ZOt+. rhe court order srating as

order on rA,4114 :Notwithstanding that there is an order of stay of withdrawatof recognition and a direction to tlhe Central Ad;is;;n Ce, to send the list ofna.mes,.atso having been comptied with, the University refuses to ipi:ii"'tii
admlssions made on the ground that since tne reigniron has been withdrawn,affiliation has not been renewed. This shalt not Le i ground on which theuniversity sharr refuse approval of admissions. suolect to the resurt of thepetirrcn, and arso subrect to 

,the 
students of tne petiti'oier-institution comptyiniwilh alr th.e academic erigtbirity cr era The admi,sstii of ne students siait ozapproved.

,}"

1,76

T-he learned counser for the petitioner seeks a fufther direction that since theexaminations are schedules to be held on 02.06.2014, tie- iniversity atso bedirected to furnish the hart tickets to tne examiiitii ,ii iJioy avoid furlherproceedings for such a direction.
The learned counser for the respondent wourd submit that if once admlssrons

?i:,.y-l:?r:d yd i! th9 etisibitity criteria is satisfied, it wout; foilow that theuntversfiy would atso lssue the ha tickets. A this would be subject to theresult of the writ petition.
I A. 4/20 1 4 is allowed accord i ng |y.,,



r
The SRC in its 269
decided and advised
be informed
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meeting held on j -2 July 2014 considered lhe court order and
SRO to ask the Lawye r to get the stay vacated. Also, unlversity to

ln the meantime, a court order in W.p.No.S1g3Z of 2013 dated 04.07.2014 wasreceived by SRC on 14.07.2014 stating as follows:_

"Read the lnterim Order gra nted on 22.j1 .2013, 24.01 .ZOt4 & 25.04.2014.
Afler hearing, the court made the following:_

Order:- Learned Counsel for Respondent Nos.1, 2 and 4 seeks time to file
objections. List after two weeks. rnt,erim order stands .r,t"nouo til the next date
of hearing."

As per decision of 269th meeting of sRC, a refier was sent to shri. p.s. Dinesh,Advocate on 31.07.2014.

Ilre^^SI9 ryas in receipt of tetter from Government of Karnataka, dated 19.08.2014 on05.09.2014, stating as fo ows:-

"... the petitioner has sought for quashing the order dated 03.03.2014 passed byyou made in No. ppOOSHtE/C_3/SM53/PRA. pRAM.Anu/2013-14 vide
Annexure-A and notice dated 0iC6.20.14 passed by the 2;; nlsponoent madein No.PROOSH|E/C-3/SMO53/PRA.pRAM.Anu/2Ol'3-r+ 

vtOe innexure T and
for such other reliefs.

The above matter came up for hearing before C.H.No..lZ on 19.0g.2014. thematter.is disposed of quashing Annexures u & v with a direction to NCTE toreconsider the additional material placed by the petitioner and pass orders in
accordance with raw and arso a direction to bangarore university to pa"" oroli"
after considering the materials placed before it in"accordance with law.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 0g.0g.2014 arong withphotocopy of court order In w.p.No.51932lzrir e reDN-ReG-p) o"tuo 19.08.2014 andinstitution in its reply stating as follows:_

" . .National Council for Teachers Education with drew our recognition dated
1.7.95 

2013 in this regard, we filed a writ petition before the non,tie nign CoiiW.P.No.s19322013. Uo*, the Uoi'Ue High Court, n iti oiierW.P.N. s19322013 (ED_REG_,) dated 19 08.20i4, directed tucre to aiciia
recognition to Vivekananda Coltege of Education, Rajajinagai it itrg.,
Bangalore-55."

A letter from Shri.p.S.Dinesh Kumar, Advocate dated 22.Og.2014 was received by SRCon 26 09.2014 arong with certified copy of court order in wp.No st gszroiiieo^r-
REG-P) dated 19.OB.2O|4. the court order stating as followsj-

9. The NCTE is there fore directed to consider the additional materials

\-
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produced bv he pet tone and erea fter pass fresf) orders n accordance WIth
law ConSEquen hereto on SUc orde betng passed bv h C TE, Bangalore
U vers ty shall a SO ake note of he sarne and ap,p ropnate orders be paSsed

th regard to the affi 'at lon

1-0-. To enable such process to be completed, the order dated 17.05.2013 and
30.10.2n]3 passed by the NCTE and its Appellate Authority as also the order
dated 29.102013 passed by the Bangato,re tJniversity stands quashed. The
matter stands remitted to the NCTE to reconsider the matter afresh and in
accordance with law.

ln terms of the above, the writ petition stands disposed of."

The sRC in its 273'd meeting herd on 30rh september & r"roctober, 2014 considered
the matter, Honbte High Court, Karnataka, oider dated 19.08.2014 and deciOed thii,
this is a.case of shifting of premises. rn accordance with the supreme court oroeis,
this can be 

_processed onry after notification of the new Regurations. Advised southern
Regional Office to lnform the lnstitution and the University aicordingly.

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 in your website NCTE.ORG. fhis ls a case of
shifting of premrses. ln accordance with the Supreme Court Order, this can be
processed only after notification of the New Regulations. lnform the institution and
the University accordingly. So this is not apptica-ble to our college.

lence, we already have given information to NCTE that we have constructed new
building in the year 2008 in the same premises exclusively for B.Ed., course
according to NCTE norms. We are running B.Ed., course in separate building at the
sarne address i.e. Vivekanandacollege of Education, Rajajinagar ll stige, Dr.
R aj ku mar Road, Ba n g al ore- 560055.,'

Again the institution has submitted a retter dtd.30.10.2014 received on 03.11.2014,
along with the approved staff. lisj and the undertaking letter providing 20OO Sq.fl.
multipurpose hall to Vivekananda College of Educatlon.

Another letter from the institution received on 25.j1.2014, stating as follows:

we are sUrp s/ s to se that the proceedings of he 2 meet ns hetd
J RC on 3Oth sep tember 20 1 4 and 1 October 20 1 4 th roceedn e p tngs we
noticed hat our college vekananda Col,lege of Ed.ucation Ralallnaga
s age Dr RalkUmar Road. Bangalore 560055 K,arna aka ha s CaSC of
shift ng of prem ses and accordance wit the Supreme Cou t1 orders ou
appliCA lon process only after notificalion of he new regula tons and he said
proceedings has not been recet ved bv us e he from C TE or form he U VCTSI1y

todav However, WC have noticed n the C TE websIe and found that
conclus/on of e 273 C TE mee s ota 'ncorrect we have not

345th Meeting ofSRC
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s When we obtained permission and the affiliation to run the B.Ed., coltege in the
year 2004, at the first nstant ls onty to the premrses situated at Rajajinagar ll
stage, Dr. Rajkumar Road, Bangalore-S1 Karnataka. Which has larg'e'ext6nt of
land allotled by the B.D.A to run the education institution under the Janatha
Education Society (Regd). ln the land society had constructed number of building
out of which one building is earmarked for B.Ed., college. we have taken
permission in the same premises in the year 2OO4 and sami is continued in the
very same premises. Now the // Semesler 95 students studying in the same
premises and now we would likely to take admission for /st Semesier students for
the academic year 2014-1 5. ln the premises wasNCTE granted permission.
Hence, the question of running B.Ed., co ege in the shiftei premlses does nol
arise. We have not shifted our B.Ed., cottege (lnstitution) to any new premises
therefore continued the old permission and direct the central Admission celt and
Bangalore University lo send sfudenls for admission of Government quota and
Management quota. We also followed the other formalities as directed by the

19i'!l: l1lSh Courl by sending approved staff list and undeftaking of proiiding
2000 Sq.ft. multipurpose hall.

Kindly accept and oblige."

The sRC in its 275th meeting herd on 1-2 December 2014 considered institution's
written representation decided as follows:-

"This is not a shifting case. Re-examine to check whether requirements relating
to title to property infrastructure and land area, as notifled by NCTE, ar6
fulfilled."

In the meantime, a letter dt.3.'12.2014 was received from Shri.p.S.Dinesh, Advocate on
05.12.2014 in respect of w.p.No.54769 0f 2014 filed by Janatha Education society.
The petitioner prayer is " 10.....srnce the respondents have not complied the coirt
order passed in the above writ petition and the new academic year has commenced
and the petitioner stafted issuing application for admission to the B.Ed course for the
academic year 2014-15. Hence, the writ petition to declare that petitioner institution is
entitled to admit the studerls for 8.Ed course of the academic year 2014-15 and for
furlher direction directing the Sth respondent to send the tist of Government quota
students till the respondenls conslder the case of petitioner as directed by this Hon'ble
coui i n W. P. No. 51 932/201 3.

An interim order was received from the Hon,ble High Court of Karnalaka in
W.P.No.54769/2014 dated 02.12.2014 received by SRC on 12.12.2014 stating as
follows:-"... Prima facie, it is seen that this court by the earlier order dated 19.0g.2'014,
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 additionai materials.The
petitioner asserts that no such consideration has been made by providing opportunity
to the petitioner.

shifted our institution to any place or address
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n that sht the order mpus n ed at n ne Xu re-o nd ca ti ns he reaso NS for non
conS idera tion of he app ca tion o he for affi ation thout reference
o h e ea rer proceed nsS does no S n

For he Sa d there Sha be nter tm order aS prayed it h the
the reS ponden N o 5 U d S nd he S ude nts to he pet rt tone nStitu te

s U bject th concern ed opt ns for he petit one I'S CO ege the
SA d pu pose 5

th
d nt notifv thres pon e e pet iti one S col leg nd icat ng

he rern hat hey have been n cl U ded based on he nte m orde o th s cou rt

An email dated 18.i2.2014was received from NCTE Hqrs regardrng guidance for
processing of pending apprications. Accordingly, a wilringness teuLr wai iisued to the
institution on 19.12.20i4.

The institution has submitted its reply to willingness letter on 02.01 .2015 along with
affidavit and DD of Rs.50,000^ and tripric;te apprications arong with reLvant
documents.

The SRC in its, 276ih Meeting held during 07ih - o9rhJanuary, 20.15, considered the
m€tter, reply of the lnstitution dated 02.01.2015 along with affidavit expressing their
willingness to process their application as per Regulations 2014, decided ihat

1 .This is a composite lnstitution.
2. Advised Southern Regional Office to restore recognition.
3.lnform affiliating body also.

As per decision of sRC, order for restoration of recognition was issued to the institution
on 29 .01 .201 5 .

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 institutio-n on 16.05.2015 with an
intake of two units of 50 students each. The institution submrtted reply in compliance to
the order on 01 .07 .2015.

The SRC in its 314rh meeting held during 27th& 2gth May, 2016 considered the reply of
the revised order and decided as under:-

"For Cases of B.Ed ( 2 units) in the existing institution, where RpRO, had been
issued, we have to cause inspection lo 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.e.f 2016-17 to enable them to make
admissions in time.

Action lo check the documents in these cases (about 1gg5 in number) will take
time.^ ln-stead of waiting for that action to be completed for placing them before
the SRC, to save time, VT lnspection can straightaway be ordered. VT
lnspection Reports can be considered along with examination of the
documents.
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Reg onal D rector S autho tized to n iate action accord ns ly The nst itu tionS
Concerned be alerted about S UC h act ton so hat they be prepa red to
rece tve h e srti ng They may a so be o keep n read neSS

atest appro ed FacU Ity L ist S for S u bm SS on to the S

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC, a letterfor inspectlon was issued to the
institutlon on 1 3.06.2016.

On 20.06.20'16, a letter was received from the lnstitution as under:-

"We received a letter from National Council for Teacher Education, South
Regional Committee, Bangalore Karnataka dated 13.06.20.16. ln that letter you
have mentioned about lnspection as per direction of SRC for offering 2 uniti 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 owing to this
we did nol get even 50% of the students, admission (2015-16). As pir 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 lhis
we incur financial burden to the institution. Due to this our management
committee members have decided to retain only one unit of B.Ed courie 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'h meeting held during 07rh - 08th December, 2016 consldered the
request of the institution and decided as under:-

1. "There is no need of inspec on 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 relevanl 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 fo l unit on 29.'12.2016 is
as under:-

"With reference to the above cited, I am herewith submitting the credentials
regarding 1 unit of B.Ed course as per your directions.,,

y
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APS01768
B.Ed 1 Unit
Vikram B.Ed
College, Kolar,
Karnataka

The Committee considered th
decided as under:

VikramB.Ed College, Near R

563125, Karnataka.

c institution written representation and

ailway Track, Chelur Road. Chintamani, Kolar distric!

1. This is a RPRO case involving reduction of 2 units to 1 unit.
2, Title is clear, Land area of4230 sqmts is adequate.

3. LUC is in order.

4. EC is in order.

5. BP is in order, Shows a built up area of2470 sqmts.

6. BCC is in order. Shows a built up area of Z47O sqmts. Built up area is
adequate for B.Ed (1 unit)

7. FDRs are required in original, in ioint account, with a S_year validity
@5+Tlakhs per programme.

8.1 Faculty list is approved by the Registrar. (i) Asst.prof (English) and
Asst Prof (Maths) in the methodology group are requiied io be
appointed. (ii) Asst profs (Fine Arts/per.Arts/phy.Ed.) aie required.

8.2 Principal does not have ph.D. But, when he was recruited, ph.D was
not required.

9. Issue SCN accordingly.

Sri Lakshmi Education Society, Chintamani, Kolar Districf563.l25, Karnataka had
submitted an application to the southern Regional committee of NCTE tor grant ot
recognition to vikramB.Ed college, Near Railway Track, chelur Road, chin"tamani,
Kolar district-563125, Karnataka for secondary 1B.Ed1 couiseof one year'duration from
the academic session 2004-05 with an annuai intake of 100 students and was granGJ
recognition on 29 11.2004.

on 23.01.20'r5, 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 'r00 students (two basic units of 50 each). The institulion
has submitted revised order reply on 30.10.2015.

sRC in its.314rh meeting herd during 27'h& 2gih May, 2016 considered the repry of the
revised order and directed RD, SRO lo initiale action for VT inspection.

Accordingly, as per the decision of sRC a VT letter was issued to the institulion 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.

S. Sathya m)Y
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The SRC in its 32 meeting held during 20 -21 October, 2016 considered the
request of the inslitution 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. lf documents have already been reCeived, process and pul up.;,

As per the decision of SRC, a lelter to institution was issued on 16.1 
.l 

.2016.

The institution has submitted reply to this office on 26.12.2016.

The Committee considered the institution written
decided as under:

representation and

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. EC is 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.El.Ed. 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. 'I'hey also have 2 D,El.Ed courses. Adequacy of land and buildings have to
be assessed for both.

10. Issue SCN accordingly

50 APS00328
B.Ed 'l Unit
St. John College
of Educatron,
East Godavari,
Andhra Pradesh

Division, Kolamuru,St. John College of
Rajahmundry, East God

Ed

avati
ucation, Rajahmundry Revenue
District - 533103, Andhra Pradesh

a)

hC U rc eh ofS aE s odG aVA n hnd ra P ad h
US ittbm ed na a cat on o he oSpp heut rn R ona C itleeomm Nof TECeg fo an ofsreco n oti n to J hoS Cono of R a ha m nege U d R neve Ury

R a mh U Eastnd DGoda a1 1nst ct hnd a P03ry ra ed S h EB d
uco erS The n it no as a tedn on 28 20 B dE Uco rse ith na an Un a
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on 31.12.2014, letters were issued to aI existing institutions regarding notilication of
new Regulations, 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness f6r fulfiiiing the revised
norms and standards before 31 .10.201 5.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 1oo
studenls on 10.02.2015. Accordingly, revised oider was issued to the institution on
19.05 20'15.

The institution submitted an application daled 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 342nd meeting held on 05th & 06rh 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 w.e.f. 2017-jB. The students admitted into the
2 units in 2016-1T wll however be entifled lo continue with and
complete their 2no year course in 2017-1g.

(vi) Admissions in 2O1t-18 wilt be timited to one unit of 50. The affiliating
Universities will please ensure that this is stric y observed.

(vii) Notwithstanding the restriction of admission in ihe first year course to
50, there will be no reduction in the faculty strength of .l+15, 

as
prescribed in the_20.14 Regulations because of the continuing
workload in the 2"0 year course. The affiliating Universities wiii
please ensure that this is stricfly observed.

(viii) The faculty strength can be reduced to 1+9 w.e.f. 2}1|g_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
concerned.

intake of 100 students

(v) Resolution of the sponsoring society.
(vi) NOC of the Affitiating 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

are here with submitti. the uired ceftificates alon with this letter for

The institution submitted its reply along with documents on 09.0g.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 ceftificates for conducting B.Ed
course, and reduction of strength from 2 units into 1 unit in B.Ed course for we

Y
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(S. Sathyam)

1. Resolution of the sponsoring society
2. NOC of the Affiliating University.
3. No dues ceftificate relating to the Teaching Faculty.
4. No dues cerlificate relating to the Non-teaching faculty.

The Committee considered the institution
decided as under:

1. This is a RPRO case involving reduction of 2 units to 1 unit.

2.t 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., l+2+4+3) obviously, they are not able to cliscern our
calculation. Explain it a little more elaborately to them. Their
contention about 1+B is not acceptable,

4. Issue SCN accordingly.

5. Keep the University informed.

favour."

written representation and

51 APS00339
B.Ed 1 Unit
Sravanthi
College of
Education,
Warangal,
Telangana

ollege of Education, Warangal Revenue Division,
Narsampet Road, Dharmaram, Warangal District - 506330, Telangana

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.

Sravanthi Educational Society, Dharmaram, Warangal - 506330, Telangana has
submitted an application to the Southern 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 17.04.2OO3 for B.Ed course with an annual
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 3'1.10.2015.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of 100
students on 19.01.20'15. Accordingly, revised order was issued to the institution on
06.05.2015.

Sravanthi Sravanthi Nagar,C

jr
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a
The matter was placed before
2017 and the Committee decid

he RC n its 342 meeti ns held 0 &0 July,
ed he 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:

l. The reduction will be w.e.f. 2017-18. ihe students admitted into the 2
units in 2016-1 7 will however be entifled to continue with and
complete their 2no year course in ZO17-18.

ll. Admrssions in 2017-18 will be limited to one unit of 50. The affiliating

.. universities will please ensure that this is stricfly observed. -
lll. Notwithstanding the restriction of admission in ihe 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 conlinuing
workload in the 2nd year course. The affiliating Universities will pleasE
ensure thal this is stricfly observed.

lV. The faculty strength can be reduced to 1+g w.e.f. 2O1g_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 concerned

l. Resolutton of the sponsoring society.
Il. NOC of the Affitiating University.
lll. No Dues Certificate relating to the Teaching faculty.
lV. No Dues Certificate relating to the non-teaching faculty.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC .l 
unit order was sent on Zi.0Z.2OiZ.

The institution submitted its reply along with documents on 0g.0g.20.r7 and srating as
under;

".....we are herewith submitting the listed documents sought through
the letter vide reference cited above. ln this connection we woutd like-to
present a few lines for your kind perusal and necessary action.

_ Sravanthi College of Education sponsored by Sravanthi Educational
Society located at Dharmaram of Geesugonda Mandil in the revenue division
of--Warangal was granted recognition for conducting B.Ed course vide your
office order No F.AP/NEWB.Ed/124/ SRO/NCTE/2002_2003/66I} d;ted:
17.04.2003.

When we welcomed the 2014 new regulations of NCTE and expressed
our adherence 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.N SRC/NCTE/A?S0033,/ B.Ed/ ApI2OlA/
64 1 22 dated: 06.05. 201 5.

345th Meeting of SRC

21st & 2znd, September, 2017
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But when the No. of candidates opting for the Two years course
suiaced fo be /ess than that of the available se;ts on 2 unit count in the tast
academic year, we submitted a letter Dt. 2d, 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 to the Kakatiya tJniversity and
approached them for No-objection in this regard where upon the uniiersity
expressed no objection and accorded permission for'conducting B.id
programma with 1 unit w.e.f. 2016-17 giving affitiation and accordingly
admlsslons were made.

We are producing the following documents as sought through the order vide ref
cited above,.

1. ln order to facilitate the sh of 2 units to 1 unit conductin B, Ed
course from the vear 2016-17. The Sravanthi tional ietv
con a meetina and passed t resolution the ouroose a coDv
of the resolution is beino submitted herewith

2 h heN atfili tt s
A CODV of the affiliat. order 2o1 17 in lines the oara ) cited
above.

3

4

are h SU du te
with the institution.
We herewith submittino no dues from the Non-Teach no facultv
workinq with the in itution.

Therefore we request you to consider the matter being submitted for
necessary action."

The Committee considered the
decided as under:

institution written representation and

1. This is a RPRO case involving reduction from 2 units to 1 unit. We
have to settle the reduction (of intake] issue first.

2. 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, wilt be only
w.e.f.20lB-t9. The 1+15 position will have to Continue during thl
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.

Y
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4PS00234
4PS07145
APS02737
B.Ed 2 Units
M.Ed 1 Unit
D.El.Ed 1 Unit
Malla Reddy
College of
Teacher
Education,

Rangareddy,
Telangana

Malla Reddy Cottege of -
Ranga Reddy District-50005

eacher Education. Suraram C
5, Telangana

ross Road, Quthbullapul

APSOO2 34lB.Ed

St. Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally,
secunderabad-S0001 1, Terangana had submitted apprication for g.Eo course oi two
year duration with an annual intake of 'lo0 students at Malla Reddy college of reachei
Education, Suraram cross Road, euthbulapur, Ranga Reddy oiitrict-soooss,
Telangana and was granted recognition on 2g.Oi.1OO3.

on 31.12.2014, lelters were issued to all existing institutions regarding notilication of
new Regulations, 2014 and seeking consenl on their willingness f6r fulfiiiing the revised
norms and standards before 31 ..10.201 5

The institution submitted the affidavil for offering B.Ed course with an intake of I00
students on 06.08.20'l 5.

The sRC in its 2761h meeting herd on 7'h-9rh January, 2015 decided to issue provisionar
recognition orders to the existing institutions and the committee also decided to
maintain a check st of such cases for verification in october/November and for
causing inspection.

Accordingly, a revised order was issued to the institution on 23.09.201s with an intake
of '100 students of 2 basic units of 50 students each

The institution submitted written representation on 01.09.20'15, along with the fee of
Rs. 1 ,50,000^ DD No.517096 dated 31 .08.2015 and documents. it staied as under:

ln response to the letter cited Malla Reddy Co ege of Teacher Education (B.Ed
&.M.Ed) is requesting you to change the buirding from Suraram X Roads eutubifiapur
Mandql. Ranqareddv to Kompallv. euthubu:tapur Mandit. R;no;Ei]i-dii. j;
herewith enclosing the mentioned documents and preiciGdlormiini DD worth of
Rs.1,50,000/-

The SRC in its 314ih meeting held on 27th and 2gth May, 2016 the committee
considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Cause lnspection.
2. BCC is not approved by competent authority
3. LUC and FDRs to be collected.

APS071 45/M.Ed

St. Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally,
Secunderabad-sooo1 1, Telangana had submitted application for M.Ed 

"orrs" 
oi t*o

yea r d U rat on th an an n U a n take of at Ma a Reddy Co ge of Teacher
Educat on e

U ralam C rosS R oad outhbu a U Ra R D strict 500055
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The. instituton submitted represenration on 1g.io.20lo requesting for common name
for both B Ed and M.Ed arong with DD of Rs. 40,000/- bearing'no. 010425 dated:
11.10.2010

The SRC in its 194rh meeting held on 21't -22nd Jury, 2010. The committee considered
the matter and decided as under:

"Change of name is permitted"

A letter was sent to the inslitution regarding payment of remaining fee of Rs. 40,000A
for Change of name.

The institution sulmitted representation on 16.11.2011 along with DD of Rs. 40,0001
bearing no. 01'1051 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 theii willingness foi turfitting 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 condation 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 alonq with the fee of Rs
1 ,50,000/- DD No.51 7096 dated 31 .08.2015 and documents, it statid as under:

ln response to the letter cited Malla Reddy College of Teacher Education (B.Ed
&.M Ed) is_requesting you to chan.ge the buirding from Suraram X Roads eutubu'fiapir
Murd"l, R"n.our"ddy to Koroullr. erthubr iou, MM
herewith enclosing the mentioned documents and preiribed fofriiiidjioftn of
Rs.1,50,000/-

Telangana and was granted recognition on 09.08.2007

The SRC in its 314'h meeting held on 27ih and 2gth May,2016 the committee
considered the matter decided as under

1. Cause lnspection.
2. BCC is not approved by competent authority
3. LUC and FDRI to be collected.

,0*l^
Chairmad

Y

189



345th Meeting of SRC

27n & 2znd, September, 2017

PS027 EI,Ed

Ed UCat tona Society ComSary N EW Bowenpal ly
cun dera bad-5000 1 Te ansana had sU bmitted appl icat on for D Ed cou TSC two
a r d U rat on with an an nua 0 students Ma a Reddy nst atute of E ementa ry

eacher S u lalam X outhbu apu Ra nga Reddy
e la ngana and s ran ted ecog n tion on 26 08 2005

he nst itut on has S u bm tted itten rep rese ntation on 0 1 09 20 1 a ons with the fee
RS D D N o 5 7097 dated 3 1 0B 20 5 and re evant documents and
ed as follows

ln response to lhe letter cited Malla Reddy lnstitute of Elementary Teacher
Education D.El.Ed is requesting you to change the building from Suraram X Roads
Qutubullapur Ma.ndal, Ranga reddy to Kompalty, euthubu ipur Mandal, Rangareddy
Dist' I am herewith enclosing the mentioned documents and prescribed formathnd Db
of Rs.1,50,000.

The SRC in its 314rh meeting held on 27th and 2gth May, 2016 the committee
considered the matter decided as under:

1. Cause lnspection.
2. BCC is not approved by competent authority.
3. LUC and FDRi 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 06.09.2016.

The SRC in its 32lsrmeeting held on 28ri - 30th September, 2016 considered the W
report and decided as under;

1

2

4
E

6

7

CD is damaged.Obtain fresh CD
BP rs not approved by competent authority.
Luc 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 on the ground for each course.
lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 27.10.20.16

The institution submitted show cause notice reply through e mail on 27.10.2016

The SRC in its 326
and decided as und

'h meeting held on 04th & 05ih January, 2017 considered the matter
erl

Y
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Accordingly, show cause notice was sent to the institution on 29.06.2017.

The institution submitted reply along wilh documents on 03.07 .2017.

The SRC. in its 343'd meeting held on 01"1 & O2nd August,2O17 considered the reply
and decided as under;

1 . Their reply to the Show Cause Notice is considered.
2. Land area is adequate.
3 999 is not approved by competent authority. Ask them to give a proper

BCC.
4 Faculty required is Z+32 (1+B for D.El.Ed. + 1+15 for B.Ed. + 0+9 for M.Ed.)
4.'l rhe Facurty rist for D.Er.Ed. does not show the professionar quarifications of

anybody.
4.2 Faculty list for B.Ed.(1+15) and for M.Ed.(0+9) are in order.
5. lssue SCN for BCC and Faculty tist of D.Et.Ed.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on Og.Og.2O17.

The institution submitted reply along with documents on 14.0g.2011.

N
{A-^;\4

(S. sathyam) /
Chairman

{
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1 The-land area required is 3600 sq.mts. They have only 3350 sq.mts.

? 9CC is not in original; only a photocopy is given.
3. Built up area required is 4OOO sq.mts. Whereas, they have only 3497

sq.mts.
4. Original FDRs are given.
5.1 For D.Et Ed.(1 unit), B Ed.(-2 units) and M.Ed. (1 unit) they need a faculty

of 1+32. They have only j+24. They need 7 more 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 2g.04.2017 .

The SRC in its 341"imeeting herd on 15th & 'r6rh June, 2012 considered the matter and
decided as under;

1 . Their reply does not address the specific deficiencies listed.

|) lana area required is 3500 sq.mts, they have only 33SO sq.mts.
2.2 Buillup area required is 4000 sq.mts, they have ohly 3497 sq.mts.
2.3 Faculty required is 2+32, they have only 1 +24.
3. Ask them to respond lo these deficiencies in particular.
4. We can not permit shifting without these deficiencies being rectified.
5. lssue SCN accordingly.



ow cause notice reply of the institution and

1. This is a RPRO case involving shifting.
2. All issues have been settled, after scrutiny of documents, except the ones

relating to Faculty in D.El.Ed.
3.1 Even w.r.t. D.El.Ed Faculty the only issue is about getting details of the

professional qualifications ofthe Faculty of 1+g (i.e. l+l;Z+2+Z)
3.2 Obviously, there is some difficulty in understanding the imptication of

professional qualification. Explain it a littre more elaboraterv to remove
any ambiguity that is inpeding easy understading.

4. We will finalise the shifting issue once the D.Et,Ed Faculty matter is
resolved.

The Committee considered th
decided as under:

esh

SRCAPP376
D.El.Ed 1 Unit
CMR lnstitute of
Elementary
Teacher
Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

CMR lnstitute of El
Gundia Pochampa
Secunderabad Rang

ementary Teacher Edu
lly Village, Dundigal
a Reddy District - 50005

cation, Sy No.648
Post, Gundia

5. Andhra Pradesh

PloUStreet No.563,
Pochampally Taluk,

Malla Reddy Educational Society, plot No.294, Comssa ry Bazaat Road, New
Bowenpally Village, Secunderabad post, Bowenpally Taluk, HyderabaO CitV nanga
Reddy District - 500011, Andhra pradesh had submitted an onrine apprication to tie
!9utf9rn Regionat Committee of NCTE on 28.09.2010 and physicat 

'application 'on

18.10.20'10 for grant of recognition for D.Er.Ed course of two year duration with an
annual intake of 50 students at cMR rnstitute of Erementary reacrrer goucation, syNo.648 PloUStreet No.563, Gundia pochampally Village, Dundigat post, CuirOii
Pochampally Taluk, secunderabad Ranga Reaoy oatrict-s-oooss,nninra praoestr anJ
was granted recognition on 04.09.20.12 from the academic session 2012_2013.

A court notice received from Honb're High court Andhra pradesh in wp.No.1g704 of
2013 on 26 07 2013. Accordingly, a letteiwas sent to the Advocate Shri K. Ramakanth
Heddy 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 .20i3 was received from Honb're High court of Andhra pradesh al
Hyderabad and the court order stating as follows:

" . . ... .. . .....therefore, the purpofted stand taken by the State Government to
deny affiliation for the academic year 201 3-2014 is prima facie not tenable.
For the foregoing reasons, there shall be interim Dtection',.

ettet haS been re ved from S hn Gopa Reddv D rector SCE RT nd h P desh
H

fa
yde tabad on 25 2 20 4 and z6 2 20 4 enclos ng ette r Com m sstoner and

D recto r o School P adesh to Reg rona D rector S RC
Banga ore dated 2 3 1 2 20 1 3 the order passed on the detai led rt

bmitted
repo

s U o Ba nga lore n reSpect of 4 1 D Ed co eges ho haVC made
adm Ssto n s d U n ng 2 0 1 2 3 a he on o ation of adm rsston ules and to take
neceSsary action aS pe f NCTE
The SRC n itS 268 meel n held on 4

th-5 ih
J u 20 1 4 d red h lettene cons e e

345th Meeting ofSRC
27st & 2znd, September, 2077

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

Y

1,92

a from
Education, Andhra NCTE,

to communicate
NCTE,

)
1 in

rules.

dated

4^-



345th Meeting of SRC

27st & 22nd, September, 2077

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

2 02 20 4 & 26 02 20 4 'from S h fl Gopa Reddv C ERT Hyd b d
Andh

era a
ette dated 23 1 2 20 decid d o issue Show Cause Notice fo

ithd rawa of recog n it ton for the vlo lat tonS of Resu at on 8 1 of 200o and 3 of th
N

e
orms and Sta nda rds fo Ed co U rse 2009 as reported by th body n
Spect of 4 D Ed co egeS o mad e adm Ssions 2 0 2 1 3 at the t own

n to ation of adm SSIO n u les by the Govt. of P and he comm ittee
dec ided o ssu e show cau

As per the decisron 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 aloig
with some court orders and relevant documents.

The SRC in its 273'd meeting herd on 30th september & 01"toctober, 2014 considered
the considered the repry of the institution vide retter dared 27.0g.2614, 6,bb-iig;
court of Andhra Pradesh order dated 20.03.20.13, 04.03.2014, & 12.06.2014 decid;d
that, the Law is clear on this issue. The Supreme Court has also giren ip;cific
direclions. once 'recognition' is given by NCTE, the affiriating body sh;[ affiri;te. ri
they have any problem, they have to take it up with NCTE. tn tiis case, the HighCourt
has also-reiterated this position. ln their reply to our show cause notice, the iristitution
has clarified that arr the actions were laken in compliance of the High court order. The
state Government and the scERT will, therefore, be well adviseJ to comply with the
High Court order.

As per the decision of sRC, a retter was sent to the schoor Education Department on
07 .11 .2015.

A letter was sent to the Director scERT on 07.12.2015 regarding continuation of
affiliation for the academic yeat 2Oj5-2016.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 22.07.201s along with DD of
Rs. 1.,50.0001 bearing no.516522 dared 2r.or.2015, onrine apprication fo'r shifting ofpremises and some documents with requesting to shift the building fio;
Maisammaguda, cundlapochampally medchal Maidal, Rangareddy to K6mpally
Medchal Mandal, Rangareddy District.

A letter received from the institution on 10.05.2016 stating as under:

"this is kind reminder requesting you to make inspection for shifting CMR
lnslitute ?t Elementary Teacher Education (D.El.Ed) premtses whi6h was
submitted to your good on 01 .09.2015.

The next academic year is going to staft very soon. Therefore to avoid
impediments in this regard I request you to kindly make the rnspectrons is
early as possible.

Th haS SU bmitted written represe ntati on on 0 1 0o 20 1 a
h L

ong
and BCC BP and affida it fo Sv N o 1 26 Kom pa v n of

a Redd Educattona Soc h ich IS not mat h n th earlter su bmitted sh ftin
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roposal

SRC in its 314th meeting held on 27ih -2gih May, 2016 considered the matter and it
as decided as under

1

2

3

This is a case of request for shifting.
Land document given is of a different Society. (lt is the same as that given in
Sl.No.16).
lssue SCN for withdrawal of recognition.

7

per the decision of sRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution on
.06 2016. The institution has submitted its written representation on 07.06.2016 along
h document

n

e sRC in its 320th meeting herd on 'r gth to 20th september 2016, considered the matter
d decided as under:

o The title deed has unattested over writings. Ask them to submit the crear
original document or its certified copy

Accordingly, as per decision of sRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 30.09.2016.

The institution submitted written representation on 26.09.20.16. its stated as under:
"...C.M.R. lnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education (D.El Ed) has applied for
shifting of /ts premlses from Gundlapochampally to Kompally on Ot .Og.ZOt S
and enclosed all the required documents for your kind perusal.

Whereas in Decision of 32dh SRC meeting at SRC /VCIE Bangalore Held on
19 & 2dh September 2016 has directej us t submjit ceftifiid copy f tantd
documents.

Now I am herewith enclosing the ceftified copy of Malla Reddy Educational
Society land documents (Document No: 641'b of 2O1S) ceftified from the
component authority for your kind perusal. Kindly consider the case."

The institution submitted original certified copy of land document submitted.

ln meantime, the institution submitted its written representation on 2l.10.2016 &
06.12.2016 lt's stated as under:

'. Irls ls kind reminder requesting you to make inspection for shifting C.M.R
lnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education (D.El.Ed) premise which was
submitted to your good on 01 .09.2015.

The next academic year is going to staft very soon. Therefore to avoid any
impediments in this regard I request you to kindly make the inspections as
early as possible.

Herewith enclosi the shifti details of the e once ain.".
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The SRC in its 3 meeting held on 04 -05 J anuary, 2017 considered the matter
and decided as under

1

2

3

4

5

6
7

8
o

Title is clear.
Land area required is 24ZB sq.mtrs. They have 3035 sq.mtrs
LUC not given.

Latest EC is required.
BP is not legible.
BCC is not approved by competent authority.
Renewed FDRS are required.
Latest approved faculty list is not given.
lssue SCN accordingly.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, a show cause Notice was sent to the institution
on 13.01.2017.

The institution has submitted its Show cause notice repry arong with document on
03.02.2017.

The SRC in its 330th meeting held on 12th & 13b Febru ary, 2017 considered the matter
and the Commlttee decided as under

1. Their reply to our SCN covers all points excepl the FDR. They have to
give FDRs for Rs. 7 lakhs and 5 lakhs.

2. Cause inspection.
3. Ask W to collect the FDRs.

lnspection of the institution was generated through onfine mode and inspection fixed
between 07 .03.2017 ro 2z .03.20174. lnspection 

-of 
the institution was conducted on

24.03.2017 & 25.03.2011 and VT report atong with documents and original CD
received on 28.03.2017 .

1h". 9nc in its 335ii meeting herd on 1 1th & 12rh Aprir, 201 7 consadered the matter and
decided as under,

1.

2.

J

4.1

4.2
5.1

5.2
A,l

Title is clear. Land area is adequale.
LUC is in order.
EC is in order.
BP is in order. Built-up area shown is 3500 sq.mts.
BP_, iowever, is in photocopy form. Original is required.
BCC is not approved by competent authority.

Type of roofing is not indicated.
Built-up area shown is 3SO0 sq.mts. This is adequate for B.Ed (2) &
D.Er.Ed.(1)

iPls.are required in original, in joint account, with 5 year validity @ 7+5
lakhs for each unit in each course.

7.1 Latest a roved Facu ists for both B.Ed. & D.El.Ed. are uired
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7.2 B.Ed. Faculty list should be approved by the Univers ity and not by

SCERT.
7.3 Both lists should have photographs and should be submitted in original

8. lssue 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"tmeeting held on '15th & 'l6th June, 2017 considered the matter and

decided as under;

1 . Their reply to our SCN is specific and categoric.

2. lt satisfactorily covers all the points except submission of Faculty list (in

original) for D.El.Ed.

3. Permit shifting.
4. lsuue the formal order in writing only after collecting the Faculty list in

original and getting the deficiencies therein rectified:-

The certifled copy of the original, submitted in 2015, shows the following position:

(i) Principal is qualified.

(ii) There is no faculty in Perspectives. Two Asst. Profs are required.

(iii) ln the Pedagogy Group, one Asst. Prof (Maths) and one Asst. Prof

(Reg. Lang.) are required.

(iv) Asst. Prof (Phy.Ed.) is required to be appointed

Thereafter, issue a new FR giving the new address

lssue a copy to the SCERT for their record and reference

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'd meeting held on 01"t & 02nd August, 2017 and decided to issue

show cause notice for the following grounds;

)t
5.2

5.3

2.1 When the prescribed Faculty slrength for D.El.Ed. (2 units) is halved for

D.El.Ed.(1 unit), the resultant figures have to be rounded off to the

nearest level. For perspectives 1 y2 can be rounded of to 1 .

2.2 Fot Languages 1 lz can be made into 2 (i.e., one for English and one for

Regional language).

2.3 This way, it will work out to 1+8.

2.4 f hey have only 1+7; which is 1 short.

2.1 They have nobody for Perspectives. That should be filled up.

2.2 They have not indicated the professional qualifications of any faculty

Members
3. lssue SCN accordingly for removal of deficiency so that new R.O. at

the new address can be issued

a
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4. ln the meanwhile, permit shifting.

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 ofthe 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 issued 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.El.Ed (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.O, assued by the State Govt. of Telangana. We can

accept this flexibilitywherever the Principal is qualified to teach the subject.

ln this case, the principal is qualified to teach the subiect. ln 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.

ln 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 M.A.Ed., et€,

f

797

Chairma



x

With reference to the detail
lnstitution may be asked to g

ed description given above, the applicant
ive a specific response so that this case can

reach its conclusion.

7. lssue Notice accordingly

6

APS06282
B.Ed 2 Units
Vikas B.Ed

College,
Rangareddy,
Telangana

kas B Ed Co ege 4 -bb N ea Kal ka Tem ple H mayath Saga Road Ba nd aguda
Ransareddy Te langana

Vikas Shiksha samithi, Rangareddy District-500030, Telangana had submitted an
application to the southern Regionar committee of NcrE fo'r grant of recognition io
Vikas B.Ed College, 4-1-66, Ne^1^Kq!ik.a Tempte, Himayath Sajar Road, ea"ndtaguOa
Jagir. Rangareddy District-500030, Telangana. The recognitio; was gianted to" the
institution on 10.o7.2007 for offering B.Ed course with a iondition that-the institutio;
shall shift to its own premises within three years from the date of recognition (in caie
the course is started in a rented premises).

on 28 01.20'15, the institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an
intake of '100 students. Accordingly, a revised recognition ord]er 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 maintained/revalidated the Fixed DepositeJ
Receipts towards Endowmenl and Reserve Funds.

The institution submitted documents for shifting arong with shifting fee of Rs. 1,so,ooo/-
on 06.07.2015.

Ihe. s-Rc in its 315'h meeting herd on 'r71h - lgth 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. Origlnal FDRS and latest Faculty List are not given.
4. lssue Show Cause Notice for the mortgage ofthe property.

Before issuance of show cause
representation on 27.06.201 6.

notice, the institution submitted its written

The SRC in its 318rh meeting held on Og,h - 09,h August, 2016 considered the matter
and decided as under

1. The mortgage shown in the EC cannot be seen to have been redeemed.
2. lnstead 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 cleai how the third
party acquired title.
3. There has to be documenl to show acquisition of tifle by the party that re-sold
the land to the College.
4. Also, the College must produce a fresh EC to establish clear tifle.
5. lssue show Cause Notice accordin
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ice was issued to the institution on 26.09.2016

The institution submitted reply to the show cause nolice on 14.10.2016.

The committee considered the show cause notice reply ofthe 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 I same as in Bp) which is
adequate for B.Ed (2 units) and D.El.Ed [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. Onty the Selection Committee,s
proceedings have been given.

6.2 Faculty list for D.El.Ed 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.

B. Issue SCN accordingly

Accordingly, show cause not

SRCAPP2Ol6
30142
BA.B.Ed
BSc.B.Ed

Sadasivam
Kathirkamavalli
College of Arts
and Science.
Thiruvar, Tamil
Nadu

lndra Gandhi Educational Trust, 18, East Sathara streel, Mannargudi Taluka,
Mannargudi Town, Thiruvar District, Tamil Nadu- 614001 applied ior grant oi
recognition to sadasivam Kathirkamavalli college of Arts and science, KumJrapuam
Village, Melavasal Street, Mannargudi Taluk, Kumarapuram Town, Thiruvar Distric!
6'14001, Tamil Nadu for offering B.A.B. Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed integrated course of four years
duralion for the academic year 2O1l -19 under Section 14ti, of the NCTE Act, t 9'93 to
the Southern Regional Committee, NCTE through online on 29.06.20i6.

The institution has submitted the hard copy of the apptication on 04.07.2016.

As per Regulatrons, a letter to Stale Government for recommendation was sent on
12.07.2016 followed by Reminder I on 01.10.2016 and Reminder on 02.11.2016.

adS KathtvaAS m kam VAa Co e of Arts Snda iec enc Ku ameg maapu age
l\,4 na na du Ta ku uK rama am ownT Th ruv Drg a strict 6 41pu 100

Tam N da u

eTh riod of 09 Sa Rp u oati Sn s ovedays eH nce ethper eg tica no wasappl
cessedro
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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 apprication was scrutinized online along with hard copy of the
application and praced before sRC in its 3271h meeting heli ouring 19th' io 2oth
January, 2017 and the Committee decided as under :-

1. NOC is given.

2. fhey have to ctarify 
ryhetjrer tfey want B.A.B.Ed.(2 units) or B.Sc.B.Ed.(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 aiea in Sale deeds is 3.3g

acres(Sy. Nos. 19/1 & 1 9/2).
5. Both Sy.Nos. 19/1 &1912are mortgaged according to EC. ECisinorder.
6. BCC not given.

7. BP in original 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, ZOl4, a Show Cause Notice was
issued lo the institution through online mode on 20.01.2017.

The institution has submitted a reply by e-mail on Ol .12.2012, by hard copy on
10.02.2017 and in online mode on 10.02.2017. The institution has not uproadei any
documents in online mode.
The SRC in its 330rh meeting herd on 12rh & 13th 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. tn
this case, the Trust is the same; but, the TEls are different. Therefore, this
case can be considered.

2. All the requirements are fulfilled excepl LUC whrch is not approved by Comp.

- authority and original blue print of Building plan which is requiied.
3. Cause Comp. inspection for B.A.B.Ed ('l unit) and B.Sc.B.Ed ( lunit)
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 ontine mode during 24.02.20j7 lo 16.03.2017 .

The visiling Team Members phani Burly B K and Manju Gupta gave their acceprance
for the visit in online mode on 16.02.2017 .

lnspection of lhe institution was conducted on 12.03.2012 to 13.03.2017 and the hard
copy ofthe VT Report was received on 14.03.20j7.

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24th March, 2017 considered the reply and
documents and decided as under:-
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1 . NOC is there but betated.
2. Land documenl is there. Ti e is in the name of Trust
3. There are encumbrances.
4. LUC is in order
5. BP is approved.
6. BCC is in order, but, buillup area is inadequate.
7. lssue Show Cause Notice.

Decrs on of cou d not comm U n icate he nStitution th roug h on,l ne sr nce the
tech n rca ror AS pe website he haS submitted reply
?8 03 20 1 7 th roush Stated as

ou Trust applied for 1 U t of B and 1 it of tn
same of Sadasivam Kath irkama val College of A rls and Sclence The tnspection
COnducted and n he of 333rd mee ting of SRC we come to know ha area
per Building Completion Ceftificate is inadequate so that show cause notice
explanation is as follows.-

The bu ld up area tn building Completion Cerlificate S 3 1 0 1 Sq Mtr. n /s adequate for 1

of B and 1 u t of B A B fas per /vcTE 20 1 4 norms 2500 Sq
enough) Th S building s fu llv dedicated to h s course only No other course s runn tn

The VT Team alSO nspected ph ystcally and found conect

Trust Ed ln ofA LAI C L F O/V
the buil area of Mtr Thi has a buildi ls not
with this course. Ihe S asivam Kathirk avali Colleoe of ,4rls and S havino

e buildino for Sc..8.Ed.. a B,A..B.Ed.. h the build-u area of 3101 Sq.Mtr.

NOC is given on time. lnitially the application was scrutinized and SRC-NCTE gave 45
days time for submission of NOC. so, we submitted within this time. The Buildig plan,
Land Use ceftificate, and Land Documents are submitted arready and sRC-NC?E arso
accepted it. The VT Members verified these documents at the time of lnspection.

So, Please grant the recognition to our college."

The SCN reply was placed before SRC in its in its 334rh meeting held on 3orh to 31"rMa
2017 and the Committee considered the matter and decided aiunder:-

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

1 lOC of affiliating body shoutd have come with the apptication. tt was fit;d late.
1 .2 f he 45- day time they are referring to is applicabte t6 NOC from the State covt
2. Reject their application for B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit) + B.Sc B.Ed.(1 unit).
3. Return FDRs, if any.
4. Close lhe file.

As per the decision of SRC, a Rejection order was issued to the institution on 12.04
The institution has filed W.P.No. 'l 0364 of 2017 in the Hon'ble Hi h Court of Madras, a

(S. Sathyam/
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lelter dated 26.04.2017 was
Soundararajan Advocale.

received by this office on 28.04.2017 from K

A letter was addressed to Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate along with brief on 02.OS.ZO1l.

A letter was received from Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate W.P.No. '10364 of 2017 in the
Hon'ble High Cou( of Madras on 22.05.2017. The draft counter affidavit received by
Sh. Harikrishna, Advocate through e-mail on 24.OS.2017 . 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. phopra 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 Seclion Officer NCTE along with Originat File/records 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 received 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 .O7 .2017 and 09.08.201 Z.
The Appellate Authority vide No.89-328/E-259012017 Appeattl3th meeting - 2017 dated
21 .08.2017 was received by this office on 29.08.2017 and stating as under:-

"AND WHEREAS Sr. Sarvam Kumar, representative, Sadasivam
Kathirkamavalli College of Arts and Science, Kumarapuram, Melavasal, Mannargudi,
Tamil Nadu presented lhe case of the appellant institution on 03.07.2017. ln the
appeal and duri.ng personal presentation it was submitted that "as per the Minutes of
SRC in s 32/h meeting, both Sy. No. Nos. 1g/1 & 1g/2 are mortgaged according to
EC. EC is in order. As per the Minutes of SRC 33!d Meeting of SRC, Land document is
there. Title is in the name of the Trust. ln the 33!d SRC meeting reveals that the land
documents are in the name of the trust and mortgaged in the bank. ln the contradictory
on 334!h SRC meeting Minutes reveals that the title of the land is not clear. Ihrs ls b
contradictory statement. Now our trust settled the loan and the land is now free from
moftgage. We also enclosed the bank letter. As per the Minutes of SRC in its 32/h
meeting, NOC is there but belated. These two slatements in these two minutes of
meeting is contradictory, if they Aecbd for NOC belated means in their 32/h meeting
itself they have to intimate it. But the minutes shows NOC is given. So, fhe sentence
itseff indicated that they accepted the NOC. For the ground 2.2. The 32/h meeting they
took decision 'As per Regulations, a letter to state Government for recommendation
was sent on 12.07.2016 followed by reminder I on 01.10.2016 and remainder ll on
02.11.2016. The period of g0 days as per Regulations is over. Hence, the application is
processed. As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for B.S1.B.Ed/B.A.B.Ed
course in the state of Tamil Nadu. So, fhese statements clearly show the NOC from the
affiliating body is accepted then only they put the VT inspection".
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D WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted the impugned refusal order dated
12.04.2017 is on two grounds namely.-

l. Land is moftgaged to lndian Bank and as such the titte to the tand is not clear.ll. Noc of affiliating body was not submitted atong with apprication and its fufther
subrnlsslon was delayed beyond permissibte limit.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that SRC in its 33!d meeting held on
24.03.2017 decided to lssue of show cause Notice (scN) wherein encumirances on
land was one of the deficiencies. Appellant during the course of appeal presentation on
03.07.2017 submitted copy of tetter dated 2t.B.2117issued by lndian Bank stating that
the appellant has replied their dues with interest and there'is no liabitity againit the
customer as on date. The above said letter cannot be equated 

'witi 
a Non_

Encumbrance ceftificate which is required to be obtained from the land revenue
authorities i.e. Tehsildar etc. Appeal committee is therefore, of the view that the
deficiency on accord of encumbrance st// pers/sts.

AND WHEREAS Appear committee noted that whereas the ontine apprication for the
B.A.B.Ed/B.Sc.B.Ed. programme was submitted on 29.06.2016, the iUOC of affitiating
body was submitted on 22.08.2016.Appea1 Committee noted that as per clause Se) 6f
NCTE Regulations, 2014, the ontine apprication shall be submitted aliogwith proce'siing
fee.and scanned 

-copies 
of required documenls such as A/oc issuid by concerneb

affiliating body. Clause 7(1) of the regulations furTher provide that',in case an
application is incomplete, or requisite documents are not aftached with the application,
the application shall be treated, incomprete and rerected. The NCo dated 22.bb.2016 o;t
the application. Appeal committee, considering that i) Non Encumbrance ceftificate
submitted by appe ant /s r,ot issued by the competent authority and ii) NOC was
submitted much after the last date for receipt of hard copy of applicationi, decided to
confirm the impugned refusal order dated 12.04.2011.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, Affidavit, documents on
record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeat committee concluded
to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 12.04.2011 issued by SRC Bangalore.

AND WHEREAS, the Council hereby confirms the order appealed against,,.
The SRC in its 345rh meeting held on 2.1"r to 22"d September, 2017 considered the
matter and decided to Noted.

court order daled 27 .07 .2017 received by this office on 21.09.2017 received from
Advocate shri.J. Harikrishna in wp No.10364 of 2o1T in the High court of Madras and
stating as under:-

he p titioner as such no objeCt,ton ceftificate ate and
he same before h responden before considering the applicatrcn

queslrcn S he very filing the applica tion order. n mv conside red
the regulation contempla tes of such application wth all required

documenls, more parlicularly no objection certificate /sSued by the affiliating body, n
h/s case he Tam Nadu Educat,rcn Universit no obtaini such no
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objection certificate before fitii'ng such application and not enclosing such cetlificatealong with such apptication have to be construed as not in conformity with themandatory requirement as stipulated under Regulation 5 of the said Regulations asstated supra. lnsofar as the next reason namely, en.cumbrance over the propefty isconcerned, as l /s stated by the petitioner that there rs no encumbrance as on date,itis for the petitioner to satisfy the respondent by producing such ceftificate issue by thebank by making a fresh application. Therefore, I am of the view that the impugned
order does not require any interference. However. the ma

Note

SRC rejected the apprication that 1) They do not have crear tifle. Land is
mortgaged to lndian Bank, Mannargudi. 2) NOC of affiliating body should havecome wilh the application. tt was fited tate. 3) The 45_-day iime tfrey are
referring to is applicable to NOC from the State Govt.

NOC dated 22.08.2016 submitted on 25.08.2016, NOC submitted but it is
belated.

The^ 
^inslitution 

preferred an appeal, appellate authority in its order dated
21 08 2017 

-confirm 
the order appeared against. Now th; institution fired court

case in Hon'bre High court ofthe Madras and the court has directed as under:-

The Committee considered the court order and decided as under:
1. The Court order has dismissed the petition.

2. The order is noted.

i
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