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The followinq persons attended the Meetino:-

1. Sri. S. SathYam - Chairman

2. Prof. M.S. Lalithamma - Member

3. Dr. M.P. VijaYakumar - Member

3. Dr. J. Prasad - Member

4. Shri. Sanjay Gupta. - f Not attended the meeting'
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F,fi,l RM Educational Society, P.N0.29/1 52-E-1, S.B.l.Cotony, Nandyal Village

&Taluka,KurnoolDistrict-S'lsS02,AndhraPradeshhadappliedforgrantof
recognition to Sri RajaRajeshwari D'Ed College, P'No'29/152-E-14-A'

t.tandyatVillage&Taluka,KurnoolDistrict-s18502,AndhraPradeshfor
D.El.Ed Course of two years duration under Section 14(1) of the NCTE Act'

lgg3totheSouthernRegionalCommittee,NCTEonlineonlT'09'2011and
physical application has been received in the office of SRC on 19 09 201 '1'

The application was scrutinized and a copy of application was sent to State

Governmentforrecommendationon2o'og.20llfollowedbyreminderon
l4.ll.2oll.Adeficiencyletterwasissuedtotheinstitutionon23.,ll'2011'The
institution has replied to the deficiency letter on 28'12'2011. Recommendation

from State Government is not received

The sRC in its 216th meeting of sRC held on 11th -12th January 2012 considered

the written reply dated 28j2.2012 and other relevant documents submitted by

the institution and decided to cause inspection at the premises to examlne

whether the institution fulfills all the requirements as per the norms and to

ascertain infrastructural and instructional facilities available at the premises for

the proposed course.

Accordingly,theinspectionoftheinstitutionwasfixedbetween0l.02.2012lo
o4.o2.2ol2.TheSamewasintimatedtotheinstitutionon24.01.2012.
Accordingly inspection of the institution was conducted on 08 02'2012'

The sRc in its 21gth Meeting held on 15th-16rh March, 2012 considered the vT

report, VCD and all the relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to

serveShowcauseNoticeunderSectionl4(1)ofNCTEAct,forthefollowing:

Original notarized sale deed copies in English version are not

submitted.
As per VT report, in essential data sheet total built up area is only

10861 sq.ft. for the proposed D.El.Ed course' Which is less than the

NCTE norms.
n the a nd usase certificate t s not stated c ea rlv hethe f

the a nd S con erted trom ag flcu tu fa to non-ag flcu tu ra or

ed ucat ona pu rpose F res h N ota f sed uSase ce rtificate from

Reve n ue of the Govt. s to be subm itted P roceed ngs

t Reven ue office r not Subm itted for con e rs on of ando
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Consideration of Court Cases, Aopeal cases' VT reports' Show Cause Notice reply and

Request for one unit :(Volume-7)

submitted,

land

Divisional Office
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from asncu tu ra to educationa pu Iposes

AS pe r encum brance certificate subm itted , the land is on lease basis to

This not Permissible as Per
N aravana Ed ucat ona Soc ety n 20 1 0

NCTE regulations.
p-J ot-completion of 3 academic sessions towards. existing B'Ed &

+i;;;; ;;" bv the institution from the affiliating bodv/State Govt'

is not submitted.'i"ir"ir"o 
built up area for B'Ed, TPT and proposed D'El'Ed course is

not given

Accordingfy, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on 0410412012

The institution has not submitted reply for Show Cause Notice even after the

expiry of stipulated time of 21 days from the date of issue of the notice'

Keeping in view, Supreme Court vide their order in Civil Appeal No 1 125-

rzbnoll in SLP No. 17165-68/2009 filed by NCTE Vs ors' which reads as

under:

Accordingly, a rejection order was issued to the institution on 1310812012'

Aggrieved by the rejection order of SRC the institution preferred an appeal to

NCTE-Hqrs and the appellate authority in its order No F No S9-

7 9 1 I 20 1 2i. Appe al/2nd Meetin g-20 I 3 dated 0 I I 03 I 201 3 stated th at

"...the council

appellant insti
noted that the SRC issued a sho

tution on 04/04/2012 mentioning

w cause notice to the

six deficiencies with

3

fr"t*

..AninstitutionisnotentitledtorecognitionunlessitfulfillstheconditionS

specified in various clauses of the Regulations The Council is directed to

ensure that in future no institution is granted recognition unless it fulfils the

conditions laid down in the Act and the Regulations and the time schedule fixed

for processino the aoplication bv the Reoional Committeq and communication of

l6[i,o-n on the i.su" of recoonition it st'i"tlv adhe'"d to"'

TheSRCinits226thMeetingheldongth-lothJuly,2012consideredthematter,
as the institution has not submitted reply even after stipulated period of 21 days

from the date of issue of show cause notice letter d| 04 04'2012 and with

reference to the totality of information collected & based on a collective

application of mind, the committee decided as per clause 7(1) of NCTE

Regutations 2009, to refuse and reject the application of the institution for

recognition of D.El.Ed course.



direc ti to bmit a rep resentation thtn a period of 2 1 days
the on su

fro th date of its issue The appellant subm itted their rep Iy
m e

be ledlv 1 6/07/20 1 2 h,ch was fecetved on 1 7/07/201 2. wh Ie the
a on

ell nt ttoned tn h,s rep ly to the sho cau e no ce that
app a men

d of a e ce pt of and uSAs he not
av aS on

nt h reported n SS aS a cau e F u rther he waS
me on

b to th n th stipu a d pe I od of 2 1 dav h d d no
una

h R bout h de v obta n ns the doCum n S ek
app(a e a

of B the h rep v waS n h oR
extenS on me v lh

id d the S of h app an n u on n its meeti ns h d on o
n S re ca

th lv20 1 2 d fi d ng th a a to he how cau Se no ce dated
and I 0 u an n

0 4t04I20 1 2 not Subm itt d DeC ded o the recogn on n
a

th councr nc uded that th So aS ustified n
th ct um S ance S

nd herefore th app a dEServed to be ^ted
refu ng cos n on a

and the order of the SRC conflrmed'

After perusal of the documents, memorandum of appeal affidavit and

after considering oral arguments advanced during the hearing' the

council concluded that thl SRC was justified in refusing recognition'

Accordingly the appeal is rejected and order of SRC confirmed"

TheSRCinis242ndmeetingheldonl4th-l6thApril,2ol3consideredthe
appellate authority order noted the matter'

Brief of the institution was sent to the Advocate Shri K Ramakanth Reddy on

18.05.2013.

ti disp ed f
Th ta temenf s accep ted and the rit p eti on Is os o

e s
titio th

rdi ly. As and hen applica tion made bv the pe ner, e
acco ns den fs /v

b Idered ex, editious, b the on o
same ma e cons
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Now, a court order dated 07.04'2017 was received from the Hon'ble High Court

;i;dL;itrre at nyoerauao, Andhra Pradesn on24'05'2017 lt stated as under:
-'---'-A;t't'rri, prry" to,iiit of Mandamus declaring te yti91-9t-

niiiiiiri l'and 2 in reiection of .apptic.ation 
dated 19'09'2011

'ii?i 
iv ietnioner for recognition and permission to D'El'Ed course

as illegal and arbitrarv.
Learned counsel apfearing for petitioner and respondents submit

that in the year zoil,-nei 
'"gil'tion" 

haye c-ome into force' The

i'iiiiriiti requirei to appiy afresh under-the new regulations'

Therefore, request'tni ciii to dispose of the writ petition by

grinting 
' 

liberTy to petitioner to make application under new

regulations.

,s



order as to cosfs.
iiscellaneous petitions pending, if any, shalt stand closed'"

The Committee considered the above court matter and decided as

underi-

1. The Court order is noted.

2, The College can make a fresh application whenever NCTE issues a

Notification inviting applications'

3. Put uP when so received.

S th M hila Manda ti s Gu ruku C o ege of Educa tion, N Srl
un a a

C G kulam 2
d

s ta e, Near Trlnetra Circ e Mvso re-
Ganesha omp eXr uru

570002 Ka t ka (APs02383 ) was granted reco gnl tion on 8lI I l2006 from
rna a

th academ c SESslon 2006 07 th an annual ntak of I00 students
e I

Based on complaint from Sri.Chikkanna, Governing Council Member' Gurukul

g.Ed. i"f l"g., Itaysore regarding mis-management of the funds collected as fees

from the stludents without proiiding basic amenities' An inspection of the

institution was conducted and based on the report of the Visiting team, the

a;;;ii;" in its 193d meering held on 21-22 June, 2010 decided to withdraw

..cogni,ion of the institution fo'r g.Ea' course and Withdrawal order was issued

to ihe institution vide order No F'SROAICTE/2010-2011/20051 dated

28.07.2010.

Aggrieved by the withdrawal order, the institution without prefening 1n ?p!:-u]

;;;;;"i; ;il Hon'ble High Court of Kamataka vide W'P No 26012 of 2010

filed by Sunitha Mahila Mandali.

A notice was received from the Hon'ble Court in the above Writ petition on

bqnS.2OrO. A letter was addressed to the Advocate on 14'09'2010 along with

UriJ of *re institution for defending the case' But, on 8'12'2010' the institution

proJu..a a copy of the stay ordei and requested RD' SRC' NCTE to give

direction to CAC for admission of students'

o 1 5 1 2 20 thi ffic Ssued a to the Spec al officer for of
n S o

tud tS eu of stay order of Hon H oh Court of Kamataka. A etter was
S en ln f
al addre ed to the Ad ocate on 2 20 1 0 dulv S1 gnlng the o

SO SS

20 I
bj ctl and affidavlt for before th Hon b Court On January 5

o e oNS
fo fi li

ther etter was addresSEd to the ad ocate enc osln the documentS r n
ano

sunitha Mahila

Mandali's

Gurukul College

of Education,

Mysore,

Karnataka

APS02383

B,Ed

2 Units

o.l24l,

1 0, letter admission

'ble

22. 1
statement

filing I
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statement of objections.

On 28.02.2012, a complaint was received from Sri' M C' Chikkanna' Ex-

Member of Corporation, Goveming Council Member, Gurukul B'Ed' College'

Mysore alleging that the institution is offering not only B'Ed' course' but also

Nursing 
"oi.sJ -d that whenever inspection team is aniving' suitable

urr-gJ*.n,. were made by putting different boards. at, the same place and

,.qu"'.,"d to conduct an enquiry as to how the 
-in-stitution 

is running many

courses at the same place without providing proper infrastructure'

On 14.09.2012. another complaint was received from Sri M C'Chikkanna'

Member, College Governing Council stating that

,.GurukutB.EdCotlegeisrunningbyviolalingtherulesandregulationslaid

down by llre government ,NCTE ancl Mysore [Jniversity' Gurukul B'Etl

College has pimission for admission of 100 students' The college does not

have lhe class rooms to accommodate 100 sludents' Library, Labs and

computers are not available. On the whole the college does not have basic

infistructure for running the college. But stilt the college is running the B'Ed

ciurse, This ittly shows that the mandgement ofJicials are corrupt and lhe

college is running owing to political pressure'

Admissiott to Gurukul B.Ed College can be obtained in two wais'

t, Students who pay tlte dmount mentionetl by lhe management authorities

without asking for a receiptfor the paitt amounl and questioning the

misdeeds of the management will be admitted-

2. Students gel admittett by paying tl,e amount Jixetl by the mdnagemenl but

do not a1rcnd cottege. They come only for the exams' Tltey are not

supposed to questiin the lack of inJtastructure and misdeeds of the

*iiogement. Students are blackmailetl that If questioned, their internal

assessment marl<s will be cut.

The IIece does not have ecturers y1ho ore approved by the Un ers ty
co

are not appo nted on the bAS s of qud if,cdtiUn and

Le lurerS are appo n ed on Ihe eCommendat on of the se (' e tary and p e.t dent
c

the Mana ng Comm ttee of eCture .t are not quaIirt.ed, NStead of

te h ng the .ttude n s Ihny QTe co IIecI ng fees, adm t ng sludent.s Io the Co Iege
ac

commIJ.t on b0s s are unfi t to be AS ecture s They can be calIed

AS broke s ather han IeCturers Un I et of the Un ve s ty,

I not funct on dS ns ead hry tl II f,nction AS b okerJ f.r
1l

h
ment Studen/s t4)ho es on hCSe lrre ar ties 14) I ntimated to t e

ntana
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Sunitha Mahila Mandali Trusl is running rarious courses in mysore and the

,ini, iourr* are run with the intention of making money only. In view of the

iiillegat activities of the management, the government vide its ofiice memorandum

hai cancelled tite managing Committee and appointed an administrative

fficer.(copy of the memorandum is enclosed)

All the abote said information is known to the authorities of Mysore Unive,rsity

and college develipment council .Professor V'G Talwar in the syndicate

^'r",ii7 
iJ the Uniuersity discussed the issue of Gurukul B'Ed College and

decide"d ti discontinue thi affiliation of the college. I haye enclosed the report in

the newspaper regarding this. I am nol wrong if is sdy that the college is existing
"iiin-,pit, 

if\u thi meais there exists corruption , political pressure and sex_ual

joriurt "Yo, 
or, ,rqurrrrd to take suitable action for the closure of this college

"*niiiii,t r:unning with illegal activities and irregularities and without the basic

infr as t r uc t ur al r e quir e me nt s. "

The Southem Regional Committee in its 24l'tMeeting held during 29th and 31'l

M;.h 20i3 and l.r April , 2013 considered the complaint letter dated.

14.09.2012 and decided to send the complaint to the Registrar & Vice

Chancellor of Mysore University for their comments As per the decision

of SRC, a letter was addressed to the Registrar and copy marked to the Vice-

Chancellor on 0 1.06.201 3.

mdnagement and theit internal assessment marks will be cut.

to u on its recet

In the meanwhile, on 19.3'2013, and 30.4.2013 a letter dated 26'2'2013 was

received from the advocate, Ashok Haranahalli Associates stating that:

,,Theabovewritpetitionisfiledquestioningtheorderdated2S.T.20l0passedby

the 2nd respondint-SRC withdrawing the recognition Sranted to the petitioner-

institution.

The above court matter came up for consideration before the Hon'ble High

Court today for preliminary heaiiig in 'B'group After hearing the matter' the

noii,:Ut, Ciirt 
' 

grantid time to the petitioner-institution to complete the
'n"*t"itansandto"complywiththeNCTEregulations'Itwasalsoobserved

that till rhe completion oJ ih" building, the petitioner institution shall not make

any admission i7 ttudritt. W'ith the above observation' the writ petition was

disposed off.

I have applied for the certified copy of the final order, and the same will be sent

7
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The Committee decided and advised SRO to write to the lawyer to file an appeal

immediately and to cite the Hon'ble Supreme Court orders while filing the

appeal. The Hon'ble Supreme Court order says:

Keeping in view, Supreme Court vide their order in Civil Appeal No' 1125-

fizuz6tt in slp No. 17165-6812009 filed by NCTE Vs ors, which reads as

under:

"An institution is not entitled to recognition unless it fulfills the condi tlons

specified in various claus es of the Regulations. The Council is directed to

ensure that in future no institution is granted recognition unless it fulfils the

conditions laid down in the Act and the Regul ations and the time schedule fixed

for the licatio the onal mml and communicatio f
nthei of rec tion i ctl te decisio

JudgmentpassedbyHon,blesupremeCourtoflndiainSLP@No.14020i2009

filed by Adarsh Shiksha Mahavidalaya & others Vs Subhash Rahaangdale &

others is:

" In future, the High Court's shall not entertain prdyer for interim relief

by inrecognized institutions and the institutions which have not been

granted ofiliotion by the examination body and or the students admitted
"by 

such iistitutions for permission to appear in the examination or for
ieclaration of the r-esuli of examination This would also apply to the

recognized institutions if they admit students otherwise than in

o"ridonr, t ith the procedure contained in Appendix-l of the

Regulations " .

As per the decision ofSRC, a letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri Ashok

Haranahalli on 14.06.2015 with a request to file an appeal'

On 09.07.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit expressing adherence to

8
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The Southem Regional committee in its 246th meeting held during 02nd& 04'h

june,2013 consi-dered the Hon'ble High court order and also letter from our

"ir".". 
regarding 

.,granting of time to the petitioner-institution to complete the

,"* U"ifairig and-to 
-comply 

with the NCTE regulations. It was also observed

11ru1 till th" Jo.ol"tio, of ti',. buildinn. th. n.titiot ". 
i'tttitution thull t ot ,,uk"

any admission of students".



Regulations,2014.

A letter was addressed to the institution on 31.05.2015 stating that since

recognition of your institution is withdrawn, revised order cannot be issued'

On 10.08.2015, a letter was received from Ms' Jojiana Laka' Section Officer

regarding the recognition status of the institution

As directed, a letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri. Pramod Kathavi on

16.09.2015, seeking information as to whether any writ appeal was filed by

NCTE against the order dated 26.02.2013 in W'P'No'26012 of 2010

on 19.10.2015, another letter was received from Ms. Jojiana Laka requesting to

fumish the latest status of the institution

On 31.10.2015, a letter dated 30.10.2015 was received from the advocate'

Shri.Pramod Kathavi regarding the W.P.No ' 34842-431 2015 filed by Sunitha

Mahila Mandali.

On 10.02.2016, this office received a Court order dated 13.01'2016 in W'P.No.

On 17.11.2015, a reply was received from the advocate, as under :-

"We do not have any papers in relation to WP No'26012 /2010 On enquiring

about the said writ petition we have been appraised that wril appeal

ii.OSOOtZOl S was filed by the institution (Sunitha Mahila Mandali) and another

against the orde, dared i6.02.2013 passed in W'P No 26-012/2010The said writ

fipeal fited by the institution was dismissed on I 8' I L2014

It is brought to your kind notice that your letter dated l6'09'2015 provides the

,ame o|ihe inititution as Gurukul Coltege of Education which is incorrect'

Kiindly"provide with the correct pdrticulors of the c-ase number and the name of

the p'aittes as it causes great iicowenience in obtaining the information that

you require.

The institution filed W.P.No' 34842 of 2O|4 in the Hon,ble High Court of

iumututu ut Sungalore aggrieved by non issuance ofrevised order by NCTE'

On 08.01.2016, a letter was received from Shri' Awadhesh Nayak' Under

a;;t, NCiE seeking the latest status along with supporting documents in

view of ihe letter from Shri.B.S.Yediyurappa, Member of Parliament

9
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34842-34843 12015

"The petitioners are

dated 31.05.2015 as

issue mandamus to

which is as under:-

before this Court assailing the endorsement/communication

at Annexure -A to the petition .The petitioner are seeking to

direct the second respondent to reconsider the application

dated 12.01.2015 as at Annexure-P to the petition'

2. The petitioners had secured recognition to run the second respondent -
irttit"ti* tfr" petitioners in that light were required to-provide all infrastructures

as has been indicated as a condiiion while entertaining the application of the

p",iii""L..- sir.e the required inlrastructure is not provided, the respondents had

i"t". 
"",i"" 

against the petitioners. The petitioners were before this court in

W.p.No. 26OlrDOlO.Thii Court while disposing of the petition on 26 02'2013

nui tut"o note that the petitioners had not made any progress with regard to

providing infrastructure, tet, as a last opportunity, time was granted till August'

zo r: un"a it was made clear that if the petitioners did not complete the

.onrt-.tion within the stipulated period, it is for the respondents to proceed

"g"i".i 
,tt" petitioners 'The construction had not been put up even within the

ii'." u, hud be"n granted by this Court' The petitioners however sought

extension of time which has been granted, but was rejected by this Court

3. In that background, the Petiti oners had also filed an appeal in W.A.No 6506

/ 2013 seeking indulgence of this Court to permit the petitioners to putout

construction within the time frame to be provided.The vlslon hof s

4. Hence. the praver as made in the instant petitions doeq not merit consideratiol

.lf;;l ti; p"titio*rs cornplete the construction and provided all

infrastructuie, it would be open for the petitioners to approach the

respondents who would thereafter take note of the same and take a decision in

accordance with law keeping in view the Regulations guiding that aspect of

matter.

In terms ofthe above, the petitions stand disposed'

SRC in its 303'd meeti held on l51h Febru 2016 considered the matter and

10
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decided as under:
l'Since rhe applicanl lrds not approached as. per Court ortler' showing

comptetion ii constuction ani provitting infrastruclure 'No oction is

required"

ort 25.02.2016, the institution submitted a written replesentation along with

relevant documents and a copy of the Court order dated 13'01'2016 which is as

under :-

" As per the direction of the Hon'bte High Court of Karnataka' we wish to bring

to ylur kind notice regarding infrairuct.ure facitity of our institution that

KIADB has sllotted 8.2 o"r", oi loid 7or educaiion purpose of B.Ed College of

our Trust

io *i iit enclosing the following details for your kind perusal'

l. Trust Deed

2.Landdocuments:KIADBhasallottedS.22acresforourTrustforB.Ed
College purPose "

W, or", ,ib*itting allotment letter, land documents and sketch

i.boipietiio, Zertificate: The buitding completion certificate obtained from

ptublic worl<s depaitment in the year 2015 is herewith submitted for your

perusal.

l/'e hereby request your goodself to kindly give the permission since all the

infra:struiure has bien priuided as per your norms and standards

Ile hope our humble tequest v)ill be taken into your consideration and the above

will be done in our favour ' "

The SRC, in its 3O5thmeeting held during 25th to 27th February ' 2016

considered the matter and decided as under:-

. Cause Inspection - Collect fee.

c Ask W to collect all documents'

On 23.03 .2016, the institution

inspection as under:-

submitted a request for postponement of

"l wish to bring following few lines to your kind consideration on the above

."bj;;i, ;;" iJmy mediJal emergency' I am not in position of getting the

inspection done of our institution.

11
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I herewith to kind v postpon the NSpection for 2 eekS and ob
am

al
I am herewith attaching the medical certi ficat for vour kind perus

I hope my humble request will be taken in to consideration and the above will be

done in favourable."

The sRC in its 30g,h meeting held during 12th - 14th April, 2016 considered the

request of the institution and decided as under:-

1. Grant time.

2. Cause Inspection after two weeks'

on27.05.20|6'aletterNo.F.46-3ol2o15N|P1293|2dated23.05.2016from
ifd. e*uArr"ri, Nuyut, Under Secretary, NCTE' New Delhiwas received

,"g"tairg revoking of grant of recognition to Gurukul College of Education'

Mysore, Kamataka and stated as under:-

"The address of the college mentioned in SRC's letter does not match with the

uaa..., of tn" college meitioned in the letter of Shri, B.S.Yeddlurappa,Hon'ble

frA"-U.. of pu.tiamJnt (Lok Sabha)' It is therefore to check the address"

Accordingly, a letter was addressed to NCTE, New Delhi on 06'06 2016'

A letter was received lrom NCTE Hqrs on 18 07'2016 for knowing the status of

inrp".tion decided in 309th meeting held on l2'n - 14" April' 2016'

As per the decision of SRC, the inspection of the institution was conducted on

10.09.2016 and VT report along with documents and CD received on

13.10.2016.

The SRC in its 324th meeting held during 07th to 08th December, 2016 consi

VT report and decided as under:-

l.Title to land is not clear-The 6 year clause in the lease agreement

,-piiia n 201 4. Did the title-position change then? They should explain'

2.EC not given.

3. LUC is there.

4.BP is given. Details are incomplete'

5.BCC i's not in format. Built-up area shown is adequate'

6.FDRs not given.

T.Latest Faiulty list not given in the format; also, not approved-

8.Fee not id.

1-2
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9. Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly.

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

on 16.12.2016. The institution has submitted written representation on

03.01 .2017 & 09.02.2017 and also additional documents submitted on

20.02.2017.

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

written representation and decided as under:-

1. "The built-up area required (i.e.2000 sq.mtrs). is not there

2.1. On the date of application they did not have title to the land.

2.2 To this date, the land ( purchased in Jan 2017) is mortgaged.

3. Issue SCN for reiection."

As per the decision of SRC a show cause notice was prepared. But not sent to

institution.

Based on the website information the institution has submitted written

representation o n 02 .03 .2017 .

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held during 24s March 2017 considered the

written representation and decided as under:-

1. " Built-up area is adequate.

2. Land area is adequate.

3. Title to land is clear.

4. BP & BCC are in order.

5. Land is mortgdged.

6. Issue SCN for rejection. "

Based on the website information the institution has submitted wdtten

representation on 27 .03.20 17 .

The SRC in its 334th meeting held during 30th - 31't March 2017 considered the

written representation and decided as under:-

1. "All requirements have not been met.

2. Faculty list is not approved.

3. They have to give FDRs @7 +5 lakhs in original, in Joint account for
each unit of each course.

4. Issue SCN accordingly. "

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC a show cause notice was issued to the

institution on 07.04.2017. The institution has submitted show cause notice
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on 05.04.2017.

The SRC in its 335th meeting held during held during llth - 12th April' 2017

considered the show cause notice reply of the institution and decided as under:-

I. " All tequirements have been met'

2. The case is ready for restoration of recognition subiect to

veriJication of tlte FacultY list'

3. Request the 
-University 

to approve the Faculty list without insisting

on LOI or a recognition order'

4.Askthecollegetosubmitthelatestapprovedfacultylistwithout
further delaY.

5. Put uP on 26,04.17."

Accordingly,asperthedecisionofsRCaletterwasissuedtotheinstitutionand
University on' 25.04.201'l .

The institution has submitted reply for the deficiencies pointe out in the 3351h

meeting on 02.05.2017.

The SRC in its 341,t meeting held during 15'h - 16th June, 2017 has considered

reply forthe decision of335th meeting and decided as under:

"1.1 This case suffered from basic infirmities at initio'

1.2 They did not have title to lands! Buitdings at the time of application'

1.3 Strictly speaking, the case should have been summarily rejected'

2.1 Somehow, it gotlnto the process and went through its ups and downs'

i.Z in"y did ap[roach the bourts of Law during their moments of downs'

But, the Couits naa appraised the facts more correctly than us to reject

tt 
"i. 

..p."r"ntations. tven their last approach to the Hon'ble High

CourtinJan'2016metwiththesametreatment.TheirWritpetitionwas
dismissed as not meriting consideration because no flaw could be found

with the order issued by the respondent'

2.3 While giving the opportunity to the applicant to approach the SRC again'

if neceisaryl the Court gave freedom to the SRC to take a decision in

accordance with law keeping in view the Regulations guiding that aspect

of
1 Th R lati nS make S pec fic Sripu 1l t ons of no rms an s tandards It

e egu o

rcscr bed that cannot be rectified il fter VT
evcn p

d
Th IIon b e Sup reme Court had d r€ctcd that norm S and standar s

e

h Id b d ly en forced Notrv thstand ng a I thc had
s ou e rlgl

ized ctificat on of defictenc c not us t after V T nS ect on bu
reco re

L4

\
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aft reject on of app Ication and of
even er

ti le
^,

.,
As rlie S ta ted, th ts case mcrlted summarl ly reJ cction for an t t

ea r
ti

to land t the t lme of application Not ob servtn this ega prescrlp on
s a

of
th SRC slvun to the other extrem e of constd erln

e
Inti that as irhd rawn ith reference to otherrecogn on
dt s re evant to note that the SRC can resort to tm te

of
to ts decrs Ions n cas es of erro rs apparent on th e face

pow ers rev ew

h rd. N ch s Ituat on p reva iled tn th s case dcc ls on of thc
t e rcco o su

SRC t th casc (to co ns ider thelr representa t on) n sp te of
o rev e e

b firm ties n the cas e as excESS lve dtsp ay of
rrepara e n

by t I t as certa n ly not arranged tn thc face of th€ Hon
c emency I

H gh C rt s perm ls S Ion tven to the sRC to o bv the il keepln n
ou

view the guidelines on the subject'

4. In the reslult, and for the reasons given above' we are inclined to review

our decision to give favourable consideration to their representation

i.gu.Oing late coistruction of the building and even later acquisition of

title to the lands.

5. Apart from the other irreparable infirmities, there are flaws in the Faculty

list also.

(i) The certificate of experience given by the Principal does not give the exact

dates of service in the AET College'

(ii) There is no Asst. Prof. shown for perspective'

tiiil U.a.. pedagogy, 4 Asst. Profs' have been shown in excess' Out of these'

2 Asst. i'rofsln 
-So"iat 

Sc. can be shifted to Perspectives' The other two

will remain as surpluses in Pedagogy'

(iv) One Asst. Prof.(Psy.) and one Asst' Prof'(Sociol'/Phil') will still be

required to be appointed in the Perspective group'

(V) Asst. Prof (FA) and Asst. Prof (PA) are not qualified'

i. i""oiai"gfy, reject their apptication seeking restoration of recognition'

fne .ecoinition withdrawn^by us in 2010 and reiterated in May 2015

remains withdrawn. No further action is necessary'

7. Return FDRs if anY.

8. Close the file'"

As per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on06'07 '2017 '

ThewritpetitionNo'2S4l5l2ol5filedbySmt.SunithaMahilaMandaliGurukul
i. 

-."""i"Ja 
by this office from the Advocate, Shri Basavaraj V Sabarad on

07 .07 .2017 is as under:-

"The above writ Petition filed seeking
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decisiorV order of 341 meeting of the 1 Respondent dated 15 /

16.06.2017 . On the direction of Hon'ble Court to take notice I have taken

notice for Respondent No' 1 and herewith sent w t petition with

annexures served on me. The matter will be listed on 07'072017 for

preliminary hearing.

You are requested to sent parawise remarks with supporting documents

immediately."

Accordingly, a letter along with brief of the case is sent to the advocate on

08.07.2017.

On 14.07.2017, a court order dated I0.07'2017 in W P'No' 2841512017 and

30956-31067 12017 is received by this office which is as under :-

,,Learned counsel for the petitioner hos furnished .letdils of 85 students

admitted to B.Ed Course lor the year 2015-2016 and also details of 27

students wlto have been admitted for the year 2016-2017'

It is seen from the records thal the petitioner hos not made the said studenls

dspafiy,Atthisstage,thelearnedcounselforthepetitionersubmittedthatas

the exams are going lo be commenced from 12'7'2017, he sought for
permissionfor these sludents to appear in tlte ensuing exams'

The pelitioner is permitted to make these studehts as parties and also pay

courtfee during the course of the day.

At this stage, learned counsel lor the respondent submitted that b no speciJic

prayer for grant of interim order in the Writ Petition'

However, oral submksion matle by the learned counsel for the pelitioner is

consideretl and the fotlowing intetim order is passed:

(Jnder these circumstances, the students who are being made as parties to the

Writ petilion as per tlre memo enclosed are permitted to appear in 3'd semester

and ltt semester examinations, respectively.

The learned counsel for the respondenls are directed lo communicate the

interim order passed by today antl permil tlrese studenls lo take up respective

exominations.
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The Committee considered the above court matter and decided as

L. The case is sub-iudice. The interim order of the Court is noted'

2. Ask our Lawyer to submit to the Court that the College has

admitted students without our recognition'

3. There is a specific order ofthe Supreme Court that in such cases'

expressing concern for the students' future will be misplaced

concernTsympathy. Locate that iudgement and give the citation to

the Lawyer for incorporating reference to it in his submission'

4. Keep the affiliating University informed'

under:-

T are permitted lo Jile their
Learned counsel for ResPondenl No, I and

stalement oJ obieclion,

Catt this matter on 12.07.2017."

1OO students with a condltion to shift to its

the institution is started in rented premises)'

As per the decision of SRC in its 175th meeting, the SRC reviewed the files of the

institutions who were granted recognition either in permanent premises or in

leased premises. A list of such institutions was prepared and placed before SRC

in its'176th meeting.

ln the 176rh meeting of SRC, it was decided to issue Show Cause Notice to the

institutions calling for documents for shifting of premises. Accordingly scN

issued on o2.o7.2OOg. The institution submitted its explanation to the show

Cause Notice on 28.7 2009.

On 5.10.201 1, a complaint against the above institution was received from Sri'

Rajesh P.V., Advocate & Notary, Taliparamba, Kannur' Kerala on behalf of Sri'

Prakashan.P. This office vide letter daled 21.1O.2O11 requested the complainant

to submit an affidavit of Rs.100/- on non-judicial stamp paper in respect of the

un rattaMhc refo eaToc eom aneM eg
kea ofnn au nah an002 wit77n 2.1rSu ocoEB doiti fon rre nnla eda os

na rSism Sen te vow p

complaint received on 5.10 201 1

APS05561

B.Ed

2 Units

Rajeev Memorial

College of

Teacher

Education, Kerala

3

o
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Sri, P.V. Rajesh, Advocate & Notary submitted an affidavit on Rs.100/- non-

judicial stamp paper duly signed by the complainant Sri. Prakashan P, S/o'

Damodaran, Payyanadan House, Kannothumchal, Chowa P O, Kannur-6,

Kerala. The complainant requested not to recognize Rajiv Memorial college of

Teacher Education, Mattanoor and not to give affiliation as well and to take

immediate steps to close down the college since it is alleged that the institution

is functioning without complying the terms and conditions fixed by Kannur

University and NCTE, The affidavit along with the complaint is enclosed

ln the show cause Notice dated 02.07.2009, the institution had stated that the

construction of the proposed new building had been started and was likely to be

completed upto November, 2010.

The SRC in its 215rh meeting held on 12-13 December, 201 1 considered the

complaint of Mr. sri. Prakashan.P and decided that to register this as a shifting

case, if a file is already pending, and also to cause inspection at the premises on

receipt of Rs. 40.OOO/- towards inspection fee and to ascertain the facts of the

complaint. Accordingly, a visit was scheduled to the institution during 6th

February, 2012 to 8th February, 2012. A letter to the institution was addressed

VideletterNo.APSO556.1/B.Ed'lKN2o11-12136061dated18'o1.2012.Afaxwas

received from the institution on 24.O1 .2012 stating that they are not ready for

inspection as the permanent building for the college is under construction. The

building will be ready for inspection by the end ol May, 2012'

As per the decision of 215rh SRC meeting held on 12th - 13th December 20'1 1 , the

visiting team comprising of Dr. s. Thangasamy, Director and Professor, centre

for Educational Research, Itiladurai Kamaraj University, Madurai and Dr' C Raja

Moauli, Professor, Dept. of Education, Dr. B R Ambedkar Open University,

Hyderabad was proposed to the institution during 6th to 8th February, 2012 On

14.2.2012. The Visiting team submitted a blank report stating that the inspection

may kindly be postPoned.

The SRC in its 224th meeting held on 14th - '17th June, 2012 considered the

matter and decided to serve Final Show Cause Notice under NCTE Act

Accordingly,aFinalshowCauseNoticewasissuedtotheinstitutionon
Og.o7.2Oi. The institution submitted its written representation on 30 07 '2012'

The SRC in its 235th meeting held on 21"r - 22nd November 2012, considered the

reply of the institution dl.3o-07 -2012 and all other relevant documents and

decided to cause inspection as per NCTE Act, to examine whether the

institution fulfils all the requirements as per the norms, for the Proposed
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programme, subject to the con dition that the deficiencies, if anY, were dulY

rectified by the institution, as per the norms.

Accordingly, an intimation letter was sent to the institution on 0311212012'

AnE.MaildaledO5ll2l2Ql2wasreceivedbythisofficefromthePrincipal,
Rajeev Memorial college of Teacher Education requesting the postponement of

inspection to February 2013 as they are not prepared for the inspection as the

permanent construction of the building of the college has been 90 % completed.

Another letter regarding postponement of inspection is received by this office on

07t1212012.

An E-mail dated 10t1212012 and 12t12t2012 lrom Mr' Balaramulu and

Ms.Philomena Lobo was received by this office seeking clarification regarding

the date of inspection.

The lnspection team members were informed to conduct the inspection as

scheduled vide F.SRO/NCTEIKIJlr'T 120121 47730 dated 1 41 1212012'

Another letter dated 21t12t2012 from the Principal, Rajeev Memorial college of

Teacher Education is received by this office on 2411212012 requesting for

postponement of inspection to February 2013.

on 3o/01/2013, E-Mails from Mr. Balarumulu and Philomena Lobo were received

by this office enclosing a brief report of visit to Rajeev Memorial B.Ed college,

Mattanur, Kannur, Kerala. The report was as under:

"On llh January, 2013, Friday, we visited the colleges at 9'00 a'm 'We
were received by a reluctant Principat, Dr,Pillai, To our great shock 1nd
surprise, we foind that neither the management nor the Principal had

made any preparations for the visit of W, though it was intimated to

them weil'in advance by both your office and by us' Ihe basic

requirements of preparedness like, fitling up of lle Format supplied by

you was not done. No records, he it of the building or academic were

kept ready. ln short, it was the Principal expected us not to conduct

any inspection and asked us to get back."

A btank inspection repoft and non fited questionnaire had been

received by ihis office on 01/02/2013 along with the letter from the W
members enclosing a report and a few photographs stating that"

"We visited the Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education, Mattanur,

Kannur District, Kerala, as reported by the Principal earlier, the college building

is not completed nor the records were produced. They were not prepared for the
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inspection, still as Per intimation we have visited the spot and saw that the

college is running in the first floor of a commercial complex

Wehaveenclosedareportregardingthevisit,thelettergivenbythePrincipalof
in" Corr"g", the formats given uy you for the inspection and TA and Honorarium

bills.

A copy of the report is enclosed

AcertificatefromthePrincipal,Dr'VijayanPillaisubmittedalongwiththeW
report has states that:

"On the day of their visit, the Manager of Society was not present on

our premises due to ilt health. Since atl the original records are with the

Manager himself,

lcoutdn'tproduceanydocumentregardingthebuildingorothers'forthe
perusal oi tn. V.f, nor the applicalion format was also filled up and kept

ready for the insPection.

t hereby state that, all the relevant records will be produced for inspection

once our building is ready and shifted to our new camPus'"

The sRc in its 24.lsrmeeting held on 29th & 3f i March 2013 & 1"t April 2013

considered the lnstitution letter dt.11-01-2013 and all other relevant documents

and decided to cause inspection in the month of April-2o13 under NCTE Act, to

examine whether the institution fulfils all the requirements as per the norms, for

theproposedprogramme,subjecttotheconditionthatthedeficiencies'ifany'
were duly rectified by the institution' as per the norms'

The inspection of the institution was scheduled for 27thMay, 2013 and the same

was intimated to the institution vide this office letter

F.No.APSO5561lB.EdtKEt2ol3-14t51703dated'16/05/20'l3Accordingly'the
inspection of the institution was carried out on 30'05 2013'

The Southern Regional Committee in its 248th Meeting held on 13th - 15th July

2013 considereO ine W report, VCD of the institution on the above matter and

alsotherelevantdocumentsoftheinstitutionanddecidedtowithdraw
recognition for the following reasons:-

o sl nal c ertified copv the Iand documents from (,ovt authority s

not subm , tted. The has submItted Photocopv of the Iand

the land documents is tn favour of n ndi duaI hv name

Pro f. K Lakshmana wh ch s erm ,ssib le as er NcTE
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I ti 2009 A proved b ue Prin f of the buIIdins, p an ,ssued bv
Reslu a ons p

b ildietent it authority ,s not subm tted. ln the u ns p an copvcomp c

subm itted, Institution name ,s no t men tioned,

orig al b ilding compIefton certific ate from competent (,ovt,
n u

authorized engtneer s not subm tted.

original FDR of Rs. 5 & 3 Iacs towa rds endowment and resetve fund
s

from a N ationaltzed Bank ,n tolnt name ,s not g ven

N ta d d sase ceftificate from the Revenue divis,onal office
o nze an u

cultu fo th
t ti th t th asftcuIture Iand con erted to non-agrt re r e

s a ns] a e f R
educational ourpose ,s not submI tted. Proceedings o e enue

D al officer not subm itted for convers,on of land from
s on

agricultural to educational purposes'

. ip-to-date encumbrance ceiificate issued by sub'registar is not

submitted.
. Staff is not accordingly to NCTE norms'

. Original affidavit is not submitled'

Keeping in view, the Supreme Court order in Civil Appeal No 1125-1 '12812011in

SLP No. 17165-68/2009 filed by NCTE Vs ors, which reads as under:

"An ins titution is not entitled to recognition unless ff fulfills the

conditions sPe cified in various c/auses of the Regutations' The Council is

directed to ensure that in future no institution is granted recognilion

unress it fulfills the conditions laid down in the Act and the Regulations

and the time schedule fixed for processinq the application bv the Reqional

Co miltee and communlcalion of the decis non the issue of oqn, n

it strictlvadhered to".

Based on the above points the SRC decided to withdraw the recognition of

the B.Ed course run by the Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education'

Mattanur, Kannur, Kerala, from the academic yeat 2013'14 in order to

enable the ongoing batch of students in B.Ed, course' if any, to complete

their course. lt was made clear that the institution is debarred from making

any further admission subsequent to the date of issue of this order'The

ettiti"ting body / Examining board / body were informed accordingly'

Further it was decided to ieturn Endowment funds and Reserve fund

deposited with SRC NCTE, Bangalore, if any'

Accordingly, a withdrawal order was issued to the institution vide

r.ruo.nps6ssot /B.Ed /KU2o13-14t53312 dated 26 08 2013'

On08.11.20'l3,ane-mailwasreceivedfromKPriyeshstatingasunder;
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"We to nform you that Rajee Mem onal B Ed college ,s

rki. , K nnur D strict ithout your recostnition Kindtv, please give a
wo ns n a

di ti to Kannur Un, ers itv to stop the coilege working illegallv thout
rec on

t on and a lso pIease sl ve dire ction to Rajee Memonal B Ed
your recogn

Coltege to sfop their cheating to studen

your recognition. I got information from

authorities stiil going forutard by taking

they have no recognition from NCTE,

fs bv adm,ss,ons ithout

the IocaI pubIic that the co Iege

ne adm ssIons

Kindty take necessary actions, otherwise we have to compel to forward

this matter to newspapers, channels etc"'

The Southern Regional Committee in its 256th Meeting held on 4th - 6th December

2013 considered the matter, complaint through e-mail on the said college'

decided and advised Southern Regional office to send a copy of the complaint

to the Affiliating University along with a copy of the order of withdrawal of

recognition for needful action.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter addressed to the Registrar' Kannur

University was sent vide F.SRO/APSO5561-B Ed/KU2013/5571 3 dated

27.12.2013

This office did not receive any reply from the University'

The institution filed an appeal under Section 18 of NCTE Act' before the

Appellate Authority, NCTE, New Delhi against the withdrawal order of SRC'

on13.03.2014'thisofficereceivedtheappellateauthorityorderNo.FNo.S9-
oOzzOia npp"rll2nd Meeting - 2014 dated 25022014 

- 
remanding back the

."." ot ariii, Memorial co-llege of Teacher Education, Thrissur, Kerala to the

SRC NCTE. The Council has made the following observations ;

,The councit noted that the sRC conducted an inspection of the institution on 30-

05-2013 and after considering the VT reporl and other documents decided to

withdraw recognition and issued the order dated 27-08-2013 citing the reasons

therein. the council noted that the SRC, before withdrawing recognition, has not

issued any show cause notice to the institution as required under the provisions

of Sectioi 17 of the NCTE Act. ln the circumstances the Council concluded that

the tter d Ned to rema dtoth SRC had, ion to i UEAS W

otice to hea llant in ution nd ta futlh ction rth
cause

v/s s of the CTE A
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After peru a he memora ndum ot appe t, atfida vit he document VA abt

on records and considering the ora argumenls advanced dunng the hearing, he

Councit concluded that the appeal deserves to be remanded to SRC with a

direction to issue a show cause notice to the appellant institution and take fufther

action as per the provisions of the NCTE Act.

The Council hereby remands back the case of Raieev Memorial College of

Teacher Education, Thrissur, Kerala to the SRC, NCTE, for necessary action as

indicated above,

The office memorandum (directive) from the NCTE Hqrs dated 25.04.2014 is as

under;

'The appeal Committee is in agreement with the advice of the legal

Counselaboutcontinuedconsiderationoftheappealsreceivedsofarasalso
those to be received in future, in accordance with law and procedure. However,

r,h cases where the Appeal Committee decided to remand them to the Regional

committees for such actions tike re-lssue of deficiency letter/show cause notice

or to consider the submissions of the appeltant etc. it is felt that it would suffice

from the point of view of the committee to sfafe in their minutes that the

suggested actions are taken in accordance with the NCTE Regulations'

Since the revised Regulations are yet to be notified, it wou a if the

NCTE administra tivelv informs all the Reoional committees tha fufther on

the a ellate tn case of 'remand' should be taken onlv in the liqht of the

revised ulations e notifi

ln view of the altove leoal oDInion and Aooeal Committee's decision, all the

Reoional Offices/Com mittees are directed to act u,oon the ellate orders of

man CASE tn

The above matter was placed before SRC in its 269th Meeting held on 1- 2

July,2014 and the Committee considered the appea| remand order and directed

SRO to process and put up after notification of new regulations

On06.Ol.20l4,acomplaintfromShri.Ajaykumar'M,Kannur,KeralaStateis
received alleging that the college is making admissions without the approval of

NCTE.(copy enclosed)

The Southern Regional Committee in its 271"1 Meeting held on l"tAugust, 2014

considered the matter, decided and advised Southern Regional office to process

the case after notification of new Regulations.
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Further, the Committee considered the complaint from the Shri. Aiaykumar, M

Kannur, Kerala State vide letter dated 06.01.2014, stated that the said college is

admitting studerts now; Commiftee has noted that the said college recognition

that was withdrawn has not yet been restored. Processtng of the case after

remand can take place only after notification of the new Regulations. Advised

Southern Regional Office to inform the University not to allow admission at this

stage. A/so, the college is to be directed not to admit.

As per the decision of SRC, a letters were addressed to the Registrar, Kannur

University and the Principal, Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education,

Mattanur, Kerala on 18.09.2014 conveying the decision of SRC not allow

admissions at this stage.

On 02.09.2014, a letter dated 30.08.2014 is received from advocate

Shri.V.M.Kurian regarding the W.P.(C) No. 21785 ol 2014 in the High Court of

Kerala filed by Rajeev Memorial Charitable Society against Kannur University. A

copy of the writ petition W.P.(C ) No. 21785 of 2014 filed by the institution is

enclosed.

The writ petition is filed by the Petitioner challenging the Ext. P 15

communication of Kannur University to restrict admission in the academic year

2014 - 15. The petitioner impleaded NCTE as additional respondent as

directed by the Hon'ble Court since the above said communication is

based on Ext.P11 withdrawal order F.No .APS05561 lB.Ed lKLl2013-14153312

dated 26.08.2013 issued by SRC,NCTE. The above writ petition came up for

impleading additional respondent (NCTE) on 29.08.2014. The advocate took

notice on behalf of NCTE and has requested to forward necessary instructions

in the matter for preparing Counter Affidavit.

A letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri. V. M. Kurian on 23.09.2014 with a

request to file Counter Affidavit by taking the directions of the Hon'ble Supreme

Court into account.
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On 01.10.20'14, this office has received a letter dated 29.09.2014 from the

advocate, Shri. V. M. Kurian regarding W.P.(C) No. 25181 of 2014 filed by the

institution. The letter is as under:-

" The above writ petition U.P.(C) No. 25181 of 2014) is filed by the

petitioner to quash the communication

F.SRO/NCTE/KUAPS05561/B.Ed/201 it/59642 dated I 8.09.201 4 issued

by the Regional Director, NCTE, directing the petitioner not to allow



the admission of s(udents with o ut getti ng a PProv aI from SRC, NCIE.

The above writ petition came up for admission before the Hon'ble

ourt on26 9.2014 and the on'ble ourl h asse an tn m

b n ove c muntc for riod o 2 mon We

have taken notice on behalf of you and writ p etition is posted for filing

CounterAffidavit.Pleaseforwardnecessaryinstructionsinthematter
for preparing counter affidavit.

A copy of the affidavit filed by the institution tW P (C ) No 25181 of 2014) and

other relevant documents are enclosed along with the letter'

A letter was addressed to the advocate, Shri.V.M.Kurian on 28',10.2014 along

with the brief of the case requesting him to file a counter affidavit by quoting

Hon'ble Supreme Court directions

The Southern Regional Committee in its 2751h meeting held during 1"rand 2nd

December,2014'tooknoteofthelnterimCourtorderinthematter'Advised
Southern Regional Office to process the said case as soon as the new

Regulations are notified and put up in 277th meeting

A letter seeking consent on the willingness of the institution for considering their

applicationaSperRegulations2ol4wassenttotheinstitutiononl9.l2.2ol4

ln response to this office letter dated 19.12.2014, the institution submitted a reply

on 1 3.0 1 .2015 which is as under :-

"We are in receipt of your lelter referred above on 30'10'2014'lt is

seen from paragraph 2 of yout said communication that the Regional

Omce ot licfei dangatore has construed to the effect that we have

iioiiu"a 
"ppliiation-for 

the grant of recogniti.on for conducting the B.Ed

course. lt ippears that lhe said communication was given on a wrong

ii"iurt pr"iis". As such we are giving the foltowing ctarifications for your

kind consideration..

We were st,ven recostn,tion bv NcTE n the year 2007 bv order dated

07. 0 1 200 7. copv enclosed for ready reference Thereafter the recognition

9tIven as ithdra n bv SRC BandaIore bv commun cation da ted

26 08 20 13 As the action as agairst a e had no other opt on than to

chaIIenge the same b efore the appeilate authority. Th appellate aut,honty

throush the,r d,ated 25 02 2014 as p eased to set as,de the order of sRc

Bansa ore for the reasons stated tn the appe lafe order. It ,s thereafter

ano ther communtcat,on was gtven to t,he effect that process n9' of the

cation can be made a fter notification ot the ne re u ation That
a

(-\
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commun cation ,s on a wrong legaI The question whtch ou9tht to

have been GOns dered was hefher there are sufficrent for

of the gran ted Th erefore there ,s no

justiticatton in adop ti.ng a va rdstick our case Further t,he

IesaLity of the commun,cation gt en 1 9. 09 2014 pursuant to the dec,s on

of SRc, BansaIore da ted 01 08 20 14 Is under chailenge before the H,igh

court ,n 251 2014.As such there ,s no justification tn

considering our case of atl other B.Ed Cotteges. There is no iustification
for the selective act''ion as well.Th erefore, vou are req uested to qtve us

hearin q before a decision is taken in this reqard,"

The institution submitted staff list comprising of a principal and seven lecturers.

The SRC in its 278th meeting held during 25th January, 2015 considered the

matter, reply of the institution letter dated 13.01 .2015 and all the relevant

documentary evidence and decided to serve show cause Notice under NCTE

act. For the following deficiencies:-

. The lnstitution has not submitted certified copy of the land

documents.
. Building plan submitted by the institution is not approved by the

competeni authority, in the building plan submitted, Sy, no' site area,

built up area, room and lab specifications are not mentioned'

. The institution has not submitted Building Completion Certificate

duly approved by the competent authority.
. Non- encumbrance certificate not submitted.
. Fixed receipts in original are not submitted.

on 30.03.2015, the institution submitted an affidavit affirming adherence to

Regulations,2014.

On 1 5.06.2015, a letter dated 10.06.2015 was received from the President

Rajeev Memorial Charitable Society, is as under:-

"we are in receipt of the show cause notice and the communication

referred above. ln view of various earlier proceedings in relation to the

matter in issue and the pendency of several writ petitions before the

High Court, time is required in preparing a reply in consultation with our

ciunsel. is such you are reqiesied ti grani is time tilt 3f of June by

which time a detaiied reply will be given with refercnce to the matter in

issue. lnconvenience caused is regretted."

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

13.05.2015.

Al^,
(5. Sathya m)

Cha irma n
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The institution submitted written rePresentat ion on 29.06.20'15 as under:-

,,Weareinreceiptoftheshowcausenoticedatedl3.os.20lS,onreceiptofthesaid

notice ie have requested time to give the repty to the show cause notice till 30.06.2015.

Accordingly we are giving the present reply.

ln the show cause notice given to us, in paragraph 3 it is stated .that 
the complaint given

iv'ii.-it"ii i.v, given"to the tJniversity aN the NCTE is enclosed. Unfoftunately that

ii iein ehcnsed aiong with the show iause notice' Therefore we are deprived of our

,rtiiot" ,iiint to resp;nd to the show cause notice after knowing the contents of the

allegations.

tn this connection I would like to bring to your notice that by the proceedings dated

zis oi zol qii, ihe appeat preferred by us-was; owed by the Appellate committee and the

iatter e rssue ai it tien stood was remanded to the Regional Committee for fresh

aiiiri, eier tne said order of the Appeltate Committee' the Regulations were

iiena"la and tha steps to be taken thereafter can only be in terms of the amended

eeiutations as now in force. You are also aware of the fact that the cotlege was shifted
';"i;";"; iiitiiig and the tnspectors deputed by your 

.o-ffice 
had conducted their

'ii"ai"ri. iii'iiio,t s1 1t121 iNpection atso is avaitabte with the Regional committee.

iiiiis of tne aiendment of the Regulations, which was carried out in the year 2014

i" *"ru called up on to give our affi-davit by the Southern Regional Committee .to 
the

iit"iiti"in" insiitution iitt fuffitt tne Norms and Regulations of 2014 as amended The

i,idavit was accordingty given as early as on 26.03.201 5. A cop.y of the affidavit given is

Zi;io"ia ii, reaay ,ri".ir"". ln view of the above the matter in issue is required to be

ioi,inerea under the amended Regulations for which the affidavit was given on

26.0s.2015.

/f is seen from the show cause notice that the same has been issued based on the

miaiig or tne southern Regional committee which was hetd on 25.01.2015. ln view of

iiZ- ii{"iuiitiit 
"natnges 

tnit have take place, it is requested that the relevancy of the'piiiiiiigs 
nitiated-is /ost by pass age of time and the amendment of the Regulations.

ln the show cause notice issued by you, you have mentioned about the non-submission

ot documents. while appeal *as prereria against your eartier decision to withdraw the

ieiignitnn, all 1516 66sLtments were produced in origin.al before the Appe ate Committee'.

Thoie documents are still with the Appellate committee as the same were not returned

"it;;t;i;i". 
it is therefore submitted inat t am unabte to produce the originat docume.nts

z's ir noi 
"ince 

those documents are before the Appe ate committee. lt is therefore

,iqi""itla t at sfeps may be taken to call for the entire records leading to lhe appeal

iJrii oi iii"n tie App:ethte Committee decided our appeal through thet order dated

25 02.2014. Those doci,uments will clearly show that even the basis of lhe proceedings

zi" iri"a on misconception. However l;m enclosing herewith the attested photocopies

i,t-tne documents aboui which reference is made in your show cause notice'

ln view of the change in the Regulations and in view of the affidavit filed by us

accepting the compliance of the stipulations contained in the Regulations as

amended in 2014 you are requested fo issue fhe necessary order for the fufther

continuance of the course in our college "

27

\

(S. Sathyanf)

chairma#



The SRC in its 290 meeting held during 1 and 11 July, 2015 considered the

matter, written reply from the institution vide letter dated 29.06.2015, and all the

relevant documentary evidences and it was decided to serve Notice under

Section 17 of NCTE Act for the following :

(i) English version of land document.

(ii) BP & EC issued by competent authority.

(iii) Approved staff list as per 2014 Regulations.

As per the decision of sRC, a Show cause Notice was issued to the institution

on 23.09.2015.

The institution submitted a reply on 26.10 2015

On 28.12.2015, the Registrar, Kannur University submitted a representation

regarding admissions mide Oy Rajeev Memorial College of Teacher Education,

Kannur lor the year ZO1S-17 without the revised recognition order which is as

under:-

'With reference to the above, I am to inform you that Raieev Memorial

College of Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur has admitted students to

2015:17 batch of B.Ed course without the revised recognition order

issued by you.

Subsequenl to the withdrawal of recognition granted to Raieev Memorial

Cottege of Teacher Education, Mattanur, Kannur, the Universv granted

contiiuation of provisional affiliation to B.Ed course offered from the college

during 2012-13 considering the future of the ongoing batch of students

.Furtier, the lJniversity also granted continuation of affiliation to B Ed course

conducted in Raieev Memorial College of Teacher Education, Mattanur,

Kannur on the bisls of the interim order of the Hon'ble High Court and the

syndicate decision (copy of both enclosed). The continuation of affiliation to

B.Ed course in Raieev Memorial College of Teacher Education, Mattanur,

Kannur during 2Oi4-15 is under processing .Now it has also come to the

notice of the university that the Coilege has admitted studenls to 2015-17

batch of B.Ed course in Raieev Memorial College of Teacher Education,

Mattanur Kannur on receiviig on receiving the apptication for 1"t Semester

Examination of B.Ed course .

The matter is hereby informed for fufther necessary action in this regard

The University submitted a copy of the Court order dated 14.10.2014 in W'P'No'

25181 of 2014which is as under:-

"The petitioner oressed for an order. in so far as seeki,no inclusion of their

name a llotment of rle nts for B.E course enabling the candidates to

exercise an tion to the titioner colle e. The ncr al of the etitioner
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college fite apptlc tton for conti.nua tton of a ffiti.ation for the year 2013'14. ln the

was withdrawn bY the

appeal against Ext.P11

Section 18 of the NCTE

ority is produced as Ext

mean me he recosnit on of he petittone college

cTE as p r Ext P1 1 order. Th petitloner filed n

orde before he Appe e Authoritv const uted Unde

Act copv of he orde paSSCd bv the App ila te auth

P14

2. The Appellate authority remanded the matter especially finding violation.
- 

o,f ptrin'ciptes of natural justice and the. earti.er having been issued

iit'iout Snow Cause Notice being served on the petitioner' The matter

,s 
"ria 

to bte pending before the i"tCTE Regionat Branch and the NCTE

has issued Ext.P18 order after remand The NCTE' after remand will

oily ie aofte, notification of the new regulations.an.d hence' advised the

iiltiii, Regional officer regarding-the modatities to be resoied for

iompleting thi process and not to altow admission at this stage

3.Whenawithdrawalofrecognitionhasbeenchallengedinappea.land,
the same has been remZnded' it cannot be said that the withdrawal
-cintinues 

unless a fresh consideration is made on the basis of existing

iigitu,tion" or on the basis of the new regulations; The authority cannot

kiep the petitioner ancl the students in tlmbo and continue operation of

witidrawal, on the ground that new regulations are to be framed'

Remand having been made, withdrawal is no more applicable and

htence the petiiioner's recognition would continue unless withdrawal

after due service of notice rfti Sfrow Cause Notice has a/so been lssued

to'-ti.hi petitioner titt Oiie. ln such circumstances' the 2nd respondent

shatt ailot students to the petitioner inctuding the name o.f the college in

the tist and alot"tro"rii iroi tn" ilst prepaied by the 2'd respondent.

The University has submitted another Court order dated 03 09 2014 in W'P'No'

21785 ot 20'14 which is as under:-

"The learned counsel for the petitioner presses for an interim order'

The interim relief sought for as follows:

Pass an order staying the operation of the condition co.ntained inExt'P 15 to

oitiii 
"ii,iit 

order ior making admission and fullher directing the petitioner

iliti iii[," admission for the icademic year 2014-15., pending disposal of the

writ petition"

De t C TE n pafty arrav as per orde dated 29 0I 20 1
sp e

d sf
in A 1 1 703 of 0 1 4 nd in spite ot he appearanC ma e a

here s no representa on when he ca e s tak n up todav Th

of b he
le rned counSel for he petit one polnfs out, recogn ton va

th
ddit respondent as pe Ext. P 1 1 no longe as e

a tona
vide P1 4

e has been n e rce ted b the a lla authoritsam
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d 'rect ing he competent authority o Ssue a prop r ohow au otice and

proceed with futther sleps No such no tce has ever been ssued to he

petittoner so r, subm its the learned counsel for th pe ittoner.

3. S,nce the factual position as on date is not brought to the notice of this courl

by the additional ld respondent, there will be an interim order as prayed for'

li so far as the recognition of the petitioner (originally ordered as per

Ext.Pl) continues by vTdue of Ext P14 passed by the appellate authority,

However, admissioi of students, if any, shall be at the sole risk of the

petitioner and the concerned students shall be informed as to the pendency

of the proceedings before this Court.

Post after vacation for filing counter affidavit, if any."

The SRC, in its 301't meeting held during Sth to 6th February, 2016 noted the

matter.

On 26.05.2015, the institution submitted a request to consider the Show Cause

Notice Reply submitted by the institution as under :-

"l have subm itled the detailed explanation for the reference cited

above on 21.10.2 01 5.1 have ot received anv fufther communl cation

in this reqard vour office. I humb lv reouest vou to be kind

eno to issue recoonition ord'ers for the a ademic r 2015-17

copv of lhe Show Cause A/otice is enclosed."

On 16.06.201 6, the institution submitted another reply to the Show Cause

Notice.

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on OSth & 09th August, 2016 considered the

matter and decided to issue show cause Notice under Act for the following

deficiencies:-

o All other formalities relating to shifting have been completed albeit

belatedly. Only, submission of a Faculty list in the prescribed

format and approved by the competent authority is required'

o lssue Show Cause Notice accordingly.
o Put up after 2 months.

As per the decision of the sRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution

on 27 .09.2016.

The institution has filed W.P No 36495 of 2016. ln the Hon'ble High Court of

Kerala. Accordingly, brief of the case was sent to the advocate'
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On 23.11.2016. i letter daled 22.11.2016 was received from advocate

Shri.V.M.Kurian regarding the W.P.(C) No. 36495 of 2016 in the High Court of

Kerala filed by Rajeev Memorial charitable society mattannur, Kannur stating

as under :-

The subject writ petition is filed by Rajeev Memorial Charitable

Society, Mattannur, Kannur seeking direction to the University for

conduct of B.Ed Course in the college. The University is not permitting

conduct of course on the ground that the college does not have

recognitionfromNCTE.TheHon'bleCourthasdirectedustofindoutas
to whether the College is recognized by NCTE or not' Please furnish

instructions immediately. The case is posted tomorrow (23'l l '2016)

On 03.12.2016, a letter dated 25.11 2O16 was received from Kannur

University, Thavakkar, Civil Station P.O, Kannur stating as under:-

"Please recall the office letter cited as I "t above' lt has been

informedthatthroughRajeevmemorialcollegeofTeacherEducation'
Mattanur, Kannur affiliated to this University, the same is not seen

included in the list of colleges for which recognition have been granted

by your institution for the academic year 2015-16.

As per the judgment in WPC No 25'181/'14 (w) of the Hon'ble High

Court of Kerala, stridents were allotted to the college tot 2014-15

However, the Cotlege has admitted students for 2015-17 batch also'

Iamthereforetorequestyoutolookintothematterurgentlyandintimate
the position".

On 08.12.2016. a letter dated 0212.2016 was received from advocate

Shri.V.M.Kurian regarding the W.P.(C) No. 36495 of 2016 in the High Court of

KeralafiledbyRajeevMemorialCharitableSociety,Kannurstatingasunder:-

l.Petitionerhasapproachedthiscourtinteraliaseekingforadirection
to the tJniversiiy to publish the results of the First Semester

Examination to tie Course of B.Ed undertaken by the student of the

college for the academic year 2015'16 and to permit those sfude'ts

o aipear for the 3'd Semesfer p ractical Examination notified in terms

of Ei.P13 and fudher to permit the students admitted during the

academic year 2016'17 to appear for the First Semesfer B'Ed Degree

Exami nation, N ovember, 201 6.

2 The short facts involved in the writ etition would disc/ose that the
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petitioner SocietY is running a B.Ed CoIlege. They had recognition

from lhe National Council

for Teacher Education (NCTE) for conducting the said course of one

year diration with annual iniake of 1OO student' Ert'Pl is the NCTE

irder dated 07.12.2007. Affiliation atso granted by the University as per

notification dated 08.10.2010, Ext.P3. thereafler the petitioner applied

for continuation of affitiation for the year 2013'14, which was granted

as per lJniversity notification dated 24.08'2013' in the meantime, NCTE

iss'ued order a*ed ZA.O|.ZO|3 withdrawing the recognition granted to

ini Coilege lor the academic session 2013'14' Petitioner challenged

ihe saimeiefore the appellate authority. which consider the mafter and

iemiued the mafter bick to the NCTE for fresh consideration' ln the

,"iitir", when the lJniversity did not permit allotment of student for

the acaiemic year 2013'1i, writ petition was filed as wP(C)

No.251g1/14 in inicn this coutt observed that in so far as the matTer in

noi pending before the NCTE, recognition .continues 
unless a fresh

conslideratiin is made by the NCTE. ln said circumstances, direction

was issued to allot stident for the academic year 2013-14' lt is
iiIritt"a by the petitioners that pursuant to the appellate olqy!
Ex.P12 Shoi Cause Notice dated 27.09.2016 was 

'ssued 
by the NCTE

in which the petitioner had filed a reply and the matter is now pending

before the UCfg. n the meantime, result of the semesters in the

various academic years are not being published and lhe students are

nii jermiuea b irite the examination. lt is at this stage that this writ

petition is filed.

3 Learned counsel appearing for the NCTE submits that an enquiry into

in" Sho* Cause Nbtice is-still pending consideration' So far no order

iad been passed in the maier learned counsel appearing for the

iiivirsny submits that the order in WP (C) No'25181/14 was with

iespect io the allotment of students during the academic year 2013'14'

It is submitted that after the said academic year' There is no

recignilion for admitling studenfs or for allotment of students in the

.iid-Cott"g" Accordinglo them, the entire admission of the students

aier the icademic yeir 2013.14 is without recognition and therefore

ihe students of the petitioner are not entitled to have tt'e resu'fs

declared or to write the semester examinations'

But. lt is relevant to note that when in the appellate order, the order
4.

withdraw ns the recostnItion been set as de and the ma tter was

directed to be considered a fresh It has to be assumed the

reco9tn tion s s ti I n force Learned counsel for the NcTE subm I,s

that maflers stand no there s rec ition for conduct n the B Ed
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H wever, the same wt I be subject to further o rders to be
course o

,ss ed b
ed after conducting enquiry nto the sho cause ilotice u vpass

fa tu I situati I m of the
the NcTE Ha ns regard to the aforesaid c a on a

th t th s no reason to deta n the studen ts bv ithhoIding the
e a ere

ntil fina I
result and not permitting them to write

decision is taken by NCTE in the matter'
the exam nation u a

Accordingly, this writ petition is drsposed of as undert

a) The lJniversity shall declare the result of the examination

undertaken by the student of the petitioner'

b) tt shalt also permit the students to write the examination in the

various academic years subiect of course to the final decision to

be taken bY the NCTE in this regard'

The institution has submitted its representation on 19.12 2016 along with

appointment order of the principal.

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on 04th to 05th January' 2017 the committee

consider the matter and decided as under:-

1. This is a case in which RPRO should have issued' lt did not happen'

We cannot issue RPRO at this stage' We have to finally decide the

issue of recognition under the 20'14 Regulations' The Court order has

taken care of the interim Periods.

'1.1 Ask the institution to submit the faculty list by 31'1'2017 '

1.2 Write to the University to speed up their decision' Clarify to them

the position regarding our recognition'

2. We can consider issue of recognition once the faculty list is

received,

per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution and the

gistrar of Kannur University on 18.01 2017'

h ti ut on ha Subm tted repreS ntation on 0 I 20 1 7 0 I 20 1 7
e nS

sard ns req u St to extend th t me to ubm it the 1acu Itv

e institution has submitted representation on 13 03 2017 and stating as under:-

"As per the reference cited above, I am here with submilting the faculty

ist of 
- 
iiiee,v Memorial college oi Teacher Education Thillenkri Po,

altannur Via 670702.
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I humbly request you to be good enough to grant me the revised

cognition order at the earliest".

he SRC, in its 335rh meeting held on 11rh to 12th April, 2017 the committee

nsidered the matter and decided as under:-

1. We had withdrawn recognition. lt was revived by the Court order'

But, that was only for one year i.e., 2014-15. They have continued

that facility irregularly without obtaining any extension from the

Court.

2. They have not cared to comply with our order for submission of the

approved faculty list. Delay in this will only give them undue benefit'

3. Give them an ultimation to submit the latest approved Faculty list by

26.4.2017.

4. Put up on 1.5.17.

5. lssue SCN accordinglY.

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

institution on 21.04.2017 . The institution has submitted reply to the SCN on

25.04.2017 & 28.04.2017.

The SRC in its 338th Meeting held on 01't to 03'd May, 2017 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. The Faculty list is not in the prescribed format.

2. The Faculty list is in regional language. English version not

submitted.

3. lssue SCN accordinglY.

Accordingly, As per the decision of the SRC, a Show cause Notice was issued to

the institution on 09.05.2017. The institution has submitted reply to the SCN on

1 1.05.2017 and 16.05.201 7.

The institution has submitted representation on 22.05.2017 along with English

version of the faculty list 201 5-16.

The SRC in its 3401h meeting held on 08th to 09th June, 2017 the committee

considered the matter and decide as under:-

'1. The revised list is still not in full conformity with the prescribed

NCTE format. Pl. ask them to give it in our format with approval by

the Registrar in every page. Send a blank form as model'
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proposed only 1+7.

3. Principal has the required qualification and experience'

4.ThereisnoAsst.Prof.toteachPerspectivesubjects.Thereshould
be 2.

5. ln Pedagogy Group there is no Asst' Prof' for Mathematics and

Regionil Linguage. They should appoint'

6. One Asst. Prof' each in Phy'Ed', Fine Arts & Perf' Arts are required'

7. lssue SCN accordinglY.

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, a Show cause Notice was issued to

in" in.tit,it.n on 16.06.2017 along with faculty list format'

Facultylistformat(Annexure-lll)wassenttotheinstitutionthroughemailon
19.06.2017.
nn lmail was sent to advocate Shri V M' Kurian on 19 06 2017 and advocate

i.fin"rr. on 21 .06.2017 along with the Show cause Notice'

A letter dated 14.06.2017 received by this office- on ,16'06.2017 regarding

W;r.i;) No.issgo or 2017- iigh court of Kerala- Rajeev lvlemorial Charitable

i""i,livl i"qr".ted to send the itatement of facts as early.as possible to prepare

tn" .ijtlr,int and file. Copy of the writ petition is enclosed herewith

A letter was addressed to the advocate Shri V M Kurian on 29 06 2017 along

with the Brief of the case

As directed by RD, Under secretary discussed with the Chairman' SRC over

Dhone on ,19.06.2017 rne oeticiencv. point regard-to.in respect of APS05561

b.ea (Z units) decided during the 340"'meeting of sRU'

Chairman SRC decided to correct the information in Pt 2 of the decision to

read as
,,For B.Ed (2 units) they should have 1+15 faculty;-They have only 1+7"

"ni'FiTlttoura 
t"au-a ;itt"te is no Asst' Prof' to teach Perspective

Subjects. There should be 4"'

As the unit is for 2, he has directed to correct the numbers' Also he has

i""ti"it"o i. i"nd th; ScN and not to wait till next meeting'

The tele conversation with chairman, SRC informed to RD' SRC-NCTE over

ohone on 19.06.2017. fre nas Jirecteit to send the SCN on '19'06'2017 to the

institute with the signature of the Under Secretary'

2. For B.Ed.(2 un its) they should have l+9 Faculty; they have

The SRC in its 342nd meetin held on 05th to 06th JUI 20'17 the committee
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considered the matter and decide as under:-

. The action taken by the SRO, in consultation with the

Chairman(SRC) over telephone us ratified.

An email was received from the Advocate Shri V.M Kurian on 05 07.2017 and

Hard copy received on 07 .O7 .2017 regarding W.P (C) No 19596 of 20'17 High

court of (erala filed by Rajeev Memorial Charitable Society and state as under:-

"The above writ petition came up for hearing today. The Hon'ble

Court disposed the matter directing SRC, MIE to consider the

exptanation submifted by petitioner to the SCN dated 16.06.2017 within 2

weeks and to pass final orders thereon. Certified copy of iudgment will be

senf on receipt".

A court Judgment dated 03.07.2017 received by this office on 14.07.2017 from

the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala in W.P.(C) No. 19596 ol 2017 .

The concluding paras of the Judgment are as under:

"This writ petition is fited by the petitioner, a Charitable Sociefy,

complaining that now the ld respondent lJniversity has issued Ext'P16

notiiication scheduling altotment of students to the B.Ed. course in

various cotteges affitiated to it, however, the petitioner's college is

excluded on ihe ground that it does not have affiliation- Material facts

for the disposal of the writ petition are as follows:

2. Recognition was granted by the l't respondent to the college vide

Ext.Pi order dated 07.12.2007 to conduct B-Ed. course of one year

duration with an annual intake of 100 students' The said course was

converTed into a two year course by the 1"t respondent with effect from

the academic ye* ioli-ta onwirds. Thereifter, as per Ext.P2, td
respondent made the provisional affiliation absolute. However, despite

grinting regular affiliation, lJniversity continued with its earlier practice

ot graiting "continuation of provisional affiliation" and the petitioner

wai required to remit the annual administration fee as well as the

affitiation fee, evident from Ext.P3. According to the Petitioner, lhe said

directives were complied with. Likewise, the demands raised for the

successive years were also complied with by the petitioner. As per

Ext.P4 dated 24.08.2013, lJniversity granted permission to shift the

cotlege to its permanent building at Thillenkeri.

3 Ma fters bein9' Isl respondent ,ssued Ext.P5 order, ithdra ,ns the

recosn ition to the coI ege Accordins v, as Ext.P6 order
da ted 05 02 20 14, the Syndica te of the Un versity decIded to dis-atfilia te

th il Ext P5 rder ed b the 1
sl res ondent was chailen de co e o ass
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before the National counc, for Teacher Education ile Delhi, and the

rder passed bv the Regiona I set as,de as per Ext P7o
fo thda ted 25 02 20 14. the Un,vers ty 9'ranfed affilia t on r e

academtc year 2013-14, evtdent from Ext P8, however, wit.h a der not to

effect anv further adm ssIons till explic t thIs regard are gtven

bv the Un ,versitv. order was cha Ienged before court and as

er Ext. P9 ,nfertm ord'er d,'ated 03 0I 20 14, this court perm itted thep
Ho the s th RegionapetItioner to admit s tudenfs wever, ou ern

comm , ttee the A/a tionaI counc bv Ext P10 commun cation dated

1 8. 0I 20 14 required the td responden t not to a Io admtss,ons of

studenfs to the thouf prior approvat. Ext, P1 0

chailensed th,s court de Ext P1 1 order da fed 14.

perm itted aL otmen t of s(uden ts to the co Iege for the acad'em Ic year

2014-15.

4. Meanwhile, /VCIE issued Ext.Pl2 show cause notice dated 27'09'2016'

iotitying i aefect to be cured by the petitioner in respecf of submission

of a?aclufy fist in the prescribed format as approved by the competent

irinirit4.'According to the petitioner, the facutty-list was produced' The

students admifted pursuani to Ext.P11 during the academic year 2014'

il passea out from the cotlege. Since the dyat!9n of the course having

bein extended to two years, the srudents had to complete the course

Tiring tn" academic year 2016'17, They participated in their

iximinaton for the secoid year, however, lhe results of these sfudenfs

fir the /"r Semesfer examinations were not declared' ln the said

commotion, the university refused to Permit the students to appear for

iiiri 
""i"it", 

practical examinations as we" as the first semester B'Ed

J"i;; ixaminations' Thereupon, peti!9!9r filed W'P'(C) No'36495 of

ZOi6 before this Court, and as per Ext'P13 iudgment, the University was

iirected to declare the resulti of the examination undertaken by the

students and further to pemit the students to write the examinations of

various years subiect to linal decision to be taken by the NCTE'

However, again, as per Ext.P14 show cause notice dated 09'05'2017'

NCTE diiecied ine petitioner to rectify the defects and submit the faculty

tist in the prescribed format. According to the petilioner, as per Ext'Pl5.

covering ietter, the facutty tist was submitled. While so, lo respondent

viae eit.prc nofification dated 29.05.2017, invited applications for

admission to B.Ed, course in the colleges affiliated to it'

However, the petitioner cotlege was exctuded, and it is thus challenging

the said action of the ld respondent university, this writ Petition is filed'

5

First respondent has filed a

altegations and claims and de

other contentions, ft is stafed

detailed counter affidavit, refuting the

mands raised by the petitioner. Among
that as a da ted 1 6 06 20 1 7

N
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Thereupon,

orders ,n

Ext.PB this

of

college order was

before and 10.2014,
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etiti directed to sho caUSe pro ding, opportun ty to make
P oner was

do fs
wrttten rep resen t,ation a ons with necessary certifica(es or cumen n

rder to take final d,ec,sIon n the matter ncIudins w,thdra al of
o a

recognition,
enumerated:

with ,n 2 1 days tn respect of the follo ns matters

l.Therevisedlistissfi//notinfullconformitywiththeprescribed" ' 
Nbte format. Pl. ask them to give it in our format with approval by

the Registrar in every page. Send a btank form as model'

2.For B.Ed. (2 units) they should have 1+15 Faculty; lhey have

proqosed onlv 1+7'

3. Principal has the required qualification and experience'

4. There is no Assf. Prof. to teach Perspective subiects' There should

be 4.

S.tn Pedagogy Group there rs no Asst' Prof' for Mathematics and

Aegionat L.anguage- They should appoint'

6. One Assf. Prof . each in Phy.Ed., Fine Arts & Pert' Aris are required'

7. lssue SCN accordinglY."

7. Therefore, according to the lst respondent, the irregularities noted are

serious in nature, and without being the same rectified' the continuance

of recognition cannot be permilted. Learned counsel apPearing for the.

lJniversity submitled that if the recognition is continued by the 1"1

respondint, the ld respondent witl consider the continuance of

affiliation of the petitioner college.

Heardlearnedcounselforthepetitionerandthelearnedstanding
Counsel appearing for the l"t and ld respondents' Perused the

documenti on record and the pleadings put fofih by the respective

pafties.

The fact discussion made above would make it clear that several

I

9

I lariti noted bv the 1
st responden f as enumera ted above

rreItu es are

Since a sho cause no tice, Ext R1(a) ,ssued, ,t ,s for the p etitioner to

atisfy d requ,rem ents as are requIred there under. Even though
s sa

titi ner has a case that petit oner ,s en t,iiled to continue with thepe o
1process consequent to the obsetvations made Exfs. P1

P13 I am of the cons dered op n,on that the fact

s tuat on differs from the facts c,rcutnstances cons dered b th s
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Details of the

documents
Reply of the

institution
st.
No

Deficiency Pointed out

in the SCN

1 The revised list is still not

in full conformity with the
prescribed NCTE format.

Pl. ask them to give it in
our format with approval

by the Registrar in every
page. Send a blank form

as model.

2 For B.Ed.(2 units) they

should have 1+9 Faculty;

they have proposed onlY

1+7

The institution

has submitted
the revised
faculty list in

the prescribed

NCTE format,
Copy of the
Faculty list

approved by

the Registrar
Kannur
University,
Kannur.

. The
has

institution
appointed

"As per the Ref.

cited No.1 the staff

Profile of 2015-16 (7+1)

is duly attested by the

Registrar Kannur

University is submitting

for the Verification

during the Academic

year 2015-17 (2 year

B.Ed) The Faculty in

respect of Phy. Edn,

Fine Arts and

Performing Afts were

appointed on Pad-Time

basis during 2015-16.

Principal has the required
qualification and

experience.

3

couft in the earlier iudgments, since the petitioner is served with

Ext.Rl(a) notice.

10, tn that view of the matter, I am of the considered opinion that the

petitioner has to rectify the defects enumerated in Ext,Rl(a) and submit

appropriate repty to the show cause notice in accordance with law,

enatling the i"t respondent to consider fhe issue. Therefore, the l"t

respondent is directed to take into account the reply proposed to be

submitted by the petitioner to the said show cause notice, and allain

finality to the same within two weeks from the date of receipt of reply

from the petitioner. lf the petitioner is able to securc necessary orders

from the 7"t respondent, the ?d respondent shall consider the

continuance of the affiliation and permit the petitioner to go ahead with

the admissions for the ensuing academic year, at the earliest possible

time.

The writ petition is dr'sposed of accordingly.

The institution has submitted (in its 340th meeting) Show cause Notice reply on

24.07.2017 and stating as under:-
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There is no Asst. P

teach PersPective

subjects. There should

rof. to

be 4,
ln Pedagogy GrouP there

is no Asst. Prof. for

Mathematics and

Regional Language.

The should a int

three Assistant

Professor

1) Shri.

Namitha
Krishnan
Asst.Prof in

performing

Arts,
2) Shri.

Chethanvyas
Asst. Prof in

There was onlY

15+15=30 student to

the Kannur Universitv

at that time.

But now as Per the

direction of NCTE we

e

Phv. Edn. Fine Arts and
Asst. Profe ssor each in

VE inte

rts on

b one Asst. Prof. each in

Phy.Ed., Fine Arts &

Perf . Arts are required.

e :- a letter dated 25.07 .2017 received by this office on 28'07 2017 from the

institution and stating as under:-

'We have only one unit from 2015'16, 2016'17 onwards' This malter

was intimated to tie Kannur university but coutd not intimate fo SRC
'iiig"toin. 

Now, I request you to sanction only one unit with retrospective

effeit from 2015 academic year onwards'

I am enclosing herewith the following documents in support of one

unit.

The request made to Registrar Kannur University'

Annuai repori 2016 Kannur University'

fii namds of students admitted in 2016'18 in our College'

Order of Kannur lJniversity dated 25.03'2017

ll. Regarding 34N minutes of St' No' 4 Two Asst' Professors to teach

;*;;;;i;;;"biect was atreadv appointed 1n|.i!-?.t.u-d'd 
in the 7 +' sta'?

irititi.-iZiii-ir. 6, iAPNA.K ana'sL wo' 7, S1MINA K' were the .2 Asst'

Frofessors. They have required qualification as per the Gazette of lndia ''i*ti-iJir"i'part tlt,'sec. l. The required quatification to teach

;;;;p";:fir;; i, [iucation is P.G. Degree in 
-so-cial 

scien ce and M'Ed with
'ii"l"' ot marks. They have P.G Degiee in M'A' h-istory' both are Social

i"i"r"" Teachers, so the first condition is already fulfilled'

This is purely an unaided institution started in 2007 unless you grant us

Revised iecognition order we have no other way but to close the

institution.Morethanls000sq.ftbuildingwithattfacilitiesareavailablein
the 5.3 acres of tand in the College' There are 17 staff working in the

Cotlege from 2007 onwards".

M&:'

1.

2.

3.

4.

. The institution has submitted the revised facul list in the rescribed
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NCTE format, CoPY of the FacuIty list approved bY the Registrar

Kannur University, Kannur'

. The institution has appointed three Assistant Professor

1) Shri. Namitha Krishnan Asst.Prof in performing Arts,

2) Shri. Chethanvyas Asst. Prof in Fine Arts and

3! George Thomas Asst Prof Physical Education'

. The institution has submitted Staff Affidavits.

The Committee considered the above court matter and decided as

under:-

l, The Court order is noted.

2.1 The NCTE Regulations prescribe time-limits for rectification of

deficiencies.

2.2Brtt,inthiscase,thesCNwasissuedincomplianceofaCourtorder'
The replies of the applicant are, therefore, admitted for

substaniive consideration of 'removal of deficiencies"

3. The Faculty list is approved. But, the 3 members: Asst' Prof'(Perf'

Arts); Asst. Prof.(Fine Arts); and, Asst. Prof'(Phy'Ed') have been

included without aPProval.

3.1 All 4 positions in Perspectives are vacant' But, one Asst' Prof in

Pedagogy is eligible to be shown under Perspectives'

3.2 Under Pedagogy B Asst. Profs' are required. But, out ofthem 3 are

deficient: There is no Asst. Prof.(Maths); there is no Asst'

Prof.(Regional Lang'); and, the Asst' Prof.(Pol' Sc') has got less than

55olo in his P.G.(Soc. Sc') course.

3.3 One Asst. Prof. is qualified in Commerce which is not a recognized

school subject. He is, therefore, not qualified to be a Faculty in the

Pedagogy grouP of this Programme.

4. In the result, and for the reasons given above, their reply is held to

be unsatisfactory. And, accordingly, their application is reiected'

And, the recognition granted by us for their B'Ed'(z units)

programme is withdrawn w.e.l. 2O17 -lB.

4r
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5.1 Students in the znd year will, however, be allowed to complete

their course in2077 -lB.

5,2 There will be no new admissions in 2Ot7'tB.

6. In view of this devetopment, there is no need to consider their
request for reduction from 2 units to 1 unit.

7 . Inform the affiliating University accordingly also.

Prathibha College of Education, Sy.No.1 23/1, 12312, '12313, NadimTiruvuru

Village & Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh has made an application on

02.01.2006 for B.Ed course to SRC, NCTE Bangalore.

The Government of Andhra Pradesh vide letter dated 06.03.2007 foMarded a list of

institutions not recommending the name of college with the specific reasons with a

request to NCTE-SRC to take necessary action against the institutions' this

institution is one of the institutions not recommended.

The matter was placed before SRC in its 'l50th meeting held on 28th-291h December

2007. The SRC after careful consideration of all aspects decided to conduct the

inspection ofthe institution under Section 17.

The inspection of the institution was conducted on 22.04.2008 and the report was

received. The report was considered by SRC in its 161'r meeting held on 6-7 August

2008 and upon consideration of all aspects it was decided to issue show cause

notice.

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 25.08.2008. The

reply wal ieceived on 07.10.2008 was placed before SRC in its 166th meeting held

on 1 8-19 October 2008.

The SRC considered the reply of the institution vis-d-vis the points raised in the

show cause notice, the deficiencies pointed out in the report forwarded by State

Government, VCD, two visiting team report under section 14 and under section '17 of

NCTE Act 1993, and decided to withdraw the recognition from the academic session

2008-2009.

Accordingfy, withdrawat order was issued to the institution on 22.10.2008.

The institution preferred an appeal to NCTE-Hqrs, accordingly, original file along with

comments of the case was sent to NCTE H rs on 26.12.2008

4

)

APS05944

Prathibha College

of Education,

Krishna,

Andhra Pradesh

B.Ed

2 Units
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The SRC after considering the report of the visiting team as well as other relevant

materials, granted recognition to the institution for offering B.Ed course with an

intake of 100 students from the session 2007-2008 vide order

F.No.SRO/NCTE/B.Ed/2006-2007/21 88 dated 01.05.2007'



The NCTE Hqrs forwarded appellate authority order dated 09 02 2009 along with

oiigi"iinrE ieJeiveO oy SnC on 24.02.2009. The appellate authority order stated as

follows:-

"...the council noted that the institution was having 1140'24 s1:mtr built.

up area as per ptan and completion certificate.dated 14'07'2008 issued

iy Secretary Gram PanchayathThiruvur, which was inadequate as per

nlorms, rhe councit, thereforc, came to a conclusion there was no

jurisdiction in accepting the appeal and that be reiected'

After perusal of documents, memorandum of appeal' affidavit' W

report and after hearing oral arguments advanced during hearing' the

council reached the coiclusion that there was no ground to accept the

iii,eat ana that it should be reiected' Accordingly' the appeal was

reiectedandSRC'Sorderdated2Z.IO'ZOOArefusingrecognitiontothe
i n stitutio n was confi rmed,"

Theinstltutionhassubmittedwillingnessaff]davitaffirmingadherenceofNCTE
n"grirti"";2Ora on 28.01.2015. Buirevised recognition order was not issued to the

in.iitrtion due to the recognition was withdrawn on 22'10'2008'

ln the meantime, an e-mail has been received from sri.Ramakanth Reddy, Advocate-

on' rs.oi.zors regarding w.p.No.22271 of 2015 filed by Prathiba college of

Education, Kallur, Khammam District

Accordingly, a letter was sent to Sri Ramakanath Reddy, Advocate on 20'07 '2015

regarding status of the college

Ane-mailhasbeenreceivedfromSri.RamakanthReddy'Advocate.d.a^ted
zl.ol,zolson2l.oT.2ol5alongwithdraftcounteraffidavitinW'P.No.38840f2009
filed by the Prathiba College of Education.

Accordingly, counter affidavit duly signed waq ]9rwalq9q^to .Sri 
Ramakanth Reddy'

Advocation 21.O7.2015 in respett oiWp.tto.388a of 2009 filed by Prathiba College

of Education.

ThecourtorderinReviewWPMPNo'29673of2o15inWPNo.3884of2015dated
24.7.2015. The court order stated as follows:-

"The originat writ petition was fited challenging the orders dated

Og.O2.2OOg, where under the appeal preferred by the petitioner was

reiected.

This coud, by order dated 27'02.2009, grunted interim direction' which

continued tiil 24.12'2014, when the wiit petition was posted for final

hearin
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After disposat of the writ petition, new Regulations were framed by the

NCTE and the petitioner should comply with the new Regulations.

Now, the present review petition is filed stating that in view of the

ctosure oi the writ petition on 24.12'2014, the NCTE is not considering

the apptication of the petitioner under the new Regulations.

ln the facts and circumstances of the case, W-P.No.3884 of 2009 was

ctosed, and the closure of the said writ Petition does not come in the

way of lhe NCTE from considering the application of the petitioner

under the new Regulations, which came into force with effect from

28.11.2014.The petilioner can as well apPly under lhe new Regulations

and the same can be considered by the NCTE as per the said

Regulations, if the petitioner is otheruise eligible. The writ petition was

cloled because the order worked out till the date of coming into force

of the new Regulations,

Review W.P.M.P is, accordingly, disposed of.

The court order in WPMP No.28724 of 2015 in WP No.22271 of 2015 dated

28.7.2015. The court order stated as follows:-

"......as the petitioner's institution was permitted to run from the year

2OOg in terms of the orders of this court and the same continued till
2014 and as this court in the above mentioned order dated 24.07.205 in

review WPMP No.29673 of 2015 in W.P.No.3884 of 2009 held that

closure order does not come in the way of considering the request of
the petitioner under new regutations and as the similarly situated

institution, as mentioned supra, is already included in the list for
counselling, balance of convenience is in favour of the petitioner.

ln view of the same, there shall be interim direction to the respondents

to include the pelitioner college in the list of colleges for A.P.Ed CET

2015 and a ol the sfudenls to the petitioner college.

Post the matter after four weeks".

The court notice in W.P.NI.22271 of 2015 daled 28.07.2015 received on

12.08.2015. Accordingly, a letter was sent to Sri.Ramakanth Reddy, Advocate on

28.08.2015.

The SRC in its 292nd Meeting held on 29th-3oth September, 2015 considered the

matter and it was decided as under:

,|

2

Comply with the Court order.
Collect fees as r new ulations.
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SubmittedPhotocond DocuDetails o
Photocopy Submitted in Regiona lLanguageRegistered certified coPY of

the Land documents:

Submitted / Not submitted
(whether in English or
Regional Ianguage)
(whether certifl ed/notarized

lish translation submittedEn

) 26.05.2001
11.05.2002

Date of registration of land

) Prathibha Educational SocietY

lndividual Name
Land registered in the name

of
Sale DeedType of title deed i.e. sale

deed/lease deed (Govt.

/Pvt ift deed

123t1 2,3
) 123t3Survey No/ Plot No/ Khasara

No.

) 1624.60 Sq.mts

974.82 S mts
Extent of land in each SY.

No,/ Plot No./ Khasara No

AFFIDAVIT:-

NoS
Not Submitted

Location

3. Obtain documents as Per New Regulation. Process and put up.

As per the decision of SRC a letter was issued to the institution on 25'11 2015

The institution has submitted written representation on 07.03.2016, stating as under:

"l herewith submit the affidavit for 50 students intake and I also assure

that t witl abide by the norms of NCTE for 50 students intake"'

Note:

The institution has submitted willingness affidavit affirming adherence

of NCTE Regulations 2014 on 28.01'2015. But revised recognition order

was not issued to the institution due to the recognition was withdrawn

on 22.10.2008.

Now, the institution has submitted its representation along with documents as per

New Regulations on 04.07 .2017 . lt stated as under:

"We already requested for 01 unit on 07.03'2016' we are here with

submitting 
- 
documents along with court order for one unit and

requesting to consider our documents."

The documents are processed as under:
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SISabeasellownaL dn ts

areaBuilt u

Extent
Photocopy Submitte d

bmi

Notarized co
NotCe

nd Useof La
itted /rtificate su

Prathibha Educationa I SocietyName of the Society/ TrusU

lnstitution
123t1,12312,12313 at Tiruvuru VillageandSurvey/PloUKhasara No

location
)EOQ A) mtsExtent of diverted land

oseEducational Puof diversionPu
29.06.2017Date of issue
Tahsildarof

a ovrn autho
Name and designation

PhotocopY Submitte d

nce Certifi
copvNotarized of

bmid/ Nosubm
ncumb

Prathibha Educationa I SocietytheName
Socie

of
/TrusUlnstitution

12311, 12312, 12313 at Nadim Tiruvuru

Villa e
NosSurvey/PloUKhasara

and location
71200661 1to 101 21 00riodSearch for the

I 1658Extent of land
NitrECeasmo
12.06.2017Date of issue
Joint Sub Registrardesignation ofName

tssuln

and
authori

Photocopy Submitted

Not s itted
Not Mentioned
12311, 12312, 12313, Nadim Tiruvuru

Tiruvuru Mandalam,Villa Krishna District

Name and address of

Society/TrusUl nstitution

B.EdWhether Building Plan is

the proposed institution/

course or also for some other

TEI/course

for

mts1137.28Plot arealland area

FF - 513.73 Sq.mts

SF - 513.73 Sq.mts

GF - 5'13.73 Sq.mts

Total - 1541.19 S .mts

Total built-up area

MentionedBuilt up area for the Propose
and existing teacher

education courses

d

T
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15.06.2006Date of approval

Panchayat Secretaryof

a rovl authori
Name and designation

Photocopy Submi tted

Certificate submitted /not

Notarized

itteds

co
CompletionBuildin q

Dv of the

Prathibha Educational Society, KalluruName and address of Society

/ Trust / lnstitution
12311 , 12312, 12313 at Tiruvuru VillageSurvey/Plou Khasara Nos

and location
GF - 513.73 Sq.mts

FF - 513.73 Sq.mts

SF - 513.73 Sq.mts

Total - 1541 .19 . mts

Total Built up area
proposed course and/or for

existing course

for the

RCCe of Roofin
College of EducationPurpose for which building is

being used/proposed to be

used
'16.06.2017Date of issue
S.Venkateswara Rao, Assistant EngineerofName and designat ton

a rovrn authori
Not SubmittedFees Paid
SubmittedFau List
Approved

da

list approved/notFaculty

Noon eachWhether approved
e or not

1+7No. of faculty as Per norms of
the course

RegistrarDesignation of the approving

authori
02 05.2016rovalDate of a

FDR's Details
7.00 Lakhs Reserve
Fund

E.oo Lakhs
Endowment Fund

SubmittedSubmittedSubmitted in Ori inal
31671753167176FDR/ Ac number

GrameenaSaptagiri
Bank

Saptagiri Grameena

Bank
Name of the Bank

Joint fucJoint A/cWhether in Single or Joint

A/c
5 Years5 YearsDuration of FDR
09.06.201709.06.2017Date of lssue
09.06.202209.06.2022Date of Maturi
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Remarks:

Land Document submitted in regional language is in individual name for

the Sy.no. 12311,2 ,3.

The institution has not submitted Land documents in Notarised English

Version,
The institution has not submitted Affidavit and Fees as per New

Regulations.
The Faculty list contains 8 members.

The Committee considered the above court matter and decided as

under:-

1. The Court order is noted.

2, The Court has ordered continuation of recognition.

3. The Cotlege has assured in writing on 7.3.76 that their admission

has been restricted to 50(w'e.f.16-17).

4.1 The built-up area of 1540 sq.mts. is adequate only for 1 unit' We,

therefore, process this case as a case of B.Ed.(1 unit)'

4.2 Inform the Affiliating University accordingly' They may be

requested to ensure that the college does not admit more than 50

students.

5. In view of the facts stated above, their request for reduction from 2

units to 1 unit is accePted.

5.1 The Faculty list is approved; but, it is signed by the Registrar, only

in the last page. Other pages have been authenticated by the CDC (

of the University).

5.2 In the Perspective group, out of 2 Asst. Profs. required, one is
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vacant. The other is shown to have M.A.(Foundation course

5.3 Three Asst. Profs. in P'A', F'A., and Phy'Ed. are not there'

6, Issue SCN accordinglY.

)

without showing the subiect.

Sri Dhanalakshmi Educational Society, Plot No. 7-26-2019, TTD,

Katyanamandapam Road, Tadepalligudem Village and Post Office, West

Godavari District-s34i01, Andhra Pradesh has applied for grant of recognition

to Sri Dhanalakshmi, Plot No. 7-26-2019, TTD Road-l, Tadepalligudem

Village, & Post, West Godavari District-s34101, Andhra Pradesh for D.El.Ed

course online on 29tO9t2O11 for two years duration under section 14(1) of the

NCTE Act. 1993 and the hard copy received on 1311012011. The recognition

was granted to the institution on 07.'l 1 .2013.

Further, it is stated that, in the light of Supreme Court order, we cannot give

recognition lor 2013-14 after 3'd March, 2013 and defend the case specifically,

citing the NCTE regulations and the Supreme Court order about strict

enforcement of norms/standards.

Meantime, two court notices received from the Hon'ble High Court of Andhra

Pradesh at Hyderabad on 22.01.2014 & 03.02.2014 in W P.M.P. No. 48469 of

2013 W.P.No. 39012 of 2013 and W.P.No. 39012 of 2013 directed to appear

before court in personally or by counsel on 10.02.2014 at 1 0 30 a m.

A letter received from NCTE-Hqrs on 11.02.2014 regarding W P.No 3901212013

requested to defend the case including on behalf of NCTE (HQ) and to furnish

full facts of the case by return fax.

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the advocate Shri. K. Ramakanth Reddy

alongwith brief of the case on 28.01 .2014.

An e-mail letter received from advocate on 24.09.2014. Accordingly, a letter was

issued to the advocate along with brief of the case on 08.10 2014

An e-mail letter received from advocate on 16.10.2014 in W.P.No. 39012 of

2013. Accordingly, a letter was sent to the advocate on 03 02 2015.

Again, another letter received from the NCTE-Hqrs along with copy of court

notice in W.A.No. 1672 ol2014.

Sri

Dhanalakshmi,

West Godavari,

Andhra Pradesh

SRCAPPlO9O

D.EI.Ed

l Unit
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NCTE-Hqrs forwarded a court order in WA Nos 1672 and 1674 ol 2014in\N'P

fio. lozz of zof4 received in this office of SRC-NoTEon07'l 12015'

The SRC in its 295th meeting held on 28th - 30th November & l"tDecember 2015'

considered and Noted the matter.

Now, a court order dated 17.04.2017 is received from the Hon'ble high court of

judicature at Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh on 24 05 2Q17 ' lt stated as under:

,Mr.GtimojiRaosubmitsthatthecauseinthewritpetitionisrendered

infructuous.

The statement is ptaced on record and the writ petition is dismlssed as

infructuous. No order as to costs

Miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, shall stand closed "

The Committee considered the above court order and noted the matter'

the Advocate Sri

2014.
2015 received from

etition in W.A. 1672 of
Again an e-ma

Ramakanth Red
il letter dated 28.07

dy regarding Vacate P

students and was granted recognition on 31't0'2001'

TheinstitutionhassubmittedPerformanceappraisalreporton2l.03.2oo2.

The SRC in its 49th meeting held on 26th to 27th June' 2017 lhe committee

considered the matter and decided to serve Notice prior to withdrawal of

recognition under section 17 of the NCTE Act for not maintaining the

minimum staff requirement of l+7 as per NCTE norms'

Accordingly, as per the decision of the SRC, notice was issued to the institution

on lZ.Ot.Z.OOZ. The institution has submitted reply on 25 07 '2002'

A letter dated 08.08.2002 received by this office on 12.08.2002 regarding

Renewal of recognition for the B.Ed course run by DBHPS' B Ed College

Ambadimala, Ernakulam for the academic year 2002-2003'

daoRroch ttoeocB dEaha bS egcra ah raPH dnah thfaBh anksDa
nR o aton theocatina abm tt dfaKe a u pp

1uk am 6IaE rn
Iaenrsu ofe ocortsta n yeno Ifof itinr ntta o gET oIof recogNmo ittem s

60ofa n a ekna unnah00 1 20022onSSm cae aC dehro1 mud at on

A letter was issued to the institution on 04.09.2002 regarding Performance

AOSO0181

Dakshina

Bharath Hindi

Prachara Sabha

B.Ed College,

Ernakulam,

Kerala

B,Ed

60 intake
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appraisal report.

The sRc in its 5l"tmeeting held on 28rh August, 2oo2 the committee considered

the matter and decided that clarification be sought from the institution

regarding qualification of teachers.

A letter dated 20.09.2002 received by this office on 23.09.2002 regarding

renewal of recognition for the B.Ed course run by DBHPS B Ed college'

Ambadimala, Ernakulam, Kerala for the year 2002-2003'

Clarification received from the institution placed before SRC its decision from the

institution was placed before SRC in its 52nd meeting held on 9rh October,2002

and the committee considered the matter and decided to clarification regarding

English teaching method in the Hindi B.Ed Programme should also be sought'

Aletterwasissuedtotheinstitutiononl8.l0.2002SeekingReviewof
Performance Appraisal Report for the year 2OO1-2002'

Performance Appraisal Report was received by this office on 06 11 2002'

The SRC in its 53th meeting held on 28th November, 2002 lhe committee

considered the written representation and decided that an intake of 60 be

approved to the institution with the condition that persons who do not have PG in

Hindi should acquire the same within a period of two years'

Aletterwasissuedtotheinstitutionon05.l2'2002seekingReviewof
Performance APPraisal RePort

The institution has submitted representation on 10'12 2002 regarding

Functioning of B.Ed Colleges at Ernakulam and Nileshwara in our own Building

& regarding Deposit of Endowment fund.

The institution has submitted Performance Appraisal report for the academic

y ear 2002-2003 on 20.01 . 2003.

The SRC in its 6l"tmeeting held on 6tn June 2OO3 the committee considered the

matter and decided that Based on the undertaking submitted by DBHPS to

NCTE -HQ SRC decided to sanction the existing intake'

Aletterwasissuedtotheinstitutionon2T.06,2003seekingReviewof
Performance Appraisal Report for the B.Ed course

The court notice was received by this office on 21.03.2012 from the Hon'ble High

Court of Kerala in W.P.No. 6066 of 2012 filled by Smt Mary Meena C J

A letter was addressed to the Advocate Shri.V.M Kurian on 17.04.2012 along
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Mameloo Yadav.

A letter was addressed to the Advocate Shri.V.M Kurian on 04 08 2015

enclosing brief of the case, Recognition order and State Government pay scales

to the staff.

A court Judgment dated 29.03.2017 received by this office on '16 06 2017 from

the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala in W.P.No 6066 of 2012(G).

The concluding paras of the Judgment are as under:

The p etitioner, a rivaI cI,a,mant to the post of H
4tn respon

SA tH ndil n sA/M

High schoo t, Chazho or, Thrrssur, a9tainst the dent, ,s impugn ng

Ext. P7 order, as per wh ch the secretary to Government has found that t,he

quatification acqu red bv the 4th respon dent ,s one that has been

recogn ,sed bv the Government of Kera a and that she s, therefore, entitled

to be a o n ted as an HSA ,ndi The tioner's case ,s that the
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with copy of the writ Petition.

AcourtJudgmentdated2O.l2.2OlOreceivedbythisofficeon2205'2012from
the Hon'ble Hign Court of Kerala in W.P(C).No. 37615 of 2010.

The concluding paras of the Judgment are as under:

"The pelitioner was working as a.-leave substitute Junior Language

Teacher in ilinai in the place of the.Sth respondent in the aided school

managed by the 4h respondent. The 5h respondent cancelled the unavailed

poiii" of ieave and ie-ioined service. Thereafter the 5n re,spondent was
'promoted as HAS (Hindi). According to the petitioner, the Stn respondent is
'not 

eligibte to be promoted as HAS, whereas the petilioner is' Therefore

tie peiitioner has fited Ext.P7 revision petition before the 7"t respondent'

The'petitioner seeks a direction to the 1"1 respondent to consider and pass

orders on Exl.P7 as expeditiously as possrbre.

Having heard the learned Government Pleader also I dispose of fhis

writ petition-with a direction to the 7"t respondent to consider and pass

orde'rs on Ext.P7 as expeditiously as possibre, at any rate within a period

of three months from tihe date of receipt of a copy of this Judgment, after

affording an opportunity of being heard to the petitioner and respondents 4

&5.

The petitioner shalt forward a copy of the writ petition along ..with a

certified iopy of this Judgment to lhe 1"t respondent for compliance"'

On 13.04.20'15 Court notice was received by this office on 20.04 2015 from the

advocate, Shri.V.M.Kurien in W.P (C) No.11442 of 2015 filled by Mr'Shreenath



qua tification of the respondent ,s one that is not recognised, thus that
s an HSA [Hindi] and that a
to her. She has, therefore, filed

she ,s no t elig ible to be appo nted a

corrsequen f aI vacancv shouId be offered
th,s wflt petition seektnsl severaI rel efs

2. I have heard Smt.Sumathi Dandapani, the learned Senior Counsel

aooearinq for the petitioner, Sri' Harikumar, the learned counsel appearing

t:o', tne i" respondent and the learned Government pleader appearing for

respondents 1 & 2.

3. The pivot of att the controversies in this case is the qualification

of the 4th respondent. Admittedly, the 4h respondent has acquired the

quatification 
'of 

'shiksha Visharad" awarded by the Hindi Sahithya

tammetan, Prayagh, Allahabad. As per G.O. (MS) No.88/98/Gen'Edn' Dated

1T.O3.1ggi, the'Glovernment of Kerala had ordered that the tile of Shiksha

Visharad be recognised as an alternative training qualificatio.n for the

appointment of Hlndi teachers in aided Upper Primary/High Schools' The

itt respondent, who acguired this title, as is discernible from Ext'R4(a),

apptie'd to be appointed as a Junior Hindi Teacher and she was so

iipointed and approval granted to her- She was, thereafter, promoted as

ii use in Hindi and tiis was noticed by the petitioner, who claimed

aooointment to the said post in the School, challenging the promotion of

the 4th respondent on the ground that she was not properly qualified' Th.e

petitioner'has underpinnecl her case on Ext.PO G'O. fo asserl that the 4"'
'respondent is not quatified at atl and that, therefore even her initial

appointment is vitiated and bad in law.

4. Since the crux of the disputes revolve around on Ext'PG G'O', I

have examined the same quite in detail, The Government says in lhat order

that the recognition given to Shiksha Visharad by Hindi Sahithya

Sammelan, Priyagh, itiehanad witl stand withdrawn with effect from

March, 2006 Oised on another Government Order to such effect dated

31.0g.2008. As per that Government Order, (he Government withdrew the

recognition to this titte only because the Hindi Sahithya Sammelan,

Prayigh, Attahabad had informed the Government that they were

"oiai"iirg 
the course leading to this titte only up to the 2005 batch' The

stand of tie Government, therefore, in Ert.PO appears to quite in order'

5. However, in Ext.P6, lhe Government went one step ahead and

a/so stated that the Shiksha Visharad title of Hindi Sahithya Sammelan,

Prayash acqutred up to 200I wtIt be pro ded it

acqu,red from an approved Institution The ma nta Ins tha t

Ext R4(a) upon bv the 4'h resp onden t, s not one that was

ssued bv an NcTE appro ed lnstitution, Th,s con tent on no to

be beyond reproach because e en the NcTE has fiIed a statem ent
t,h s toda that the /nstitution h ch had ,ssued Ext. a Is no t one
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that ,s bv There fore, question s whether Ext.Ra@)

Certificate relied uPon b

irregular or unaccePtable.

6. The various G

inetuctably that the title o

v the 4th responden t wouId have to be found

overnment n th,s wouId sho

f shiksha Yisharad was accep ted as an a Iternate

tification at least unti 2006 vanous Government noticedqua
ob a,ned frome as aboVE, do pro de that such titIe fo be t m an

NcTE approved lnstitut,on, That specific condition ntroduced only in

Ext,P6 Governm ent h ch was ssued as Iate as n the year
p rescribi.ng that only the titIe ,ssued bv those Institut'io,?s approved bv the

AJcTE wou d be henceforT.h recogn,sed. obv.tously, Govern menf o rders

betnsl executive orders can only operate perspectively. They cannot

operate retrospec t,ivelv to de ent of anv person who had already

b tatned nI hfs the only ques t on that s no rema tnInIto
i the

,s whe ther Ext.R
,4(a) s genutne or o thefw se. I sav th,s becaUSe n

counter A ffida f fited bv the Govef,nmen t, thev sav that even though thev

had asked several t mes the Hindi Sahithya P,ravagh

AI ahabad to c Iarify Ext.R4(a) ,s a genuIne certificate otherw se, they

ha e rece, ed tnformation and on the contrary' that the Ietters ,ssued to

the Htndi sahithya Sammelan P,rava9'h, Ailahabad have re turned

ithout accep t.ance It ,s scenaflo tha f the Govern m ent, therea fter,

ssued Ext PI cancelling the appo,ntment of 4th responden t as

HSA TH,ndil I no t ce from the satd that it has been ssued, no t

because the p etitioner ,s qua ification s not acqu,red from an ,vcTE

but solely on account thaf Ext.R4(a) cerTificate has not been

proved to be genu,ne or certified to be genuIne Hi,ndi sah ithya

Praya 91h Ailahabad. I do no t requ re to so nto a detaited

consideration of this order, because I see

her challenge only to Ext.P7 in this case,

7. Ext.P7 order is one that is issued

that the pe tit.oner has confined

bv the Go ernmenf tn the year

201 1 The Go ernment has sa Id there n tha t, s nce the con dition that the

title of shiksha only from an NcTE approved

hencefo17h be recosn,sed, made bv the Governm ent as per Ext.P6

only n the year 20 1 0, It no apply to the case of 4th I

canno t find th s reason nIt be itiated or ho th,s couId be found to be

ronIt As have a ready noticed above Ext,P6 can operate only

perspec tivelv. Th ,s ,s more because until Ext P6 order was ssued,

there ,s doubt that certifica tes like even thouslh

from an lnstitutton not recogn sed bv the NcTE, were betns accep ted bv
the Government of Kera Ia for empIoymen t In Governm ent aided

that exten t, I cannot find Ext P7 to he it,a ted or unsusta inabIe n

Wha t sta ted n Ext.P7 Is only a res t.atement the Ia tha t the conditions

m ed n Ext, P6 order wouId on a ros ectivel and not to the

recognised them. the

Orders ,ssue

The Orders,

by not have
was

Order, 2010,

the
vesfed Therefore,

to Samrnelan,

it or

no
been

tn such
order the an

order

lnstitution,
by the

Sammelan,

Visharad obtained lnstitution

will was
would the respondent.

to
I

SO,

no Ext.R4(a), acquired

Schoors.

To
law.
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detriment of perso ns, who were appo,n ted prior to that. ln such ew of the

ma tter, I have no hes itatton tn appro tng ExLPT
4h resp

ho di,ng tha f the rigor n

Ext. P6 order would not apply to the onden t, s,nce she as

appointed at least 7 years prior to Ext.PO order was issued'

8. Coming back to the impact of EXLPS order is concerned, as I have

already stated ibove, this is not something that has been raised in this writ

petitiin directly, but onty coltaterally by the petiti.oner during the hearing'
'No 

retief has been sought for based on Ext.PB order, So srnce I have found

Ert.P7 to be in order, tie consequentiat Ext.P8 order, which was issued nof

because the 4th respondent was not properly qualified, but because her

quatifications were found not ceftified to he genuine, may not deserue to

iontinue notwithstanding anything contained in this writ petition' I am, in

fact, told by the tearnei counsel for the 4th respondent that proceedings

have been-initiated by his client against Ext,P8 order and that it is now

pending hefore the hiirarchy of Authorities. ln such-view of the matter, I do
'not 

thiik i required to say anything further on Ext.P8 order'

In such circumstances, t dismlss this writ petition upholding the

validity of Ext.P7, however reserving liberly to the petitioner to pursue.

every'remedy availahte to her under Ext.P8 order or such consequential

orders as may be available to her under the provisions of KER'

This writ petition is fhus ordered as above. ln the peculiar facts and

circumstances of this case, I make no order as fo costs and I direct the

parties to suffer their respective cosls".

@s.r!s,:-

. ln this case it is noticed that RPRO was not sent.

. Recognition was granted to the institution on 31 '10'2001 with an

intake of 60 students for B.Ed course.

. This writ petition filed by Junior Hindi Teacher is dismissed by the

Hon'ble Court.

The Committee considered the above court matter and noted the order

of the Hon'ble Court.

Kangeyanallore Village, Gandhinagar East Post Office, Vellore Taluk &

District-632006, Tamilnadu had submitted an application to the southern

35, M a raiMalaiad igal Street,Sarbar Educational Trust, P lot No.S

Regional Committee of NCTE for g rant of recognition to Kumaran College of

7 SRCAPP1883

B.Ed
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Education, PloUKhasara

Abdullapuram Post Office, Vell

No.309'l/1382,

ore Taluk & Distri

Melmonavoor Village,

ct-63201 0, Tamilnadu. The

recognition was granted to the institution on 21 O2'2O14'

The institution has submitted affidavit as per regulations 2014, Accordingly'

revised recognition order was issued to the institution on 17 03 2015'

AcomplaintletterdatedoT.oT.2ol5receivedfromShriK.Saravanan,260'
TajpuasalaiArcot, Vellore-632501 ' Tamilnadu on l O OT 20l5 along with original

affidavit and document. ln the affidavit

The complaint received from the complaint was placed before SRC in its 292nd

meeting held on 2grh to 30th september, 2015. The SRC decided to "send the

complaint to the TNTEU for comments."

lnthemeantime,acourtnoticeinWP.No.32ToTof20l5receivedfromHonb,le
HighcourtofjudicatureatMadrason24.lo.2Ols.Accordingly,aletteralongWith
brief of the case was senttothe advocate on 13 11 2015'

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Registrar TNTEU on

17 .11 .2O15 for their comments.

ReceivedcommentsfromTNTEUon2T.ll.2Ol5.Thereplywasplacedbefore
SRC in its 297th meeting held on 27th to 28th December, 201 5 and the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

Obtain specific information on the following points:

a. SY.Nos involved.

b. Area of the land in reference.

c. Does it meet the requirement of the T E I'

d. ls it clearly earmarked for the B Ed programme

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

reference

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 20 0l 20l6'

Another complaint was received from K. Saravanan on 13 0'1 2016 along with

original affidavit enclosing some relevant documents'

The matter was placed before SRC in its 299th meeting held on 20-2lstJanuary'

2015 and the committee considered the matter and decided that

1. The institution has to submi ro rl land details. Remind them.t

Kumaran College

of Education,

Vellore,

Tamilnadu

2 Units
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2 Forward a copy of the supplementary comp laint to the lnstitution for

comments.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the institution on 04.02.20'16

The institution has submitted a copy of the Court order dated 09 1 2 2015 in

W.P.No.32707 of 2015 and M.P.No.1 of 2015 filed by Kumaran College of

Education, Vellore on 19.0'1.2016. The court order stated as follows:

The petitioner, which is a Teacher Training lnstitute has come foNvard to

file this writ petition challenging the order dated 15.07.2015, passed by

the foufth respondent to show cause as to why appropriate action shall

not be initiated based upon the prime-facie findings mentioned therein

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

counsel appearing for the respondents 1 to 4.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that anonymous

comptaints have been given by the fifth respondent to the respondents 1

and 2, who in turn dhected the foutlh respondent to look into the matter

and take appropriate action. After considering the letter of the fifth

respondent dated 07.07.2014, an order was passed by the first

respondent on 28.10.201 5 treating the complaint as closed and therefore,

no further action is required in the matter.

4. The learned counsel 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 12.1 1 .201 5 seeking

comments about the said complaints.

5. The tearned counsel for the respondents 3 and 4 submitted that prima'

facie case is made out on the alleged irregularities. He submitted that the

repty given by the petitioner would be considered in a proper perspective

while passing the finat order. He furlher submitted that pafliculars have

been sought for by tetter dated 08.10.2015 from the petitioner in respect

of detaits of land and buildings under use for offering B.Ed Degree

programme, apaft from other documents peftaining to the lndustrial

Training lnstitute.

6. By way of reply, the learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that

letter of the respondent dated 08.10.2015 has a/so been replied on
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23.10.201 5 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 reply Thus, it is for the respondents

3 and 4 to take appropriate decision by considering the relevant

materials. While doing so, lhe scope and appticability or the letter of the

firstrespondentdated2E.l0.20l5hastobetakenintoconsiderationby
the respondents 3 and 4 and also, the communication of the second

respondent dated 12.11 2015

8.4 th re on nts 3 nd4a dire to as te

orders after con siderino the above said corresponde nces and other

relevant materials if anv, within a period of sx weeks from the date of

recetotofac v of this order.

9. The writ petition stands dlsposed of accordingly' Consequently'

connected Miscetlaneous petition is a/so c/osed No costs'

The sRC in its 301"tmeeting held on osth -o6tn February,2016 considered the

court order and noted the matter (Since SRC-I/CIE 
's 

proforma party) '

The institution has submitted its written representation on 17.03.2016 request

the authority to ignore the complaints submitted from K Saravanan'

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

representation and it has decided that "Pleas ask e insti tion

cificall I the ueries ra ed in SRC / dated 20.01.2016',.

ASperthedecisionofSRC,aletterwasissuedtotheinstitutionon20.05.20.16.

Again (Shri K. saravanan) has submitted complaint along with original affidavit of

R1.20_ enclosing, a copy of Ec, land document etc. The affidavit stating as

follows:

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

14882/2012, 1488/t/2012, parent sale deed No' 46/1996, copy of the

encumbrance ceriificate as proof of fabricated sale deed of Kumaran

Cotlege of Education. Here I came to mention the following deficiencies

atso you have to take in to the count to withdrawal of recognition of

Kumaran Coltege of Education from the academic year 2015'16'

1. ln the true Co of the sale deed No. 46/19 No. 2 row No: 1

(S. Sathya

ch a trman
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to 6 says the saIe deed executed on 1 03 1 996 between 1) K,

Thamilarasi, WO Krishnamoorthv res,dins at 3/3 1 6, mara Ima a,

adigaI s treet, East, Katpadi Town Extens,on Ve lore

D,s trict and 2) c Arjunan s/o cHINNAPPA (tate) res,ding at Pillaiyar

Ko it street, shenbakkam viilage, District. Page No 3 ro no

1 to 7 says c Arjunan was so/d h,s property K. Thami aras,

sv.No 309/13 exten t 0. 1 1 1/4 cents (on 4905 sq ft) (o0455. 6I sq m ts.

so K, Thamilaras, purchased sv /vo 309/1 3 extent 0 1 1 1/4 cenfs (or)

4905 sq ft (on 455. 6I sq m ts on v bv means of deed 46/1996/

2 In the true copv of the saIe deed No 14I I2/201 2 page no para 1 &

2 says saIe deed executed on 13th of December 20 1 2

(13 1 2 20 12) between 1) K, wo, A/. Krishnamoorthv
res,ding at 535, maralmaIal adigaI s treet, (,andh inagar East, Ka tpadi

Ta Iuk, Vellore D,stric, and 2) sarabar EducattonaI Trust rep resen ted

bv its founder and cha an K: Ezhit Mohan Ral S/o N.

Krishnamoorthv residing at 535, mara,maIaI adiga stree t,

Gandhtnagar East, Katpadi Ta uk, Vel ore Dist.nct tn th s deed page

no 5 scheduIe of Property K Thamitaras, was soId her entire
property sv.No 309/13 0 1 1 1/4 cenfs (o0 4905 (or)

455 6I sq. mtr h ch was purchased from c Arjunan bv a sale

deed 46/1 996. so she doesn 't have s ngle cent of land in her

3 On the same day 13th day of December,2012 (13.12'2012) one more

sale deed uo, i$*4/zolz, page No. 2, para 1 & 2 was executed

between 1) K. Thamitarasi, WO, N. Krishnamoorthy residing at' 535,

maraimalai adigat street, Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk, Vellore

District and 2) iarabar Educationat Trust represented by its founder

and chairman K. Ezhit Mohan Rai S/o N. Krishnamoorthy residing at

535, Maraimatai adigat street, Gandhinagar East, Katpadi Taluk,

Vetiore District, in ahis deed page no:8 Schedule of Propefty K'

Thamilarasi was sord her property Sy.No. 309/13 extetn 0'21 (or)

9156 sg.ft (or) 850,61 sq.mts here she said in the same deed No'

14884/i012 page no. 4 para 2 she selling the property which.

purchased fioi C. Arjunan by sate deed dated 21.12'1995 registered
'as 

documents NO.46/ 1996 of Bookl, on 15.03.1996 in the office of

the District registrar, Vetlore. K- Thamilarasi was so'd her entire

propefty sy.ni NenZ extent of 0.11.1/4 cents (or) 4905 sq'ft (or)
'$i.AA 

sq.htr which she was purchased from C. Ariunan by a sale

deed 46/ 1996. So she doesn'i have single cent of land in her hand

then how she can able to sale another 0.21 (o) 9156 sq'ft (or) 850'61

sq.mtr in the same Sy'No.309/13 shown same sale deed 46/1996 as

parent document.
'Hence in view of the above its clearty states that sa'e deed IVo'

1488/t/2012 dated 13.12.2012 was fabricated one. lf you want to
4

clarity,
Office,

you can write to the D,strict Registrar, D strict Reg,strar
amara street adi VelIore Dt-632004. He wiil tel
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you the truth about the sale deed.

Here the management fails to fulfill the land requirement as per the

NCTE regulation 2014 for Kumaran College of Education. So how

can they able to show separate land for 1) Tamilga lTC, 2) Tamilaga

tndustrial Schoot which is running in the same land and building.

The Kumaran College of Education and the lamilaga ITC inslitutes

are publishing combined advedisement in the daily news papers to

admit the sfudenfs for this academic year 2016'17. So they accept

themselves the both insritufes are running in the same land and

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

studenis in Kumaran College of Education in to B.Ed degree

program for this academic year 2016-17. Herewith I enclosed the

advertisement new PaPer as Proof.
I was sent a complaint petition on 19.05.2016 to 1) the District

Collector, Vellore District Collector Office, Sathuvachari, Vellore'

632009, 2) the District Registrar, District Register office' Veppamara

Street, Velappadi, Veltore Dt.'632004 to verify the grounds of
registered sa/e deed No. 14884/2012 and also I asked them take

necessary action as per law. That petition is under processing with

above two officers.

6

7.

The above said information is clearlv stated that t'he manaqe ment was

cheated the NCTE and TNTEU to qet approval to staftnew B.Ed deqree

Drooram in the name of Kumaran Colleqe of Educatio n, Hence I request

vou to stop the admission and withdraw recoc,nition of Kumaran

Colleqe of Educa tion from the academic vear 2016-17.

The SRC in its 315rh meeting held on 17rh-18th June, 2016 the deferred the

matter.

Meantime, in response to this office letter dated 20 05.2016 the institution has

submitted its reply on 21 .06.2016.

The Southern Regional Committee in its 320th Meeting held during 16th to 17th

November, 201 6 considered the matter and decided as under:-

. Put up in the next meeting with allegation wise comments' As per

the decision of SRC the reply submitted by the institution to the

queries raised in SRC letter dated 20.05.2016.

Note:

The m a n a eg a on of the IS abou fu fi m nt of and req u remen

I NCTE u a onS 20 4 a he n Sti u on S ru nn n Tam a T and
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Tamilaga lndustrial school in the same

As oer the decision of 320th meeting allegation wise comments was placed

before SRC in rts 330r" meeting held on 12t' & 13'n Februray, 2017 and the

committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

l. We are all busy with disposal of cases w.r.t the 03'03'2017 dateline'

2. Put up in APril 17.

As oer the decision of SRC, the matter was placed before SRC in its 335th

meeting held on 1 1th to 12'h 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 SCd 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.{ lt is not possible to run 2 other colleges 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 us.

5.3 The BP 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 21,12.2012. The inspection report

shows date of completion of construction as 01 .12.2007 i'e', 5

years prior to regiitration of Sale Deed. This contradicts the

itatements in tht Sale Deed that the land was vacant(with no

construction thereon) at the time of registration.

Two inspection teams of TNTEU have confirmed that two other

educational institutions are running at the same premises'

The BP/BCC detials described above show that it is not

practicable to run 2 other colleges at the same premises with

only 1932 sq.mts. built-up area available.

The applicant has not denied that they are running 2 other

colleges at the same primises. Cleverly, they have stated that

the iegulations do not prohibit other colleges running at the

same premises.
The position emerging from these enquiries clearly suggest that

facts have been manipulated.
lssue Show Cause tiotice accordingly and ask them to explain

the position with greater clarify'

8.1

8.2

8.3

I

10.1

10.2 Put in Ma 17 after 3.5.17.
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Accordingly, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 20 04 2017 '

Meantime, a draft counter affidavit received from the advocate Shri' Jaganathan

in-W.p.No.OZOO of 2016 by e-mail on 11'O4'2O17, same was forwarded for

modification and approval on 11 .04 2017 '

Approved of Counter Aflidavit was received from NCTE-Hqrs on 25 04 2017 the

sime *as for*arded to the advocate after attestation and signature'

Now the institution submitted SCN reply along with documents on 08 05 2017'

The reply was placed before SRC in iis 340th meeting held on 08th to ogth June,

2Q17 andthe 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

Collector(Vellore) and Dist. Registrar (Vellore)' Ask him to report the

resPonse from these authorities'

3. Put uP in JulY 17.

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to Shri ltilr' K Saravanan on

16.06.2017.

ourletterdated.,16.06.20lTwasreturnbackunde|iveredfromShri.Mr.K
Saravanan on 06.07.20'l 7.

Remarks:

1. TNTEU Complaint comments is as follows:-

"Under the above circumstance, it obviously appears that the said

College is not functioning in accordance with the Clause 8(4)(ii) of the

NCTi's Regulation, 2014, since both the Kumaran College of Education

andtwomorelTlinstitutionsarefunctioninginthesamebuildingasper
the two members inspection committee report followed by the letter dated

23.10.2015oftheSaidCollege'However,thissub.iectmatterissubmitted

totheSRC/NCTEtotakefinaldecisionandbasedonthefinaldecisionof
the SRC/NCTE, the pending application of the said College in this

University for grant of continuation of provisional application will be taken

up for disposal."

Counter affidavit was filed and awaited final outcome of the order'
2

3 Saravanan comPlaint lette r received back undelivered on 06 07 2017
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

7. This is a complaint case' We cannot, therefore' inspect under

section 17 and use that for derecognition'

2. But, the facts on record are so discordant that there is a strong

suspicion about manipulation of documents'

3, We cannot also treat this as a Pseudonymous complaint because

the letter sent to him has come back undelivered since the

complainant is a party to the Court case'

4, Request the NCTE(HQ) to take this up under section 13 NCTE Act

for inspection and subsequent processing thereunder'

to its own premises within 3 years from the date of recognition ( in case the

course is started in rented premises.

The SRC in its 324s meeting held during 07'h& 08th December, 2016 considered

the show cause notice reply of B.Ed, D'El.Ed and B.P.Ed courses and decided as

under:-

l. "Land is mortgaged.

2. As per the Building Completion Certificate the built-up area is not

adequate even for B.Ed ( 2 units) and D'El'Ed ( 1 unit)"'

As

forri Regibmi

for

urati
tinditi

arn at hadkats crl Kada DaG t,ocS eud tica no ganGa hd Ee eev tyTh Ruj
1ottee Nf CTEoC mmno al granoS uth rno ton rhactted ansu app

nr Roo I foee Cst no Sal ochd Ed cu a ega Glv n tyaRtofo J

adal.Itwod course.EE mentarn takKa (D )da a aryG
ioual ntakanth ann004 052fron themd ofhal arsye

hiS ftno to4 therh coII 00)on )n 5L)rec owas05 students gngranted

er the decision of SRC a withdrawal order was issued to the institution

APSO166B

D,EI.Ed

l Unit

The Rajeev

Candhi Education

Society's College,
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vide order No: F.SRO/i',[CTE/APS0I668/D.EI.EdtKN20l6-17/90765 dated

19.12.2016.

Aggrieved by the withdrawal order of SRC, the institution has preferred an

appeal before the appellate authority, NCTE Hqrs.

The appellate authority vide order F.No.89-133/2017 Appeal/9th Meeting-

2017155044 dated 21.06.2017 stated as under:-

"The Committee noted that the appellant was granted recognition for

conducting D.Ed course with an annuat intake of 50 students from the

academic lession 2005-06 vide SRC's order dt. 21'12.2005- One of the

conditions for the grant of recognition was that the institution shall shift to

its own premises/building within three years from the date of recognition (

in case ihe course is started in rented premises). While no action appears

to have been taken to fulfill this condition, on the basis of an affidavit

submitted by the appellant with their letter dt. 24.01.2015' the S.R.C. issued

a revised reiognition order in pursuance of the NCTE Regulations, 2014 on

16.05.2015 for two units of 50 students each ( copy not available in the file)'

The appellant with their letter dt. 29.07.2015 submitted certain documents

with reierence to the revised recognition issued for B.P.Ed course and in
response to the Show Cause Notice issued for that course i.e. B.P.Ed

submitted a reply with their letter dt. 24.08.2016. The S.R.C. considering

these letters wiihdrew recognition on the grounds mentioned in the order.

The Committee noted that the two letters dt' 29.07.2015 and 24.08.2016

sent by the appellant are in reference to the revised recognition order and

show iause notice issued in respect of B.P.Ed Course. As mentioned by

the appellant, no show cause notice has been issued in respect of D.Ed'

Course before withdrawal, which is a requirement as per the proviso to

Section 1 7 (l) of the NGTE Act, 1993'

The Gommittee also noted that the building completion certificate for the

D.Ed and B.Ed courses submitted by the appellant indicated that it was

constructed in the year 2OO'|-O2. lf the building has been constructed

many years back and if no inspection of the premises has taken place, the

fact ihat no encumbrance exists as of now as per EC dt' 15.02.2017 and

Bank's certificate dt. 13.02.2017, certifying that no loan is outstanding on

the property of Survey No. 681/2 deserves to be taken into account'

ln view of the position stated above the Committee concluded that the

matter deserve io be remanded to the SRC with a direction to issue a show

cauSC not ce to appe ant and take necessa ry action conduct an

nspect on of p rem SES on pavm ent oI fee bv the appe ant and su bm ss on

of a re e ant documents if that the a a nt haS Sh fted

the to

it ts established

\
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to rem ISes from the at h ch recosn ition aS and
new p

take fu action as pe r the NcTE Ret u ations 20 1 4 N the

the order of withdrawal shall be kept in abeyance'

After perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, documents available

on 
-t""otO" 

and considering the oral arguments advanced during the

tr""ring, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be

reman;ed to S.R.C. with a direction to issue a show cause notice to the

appellant and take necessary action to conduct an inspection of premises

oi' p"vr""t of fee by thi appellant of submission of all relevant

Aocrimlnt=, if it is esiablished that the appellant has shifted to new

pr"rii"" fiom the premises at which recognition was granted' and taken

irrtfrei action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014' ln the meanwhile' the

order of withdrawal shall be kept in abeyance'

The Council hereby remands back the case of Rajiv Gandhi Education

So"i"ty. Goltege ofEducation, Ron, Gadag, Karnataka to the SRC INGTE

for neiessary action as indicated above."

Remarks:-

As per appeat order dated 2l'06.2017 the committee concluded that the

appeal deierwes to be remanded to SRC with a direction to:

1. Issue Show Cause Notice to the appellant'

2. Take necessary action to conduct an inspection on payment of fee

and submission of all relevant documents by the appellant'

the total built u area is not cleared in the bu itdi lan.

65

premises granted,

rther meanwhile,

Note:-

The institution has submitted the following documents to NCTE Hqrs and

the Hqrs forwarde<i the documents to this office along with Office

Memorandum dated13.04.2017.

1. Photocopy of the Encumbrance Certificate with Sy No: 681/2' The

,rea meniioned in the EC is 5 and acres 34 guntas and as per EC the

lan<I is free from the mortgage on 13'02'2017 '

2.BuildingCompletionCertificatewithSyNo;681/2'Thetotalbuilt
up area"mentioned in the BCCis 3738'47 sq'mtrs and it is approved

by Junior Engineer, Town Municipal Council, Ron'

3. Coloured photocopy of the building plan with sy no: 681/2' The total

area is mentioned in the building plan is 5 acres and 34 guntas and

Jdm,".^*
(s. sathyam)/
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The Committee considered the above matter and decided as under:-

Has there been a'shift'without our permission? If so, do they have

title to it.

(ii) Is the land(old; or, new in case of shift) mortgaged, What is the

status today of the mortgage?

(iii) Is the built-up area on the land(old; or, new as the case may be)

adequate for B,Ed.(2 units) and D.El.Ed.(1 unit).

2.1 As directed by the Appellate Authority, let us collect fees and cause

VT Inspection to ascertain facts.

2,2 Collect all relevant documents for scrutiny so that correct issues

can be referred to the VT for verification.

(D

1. Three issues are involved:

3. Issue SCN accordingly.

)

Al-Ameen Educational Society, Annipura, Hosur Road, Bangalore South,

Bangalore (U)-560027, Karnataka has submitted an online application for

offering M.Ed. course in the name of Al-AmeenCollege of Education ( M.Ed),

Annipura Village and Town, Hosur Road, Bangalore South Bangalore (U)-

560027, Karnataka on02.06.2016 and hard copy ofthe application was received

on 03.06.2016.

Letter was addressed to the Secretary to Government, Education Department,

Government of Karnataka seeking recommendation in respect of the application

received by the SRC-NCTE for recognition of the proposed M.Ed. course, on

22.06.2016. Reminder -I was issued on 01.10.2016. Reminder-Il was sent to the

Govemment on 02.11 .2016.

Recommendation of the State Govemment was received by this office on

22.09.2016.

The online application was scrutinized along with hard copy ofthe application

oTth - o8'h December 201 6 considered

SRCAPP2Ol6

30103

Al- Ameen

College of

Education,

Bangalore,

Karnataka

M.Ed

1 Unit
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the scrutiny ofthe application and decided as under:-

l. "Land title is clear.

2. EC is clear

3. LUC is there ; but, undated.

4. BP-not approved by competent authority. Does not give details.

5. BCC-not in format. Date of inspection / issue not stated. Built- up

area is inadequate.

6. NOC is not given.

7. Issue Show Cause Notice accordingly. "

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

08.12.2016. The institution has submitted written representation through online

on29.12.2016 and hard copy submitted on 30.12.2016 .

The SRC in its 328th meeting held on 31't January, 2016 considered the show

cause notice reply and decided as under:-

7, "Reply to SCN is seen.

2. LIJC is rectified.

3, BP is rectified.

4. BCC is not rectified.

5. NOC of affilioting body is still not availoble.

6. Reject."

As pcr the decision of SRC a rejection order was issued to the institution

through online on vide order No:

F.No./NCTE/SRC/SRCAPP201630103/M.Ed/KA/2017 -1814 dated 02.02'2017'

Aggrieved by the withdrawal order of SRC, the institution has preferred an

appeal before the appellate authority, NCTE Hqrs.

The appellate authority vide order F.No.89-179/20'17 Appeal/1Oth Meeting-

2017t55471dated 21.06.2017 stated as under:-

"Appeal Committee noted that impugned refusal order dated 01'02.20'17

was'issued by SRC Bangalore on the ground that appellant institution has

not submittei NOC issued by affiliating body. Whereas application

seeking recognition for M.Ed programme was submitted on 02.06'2016, the

appellant institution submitted N.O.C. issued by affiliating body on

li.OZ.ZO'tl. Clause 5(3) of NCTE Regulation, 2014 stipulates that

p foceSS ns fee and scanned cop CS of req u red documents such as Noc
SSued b conce rned affi at n be Subm itted a on th
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rejected.
As the appellant institution did not have in its possession the NOC issued

by affiliating body at the time of making application, Appeal Gommittee

decided to donfirm the impugned refusal order dated 01.02.2017 issued by

SRC Bangalore.

On perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents on record

and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 0l'02'2017 issued

by SRC Bangalore.

The Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against."

The Committee considered the order of the appellate authority and

noted the matter.

ati nath t41 rtfu eh r02u tia no s1 th reec ua 7senoca ) spp
catta eh dem tsn rea otnd co uroeten comae tica oac su ppp

na dcn om etet are dtebehs atia noeth pcaa c ta ontwt h t eh pppp

committee, NCTE through online on 29.05.2015, The institution submitted the

hard copy of the application on 04.06.2015

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and

Proceduies) Regulations, 2014 notified by NCTE on O1.12.2014 4 letter was

sent to Staie Government for recommendation on 02 07.20'15, Reminder-l was

sent on 15.02.2016 and Reminder-ll on 27.09 2016.

Sub-clause (3) of Clause 5 of Regulations, 2014 under Manner of making

fo
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On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents' the

"pp["rti"" 
!iine institution ii deficient as per Regulations' 20'14 as under:-

. The institution has submitted land documents, it is not legible'

.TheinstitutionhasnotsubmittedNoCfromaffiliatingbodyalong
with aPPlication.

TheinstitutionsubmittedNoCdatedo4'og.2ol5fromKakatiyaUniversityon
'14.09.2015 and land documents on 30.09 2015'

The SRC in its 296th meeting held on 15 -16rh December 2015, considered the

matter anO decided to reject ihe application for delayed submission of NOC'

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the institution on 04'02'2016'

The SRC minuets dated 31.01.2016 decided as follows:' - - i..,....xeeping in mind the over-atl pubtic intercst' the committee

revised iis iarlier stand to reiect att cases of non'submission or

i;i;iA srt-i""io, of Nocs, ind decided to reopen and process.all

siiii riiectea cases by accepting Nocs even now irrespective of their

dates of issue. "

As Der direction of SRC, the application was processed and placed before SRC

i. iir:OSJr""ting hetd on 1std February,2016 and the Committee decided as

Contiguity with existing B'Ed to be verified

Legibie building plan to be submitted

Cause ComPosite lnsPection

Ask VT to collect all relevant documents

ASperthedecisionofSRC,inspectionintimationwassenttotheinstitutionand
trr member.. The lnspection of ihe institution was conducted on 20.02.2016 and

VT report along with documents received on 24 02 2016'

The SRC in its 3051h meeting held on 25th-271h February' 2016 considered the VT

Report ana all other relevani 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-Al combined staff list should be
-- 

pioauced 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

Rectgnition w.e.f.2016-17 academic year be possible'

under
t.
2.

3.

4.
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As per the decision of SRC, LOI was

institution submitted its reply along w
issued

ith docu
toGe institution on 26.02.2016. The

ments on 16.03.20'16.

The SRC in its 308th meeting held on 28rh-31"1 March, 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 institution on 1 6 05 2016 The

institution submitted its reply on 04.06.2016.

The SRC in its 317th meeting held on 28th -3oth July, 2016, considered the matter

and decided as under:
o Clarification seen. Await information on recruitment of Asst' Prof'

(Sociology/PhilosoPhY).

An e-mail dated 22.08.2016 was received from Advocate Sri. Ramakanth Reddy,

regarding w.P.No. 28021 o1 20.16 filed by c. Ram Reddy lt/lemorial Educational

Siciety ind 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

Education, Adilabad was sent to Advocate Sri. Ramakanth

23.08.2016.

College of
Reddy on

A court notice in w.P. No. 28021 0l 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 01 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

nam n-eaay Memorial Educational Society was sent to the Advocate Sri

Ramakanth Reddy on 16.09.2016.

An e-mail dated 21.09.2016 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

a ns aS und l.

matter as heard bv the Hon 'b e coutt todav on even I

placed nstruct ons bv RD b efore the Hon ble court, A fter

heann the case the Hon ,ble cou17 InteraI a dire cted the SRc as
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follows:

Sublect to compliance of conditions the respondent is directed to

conLider the case of the petitioner for the academic year 2016'2017'

Therefore'hesRcshouldconsiderlhecaseofthepetitioner
keeping in view compliance of conditi.ons and schedule fixed by

iii;oti Supreme court in MAA Vaishnodevi 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 deiision in pieces may result in contempt'

Kndly inform the petitioner by mail to submit hard copy by 2lh

othefoise SRC shou/d co nsider the matter based on record between

Zain ana Sdn September, 2016, and pass a reasoned order"'

The case was heard by the Hon'ble court on 26 09 2016'

An e-mail dated 26.09 20'16 was received from the institution along with

approved facultY list.

The SRC in its 321"tMeeting held on 28th to 30rh September 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. The case is pending for submission of latest approved Faculty.list

.ihe applicant has su-bmitted a list by e-mail' This is not acceptable'

i""uity'titt has to be given in original, in the prescribed format' with

all ph6tocopies and, wittr every page authenticated by the Registrar'

i. aari"" ihe applicant accordingly and ask them to submit the

faculty list ProPerlY.

A letter to the institution was sent on 15.10.2016 conveying the decision of 321"1

meeting.

The institution submitted representation on 26.10.2016 along with original faculty

list. lt stated as under:

..."tn continuation of my mait today i'e' at 10'35 AM' lt is submitted

that, we have received your -notice in Rc

ii.i.sncncretsRcApp/2702/B.Ed-AUTD/2|| 6-1 7/88892 Dt. I 5/1 0/201 6 i n

which it is mentioned that,

1. The case is Pendin9t for subm,ss,on of ,afest approved FacuItv
The subm itled bv Th ,s n not FacuIty

I t h s be oft: nat, n s cribed forma t, ths a
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to ,n all



photocopies and with every page authenticated by the registrar.

2. Advise the applicant accordingly and ask them to submit the faculty
list property.

ln this regard it is submitted that the faculty list has been submitted
that at the first instance all in original, in annexures l,ii & iii which was
af(esfed by the Registrar, Kakathiya University, through Speed posf af
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
additionat. (Ref.1"t)

Secondly copy the same was sent on 20/08/2016 by speed posf No.

EN721708553 lN. (Ref fd)

Thirdly the copy sent on 21/09/2016 by speed post bearing
No.EN721711668 tN. (Ref td)

Fourthly the same was submitted in P.erson at your office on 28/9/2016.

Your inward number is 177473. (Ref 4th)

Fifthly the copy was submitted in person by our correspon_dent in your
otic6. Tne inwird number is 178161 dated 6/10/2016. (Ref {

The SRC in its 329th meetin held on 06th - oTrh Februa 2017 considered the

)

)
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lJnfortunately and in spite of all these correspondences, now it is being
stated that the staff ,ist is only submitted through e-mail.

However the original staff list is here with submitted with signature of
Registrar Kakathiya University once again.
Kindly accept the same."

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

matter and decided as under:
. One Asst. Prof (Perspectives) is required to be appointed.
. Issue 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 326th meeting held on 04th & 05th January, 2017 considered the

matter and decided that "put up in the next meeting."



the Asst. Prof.(PersP.).

on on 23.uz.zu I I

on preferred an aPpeal with

g with Appeal order and

tated as under:

applied for sanction of
urse) as the previous

uniformly to 100 (2 basic
on the grounds of

tives) in spite of having
per NCTE regulation at
staff. More over original

was heard by NCTE and
regulations provide for
as to optimize academic

for your kind perusal

F. No. 89-245/E-1 42212017

ived by this office on

I institution is alreadY

d. programmes with an

d programme is being
2001 and D.El,Ed since
d 29.05.2015 was for

.Ed. programme. While
e lvofice (SCN) dated
nt on the ground that
e appointed.
noted that aPqellant

d in the office of SRC

ken into record,

NCTE.'

matter and decided as under:

1. We have given them enough time to appoi

2. We cannot wait indefinitelY.
3. Reject the aPPlication.

4. Return FDRs, if anY.

5. Close the file.

Accordingly, rejection order was issued to the inst

Aggrieved by rejection order of SRC, the inst

NCTE-Hqrs.

The lnstitution submitted its representation alo

photocopy of approved faculty list on 05.07.2017' lt

"lt is humbty submitted that sir, the soc

Additional Section of B.Ed (2 Years
sanctioned Strength was 120 and reduce

section) The app ication as rel

requIrem ent of one Asst Professor (Pers

sufficIent Asst. Professors (Perspective)

para 5 2 re9tardi.nst appo ntment of teach

staff I st submItfed severaI not

The Society went for appeal. The appeal,

sef aside the reiection order "as the

utitization of faculty in a flexible manner s

expedise available."

I am here with enclosing the order downl

and further necessary action as directed b

The NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No'

Appeal/'l 1th Meeting-20'17 daled" 24.06.2017 rec

06.07 .2017 and it stated as follows:

AppeaI comm ittee noted that appella
for conducting B Ed and D E,t.

annuaI ntake of sea[s The B.

conducted in the institution since the year

the year The on ine appl cation da

seeki.ng an additional of 50 sea fs

process,ng of the appltc ation a ca

01 1 2 201 6 as finally ,ssued to appelI

one Asstt (Perspec tive) ,s required to

AND WHEREAS AppeaI comm ittee fu rth

institution submitted re I which was recei

qr--

times was

recognized
100 each.

2008.
intake to

Show
the

Prof.
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on 17.12.2016. ln his reply appellant had drawn re ference to many

tists of faculty submitted to SRC through Spped post and personally

between 20.05.2016 to 06.10.2016. The appellant also assured SRC

that'Management is ready to appoint another Prof. (Perspective) in

addition to the staff list already submitled, if given time.

AND WHEREAS, Appeal Commiltee noted that wording used in the
SCIV was suggestive i.e. "one Assf{.Professo r (Perspective) is
required to be appointed". As such SRC shou/d have allowed some

more time to the appellant institution in case the list of faculty was

short by one faculty. Appellant during the course of appeal also

submitted that its communications addressed to SRC and s ubmitted
by hand and by post were not taken on record and placed in the
relevant file. The list of faculty approved by Dean Academic Audit
Kakatiya lJniversity was submitted fo SRC by the appellant

institution (received in the office of SRC on 26.10.2016. This list
included seven lectures in the subiect 'Perspective of Education

whose name appear at serial no, 2,3,4,5'17,18,19. Broadly speaking

this list contained 7 faculty in perspective as against the

requirement of six. Further the regulation provided for utilization of
faculty in a flexible manner so as to optimize academic expedise
avaitable. Appeat Committee is therefore of the view that ground of
refuse i.e. "appointed of one asst Prof./Pers." is not substantiated.

The impugned refusal order dated 23.02.2017 deserved to be sef
aside with directions to S.R.C. (o Process the application further.

AND WHEREAS alter perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit'
document on records and oral argument advanced during the
hearing, Appeal Committee concluded (o set aside the impugned
refusal order dated 23,02.2017 with direction fo S,R.C' to process

the application fufther,

Remarks:
. The Appeal Committee concluded and directed the SRC to process

the application.
. The institution has not appointed one Asst. Prof (Perspectives). ln

the 329s SRC meeting, the application was rejected because after
giving time the institution not appointed the Asst. Prof. (Persp).

o Now, the institution has submitted photocopy of Faculty List on

05.07.2017 which is approved only in the last page.

. A letter no. F.No.49-1l2016 N&S dated 08.12.2016 received from Dr.

Prabhu Kumar Yadav, Under Secretary (Regulations), NCTE Hqrs'

Stated as under:

"l am directed lo refer to ur letter dated 28.11.2016 on the



subject no ted above and to sav that as per pro s,on of the

ReguIation ne teacher Education lnstitut,on shall

Iocated In compos,te nstitution and the existing teacher

ns titution s/raI con tinue to funcfton as sland-

atone institutions; and gradually move towards becoming

composite institutions. Composite institution . in 
- 
this case

coniext refer to institutions offering multiple teacher

education programmes. As per the above provisions of the

Regutation 2014 the institutions may apply for, increase in

intike in the same course already recognized provided it
does not exceed maximum of two units in case of DPS,

D.Et.Ed and B.Ed. Any application for increase in intake

beyond two permissible units in these three courses is nof

pirmissibte under the regulation, However, since regulation
'also 

provides for gradual movement of stand'alone

instituiion to Composite institutions; any attempt of a

Teacher Education tnstitution to expand vertically, cannot be

accepted untess it offers to or more than two courses and

becornes a Composite institution. You are advised that

whenever a ctarification is required on cerlain issuq ff
should be sought with a specific detail."

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

L. 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 obiection is about B'Ed'

institutions not being allowed to grow vertically beyond 2

units, as per entry 3(3.1) under the NCTE Regulations'

2.2 Inthiscase,the institution in reference has already B'Ed'(z

units). Their request for B.Ed.-A.I.[1 unit) cannot, therefore, be

considered.

3.1 We may have to reject their application on this ground'

3.2 Issue SCN accordinglY.

Hayathnagar, Rangareddy District, Telangana submitted application for,D'Ed

course of iaro year duration with an annual intake of 50 students at Gandhian

3-58, Venkateshwara ColonY,Sri Andal Educational Cultural Soc iety, D.No.APS09425

D.EI.Ed

11.

(S. Sathyam

Chairman
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College of Elementary Education, # 5-67,

District-500028,

Our Socie s onsored one D.Ed colle namel Gandhian Colle of

Kuntloor,
Telangana

Amberpet Road,

and was granted
Hayathnagar, RangareddY

recognition on 29.05.2009.

On 25.03.2015, a letter dated 16.03.2015 was received from the Director of

Scnoot fOucation, Telangana, Hyderabad regarding grant of renewal of

t"rpor".V prouisional afflliition for the year 2014-15 in respect of certain private

iiipi[r" 'i,i Ltementary Teacher Education institutions inctuding Gandhian

dti;s; 
"i 

Etementary 
'Education, 

Hayathnagar, Ranga Reddy District-500028,

in Telangana State.

The sRC in its 2g9th Meeting held on 23'd June 2015, considered the letter dated

iO.b:.ZOf s from Director oiSchool Education, Govt. of Telangana, Hyderaba9,

in r"spe"t of certain private Diploma in Elementary Teacher Education (43

""rr"-gJ.l "oi 
fulfilling ti.re 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 representation on 10 11 2015

along with staff list.

The SRC in its 294th meeting held on 14-1 6th Nov, 201 5 considered the

representation and decided as under:

. Ask for fresh approved staff list as per 2014 regulations'

ASperwebsiteinformation,theinStitutionsubmittedwrittenrepresentationon
28.11 .2015 along with 1+7 staff list.

The sRC in its 2g5th meeting held on 28th to 30th November and l"tDecember

201 5 considered the matter and decided as follows:

. The staff list is in order. lt is accepted' Close the case' lnform the

affiliating bodY.

Accordingly, as per the decision of SRC' a letter was sent to the Director'

SCERT, Telangana on 04.02 2016

The institution submitted written representation on 26 02'2016 along with the fee

ofRs1,50,000lDDNo.2583t6dateo26.02.2016forshiftingalongwlth
relevant documents and stated as follows:

lnconnectiontotheabovesubiectcited,l,GunnaRajendraR-eddy-Corispondent 
of Sri Andat Eduiational Cuttural Society would like to

bring few lines for your kind consideration'

Gandhian College

of Elementary

Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

1 Unit

(5. Sathya

Chairman
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EIementary at H.,vo 5-67, Peddamberpet Road, Kuntloor

vitIage, Haya thnagar Mandat, Rangareddv Dis t,

NCTE has granted permission vide bearing No133.18 dated 29'05'2009

code AP559425 and till date we are running the college in same

premises.

Now we constructed new building in same premises (Same Suruey

No.l08 Pa! and we want to shift in that new building'

So prease consider the above request and kindly do needful'"

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

o; 1t" t; 18,h June ZbtO. Tne 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 FDis and latest Faculty list have to be given'

5. Carise lnspection for shifting of D'El'Ed (1 unit)'

6. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents'

AccordinglyaSperthedecisionofSRC,theinspectionintimationwassenttoinstitution
on rg.oz]zbto.'rhe inspection ofthe institution was conducted on 17.08.2016 and the

W report received on 23.08 2016 along with documents and CD'

The documents were processed and placed before SRC in its 32lsrmeeting held on 28rh

- aofr s"pt".u"t ioto. rn" co.rittee considered the matter and decided as under:

L CD is not opening .Obtain fresh CD'

2. BP is not legible.
3. Original FDRs not given.

4. Original faculty list is not given

5. There is no PrinciPal also
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 2oth -21"loctober,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 c"red to remedy the deficiencies even after a

SCN.
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6 Withdraw recognition w.e.f from

Accordingly, withdrawal order was issued to the institution on 05.1 2.2016'

Now, a court order dated 15.03.2017 received on 27 .03.2017 from the Hon'ble

High Court of Hyderabad in W.P.No.9144 of 2017 filed by Gandhian College of

Ed-ucation run by Sri Andal Educational Cultural Society, Kuntlur Village,

Hayathnagar Mandal, Ranga Reddy District' Telangana.

The Court Order Stated as under:

"Notice before admission.

Sri K.Ramakanth Reddy takes notice for R3 and Sri A.Abhishek

Reddy takes notice for R4 and R5 and seek time to file counter'

Post after two weeks."
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 prefened an appeal with

Uble-Hqrs ind'the NCTE Appellate Authority in its order No. F.No 89-78/2017

Appeal/8th Meeting-2017 dated: 29.05.2017 received by this of{ice on 05 06 20'17

stated as follows:

"...appeal committee noted that appellant institution was granted

recognition ior conducting D.El.Ed. Programme with an annual intake of 50

seati rn May, 2009. Appeal committee further noted that appellant

institution sibmitt d a written request fo SRC in February, 2016 for

shifting. The requisite fee for shifting was paid. As shifting involved

change of building in the same promlses, title of land was not in question'

Appeal committee noted that impugned order withdrawing recognition is

mainly on the ground that:

(a) CD does not oqen.

(b) Building Plan (BP) not approved by competent authority'

(c) Facutty tist is not in original. Not in format.

(d) Deficiencies pointed out in SCN have not been rectified'

eal committee noted that a etlant institution cannot be blamed

78
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for a CD which is found broken or is found not compatible to the system in
regional committee office. Appeal commillee noted that appellant had
submitted (o SRC a Building Completion Certificate (BCC) in original
alongwith application for shifting. The BCC is approved by Asst. Ex.

Engineer MRR(PR) Gundlapalhi, Nalgonda. The BCC indicates that Building
Plan is approved by Gram Panchayat, Kuntpoor. Building plan and BCC

are documents which supplement each other and if BCC is rssued 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 submitled originally approved
copy of faculty and copy of building plan bearing the seal and signature of
Asst. Executive Engineer.

ln 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 also
had an opportunity to glance through the W report dated 17.08.2016 which
hardly contains any negative poinL Appeal Commitlee, therefore, decided
to sef aside the impugned order of withdrawal which othenflise also is not
justified because recognition from academic sessron 2016-17 cannot be

withdrawn by an order issued on 05.12.2016. Appellant institution is
required to submit fo SRC within 15 days a copy of originally approved
staff list and building plan approved by competent govemment authority.

On perusal of Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit documents on record
and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Commitlee
concluded fo sef aside the impugned order of withdrawal which otherwise
also is not justifiable because recognition from academic sessron 2016-17

cannot be withdrawn by an order issued on 05.12.2016. Appellant
institution is required to submit to SRC within 15 days a copy of originally
approved staff list and building plan approved by competent government
authority",

The SRC in its 340th meeting held on 08rh & 091h June, 2017 considered the

matter and 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 is as follows:
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Original submitted

Buildinq Plan
Blue

Not

bm

of
p rinUNotarized

submitted/
cop

College of
Edu tion
Gandhian

on
Name
Soci

and

/TrusVl

address of

Proposed courseWhether Building P

for the Proposed
institution/ course or also

for some other TE|/course

lan is

2 Acres 21 GuntasPlot area/land area
GF - 11943.14 Sq.ft

FF - 11943.14 Sq.ft

SF - 11943.14 Sq.ft

Total - 35829.42 S .ft

Total built-u p area

'108No/Survey No/ Plot

Khasara No.
35829.42 Sq.ft or 3328.66area for theBuilt up

BP- not

approved

by

competent

authoritY

rovalDate of a

1

Gram Pancha ath
SecretaryName and designation of

a rovin authorit
SubmittedFacultv list

rovedAfa notroved/acu istI p pIty

YesWhether approved on

1+7No. of faculty as Per

Director SCERTDesignation of the

27 .11.2015Date of approval

Faculty

is not
original.
Not

format

ln

list
in

2

Now, the institution submitted its written represen

faculty list with photographs approved by the
tation along with 1 + 7 original

Director, SCERT and original

building plan on 06.07.2017.

NOTE:
Ilnd--locument SY.No.l08
LUC SY.No. 108

EC SY.No. 108

BCC SY.No. 108

Extent: 7253.82Sq.mtrs
Extent: Ac.01.09 gts

Extent: 8147.43 Sq.mtrs
Built up area: 35829.42 Sq.ft or

3328.66 q.mtrs

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

L.
.,

3.

3.1

3.2

The BP now Presented is in order.

Built-up area is adequate.

Faculty list is aPProved.

The position ofAsst' Prof. in the Perspecti es Group ls acant.

Peda ogy Asst Pro f. (RegronaI has onlv M .A. wlth
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TPT and not M,Ed.

4. Issue SCN accordinglY.

5, We can consider permitting shifting only after removal of these

deficiencies.

APSOO234/B.E d

St. Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally,

Secunderabad-s0OO11, Telangana had submitted application for B'Ed course

of two year duration with an annual intake of 100 students at Malla Reddy

College of Teacher Education, Suraram Cross Road, Quthbullapur' Ranga

Reddt District-500055, Telangana and was granted recognition on 28 02.2003'

On 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding

notification of new Regulations, 2014 and seeking consent on their willingness

forfulfilling the revised norms and standards before 31.'10 2015.

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B.Ed course with an intake of

100 students on 06.08.20'15.

The SRC in its 276rh meeting held on 7rh-9tn January, 20'15 decided to issue

provisional recognition orders to the existing institutions and the committee also

decided to miintain a check list of such cases for verification in

October/November and for causing inspection.

Accordingly, a revised order was issued to the institution on 23.09.2015 with an

intake of 1oo students of 2 basic units of 50 students each

The institution submitted written representation on 01 .09.2015, along with the fee

of Rs. 1,50,0001 DD No.517096 dated 31.08.2015 and documents, it stated as

under:

ln response to the tetter cited Malla Reddy College of Teacher

Education (B.Ed & M.Ed) is requesting you to change the building from

Suraram X Roads Qutubullap ur Mandal, Ranqare to Kompallv,ddv

Quthubullapur Manda l. Ranoareddv Dist. I am herewith enclosing the
format and DD worth ofmentioned documents and prescribed

Rs.1,50,000/-

The SRC in its 314th meeting held on 27th and 28th May, 2016 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:

1. Cause lnspection.
2. BCC is not approved by competent authority.
3. LIJC and FDRs to be collected.

Malla Reddy

College of
Teacher

Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana

APS00234

B.Ed

2 Units

APS07145

M.Ed

1 Unit

AP502737

D.EI.Ed

1 Unit
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APS07145/M.Ed

St. Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally,

secunderabad-soool1, Telangana had submitted application for M.Ed course

of t*o y"rr. duration with an innual intake of 35 students at Malla Reddy

Collega of Teacher Education, Suraram Cross Road, Quthbullapur, Ranga

Redd! oistrict-500055, Telangana and was granted recognition on 09'08 2007'

The institution submitted representation on 18.10.2010 requesting for common

name for both B.Ed and M.Ed along with DD of Rs. 40,0001 bearing no 010425

dated: 11.10.20'10.

The SRC in its 194th meeting held on 21"1 '22"d July, 2010. The Committee

considered the matter and decided as under:

"Change of name is Permitted"

A letter was sent to the institution regarding payment of remaining fee of Rs'

40,000/- for Change of name.

The institution submitted representation on 16 1 1 .201 1 along with DD of Rs'

4O,OOO/- bearing no. 011051 dated: 21.10.2O11.

Accordingly, Order was issued to the institution on 25.06'2012

onsl.l2.2Ol4,letterswereissuedtoallexistinginstitutionsregarding
notification of new Regulations 2014 seeking consent on their willingness for

fulfilling the revised norms and standards before 31 .10.2015'

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering M.Ed course with an intake of

50 students on 30.01 .2015.

Accordingly, a revised order was issued to the institution on 26.05.2015 with an

intafe oi 50 students with a condition that the institution has not maintained

revalidated FDRs.

TheinstitutionhassubmittedphotocopyofFDR,sof5&3Lakhson16.06.2015.

The institution submitted written representation on 01.09.2015 along with the fee

ofRs.1,50,000/-DDNo.517096dated31.08.2015anddocuments,itstatedas
under:

In response to the Ietler cited Maila Reddv of Teacher

Education (8.Ed & M Ed) ,s requestins you to change the buitding from

suraram x Roads outubuI apur Mandal Ranqareddy to KomDA I

uthu ulla ur Mand,a Ran are D t I am herewit.h encIos,n the

College

N
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chairman'



mentioned documents
Rs.1,50,000/-

and prescribed format and DD worth of

The sRC in its 314th meeting held on 27th and 28th May, 2016 the committee

considered the matter decided as under:

1. Cause lnsPection.
2. BCC is not approved by competent authority'

3. LIJC and FDRS to be collected.

APS02737/D.El.E d

St. Martin's Educational Society, 294, Comsary Bazaar, New Bowenpally'

Se"una"taU"A-5OOO{l,TelanganahadsubmittedapplicationforD'Edcourse
oi i*o v"", duration with an-annual intake of 50 students at Malla Reddy

lnstitute of Elementary Teacher Education, Suraram X Roads'

6'riiiouir"prr, Ranga Rlddy District-500055, Telangana and granted

recognition on 26.08.2005.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 01 .09.2015 along with

t" t"" 
"i 

Rs. 1,5o,OOO/_ DD No.517097 dated 31.08.2015 and some relevant

documents and stated as follows:

lnresponsetothetettercitedMaltaReddylnstituteofElementary
Teachei Edication D.Et.Ed is requesting you to change the building from

Surarim X Roads eutubullapur Maidat, Ranga reddy to Kompally,

Oilniiunipu, Mandat, Rangireddy Dist, t am. herewith enclosing the

iiriiiir"a'ao"uments'and piescrihed format and DD of Rs'l'50'000'

The sRc in its 314th meeting held on 27th and 28th May, 2016 the committee

considered the matter decided as under:

1. Cause lnsqection.
2. BCC is not approved by competent authority'

3. LIJC and FDRs to be collected.

As per the decision of SRC, W fixed through 
^online 

procedure and. the

i""p!"iio" ot the institution was conducted on 20'08 2016 and VT report along

*itn Oo"rrn"ntt and CD received on 23 08 2016 and 06 09 2016'

The SRC in its 32lstmeeting held on 28th - 30th September, 2016 considered the

VT report and decided as under;

CD is damaged.Obtain fresh CD

BP is not approved by competent authority'

Luc not given

1

2

3

4 Ori inal FDRs not tven
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5

6

7

Latest approved FacultY

Since the 3 courses are
Lists not given

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 10'2016'

The institution submitted show cause notice reply through e mail on 27 10 2016'

The SRC in its 326th meeting held on o4th & 05th January, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under;

1. The land area required is 3600 sq'mts' They have only 3350

sq.mts.

2. BCC is not in original; only a photocopy is given'

3. Buitt up area required is 4000 sq.mts' Whereas, they have only

3497 sq.mts.

4. Original FDRs are given.

5.1 Foi D.El.Ed.(1 unit), a.ea.( 2 units) and M'Ed' (t unit) they ne-ed

a faculty of l+32' They have only 1+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 28 04'2017 '

The SRC in its 341"rmeeting held on 15th & 16ih June, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under;

1.

2.1.
2.2
2.3
3.

4.

Their reply does not address the specific deficiencies listed'

tand aiei required is 3500 sq.mts, they have only 3350 sq'mts'

Built-up area iequired is 4000 sq.mts, they have only 3497 sq'mts'

Faculty required is 2+32, they have only 'l+24.

Ask thlm to respond to these deficiencies in particular'

We can not pirmit shifting without these deficiencies being

rectified.
lssue SCN accordinglY.

Accordingly, show cause notice was sent to the institution on 29 06 2017

Now, the institutio n submitted re alon with documents on 03.07.20'17 and
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stating as under;

The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and has

decided as under:-

I

)

3

Their reply to the Show Cause Notice is considered'

Land area is adequate.

BCC is not aPProved bY competent authority. Ask them to give a

RemarksWritten rePresen tationDeficiencies
pointed out

by SRC

sl.
No

The institution submi

certified Photocopy of

two Gift settlement deed

1) Sy.No. '126 - Ac. 0.20

Gts or 2023.Sq.mtrs

2) Sy.Nos. 123, 124, 125

& 142 - 3000 Sq.Yards

or 2508 Sq.mtrs

ttedThe land area require

35oO Sq.mtrs. The total land

area of the college is 4748

Sq.mtrs. (Two Land

Documents

01) 714t2015

02) 605 of 2015 are enclosed

herewith)

dis
2.1 Land atea

required is 3500

sq.mts, they

have only 3350

sq.mts.

The institution submi

building plan which

shows total land area is

43069 Sq.ft or 4003

Sq.mtrs approved bY

Executive Officer,

Panchayat SecretarY.

ttedBuilt up area requi

Sq.mtrs. The college has

4OO3 Sq.mtrs (BP is enclosed

herewith)

red is 40002.2

The institution submitte

photocopy of aPProved

faculty list for M.Ed (1 +

9), B.Ed (1 + 17) same

Principal for both M Ed

and B.Ed and original

faculty list for D.El.Ed (1

+ 7) course.

dFaculty required is 2 +

Faculty present are 2 + 35

M.Ed : 1 + 9 (CoPY enclosed)

Original already submitted to

your good office)

B.Ed:17
(Principal is common for both

M.Ed & B.Ed, onginal already

submitted to Your good office.

Copy enclosed)

D.El.Ed : 1 + 7 (Original list

submitted herewith

Faculty required

is 2+32, they

have only l+24.

2.3
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proper BCC.

4, Faculty required is 2+32 (1+8 for D'EI'Ed' + 1+15 for B'Ed' + 0+9

for M.Ed.)

4.1 The Faculty list for D.El,Ed. does not show the professional

qualifications of anYbodY.

4.2 Facutty list for B.Ed.(l+15) and for M.Ed'(0+9) are in order'

5. Issue SCN for BCC and Faculty list of D.El'Ed'

M a Reddv Educationa Soc ety P ot N o 294, Comssa ry Bazaa f Road New
a

c itvSecunde fabad Bowe npa ly Ta uk, Hyderabad

Ra n(,a Red dv D str ct 5000 1 1 An dh ra P radCSh had SUbm itted on ne

app cati on to th Southern Res ona Com m ittee of NcTE on 28 0o 20 1 0 and

h S app on on 1 1 0 20 0 fo r s ta n of recog n ition fo D E Ed cou e twop v cMR tit te f E ntaryyea r dura on with an ntake o 50 S ud nts a ns u o eme

Teacher Sv N o 648 P oUStreet N o 56 3 G u nd a Pocham pa v

D u nd Post, G u nd a Secunde tabad Ran (,a

Reddv o Str ct-50 0055,Andh ra P rades h a d wa S s ta nted recosn tion on

o4 0I 20 I 2 from th a adem SESS on 1 2 20

co u rt notice rece ed ftom H onb H sh cou rt ndh P ad eSh n P N o 8704 of

20 1 3 on 26 07 20 1 Accord ns v a tte S en to the Ad ocate Sh K

R amakanth ReddY on 06 08 20 J ord r n P i/ P N o 22 86I of 20 3 n

WP N o 1 8704 of 20 dated 02 07 20 1 ived from H on b le H sh cou rt of

ndhta P dESh at Hvdera bad and he cou rt o rd sta ti ns s fo

herefore the purpotled sta taken bv the Sta te ovemment o

denv a ffiltation for the ademic yea 20 1 20 1 4 s pnma facie no tenable

For the forego no reasons h sh al, be ntenm Directton

letter haS been recerVEd f om S h n opa Reddv SC ERT ndh

Pradesh Hyde bad on 25 2 20 1 4 and 26 20 encl oS ns a lette from

a nd Di recto r of School Ed U on Andh a P tadES h to Reg ona

D recto r RC NCTE Bansa ore 20 o commu n cate th orde

paSsed on th deta led report subm itted o N (- Bang a ore respect of 4 D Ed

who haVE made adm sS onS du nn s 0 2 at thei on n o ati on of

adm on U S and o ta ke necessa ry acti on aS r NCTE rules.

2014 considered the letter datedThe SRC in its 268th meeting held on 41h-51h Ju

25.02.2014 & 26.02.2014 from Shri Gopal Re dy, Director, SCERT, Hyderabad'

Andhra Pradesh, letter dated 23.12.2013 and d ded to iSSUC Show Cause Notice

for withdrawal of recognition for the violations of

of the Norms and Standards for D.El.Ed course

egulation 8 (12) of 2009 and 3 (3)

zobg, as reported bY the affiliating

bod rn res ect of 41 D.Ed coll es who have ade admissions duri 2012-13 al

SRCAPP376

D.EI.Ed

l Unit

CMR Institute of

Elementary

Teacher

Education,

Rangareddy,

Telangana
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their own in violation of admission ru les issued by the State Govt. of A.P and the

committee decided to issue show cause notice'

ASperthedecisionofSRCashowcausenoticewasissuedtotheinstitutionon
O7.OA.ZOta. The institution has submitted a written representation on 27 '08'2014

along with some court orders and relevant documents'

The SRC in its 273'd meeting held on 30th September & 01"1 October' 2014

considered the considered the ieply of the institution vide letter daled 27.08.2014,

ionlOie Hign Court of Andhra Pridesh order dated 20 03 2013' 04 03 2014' &

t i.oo.zot a-oecioed that, the Law is clear on this issue. The supreme court has

"Go 
lir"n specific direciions. Once 'recognition' is given. by NCTE' the. afftliating

[o&".nurL #ti"t". tt tn"y have any problem, they have to lake it up with NCTE In

tni"'""t", the High Court has also ieiterated this position ln their reply to our show

"rr* 
nirtia", t"he institution has clarified that all the actions were taken in

.orpfirn"" oi tn" gign Court order. The State Government and the SCERT will'

therefore, be well advised to comply with the High Court order'

As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the School Education Department

on 07.11.2015.

A letter was sent to the Director SCERT on 07 .12.2015 regarding continuation of

affiliation for the academic year 2015-2016.

The institution has submitted its written representation on 22.07 .2015 along with DD

ot ns. t,SO.OOOI- bearing no.516522 da1*,A 21.07.2015, online application.for shifting

;f ;;;;;; and somE documents with requesting to shift the building from

Maisammaguaa, Gundlapochampally medchal Mandal, Rangareddy to Kompally

Medchal Mandal, Rangareddy District

A letter received from the institution on 10 05 2016 stating as under:

"this is kind teminder requesting you to make inspection for shifting CMR

tnstitute of Elementary ieachei Education (D El Ed) premises which was

submifted to your good on 01 .09 2015.

The next academic year is going to staft very soon Therefore to avoid

impediments in this iegad I iequest you to kindly make the rnspecfions as

eady as Possible.

Note:Theinstitutionhassubmittedanotherwrittenrepresentationon0l.09.20l5
ffi *iin Land aocuments, BCC, BP and affidavit for Sy.No 126 at Kompally in

iiroi, ot Ma a Reddy Educational society, which is not matching with earlier

submitted shifting Proposal

The SRC in its 3.l4th meeting held on 27th -28th May, 2016 considered the matter and

it has decided as under:

This is a case of request for shifting.
It is the same as thatLand document iven is of a different Socie
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3 Jr?lnorr*", of recosnition.

As oer the decision of SRC' show cause notice was issued to the institution on

;; d6:id; 
"T#i*tiirti". nr" submitted its written representation on 07.06.2016

given in Sl.No.
lssue ScN for

along with document

The SRC in its 320rh meeting held on 1gih to 20th September 2016' considered the

matter and decided as under

matter and decided as under:

1. Title is clear.

The title deed has unattested over writings' Ask them to submit the

clear original document or its certified copy

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

30.09.20',l6.

The institution submitted written representation on 26 09 2016 its stated as under:

"...C.M.R.tnstituteofElementaryTeacherEducation(D'El'Ed)has
iiitii"i t., shifting oi it" p'"^i""1 l1o.1n 

Gundtapochampaltv to

tidiiinv on 01.og.loil a'na inctosea a the required documents for

your kind Perusal.

Whereas in Decision of 320th SRC meet'ng at SRC 
'vCfE 

Bangalore
'i;;n; ;; i-i6t\1;iainer 2016 has diiected us t submit certiried

coPY I land documents'

Nowlamherewithenctosingtheceftifiedcopyof.Malla.Reddy,
Educational Society iia docluments (Document No: 6415 of 2015)

cettified from the 
"oiiin"'t 

authority for your kind perusal' Kndly

consider the case."

The institution submitted original certified copy of land document submltted

ln meantime, the institution submitted its written representation on 27 10 2016 &

06.12.2016.|t's stated as under:

"...fhis is kind reminder requesting you to make inspection-for shifting

C.M.R tnstitute ot etiientary T6icner Education (D.El.Ed) premise

ihich was submitted to your good on 01'09'2015'

The next academic year is going to start very soon- Therefore to avoid

,'ni'iii"ii."nt" i, ii; i"s"7a t requesi vou to kindtv make the

iniPections as early as Possible'

Herewith enclosing the shifting details of the college once again'"'

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

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

Land area required is 2428 sq.m trs. 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 reply along with document on

03.o2.2017.

The SRC in its 330th meeting held on 12th & 13th February,2017 considered the

matter and the Committee decided as under:

1. Their reply to our SCN covers all points except the FDR' They haveto

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,online mode and inspection fixed

between 07.03.2017 to 27 .03.20174. lnspection of the institution was conducted on

24'03.2017&25'03.2olTandVTreportalongwithdocumentsandoriginalCD
received on 28.03.201 7.

The SRC in its 335th meeting held on 1'lth & 12rh April, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

1.

2.

3.

4.1

4.2
5.1

5.2
5.3

Title is clear. Land area is adequate.

LUC is in order.
EC is in order.
BP is in order. Built-up area shown is 3500 sq.mts.

BP, however, is in photocopy form. Original is required'

BCC is not approved by competent authority.

Type of roofing is not indicated.
euitt-up 

"rea 
shown is 3500 sq.mts. This is adequate for B'Ed (2)

& D.Er.Ed.(1)
FDRs are required in original, in joint account, with 5 year

6

va d itv @ 7+5 akhS fo ( each u n t n each cou rse

7.1 Latest a rove d Facu sts fo f both B Ed & a re
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RemarksWritten representationst. Deficiencies

7.2

7.3

L

required.
b'.Ed.'i""rftv list should be approved by the University and not

by SCERT.
ilttr-rft" should have photographs and should be submitted in

original.
lssue SCN accordinglY.

Principal is qualified.

There is no faculty in Perspectives' Two Asst' Profs are

required.

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 '

TheSRCinits34l"lmeetingheldonl5th&16lhJune'20lTconsideredthematter
and decided as under;

l. Their reply to our SCN is specific and categoric'

2, lt satisfactorily covers all the points except submission of

Faculty list (in original) for o'El'Ed'

3. Permit shifting.

lsuue the formal order in writing only after collecting the

f"crfiv-llt in original and getting the deficiencies therein

rectified:-

The certified copy of the original, submitted in 2015' shows the following

position:

(i)

( ii)

(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'

5.'l Thereafter, issue a new FR giving the new address'

5.2 lssue a copy to the SCERT for their record and reference'

5.3 After that close the file.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC letter was sent to the institution on 29'06 2017

Now, the institution submitted reply along with documents on 03 07 2017 and stating

as follows;

4

90

N
++/.i\
(S. Sathyamf

Chairman'

u/1



pointed out bY

SRC

No

submitted 1+ 7

original faculty list

with photographs

approved by the

Director, ScERT.

The institutionO.El.Ed faculty

original for D.El.Ed

herewith enclosed.

list tn

ts
It satisfacto

covers all the

points excePt

submission of

Faculty list (in

original) for

D.Et.Ed.

rily2

They have n

appointed 2 facultY

i.e Asst.Profs in

Perspectives.

ot

committee was

constituted bY

Telangana State

SCERT. According to

the GO's L.G.o. Rt.No.

39 Education (SE.Trg.1)

Department Dated:

18.01.2007.

2. G.O'Ms. No.92

Education (SE.TRG)

Oepartment Dated:

't 6.1 {.2007.

3. Notification No. F-51-

4/2014/NCTE/N&S

Dated: 16.12.2014 of the

Chairperson, NCTE,

Delhi along with a coPY

of Gazette of lndia

bearing No. 346 dated

01.12.2014. mentioned

in the reference of two

proceedings. The Staff

was approved bY the

Commiftee. 1 + 7

pattern is aPProved bY

the committee. Same if

. (CoPY ofexisting

Staff selection(ii) There is no

facultY in

Perspectives.
Two Asst.
Profs are

required.

4
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proceedings enclosed)

As stated by the

institution the Asst.

Prof (Maths) and

Asst. Prof

(Reg.Lang) name is

available in the

approved facultY

list.

ln the PedagogY GrouP,

one Asst. Prof (Maths)

R. Mahender and one

Asst. Prof (Reg.Lang)

J.Uma Devi are among

the approved facultY

list.

(iii) ln the
Pedagogy
Group, one
Asst. Prof
(Maths) and
one Asst.
Prof (ReS.

Lang.) are

required.

3

As stated bY the

institution the

Asst.Prof. (Phy.Ed)

name is available in

the approved

faculty list.

Asst. Prof (PhY.

E.Raja Gopal is in the

approved list.

Ed)4 (iv) Asst. Prof
(Phy.Ed.) is
required to
be appointed.

The Committee considered the above matter and has decided as

under:-

t.7

7.2

1.3

t.4

2.t

') ',

When the prescribed Faculty strength 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 I lz can be

rounded of to 1.

For Languages lVz canbe made into 2 (i'e', one for English and one

for Regional language).

This way, it will work out to 1+8.

They have onlY 1+7; which is 1 short.

They have nobody for Perspectives.That should be filled up'

They have not indicated the professional qualifications of any

faculty Members.

Issue SCN accordingly for removal of deficiency so that new R'O' at

the new address can be issued.
3
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ln the meanwhile, Permit shi4. fting.

Se th Ed cati S ety P ot N o 3b Th yaga raja Street Pud uche f ry lase
n u on oc

& P t, Ta u k & c ty P ud uche f ry D Stnct 60500 1 Pud ucherry
OS

ed fo of cosn on o Senth co eg e of P oUKhasa ra
app r

N 229t212 229t2l 1 2?8t2l p P ot 1 Vi anu I age Post
o

offeri
T k P d he ry c ty Puducherry 605 1 Pud ucherry ns

a u u uc r

cou rse of fou f yea rS fo r th a dem c yea r 20 1 6- I 7

d Qecti 1 4t the NCTE 1 9o3 to the Southern Re9 ona Comm ittee
u n e on

N t-TE th h on 27 05 20 I 5 The n S ituti on Su bm tted hard copv oI the
rou s on n e

application on 05.06.201 5.

The application was processed as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedures)

Regulaiions, 2014 notified by NCTE on 01 '12 2014 A letter was sent to State

Goiernment for recommendation on 12 06 201 5' followed by Reminder-l on

22.02.2016 and reminder ll sent on 30 1 '1 2016

Sub-clause (3) of clause 5 of Regulations' 2014 under Manner of making application

and time limit stipulates as under:-

"(3) The application shatl be submitted ontine electronically along with the

processing fee and scanned copies of required documents such as no
'objection 

certificate issued by the concerned affiliating body' While

"io.itting 
the apptication, it has to be ensured that the application is duly

signed bi the appticant on every page, including digital signature at

appropriate ptace at the end of the application"'

On careful perusal of the original file of the institution and other documents' the

application ofthe institution was found deficient as per Regulations' 20'14 as under:-

1. The institution has not submitted NOC from the affiliating body along

with aPPlication.
2.TheaDplicationisnotdulysignedbytheapplicantonalleverypages

of the hard copy of the online application'

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 rejection of application in the following ground:

l.NonSubmissionofNocissuedbytheaffiliatingbodyalongwith
apPlication.

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 21 10 201 S'The

institution submitted written representation on 19 11 2015

SRCAPP246B

Senthil College of

Education,

PuducherrY

BSc.B.Ed

2 Units
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The SRC in its 29 meeting held on 28 -30 November and 01 December 2015

considered the documents submitted by the institution along with institution's reply

dated

19-1 1-2015 to the show cause notice and decided as under:

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 reject the aPPlication.

The sRC in its 300th meeting hetd on 29th -3oth January, 2016 decided as follows:

"Keeping in mind the over'alt public interest, the committee revised irs

eartier siand to reject all cases of non-submission or delayed submission of

NOCs, and decided to reopen and prccess all such reiected cases by

accepting NOCi even now irrespective of their dafes of'ssue"'

As per the direction of SRC, application was processed and placed before SRC in its

303'd meeting held on 15th February 2016. The Committee considered the matter

and decided as follows;

1 . Contiguity with existing B.Ed.

2. Discrepancy in Sy'no' ln land and other documents'

3. Built up area is inadequate for existing and proposed programmes

4. BCC is not approved by competent authority

5. Cause ComPosite lnsPection

6. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

7. Ask whether they want BA;B.Ed or B.Sc;B.Ed

As per the decision of sRC, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and vT

memberson22.02.2016,Thelnspectionoftheinstitutionwasconductedon
20.02.2016 and VT report along with documents was received o 22'02 2016'

The SRC in its 305th meeting held on 25th & 26th February, 2016 considered the VT

report and other relevant documents and decided as under:

1. lnadequate built uP area

2. CD is working
3. lssue SCN accordinglY.

Before issuance of show cause notice, the institution submifted its written

representation on 01.03.20'1 6.
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The SRC in its 306 meet ing held on 01 -04 Iv']a rch, 2016 considered the

ow cause notice for
institutions written representation and decided to issue sh

rejection for the following ground;

1. The time given by NCTE (HO) till 30'05'2015 only for the existing course

;;;";;J 
-uy tne npno' we cannot take that into consideration'

The built-up area available is adequate. only for the existing courses'

ir"" if tn"V surrenaei-i unit ot o.'et'ea' even then' the area available

will not be idequate for the proposed courses'

2. The court order is yet to be received' ln any case' in the normal

course, it is reasonable to assume that the court will deal only with

*naiis'penaing before it and not any new applications'

3. That being so, the two new applications-B'Sc;B'Ed and B'Ed-Al-are not

maintainable'

Accordingly, show cause notice was issued to the institution on 20 05 2016 The

institution has submitted its reply along with court order on'13 06 20'16'

The institution submitted written representation on 12 07 '2016 requesting to give

three months time for conducting the required built up area for B SC B Ed course'

TheSRCinits3lTthmeetingheldon2Tth&2SlhJuly,2016consideredtheshow
cause notice reply and decided as under;

1. They have D.El.Ed (2 units, B'Ed(2 units)' They want B'Sc'B'Ed (1 unit)
' 

;il' a.ea-Ar.tr ,;titi. itt" tot"l required 
.. 
built-up area will 

-be
tibtoizooo*stio+1sooi 6000 sqms' As against th.is they have only 377.2

Iq.". itt"V want time tiil Sept io complete the additional area required'

2. Time is given till 30 SePt 2015'

3. Let them add the consiruction and approach us thereafter'

Before issuance of letter to the institution' the institution submitted written

representation along with relevant documents on 05'08 2016'

The SRC in its 323'd meeting held on'161h to 18th November 2016' considered the

matter and decided to issue show cause notice on the following grounds:

1. Their contentions about the built-up-area requirements are not correct'

i. rii"v need 2oO0 (ror o.eLeO-z units) + 20oo (for B'Ed-2 units) +500 (for

B.S; B.Ed-1 unit)+500 (for B'Ed-A'l-1 unit) 
--.

3. They have only Szzz-sq'mtrs' This will suffice only for D'El'Ed( 2 units)

+B.Ed (1 unit) or vice versa.
The existin courses

4 There is no sco for a new course.
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ttremselves have to be the Preuned.

5. lssue SCN accordinglY

Accordingly Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution on 30 11 2016

The institution submitted its written representation for scN on 09.12.2016 and

stating as under;

"t am to refer to the minutes of the meeting of SRC cited (8) above and to

state that no reply based on the above, has been received by us from your

office and our society would come forward as detailed below'

1 . We withdraw our proposal of stafting B'Ed', Additional intake'

2. We will close r two un its of Diploma in Elementary E cation rse

ln case our new DroDosal is accepted. Students did not com forward to

otn D 1.Ed. ea ic 2012-13 nwards. have

adm d anv student in D.E1.Ed., from the academic 2012- 13 to till

date.
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3, We wilt continue our existing two units of B'Ed', programme and we

propose to starl two units oi B.Sc', B-Ed', and one unit of B'A', B'Ed''
'as permitted in Pope John Paul-tt College of Education, Puducherry' A

coiy of the affitiation order issued by the affiliating body, namely

eoiaicnerry lJniversity, Puducherry, to the aforesaid college is

enclosed ior ready ,eference. ln the circumstances stated above I

humbty request you sir to grant new recognition for the new courses as

debidd betow trom the aiademic year 2017-18 along with the existing

2 units of B.Ed., Programme. The Original orders granting NOC by the

Government of Pudicherry and Pondicherry llniversity have already

been submitted to Your office.

1 . B.Sc., B.Ed., (Maths)) - l unit
2. B.Sc., B.Ed., ( Computer Science) - 1 unit

3. B'A', B.Ed', (English) - 1 unit

The consttucted area as per the sRq NCfq Bangalore for the

aforesaid courses wilt be 500+ 5OO+ 2000= 30005q'mts' We have got

3772 Sq. mts of constructed area. our college has been inspected twice

by two different V.T teams. Our coltege is accredited by NAAC with 'B'

Grade, Proposal for withdrawat of two units of D'El'Ed" will be

s u b m itte d s e D a rate lv."

The sRC in its 325th meeting held on 19th to 20th December,2016 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1-\
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1.

2.

3.

4.

The request for B.Ed-Al (l unit) withdrarwal is accepted.

Refund FDRs, if any.
Close the case.
Thev have also reDorte that would sepa lv subm ittinq.

drawal I rforD .Ed 2 W it is ived n rssu

formal er abo dra

5. After action in the 2 cases described above, we can Process the

applications for the 3 courses'BA B.Ed (t unit), B .Sc.B.Ed (2 units).

As per the decision of the SRC, Recognition withdrawn order was issued to the

institution on 13.01.2017 for SRCAPP2466/B.Ed-Al course'

The institution has submitted representation on 30.01 2017 stating as under:-

,,lomtorefertotheminutesofthemeetingolsRccited(10)aboverelotingtooursenthil

College of Educotion, Puducherry & submit to stote thot

T.weoreinreceiptoftheorderNT.F,N}.SR1/N:TE/SR1APP2466/B'Ed.A\/Po/2016-
77/91061, dt 1j.01.2017 communicoting the decision of your ofJice to occept our

proposdt ol withdrowol ol B.Ed Al (1 unit)

2. As stated in ow letter cited (9) obove we ore submitting the li ed in opPlicdtion

from towdrds the closure ol our two units of D'El'Ed cource in our senthil Teocher

Training tnstitute (senthil Schoot of Educotion) Puducherry dlong with following

documents.

o) Copy ol the recognition order oJ NCrE, Bdngolore'

b) Copy of the recognition order ovoiloble in the website of

http srcn cte.in/qranted%20&2 0withdrown.htm

c)

d)

e)

f)

Copy of recently downlooded print cut of our website'

originol NOC hom the principol, DIET, Puducherry.

Resolution ol the society lor the closure of the Programme'

stotement obout the reoson for the closure ond completion of the progromme

ore avoiloble in the certiJicote issued by the principol, DiET, Puducherry'

Proof ol settlement of olt cloims ol Iocutty/stoff (Declorotion countersigned by

pr in ci pa l, Dl ET, P ud uche rrY.

Copy of Pon cord Society which hos been running the Senthil Teocher Troining

lnstitute.

s)

h)

j ln the circumstonces stoted obove, we will continue our existing two units of B.Ed units

of B.Ed progrommed ond we proposed to stort two units ol B',c, B'€d and one unit of

A.a, A.ea os permitted in Pope John Poul-tl College of Educotion Puducherr' A copy ol

the oJfilioting body, nomely Pondicherry University Puducherry to the oforesoid College

is enlbsed jor reody relerence t humbly request you sir to gront new recognition for

the new ciurses os deroiled below from the ocodemic yeor 2077-18 along with the

existing 2 units of B.Ed progromme.

1

2

3

. B.sc, B.Ed (Maths)- 1 Unit.

. BSc, 8.Ed (Computer sciene)- 7 unit.

. B.A, B.Ed (Enqlish)- 1 unit
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4. The constructed oreo os per the SRC, NCTE, Eongolore for the oloresoid courses will be

2OOO+5OO+5OO+500= j5OO Sq.mts. we hdve got 3772 5q'mts of constructed oreo'

5. The originol order grdnted NOC by the Government ol Puducherry ond Pondicherry

lJniversity hove olreody been submitted to your ofJice'

6. our college hos been inspected twice by two different V'T teoms'

7. Our college is occredited by NAAC with 'B' Grode.

8. Alt the required Jocilities ore mode ovoiloble, kindty gront recognition for two units of

B.sc B.Ed ond one unit of B.A, B.Ed os stoted ot pdro 3 obove dt the eorliest possible'

The sRC in its 329th meeting held on o6th to 07th February, 2017 and the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. They want B.Sc'B.Ed.(2 units) and B.A. B.Ed'( 1 unit)'

2. To ielease infrastructure for these new courses they have surrendered

D.El.Ed.( 2 units) and B.Ed.-A.|.(1 unit).

3. 1. Recognition for B.Ed.-A.|.(1 unit) has been withdrawn'

3. 2. Requ-est for closure of D-El'Ed.(2 units) has been received' Requisite

formaiities have been complied with. The request is accepted' lssue

withdrawal of recognition order.

4. ihereafter, proc"si the cases for B.Sc.B'Ed'(2 units) and B'A'B'Ed'(1

unit).
5. Put up on 12.2.17 .

ASperthedecisionofSRC,thedocumentsoftheinstitutionwereprocessedand
placed before the Committee in its 330rh Meeting held on 12th and 13th February'

2017 and the Committee decided as under :-

1. They have D.El.Ed( 2 units)

2. They have B.Ed ( 2 units)

3. They want B.A.B.Ed (1 unit)

4. They want B.Sc.B.Ed ( l unit)

5. They wanted B.Ed-A.l( 1 unit)

6. 1. The application for B.Ed-A.l ( 1 unit) has been withdrawn'

6. 2. A decision has been taken to permit closure of D EI Ed (2 units)

6. 3 This was done to retease infrastructure for the new courses

7. According to NCTE(HQ) clarification received now, no TEI can be give more

than 2 units for B.Ed.

8. Since the applicant already has B.Ed( 2 units), the applications for

B.A.B.Ed(1 unit) and B.Sc.B.Ed( 1 unit) cannot be maintained Reiect the

applications.
9. ln view of this new position, there will be no need for them to wind up

D.El.Ed ( 2 units). The permission given for its closure may therefore be

withdrawn. They can continue with D.El Ed ( 2 units)

Based on website information, the institution has submitted a representation in
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respect of the decision of meeting of SRC wnich is as under :-

"l am to invite a kind reference to the letters/ minutes cited above and to

state that our proposal of starting B Sc B Ed, two units B A'B Ed ' one unit

were properly processed and came to final decision, as per the minutes cited

above ( 33oth meeting of SRC) based on the reports submitted by us and the

reports submitted by two V,T.Teams appointed by the SRC'NCTE'

Bangalore.

As per the minutes cited (5) above' the points No 7 and 8 are reproduced

below for readY reference.

Point No.7, according to the NCTE(HQ) clarification received now' no

TEI can be given more that 2 units of B'Ed'

Point No.8 since the applicant already has B'Ed ( 2 units)' the applications for

B.A.B.Ed (1unit) and B.Sc.B.Ed( 1 unit) cannot be maintained' Reject the

applications.

The above decision needs reconsideration on the following grounds ;

1 Point No.7 relates to B.Ed course. Ours is for B Sc'B Ed and B A B Ed'

These two are different programmes for which the norms and standards are

available in the appendices - 4 and 13 respectively of the notification of the

NCTE dated 28th November 2014.

Therefore the new clarification said to have been issued by NCTE (HO) will

not apply to our programmes. Moreover' we have contacted Dr'Prabhu

Kumar Yadav, Under Secretary (Regulations) NCTE(HO),

New Delhi over his cell no 738'1106749 today and conflrmed from him that

no new clarification has been issued from NCTE(HQ) as stated by SRC

meeting minutes dated 12th and 13th February,2017 (SuNo20) in respect

of B.Sc.B.Ed and B.A.B.Ed

ln the circumstances stated above it is clear that no new clarification has

been issued by the NCTE (HO) relating to the starting of B Sc B Ed and

B.A.B.Ed.

2 t S a k nown fact tha nearlY five h ouSAnd B co legeS n ou r CO u

h been s ta nted recog n ition start B Ed and B B Ed a onsa e
tte

Ed 2 u n its fo the past tlvo yea rS by a th four comm eS

NCTE,
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3 Therefore k nd v reconSIde o U r propoSA fo r the of recosn on to Sta

B J B Ed and B B Ed ( 1 n the Co eg of Educa tion

cl
P duche ry from the academ c yea I 20 1 7 1 8 nd a ISo accept ou r OS u (e

U
offe fl

Teach T(a n ng Schoo of n

D E Ed 2 u n tS) aS accepted by SRc N CTE Bansa o n th

29th eti ns dated 6th and 7lh Febru ary 20 No Po n No
me

SRC in its 330th Meeting considered the letter dated 10 02 2017 of NCTE Hqrs

regarding clarification on certain points with regard to NCTE Regulations' 2014 in

reipect of four year integrated course and decided as under :-

1. Noted

2. Give copies of the NCTE circulars to all Members'

3. The clarijication regarding - 4 year integrated course requires review Shri

Chaturvedi i.e U.S(NCTE), will pursue with HQ'

4. The clarification regarding addl intake in D P S E/D El Ed/B Ed covers too

many variations of the 3 courses SRO to put up a comparative tabular

chart.

lnviewoftheabove'ane-mailWassenttoNCTE-HqrSseekingclarificationinthe
matter on 21.02.2017 .

ln response to this office mail dated 21'02 2017 , a clarification letter dated

22.02.2017 is received from NCTE-Hqrs stating as under :-

"t am directed to refer to your emait tetter dated 21'02'2017 on the

atreadv havino a 2 vear B.Ed course."

The SRC in its 332nd meeting held on 28rh February to 3 March' 2017 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. Too many proposals. Too many changes'

2. Some conius'ron has been added by an error in the indication of our

calculation of built-up area required'

3, The final position Gan be represented as follows:'

(i) B.Ed.(2 units) ] 2000 sq'mts'

to continue"""' J (required)

2000 sq.mts.
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(ii) D.El.Ed.(2 units)
to stand withdrawn )



as already ordered..... (saved)

(iii) B.Ed..-Al(1 unit)..'....'.(sav:jO sq'mts'

(iv) B.SC.B.Ed.(1 unit).....".. 1500 sq'mts'

(New) (required)

(v) B.Sc.B.Ed..-Al(1 unit)'.. 500sq.mts'

(New) (required)

4.',|

(vi) B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit)...... 1500 sq'mts'

(New) (required)

Two things have to be clarified here-they have listed 2 B'Sc'B'Ed'

courses separately as independent units' The 2014 Regulations

refer only to B.Sc.B.Ed' as a recognized integrated course' There is

no subjlctwise listing. That being so, we can sanction only

B.Sc.B.Ed.(1 unit); and, B.Sc'B.Ed.'A'l'( 1 unit)'

The surrender of D.El.Ed'( 2 units) and B'Ed'-A'l'( 1 unit) will release

only (2OOO+5OO) 2500 sq'mts. of built up area'

B.Sc.B.Ed.(1 unit) will require 1500 sq'mts'

B.Sc.B.Ed.-A'1.(1 unit) will require 500 sq'mts'

B.A.B.Ed.(1 unit) will require 1500 sq'mts'

4.2

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

6.

ln other words, there will be a shortfall of '1000 sq'mts'
mismatch ofLet them this corrected osition: u nde rsta nd the

built- rea nd ma err tce urs

7, Let them be assured that there was no attem pt to fool them bY

referring to any non-existent clarification from NCTE(HO)' lf it
comestothattheirstandcaneasilybeshowntobefactually
incorrect.

As per the decision of the SRC, a letter was issued to the institution on 08 03 2017

BasedonthewebsiteinformationofthesRcdecision,theinstitutionhassubmittedareply

on 07.03.2017

The SRC in its 333'd meeting held on 24rh March, 2017 and the Committee

considered the matter and decided as under:

1. The have accepted tht the proposals have to be trimmed'

2. lnstead of considering B.Sc.B'Ed'(1 unit) & B'Sc'B'Ed''A'l'(l unit)' we

can straight away sanction B.Sc'B'Ed'(2 units) in addition to the

existing B.Ed.(2 units).
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Remarksst.

No

Deficiency
pointed out

by SRc

lnstitution written

representation

Faculty

list
Original of

Faculty list

submitted

Faculty list

approved

faculty list

approved/

not

approved

The Faculty

list is

examined:

-lt is

approved

bya
nominee

I am enclosing a copy letter along with the

enclosu.es cited (vi) above for ready

reference.

They have replied as follows

1

3. Built-up area available is adequate'

4. lssue LOI for B.Sc.B.Ed.(2 units).

As per the decision of SRC, a lefter of intent was issued to the institution on

17.04.2017. The institution submitted LOI reply on 28.04.2017.

The LOI reply was placed before SRC in its 3381h meeting held on 01't to 2nd May,

2017 the Committee considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. Their Lol reply is seen.

2. The Faculty list is examined:

- lt is approved by a nominee of the University and not by the

Registrar.
- lt has to be ensured that there is no overlap with the Faculty lists

of their old B.Ed.(2 units) and D.El.Ed.(2 units) courses.

- The staffing pattern is in order.

3. FDRs have been given.

4. They have to give FDRs in original, in joint account, with a 5- year

validity@ 7+5 lakhs for each unit of each course, including their old

running courses of B.Ed.(2 units) and D.El.Ed.(2 units)'

5. lssue SCN accordingly.

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

09.05.2017. The SCN reply was received on 22.05.2017 the matter (agenda) was

deferred case.

Now, the institution has submifted again SCN reply on 07.06.2017and stating as

under:-

L02

\
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We have again personally met the Vice-

Chancellor & Registrar, Pondicherry

University, Puducherry and explained the

need for the signature of lhe Registrar in

the staff profile (Annexure lll of NCTE)



ApprovedWhether

approved

on each

page or

not

1+16=17No. of

faculty as

per norms

of the

course

Registered

by

Pondicherry

University

Puducherry

- 605014

Date of

approval

of the

University

and not

by the

Registrar.

- lt has to be

ensured

that there

is no

overlap

with the

Faculty

lists of

their old

B.Ed.(2

units) and

D.Er.Ed.(2

units)

courses.

- The staffing

Pattern is

in order.

FDRs have

been given
2

As per our records t

institution has submitted

the following FDRs

he

Original

FDRS

subm ifted

Education, Puducherry is having

afiiliation to B.Ed., Course, they

approve the additional staff for

B.Ed., courses.

ii. Since the NCTE Permits, the

Pflncipal and Academic,

administrative & technical statf of

one teaching Programme can be

shared with other teaching

programmes in the same college.

Norms and standards for B.Ed., Course

Appendix (4), Page No 118 Note given

below 5.3.

Norms and standards for B.ScB.Ed,

Course Appendix (,l3), Page No. 168'

Note given below 5.3

iii. As per the Academic calendar of

the Pondicherry University, they

mention the B.Sc.B.Ed., / B.A.B.Ed.'

(4 year integrated course) as

B.Ed., lntegrated Course.

(copy enclosed for ready reference)

As such the authorities of

Pondicherry University have decided

to approve the statf list as BEd.,

Programme.

We have appointed the following staff

in the places mentioned against

eech.

sl.
no in

the

flrst

staff

list

Name of the

steff in the first

list with

Designation

Name of

the New

staff

replaced

with

Designation

6 MrM
Elangovan,

Assistant

Palani

Assistant

Senthil College ofi. Since our

They have to

give FDRS in

original, in

joint account,

with a 5-

year

validity@

7+5 lakhs for

each unit of

each course,

3
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Professor in

English

tnprofessor

English

Dr. P

Ananthaku

maran

Physical

Director

Nizamuthen.

Physical

Dierctor

15

Origi

nal

of
FDR

of
Rs.

7.00

Lakh

s

sub
mitte

d

Origin

al of
FDR

of Rs.

5.00

Lakhs

submi

fted

Original

Photoco

py of

the

FDR of

Rs. 5

lakhs +

7 lakhs
Mr. Rahul K

Raveendra

n

Assistant

Professor

(Performing

Arts)

16 i,Ir. S

Janarthanan,

Assistant

Professor

(Performing

Arts in Music)

Or. K.

Senthilnath

an

Assistant

Professor

(Visual/Fine

Arts)

M.s. C

Rajesvary

Assistant

Professor

(VisuaUFine

Arts)

17

00
U5

Jb
6

00
10

12
E

00
10

12

6

00
10

15

7

0010
123
0010
124
0005
365

FDR I

fuc
Number

Joint

Alc

Joint

A/c

Whethe

r in

single

or joint

A/c

25
u5.

20
15

24.

04.

20
17

24.

04

24.O

4.20

24.O

4.20
17

25.0
5.20
15

Date of

issue

The service of staff mentioned in the first

list Sl. No. 6, 15. 16 & 17 will be utilised

for teaching programmes of the same

Senthil College of Education. Therefore

their afildavits, namely the new staff are

submitted with this letter.

ln the circumstances stated above and in

view of the observations made bt the SRc

meetings Number. 330 to 338 for different

institutions. our Senthil College of

Education, Puducherry is eligible to get

the recognition order starting four year

integrated coursed B.ScB-Ed (two units)

from the academic Yeat 2017-18

onwards. Kindly grant recognition

immediately.

including

their old

running

courses of

B.Ed.(2

units) and

D.Er.Ed.(2

units).
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20
17

02.
05.

20
17

25
05.

20
20

. 24.

04.

20
22

04
20
22

02.o

6.20

22

24.0
4.20
22
24.0
4.20
22
25.0
5.20
20

Date of

Maturity

lndia

n

Bank

lndian

Bank

Name

of

issuing

Bank

Accordingly, as per the direction a modified agenda prepared'

The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and has

decided as under:-

L. The case now relates only to B'Ed'(z units) Existing and

B.Sc.B.Ed.(2 units) New'

2. We will process the new application for B'Sc'B'Ed' in general' No

subiect specification wilt be indicated' As stated in the NCTE

Regulations, it is for the affiliating University to decide how many
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students will be allocated for which subjects. As directed bY the

NCTE(HQ, we will confine our processing to the B'Ed' part of

B.Sc.B.Ed.

3, That being so, whether the University issues NOC for B'Sc' B'Ed' in

general or B.Sc. B.Ed. subiectwise is not of our concern' That is a

matter to be settled between the University and the applicant'

4.1 The Faculty list is to be approved by the University before our

recognition. The list submitted by the applicant,with the approval

ofthe University, will be taken by us to be in the context (and part)

of the appticant's case under consideration'

4.2Tobespecific,theapprovedFacuttylistsubmittedinthiscasewill

have to be for B.Sc.B.Ed. even if the endorsement reads as

'approved for B.Ed".

5.1 Facultv list for B'SC.B'Ed.3

(i) They have a total of17.

[ii) The list is approved by the University.

(iii) ln Perspectives Group, 4 are required whereas they have only 3'

oneAsst'Prof.fromPedagogyofSocialSciencecanbeshiftedtofill
up this gaP.

(iv) In the Pedagogy group, For 'Maths' as against 3 required, only 2

are there. One Asst. Prof. (Maths-Pedagogy) is required'

5.2 Faculty list for B.Ed.

(i) The list available is very old. Many members would have even

superannuated.

(ii) Latest approved list is required.
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6, Issue SCN accordinglY.

Shrl Gurushan tappa Jawa I Memorla Trust, Gulba fga Karnataka

had Subm Itted to an app cation to the Southern Re onal Comm ttee ofNCTE for

grant of recogn o 11 to Shr I Gu rushan tappa Jawati Memorla Trust

Res den tta Co llege of Educat on Pattan Pattan Gu barga

D lstrict' Karnataka for conducting (B.E d) course of on vear duration th an

annual of 1 00 and was granted recognltlon on 03 0 I 2006 rh

condition of Shift to its own premises/ building within three years from the date

of recognition on 03.01.2006 (in case the course is started in rented premises).

on 09.02.2015, an affidavit from the Principal ofthe institution dated 02.02.2015

was received regarding adherence to NCTE Regulations, 201 4'

Revised order was issued to the institution on 18.05.2015 with an intake of i00

students for two basic units of 50 students each.

on 06.07.2015 a letter was received from the institution dated 06.07.2015

requesting for one basic unit for B.Ed Course'

A Corrigendum was issued to the institution on 09'07'2015 for one unit of B'Ed

course.

On27.07.2015 a letter was received from the institution as under:-

"I am very much thankful to National Council for Teacher Education

Southem {egional committee Bangalore, for granting revised Recognition-

to Shri. Guiushantappa Jawali Memorial Trust Residential College of

Education, Pattan Tai;k, Gulbarg District for conducting 1 Basic Unit from

the academic Year 2015-16.

As per your direction letter to maintain basic infrastrure for one basic Unit'

I am herewith submitting, Land & Building documents, Encumbrance

certificate,LandUsageCertificate,Buildingplan,Approvedstafflist'
recognition of revised order

F.SRbNCTE/APSOl 886,ts.ED/KN201 5 169672 dated: 09.07 201 5 "

The Southem Regional Committee in its 315s meeting held during lTth& 18th

June, 2016 conJidered the letter dated 27.07 2015, and documents of the

institution, and decided as under:

Shri

Gurushantappa

Jawali Memorial

Trust Residential

College of

Education,

Gulbarga,

Karnataka

APSO18B6

B.Ed

l Unit

707
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intake students



I
2

J

4

5

6

Title deed is in order.

EC and LUC are in order.

BP and BCC are in order. BP does not give details of built-up area BCC

shows inadequate builtup area. It also shows use ofasbestos sheets'

Original FDRs and Latest Faculty List are not given'

Processing fee not Paid.

Collect fei and cauie inspection for shifting B.Ed (1 unit)' It is to be noted

that although they are proposing 'shifting', the documents refer to the

same location.

Ask VT to collect all relevant documents and check on adequacy of built-

up area.

A letter for inspection was issued to the institution on 12'07 '2016'

Theinspectionoftheinstitutionwasconductedon03.09.20l6andvisitingteam
report was received by this office on 10.09.2016'

The SRC in its 339fi meeting held cluring 22nd - 23'd May,2017 considered the

VT Reporl and decided as under:-

"1. This is a RPRO shifting case.

2.1 It is not clear where they want to shift'

2.2 Available information indicates that they want to move into a new

building at the same location.

3.1 The old building has only asbestos roofing' The BCC very clearly

and categorically points this out.

3.2 It is not clear how they got recognition and how they have been

functioning all along'

3.3 'Asbestosi is considered to be extremely harmful to health and is

totally banned.

4. There is nothing on record to show the present status of the new

building. We cannot process this case in this ambiguous back ground'

5.1 Irrespictive of othei considerations, we have to take severe adverse

noticeoftheircallousattitudetowardsthewelfareofstudentsand
teachers exposed to the vulnerability of being badly affected by the

'asbestos' roofing. Accordingly, we decide that running the B'Ed'

course in the old building should be hatted at the completion

ofthe 2016-17 academic session' They shall not make any new

admissionsfor20lT.l8unlessacceptablealternativearrangements
are made available, with prior approval of NCTE, for continuing

the B.Ed. course.

7

5.2 It must be reco ized that resence of 'asbestos' even in the
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pty of the institutionDeficiencies Pointed ou

in the SRC meetin
Sl No

This is not a shifting case

location, premises and other area and we

don't have an o inion about shifti

This is a RPRO

shifting case

It is shifted in same

premises and own land of trust building

iompletely mettle sheet full fledged self

sufficient building. ( for short term)

A letter from the Gram PanchaYat

Development OfIicer, Kalburagi dated

26,05.201'7 is submitted

san1elocation,
2.1 It is not clear where

they want to shift

As per your observation we want to s

in new building in same location, same

premises and own land of trust building

as per NCTE and affiliating University

diriction completely full proof RCC

newly constructed building. (

construction work under

hift

S

2.2

The old building has asbestos roo

early years from 2015-16 academic year'

We are conducting course in mettle sheet

building in same location' in same

Survey number of land of trust in same

for short term uremrses. to

fing inThe old building has

only asbestos roofing.

The BCC verY clearlY

and categoricallY

points this out.

3.1

erghb h d of the new bu itdin wil be obJ ectiona In other
n our oo

on co mp etion of the 1 0 I6-1 1 academ c vc i r the

fi us t be comp etely d ls mantled and phys ca ly moved
roo n m

t. Th d can that the ne\v build n has to be tota ly sclf
ou ls ou m

6

sufficient.
Students in the 2nd year of B.Ed', if they cannot be accommodated

as described above, will have to be shifted with the help of the

affiliating University, to some other nearby colleges'

Issue SCfr accordingly. Ask for their response urgently' Put up in the

meeting on 15 June 17."
7

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

on 30.05.2017.

The institution has submitted Show Cause Notice reply on 08 06'2017'
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in any other
1

Available
information indicates

that they want to

move into a new

building at the same

location
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words, immediatelY
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com Ietion of new buildin

We got recognition as Per NCTE and

university norms
It is not clear how

they got recognition

and how they have

been functioning all

alon
We agree with yo

harmful to health o

ur consideration it is

f students and teacher.

So we have provided good and suitable

mettle sheet Proof building

'Asbestos' is

considered to be

extremely harmful to

health and is totally

banned.

The present status of new

are started new building as per NCTE

new no(ns and work going under

progress.

building weThere is nothing on

record to show the

present status ol the

new building. We

cannot process this

case in this ambiguous

back und

4

course conducting in new mettle sheet

building not in old building asbestos

roofing. And the new admission of2017-

18 batch we start in new building in a

same location, same premises own land

of trust with your permission continued

the academic course of2017-18

The current batch of 2016-17 academicIrrespective of other

considerations, we

have to take severe

adverse notice of their

callous attitude

towards the welfare of
students and teachers

exposed to the

vulnerability of being

badly affected by the

'asbestos' roofing.

Accordingly, we

decide that running

the B.Ed. course in

the old building

should be halted at the

completion of the

2016- 17 academic

session. They shall

not make any new

admissions for 2017 -

18 unless acce table

5.1

110
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altemative

alrangements ate

made available,

with prior approval of
NCTE, for continuing

the B.Ed. course.

into full mettle sheet building and we

have self sufficient area to conduct

course

dilready h callS1andtle sman vp vA
ertedfin contos roof beAS Se uo otmo

It must be recognized

that presence of
'asbestos' even in the

neighbourhood of the

new building will be

objectionable. In other

words, immediatelY

on completion of the

2016-17 academic

year, the asbestos

roofing must be

completely dismantled

and phYsicallY

moved out.

This would mean that

the new building has

to be totally self

sufficient.

5.2

lab, library and others in favour of

student and staff consideration.

havabo

edbscndno S anduS estiurAs yoper
dandedVI odoe roe 1ntS ppo

andInSroodan staffe AScl stasul b

Students in the 2nd

year of B.Ed., if theY

cannot be

accommodated as

described above, will
have to be shifted

with the help of the

affiliating UniversitY,

to some other nearbY

coll es.

6

respond your show cause n

shown and relevant

documents submitted.

ti
gardingmay
ti

rti

2322CRfo Semuro 33 9 ngS erp v
wereueSS7 SCN02
veboas aceo

noSupp

7 Issue SCN

accordingly. Ask for

their resPonse

urgently. Put uP in the

meeting on 15 June

17
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Detaits of the documents suhmittedDocuments
submitted

sl.
No

course upto completion new RCC building'

2) The student of 2nd year academic 2016-17 batch

we provided good Class Rooms, Staff Room,

Library, and other self sufficient room for

conducting course.

3) The new RCC building work under progress we

complete its end of the 2017 Yeat.

4) The current status of new RCC building

construction work under continue progress building

plan building completion construction permission

and tax paid receipt copy enclosed.

5) The old building completely dismantle and

moved in new building and the building fully self

s-,rm"i"n, to continuJ 2016-17 2nd year student

course.

6) We shall not making any admission without your

permission for the year 2Ol7 -18 academic batch and

after the completion new RCC building we start the

process with proper approval from you'

7)The after completion of the new RCC building we

send report and relevant documents, building plan

(BP), building completion certificate (BCC), land

use 
'documents 

(LUC) and Encumbrance certificate

(EC) and others.

our 2014withand obe8

xistiecti
smantdiuil

buifing
modi

o dfinroostbe Soasnefo theno)obj
eetecomweoC eBf Ed vC)

pb gding
balc tchacadem02 5 6ar erdI ln eoforo

ete andsh runnlngettlmefi dweand

We co letel

Affidavit1

Details of the Document subm itted:

1L2

r\
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9) Hence view of the above facts and documents the

reply will be enough for the above said kindly

accept as same.

10) The regarding show cause notice reply by

institutions as below Chairman and Principal.

Hence, this affidavit is sworn this the 6th day of

NCTE Norms and Standards Resolution.

June 2017 at Kalab

Sri. GurushantaPPa Jawali

Memorial Trust (R) Rural

Residences College of
Education

Name and address

of
Society/Trust/Instit

ution
Not mentionedPlot area,/land area

G.F 702.00Sqmt

F.F 702.00 Sqmt

Total Built uP area-

1404 mt

Total built-up area

valDate of a
Panchayat DeveloPment

Officer, Gram PanchaYat

Town, Kalburagi

Name

designation

approving

authori

and

of

Original blue Print of the bu

As per building plan the built up area is not as

per NCTE norms for offering B.Ed course.

submitted.

ilding plan is not

As pe

Multi
uil nd n athf beoh otoc othr pe vpp

ba e.nls to a am an Hr aSeHae ilosu

2 Building
Plan (

Photocopy

submitted)

Photocopy of the BCC

Panchayath DeveloPment

approved by the Gram

Officer, Kalaburgi Taluk

dated 26.05.2017 is submitted.

Building
Completion

Certificate

3
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Labs,

As per BCC, the asbestos roofing is modified into

full fledged tin mettle sheet from the academic

vear 2015-16.
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Building completion certificate app

Government Engineer in the Presc

roved by the

ribed format

is not submitted.

Temporary roofing shown in the photograp

the college buitding. As per Regulations 201

temporary roofing is allowed

hs of
4, no

buildin

Photograph

s of the

College

1, This is a classic case of violation of all the building norms'

2, For 10 years, they have functioned in temporary structures

without bothering about proper adherence to the infrastructural

requirements as prescribed in the Regulations'

3. But for the RPRO exercise, taken up in the context of the Supreme

Court driven revision of the 2009 Regulations, this case could not

have come to light.

4. Even after our intervention in May 17, they have not taken issues

seriously. Merely by replacing 'asbestos' roofing by tin-metal

roofing they claim to have fulfilled the requirement of providing a

permanent structure without any temporary fixtures' This shows

!14

(S. Sathyam)

Chairman

r

Ct\-A-4

4

Remarks:-
f 1 O"iginul blue print of the building plan is not submitted'

Zi .qs 
"per 

builtling plan the built up area is not as per NCTE norms for

offering B.Ed course'

3) As pei the photocopy of the building plan Labs, Multipurpose Hall'

Seminar Hall is not available.

4) Building completion certificate approved by the Government Engineer in

the prescribed format is not submitted.

5) Temporary roofing shown in the photographs of the college building' As

per Regulations 2014, no temporary roofing is allowed

The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and has

decided as under:-



their casualness. And, the noncha lant manner of continuing with

the highly objectionable asbestos roofing for 10 years shows their

callousness.

5. Their response to our SCN is also reflective of their recalcitrance'

It will be difficult for any responsible Regulatory body to accept

such an arrangement.

6, In their reply, they have unhesitatingly admitted that they are still

continuing with the same temporary structures' Even in response

to our SCN, they have not given a properly approved BCC' And'

there is no indication of any plan to construct a new building'

T.lIntheresult,andforthereasonsgivenabove,wefindtheirreply

unsatisfactory and their response unacceptable' Accordingly' we

withdraw the recognition for their B'Ed' (1 unit) course w'e'f'

2016-17.

7.2 Students in the 2nd year of the course will have to be shifted, with

the help of the affitiating University, to some other nearby

colleges.

7,3 The applicant college shatl not make any new admissions in 2017 -

18.

8,1 Issue Formal orders accordingly.

8.2 Inform the affiliating University with a

enforcement of these decisions'

request for strict

tvt
offe

S noun e DveRet noE ud caofM
fo I nnonn itren dfaaS se na naastri TeM ad k D ct,saa daF

APS0024316.
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B Ed vide orde r dated 08 04 2003 ith cond ition th the institution shall

ition (in case thecoU rS
f

shift to its own Premises three Yea

course is started in rented premises)

he date o recog n

on 31,12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding

notification of new Regulatio'it ior a t""ring con19n] 
-9n 

their willingness for

irriiif i"g th" revised norms and standards before 31 10 2015'

The institution has submitted the affidavit for offering B Ed course with an intake

of 100 students on 03.02.2015

The SRC in its 276th meeting held on 7th-gtn January' 2015 decided to issue

pririi""ir'*."gnittn or.du""to tne existing institutions and the committee also

decided to maintaln a cnec-t< 

- 
list of- such cases for verification in

Oiiorerlruovember and for causing inspection'

Accordingly, a revised recognition

31 05.2Oi 5 with shifting condition.

order was issued to the institution on

Now, the institution has submitted its written representation on 20 07 2015 along

*ur.r tiiitii"s i,eeot nt.l,so,oo6)-b6 No oazoaa dated 10.07 2015 and relevant

documents.
Letter stated as follows

"....the NCTE Southem Regional committee was asked to submitthe

,;;;;;rl;;;r;imodatioi retated documents as per NCrE norms

2014.
Madam, our Society was taken own building and oyn oPen land.of
'i;;;;i;;; ,iii- ih zsaae si'rt 

'ao.". 
arei and the-open tand is

Tii.iiii-ai".-ine existing ai:bc euiwins accommodation is very

oood when compared to the previous-and it is.adiacent to the

"ir"irr"ilZ'riii;E;;ilr;; i";i and atso very neat to the bus stand'

Madam kindly consider to permit us to shift the college from
'iiiJiiti-i' 

c"ttege of Educition (B'Ed)'"N.ea.r Andhra Bank' Main

';;;';;,'";;;;s;;;;;i, Medak- Dist' (rentea aunding) to H'No' 3'57'

*
;;;;"", 

-i'ri 
N6. oazoea ditiJ rc'otiots Andhia Bank rs encrosed I

';;;;;;iZi iiiim"nts also enclose4 anv deficiencies documents

we witl submit within a *ui' So, kindty.is early possible send fo

iiri'iiri ti'ii"itiii ana i"sue order or change premises,'

The SRC in its 315rh meeting held on 17th- 181h June 20'!6' considered the matter

and decided as under:

B.Ed

of
Millenium

College

Education,

Medak,

Telangana
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1. Titte Deed is in order.
2. lnspection fee has been paid in full'
3. BCb, original FDRs and, latest Faculty list are not given'

5. LUC and EC are in order.
6. Cause lnspection for shifting B.Ed (2 units)'
7. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

ASperthedecisionofSRCaletterwasissuedtotheinstitutionon12'07.2016'

As per the decision of SRC, VT assigned through online procedures The

lnspectionoftheinstitutionwasconductedonog.,l0.20l6andVTreportalong
with documents and CD received on 13.10.2016.

The SRC in its 34lsrmeeting held on 15th & 16th June, 2017 considered the

matter and decided as under;

1. Title deed is a certified photocopy. Sy'No' is 26/ee2' Land area

of 3500 sq.mts. is adequate.

2. LUC is duly approved. But, the permission given is for

'commercial' purpose and not'educational''
3. EC is in order. But, the Sy.No. shown (26/D2) does not tally with

the Sy.No.(26/ee2) shown in the Gift Deed'

4.1 BP 
-is 

in order. Built-up area shown (2200'5 sq'mts) is

adequate.
4.2 Bul, the BP shows use of 'asbestos' roofing' This is not

permitted under Regulations.
5.f BiC is in order. Built-up area shown is (2367'7sq'mts)' This is

wrong because the '167.2 sq.mts. added is of ACC roofing' They

should add 2200+185.8 sq.mts(2385.8 sq'ms') is adequate' But'

this will be in excess of what is shown in the BP'

5.2. There arc '167.7 sq.mts. of ACC roofing in MP Hall which is

highly objectionabie. They should immediately remove the

'aibestos'- presence. This will need to be checked on the spot

at their cost.
6. FDRs are in order.
7. Faculty list is in order. Only Principal is not qualified: does not

have I years experience in a secondary teacher education

institution. Subject of Ph.D. degree is not mentioned'

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

29.06.2017.

Before issuance of letter, the institution submitted reply along with documents on

27.06.2017.

ttl
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Q R its 342 h d on & 0b Ju v 20 1 7 conS ide red he
n

tt d d c ded o s how cauSe notice fo r he fo lowi ng s roundS
m r an

1. Their reply to our SCN is acceptable on all points except one'

2.1. The objection about 'asbestos' roofing remains' lt is clear that

they have sufficient RCC roofing' But, it has to be ensured that

the 'asbestos' is removed from the site and not just from the BP'

2.2. 'Asbestos' has a very serious health hazard' That is why the

Regulations stipulate that they have to be totally removed even if

they are in areas beyond what is required for the course in

reference.

2.3. They must physically remove All the

site and give visual proof thereof'

3. lssue SCN accordinglY.

'asbestos' from the entire

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent to the

institution on 12.07 .2017 .

Now, the institution submitted its show cause notice reply along with documents

on 24.07 .2017 and stating as under;

st.

No

Deficiencies
pointed out bY

sRc

Written representat ton Remarks

2.3 They must

physicallY

remove All thc

'asbestos' from

the entire site

and give visual

proof thereof.

We have already

removed the asbestos

sheet. We herewith

submit the Photos for

proof. I request You to

kindly accept our request

and issue shifting order

for B.Ed 2 units.

The institution
submitted Photos
for proof and

letter regarding
not having anY

asbestos sheets
in the campus
approved bY

Asst. Engineer,
Gram
Panchayath'
Gummadidala.

TheCommitteeconsideredtheShowCauseNoticereplyandhas
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3.1 The new BCC confirms this position.

'Asbestos' roofs have all been removed.

3.2 Comparison of the old CD with the new photographs

endorse the position'

5. Issue a new R.O., at the new address,

Regulations.

Their reply is satisfactory.

further

7

.,

4, Permit shifting.

under the 2OL4

oe Pondicherry, Villianur MainLe Conseil D Administration De L ArchdioceseSRCAPP2Ol6

30099

B.A. B.Ed,

BSc.B.Ed

l Unit

A/^-i

Road,ReddiarpalayamTaluk,PondicherryCity&District-605010,Pondicherryhad
applied for grant of recognition to Pope John Paul ll College of Education,

Reddiarpalayam Village, villianur Main Road, Reddiyarpalayam City, Pondicherry

District-605010, Pondicherry for offering BA,B.Ed/B.SG.B.Ed-A| integrated course of

four years duration for the academic yeat 2017-18 under section 14l15 of the NCTE Act,

1993 to the Southern Regional committee, NCTE through on|ine on 31.05'2016.The

institution has submitted the hard copy of the application on 06'06'2016'

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

on 22.06.2016, followed by Reminder I on 01 .10.2016 and Reminder ll on

02.11'2016.NorecommendationreceivedfromtheStateGoVt.Theperiodof90
days as per Regulations is over. Hence, the application is processed'

As per public notice for 2017-18, there is no ban for BA B Ed/B Sc B Ed-Al

course in the State of Pondicherry.

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

The scrutiny of the application was considered by SRC in its 325rh meeting held

on 19th - 20th December, 2016, and the Committee decided as under;

I . The application is for Additional intake. Since the status of the basic

units themselves is in dispute, this application can not be

processed before setting the basic issue.

Pope )ohn Paul ll
College of

Education,

Pondicherry



ln their letter dt.3.10.2016, theY have sought (retrospective)

recognition for the 3 integrated courses run by them without NCTE

recognition.
1.1 SRC, has no authority to issue retrospective recognition

3.2. The three integrated courses in reference - B'SC' B'Ed (Maths)'

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

the NCTE list of approved courses before Notification of the 2014

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.

Theinstitutionhassubmittedrepresentationon05.0l.20lTregardingPu-
Extension of Provisional Affiliation for the B.Ed & B.Ed (lntegrated) course in

popeJohnPaulllCollegeofEducation,Puducherryfortheacademicyear20l6.
tt.

The institution has submitted replies to the Show Cause Notice along with

relevant documents on 09.01.2017 and 13 01.2017

The SRC in its 328th meeting held on 31"1 January, 2017 the committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

. 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

2

A letter dated 04.02,2017 received on 09.02.2017 from Mr' S P Veerappan'

Former state Vice- president Bharathiyar janatha Party regarding requesting for

probing irregularities in giving Affiliation- on Pondicherry University has

complaint alieging irregularities in grant of affiliation for 4 year integrated

courses in Pope John PaulJl College of Education

A complaint letter was received by this office on 13 03 2017 regarding Rampant

irregularities in the admission of 4 year integrated B Ed course at Pope John

Paul college on collusion with the authorities of Pondicherry University'

AletterwasaddressedtotheShriK.VChowdarycentralVigilance
Commissioner, New Delhi on 13.03'2017 seeking Veracity of the complaint the

same was returned undelivered on 15.03.2017
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Reply of the institution
Deficiency

Pointed out in

the SCN

sl.

No

Director, Southern Regional Committee(SRC),

National Council for Teacher Education (NCTE)'

Bangalore is drawn to the above-cited decision of

on the content of SCN to refuse recognition

"The kind attention of the Regulation

SRC,

1 The application

is for Additional

intake. Since

the status of the

basic units

On ZO.OI.ZOII an email was received by this office, trtcte Hqrs letter dated

17 .03.2017 and stating as under:-

"l am directed to the lo your letter No'SRO/NCTH

SRCAPP2OI6SOOI,/PU/2017 /91630 dated 07'02'2017 and the enclosures

such as the recognition order of the institution dated 23'03'1997 and

22.03.2000andtosaythattheconditionalrecognitiontolheinstitutionwas
grantedvideletterdated23.03.lggTunderceftainconditionswhichwereto
ie fulfilled by the institution. Again the institution was issued 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 session 2ooo-2001 under compliance fo sRC not tatter that 31'01.2000.

Now it is not clear to the NCTE whether the recognition of the institution

was continued further after 2ooo till 2014. No order of recognition is

enclosed with the documents provided by the SRC' However it is found

that the SRC has issued a order of recognition dated 30.05.2015. it appears

that this order of recognition has been issued after the year 2000 i'e after

passrng of 14 years. The Regionat committee needs to clarify whether the
'instituiion 

was issued any recognition order after 2001. If no then the

institution remains unrecognised from 2001 to 2014'

Aletterwasreceivedbythisofficeon2l,O3.2O|T,PondicherryUniversity,R'V
Nagar, Kalapet, puducherry a letter was addressed to the Mr S P Veerappan on

28.-n2.2017, regarding complaint alleging irregularities in grant of affiliation for 4

year lntegrated course in Pope John Paul-ll College of Education' Puducherry

An email & Hard copy (As per the decision of 325th meeting SCN reply) was

received by this office on 24.03 2017 from Pope John paul ll College of

Education and stating as under:-

721,
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themselves is in

dispute, this

application

cannot be

processed

before setting

the basic issue.

ln their letter dt.

3.'10.20'16, they

have sought

(retrospective)

recognition for

the 3 integrated

courses run bY

them without

NCTE

recognition.

2

J SRC, has no

authority to

issue

retrospective

recognition.

for the Four-year integra ted course (Additional

lntake) as well as treating the existing three

course as unrecognized, Also, we humbly bring to

your kind notice that the three lntergrated Courses

B.A.Ed., English Literature' B.Sc Ed., Mathematics

and B.Sc.Ed., Computer Science are permitted by

NCTE.

2. ln this context the following facts are submitted

for the consideration of your kind self -

a At the first instance the recognition was

granted by SRC for conducting one year

6.Ed., corrse from the academic session

1997-1998. (copy of Recognition Order dated

1 oth March 1 997 is at Annexure-l) Now the

permissible admission is 100.

c Then the institution applied for four years

lntegrated course and recognition wls
granled from the academic session 1999-

iooo (coov of order F/SRo/NCTE/1999-

2000/9317 dated 23'd August 1999 of SRC

attached - Annexure 3) The permissible

intake of students is 150 as per the order of

NCTE F.PN/SEC/SRO/NCTE/2004-05/3062

dated 1Orh MaY 2004 (Annexure - 4)

d. Now the institution has submitted a new

The three

integrated

courses in

reference

B.SC. B.Ed

(Maths),

BA.B.Ed(Englis)

and B.Sc, B.Ed

(Computer

Science) were

(5. Sathya

o,L\

b. Thereafter the institution had applied for

M.Ed., course and recognition was granted

with an annual intake of 15 from the

academic session 1997-1998 (copy of Order

of SRC Ref No'

F. PO/M. Ed/O 1 /SRO/NCTE/2000-2001 /808

dated 7th July 2000 is attached in Annexure-

2). Now the permissible admission is 50'

Chairman



application u/s 15 of NCTE Act for grant of

additional intake in the four years lntegrated

Course. The SRC has issued Show Cause

Notice prior to refusal while citing the reasons

quoted below:-

) The application is for additional intake.

Srnce fhe status of basic units fhemselves

is in dispute, this application cannot he

processed before setting the basic unit

issue.

3 The SRC has made a gross error in its
decision taken in 325th meeting, as our
institution is an existing recognized
institution which is conducting three

courses duly recognized by SRC. The

question of grant of retrospective
recognition does not arise in our case since

the institution is enjoying the same from the

date of recognition order without any break.

The institution very well understands the

fact that there is no provision in the NCTE

Act, 1993 or Regulations issued time to time
for rant of reco nition from retros ctive

not in the NCTE

list of

approved

courses before

Notification of

the 2014

Regulations.

723
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> tn their letter dated 03.10.2016, they have

sought retrospective recognition for the 3

integrated courses being run by them

without NCTE recognition.

> SRC has no authority fo issue retropective

recognition.

! Ihe Four-vear lnteorated Courses in
reference B.Sc.B.Ed (Mathd. B.A.B.Ed
(Enotis and B.Sc.B.Ed (ComPuter

Sciencd were not in the NCTE IiFt of

aporoved courses before Notification of the

2014 Reoulations.



effect. Further, the insiitution enjoys the

recognition till the time Regional Committee

withJraws it under Section l7 of NCTE Act

1993.

4. lt is also to be pointed out that SRC has

permitted our institution to run the B A Ed''

Lnglish Literature, B Sc.Ed , Mathematics,

B.Com.Ed., and B.Sc Ed.' Computer Science

as usual until the final decision is taken by

SRC. ( A copy of SRC letter SRO-97 NCTE-1'

dated the 1s'April 1997 in Annexure-5)

5 It is again reiterated that our institution was

granted recognition by SRC for 4 ye-a-r.:

l-ntegrated course vide its order dated 23'"

August 1999 and till date the same has not

been withdrawn by SRC. Furthermore, as per

the conditions stipulated in the Recognition

order, the institution is continuously submitting

the Performance Appraisal Report (PAR) to

SRC every year without fail

7. We would like to place on record that our

institution is a no-profit religious trust that

renders its service crossing all the borders of

caste and creed. Moreover, our institution is

having 2 (f) and 12 (b) of the UGC and also

accredited by NAAC with Grade 'A' in the year

2016.

8 Keep ns h fa S of the matter we a S

p rovi S onS of N TE Act t(u CS and Resu ation S

n e it den th h dec S on of RU S

1-24

-

a-r-q

6. Further, it is also to bring to your kind attention

that in one of the Court case filed by our

institution in W.P.No. 15488 of 2003, the

Regional Director, SRC had submitted a

Coint"t affidavit stating that the SRC in its 62nd

meeting held on 18th July 2003 has approrl-e-d

an intake of 150 students from the year 2003-

2004. (Annexure-6).

all AS

A
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(S. Sathyam)/
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and contrary to the principle of Natural Justice'

Your kind ielf is requested to reconsider the

SCN and generously allow the institution to

enioy the aiready granted recognition' I'9[]]P
imtlementation oi the new norms of NCTE'

Hence, considering the long dedicated 30

vears service of the institution and the future

;f the students, your goodness is requested

E Act and Regulationscontravention of NCT

oI then noI ceS hnt(a u ogs
(- uo rsent ratedo en dmre ntafo

A on n app cati on it S m n oned th o A. B EdlB c B Ed 4 yeat
S pe r

ith ntak 1 0
nteg Iat d) WAS o lanted recoon on by R (- on 1 0 05 2004 an

The B.Sc.B.Ed/B.A,B ED 4 years integrated course was introduced onlY in

the new Regulations, 2014

The institution is applied for B.Sc B.Ed/B A B Ed (4 year integrated) Al intake on

31.05.2016 and hard copy on 06 06.2016'

The matter was placed before SRC in its 324th meeting held on 3orh to 31't

March, 2017 the committee considered the matter and decide as under:-

1. This case cannot be decided at our level' This has to be referred again to

NcrE(HO).

2.1 fherc are 4 courses in reference: B'Ed'(Eng'); B'Sc'Ed'(Maths); B'Sc'

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

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

2.3 ln ,r999-2000 and 2000-2001 SRc had issued recognition order. But, they

referred to a a-yeai integrated course and not,with reference to subiect

details. Again, no commu-nication/order after 200'l is available'

2.4 They refer to submission of Annual Appraisal Reports' No such reports

are ieadily available in our records'

2.5 There is a mention of a recognition order dt' 30'5'15' Available records
-'- 

"tlo*, 
tt i" *"s an order ietatin! to th" n"* 2.-yeat-B'Ed' Probably' the 1-

V"", b.ea. sanctioned tong ag-o was revised as a 2' yeat B'Ed' under the

loil negutations and a freih recognition order was issued'

3 Th ts other docu me nt n ou r fi eS about the othef three nteg rated
ere n o

ke B Ed
cou rSeS The rev tsed 20 1 4 Reg u lations do not tefer to cou rses

E B S Ed compute I Sc B Sc Ed Maths a nd B com Ed lf suc h
ns c

b ko d
es had bee n sa nct oned n the past, they ha e to e rec ne

cou rs
la ftzed nto u a r

th AS n novat e cou rses Thev ha e to be regu re (,

fo low n a rocedure rescfl bed b NcTE Ho or th have
cou rses
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ofDetails

the

Reply of the institution
Deficiency

Pointed out

in the ScN

st.
No

This case

cannot be

decided at our
level. This has

to be referred

There are 4

courses in

reference:
B.Ed.(Eng.);
B.Sc.Ed.(Maths

); B.Sc.

2.1 The

institution

has

submitted

photocop

y of the

Letter

Letter from NCTE-SRC

(Ref:SRO-g7 NCTE/4275 dated

1 2rh March, 1997) Annexure-'1)

Our records
have no trace of
B.Com.Ed.

2.2

4. Send a comprehensive note drawing the chronological developments in

this case to ihe NCTE (HQ. Make it alear that, after 2001, we have issued

no orders in this case.

5. We cannot sanction A.l. at this stage to any of these courses since that will

imply incidental recognition of suCh courses' We can proceed further only

afteiand only in accoidance with further guidelines from NCTE (HQ)'

6. Process accordingly and put up in May 2017'

Aletterdated03.o4.2olTreceivedbythisofficeon0T.o4.20lTfromPopeJohn
Caul ll College of Education regarding Request for letter stating that the issue of

Conduct of + year lntegrated Courses in our College is pending'

As per the decision of the SRC, a lefter was addressed to the Members

Secretary, NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi on 20.04.2017

Again,aletterwassenttotheNCTE.Hqrs,NewDelhion0905201Tseeking
ciirifications desired by SRC in its 334th meeting held on 30th & 31't March, 2017

in relation to Pope John 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 and stating as under:-

to be converted into courses now recogn tzed by the 2014 Regulations.

726
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Photocop

y of the

SRO-

97/NCTE/

3065

dt.06.'1 1 . 1

997

(Annexur

e-2) is

submitted

The

institution

has

submitted

Photocop

yof
Annexure

3,4,5,6,7,

8,9.

SRo-97 NCTE/4275 dale

March, 1997 allowed the institution

to run the programme as usual until

a final decision is taken bY SRC

* lntimation about sending of

study team from MYsore SRO-

97/NCTE/3065 dt.06.',1 1 .1997

(Annexure-2)

.:. Pondicherry State Government

letter permits to run four-Year lC

course

(No.33092/secuEdn/E.3/97dt.6. 1

1 .1997) (Annexure-3)

* Telegram from NCTE-about

NCTE Visiting Team visit on

23 06.1999 dt 16.06.1999.

(Annexure-4)

.1. First recognition granted by SRC

up to 1999-2000

(F/SRO/NCTE/'1 999-2000/931 7

dt.23.06.'l 999) Annexure -5)

* Recognition order from 1999-

2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002,

2002-2003, 2003-2004 and

2004-2005 (Annexure-6)

{. Our letter to SRC, Regional

Director dt.06.09.2006-

requesting recognition orders for

d12.., ln 1999-2000

and 2000-200'l

SRC had issued

recognition
order. But, they

referred to a

4-yeat
integrated
course and not

with reference

to subject

details. Again,

no

communication/
order after 2001

is available.

o
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DateAcade

mic

yeat

Date

2008

-09

2000-

01

04.06.20

01

2009

-10

02.05.20

02

2001-

02

29.03

2011

2010

-11

2002-

03

30.1.200

3

2011

-tz
29.03

2012

o The

institution

has

submitte

d copies

of the

Courier

Proofs

(Annexur

e-10)

Photoc

27.03.20

04

2003-

04

They refer to

submission of
Annual
Appraisal
Reports. No

such reports are

readily available
in our records.

2.4

21.03

2013
29.03.20

05

2012

-tJ
2004-

05
Yes

22.03

2014
2013

-14

2005-

06

30.03.20

Ub

2014 27 .O3

2015
2006-

07

29.03.20

07

21.03

2016
26.03.20

08

2015

-16

2007 -

08

2016 28.03

2017

There is a

mention of a

recognition

order dt.

30.5.'15.

Available
records show,

this was an

order relating to
the new 2 -
year B. Ed.

Probably, the 1-

year B.Ed.

sanctioned long

2.5

res de courses.l The As stated

by the

institution
before the inception of NCTE

.:. Allowed by NCTE (Ref:SRO-97

NCf fl427 5 dated 121h March,

1997).

+ Studied by expert team sent bY

NCTE (SRO-g7/NCTE/3065

dt.06.1 1 .1999)

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.l

B.Sc.Ed.(Maths

); and,

B.Com.Ed.

3
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Acad

emic

year

* NCTE visit to the institution on

23.06. 1 999. (Telegram from

f28o3. I

2oo9

I

125.03.

I 
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I

N
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NCTE dt.16.06.1999)

t First order of Recognition uP to

1999-2000.

(F/SRO/NCTE/1999-

2000/931 7 dt.23.06.1 999)

These courses can be reckoned

with as 'lnnovative Courses' as Per

your suggestion.

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,

will have to
Our response to SC

submitted to SRC-NCTE

dated 12rh January 2017

(Acknowledged bY NCTE,

No.184293, dt, '1 3.01 .2017

is a chronological note

regarding the case. (Please

find the list of annexure for

the same taken from our

letter cited enclosed)

(Annexure-1 1)

NSend a

comprehensive
note drawing

the
chronological
developments
in this case to

the NCTE (HQ.

Make it clear
that, after 2001 ,

we have issued

Additional one unit may be

granted - under the discretion

of SRC, since the said items

were clarifies with necessary

profs.

5 We cannot

sanction A.l. at

this stage to

any of these

courses since

that will imply

incidental
recognition of

such courses.

We can
proceed further

1-29
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We are already in the month of

May 2017
6 Process

accordingly and
put up in May

2017 .

Wewouldliketokindtobringtoyourkindattentionthat,thePondicherry
University sent a letter stating that.

"your are required to sent the copy of the NCTE recognition order for-the

foir-year B.Ed lntegrated course... At least under new Regulation NCTE

(2O1i1... immediateiy for releasing the result of the students of the above

course". (Annexure-l 2)

As on now, the future of the students is at stake, they cannot write their arrears if

any, and also they cannot sit for the final examination due in the month of May

2O1l . particularly ihe final year students (Fourth year) are very much affected as

they will not be able to apply for the higher studies. Some of the final year

students are already selecied aS teachers through the campus interview, find it

difficult to join the duty when the schools are open.

Most of our students are coming from financially poor families. The poor parents

are anxious and worried about the future of their children.

There is no other college in Pondicherry state that offers Four-year lntegrated

B. Ed Course. We are unable to admit students who apply for this four-year

integrated course. The grant of Revised Recognition order for the Four-year

inte!rated course will betoon to the poor parents and children who wish to Join

this four-year integrated course.

werequestyourgoodsetftoconsiderthedeplorableconditionofallour
600 siudenis an-d th"ir parents, and relieve them from worries and

anxieties by granting the required Revised Recognition order'

The institution has submitted representation on 11.05.2017 and stating as

u nder:-

On 04.05.017 we sent letter to your good self requesting for Revised

Regulation order as pet 2014 norms. That leller also gives some-points !9!,
ctiification of the observations made in 334th meeting of SRC-3/' to 31"

march, 201.7

May we request your good self to accept the correction as follows:

t

414,r
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We leave it to the discretion

of the SRC to decided in

favour of our institution.

lf such courses had been sanct

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(Ha); or, they

will have to be converted into courses now

recognized by the 2014 Regulations.

ioned in the

An email was received by this office on 11.05.2017 and Hard copy received on

12.05.2017 regarding seiond clarification for the SCN issued on 2112.2016 to

Pope John Paul ll College of Education, Pondicherry.

A letter dated 10.05.2017 received by this office on 15,05.2017 from shri.Dr.

Kiran Bedi Lieutenant Gove rnor Ra i Nivas. Puduche rry and statinq as under:-

" ln continuation of the telephonic conversation had with you on

08,05.2017 evening regarding recognition of the four'year integrated.

course (BSc., A,Ea1 offirea Oy eope John Paul ll Co-llege of Education, I

lJndersiand inat tie college principal has given additional particulars for

considering their applica{ion'for giant of recognition. Copy of the letter is

enclosed.

The process of examining the explanation submitted by the college

may kindly be expedited in the interest of the students, whose future is at

stake".

An email was received on 16.05.2017 and a letter dated 16.05.2017 received by

this office on 19.05.2017 from Shri. Mukesh Kumar, under secretary' NCTE

Hqrs, New Delhi and stating as under:-

I am directed to invite your kind altention to your letter No' letter

No.SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP2OI 63OO|9/PU/201 7/91 630 dated 07.02'2017 and the

NCTE Hq. letter No.49'03/2016/NCTE/N&S/51537 dated 20'03'2017' Reply of

which is still awaited.

ln this connection it is to further inform you that the institution vide

Ietter dated g'h 201 7 has represented that the college has the NcTE

reco91nition from 2000- 2001 It a,so to come under

NCTE ResluIation 20 14. But it rece,ved a sho ca USe notice NcTE,

for h ch c arification as siven (copv encIosed) It as discussed tn

334 sRc Mee t ns for wh ch also an explanation subm tled copv
Due the want of recogn ition the Un iversity the resuIt

and no t ailowed the to sit for exam nations due tn Mav, 201 7 (a

co of the etter da ted 09 05 201 7 rece ed from the Institution ,s

Y

Chairman

A/^.(

May,
submitted self-affidavit

new
sRc

was

enclosed. to withheld

studenls



enclosed).

The matter has been further examined in the NCTE Hq' and it has

been obserued that as pei provisions under- -!!CTE 
Act' 1993' the

-riiigitiin of the institiiin'continues titt NcT! withdraws it under
'"""ti,ii-iet ir tn" xcte Act. Moreover, the then Reg-ional Director, sRC-

ii.- i.vr"ua"n had filed ii eriaavn in W'P'o'15488 and 15489 of 2003

ii;;;;:; si;f"t"tins that the sRC in its 6!d meetins hetd on 18'07'2003 has

';;;;;;;;-;;;;iaie of 1s0 students from the vear 2oos'04' rhe institution

t{{a ,rco enclosed the copies of earlier conditional recognition orders

issued by SRC.

InWewoftheabovetheRegionatDirection'sRCisreguesfedtoclarify
the following:.

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

SnC aner filting of ine nffiaavit by the RD'SRC in 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, Ex-Vice president, Bharatiya Janata Party' Pondicherry and stating

as under:-

"l would tike to inform you sir, that Mr' R'Perumal' Secretary' retired

employees union of Pondicherry university -/'as sent one letter

oi.ii.ii.iir, *,th 325th meeting of sRC hetd on 19'h to 2f December 2016

minutes copy of NCTE regarding 4 year integrated course for which

Pondicherry tJniversity his granted Affitiation without recognition-

moreover more irregularity is going on'

Take suitable action against erring officials for public interest without

delay. CoPY of this letler to CBI"'

A letter was addressed to the Members Secretary, NCTE HqrS' New Delhi on

31 .05.2017

An email was received by this office on 25 05 2017 from Shri R Sridharan' P S

i; i.c: Rainivas, Puaucnerry enclosing a copy of D o letter of Hon'ble Lt'

Governor, PuducherrY
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Another letter was received from Shri. S.P Veerappan, Ex-Vice president,

Bharatiya Janata Party, Pondicherry on 26.05.2017.

An email was sent to Shri. Mukesh Kumar, under secretary, NCTE Hqrs on

07.06.2017.

The SRC in its 340th meeting held on 08th to 09th 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.1. 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'

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

under:-

"l am directed to refer to the letter dated 09.05.2017 received from

Secretary Pope John Paul Il College of Education Pondicherry, the SRC

letter dited bl.Oz.zotl seeking ctarification about the recognition of the

institution, and the reply of the NCTE Hq. letter dated 17.03.2017 w'r't

recognition s(atus of the existing B.A.B.Ed/ 8.Sc.B.Ed, four years

integrated programme of the institution on the subiect noted above.

It needs to be stated thaf SRC, NCTE went on granting conditional

recognition on year to year basis from the academic session 1999'2000,

2OOO-2001, 2002-2003, 2003-2004 and 200t1'2005 on the basis of submission

of PAR on or before the fixed dated made by SRC.

2. However, this action of SRC is seen to be clearly against lhe directions

contained in the NCTE Hqtrs. Letler file no.3'6/PS/CP/NCTE/2000/1995

dated 14.06.2000 issued by the then Chairperson of the NCTE (which

was a/so issued to SRC) sfat ng inter alia that as per the Chapter 4 of the

NCTE Act, an institution can either be recognised or conditionally

recognised or refused recognition. There is not provision of grant of
recognition on year-to year basis in the NCTE Act.

And hereas as per the abo e sa d direction/instruction from the

cha erson NcTE the conditional reco on on to r bas,s

133

i

, Sathyam

Chairman

a{-q

3.



Itran ted to the ,nstitutton as s t,ated above ,n para- 1 ,s agatnsf the

direc t,ton of the Hqrs The action of the sRc of year on year
recogn f on Is iltesaI tn the tighf of the instructiors of /vcTE Hqrs. s nce

th,s Ie tter as ,ssued n the year 2000 ail subsequenf ac ts of the sRc
otation of such orders wo uId be I Iega not only In the tight of

direc tions but a/so n fhe ti9'ht of a readi.ng of the extant pro ,srons

of the NCTE Act.

4'AndwhereaslookingattherecordsProvidedbySRCandtheinstitution
concerned if is oblerved that RD SRC has filed an affidavit to the

nii'ot" High Courl of Madras with reference of W'P No' 15488 of 2003

and 1548g7f 2OO3 in which if is stated that the petitioner institution has

goi i" ,pprorrt from the year 2003-04 and there-fore, the student shall

Le permiied to take examlnation from the year 2003-04 and not before

the date of recognition.

5. And whereas SRC NCIE may be clarified that the act of the SRC after

2000 of issuing year to - yeai recognition was not in conformity with the

direction ot ini ltcre hqrs and therefore it may be treated illegal..

Moreover as per the guidelines issued by the NCTE Hqrs' Dated

26.05.2000 it k stated ihat recognition in respect of those institution

which fail to meet/comply with the norms for the concerned teacher

iiucation course within'the given time frame may be withdrawn by

invoking Section 17 of the NCTE Act.

6.Consideringthetotalityoffacts&circumstances,andtheletterofthe
NCTE Act,-the NCTE Regulation, letter of the then Chairperson-NCTE

dated 14.66.2000 and 26.-05.2000, and also affidavit filed by RD sRc fo

the Hon'bte High Court of Madras with reference to WP No'15488 of

2003 and 15489 of 2003 in which it is stated that the petition institution

ias g/ot the approvat from the year 2003-2004 
-and 

therefore the student

"iri 
O" permitted to take examination from the year 2003'04' the SRC

is comm'unicated this clarification that the institution stands recognized

from the academic session 2003'2004 onwards, especially since there is

no withdrawal of recognition of the institution for BA B'Ed/B'Sc B'Ed 4

year integrated progrimme as informed by RD SRC vide file no'NCTE'
'C"jtoza-tnot7-Redutation Section'SRC/93301 dated 17'05'2017"'

The sRC in its 341"tmeeting held on 15rh to 'l6th June, 2017 and the committee

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

l.TheclarificationfromNCTE(HQ)isnotclearenoughforfurther

2

action.

They have stated that, since there was no withdrawal of
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ln this case, the renewal of recognition had a timelimit 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 which woutd not be considered in the absence of

fulfillment of the stipulated conditions.

There was no submission of PAR. There was no request for

renewal of the recognition. There was no order of SRC for renewal

of the 'annual' recognition. ln other words, the 'annual'

recognition for 2004-2005 perished at the end of the academic

year.

That the applicant institution assumed it to be a case of

recognition in perpetuity, cannot alter this stark factual position.

To invoke issues like ' future of students being at stake' is to
distort this factual position. The Hon. Supreme Court has clearly

directed that institutions should not be allowed to resort to such

emotional blackmailing. They should function as responsible

institutions to prevent development of such situations. And, the

students involved are not young children who cannot distinguish

what is right and what is wrong. They cannot enter into

institutions and/or courses without verifying their credentials and

then wait about their future. This instruction of the Supreme Court

will be equally applicable to this case also.

That being so, the NCTE(HQ) may be requested to reconsider the

case and give us revised guidance.

4.

5

6

7

I
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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 2004'2005 and not

2003-2004).

3. lt is important here to recognize the position that the recognition

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..

l\-
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As per the decision of SRC, a letter was sent to Dr. Prabhu Kumar Yadav, Under

Secretary, NCTE Hqrs, New Delhi on 13.07.2017 '

An email was received from the institution on l6 06 2O'lT and hard copy received

on 21 .06.2017 regarding requesting for issuing the order

A letter was received from Pondicherry University on 22 06'2017 '

A letter was received from the institution regarding grant of permission for

additionalintakeinB.A.B.Ed.,B.Sc.B.Edon2S.06.20lT.Againaletterreceived

from the institution on

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:-

2

t am directed to refer to the Minutes of 941"t meeting held from 15 to 16

June 2017 and the clarification issued to SRC by the NCTE Hqtrs'

Letter dated 14.06.2017 regarding Pope John Paul ll Coilege of

Education Pondicherry. The said minutes have been carefully perused'

TakingtheabovedecisionofsRcandthefactualpositionobtained
from RD, SRC and the institution concerned, the following points are

noteworthy:

The recognition granted to the institution by SRC was conditional

for the yiar 2OO4'2OOS and the tast date of submitted PAR by the

institution (o SRC was 31.03.2005. As per information furnished by

SRC, (he institution did not submit PAR fo SRC office whereas the

institution asserts that they have submitled PAR to SRC and SRC

did not take anY cognizance of it.

ThethenRDsRchadfiledanaffidavitbeforetheHighCourtMadras
in the case of W 'P. No. 15488 of 2OO3 and 15489 of 2003 in which it

was sfafed that the petitioner institution has got lhe approval from

the year 2OOg-2004 and therefore, the students shall be permilted to

take examination from the year 2003'2004'

It appears to be correct in the light of the direction of NCTE Hqtrs'

issuedtoallRegionatcommitteesvideletterfileno.3.6/Panchayath

I

tt.

,,t.

sec retarylcP/NcTE/2000/1 995 dated 14. 06 2000 bv the then

cha,rp erson of the NcTE an institution can be
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recognition or conditionally recogntzed or refused recognition.

There is no provision of grant of recognition on year'to'year basis in

the NCTE Act.

iv. The Chairperson NCTE's tetler dated 26.05.2000 (guidelines issued

to atl Regional Committee) states ,haf recognition in respect of

those institution which fail to meet/comply with the norms for the

concerned teacher education course within the given time frame

may be withdrawn by invoking Secfion 17 of the NCTE Act'

v, If is also stated that as per Section 17 (i) of the NCTE Act where the

Regional Committee, on its own motion or on representation

received from ant person, is safisfied that a recognized institution

has contravened any of the provisions of this Act, or the rules,

regulations, orders made or issued thereunder, or any condition

subject 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 no such order against the

recognized institution shalt be passed unless a reasonable

opportunity of making representation against the proposed order

has been given to such recognized instilution.

vi. The above facts including the RD SRC'S ,efter file no, NCTE'

Reg1022/1/2017-Regutation Sec(ion'SRC/g3301 dated 17.05'2017

show that the Regional Commitlee did not withdraw the recognition

of the institution, The regionat Committee is seen to not have

proceeded formally for withdrawing recognition through issue of

any show cause notice to the institution and thereby not taking any

action against the institution for discontinuing the programme' lt

appears that the guidelines of the NCTE HQfs. ,ssued lo fhe

Regional Commitlee vide letter dated 26.03'2000 have been

disobeyed. Moreover it is observed that the spirit of the NCTE Act

1993 as mentioned in section 17(1) has been not taken into

cognizance by SRC ,VCIE

v . The conditional recognition granted for 200+05 academic sesslon is

itlegal as per the affidavit already filed before the Hon'ble High Court

of Madras stating that the institution is recognized from 2003'2004'

The Regionat Committee coutd have reviewed this matter under

section 17(1) of the NCTE Act in case any infarction of law or extent

(S. Sathyam

Chairman

a^^t
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regulations were brought to its notice.

A per para 2 (ii) above it is obvious that the institution is recognized

from 2003-2004 onwards as per affidavit filed by the then RD SRC

before the Hon'bte High CoutT of Madras and the RD SRC's letter

dated 17.05.2017 makes is clear that the recognition has not been

with d raw n s p ec ifi c al I Y.

Hence SRC MfE ,s advised to take action according to the express

directions given through our earlier letter dated File No. 49-

s/201 6/N CTE/N &S/ 5461 7, dated 1 4.06.201 7.

ix. SRC NCIE is a/so asked (o clarify the following points:

a) Whether the guidelines dated 26'05.2000 issued by the then

Chairperson NCTE were adhered to by the SRC in terms of shopping

the practice of granting recognition on yearly basis and whether

there are other institutions which are liable to suffer on account of

not obeying the express directions contained in letter dated

26.05.2000.

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

up in the next meeting scheduled on 17 August, 2017'

APS02786/D.Ed (1 unit)APS00232/B.Ed (2 units)

Mother Theresa Educational Society's,

Raiampet, Asifabad District, Adilabad

District 504293, Telangana had submitted

an application to the Southern Regional

Committee of NCTE for grant of recognition

to Srinidhi Teacher Training lnstitute,

Opp Sai Baba Temple, Raiampet,

Asifabad, Adilabad District-504293,

Telangana for O.El.Ed course of two years

duration with an annual intake of 50

students and was granted recognition on

26.08.2005.

On 08.02.2016, a letter was received from

the Director of School Education,

Government of Telangana, Hyderabad vide

No.Rc.No99/A./TE|TSCERT/2014 dated

06.02.2016 regarding the observations of

Or. Rajendra Prasad B.Ed College,

Asifabad Revenue Division, # 12-130,

Shivakeshava Mandir Street,

Asifabad, Adilabad District-517124,

Telangana was granted recognition on

08.04.2003 for Secondary (B.Ed)

course with an annual intake of '100

(Hundred) students with a condition

that the institution shall shift to its own

premises within three years from the

date of recognition (in case the course

is started in a rented premises).

On 31 .12.2014 letters were issued to all

existing institutions regarding

notification new Regulations 2014

seeking consent on their willingness for

the revise norms and standardsfulfillin

1B APS02786

D.EI,Ed

1 Unit

APS00232

B.Ed

2 Units

Dr. Rajendra

Prasad B.Ed

College &

Srinidhi Teacher

Training

Institute,

Adilabad,

Telangana



Number ot
colleges

Deficiencies
Observed

sl
N

o

35 (Existing)

(Annexure 1A)

02 (New)

(Annexure 1B)

Submitted

Fake and

Fabricated

documents

04 (Annexure ll )

2 Functioning in

leased

presmises

even after

stipulated

period

16 (Annexure lll)Shifting of

College

Premises

without the

permission of

SRC NCTE

3

15 (Annexure lV)Submission of

fake NOCS

4

04 (Annexure V)Not

possessing

land in the

name of the

socr /lnstitut

private D.EI.Ed / B.Ed colleges in the State

of Telangana and decided to forward the list

of 76 colleges including srinidhi Teacher

Training lnstitute, Opp Sai Baba Temple'

Rajampet, Asifabad, Adilabad District-

504293, Telangana to SRC, NCTE for

taking further necessary action under

section 17 of the Act.

the Affiliation Commi ttee in respect of

The institution submitted its

representation on 28.10.2015 along

with the relevant documents and DD.

Rs. 1,50,0OO/- reqardino shiftinq of

oremises for Srinidhi Teacher

Training lnstitute D.El.Ed Asifabad

and Dr. Raiendra Prasad B.Ed

Gollege Asifabad.

Another letter was received from the

institution on 28.10.2015 for causing

inspection for shifting and stating as

follows:

"SRC NCIE has granted recognition

DR Rajendra Prasad B Ed college to

run B.Ed Programme for 2002-2003

year at Asifabad and for our Srinidhi

Teacher Training tnstitute to run D Ed

Programme for 2005-06 Year at

Asifabad. Both these are our Mother

Theresa Educational Society's own

fties. The Built Area for these
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1

before 3'1 .10.2015.

The institution submitted willingness

affidavit on 20.01 .2015 for compliance

of Regulations 2014.

Accordingly, revised recognition order

was issued to the institution on

06.05.2015 for two units with condition

that the institution has not

maintained/revalidated the Fixed

Deposlt Receipts towards Endowment

and Reserve Funds.

On 30.06.2015 the institution submitted

FDRS in joint a/c of Rs.7 & 5 Lakhs

towards Endowment and Reserve Fund

for a period of 03 Years After

verification of FDR's, a letter along with

original FDRs was sent to the institution

on 30.06.2015.



ion

The matter was placed before SRC in its

3o2nd Meeting held on 09th-11th February,

2016. The Committee considered the letter

from the Director School Education

Department, Telangana State and decided

that "what with the { March 16 time'

limit pressure on us, it is not possible to

go into these complaints at this time.

Process and put up after March 16".

As per the decision of SRC, the matter was

placed before SRC in its 309rh Meeting held

on 12tn-14'h April,2016 and the Committee

consldered the matter in respect of (76

colleges) regarding not fulfilling the

deficiencies and decided to issue show

cause notice for the following:

Shifting of college Premises
without the permission of SRc

NCTE.

As per the decision of SRC, show cause

notice was issued to the institution on

13.05.2016.The institution submitted its

reply along with documents on 28.07 2016.

building were sufficient as Per

norms prevailing at the time of granting

recognition.

Subsequently we have constructed

another buitding for our B.Ed and D.Ed

programme together. Together we have

constructed a common building at

Buruguda Asifabad rn S.No

104/C/2,105/E/2 and 45 and applied for

shifting of premises to SRC NCIE

Bangalore.

Now the Director of School Education

Telangana, Hyderabad ls lnsistng on

shifting permission order at the new

address.

Process for causing shifting
inspection.
ln the meanwhile request the
2 Affiliating Bodies to renew

affiliation.

As per the decision of SRC, the

documents submitted by the institution

on 01.06.2016 were Processed and

the
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Therefore we request You to kindlY

send the letter to the Director of School

Education Telangana HYderabad to

grant us affiliation and admission for

the year 2015-2016 as our application

for shifting is pending with SRC NCfE

Bangalore.

We also request you to cause shifting

inspection at an earliest and give us

shifting orders".

The SRC in its 293'd meeting held on

29'h-31't october, 2015 considered the

written representation from the

institution vide letter dated 28.10 2015

and decided as under:



t
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placed before SRC in its 318 meeting

Written

representation
Deficiencies
pointed out

by SRC

st.
No

The institution has submitted Photocopy of

LUC

Copy of land utility

certiricate and EC

LUC and EC -
not given

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on O8'h & 09th August, 2016 considered both B.Ed

(APSOO232) & D.Ed (APSO2786) shifting case and show cause notice reply and decided

as under:

1. The complaint was that they have been continuing on leased premises

even beyond the time given. They have replied to show that they have

been pursuing action. Now, of course, they have even shifted without
permission.

2. ilVe have already sent a VT to inspect the new premises. Put up when the

VT lnspection report is received.

3. lnform Director School Education.
4. lnform Director SCERT.

As per decision of SRC, a letter was sent to the Director, SCERT on 01 09 2016.

w assigned through online procedure. The lnspection of the institution was conducted

on 29.08.2016 and W report along with documents and CD received on 06 09.2016'

The SRc in its 322"d meeting held on 20rh & 21"toctober,2016 considered the VT report

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

1. Title is in order.
2. LUC and EC - not given.
3. BP & BCC are in order. Built up area shown in BCC is adequate' But,

BCC shows larger area than what is approved in the Building Plan. Ask

them to get the Building Plan amended and approved.

4. Faculty list is not in original; and; not approved ;

5. FORS- not given.
6. Fee paid in full.

Accordingly, show cause notice was sent on 18.11.2016. The institution submitted reply

along witi-documents, received on 17 .11.2016,29 11 .2016,06.12.2016' 27 12 2016 and

30.01.2017 as follows:

C{,
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Not Mentioned

lnstitution

of the

TrusU

Name

Society/

1O4lCl2, 105lEl2 at

Buruguda Village

45 at GodvelliVillage

Survey/PIoVKhas

ata No. and

location

) Acres 2.25

) Acres 2.00
Extent of diverted

land

Non - Agricultural PurposeofPurpose

diversion

) 13.11.2013

) 03.12.2013
Date of issue

Prashant . J. Pati

RDO/Sub-Collector

l,and

of
Name

designation

approving

authoritY

-tted the PhotocopyThe institution has subm

of Ec.

Mother Therissa

Educational Society
Name of the

Society/TrusUlnstit

ution

Burguda Village

) 45 at Godvelli Village

\ 1j4tc2, 105lE2 alSurvey/PI oVKhasa

ra Nos. and

location

21.05.2001 to

19.08.20'16
25.05.200',l to
'19.08.2016

Search for the

period

) Acres 'l .'130

) 80 Guntas
Extent of land

Sy.No. 45 is N.4ortgag edAny mortgage as

per EC

20.08.2016Date of issue

Sub-RegistrarName and

designation of

issuing authority

is submitted for the

remark.

BCC.

py ofbmitted PhotocoThe institution has su
It is agreed bY Your

kindness that BP
2 BP & BCC are in

order. Built uP

r42
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Dr. Rajendra

B.Ed College, Srinidhi

Teacher Training

lnstitute, Buruguda,

Asriabad, Adilabad

District-504293

PrasadName and address

of Society / Trust /

lnstitution

104tc12, 105lEl2 & 45 at

Buruguda Village
Survey/PloU

Khasara Nos. and

location

GF - '1534.04 Sq.mts

FF - 1534.04 Sq.mts

SF - 767.02 Sq.mts

Total - 3835.0'l Sq.mts

Total Built uP area

for the proposed

course and/or for

existing course

RCCType of Rooflng

Teacher EducationPurpose for which

building is being

used/proposed to

be used

26.06.2016Date of issue

Executive Engineer

D.Susheel Kumar,Name and

designation of

approving authority

The institution has su py ofbmitted Photoco

BP

Dr.Rajendra Prasad

College of Education &

Srinidhi Teachers

Training lnstitute, SY No.

45, ',lo4tcl2, 105tE12,

Asifabad, Andhra

Pradesh

Name and address

of

Society/TrusUlnstitu

tion

and BCC are in

order, the built uP

area shown in

BCC is adequate,

but BCC show

larger area than

what is aPProved

in building Plan.

Accordingly,

modified and

approved original

BP is submitted as

required.

area shown in

BCC is

adequate. But,

BCC shows

larger area than

what is

approved in the

Building Plan.

Ask them to get

the Building

Plan amended

and approved.
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Not Mentione dWhether Building

Plan is for the

proposed

institution/ course

or also for some

other TEI/course

21245.59 Sq.mtsPlot arealland area

FF - 1534.04 Sq.mts

SF - 1534.04 Sq.mts

Total - 4602.14 Sq.mts

GF - 1534.04 Sq.mtsTotal built-uP area

4602.14 Sq.mts
Built uP area for

ProPosed and

existing teacher

education courses

the

Date of aPPro val

Name and

designation of

approving authoritY

copy ofbmitted PhotoThe institution has su

Faculty List.

ApprovedlistFaculty

approved/not

approved

YesWhether

on each

not

approved

page or

16 MembersI'lo. of facultY as

per norms of the

course

KakatiyaRegistrar,

University
Designation of the

approving authority

Not Mentione d
Date of aPProval

Copy of the facu

list duly approved

ItvFaculty list is not

in original; and;

not aPproved

3

ofotocopyditteubmsno phhastutistihT e nAttested copies ofFDRs- not given4
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. Sathyam

Chairman

I

6,.1

Not Approved



FDRs.

Reserved Fund
7.00 Lakhs5.00 Lakhs

Endowmen

t Fund

Photocopy

Submitted
PhotocoPY

Submitted
Submitted in

Original

) 337836

) 337879
) 337825

) 337880
AcFDR/

number

Andhra BankAndhra

Bank
Name of the

Bank

Joint A'/cJoint fuctn

or
Whether

Single

Joint AJc

36 monlhs36 monlhsDuration of

FDR

) 09.07.2015
29.06.2015) 26.06.201

) 09.07.201

ofDate

lssue

) 29.06.2018

) 09.07.2018
) 26.06.201

7

) 09.07.201
7

ofDate

Maturity

the FDRS

submitted.

are

Remarks:*t. 
copy of BP is for Dr. Raiendraprasad College .of 

Education & Srinidhi
" 

i"JJn"r ri"ining lnstitute' ai is not approved by the Competent Authority'

z. Oiiginaf FDR ari not given' Photocopy is submitted'

3. Approved Photocopy oi iacutty tist is not in the format and original not

submittedalsonotmentionedwhethertheyarefulltimeareparttime.
(TYPe of aPProval).

4. A certificate issued by Tahsildhar dated 04'02'2-015 stated that Sy'no'

104/L/2 extensio n,t.tl,'losti.tz extension 2.12 and-sy.No. 45 extension2.00

acres situated 
"t 

e,,,i'4", Codavelli Villages of Asifiabad Mandal' This is

for Bank Loan PurPose onlY'

The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply and has

decided as under:-

t, Their reply is not wholly satisfactory'

2, The BP is not approved by competent authority'

1-45
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3 The EC does not specify whether the ref. to the Bank Loan is for

mortgaging or is fgrredeupt!,0n. This must be clarified.

4, The faculty lists are approved. But only photocopies are given'

Originals are required.

4.1 Facultv tist for B.Ed'(2 units'l:

(i) 1+15 Members are there.

(ii) Principal does not have Ph.D. His Service experience is

inadequate.

(iii) Two Asst. Profs. more are required in the Perspective Group'

One Asst. Prof.(Soc.) from the Pedagogy Group is available for

shift to the Persp. GrouP'

(iv) In the Pedagogy Group an Asst. Prof'(Zoology) is teaching

Physical Science. This needs to be corrected.

4,2 Facuttv list for D.El.Ed.(1 unit):

(i) Only 1+7 are there against a requirement of 1+8.

(ii) One Asst. Prof.(Persp.) is required.

(iii) Asst. Prof.(Sc.), Asst, Prof.(Maths), Asst. Prof.(Eng') and, Telugu

Pandit do not have M.Ed'

5. Issue SCN accordinglY.

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

on 27.08.2016, fotlowed by Reminder l on 12.10 2016 and Reminder ll on

11.11.2016. No recommendation received from the State Govt. The period of 90

days as per Regulations is over. Hence, the application is processed.

ublic notice lor 2017-18. there is no ban for M Ed course in the State of

na hd aN a IGesW toN 1faN andGa hn sE ud tica oofle e socGo e mrn ne t g
ntta offoledaaN udTa spp&coreeltKa ad ityp

G na hd N a IaKa ruof smeern tn oc e e niovGtoitn nto grecog
fo offe n EM dN da uaT m2 oDre st tnc -63 00 gKa n u cf e oe reo a uT k, ty
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n n 02 61ica o otie ah cord ofonti ah sS bU m thtted,|
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As per p

SRCAPP2Ol6

30729

Government

College

Education,

Vellore,

Tamilnadu

1 Unit

of

M.Ed

19.
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Tamil Nadu.

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

the application and documents are as under:

The SRC in its 327th meeting hetd on 19th - 2orh February' 2017 the Committee

considered the matter and decided as under:-

1. NOG given.
2. NAAC certificate given'

3. Title is clear.

4. LUC is there.
5. EC is in order.
e. gp i" in order. However, it does not show the Sy' Nos'

i. gCC - not in format. Approved by Government Engineer' Sy' Nos' not

shown.
8. Cause insPection.
9. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents'

AsperthedecisionofSRC,inspectionoftheinstitutionwasscheduledthrough
online mode during 20.02.2017 lo 12.03 2017 '

lnspection of the institution was cancelled by the system in online mode due to

non-acceptance of visit by one or both the VT members within 10 days from the

date of intimation.

An e-mail daled 25 02.2017 received by the office on 03 03 2017 from Alok

Sharma and stating as under.-

'l have received an instruction from NCTE Hq Delhi'

dashboard, to inspect Government College of

(sRcAPP211630129).

I have send my acceptance & t requested you to kindty send me details of other

VT members and necessary documents"'

lnspection of the institution was scheduled through online mode VT Members

names were generated through On-line W module for inspection during the

period on 06.03.201 7 to 26.03 -2017.

An email received by this office on 05 04 2017 from VT member Shri Rakesh

Sharma.

The sRC in its 336rh meeting held on 19th - 2o1h April, 2017 the committee considered

the matter and decided as under -

'1. This seems to be a jinxed case' This is the 3'd or 4th time such a disruption

on my VT member

education, Vallure

is occurri
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Remarkslnstitution
written

representatio
n

Deficie

ncy
pointe

d out
by

SRC

sl.

No

Three Photocopies of

plans submitted

buildingBIue
prinUNotarized

coDv of

submltted/ Not

submittgd:-

Buildin Plan

Not mentioned

rusUln

Name and

address of

Three

Photocopies

of buildlng

plans

submitted

1 BPisa
photoc

opy in

A4

sheet.

Not

legible.

2

3

4

Anywav the re S now no d sc retion at ou r e e lf one VT is not able to

expressed inability to go.

-18 academic Year.

go a new VT has to be senetated on -t ne

Let do that S nce one me mber the VT has

But, unfortunately, this college will miss the 20'17

Process for a new V.T.

lnspection of the institution was intimated to the institution through on-line mode

during 07.03.2017 lo 27.03.2017.

lnspection of the institution was conducted on 2oth - 21st May, 2017 and the hard copy

of the \/T Report was received on 23.05.2017

The matter was placed before SRC in its 340th held on 08th to 09rh June, 2017 and the

committee considered the w report along with records of the case and decided as

under:-
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

b.

7.

8.

Title is there. Govt. Land.

EC is not required.

BP is a photocopy in A4 sheet. Not legible. Blue print not given'

BCC is not in format.

BP & BCC do not show the SY. Nos.

Sy. Nos. in LUC & EC do not tally with Sy. Nos' in the title deed at all'

NOC is in order,

lssue ScN accordinglY.

ASperthedecisionofSRc,aShowcauseNoticewasissuedtotheinstitution
on 15.06.2017. The institution submitted reply on 13'07 '2017 and stating as

under:-

L48

(S. Sathyam)

chairman

\

G ^

then,
US of



stitution

Not mentionedWhether

Building Plan is

for the

proposed

institution/

course or also

for some other

TE|/course

Ground floor 409 SqmtrsPlot area/land

alea

Sq. mtrsArea

1806.65 Sq .mtrs

838.00 Sq. mtrs

409 mtrs

1. Ground

Floor

3. Ground

First

floor

2.

Floor

2644.65Total

Total built-uP

alea

sy. no. ?9512, 295134'

295/38

sy, no, 295/2, 295/3A, 295/38

sy. No. 29411, 29412, 29414'

2

J

294t5

SuNsy No/ Plot

No/ Khasara

No.

Not mentionedBuilt up area for

the proposed

and existing

teacher

education

courses

05.07.2017Date of

approval

Executive Engineer

Technical Education Division

PWD,Name and

designation of

approving

authoritY

Blue
print

not
given.

149

\

(S. Sathyam)

chairman

C*-



A copy of Building ComPletion

Certificate

Notarized

coPv of tho

Bulldinq
comoletion

Certificate

9!!rni!gd-l!g!
submitted

Education, KatPadi, Vellore

ofGovernment CollegeName and

address of

Society/Trusvln

stitution

29415, 295t2, 295/3A, 295/38,

29811 & 29812, Kalinjur, Vellore

Corporation.

294t2.29414,Sy. No. 294l 1,Survey/PloV

Khasara Nos-

and location

4400.84 Sq.ftBuilt uP area for

the proposed

course and/or

for existing

course

RCCType of Roofing

M.Ed CoursePurpose for

which building

is being

used/proPosed

to be used

08.07.2017Date of issue

Technical Education

TPGIT CamPus, Vellore

Executive Engnleering PWD,

Division,

and

of
Name

designation

approving

authority

Building

Completion

certificate

issued bY

Executive

Engineer

(PWD)

BP&
BCC

do not

show
the sy.
Nos

2

LUC not submittedRegarding the

survey no. in LUC

and EC, we want to

inform you that the

survey nos have

been mentioned

wrongly. So we

have applied for

LUC bY submitting

the Government

order to Thalsildhar

office. Accordingly

to the Government

Sy.

Nos. in
LUC &
EC do

not
tally
with
Sy.

Nos. in
the title
deed at

\
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deed, the survery

nos. mentioned in

the document

(Which is te.med

as 'purambokku')

that has been

highlighted in page

no.3&4belongto
the B.Ed College.

all.

Remarks:

Details of earmarked/plinth area not mentioned in the 3 photocopies

of Building Plans.

Land Use Certificate not submitted'

The Committee considered the Show Cause Notice reply

decided as under:-

1. NOC is given.

2. NAAC certificate given.

3. BP & BCC are approved, Built-up area is adequate.

4. FDRs are not required,

5. More than 10 years of B.Ed. experience is there.

6, Collect the corrected LUC for record.

7 , Issue LOI for M.Ed'(l unit)

and has

AVM Gollege of Education, Nalgonda
Road, Nalgonda District-50821 1, Telan

the Southern Regional Committee of

Secondary (B.Ed) course of one year d

(Hundred) Students.

Revenue Division, Nakrekal, Moosi
gana had submitted an application to

NCTE for grant of recognition for

uration with an annual intake of 100

The institution was granted recognition on 24.12.2003 with an intake of 100

students and with a condition that the institution shall shift to its own

premises/building within three years from the date of recognition (in case the

course is started in rented premises).

APS00278

B.Ed

[1 unit)

D.El.Ed.

(2 unitsJ

AVM College of

20.
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h d nf a on perta n ns to h affi a d

Re trar Sm an a U n rS ty furn S e orm
g

ituti offe ng the cou n

T ch Ed ucation C nt e nst onS
ea er

d tte t dt 4
th Mav 200o

enUtem polary ased bu d ngS
own pe rm n

The SRC in its 176th Meeting held on 27th-28th May' 2009 considered the matter

,nJ JeciOeO to issue show cause notice'

As per the decision of SRC, show cause notice was issued to the institution on

02.07.2009.

The SRC in its 178th Meeting held on 13'h-14'h July'.2009 the Committee

observed from record "t 
tn"' i"tiit't'"n that the institution was accorded

recognition in the rented p'"*["t 
''na-in"y 

nao not yet shifted to the permanent

oremises/buitding tn vrew 
"r 

;;;:.;iiti.st 
"oit"g"t 

to permanent building' the

bommittee decided to i"u" tio*'t"'s-e notice 
-under 

section 17 of NCTE Act

and obtain shifting fees 
"d "il;l;;;;;nii 

ior ca'sins inspection for shifting

Accordingly' show cause notice was issu€d to the institution on 02 09 2009'

i"piv i.-ti 
" 

show cause notice not received'

On 31.12.2014 letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding

notification of new Regulatiolt iOi+i""rinO co11e11.o-n their willingness for

iffiiifi;iil;;ri;;'r";: and standards berore 31 10 2015'

On 10.02.2015, the institution submitted the affidavit for offering B Ed course

with an intake of 100 students'

The SRC in its 276th meeting held on 7tn-9'h January' 2015 decided to issue

provisional recognition or.o""oto iiJ e-xisiing institutioni and the committee also

decided to maintarn ' 
;;"k 

- 
list 

- 
of" such cases for verification in

6-"iouolNou".ber and for causing inspectlon

Accordingly, a revised recognition order was issued 
^to 

the institution on

12.o5.2o15with an annual '"i';k;i 
tio--uatic units of 50 students each with a

condition that the institution f'"t not shifted to its own premises as stipulated in

it.' i"i.r r' AL""g nition order daled 24 1 2 2003'

A written representation was received from the institution on 30 07 2015 along

*itn i"Lu"ni oocuments and stating as follows:

"t am repty to the order No' FSRO/NCTE/APSOO278/B'Ed/201+2015/64376

datedl2.0S.20lSlamherewithcomplyingtheconditio,nstofulfillhenorms
for shifting the premises i'' i"io'i"i""-*ith ctause (l) & (ll) the following

are the documents.

Education,

Nalgonda,

Telangana
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1. Land & Building documents.

2. Encumbrance Cedificate.

3. Land use certificate.

4. Building plan.

5. Approved staff list.

I further state that we have submitting the DD of Rs' 40'000/' dated

03.1O.2OOg drawn on SBH, Nakrekal branch as prescribed inspection fee'

The institution has submitted a letter on 30. 10.20'15 and 31.10.2015 regarding

approval for one unit for B.Ed from 2015-2016.

The SRC in its 315th meeting held on 17ih - 18th June 2016' considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. Title deed is in order'

2. lnspection fee has not been paid at all. They claim to have paid

< 40,OOO/-. Ask them to produce our receipt since there is no

evidence in our file of such a payment. ln any case, they have to

pay t 1,10,000/- more'

3. Of the documents given, LUC and EC are in order'

4. BP is not approved by competent authority' BCC' original FDRs

and latest Faculty List are not given'

5. Collect the fee and cause inspection for shifting B'Ed (2 units)'

6. Ask VT to collect all relevant documents.

As per the decision of SRC, inspection intimation was sent to the institution and

VT members on 12.07.2016. The lnspection of the institution was conducted on

13.08.2016 and VT report along with Original D.D. of Rs 1,10,000/- bearing no'

905295, documents and CD received on 1 8 08.2016.

The SRC in its 323rd meeting held on 16rh - 1 8th November, 201 6 considered

the matter and decided as under;

Title is there.

LUC is in order.

EC is there.

BP is in order.

BCC is in order.

Buillup-area is adequate only for one unit of B.Ed They want

only one unit.

Original FDRs not given.

I

2

J

4

5

b

7
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RemarksWritten representationDeficiencie

s pointed

out by

sRc

AmountDateSI,

No

FOR No

Rs.

5,00,000/
292443 04.12.2012

Rs.

3,00,000/

The institution
submitted

original FDRs of
Rs. 5 lakhs and

Rs. 3 lakhs in
Joint A/c for the

period of 5 years.

16 07 20092 048432

5

It is submitted that the Xerox

copies of the FDRs was

submitted to the visiting team

members at the time of

inspection. As Per Your

instructions I am herewith

submitting the following said

original FDRs for your kind

consideration.

Original
FDRs not
given

The institution

submitted 'l + 9

photocopy of

faculty list which

is not approved

by the affiliating

body. They have

enclosed letter on

It is submitted that at the time of

inspection the faculty list was

submitted to the visiting team

members. Now as Per Your

directions again we are

submitting the faculty list in your

prescribed format.

Faculty list
not given

2

8. Faculty list not given.

9. lssue SCN accordinglY'

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent to the

institution on 05. 1 2.201 6.

lnstitution submitted its reply along with relevant documents on 21.12.2016 and

stating as under;
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approval

teaching

received

Mahatma

UniversitY.

of
staff
from

Gandhi

NOTE:

The SRc in its 342nd meeting held on osth & o6s July' 2017 accept the

reouest of the institution roi i'ne Uasic unit instead of two basic units and

;;;iJ;d io reduce the intake from 2 units to I unit'

ail.ta,"srv, 
"s 

per decision of SRC one unit order is being sent'

The Committee considered the above matter and has decided as

under:-

1. This is a RPRO case for shifting'

2. They have a D.El,Ed.(1 unit) case'

3. Instead of shifting, they bought the same leased land' Therefore'

there is no need now to shift'

4. Built-up is 4000+ sq.mts. as against 3 500 sq'mts' required'

5. The request for reduction of units from 2 to 1 is accepted subiect

to the following conditions:

(i) The reduction will be w'e'f' 2O]-7'1-:A' The students admitted into the 2

units in 2Ol6'L7 will however be entitled to continue with and complete

their znd year course in 2017-18.

(ii) Admissions in 2017-18 will be limited to one unit of 50' The affiliating

Universities will please ensure that this is strictly observed'

(iii) Notwithstanding the restriction of admission in the first year course to

50, there will be no reduction in the faculty strength of 1+15' as

rescribed in the 2014 Regulations because ofthe continuing workload
p

15s
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in the 2nd year course. The affiliating Universities will please ensure that

this is strictly observed.

(iv) The faculty strength can be reduced to 1+9 we'f' 20la-19'

6,Thisarrangementwilcomeintoforcewithimmediateeffectbecauseof

the urgency of admissions relating to proximity of counseling' But' it will

be subiect to subsequent production of the underlisted documents by

the institutions concerned.

(i) Resolution of the sponsoring society.

(ii) NOC ofthe Affiliating University'

(iii) No Dues Certificate relating to the Teaching faculty'

(iv) No Dues Certificate relating to the non-Teaching Faculty'

6.1 Faculw list of 1+9 for B.Ed. is given. It is not approved by the

affi liating UniversitY'

6.2 Since their intake strength is reduced from 2 to l and since from

201^5-76, they have been admitting onty 50 students, a Faculty

strength of 1+9 from 2Ol7'7A is acceptable'

6.3

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

7.r

(i)

(ii)

(i) Principal does not have Ph'D,

No Faculty is there in the Perspective Group.

tn the Pedagogy Group, there is no Asst. Prof. for Maths'

In the Pedagogy Group there is an Asst. Prof.(Comm') who is not

qualified since Commerce is not a recognized school subiect'

Facultv list for D.El.Ed'

They have only 1+7 Faculty as against requirement of 1+8'

In the Pedagogy Group there is no Lecturer for Social

Science,
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M.Ed.

(iv) Latest approved Faculty tist should be obtained'

8. Issue SCN accordinglY.

(iii)
-ugu) does not havein the PedagogY GrouP the Lecturer(T

of Ed ti n Kanm naga f Revenue D tv S on #2-8 -237
c rescent co ese uca o

bm tted
Ka ri r D Str ct-50500 ,| Te agana had u an

M uka rrampu ra mnasa
of iti

h So h Res ona omm itte of fo r o lant recog n on
app cation to e u e n

D #2-8 237
c t c ege of Ka flm naga r Revenue s on

resce n o
f B Ed rse one

K a I D Strict-50500 1 Te angana or cou
M uka rIam pu fa anmnas

vea I from the acad m c SS on 2002 2003

The recognition was granted to the institution on 27-'05'2003 with an annual

i"t"r." i6d tirl"nts fr6m tne-ataiemic session 2002-2003 with a condition that

the institution shall shift to it. o*n pt".ises within three years from the date of

i""og"ition (in case the course is started in rented premises)'

The SRC in its 178th meeting held on 13'h-14th July' 2009 considered the list of

institutions were accorded ..J"ognition in the rented premises and they had not

,"i.nifi"a to the permanent b;ilding and it has.decided to issue show cause

l"ii"""'r"0"I. section fZ oi NftiE" n.t and obtain shifting fees and other

documents for causing inspection for shifting'

Accordingly, a letter was issued to the institution on O1 09 2009 The institution

has submitted its written t"ir."t"ntition along with DD of Rs 40 0001 bearing

no.318575 dated 17.09.2009 on 01 10 2009'

lnspection intimation was sent to institution on 25 01-2011 Accordingly' shifting

il;;;;ii;; oi tne institution *"t-tit'i"o out on 12 02 2011 As per VT remarks

inJrrnrg"."nt is also running D Ed course in the same building

The SRC in its 206rh meeting held on Ogth -1 Orh June' 2010 considered the VT

reoort. VCD and all the 
'"t"rirni 

Jo"r."ntary 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

"q..t., 
whicir is grossly inadequ?t9 lor.Lunlilg 

all the two courses;

as per the ucre noi#s' the iotal built-up area requirement is a

minimum of 3000 sq.meters'

. VCD is not available.

. The land is on private lease deed in individual name' which is not in

"""oiUrn"" 
*iit HCie regulations' As on date' the institution has

not shifted to own land.
the mana ement in the

Details of the othe f ro rammes run b

Crescent College

of Education,

Karimnagar,

Telangana

AP500272

B.Ed

2 tjnits

APS02905

D.EI.Ed

l Unit

1-57
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a

same buildin
Bye-Laws of
Approved bu

The institute

g be submitted.
itre Society are to be submitted by the management'

ilding plan from Govt' authority is to be submitted'

has not submitted the Land usage certificate from a

competent Govt. approved authority'

.Non.Encumbrancecertificatefromthecompetentauthorityisnot
submitted.

. The Khasara No.2'8-323 as indicated in land documents is not

maiching with the Building Completion- .Certificate' 
affidavit and

building-plan. Building plan is for Sy'No' 2-8-275 and also not

approved by the competent authority'

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

Oi .5t .ZOll. The institution has submitted its written representation on

oe.oa.ior r and .12.09.201 1 and requested to provide a copy of the vTR to

enable to reply to the show cause notice

The SRC in its 211th meeting held on 21"r-23'd September, 201 1 considered the

,"qr".t ot the institution and it nas decided to send the VT reports to the

i;Jtit;ti; foi providing explanation for the show cause notice and directed the

,rn"g"r"nt' to ref,ly within 30 days notice along with necessary

lertii-iJ"tesloocrments in order to take a final decision in the matter; failing which

""ton 
*iir be taken including the withdrawal of recognition, based on the records

available, with no further notice.

Accordingly, a letter was sent to the institution on 14 11'2011 The institution has

not replied letter dated 14,11 .2011.

Further there is no action taken in this file'

The institution has submitted its willingness affidavit on 06.02.2015 as per

i"grr;i;". 2or+. Accordingly, revisedlecognition o.rder was issued to the

iniiitrtion on i 1.05.2015 
-wiih a condition that the institution has not

"t 
iti"J t" its own premises as stipulated in its Formal Recognition order

dated 27.05.2003.

An e-mail dated 17.08.2015 was received from Satavahana University'

karimnagar, Telangana on 17.08.2015 (hardcopy received on 20 08 2015)

i"g;iJi.g 
-"t"rifLati5n 

for extending affitiaiion for the academic year 201 5-'1 6

;i;;g;ifh 
" 

iop, ot tetter issued ttinstitution. The tetter stated as follows:

enclos n9' the letfers to the respec tive col eges

the observa tion comm ittee s m entioned. ln th,s regard

are reques ted to go through the observations made bv theyou
k futth f

comm ittee and suggest US clarificalion to ta e er course o

t with re ard extens on ot affi iation to the above m entioned
ac on
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6 B Ed colleges s nce as( d,ate to furn ish the,r 'ist of colleges to the

Ed. cTE ,s A sust 5convener u

Accordingly, a letter was sent to Satavahana University on 18 08 2015'

The institution has submitted its written representalion regarding permitting

;;d;;i-;;.isei on oz.oe2ois tor ootr B Ed and D Ed as per application of

;i;;ii;; ;i rit"-i."t alons with DD of Rs 1,5o o00/- and relevant documents

On 08.02.2016 a letter is rece ived from the Director of School Education

of Telangana Hyderabad vide letter
Government ated 06.02.2016. Regarding the
No. Rc. No.99/A./TE/TSCERT/201 4 d

observations of the Affiliation committee in resPect of Private D.El.Ed / B.Ed

colleges in the State of Telangana and decided to foMard the following list of 76

colleg es including Crescent College of Education, Karimnagar Revenue

Division, #2-8'237, Mukarrampura, Karimnagar District-505001, Telangana

to SRC, NCTE for taking further necessary action under section 17 of the Act.

placed before SRC in its 302 eeting held on 09 -1 1th
The matter was

Director School Education
February, 2016 constdered the letter from the

Department, Telangana State and decided lhal "What with the 3 March16

time-limit Pressure on us, i( is not possrble to go into these complaints at

'rocess and Put uP after March 16this time. P

ced bef S RC 3no th

A he decrS on of a R th matteI aS pla ore
sa n a p r

d d ct of
M h td on 1 2

th 4
th A 20 1 6 and the com m tte conS n reS

e n

Number of collegesDeficiencies Observed
Sl No

35 (Existing) (Annexure

02 (New) (Annexure 1B)

1A)
Submitted Fake and Fabricated

documents

1

04 (Annexure ll )Functioning in leased premises

even after stiPulated Period

2

16 (Annexure lll)Shifting of College

without the Permission of SRC

NCTE

Premises3

15 (Annexure lV)
Submission of fake NOCs4

04 (Annexure v)Not possessing lan

of the society/lnstitution

d in the nameq
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(76 co eg S) rega rd ns not fu tfi ns he defi c nc S and it hAS decided o SSue

Show cauSE noti fo I he fo owrns c rescent co eoe of
Karimnagar Reveenue
District-50500'1, Telagana

D tv S on M uka rram pu fa Kar mnasa I

. Functioning in leased premises even after the stipulated period'

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the institution on '13 05 2016'

The institluiion has submitted its written representation on 30 05 2016'

The SRC in its 318th meeting held on 08th - 09th August, 20'16 considered the

matter and decided as under:

l. The complaint was that the college continued to function in

leased premises beyond the time given' They have replied to show

that they have been pursuing action to shift' Ultimately now' a VT

has also gone for insPection.
i- upon ieceipt of ihe vT in"pection report, process for further

c
3

d
4

onsideration.
. Apprise the Director (School Education), Telangana of these

evelopments.
. lnfoim the affiliating authority viz', Director (SCERT)'

Accordingly, a letter sent to Satavahana University regarding the decision of

SRC 318th meeting on 15.09.2016.

The inspection of the institution was conducted on 01 .10'20,1 6 and the VT report

atont wm documents and Original CD wa9- received on 06 10 2016 The

institution submitted BCC, BP and EC on 14.10'2016'

The SRC in its 335th meeting held on I 1th - 1 2th April, 201 7, considered the

matter and decided as under:

1.

2.

3.
4. 1

Titte 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

it erouia Hoor fi8bi sg'mts) + First Floor (1801 sq'mts') is

adequate.
w-'has reported second floor is under construction' This is not

clear. Asi the College to explain the correct factual position'

W has reportea thal Ae D.El.Ed. course is not running for want

4.2

5
of
enrolment. Ask
should not be
withdrawn.
Latest ved Facul /isf is red.
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7.

8.

FDRs are requ,red tn origi.nal n jo,nt account, on 5 year validitY

@ 7+5 takhs for each unit of each course'

Ilsue SCIV acco rdingly for shifting permission'

Accordingly, Show cause notice was issued to the institution on 20 04 2017 The

insiiiution- iuUmitted its reply on 24.04.2017 along with documents'

The sRC in its 340th meeting held on 08th - 09th June, 2017, considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. FDRS are required in original, in joint account with R'D' with a 5-

year validity @7+5 lakhs per programme'

2. All documents are in order'

3. Land area and built-up area are adequate'

4. Second Floor construction is complete

5. D.El.Ed. ts now running.

6.lTheFacultylistofD.El.Ed.isnotinoriginal;Onlyaphotocopy
is given.

6.2 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.)
f-"*iiyli"t of B.Ed. is authenticated by the Reg.istrar only in the

tast pige. Other pages are not properly €uthenticated'

2 Asst.-Profs. (at leist one of them in Psychology) are required

in Perspectives,
Asst. Prof. (Phy.Sc') has less than 55% marks'

i 1""t. pioti. llvtrll'are there. one ofthem has to be changed to

Asst. Prof. (Perf. Arts).'l 
e""i. irit". (Maths/Bio.Sc./Scl.sc.) are repeated. in D'El'Ed'

]"". 
-itrit 

i" noi allowed' These are seen as vacancies in B'Ed'

lssue SCN accordinglY.

6.3

6.4

7.1

7.2

7.3
7.4

7.5

I

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC show cause notice was sent on 1 5 06 2017'

Now, the institution submitted its reply along with documents and written

represeniation for change of address in shifting order is stating as under;
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Remarkslnstitution written

representation
st.
No

Deficiency Pointed
out in the notice

ttre institution

submitted original

FDRs of Rs. 7

lakhs (2 nos) and

Rs. 5 lakhs (2 nos)

for both B.Ed and

D.El.Ed courses.

Now we are subm itting

new FDRS.
1 FDRs are required

in original, in ioint
account with R'D.

with a S-Year

validity @7+5
lakhs Per

programme,

institutionTheNow we are subm

original approved

faculty list of D.El.Ed

ittingThe Faculty list of

D.El.Ed. is not in
original; OnlY a

photocopy is

given.

6.'l

Su bmifted.Now we are submitting

the approved facultY

list which is

authenticated all

pages by the Director'

SCERT, Telangana.

Only the last Page

is authenticated

by the Director'

Other pages are

not proPerlY

authenticated.

6.2

Principal (Ahamdulla

Baig M.Sc (Maths),

M.Ed) itself lect. ln

Maths.

Lect. (Maths) is

not there
6.3

As stated bY the

institution.
Kudidi UdaYasri M.Sc

(Zoology) M.Ed is lect.

ln Science Lect. ln

Social Science read as

lect. ln Science. There

is another lect. For

social Studies

"Cheekoti Balaiah"

Lect.(Zoology) is

shown as

Lec.(Scl.Sc.); he

should be shown

as Lect.(Sc.)

6.4

1-62

\

&,"]^^^"

submitted
bhotocoov of 1 +
7 facultv list

aoproved bv

oriqinal seal and

sionature of the

Director. SCERT.



M.A (Public

Administration) M.Ed.

The instit

submitted { + 6

and 9 original

faculty list which

is approved the

the Registrar'

Satavahana

UniversitY.

utionNow we are subm

approved faculty list of

B.Ed authenticated all

pages by the

Registrar.

ittingFaculty list

B.Ed. is

authenticated bY

the Registrar onlY

in the last Page.

Other pages are

not Properly
authenticated.

of7.1

SubmittedAsst. Profs. "DaYa

Pulgam" M.A

(PsychologY) M.Ed is

now ratified as a Asst'

Prof. in PersPectives'

ker2 Asst. Profs. (at

least one of them

in PsychologY) are

required in

Perspectives '

7.2

SubmittedAsst. Prof. "Ran
Kumar C" M.Sc

(Physics) M.Ed is now

ratified as Asst. Prof.

in Physical Science.

jith

(Phy.Sc.) has less

than 55% marks'

Asst. Prof.7.3

SubmittedAsst.Prof. "Satish
Kumar" M.A

(Performing Arts) is

now ratified as a Asst.

Prof. in Performing

Arts.

2 Asst. Pr

(MFA) are there.

One of them has

to be changed to

Asst. Prof. (Perf.

Arts).

ofs.

Submitted

Vacancies in B.Ed are

filled by other faculty

members,

1) "Ravi Bodige"
M.Sc (Maths),

M.Ed
2) "S.Srinivas"

Now 3 Asst. Profs.

M.Sc Zoolo

(Maths/Bio'Sc./Scl.

Sc.) are rePeated

in D.El.Ed. also.

This is not

allowed. These

are seen as

vacancies in B.Ed.

3 Asst. Profs.
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M.Ed

3) "L Praveen
Reddy" M.A
(Public
Administration),
M.Ed

"....1 am herewith submitting that we ap plied for the shifting of our

Coll of Ed atio APS 272 c E enta
resc

college Premises to new
cher nrn n LE APSO2

address on 07.09.2015 Your inward number 4slaga' at that lime our new

premises was in Kafimnaoar District. After the bifurcation and amendment

ofnew districts bY the Govt. of Telan gana now our new Premises berongs

to Pedda palli D ct,

Hence, I kindly request You to consider this matter and change the

address."
ThecommitteeconsideredtheShowCauseNoticereplyandhas

decided as under:-

1. Faculw list of B.Ed.

(i) PrinciPal has no Ph.D'

2. FacultylistofD.El.Ed.

(i) Lect,(Maths) is not there'

(ii) tt will not be correct to show the Principal as a Lecturer in

Maths.

3. FDRs are in order.

4. Permit Shifting'

New Premises - New AddressoldNew Premises
Address

Faran Street, PeddaPallY'

Peddapally Di strict, Telangana State

505172.

H.No.2-8-4tU4, Qudratnagar,H.No.
Qudratnagar,
Faran Street, PeddaPallY'

Karimnagar
Telangana State

505172.

2-8-44/4,

District,

L64
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can be considered only when the 2 deficiencies pointed out above

have been rectified.

6. Review the status and put up in Sept' 2017'

5
der the 2014 Regulations

Issue of a new FR at the new address un

Katti Ra d Reddv Edu GAt on Soc ety N zamabad And h ra P rades h
pa v n e I

CTE fo t
b itt d a on to h 5outhern R s ona omm itte of N r s tan

Su m an app c
d ti 6-2 1 57 t28

of og n it on to Kat pa ly Ra nde f Reddv co ese of E uca on
rec

h I B Ed of one
S bh h N aga f N zamabad 503002 And h ra P fades or cou rse

u as
k f 1 00

d from the aCad m c S S on 2004-05 h an ann ua n a e o
vear u ra on

2? 03 200 5 with a
Stud nts Th recog n ition waS s ranted o he nS itut on on

d th h utio n Sha h ft to S OWn prem lseS lbu d no h n th ree
con on a e n

rt d nted
f h date of recog n iti on n caS he cou S S n re

yearS or e

premises).

The institution submitted its willingness affidavit on 02.02.2015 as per

i"grt"tion. 2014. Accordingiy, revis6a recognition order was issued to the

i"Jtitrti"" on 1 1 .05.2015 witf, a condition that the institution has not shifted to its

;;;;;;,";". ai stipulated in its formal recognition order dated 23 03 2005'

The institution has not submitted reply till date'

NCTE Hqrs has forwarded a written representation submitted by the institution

reoardino requesting tor time was ionsidered by SRC in its 292nd meeting held

lrizbil a" goti S"pte-mber, 201 5 and the Committee decided as under:

I Oct.15 is the last date commonly for all institutions to file

documents. We cannot go beyond that exception for any particular

institution.

2. lnform them accordingly and put up again in early Nov 15'

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

12.11.2015.

The sRC in its 294th meeting held on 14th - 16th November, 2015 considered the

ri.t- J 
"oii"g"t 

not submiited documents for shifting 
- 
rn compliance to 

. 
the

.o"oiii"n-rrii uown in revised recognition order for 2015-2016 and it has decided

to issue show cause notice for the following deficiency:

The institution has not submifted documents for shifting AS

the regulation
mentioned in the revised recognition order as Per

20'14.

Katipally

Ravinder ReddY

College of

Education,

Nizamabad,

Telangana.

APS02678

B.Ed

l unit

165

\

(S. Sathyam

Chairman

O"^1



Show cause notice was not sent to the institution.

The SRC in its 328th meeting held on 31"rJanuary, 2017 considered the matter

and decided as under:

l. This is a shifting case.

2. We had issued SCN for documents for shifting'

5. fn"t" is nothing on file to show whether the ScN was

issued/served.
4. lssue SGN again.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRC, show cause notice was issued to the

institution on 09.O2.2017

Now, the institution submitted its written representation on l 3 03 20l T and

stating as follows;

".....the management received your office lelter dt.09-02'2017 as referred

aoove in refeince and submitling the following reply'

The management did not receive any type of n.otice.till 16'02'2017 except

ih,e abovi referred notice which wis received on 17'02'2017 in evening

time.

The concern Engineer who is looking after our file for propgsg!

"'ii"truiion 
of iuitding for B.Ed course is not available now and his

;;;;;;;;; ixpected iv the end of Mav, 2017 hence we are unabte to
'siintit att the details now along with explanation/reply' Unde.r these

circumstances, we are requesting-you sir, to extend the time to submit our

;;;i;;;tt.;;;;ty b the ahove ieierred show cause notice dt 0e'02'2017'

fr[ iniettaxe' to submit the detailed repty by the end of May 2017 or in

iune 2011 as circumstances are beyond our contro.l' .lt is first time we are

requesting you sit to extend the time timit to submit the explanation to the

above referred notice dt 09,02.2017.

n"rii.i", once again the Management is requesting your authority' 
-to

iii"ii tnL fime fi;ft to submit ex-ptanation with att detaits by the May 2017

iiin iuj," 2O1T as the circumstances are beyond our control, otherwise we

iiii ii"iiii irnparabte loss and injury. Your authority got ample powers

l;'";i;;i the time limit also, to sibmit the rePtv to the said show cause

notice dt 09.02.2017 as we 
'are 

seeking the time fol first' to submit the
'iriiiniiioi 

to, the said show cause notice and do the needful in the

matler,"

The Committee considered the above matter and has decided as

under:-
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1

,

It is alreadY August 2017.They wanted time till June t7.

APS 094121 .Ed

Rajavaram Educational Society, Maha'bubnagar District' Andhra Pradesh

.r6.itt"J an application to the Southern Regional Committee of NCTE for grant

"i 
*."g"iii". 

'to 
Sri Vasavi Raja Prathap co-llege.. of Elementary School

iar""ii"", ff.f.lo. 1-10-85/3/C, 
-S.S. 

Gutta, Christian. Palty' New Town'

fvrllr"urU""g", Distirct-509001, Andhra Pradesh for offering D'Ed cou-rse- oJ

t*" t;"i durztion. The recognition was granted to the institution on 05.11.2008

with an annual intake of 50 students.

The institution submitted its written representation along with DD of

nt:,SOOOOI- bearing no.152866 dated 23'05 2015 (taken into account) on

bi.OO.ZOf S and releiant documents regarding application form for shifting of

premises for D.Ed College on 01 06.2015

As per the decision of SRC, a letter along with replies of the institutions are sent

io ti" Oir""tor, SCERT on 02.11.2115.1he Government of Telangana Sc-hool

iOutrt6" Department submitted its written representation daled 21 11 2015

received by SRC on 27 .11 .2015.

The SRC in its 295th meeting held on 28lh -30,h November &,1"lDecember,2015

"on"iO"oO 
the letter da6d11 .11 .2015 from Government of Telangana School

Education Department and it has decided as under:

1. SCERT has clarified the revised cedificates as genuine for 18 TEI's

crose the complaint case relating to these 18 TEI's

2. For the 4 rEls; that have not caled to produce any revised genuine

certifi c ate, with draw rec ogn iti o n w' e'f 201 5'1 6'

Before issuance of withdrawal order, the institution submitted its written

representation on 10.12.2O15 along with documents

ThematterwasplacedbeforeSRCinits2g6thmeetingheldon'lsthto16th
December, 2015 and decided as under;

. Ask SCERT to resPond

Accordingly letter was sent to the SCERT on 29 01 2016'

Now, the institution has submitted written representation on 27 05 2016 and stat

follows;

with reference to the above cited subiect to SRC meeting, held

1 5th to 1 6k Dec 201 5 ask scERT to to subm t the detailed
on

Sri Vasavi Raia

Prathap College

of Education,

Mahabubnagar,

Telangana

APS07139

B.Ed

2 Units

APSOg4lZ

D.Ed

l Unit

1-67

I

Put up in the next meeting on 17 August, 2017'
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repod.

Therefore, the SCERI fS has sent mail & hard copy and also submitting

the copy."

The SRC in its 315th meeting held on 17th & 18th June' 2016 considered the

matter and decided as under;

o In this case, a decis on was taken to wlthd faw recos n ition because

ot a com p a nt rece ed from the ScERT about lake F re Safety

ce rtificate The ScERT has now acce pted the replv s rven by the

e and c osed the com p a nt-case n the eve nt the dec S on
co eg

he ti
take n ea r eI to ithd raw recogn t on S re ewed and t recogn on

tored conseq uentlv th s caSe s c ea red fo( cons de fat on
S res

ated of B Ed
towa rdS cauS ng Sh fting nSpection S nce the re caSE

(2 its bv the SAme manaseme nt has been sepa rately c ea red
u n ru n

d byfor a similar inspecti
composite insPection.

on both the cou rses can be covere a

12 07.2016.

APS07139/B.Ed
iithr==ffi-aucational Society, Mahabub-nagar .District' 

Telangana

rr6rm"J an application to the Stic of NCTE for grant of recognition to Sri

ir;#-i"J; ir"ttt"p college of Education, 
-HNo' -1'10-85/8/F' 

opp Taj

irn"tion Hall, New'Town, 
-Mahabubnagar-S0900i, A-ndhra Pradesh' The

i"*g;ition to the institution was granted vide order dated 22'06'2007 '

on 31.12.2014, letters were issued to all existing institutions regarding

notifiiation of new Regulations, 2014 seeking consent-on their willingness for

iuttitting tne revised noims and standards before 31 10 2015'

The institution submitted the affidavit for offering B Ed course with an intake of

1OO students on 19.03,2015.

il;-s6; it, zio,i meeting hetd on 7th-grn January, 2015 decided to issue

pituison1l ,""ognition orders'to the existing institutions and the committee also

decided to maintain a check list oi such cases for verification in

October/November and for causing inspection'

Accordingly, a revised order was issued to the institution on 06 05 2015 (two

,"iirj *iii'J condition that the institution has not maintained/revatidated FDRS.

The institution submitted its written representation on 01.06.2015 along with the

t"e ot ns. 1 ,5O,OOO/- DD No. '152865 dt 23'05 2015 and some relevant

documents and stated as follows:

..t submit few line for ur kind consideration that Sri Vasavi Ra a
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Prath c ge of Educ ation shifting for oId prem ses to Ne
ap o e

To s
,s e from Newton shashabgutta, Mahabubnagar n vprem es

I B ly sI ar,
N 130/B 131/4, Piilamafl Road, Doddalon pa v, oyapa

o
rd d

M h b b r MandaI & Distric t, In th,s resa as per ru es an
a a u na9'a bm itti

lations 2014 stipulated bv NcTE We are herewith 5u ng
resu

do enfs
Itcation for shifting of prem ses ith all necessary cum

app
N 0 1 52I65 da ted

subm itting and paid Rs 1 50, 000 through DD o

23.05.201 5 ViiaYa Bank'

B.Ed colleges build uP

new norms sufficient P
shift our premises."

Mahabubnasar as per NcTE 2014 norms for

area ,ncreas ed 500 Sq mts for B Ed colle9e

rem Ises. so please grant me perm,ss,on to

The SRC in its 315th Meeting held on 171h and 18th June 2016' considered the

matter and decided as under:

1. Title deed and EC are in order'

2. lnspection fee has been paid in full' 
..

3. BP is not approved by competent authority'

4. BCC, LUC, original FDRs'and, latest Faculty List are not

given.

5. Cause Gomposite inspection for shifting B'Ed (2 units) and

D.El.Ed (1 unit).
6. Ask VT to colLct all relevant documents and check built-up

area in Particular.
As per the decision of bRC, letter for inspection was- sent^on 12 07 20'16 and the

;;;Fil" of the institution was conducted on 26.09.2016. VT report along with

documents and CD received on 30 09 2016'

TheSRCinits322ndmeetingheldon20'n&21.toctober'20l6consideredthe
G-6;n anJ oecioeo to issu-e show cause notice for the following grounds:

t. Original FDRs not given'

2. FacultY list not given'

i.coi"a"t""tive]obtainafreshcDshowingdetailsofthe
interior and the nature of flooring done'

4. lssue SCN accordinglY'

As per decision of SRC' show cause notice was sent on 16 1'1 2016

The institution submitted show cause notice reply along with relevant documents

on 13.12.2016.

The SRC in its 336rh SRC meeting held on 19th & 2oth April' 2017 The

Committee considered the matter and decided as under:

1

2

3

This
This
Com

caSe D E Ed and B Ed

case nvolveS sh ift ng at the request of the app ca nt.

te ns ct on aS cond ucted the VTos
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Vasavi Raja Prathap College of Elementary School

Education, H.No. '1-10-85/8/F, Opp Taj Function Hall,

New Town, Mahabubnagar - 50900, Telangana

llege of Education and SriSri Vasavi Raja Parham CoName and

address of the

institution

(as per initial

application)

Society, MahabubnagarRajavaram Educationa

District, Telangana
Name

address

Society

and

of the

26.09.2016Date

lnspection

shifting

of

for

Elementary School Education, Sy.No. 130/B' 131/A

Pillamarri Road, Dodalonipally (V), H/o Boyapally,

Mahabubnagar (M & Dist), 5-139, Pillamarri Road,

Dodalonipallu (V), H/o Boyapally, Mahabubnagar (M

& Dist).

Srr Vasavi Raja PrathaP College of Education andAddress of the

institution as Per

VT Report (New

Location)

Details of courses as Per the VT Report

sl.

No

Name of the Course

nSpect on Report fo f B Ed & D E Ed

1 F acu ty Shou d be the atest approve d Facu ty st.

4 2 The U s reported to have they approve the

st after a a rd of recog bv we m ust
c a f ty that s a case 'fresh recos n ition th S s

on v a case of sh ifti ns U n e rs ty m av the

Facu ty ISt thout ns Sti ns on a freSh recog n tion orde f

5 F D RS a re req u red n oft (, na n accou nt, th 5 yea r

validity, @ 7+5 lakhs for each unit of each course'

6. Process accordinglY.

Accordingly, as per decision of SRc letter was Sent to the institution and

University on 26.04.2017 .

As per SRC decision VT report was processed as under;
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