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~I~~ ~Iqq; fm~ qRl!fG t~ National Council for Teacher Educat.ion 

('l1RCf xHCf)I'< cpr ""CfCf)" ~m~)~~~ ~ (A Statutory Body of the Govemment ofIndta) 

NCTE 
By E-mail/ Hand / Speed Post/Fax 

F. No. l\"CTE-LegI067/32/2021-Legal Section-HQ 

To. 
1. The Regional Director, 2. The Regional Director, 

Eastern Regional Committee, Western Regional Committee, 
NeTE Building, Plot G-7, Sector-lO, NCTE Building, Plot G-7, Sector -10, 
Dwarka, New Delhi -110075 Dwarka, New Delhi - 110075 

3. The Regional Director, 	 4. The Regional Director, 
Northern Regional Committee, Southern Regional Committee, 
NCTE Building, Plot G-7, Sector - 10, NCTE Building, Plot G-7, Sector-tO, 
Dwarka, New Delhi -110075 Dwarka, New Delhi - 110075 

Subject: 	 Forwarding the Judgment passed by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi in LPA 376 
of 2021 in the matter of NCTE & Anr. Vs Savita Devi MahavidyaJaya and Anr., 
regarding interpration of provision 2 of Section 17 of NCTE Act, 1993. 

SirlMadam, 

Please find enclosed herewith the copy of judgment dated 22.11.2022 passed by the Hon'ble 
High Court of Delhi in LPA 376 of2021 in the matter of NCTE & Anr. Vs Savita Devi Mahavidyalaya 
and Am., wherein the Hon 'ble High Court of Delhi has interpreted provision 2 of Section, 17 of NCTE 
Act, 1993 and gives its finding I observation as to when the withdrawal order will came into effect. The 
para 17 & 20 of the Judgment are as under: 

17. This Court has carefully gone through the qforesaid statutory provisions and is of the 
considered opinion that the interpretation put forth by the Respondenllnstitution is erroneous. A 
complete reading of Section 17 makes it velY clear that the second proviso to Section 17(1) of 
the NCTE Act is a safeguard provided in respect ofstudents already admitted in the college and 
by no stretch of imagination can it be construed to intend for fresh students to be admitted in a 
college which has been de-recognised by the NCT£. If such an interpretation is accepted, it will 
amount to granting premium to such de~recognised colleges and by no stretch of imagination a 
college which is de-recognised can be permitted to admit the students for the next academic 
year. In fact, the students which are already studying in the college are being permitted on 
account ofSection 17, to continue their studies. 

20. The aforesaid order makes it veryl clear that the order dated 04.02.2013 passed by the NCTE 
therein, withdrawing the recognition of the instil ute was upheld. 1t was also held that the 
institution will not be entitled to admit the students in the academic session 2013. The order 
passed by the Hon 'ble Supreme Court makes it very clear that Section 17 only provides a 
safeguard to the students studying in the college and 110 fresh lease oflife to admit the students 
can be granted as argued before the learned Single .Judge. 
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2. You are requested to go through the Judgment and take necessary action and to defend the similar 
matters before various courts. 

Encl: as above. 
Copy to-: 

1,) IT Section for uploading the order on the website. 
2.) Section Officer to the Hon'ble Chairperson, NCTE, New Delhi. 
3.) Section Officer to.the Hon'ble Member Secretary, NCTE, New Delhi. 
4.) All Legal Consultants, NCTE & its Regional Committees - with request to forward the same to 

all concerned Legal Counsels of Headquarters and Regional Committees . 

.. , 

: i 
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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

Judgment reserved on: 11.11.2022 

0/0 Judgment delivered on: 22.11.2022 

+ LPA 376/2021 & CM APPLs. 3604412021 & 3604612021 

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCA TtON AND ANR 

Through: 

..... Appellants 

Mr. Jai Sahai Endlaw, Mr. Subhoday 
Banerjee, Mr. Ashish Kumar, 
Advocates 

versus 
. {. 

SA VITA DEVI MARAVIDYALA-XA, AND ANR ..... Respondents 

Through:,',' ,Mr., Sanjay Sharawat, Mr. Divyank 
Rana~ '; Mr. Akash Sahraya and 

:"Mt;)..shok Kumar, Advocates .. " ~ ~', 

CORAM::~.;" ;.;'7.' 
HON'BLE THE CHIEF lIJ:$T1ClI·;i 
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SUBRAMONIUM PRA;SAD 

'" ..r._.·.·-,o 1---­

JUDGMENT 

SATISH CHANDRA SHARMA, C.J. 

1. The Present Letters Patent Appeal (LP A) arises out of an order dated 

22.09.2021, passed by the learned Single Judge in W.P.(C.) ~o. 10708/2021 

("impugned order"). 
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2. The facts of the case reveal that the Respondent Institute, i.e. Savita 

Devi Mahavidyalaya had filed a writ petition before the learned Single 

Judge being aggrieved by a decision of the Appellant dated 07.12.2020. 

Vide this decision, the Northern Regional Committee (NRC), National 

Council for Teacher Education (NCTE) had taken a decision regarding 

withdrawal of recognition in respect of B.Ed courses offered by the 

Respondent College. By way of the Writ Petition filed, it was prayed that 

the decision for withdrawal of recognition against the Respondent Institute 

should be made applicable only w.e.f. the end of the academic year 2021-22, 
• ~. '7.. " 

and the institution be permitted. to :admit "stu'dents in spite of there being a 
.... ,!' 0""'-11,-. ~ ..... , 
, j" 1· r";""""'" 1 " ... II 

decision for withdrawal of recognitiCin. 'r!' "~:"') ,~: 
I" "'''', 

..... j if -""'. ~~ t ,:.... 
'" <I t ".,"\ ~_... (f. " . 

3. The undisputed facts of'th¥'~as~}~~elAl :that the NRC o~ 16.09.2004 

had granted recognition to the}R~~p~:m4ent' for conducting B.Ed. courses 

with an annual intake of 1 00 ,':~t~deAi~,: Iknd thereafter, the affiliating 

university had granted affi1iatf*~;·t~f£ih~ ~i~s1~~dent College in December, 
. . ~ ~rl ~'..\. ........ I" 1" •
t" ~ .........\' J.J~ ll~\~ fi'~ ...... ) 


2007 for conducting B.Ed: ·~Ci:)Urs~s~I~¥ige\·ia", decision of the NRC in 
·t~ ..... "·;~"'t.\t'S\'tt .. ~ 1 ...,. 

December, 2007 recognition wa-s' Jiso-giiififed for additional intake of 100 

students, meaning thereby,. the total intake of B..I;.d. students in respect oft,.., .. _" I 

the Respondent institute wa~··i~d~e~~~d·20<Ji?Ll.)~;~ 

4. The NRC then issued a revised recognition to the Respondent vide an 

Order dated 20.05.2015 for conducting B.Ed. programmes of a two year 

duration with an annual intake of 200 seats (existing 100 + additional 100= 

200) from the academic session 2015-16. 
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5. On 09.10.2020, the Regional Director NRC issued a show cause 

notice to the Respondent institute keeping in line with Section 17(1) of 

NCTE Act, 1993. A reply to the same was submitted by! the Respondent 

institute on 11.11.2020. 

6. The NRC in its 322nd (Virtual) Meeting held on 07.12.2020 took a 

decision regarding withdrawal of recognition for B.Ed. cqurses offered at 
I 

the Respondent institute. Subsequent to the meeting, an Order was passed by 

the NRC on 03.03.2021 withdrawing the recognition of the Respondent 

institute and the same was communicated to the concerned affiliated 

University. In these circumstances, the- Respondent pre(erred an appeal 
, "; " 

before the Appellate Authority on 18~09.20?1 and thereafter filed W.P.(C.) 
\ .. 

No. 10708/2021 before this Court,prayihgfoi the following reliefs: 
'.,: 

. I~ ,f 

"a) issue a writ of mandamus oi'any other suitable writ or 
order directing the NeTt J to de;cide, the statutory appeal 
submitted by the petitio,rli/ybefoie; t~,e.:Appellate Authority under 
Section 18 of Nationaf Coun:c!l,f6r.:;tP~llcher Education Act, 
1993 at the earliest witliik:a:,fime'bbuntfTftanner; and/or 

• '." " :.',' t"'~ ( ..'. "",'" , , 

b) issue a writ ofmandamus or any other suitable wr~t or order 
or direction staying the operation ofthe decision tak~n by NRC 
in its 322nd (Virtual)' Meeting:beld: oft' O'lth December, 2020; 
and/or " . " ",,' , 

c) issue a writ ofmandamus or any other suitable writ or order 
directing that the decision of withdrawal of recognition shall 
come into force only w.ef the end of the present iacademic 

I 

session 2021-22; and/or 

d) issue a writ ofmandamus or any other suitable writ or order 
or direction to the respondents to display the name o/petitioner 
institution in the listlcategory of recognised institutions for 
conducting B.Ed. course (200 seats) on their website and to 
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! 
inform the affiliating university and· the Department ofHigher 
Education, Government of Uttar Pradesh regarding recognized 
status of petitioner institution enabling inclusion and 
participation in the ongoing counselling & admission process 
for admission in B.Ed. course for the present academic year 
2021-22; and/or 

I 

e) pass any such other orde)s/directions as this Hon 'ble Court 
deems fit and proper in the facts and circumstances ofthe case. 
" 

7. The learned Single Judge has allowed the writ petition by an order 
I 

dated 22.09.2021. The order dated 22.09.2021, passed by the learned Single 
i I .. "";; 

Judge reads as under: ., -~i:'::~,::" ~t . 
. .. ..." _ 'r'" r, .... ./,''''''''"--''''1 

... '.j.;·,,"r''''~f'' .. ..J~J. ~-co.-I I 

.\ .' ttl jf.. J '" "' 
"The proceedings in the mdtter have~be(m conducted :through 
video conferencing. :::-'~; '~:,{..:~ if)) :.~. ; ":. 

',_ ~-'"'\ t ~ ~~,"'\..",,,,,.. • ~I 
i . " t f,.~. {"It. '.... "I : 

CM APPL. 33059/2021 (fOY'exemption) . 
~. l' ~'-;J" \ 

I I - .' t \ 
Exemption allowed, subjf:!c!:' to.~ '~/!~ just exceptions. This 

·· d d' ''J tn /t.J- "lappIIcatlOn stan s ISp0J..~a qJ'~'. .. :~{~.., ,.\':. 

"i,r~~',;;",!:,:··~~l ~ -: ,;:,\:,~.. ~,_.. ~ 


WP'(C) 10708/2021 &J'GM~4fRi: )§:p60!~021 (for stay) 
•.•Jj... "v~, ... , ~ ~\ Sri" 

. ':St.. ~t~:/.. !(::. :.,-:,',,-,~,~r,' 
1. Issue notIce. Mr. Ashlcl!g1~':ftr:.!.J2~,,:!f}arned counsel, accepts 
notice on behalfofthe respondents. The petition is taken up for 
disposal with the con.s,ent oflearned couns?j for the parties. 

2. The petitioner-in;~iittibh':~i r'[&/i~~tJd by the Northern 
Regional Committee ["NRC"} of the National Council for 
Teacher Education ["NCTE'] for establishment of B.Ecj.. 
course on 16.09.2004. On 07.12.2020, the NRC took a decision 
to withdraw the recognition. The operative portion of the 
decision ofthe NRC reads asfollows:­

"Hence, NRC decided to withdraw the recognition 
ofB.Ed. & its Additional Intake and MEd. courses 
under Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993 from the 
end ofthe academic session next following the date 
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of communication of withdrawal order i.e. 2021­
2022. A detailed withdrawal order be issued to the 
institution for respective courses. " 

3. The petitioner has already approached the Appellate 
Committee of the NCTE against the aforesaid decision under 
Section 18 of the NCTE Act, 1993 ["the Act"]' However, the 
grievance with which it has come to this Court is that it is not 
being permitted to participate in the counselling or admit 
students for the session 2021-22. 

4. Ms. Binisa Mohanty, learned counsel for the petitioners, 
points out that under the second proviso to Section 17(1) ofthe 
Act, the order ofwithdrawal would take effect only from the end 
of the academic session, next, following the date of 
communication of the order. ,.' She submits that no formal 
withdrawal order has yet been corh'municated to the petitioner, 
although the affiliating Vniversitx;has been informed of the 
withdrawal order dated OJ03.202h ' 

" 

5. Be that as it may, it is' evident that the decision of the NRC 
was made only at its meeting on 07.12:2020. As such, Mr. Rana 
does not dispute that the.',ordi/r WQuid take effect only from the 
end of the academic ses,siofz~2021~22~: 6; The writ petition is, 
therefore, disposed of J,ith the :e(a/iftcafion that the impugned 
order ofthe NRC will not affeci:the~·in'fiiiement ofthe petitioner 
to participate in counselllng and admit students for the year 
2021-22. The NCTE is directed to refl~ct the status of the 
petitioner as a rec6gnised'znstitution ·on: ,its website and to 
communicate the same to th:i/JetitioiJe; 's affiliating University 
and the concerned State Government, within one week from 
today. 7. The Appellate Committee of the NCTE is also 
requested to dispose of the petitioner's appeal as expeditiously 
as possible and practicable. 

8. The petition alongwith pending application stands disposed 
ofin these terms. " 
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8. The Appellants NCTE and NRC have preferred the present LPA. 

Learned Counsel appearing for the Appellants has vehemently argued before 

this Court that the order passed by the learned Single Judge is bad in law as 

the learned Single Judge, in spite of the fact that the institution does not have 

the concerned recognition, has held that the institution shall be entitled to 

admit the students for the year 2021-22. Further, the Appellant has also been 

directed to reflect the status of the Respondent Institute as a recognised 

institution on its website and to communicate the same to the affiliating 

University and State Government. 
.. • ia ' 

... ~ ., 
9. Learned Counsel appearing:fq{~b~-'Appellants has vehemently argued 

• • "I" ' .• ~ '. f 1 ~:. ~_ 

before this Court that once .the Respondent Institution has been de­.' , .. ,) ,~ . , 

recognised as far back as 07 .12.2920, u~1e~ra~d until this dec'ision itself is 

set aside, the question of grant~n~' p.re~lui~· to an institute which is de­

recognised does not arise and the ;~rdenb~~Jed by the learned Single Judge 
.. " {/ ..." ,i,: \, .. 

,');.. f -"CO-.,. . : .~ ~'" 

to the extent that it has direct~d:·t~~:~'pp:~Jl~!l.ts. to reflect the status of the 
,'I ,.~J " j"" ... , ~"" 

institute as a recognised one 'i§::.bacl)ipj"&\y. :.~h»S: it deserves to be set aside . 
. , ~"H~:~ •• "i.r.'.,tp.."~ f' ...... 

The Appellants have also taken 'a 'gtoimd"ikmis Appeal that the Respondent 

institute before the learned Single Judge made an:-iI)correct statement, stating 
.po ,,' • r<: " J" ;~.' I 

that they did not receive a c~py (ith~"~iti1d~a~~f~rder dated 03.03.2021. It 

was submitted that a copy of the withdrawal order was indeed sent to the 

institute and necessary proof of dispatching the same has been brought on 

record. It has also been argued that the Appellants have taken action against 

the Respondent Institute strictly in accordance with law and the learned 

Single Judge fell in error, in clarifying that the order of withdrawal will be 

effective only from the end of academic year 2021-22, 
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10. It has been vehemently argued before this Court that the Respondent 

Institute cannot be permitted to participate in the counselling process and 

admit the students for the academic year 2021-22, as it would result in 

ambiguity, especially in light of the fact that the college would run for a 

period of at least two years from the date of withdrawal of the recognition 

order, thereby rendering the second proviso to Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 

1993 nugatory: 

, 
11. The Appellants have further raised a ground stating that the intent and 

object of Section 17 is to ensure that. the -~tudents who are already admitted 
" . 

in the college while it had recognition;.ar~ a~leto complete their academic 
\'O. \ 1~ *",. , 

year. By no stretch of imagination d9 (th,e('statutory provisions contained 
~" i ' 

under Section 17 entitle a college to giv:e, fr~sh admissions to students in 
I 

respect of fresh courses in tlie 1absence of recognition. Therefore, the 

reasoning assigned by the le~ed Singl~JJdge is contrary' to the statutory 
"':0" ·"".f .11\., • ,.... ,...:1," 

provisions and the order, is bad\}it~l~Wi:·r;.<.. ~·~: . 
":1 " ~. ,!; >"1 i: ~4 ~ l' .~~ ... 

"~"I' ..\ ; it". ; ,~">\\.' 
"', ~"\"'-l""',". '''It!~ .,' I.),': . 

12. The Appellants have furthet:raised~a"gr9und stating that the impugned 

order is contrary to the statutory provisions governing the field and an 
. '. 

institute which has been ",q,e-recogl}!sed;",saprtpt, be permitted to admit 
.. • _I~' . i 

students. 

13. The learned Counsel appearmg for the Respondent institute has 

vehemently argued before this Court that Second proviso to Section 17 

specifically provides that the order of withdrawing refusing recognition 

passed by the NRC shall come into force only with effect from the end of 

the academic session next following the date of communication of such 
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order and, therefore, the institution'is entitled to admit the students for the 

academic session 2021-22 even I though the institute does not have 

recognition, as the same was cancelled on 07.12.2020. 

14. This Court has heard learned'Counsels for the parties and perused the 
I 

material on record. The undisputed facts of the case make it very clear that 

the institution in question was served with a show cause notice dated 

09.10.2020, issued by the Regional Director, directing the institute to show 

cause as to why recognition granted to it should not be withdrawn, keeping 

in view Section 17 of the NCTE ,'Act,",I 993. The Institution submitted a 
., .:. ." #' ~ ,~ 

reply and the Regional Committe,e ip'~its~mtieiing,~held on 07.12.2020 took a 
. 	 .\' ~'.: '~, ._~. 'f. ,- \..,.- . 

conscious decision for withdrawal, o(recognition. The Institution has 
'.' 	,o" ". ·~-.(i" • 

.... 	 . 't • \..\\ ~ \ ' .. 

submitted a statutory appeal in.lightoftli~·saP-te:and the same is pending. 
: -.~I '. t • 

)' jC.- .:; I \' .­
.'\ It ~-. '~J I 

15. 	 The sole question before' j~~i~~: qo~ttl is whether the institution is 
. . _". b~! It\( ; \ . 

entItled to admIt fresh studentS"·Jn·~respeCf.of~the academIc year 2021-22, 
1.~?\I:;~"~:;.i~:.t; :~~~~ii.~ ~. 

especially in the light of HIe lf~~f ~ma11;;ec()g:nition was withdrawn on 
"'¢ t • .....\~.• 1\11' l. k t. ' 

\..~",r~·~,'\.,~,P.\.:~ .~r'I.":l; /07 122020 'l ........ l.~;:~i~"''''':~'''~'( r'1--r' 
.. . 	 '.-.-.JL~-_..,....!.-::.:. :!:~ ..; 

! 

16. At this juncture, it would be useful to read the statutory provisions 
... ,'" ~It"\ • . ... ,-' I 

governing the field as cont~i~~k:-li~'~'SJhl1oii:Jf~ of the NCTE Act, 1993. 

The same read as under: 

"17. Contravention of provisions of the Act and consequences 
thereof-
ill Where the Regional Committee is, on its own motion or on any 
representation received from any person, satisfied that a recognised 
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 
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i 

permission under sub-section (3) of section 15 was granted, it may 
withdraw recognition ofsuch recognised institution, for reasons to be 
recorded in writing: Provided that no such order against the 
recognised institution shall be passed unless a reasonable opportunity 
ofmaking representation against the proposed order has been given 
to such recognised institution: Provided further that the order 
withdrawing or .refusing recognition passed by the Regional 
Committee shall come into force only with effect from the end of the 
academic session next following the date of communication of such 
order. 
ill A copy of every order passed by the Regional Committee under 
sub-section 0),- . 
(gl shall be communicated to the. recognised institution concerned 
and a copy thereof shall also be forwarded simultaneously to the 
University or the examinii-zg '/J.oqy to' which such institution was 
ajJiliatedfor cancelling ajJilla'tiorl,: Cl11:4,' '1 , 

f.l2l shall be published in the OjJicial:qaiette for general information. 
ill Once the recognition of. a 'recoiizised institution is withdrawn 
under sub-section 0), such institution'shall discontinue the course or 
training in teacher education, ',andJ ~he concerned University or the 
examining body shall cancel .;ajjjliation of the institution in 
accordance with the on{er.p~~se4~und{;?r. sub-section 0), with effect 

~~ t .. ',,'" ~-,...... .~ ..Ii,.\ '........ ... . 


from the end of the academz"C sess:ion ',next following the date of 

communi~ati?n ~fthe sili~ ~~¥f~'~-::.~<::l~~~ .. . . .
ill Ifan mstitution offers any COurse'.or trazmng m teacher educatzon . ' 

after the coming into force of the order withdrawing recognition 
under sub-section (1), or where an insti~1!:tion offering a course or 
training in teacher edycation'~lJ1me;.djately before the appointed day 
fails or neglects to obta"in ~recognition or permission under this Act, 
the qualification in teacher education obtained pursuant to such 
course or training or after undertaking a course or training in such 
institution, shall not be treated as a valid qualification for purposes of 
employment under the Central Government, any State, Government or 
University, or in any school, college or other educational body aided 
by the Central Government or any State Government. j, 

17. This Court has carefully gone through the aforesaid statutory 

provisions and is of the considered opinion that the interpretation put forth 
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, 

by the Respondent Institution is erroneous. A complete reading of Section 

17 makes it very clear that the second proviso to Section 17(1) of the NCTE 

Act is a safeguard provided in respect of students already admitted in the 

college and by no stretch of imagination can it be construed to intend for 

fresh students to be admitted in a college which has been de-recognised by , 

the NCTE. If such an interpretation is accepted, it will amount to granting 

premium to such de-recognised colleges and by no stretch of imagination a 

college which is de-recognised can be permitted to admit the students for the 

next academic year. In fact, the student~ which are already studying in the 
j. '.' 

college are being permitted on accQunt ;of Section 17, to continue their 
... ;. ..'. ,\'~. -. • '"'fOJ 

• • ~." ....., f
studIes .,' :'. . ',' 'to '\ .. , ot' ,. f J .,•.~ -"'I. .... . . '\. . 

18. A similar controversy':::~iole. lil~\;~~ "~ase of Geeta' College of 
.. .. "" . 

Education v. National Counci/!J.~i·Te~~hej.~ 'Education and others, (2013
'.'J ~";> l 

SCC OnLine P&H 17209). The~r'~levani,extract of the judgment passed by 
....._ '"4~l.t\ 'i,: ), ...ft .• -h~, .. ~, \~ 

the Punjab & Haryana High Couff·&1ilis;~stjnder:
'~r.,1 t ~~;.___\-\ .,:,.~......... ,

::f·. '~"~' t.) 1"~ I",~ 

l1' 

i 
.ti~:"t~\, ~ 1\<". .t'~~1 ,•.'. _1.")ot~""" \: ..' .·.#f1' ..~~, •• ~ •

"1 have heard learned counseFfor:'the petltlOner m detazl and .. _ ... +.-_ ~ ...._..J!.!:_..:.._­

perused the record. I 


When the order in r;;wp .No;.14874 pf?013 was passed, the 
petitioner had only chJll~ngkd(t~e iJfaei}tcIted 4.2.2013 which 
has been now upheld in appeal which was dismissed on 
25.7.2013. It has no connection with the said writ petition 
because in that case the issue raised by the petitioner was that 
the order of withdrawal of recognition is not applicable from 
the academic the Session 2014-16 but from the Session 2013­
2015. Interim order was passed in that writ petition in terms of 
the order passed in CWP No. 14874 of2013. However) in the 
present case while allowing the writ petition of the students 
bearing CWP No. 16436 of2009 on 17.9.2010, this Court had 
passed the following directions:­
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Uri) Respondent no. 4 will refund Rs. 5000/­
charged from each students in excess of the 
prescribed fee for the year 2009-2010 or any other 
period by account payee cheques/bankdrafts 
within a period ofone month, ifnot already paid; 

(ii) The affiliating University or NCTE shall 
initiate action against respondent no.4-College 
for violation of the regulations and notification 
dated 23.6.2009, in accordance with the rules after 
affording opportunity ofbeing heard to respondent 
no.4-College; 

(iii) Since it is not possible to calculate the interest 
on the amount illegally recovered from the 
students, the College will~compensate the students 
by additional amount oJ /?s. '1000/- per student in 
addition to Rs. 50001- to be. ~?fundtfd. This amount 
shall also be paid, thr(JUgh account payee 
cheques/drafts to each student within a period of 
one month. " ' , . ' 

This order has becom~>finaI, betwe~n the parties and the 
directions No. (i) and Oii) hdve:{jls'o\/j.e~ncomplied with. 

",-,' ".',.: 

Insofar as direction No:' /ii9,:j{~cp1Jcerned that was for the 
affiliating University or the NCTE to initiate action against the 
College for violation of the Regulations and Notification dated 
23.6.2009, in accordance with the Rules.,The NCTE has taken 
action of de-recogniti~n" in .'terms olS~ciibn 17 of the Act as 
well as with regard to affiliation, which reads as under:­

"17. CONTRAVENTION OF PROVISIONS OF 
THE ACTAND CONSEQUENCES THEREOF 

(J) Where the Regional Committee is, on its own 
motion or on any representation received from any 
person, satisfied that a recognised 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 
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recognition under sub-section (3) ofsection 14 or 
permission under subsection (3) ofsection 15 was 
granted, it may withdraw recognition of such 
recognised institution, for reasons to be recorded 
in writing: 

1 

Provided that no such order against the 
recognised institution shall be passed unless a 
reasonable opportunity of making representation 
against the proposed order has been given to such 
recognised institution: , 

Provided forther that the order withdrawing or 
refosing recognition lpassed by the Regional 
Committee shall com~ l'into.jo~ce o,nly with effect 

~ .-.' . .
from the end of th¢', .i:icademic'. session next 
following the date djcommuiJic..4]ion"of such order. 

• '"' r ,~:-:- _ " :.. 
. f • j

. " _• I t . 

(2) A copy of evef.y gr1et;}ias.s~(j-by the Regional 
Committee under sub-section (J); - ' 

i, ": ., . i 
. . I' . .. 1 

(a) shall be communicated-' to the recognised 
institution cOnCer11;f!'d';/hd a'~_ojly' thereof shall also 
be forwarded simuit(/it{ilf~l~.~o.~ilie University or 
the examining bodl·toi.w"hich~such~·.institution was 
affiliated for can?ei?bjg~qJjfrt.~tt,o~~t~nd 

.. .....u..-~:...!,,;..-..~' 

(b) shall be published in the Official Gazette for 
general information. '., ~ 

J' ,,;. .., ~.'.. 1/ ., r.'w...... ,_.. ~- ..~.:.~~ 
(3) Once the J "-recognition"':' or." a recognised 
institution is withdrawn under subsection (J), such 
institution shall discontinue the course or training 
in teacher education, and the concerned University 
or the examining body shall cancel affiliation of 
the institution in accordance with the order passed 
under sub-section (J), with effect from the end of 
the academic session next following the date of 
c,ommunication ofthe said order. 
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(4) Ifan institution offers any course or training in 
teacher education after the coming into force of 
the order withdrawing recognition under 
subsection (1) or where an institution offering a 
course or training in teacher education 
immediately before the appointed day fails or 
neglects to obtain recognition or permission under 
this Act, the qualification in teacher education 
obtained pursuant to such course or training or 
after undertaking a course or training in such 
institution, shall not be treated as a valid 
qualification for purposes ofemployment under the 
Central Government, any $tate Government or 
University, or in any school, college or other 
educational body aided by the Central Government 
or any State Government . ." 

According to the aforesaid provision, As per Section 17(1) of 
the Act, in case where recognised institution has contravened 
any of the provisions of this ,Act or the Rules, Regulations, 
orders made or issued thereunder," the NCTE can withdraw 
recognition of such recognis,ed "institution and there is no 
provision for any other' form·, ii/punishment which can be 
imposed. ' " " , ": : :' 

'-J • t:' ' ..... , 

Thus, in these circumst~nce~, ·k ~~'h~ot be imagined, that the 
NCTE has been harsh with the petitioner and could have 
imposed any other punishment because no such privilege has 
been given to the NCTEunder,:the 'Ac(.except to take action of 
withdrawing the recognition' in case of contravention of any 
Rules etc. 

Consequently, I do not find any merit in the pres~nt writ 
petition and the same is hereby dismissed. " 

19. The aforesaid judgment delivered by the Punjab & Haryana High 

Court makes it very clear that in the case of an institution before the Punjab 

& Haryana High Court against which an order was passed on 04.12.2013, 
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de-recognising the institute, the Petitioner college therein had made a prayer 

for the order of de-recognition to ~ake effect only from the academic year 

2014-16. Further, to hold that the decision of withdrawal of recognition 

w.e.f. academic session 2013-15 contrary to the provision of the Act, 

especially Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993. The petition was dismissed 
I 

upholding the order of withdrawal of recognition dated 04.12.2013 and it 

was held that the same shall be applicable w.e.f. the academic session 2013­

15, not from the next academic session i.e. 2014-16. A Special Leave 

Petition i.e. SLP (Civil) No(s). 28819/2013 was preferred before the Hon'ble j .' -­
Supreme Court in the matter. ,ai:l({~,..!h~ l, I}o.n 'ble Supreme Court in the 

..... l ....."~ " " 
.. ~} "'_i'~. f'.;. ~. 

aforesaid SLP has passed the follPring qrder~on.l2.09.2013: .
:.. "l~ ,.~ .. ;, -t'1j"'~~,<,-
.. .f .... ' . ~l, t '" . 

,'. ,I '.' .\,' I- • ' +. • 

"Heard Mr. Ashok K: .Xfahaja'rJ;· learned counsel for the 
• i, " I'.

petitioner. 1. 'h," ", .... / 
. \ I;' ! i I 

f; ~.~,; :. ~ ,1. {1 

Taken on record. . r.'. ,', ..\~. /'. ',\ 
...'..... , .....:. "'\ .. I:~" \ ......... ."
,,",'I (f. •.n ". _ ••" ~... 

The order dated 4.2.20jiJq)Pis~~i.l/i~t~~~·l!ational Council for 

Teachers Education with'{ii:a,wi;tg1t,h'e:fecognition granted to the 


-:"'J~.~ ,,,~.. f'''· ~ i"".Y 
petitioner college clearl)/'state:S/tha:t.~!the:withdrawal order shall 

t ,",t . ., to"'\11 

come into effect from th'e~en71-6f"ihe" academic session next 
following the date of communication of that order. The 
withdra~al of recogrz~~~~.l}~,.,:t~!1f.~ ~~RI~... ,?&Jef!ective from the 
academlc sessIOn 2014. ?1s1a'11'latter"ofifact, thls has been noted 
in the impugned order as well. The apprehension of the 
petitioner that withdrawal of recognition has come into force 
from the academic session 2013 is misconceived and misplaced. 
Since the withdrawal ofrecognition shall come into force from 
the academic session 2014, this necessarily implies that the 
petitioner shall not induct fresh students in the 1st year from the 
academic session 2013 lest their second order may be put in 
jeopardy. Special Leave Petition is dismissed with above 
observations. " 
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20. The aforesaid order makes it very clear that the order dated 

04.02.2013 passed by the NCTE therein, withdrawing the recognition of the 

institute was upheld. It was also held that the institution will not be entitled 

to admit the students in the academic session 2013. The order passed by the 

Hon'ble Supreme Court makes it very clear that Section 17 only provides a 

safeguard to the students studying in the college and no fresh lease of life to 

admit the students can be granted as argued before the learned Single Judge. 

21. In light of the aforesaid judgment passed by the Supreme Court, the 

Order passed by the learned Single, Judge to the extent that the learned 

Single Judge has directed the N~TE to. reflect the status of the Respondent 

University as a recognised institution and permit the institution to admit 
" 

students for the academic year 2021-22, is hereby set aside. The Appellate 

Committee of NCTE is requestedt6disp(!)s~ of the appeal as expeditiously 
" I 

as possible if the same has not been done so far. 
. "" .. ~ :~~. .. ,~ 

" ,-". ""-~:~.....~: .~ 

22. In the light of the aforesaid, theJ;PAsfaI1ds disposed of. No order as 
• '. . r '..,. "',' ~ • ":" ~.• 

. • ~>I <':.~ ",~ .~:.~. ~.;! ~;~:. :,l "'.~to costs. 

(SATISHCHANDRA SHARMA) 
',,: " . CHIEF JUSTICE 

(SUBRAMONIUM PRASAD) 
JUDGE 

NOVEMBER 22, 2022 
NKhanna 
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