
ORDER

t~
F,No 894851E=81794!2Q18 Appealllpo Mlg,-2Ql812zt' , 28'" & 29" August. 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah lalar Marg. New Delhi - 110002

Dol, :>."-\1 OJ I&

WHEREASthe appeal of D.J. College, Gandhi Road, Baraut, Uttar Pradesh

dated 0710712018 is against the Order No. NCTElNRC/NRCAPP201616585IMaster of

Education (M,Ed.) S.C.N.lU,P.12017-2018/lSG-SL No,) dated 18/0812017 of the

Regional Committee, summarily rejecting their application for granl of recognition for

conducting M,Ed. course on the grounds that "The institution submitted application

online on 30,06,2016 and hard copy of the application received In NRC on 17,08,2016.

As per clause 7(2)(b) of NCTE Regulations, 2014, the hard copy of the application is to

be submitted within 15 days of the submissIon of the online application, As per NCTE

Hqrs. Direction" the hard copy was acceptable up-to 15m July which was the last date

for submission of hard copy irrespective of online submission. The hard copy of tho

application has been received in NRC on 17.08.2016 Le. beyond 15'" July, 2017.

Hence, the Committee decided that the application is Summarily rejected:

AND WHEREAS dr. Virendra Singh, Vice-Principal, D.J. College, Gandhi Road,

Baraut, Ullar Pradesh presented the case of the appellant institution on 27/0812018. In

the appeal and during personal presentation It was submitted that "Due to lack of

knowledge college could not submit hard copy within lime."

AND WHEREAS the Commillee noted that according to the provisions of Clause 7

(2) (b) of the NCTE Regulations. 2014, failure to submit printout of the application made

online alongwith land documents, as required under Sub-Regulation (4) of Regulation 5

within fifteen days of the submission of the online application, results in summary

rejection of the onlino application. It is seen from the file of the N.R.C. that the print

out of the online application dl. 30/0612016 was received on 17/0812016 only, In these

,



circumstances, the Committee concluded that the N,RC. was justified in summarily

rejecting the application and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the NRC. confirmed,

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the NRC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the NRC is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against.M,~v,,,----
(Sanjay Awasthi) I
Member Secretary

1. The Principal, D.J. College, Gandhi Road, Baraut - 250611, Uttar Pradesh.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. 8-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh.
Lucknow,



ORDER

~~
f,No,89-187fE-8185612018 Appeal/Uti Mm.-201M?'", 28'" S 29'" AuaYS\, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah lalar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Dale: ':l. ':1-) 1~ 18

WHEREAS the appeal of Mahatma Gandhi College of Education, Silapura Tonk

Road, RIIGa, Sanganer Jalpur, Rajasthan dated 12/0712018 is against the Order No.

NRCINCTElNRCAPP-14204f274lh MeetingI2017f181499-504 dated 0710912017 of the
Northern Regional Committee, rcfusing recognition for conducting a.Ed. M.Ed. course

of three year duration on the grounds thai "The institution has not submitted the reply

of Show Cause Notice till dale:

AND WHEREAS Sh. Nitin Kumar Bhatiya, Admn. Officer, Mahatma Gandhi

College of Education, Sitapura Tonk Road, Rllea, Sanganer Jaipur, Rajasthan

presented the case of the appellant instftuUon on 27/0812018. In the appeal and during

personal presentation it was submitted thai "they were supposed to file application for

BA B.Ed. and B.Sc. B.Ed. 4 year integrated but by mistake. the application was filed

for B.Ed, M.Ed. Proof of residential accommodation is not applicable for their Program

as they intended to file the application for 4 year Integrated Le.. BA B,Ed, and B.Sc.

B.Ed, and also the NOC received from university is for 4 years integrated program Le..

BA B.Ed. B.Sc. B.Ed:

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the appellant has not submitted a reply

to the show cause notice issued on 2710512017 with reference to the application

submitted by them. The Committee concluded that the N.R.C. was justified in refusing

recognition and therofore. the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the

NRC. confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit. and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the NRC was justified



in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the NRC is confirmed,

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confinns the Order appealed against.

M~6v'1~--
(Sanjay AwasthiI
Member SecretaQ!

1. The Secretary, Mahatma Gandhi College of Education, Sitapura Tonk Road, RHCO,
Sanganer Jaipur - 302022, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of SChool Educalion
& Literacy, Shastri Shawano New Delhi.
3 Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur,



R--FNo.89-488/E-81868/2018 Appeal!1?,h Mtq-2018/27"' , 28'" & 29'h August 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing 11,1, Bahadurshah Zalar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shri Shyam Educational Institute, Reengus, Khatu

Road, Shrimadhopur, Rajasthan dated 13/07/2018 is against the Order No.

NRC/NCTEJRJ-----/278Ih Meeting/20171186769 dated 05/01/2018 of the Northern

Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B,Ed. course on the grounds

that "The Petitioner Society has not submitted the application online electronically

along with processing fees and relevant documents as per clause 5 of NCTE

Regulations, 2014. No Objection Certificate issued by the concerned affiliating body

has not been submilled by the petitioner Society alongwith the application. The

institution has not submilled any proof/evidence of its being a composite institution as

required under Clause 2(b} of NCT.ERegulations, 2014."

AND WHEREAS the appellant, aggrieved by the order of the NRC, filed a S.B

Civil Writs No, 4915/2018 before the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan,

Bench at Jaipur The Hon'ble High Court in their order dl. 06/03/2018 disposed of the

petition by remilling the petitioner to the remedy of the statutory appeal provided under

Section 18 of the Act of 1993. In the event of the appeal being filed by the petitioner,

the Hon'ble High Court directed the Appellate Authority to dispose of the said appeal

within a period of two months,

AND WHEREAS Sh, Vishal, Secretary, Shri Shyam Educational Institute,

Reengus, Khatu Road, Shrimadhopur, Rajasthan presented the case of the

appellant institution on 27/08/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it

was submitted that "the appellant institution subrnilled an application for grant of

recognition / permission to the BEd, course in the year 2008. However, the application

was rejected and returned by the Northern Regional Cornmillee in view of the general



_2-

negative recommendations of the State Government. The institution feeling aggrieved

from the decision of rejection of its application submitted a writ petition before the

Hon'ble High Court at Jaipur Bench which was numbered as 16936/2015 and the

same was decided vide order dated 7th of April 2015, Vide order dated 7th of April

2015, while deciding the writ petition of the appellant institution, it was directed by the

Han'ble Court thai in the event of filing of an application for grant of recognition to the

B Ed course of the petitioner institution, the Northern Regional Committee shall

consider the application in accordance with the Regulations of 2014, As per the verdict

of the Han'ble High Court dated 7th of April 2015, the appellant institution submitted the

application along with the order of the Hon'ble Court and requested that the same may

be processed as per the verdict of the Hon'ble Court. After submission of the

application by the appellant institution, the Northern Regional Committee passed the

order 30th of April 2016 in which it was decided that the visiting team shall be

constituted for the inspection of the institute of the appellant institution. The order

dated 30th of April 2016 was passed by the Northern Regional Committee in 252

meeting part 8, Accordingly, the visiting team was constituted and the inspection was

carried out by the visiting time and thereafter, the appellant institution was waiting for

issuance of letter of intent under the provisions of regulation 7(13) of the regulations of

2014. However, the Northern Regional Committee decided to reject the application of

the appellant institution on the premise that the petitioner society did not submit the

application online electronically along with the processing fees and relevant

documents as per the provisions of Clause 5 of the NCTE Regulations 2014. It was

also observed that the No Objection Certificate issued by the concerned affiliating

body was also not submitted by the petitioner society along with the application. The

observation that the institution did not submit any proof / evidence of its being a

composite institution as required under the provisions of clause 2(b) of NCTE

Regulations 2014 was also inserted in the order dated 5'h of January 2018 by which

the application of the petitioner! appellant institution was rejected. The appellant

institution feeling aggrieved from the refusal order dated 5th of January 2018, preferred

S S, Civil Writ Petition bearing number 4915/2018 before The Hon'ble Rajasthan High

Court at Jaipur bench. The above noted writ petition as preferred by the appellant



sanslhan has been decided on 0610312018. The application was submilted by the

appellant institution in the year 2008 at that time the Regulations of 2007 were

prevalent. These Regulations of 2007 did not require the submission of the online

application and the only mode available for fiJing 01 the application in the year 2008

under the Regulations of 2007 was the hard copy format. The application was re-

submitted by the appellant Institution only In pursuance of the orders passed by the

Hon'ble High Court on the Writ Pelition submilted by the appellant Institution according

to which the application was required to be processed under the Regulations of 2014.

It is submitted that the requirement 01 submission of the hard copy I online copy was

already obviated and it was directed by the Hon'ble Court that the application shall be

processed further under the Regulations of 2014 and therefore, the application of the

appellant institution could not have been rejected at the threshold on the premise that

the same was submitted in hard copy and not in the online format as required under

clause 5 of the Regulations of 2014. The observations made by the Northern Regional

Committee in refusal order dated 5th of January 2018 are not relevant as the same are

the provisions contained In the Regulations of 2014 such as the requirement of

submission of the no objection certificate of the affiliating body as well as the proof of

being a composite Institution and as the application of the appellant institution was

submitted in the year 2008, the prevailing NCTE regulations of 2007 did not require

the no objection certificate of the affiliating body and therefore, the rejection of the

application of the appellant institution on the premise that the same was not

accompanied with the no objection certificate 01 the affiliating body is not sustainable.

The appellant institution is a multiple teachers training institution as the Northern

Regional Committee has already granted recognition I permission to more than one of

the leacher training courses such as B.Ed., D.EI.Ed. M.Ed. etc, and therefore, the

appellant institution still fulfils the requirement as provided under clause 2(b) of the

Regulations of 2014 being a multiple teacher traIning Institution. The Hon'ble High

Court for Rajasthan at principal seat Jodhpur has decided the SB civil writ petition

number 1271212017 titled as Murti SIngh Yadav Shillshak Prashikshan Sansthan

versus National Council for Teacher Education and another vide order dated 17111 of

February 20181n which it has been observed by the Hon'ble Court. while deciding the



petition filed on the similar facts, thai the Regulations of 2014 were not applicable on

the applications which was submitted in the year 2008 and therefore, the requirement

of filing the online applications and the other conditions of Regulations of 2014 carino!

be made applicable 10 those applications which was submitted before implementation

of the regulations of 2014, It has also been observed by the Han'ble Court that the

appellate authority of the National Council after the verdict of the Han'ble Court in 58

civil writ petition number 1272 2017 tilled as Murali Singh Yadav Shikshak

Prashikshan Sanslhan versus National Council for Teacher Education and another,

the Northern Regional Committee in its 281 meeting, has granted the final recognition

to the above named institution for the course of D.ELEd under the provisions of

regulation 7(16) of the Regulations of 2014 and therefore, the controversy of online

application or offline application does not survive anymore and is no longer res

Integra. The case of the appellant institution is standing on the same legs as was the

case of the Saint Meera TT college and Murali Singh Yadav Shikshan Prashikshan

Sansthan which have been decided by the appellate authority of the National Council

for teacher education and by the Hon'ble High Court in S R Civil Writ Petition number

1272/2017 and therefore, it is required that for maintaining parity, the appellant

institution shall be granted permission to its institute for the course of B.Ed. while

setting aside the refusal order dated 5th of January 2018. It is therefore requested that

this appeal may be accepted and allowed and the refusal order dated 5th of January

2018 by which the application of the appellant institution was rejected by the Northern

Regional Committee of the National Council for teacher education may be quashed

and set aside and the Northern Regional Committee may also be directed to process

the application of the appellant institution further and the final recognition may be

granted to its Institute, Shree Shyam Educational Institute, Reengus, District Sikar,

Rajasthan for the course of REd. for the forthcoming academic session."

AND WHEREAS the committee noted that all the three grounds mentioned in the

refusal order are the requirements introduced, for the first time, in the NCTE

Regulations, 2014, which are to be fulfilled when the applications are invited pursuant to

these Regulations and which can be filed only during the period when the NCTE portal

I



- s.
is open and not at any other time. The appellant submitted their application in the year

2008 and the then existing Regulations did nol contain the requirements mentioned in

the show cause notice Irefusal order. The N.R.C. has allhrough processed thai

application only and even conducted an inspection of the appellant institution on

04/0512016,

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that in view of the posltlon stated in para 4

above, the submissions of the appellant vis-a-vis the grounds of refusal deserved to be

accepted and the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a direction 10 lake

further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014,

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to NRC with a direction 10 take

further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014,

NOW THEREFORE, tho Council homby romand!l back tho ca!lo of Shri Shyam
Educlltlonalln!ltituto, Roengu!l, Khlltu ROlId, Shrlmadhopur, Rajasthlln t he NRC, NCTE,
for nocessary action as Indicated above,

! (SanJay Awasthl)
Memlx!r Secretary

1. The Secrotary, Shrl Shyam Educatlonalln!ltllutc, Rccngus, Khotu Road, Shrlmlldhopur
- 332404, Rajasthan,
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Uterncy, Shastri Shawan, New Deihl.
3. Regional Director, Northern RegIonal COmmittee, Plot No, G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075,
4. The Seo-etary, Education (looking after Teocher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jalpur.



ORpER

,
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HCTE

F,No.!!9-4B9/E-817B5I2018 AppellU1E Mlg,-2Ql8127", 26" & 29" A\!Sl1lS1 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing II. " Bahadurshah Zalar Marg, New 0e1hl-110 002

Date: ::l?--' \~~
WHEREAS the appeal of Vldya Teacher Training Institute, Village & Post - Chala

Neem Ka Thana Road, Neem Ka Thana, Rajasthan dated 1310712018 is against the

Letter No. Old AppIRJ-f'98f2017J169587 dated 2310312017 of the Northern Regional

Committee, returning their application for grant of recognition for conducting B.Ed.

course on the grounds that "In cases where the institutions have submitted the

application by offline mode along with Court orders and where no processing has been

initialed by NRC, all such applications be returned to the institutions along with all

documents as they have not submitted the applications as per Clause 5, of NCTE

Regulations, 2014,"

AND WHEREAS the appellant, aggrieved by the letter of the N.R.C. dl.

2310312017 returning their application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 661712018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'blc High

Court in their order dl. 0210412018 disposed of the petition by remitting the petitioner to

the remedy of the statutory appeal provided under Section 18 of the Act of 1993. In

the event of the appeal being filed by the petitioner, the Hon'ble Court directed the

Appellate Authority to dispose of the said appeal within a period of two months.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajesh Kumar Katarla, Secretary, Vldya Teacher Training

Institute, Village & Post - Chala Neem Ka Thana Road, Neem Ka Thana, Rajasthan

presented the case of the appellant institution on 2710812018. In the appeal and during

personal presentation it was submilled that "(i) they submitted their application for

a.Ed. course on 30/1012008: (ii) as their appllcalion was nol processed. on the basis of



the Han'ble Court's order dt. 18/05/2016 in Writ Petition No. 60841216, the application

was re-submitted on 23/05/2016; (iii) the N.R.C. without issuing a show cause notice

returned their application with their leiter dt. 23/03/2017; (iv) if the institution were

provided an opportunity to file fresh application they would have done but submission

of <Ipplication online was virtual impossibility (v) in a similar matter, the Appellate

Authority in their order no. 89-534/E-8922/2017-Appeal/15ti'l Meeting - 2017 dt.

16/10/2017, held that submission of online application was a virtual impossibility due to

closure of NCTE portal; and (vi) the respondent had already granted recognition to

several institutions ignoring the above short comings and the act of the respondent

rejecting their application is faulty and discriminatory in nature.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the ground mentioned in the N.R.C's

Letter dt. 23/03/2017 returning the application of the appellant Le. Clause 5, was

introduced, for the first time, in the NCTE Regulations, 2014, the requirements of which

are to be fulfilled when the applications are invited pursuant to these Regulations and

which can be filed only during the period when the NCTE portal is open and not at any

other time The appellant submitted their application in the year 2008 and the then

existing Regulations did not contain the requirements mentioned in the letter returning

the application.

AND WHEREAS the Committee, in view of the position stated in para 4 above

and the submissions of the appellant, concluded that the ground mentioned in the letter

dt. 23/03/2017 cannot be held against the appellant and the matter deserved to be

remanded to the NRC. with a direction to take further action as per the NCTE

Regulations, 2014.

AND WHEREAS afler perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded ta NRC with a direction to take

further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.



-3

StmJay Awast i
Member SecretarY

,,
I

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remllnds back the casa of Vldya Teacher
Training Institute, Village & Post _ Chala Nccm Ka Thanll Road, Nccm Ka Thana,
Rajl!lslhan to tho NRC, NCTE, for necossary action liS lndicl!lted IIbove.,

,
I

,. Tho Secrotllry, Vidya Teacher Training Institute, Village & Post _ Chala Nllllm Ka Thana
Road, Nllem Ka Thflna - 332737, RoJaslhlln.j
2. The Secretary. Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& literacy. Shastri Bhawan, New Derhl. I
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional COmmittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhl.110075. 'j
4. The Secretary. Education (looking after Teacher Ed~tion) Goyemment of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.

,
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1~
F,No,89-49QfE-817B2!2Q18 AODellU17to Mlg.-;W1B127'" :::8'"& 29" Au9YS\' 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawano Wing II, " Bahadurshah lalar Marg, New Delhl-110 002

ORDER

WHEREASthe appeal of Vidya Teacher Training Institute, Chala, Neem Ka

Thana. Rajasthan dated 12107f2018 is against the letter No. Old AppINRCAPP.

415812017/169511 dated 2310312017 of the Northern Regional Committee, returning

their application for grant of recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course on the grounds

that "In cases where the Institutions have submitted the application by offline mode

along with Court orders and where no proCessing has been initiated by NRC, all such

applicalions be returned to the Institutions along with all documents as they have not

submitted Ihe applications as per Clause 5, of NCTE Regulations. 2014:

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajesh Kumar Kataria, Secretary, Vidya Teacher Training

Institute. Chala, Neem Ka Thana, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant

Institution on 2710812018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was

submitted that "their application was filed online, the hard copy of the same along with

Appeal orders and other papers are being sent through post for your reference. We will

produce all the documents related to the application and as per requirement of NCTE

as per clause 5, during hearing:

AND WHEREAS the CommIttee noted that the ground mentioned in the N.R.C's

tetter dl. 2310312017 returnIng the application of the appellant i.e. Clause 5, was

introduced, for the first time, in the NCTE Regulations, 2014, the requirements of which

are to be fulfilled when the application are Invited pursuant these Regulations. The

appellant had already submitted their application online on 2611212012 in accordance

with the then existing Regulations. In these circumstances, the Committee concluded

that the NRC, was not justified in returning the online applIcatIon of the appellant.

The Committee further concluded that the appeal deserved to be accepted and the



matter remanded to the N.R C. with a direction to take further action as per the NCTE

Regulations, 2014,

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded that the mailer deserved to be remanded to NRC with a direction to take

further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Vidya Teacher
Training Institute, Chala, Neem Ka Thana, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary
action as indicated above.

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Vidya Teacher Training Institute, Chala, Neem Ka Thana - 332737,
Rajasthan.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development. Department of School Education
& Literacy. Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No, G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4, The Secretary, Education {looking after Teacher Education} Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur,



ORDER

1~
F,No 89-4921E-82221!2Q18 Apj!ejil/lr' Mlg,.2Ql8f2Z'" , 28" 8 29'" August 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II. 1, Bahadurshah Zalar Marg, New Delhi _ 110 002

Date: '2::L\ \ot\ ~
WHEREAS the appeal of School of Education Jalpur National University,

Khorebariyan, Agra Bye Pass, Sanganer, Jaipur, Rajasthan dated 1110412018 is

against the Order No. NRC/NCTElNRCAPP-13300f280t/l Meeling12018/1S9128 dated

15/0212018 of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting

B.EdJM.Ed. course on the grounds Ihal "Reply of Show Cause Notice has not been

submitted till dale.'

AND WHEREAS Prof. Kamala Nashishtha, Director, School of Education Jaipur

National University, KhorebariyBn, Agra Bye Pass, Sanganer, Jaipur, Rajasthan

presented the case of the appellant institution on 2710812018, In the appeal and during

personal presentation it was submitted that after receipt of the refusal letter dt.

15/0212018, they had Informed the N.R.C. in their letter dt, 2810212018 that they did not

receive the show cause notice a'nd if they had received the same, they would have

definitely complied with it and submitted all the relevant documents. They also

submitted that with their letter dt. 2810212018, they had submitted the relevant

documents to the N.R.C.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted from the file of the NRC. that the

appellant's letter dt. 28/0212018 has been received on the same date and it is available

in the file. In these circumstances, the Committee concluded that the matter deserved

to be remanded to the NRC, with a direction to consider the reply of the appellant

dated 2810212018 and take furlher action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee



concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to NRC with a direction to take

further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of School of
Education Jaipur National University, Khorebariyan, Agra Bye Pass, Sanganer, Jaipur,
Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above

(Sanjay Awas hi),
Member Secretary

1. The Director, School of Education Jaipur National University, Khorebariyan, Agra Bye
Pass, Sanganer, Jaipur - 302017, Rajasthan.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. 8-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075,
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.



ORDER

g
F,No,69-394/E-4839!t!Q17 Apoeall1Z" Mtg,-2Ql8J2'[l", 28"' & 29"' August 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah latar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Dot" "'- ':>.\ \<>II1;
WHEREAS Ihe appeal of Hill Queen College of Education, Sader Circle,

Arunachal Pradesh daled 16.05.2017 is againsl the Order No, NCTElERCIERCAPP

201646187fB.EdJARI2017.1BJ4 dated 24.04.2017 of the Eastern Regional

Committee, refusing recognition for conducting a.Ed. course on the grounds thai

"The institution is still deficient on the following grounds: (I) The applicant submitted

single application for a.Ed. programme which comes under the category of

standalone institution. (Ii) The institution has not submitted the building plan duly

approved by Ihe Gov!, Engineer/Authority.'

AND WHEREAS Sh. Richo Padi, Member, Hill Queen College of Education,

Sadar Circle, Arunachal Pradesh presented the case of the appellant institution on

2410812017. In the appeal and during personal presentation It was submitted that

"The Respondent has incorrectly rejected the Application, despite the Appellant

having provided all necessary Information in due compliance with the Act and the

Regulations. The decision of the Respondent rejecting the Application suffers from

non-appreciation of the material on recofd, In particular {al the leiter dated 29 August

2016 Issued by the Department of Education, State of Arunachal Pradesh Informing

the Respondent that the State Govemment had approved and recommended the

Appellant lor grant of recognition from the Respondent and (b) the Order dated 12

September 2016 issued by the Department of Education, Slate of Arunachal Pradesh

granting permission 10 the Appellant for conducting the SA Course along with B.Ed.

Course as a composite one. Both these documents, which were addressed, were

made available to the Respondent by the Department of Education, State of

Arunachal Pradesh. Appellant was seeking recognition as a composite institution

and not a standalone institution, The leiter/order dated 29 August 2016 and 12



September 2016 appear to have been issued pursuant to Regulation 7(5) of the

Regulations and was required to have been taken into account by the Respondent in

terms of Regulation 7(7) of the Regulations, while proceeding further with the

Application. For that the fact that the Application had not been summarily rejected

under Regulation 7(1) which establishes that the Appellant had duly enclosed all

mandatory enclosures prescribed in the Application, including the Building Plan. The

building plan submitted by the Appellant along with the Application, unequivocally

establishes that the same had been certified by a Gov!. Authority/Engineer. In this

regard, reference may be had to the Building Plan enclosed with the Application.

which was available on the record of the Respondent and ought to have been duly

considered before rejecting the Application;. For that even with the letter dated 27

March 201 7, the Approved Building Plan certified by the Deputy Director (UD&TP)

along with a certificate from the Office of the Deputy Commissioner, lower Subansiri

District certifying that the Deputy Director (UD&TP) was the head of the engineering

wing for the district had been submitted by the Appellant for the Respondent's

consideration. However, instead 'of considering these documents in the right earnest.

the Respondent has incorrectly characterized and summarily rejected the information

submitted by the letter dated 27 March 2017 as "copy of the sketch map and land

area allolted in favour of the institution", Respondent is duty-bound to record its

objective satisfaction based on a true and correct evaluation of the documents on

record and failure to do so renders the decision ex-facie arbitrary and liable to be set

aside; The documents on record in connection with the Application along with the

Appellant's leiter dated 27 March 2017 abundantly addressed the issues raised in the

Respondent's letter dated 22 December 2016, Application came to be rejected during

the 238th meeting of the Respondent without affording the Appellant an opportunity to

be heard on the alleged deficiencies in the Application. Further, no reasons have

been recorded in writing for not granting the Appellant any further opportunity to

address the alleged continuing deficiencies. Presently there are very limited

opportunities in the nearby areas which allow the members of such Apatani Tribe and

people of Arunachal Pradesh as a whole to pursue a REd. degree",
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AND WHEREAS the appellant during the course of appeal presentation on

24,08.2017 sought another opportunity to submit certain documents in support of his

claim. The Committee decided to grant another (second) opportunity to appellant to

submit required documents.

ANDWHEREASSh. Padi Richu, Member, Hill Queen College of Education, Sadar

Circle, Arunachal Pradesh presented lhe case of the appellant instltution on

14.12.2017 I.e. the second opportunity granted to them. In the course of presentation,

the appellant gave a letter dt. 14.12.2017 stating that they will start composite courses

by 30'" June, 201B. The appellant, therefore. requested for further time. The

Committee acceded 10 the request and decided to grant the appel1anl another

opportunity Le. the third and final opportunity 10presenllheir case.

AND WHEREAS Hill Queen College of Education, Sadar Circle, Arunachal

Pradesh was asked to present the case of Ihe appellant institution on 03f0412018 Le.

the third and final opportunity granted to them, but nobody from the institution

appeared.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the appellant, in their letter dt.

14.12.2017, submitting that they will start the composite courses by 30th June, 2018.

sought further time. Since lhe appellant has been called for presentation in the first

week of April, 2018 itself, the Committee decided 10 give the appellant another

opportunity, as a special case, to present their case. The appellant may be given this

special opportunity sometime in July. 2018.

AND WHEREAS Hill Queen College of Education, Sadar Circle, Arunachal

Pradesh was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 27/081201e I.e.

the special opportunities given over and above the three opportunity given to them as

per the NCTE rules, 1997, but nobody from the institution appeared. In these

circumstances, the Committee decided to consider the appeal on the basis of the

records.



AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the refusal of recognition for

conducting B Ed. course by the appellant was on two grounds, namely, (1) the

appellant having submitted a single application for B.Ed. course comes under the

category of standalone institution; and (ii) the building plan duly approved by the

Government Engineer/Authority has not been submitted. Adverting to the second

ground it is seen that the appellant, with their letterdt. 27/03/2017, forward 10the ERC

a sketch map in two parts - for ground and first floors approved by the Deputy Director,

Urban Development & Housing, Ziro Division, Arunachal Pradesh and also a certificate

dt. 27/03/2017 issued by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Lower Subansiri

division, Distt. Ziro, Government of Arunachal Pradesh certifying that the Department

Urban Development and Town planning is the authority for planning and development.

building and other infrastructure. In these circumstances, it may be held that the

appellant has submitted a building plan duly approved by the Government

Engineer/Authority,

AND WHEREAS the Committee, with reference to the first ground of refusal,

noted that according to the provisions of Clause 8 (i) of the NCTE Regulations, 2014

new teacher education institutions shall be located in composite institutions and

according to definition given in Clause 2 (b) of the said Regulations, a composite

institution means a duly recognised higher education institution offering under graduate

or postgraduate programmes of study in the field of liberal arts or humanities or social

sciences or sciences or commerce or mathematics as the case may be at the time of

applying for recognition of teacher education programmes or an institution offering

multiple teacher education programmes, The contention of the appellant, who has

applied for grant of recognition for a,Ed, course only, is that the Government of

Arunachal Pradesh, Department of Education in their order dt. 12/09/2016 granted

permission to their institution for conducting BA course alongwith B.Ed. course to

make the institution a composite one as per NCTE Regulations, 2014 and Rajiv

Gandhi University gave their N.O.C. on 29/09/2016 to the appellant institution to apply

for and run the NCTE approved B.AJB.Ed. course as per NCTE Regulations, 2014

The appellant, in their leiter dt. 14/12/2017, given in the course of hearing held on thai



day (which was the second opportunity granted to them) stated that they will start

composite course by 30.06.2018 and requested for further time. The appellant, who

was called twice thereafter on 0310412018 and 27/0812018 to make a presentation did

not appear on bolh Ihese occasions. The Committee, therefore, does not have any

information about starting of BA course in the appellant institution or applying for

B.A.lB.Ed. course to qualify itself as a com'posile institution. In these circumstances,

the Committee concluded that the ERC was Justified In refusing recognition for

conducting B.Ed. course on the ground that the appellant is not a composite institution

and is only a standalone institution and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected

and the order of the ERC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, and Ihe

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the ERC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the ERC is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby conflnns the Order appeal

I nJayAwasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The SecreLllry, Hill Cueen College of Education, Hapoli MaIn Road, Ncar ITBP Ziro 1
Sadar Circle -791120, Arunachal Pradesh.
2. The Seaetary. Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Oe!hi.
3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional Commitlee, 15. Neelkanlh Nagar, Nayapalli,
8hubarleshwar -751012.
4. The Seaetary. Education (lookIng after Teacher Education) Government of Arunachal
Pradesh, Itanagor.
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F,No,89-653IE-34850/2017 Appeal/17m Mtg.-2018127'h , 28'h & 29'" August, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah Zalar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

Dale::L':L\\~g'
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shanti Devi Arya Mahila College, G.T. Road, Dinanagar,

Punjab dated 30/09/2017 is against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-12450/269th

(Part-2) Meeling/2017f175998 dated 24/05/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee,

refusing recognition for conducting SA B.Ed.l8.Sc. B Ed course on the grounds thai

"The institution has not submitted the reply of the SeN issued by the NRC within the

stipulated time"

AND WHEREAS Shanti Devi Arya Mahila College, G.T. Road, Dinanagar, Punjab,
was asked 10 present the case of the appellant institution on 20/12/2017, but nobody

from the institution appeared, The Committee decided to give the appellant another

opportunity i.e. the second opportunity to present their case,

AND WHEREAS Shanti Devi Arya Mahila College, G.T. Road, Dinanagar, Punjab

was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 03,04.2018 i.e. the second

opportunity granted to them, but nobody from the institution appeared. The Commitlee

decided to give the appellant another opportunity i,e. third and final opportunity to

present their case,

I,
AND WHEREAS Shanti Devi Arya Mahila College, G.T. Road, Dinanagar, Punjab

was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 27/08/2018 i.e, the third

and final opportunity granted to them, but nobody from the institution appeared. In the

circumstances, the Committee decided to consider the appeal on the basis of the

records,



AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that refusal of recognition was on the

ground that the appellant has not replied to the show cause notice, The appellant in

their appeal submitted that they had received the show cause notice dt. 08/02/2017 and

sent a reply on 24/02/2017. The appellant, who did not appear before the Committee

to make a presentation of their case, despite being given three opportunities, has not

even enclosed to the appeal a copy of their stated reply dt. 24/02/2017. The fiie of the

N.R.C also does not contain this reply dt. 24/02/2017, In these circumstances, the

Committee concluded that the N.R.C. was justified in refusing recognition and therefore,

the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the N.R C. confirmed

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the NRC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the NRC is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confinns the Order appealed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Principal, Shanti Devi Arya Mahila College, Dinanagar, G.T. Road, Dinanagar _
143531, Punjab.
2 The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy_Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No, G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Punjab
Chandigarh

I
J
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F,No a9-69QIE-42621f2Q17 AooeaVl7'" Mig -2018127" 28" & 29"' Aug\l$l. 2018

NATIONAL COUNCil FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wirlg II, 1, Bahadursh8h lafer Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date:
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Tala Institute of Social Sciences, V.N. Pursy Marg,

Deaner, Maharashtra dated 2711012017 is against the Order No.

APP2016601B6f10515/B,Ed. M.Ed,128111/M.P.12017l191928 dated 1711012017 of the

Western Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.EdJM.Ed, course

on the grounds that .Show Cause Nolice was issued 10 the institution on 16,05.2017

and the institute replied on 16,06.2017. in their reply the institute has said lhat it has

five faculty members and additional facully will be added after the start of the

programme. This is no! permitted by NCTE Regulations Appendlx-15. Hence,

Recognition is refused. FOR, if any, be returned:

AND WHEREAS Prof. Padma M. Sarangapani. Professor and Ms. Shubhangi

Wankhede, COO, Tata Institute of Social Sciences, V.N. Purav Marg, Deanar,

Maharashtra presented the case of the appellant institution on 21/1212017, In the

appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that "We have submitted

details of 6 faculties and not 5 faculties vide our letter dated 28th April 2017 to NCTE

WRC in response NCTE WRCs leller of Intenl daled 31 03 2017 In response to NCTE

WRC Show Cause Notice no 186023 dated 16 05 2017 we have submitted our

response dated June 14 2017 seeking consideration for adding additional faculty after

start of the programme We did not receive any communication from NCTE conveying

that the request is not considered however In the meantime as we were approaching

the notification of national admissions at TISS we decided to address all deficiencies in

our application and secured additional support to make additional appointment of

faculty. As soon as we were able to find suitable facully we also processed the

necessary documents to be submilled to NCTE WRC vlde our communication dated

22nd sept 2017 we have submilled details of remaining 4 faculties through the affidavit



in the prescribed fonnat vide the mentioned communication we had also requested that

the affidavits submitted for 4 faculties along with the earlier ones submitted for 6

faculties may be considered as fulfilment of NCTE regulation of appointment of 10

faculties, "

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted the written request dated 18/12/2017

made by appellant for seeking another opportunity to make personal presentation of its

case. Appeal Committee decided to grant another (second) opportunity to the

appellant for making personal presentation of the case.

AND WHEREAS Prof, Padma M. Sarangapani, Professor and Sm!' Usha,

Professor, Tata Institute of Social Sciences, V.N. Purav Marg, Deonar, Maharashtra

presented the case of the appellant institution on 03.04.2018 i.e. the second

opportunity granted to them. In the course of presentation, the appellant gave a leiter

dl. 03.04.2018 requesting another opportunity "to address an anomaly found in their

affidavit which had inadvertently crept in". The Committee acceded to the request

and decided to give the appellant another opportunity i.e. the third and final opportunity

to present their case.

AND WHEREAS Prof, Padma M Sarangpani, Professor and Prof. Ajay Singh,

Professor, Tata Institute of Social Sciences, V.N, Purav Marg, Deonar, Maharashtra

presented the case of the appellant institution on 27/0812018 i.e. the third and final

opportunity granted to them. The appellant in their letter dt. 24/08/2018 signed by the

Registrar, T188, submitted a fresh list of ten faculty members - one Principal, one

Professor, two Associate Professor and six Assistant Professors.

AND WHEREAS the Committee, noting that the appellant has submitted the list of

faculty as required in Appendix - 15 to the NCTE Regulations. concluded that the

matter deserved to be remanded to the WRC with a direction to consider the

compliance of the appellant to be submitted to them, and take further action as per the



NCTE Regulations, 2014, The appellant is directed to forward to the WRC, a copy of

their leller dl. 2410812018 with ils enclosures, within 15 days of receipt of the orders on

the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Commillee

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to WRC wlth a direction to consider

the compliance of the appellant to be submitted to them, and take further action as per

the NCTE Regulations, 2014, The appellant is directed to forward to the WRC, a copy

of their letter dl. 2410812018 with its enclosures, within 15 days of receipt of the orders

on the appeal.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Totalnstitule of
Social Sciences, V.N. Purav Marg, Deonar, Maharashtra to the WRC, NCTE, for necessary
action as Indicated above.

II jllY AWllsthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Tata Institute of SocIal Sciences, Deonar, V.N. Purav Marg, Deonar -
400088, Maharashtra.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Uteracy. Shastri Shawan, New Deihl.
3. Regiona! Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G.7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi-110075, .
4. The Secretary, Education (lookIng after Teacher Education) Government of MaharBshtra.
Mumbai.



ORDER
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F,No,89-656JE-3596012017 Apjleay17~ Mtg,-2Ql8127"', 28'" & 28" AlIQ1,!sl 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION .
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah lalar Marg, New Delhi. 110 002

Date: 2::l..\\~W

WHEREAS Ihe appeal of Katni Arts and Commerce College. Saraswali School

Road, Katni, Madhya Pradesh dated 03.10.2017 Is against the Order No,

WRCfAPP2888!2231269~12017/1B1863 dated 0910312017 of the Western Regional

Committee, refusing recognition for conducting a.Ed. course on the grounds that.

'Clarification letter/Show Cause Notice dl. 02.06.2016 was issued to the instltution.

Reply has not been received till date. Hence, Recognition is refused:

AND WHEREAS Katnl Arts and Commerce College. Saraswatl School Road, Katni,

Madhya Pradesh was asked to present lhe case of lhe appellant inslitution on

20/1212017 and 0410412018 but nobody from the institution appeared. The Committee

decided to give the appellant third and final opportunity to present their case.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Sharad Nirankari, Asstt. Professor, Katni Arts and

Commerce College, Saraswatl School Road, Katnl, Madhya Pradesh presented the

case of the appellant institlrtion on 27/0812018 i.e. the third and final opportunity granted

to them. The appellant, in their appeal, submitted that a Show Cause Notice dt.

02/0612016 was received by them and a reply was duly sent within the stipulated time.

The appellant has not enclosed to the appeal, a copy 01 the reply stated to have been

sent by them.

AND WHEREAS the Commlnee noted that a reply to the show cause notice stated

to have been sent is not found in the file of lhe WRC. Further the appellant, during

presentation also, has not submitted a copy of their reply stated to have been sent. In

these circumstances, the Commlnee concluded that the WRC was justified in refusing



recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the WRC

confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the WRC was

justified in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and

the order of the WRC is confirmed,

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confinns the Order appealed against.

~0A-
S njay Awasthi)( I
ember Secretary' ,

1. The Manager, Katni Arts and Commerce College, Saraswati School Road, Katni -
483501, Madhya Pradesh.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Bhopal
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E,No,89-684IBlfE-40289120Jl AQpealllp> Mlg,-2Q'8121", 28" & 29"WI/51. 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Harls Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadllrshah lalar Marg, New Delhi - '1° 002

0"" .",,-\\~\g

WHEREAS the appeal of Sri Venkateswara College of Education, Dupadu (V),

Kalluf, Andhra Pradesh dated 14/1012017 is against the Order No,

SRCINCTElSRCAPP149351B.EdJAPI2016.17192186 dated 04103/32017 of the

Southern Regional Committee, cancelling Ihe L.O.!. dl. 26f02I2016 issued prior to

grant of recognition for conducling REd, course and rejecting their application on the

grounds Ihat "', LOI for a.Ed. (two units) was given on 26,02.2016, 2. Inspite of

extended time till 31.12.16, no reply was received. 3. They have not responded

even till today. 4. We cannot wait indefinitely. 5. Cancellhe LOI for a.Ed. (2 Units).

6. The application is rejected. 7, Return FORs, if any. 8. Close the file."

AND WHEREAS Sri Venkateswara College of Education, Dupadu M. Kallur,

Andhra Pradesh was asked to present the case of the appellant Institution on

21/1212017 and 04/0412018 but nobody appeared. In the appeal memoranda it is

submilled that "Non-availability of staff approval from the concerned approving

authority."

AND WHEREAS Sri Venkateswara College of Education. Dupadu (V), Kallur,

Andhra Pradesh was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on

2710612018 i.e. the third and final opportunity granted to them, but nobody from the

institution appeared. In these circumstances. the Committee decided to consider the

appeal on the basis of the records.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noled that the S.R.C. issued a leiter of Intent

prior grant of recogntlion for B.Ed. course on 26/0212016, the reply to which was to be

sent within two months from the date of this Ieller. While no reply was received from



the appellant, the S.RC. in their letter dt. 16/12/2016 granted time to the appellant

upto 31.12.2016 for replying to the L.a.1. Even then the appellant did not respond.

In the appeal, the appellant simply stated 'non-availability of staff approval from the

concerned approving authority without any elaboration",

AND WHEREAS the Committee, noting that the appellant has not at all

responded to the Letter of Intent, concluded that the SRC was justified in cancelling

the Letter of Intent and rejecting the application of the appellant and therefore, the

appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the SRC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeaL affidavit, and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the SRC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the

order of the SRC is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confinns the Order appealed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi i
Member Secretary/

1. The Secretary/Correspondent, Sri Venkateswara College of Education, Dupadu (v),
Kallur - 518218, Andhra Pradesh.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3, Regional Director, Southern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Andhra Pradesh,
Hyderabad,
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f,No,B9-6B4!E-4Q;:eggQ17 AQPeIlVl7'" Mlg,-2Ql612Z", 28" 8, 29" August. 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadul'$hah zatar Marg. New Deihl. 110 002

Date: ;:l.~\\~\.!t

WHEREAS the appeal of Sri Venkateswara College of Education, Oupadu (V).

Kallur, Andhra Pradesh dated 14/1012017 is against Ihe Order No.

SRC/NCTElSRCAPP14902ID.EI.Ed./API201B.17192279 daled 0710312017 of the

Southern Regional Committee, canceling the LOI dt. 2610212016 issued prior to grant

of recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course and rejecting their application on the

grounds that "1. LOI for D.EI.Ed. (2 Units) was given on 26.02.2016. 2, Inspite of

extended lime till 31.12.16, no reply was received. 3, They have nol responded

even lill today. 4. We cannot wait indefinitoly. 5, Cancel the Lal for D.EI.Ed. (2

units). The application is rejected. 7. Return FDRs, If any. 8. Close the file:

AND WHEREAS Sri Venkateswara College of Education, Dupadu (V), Kallur,

Andhra Pradesh was asked present the case of the appellant institution on 21/1212017

and 04/1J412018 but nobody appeared. In the appeal memoranda it is submitted that

"Non.availability of staff approvallrom the concerned approving authority:

AND WHEREAS Sri Venkateswara College of Education, Oupadu M. Kallur.

Andhra Pradesh was asked to present the case of the appellant insHtution on

27/0812018 i.e. the third and final opportunity granted to them, blIl nobody from the

institution appeared. In these circumstances. the Committee decided to consider the

appeal on the basis of the records.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the S.R.C. Issued a Leiter of Intent

prior grant of recognition for D.EI.Ed. course on 2610212016, the reply to which was to

be sent within two months from the date of this leiter. While no reply was received

from the appellant, the S.R.C. In their letter dt. 16/1212016 granted time to the



appellant upto 31.12.2016 for replying to the L.O,1. Even then the appellant did not

respond. In the appeal, the appellant simply stated 'non-availability of staff approval

from the concerned approving authority without any elaboration"

AND WHEREAS the Committee, noting that the appellant has not at all

responded to the letter of Intent, concluded that the SRC was justified in cancelling

the Letter of Intent and rejecting the application of the appellant and therefore, the

appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the SRC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeai, affidavit, and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the SRC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the

order of the SRC is confirmed,

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against

. cJ8c.v'lV
( anjay Awasthi),'
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary/Correspondent, Sri Venkateswara College of Education, Dupadu {v},
Kallur - 518218, Andhra Pradesh.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi
3. Regional Director, Southern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Andhra Pradesh.
Hyderabad.
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NATIONAL COUNCIL fOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hilns Shawan, VoIingII, 1, Sahadurshah zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

ORpER
WHEREAS the appeal of Mascot College. Beegawas, Lalost Road.

Rajasthan dated 0910112018 Is against the Order

NCTElNRC/NRCAPP20161523B1B,EdJSCNfRJI2017-2018 dated 1311212017

Lawan,

No.

01 the

Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.Ed. course on the

grounds that "The institution has not submitted reply of SCN dated 25.09.2017. Hence,

the Committee decided that the application is rejected and recognition 1 permission is

refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act. 1993. fORs, if any, be returned to the

institution."

AND WHEREAS Mascot College, Beegawas, Lalost Road, Lawan, Rajasthan

was asked to present the case of the appellant Institution on 05f0412018. The

appellant sent a letter dl. 04.04.2018 stating that they have not received NCTE's

nollce for hearing of their appeal on 05.04.2018 and they came to know about it only

through website. In this letter the appellant submitted that the Secretary of their

society is suffering from acute lumbago and the doctor has recommended two weeks

rest. Since their Secretary is unable to attend the hearing on 05.04.2018, the

appellant requested for another date. The Committee acceded to the request and

decided to give the appellant another opportunity I.e. the second opportunity to present

their case.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Zhumar Lal Saini, Chairman, Mascot College, Beegawas,

Lalost Road. Lawan, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on



27/08/2018 i.e. the second opportunity granted to them. The appellant, in their appeal

and in their letter dt. 24/08/2018, submitted that the matter relating to

selection/approval of faculty was pending with the Rajasthan University and it was only

on the directions of the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan at Jaipur Bench

dt. 19/12/2017 in the S.B, Civil Writ Petition No, 14368/2017 filed by them, the

Rajasthan University in their letter dt. 25/04/2018 approved the faculty consistin9 of a

principal and 15 lecturers for their B.Ed. course, The appellant enclosed a copy of this

letter and the details of the faculty.

AND WHEREAS the Committee, noting that the appellant after many efforts has

obtained the approval of the University of Rajasthan for the faculty for their B.Ed.

course, concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C, with a

direction to consider the approved faculty and other documents required as per the

L.G.I. to be sent to them by the appellant, and take further action as per the NCTE

Regulations, 2014. The appellant is directed 10 forward to the NRC. the leiter of the

University of Rajasthan approving the faculty, the particulars of the faculty and all other

documents required as per the Letter of Intent, within 15 days of receipt of the orders

on the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to NRC with a direction to

consider the approved faculty and other documents required as per the L.G,1. to be

sent to them by the appellant, and take further action as per the NCTE Regulations.

2014. The appellant is directed to forward to the N R.C. the letter of the University of

Rajasthan approving the faculty, the particulars of the faculty and all other documents

required as per the Letter of Intent, within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the

appeal.



NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Mascot College,
Beegawas, Lalost Road, Lawan, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as
indicated above.

{S,"i,::J
Member Secretary .

1. The Secretary, Mascot College, Beegawasl Lalost Road, Lawan, Rajasthan - 303303.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075.
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan.
Jaipur

•
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E,No,89;40lE&0979J2018 AppeilUlr' Mtg,-2018127", 28" & 29'" AuglJ$t 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wi~ II, " Sahadul"lIhahlalar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Dol" ?-:>.\I "tIl:.
WHEREAS the appeal of Bhilai Mahila

Chhattisgarh dated 2410112018 is

WRCIAPP3114lM,Ed.l283n!/C,G,12017/193248

Mahavidyalaya, Bhilai Nagar, Durg,

against the Order No,

dated 21/1112017 of the Western

Regional Commillee, refusing recognition for conducting M,Ed. course on the grounds

that 'Show Cause Notice was issued to tM institution on 17.01.2017 regarding expiry of

lease deed and non-approval of Building Plan. Since the institution has not complied

with the Show Cause Notice recognitlon is refused."

AND WHEREAS Dr. Zehra Hasa, Principal and Sh. Surendra Gupta, Secretary,

Bhilai Mahila Mahavldyalaya, Bhllal Nagar, Durg, Chhattisgarh presented the case of

the appellant institution on 0610412018. In the appeal and during persona! presentation

it was submitted that "Bhllal Mahlla Mahavldyalaya. Bhllai Nagar has been given 14

acres of land by Bhi1ai Steel Plant, Bhllai (SAIL) on lease of 30 years to be renewed for

3 periods i.e. for gO years. The Building Plan of the College has been approved by the

then Estate Manager, Bhilai Steel Plant, Bhllal from the inception of the college i.e.

from 1979. The Bhilal Education Trust which is managing this college has obtained a

verdict from the Supreme Court of India, to maintain "States Quo. vide Civil Appeal

Nols) 1943612017 dated 1010112018."

AND WHEREAS appellant during the course of appeal presentation on

0610412018 submilled a wrillen request seek.ing another opportunity by which time the

issue relating to lease with SAIL is expected to be settled. Appeal Committee decided
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to grant another (second) opportunity to the appellant to present its case before the

Committee.

AND WHEREAS Dr. Zehra Hasa, Principal and Sh. Surendra Gupta, Secretary,

Bhilai Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Bhilai Nagar, Durg, Chhatlisgarh presented the case of

the appellant institution on 27/08/2018 i,e the second opportunity granted to them.

The appellant in a letter dt 27/08/2018 submitted that (i) on review of original lease

documents they found that the Government authorities have given permission for sale

of subject land to the Trust for educational purpose under urban land ceiling; and (ii)

on discussion the authority has agreed and considered the present lease as long term

lease and have issued them a demand notice for payment of lease money of existing

land, which they have paid. The appellant enclosed a copy of Ground Rent + Service

charge bill 2018-19 for Rs. 52,69,017 which is to be paid by 31/03/2019 and a copy of

the receipt dt. 18/07/2018 for a payment of Rs, 16,432/".

AND WHEREAS the Committee, from the documents furnished by the appeilanl,

did not find any communication from the lessor formally agreeing to extend or

extending the tenure lease deed, which has already expired. The invoice for payment

and receipt for payment of certain sums cannot be a valid substitute to a formal

document signed by the lessor and the lessee extending the tenure of lease, In the

circumstances, the Committee concluded that the ERC was justified in refusing

recognition on the ground of expiry of the tenure of the lease deed and therefore, the

appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the ERC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit. and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the ERC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the ERC is confirmed.



NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confinns the Order appealed agains!.

(Sanjay Awast i)
Member Secretary

1. The Principal, Bhilai Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Plot No. 62/001, Bhilai Nagar, Durg _
490009, Chhattisgarh.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Chhaltisgarh,
Raipur.



ORDER

R., l ,,,, •••••He'.
FNo89-4UE:2Q92?J2Q18 Apeea!(ll"" MIg .201Br27'" ' 28'" & 29'" August 2016

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah zalar Marg. New Delhl-110 002

Dol" """-\,<>I\t
WHEREASthe appeal of Bhilai Mahila Mahavidyalaya, ShUai Nagar, Durg,

Chhattisgarh dated 22/0112018 is against the Order No.

WRC/APP311610.EI.Ed.128Jnl/C,G.120171193261 dated 21/1112017 of the Western

Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course on the

grounds that "The case file was seen, Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution

on 17.01.2017 regarding expiry of lease deed and non-approval of Building Plan, Since

the institution has not complied with the Show Cause Notice recognition Is refused."

AND WHEREAS Dr. Zehra Hasa, Pdncipal and Sh. Surendra Gupta, Secretary,

Bhilai Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Bhllai Nagar, Durg, Chhatlisgarh presented the case of

the appellant institution on 06/0412018. In the appeal and during personal presentation

it was submitted that "The college Bhilai Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Bhilai Nagar has been

given 14 acres of land by Bhllai Steel Plant, Bhllal (SAIL) on lease of 30 years to be

renewed lor 3 periods i.e. for 90 years. The Building Plan of the College has been

approved by the then Estate Manager, Bhilai Steel Plant, Bhilai from the inception of

the college i.e. from 1979. The Bhilai Education Trust which is managing this college

has obtained a vadict from the Supreme Court of India, to maintain .States Quo. vide

Civil Appeal Nols) 1943612017 dated 10/01f2018."

AND WHEREAS appellant during the course of appeal presentation on

06/04f2018 submitted a written request seeking another opportunity by which time

issue relating to the lease with SAIL is expected to be settled. Appeal Committee
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decided to grant another (second) opportunity to the appellant to present its case

before the Committee.

AND WHEREAS Dr. Zehra Hasa, Principal and Sh. Surendra Gupta, Secretary,

Bhilai Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Bhilai Nagar, Durg, Chhattisgarh presented the case of

the appellant institution on 27/08/2018 i.e. the second opportunity granted to them,

The appellant in a letter dl. 27/08/2018 submitted that (i) on review of original lease

documents they found that the Govemment authorities have given permission for sale

of subject land to the Trust for educational purpose under urban land ceiling; and (ii)

on discussion the authority has agreed and considered the present lease as long term

lease and have issued them a demand notice for payment of lease money of existing

land. which they have paid. The appellant enclosed a copy of Ground Rent + Service

charge bill 2018-19 for Rs. 52,69,017 which is to be paid by 31/03/2019 and a copy of

the receipt dl. 18/07/2018 for a payment of Rs. 16,432/-,

AND WHEREAS the Committee, from the documents furnished by the appellant.

did not find any communication from the lessor formally agreeing to extend or

extending the tenure lease deed, which has already expired. The invoice for payment

and receipt for payment of certain sums cannot be a valid substitute to a formal

document signed by the lessor and the lessee extending the tenure of lease In the

circumstances, the Committee concluded that the ERC was justified in refusing

recognition on the ground of expiry of the tenure of the lease deed and therefore. the

appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the ERC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the ERC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the ERC is confirmed



[SanJay Awaslhl
Member SecretaryI

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against.

I !
1. The Prlnclpal, Bhllal Mahlla Mahavldy.alay'l, Plot No. 621001, Bhllal Nagar, Durg -
490009, Chhat1lsgarh. I J
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Departmel'lt of School Educalion
& Uterocy. Shastri BhaWlin. New Delhi, :
3, Regional Oiredor, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sedor - 10. Dwarka.
New Delhi-l10075. ~
4. The Secretary. Education (looIo:lngalter Teacher Education) Government of Chhattisgarh.
Raipur. I

,
I

,
j

I
I,
I
•

I I,
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E,No,89.<l3lE=6091612Q16ADpeallJ7" ""19,-2018121"',28" & 29" August 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadu~hDh latar Marg, New Delhi. 110002

Dol" :>"-\ \ '" \g

WHEREASthe appeal of Saraswati Shikshan Sansthan, SarsawB Bahar,

Sarsawa Bahar Road, Nakkur, Uttar Pradesh dated 2710112018 is against the Order

No. NRCfNCTElNRCAPP-14772J262""(Part-B) Meeling12017/165837 daled

01/0212017 of lhe Northern Regional CommIttee, refusing recognition for conducting

a.Ed. course on the grounds that "The institution was issued SeN on 31.08.2016 with

regard to compliance of LOI 7(13). The institution has not submitted the compliance till

date:

AND WHEREAS Saraswati Shikshan Sansthan, Sarsawa Bahar. Sarsawa Bahar

Road, Nakkur, Uttar Pradesh was asked to present the case of the appellant

institution on 0610412018 but nobody appeared. In the appeal memoranda it was

submitted that they have applied fOf B.Ed. Staff approval to the university under their

college letter no. 5552016-40 but the university did not give committee. They filed a

court case on 24-06-2016 through C. No. 39330. On 24-08-2016 Court ordered for

Staff Selection. The college applied for staff committee again on 30-8-2016 to the

University. This matter was brought to the notice of NRC NCTE through college leiter

5552016-47 on dated 31-08-2018 but on the same date 31-08-2016 NRC Issued

refusal notice to the college. On 15-02-2017 university has communicated selection

panel. On 18-02.2017 they informed the N.R.C. that college has been issued selection

panel by university. University approved the staff for the college on 04-03-2017.

College has submitted reply to 7(13) to NRC, NCTE on 09-03-2017 through letler no

sss2017129 alongwith supporting documents:

AND WHEREAS appellant by its letler dated 0410412018 sought another

opportunity as representative of the Institution is ill and cannot attend the hearing on



06.06,2018. Appeal Committee decided to grant another (second) opportunity to the

appellant

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rohit Kumar, Lecturer and Sh. Anuj Kumar, Secretary

Saraswati Shikshan Sansthan, Sarsawa Bahar, Sarsawa Bahar Road, Nakkur, Uttar

Pradesh presented the case of the appellant institution on 27/08/208 i.e, the second

opportunity granted to them. In the appeal and during presentation, the appellant

submitted that they had furnished all the documents to the N.R.C. with their letter dl.

09/03/2017 as soon as they received the approval of their faculty from the affiliating

university The appellant had enclosed a copy of the university's leiter dl. 04/03/2017

to their leiter dl. 09/03/2017 sent to the NRC. The appellant in the course of

presentation submitted a faculty list approved by C.C S University on 15/02/2018

indicating therein that the staff are NET qualified.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the NRC. issued the refusal order

on 01/02/2017 and the appellant submitted the documents including the leiter of

approval of their faculty dl. 04/03/2017 to the N.R.C, with their letter dt. 09/03/2017,

which was received on 10/03/2017. This letter is available in the N.R.C's file The

Committee, noting the submission of the appellant regarding the delay in gelting the

university's approval to their faculty and the list of NET qualified and approved faculty

now submitted, concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with

a direction to consider the reply of the appellant dt 09/0312017 and the NET qualified

faculty list to be submitted to them by the appellant and take further action as per the

NCTE Regulations, 2014 The appellant is directed to forward to the NRC. the NET

qualified faculty list approved by the university on 15/02/2018, within 15 days of receipt

of the orders on the appeal.

AND WHEREASafter perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to NRC with a direction to

consider the reply of the appellant dt. 09/03/2017 and the NET qualified faculty list to



•

-3 -
be submitted 10 them by the appellant and take further action as per the NCTE

Regulations, 2014. The appellant is di~ected10 forward 10 Ihe N.R.C. the NET

qualified faculty list approved by the university on 1510212018, wlthln 15 days of receipt
I

of the orders on the appeal.
I

NOW THEREFORE, tho Council hcroby mmandll back tho ellllle of SlITl!lSwoti
Shlksh,ln Sensth.n, SllnlllW3 Bohar, Sarsawa Bahar Road, Nakkur, Uttar Prlldllllh to Iho
NRC, NCTE, for necessary action 86 Indlcatod above. •

I

•
I,

t
I I solay Awasthl)
Member Secretary

/1

1.The Secretary, Soraswatl Shlkshan Sansthan, SaruwlI Bahar, Sllrsawll Bahar Road,
Nakkur - 247232, Uttar Pradesh. .
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Uleracy. Shastri Shawan, New Delhi. .
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Owarka,
NewDelhi-110075. I
4. The Secretary, Education (looking alter Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh.
Lucknow. f

,

I

I

I
I
I

I

1
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NATIONAL COUNCil FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, " Bahadurshah Z8far Marg. New Delhi - 110 002

0"" ",-:>-\,...1 IeORDER VI
WHEREAS the appeal of Sent Narayan Das College, Kamlapura, VAH, Uttar

Pradesh dated 2510112018 is against the Order No. NRCINCTE/NRCAPP.74431278th

Meelingf2017f186362 daled 27f1212017 of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing

recognition for conducting B.Ed. course on the grounds thai 'The institute has

submitted only one set of hard copy of online application inslead of three sets.

Original FORs of Rs. Five Lakh and Three Lakh of nationalized bank towards

Endowment Fund and Reserved Fund respectively nol subm!tled. Certified copy of

registered land documents issued by the competent authority (office of Registrarl Sub

Registrar) as required under provision of NCTE Regulations, 2009 not submitted. The

institution has not submitted approved building plan In original. The original building

plan approved by competent authority indicating name of Institution, name of the

course. Khasra no.fPlot No. of land, total tand area & built up area, sIze of

multipurpose halt, class rooms, library, different resource centre etc as per NCTE

norms for the proposed course is required to be submitted. Notarized copy of change

of land use certificato issued under clause 143 of UP land Act by the competent

authority not submitted. The DO No. 467983 dated 28.12.2012 Is enclosed herewith

in original which Is to be submitted by the Institution after revalidation. The specific

information of landl building demarcated area as required in clause 8(7)(11) and

Information required under clause 8(2) 8(3) of NCTE Regulations, 2009 and

information related to Resolution of the society for opening the said course on not for

profit basis etc. has not given by the institution hence the same is required from the

institution on affidavit (format of the affidavit is enctosed herewith). The NRC decided

that the previous rejection order stands as such and the same be communicated to the

institution through a speaking order."



AND WHEREAS Sant Narayan Das College, Kamlapura, VAH, Uttar Pradesh

was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 06f04f2018 but nobody

appeared, In the appeal memoranda it is submitted that "Original FDRs of Rs, Five

lakh and three lakh of nationalized bank endowment found and reserved fund required

under provision of NCTE regulation 2009 were submmited and NCTE returned FORs

on 27.12.2017. Required document submmited by the Institute date 2012.2017

Building plan submitted on date 20.12,2017.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Har Narayan Yadav, Manager and Sh, Avneesh Yadav,

Secretary, Sant Narayan Das College, Kamlapura, VAH, Uttar Pradesh appeared

before Appeal Committee 28.8,2018 and reiterated the submission made in the appeal

memoranda Appeal Committee noted that appellant submitted online application

dated 31f12f2012 seeking recognition for B Ed. programme. Committee further noted

that a deficiency letter dated 28f01f2014 was issued to appellant institution pointing out

several deficiencies inter-alia submission of only one set of hard copy of online

application instead of three, Appeal Committee further noted that one set of application

alongwith its enclosures consisted of 73 pages and the postal receipt mentions the

weight of envelope as 300 grams

It therefore, becomes obvious that only one set of hard copy was submitted by

appellant institution. Non submission of reply to deficiency letter resulted in issue of a

Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 17/06/2015. Appellant failed to submit reply to the

S.C,N. which ultimately resulted in issue of refusal order dated 14/08f2015. Appellant

institution was allowed 60 days time from the date of issue of above refusal order for

preferring an appeal if it was not satisfied with the decision and desired to make an

appeal.

AND WHEREASAppeal Committee noted that appellant filed a Writ C, No, 48622

in the High Court of Allahabad, Hon'ble High Court vide its order dated 05f12/2017

issued direction to NCTE to consider the pending application taking into account the

new Regulation of 2014 and also the fact that petitioner has already deposited the

requisite cost for such consideration i,e. almost Rs, 17,000,OOf-( amount appears to be

wrong).
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AND WHEREAS Committee noted that on the directions of Hon'ble High Court,

N,RC. reconsidered the earlier pending application daled 3111212012 of the appellant

institution and decided the matter by a fresh 2nd refusal order dated 27/1212017 stating

thai previous rejected order stands.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that unless NCTE invites fresh

applications by issuing a notification no institution is allowed to make fresh application,

The purpose of the appellant paying 17,000,00/. is therefore. not understood. The

appellant has also not contested the case on the points of non-submission of reply to (i)

deficiency letter dated 2810112014 and (ii) Show Cause Notice daled 17/0612015.

NCTE Regulations, 2009 and 2014 are similar so for as requirement of submitting three

sets of hard copies of online application is concemed. Appellant Is also required 10

submit compliance report for removal of deficiencies and Show Cause Notice is also

required to be replied to. As appellant institution has failed to submit reply to deficiency

letter and Show Cause Notice, Appeal Committee decided to confirm the impugned

refusal order.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to confirm the Impugned refusal order,

NOW THEREFORE, tho Council horeby confirms tho Ordor IIppolllo

(SanJay Awasthl}
Member Secretory

1. Tho Secretary/Appellant, SlInt Narayan Das C0I111g11,Kllmlopurl!l, VAH - 201001,
Uttar Pradosh.
2. The!Secretary, Ministry Qf Human Resource Development, Department Qf School EducatiQn
& Uleracy, Shastri Showan, New DeihL
3. RegiQnol Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot NQ. G-7, Sector - 10, Owarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education} Government of Uttar PradeSh,
lucknow.
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NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
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WHEREAS the appeal of R.P. 8.Ed. College. ViiI. Maluk sigha, Nawada Road,

Chatihar, Gobindpur, Bihar dated 3010112018 is against the Order No,

ERCI246.7,1fAPP2452J8.Ed.f2017f55269 dated 0811212017 of the Eastern Regional

Committee, refusing recognition lor conducting 8,Ed. course on the grounds thai "(a)

Show Cause Notice was issued on 09.10,2017 on the following grounds: (i)

Consolidated building plan duly approved by Gov!. Engineer I Authority not submitted,

(ii) Site plan consisting of more Ihan one plot Issued from Land Revenue Deplt. not

submitted. (b) In response. the institution submitted reply vide letter dated 09.10.2017

(on the basis of proceedings uploaded on ERC website) without complying the

documents asked vide SCN dated 09.10.2017 and the institution is still deficient on the

above grounds. In view of the above, the Committee decided as under: The

Commillee is of the opinion that application bearing Code No. ERCAPP2452 of the

institution regarding recognition of applied B.Ed, Programme is refused under section

14(3)(b) of NCTE Act 1993:

AND WHEREAS Sh. Mukesh Kuarm, Director and Ms. Shashi, Member, R.P.

B.Ed. College, ViiI. Matuk Bighs. Nswads Road, Chstihar, Gobindpur, Bihar presented

the case of the appellant Institution on 07/0412018. In the course of presentation, the

appellant gave a leiter dt. 0710412018 requesting time for completion of their pending

documents, The Committee agreed to the request and decided to give the appellant

another opportunity i.e. the second opportunity to present theIr case.



AND WHEREAS Sh. Mukesh Kuarm, Director, RP. REd, College, ViiI. Matuk

Bigha, Nawada Road, Chalihar, Gobindpur, Bihar appeared before Appeal Committee on

28108/2018 and submitted copies of a) building plan approved by Nagar Parishad Navada and

(b) Site plan indicating location of \farious plot numbers. So far as site plan is cOrlcemed,

Appeal Committee noted that plot area is marked in blue colour at Khasra No. 932 and 972
where building of R.P, B.Ed. College is located. The degree college is located at Khasra Nos,

898 and 896, Canteen is located in Khasra No. 926, The location of all these plol numbers!

Khasra numbers is nol adjacent to each other and is bifurcated by other Khasra numbers Site

plan also indicates that whereas 7302 sq. feet built up area at KhasralPlot No. 932 & 972,

cOrlstructiorl is goirlg Orl at Khasra Nos 927, 897 arid 898 Arlchal Adhikari has sigrled the site

plarl Orl 29106/2018 Appeal Committee further rioted that appellant in its online application dated

26/05/2015 has mentioned the following land identification:

Khasra No. 931

Plot Numbers: 931, 932, 935, 896

The Visitillg Team in its Inspection report has mentioned the address of institution as

Plot numbers 7, 71, 30, Matuk Bigha, Hisua, Nawada. Appeal Committee noted that case

deserves to be remanded back to ERC for revisiting the matter after due verification of land

idelltification numbers mentioned in the online application vis.a-vis the Khasra numbers

mentiolled in the site plan/building plan and land documents Appellant is required to submit to

ERC site plan and Building plan issued by Competent authorities within 15 days of the issue of

appeal orders. Regional Committee. while revisiting the matter should focus on matching the

details of land as submitted in the online application, the V.T report and the site plan/Building

plan.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents on

record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee concluded to

remand back the case to ERC for revisiting the matter after due verification of land identification

numbers melltioned in the oilline application vis-a-vis the Khasra numbers mentiorled in the site

plan/building plan and land documents, Appeliant is required to submit to ERC site plan alld

Building plan issued by Competent authorities within 15 days of the issued of appeal orders,

Regional Committee, while revisiting the matter should focus on matching the details of lalld as

submitted ill the oilline application, the V,T. report and the site plan/Buiiding plall,

,



. ,
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NOW THEREFORE, the Council hllfeby remands back tho CIlIIO of R.P. a.Ed.
College, VllI. Malulo; Sigha, Nawada Road, Chatlhar, Goblndpur, Bihar to the ERe, NCTE,
for necessary Bctlon u Indlcatod above.

(Sanjay AWlIsthl)
Member Secretary,

1. The Secretary, R,P. a.Ed. College. Plot No. 931, ViiI. Mlltuk Bigha, NIIWlIdllRoad,
ChalihllT, Goblndpur - 805103, Bihar.
2. The Secretary, MinistlY of Human Resource Development. Department of School Education
& Uleracy.Shastri Shawan, NewDelhi. I
3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional Committee, 15, Neelkanlh Nagar, Nayapalli,
6hubaneshwar - 751012. j
4. The Secretary, Education (looking' after Teacher Education) Governmem of Bihar, Palna,. .

,,
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WHEREAS the appeal of Sri Babu Singh Degree College, Sayara, Siralhu, Uttar

Pradesh dated ,9/0112018 is against the Order No. NRC/NCTElNRCAPP-958412401ll

Meeting120151120025 dated 03/0812015 of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing

recognition for conducting REd. course on the grounds that "Reply submitted by the

institution is not acceptable. Hence application is refused:

AND WHEREAS Sh, Apoorav Singh, Director, Sri Babu Singh Degree College.

Sayars, Siralhu, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of the appellant institution on

28/0812018.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that impugned refusal order was

issued on 0310812015 and appellant institution was allowed 60 days lime to prefer

appeal against the refusal order if it so desired. Committee further noted that the

appeal daled 1910112018 made by appellant is delayed by more Ihan 2 years and 3

monlhs. Appellant in lis appeal memoranda has stated Ihe reason for delay 'Slckness

of Manager'. Appeal Commitlee is not convinced with the reason given for the

inordinale delay of more Ihan 2 years and 3 months in preferring appeal against the

impugned order dated 0310812015. Committee accordingly decided nollo condone

Ihe delay. Appeal filed by appellant is accordingly nol admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of Ihe Memoranda of Appeal, afftclavil, documenls

on record and oral arguments advanced during Ihe hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded not 10 condone the delay. Appeal filed by appellant is accordingly nol

admitted.



NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby do not condone the delay and therefore
the appeal is not admitted,

(Sanjay Aw sthi}
Member Secretary

1, . The Manager, Sri Babu Singh Degree College, Sayara, Sirathu - 212217, Uttar Pradesh
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi,
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No, G-?, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi .110075. '
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.

__ J
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ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of T.SK T.T. College, Chandela. Revdar Road, Abu

Road. Rajasthan dated 25f0412018 Is agaInst the Order No, NRCINCTElNRCAPP-

142131257'" (Part-3) Mceting!20161160193, dated 1411012016 of the Northern Regional

Committee, refusing recognition for conducting O.EI.Ed. course on the grounds that

"The institution was given show cause notice vide letter dt. 11.12.2015 with direction to

submillhe reply within 30 days, The institution did not submit any reply of Show Cause

Notice within stipulated time."

AND WHEREAS T.S.K. T.T. College. Chandela, Revdar Road, Abu Road,

Rajasthan was to present the case of tho appellant Institution on 1210512018 but

nobody from the instltution appeared. The Committee decided to give the appellant

another opportunity i.e. the second opportunity to present their case,

AND WHEREAS the appellant, aggrieved by the order of the N.R.C. filed a S.B.

Civil Writ Petition No. 778912018 before the Hon'b!e High Court of Judicature for

Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur, The Hon'ble High Court In their order dl. 12,04.2018

disposed of the petition with an observation that the petitioner institution is at liberty to

avail the remedy of statutory appeal provided under Section 18 of the Act of 1993.

Tho Hon'ble High Court also observed that if the petitioner institution files an appeal

under section 18 of the Act of 1993 before the Appellate Authortty, it is expected of the

Appellate Authority to decided the same preferably within a period of two months,

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that Impugned refusal order dated

14/1012016 was on the ground that appellant institution did not submit any reply of



Show Cause Notice (SCN) dt 10/12/2015 within stipulated time. Committee noted

that S,C.N. was on the ground of non submission of N.O.C, from affiliating body.'

AND WHEREAS Sh. Jabbar Singh, Director representing the appellant institution
I

on 28/08f2018 submitled before Appeal Committee that reply to S.C.N. was submitted

to NRC. twice on 05/01f2016 and 22f01f2016, The N.O.C, was also submitted by

appellant institution by its letter received in the office of NRC. on 13/04/2016 (Diary

No. 138817). Appeal Committee taking into account the submissions made by

appellant on 28/08/2018 and the order dated 12/04/2018 issue by Hon'ble High Court

of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur decided to remand back the case to

N.RC, for considering the reply dated 5 1.2016 and 22.1.2016. Appellant institution is

required to submit to NRC copies of its communications dated 5.1,16 and 22,1,16

within 15 days of the issue of appeal order.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to N.RC, for considering the reply dated 5,1,2016

and 22.1.2016, Appellant institution is required to submit to NRC copies of its

communications dated 5.1.16 and 22.1.16 within 15 days of the issue of appeal order
,

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of T.S'.K. T.T.
College, Chandela, Revdar Road, Abu Road, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary
action as indicated above. I

~VV~(
lSanjay Awasthi) I'
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, T.S.K. T.T. College, Chandela, Revdar Road, Abu Road - 307026,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Minislry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Pial No. G.7, Sector - 10. Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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WHEREAS the appeal of Vishwa Ganga B.T.C. College, Ranepur, Sakaldiha,

Chandauli, U.P. dated 22.11.2017 is Bgainst the Order No. NRCINCTElNRCAPP.
119581256t11 Meeting (Part-2)12016/158803-04 dated 2610912016 of the Northern

Regional Committee, refusing recognition fOf conducting D,EI.Ed. course on the

grounds that "The Institution has not submitted any proof J evidence to prove thClt it is

a composite institution as per clause 2(b) of NCTE Regulations, 2014. Building plan

submitted by the Institution does not mention the name of applicant institution. The

institution has not submitted the proof to show thai furniture in the resource centre is

as per NCTE norms. No proof to show that library is per NCTE norms. Building

Completion Certificate is not in the name of Vishwa Ganga BTC College."

AND WHEREAS Vishwa Ganga B.T.C. College, Ranepur, Sakaldiha, Chandauli,

U.P. was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 0210212018 but

nobody appeared. In the appeal memoranda Is submitted that "The Regional

Committee, Jaipur refused to grant such approval vide its order dated September

2016. The appellant submit(s) thatlhe approval ought to have been granted by the

Regional Committee. The Regional Committee erred In deciding the matter on the

following grounds. The appellant is a renowned Educational Trust popularly known

as Vishwa Ganga Charitable Trust, Plot No. 24, Village Ranepur. District Chandauli-

232108, Uttar Pradesh. Tho Trust is basically striving hard to start a new Course In

its College for the benefit of the students in and around the Brea and imparting quality

Education for which all the necessary Infrastructure and facilities as required under

the NCTE norms was constructed using all the Financial Resources that were

contributed by the societyllrust members. That the Vishwa Ganga Charitable Trust,

Village Ranepur, District Chandaull - 232108 has already sent the reply of SCN



I
issued on 28,06.2016 to the queries raised by NRC within the stipulated time frame,

That the inspection was also duly conducted, and a few deficiencies were raised by

NRC by ils SeN to which all reply was duly sent. Thai the Vishwa Ganga Charitable

Trust is already running the undergraduate Courses and is thus a composite institute,

The institute has all the Required Furniture as per the Requirement of the NCTE

Norms. The Library is well Equipped and as per the NCTE Norms. Building Plan has,
been submitted with all details and specifications. BCe submilled again duly

approved by the Competent Authority. In the light of the facts explained along with

the supporting documents above by the appellant, it may be appreciated that

impugned order of the NRC in its 256111 Meeting (Part-2) cannot form any bona-fide

and prima face ground for the closure of course file of Vishwa Ganga BTC College

for D.EI.Ed. course, thus needs to be quashed" I

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that impugned refusal order dated

26.09.2016 was issued for following reasons:

(i) Non-submission of evidence to prove that appellant institution is a

composite institution.

(ii) Building Plan does not mention the name of Institution.

(iii) Furniture in resource centre is not as per NCTE norms.

(iv) Library is not as per NCTE norms

(v) Building Completion Certificate is not in the name of Visha Ganga

BTC. College.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution was issued a

Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 28.06.2016 seeking written representation fr~m the

appellant on the above points of deficiency and N.R.C. had also considered the reply

dated 04/07/2016 submitled by appellant.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that appellant institution had

filed a Petition LPA 645/2017 in the High Court of Delhi and the Hon'ble High Court in

in its order dated 26.10,2017 has required that "Committee shaii ensure that the
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reasons for rejection of the appel/ant's epplication for recognition em communicated

preferably within two weeks. In such evenl, tho appellate romedy may be resorted to

by the appellanl, If so advised .•

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee observed that appellant has preferred

appeal daled 22/1112017 and copy of impugned order daled 26.09.2016 has been

enclosed with the appeal. Ills therefore, deemed thai order dated 26.10.2017 of the

High Court of Delhi has been complied with and the appellant is in possession of the

impugned order which has enabled him to avail appellate remedy.

AND WHEREAS extant appeal rules allow an appellant 10 seek upto three

adjournment for making personal presentation of the appeal. The appellant did not

appear before Appeal Committee in its meeting held on 02.02.2018. Appeal

Committee, therefore, decided to grant another (second) opportunity to the appellant

to appear before the Committee for making personal presentation,

AND WHEREAS Vishwa Ganga B.T.C. College, Ranepur, Sakaldiha, Chandauli,

U,P, was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 2510512018 i.e. the

second opportunity granted to them, but nobody from the institution appeared.

However, the appellant sent a letter dt. 25/0512018 requesting for another opportunity

to submit all the replies, The Committee acceded to the request and decided to give

the appellant another opportunity i.e. the third and final opportunity to present their

case.

AND WHEREAS Sh, Umesh Narayan Singh, lecturer of the appellant institution

appeared before Appeal Committee on 28.8.2018 and submitted copies of a) building

plan in the name of appellant institution (b) Affiliation letter dated 2210612017 issued by

Mahatama Gandhi Kashl Vldyapeth and (C) list of some furniture items purchased for

resource centre. Appellant is required to submit the above documents to N.RC.

within 15 days of the issue of appeal orders, Appeal Committee noted that Visiting

Team while recommending grant of recognltlon for D.EI.Ed. course was seized of the



difference in name mentioned in the Building Completion Certificate and the appellant

institution. Committee decided to remand back the case to N.R.C. for consideration of

the building plan and affiliation letter and start reprocessing the application.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to N,R.C, for consideration of the building plan

and affiliation ielter for reprocessing the application,

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Vishwa Ganga
B.T.C. College, Ranepur, Sakaldiha, Chandauli, U.P. to the NRC, NCT , for necessary
action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Vishwa Ganga B.T.C. College, Ranepur, Sakaldiha, Chandauli - 232108,
Uttar Pradesh.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075,
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh.
Lucknow
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ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of A.K.G. College, Bikamaukala, Bakshi Ka Talab,

Luclmow, UP. daled 0911112017 Is against the Order No. NRCINCTElNRCAPP.

10117127510 (Part-1) Meelingf2017/182663 dated 2810912017 of the Northern

Regiona! Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.A. B.EdJB.Sc. B.Ed,

course on the grounds that "The institution has submitted reply of the SeN daled

0210812017 regarding approval of lhe faculty for the proposed course wherein the

provisional approvsllelter daled 19.10.2016 has been submitted. The institution has

nol submitted a final approval letter of faculty from the affiliating body,"

AND WHEREAS Sh. Mudit Garg, Nodal Officer, A.K.G. College, Bikamaukala.

Bakshi Ka Talab, Lucknow, U.P. presented the case of the appellant institution on

03/0212018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that "the

affiliating body i.e the Lucknow University still has not created the syllabus for the

course BA B.Ed. 1 BSc. B.Ed. for the current session 17/18, As the affiliating body

has not itself started the course in the university itself and not prepared the syllabus

so Lucknow university has not given any affiliation to any college in Lucknow In

respect to this course B.A. B,Ed. Lucknow University is not giving final approval

letter of teachers to any college regarding this course in Lucknow and has refused to

do so until Lucknow University finalises the syllabus with all course details, They

have submilled request to Lucknow University for final Teacher approval list which

they have refused. Until Lucknow University approves final list of teachers they can

only give provisional list of teachers approved by Lucknow University."



AND WHEREAS the appellant, in the course of presentation submitted a letter,

requesting that as they need more time to arrange papers from Lucknow University to
I

present their case, they may be given some more time. The Committee acceded to

the request and decided to give the appellant another opportunity i.e, the second

opportunity to present their case

AND WHEREAS Sh. Mudit Garg, Nodal Officer, AKG, College, Bikamaukala,

Bakshi Ka Talab, Lucknow, UP,presented the case of the appellant institution on

25,05.2018 i.e. the second opportunity granted to them. The appellant gave a leiter

dt. 25.05.2018 stating that the Lucknow University has not completed the syllabus yet

and they cannot give final approval of teachers this year as it is against their rules

and regulations to give final approval before the commencement of the course. The

appellant also stated that they are not willing to give final approval till the start of the

session of 2019-20. The appellant requested that they may be given time iill the

Lucknow University starts the course. The Committee decided to give the apJeliant

another opportunity i.e. the third and final opportunity to present their case,

AND WHEREAS Sh. Manoj Gupta, representative of the appellant institution

appeared before Appeal Committee on 28/08/2018, On being asked about the status

of faculty approval, appellant was not able to submit any evidence of appointment of

faculty with the approval of affiliating university Committee noted that L.O.i. was

issued to appellant institution in February, 2016 and it is more than 2 years and six

months that appellant has not been able to complete the recruitment process of

faculty as per NCTE Regulations. As decision on appeal cannot be kept pending

for long and appellant has already been given three opportunities to submit list of

faculty approved by affiliating university, Appeal Committee decided to confir'm the

impugned refusal order dated 26/09/2017. I

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, document

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 26/09/2017,
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NOW THEREFORE, the C0L!ncfl hereby confirms the Order appealed gainst.

(Sanjay Awasthl
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, A.K.G. College,' Bikamaukala, Bakshi Ka Talab, Lucknow - 226201,
Uttar Pradesh.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No, G.7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi "110075
4 The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
LuckllOW,

,,,
I
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WHEREAS the appeal of Radha Krishna Slkaria Educational Institute, Molihari

Nakched Tala Motihari, Bihar dated I 19/1212017 is against the Order No.

ERCI244.8.13lERCAPP2368JB,Ed. (addl. Intako)12017/54771 dated 2311012017 of

the Eastern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B,Ed. course on

the grounds that's. Show Cause Notice was issued on 15.04.2017 on Ihe following

grounds: (I) The institution was granted recognition for conducting a.Ed. course

(ERCAPP943) on 27,12.2012 wlth 100 Intake (two units) and also the permission

order for additional intake in B.Ed. course (ERCAPP2367) was granted on 03.03,2016

with 100 intake. (ii) As per NCTE Hqrs. leiter No. 49-1f2016/NCTEJN&S/47149 dated

08.12.2016, single institution shall not enhance intake more than 100 i.e. two basic

units in the a.Ed. course. b. In response the institution submitted reply vide leiter

dated 29.04.2017 & 18.05.2017 wllich has not been accepted by the Committee. As

per NCTE Hqrs. Letter No. 49-1f2016/NCTElN&S/4714g dated 08.12.2016, single

institution shall not enhance intake more than 100 i.e. two basic units in the a,Ed.

course. In view of the above, the Committee decided as under: The Committee is of

the opinion that application bearing Code No. ERCAPP2368 01 the institution

regarding permission of applied additional intake in B.Ed, Programme is refused under

section 15(3)(b) of NCTE Act 1993."

AND WHEREAS Radha Krishna Sikaria Educational Institute. Motihari Nakched

Tola Motihari. Bihar was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on

05f02J2018 but nobody appeared before Appeal Committee. As per extant rules

three opportunities can be provided to an appellant for making presentation of its case

belore Appeal Committee. Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to grant another

(second) opportunity to the appellant for making personal presentation of its case.



AND WHEREAS Radha Krishna Sikaria Educational Institute, Motihari N1ikched

Tola Motihari, Bihar was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on

25.05.2018 i.e. the second opportunity granted to them, but nobody from the

institution appeared. The Committee decided to give the appellant another

opportunity i.e. the third and final opportunity to present their case

I
AND WHEREAS Sh, Shambhu Nath Sikaria, Chairman of the appellant institution

appeared before Appeal Committee on 28,8.2018 and stated that appellant institution

institution was contemplating making application for seeking recognition of D.ELEd,

course in 2016 but due to some exigencies the application could not be submitted,

Appellant further stated that clarification furnished by NCTE by its letter dated

08/12/2016 was subsequent to the date of online application submitted by appellant

institution seeking additional intake in B.Ed. programme and is thus not applicable to

the appellant institution.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that Clause 2 (b) of NCTE

Regulations, 2014 defines the Composite Institution as "recognised higher education
I

institution offering under graduate or post graduate programmes or an institution

offering multiple teacher education programmes at the time of apPIYi~9 for

recognition." Commitlee further noted that Clause 3 (c) of the 2014 regulation

restricts the applicability of Regulations for seeking additional intake to composite

institutions. The clarifications issued by NCTE (Has) by its letter dated 08/12/2016

were only to reiterate the regulatory provisions and to avoid any confusion. The

submission made by appellant that clarificatory letler dated 08/12/2016 was issued by

NCTE (Has) after the date of application seeking additional intake in a standalone

institution, does not contain merit. Appeal Committee, therefore, decided that

impugned refusal order dated 23/10/2017 deserves to be confirmed.



AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, document

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 2311012017.
i .

NOW THEREFORE, tho Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against.,

I,
I

1. The Secretary, Radha Krishna Sikaria EducaUonal Institute, MOllhari Nakchod Tola
Mollhari-Il45401, Bihar. . I
2. The Secretary. Ministry of Human Resource Development. Department of School Education
& Uteracy. Shastri Bhawan. New Delhi. I '
3. Regional Director. Eastem Regional CommiltC!e, 15, Neelkanth Nagar, Nayapalti.
BhubllrleShwar.751012. I
4. The Secretary. Education (looking alter Teacher Education) Govemment of Bihar, Palna.

I

I
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WHEREAS the appeal of DIET, (District Institute of Education & Training) Cachar,

Durganagar Udharbond, Assam dated 191021201B is against the Order No.

ERCI247.12.17I1D No. 10057/O.EI.Ed. - Add!. IntakeI2017/55648 dated 0910112018 of

the Eastern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B,Ed. Course on

Ihe grounds that "a, Show Cause Notice was Issued on 25,08.2017 on the following

grounds: (i) The date of application through online is 03.06.2016 and date of receipt of

hardcopy of online print out application Is 14,09.2016 i.e. after the 151/1 July 2016,

which is not accepted as per Regulation, 2014 by the Committee, b, Reply from the

institution has not been received with the stipulated period, which already over. In view

of the above, the Committee decided as under: The Committee is of the opinion that

application bearing Code No. ERCAPP201646111 of the Institution regarding

permission of applied B.Ed. Programme is refused under section 15(3)(b) of NCTE Act

1993",

AND WHEREAS Dr, Jibendu Dutta, Senior Lecturer, DIET, (District Institute of

Education & Training) Cachar, Durganagar Udharbond, Assam presented the case of

the appellant institution on 2810812018. Principal, DIET in its letter dated 19/0112018

staled that hard copy was mistakenly addressed to Director, SCERT, Assam and so

the delay occurred.

AND WHEREAS Appeal CommitteEi noted that last date for submission of hard

copy of online application was 1510712016 irrespective of the date of submission of

online application. In the present case online application was submitted on

03/0612016 and hard copy was dispatched by speed post on 0310912016. The

envelope containing the application is addressed to E.R.C" Bhubaneswar and



sender's name on envelope is DIET, Cachar. Whatsoever, the reasons may be, there

is no provision to accept the hardcopy of applications submilied belatedly after

15/07/2016. Appeal Committee, therefore, decided that impugned refusal order dated

09/01/2018 deserves to be confinned.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

decided that impugned refusal order dated 09/0112018 deserves to be confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appeale

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, DIET, Cachar, Udharbond (Assam), Durganagar PlN, VIP Road,
Udharbond, Assam -788030.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi
3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional Committee, 15, Neelkanth Nagar, Nayapalli,
Bhubaneshwar - 751012,
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Assam, Dispur,
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WHEREAS the appeal of Apex College of Education. Sidhsi Khera, Tohana.

Haryana daled 14/0212018 is against the Order No. NRCfNCTElNRCAPP-151812771"

Meeling12017/185750 dated 1311212017 of the Northern Regional Committee,

refusing recognition for conducting M.Ed. Course on the grounds lhal .Show Cause

Notice was Issued on 0510912017 on the grounds Ihal (I) seal and signature of Ihe

issuing authority are not readable on the Non Encumbrance Certificate. Moreover,

the NEG is not the latest one rather the institution submitted NEC daled 2010112016;

and (ii) number of faculty appointed by the institution and approved by the affiliating

university is not as per NCTE Norms, 2014 for the proposed course. The Institution

has not submitted the reply of SCN dated 05.09.2017 till date".

AND WHEREAS Apex College of Education, Bidhal Khera, Tohana, Haryana

was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 28f0512018, but nobody

from the institution appeared. The Committee decided to give the appellant another

opportunity I.e, the second opportunity to present their case.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Vinod kumar, Chairman and Sh. NaYdeep Singh, Assistant

Professor presented the case of appellant Institution on 2810812018. Appellants

stated that list of teaching faculty appointed as per NCTE norms was submitted at

N.R.C. Jaipur on 2811012017. I

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that a Show Cause Notice (SCN)

dated 0510912017 was issued to appellant institution on grounds of non-submission of

(i) Latest and legible Non-Encumbrance Certificate and (ii) Approved faculty as per

NCTE norms. Appellant during the course of appeal presentation on 2810812018



submitted copy of an endorsement dated 22/08/2017 made by Telsildar, Tohana

verifying non- occurrence of any encumbrance on the title of land mentioned in the

application dated 22/08/2017 of the applicant. Appellant also submitted copies of

approval letters dated 03/0812017 and 13/09/2017 issued by Choudhary Rambir

Singh University, Jind. The affiliating body by the above two letters approved the

appointment of one Principal, 3 Associate Professors and 5 Assistant Professors.

Committee noted that N E.C. and list of appointed faculty was submitted by the

appellant in the office of N.R.C, on 28/10/2017 and acknowledgement received,

AND WHEREAS Appeai Committee noted that a per Norms and Standards for

M,Ed. programme given in Appendix 5 of the NCTE Regulations, the faculty

requirements for an intake of 50 students is:

Professor 2

Assistant Professor - 2

Assistant Professor - 6

Whereas the faculty appointed by appellant institution does not include

professor level faculty. it is further noted that the Regional Committee did not take

cognizance of the communication dated 28/1012017 which was in reply to S.C.N, dt.

05/09/2017, Appeal Committee decided that appellant institution should resubmit to

N.R.C. its letter dated 28/1012017 with same enclosures. Further the Regional

Committee is required to consider the submissions made by appellant for taking

decision afresh as per NCTE Regulations, 2014 and citing valid reasons

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, document

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to that appellant institution should resubmit to N.R.C. its letter dated

28/10/2017 with same enclosures. Further the Regional Committee is required to

consider the submissions made by appellant for taking decision afresh as per NCTE

Regulations, 2014 and citing valid reasons,
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(S nJa AW:'I,thi)
Member Secretary

I

NOW THEREFORE, tho Council hereby remands back tho case of Apex College of
Education, Bidhlll Khcra, Tohana, Haryana to tho NRC, HerE, for nee::IlS1111ryBellon liS

Indicated abovo. f

l
1.The Secretary. Apex College of Education, Bldhal Khllrll, SanlanD Rood, Tohana,
Haryana _ 125120. •
2. The Secretary, Mirllstry of Human Resource Development, Department 01 School Education
& Literacy,ShastriShawan,NewDelhi.. .
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwar\i:a,
New Delhi -110075. !
4. The Secretary, Education (Iooklrlg after Teacher Education) Government 01 Haryana.

Ch"'.,m I I

I,
I,

,

,,

!
,
l,
I

I
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WHEREAS the appeal of L.G.Ri. College of Education, Mehrana, Gohana

Road, Panipat, Haryana dated 0310512018 is against the Order No.

NRCINCTElNRCAPP-1563712571ll (Part-3) Meeting12016/159077 daled 2710912016

of Ihe Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.A.

B.Ed.fB.Sc. a.Ed. Course on Ihe grounds that "Ihe InstitutIon was given show cause

notice vide leiter dl. 21.06.2016 with direction to submit Ihe reply within 30 days. The

institution did not submit any reply of show cause nollce till date:

AND WHEREAS LC,RT. College of Education, Mehrana, Gohana Road,

Panipat, Haryana was ask~ to present the case of the appellant institution on

30f0512018 but nobody appeared before the Committee, As per extant appeal

rules, Appeal Committee decided to grant another (second) opportunity to the

appellant.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that a Show Cause Notice (SCN)

dated 2110612016 was issued to appellant institution on the folJowing deficiencies

pertaining to non-submission of:-

(i) Evidence of offering undergraduate or post graduate courses required as

per Clause 1.1 of Appendix 13.

(ii) Building Completion Certificate issued by Competent Authority.

(iii) Evidence of offering multiple teacher education programmes.



AND WHEREAS impugned refusal order dated 27/09/2016 was on the ground

that appellant institution did not submit reply to the S.C.N. dated 21/0612016. Last

para of the impugned order contains the information that institution if not satisfied

'with the refusal order may prefer appeal within 60 days. The appellant preferred

appeal which was delayed by a year and 5 months and to get this delay condoned

appellant had sought order dated 03/0512018 from the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi.

The Court order says that appeal if filed by petitioner should be considered on merit

and would not be rejected on grounds of limitation.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant in its appeal

memoranda has stated that "the College on getting information about the deficiencies

in the application submitted a reply by speed post on 03/05/2016". Appeal

Committee does not find this reply placed on the relevant regulatory file. Moreover,

the decision to issue S.C,N. to appellant institution was taken in the 252th Meeting of

N.R.C. which concluded on 02/05/2016 and actual S,C.N. was approved on file on

15/06/2016. It is therefore, difficult to believe that reply to SCN was sent by the

appellant even before a date on which SCN was approved to be issued.

AND WHEREAS appellant, has however, submitted copy of a forwarding letter

dated 30/04/2016 issued by speed post on 03/05/2016 addressed to N.RC. Appeal

Committee decided to remand back the case to N,RC. for considering the case on its

merits after the appellant submits to N.RC, a copy of its leiter dated 30/04/2016 (with

enclosures) within 15 days of the issue of Appeal orders.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeaL affidavit,

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to

N,RC. for considering the case on its merits after the appellant submits to N.RC, a

copy of its letter dated 30/04/2016 (with enclosures) within 15 days of the issue of

Appeal orders.
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NOW THEREFORE, tho Council hereby remands back the case of L.C.R.T. Collego

of Education, Mehnlnlll, Gohann Road, Panlpat, Haryana to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary
Dellon as Indicated above.

1.The Chairman, L.C.R.T.College of Education, Mehrana, Gchana Road, Panlpat -
132103, Haryana. f
2. The Seaetary. M;nlslry of Human Resource Developmem, Department of School Education
8.Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi. r
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, PIOI No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New 0eIhi.110075. J.
4. The Secretary. Education (looking after Teacher Education) GOYf!mment of Haryana,
Ch,"d;"m. I
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ORDER

E.No 89-22Z!E=6975312018 Appei'U1Z" Mtg,-291812Z" 28" & 29" AvgU$l. 2918
NATIONAL COUNCil FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans BhaWlin. Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah lafar Marg, New Delhl- 110002

D.t" ::>.':>-\ \ "1 \ r
WHEREAS the appeal of Habibi Institute of Higher Education, Gurer. Bilan, Uttar

Pradesh dated 22/0612018 is agalnsl lhe Recognition Order No.

NRCINCTElRccognitionlB.Ed.J2016J147695-7783 daled 0210512016 of the Northern

Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting REd. Course for conducting

one unit as against two units applied for:

AND WHEREAS Mohd. Imrsn, Vice.Principal and Mohd. Zeeshan, Manager,

Habibi Institute of Higher Education, Gurer, BHari, Uttar Pradesh presented the case

of Ihe appellant institution on 2910812018. In the appeal memoranda it is submitted

that "institution has applied for conducting B.Ed. course with an Intake of 100 seats

and appointed 16 faculties as required by NCTE Regulation, 2014. Our institution has

sufficient infrastructura! and Instructional facilities 10 run two unit of proposed B.Ed.

course. We have submitted our willingness for two units as per EDS submitted to vr
Members. The inspection of our institution was carried out by vr member appointed

by NRC, NCTE for Two Units. The order of recognition does not mention the

reasons for reduced intake and NRC, NCTE did not give any opportunity to our

Institution for clarification why Institution granted recognition for one unit as against

two unit applied for which is against the law of natural justice. The affiliating body has

given N.O.C. for a,Ed. Course."

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that Inspection of the appellant

institution was conducted on 1310312016 with a proposed Intake of 50 seats (one



unit) in view, After Inspection Report was received in the office of N,R.C on

07/04/2016, NRC. in its 252nd Meeting held from 19thApril to 2nd May, 2016 (Part-

4) decided to issue a Show Cause Notice (SCN) on grounds of inadequacy of library

books. Reply to proposed S,C.N. was submitted by appellant on 26f04f206

enclosing therewith invoice dated 26/04/2016 of books. N.R.C. in its 252nd Meeting

(Part - 8) decided to issue L.a.1. and in Part 14 of the same meeting it was decided

to issue formal recognition for 50 seats Committee noted that all deliberations

stating from the decision to issue S.C.N., L.a,1. and formal recognition were done in

the same meeting of NRC. Committee further noted that appellant was vigilant

enough to comply with the requirements of Show Cause Notice and Letter of Intent

on the basis of minutes of the same meeting and without formai S C N. and L.a,1.

having been issued at all. Issue of formal L.a,1. with a copy to the affiliating body is

a must as per Clause 7 (13) of NCTE Regulations, 2014. The decision of N.R.C to

issue formal recognition was also taken in the same meeting of N,R C. and formal

recognition was issued through a combined order for 868 institutions. The name of

appellant institution appears at Serial No, 514. The last para of the recognition order

dated 02/05/2016 makes a mention about Section 18 of the NCTE Act under which

institutions can prefer an appeal within a period of 60 days in case they are not

satisfied with the order.

AND WHEREAS the present appeal made by appellant is delayed by more than

11 months. Appellant's plea that delay had occurred due to lack of legal knowledge

and illness are not acceptable as the previous compliances reported by appellant

were spontaneous and instant. Inspection of the institution was conducted with a

proposed intake of 50 seats and no formal L.a.1 exists authorizing the appellant to

appoint faculty for 2 units. Appeal Committee decided to confirm the impugned

recognition order by not admitting the belated online appeal dated 22f06/2017.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded not to admit the appeal on delay grounds.
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NOW THEREFORE, tho Council horeby do not condono tho delay and thorofore
the IIppcalls not admitted. I

(S.lInJIIY AWlIlIthi)
Member Secretary

1. Tho Manager, Habibl Institute of Higher Educatlon, Gurer, Bilarl - 244301,
UttarPradesh. 1
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School EdUClltion
& l~eracy, Shastri BhoWiln. New DelhI. :
3. Regional Director, Northern RC!gionalCommittee, Plot No. G-7, Sedor - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi-110075. 1
4, The Secretary, Education (looking' lifter Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.
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E,No,89-2271AIIE-69753J2018 Apoe,W17'" MIg -2016f2P' , 28'" & 29" August 2018
NATIONAL COUNCil FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah lafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Dot, :>>-11"f1!t

WHEREAS the appeal of Habibi Institute of Higher Education, Gurer, Bilari, Uttar

Pradesh dated 22/0612018 is against the Recognition Order No.

NRCINCTEJRecognitionID.EI.Ed.f2016/146821-7694 dated 02/0512016 of the

Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition IOf conducting O.EI.Ed. Course

for conducting one unit as against two units app!ied for."

AND WHEREAS Mohd. Imran, Vice.Principal and Mohd. Zeeshan, Manager,

Habibi Institute of Higher Education, Gurer, Bilari, Uttar Pradesh presented the case

of Ihe appellant institution on 29f0812016. In Ihe appeal memoranda II Is submitted

that 'institution has applied for conducting D.EI.Ed. course with an intake of 100 seals

and appointed 16 faculties as required by NCTE Regu!ation, 2014. Our institution has

sufficient infrastructural and instructional facilities to run two unit of proposed D.EI.Ed.

course, We have submitted our willingness for two units as per EDS submitted to VT

Members. The inspection of our institution was carried out by VT member appointed

by NRC, NCTE for Two Units. The order of recognition does not mention the

reasons for reduced Intake and NRC, NCTE did not give any opportunity to our

institution for clarification why Institution granted recognition for one unit as against

two unit applied for which is against the law of natural justice. The affiliating body has

given N,D.C. for D.EI.Ed. Course."

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted thaI inspection of the appellant

institution was conducted on 13f0312016 with a proposed intake of 50 seats (one

unit) in view. After Inspection Report was received in the office of NRC. on
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07/04/2016, N.R.C. in its 252nd Meeting held from 19th April 10 20d May, 2016 (Part-

4) decided to issue a Show Cause Notice (SeN) on grounds of inadequacy of library

books. Reply to proposed S.C,N. was submitted by appellant on 26/04/206

enclosing therewith invoice dated 26/04/2016 of books. N.R.C. in its 252nd Meeting

(Part _ 8) decided to issue L.O,I. and in Part 14 of the same meeting it was decided

to issue formal recognition for 50 seats. Committee noted that all deliberations

stating from the decision to issue S.C.N., L.O.I. and formal recognition were done in

the same meeting of N.R.C. Committee further noted that appellant was vigilant

enough to comply with the requirements of Show Cause Notice and Letter of Intent

on the basis of minutes of the same meeting and without formal S.C.N, and LO.I.

having been issued at all. Issue of formal LO,I. with a copy to the affiliating body is

a must as per Clause 7 (13) of NCTE Regulations, 2014 The decision of N.R.C. to

issue formal recognition was also taken in the same meeting of N.RC and formal

recognition was issued through a combined order for 868 institutions. The name of

appellant institution appears at Serial No. 514 The last para of the recognition order

dated 02/05/2016 makes a mention about Section 18 of the NCTE Act under which

institutions can prefer an appeal within a period of 60 days in case they are not

satisfied with the order.

AND WHEREAS the present appeal made by appellant is delayed by more than

11 months. Appellant's plea that delay had occurred due to lack of legal knowledge

and illness are not acceptable as the previous compliances reported by appellant

were spontaneous and instant. Inspection of the institution was conducted with a

proposed intake of 50 seats and no formal LO,I. exists authorizing the appellant to

appoint faculty for 2 units. Appeal Committee decided to confirm the impugned

recognition order by not admitting the belated online appeal dated 22/0612017.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded not to admit the appeal on delay grounds.



"

.
NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby do not eondone tho delay lind therefore

the appeal!, not admlttod. /

I
(Sanjay Awasthl)
Member Secretary

I

•1. Tho Manager, Hablbl Instltuto of Higher Education, Gurer, BlIarl - 244301, Uttar
Pl1ldesh. i
2. The Secretary. Min~try of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan. New DelhI. •
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plol No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarh,
New Delhl-110075. j I
4. The Secretary, Education (looking atler Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.
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E,No,89-230!E-696Q5I2Ql BADpea1l17~ Mlg,-201B!27~ , 26"' 8 29" August 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan. Wing II, 1, Bahadursh<Jh Zalar Marg. New Delhl- 110 002

Dot" :;l"-1 \l'I 8"
WHEREAS Ihe appeal of Akal College of Education for Women, Village

Falehgarh Chhanna Sangrur Ohuri Road, Sangrur, Punjab dated 1610312018 is

against the Order No. NRC/NCTElNRCAPP-9728f27glh Meeting12018f187802 dated

22/0112018 of Ihe Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting

M.Ed. Course on the grounds Ihat "lhe institution has nol submitted reply of SeN

issued on 23.03.2017 till dale."

AND WHEREAS Akal College of Education for Women, Village Fatehgarh

Chhanna Sangrur Ohun Road, Sangrur, Punjab was asked to present the case of the

appellant institution on 3010512018 but nobody appeared. In the appeal memoranda It

is submitted thai "non availability of eligible candidates in spite of number of

advertisements in two leading newspapers, The Institution has already submitted reply

of SCN on 12.04.2017 through leiter no. 3911AkallEdu.12017"

AND WHEREAS Dr. Suman Bala, Principal and Ms. RaJnl Bala, Librarian

appeared before Appeal Committee on 29/0812017 and submitted that refusal or

recognllion on the 'ground that institution had not submitted reply to S.C.N. dated

23/03J2017 is not justified as appellant insHtution had submitted reply dated 12/04J2017

enclosing therewith list of faculty and affidavit. As evidence of having sent a reply 10

S.C.N. appellant submitted copy of a Speed post receipt dated 12/0412017.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that relevant regulatory file is not made

available 10 Appeal Committee for verification of the facts. Appellant is however,

required to submit to N.R.C., copy of its tetter dated 1210412017 alongwith necessary

enclosures within 15 days of the issue of Appeal orders. Committee decided to

I



remand back the case to N,RC. for considering the submission which the appellant

institution is required to make to NRC within 15 days

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to NRC for revisiting the matter, The appellant is

required to submit copy of its leiter dated 12/0412017 to N,R.C. within 15 days of the

issue of appeal order.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Akal College of
Education for Women, Village Fatehgarh Chhanna Sangrur Dhuri Road, ngrur, Punjab
to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as Indicated above.

( anjay Awasthi
Member Secretary

1. The Director, Akal College of Education for Women, Village - Fatehgarh Chhanna
Sangrur Dhuri Road, Sangrur -148034, Punjab.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy. Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi,
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No, G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075,
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Punjab,
Chandigarh.
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f,No,89-Z31!1E-7003112Q18 AppeaVl7!' Mlg.-2Q1812Z" 2et> & 29'" August 2916
NATIONAL COUNCil FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadul1lhah lafar Marg. New Delhi - 11Q002

0"" "''''1\9l~
WHEREAS the appeal of S.N. Singh Institute of Engineering and Technology.

Chandrama Nagar, Jakhania, Uttar Pradesh dated 21/0312018 is against the Order
No. NRC/NCTElNRCAPP.74891264~ (Part.1) Meetingr.!017/16B614 dated

0910312017 of the Northern Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for

conducting B.Ed. Course on the grounds that "and whereas, the institution has

submitted reply of Show Cause Notice vide letter dated 28.10.2016 which was

considered by NRC in its 2641h (Part-I) Meeting held from 20th 10 23rdFebruary, 2017

(20,02.2017) The Committee observed thai the Institution was granted recognition

under clause 7(16) vide Order 03.03.2015. After recognition, NRC received letter

from the Registrar, Veer Bahadur SIngh Purvanchal University. Jaunpur. In the letter,

the Registrar mentioned lhatlhe institution has been given recognition on fake faculty

list. Hence, institution was given show cause notice. The reply submitted by the

institution Is not acceptable. The institution misled the NRC by submitting a fake list

of teachers. The Committee, therefore, decided to withdraw the recognition of the

institution for B.Ed. course under Section - 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993,"

AND WHEREAS the submission of the appeal has been delayed by ten months

and 13 days beyond the prescribed period of sixty days. The appellant, In their

appeal submitted that while he was in the process of filing appeal, he met with an

accident and was hospitalized for a long time. After discharge from the hospital, he

was in serious family problems. Due to these reasons he could not appeal in time.

He requested condonation of the delay. He has enclosed a medical certificale from

a hospital. The Committee decided to condone the delay and consider the appeal.

- -------------------------------------



AND WHEREAS S.N. Singh Institute of Engineering and Technology,

Chandrama Nagar, Jakhania, Uttar Pradesh was asked to present the case of the

ap'pellant institution on 30/05/2018 but nobody appeared. In the appeal it submitted

that "the teacher approval was approved by the affiliating University namely Veer

Bahadur Singh Purvanchal University, Jaunpur in year 2015. Thereafter and before

starting the course, teacher approval was also revised due to non- joining/resignation

by approved teacher and also some common teachers who were existed in other

colleges on 13.07,2016, Thereafter, I had received a show cause notice from NCTE

claiming that the copy of the teacher approval enclosed in the file while getting final

approval i.e. 7/16 is fake. Immediately after getting the show cause notice, I had

submitted my reply to NCTE, Jaipur stating that the teacher approval was correct

After getting my reply, the same was sent to the University for verification of the

authenticity of the contents as the notice was issued by NCTE Jaipur based on the

consolidated list sent by the University. It has come to my knowledge that the

University had sent the reply stating that the teacher approval based on which

approval was given by NCTE Jaipur was authentic, It is humbly submitted that the

University vide ils letter dated 20.05.2017 has again revised/given approval for head

of B.Ed, course even after the best knowledge of the University of the above

incidents. It is noted that if my initial approval was wrong, the University had never

given me such permission, In view of above, I would like to request that the order for

withdrawal of pennission for conducting B.Ed, course from next session may kindly

be rejected."

AND WHEREAS as per extant appeal rules an appellant is allowed to have three

adjournments for making personal presentation of its case before Appeal Committee,

Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to grant another (second) opportunity to

appellant for making personal presentation of its case before Appeal Committee

AND WHEREAS Sh. Manoj Singh, Manager, S.N. Singh Institute of Engineering

and Technology, Chandrama Nagar, Jakhania, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of



-.3
the appellant institution on 2910812018 i.e. the second opportunity granted to them.

In the presentation, the appellant reiterated the position stated in Ihe appeal.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noled Ihal after Ihe N.R.C. issued the Letter of

Intent dt. 17/0112015, Ihe appellant inter-alia submitted faculty lisls approved by ves

Purvanchal University, Jaunpur on 0410212015 and 1710212015. The N.R.C.

thereafter issued a recognition order on 0310312015. The Registrar, VBS Purvanchal

University wrote a letter dt. 2810712016 10 the N.R.C. enclosing a list of institutions

granted recognition indicating therein the dales of issue of L.O.I., approval of faculty

by the university and recognition order with a request to verffy the details and take

necessary action, The dates indicated in respect of the appellant institution are

1710112015 (L.O.!.) 0710512016 (approval of faculty by the university) and 0310312015

(recognition order). As this position indicated that faculty was approved after issue

of recognition order, the N.R.C. issued a show cause notice to the appellant

institution on 0110912016 alleging that the faculty list submitted for getting recognition

was fake. The appellant replied on 2610912016 affirming that the approvals of the

faculty dt. 0410212015 and 1710212015 were issued by the university and enclosing

sell-attested copies of the two approval letters. The appellant also submitted an

affidavit swearing the truthfulness of the Information submitted and his acceptance of

any action by the NCTElUniversity. The appellant with their letter dt 28/1012016

also forwarded to the NRC. a fresh list 01 faculty of of 15 members approved by the

university In their letter dt. 1310712016. The appellant stated that it was necessitated

duc to some faculty members selected earlier not joining duty and for meeting the

requirements of teachin9 faculty as per NCTE Regulations, 2014. The Registrar,

VBS Purvanchal University also wrote a letter dt. 21112.2016 confirming the

authenticity of the approvals for faculty conveyed in their letters dl. 0410212015 and

1710212015. This leller is available in the file of NRC.

AND WHEREAS In view of the position stated above and the submissions of the

appellant. the Committee concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the

NRC. with a direction to ascertain from the university the authenticity of their letter



,
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dt 13/07/2016 approving the 15 faculty members and take further action as per the

NCTE Regulations, 2014

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to NRC with a direction to ascertain from the

university the authenticity of their letter dt. 13/07/2016 approving the 15 faculty

members and take further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of S.N. Singh
Institute of Engineering and Technology, Chandrama Nagar, Jakhania ttar Pradesh to
the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, S.N. Singh Institute of Engineering and Technology, Chandrama Nagar,
Jakhania - 275203, Uttar Pradesh.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy. Shastri 8hawan, New Deihi.
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Owarka,
New Delhi -110075,
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow



ORDER

F No,89.25?}E.7061m018 ApoellU17" Mtg,.201M7"', 28" & 29'" August, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah zafar Marg, New Deihl - 110002

0",,, ?-'>-jlotl&
WHEREAS the appeal of Prince College, Chomu, Radhaswami Bagh, Chomu,

Rajasthan dated 24/0312018 is against the Order No,

NCTElNRCINRCAPP2016165421BAB,Ed.lB,Sc,B,Ed, 4 Year

IntegratedISCNIRJ12017-18J4: dated 0410312018 of the Northern Regional Committee,

refusing recognition for conducting BA B,Ed.IB.Sc. B.Ed, Course on the grounds that

"the institution was issued SCN dt. 25.09.2017. Reply dl. 03.03.2018 is not acceptable.

The institution has submitted list of approved facully which is not as per amended

Regulations, 2017. Hence, the Committee decided that the application is rejected and

recognition 1 permission is refused uls 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FORs, if
any, be returned to the institution,"

AND WHEREAS Prince College, Chomu, Radhaswami Bagh, Chomu, Rajasthan

presented the case of the appellant institution on 31/0512018 but nobody appeared. In

the appeal It Is submitted that "The northem regional committee Issued the letter 01

intent FNo NCTE NRC NRCAPP201616542 BA B,EdJB.Sc. a.Ed. 4 years integrated

SCN RJ 2017 2018 2 dated 2"" of May 2017 under the provisions of Regulation 7 (13)

01 the Regulations of 2014 for 2 approved units 01100 students. After having received

the letter of Intent, the Institution Immediately requested the affiliating University of

Rajasthan Jalpur to grant approval to the list of the faculty The University of Rajasthan

Jalpur thereafter provisionally approved the list of the faculty staff of the institution

vide amended order no. Acadll2017 4895 dated 10th of June 2017 and the same was

submitted to the Northern Regional Committee on 14th of June 2017, The Northem

Regional Committee thereafter, Issued a show Cause Notice F.No, NCTENRC

I



NRCAPP201616542 SA REd.! B.Sc. B.Ed. 4 years integrated SCNRJ2017 2018 3

dated 25th of September 2017 and thereby communicated that the approved list of

faculty submitted by the institution was not as per Regulations of 2014 as amended

vide notification dated 9th of June 2017. The institution submitted the reply of the

show Cause Notice dated 25th of September 2017 promptly after the receipt of the

same on 4th of October 2017 and submitted thaI the affiliating university which is

University of Rajasthan, Jaipur was not accepting applications for grant of affiliation

and the process of approval of the faculty for SA B.Ed./B,Sc. REd. for academic

session 2018 - 19 was not being initiated by the affiliating University. II was also

narrated in explanation dated 4th of October 2017 that as soon as the University will

grant the approval to the list of the faculty for the BA BEd.! B.Sc. B.Ed. 4 years

integrated course as per the amended qualifications as inserted in the regulations of

2014 vide the amendment notification dated 9th of June 2017, the same will be

submitted to the Northern Regional Committee for processing of the application of the

institution and grant of final recognition. The Institution had complied with the terms

and conditions of the letter of intent and the list of the faculty duly approved by the

University of Rajasthan was submitted to the regional committee along with the

communication dated 14th of June 2017 along with the order of approval of the list of

faculty dated 10th of June 2017 and therefore the observations made by the

committee that the reply of institution dated 3rd March 2018 was not acceptable is not

sustainable and required to be set aside by the Appellate authority. That the Institution

had invested Huge money in creation of the infrastructure and instructional facilities

and in the event of rejection order passed by the Northern regional committee not

being set aside by the appellate authority the institution will suffer huge financial

setback which cannot be compensated in any manner It is therefore, most humbly

prayed that the refusal order F.No.NCTENRCNRCAPP201616542 BA B,Ed.fB.Sc.

B.Ed. 4 year integrated SCNRJ2017 2018 4 dated 4th of March 2018 may be quashed

and set aside and the Regional Comniittee may be directed to process the application

of the institution and grant final recognition for the four year B.A. B.Ed, B.Sc, REd

integrated course for the forthcoming academic session."

".



AND WHEREAS as per eXtant appeal rules, three opportunities can be provided

to an appellant to make persona! presentation of its case before Appeal Committee.

As appellant did not appear before the Committee on 31/0512018. Committee

decided 10 grant another (seCOfld) opportunity to the appellant for making personal

presentation before Ihe Committee.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Kailash Chandra Choudhary, Secretary, Prince College.

Chomu, Radhaswami 8agh. Chomu. Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant

institution on 2910812018 i.e. the second opportunity granted to them. In the course of

presentation, the appellant submitted a letter dt. 2710812018 enclosing copy of a leller

dl. 0610512018 from Rajasthan University, Jalpur in which they have approved 15

faculty members for the 8A B.Ed.IB.Sc. B,Ed. course in the appellant institution.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noting the above Information furnished by the

appellant, concluded that the maller deserved to be remanded 10 Ihe N.R.C, with a

direction 10 consider this approved lisl of facully, to be submitted to them by Ihe

appellant, and take further acllon as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. The appellant

is directed to forward to the N.R.C. the letter dt. 0610612018 from the Rajasthan

University, Jaipur, within 15 days of receipi of the orders on the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and ora! arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to NRC with a direction to consider this approved

list of facully, to be submitted to them by the appellant. and take further action as per

the NCTE Regulations. 2014, The appellant is directed to forward to the N.R.C, the

letter dt. 0610612018 from the Rajasthan University, Jaipur, within 15 days of receipt of

the orders on the appeal.



NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Prince College,
Chomu, Radhaswami Bagh, Chomu, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action
as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Prince College, Chomu, Radhaswami Bagh, Chomu - 303704,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka
New Delhi -110075.
4, The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur

/



ORDER

f,No,69.254/E.ZQ942/2Q16 Appe@1I1r' Mlg_-201l!127~ 26~ & 29" AV9VSl. 2016
NATIONAL COUNCIL FORTEACHER EDUCATION

Harls Bhawarl, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah lalar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

Oate: ':l.':L.\\~lg

WHEREAS the appeal of SM Radha Kisharl Degree College, Bai Khera, Jaroa

Katra, Sadar Agra, Uttar Pradesh dated 2610312018 is against the Order No,

NRC/NCTElNRCAPP-1386gIRecognltlonl276t!l Meellng120 171164352 dated

0711112017 of the Northern Regional Committee, granting recognition for conducting

O.EI.Ed. Course with SrI intake of one unit (50 seats). The appellant wants recognition

lor two vnits."

AND WHEREAS Shrl Radha Kishan Degree College, Bai Khera, Jaros Katra,

Sadar Agra, Uttar Pradesh was asked to present the case of the appellant instiMiOrl

on 31/0512018 but nobody from the Institution appeared. In the appeal memoranda it

is stated that institution has a built up area of 4098 sq. metem and approved list 01

candidates for two units. Recognition order for D.EI.Ed. course was Issued for one

unit as against two units:

AND WHEREAS as per extant appeal rules an appellant can seek upto three

adjournments for making personal presentation 01 Its case before Appeal Committee.

As appellant failed to appear before the Committee on 31.05.2018, Appeal Commlttee

decided to grant another (Second) opportunity to the appellant to present its case

before Appeal Committee,

AND WHEREAS Sh, Shiv Kumar Singh, Office Head, Shri Radha Kishan Degree

College, Bai Khera, Jarua Katra, Sadar Agra, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of the



appellant institution on 29/08/2018 i.e. the second opportunity granted t'o them. The

appellant re-iterated the submissions made in the appeal.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the appellant, in their affidavit

enclosed 10 the online application dl. 24/06/2015 asked for one unit of 50 seats in

D.EI Ed, course, The Visiting Team in their Inspection Report dl. 8'h & 9th July, 2017

noted that the intake proposed was one unit (50 seals). The Visiting Team in their

over all assessment of the institution recorded that the management requested

sanction of one more unit of 0 ELEd. along with the proposed one unit. In their final

recommendation, the Visiting Team did not mention the number of units. The N,R.C.

in their Letter of Intent dl. 01/08/2017 mentioned thaI, as per Regulations, 2014, an

institution can be given maximum two units of D.EI.Ed & B.Ed. programme. The

appellant submilled a reply dt. 28/09/2017 inter-alia enclosing a facully list of one

Principai and 14 iecturers and an affidavit conveying their willingness for two units

(100 seats). The NRC. however decided to grant recognition for one unit (50 intake)

only.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the N.RC. in their Letter of Intent, on

their own, mentioned, that according to NeE Regulations, 2014 an institution can be

given maximum two units of D,EI.Ed. Following this Letter of Intent, the appellant

submitted an affidavit expressing their willingness for two units (100 intake) and also

forwarded a faculty list of 15 members. The N.R.C, however decided to give

recognition for one unit, without giving any reasons. In these circumstances, the

Committee concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.RC. with a

direction to issue a speaking communication to the appellant for granting recognition

for one unit of D,EI.Ed. course.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeai, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to NRC with a direction to issue a speaking

communication to the appellant for granting recognition for one unit of D.EI.Ed, course.

.



I
NOW THEREFORE, tho Council hereby remands back the case of Shrl Radha

Kishan Degree College, Bal Khcra, JlIIrull Klltra, Slider Aglll, Uttar Pradesh to tho NRC,
NCTE, for necessary action as Indicated above.,

(Slln ay AWllsthl) •
Member Secretary

,
1. The Secretary, Shrl Radha Klshan Oogroo College, Khasra NO.165, Bal Khora, Jawa
Katra, Sadar Agra _ 282001. Uttar Pradesh.
2. The Secretary. Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Educatiol"l
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan. New DelhI.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Commrtlee, Plot No. G.7, Sector - 10, Dwaflla,
New Delhl-110075. '
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lui:know.
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ORDliR

..

'NC"':E•••••
F No 89-2631E-71529!2Q18 Apoo8Y17" MIg -2018127'" 28~ & 29'" AuouSl 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER eDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah lalar Marg, New Delhl- 110002

Dol" ?-0-\ \"1 \"

WHEREAS the appeal of Chanakaya Institute of Education & Research, Vill.-

Jorabat, G.S. Road, Rl-Bhol, Meghalaya dated 1610312018 Is against the Order No.

ERCI232.9.7JApplication 10: 88681B.Ed.12016151482 dated 2710212017 of the Eastern

Regional Committee, refusing recognition lor conducting B.Ed. Course on the grounds

thai "(I) the applicant has submitted Demand Draft of Rs. 1.50 lacs towards processing

fee. As per the online NeTE portal, payment through online only is accepted. (iil As

per the Print Qui copy of the online application It Is observed that application number is

not available. (iii) The application has not appeared on the dashboard of the online

NCTE portal due to which online process cannot be carried out. In view the above, the

Commillee decided as under: The Committee is of the opinion that application bearing

10 No. 8868 of the institution regarding recognition of a,Ed. course is refused under

section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act1993."

AND WHEREAS Chanakaya Institute of Education & Research, ViII..Jorabat.

G.S. Road, Rj..8hoi, Meghalaya was asked to present the caso of the appellant

instilution on 3110512018 but nobody appeared, In the appeal memoranda it is

submitted that "As payment of Rs. 1.5lakh was nol successful, so we sent DD to ERC,

NCTE within lime. Hence, we were not in fault as it was a problem of NCTE server and

we were unable to pay online."

AND WHEREAS as per extant appeal rules three opportunities are provided to

an appellant for making persona! presentation of its case before the Committee. As

appellant failed to appear before Appeal Committee on 31.05.2018, Committee



'decided to gr'an~another (second) opportunity to the appellant for making presentation

before Appeal Committee.

AND WHEREAS Dr. M.K. Vajpayee, PVC, Chanakaya Institute of Education &

Research, Vill.-Jorabat, 8.5. Road, Ri-8hoi, Meghalaya presented the case of the

appellant institution on 29/0812018 i,e. the second opportunity granted to them. In a

letter dt. 29/0812018, the appellant submitted that there was only one IT related issue

and requested that the demand draft be accepted and even if late fine is applicable,

they are ready to pay.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the submission of the appeal has

been delayed by ten months and 19 days beyond the prescribed period of sixty days.

The appellant in the appeal mentioned 'Court Matter' as the reason for delay. The

appellant enclosed a copy of the order of the Hon'ble High Court of Meghalaya at

Shillong dated 16/11/2017 in w.P. (C) No. 302 of 2017 In this order the Hon'ble

High Court, dismissed the petition as withdrawn with liberty to the petitioner to take

recourse of the appropriate remedy in accordance with law. The appellant appears to

have preferred the present appeal in compliance with the orders of the Hon'ble High

Court,

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the payment of processing fee is

accepted only online and not by other means like Demand Draft. It is the

responsibility of the applicant to send the fee in the prescribed manner. Since the

appellant did not pay the fee online, the Committee concluded that the ERC was

justified in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and

the order of the ERC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, and the

documents available on records, the Committee concluded that the ERC was justified

in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order

of the ERC is confirmed.



~z-
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NOW THEREFORE, the Council horeby conflnns the Order appealed agalnllL,,,

,
I (SanJay Awasthl)

Member Secretary

/
•1. The Director. Chanllkaya Institute of Education & Research, VJlI.-Jorllbat,G.S. Road,

RI-Bhol-793101, Meghalaya. I r .
2. The Seaeta'Y, Ministry of Human Resource Development. Department of SchOOlEducation
& Literacy. Shastri Shawan, New Deihl. I I
3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional COmmittee. 15, Neelkanth Nagar, Nayapal1i,
Bhubar'leshwar.751012. < J '
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Meghalaya.
Shillong. ,
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ORDER

8
F.No,89-25O!E-7284m018 AppeaV17V:Mlg,-2Ql812Z", 28" & 29'" August. 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, " BahadUl1Ihah zalar Marg. New Delhi - 110002

Dol" "-2.. )\<,\ I>?
WHEREAS the appeal of Ginni Devi Modi Institute of Education, Hapur Road,

Modinagar, Uttar Pradesh dated 1310612017 is against the Order No.

NRCfNCTElNRCAPP-l06401267tn (Part-2) Meetlng!2017/171065 daled 13/0412017 of

Ihe Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for oonducting M.Ed. Course on

Ihe grounds that "the institution has not submitted Ihe required documents In response

10 SeN related to LOI issued on 15.02.2017 by NRC, NCTE. Hence, the Committee

decided that the application is rejected and recognition I permission is refused uls

14/15 (3)(b) afthe NCTE Act, 1993. FORs. if any. be returned to the institution."

AND WHEREAS Ginnl Devl ModllnstiMe of Education. Hapur Road, Modlnagar,

Uttar Pradesh was asked to present the case of the appellant institution on 3110512018

but nobody appeared before Appeal Committee. In the appeal memoranda it is

submitted that "we did not submit faculty approval detail in time as given by NRC,

NCTE, Jaipur because it was delayed by Non-availability of CCS University, Meerut

subject expert."

AND WHEREAS As per extant appeal rules an appellant can seek upto three

adjoumments for making personal presentation of its case before Appeal Committee.

As appellant did not appear before the Committee on 3110512018, it was decided to

grant another (second) opportunity to the appellant to appear before the Appeal

Committee.

AND WHEREAS Dr. K.C. Sehera, Principal and Sh. U.N. Mishra, Registrar,

Ginni Devi Modi Institute of Education, Hapur Road, Modlnagar, Uttar Pradesh

presented the case of the appellant Institution on 29/0an018 i.e. the second



opportunity granted to them. The appellant, in the course of presentation submitted,

with their communication dt. 29/0B/20l8, copies of two letters dt. 20/07/2018 and

27/08/2018 from the CCS University, Meerut approving nine faculty members for their

M.Ed. programme.

AND WHEREAS the Committee, noting the above submission of the appellant,

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C, with a direction to

consider the two approval letters of the university, to be submitted to them by the

appellant, and take further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014, The appellant

is directed to forward to the N R.C , the two communications received by them from

the CCS University within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to NRC with a direction to consider the two

approval letters of the university, to be submitted to them by the appellant, and take

further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. The appellant is directed to

forward to the N.R.C" the two communications received by them from the CCS

University within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Ginni Devi Modi
Institute of Education,. Hapur Road, Modinagar, Uttar Pradesh to the NRC, NCTE, for
necessary action as indicated above.

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Principal, Ginni Devi Modi Institute of Education, Hapur Road, Modinagar -
201204, Uttar Pradesh.
2, The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi
3, Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No, G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.
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