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F.No.89-690/E-72184/2018 Appeal/20™ Mtg.-2018/17™, 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:
S vl ¢

WHEREAS the appeal of J.P. College of Education, Eiyabani, Biharsharif, Bihar
dated 03/04/2018 is against the Order No.
ERC/249.6.26/10912/D.EI.Ed./ERCAPP2(C1646220/2017/56036 dated 14/02/2018 of
the Eastern Regional Committe=, refusing recognition for conducting D.El.Ed. course
on the g-ounds that “(a) Shoawv Cause Notice was issued on 14.11.2017 on the
following grounds: i. As the B.Ed. course {ID No. 10915) applied by this institution has
been refused as decided in 233" ERC Meeting, hence, tre application for D.El.Ed.
course becomes standalone wrich is not permissible. (b) in response, the institution
submitted reply dated 30.11.2017 without any supporting documents, hence the same
is not accepted. In view of thz above, the Commttee decided as under: The
Committe= is of the opinion that application bearing Code No. ERCAPP201646220 of
the instiiution regarding recognition of applied D.ELEd. Prcgramme is refused under
section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act 1623.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Dharmendra, Representative, J.P. College of Education,
Biyabani, Biharsharif, Bihar presented the case of the appellant institution on
17/11/2018. In the appeal anz during personal presentaiion it was submitted that
‘Hon’ble High directed the University to consider our case for grant of affiliation in

accordance with law well before ccmmencement of next academic session.”

AND WHEREAS the Submission in the appeal relates to B.Ed. course. The
Committe=2 noted that on an apgeal aganst refusal of recognition for that course
preferred by the appellant, the Council in their appellate order dt. 12/07/2018,
remandec the matter to the ERC o ccns der the NOC issued for that course and take

further action. The appellant, in the course of presentation, with their letter dt.



16.11.2018, enclosed a copy of the Letter of Intent dt. 17/09/2018 for B.Ed. course
issued by the ERC.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that with the issue of the Letter of Intent for
B.Ed. course, the appellant instituzion, for the D.EI.Ed. course under consideration
ceased to be a standalone institution. In these circumstances, the Tommittee
concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the ERC witk a direction to take

further action according tc the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

AND WHEREAS afier perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to remand the matter to the ERC with a direction to take further action
according to the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of J.P. College of
Education, Biyabani, Biharsharif, Bihar to the ERC, NCTE. for necessary action as
indicated above.

/’%

" (Sanjay Awas thl)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, J.P. College of Education, Biyabani, NH-31, Biharsharif — 803101, Bihar.
2. The Secretary, Ministry c¢f Human Rzsource Development, Depariment of Schoal Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional Committee, 1%, Nselkanth Nagar, Nayapalli,
Bhubaneshwar - 751012.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Govaernment of Birar, Patna.
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F.No.39-634/E-88420/2018 Acpeal/20™ Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
-ans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1. Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: '?/‘flf‘-“v"(

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shri Hari College of Education, Hanumangarh Road,
Sardar Shahar, Rajasthan dzted 05/09/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Application/S.No.36/Raj./2009 dated 07/03/2009 of the
Northern Kegional Committee, returning their application for grant of recognition for
conducting B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The NCTE Hqrs. Has independently
decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed./STC/Shiksha Shastri coursz 0 any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the
academic session 2009-10 and to return all the applications along with processing fee

and docum=nts to tke institution eoncerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21297/2018 before the
Hon’ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon’ble High
Court, in treir order dt. 18/09/2018, disposed of the petition reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of appeal available under Section 18 of the NCTE Act,
1993. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that in case an appeal is instituted by
the petitioner, the Appellate Authorty would deal with th= same as expeditiously as

possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma, Secretary, Shri Hari College of
Education, Hanumangarh Road, Sardar Shahar, Rajasthan presented the case of the
appellant institution on 17/11/20° 3. In the appeal and during personal presentation it
was submitied that they submitted their application fcr B.Ed. course in 2008 and that
application was returned in original to the institution. The NRC'’s decision to return the
file of the institution without processing vide letter dated 04 Mar 2009 is bad, perverse

and illegal and thus same cannat be sustained in the eyes of law. The Hon’ble



&

Supreme Court in SLP No. 4247-4248/20C9 Rashtrasant TMS and SBVMCA.VID and
others had passed an interim order dated 10.09.2013 wherein the Hon'ble Supreme
Court, while granting time to NCTE for natifying the new Regulations to 30.11.2013,
had held. “Those who are desirous of establishing teacher education colleges /
institutions shall be free to make applications in accordance with the new rzgulations.
Their applications shall be decided by the competent authority keeping in view the
relevant statutory provisions. All the pending applicaiions shall also be decided in
accordance with the new regulations.” A zopy of the order dated 10.09.2C13 passed
by the Hon'ble Supreme Court shall be kept ready for perusal of the Hon’ble Court at
the time of arguments. Thus, when Hon'ble Supreme Court had directed to treat
applications “pending”, NRC cannot treat such application nullity and reject them by
saying that same were not in on-line mode. Once the Supreme Court treated offline
application to be valid and proper and directed its processing under Regtlations, 2014,
NRC cannot insist for filing online application contrary 1o judgment of Supreme Court.
The Hon'ble Rajasthan High Court, Jaipur has also directed the NRC in the case of
Murli Singh Yadav and other similar writ petitions that similar treatment may be given
to the Institutions which are on similar footings and they may be conside-ed as per the
case of B.L. Indoria in a ron-discriminatory manner. NRC is a statutory body and
cannot discriminate and raise such objection of composite institution only n the case
of the applicant as so many institutions have been grantec recognition even they are
not composite institutions and submitted the applications after the application of the
applicant institution. The decision of the Hon'ble High Court is binding on NRC and it is
not desirable to approach the Hon'ble High Court when the court has already passed
order in a similar case. Thz application cf the applicant has already be=n processed,
the visiting team was constituted, and the team has submitted its report to the NRC.
The Appellate Authority in the case of Shri Shakti Saraswati Shikshak Frashikshan
Sansthan, Sardarshahar, Rajasthan vide order No. 89-598/E-16204/2017 Appeal/ 1
Mtg. 2018/1%t & 2" Feb., 2018 dated 27.2.2018 concluded that non-submission of
online application cannot be held against the appellant at this stage as NCTE portal for
submitting application online was closed. The petitioner has invested huge amount of

capital and manpower “or development of infrastructure and facilities at its institution
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and it has been continuously litigating for securing its rights and for running teacher
education course, but respondent is illegally olocking it from running the course which
is clearly unwarranted and unlawful.  Under Regulaticns, 2014 the “Council” has
“‘powers to relax” any condition/regulation which causes .ndue hardship. This is a fit
case for relaxation and giving tenefit to eppellant who substantially satisfies norms
and standzrds under Regulations, 2014.  Cnline applications can be filled only for a
limited duration when web po-al link is made available. NRC had never ever
indicated/objected appellant to submit the same online during stipulated period. The
respondents have failed to carry out the compliance of Adarsh Shikshan Prashikshan
Case deciced by Hon'ble High Court on 26.09.2013 and the law laid down therein.
The decision has been taken by NRC-NCTE without application of mind and without
appreciating the reply submitted by institution. Because action on part of respondent
NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrational and same violates Article 14,19 & 21 of the

Constitut on of India.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the submission of the appeal has
been delayed by nine years and four months beyond the prescribed period of sixty
days. The Committee noted that according o the provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE
Rules, 1697, any person aggrieved by an order made under Section 14, Section 15 or
Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1983 may prafar an appea to the Council within sixty
days of issue of such orders. According to the Proviso to Rule 10, an appeal may be
admitted after the expiry of the szid period of sixty days, f the appellant satisfies the
Council that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal within the period of

limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Commrittee notec that the letter of the NRC dt. 07/03/2009
is not an orcer issued under any ane of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993 mentioned
in para 4 aoove. Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed
making thei- appeal. The appelan:, has not given any reason whatsoever for the
inordinate delay. The Committee further ncted that, a plair reading of the appeal

reveals that, all the submissions made therer have no relevance to the contents of the
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N.R.C's letter dt. 07/03/2009. For instance, the NRC's letter dt. 07/03/2009 did not
mention anything about the mode of submission of applications. The appellant has
not submitted any proof of their institution having beer inspected and a report

submitted, as claimed in the appea .

AND WHEREAS the Committee, in view of the position stated in para 5 above,
decided not to condone the delay in submission of the appeal. Hence the appeal is

not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit,
documents available on records and cons dering the oral arguments advarced during
the hearing, the Committee concluded no: to condone the delay in submission of the

appeal. Hence the appeal is not admitted.

>Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Shri Hari College of Education, Sardar Shahar, Hanumangarh Road,
Sardar Shahar — 331403, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Dapartment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot Ne. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Educaticn) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-641/E-89043/2018 Aopeal/20™ Mig.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, *, Bahadurskah Zafar Marg. New Delhi - 110 002

Date:&“}/n/} K

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Vivekanand College cof Education, Katar Chhoti,
Bidasar, Rajasthan dated (5/09/2018 is against the Letter No. F 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Appiication /S.No. 198/Rajasthan/2009 dated 07/03/2009
of the Northern Regional Commitiee returning their application for grant of recognition
for conducting B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The NCTE Hqrs. Has independently
decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed./STC/Shiksha Shastri course fo any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the
academic session 2009-10 and tz return all the applications along with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned.’

AND WHEREAS the appellant ©iled a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21304/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court, in their order dt. 18/09/2018 disposed of the petition reserving liberty to the
petitioner tc avail the remedy of pp=al available under Section 18 of the NCTE Act,
1993. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that in case an appeal is instituted by
the petitioner, the Appellate Authority would deal with the same as expeditiously as

possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ramchandra, Secratary, Vivekenand College of Education,
Katar Chhoti, Bidasar, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on
17/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that “they
submitted their application for B.Ed. course in 2008 and that application was returned
in original to the institution. The NRC'’s decision to return the file of the institution
without processing vide letter dated 04 Mar 2309 is bad, perverse and illegal and thus

same cannot be sustained in the 2yes of law. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in SLP

\J.A {
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No. 4247-4248/2009 Rashtrasant TMS and SBVMCA.VID and others had passed an
interim order dated 10.09.2013 wherein the Hon'ble Supreme Court, whil2 granting
time to NCTE for notifying the new Regulations to 30.11.2013, had held. “Those who
are desirous of establishing teacher education colleges / insiitutions shall be free to
make applications in accordance with the new regulations. Their applications shall be
decided by the competent authority keeping in view the relevant statutory orovisions.
All the pending applications shall also be decided in accordance with the new
regulations.” A copy of the order dated 10.09.2013 passed by the Hon’ble Supreme
Court shall be kept ready for perusal of the Hon’ble Court at the time of arguments.
Thus, when Hon'ble Supreme Court had directed to treat applicaticns “pzsnding”, NRC
cannot treat such application nullity and reject them by saying that same were not in
on-line mode. Once the Supreme Court treated offline application to be valid and
proper and directed its processing under Regulations, 2014, NRC cannot insist for
filing online application contrary to judgment of Supreme Court. The Hon'ble
Rajasthan High Court, Jaipur has also directed the NRC in the case of Murli Singh
Yadav and other similar writ petitions that similar treatment may be given to the
Institutions which are on similar footings and they may be considered as per the case
of B.L. Indoria in a non-discriminatory manner. NRC is a statutory body and cannot
discriminate and raise such objection of composite institution only in the case of the
applicant as so many institutions have teen granted recognition even they are not
composite institutions and submitted the applications after the application of the
applicant institution. The decision of the Hon'ble High Court is binding on NRC and it is
not desirable to approach the Hon'ble High Court when the court has already passed
order in a similar case. The application of the applicant has already been processed,
the visiting team was constituted, and the team has submitted its report to the NRC.
The Appellate Authority in the case of Shri Shakti Saraswati Shikshak Prashikshan
Sansthan, Sardarshahar, Rajasthan vide order No. 89-598/E-16204/2017 Appeal/ 1%
Mtg. 2018/1st & 2" Feb., 2018 dated 27.2.2018 concluded thal non-submission of
online application cannot be held against the appellant at this stage as NC™E portal for
submitting application online was closed. The petitioner has invested huge amount of

capital and manpower for development of infrastructure anc facilities at izs institution
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and it has been continuously litigating for securing its rights and for running teacher
education course, but respondent is illegally blocking it from running the course which
clearly unwarranted and unlawdul. Under Regulations, 2014 the "Council” has
‘powers to relax” any condition/regulation which causes undue hardship. This is a fit
case for relaxation and giving benzfit to appellant who substantially satisfies norms
and standards under Regulations, 2014. Online applications can be filled only for a
limited duration when web portal link is made available. NRC had never ever
indicated/objected appellant to submit the same online during stipulated period. The
respondenis have failed to carry out the campliance of Adarsh Shikshan Prashikshan
Case decided by Hon'ble High Court on 26.09.201& and the law laid down therein.
The decision has been taken by NRC-NC™ = without apglication of mind and without
appreciating the reply submitted by instituticn. Because action on part of respondent
NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrational and same violates Article 14,19 & 21 of the

Constitution of India.

AND WHEREAS the Commitiee noted that the submission of the appeal has
been delayad by nine years anc four months beyond th= prescribed period of sixty
days. The Committee noted that according to the provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE
Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved by an order made undzsr Section 14, Section 15 or
Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993 may prefer an appeal to the Council within sixty
days of issue of such orders. Azcording tc the Proviso tc Rule 10, an appeal may be
admitted afier the expiry of the said period of sixty days, if the appellant satisfies the
Council that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal within the period of

limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Commiztee noted that the letter of the NRC dt. 07/03/209 is
not an order issued under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993 mentioned
in para 4 above. Notwithstand ng this position, the appellant inordinately delayed
making their appeal. The appellant, has rot given any reason whatsoever for the
inordinate delay. The Committes further noted that, a plain reading of the appeal

reveals that, all the submissions made thereir have no relevance to the contents of the



N.R.C’s letter dt. 07/03/2009. For instance, the NRC's letter dt. 07/03/2009 did not
mention anything about the mode of submrission of applications. The apgellant has
not submitted any proof of their institution having been inspected anc a report

submitted, as claimed in the appeal.

AND WHEREAS the Committee, in view of the position stated in para 5 above,
decided not to condone the delay in submission of the appeal. Hzance the appeal is

not admitted.

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 nof to condone the delay in submission of the

appeal. Hence the appeal is not admitted.
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0 (Sanjay Awasthi)
M=moer Secretary

1. The Secretary, Vivekanand College of Education, Katar Chhoti, Bidasar — 331517,
Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Ncrthern 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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F.No.83-651/E-89674/2018 Apgeal/20" Mtg.-2018/17%, 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COJNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, 3ahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 344/} ) &

ORLCER

WHEREAS the appeal of Virayak P.G. College, Shivsinchpura, Nawalgarh Road,
Sikar, Rajasthan dated 13/09/2013 is against  the Order  No.
NCTE/NRCMNRCAPP201615121/E.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed. — 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-
18/4; dated 08/02/2018 of the Northern Recional Committee, refusing recognition for
conducting B.A. B.Ed. / B.Sc. B.Ed. course an the grounds that “Reply of Show Cause
Notice has not been submitted till date. Hence, the Committee decided that the
application is rejected and recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the
NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if any, be returned to the institution.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant, aggrieved by the order of the NRC dt. 08/02/2018
filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 18508/2018 before the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for
Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High Court, in their order dt. 20.08.2018,
disposed of the petition, granting | berty to the petitioner — institution to avail the remedy
of statutory appeal provided under Section 18 of the Act of 1393. The Hon'ble High
Court alsc ooserved that if the pet tiorer — institution files an appeal under Section 18 of
the Act of 1993 before the concerned Appellaie Authority, it is expected of the Appellate
Authority to decide the same preferably within a period of one y=zar.

AND WHEREAS Dr. R.L Seth, Vice Principal, Vinayak P.G. College,
Shivsinghpura, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan presentzad the case of the appellant
institution or 17/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation the appellant,
enclosing a copy of the Show Cauze Notice d=. 14/12/2017, has mentioned that this was
not in the knowledge of the appellant institution. The refusal order was issued on
account of non-submission of a reply to this Show Causz Notice. The appellant

submitted that they preferred an appeal against an earlier refusal order dt.



11/04/2017and the Council in their Appellate order dt. 16/10/2017 remanded the matter
to the N.R.C. While remanding, the Appellate Authority, noting that the appellant had
already submitted the LUC dt. 03/02/2014 for Khasra No. 645/1 and a Non -
Encumbrance Certificate (NEC) dt. 03/02/2014 issued by the SDM, Sikar, observed that
the NEC being that of the year 2014, the appellant ought o have submitted a latest
copy of the NEC. The appellant, submitting that the language of SCN d-. 14/12/2017
and the previous SCN is the same, enclosed a copy of NEC dt. 23/05/2018. The
appellant also submitted that there is no provision to issue a second LUC and once a

LUC is issued it shall be in effect for long life unless converted for other purpose.

AND WHEREAS the Committee n1oted from the ezrlier Appellate order dt.
16/10/2017, that the matter was remanded to the N.R.C. for giving another chance to
the appellant to submi: the latest NEC, which shall be subjectec to due verification.
The N.R.C. was also advised to take due care to ensure that the appellant institution
fulfils the conditions laid down in para 1.1 of Appendix — 13 of the NCTE Regulations,
2014 i.e. Norms and Standards for B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noting that the appellant has submitted a copy
of the NEC dt. 23/05/2018 for Khasra No. 645/1 issued by the Tahsildar, Sikar
concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded o the N.R.C. with a direction to
consider this latest NEC to be submitted to them by the appellant, and take further
action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. While doing so they should ensure that
the conditions of para 1.1 of Appendix — 13 to the NCTE Regulations, 2014 are also
fulfilled by the appellant. The appellant s directed to forward to the N.R.C., a copy of
the NEC dt. 23/05/2018 witnin 15 days of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, documents
available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing, the
Committee concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a
direction to consider this latest NEC to be submitted to them by the appellant, and take

further action as per the NCTE Regulatiors, 2014. While doing so they should ensure



that the conditions of para 1.1 of Aopendix — 13 to the NCTE Regulations, 2014 are also
fulfilled by the appellant. The appellant is directed to forward to the N.R.C., a copy of the
NEC dt. 23/05/2018 within 15 days of receiot of the orders on the appeal.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Vinayak P.G.
College, Shivsinghpura, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for
necessary action as indicated above. /

/

(Sanjay Awasth
Member Secreta

1. The Secretary, Vinayak P.G. Col ege, Shivsinghpura, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar — 332001,

Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education

& Literacy Shastri Bhawan, New De hi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (lookng after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.83-652/E-89753/2018 Apaeal/20™ Mic.-2018/17™", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing |, 1, Bahadursheh Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: '7/1,’)],_” &

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Dr. Radhakrishan T.T. Ccllege, Bansi, Nangal Saliya
Road, Mundawar, Rajasthan dated 20/09/2018 is against the Order No. F.No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201616169/E.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. — 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-
18/2; dated 27/02/2017 of the Ncrthern Reg onal Commitiee, refusing recognition for
conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that “the institution was
issued SCN dt. 19/01/2017. Reply submit:ed on 16/02/z017 was considered. The
institution did not submit, NOC from affiliating body. Lzend Use Certificate issued by the
Competent Authority to use the lend for educational purpcse. Hence, the Committee
decided that the application is rejected and recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15
(3) (b) of thre NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if any, be returned to the institution.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 20851/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bencn at Jaipur. The Hon’ble High
Court, in their order dt. 12/09/2018, dispos=d of the petition reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of apoeal. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that in
case an appeal is instituted by the petitioner. the Appellate Authority would deal with

the same zs expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajpal, Secretary, Dr. Radhak-ishan T.T. College, Bansi,
Nangal Szliya Road, Mundawar. Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant
institution on 17/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation and in a
letter dt. 17/11/2018 it was submitted that “according to the policy of the State
Government of Rajasthan vide their Noification No. F.6(26)/Rev.6/2014/33 dt.
06/10/2012, no permission for conversion shall be recuired where a Khatedar tenant
desires to use land on area not exceeding one acre, inter-alia for the purpose of

institutional, medical facilities or public utilizy. The appellant, with their letter dt.
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17/11/2018, submitted a copy of the No Cbojection Cerlificate dt. 02/11/2013 issued by
the Registrar, Raj Rishi Bhartrihari Matsya University, Alwar.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to the provisions of Clause
5(3) of the NCTE Regulations, 2014, the application shall b= submitted online
electronically alongwith processing fee end scanned copies of required documents
including No Objection Certificate (N.O.C) issued by the concerned affiliating body.
The Committee also notec that the appellant, who submitied the print out of their
online application for B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on 31/C5/2016, cculd obtain the
required NOC only on 02/11/2018 i.e. almost one year and eignt months after the

issue of refusal order.

AND WHEREAS n the above circumstances, the Committee concluded that the
appeal deserved to be -ejected and the order of the NRC dt. 27/02/2017 confirmed on
the ground that the appellant did not submit the NOC as per the requirements of the
NCTE Regulations, 2014.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during
the hearing, the Commitiee concluded that the NRC was _ustified 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 appeated against.

N e ] N
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(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Dr. Radhakrishan T.T. Ccllege, Bansi, Nangal Saliya Road, Mundawar —

301401, 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, Educatior (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.



F.No 89-660/E-90745/2018 Appea /20" M:g.-2018/17", 1¢" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Fans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurstah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 24| 1418
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Jdai Singh Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,
Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 29/C9/201& is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Applcation/S.No.685/Raj /2009 dated 02/03/2009 of the
Northern Regional Committee, returning their application for grant of recognition for
conducting D.EILLEd. course on the grounds that “The NCTE Hgrs. Has independently
decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed./STC/Shiksha Shastri course to any irstitution in the State of Rajasthan for the
academic session 2009-10 and to return all the applications along with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant fled a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21330/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthzn, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court, in their order dt. 18/09/2018 disposec of the petiton, reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of appeal. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that in
case an appeal is instituted by thz petitioner the Appellate Authority would deal with

the same zs expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Kuldeen Yadav, Representative, Udai Singh Prakshikshan
Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner, Rgjasthan presented the case of the appellant
institution on 17/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “the decision of returning the applications is bad, arbitrary, perverse and
illegal and “hus same cannot bz sustained in the eyes of law. The decision of
return/rejection is liable to be quashed and se: aside. Rejection of file on the ground
of ban of State government is unjust and illegal unless decided on merit. The NCTE

issued a Public Notice inviting aaplcation from the institutions desirous of running
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teacher training courses and this public notice had no ban with respect to State of
Rajasthan. In furtherance of this public notice, the appellant institution made an
application dated 11/0€/2008 in prescribed form and along with processing fee and
other requisite documents, as required in accordance with Regulations, 2007 as at the
time of making of application they were in force. The application of the appellant was
returned because of State Ban and the recommendations of the State government
cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. The appellant, aggrieved by the
letter of returning their application, filed 2 S.B. Civil Writs No. 21330/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court in their order dated 15/9/2018 disposed of the petition by remitting the petitioner
to the remedy of the statutory appeal provided under Section 18 of tha Act of 1993.
The respondent NRC-NCTE, has acted in highly ciscriminatory manner and has
processed the other similar files, which were returnec by NRC in 2009 & 2012-13 in
view of ban imposed by State Government, and had been granted reccgnition. NRC
have granted recognition to many such cases and never raised any objeciion of State
ban or negative recommendations of State government. The respondent NRC-NCTE,
while issuing refusal order, acted in most arbitrary by not providing an opportunity of
hearing to the instituticn. The Council have decided the appezl in simlar matters,
whereby it has been clearly decided by the Council that once the applications are
invited, the Regional Committee has no right to reject it on the grounds of ban
subsequently. The Council has remanded back all such applications fo NRC. The
Council directed NRC to process those applications and NRC also processed that
applications and granted recognition to such institutions. The controversy was settled
by the Appellate Authority, in the similar matter while disposing of the appeal u/s 18 of
NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-488/E-9740/2017
appeall 17th Meeting-2017 dt. 27/11/2017 titled “J.B.M. College of Education” directed
the NRC to process further the application of the institution. The appellant applied in
2012, there was no ban by the State Government. Further the Appeal Committee has
already held in this case that the blanket/ general bar imposed bv the State
Government can be ta<en into account by NCTE only before issuing any notification

inviting applications for teacher education course in a particular State for the



prospective academic year(s), and once applications are invited, the Regional
Committee has no right to reject it on grounds of ban imposed subsequently by the
State Government. Some cases to mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,
Ganesh colege, etc. which has been remanded back to NRC. The applications of
these institLtions were made in 2008 & 2012 and were returned because of negative
recommendations of State. The Council "emanded back all such applications and
were processed by NRC and our institution needs to get similar treatment. A copy of
appeal orde's annexed. In many other cases also petain ng to State of Haryana with
similar issue are remanded back fo NRC by Hon'ble High Court of Delhi. All such files
which were returned due to statz ban are being processed in view of direction of
Appellate Authority and Hon'ble Court and some are given recognition also. Similar
treatment should be meted out to th= appellant also and should be remanded back to
NRC. The petitioner has invested huce amouni of capital and manpower for
development of infrastructure znd facilities at its institution and it has been
continuously litigating for securing its rights and for running teacher education course
but responcent is illegally blockng it from running the course which is clearly
unwarranted and unlawful. Under Regulaticns, 2014 the "Council" has "powers to
relax" any condition/regulation which causes undue nardship. This is a fit case for
relaxation and giving benefit to apoellant. who substantially satisfies norms and
standards under Regulations,2014. The decision has been taken by NRC-NCTE
without application of mind and witnout provding any opportunity of hearing to the
institution. The action on the part of respondett NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrational and
same violates Article 14,19 & 21 of the Const tution of Indiz and the same needs to be

quashed and set aside.

AND WHEREAS the submissicn of th2 appeal has been delayed by nine years
and five months beyond the prescribed period of sixty days. The Committee noted that
according to the provisions of Rule 1€ of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved
by an order made under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17, may prefer an appeal to
the Counci within sixty days of issue of such order. According to the Proviso to Rule

10, an appeal may be admitted a7er the expi-y of the said period of sixty days, if the
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appellant satisfies the Courcil that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal

within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the Letter of the N.R.C. di. 02/03/2009
is not an order as such under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1983 mentioned
above Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed making the
appeal. The reason for delay given by the appellant is ‘due to court case.” It is not
clarified which ‘Court case’ prevented the appellant from filing an appeal for nine years
and five months. The Committee concluded that the reason given by the appellant is
not a sufficient cause for rot preferring an appeal for such a long perioc. In these
circumstances, the Committee decided not to condone the delay. Hence, the appeal is
not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appezl, affidavit,
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during
the hearing, the Comm ttee concluded nc: to condone the de'ay. Hepce, the appeal is
not admitted. /

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Udai Singh Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner — 334402,
Rajasthan

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Developmant, 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 Ecucation) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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Date: 2 "}]111]&
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Udai Singh Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,
Bikaner, RXajasthan dated 29/09/2018 is against the Order No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Application/S.Mo.685/Raj./2009 dated 02/03/2009 of the
Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course on
the grounds that “The NCTE Hqrs. Has independently decided to reiterate the decision
already taken by NCTE not to grant recogn tion for B.Ed./STC/Shiksha Shastri course
to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the academic session 2009-10 and to
return all th= applications along with processing fee and documents to the institution

concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellart filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21332/2018 before the
Hon’ble Hign Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'’ble High
Court, in their order dt. 18/09/20°8, disposed of the petition reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of appeal. Thz Hon'ble High Court also observed that in
case an appeal is instituted by the patitioner, the Appellate Authority would deal with

the same as expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Kuldeep Yadav, Representative, Udai Singh Prakshikshan
Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner, Rajasthan presentad the case of the appellant
institution o1 17/11/2018. In the zppeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “the decision of returning the asplications is oad arbitrary, perverse and
illegal and thus same cannot bz sustained in the eyes of law. The decision of
return/rejection is liable to be quashed and set aside. Re ection of file on the ground
of ban of State government is unjust and illegal unless dezided on merit. The NCTE

issued a Public Notice inviting aopl cation from the instifutions desirous of running
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teacher training courses and this public notice had no ban with respect to State of
Rajasthan. In furtherance of this publc notice, the appellant instituticn made an
application dated 11/06/2008 in the prescribed form and alongwith processing fee and
other requisite documents, as required in accordance with Regulations, 2007 as at the
time of making of application they were in force. The application of the appellant was
returned because of State Ban and the recommendations of the State government
cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. The appellant, eggrieved by
the letter of returning tneir application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21332/2018 before
the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court in their order dated 15/09/2018 disposed of the petition by remitting the petitioner
to the remedy of the statutory appeal provided under Section 18 of the Act of 1993.
The respondent NRC-NCTE, has acted in highly discriminatory manner and have
processed the other similar files, which were returned by NRC in 2009 & 2012-13 in
view of ban imposad by State Government, and had been granted recognition. NRC
have granted recognition to many such institutions and never raised any objection of
State ban or negative recommendations of State Government. The respondent NRC-
NCTE while issuing refusal order acted in most arbitrary by not providing an
opportunity of hearing to the institution. The Council have decided the appeal in
similar matters, whereby it has been clearly decided by the Council that once the
applications are invited, the Regional Committee has no right to reject it on the grounds
of ban subsequen:ly. The Council has ramanded back all such applications to NRC.
The Council directed NRC to process those application and NRC also processed those
applications and granted recognition to such institutions. The controversy was settled
by the Appellate Autharity, in the similar matter while disposing of the appeal u/s 18 of
NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-488/E-9740/2017
appeal/ 17" Meeting-2017 dt. 27/11/2017 titled “J.B.M. College of Education” directed
the NRC to process further the application of the institution. The appellant applied in
2012, there was no ban by the State Government. Further the Appeal Committee has
already held in this case that the blanket/ general ban imposec ty the State
Government can be taken into account by NCTE only before issuing any notification

inviting applications for teacher education course in a partcular State for the
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prospectve academic year(s), applications are invited, the Regional Committee has no
right to rgject it on grounds of ban mposed subsequently by the State Government.
Some cases to mention are Cheucnary teacher training institution, Ganesh college,
etc. which nas been remanded back to NRC. The applicatons of these institutions
were made in 2008 & 2012 and were returned because of negative recommendations
of State. The Council remanded back all such applications and were processed by
NRC and our institution needs to get similar treatment. A copy of appeal orders
annexed. In many other cases also pertaining to State of Haryana with similar issue
are remandzd back to NRC by Hon'ble High Court of Delni. All such files which were
returned due to state ban are being processed in view of direction of appellate
authority and Hon’ble Court and some are given recogntion also. Similar treatment
should be meted out to the appellant also ard should be remanded back to NRC. The
petitioner has invested huge amount of cagital and manpower for development of
infrastructura and facilities at its insttution and it has been continuously litigating for
securing its rights and for running teacher education course but respondent is illegally
blocking it from running the course which clearly unwarranted and unlawful.  Under
Regulations 2014 the “Council” has “powers to relax” any condition/regulation which
causes undue hardship. This is a it case for relaxation and giving benefit to appellant
who substantially satisfies norms and standards under Regulations, 20 14. The
decision nas been taken by NRC-NCTE without application of mind and without
providing any opportunity of hearing to the institution. The action on part of respondent
NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrational and seme violates Article 14,19 & 21 of the

Constitution of India and the same needs to bz quashed and set aside.”

AND WHEREAS the submissicn of the appeal has been delayed by nine years
and five months beyond the prescribped period of sixty days. The Committee noted
that according to Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved by an order
made under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17, may pre‘er an appeal to the Council
within sixty days of issue of such orders. According to the proviso to Rule 10, an

appeal may be admitted after the expiry of the said period of sixty days, if the appellant
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satisfies the Council that he had sufficient cause or not preferring the appeal within the

period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the Letter of the N.R.C. dt
02/03/2009 is not an order as such under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act
mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed
making of the appeal. The reason for delay given by the appelant is ‘due to court
case.” It is not clarified which ‘Court case’ prevented the appellant from filing an
appeal for nine years and five months. The Committee concluded tnat the reason
given by the appellant is not a sufficient cause for not preferring an appeal for such a
long period. In these circumstances, the Commitiee decided not to condone the

delay. Hence the appeal is not admitted.

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 nct to condone the delay. Hence, the appeal is

— %

A/N W,

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

not admitted.

1. The Manager, Udai Singh Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner — 334402,
Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, M nistry of Human Resource Developnent, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Directer, Northern Regional Committze, Flot 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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F.No.89-664/E-90729/2018 AppezV20" Mig.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing I, 1, Bahadursrah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:uﬂ)l"‘”x
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Savitri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,
Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 2&'09/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Applicztion/S.No.693/Raj./2009 dated 02/03/2009 of the
Northern Regional Committee, r=tuming their application for grant of recognition for
conducting B.Ed. course on the grcunds that “The NCTE Hqgrs. Has independently
decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha Shastri ccurse to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for
the academic session 2009-10 and to return all the applications along with processing

fee and documents to the institution concern=d.”

AND WHEREAS the appellent “iled a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21976/2018 before the
Hon'ble Figh Court of Judicature fo- Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon’ble High
Court, in their order dt. 26/09/2C1€. disposed of the petition, reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of apoeal. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that
in case an appeal is instituted ty the petitioner, the Appellate Authority would deal

with the same as expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Kuldeep Yadav, =epresentative, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan
Sansthan. Udairamsar, Bikaner Rajasthen presented the case of the appellant
institution on 17/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “the decision of retuming the applications is bad, arbitrary, perverse
and illegal and thus same cannot b= sustaned in the eyes of law. The decision of
return/rejection is liable to be quashz=d and set aside. Rejection of file on the ground
of ban of Szate government is un ust and illegal unless decided on merit. The NCTE

issued a Public Notice inviting appl cation from the institutions desirous of running



teacher training courses and this public notice had no ban with respect to State of
Rajasthan. In furtherance of this public notice, the appellant institution made an
application dated 11/06/2008 in prescribed form and along with processing fee and
other requisite documents, as required in accordance with Regulations, 2007 as at
the time of making of application they were in force. The application of the appellant
was returned because of State Ban and the recommendations o° the State
government cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. Tre appellant,
aggrieved by the letter of returning their application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No.
21976/2018 before the Fon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at
Jaipur. The Hon'b e High Court in their order dated 24/9/20° 8 disposed of the petition
by remitting the petitioner to the remedy of the statutory appeal provided under
Section 18 of the Act of 1993. The respondent NRC-NCTE, has actad in highly
discriminatory manner and have processed the other similar files, which were
returned by NRC in 2009 & 2012-13 in view of ban imposed by State Government,
and had been granted recognition. NRC have granted reccgnition to many such and
never raised any objection of State ban or negative recommendations of State
government. Thke respondent NRC-NCTE while issuing refusal order acted in most
arbitrary manner by not providing an cpportunity cf hearing to the insttution. The
Council have decided the appeals in similar matters, whereby it has 2een clearly
decided by the Council that once the applications are invited, the Regionzl Committee
has no right to reject it on the grounds of ban subsequently. The Council has
remanded back all such zpplications to NRC. The Council directed NRC to process
those applicatiors and NRC also processed those applications and granted
recognition to such institutions. The controversy was settled by the Appellate
Authority, in the simiar matter while disposing of the appeal u/s 18 o° NCTE Act,
1993, the Appellate Authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-488/E-9740/z017 appeal/
17th Meeting-2017 d=. 27/11/2017 titled "J.B.M. College of Education" directed the
NRC to process further the application of the institution. The appellant applied in
2012, there was no ban by the State Government. Further the Appeal Ccmmittee has
already held in this case that the blanket/ general ban imposed by the State
Government can be taken into account by NCTE only before issuing any notification
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inviting agplications for teacher education course in a partcular State for the
prospective academic year(s), and once applications are irvited, the Regional
Committee has no right to rejec: it on grounds of ban imposed subsequently by the
State Government. Some cases 0 mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,
Ganesh college, etc. which has been remanded back o NRC. The application of
these institution was made in 2008 & 2012 and were returned because of negative
recommendations of State. The Council remanded back all such applications and
were processed by NRC and ou- institution needs to get similar treatment. A copy of
appeal ordzrs is annexed. In many other cases also pertaining to State of Haryana
with similar issue are remanded back to NRC by Hon'ble High Court of Delhi. All such
files which were returned due to State ban are being procassed in view of direction of
appellate Fon’ble court and some are giver recognition also. Similar treatment should
be meted out to the appellant zlsc and should be remanded back to NRC. The
petitioner has invested huge amount of capital and manpower for development of
infrastructure and facilities at its institution and it has been continuously litigating for
securing its rights and for running teacher education course but respondent is illegally
blocking it “rom running the course which clearly unwarranted and unlawful. Under
Regulations,2014 the "Council" has "powers to relax" any condizion/regulation which
causes uncue hardship. This is a fit case fcr relaxation and giving benefit to appellant
who substantially satisfies norms and stendards under Regulations, 2014. The
decision has been taken by NRC-NCTE without application of mind and without
providing any opportunity of Feaing to the institution. The action on part of
respondent NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrational and same violates Article 14,19 & 21 of
the Constitution of India and the same needs to be quashed and set aside.

AND WHEREAS the submissicn of the appeal has been delayed by nine years
and five months beyond the prescrioed pericd of sixty days. The Committee noted
that accorcing to the provisions of Rule 1C of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person
aggrieved by an order made undzr Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17, may prefer
an appeal to the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. According to the

Proviso to Rule 10, an appeal may be admitied after the expiry of the said period of
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sixty days, if the appellant satisfies the Council that he had sufficient cause for not

preferring the appeal within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the Letter cf the NRC dt. 02/03/2009
is not an order as such under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993
mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinazely delayed
making of the appeal. The reason for delay given by the appellant is ‘due to Court
case’. It is not clarified which ‘Court case’ prevented the appellant fcrm filing an
appeal for nine years and five months. The Committee concluded tha: the reason
given by the appellant is rot a sufficient cause for not prefe-ring an appeal for such a
long period. In these circumstances, the Committee decided not to condone the

delay. Hence the app=al is not admitted

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 not to condone the delay. Hence, the appeal

b “}/

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Menrmber Secretary

is not admitted.

1. The Manager, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner - 334402,
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, Secter — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Savitri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,
Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 28/09/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of App ication/S.N2.691/Ra ./2009 dated 02/03/2009 of the
Northern Regional Committee, returning treir application for grant of recognition for
conducting D.ELLEd. course on the grounds that “The NCTE Hgrs. Has independently
decided to reiterate the decision already takan by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha Shastri course to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the
academic session 2009-10 and to return all the applications along with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.B. Civil Wriz No. 21973/2018 before the
Hon’ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench a: Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court, in th=ir order dt. 26/09/2C18. disposed of the pettion, reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of eppeal. Trke Hon’ble High Court also observed that in
case an apgeal is instituted by the petitioner the Appellate Authority would deal with the

same as expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Kuldeep Yadav, Represertative, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan
Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant
institution on 17/11/2018. In the appeal nd during perscnal presentation it was
submitted trat “the decision of returning the aoplications is bad, arbitrary, perverse and
illegal and thus same cannot bes sustained in the eyes of law. The decision of
return/rejection are liable to be quashed and set aside. Rejection of file on the ground
of ban of State government is unjust and illegal unless decided on merit. The NCTE

issued a Public Notice inviting application from the insfitutions desirous of running
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teacher training courses and this public notice had no ban witk respect to State of
Rajasthan. In furtherance of this public notice, the appellant institution made an
application dated 11/06/2008 in prescrited form anc along with processing fee and
other requisite documents, as required in accordance with Regulations, 2007 as at the
time of making of application they were in force. The application of the zppellant was
returned because of State Ban and the recommendations of the State government
cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. The appellant, aggrieved by the
letter of returning their apglication, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21973/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The -lon'ble High
Court in their order dated 24/9/2018 disposed of the petition by remitting the petitioner
to the remedy of the statutory appeal provided under Section 18 of the Act of 1993.
The respondent NRC-NCTE, has acted in highly cdiscriminatory mannar and have
processed the other similar files, which were returned by NRC in 2009 & 2012-13 in
view of ban imposed by State Government, and had been granted recognition. NRC
have granted recognition to many such and never raised any objection of State ban or
negative recommendations of State government.  The respondent NRC-NCTE while
issuing refusal order acted in most arbitrary manner by not provicing an opportunity of
hearing to the institution. = The Council have decided the appeal in similar matters,
whereby it has been clearly decided by the Council that once the applications are
invited, the Regional Committee has no right to reject it on the grounds of ban
subsequently. The Council has remanded back all such applications to NRC. The
Council directed NRC to process those applications and NRC also processed those
applications and granted recognition to such institutions. The controversy was settled
by the Appellate Authority, in the similar matter while disposing of the appeal u/s 18 of
NCTE Act, 1993, the Appellate Authority of NCTE vice order No. 89-488,E-9740/2017
appeal/ 17th Meeting-2017 dt. 27/11/2017 titled "J.B.M. Collzege cf Education" directed
the NRC to process further the application of the institution. The appellent applied in
2012, there was no ban by the State Gevernment. Further the Appeal Committee has
already held in this case that the blanket/ general ban imposed by the State
Government can be taken into account by NCTE only before issuing ary notification

inviting applications for teacher education course in a particular State for the



prospective academic year(s) and once applications are invited, the Regional
Committee has no right to reject it on grounds of ban imposed subsequently by the
State Government. Some cases io mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,
Ganesh college, etc. which has bzen remarded back to NRC. The application of these
institution was made in 2008 & 2012 and were returned because of negative
recommendations of State. The Council remanded back all sLch applications and were
processed by NRC and our institution needs {o get similar treatment. A copy of appeal
orders annexed. In many other cases alsc pertaining to Stats of Haryana with similar
issue are remanded back to NRC by Hon'ble High Court of Delhi. All such files which
were returned due to state ban are oeing processed in view of direction of appellate
Hon'ble court and some are given recognition also. Similar treatment should be meted
out to the appellant also and should be remanded back to NRC. The petitioner has
invested huge amount of capital and manpower for development of infrastructure and
facilities at its institution and it has been continuously litigating for securing its rights and
for running teacher education course but respondent is illegally blocking it from running
the course which clearly is unwarranted and unlawful. Under Regulations, 2014 the
“Council” has “powers to relax” any condition/regulation which causes undue hardship.
This is a fit case for relaxation and giving berefit to appellant who substantially satisfies
not-ins and standards under Regulazions, 2214. The decision has been taken by
NRC-NCTE without application of mind and without providing any opportunity of hearing
to the institution. The action on part of respondent NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrational
and same violates Article 14,19 & 21 of the Constitution of India and the same needs to

be quashed and set aside.

AND WHEREAS the submission of the appeal has been delayed by nine years
and five months beyond the prescribed pericc of sixty days. The Committee noted that
according to the provisions of Rule 70 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved
by an order made under Section “4, Sectior 15 or Section 17, may prefer an appeal to
the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. According to the Proviso to Rule

10, an appeal may be admitted aftar expiry of the said period of sixty days, if the
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appellant satisfies the Courcil that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal
within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee notzd that the letter of the N.R.C. di. 02/03/2009
is not an order as such under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993,
mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed
making of the appeal. The reason for delay civen by the appellant is ‘dJue to Court
case'. It is not clarified which ‘Court case’ prevented tne appellant from filing an appeal
for nine years and five mon:hs. The Comrmittee concluded that the reason given by the
appellant is not a sufficient cause for not preferring an appeal for such as long period.
In these circumstances, the Committee decided not to concone the delay, Hence the
appeal is not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memcrandum of appeal, affidavit, documents
available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing,

the Committee concluded not to condone the delay. Hzance, the appeal is rot admitted.

| /% /

Sanjay Awasthi) {
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner — 334402,
Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Developmznt, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Pot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Educatior (looking after Teachzar Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No 89-668/E-90647/2018 Acpezl20" M:q.-2018/17", 18" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Bahadurstah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 24/3 ik

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Szraswai College of Education, Sardarshahar,
Rajasthan dated 27/09/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of
Applicaticn/3.No.1174/Rajasthan/2009/71927 dated 20/03/2009 of the Northern
Regional Committee, returning their application for grant of recognition for conducting
B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The NCTE Hqtrs. Has independently decided to
reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for B.Ed. / STC /
Shiksha Shastri course to any instiution in the State of Rajasthan for the academic
session 2009-10 and to return all the applications along with processing fee and

documents fo the institution concern=4.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S B. Civil Writs No. 21331/2018 before the
Hon’ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasttan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court, in their order dt. 18/09/20" 3, disposed of the petitioner, reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of appeal. The Hon'ble Higk Court also observed that in
case an appeal is instituted by the pstitioner, the Appellate Authority would deal with

‘the same as expeditiously as possib €, in aceordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Shyamilal, Presidant and Sh. Manoj Kumar, Representative,
Saraswatl College of Education, Sardarshahar, Rajasthar presented the case of the
appellant institution on 17/11/2018. n the apoeal and during personal presentation it
was submitted that the decision of returning the applications is bad, arbitrary, perverse
and illegal and thus same canno: be sustained in the eyes of law. The decision of
return/rejection is liable to be queshed and st aside. Rejection of file on the ground
of ban of State Government is unjust and illegal unless decided on merit. The NCTE

issued a Public Notice inviting zpp ication from the institutions desirous of running

U
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teacher training courses and this public notice had no ban with respect to State of
Rajasthan. In furtherance of this public notice, the appelant institution made an
application dated 22/1C/2008 in prescribed form and along with processing fee and
other requisite documents, as required in accordance with Regulations, 2007 as at the
time of making of application they were in force. The application of the appellant was
returned because of State Ban and the recommendations of the State government
cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. The appellant, acgrieved by the
letter of returning their application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21321/201& before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court in their order dated 18/9/2018 disposed of the petition by remitting the petitioner
to the remedy of the statutory appeal provided under Secticn 18 of the Act of 1993.
The respondent NRC-NCTE, has acted in highly discriminatory manner and have
processed the other similar files, which were returned by NRC in 2008 & 2012-13 in
view of ban imposed by State Government, and had been granted recognition. NRC
have granted recognition to many such and never raised any objection of State ban or
negative recommendations of State Government. The respondent NRC-NCTE while
issuing refusal order acted n most arbitrary manner by not providing an opportunity of
hearing to the institution. The Council have decided the appeal in similar matters,
whereby it has been clearly decided by the Council that cnce the appl cations are
invited, the Regional Committee has no right to reject it on the grounds of ban
subsequently. The Council has remanded back all such applications to NRC. The
Council directed NRC 0 process those applications and NRC also processed those
applications and granted recognition to such institutions. Thz controversy was settled
by the Appellate Authority, in the similar matter while cisposing of the appeal u/s 18 of
NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-488/E-9740/2017
appeal/ 17th Meeting-2017 dt. 27/11/2017 titled “J.B.M. College of Education” directed
the NRC to process further the application of the institution. The appe lant applied in
2012, there was no ban by the State Government. Fu-ther the Appeal Committee has
already held in this case that the blanket/ general ban imposed by the State
Government can be taken into account by NCTE only before issuing any notification

inviting applications for teacher education course in a particular State for the



prospective academic year(s), orce applications are invited, the Regional Committee
has no right to reject it on grouncs of ban imposed subsequently by the State
Governmen:.. Some cases to mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,
Ganesh collzge, etc. which has been remanded back to NRC. The application of these
institution was made in 2008 & 2012 ard were returned because of negative
recommendations of State. The Council remanded back all such applications and were
processed by NRC and our institLtion needs to get similar treatment. A copy of appeal
orders annexed. In many other cases also pertaining to State of Haryana with similar
issue are remanded back to NRC by Hon'ble High Court of Delhi. All such files which
were returned due to State ban are being processed in view of direction of appellate
Hon'ble Court and some are given recognition also. Similar treatment should be meted
out to the appellant also and should be remended back to NRC. The petitioner has
invested huge amount of capital and manpower for develcpment of infrastructure and
facilities et its institution and it has been coniinuously litigating for securing its rights
and for running teacher educatior course but respondent is illegally blocking it from
running the course which is clearly unwarrented and unlawful.  Under Regulations,
2014 the “Council” has “oowers to relax” any condition/regulation which causes undue
hardship. This is a fit case for relaxaticn and giving benefit to appellant who
substantially satisfies Norms and Standards under Regulations, 2014. The decision
has been taken by NRC-NCTE without app ication of mind and without providing any
opportunity of hearing to the institutior. The action on part of respondent NRC-NCTE is
illegal and irrational and same violaies Article 14,19 & 21 of the Constitution of India

and the same needs to be quashed and set aside.

AND WHEREAS the submission of the appeal has beer delayed by nine years
and five months beyond the prescr bed period of sixty days. The Committee noted that
according to the provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved
by an order made under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17, may prefer an appeal to
the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. Acccrding to the Proviso to Rule
10, an appeal may be admitted afier the expiry of the said period of sixty days, if the
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appellant satisfies the Council that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal

within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the letter of the N R.C. dt. 20/03/2009
is not an order as such under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993,
mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position, ths appellant inordinately delayed
making of the appeal. The reason for delay given by the appellant is ‘Court order’. It
is not clarified which ‘Court order’ prevented the appellant from filing an appeal for nine
years and five months. The Committee concluded that the reason given by the
appellant is not a sufficient cause for not preferring an appeal for such a long period.
In these circumstances, the Committee d=cided not toc condone the delay. Hence the
appeal is not admitied.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appezl, affidavit,
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded not to condone the delay. Hence the appeal is

g

(Sanjay Awasthi
Member Secreta

not admitted.

1. The Secretary, Saraswati College of Education, 170/73 or 219/170, Sardarshahar —
331403, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Developmant, 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, Educatior (looking after Teachzsr Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-681/E-91548/2018 Apoezl20" Mta.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurstah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: &L,)[l’ 18
ORDER
WHEREAS the appeal of Darshan B.Ed. College, Ralayati, Jhalrapatan,
Rajasthan dated 30/09/201& is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/Recognition/Common/D.E|.Ed./2016/156644-62 dated 26/08/2016 of the
Northern Regional Committee, granti~g recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course with

one unit (50 intake). The appellant wants recognition for two units.

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 19320/2018 before the
Hon'ble Hign Court of Judicature fcr Rajastran, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court, in their order dt. 29/08/2018, disposed of the petition with liberty reserved to the

petitioner to avail of the remedy of appeal, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rekha Lalwani, President, Darshan B.Ed. College, Ralayati,
Jhalrapatan, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on 17/11/2018. In
the appeal and during personal p—=szntation it was submitted that “Because the action
of the respondents are contrary to article 14 and 21 of the constitution of India, and shall
hampered the sustainability of instituion. The appellant apolied for two units of D.El.Ed.
course the NRC-NCTE without eny ustified reason has approved some institutions 2
units ignoring the aspect that they have less built up area in comparison to petitioner,
whereas in the case of petitioner only 1 unit annual intake has approved without any
justified reason. The visiting team had recommended for 2 unit. However, Northern
Regional Committee, NCTE, Jaipur in its meeting without assigning any reason or
pointing out any deficiency has granted approval only for £0 seats for D.EI.LEd. Course.
Since the petitioner is having all infrastructu-e and facility and no reason was assigned
for not approving two units, conszquzntly th= petitioner submitted a representation in

compliance of Letter of Intent alongw th documents and requesting to grant approval for
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two units but the same was not considerad. Further, the respondent did not grant any
opportunity of hearing to the petitioner before passing order for granting approval with
lesser number of seats and while passing the order, recommendation made by the
visiting team has not been considered. Hence, necessary direction may kindly be issued
to respondent to approve 2 units annual intakes. The petitioner has invested a huge
investment in infrastructure, building and in others amenities, besides it, he appointed
staff as per 2 units requirement. If only 1 unit is approved then it would become very
hard for him to bear with the expenditure cost. Further, the Regulation 2014 says, that if
requirements are fulfilled then no lesser seats be approved. The apgellent requested
direction for grant of recognition for two units (100 seats) by revising the recognition
order dt. 26/08/2016.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted from the file of the N.K.C. that the
appellant, in the affidavit enclosed to the r online apglication dt. 25/06/2015, requested
recognition for two units of D.EI.LEd. course. The Visiting Team, which conducted an
inspection of the institution on 28/04/2016, in their report recorded that the institution
has all necessary infrastructure and instructional facilities as pe- NCTE Regulations,
2014 for starting two units (100 students) of D.ELLEd. course. Tnhe N.R.C. when they
decided to issue a Letter of Intent under Clause 7 (13) prior to grent of formal
recognition did not indicate the intake. The appellant, in response to the decision of the
N.R.C, with their letter dt. 31/05/2016 forwarded various documents, which included a
copy of the approved faculty list consisting of a princigal and 15 lecturers. The N.R.C.
after considering the documents submitted, in their 253 Mzeting (Part — ) held from
30" May to 3 June, 2016 decided to grant recognition for one unit (50 students) of

D.EIL.Ed. course and issued the recognition order acccrdingly on 26/08/2016.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noting that no reasons have beer recorded or
communicated to the appellant for granting recognition for ore unit only, concluded that
the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a direction to issue a self
speaking order/communication to the apoellant for granting recognition for one unit of
D.ELEd. only.
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AND WHEREAS after perusal cf 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 the N.R.C. with a
direction to issue a self speaking erder/communication io the appellant for granting

recognition for one unit of D.EL.LEc. only.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Darshan B.Ed.
College, Ralayati, Jhalrapatan, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as

indicated above.
M /_.

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The President, Darshan B.Ed. College, Ralayati, SH-19, Jhalrapatan — 326023,

Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Rzasource Development, Cepartment of School Education

& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New De hi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Conmmittee, 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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F.No.89-685/E-91824/2018 Appeal 20" Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Ba~adurshat Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:QI_” 1 ) &

ORDE=ER

WHEREAS the appeal of Sevanand Mahavidhyalaya, Mewai, Rajasthan dated
07/09/2018 IS agzinst ths Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201616194/B.A.B.Ed./B Sc.B.Ed. — 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-
18/2; dated 18/04/2017 of the Northern Regional Commitiee, refusing recognition for
conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The applicant institution
has not submitted the reply of the SCN issued by the NRC 01 24.02.2017 within the
stipulated time. Hence, the Committee decided that the application is rejected and
recognition/permission is refused ws “4/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if any,

be returned -o the institution.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 23844/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court, in their order dt. 24/10/2018, disposed of the petit on, reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail remedy of appeal The Hon'ble High Cou-t also observed that in
case an apgeal is instituted by th= petitioner the Appellat2 Authority would deal with

the same as expeditiously as possibl2 in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Roop Singh Gurjar, Secretary, Sevanand Mahavidhyalaya,
Newai, Rajasthan presented the casz of the appellant institution on 17/11/2018. In the
appeal and during personal presentation it was submittec that “the Secretary of the
Society was hospitalised from 20/02/2017 to 20/04/2017 and remained on complete
bed rest (copy of Medical Certificete =nclos=c) and due to this reasons they had not
seen the email and sent a reply to he show cause notice. In many other cases
N.R.C. issued a second show cause for sencing a regly, but in their case, the N.R.C.

rejected their application for non-submission of a reply to the Show Cause Notice.
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The appellant with their appeal furnished the replies and submitted the documents

found wanting in the Show Cause Notice.

AND WHEREAS n view of the above position, the Committe= concluded that the
matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a direction to consider the replies
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 N.R.C, the replies and
documents submitted in appeal, with reference to the Show Cause Notice, within 15

days of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum cf 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 the
N.R.C. with a direction to consider the replies submitted 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 replies and documents submitted 'n appeal, with raference to the

Show Cause Notice, within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Sevanand
Mahavidhyalaya, Newai, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE. for necessary action as indicated
above.

v
N\ /
/ Hl f/
+ (Sanjay Awasthi) r

Vlember Secretary |

1. The Secretary, Sevanand Mahavidhyalaya, Newai — 304021, 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 Educationi Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-689/E-91806/2018 Apgeal’20" Mtg.-2018/17"", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, 3aradurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: QY |1 )&

ORLCER

WHEREAS the appeal of Sambal College of Education, Nawalgarh Road,
Shivsinghpura, Rajasthan dated 05/10/201& is against the Order No. Old App/RJ-
2235/136/2017/169110 dated 1£/05/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee,
returning th= application seeking rescognition for conducting M.Ed. course on the
grounds that “In cases where the institutions have submitted the applications by offline
mode along with Court orders and where no processing has been initiated by NRC, all
such applicetions be returned to the institutions along with all documents as they have

not submitied the applications as per Clause 5, of NCTE Regulations, 2014.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution had filed a
S.B. Civil Writ No. 20982/2018 in the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan
Bench at Ja pur and Hon'ble Cour: vide orde- dated 24/09/2018 has granted liberty to
the petitioner to avail statutory remedy of appe2al. Hon’ble High Court has directed the
Appellate Authority to dispose of the appeal expeditiously.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Anish Arva, Secretary and Dr. Madhu, Principal, Sambal
College of Education, Nawalgarh Road, Shivsinghpura, Rajasthan presented the case
of the appzllant institution on 19/11/2018 In the appeal and during personal
presentaticn it was submitted that “NRC erred in deciding the matter and did not make
any effort to even look on the apolication in consonance of NCTE's Regulation under
which the application was submitted offline. Further, it is also reiterated here that there

was virtual impossibility in submitting the application orline and after directions of



Hon'ble Court narrated above the application was submitted offine. |If the institution
were provided opportunity fo move an application before the NRC as per the directions
of Hon'ble Court given in another identical matters, it would have been done but due to
the virtual impossibility, online submission was totally impossible.  On the grounds
discussed and narrated above, the ground of rejection o® our appication is solely
baseless. Further, in the similar matter while disposing of the appeal u/s 18 of NCTE
Act, 1993, the appellata authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-534/E8922/2017 Appeal/
15th Meeting-2017 dt. 16.70.2017 titled “St. Meera T.T. Colege” directed the NRC to
process further the agplication on the ground that “...the Committee noted that the
appellant could not have submitted the application online within tke time frame allowed
by the Hon'ble High Court on 10.12.2015 i.e. one menth, which is a virtual impossibility
due to closure of NCTE portal.”

AND WHEREAS the regulatory file has not teen made available to Appeal
Committee. The Committee noted that the ground mentioned in the N.R.C's letter dt.
14/03/2017 returning the application of the appellant, that is Clause 5, was introduced
for the first time, in the NCTE Regulations, 2014, whose requirements are o 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 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 order returning tne application.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee while ccnsidering the case of appellant
noted that impugned letter dated 14/03/2017 relates to aoplications for B.Ed. and
D.EI.LEd. courses and there is no evidence suomitted by appellant in support of its
claim that its application for M.Ed. programme was returned by the letter dated
14/03/2017 against which appeal is filed. Court's order dated 24/09/2018 in S.B. Civil
Writ No. 20982/2018 zalso does nowhere mention that it pertains to M.Ed. application
returned by N.R.C. by the impugned order dated 14/03/2017. The appzllant during
appeal hearing on 19/11/2018 also did not submit any valid explanation on this point.
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Appeal Committee therefore, decided to dismriss the appeal being infructuous and not

relevant to documentary evidences submitted by appellant. /

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Sambal College of Education, No. 363/240, Nawalgarh Road,
Shivsinghpura — 332001, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Dzvelopment, 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 (lookng after T2zcher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.No.83-694/E-92272/2018 Apaeal/20"" Mic.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Eahadurshzh Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:=? 4| 1218
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Nath 3STC School, Bari Sadri, Rajasthan dated
08/10/2018 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/Recognition/Common/D.EI.Ed./2016/156644-62 dated 26/08/2016 of the
Northern Regional Committee, granting recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course

withan intake of one unit (50 seats].

AND WHEREAS Sh. Pankeg| Choudhary, Chairman, Shree Nath BSTC School,
Bari Sadri, Rajasthan presented the case of the appelant nstitution on 19/11/2018. In
the appeal end during personal presentation it was submitt=d that “NRC-NCTE without
any justified reason has approved some institutions 2 units ignoring the aspect that
they have l|2ss built up area in comparison to petitioner, whereas in the case of
petitioner only 1 unit annual intake was approved without any justified reason. The
visiting team had recommended 2 units. However, Northern Regional Committee,
NCTE, Jaipur in its meeting without assigning any reason cr pcinted out any deficiency
has granted approval only for 50 seats for D El.LEd. Course. The petitioner is having
all infrastructure and facility and no reason was assigned for not approving two units,
consequently the petitioner submitiec a representation in compliance of Letter of Intent
alongwith documents and requesting to grant approva for two units but the same was
not considered. Further, the respondent did not grant any opportunity of hearing to the
petitioner bz=fore passing order fcr granting approval with lesser number of seats and
while passing the order, recommendation made by the visiting team has not been
considered. The petitioner has invested a huge investment in infrastructure, building
and in others amenities, besides it, he appcinted staff and per 2 units requirement.
The Regulation 2014 says, if all requirement fulfilment then no lesser seats be

approved. By way of preferring th's Appeal Lnder Section 18 of NCTE Act, 1993, it is
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hereby prayed to the Appellate Authority of NCTE that the impugned order dt. 26.08
2016 granted recogniton only one unit (50 seats) b2 quashed and set-aside being
unfounded, unsustainable, unreasonable and discriminatory in nature. Further, it is
also prayed that our appeal be accepted and directed to approve 2 units i.e. 100 seats
annual intake in favour of petitioner institution under clause 7 (16) of NCTE
(Recognition Norms & Procedure) Regulation, 2014 by revising the recognition order
dated 26/08/2016 for D.EI.LEd.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution filed a S.B.
Civil Writs No. 19316/2018 in the Hon'ble High Ccurt of Judicature for Rajasthan,
Bench at Jaipur and Hon'ble Court vide order dated 23/08/2018 directed the appellant

to avail remedy of appeal.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee notec that with its online application dated
27/05/2015 appellant submitted an affidavit affirming that it is applying for seeking
recognition for two units (100 seats).  The Visiting Team conducted inspection of the
appellant institution on 29/04/2016 and recommzanded grant of recognition for 2 units.
Appeal Committee noted that N.R.C. in its 252" Meeting held from 19/04/2016 to
02/05/2016 decided to issue Letter of Intent (L.O.l.). Committee noted that neither a
formal L.O.I. was ssued under Clause 7 (13) nor intake recommended was
mentioned in the minutes of the Meeting of N.R.C. The appellant institution submitted
compliance on 29/06/2016. The intake sought for was mentioned as 100 seats (2

units) in the compliance letter.

AND WHEREAS on consideration of the regulatory file Appeal Committee noted
that Note portion of regulatory file is not available and formal L.O.I. under Clause 7 (13)
is not found issued. Appeal Committee, therefore, could not find any reason as to why
recognition for only one unit was granted whereas acpellant all along was requesting
for grant of two units. Appeal Committee further noted that impugned recognition
order dated 26/08/2016 granting recognition for one unit of D.El.LEd. programme for the

academic session 2017-18 cannot be quashed or se: aside as appealed by appellant.



&
Committee, however, decided to remand back the case to N.R.C. for revisiting the

matter for augmenting the intake from the ensuing academic session provided there is

no valid reason to restrict the intake to one unit (50 seats).

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the M=moranda of App=al, affidavit, documents
on recorc and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to remand back the case to N.R C. for revisiting th2 matter for augmenting
the intake from the ensuing academic session provided there is no valid reason to

restrict thz intake to one unit (50 seats).

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Shree Nath
BSTC School, Bari Sadri, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated
above.

C,/\/

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Appellant, Shree Nath BSTC School, 538/2, 346, Bari Sadri — 312403, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Cepartment of School Education
& Literacy. Snastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Comrmittee, 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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F.No.E9-695/E-92343/2018 Appeal/20" Mig -2018/17". 16" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 2 Y ' 1 1&

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shri Krishna Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Manpura Machedi,
Via — Morija, Amer, Rajasthan dated 11/10/2018 s against the Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201616229/B.A.B.Ed /B.Sc.B.Ed. — 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-
18/2; dated 25/04/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for
conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The reply of the
institution received in NRC on 03.04.2017 to the SCN issued by NRC in 264th
meeting (part-4) vide item No. 50 was considered and the following observations were
made: The institution has not submitted the certified registered land documents
iIssued by the Registering Authority or civil authority concerned. The institution has not
submitted the Land Use Certificate issued by the Competent Authority to use the land
for educational purpose. Hence, the Cormmittee deciced that the application is
rejected and recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act,
1993. FDRs, if any, be returned to the instittion.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ram Singh, Chairman, Shri Krishna Mahila Mahavidyalaya,
Manpura Machedi, Via — Morija, Amer, Rajasthan presentzsd the case of the appellant
institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “This institution applied eorline for grant of recognition for B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc B.Ed. course on 03/C6/2016 and hard copy cf application was submitted
to NRC, NCTE on 10/06/2016. NRC, NCTE issued a Show Cause Notice on
27.02.2017 and 13.04.2017 in which certein deficiencies were mentioned and 21
days' time was been given for making reply of Show Cause Notice. This institution
submitted reply of SCN along with all -ejuired documerts to NRC, NCTE on
03.04.2017 vide diary number 165672. NRC, NCTE has rejectad the application of
institution vide letter no. NCTENRC/NRCAPP20161622¢ B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed.- 4
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Years Integrated/ RJ/ 2017-2018/2 date 25.04.2017 although this institution had
submitted reply of Show Cause Notice on 03.04.2017. Being aggrieved from the
order of NRC, NCTE, this institution filed a S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 22501/2018 in
Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur. Hon'ble High Court has passed an order on
03.10.2018 and directad to petitioner to file an appeal u/s 18 of NCTE Act. 1993 and
Appellate Authority is directed to dispose the apoeal filed by the petitioner as
expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law. Copy of registered '‘and documents
has been submitted to NRC, NCTE along with application form. Copy of certified
registered land documents and resolution of society for demarcation of the land for
running of this college are enclosed. That revenus (Group-6) Deptl. Govt. of
Rajasthan had issued a Notification on 03.10.2016 r=garding amendment of
Rajasthan Land Revenue (Conversion of agricultural land for non-agricultural
purposes in rural areas) Rules, 2007. In point No. 04 and Point No. 06 (2}, it is clearly
stated that no Change of Land Use is required for Educational Pu-pose if the
institution is running in the land up to 4000.00 Sqg. meter (1 Acre). Copy cf notification
dated 06.10.2016 is annexed. In the Appeal matter of Sayala College, Sayala,
Rajasthan, Appellate Authority, NCTE had decided by its order dated 24.09.2018 that
the Committee concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order dated 27.04.2017
and remand back the case N.R.C. for considering the reply dated 19.04.2017
submitted by the appellant. In the Appeal matter cf Shree Ashapura College, Sadri,
Desuri, Rajasthan, Appellate Authority, NCTE had decided by its order dated
24.09.2018 that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a direction to
consider these documents to be submitted to them by the appellant and take further
action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. In the Appeal matter of Ra asthan T. T.
College, Ganpati Nagar, Mandawa Road, Jhunjhunt, Rajasthan Appellate Authority,
NCTE had decided by its order dated 12.09.2018 that Appeal Committee concluded
to set aside the impugned refusal order dated 27.04.2017. N.R.C. is required to
consider the reply dated 30.05.2017 submitted by the appellant for taking decision
fresh. NRC, NCTE nas rejected the application of this inszitution without considering
the reply of SCN submitted by this institution prior to rejection of the application. Thus
NRC, NCTE has rejected the application of this institute for grant of recognition of
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B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. courss on illegal, unlawful, arbitrary, unjustified and
unconstitutional basis. Therefore, it is prayed that the rejection order issued by NRC,
NCTE be set aside.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Ccmmittee ncted that Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan
Bench at Jaipur vide its order dated 03/10/2018 issued in S.B. Civil Writs No.
22501/2018 has granted liberty to petitioner to avail remedy of appeal which is
required to be decided expeditiously by the Appellate Authority.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee roted that a Show Cause Notice (SCN)
dated 13/04/2017 was issued to appellant institution requiring it to submit following
documents:-

(1) Certified registered |and documents issued by Registering authority.

(i) Land Use Certificate.

(i)  Non-Encumbrance Ceriificate.

(iv) Legible Copy of Biilding Plan indicating Khasra No., total land area,

proposed built up area and mezsurements of mutipurpose hall and other

infrastructural facilities such as classrooms.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant noting the decision
taken by N.R.C. to issue S.C.N. had submitied a reply dated 03/04/2017 enclosing
therewith:-

(@) Building Plan approved by P.W.D., Dn I, Jaipur.

(b) Non Encumbrance Cezrtificate daied 10/03/2017.

(C) Copy of Registered lanc documents.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that documents submitted by
appellant were found deficient as appellant cid not submit ariginal certified copy of land
document and the C.L.U. and as a cansequence N.R.C. in its 268" Meeting decided to
refuse recognition. Refusal order was issued online on 25/04/2017.
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AND WHEREAS perusal of the online refusal order dated 25/04/2017 reveals
that it did not mention the statutory remedy availeble to appellant to prefer appeal and

appellant had finally preferred appeal after getting directions of Hon'ble Court.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that Change of Land Use Certificate
which now appears to be not required as per Government of Rajasthan Notification
dated 06/10/2016 was not available to appellant a: the time of submitiing reply to
S.C.N. By the S.C.N. dated 13/04/2017 N.R.C. sought certified registered land
document and not the zerox copy of land document. Appellant during the course of
appeal hearing on 19/11/2018 was asked to submit original certified copy of land
documents which he could not. Appeal Commitiee, therefore, decided ta confirm the
impugned refusal order dated 25/04/2017.

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

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 25/04/2017.

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

\

5 .
/ (Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The President, Shri Krishna Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Manpura Machedi, NH-8, Via —
Morija, Amer — 303805, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Deoartment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committe2, 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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F.No.89-696/E-92342/2018 Acpeal/20" M:g.-2018/17", 18" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Banadurstah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 2V | 1M 1%
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of K.G.R. Mahavidhyalaya, Bhanpur Kalan, Basana
Road, Jamwa Ramgarh, Rajasthan datec 09/10/2018 is against the Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP20161614&/B.A.B.Ed/3.Sc.B.Ed. — 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-
18/2; dated 27/04/2017 of the Northern Regional Commiftee, refusing recognition for
conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that “Reply of SCN is
issued by NRC to the institution has not been received wthin stipulated time. Hence,
the Committee decided that the application is rejected and recognition/permission is
refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs. if any, be returned to the

institution.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Roop Chand Gurjar, Secretary, K.G.R. Mahavidhyalaya,
Bhanpur Kalan, Basana Road, Jamwa Ramrgarh, Rajasthan presented the case of the
appellant institution on 19/11/20°8. In the appeal and during personal presentation it
was submitted that “This institution Fas applied on line for grant of recognition for B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc B.Ed. course on 31/C5/2016 NRC, NCTE issu=d @ Show Cause Notice on
27.01.2017 in which certain deficiencies were mentioned and 21 days’ time had been
given for making reply of Show Cause Notce. The Secretary, Roop Singh Gurjar
was hospitalized from 23.01.2017 to 30.04.2017 and he had to be kept on complete
bed rest during this period. Copy of Medical Certificate is annexed. Due to
Hospitalizazion of Roop Singh Gurjar, Secretary, this institution has not seen the email
and did not make reply of Show Cause Notice to NRC, NCTE. In many other cases,
NRC, NCTE had issued second Shcw Causz Notice and given another 21 days’ time
for making reply of Show Cause Notice. But in case of this institution, NRC, NCTE
has rejected the application of this institution due to non-submission of reply of SCN
vide letter no. NCTE/NRC/ NRCA~P201616148/B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed.- 4 Years

&)
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Integrated/ R.J/ 2017-2018/2 date 27.04.2017. Being aggrieved from the order of
NRC, NCTE, this institution has filed a S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 22534/2018 in
Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur. Hon'ble High Court has passed an order on
03.10.2018 and directed to petitioner to file an appeal u/s 18 of NCTE Act. 1993 and
Appellate Authority is directed to dispose the appeal filed by the petitioner as
expeditiously as possible. Copy of registered land documents were submitted to NRC,
NCTE along with application form. Copy of approved building map on which all
required information as per NCTE Regulaticns 2014 has been mertioned was
submitted to NRC, NCTE along with hard copy of application. Govt. of Rajasthan had
issued a Notification on 06.10.2016 regarding amendment of Rajasthan Land
Revenue (Conversion of agricultural land for ncn-agricultural purposes in rural areas)
Rules, 2007. In point No. 04 and Point No. 06 (2), it is clearly stated -hat no Change
of Land Use is requirad for Educational Purpose if the institution is running in the land
up to 4000.00 Sqg. mater (1 Acre). Copy of notification dated 06.10.2016 is annexed.
Non-Encumbrance Cezrtificate issued by Tehsildar, Jamwaramgarh, Jaipur was
submitted to NRC, NCTE along with hard copy of application. Copy cf new Non-
Encumbrance Certificate issued by Tehsildar, Jamwaramgarh, Jaipur is annexed.
This society is running B.A. and B.Sc. courses in the campus. So, it is a Composite
Institution. Copy of recognition and affiliation lstter is annexed. That in the Appeal
matter of Sayala College, Sayala, Rajasthan, Appellzte Authority NCTE nad decided
by its order dated 24.09.2018 that the Committze concluded to set aside the
impugned refusal orcer dated 27.04.2017 and remand back the case N.R.C. for
considering the reply dated 19.04.2017 submitted by the appellant. Copy of Appeal
Order dated 24.09.2018 is annexed. In the Appeal matter of Shree Ashapura College,
Sadri, Desuri, Rajasthan, Appellate Authority, NCTE had decided by its order dated
24.09.2018 that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a direction to
consider these documents to be submitted to them by the appellant and take further
action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. It is prayed tha: the rejection order
issued by NRC, NCTE be set aside and directions be issued to NRC, NCTE for
further process of egpplication of this institute for grant of recognition of B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course.”
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AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution has filed a
S.B. Civil Writs No. 22534/2018 in the Hon’kle High Court of Jud cature for Rajasthan
Bench at Jaipur and the Hon'ble High Court by its order dated 03/10/2018 has
granted liberty to the petitioner o avail remedy of appeal which is required to be

disposed of expeditiously, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee oted that impugned refusal order dated
27/04/2017 is on the ground that appellant did not submit reply to the Show Cause
Notice issued online on 27/01/2017  Appellant in its appeal memoranda has stated
that Secretary of the society Sh. Roop Singh Gurjar was hospitalised from 27/01/2017
to 30/04/2C17 and could not notce the S.C.N. dated 27/01/2017. From the copy of
Medical Certificate dated 01/0£/2C17 submitted by apoellant it is observed that
certificate is from a private hospizal and ailment mentionec in the certified is back pain

requiring absence from duty for €7 days.

AND WHEREAS Committee further noted that impugned refusal order was
issued on 27/04/2017 and the appellant took about 1 year and 5 months to prefer
appeal tha: too after getting ordzr of the Hon’ble Court dated 03/10/2018. Time
allowed for preferring appeal is 60 days as per NCTE Rules. Appeal Committee
noted that appellant institution before preferring appeal has not corresponded with
N.R.C. anc made efforts to reclify the defic encies pointed out in the Show Cause
Notice. Aopeal Committee noted that appellant’s quoting the raference of ‘Sayala
College’, being similar does not hold good as appellant in that case had contended
having sen: replies to Show Cause Notice issued to them and the present appellant
has preferred appeal not on mert but on precedent which is not exactly similar. It is
also surprising that in the other precedent o7 ‘Shree Ashapura College’ the President
of that college was also hospitalised from 1£/01/2017 to 28/04/2C17 and was advised
complete b=d rest resulting in inaoility to notice the S.C.N. It gppears that reasons
for not responding to NCTE's communicazicns are being copied from one case to
other and Medical Certificates aeing submitted has also no sanctity as back pain

cannot render a person unable to notice even an email and submit reply or seek
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extension to time to sand reply. Appellant could have at least sought extension of
time to submit required documents in case there was any exigency. Appeal

Committee decided to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 27/04/2017.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 27/04/2017.

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

hi)

(Sanjay Awas
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, K.G.R. Mahavidhyalaya, Bhanpur Kakan, Basana Road, Jamwa Ramgarh
— 302028, 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.
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F.N0.89-699/E-92421/2018 Arpeal/20" M:g.-2018/17™ 1€" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Fans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:él‘q)]‘»]]{

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Maharaja Vinayak Colege, Paldi Meena,
Sanganear, Jaipur, Rajasthar dated 12/10/2018 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-11365/270:h (Part-2) Meeting/2017/177555 dated 30/06/2017
of the Ncrthern Regional Comm ttee, refusing recogniticn for conducting B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The applicant institution has not
submitted the reply of the SCN within the stipulated time.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ravi Shanker Meena, Secretary, Shree Maharaja Vinayak
College, Paldi Meena, Sanganear Jaipur Rajasthan presented the case of the
appellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the agpeal and during personal presentation it
was submitted that “This institution has apglied on line for grant cf recognition for B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on 29/05/2015. NRC, NCTE issued a Show Cause Notice
on 30.11.2015 in which certain deficiencies were menticned and 30 days time was
given for making reply of Show Cause Notice. This institutior submitted reply of SCN
along with all required documerts to NRC, NCTE on 29.03.2016 vide diary number
136757. NRC, NCTE had const tuted Visitng Team for Inspection of this college for
grant of recognition for B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. E.Ed. course vide letter dated 27.04.2016.
Visiting Team had inspected the college and submitted the Inspection Report to NRC-
NCTE. After considering the Inspection Report. NRC, NCTE issued a Show Cause
Notice dated 17.08.2016 mentioring certain deficiencies. The Secretary, Nathu Lal
Meena was hospitalized from 12.08.2016 to 20.09.2016 and he had to be kept on
complete bed rest during this perioc. Copy of Medical Certificate is annexed. NRC,
NCTE rejected the application of this instituzion vide letter no. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-
11365/270ih (Pan-2) Meeting/2017/177555 dated 30.06.2017 Copy of rejection order
is annexed. Being aggrieved from the order of NRC, NCTE, this institution has filed a



S.D. Civil Writ Petition No. 21301/2018 in Hon’ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur.
Hon'ble High Court has passed an order on 18.09.2018 and directed to petitioner to
file an appeal u/s 18 of NCTE Act. 1993 and Appellate Authority is directed to dispose
the appeal filed by the petitioner as expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.
Copy of registered land documents has been submitted tc NRC, NCTE along with
application Copy of certified registered land documents and resolution o™ society for
demarcation of the land for running of this college are annexed. That revenue
(Group-6) Deptt. Govt. of Rajasthan had issued a Notification on 06.10.2016
regarding amendment of Rajasthan Land Revenue (Conversion of agricultural land for
non-agricultural purposes in rural areas) Rules, 2007. In pcint No. 04 and Point No.
06 (2). it is clearly stated that no Change of Land Use is requred for Educational
Purpose if the instituton is running in the land up to 4000.00 Sq. meter (1 Acre).
Non-Encumbrance Ce-tificate issued by Tehsildar, Sanganer, Jaipur was submitted to
NRC, NCTE along with hard copy of application copy of Non-Encumbrancz Certificate
issued by Tehsildar, Sanganer, Jaipur annex. This institution had submitted Building
Completion Certificate along with inspection report. In the Appeal matter of Sayala
College, Sayala, Rajasthan, Appellate Authority. NCTE had decided by its order dated
24.09.2018 that the Committee concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order
dated 27.04.2017 and remand back the case N.R.C. for considering the reply dated
19.04.2017 submitted by the appellant. That in the Appeal matter of Shree Ashapura
College, Sadri, Desuri, Rajasthan, Appellate Authority, NCTE had decided by its order
dated 24.09.2018 thet the matter deserved to be remarded to the NRC with a
direction to consider these documents to be submittad to the NRC with a direction to
consider these documents to be submitted to them ty the appellant and take further
action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. Ir the Appeal matter of Rajasthan T. T.
College, Ganpati Nagar, andawa Road, Jhunjaunu Rajasthan, Appellate Authority.
NCTE had decided by its order dated 12.09.2018 to set aside the impugned refusal
order dated 27.04.2017 N.R.C. is required to consider the reply dated 30.05.2017
submitted by the appzllant for taking decision fresh.”
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AND WHEREAS Appeal Ccmmittee ncted that appellant institution has filed a
S.B. Civil Writs No. 21301/2018 n the Hon'’tlz High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan,
Bench at Jaipur and Hon'ble Hich Court by its order dated 18/09/2018 has granted
liberty to the petitioner to avail rsmedy of appeal which is required to be disposed of

expeditiously.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that impugned refusal order dated
30/06/2017 is on the ground thzt appellant institution did not submit reply to Show
Cause Notice (SCN). Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution was issued
first S.C.N. dated 30/11/2015 for its failure to submit N.O.C. of affiliating body.
Appellant submitted reply dated 2€/03/2018 to this S.C.N. and the point relating to
non submission of N.O.C. was a lowed to rest. Subsequently after inspection of the
institution was conducted on 30/04/2016 z second S.C.N. dated 17/08/2016 was
issued seeking from appellant nstitution [a) certified copy of land document, (b)
Notarised copy of C.L.U., (c) NEC issued by Competent Government Authority (d)
Building Completion Certificate signad by Ccmpetent Government Authority. Reply to
S.C.N. dat=d 17/08/2016 was recuired to be submitted by appellant within 30 days.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee roted that appellant institution did neither
submit any reply to S.C.N. nor scught extension of time to suomit required documents
and impugned refusal order dated 30/06/2017 was issued after allowing adequate

time.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that on getting orders dated
18/09/2013 appellant has preferred appeal dated “2/10/2018 which was otherwise
delayed by a year and two mom:ns. Appellant in its appeal memoranda has referred
to some decisions of Appellaiz Authority made in similar circumstances, Appeal
Committee, noted that the cese of ‘Sayala College’ is not similar as appellant
institution in that case had argu=d that reply to S.C.N. was submitted. In the present
case appellant institution has just copied the reasons given by other appellants that
Secretary of institution was hospitalised from 10/08/2016 to 20/09/2016 and was
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advised complete bed rest. Appeal Committee is of the view that nothing prevented
the appellant institution to submit a belated reply to S.C.N. and also prefer a timely
appeal within 60 days as mentioned in the last para of impugned order dated
30/06/2017. In the pr=sent case appellant has not submitted reply to S.C.N. dated
17/08/2016. Appeal Committee is of the view that forum of Appeal Committee should
not be allowed to be used for submitting belated reglies without proper ustification.

Appeal Committee decided to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 30.06.2017.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 30.06.2017.

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

e VI\.

Sarjay Awasthi
lember Secretary

1. The Secretary, Shree Maharaja Vinayak College, Paldi Meena, Agra Road, Sanganear,
Jaipur — 302031, 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.
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F.No.89-709/E-92660/2018 Appesl/20"" Mtg.-2018/17™", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Banadurstah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: QY \ ICEES

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Enarti Teachers Training College, |.P.I.A. Anantpura,
Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan dated 10/10/2018 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10280/257th (Part-3)» Meeting/2016/158867 dated 26/09/2016
of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed.
course on the grounds that “The inszitution was given show cause notice vide letter dt.
09.11.2015 with direction to submit the reply within 30 days. The institution did not

submit any reply of show cause rotice within stipulated time.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashok Melviga, Manager and Sh. Rajendra Singh, Lecturer,
Bharti Teachers Training College, |.P.LA. Anantpura, Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan
presented the case of the apgellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and
during personal presentation it was submiited that “NCTE, New Delhi issued a public
notice on 27th Feb, 2015 through which NCTE invited application for recognition of
teachers training programmes for the academic session 2016-17, except the state
and UTs, with listed programmes, as indicated in para 2 bzlow. NCTE issued a
Public Notice on 30th May, 20”5, NCTE =xtended the last date for submission of
online application by the stakeholders up to 30th June, 2015. This institution
submitted online application for grant of recognition for DEL=ZD course (additional 02
units) along with required fees and documents on 24/05/2015 and had copy of
application was submitted to NRC, NCTE on 27/05/201E. Copy of recognition order
for B.Ed. course is annexed. NRC, NCTE issued a show cause Notice vide letter no.
NRCNCTENRCAPP10280/2016/128748 cated 09/11/2015. This institution submitted
a detailed reply of show cause notice to NRC, NCTE on 09/12/2015. Copy of reply
letter is annexed. @ NRC, NCTE had rejected the application of recognition for
D.ELEd. (additional 02 units) of this institution vide order No. NRC/NCTE/



NRCAPP10280/257th (part 3) Meeting /2016/1588€7 Dated 26/09/2016 stating that
this institution has not submitted any reply of show cause notice with in stipulated
time. Being aggrieved from the order of NRC, NCTE, this institution filed a S.B. Civil
Writ Petition No. 22681/2018 to Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur. Hon'ble High
Court of Rajasthan, Jzipur has ordered to petitioner to file an appeal 4/5 18 of NCTE
Act, 1993 and also directed to NCTE that if the petitioner files and applicate authority
would deal with the same as expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.
Appellate Authority, NCTE had already passed an order on 27/11/2017 in which it is
clearly stated that "Once applications are invited, the regional committee has no right
to reject it on the ground of ban imposed subsequently by the state government" Copy
of Appeal order dated 27/11/2017 is annexed and marked as Annexure. Appellate
Authority, NCTE had already passed an order on 12/09/2018 in the Appeal of Adarsh
Teacher Training College, Deoli (Raj) in the same mztter that the commitzee decided
to remand back the case to NRC for considering the reply of the instiiution and take
further action as per Regulations, 2014. The Appellant Institution is required to submit
the reply/documents to NRC within 15 days of the issue of Appeal Order. Copy of
Appeal Order dated 12/09/2018 is annexed. NRC, NCTE had rejected the
application of recognition for D.ELEd. course (additional 02 units) due to non-
submission of reply of show cause notice with in stipulated time. The issue of date
show cause notice was 09/11/2015 in which 30 days was provided for making reply.
This institution had submitted reply of show caise notice to NRC, NCTE on
09/12/2015 which is well prior to the stipulated time. Thus, NRC, NCTE has rejected
the application of this Institution for grant of recognition of D.EI.Ed. course (additional

02 units) on illegal, unlawful, unjustified, arbitrary and unconstitutional basis.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted thzt impugned refusal order was
issued on 26/09/2016 intimating the appellant institution that in case it is not satisfied
with the order appeal may be preferred within 60 days. The present appeal dated
10/10/2018 is therefors, delayed by 1 year and 11 months approximately, Committee
further noted that appellant institution filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 22681 of 2018 in the
Hon'ble High Court o Judicature for Rajasthar Berch at Jaipur and Han'ble High



Court by order dated 04/10/2018 has grantac liberty o the petitioner to avail remedy
of appeal which shall be decided expeditiously by Appellate Authority.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Ccmmittee ncted that impugned refusal order dated
26/11/2016 was on the ground that appellant institution did not submit reply S.C.N.
dated 09/11/2015 within stipulated time. Committee further noted from the
documents available on regulatary file that appellant had submitted a reply to S.C.N.
which was received and diarised in the affice of N.R.C. or 09/12/2015 (Diary No.
126175). Appeal Committee without gcing into the merits of reply given by appellant,
decided that the Regional Committee before issuing refusal order almost after 9
months of the reply of appellant to S.C.N.. should have considered the reply and
taken an appropriate decision on merits. Appeal Committee decided to remand back

the case to N.R.C. for reconsideration.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advancec during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to N.E.C. for reconsideration.

NOW THEREFORE, the Cauncil hereoy remands back the case of Bharti Teachers
Training College, I.P.lLA. Anantpura, Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for
necessary action as indicated above.

A

(Sanjay Awasthi) /
Member Secretary J
1. The Secretary, Bharti Teachers Training College, I.P.I.A. Anantpura, Ladpura, Kota —
324005, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Celhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Rzagional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking afer T=acher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.No.89-712/E-92850/2018 Appeal/20™ Mtz.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, =. Bahadursheh Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

DateeX Y ’ 1) 8

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Swami Prabodhanand Co lege of Education, Maithana
Road, Kathumar, Rajasthan dated 16/10/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Recognition of Application/S.No.-630/Raj./2009/71031dated
09/03/2009 of the Northern =egional Tommittee, returning application seeking
recognitior: for conducting B.Ed. course cn the grounds that “The NCTE Hqrts. has
independently decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant
recognition for B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha Shesiri course to any institution in the State of
Rajasthan for the academic session 2008-10 and to return all the applications along

with processing fee and documents to the institution concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a =.B. Civil Writs No. 23017/2018 before the
Hon'’ble H gh Court of Judicaturz for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur praying for a direction
to the respondents to adjudicate upon the gending appezl instituted by the petition and
filed on 16/10/2018. The Hon’ble High Court in their order dt. 09/10/2018 disposed of
the petition directing the respondent to expedite the proceedings and adjudicate on the
pending appeal as expeditiously as possible.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashok Kumar Rawat, General Secretary, Swami
Prabodhanand College of Education, Maithana Road, Kathumar, Rajasthan presented
the case of the appellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal
presentation it was submitted tnat “The Hen'ble High Court Jaipur has directed N.R.C.

in the case of Murli Singh Yadav and othar similar \Writ Petitions that similar treatment



may be given to institutions which are on similar footing. The Aopellate Authority in
the case of Shri Shakti Saraswati Prashikshan Sansthan, Rajasthan vide order no. 89-
598/E-16204/2017-Appeal | Mtg.,/2018 conclude that non submission of online
application cannot be held against appellant at this stage as NCTE portal for submitting
application online was closed.” Application of the applicant has already been
processed; Visiting Teeam was constituted; and the tzam has submitted its report to
N.R.C."

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the submission of the appeal has
been delayed by nine years beyond the prescribed period of €0 days. The Committee
noted that according to the provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person
aggrieved by an order made under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17 may prefer an
appeal to the Council within sixty days of issue of such orcders. According to the
proviso to Rule 10, an appeal may be admitted after the expiry of the said period of
sixty days, if the appellant satisfies the Council that 1e had sufficient caLse for not

preferring the appeal within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 09/03/2009
Is not an order under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993.
Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinate'y delayed mraking tre appeal.
The reason given by the appellant that they could not maks application online as
NCTE portal was not available is irrelevant because impugned letter dated 03/03/2009
of N.R.C did not mention this as reason for returning application. Appellant could not
provide any evidence of having submitted applicatior. As processing fee of Rs.
40,000/- was returned the applicant, the averment made by appellant that Visiting
Team had conducted inspection and submitted repcrt to N.R.C. cannot be true.
Preferring of appeal is delayed by more than nine years. In these circumstances, the

Committee decided not to admit the appeal.
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AND WHEREAS after perusal of th2 Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on recorc and oral arguments advanced during the rearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to admit the appeal.

/
C Vv
Sanjay Awasthi) ’ﬁ/
Member Secretary (,

1. The Secretary, Swami Prabodhanand College of Education, Maithana Road, Kathumar
— 321605, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Dzavelopment, 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.



F.No.£9-714/E-92833/2018 Appezl/20" Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20™ November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Behadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:-2Y]12) &

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Maa Bharti Shikshak Prashikshan Vidyalaya, S.V.N.
Nagar, Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan dated 10/10/2018 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10281/25¢&th (Part-3) Meeting/2016/160929 dated 18/10/2016
of the Northern Regional Commitiee, re‘using recognition for conducting D.EIEd.
course on the grounds that “The institution was given shcw cause notice vide letter dt.
09.11.2015 with direction to submit the reply within 30 days. The institution did not

submit any reply of show cause notice till daze.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashok Malviya, Manager and Sh. N.R. Bhagwani, Director,
Maa Bharii Shikshak Prashikshan Vidyalaya, S.V.N. Nagar, Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan
presented the case of the apcellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and
during personal presentation it was submitied that “NCTE, New Delhi had issued a
public nctice on 27th Feb, 2015 through which NCTE invites application for
recognition of teachers training programmes for the academic session 2016-17,
except th= state and UTs, wit1 listed procrammes. NCTE further issued a Public
Notice on 30th May, 2015 through which NCTE extended the last date for submission
of online application by the stak=holders up to 30th June, 2015. This institution
submitted online application for grant of recognition for D.EI.Ed. course (additional 02
units) alcng with required fees and dozuments on 24/05/2015 and had copy of
application was submitted to NRC, NCT= on 27/05/2015. This college is running
B.Ed. Course recognized by NRC, NCTE. NRC, NCTE issued a show cause Notice
wide lettar no. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP10281/2015/128741 dated 09/11/2015. This
institution had submitted a detailed reply of show cause notice to NRC, NCTE on
09/12/2015. NRC, NCTE rejected the application of recognition for D.EI.Ed. course
(additional 02 units) of ths instilution vide order No. NRC/NCTE/

»

-~



&

NRCAPP10281/258th (part 3) Meeting /2016/160929 Dated 18/10/2016 stating that
this institution has not submitted any reply of show cause notice. Being aggrieved
from the order of NRC, NCTE, this institution had filed a S.B. Civil Writ Petition No.
22676/2018 to Hon'ole High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur Hon'ble High Court of
Rajasthan, Jaipur has ordered to petitioner to file an appeal under Section 18 of
NCTE Act, 1993 and also directed to NCTE that if the pettioner files and applicate
authority would deal with the same as expeditiously as possible. That appellate
authority, NCTE had already passed an order on 27/11/2017 in which it is clearly
stated that "Once applications are invited, the regional committee has no right to
reject it on the ground of ban imposed subsequently by the state government” Copy of
Appeal order dated 27/11/2017 is annexed. NCTE had already passed an order on
12/09/2018 in the Appeal of Adarsh Teacher Training College, Deoli (Raj) n the same
matter that the committee decided to remand back the case to NRC for considering
the reply of the institution and take further action as per Regulations, 2014. The
Appellant Institution is required to submit the reply/documen:s to NRC within 15 days
of the issue of Appeal Order. NRC, NCTE had rejected the application of recognition
for D.EI.Ed. course (additional 02 units) due to non-submission of reply of show cause
notice with in stipulated time. The issue of date show cause notice was 09/11/2015 in
which 30 days was provided for making reply. This institution had submitied reply of
show cause notice to NRC, NCTE on 09/12/2015 which is well prior tc the stipulated

time.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that impugned refusal order was
issued on 18/10/2016 intimating the appellant institution that in case it 's not satisfied
with the order appeal may be preferred within 60 days. The present appeal dated
10/10/2018 is therefore, delayed by 1 year and 11 months approximately, Committee
further noted that appellant institution has filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 22676 of 2018
in the Hon’ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan Bench at Jaipur and Hon'ble
High Court by order dated 04/10/2018 has granted liberty to the petitioner to avail
remedy of appeal which shall be decided expeditiously by Appellate Authority.



@

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that impugned refusal order dated
18/10/2016 was on the ground that appellant institution did not submit reply to the
S.C.N. dated 09/11/2015 within stipulated time. Committee further noted from the
documents available on regulatory file that appellant had submitted a reply to S.C.N.
which was received and diarised in the office of N.R.C. on 09/12/2015 (Diary No.
126176). Appeal Committee winout going into the merits of reply given by appellant,
decided that the Regional Cormmittee, before issuing refusal order almost after 9
months of the reply of appellant to S.C.N., should have considered the reply to S.C.N.
and taken an appropriate decisicn on merits. Appeal Committee decided to remand

back the case to N.R.C. for reconsideration.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Apgeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to N.R.C. for reconsideration.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Maa Bharti
Shikshak Prashikshan Vidyalaya, S.V.N. Nagar, Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan to the NRC,
NCTE, for recessary action as indicated above.

(8anjay Awasthi) }
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Maa Bharti Srikshak Prashikshan Vidyalaya, S.V.N. Nagar, Ladpura,
Kota — 324005, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New D=ihi.

3. Regional Director, Northern R=gional Committee, Plot Mo. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (lookinc after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.No.89-715/E-92828/2018 Apoeal/20™ Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:&\d\llﬂ&
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Acharya Nanesh Shikskak Shiksha Mahavidyalaya,
Kustala, Sawai Madhopur, Rajasthan dated 13/10/2018 is against the Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP20161645Z/B A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed. — 4 Year Intetrated/RJ/2017-
18/2; dated 28/03/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for
conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that “"As per registration
certificate, the name of the society is Mata Modern Public Sansthan but in online
application the name is different. All the submitted documents such as bye-laws of the
registered society, land documents, LUC, NEC, building plan are in the name of the
registered society which do no: match with the name of the society mentioned in
online application. Hence, the Committee decided that the application is rejected and
recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of tha NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if

any, be returned to the institution.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution has filed a
S.B. Civil Writs No. 14827 o™ 2017 in the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for
Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur and Hon'ble High Court vide order dated 03/04/2018 has
remitted the petitioner to the remecy of statutory appeal. Thza appeal is required to be

disposed of within two months.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Mukesh Jain, Librarian and Sh. Sunil Jain, Representative,
Acharya Nanesh Shikshak Snaiksha Mahavidyalaya, Kustala, Sawai Madhopur,
Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal
and during personal presentaticn it was submitted that “As per registration certificate
and in al Submitted Documents the name of the society is Mala Modern Public
Sansthan. All the submitted documents such as bye laws of the registered society,



land documents LUC, NEC building plan are in the name of the registered society
Mala Modern Public Sanstha but you write Mata Modern Public Sansthan that name
is not right name of our Sanstha. In show cause under section14 1 NCTE Act 1993
notice you are not mentioned about wrong Society name in online app ication filled by
us. Before This order of file rejection, we have not Receive any chance for submitting
the reply with corrections name. so please give us a chance for correction in the
society name. and approve the file and remove the rejection order of our file for B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that a Show Cause Notice (SCN)
dated 27/02/2017 was issued to appellant institution intimating certain deficiencies
one of which was ‘Ncn-submission of society Registration Certficate.” Appellant
institution with its reply dated 17/03/2017 to the S.C.N. submitted copy of the
Registration Certificate. N.R.C. in its 266'" Meeting held on 215t to 24" March, 2017
observed that there is difference of name in the society’'s name and tre name of
applicant organisation as mentioned in the online applications. Committee further
noted that impugned refusal order dated 28/03/2017 (04/04/2017) is on the basis of
this discrepancy detectad after considering the reply to S.C.N. Appeal Committee is
of the view that appellant institution should have been given an cpportunity to make
written representation on this new ground which formed the basis of refusal. The
regulatory file does not contain any reply dated 28/03/2017 to S.C.N. as has been
mentioned in para 2 of the impugned order which was decded in 266" Meeting of
N.R.C. held from 21 to 24 March, 2017. Appeal Committee decided to remand back
the case to NRC for revisiting the matter in accordance with the provisions of NCTE
Act which lay down that before passing a refusal order reasonable opportunity shall
be provided for making written representation. The opportunity to make written
representation should ke specific to the reason or ground on which it is p-oposed to

refuse recognition.

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 tc NRC for revisiting the matter in accordance
with the provisions of NCTE Act which lay down that before passing a refusal order

reasonable opportunity shall be provided for making written representation on the

specific ground of refusal.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Acharya Nanesh
Shikshak Shiksha Mahavidyalaya, Kustala, Sawai Madhopur, Rajasthan to the NRC,
NCTE, for nacessary action as indicated above. f§

Member Secretar

1. The Secretary, Acharya Nanesh Shikshak Shiksha Mahavidyalaya, Kustala, Tonk Road,
Sawai Madhopur — 322001, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delni.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -~ 10075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.No.£9-718/E-93006/2018 Appeal/20™ Mtg -2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COQUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1. Behadurshan Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:&ﬁﬁ””g

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Balaji Teacher Training School, Kherli,
Samauthi, Kathumar, Rajasthan dated 16/10/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Application/S.No -630/Raj./2009/71031 dated 09/03/2009
of the Northern Regional Committee, returning applicaion seeking recognition for
conducting B.Ed. course on the grounds thzt “The NCTE Hgrts. Has independently
decided to reiterate the decision already teken by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha Shastri course to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the
academic session 2009-10 and to return all the applications a ong with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned.’

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.3. Civil Writs No. 23021/2018 before the
Hon'ble Hign Court of Judicature for Rajastran, Bench at caipur praying for a direction
to the respondents to adjudicate upon the pending appeal instizuted by the petition and
filed on 16/10/2018. The Hon'ble High Cour: in their order dt. 08/10/2018 disposed of
the petition directing the respondent fo expedite the proceedings and adjudicate on the

pending appeal as expeditiously as possible.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, Secretary, Shree Balaji Teacher
Training School, Kherli, Samauthi, Kathumer, Rajasthan presented the case of the
appellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the eppeal and during personal presentation it
was submitted that at the time of filing application State Government imposed ban on
B.Ed. and C.EI.LEd., We are going fcr appeal for further processing of our application.
The appellant, in the course of presentation submitted a letter dt. 19/11/2018. In this



letter the appellant submitted that they applied for B.Ed. course in the year 2008 and
their application was N.R.C. returned their application on 09/03/2009. They submitted
their application offline as per the then existing Regulations; no show cause notice as
per Section 14 (3) (b) of NCTE Act, 1993 was issued before passirg an adverse order;
and the appellant made all necessary arrangements with regard to physical
infrastructure and other facilities. In the grounds for appeal, appellant stated that
application of the applicant has already been processed, the Visitng Team was
constituted and the Team has submitted its report to N.R.C.

AND WHEREAS relevant regulatory file is not available for verificat on of facts.
The Committee noted that the submission of the appeal has been delay=d by more
than nine years beyond the prescribed period of 60 days. The Committee noted that
according to the provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved
by an order made under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17 may prefer an appeal to
the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. Accorcing to the proviso to Rule
10, an appeal may be admitted after the expiry of the said period of sixty days, if the
appellant satisfies the Council that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal
within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 09/03/2009
is not an order under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993.
Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed makng the appeal.
The reason given by the appellant that they have appealed now as the State
Government has given NOC for this course for the session 2019-20 is nof a sufficient
cause for not preferring an appeal for more than nine years. The appzllant could not
submit any evidence in support of its claim of having submitted application or a copy of
application itself. The averment made by appellant that its application was processed
and inspection report was submitted to N.R.C. is also unfounded and does not seem

to be correct. In these circumstances, the Committee decided not to admit the appeal.



AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to admit the appeal.

(Sanjay Awasthi) -
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Shree Balaji Teacher Training School, Kherli, Samauthi, Kathumar —

321606, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Cepartment of School Education

& Literacy, Snastri Bhawan, New De'hi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Comrnittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking afte- Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.No.69-722/E-93100/2018 Appeal/20" Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCGUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1. Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 52.'-*!] 1)L
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Birbal Memorial T.T. College, Narayanpur Road,
Bansur, Rajasthan dated “5/10/2018 is against the |letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Appication/S.No.-735/Raj./2009/71035 dated 03/03/2009
of the Northern Regional Commitzee, returning the application seeking recognition for
conducting D.EI.LEd. course on tre grounds that “The NCTE Hgrts. has independently
decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha Shastri course to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the
academic session 2009-10 and to return all the applications along with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 22502/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur praying for a direction
to the respcndents to adjudicate upon the pending appeal instituted by the petition and
filed on 15/10/2018. The Hon'ble High Court in their order dt. 03/10/2018 disposed of
the petition directing the respondent to expedite the proceedings and adjudicate on the

pending appeal as expeditiously as possible in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Arvind Kumar Sharma, Lec:urer, Birbal Memorial T.T.
College, Narayanpur Road, Bansur, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant
institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “NRC erred in deciding the matter and did not ma<e any effort to even
look on the application in consonance of NCTE's Regulations under which the
application was submitted offline. Further, it is reiterated that there was virtual
impossibility in submitting the apglication online and after directions of Hon'ble Court
narrated above the application weas submitted offline. Had the institution been
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provided opportunity to move an application before the NRC as per the directions of
Hon'ble Court given in another identical matters, it would have done but due to the
virtual impossibility, online submission was totally impossible. The appellant institution
submitted its application along with in reference fo another identical/similar matters but
the respondent Committee did not consider the matter as pzar reference.  In similar
matter while disposing of the appeal u/s 18 of NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority
of NCTE vide order No. 89-534/E-8922/2017 Appeal/15th Meeting-2017 dt.
16.10.2017 titled “St. Meera T.T. College” directed the NRC to process further the
application on the ground that “...the Committee noted that the appellant could not
have submitted the application online within the time frame allowed by the Hon’ble
High Court on 10.12.2015 i.e. one month, which is a virtual impossibility due to closure
of NCTE portal.” A copy of order dated 16.10.20°7 is annexed. No shcw cause notice
as per Section 14 (3) (b) of NCTE Act, 1993 was issued before passing an adverse
order; and the appellant made all necessary arrangements with regard to physical

infrastructure and other facilities.”

AND WHEREAS relevant regulatory file is not available. The Commnittee noted
that the submission of the appeal has been delayed by more than nine years beyond
the prescribed period of 60 days. The Committee noted that according to the
provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved 2y an order
made under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17 may prefer an appeal to the Council
within sixty days of issue of such orders. According to the proviso to Rule 10, an
appeal may be admitted after the expiry of the said period of sixty days, if the appellant
satisfies the Council that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal within

the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the letter of the N.R.C dt. 03/03/2009
is not an order under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993.
Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed making the appeal.
The reason given by the appellant that they have appealed now as the State

Government has given NOC for this course for the session 2019-20 is no: a sufficient
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cause for not preferring an appeal for eight years, seven months. In these

circumstancas, the Committee dec ded not to admit the appeal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal cf the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to admit the appeal.

/ |

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Birbal Memorial T.T. College, Narayanpur Road, Bansur — 301402,

Rajasthan.
2. The Secre:ary, Ministry of Human esource Dzvelopment, D2partment of School Education

& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Deli.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot Ne. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi-110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.No.£9-727/E-93469/2018 Appeal/20" Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date24 ) 14 )8

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shri Satya Sai College of Education, Asmanpur,
Pehowa, -laryana dated 19/13/2018 is against the Letter No. NRC/NCTE/HR-
1064/2018/197042 dated 17/09/2018 of the Northern Regional Committee, conveying
the following decision regarding withdrawal of recognition for conducting D.El.Ed.
“The recogcnition of the institution was withdrawn by NRC for running D.El.LEd. course
in its 261st meeting held from 14th to 19th December, 2016 accordingly, withdrawal
order No. NRC/NCTE/HR-1064/261st Mesting/2016/163973-77 dated 29.12.2016
was issued to the institution. Hence, the request of the institution for grant of
recognitior at new location cannot be ccnsidered at this stage as the recognition
already stands withdrawn. Tne institution may apply afresh in accordance with
Regulations as and when the fresh apclications are invited by NCTE. The
representation dated 09.08.201& submitted by the institution in compliance of the
Court order is hereby disposed of according'y.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a CWP No. 25120 of 2018 before the Hon'ble
High Court for the States of Funjab and Haryana against the N.R.C's orders dt.
29/12/2016 and 17/09/2018. The Hon'ble High Court, in thsir order dt. 01/10/2018,
dismissed the petition, granting liberty to the petitioner to avail remedy of appeal, in

accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Sunil Sharma, Diractor and Sh. Anand, Member, Shri Satya
Sai Colleg= of Education, Asmanpur, Pehowa, Haryana presented the case of the
appellant institution on 20/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation
and in a letter dt. 19/11/2018 it was submitled that due to some circumstances we are

unable to increase the built-up area, but we have enough required built-up area of



1505 sqg. mts. for one course i.e. B.Ed. as per NCTE Regulations, 2014. So, we want
to opt only one unit of B.Ed. course and ready to relinquish the D.EI.LEd. course. The
appellant requested that recognition for D.EI.LEd. course may be withdrawn and they

may be given a chance to operate B.Ed.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted from the file of the N.R.C. that the N.R.C.
in their 261t meeting held from 14" & 19" December, 2016 decidad to withdraw
recognition for both D.EI.Ed. and B.Ed. courses and one of the grounds fo- withdrawal
was availability of only 2417 sq. mts. of built up area as against 3000 sq. mts.
required for both these courses as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. The Committee
also noted that the appellant approached the Hon'ble High Court for tre States of
Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh through RA-LP-27-2018 in LPA Nc. 1689 of 2017.
As per the orders of the Hon’ble High Court dt. 03/08/2018, the appellant approached
the N.R.C. with a request to permit them to submit their application fo- change of
building as they have made another long term lease deed of a building having
sufficient area for D.ZI.Ed. and B.Ed. courses. N.R.C., in their 288" meeting held
from 5" to 7! September, 2018 considered this request and issued the letter dt.
17/09/2018, against which this appeal has been filed.

AND WHEREAS the Committee further noted that the appellant has changed his
stand. Whereas in the representation made to the N.R.C. following the Hon’ble High
Court’s order dt. 03/C8/2018, the appellant proposed leasing of a new building, in the
appeal he has changed their stand and requested that they may be allowed to
operate B.Ed. course and recognition for D.EI.LEd. course be withdrawr.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the decision contained in the N.R.C's
letter dt. 17/09/2018 was taken after due consideration of the representation
submitted by the aopellant following the orders of the Hon’ble High Court dt.
03/08/2018. In the circumstances, the Committee concluded that the N.R.C. was
justified in conveying their decision as contained in their letter dt. 17/C9/2018 and
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therefore, the appeal deserved to be reected and the decision of the N.R.C.
confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during
the hearirg, the Committee concluded trat the NRC was justified in refusing

recognition and therefore, the appeal deszrved to be rejected and the order of the
NRC is confirmed.

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

QU ™G ,—\/“@’\/ /

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Chairman, Shri Satya Sai College of Education, Asmanpur, Kaithal Road, Pehowa
— 136128, Haryana.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Humar Resource Cevelopment, Cepatment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Nortnern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education {looking after Teacher Educaion) Gavernment of Haryana,
Chandigarh.



F.No.89-730/E-93642/2018 Appeal/20™ Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshan Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002
Date:? Y| M1 &

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Lakshya Teacher Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim,
Khairthal Town, Rajasthan dated 24/70/2018 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10996/254th Meeting/2016/155493 dated 11/08/2016 of the
Northern Regional Committee, refusing recagnition for conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc.
B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The institution was issued show cause notice on
15.12.2015. The reply of the same has not been received till date.”

AND WHEREAS the appszllant, aggriesved by the order of the N.R.C. dt.
11/08/2016 filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 17335/2018 before the Hon'ble High Court of
Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench zt Jaipur. The Hon'’ble High Court, in their order dt.
07/08/2018, disposed of the petition granting iberty to the petitioner institution to avail
the remedy of statutory appeal under Section 18 of the Act of 1993. The Hon'ble High
Court also observed that if the petitioner — institution files an appeal under Section 18
of the Act of 1993 before the concerned Appellate Authority, it is expected of the

Appellate Authority to decide the same preferably within a period of three months.

AND WHEREAS Dr. Vinod Kumari, Secretary and Sh. Ramavtar,
Representalive, Lakshya Teacher Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, Khairthal
Town, Rajasthan presentad the case of the aopellant instizution on 20/11/2018. In the
appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that they applied for grant of
recognition of B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course online on 28/05/2015; they applied to the
affiliating body i.e. Raj Rishi Bhartrihari Matsya University, Alwar for NOC on
11/05/2015 and sent two reminders on 12/10/2015 and 14/01/2016; and after issue a
third reminder, the university issu=sd the NOC vide their letter dt. 05/10/2018. The
appellant was persistently pursuing with the university and red tapism led to this delay.



>

The appellant also submitted that they never received the SCN. Had they received the
same there is no reason for the appellant not to reply to it or at least update the N.R.C.
about the ground realitizs. The appellant enclosed a copy of the NOC dt. 05/10/2018
issued by the affiliating university and requested that the refusal order be quashed and
set aside.

AND WHEREAS -he Committee noted that according to the provisions of Clause
5 (3) of the NCTE Regulations, 2014, a No Objection Certificate (NOC) issued by the
concerned affiliating oody shall be submitted along with the online copy of the
application. The Committee noted that the appellant oktained the NOC only on
05/10/2018 i.e. after nearly three years and four months of submissicn of online
application and two years after refusal. In these circumstances, the Committee
concluded that the N.R.C. was justified in refusing recognition and thzrefore, 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, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advenced during
the hearing, the Committee concluded that the NRC was _ustified in refusing
recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the orde- of the NRC
is confirmed.

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

YN
(

/ ﬁL,/\ ;

’ (Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Lakshya Teacher Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, Khairthal Town

— 301403, 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.
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F.No.89-731/E-93639/2018 Arpeal/20" Mig-2018/17", 18" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Banadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 211|116

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Aadhaar Teacher Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim,
Khairthal Town, Rajasthan cated 24/10/2018 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10902/254" Meeting/2016/155507 dated 11/08/2016 of the
Northern Regional Committee, r=fusing recognition for conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc.
B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The reply of the institution to the show cause notice
dated 03.12.2015 was considered by the Committee. The institution has failed to
submit NOC from the affiliating body as required under clause 5(3) of the NCTE
Regulations, 2014.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant, aggrneved by the order of the N.R.C. dt.
11/08/2016, filed a S.B. Civil Wrils No. 17737/2018 before the Hon'ble High Court of
Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High Court, in the order dt.
09/08/2018, disposed of the petition granting liberty to the petitioner-institution to avail
the remedy of statutory zppeal provided under Secticn 18 of the Act of 1993. The
Hon'ble High Court also observed that if thre petitioner — institution files an appeal
under Section 18 of the Act of “993 before the concerned Appellate Authority, it is
expected of the Appellate Authorily -0 decids the same greferably within a period of

three months.

AND WHEREAS Dr. Vinod Kumari, Secretary and Sh. Ramauvtar,
Representalive, Aadhaar Teachzr Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, Khairthal
Town, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant instizution on 20/11/2018. In the
appeal and during personal presertation it wes submitted that they applied for grant of
recognition of B.A./B.Sc./B.Ed. cnline on 28/05/2015; they applied to the affiliating
body i.e. Raj Rishi Bhratrihari Matsya University for NOC on 11/05/2015 and sent a
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reminder on 12/10/2015; they replied to the Show Cause Notice dt. 03712/2015 on
14/01/2016; they sent a second reminder to the university on 13/01/2016; and in
consequence to a third reminder the university issued the NOC with their letter dt.
05/10/2018. The appellant enclosed a copy of the NOC dt. 05/10/2018 issued by the

affiliating university anc requested that the refusal order be quashed and set aside.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to the provisions of Clause
5 (3) of the NCTE Regulations, 2014, a No Objection Certificate (NOC) issued by the
concerned affiliating body shall be submitted along with the online copy of the
application. The Committee noted that the appellant obtained the NOC only on
05/10/2018 i.e. after nearly three years and four months of submission of online
application and two vears after refusal. 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. confirmred.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of zppeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments edvanced during
the hearing, 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 THEREFCRE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appeajed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Vlember Secretary

1. The Secretary, Aadhaar Teacher Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, Knairthal Town
— 301403, 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 Educationi Governmant of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-732/E-93634/2018 Appeal/20" Mig -2018/17", 1€ & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Fans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: Qv )12 &
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Mata Bogi Devi Memorial T.T. College, Tilak Nagar,
Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 22/10/2013 is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Application/Sr. No.-702/Raj/2009 dated 09/03/2009 of the
Northern Regional Committee, r=tuming tkeir application for grant of recognition for
conducting D.El.LEd. course on th2 grounds that “The NCTE Hqrts. Has independently
decided to -eiterate the decision alr2ady taksn by NCTE not to grant recognition for
B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha Shastri course to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the
academic session 2009-10 and to return all the applications along with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant <iled a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21380/2018 before the
Hon'ble Hign Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court, in their order dt. 18/09/2018, disposad of the pettion reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail the remedy of aapeal. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that in
case an appeal is instituted by the petitioner, the Appellate Authority would deal with

the same as expeditiously as poss ble, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Snh. Manciy Kumar, Secretary, Mata Bogi Devi Memorial T.T.
College, Tilak Nagar, Bikaner, Ra asthan presented the case of the appellant institution
on 20/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that
“this institution has applied for grant of recognition of D.EI.Ed. course to NCTE from
2009-10 on 31.10.2008 with requirad processing fees of Rs. 40,000/- and other
relevant documents. Copy of receipt letter is annexed. Instead of processing of the
application for grant of recognitior for D.El.Ed. course to this institution, NRC, NCTE
had returned the application of this institution on 07.03.2009 on arbitrary, unjustified,
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illegal and unconstitut.onal basis. Copy of refusal order is annexed. Being aggrieved
from the action of NRC, NCTE, this institution has filed a S.B. Civil Writ Petition No.
21380/2018 in the Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur. Hon’ble High Court of
Rajasthan, Jaipur has directed the petitioner to file an appeal to the Appellate Authority
and Appellate Authority has been directed to deal with same as expeditiously as
possible, in accordance with law. Copy of order of Hon'ble High Court is annexed.

The Appellate Authority, NCTE had already decided by its order dated
16.10.2017 that “The cround of non-submission of application online can not be held
against the appellant at this stage and therefore, the matter deserved to be remanded
to the NRC for taking further action as per the NCTE Regulations 2014". Copy of
Appeal order is annexed. While disposing the S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 12712/2017
Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jodhpur has passed on order on 17.02.2018 and
directed to NRC, NCTE to re-consider the application of the petitioner dated
17.10.2008 in the meeling of 20-21.02.2018 of the Committee which is stated to have
already been constituted for the purpose. Copy of order of Hon'ble Hgh Court is
annexed. The Appellate Authority, NCTE had already decided by its order dated
27.11.2017 that “Once applications are invited, the Regional Committee hed no right to
reject it on the grounds of ban imposed subsequently by the State Gowt.” Copy of
Appeal order is annexed. The Appellate Authority, NCTE had already decided by its
order dated 16.03.2013 that “The Show Cause Notice (S.C.N.) dated 18.03.2017 on
the ground that Appellant had not submitted online application was not justified as
there was no way the appellant, whose application was pznding since Sept. 2008,
could have complied with the requirement of submitting application online more so
when the NCTE Portal for registering fresh applications was not open. Appeal
Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the case to NRC fcr restarting the
processing of application form the stage where it was decided to issue L.O.l. Copy of
Appeal order is annexed.”

AND WHEREAS the submission of the appeal has been delayed by nine years,
five months and 14 days beyond the prescribed period of €0 days. The Committee
noted that according to the provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, nay person



®

aggrieved by an order made under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17, may prefer an
appeal to the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. According to the
Proviso to this rule, an appeal may be admitted after the expiry of the said period of
sixty days, if the appellant satis’ies the Council that he had sufficient cause for not

preferring the appeal witkin the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Commiztee noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 09/03/2009
is not an order as such issued under any one of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993
mentioned above Notwithstandng this position, the Committee noted that the
submission of the appeal has be=n inordinately delaysd. In the appeal, the appellant
has not adduced any reascn, whatsoever, for the delay in appealing. In these
circumstances, the Committe= decided not to condone the delay. Hence the appeal is

not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the kearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to condone the delay. Hence the appeal is not admitted.

oy

(Sanjay Awasthi
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Mata Bogi Devi Memorial T.T. College, Tilak Nagar, Bikaner — 334001,

Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Humar Resource Development, Cepatment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delni.

3. Regional Director, Northern Reagional 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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F.No.83-733/E-93630/2018 Arpeal/20™ Mic -2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Banadurskeh Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: aﬂm]&
ORDER

WHEREAS the appea of Vivek Bharti Shikshek Prashikshan Sansthan,
Bhilunda, _axmangarh, Rajasthan dated 24/10/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-
15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Application/S.No.-620/Raj./2009/70889dated 09/03/2009
of the Northern Regional Comrrittee, returning their application for grant of
recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. ccurse o~ the grounds that “The NCTE Hqgrts. Has
independently decided to reiterete the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant
recognition for B.Ed. / STC / Shikska Shastri course to any institution in the State of
Rajasthan for the academic sessior 2009-10 and to return all the applications along

with processing fee and documents -c the institution concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 18870/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon’ble High
Court, in their order dt. 24/08/2C18, disposed of the petition, granting liberty to the
petitioner to avail appropriate remedy under the NCTE Act, 1993.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajendra Prasad, Secretary, Vivek Bharti Shikshak
Prashikshan Sansthan, Bhilunda, Laxmangarh, Rajasthan presented the case of the
appellant institution on 20/11/2018. In the azcpeal and during personal presentation it
was submitted that this instituticn has apglied for grant of recognition of D.EI.Ed.
course to NCTE from 2009 10 cn 24.10.2008 with required processing fees of Rs.
40000/ and other relevant documents. Copy of receipt letter is annexed. Instead of
processing of the application for grant of recognition for D.EI.Ed. course to this
institution, NRC, NCTE nad retumed the agplication of this institution on 09.03.2009
on arbitrary, unjustified, illegal and unconstitutional basis. Copy of refusal order is
annexed. Being aggrieved from the action of NRC, NCTE this institution has filed a
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S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 18870/2018 in the Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur.
Hon'ble High Court cf Rajasthan Jaipur has directed the petitioner to file an appeal to
the Appellate Authority and Appellate Authority has been directed to deal with same
as expeditiously as possible in accordance with law. Copy of order of Hon'ble High
Court is annexed. Tne Appellate Authority NCTE had already deciced by its order
dated 16.10.2017 that the ground of non- submission of application cnlire cannot be
held against the apoellant at this stage and therefore the matter deserved to be
remanded to the NRC for taking further action as per the NCTE Regu'ations 2014
Copy of Appeal Order is annexed. While disposing the S.B. Civil Writ Petition No.
12712/2017 Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jodhpur has passed an order on
17.02.2018 and directed to NRC NCTE to reconsider the application of the petitioner
dated 17.10.2008 in he meeting of 20 or 21.02.2018 of the Committee which is stated
to have already been constituted for the purpose. Copy of order of Hon'ble High
Court is annexed. The Appellate Authority, NCTE had already decided by its order
dated 27.11.2017 tha: Once applications are invited the Regional Committee had no
right to reject it on the grounds of ban imposed subsequently by the State Govt. Copy
of Appeal Order is annexed. The Appellate Authority NCTE had already decided
by its order dated 1€.03.2018 that The Show Cause Notice S.C.N. dated 18.03.2017
on the ground that Appellant had not submitted online application was nct justified as
there was no way the appellant whose application was pending since Sept. 2008
could have complied with the requirement of submitting application online more so
when the NCTE Portal for registering fresh applications was no: open. Appeal
Committee therefore decided to remand back the case to NRC fer restarting the
processing of application form the stage where it was decided to issue L.O.I. Copy of
Appeal Order is annexed. Thus, NRC NCTE has returnad ths application of this
institution for grant of recognition for D.EI.Ed. course on illegal unlawful unjustified
and unconstitutional basis. So, it is prayed that the order for returning the application
issued by NRC NCTE be set aside and direction be issued to NRC NCTE for further
processing of the application of this institution for grant of recognition for D.EI.Ed.

course.”
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AND WHEREAS the subm ssion of the appeal has been delayed by nine years,
five months and 16 days beyond the prescribed period of sixty days. The Committee
noted that according to the Prcvisions o® Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any
person aggrieved by an order made under Section 14, Saction 15 or Section 17 may
prefer an appeal to the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. According
to the Proviso to this Rule, an appeal may be admitted after the expiry of the said
period of sixty days, if the appellant satisfies the Council that he had sufficient cause
for not preterring the appeal within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Commiztee noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 09/03/2009
is not an order as such issued under any onz of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993
mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position, the Commrittee noted that the
submission of the appeal has bezn inordinaiely delayed. In the appeal, the appellant
has not adduced any reason, wratsoevar, for the delay in appeal. In these
circumstances, the Committee decided not io condone ths delay. Hence the appeal

is not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral arguments advancec during the hearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to condone the delay Hence the appeal is not admiited.

4 _F\J\_/(;/\/k/

\

/ Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Vivek Bharti Shikshak Prashikshan Sansthan, Bhilunda, Laxmangarh —

332028, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education

& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regonal Commttee, Plct Nc. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,

New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Educaticn) Govarnment of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.N0.89-739/E-93985/2018 Arpeal/20" Mig-2018/17", 18" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Banadurskzh Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:o?tq)pn g
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Suboth B.S.T.C. College, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar,
Rajasthan dated 22/10/2018 is against th2 Letter No. 7-15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of
Application/S.No.-1066/Raj/2000/71733 dated 17/03/2009 of the Northern Regional
Committee, returning their application for grant of recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed.
course on the grounds that “The NCTE Hqris. Has independently decided to reiterate
the decision already taken by NC™ E not to grant recognition for B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha
Shastri course to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the academic session
2009-10 and to return all the applications aleng with processing fee and documents to

the institution concerned.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filad a S.B. Civil \Writs No 23361/2018 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High
Court in their order dt. 12/10/2018, dispos=d of the petition reserving liberty to the
petitioner to avail remedy of appeal. The Fon’ble High Court also observed that in
case an appeal is instituted by the petitioner, the Appellate Authority would deal with

the same as expeditiously as possible, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Medan Singh, Membsr, Suboth B.S.T.C. College,
Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on
20/11/2018. In the appeal and during persoral presentation it was submitted that “after
considerable period of time after submission of their fil2, they did not receive any letter
from N.R.C. They went to N.R.C. office and found that their application has been
returned and collected a copy. The N.R.C. did not issue any show cause notice as
per the provisions of the NCTE Act, providing a reasonakle cpportunity for making a

written representation. There was no time period mentioned in the returning letter

=
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regarding appeal. When they found that NCTE has already granted recognition to
several institutions for D.ELLEd. course similar to theirs, ignoring the shortcomings
mentioned in the returning letter, they decided to go for appeal and filed a Writ
Petition.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant further submitted that “In the similar matter while
disposing of the appeal u/s 18 of NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority o° NCTE vide
order No. 89/534/E/8922/2017 dt. 16.10.2017 appeal/15th Meeting 2017 dt.
16.10.2017 titled St. Meera T.T. College directed the NRC to proc=ss further the
application on the ground that...the Committee noted that the appellant could not have
submitted the application on line within the tim= frame allowed by the Fon’ble High
Court on 10.12.2015 i.e., one month, which is a virtual impcssibility due to closure of
NCTE portal. A copy of order dated 16.10.2017 is annexed herewith for your reference.
On the grounds discussed and narrated, the ground of rejection of our application is
solely baseless. The appellant institution approached the Hon’ble Court and Court in
his order dated has directed .... Indisputably, th= order impugned herein is an appeal
able order under Section 18 of the National Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993.
In view of the above, this Court is not inclined to entertain the writ application under
Article 226 of the Constitution invoking extra ordinarily Jurisdiction, until the petitioner
having first exhausted the statutory remedy of appeal as aforesaid, under the Act of
1993."

AND WHEREAS the submission of the appeal has been delayec by nine years,
five months and six days beyond the prescribed period of sixty days. The Committee
noted that according to the provisions of Rule 10 of NCTE Rules, 1997, any person
aggrieved by an order made under Section 14, or Section 15 or Section 17, may prefer
an appeal to the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. Acccrding to the
Proviso to Rule 10, an appeal may be admitted after the expiry of the szid period of
sixty days, if the appellant satisfies the Council that he had sufficient cause for not
preferring the appeal within the period of limitation of sixty davs.
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AND WHEREAS the Committe= noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 17/03/2009
is not an order as such issued under any one of the Sections of the NCTE ACT, 1993
mentioned above. Nothwithstarding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed
making of the appeal. The reason for delay given that they did not receive the
returning lefter and collected the same; without any specific particulars, is too vague.
In any case the reasons adduced are not sufficient causes which prevented the
appellant from appealing for nine years, five months and six days. In these
circumstances, the Committee decided not to condone the delay. Hence the appeal is

not admittec.

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 not to condone the deley. Hence the appeal is

not admittec.

(Sanjay Awasthi
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Suboth B.S.T.C. College, Ward No. 42, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar — 332001,
Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delkri.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secrztary, Education (lookirg after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.



F.No.83-741/E-93980/2018 Apaeal/20™ Mic.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1. Bahadursheh Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: c&%]h«, ) &
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Subodh Teacher Training College, Nawalgarh Road,
Sikar, Rajasthan dated 23/10/2018 is against the Orde- No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-
10864/258th Meeting/2016/115670 dated 16/05/2017 of the Northern Regional
Committee, refusing recognition for conductng B.A. B.Ec./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the
grounds tha: “The institution is nether multigle teacher training institution nor any Under
Graduate o~ Post Graduate courss being run the institution. Hence, the institution is not
eligible for B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. coLrse as per Regulations, 2014.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Madar Singh, Mamber, Subodh Teacher Training College,
Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on
20/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that “The
institution is running B.Ed. course since 13 August 2006 hence the rejection order of
NRC is illegal. Hence, we decided to file appeal on the following grounds: 1. The
institution has given recognition fcr B.Ed. course by NCTE in the year 2006. 2. As
per preamblzs of Para 1.2 Appendx/13 of NCTE Regulation, 2014 which defines norms
and Standz-ds for 4 years integrated progamme leading to B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed.
degree. 3. The definition of composite ins:itution as per Regulation 2 (b) of NCTE
Regulations 2014 as under Composite institution means a duly recognised Higher
Education Institution offering undergraduate / post graduate programme of study in the
field of liberal arts or humanities or social science or sciences or commerce or
mathematics, as the case may b=, at the trre of applying for recognition of teacher
education orogramme or an institutions offering multiple teacher education
programmes. 4. The NCTE n their letter no. 49/03/2016 NCTE/n and s/dt.
07.04.2016 to the Regional Directo~. NRC has clarified that an institution offering

multiple teacher education programmes can also be considered for a 4 years

U1 )
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integrated B.Ed. programme and in such cases the affiliating university shall ensure
that the norms including the norms of the faculty for offering B.A./B.Sc. component of
the programme, as per curriculum of these programme in the university, is
scrupulously observed. B. Applications of TEl and offering single Teacher Education
programme can also be considered for a 4 years integrated B.Ed. programme,
provided the affiliating body has undertaken to regulate the B.A./B.Sc. component of
the integrated programme in accordance with the curriculum and ncrms of the
university and C. It is not thus mandatory that an institution should be offering B.A.
B.Sc. course before applying for a 4 years integrated B.Ed. program. 5. The college
is affiliated to PDDU Shekhawati University, Sikar for B.Ed. course and the course of
study is devised by the affiliating University. 6. The affiliating ocody ie. PDDU
Shekhawati University, Sikar has given NOC for B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. component of
the 4 years integrated program. 7. Many new institutions have been granted
recognition 4 years B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. on the basis of B.Ed. As we are also
running B.Ed. course and proposed to start B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course, we are also
falling under composie institution category as per classification given by NCTE
Headquarter. We had also filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 23362/2018 to the Figh Court of
Judicature for Rajasthan, the copy of the Court order dt. 12.10.2018 is attached

herewith for your reference.”

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to para 1.1 of the Norms
and Standards for 4 year Integrated programme of B.Sc. B.Ed./B Sc. B.Ed. contained
in Appendix — 13 to the NCTE Regulations, 2014, this four year Intagrated Programme
aims at integrating general studies comprising science (B.Sc B.Ed.) and social
sciences or humanities (B.A. B.Ed.) and Professional studies comprising foundations
of education, pedagogy of school subjects, and practicum related to ths tasks and
functions of a school tzsacher. The Committee is of the considered opinion that the
integration envisaged in the Norms and Standards cannot be zchieved without the
institution, proposing commencement of the Integrated programms= for sci=nce stream
or humanities stream, without having separate B.Sc. or B.A. Course as the case may
be. Further the Committee also noted that the N.O.C. for the Integrated Programme



issued by the university does not ncorporate the stipulations contained in the NCTE's
letter dt. 07/04/2016. In these circumstances, the Commitiee concluded that the WRC
was justified in refusing recogniticn on the ground that th= appellant institution is not

running any undergraduate or posigraduate programme.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during
the hearing, the Committee concluded irat 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 Counci! hereby confirms the Order appealed against.

/\/\Q’\, av o

(Sénjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Subodh Teacher Training College, Nawalgarh Road, Ward No. 43, Sikar —
332001, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Humar Resource Cevelopment, Cepartment of School Education
& Literacy, Snastri Bhawan, New Delni.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regioma Connittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking atter Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.
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F.No.89-538(A)/E-84553/2C18 Appeal/20™ [M3.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Bznadurskah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: &"1\ 2] )Q
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Swatanirata Sangam Senani Vishram Singh
Governmen: Post Graduate Colege, Khairuddinpur, Chunar, Uttar Pradesh dated
31/07/2018 is against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-9827/285th
Meeting/2018/94498 dated 14/06/2018 of the Northern R=gional Committee, refusing
recognition for conducting B.Ed. cou-se on the grounds that “The applicant institution
has not submitted the reply of tre SCN dated 01.12.2017 within the stipulated time.
Hence, th=2 Committee decded that the application is rejected, and
recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15 (2)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if any,

be returned to the institution.”

AND WHEREAS Dr. Subedar Yadav. Swatantrata Sangam Senani Vishram
Singh Government Post Graduale College, Khairuddinpur, Chunar, Uttar Pradesh
presented the case of the appellart instituticr on 20/11/2018. In the appeal and during
personal presentation it was submitted that “The institution has sent the reply by post
on 14/12/2017. Post office receipt attached a ong with reg'y letter.”

AND WHEREAS regulatory fi2 is nol made available to Appeal Committee.
Appeal Committee relying on the documenzs made availeble by appellant noted that
impugned refusal order dated 14/0€/2018 is on the ground that ‘applicant institution
has not submitted reply of S.C.N. cated 01/12/2017 within stipulated time.’

AND WHEREAS appellant insitution which is a Gevernment institution with its
appeal memoranda submitted that reply to S.C.N. dated 01/12/2017 was sent by
Speed Post on 14/12/2017. Copy of Speed Post receipt has been enclosed with

appeal memoranda documents.
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AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noting the evidence submitted by appellant
in support of its claim of having furnished timely reply to S.C.N., decided that ground of
refusal mentioned in the impugned order dated 14/06/2018 is not substantiated and
hence the order is not sustainable. Committee decided to remand back the case to
N.R.C. for revisiting the matter and appellant is required to resubmit copy of its letter
dated 13/12/2017 to N.R.C. 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.R.C. fcr revisiting the meatter and appellant is
required to resubmit copy of its letter dated 13/12/2017 to N.R.C. within 15 days of the

issue of appeal order.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case o Swatantrata
Sangam Senani Vishram Singh Government Post Graduate College, Khairuddinpur,
Chunar, Uttar Pradesh to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Principal, Swatantrata Sangam Senani Vishram Singh Government Fost Graduate
College, Khairuddinpur., Chunar — 231304, 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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F.No.89-546/E-85238/2018 Arpeal/20™ M:q.-2018/17"_1¢" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Banhadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:&%)]ﬂ!&
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Deen Dayal Rustagi College of Education, Rajendra
Clinic Rampur, Pataudi, Haryana deted J7/08/2018 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-6621/287/Meeting/2018/19759 dated 01/08/2018 of the
Northern Regional Committee, refusing reccgnition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course on
the grounds that “The institution hes still nct submitted the certified registered land
documents issued by the Regiszering AutFority or civil authority concerned. Non-
Encumbrance certificate has be=n submitied for Khasra No. 258/726 for which the
institution has stated that the said number was entered into online application due to
typing errcr. Hence, the Committze decided that the application is rejected and
recognition/permission is refused u’'s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if

any, be returned to the institutior.”

AND WHEREAS Dr. Rajender. Chairman, Deen Daval Rustagi College of
Education, Rajendra Clinic Rampur, Pataudi, Haryana presented the case of the
appellant institution on 20/11/2018. In the acpeal and during personal presentation it
was submitted that “The institution is situazed on Khewat / Khata No. 287/743 As per
Jamabandi year 2003-2004 and now comp-ising Khewat / Khata No. 393/820 rect no.
64 Killa No. 23/2, rect no. 71 Kila No. 3/2 4/2, 5/1, 6/2, 7/1, total field 6 and total
measuring 34 Kanal 17 Marla. 2 Land Registry, Land Tittle Certificate, Non-
Encumbrance certificate certifiec by the competent authority and Notarized Affidavit

on 100 Rupees stamp paper are attached.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that applicant institution submitted
online application seeking recognition for cne additional unit of D.EI.Ed. programme.

The applicant institution in its cnline application furnished details of other teacher



education programmes being conducted. These programmes included B.Ed.
programme (since 2007), D.EI.LEd. (since 2007) and M.Ed. programme (since 2007).
The land identification number mentioned in the online application is Plot No.
258/726, Hailey Mandi, Pataudi, Haryana. Appeal Committee noted that appellant
with its application dated 30/12/2012 submitted a zerox copy of land documents
certified by Sub-Regisirar on 27/12/2012.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that a Show Cause Notice
(SCN) dated 16/07/2018 was issued to appellant institution for non-submission of (i)
certified land documents (ii) land documents of Khasra No. 258/726 mentioned in the
application, (iii) CLU, NEC and Building Plan pertaining to Khasra No. 258/726.
Noting the decision of N.R.C. to issue S.C.N. on above ground Appezllant institution
submitted reply dated 22/06/2018.  Appellant in its reply stated tha: College is
situated on Plot No. 287/743 and Khasra Number mentioned in online application was
typing error. Appeal Committee noted that Khasra number of land i.e. 258/726 was
not only mentioned in the online application but all the affidevits found available in the
regulatory file contained Plot No. as 258/726. One of such affidavit is sworn by the
Chairman of Society cn 23/05/2015 i.e. almost three years after the online application

was submitted.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution cannot be
absolved of its responsibility to have submitted original certified copy of land
documents as asked by the Regional Committee and change in the plo: number on
the pretext of typing error at this late stage also cannot be entertained. Appeal
Committee decided to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 01/08/2018.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of zppeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during
the hearing, 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.
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(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Chairman, Deen Dayal Rustagi College of Education, Rajendra Clinic Rampur Gate
Haily Mandi Behind, BNB, Ward No.4, Haily Mandi to Pataudi Road, Pataudi — 122504,
Haryana.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource 3evelopment, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delri.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regonal Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking zfter Teacher Ecucaton) Government of Haryana,

Chandigarh.



@

F.No.89-550/E-85709/2018 Apceal/20™ Mtg.-2018/17%, 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, 3ahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:él"\h'?fll%
ORLER

WHEREAS the appeal of Rem Ratan Girls Degree College Jairamgarh, Sadar,
Mau, U.P. dated 10/08/2C18 is against the Order No. NXRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-
14034/258th/Meeting/2016/160871 dated 18/10/2016 of the Northern Regional
Committee. refusing recognition for conducling D.EI.Ed. course on the grounds that
‘Reply submitted by the institution in response to the show cause notice uploaded on

the website is not satisfactory.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Virendra Kumar Yadav, Directcr, Ram Ratan Girls Degree
College, Jairamgarh, Sadar, Mau, U.P. presented the cas= of the appellant institution
on 20/11/2018. In the appeal anc during personal presentation it was submitted that

“‘Due to serous illness, | was not able to get the inspection conducted.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Comrmittee noted that Visiting Team appointed to
conduct inspection of the Appellant nstitution informed N.R.C. that inspite contacting
twice, the Manager of Ratan Girls Degree College, Jairamgarh, Mau expressed his
inability to get inspection conducted on the basis of incomplete structure of institution
building. The appellant, however informed K.R.C. in July, 2016 :hat inspection could
not be conducted due to his serious liness from 25/02/2016 to 25/03/2016.
Committee noted that N.R.C. afer consicering the reply dated 18/07/2016 to the
Show Cause Notice finally issuec imougnec -efusal order dated 18/10/2016.

AND WHEREAS from the cocLments available on regulatory file it is observed
that appellant filed a Writ C. No. 50921 of 2017 in the High Court, Allahabad and the
Hon'ble Court by its order dated 01/11/2017 allowed petitioner to move a fresh
application for academic session 2018-19 as per Norms and Standards fixed by
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NCTE. Hon'ble Court has further ordered that as soon as said application is moved,
respondent NCTE shall examine the papers submitted and carry out inspection of

institution concerned as per time schedule fixed.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that in compliance with Court's order
referred above N.R.C. has already informed the appellant institution on 24/01/2018

that institution is required to move fresh application in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS keeping in view that (i) aopellant did not prefer appeal within 60
days of the issue of impugned order and (ii) the matter already stands adjudicated by
Hon'ble High Court by its order dated 01/11/2017, Appeal Committee decided not to
admit appeal being infructuous and devoid of merit. As per order dated 01/11/2017

of Hon'ble High Court, appellant is required to move a fresh application as per law.

/Q f\‘u/,,_e,!\/\r"r k
=

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Ram Ratan Girls Degree College, Jairamgarh, Sadar, Mau - 275305,
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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F.No.83-554/E-85846/2013 Apgea /20" Mf_q.—2018i17’“, 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date . X
ORDER H’“”

WHEREAS the appeal of Grow More College of Education, Berna, Ahmedabad —
Udaipur Highway, Himmat Nagar Gujarat dated 13/08/2C18 is against the Order No.
WRC/05180/323511/Guj./293rd/2018/1€8731 dated 22/06/2018 of the Western
Regional Committee, withdrawing reccgnition for conducting B.Ed. course on the
grounds that “The case file was seen. Consequent to the issue of Revised
Recognition order, Show Cause Mot ce dated 12.09.2017 was issued and the institute
replied on 11.10.2017. The /nstiute has submitted staff profile of 10 faculty members
which is approved but the staff list is not sLbmitted in original. It has also submitted
another steff profile of 05 faculty members which is not approved. Principal has not
been appointed. The institute hes not submitted the Buiding Completion Certificate
signed by a Govt. Engineer. Herce, Recogrition is withdrawn from the session 2018-
19. FDRs, if any, be returned.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Shailesh Makani, Academic Group Head and Sh. Mahesh
Patel, Representative, Grow More College of Education, Berna, Ahmedabad —
Udaipur Highway, Himmat Nagar, Gujara: presented :he case of the appellant
institution on 20/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation copy of
following were submitted (i) copy of the list of faculty approved by Hemchandracharya
North Gujarat University and (ii) B.C.C. sigred by Government Engineer and (iii) copy
of F.D.Rs.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution was
recognised in 2008 to conduct B.Ed. course and a revised recognition order was
issued on 31/05/2015 to the institution for conducting E.Ed. programme of 2 year
duration with an intake of 100 seats (2 units) from the session 2015-16.

<)
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AND WHEREAS non-compliance of the terms and conditions mentioned in the
revised recognition order had resulted in issue of the impugned withdrawal order
dated 22/06/2018. Aopellant during the course of appeal presentation on 20/11/2018
submitted evidence of having rectified the deficiencies and obtained (i) approval of
affiliating body to the appointment of Principal and faculty, (ii) Building Completion
Certificate signed by Government Engineer and (iii) F.D.Rs. Appellant is required to
submit authenticated copies of all the above documents to W.R.C. within 15 days of
the issue of Appeal orders. Appeal Committee decided that on receipt of above
mentioned documents which are required to be submitted by appellant institution

within 15 days, W.R.C. shall revisit the case for taking an appropriate decision.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavil, documents
on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded that Appellant is required to submit authenticated copies of all the
documents mentioned in para 4 above to W.R.C. within 15 days of the issue of

Appeal orders and W.R.C. shall revisit the case for taking an appropriate decision.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Grow More
College of Education, Berna, Ahmedabad — Udaipur Highway, Himmat Nagar, Gujarat to
the WRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Trustee, Grow More College of Education, Berna, Ahmedabad — Udaipur Highway,
Himmat Nagar — 383001, Gujarat.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department o® 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, Edication (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Gujarat,
Gandhinagar.
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F.No.89-40/2015 Appeal/20" Mtg.-2C18/17""_ 19" & 20" Novamber, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing I, 1. Bahadursheh Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: c§l‘1| 12115
ORDER
WHEREAS the appeal of Sanctum Institute of Educazion and Technology, Saliyar,
Salahpur, Haridwar, Uttara<hard dated 20/04/2015 s against the Order No.
F.NRC/NCTE/NRC APP-9033/233 (Par: — 1) Meeting/l2014/92202-205 dated
30.03.2015 of the Northern Regonal Comm ttee, refusing recognition for conducting
D.EILEd. course on the grounds znal “the institution did not submit reply to the show

cause notice.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a W.P.M.S. No. 765 of 2015 before the
Hon'ble High Court of Uttarakhand a: Nainital The Hon'ble High Court, in their order
dt. 01/04/2C15, disposed of the petiticn permitting the petitioner to withdraw the petition
with liberty 1o file an appeal under Section 1& of the NCTE Act.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Vikas Gupta, Secretary and Sh Dheeraj Agarwal,
Chairman, Sanctum Institute of Education and Technology, Saliyar, Salahpur,
Haridwar, Uttarakhand presented the case o~ the appellant institution on 06/05/2015. In
the appeal and during personal pres=ntation t was submitted that “online application
was submitted on 31/12/2012 ard kard copy along with necessary enclosures was
submitted to NRC Jaipur on 09/01/2013 by receipt no. 51273.The reply of slhow cause
notice issued by NRC duly replied stating with valid rezson and certificate. In the
meeting of 233 NRC held on 18 February, 2015 it is decided to reject our application
on NRCAPP-3033 on the grounds which are not true and unjustified.”

AND WHEREAS the Comrrittee, in their meeting held on 22/05/2015, perused
the file of the N.R.C. which becamz evailable. The Committee noted from the file that
the N.R.C. cn 04/07/2013 issued a Show Cause Notice to the appellant institution on
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the ground that “the online application was made on 31/12/2012 and the hard copy of
the same is received on 09/01/2013. As such the hard copy in triplicate of the online
application is not dispatched within 7 days of the submission of the online application
as per Clause 7 (I-A) of the NCTE Regulations, 2009.” While nc reply was received,
the N.R.C. issued another show cause notice to the institution on 23/01/2014 stating
that the institution has been granted recognitior by the N.R.C. earlier vide application
no. NRCAPP-210 and the institution has submitted their application ajain without
completion of three academic sessions as required under Clause 8 (3) of NCTE
Regulations, 2009, and the name and address of the institution are same. As no reply
was received to this notice, N.R.C. decided to refuse recognition and issued the order

appealed against.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the appellant in nis appeal, admitting
that the hard copy of the application alongwith enclosures was submitted on
09/01/2013 did not submit any explanation about the issue raised in the second show
cause notice dt. 23/01/2014 except stating that a reply to show cause notice was
given. The file does not contain any replies to both the Show Cause Notices.

AND WHEREAS this matter was again placed before the Committee in their
meeting held on 17/11/2018 on receipt of a clarificatory letter from the NRC dt.
27/09/2018. The Committee noted that eventhough there are two show cause notices
dt. 04/07/2013 and 23/01/2014, the refusal orcer dt. 30/03/2015 is on the ground of

non-submission of a reply to the show cause notice dt. 04/07/2013 only.

AND WHEREAS the Committee also noted that the appellant with their appeal
enclosed a copy of their letter dt. 24/07/2013. addressed to the N.R.C wherein he
admitted that the hard copy of the application in triplicate could not be dispatched
within the prescribed date due to serious illness of the secretary of their institution.
The appellant in a letter dt. 06/05/2015 stated that they did not receive the show cause
notice dt. 04/07/2013, but they saw it on website and sent a reply (dt. 24/07/2013).
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The appellant also stated that they did not receive the other show cause notice dt.
23/01/2014 but only received the rejection order dt. 30/03/2215

AND WHEREAS the Comnittes noted that the zppellant's stated reply dt.
24/07/2013 to the show cause nafice dt. 04/07/2013 is not available in the file. The
copy enclosed to the appeal does not indicate how that letter was dispatched — by
speed post/-egistered post/by hard. This copy does not bear any receipt stamp of
N.R.C. In any case, the fact remains that the hard copy of the application was not
despatched by registered post or oy hand within seven days of cnline submission as
per the provisions of Clause 7 (“-A) of the NCTE Regulations, 2009, which were in
force at the relevant time. The appellant admitted this position. In these
circumstances the Committee concluded that the NRC was justified in refusing

recognition and therefore the app=al is rejected and the order of the NRC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during
the hearing, the Committee cancluded 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.
/

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Sanctum Institute of Education and Technology, Sanctum Institute of
Education, Khasra No. 494, 3, 494 3, Saliyar, Salahpur, Haridwar, Uttarakhand - 247667.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regonal Committee, Plot Nc. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (lookirg after Teacher Education) Government of Uttarakhand,
Dehradun.
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F.No.89-351/2014 Appeali20" Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1 Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: cﬁﬂjwj RS

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of DJiganth Teacher Training Irstitute, Kolar, Karnataka
dated 06/12/2013 is against the Order No. SRO.NCTE/APSJ6051/D.ED/KA/2013-
14/54286 dated 09/10/2013 of the Southern Regional Committee, withdrawing
recognition for conducting D.Ec course on the grounds that the “Institution has
submitted Building Completion certificate wherein two Sy. Nos. 95 & 96 are shown.
Survey number 96 is not supportsd by land documents. 2} Survey Numbers mentioned
in building plan and building construction ars different, Sy. No 95 alone is shown in
building plan, whereas in building plan Sy. No 85 and 96 are shown. 3) As per Building
completion Certificate 8331.75 sq ft is unde- asbestos roofing which is not permissible
as per NCTE, Regulations 2009 4) FDR submitted by the Institution is not from a
Nationalised Bank”.

AND WHEREAS No one from, Diganth Teacher Training Institute, Kolar,
Karnataka appeared on behalf of the appellent institution on 24-11-2014. The appellant
was given a second opportunity o appear before the Commit:ee on 13.01.2015. Dr. M.
Chandra Shekhar, Chairman of the society managing Diganth Teacher Training
Institute, Kolar appeared before the Committee on 13.01.2015 and submitted that “the
Initial recognition granted to thz Instituticn is at DIGANTH TTI, Hanchala Gate,
Hudukula Fost, BangarpetTaluk, Kolar district - 563114, Karnataka, The address as per
building plan and building complezion certificate is survey No. 95 and 96 of Aniganahalli
Kasaba Hooli, Chikkankandahalli gram panchayath, Bangarpet Taluk, Kolar district. The
above said two places, two names are one and the same, The Hanchala gate is
situated in Aniganhalli, KasabaHobli, Sy. No. 95 and 96 under the Jurisdiction of
Chikkankandahalli Gram Panchayat. To prcve this a certif cate issued by the Panchayat

Development officer / Secretary was enclosed. In withdrawal order of SRC Bangalore
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the remarks made is not correct regarding plan and building completicn report etc.
against sy. No 95 and 96 the building is situated in Sy. No 95 is under total area which
is used for the common playground. Even in building completion certificete the officer
concerned has clearly mentioned 2.26 Acres of land in Sy. No.96 is for playground. On
24th May 2013, we have replied to SRC, Bangalore Show Cause Notice very clearly.
SRC, Bangalore has not properly verified the reply submitted by us. The fixed deposit
was deposited in CANARA BANK Kolar Branch on 11.07.2009 worth of RS. 16 Lakhs
and the FDRs received by us has been submitted as it is to the SRC, Banjalore on the
same day itself, the SRC, Bangalore has endcrsed us for having receigt of the said
FDRs Vide letter number FSRC/NCTE/ACCTS/2010-11/21874 Dated 8.10.2010 FDRs
vide FSRC/NCTE/ACCTS/2010-1/22383 dated 22.10.2010 we have deposited the said
amount in Nationalised bank only i.e., CANARA BANK, this deposit is alsc made jointly

in the name of Director SRC, Bangalore and Chairman”.

AND WHEREAS after going through the documents available on relevant files,
Committee observed that there are two withdrawal orders dated 09.10.2013 and
18.10.2013 issued by S.R.C. withdrawing D.EI.Ed. course recognisec to Diganth
Teacher Training Institute, Hanchal Gate, Hudukla post, Bangerpet, Kolar. The instant
appeal is against the withdrawal order dated 09.10.2013. The withdrawa order dated
09.10.2013 is in respect of D.Ed. course recognised vide order dated 12.04.2007 for an
intake of 50 students. In the final para of this withdrawal order the annual intake of 35

students has been ordered to be withdrawn on the grounds:

1) Building Completion Certificate mentions two survey numbers 95 & 96

whereas survey number 96 is not supported by land documents.

2) Building plan mentions Survey nc. 85 & 96 whereas B.C.C. mentions
Survey no. 95’

3) As per B.C.C. 8331.75 sq. feet area is covered with asbestos sheets.

4) FDRs submitted are not from nationalised bank.



It is also observed that befaore issuing the withdrawal order dated 09.10.2013 the
S.R.C. had issued a number of Show Cause Notices to the appellant institution the last
of which were termed as final Show Cause Notices datec 23.04.2013 and 17.05.2013
and the appellant institution has furnished reply to these Show Cause Notices. The
appellant institution had furnisked two seoarate Building Completion Certificates
showing bult up space of 15855 sq. feet (5285 asbestos roofing) and 23672 sq. feet
(8331 asbestos roofing). Both these B.C.Cs are dated 22.01.2013 and mention Survey
no. 95 & 96 and a part of both buildings having asbestos roofing. However the relevant
file of S.R.C. contains two separate B.C.Cs dated 25.01.2012 certifying all R.C.C.
roofing on both the buildings. Faving regard to the fact that (i) the institution was
granted recognition to conduct two units of D.EI.LEd. in 2004 and 2007 respectively and
the appellant has all along been submitting that these two units one in Tamil and the
other in English are being conducted in two separate buildings located on survey no. 95
and (ii) the appellant institution has furnished F.D.Rs from Canara Bank which are
acceptable, Appeal Committee dscided that a Composite Insoection under Section 13
of the NCTE Act be conducted tc physically =scertain the infrastructural capacity of the
appellant institution to conduct two units of D.EI.LEd. separately in two different building

at one survey number.

After considering the Memroranda of Aopeal, affidavit, documents on record and
oral arguments advanced during the hearing, the Committee concluded that a
Composite Inspection to assess the availgbilities of infrastructural and instructional
requiremenzs with the appellani institution, be conducted under Section 13. While
conducting inspection special focus should be on the grounds of withdrawal of both the
units of D.El.Ed. ordered on 09.10.2C13 and 18.10.2013.

Current Status

The matter is placed before Appeal Committee on 2C/11/2018. Appeal Committee
noted from the previous minutes of 158 Meeting/2015 (Serial No. 26) that the impugned
withdrawal order dated 09/10/2013 was on fol owing grounds -
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(i) Survey no. 96 is not supported by land documents.

(ii) Survey as mentioned in the building plan and Building Comgletion Certificate
are different.

(iii) As per B.C.C. 8331 sq. feet is under asbestos roofing.
(iv)  FDRs submitted by the institution are not from Nationalised Bank.

Appellant in its appeal memoranda submitted that asbsstos roofing was removed
and a revised B.C.C. was issued by Executive Engineer. Appellant also stated that
applicant Trust owns land measuring 10.26 acres at Survey No. 95 & 96 and both
Survey numbers are adjacent. Appellant Committee in order to verify the submissions
made by appellant had decided that averments made by appellant should be got
physically verified as no temporary structure consisting of asbestos roofing is
permissible in the institution as per NCTE Regulations.

It has now been brought to the notice of Appeal Committee that inspection of the
appellant institution could not be conducted. Appeal Committee noted that impugned
order of withdrawal dates back to 09/10/2013 and more than 5 Years have elapsed.
Last time when appellant represented for disposal of Appeal is 11/08/2015. During the
pendency of appeal the appellant institution could not have conducted the programme
as by the impugned withdrawal order dated 09/10/2013 recognition was withdrawn from

academic session 2014-15.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that after the issue of impugned
withdrawal order dated 09/10/2013. NCTE Regulations, 2014 have come into
existence and there is no way recognition can be restored after a lapse of 5 years.
Temporary structure or asbestos roofing is not permissible under Clause 8 (7) of the
NCTE Regulations. Kgeeping in view that a sizable area of 8331 sq. feet was found to

be covered with asbestos roofing, Appeal Committee decided to confirm tke withdrawal
order dated 09/10/2013.
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AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records anc consicering the oral arguments advanced during
the hearing the Committee concluded that the SRC was justified in refusing recognition
and therefore, the appeal deseved tc be rejected and the order of the SRC is

confirmed.

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

o -f\,f\/e“’\/\/
(

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Diganth Teacher Training Institute, Kolar, Karnataka.

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 Karnataka,
Bengaluru.
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F.No.89-256/E-70908/2018 Appez!/20™ Mtg -2018/17™, 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshan Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date:Q4 | 12418
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Nawa garh (PG) Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Nansa
Gate, Nawalgarh, Rajasthan dated 27/03/2018 is against the Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201716803/B.A.B.Ed./B Sc.B.Ed. ~ 4 Year
Integrated/SCN/RJ/2017-18/2; dated 20/01/2018 of the Northern Regional Committee,
refusing recognition for conductirg B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. Course on tne grounds that
“the institution has not submitted the certifiec registered land documents issued by the
Registering Authority or civil authority concerned. CLU issued by the Competent
Govt. Authority not submitted. Hence, the Committee decided that the application is
rejected and recognition / perm ssion is refused u/s 14/15 (3)(db) of the NCTE Act,
1993. FDRs, if any, be returned to th= institution.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Chauth Mal Jangr, C.A.C, Skree Nawalgarh (PG) Mahila
Mahavidyalaya, Nansa Gate, Nawalgarh. Rajasthan gresented the case of the
appellant institution on 31/05/2018. In the acpeal and during personal presentation it
was submitted that “Appellant had submitt=c relevant documents in response to the
show cause notice which were completely overlooked by NRC. The observation of
NRC with regard to non-submiss on of cer:iied registered land documents issued by
registering authority or civil authority is clearly contrary to the record s appellant had
submitted said document. A copy o° certified registered land documents is enclosed.
The observation with regard to non-submission of Change of Land Use Certificate
issued by competent authority is not justified. Appellant had made all the necessary
documentary compliance and it also satisfes the norms and standards in respect of
availability of infrastructure anc fazilities as required under NCTE Act, 1993 and
Regulations, 2014. Because in view of the reply to show cause notice as well as in

view of dccuments placed on record with present appeal it is apparent that no



deficiency exists with appella-nt—institution. Appellant has made full compliance of the
NCTE Regulations, 2014. Appellant craves indulgence of appellant body to prefer and
rely upon relevant documents and pronouncements at the time of arguments of

present appeal.”

AND WHEREAS appellant during the course of appeal presentation submitted
extracts of records from state Archives, Jaipur entered at Serial No. 161 dated
04/11/1946. Appellant is required to submit originally certified copy of such land
documents which clearly indicate the location, measurement and ownership rights of
land to the Regional Ccmmittee. From a Certificate dated 25/01/2018 issu=d by office
of Municipal Board, Nawalgarh and submitted by the appellant.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that relevant regulatory file was not
available on the day of hearing i.e. 31/05/2018. Appeal was therefore, kept pending
till the Regulatory file is made available to the Appeal Committee. Appeal Committee
after getting the regulatory file observed that original certified copy of land documents
was submitted by the applicant alongwith its application. Applicant in reply to Show
Cause Notice has further submitted certificate issued by Tehsildar on 14/11/2017
certifying that land is under Nagar Palika Mandal used for conducting P.G. Mahila
College.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the case
to N.R.C. for revisiting the matter as original certified documentary evidences and Land

Use Certificate from Nagar Palika, Nawalgarh are already available on regu atory file.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavii, documents
available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing,
the Committee concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. for
revisiting the matter as original certified documentary evidence and Land Use Certificate

from Nagar Palika, Nawalgarh are already available on regulaZory file.
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NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Shree
Nawalgarh (PG) Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Nansa Gate, Nawalgarh, Rajasthan to the NRC,
NCTE, for necessary action as indicatad above. /

\
Y
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= (Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Chie® Admn. Officer, Shree Nawalgarh (PG) Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Nawalgarh,
Nansa Gate, Nawalgarh — 333042, Rajasthan.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resou-ce Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Snastri Bhawan, New De hi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Comirittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (lookng after T2acher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-498/E-82452/2018 Arpeal20" Mtg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018

NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Behadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: Q4| 1\&
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Sri Saila College of Education, Vageesha Nagar,
Harihar, Karnataka dated 17/07/2018 is against the Order No.
SRO/APS03398/B.Ed/KA/2018-19/97419 dated 23.05.2018 of the Southern Regional
Committee withdrawing recognifion “or conducting B.Ed. Course on the grounds that
“submission of an Affidavit expressirg willingness to adhe-e to the 2014 Regulations is
essential for old cases to be considered as RPRO cases. Failure to submit the
Affidavit is therefore a grave deficiency. We cannot wait indz=finitely for their reply to
our SCN d:. 16.05.2016. Withdrew the recognition given by us to their B.Ed. (2 units).
Return the FDRs. Close the file. Inform the University.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. S G. Sharadamma, Principal and Sh. B.R. Patil,
Administrator, Sri Saila College of =ducation, Vageesha Nagar, Harihar, Karnataka
presented the case of the apgellznt institution on 04/10/2018. In the appeal no

explanation has been given.

AND WHEREAS in the ccurse of presentation, the appellant submitted a letter
dt. 04/10/2018. In this letter ths appellant stated that (i) their colleges name appears
twice in the list of colleges pubish=d by the NCTE with two diferent code numbers,
i.e. APS 03398 and AOS 0046%, wtrereas their correct code no. is AOS 00465; (ii) all
correépondence has been made against code no. AOS 00465, (iii) affidavit is also
submitted using Code No. AOS J04865; (iv) recognition has been withdrawn in respect
of Code APS 03398, tagging their college name with the order; and (v) they have
already s.ubmitted their requisitions to SRC. The eppellant requested to either

withdraw the order mentioned in reference or issue the necessary corrective orders.
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AND WHEREAS the appellant in the course of presertation submitted a set of
documents, which inter-alia included, a certificate of recognition dt. 10/07/7996 issued
by the SRC, a copy of the recognition order dt. 03/07/2015 issued under the NCTE
Regulations, 2014; a copy of the corrigendum dt. 11/08/2015 to the recognition order
dt. 03/07/2015, affidavi: and various other documents. These two orders issued in
2015 bear the Code No. AOS 00465. However, the Show Cause Notice dt.
16/05/2016 and the withdrawal order dt. 23/05/2018 bear th= Code No. APS 03398,

which the appellant claims does not belong to their institution.

AND WHEREAS the relevant file of the appellant instituzion has not been
received from the SRC. In these circumstances, it is suggested that the position
stated in para 3 and 4 above may be intimated to the SRC with a diraction to send
their response thereto along with the relevant file of the appellant institution for

consideration of the app=al.

AND WHEREAS the relevant files of the SRC relating to the appellant institution
bearing two code nos., namely, AOS00465 and APS03398, both for B.Ed. course
have been received and placed before the Committee in their meeting held on
18/12/2018. The Committee noted that the appellant, in their appeal has pointed out
certain discrepancies in the communications issued by the SRC, in respect of their
B.Ed. course. The Committee is unable to understand why two code numbers have
been allotted to the same institution. The Committee also noted that after the issue of
the withdrawal order, the appellant has written two letters dt. 29/05/2018 and
30/05/2018 to SRC requesting to withdraw the withdrawal order. These two letters
are available in the SRC's file. In these circumstances, the Committee concluded
that the matter deserved to be remanded to the SRC with a direction to consider the
submission of the appellant in the appeal and those contained in their two letters
written to the SRC and issue further appropriate orders. In the meanwhile, the order

of withdrawal shall be kept in abeyance.



AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum cf appeal, affidavit, documents
available on records and considerting the o-al arguments advanced during the hearing,
the Commiztee concluded that thre matter deserved to be remanded to the SRC with a
direction to consider the submission of the appellant in the appeal and those contained
in their two letters written to the SRC and issue fu-her appropriate orders. In the

meanwhile, the order of withdrawal shall be kept in abzayarce.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Sri Saila College
of Education, Vageesha Nagar, Harihar, Karnataka to the SRC, NCTE, for necessary
action as indicated above.

f\f—’gﬂl,

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary/Appellant, Sri Szila College of Education, Vageesha Nagar, P.B. Road,
Harihar — 577601, Karnataka.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Rasource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New De hi.

3. Regional Director, Southern R=agional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector — 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Educaton) Government of Karnataka,
Bengaluru.

]/,



	00000001
	00000002
	00000003
	00000004
	00000005
	00000006
	00000007
	00000008
	00000009
	00000010
	00000011
	00000012
	00000013
	00000014
	00000015
	00000016
	00000017
	00000018
	00000019
	00000020
	00000021
	00000022
	00000023
	00000024
	00000025
	00000026
	00000027
	00000028
	00000029
	00000030
	00000031
	00000032
	00000033
	00000034
	00000035
	00000036
	00000037
	00000038
	00000039
	00000040
	00000041
	00000042
	00000043
	00000044
	00000045
	00000046
	00000047
	00000048
	00000049
	00000050
	00000051
	00000052
	00000053
	00000054
	00000055
	00000056
	00000057
	00000058
	00000059
	00000060
	00000061
	00000062
	00000063
	00000064
	00000065
	00000066
	00000067
	00000068
	00000069
	00000070
	00000071
	00000072
	00000073
	00000074
	00000075
	00000076
	00000077
	00000078
	00000079
	00000080
	00000081
	00000082
	00000083
	00000084
	00000085
	00000086
	00000087
	00000088
	00000089
	00000090
	00000091
	00000092
	00000093
	00000094
	00000095
	00000096
	00000097
	00000098
	00000099
	00000100
	00000101
	00000102
	00000103
	00000104
	00000105
	00000106
	00000107
	00000108
	00000109
	00000110
	00000111
	00000112
	00000113
	00000114
	00000115
	00000116
	00000117
	00000118

