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F.~~0.89-690/E-72184/2018'>0"eal/20. Mlg.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November,2018
NATIONALCOUNCILFORTEACHEREDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

DRDER
Date:09 '111'1 I C(

WHEREASthe appeal of J.P, Colle.e of Education, Eiyabani, Biharsharif, Bihar

dated 03/04/2018 is against the Order No.

ERC/249.6,26/1 0912/D,EI.Ed.lE~CAPP2('1646220/2017/56036 dated 14/02/2018 of

the Eastern Regional Committee, refusing ~ecognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course

on the g-ounds that "(a) Show Cause Notice was issued on 14,11,2017 on the

following grounds: i, As the REd, course :ID No, 10915) applied by this institution has

been re'used as decided in 2391h ERC r~eeting, hence, t~e application for D.EI.Ed.

course becomes standalone wrich is 10t permissible. (b) in response, the institution
submitted reply dated 30,11,2017 without a,y supporting documents, hence the same

is not accepted. In view of th9 above, the Comm ttee decided as under: The

Commi:tea is of the opinion thai application bearing Code No, ERCAPP201646220 of

the institction regarding recogniticn of a~plied D,EI,Ed, Prcgramme is refused under

section 1"(3)(b) of NCTE Act 1933,

AND WHEREAS Sh, Dharrcendra, Representati\'e, J,P. College of Education,

8iyabani, Biharsharif, Bihar j:resented t18 case of the appellant institution on

17/11/2018. In the appeal an,j durin. personal presenta:ion it was submitted that

"Hon'bJe -ligh directed the University to ,::onsiderour case for grant of affiliation In

accorda1ce with law well before ccmmencement of next 3cademic session."

AND WHEREAS the Submission in the appeal ",Iates to REd, course. The

Committe~ noted that on an ap::,eal aga nst refusal of recognition for that course

preferred by the appellant. t~e Cocncll in their a~pell3te order dt. 12/07/2018,

remandec the matter to the ERe :0 ccns der the NOC issued for that course and take

further action, The appellant, in the ,::ourse 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 institu:ion, for the D.EI.Ed. course under consideration

ceased to be a standalone institution. In these cirCUMstances, the :::;ommittee

concluded that the matter de~erved to be remanded to the ERC witt- a direction to take

further action according to the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

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

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal ':::;ommittee

concluded to remand the matter to the ERC with a directi01 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, 8iyabani, Biharsharif, Bihar to the ERC, NCTE. for necessary action as
indicated above.

/ (Sanjay Aw sthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, J.P. College of Education, Biyabani, NH.31, Biharsharif - 803101, Bihar.
2. The Secretary, Ministry cf Human Resource Development, Depar.ment of SC1001 Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional C:>mmittee, 1E,. Neelkanth Nagar, Nayapalli,
Bhubaneshwar - 751012.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Birar, Patna.
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F.No.39-634/E~8420/201 8 A""O.aI/20" Mt9.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November,2018

NATIONAL COUNCILFORTEACHEREJUCATION
-1ans BharNan, Wing II, 1 Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

Date: 'M1/1"/ I~I<"

WHEREASthe appeal of Shri Hari College of Education, Hanumangarh Road,

Sardar Shahar, Rajasthan dctej 05/09/2018 is a'Jainst the Letter No, 7-

15/NRC/NCTE/RetLrning of Application/S,No,36/Raj.l2009 dated 07/03/2009 of the

Northern Regional :ommittee, returning their application for grant of recognition for

conducting B.Ed, CoJurseon the 9rounds that "The NCTE Hqrs, Has independently

decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for

B.Ed.lSTC/Shiksha Shastri course :0 any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the

academic ,ession 2009-10 and to return all the applicati01s along with processing fee

and documents to tre institution c:mcerned."

ANDWHEREAS the appel~nt 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 pelition 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 I'ppellate Author ty would deal with the Same as expeditiously as

possible. in accordance with Jaw.

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- 8, In the appeal and during personal presentation it

was submitted that they submittE<Jtheir application fcr B.Ed, course in 2008 and that

application 'Nas returned in original to the institution. The \JRC's decision to return the

file of the institution Nithout processing vide letter dated 04 Mar 2009 is bad, perverse

and illegal and thu~ same canrKlt be sustained in the eyes of law. The Hon'ble



Supreme Court in SLP No. 4247-4248/20C9 Rashtrasant Tr~S and SBVMCA.VID and

others had passed an interi" order dated 10.09.2013 wherein the Hon'ble Supreme

Court, while granting time to NCTE for notifying the new Regulations to 30.11.2013,

had held. "Those who are desirous of establishing teaoher education colleges /

institutions shall be free to make applications in accoroance with the new rggulations.

Their applications shall be decided by the competent authority keepin-;; h view the

relevant statutory provisions. All the pending applicarions shall also be decided in

accordance with the nelV re:;}ulations." A :opy 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 reje:t them by

saying that same were not in on-line mode. Once the Supreme Court treated offline

application to be valid and p'oper and directed its processing under RegLlat ons, 2014,

NRC cannot insist for filing online application contrary :0 jujgment of Supreme Court.

The Hon'ble Rajasthan High Court, Jaipur has also directed the NRC in tlle case of

Murli Singh Yadav and other similar writ ~etitjons that similar treatment rnc.Y 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 manr institutionshave been grantee recognition even they are

not composite institutions and submitted the applications after the application of the

applicant institution. The decision of the Han'ble High Court is binding on NRC and it is

not desirable to approach the Hon'ble High Court whe1 the court has already passed

order in a similar case. The application cf the applica1t has already be.en 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-162C4/2017 Appeal11 SI

Mtg. 2018/1" & 2" Feb., 2018 dated 27.2.2018 concluded that non.submission of

online application cannot be held against tlle 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 at infrastructure and facilities at its institution



and it has been continuously lib;)ating for securing its rights and for running teacher

education ",ourse, but respondent is illegalli Jlocking it from running the course which

is clearly unwarranted and unla'Nful. Un:)er Regulaticns, 2014 the "Council" has

"powers to relax" any condition/regulation 'i\:hichcauses Jndue hardship. This is a fit

case for relaxation and giving tenefit to cppellant who substantially satisfies norms

and standards under Regulations, 2014. Cnline applications can be filled only for a

limited duration when web p01al link is l1ade available. NRC had never ever

indicated/objected appellant to SLbmit the S3me online during stipulated period. The

respondents have failed to carry out the cOr'4'liance of Adarsh Shikshan Prashikshan

Case dedced 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

appreciati1g the reply submitted ty institution. Because action on part of respondent

NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrati01al 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 '0 the prJvisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE

Rules, 1597, any person aggrieved by an order made under Section 14, Section 15 or

Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 19;;3 may prffi.r an appea to the Council within sixty

days of issue of such orders. Ae<:Ofding to ,he Proviso to Rule 10, an appeal may be

admitted after the expiry of the said period of sixty days, f the appellant satisfies the

Council that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal within the period of

limitationof sixty days,

AND WHEREAS the Comrritlee notec t1at the letter of the NRC dt. 07/03/2009

is not an oreer issued under anyone of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993 mentioned

in para 4 aJove. Notwithstanding this pos"ion, the appellant inordinately delayed

making thei- appeal. The appel an:, has not given any reason whatsoever for the

inordinate delay. The Committee further 1(,ted tha~ a plair reading of the appeal

reveals that, all the submissions made therei"' have no rele'Jance to the contents of the



N.R.C's letter dt. 0710312009. For instance, the NRC's letter dt. 07103:2009 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 par3 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 Awastrn)

rv-lember 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, D'3partment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northe"n Regional Committee, Plot No. G.7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Educaticn) Governme1t :>f Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.NoJ.89-641/E-89043/2018Aopeal/20'"MI9-2018/17'", 19'" & 20'" November,2018
NATIONALCOUNCILFORTEACHEREDUCATION

-ians Bhawan, Wing 11,.. Bahadursrah Zafar tJ1arg,New Delhi - 110 002

ORDER
Date:Oi.~1"III>

WHEREASthe appeal of Vivekanand College of Education, Katar Chhoti,

Bidasar, Rajasthan dated 05/09/2018 IS against the Letter No. F 7-

15/NRCINCTE/Returning of App ication /S.NJ. 198/Rajasthan/2009 dated 07/03/2009

of the Northern Regional Commit1ee returning their application for grant of recognition

for conducting B.Ed, course on Ite grounds that 'The NCTE Hqrs, Has independently

decided to reiterate the decisioo already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for

B,Ed.iSTClShiksha Shastri course to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the

academic session 2009-10 and to return all :he applications along with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned,'

AND WHEREAS the appel13nt iled a S.B, Civil Writs No, 21304/2018 before the

Hon'ble Hi9h Court of Judicature for Rajast~an, Bench at Jaipur, The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 18/09/2018 disposed of the petition reserving liberty to the

petitioner :c avail the remedy of .ppeal available under Section 18 of the NCTE Act,

1993. The Hon'ble High Court also obserJed that in case an appeal is instituted by

the petitioner, the Appellate Authorit; would deal with the same as expeditiously as

possible, in accordance with law.

ANDWHEREAS Sh, Ramch3ndra, Secretary, Vivekanand College of Education,

Katar Chho:i, Bidasar, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on

17/11/2018, In the appeal and during persoral presentation it was submitted that "they

submitted tt-:eir application for B.Ed. course in 2008 and that application was returned

in original to the institution. The I\RC's decision to return the file of the institution

without processing vide letter dated 04 Mar 2:09 is bad, perverse and illegal and thus

same cannot be sustained in the eyes of law, The Hon'ble Supreme Court in SLP



~I

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, while granting

time to NCTE for notifying the new Regulations to 30.11.2013, had held. "'7"hosewho

are desirous of establishing leacher education colleges / ;nsritutio:1s 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 s'atutoryorovisions.

All the pending applications shall also be decided in accordance with the new

regulations." A copy of the order dated 13.09.2013 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 Suprerre Court had directed to treat applicaticns "pending", NRC

cannot treat such application nullity and reject them by saying that same were not in

on-line mode. Once t18 Supreme Court treated offline application to be valid and

proper and directed its pro:::essing 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 rJlurli 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 consjde~ed as per the case

of S.L. Indoria in a non-discriminatory manner. NRC ,5 a statutory body and cannot

discriminate and raise suer 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 applicatiors after the application of the

applicant institution. The de:ision 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 alre3dy passed

order in a similar case. The application of the applicant has already been processed,

the visiting team was constituted, and the team has ~ubrritted its report b the NRC.

The Appellate Authority in the case of Shri Shakti Saraswati Shikshak Prashikshan

Sansthan, Sardarshahar, Fajasthan vide order No. 89-598/E-16204/2017 Appeall 1"

Mtg. 2018/1" & 200 Feb., 2018 dated 27.2.2018 concluded that non-suomiss;on of

online application cannot be held against :he 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 infrastructL.re ano facilities at i:s 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 un'Narranted and unlawful. Un:ler Regulations, 2014 the "Council" has

upowers to relax" any condition/pegulation which causes undue hardship. This is a fit

case for relaxation and giving benefit to appellant who substantially satisfies norms

and standards under Regulation;, 2014. Online applications can be filled only for a

limited duration when web portal link is made available. NRC had never ever

indicatedlObjected appellant to &;bmit the same online during stipulated period. The

responde,'s have failed to carry out the compliance of Adarsh Shikshan Prashikshan

Case decided by Hon'ble High Court on 26.09.2013 and the law laid down therein.

The decision has been taken by NRC-NC-:: without apf'lication 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 Com-nillee noted that the suomission of the appeal has

been delayed by nine years anc four mont,s beyond the prescribed period of sixty

days. The Commillee noted tha~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 of the NCTE Act, 1~B may prefer an appeal to the Council within sixty

days of issLe of such orders. A::cording tc the Proviso tc Rule 10, an appeal may be

admitted at:er the expiry of the said period of sixty days, if the appellant satisfies the

Council tha: he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal within the period of

limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Commi:tee noted chat the letter of the NRC dt. 07/03/209 is

not an order issued under anyone 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 Committee fJrther 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. 07/0312009 did not

mention anything about the mode of subrrission of applicati01s. The ap~ellant 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 '~'iewof the position stated in para 5 above,

decided not to condone the delay in subnission of the appeal. Hence the appeal is

not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal affidavit,

documents available on records and consK1ering the oral argumems advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded nol to condone the delay ir, submission of the

appeal. Hence the appeal is not admitted.

,
( anjay Awas i)
Mem:>er Secretary

1. The Secretary, Vivekanand College of Education, Katar Chhoti, Bidasar - 331517,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of SchJol Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Ncrthern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Owarka,
NewDelhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government .)f Rajasthan,
Jaipur.



~~....-.....'-~"
F.No.8J-651/E-89674/2018 Ap~eaI/20" Mtg.-2018/17", 19' & 20" November, 2018

NATIONAL COJNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, 3ahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

ORC'ER

WHEREAS the appeal of Vicayak P,G. College, Shivsinshpura, Nawalgarh Road,

Sikar, Rajasthan dated 13,09/201-3 is against the Order No.

NCTE/NRCINRCAPP201615121/EAB.Ed.lB.Sc.B.Ed. - 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-

18/4; dated 08/02/2018 of the Northern Resional COllmittee, refusing recognition for

conducting BA B.Ed, I B.Sc. B.Ed. course :xl the grounds that "Reply of Show Cause

Notice has not been submitted till date. Hence, the Committee decided that the

application is rejected and recosnit on/perrnssion is refused uls 14/15 (3)(b) of the

NCTE Act, 1993, FORs, 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. 1850812018 before the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for

Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High Coert, in their order dt 20.08,2018,

disposed of the petition, granting I berty to the petitioner - ilstitution to avail the remedy

of statutory appeal provided under Section 18 of the Act of 1993. The Hon'ble High

Court also o"served that if the pet tiorer - institution files an appeal under Section 18 of

the Act of 1993 before the concerned Appella:e Authority, it is expected of the Appellate

Authority to decide the same preferably within a period of one year,

AND WHEREAS Dr. R.L Seth, Vice Principal, Vinayak P.G. College,

Shivsinghpu-a, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant

institution or 17/11/2018, In the a~peal and during personal presentation the appellant,

enclosing a copy of the Show Cau;e Notice d:. 14/12/2017, has mentioned that this was

not in the knowledge of the appellant instrtJtion. The refusal order was issued on

account of non-submission of a reply to this Show Cause Notice. The appellant

submitted t1at they preferred an appeal against an earlier refusal order dt.



11/04/2017and the COLneil in their Appellate order dt. 16/10/2017 remalded the matter

to the N.R.C. While remanding, the Appellate Authority, noling tlat the appellant had

already submitted the LLC dt. 03/02/2014 for Khasra No. 645/1 and a Non -

Encumbrance Certificate (I\EC) dt. 03/0212014 issued by the SDM, Sikar, observed that

the NEC being that of the year 2014, the appellant ought to ha'le subrritted a latest

copy of the NEC. The apoellant, submitting that the language of SCN de. 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 10ted from the earlier 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, 'Nhich 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 SA S.Ed.lS.Sc. B.Ed. course.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noting that the appellant has submitted a copy

of the NEC dt. 23/0512018 for Khasra No. 645/1 issued by the Tahsildar, Sikar

concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded w the \lRC. 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, 2('14 are also

fulfilled by the appellant. The appellant s directed to forward to the N.~.C., a copy of

the NEC dt. 23/05/2018 witlin 15 days of receipt of the orders on the appeal.

AND WHEREAS afte" perusal of the memorandu11 of appeal, affidavit, documents

available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during :he 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



I~

that the conditions of para 1.1 of AJpendix -13 to the NCTE Regulations, 2014 are also

fulfilled by the appellant. The appella.,t is directed 10 forwarj to the N.R.C., a copy of Ihe

NEC dt. 23105/2018 within 15 days of reeeiot of the orders on the appeal.

(Sanjay Awasth
Member Secreta

NOV'll THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Vinayak P.G.
College, Shivsinghpura, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for
necessarl action as indicated above.

1. The Secretary, Vinayak P.G. Col ege, Shivsinghpura, Nawalgarh Road, Sikar - 332001,
Rajasthan,
2. The Se:re-tary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy Shastri Shawan, New De hi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Re~ional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (lookng after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.



~~...--- ...-~"
F.No.89-6521E-89753/2018Ap,eaV20'" Mlc.-2018/17'. 19" & 20. November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshe:hZafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date: ""11''''' I~ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Dr. Radhakrishan T,T. Ccllege, Bansi, Nangal Saliya

Road, Munjawar, Rajasthan dated 20/09,2018 is against the Order No. F.No.

NCTElNRC,NRCAPP201616169/B.A .. B.Ed.:B.Sc. B.Ed. - 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-

18/2; dated 27/02/2017 of the Ncrthern Reg onal Committee, refusing recognition for

conductin'J B.A. B.Ed.lB.Sc. B.E,j. course on the grounds that "the institution was

issued SCN dt. 19/01/2017. Re~ly submited on 16:02/,017 was considered. The

institution did not submit, NOC from affiliating body. Land Use Certificate issued by the

Competent Authority to use the land for educational purpcse. Hence, the Committee

decided that the application is rejected and recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15

(3) (b) of Ite NCTE Act. 1993. FORs, if any, be returned to the institution."

AND WHEREAS the appellant 'lIed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 20851/2018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature lor Rajasth3n, Bencl at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 12/09/2018, disposed of the petition reserving liberty to the

petitioner to avail the remedy of apoea!. 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. Rajpal, Secretarf, Dr. Radhak-ishan T.T. College, Bansi,

Nangal Salifa Road, Mundawar, Rajasthan presenled 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 No:ification 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 utili:y. The appellant, with their letter dt.



17/11/2018, submitted a copy of the No Cbjection Certificate 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 be submi1led 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 submitted the prht out of their

online application for B.A. S.Ed.lB.Sc. B.Ed. course on 31/C5/2016, wuld 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 o-der 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 Committee concluded that the NRC was .ustified in refusing

recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and :he order of the NRC

is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appe d against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Dr. Radhakrishan T.T. College, Bansi, Nangal Saltya Road, Mundawar-
301401, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministrl of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Educ3tlor {looking after Teacher Education; Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No 89-660/E-90745/2018 Appea /20~ M'g.-2018/17'", 1S~ & 20~ November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
I-ans Shawan, Wing II, 1, B3hadurst"ah Zatar Marg, \Jew Delhi - 110002

Date: :241, 'l-II '?;
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of J,jai Singh Prakshkshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,

Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 29:C9/2018 is against the Leller No, 7-

15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Appl cation/S,r>.0,685/Raj 120['9 dated 02/0312009 of the

Northern Regional Committee, returning their application for grant of recognition for

conductin. D,EI.Ed. course on the grounds teat "The NCTE Hqrs. Has independently

decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for

B.Ed.lSTC'Shiksha Shastri course to any irstitution in the State of Rajasthan for the

academic session 2009-10 and to reum all the applications along with processing fee

and docurrents to the institution concerned."

AND WHEREAS the appellant fled a S B. Civil Writs No, 21330/2018 before the

Hon'ble Hi9h Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur, The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 18/09/2018 dispose: of the petit on, reserving liberty to the

petitioner 10avail the remedy of appeal. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that in

case an appeal is instituted by tha petitioner the Appellata Authority would deal with

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

AND WHEREAS Sh, KuldeeJ Yadav, Representative, Udai Singh Prakshikshan

Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant

institution on 17/11/2018. In the appeal and during pe-sonal presentation it was

submitted that "the decision of retu"ning the applications is bad, arbitrary, perverse and

illegal and :hus same cannot b-3: sustained in the eyes of law. The decision of

return/rejectKm is liable to be quashed and se: aside. Rejection of file on the ground

of ban of State government is unjust and ille.al unless decided on merit. The NCTE

issued a PLblic Notice inviting a3pl 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 instituti01 made an

application dated 11/0e/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 al'pellant was

returned because of State Ban and the recommendations ::>fthe State government

cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. The appellant. aggrieved by the

letter of returning their application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21330/2018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, BenGh at Jaipur. The Han'ble High

Court in their order dated 15/9/2018 disposed of the petition oy remittin9 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 hi9hly ciscriminator; rnanner and has

processed the other similar files, which were returnee by NRC in 2009 & 2012-13 in

view of ban imposed by State Governmelt, and had been granted reccgnition. NRC

have granted recognition to many such cases and ne\'er raised any objection of State

ban or negative recomr1endations of State government. The respondelt 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 Eim lar 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 prooessed that

applications and granted re:::ognitionto SL.chinstitutions. The controve~sywas settled

by the Appellate Authority, in the similar matter while disposing of the appeal uls 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 appellant applied in

2012, there was no ban by the State Government. Further the Appeal Committee has

already held in this case that the blankeU general bar imposed by the State

Government can be ta-<:eninto account by NCTE onl"y'before issJing 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 irrposed subsequently by the

State Government. Some cases t:>mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,

Ganesh col ege, etc. which has been remanded back to NRC. The applications of

these institLtionswere 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 inslitution needs to get similar treatment. A copy of

appeal orde's annexed. In many other case; also peiain ng to State of Haryana with

similar iSSUEare remanded back 10 ,'JRC by Hon'ble High Court of Delhi. All such files

which were returned due to stat'3 ban are being I=rocessed in view of direction of

Appellate Authority and Hon'ble Court and some are given recognition also. Similar

treatment srould be meted out to :he appellant also and slould be remanded back to

NRC. T1e petitioner has invested hu£e amoult of capital and manpower for

development of infrastructure ~1d facilities at its institution and it has been

continuously litigating for securing its rights and for running teacher education course

but responcent is illegally blod: ng it fro'l1 running the course which is clearly

unwarranted and unlawful. Under Regulati::ns, 2014 the "Council" has "powers to

relax" any condition/regulation which causes undue lardship. This is a fit case for.

relaxation and giving benefit to apoellant 'Nho substantially satisfies norms and

standards ulder Regulations,2014. The decision has been taken by NRC,NCTE

without application of mind and Witl:JUt provding any opportunity of hearing to the

institution. The action on the part of respondell NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrational and

same viola,ES Article 14,19 & 2101 Ire Consttution of India and the same needs to be

quashed and set aside.

AND WHEREAS the submis;icn of the appeal has been delayed by nine years

and five months beyond the prescribed peri oj of sixty days. The Committee noted thai

according to the provisions of Rule 10 of the "CTE Reles, 1997, any person aggrieved

by an orde' 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 a"':er the e><pi)' of the said period of sixty days, if the



appellant satisfies the Courcil that he had sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal

within the period of limitation of sixty days.

ANDWHEREAS the Committee noted that the Letter of the N.R.C. dl. 02/03/2009

is not an order as such under anyone of t1e Sections of the NCTE Act, 19~3mentioned

above Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed making the

appeal. The reason for delay given by the appellant is 'due to court :a58.' It is not

clarified which 'Court case' prevented the appellant from filin;l an appeal for nine years

and five months. The Committee concluded that the reason given by the appellant is

not a sufficient CaL-S8 for rot preferring an appeal for such a long perioc. In these

circumstances, the Conmittee decided not to condone the delay. Hence, the appeal is

not admitted.

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

documents availab~on records and considering the oral arguments adva1ced during

the hearing, the Comm ttee concluded no: to condone the de ay. He e, the appeal is

not admitted.

(Sa 1jay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Udai Singh Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner - 334402,
Rajasthan
2. The Secretary, MinistrJ of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawano New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Ecucation) Government of Rajasthan.
Jaipur.
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F,No,89-661/E-90740/2018 ADoea1/20"Wt,,-2018/17", 19" & 20" November,2018
NATIONALCOUNCILFORTEACHEREDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadursh3h Zafar Marg, NeVI Delhi - 110002

ORDER
Date:,:l ~11'iJt;

WHEREASthe appeal of Udai Singh Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,

Bikaner, ~ajasthan dated 29/O9/2018 is against the Order No, 7-

15/NRC/NCTEIReturning of ApplcationlS,No,685lRajJ2009 dated 0210312009of the

Northern Regional Committee, refusing reco~nitionfor conducting D.EI.Ed. course on

the grounds that "The NCTE Hqrs, Has inder'endenlly decided to reiterale lhe decision

already taken by NCTE nol to grant recogn ton for B.EdJSTCIShiksha Shastri course

to any institl.Jtionin the Stale of Raj3s1han f:r the academic session 2009-10 and to

return all th~ applications along \\'jth processing fee and ,jocuments to the institution

concerned."

AND WHEREAS the appellart filed a S,B. Civil Writs No, 2133212018 before lhe

Hon'ble Hig1 Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 18109120'8, disposed of the pelition reserving liberty to the

petilioner to availlhe remedy of appeal. Th. Hon'ble High COlrt also observed that in

case an appeal is instituted by the retitioner, the Appellale Authority would deal with

the same as expeditiously as pos~ible,in accordance with 13w.

AND WHEREAS Sh, Kuldeeo 'fadav, Representalive, Ujai Singh Prakshikshan

Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner, Rajasthan presented lhe case of the appellant

institution 01 1711112018, In the appeal anj during personal presentation it was

submitted that "the decision of returning the aJp[ications is ::>ad arbitrary, perverse and

illegal and thus same cannot b3 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 deoided on merit. The NCTE

issued a PL.blic Notice inviting a:Jplcation f'om 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 publ c notice, the appellant instituticn made an

application dated 11/06/20C8 in the prescribed form aod 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 recommend3tions of the State government

cannot be the only compel,ing ground to reject the file. The appellan:, eggrieved by

the letter of returnhg t1eir application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No 2133212018 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 dis~osed of the petition by rernitting t1e petitioner

to the remedy of the statutory appeal pr:lVided under Section 18 of t~.e ';ct 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 imposed by State Government, and had been granted re-:;ognition.NRC

have granted recognition tD many such institutions and never raised any objection of

State ban or negative reco11mendations 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 U.,at once the

applications are invited, the Regional Committee has no right to reject it on the grounds

of ban subsequen:ly. The Council has r~manded baGk 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 Authority, in the similar -natter while disposing of the appeal uls 18 of

NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-488/E-9740/2017

appeal/17th Meeting-2017 dt. 27/1112017 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 ben by the State Government. Further the Appeal Committee has

already held in this case that the blankeV 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 part cular State for the



prospectvE academic year(s), applications 3re invited, the Regional Committee has no

right to reject it on grounds of ban mposEd subsequently by the State Government.

Some caSES to mention are Chcuc,1ary teacher training ins:itution, Ganesh college,

etc. whicJ- las been remanded back to NRC. The applicat ons of these institutions

were made in 2008 & 2012 and were returned because of negative recommendations

of State. The Council remandej back all such applicati'Jns and were processed by

NRC and our institution needs to -;Jet similar treatment. A copy of appeal orders

annexed, In many other cases also perta;,ing to State cf Haryana with similar issue

are rema1ded back to NRC by I-Ion'ble High Court of Del,i, All such files which were

returned dLe to state ban are being processed in vie'N of direction of appellate

authority and Hon'ble Court and some are given recogn tion also. Similar treatment

should be rreted out to the appellant also ard should be remanded back to NRC, The

petitioner has invested huge arrou1t of caeital and manpower for development of

infrastructure and facilities at its i1st tution 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 '/lhich clearly unwarranted and unlawful. Under

Regulali01s 2014 the "Council" has "powers to relax" an, condilion/regulation which

causes undue hardship. This is a '::itcase for relaxation an:i giving benefit to appellant

who substa1tially satisfies norms and standards under qegulations, 20 14, The

decision 1as been taken by NRC-NCTE without application of mind and without

providingany opportunity of hearing to the institution.The action on part of respondent

NRC-NCTE is illegal and irrati01al and same violates Article 14,19 & 21 of the

Constitution of India and the same needs to b:=quashed and set aside."

AND WHEREAS the submi.,icn of the appeal has been delayed by nine years

and five nonths beyond the presoribed per'od of sixty da,s, 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"'eran appeal to the Council

within sixty days of issue of such oreers. According to :he 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 sufficientcause '=ornot 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 Jne of the Sections of the NCTE Act

mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position. t~e appellant inordinalely delayed

making of the appeal. The reason for delay given by the appe lant is 'due to court

case.' It is not clarified which 'Court case' prevented the appellant from filing an

appeal far nine years and five months. The ComMittee c::mclu.jed t1at 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 decided not to condone the

delay. Hence the appeal is not admitted.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
rAember Secretary

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

documents available on reGards and considering the oral arguments advc.nced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded net to condone the delay. c1ence,the appeal is

not admitted.

1. The Manager, Udai Singh Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner - 334402,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, M nistry of Human Resource Developrrent, Department of SClool Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Directcr, Northern Regional Committ~e, Fbt No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacr.er Education) Go\oernment of Rajasthan.
Jalpur.
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F.N089-664/E-90729/2018 Appe<V20thMtg.-2018/17", 19'h & 20thNovember, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadursrah Zafar Marg, \lew Delhi - 110002

ORDER
Date: '-'1)1 'lj ) 11

WHEREAS the appeal of Sadtri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,

Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 2E;09/2018 is a;]ainst the Letter No. 7-

15/NRCINCTE/Returning of Applicction/S.r,0.693/Raj.l20J9 dated 02/03/2009 of the

Northern Regional Committee, r~tumingtheir application for grant of recognition for

conducting B.Ed. course on the grcunds that "The 'JCTE Hqrs. Has independently

decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for

B.Ed. / STC / Shiksha Shastri ccuroe to alY 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 concern3d."

AND WHEREAS the appellant 'led a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21976/2018 before the

Hon'ble f-igh Court of Judicature fo- Rajas:han, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High

Court, in tceir order dt. 26/09/2C1E, disposed of the petition, reserving liberty to the

petitioner to avail the remedy of ap"eal. The Hon'ble High Court also observed that

in case an appeal is instituted t, the peti:ioner, the Appellate Authority would deal

with the same as expeditiously as p03sible, i:l accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Kuldeep "adav, "epresentative, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan

Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner Fajasthcn 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 thus same cannot be susta ned in the eyes of law. The decision of

return/rejection is liable to be quashed and set aside. Rejection of file on the ground

of ban of S:ate government is un.ust and iJle~alunless de.:;idedon 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 funherance 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 t,e appellant

was returned because of State Ban and the recommendations 0'= the State

government cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. Tee appellant,

aggrieved by the letter of returning t~eir application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No.

21976/2018 before the f-on'ble High Coun of Judicature for Rajastha" Bench at

Jaipur. The Hon'b e High Coun 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 ~RC-NCTE, has actad in highly

discriminatory manner a,d 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 ma1Y such and

never raised any objection of State ban or negative recommendations of State

government. n"e respondent NRC-NCTE while issuing refusal order acted in most

arbitrary manner by not providing an cpportunity cf hearing to the inst tution. The

Council have decided the appeals in similar matters, whereby it has Jeen clearly

decided by the Council that once the ap;::>licationsare invited, the Regionc:lCommittee

has no right to reject it on the grounds of ban subsequently. The Council has

remanded back ail such applications to NRC. The Council directed NRC to process

those applicatiors and NRC also processed those applications and granted

recognition to such institutions. The controvers'{ was settled by the Appellate

Authority, in the simi ar matter while disposing of the appeal uls 18 0" NCTE Act,

1993, the Appellate Authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-488/E-9740/<:017 appeall

17th Meeting-2017 de. 27/11/2017 titted "J.B.M. College of Education" directed the

NRC to process funher the application of the institution. The appellant applied in

2012, there was no ban by the State Government. Funher the Appeal Ccmmittee has

already held in this case that the blanket! general ban imposed cy the State

Government can be taken into account by NCTE 011y before issuing any notification



inviting ar:;:plicationsfor teacher education course in a part cular State for the

prospective academic year(s), and once applications are irvited, the Regional

Committee has no right to rejec, it on groulds of ban imposed subsequently by the

State Government. Some cases .:::> mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,

Ganesh college, etc. which has been renanded 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 such applications and

were procEssed by NRC and ou. institution needs to get similar treatment. A copy of

appeal ord:rs is annexed. In manr other cases also pertaining to State of Haryana

with similar issue are remanded tack to NRC by Hon'ble High Court of Delhi. All such

files which were returned due to State ban are being proc:ssed in view of direction of

appellate ron'ble court and some are giver recognition al:;o. Similar treatment should

be meted Jut to the appellant else and should be remanded back to NRC. The

petitioner has invested huge amount of capital and rna'power 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 cour:e ..Nhichclearly unwarranted and unlawful. Under

Regulations,2014 the "Council" has "powers to relax" any condi'ion/regulation which

causes uncue hardship. This is a fit case fer -elaxation and giving benefit to appellant

who substantially satisfies norms and stc.ndards under Re:Julations, 2014. The

decision has been taken by NRC-NCTE without application of mind and without

providing any opportunity of reaing to the institution. The action on part of

respondent NRC-NCTE is illegal 3no irrational and same "iolates Article 14,19 & 21 of

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

AND WHEREAS the submi5Sicn of the 3ppeal has been delayed by nine years

and five months beyond the prescrioed period of sixty days. Tee Committee noted

that accorcing to the provisions of Rule lC of the NCTE RJles, 1997, any person

aggrieved by an order made undar Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17, may prefer

an appeal to the Council within si".,. days )/ issue of such orders. According to the

Proviso to Rule 10, an appeal may be admited after the expiry of the said period of



sixty days, if the appellant satisfies the Council that he had suficient cause for not

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

AND WHEREAS the Gommittee noted that the Letter cf the NRC dt. 02/03/2009

is not an order as SJch under anyone of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993

mentioned above. Notw~hstanding this position, the appellant inordina,ely 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 anc 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 appeal is not admitted

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

documents available on records and considering the oral ar'Juments advanced during
the hearing, the Committee concluded not to condore the delay. Hence, the appeal

is not admitted.

I:Sanjay Awast I)
Menber Secretary

1. The Manager, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner - 334402,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resour.:e Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Piot No. G-7, Seeter - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher EdJcationl Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-665/E-90728/2018 Appe. 120. M'g.-2018/17"', 19'" & 20'" November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadursrah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date:'V1} ''l-I , I:
ORDER

WHE~EAS the appeal of Savitri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar,

Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 28109/2013 is against the Letter No. 7-

15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of App ica1ion/S,t~J,691/Ra.l2009 dated 02/0312009 of the

Northern Regional Committee, retuning tt-eir application for grant of recognition for

conducting D.EI.Ed. course on the grounds that "The NCTE Hqrs, Has independently

decided to -eiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for

B,Ed, 1 STC 1 Shiksha Shastri course to an,' institution in t1e State of Rajasthan for the

academic session 2009-10 and to return alilhe applicati01s along with processing fee

and documents to the institution concerned."

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S,B. Civil Wri, No, 21973/2018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasth3n, Bench a, Jaipur, The Hon'ble High

Court, in th"ir order dt. 26/09/2C18, dispose:! of the pet tion, reserving liberty to the

petitioner to avail the remedy of appeal. Tt-e Hon'ble High Court also observed that in

case an ap~eal is instituted by the pe:itioner the Appellate Autnority would deal with the

same as expeditiously as possible. in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh, Kuldeep '(adav, Represertative, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan

Sansthan, Jdairamsar, Bikaner, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant

institution on 17/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was

submitted trat "the decision of returning the a:Jplicatio1s is bad, arbitrary, perverse and

illegal and thus same cannot be 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 inslituti:ms desirous of running



teacher training courses a,d this public notice had no ban witt- respect to State of

Rajasthan. In furtherance of this publi: notice, the appellant institution made an

application dated 11/06/2008 in prescrited form an: alon£ with processing fee and

other requisite docume1ts, 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 :If 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 aPelication, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21973/2018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The -1on'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 discriminatorv mann~r and have

processed the other si'11ilarfiles, which 'Nere returned by t\RC in 2009 3. 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 sinilar matters,

whereby it has been clea-Iy decided by the Council that once the applications are

invited, the Regional Committee has no right to reject i, on the groJnds of ban

subsequently. The Council has remanded back all such applications to NRC. The

Council directed NRC to process those applications and t\RC also processed those

applications and granted recognition to such institutions. The controvers-r was settled

by the Appellate Authority, in the similar matter while disposing of the apr,eal uls 18 of

NCTE Act, 1993, the Appellate Authority of NCTE vi:e order No. 89-488'E-9740/2017

appeall 17th Meeting-2017 dt. 27/1112017 titled "J.B.M. College cf Educalion" directed

the NRC to process fLrther the application of the institutior. The appellant applied in

2012, there was no ban by the State Gcvernment. Further the Appeal Committee has

already held in this case that the blankeU general ban imposed by the State

Government can be taken into account by NCTE only before issuing ary notification

inviting applicatiors for teacher education course in a partIcular State for the



prospecti'Je academic year(s) and once applications are invited, the Regional

Committee has no right to reject it on grounds of ban inposed subsequently by the

State Government. Some cases 10 mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,

Ganesh college, etc. which has b.en remarded 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 sLch applications and were

processed by NRC and our institution needs to get similar treatment. A copy of appeal

orders annexed. In many other o:asesalso r;ertaining to StatB 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 Jeing processed in ",iew of direction of appellate

Hon'ble C:Jurtand some are given recogniti01 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 manp>lJer for devebpment of infrastructure and

facilities at its institutionand it has been con:i1uously litigatingfor securing its rights and

for runnin.~teacher education course but respondent is ille;:)allyblocking it from running

the course which clearly is unwarranted an:! unlawful. Under Regulations, 2014 the

"Council"has "powers to relax" any conditioc/regulation which causes undue hardship.

This is a fit case for relaxation and gi\'ing berefit to appellant who substantially satisfies

not-ins and standards under ReguI3:ions, 2)14. The jecision has been taken by

NRC-NCTE without application of mind and ••••.ithout 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 ,)f 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 prescribe:! pericd of sixty days. The Committee noted that

according to the provisions of Rule -3 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 Nithin sixty days of issue of suc, orders. According to the Proviso to Rule

10, an appeal may be admitted aft.r expiry of the said pe-iod of sixty days, if the



appellant satisfies toe 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. dl. 02/03/2009

is not an order as such Jnder anyone 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 £iven by the appellant is 'jue to Court

case'. It is not clarified which 'Court case' prevented toe appellant from filiog an appeal

for nine years and five mon:hs. The COlTmittee 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 dela.", Hence the

appeal is not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memcrandum of aopeal, affidavit, documents

available on records and considering the oral argume1ts advanced during the hearing,

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

Sa 1jay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Savitri Devi Prakshikshan Sansthan, Udairamsar, Bikaner - 334402,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Mi1istr; of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, P at No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Educatior (looking after Teacher Education; Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No 89-668/E-90647/2018 A'Pe:V20~ M'g.-2018/17~, 1"", & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1 Bahadursrah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date 2-~/1'11y
ORDER

WHEf'EAS the appeal of S:raswa,i College of Education, Sardarshahar,

Rajasthan dated 27/09/2018 is 3ganSt the Letter No. 7-15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of

Applicaticni3.No,1174/Rajasthan/2009171927 dated 20;03/2009 of the Northern

Regional Committee, returning their 3pplication for grant of recognition for conducting
REd. cou'se on the grounds thaI "The N:TE Hqtrs. Has independently decided to

reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for REd. 1 STC 1

Shiksha Sh3stri course to any inst 1ution in :he State of Rajasthan for the academic

session 2009-10 and to return all the app~ications along with processing fee and

documents to the institution concern-ad."

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S B. Civil Writs No. 21331/2018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature f", Rajastran, Bench at Jaipur The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 18/09/20' S, jisposed of the ~etilioner, reserving liberty to the

petitioner to avail the remedy of a~peaL The Hon'ble Higr Court also observed that in

case an appeal is instituted by the p3titioner, the Appellate Authority would deal with

the same a~ expeditiously as posslb e, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Shyamlal, Presid3f1t and Sh, Manoj Kumar, Representative,

Saraswatl College of Education, Sardarshahar, Rajasthar pres8:lted the case of the

appellant imtitution on 17/11/2018, n the apoeal and during personal presentation it

was submitted that the decision 07 returning tte applications is baj, arbitrary, perverse

and illegal and thus same can no: te sustailed in tre eyes of law. The decision of

return/rejection is liable to be quashej and 3Et aside. Rejection of file on the ground

of ban of Slate Government is unjust and ille9al unless decided on merit. The NCTE

issued a Public Notice inviting app tcation 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 appel ant ;,stitution made an

application dated 22/1 C/2008 in prescribed form and along with orocessilg fee and

other requisite documents, as required in accordance with Regulations, 2007 as at the

time of making of a"plication they were in force. The 3pplication of the appellant was

returned because of S:ate Ban and the recommendations ':J1the State government

cannot be the only compelling ground to reject the file. The appellant, asgrieved by the

letter of returning their application, filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21321/2018 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 unde' Secticn 18 of the Act of 1993.

The respondent NRC-NCTE, has acted in hi9hly discrimiratory manne' and have

processed the other similar files, which VJere 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 n most arbitrary manner ty not p.oviding 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 toe grounds of ban

subsequently. The Council has remanded back all such applications to r,RC. The

Council directed NRC :0 p'ocess those applications and NRC also processed those

applications and granted re:ognition to such institutions. Th-e controversy was settled

by the Appellate ALthority, in the similar matter while eisposing of the appeal uls 18 of

NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-488/E-9740/2017

appeal/17th Meeting-2D17 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. Fu1her the Ap~eal Committee has

already held in this case that the blankeU general ban imposed b\' the State

Government can be taken into account by NCTE only before issuing any notification

inviting applications for teacher education course in a particular St3te for the



prospective academic year(s), orce applications are invited, the Regional Committee

has no right to reject it on grouncs of ban imposed 3ubsequently by the State

Governmen:. Some cases to mention are Choudhary teacher training institution,

Ganesh college, etc. which has been remanded back to NRC. The application of these

institution was made in 2008 1>2012 ard were retu"ned because of negative

recommend3tions of Stale. The Coun:iI remanded back all such applications and were

processed cy NRC and our institLtionneeds to get similar treatment. A copy of appeal

orders annexed. In many other cases also oertaining to State of Haryana with similar

issue are re'Tlanded back to NRC b, 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 sho'Jld be rerTl2ndedback to NRC. The petitioner has

invested huge amount of capital and manpc,wer for develcpment of infrastructure and

facilities at its institution and it ha3 been con:inuously litigating for securing its rights

and for running teacher educatior course but respondent is illegally blocking it from

running the course which is clearly unwarr2nted and unlawful. Under Regulations,

2014 the 'Council" has "oowers to relax" any condition/regulation which causes undue

hardship. This is a fit case for relaxatien and giving benefit to appellant who

substantially satisfies Norms and Standards under Regul3tions, 2014. The decision

has been taken by NRC-NCTE without app k,ation of mind and without providing any

opportunity of hearing to the institutior. The a,::tionon part of respondent NRC-NCTE is

illegal and irrational and same vio'a:es 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 3ppeal has been delayed by nine years

and five months beyond the prescr bed period of sixty days. T~e Committee noted that

according to the provisions of Rule 10 of the r~CTERules, 1997, any person aggrieved

by an order llade under Section 14, Section 15 or Section 17, llay prefer an appeal to

the Council within sixty days of issue of such orders. Acccrding to the Proviso to Rule

10, an apoe.1 may be admitted ate" the exJiry of the saie period of sixty days, if the



appellant satisfies the Council that he had sufficient caJse for not preferring the appeal

within the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the letter of :he N R.C. dt. 20/03/2009

IS not an order as such under anyone of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993,

mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position, thE appelant 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 con:luded that the reaS01 given by the

appellant is not a sufficient cause for not preferring cn appeal for such a long period.

In these circumstances, the Committee decided not tc condone the delay. Hence the

appeal is not admitled,

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

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments adva1ced during
the hearing, the Commitlee concluded nol to condone the delay. Hence the appeal is

not admitted.

1. The Secretary, Saraswati College of Education, 170/73 or 219(170, Sardarshahar -
331403, Rajasthan,
2. The Secretary, Mi1istrj of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G.7, Sector - 10, Dwarka.
New Delhi .110075.
4. The Secretary, Educ3tior (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.69-661/E-91546/2016 ApoeaV20'"Mt9.•2016/17'", 19'" & 20'" November, 2016

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadursrah Zafar Marg, 'Jew Delhi - 110 002

ORDER
Date.;l'J II~I1&

WHEREAS the appeal of Darshan B,Ed, College, Ralayati, Jhalrapatan,

Rajasthan dated 30/09/2')1:, is against the Order No.

NRC/NCTE,Recognition/Common<1J,EI.Ed.l2016/156644-62 dated 26/08/2016 of the

Northern Regional Committee, gra1ti-g recognition for conducting D,EI.Ed, course with

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

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S,B, Civil Writs No, 19320/2018 before the

Hon'ble Hig1 Court of Judicature fer Rajas:~an, Bench a: Jaipur. The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 29/08/2018, disposed of the petition with liberty reserved to the

petitioner t::> avail of the remedy of appeal, in accordance w th law.

AND WHEREAS Sh, Rekha LalNani, P'esident, Dar.han B.Ed. College, Ralayati,

Jhalrapata1, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellan: institution on 17/11/2018. In

the appeal and during personal p-asentation it was sLbmitted that "Because the action

of the respondents are contrary to 3rti,le 14 31d 21 of :he constitution of India, and shall

hampered the sustainability of instiluti,on, The appellant apolied for two units of D.EI.Ed.

course the NRC-NCTE without en)' .uslified reason has approved some institutions 2

units ignoring the aspect that the:1 h:::ve less built up area in comparison to petitioner,

whereas in :he 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 r:1eeting without assigning any reason or

pointing OLt any deficiency has granted approval only for 00 seats for D,EI.Ed. Course.

Since the petitioner is having all infrastructu.e and facility and no reason was assigned

for not appr:wing two units, cons~qu~ntlyth~ petitioner sJbmitted a representation in

compliance of Letter of Intent alongw 1h docunents and requesting to grant approval for



two units but the same was not considerod. Further, the respondent did not grant any

opportunity of hearing to the petitioner before passing order for g-anting approval with

lesser number of seats and while passing the order, recommendation made by the

visiting team has not been considered. He-nce, 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 Regulaton 2014 says, that if

requirements are fulfilled then no lesser seats be approved. The apr;ellant requested

direction for grant ::>frecognition for two units (100 seats) by revisin£ the recognition

order dt. 26/08/2016.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted from the file of the N.R.C. that the

appellant, in the affidavit enclosed to the r online ap~lication dt. 25/0612015, requested

recognition for two units of D.EI.Ed. 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.EI.Ed. course. T1e 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

NRC, with their letter dt. 31/05/2016 forwarded various documents, which included a

copy of the approved faculty list consisting of a principal and 15 lecturers. The NRC.

after considering the documents submitted, in tleir 253'" Meeting (Part - I) held from

30th May to 3" June, 2016 decided to ~rant recognition for one unit (50 students) of

D.EI.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 a::>pellant 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 ap::>ellant for granting recognition for one unit of

D.EI.Ed. only.



AND WHEREAS after perus31 cf the memorandum 01 appeal, affidavit, documents

available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during the hearing,

the Committee concluded that the m3tter deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a

direction to issue a self speaking crder/communication ;0 the appellant for granting

recognition for one unit of D.EI.Ec. only.

NOW THEREFORE, the Cooncil hereby remands back the case of Darshan B.Ed.
College, Ralayati, Jhalrapatan, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for neces ry action as
indicated above.

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The President, Darshan B.Ed. College, Ralayati, SH-19, Jhalrapatan - 326023,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human R~source Development, C'epartment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New De hi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Re;)ional Con-mittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (look ng after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-685/E-91824/2018 Appeal;20~ Mg.-2018/17". 19~ & 20" November. 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
H3ns Shawan, Wing II, 1, Ba~adurshat Zafar Marg, r~ewDelhi. 110002

ORD:R
cate:'2l-j)I'Y Ig

WHEREAS the appeal of Sevanand Wahavidhyalaya, Newai, Rajasthan dated

07/09/2018 IS 3g;;inst the Order No.

NCTE/NRCINRCAPP201616194/8.AB.EdJB SC.B.Ed. - 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-

18/2; dated 18/04/2017 of the Nortcern Regional Commitlee, refusing recognition for

conducting BA B.EdJB.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that "The applicant institution

has not submitted the reply of the S:N issued by the NR: 01 24.02.2017 within the

stipulated time. Hence, the Comnittee decided that the application is rejected and

recognition/permission is refused L>'s- 4/15 (3):b) of the NCTE Act. 1993. FORs, if any,

be returned '0 the institution."

AND WHEREAS the appellant fied a S.B. Civil Writs No, 23844/2018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature lor Rajasth3n, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 24/10/2018, ,jisposej of the petit on, reserving liberty to the

petitioner to avail remedy of appe.1 The Hon'ble High Cou 1 also observed that in

case an ap~eal is instituted by the petitioner the Appellat. Authority would deal with

the same as expeditiously as possibl3 in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Roop Singh Gurj3r, Secretary, Sevanand Mahavidhyalaya,

Newai, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on 17/11/2018. In the

appeal and during personal presentation it V/3S submittee that "the Secretary of the

Society was hospitalised from 20':)212017 t~ 20/04/2017 3nd remained on complete

bed rest (cooy of Medical Certific"te enclos"o) and due to this reasons they had not

seen the email and sent a reply to :he sholl cause notio:e. In many other cases

NRC. issued a second show caLse for sencing a re~ly, but in their case, the NRC.

rejected the r application for non.submission of a reply to the Show Cause Notice.



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 posibon, t~e Committee 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 acti01 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 subrritted 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 reference 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.

,j ( anjay Awasthi)
V1enber Secretary

1. The Secretary, Sevanand Mahavidhyalaya, Newai - 304021, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri 8hawan, 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.89-689/E-91806/2018 Aoceal.'20. MOO-2018/17", 19' & 20. November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

H.ns Shawan, Win9 II, " 3aradurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date 6)~I, 'I III
ORC'ER

WHEREAS the appeal of Sambal College of Education, Nawalgarh Road,

Shivsinghpura, Rajasthan dated J5/10/201E- is against lhe Order No, Old App/RJ-

2235/136/2C17/169110 dated 1"-/03/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee,

returning th::l application seekin;J recognition for conducting M.Ed. course on the

grounds tha, "In cases where the institutions have submitted t1e applications by offline

mode alon~with Court orders and where no processing has been initiated by NRC, all

such applications be returned to the instituti3ns along with all documents as they have

not submitlej the applications as per Clause 5, of NCTE Regulations, 2014,"

AND WHEREAS Appeal COl1mittee r,oeed that appellant institution had filed a

S.B. Civil Writ No. 20982/2018 in the Hon'l::le High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan

Bench at Ja pur and Hon'ble Cour. vde orde- dated 24/09.'2018 has granted liberty to

the petitioner to avail statutory remedy of appeal. Hon'ble High Court has directed the

Appellate ALthority to dispose of the appeal e.<peditiously.

AND WHEREAS Sh, Anish Arya, Se,o-etary and Dr. Madhu, Principal, Sarnbal

College of Education, Nawalgarh Road, Shivsinghpura, Rajasthan presented the case

of the appellant institution on 19111/2018 In the appeal and during personal

presentaticn it was submitted tha1 "NRC erred in deciding the matter and did not make

any effort to even look on the apolication in consonance .]f f\CTE's Regulation under

which the application was submitted offline. Further, it is a'so reiterated here that there

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



Hon'ble Court narrated above the application was submitted affine. If the institution

were provided opportunity to move an application before the NRC as per :he directions

of Hon'ble Court given in another identical matters, it would have been dale but due to

the virtual impossibility, online submission was totally impossible. On the grounds

discussed and narrated above, the ground of rejection 0': our app ica:ion is solely

baseless. Further, in the similar matter while disposing of the appeal uls 18 of NCTE

Act, 1993, the appellat" authority of NCTE vide order No. 89-534/E8922/2017 Appeal/

15th Meetin9-2017 dt. 16.'0.2017 titled "St. Meera TT. Co lege" dire:ted the NRC to

process further the a"plication on the ground that "... the Committee n,)ted that the

appellant could not have submitted the application online within tre time f-ame allowed

by the Hon'ble High Court on 10.12.2015 i.e. one mcnth, 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, wa, introduced

for the first time, in the NCTE Regulations, 2014, whOEe requirements are to be fulfilled

when the applications are invited pursuant to these Regulations and which can be filed

only during the period when the NCTE portal is open and not 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 retuning t18 application.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee while ccnsidering the ca,e of appellant

noted that impugned letter dated 14/03/2017 relate, to aoplication. for B.Ed. and

D.EI.Ed. courses and thene is no evidence suomitted by appellant in support of its

claim that its application for M.Ed. programme W3S 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 also does nowhere mention that it pertains to M.Ed. application

returned by N.R.C. by the impugned order dated 14103/2017. The app311antduring

appeal hearing on 19/11/2018 also did not submit an, valid explanation on this point.



Appeal Committee therefore, decKled to disrr iss 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 D-evelopment, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Re£ior131 Comrrlttee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (look ng 3fter T~acher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.8;l.694/E.92272/2018 Ap:,eaV20'" Mlc.-2018/1P, 19'" & 20'" November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, ;'\lewDelhi - 110002

Date:o:?~ 1 )1.11&
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Nath 3STC School, Bari Sadri, Rajasthan dated

08/10/2018 IS against the Order No.

NRC/NCTEIRecognition/Commonl[). EI.Ed.l:OO16/156644-62 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. Pank"i C,oudhary, Chair,.,an, Shree Nath BSTC School,

Bari Sadri, Rajasthan presented tre oase of the appel ant nstilution on 19/11/2018. In

the appeal "nd during personal presentation it was submitt"d t,at "NRC-NCTE without

any justified reason has approvej some institutions 2 units ignoring the aspect that

they have less built up area in comparison to peti:ioner, 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 assignin;) any reason cr pointed out any deficiency

has granted approval only for 50 seals for D EI.Ed. Course. The petitioner is having

all infrastructure and facility and n:>reason "/,:asassigned for not approving two units,

consequently'the petitioner submitlec a representation in compliance of Letter of Intent

alongwith documents and requesti'lg to grant approva for two units but the same was

not considered. Further, the respondent did ,ot grant any opportunity of hearing to the

petitioner before passing order fer granting approval with lesser number of seats and

while passing the order, recomrrendation made by :he visiting team has not been

considered. The petitioner has imiested a huge investment in infrastructure, building

and in others amenities, besides it, he ap~(tintedstaff and per 2 units requirement.

The Regulation 2014 says, if all requirement ful~ilment then no lesser seats be

approved. By way of preferring t~ s Appeal Lnder Section 18 of NCTE Act. 1993, it is



hereby prayed to the Appellate Authority of NCTE that the impugned order dt. 26.08

.2016 granted recognit on only one unit (50 seats) b;, quashed and set-aside being

unfounded, unsustainable, unreasonable and discril1inatory 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.Ed."

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution filed a S.B.

Civil Writs No. 19316/2018 in the Hon'ble High Ceurt of Judicature for Rajasthan,

Bench at Jaipur and Hon'ble Court vide order dated 23/08/2018 directed t,e appellant

to avail remedy of appeal.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee notee that with its online application dated

27/05/2015 appellant submitted an affidavit affirmin; that rt is applying for seeking

recognition for two units (100 seats). The Visiting Team conducted inspection of the

appellant institution on 29/04/2016 and recommendej grant of recognition for 2 units.

Appeal Committee noted that N.R.C. in its 252"' ~'eeting held from 19/04/2016 to

02/05/2016 decided to issue Letter of Intent (L.O.I.). Committee noted that neither a

formal L.a.1. was ssued under Clause 7 (13) nor intake recommended was

mentioned in the minut;,s of the Meeting of N.R.C. The appellant institution submitted

compliance on 29/06/2016. The intake sought for Nas 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.a.1. under Clause 7 (13)

is not found issued. Appeal Committee, therefo'e, could not find any reason as to why

recognition fOf only one unit was granted whereas a:::pellant all along was requesting

for grant of two units. Appeal Committee further noted t18t impugned recognition

order dated 26/08/2016 granting recognition for one Lnit of D.EI.Ed. 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 advan-oed during the hear ng, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to N.R C. for revisitin'J the matter for augmenting

the intake from the ensuing academic session provided there is no valid reason to

restrict the i1take to one unit (50 seats).

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Shree Nath
BSTC School, Bari Sadri, Rajasthan to the N~C, NCTE, for necessary ac - n as indicated
above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Appellant, Shree Nath BSTC School, 538/2, 346, Bari Sadri - 312403, Rajasthan.
2. The Se:retary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy S,astri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Corrmittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking afte~ Te:teher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.E9-695/E-92343/2018Aooeal/20. Mig -2018/17'", 19. & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Ba:ladurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date:0< 411 '-I loS.
ORDER

WHE~EAS the appeal of Shri Krishna l..1ahilaMahavidyalaya, Manpura Machedi,

Via - Morija, Amer, Rajasth3n dated 11/10/2018 is against the Order No.

NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201616229;B.A.REd IB,Sc,B,Ed, - 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-

18/2; dated 25/04/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for

conducting BA B,Ed.lB,Sc, REd, 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 (p3rt-4) vide item No. 50 was considered and the following observations were

made: The institution has not submitted the certified registered land documents

issued by the Registering Authoriey or civil authority concerned. The institution has not

submitted the Land Use Certificate issued b'l the Competent Authority to use the land

for educational purpose, Hence, the Conrnittee deciced that the application is

rejected and recognitionlpermission is refLsed uls 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act,

1993, FDRs, if any, be returned to the instiUlion."

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ram Singh, Cha~"llan, Shri Krishna Mahila Mahavidyalaya,

Manpura Machedi, Via - Morija, Amer, Raja>lhan presented the case of the appellant

institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was

submitted that "This institution applied arline for grant of recognition for BA

B.Ed.lB.Sc B.Ed. course on 03/(6:2016 and hard copy cf application was submitted

to NRC, ro.CTE on 10106/2016, NRC, NCTE issued a ShON 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 -e~uired docu"llerts to NRC, NCTE on

03,04.2017 vide diary number 165672, NRC, NCTE has rejected the application of

institution vide letter no, NCTENRC/NRCAPP20161622S BA B.Ed.lB,Sc, REd.- 4



Years Integratedl RJ.' 2017-201812 date 25.04.2017 although this institution had

submitted reply of Show Cause Notice on 03.04.2017. Being agg"ieved 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 directed to petitioner to file an appeal uls 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 land documents

has been submitted to NRC, NCTE along wilh application form. Cop, of certified

registered land documents and resolution of society for demarcation of the land for

running of this college are enclosed. That revenue (Group-6) Depll. Gov!. of

Rajasthan had issued a Notification on 03.10.2016 regarding amendment of

Rajasthan Land Revenue (Conversion of agricultural land for non-agricultural

purposes in rural areas) Rules, 2007. In point No. 0<'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 Sq. rreter (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.J9.2018 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 maller deserved to be remanded to the N.R.C. with a direction to

consider these documents to be submilled to :hem by the appellant and take further

action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. In the Appeal maller of Ra.asthan T. T.

College, Ganpati Nagar, Mandawa Road, JhunjhunL, Rajasthan Appellate Authority,

NCTE had decided by its order dated 12.09.2J18 that Appeal Commillee concluded

to set aside the im~ugned refusal order dated 27.04.2017. NRC. is required to

consider the reply dated 30.05.2017 submitted by the appellant for taf:ing decision

fresh. NRC, NCTE 1as rejected the application of this ins:itution withoul considering

the reply of SCN submilled by this institution p-ior to rejection of the application. Thus

NRC, NCTE has rejected the application of this institute for grant of recognition of



B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on ille;J3l, unlawful, arbitrary, unjustified and

unconstitu:ional basis. Therefore, it is prayed that the rejection order issued by NRC,

NCTE be 5et aside."

ANDWHEREAS Appeal Ccmnittee ncted that Hon'ole High Court of Rajasthan

Bench at Jaipur vide its order dated 03/10/2018 issued in S.B. Civil Writs No.

22501/2019 has granted libert, to petitioner to avail remedy of appeal which is

required to be decided expeditiousl.,. by the Appellate Authority.

AND WHEREAS Appeal C<Jmllittee roted that a ShON Cause Notice (SCN)

dated 13/04/2017 was issued to appellant institution requiring it to submit following

documents:-

(i) Certified registered 13nj documents issued by' Registering authority.

(ii) Land Use Certificate.

(iii) Non-Encumbrance Certificate.

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

proposed built up arEa and measurements of mu tipurpose hall and other

infrastructural facilities such as classrooms.

AND WHEREAS Appeal C<Jm'Tlitteenoted that appellant noting the decision

taken by N.R.C. to issue S.C.N. ha.j submited a reply dated 03/04/2017 enclosing

therewith:-

(a) Building Plan approved by P.V\i.D.. On III, Jaipur.

(b) Non Encumbrance Certificate da:ed 10/03/2017.

(C) Copy of Registered 13ncdocuments.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted :hat documents submitted by

appellant were found deficient as ap~€lIant cid not submit original oertified copy of land

document and the C.L.U. and as a consequenoe N.R.C. in its L68'" Meeting decided to

refuse recognition. Refusal order ...••..a5 issued online on 25/04/2017.



AND WHEREAS perusal of the online refusal order dated 25/04/2017 reveals

that it did not mention the statutory remedy available to appellant to prefer appeal and

appellant had finally p'eferred 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 submiting 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 durirg the course of

appeal hearing on 19/11/2018 was asked to sJbmit original certified copy of land

documents which he o.Juld nol. Appeal Commitee, therefore, decided to confirm the

impugned refusal order dated 25/04/2017.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the MemJ'anda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on (ecord 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.

~y
(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The President, Shri Krishna Mahila Mahavidyala~a, Manpura Machedi, NH-S, Via -
Morija, Arner - 303805, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, De::>artmentof Sdwol Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committe~, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Ejucation) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-696/E-92342/2018A"pe3l/20~ M'g.-2018/17'h,19'" & 20'" November,2018
NATIONALCCUNCIL FORTEACHERECUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1 Ba1adurst"ah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date: 'JA1II'Y 115
ORDER

WHEREASthe appeal of K.G.R. ~ahavidhyalaya, Bhanpur Kalan, Basana

Road, Jamwa Ramgarh, Rajas:han datec 09/10/2018 is against the Order No.

NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP20161614BIBAB,EdJ3,Sc,B,Ed, - 4 Year Integrated/RJ/2017-

18/2; dated 27/04/2017 of the Nortrern Regional Comrni"ee, refusing recognition for

conducting BA B,Ed.lB,Sc, B,Ed. course on the grou1ds that "Reply of SCN is

issued by rmc to the institution has not bEen received w thin stipulated time, Hence,

the Committee decided that the ar:plication is rejected and recognition/permission is

refused uls 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993, FORs if any, be returned to the

institution."

AND WHEREAS Sh. Roop Chand G<.rjar, Secretary, K,G,R. Mahavidhyalaya,

Bhanpur Kalan, Basana Road, Jamvla Rarrgarh, Rajasthan presented the case of the

appellant institution on 19/11/20'8. In the aopeal and during personal presentation it

was submitted that "This institutio, t"as applied on line for grant of recognition for B.A.

B.Ed.lB.Sc B.Ed. course on 31/C5/2016 NRC, NCTE issu"d " Show Cause Notice on

27.01.2017 in which certain deficien:::ies were mentioned and 21 days' time had been

given for making reply of Show CaJse Net ceo The Secretary, Roop Singh Gurjar

was hospitalized from 23.01,2017 to 30.04.2oJ17and he had to be kept on complete

bed rest during this period. Copy of ~edical Certificate is annexed. Due to

Hospitaliza:ion of Roap Singh Gurjar, Secret3ry, this institution has not seen the email

and did not make reply of Show Cause Notice to NRC, NGTE. In many other cases,

NRC, NCTE had issued second Shew Cause Notice and ~iven another 21 days' time

for making reply of Show CaUSENotice. Eut in caSE of this institution, NRC, NCTE

has rejected the application of this ;,stitution due to non-submission of reply of SCN

vide letter no. NCTE/NRCI NRCA"P201616148/B,A. B.Ed IB.Sc. B.Ed.' 4 Years



Integratedl R.JI 2017-201812 date 27.04.2017. Bei1g aggrieved from t1e order of

NRC, NCTE, this institution has filed a S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 22534/2018 in

Hon'bie High Court 0' Rajasthan, Jaipur. Hon'ble High Cour. has passed an order on

03.10.2018 and directed to petitioner to file an appeal uls 18 of NCTE Act. 1993 and

Appellate Authority is directed to dispose the a~peal filed by the petitioner as

expeditiously as possible. Copy of registered land do:uments were submitted to NRC,

NCTE along with application form. Copy of approved bJilding map on which ail

required information as per NCTE Reguiaticns 2014 has been mertioned was

submitted to NRC, NCTE along with hard copy of application. Go;!. of Rajasthan had

issued a Notification on 06.10.2016 regarding amendment of Raja,than 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 chat no Change

of Land Use is required for Educational Purpose if the institution is running in the land

up to 4000.00 Sq. meter (1 Acre). Copy of notification dated 06.10.2016 is annexed.

Non-Encumbrance C'8rtificate issued by Tehsildar, Jarrwaramgarh, Jaipur was

submitted to NRC, N~TE along with hard copy of application. Co~y cf new Non-

Encumbrance Certificate issued by Tehsildar, Jamwaramgarh, Jaipur is annexed.

This society is running B.A. and B.Se. courses in tre campus. So, it is a Composite

Institution. Copy of recognition and affiliation letter is annexed. That in the Appeal

matter of Sayala College, Sayala, Rajasthan, Appellate Authority NCTE 1ad decided

by its order dated 24.09.2018 that the Committ"e 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. Co"y of Appeal

Order dated 24.09.2018 is annexed. In the Appeal matter of Shree AS1apura Coliege,

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.G. 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 application of this institute for grant of recognition of B.A.

B.Ed.lB.Sc. B.Ed. course."



AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution has filed a

S.B. Civil Writs No. 22534/2018 in the Hon'ble High Court of Jud cature for Rajasthan

Bench at Jaipur and the Hon'ble High Court by i:s order dated 03/10/2018 has

granted liberty to the petitioner :0 avail remedy of appeal which is required to be

disposed of expeditiously, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee ...,ted that impugned refusal order dated

27/04/2017 is on the ground thai appellant did not submit reply to the Show Cause

Notice issued online on 27/01/2017 Appe lant in its appeal memoranda has stated

that Secret3ry of the society Sh. Roop Singh Gurjar was hospitalised from 27/01/2017'

to 30/04/2(17 and could not notce the S.C.N. dated 27/01/2017. From the copy of

Medical Certificate dated 01/05:2C17 submitted by apoellant it is observed that

certificate is from a private hospi-.al and ailment menti.::medin the certified is back pain
requiring absence from duty for £7 days.

AND WHEREAS CommittEe further noted that i"...,ugned 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 order 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 rectify the defic encies pointed out in the Show Cause

Notice. Appeal Committee noted that appellant's quoting the reference of 'Sayala

College', being similar does not hold good 3S appellant i1 that case had contended

having sen: replies to Show Cause Notice i5sued 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 p-ecedent 0' 'Shree Ashapura College' the President

of that college was also hospitalised from 15101/2017 to 28/04/2017 and was advised

complete bed rest resulting in inaoilily to notice the S.C.N. It appears that reasons

for not responding to NCTE's oommunica:i:::ns are being copied from one case to

other and Medical Certificates 3eing submitted has also no sanctity as back pain

cannot render a person unable to notice even an emai and submit reply or seek



extension to time to 5~nd 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 t1e hearing, Appeal Committee

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

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

}
(Sanjay Awasthi)
Menber Secretary

1. The Secretary, K.G.R. Mahavidhyalaya, Bhanpur Kalan, Basana Road, Janwa Ramgarh
- 302028, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, NJrthern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Owarka.
NewDelhi-110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teaehe- Education:, Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-699/E-92421/2018 A,peal/20" M'g.-2018/17-. 1"" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EC'UCATION

I-ans Shawan, Wing 11,1. Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, Ne..••.•.Delhi - 110 002

Dale .;l. '1)1'-11 ~
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Maharaja Vinayak Co lege, Paldi Meena,

Sanganear, Jaipur, Rajasthar dated 12/10/2018 is against the Order No.

NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-11365/270:h (Part-2) \1eeling/2017/177555 dated 30/06/2017

of the Ncrthern Regional Comm ttee, refusing recogniticn for conducting B.A.

B.Ed.lB.Sc. B.Ed. course on the ;)rounds that "The applicant inslitution has not

submitted the reply of the SCN within the stipulated time."

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ravi Sha,ker Moona, Secretary, Shree Maharaja Vinayak

College, Paldi Meena, Sanganear Jaipur Rajasthan presented the case of the

appellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the a:peal and during personal presentation il

was submi:ted that "This institutioo has ap,lied on line for grant of recognition for B.A.

B.Ed.lB.Sc. B.Ed. course on 29/05/2015. to.RC, NCTE issued a Show Cause Notice

on 30.11.2015 in which certain deficiencies were rnenticned acd 30 days time was

given for making reply of Show Cause Notice. This instilulior submitted reply of SCN

along with all required documerts lD NRC, NCTE on 29.03.2016 vide diary number

136757. NRC, NCTE had canst luted Visil ng Team for I,spection of this college for

grant of re:ognilion for BA B.E.:J.lB.Sc. o.Ed. course vide letter dated 27.04.2016.

Visiling Team had inspected the college an:! submitted Ihe Inspeclion Report to NRC-

NCTE. After considering the Inspection Report. NRC, NCTE issued a Show Cause

Notice dated 17.08.2016 menlioring certain deficiencies. The Secretary, Nalhu Lal

Meena was hospitalized from 1:.08.2016 t.) 20.09.2016 and he had to be kepi on

complete bed rest during this perioc. Copy of Medical Certificate is annexed. NRC,

NCTE rejected the application of this institu,ion vide letter no. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-

11365/2701h (Pan-2) Meeting/2017/177555 dated 30.06.2J17 Copy of rejection order

is annexed. Being aggrieved froTl 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 uls 18 of NCTE Act. 1993 and Appellate Authority is direoted to dispose

the appeal filed by the petitioner as expeditiously as pcssible, in accordanoe with law.

Copy of registered land documents has been submitted to NRC, NCTE along with

application Copy of certified registered land documents and resoluti01 0" 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 Reverue (Conversion of agricultJralland 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 requ red for Educational

Purpose if the institut on is running in the land up to 4000.00 Sq. meter (1 Acre).

Non-Encumbrance Ce1ificate issued by Tehsildar, Sanganer, Jaipur was submitted to

NRC, NCTE along with hard copy of application COpyof Non-Encumbranc~ Certificate

issued by Tehsildar, .Sanganer, Jaipur annex. This institution had submitted Building

Completion Certificat~ 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 a5ide the impJgned refusal order

dated 27.04.2017 anj remand back the case ~J.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 Au:horitl, NCTE had decided by its order

dated 24.09.2018 that the matter deserved to be remarded to the NRC with a

direction to consider these documents to be submitted to the NRC with a direction to

consider these documents to be submitted to t1em ty the appellant and take further

action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014. Ir the 4ppeal matter of Rajasthan T. T.

College, Ganpati Nagar, andawa Road, Jhunj1unu 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 con,ider the reply dated 30.05.2017

submitted by the appellant for taking decision fresh,"



AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee n.:ted that appella1t institution has filed a

S.B. Civil Writs No. 213D1/2018 n the Hon'tle High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan,

Bench at ,Iaipur and Hon'ble HiJh :;ourt b~ its order da:ed 18/09/2018 has granted

liberty to the petitioner to avail rEmedy of a:peal whch is required to be disposed of

expeditiously.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that impugned refusal order dated

30/06/201, is on the ground thet appellan: 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 failue to submit N.O.C. of affiliating body.

Appellant submitted reply dated 2~/03/2016 to this S.C.N. and the point relating to

non submi3Sion of N.O.C. was a lowed to rest. Subsequently after inspection of the

institution was conducted on 20/04/2016 " second S.C.N. dated 17/08/2016 was

issued seeking from appellant nslitution :a) certified copy of land document, (b)

Notarised copy of C.L.U., (c) NEC issued by Competent Government Authority (d)

Building Completion Certificate signed by C':mpetent Go\'ernment Authority. Reply to

S.C.N. dated 17/08/2016 was recuired to be submitted by appellant within 30 days.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee rated that appellent institution did neither

submit any reply to S.C.N. nor sought extension of time to suomit required documents

and impugned refusal order daled 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 morns. Appellant in its appeal memoranda has referred

to some decisions of Appella1e Authorit)' made in similar circumstances, Appeal

Committee, noted that the case of 'Sayala College' is not similar as appellant

institution in that case had argued that reply to S.C.N. was submitted. In the present

case appellant institution has jest copied the reasons given by other appellants that

Secretary of institution was h03pitalised from 10/08/2016 to 20/09/2016 and was



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 eresent case appellant has not submitted reply to S.C.N. dated

17/08/2016. Appeal: ommittee is of the view that forum of Appeal COl1mittee should

not be allowed to be used for submitting belated replies without proper. ustification.

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

ANDWHEREASafter 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.

Sarjay AwastY
lember Secretary

1. The Secretary, Shree Maharaja Vinayak College, Paldi Meena, Agra Road, Sanganear,
Jaipur - 302031, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Deveklpment, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi,
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi-110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-709/E-92660/2018A"peol/20'" Mlg-2018/17'", 19'"& 20'" November,2018
NATIONAL COUNCILFORTEACHEREDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing 11,1, Ba1adursre=h Zafar Marg, 'Jew Delhi -110 002

ORDER
Date61~ \ 1'Y 1 ~

WHE~EAS the appeal of 51arti Teachers Training Col ege, I.P,I.A. Anantpura,

Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan dated 10/10/2018 IS against the Order No.

NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10280/2571h (Part-3)1 Meeting/2016/158867 dated 26/09/2016

of the Northern Regional CommittBe, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed.

course on the grounds that "The ins:itution Vias given ShO'N 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 roti::::ewithin stipulated tine."

ANDWHEREAS Sh, Ashok M"lviga, Manager and Sh. Rajendra Singh, Lecturer,

Sharti Teachers Training College, I.P.I.A. Anantpura, Lajpura, Kota, Rajasthan

presented the case of the ap~ellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and

during personal presentation it was submittBd that "NCTE, New Delhi issued a public

notice on 27th Feb, 2015 throu~h which NCTE invited application for recognition of

teachers training programmes for the academic session 2016-17, except the state

and VTs, with listed programmes, as indicated in para 2 below. NCTE issued a

Public No:ice 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 DELED 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 27/05/2015. Copy of recognition order

for B.Ed. course is annexed. NRC, NCTE issued a show cause Notice vide letter no.

NRCNCTENRCAPP10280/2015!128748 cated 09/11/2015. This institution submitted

a detailed reply of show cause notice to IiRC, NCTE on 09/12/2015. Copy of reply

letter is annexed. NRC, NCTE had rejected the application of recognition for

D.EI.Ed. (additional 02 units) of this institution vi,je order No. NRC/NCTE/



NRCAPP10280/257th (part 3) Meeting /2016/1588E7 Date,j 26/09/2016 stating that

this institution has not submitted any reply of show cause notice with il 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, Jaipur has ordered to petitioner to file an ap~eal 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 accord anee with law.

Appellate Authority, NCTE had already passed an order on 27/11/2017 in which it is

clearly stated that "OnGe applications are invited, the regional conmittee has no right

to reject it on the ground of ban imposed subsecuent~' by the state government" Copy

of Appeal order dated 27/11/2017 is annexed and marked as Arnexure. Appellate

Authority, NCTE had already passed an order on 12109/2018 in tre Appeal of Adarsh

Teacher Training College, Deoli (Raj) in the sarne matter that the commitee decided

to remand back the case to NRC for considering the reply of the insti:ution 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. 'IRC, NCTE had rejected the

application of recognition for D.El.Ed. course (adcitional 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 caLse notce 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 unconstitutio1al basis,"

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that 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 therefore, 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 Hon'ble High



Court by order dated 04/10/2018 has grant~ liberty 10 the petitioner to avail remedy

of appeal which shall be decided expeditiously by Appellate Authority.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Ccmmittee noted that im~.ugned refusal order dated

26/11/2016 was on the ground thaI apoellant institution .jid not submit reply S.C.N.

dated 09/11/2015 within stipel3ted lime. Committee further noted from the

documents available on regulatory file thaI appellant had submitted a reply to S.C.N.

which was received and diarised i1 the office of NRC. or 09/12/2015 (Diary No.

126175). Appeal Committee without gcing into the merits of reply given by appellant,

decided that the Regional Commi:tee before issuing refusal order almost after 9

months of the reply of appellall 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 reconsiderati:>n.

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

on record and oral arguments adva1cec during the hearing, Appeal Committee

concluded to remand back the case to NRC. for reconsijeration.

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

(Sanjay Awaslhi)V
Member Secretary lJ

1. The Secretary, Bharti Teachers Training College, I.P.I.A.. Anantpura, Ladpura, Kola -
324005, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource DevelopMent, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Celhl.
3. Regional Director, Northern R~gional Committee, Plot No. G.7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking af:er Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.



F No 89-712/E-92850/2018 Aooea1/20. Mto -2018/17.,19. & 20. November, 2018
NATIONAL COU~CIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, -, Sahadursr.;h Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date;l '1 , lOY) S
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of ~\Vami Prabodhanand Co lege of Education, Maithana

Road, Kalhumar, Rajasthan dated 16;10/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-

15/NRC/NCTE/Recognition of ApplicationiS.No.-630/Raj.l2009171 031dated

09/03/2009 of the Northern ":egional Committee, returning application seeking

recognitior, for conducting B.Ed. course en the grounds that "The NCTE Hqrts. has

independently decided to reiterate the de::ision already taken by NCTE not to grant

recognition for 8.Ed. 1 STC 1 Shiksha Shastri course to any institution in the State of

Rajasthan for the academic session 2009-10 and to ret..Irn all the applications along

with processing fee and documents to tne ir.stilution concerned."

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a .::.8. Civil Writs No. 23017/2018 before the

Hon'ble H gh Court of Judicalur::! fOf RajaEt1an, Bench at Jaipur praying for a direction

to the respondents to adjudicate upon the ~ending aope,,1 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, Mai:h3na Road, K3thumar, Rajasthan presented

the case of the appellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and during personal

presentation it was submitted toat ''The Hen'ble High Court Jaipur has directed NRC.

in the case of Murli Singh Yadav and oth3r similar \Nrit Petitions that similar treatment



may be given to institJtions which are on similar foo,ing. The Aopellate Authority in

the case of Shri Shakti Saraswati Prashikshan Sansthan, Rajasthan viae order no. 89-

598/E-16204/2017-Appeal I 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 Team was constituted; and the taam 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 60 dal'S. 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 rna" prefer an

appeal to the Council within sixty days of issue of such oreers. 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. C9/03/2009

IS not an order under anyone of the Sections of the NCTE IIct, 1993.

Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinate y delayed rraking tre appeal.

The reason given by the appellant that they could flOt make applicat on 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.



AND WHEREAS after perusal of tr~ ~'emoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on recorc and oral arguments adJanced during the rearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to admit the appeal.

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Swami Prabodhanand College of Education, Maithana Road, Kathumar
- 321605, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human ResoLl"ce Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Dahi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Re;lional Committee, Plot N=>. G-7, Sector - 10, Owarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher EdJCati.:m) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.c9-714/E-92833/2018Appeol/20-l;tg -2018/17-.19'" & 20. November.2018
NATIONALCOJNCIL FO, TEACHEREDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date:.,,2'1Ip-Il II.
ORD:R

WHEREASthe appeal of Maa Sharti Shikshak Prashikshan Vidyalaya, S.v.N.

Nagar, Ladpura, Kota, Rajas,han dated 10/10/2018 is against the Order No.

NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10281/25l'.th (Part-3) Meeting/2016/160929 dated 18/10/2016

of the Northern Regional Commitee, re"using recogni,ion for conducting D.EI.Ed.

course on the grounds that "The in~titutionv..as given shew cause notice vide letter dt.

09.11.2015 with direction to subm~ the reply within 30 days. The institution did not

submit an'l reply of show cause nobce till da,e."

ANDWHEREAS Sh. Ashok Malviya, Manager and 3h. N.R. Shagwani, Director,

Maa Sharii Shikshak Prashikshan Vidyala'l3, S.v.N. Nagar, Ladpura, Kota, Rajasthan

presented the case of the ap:ellant inst~jtion on 19/11/2018. In the appeal and

during pe"sonal presentation it 'Nas submited that "NCTE, New Delhi had issued a

public nctice on 27th Feb, 2015 thrC<.gh which N::;TE invites application for

recognitioo of teachers training programlles for the academic session 2016-17,

except tha state and UTs, wit, listed pr:ll;rammes. NCTE further issued a Public

Notice on 30th May, 2015 through which ,"CTE extended 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 D.EI.Ed. course (additional 02

units) alcng with required fees and dO:Lments on 24/05/2015 and had copy of

applicatim was submitted to NRC, NCT" on 27/05/2015. This college is running

S.Ed. Course recognized by Nf'.C, NCTE. NRC, NCTE issued a show cause Notice

wide lettar no. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP1OL81/2015/128741 dated 09/11/2015. This

institution had submitted a detailed reply Jf show cause noti:e to NRC, NCTE on

09/12/2015. NRC, NCTE rejected the application of recognition for D.EI.Ed. course

(additional 02 units) of th s institution ;ide order No. NRC/NCTE/



NRCAPP10281/258th (part 3) Meeting /2016/160929 Date:! 18/10/2016 stating that

this institution has not submitted any reply of show cause ,otice. Being aggrieved

from the order of NRC, NCTE, this institution had filed a S.B. Civil V'/rit 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 apl'eal Lnder 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 scate government" Copy of

Appeal order dated 27/11/2017 is annexed. NCTE had already passed 3n 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 oonsidering

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 wa. 09111/2015 in

which 30 days was provided for making reply. This institution had submitted reply of

show cause notice to NRC, NCTE on 09/12/2015 which is well pr'or te the stipulated
tjme.~

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, ::;ommittee

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 petilioner 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 ,hat appellant institution did not submit reply to the

S.C.N. da,ed 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 wa5 received and diarisej in the office of N.R.C. on 09/12/2015 (Diary No.

126176). Appeal Committee WhO'lt going into the merits of reply given by appellant,

decided that the Regional COrlmittee, 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 decisic,non merits. Appeal Committee decided to remand

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

AND WHEREAS after per",al of the Memoranda of Ap~eal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments advanced during the hea'ing, 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.

,
( anjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Maa Bharti SI-ikshak Prashikshan Vidyalaya, S.V.N. Nagar, Ladpura,
Kota - 324005, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Humc.n Resource Development, Dep3rtment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New D3Ihi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. 03.7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (lookinG after Teacher Educalion) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-715/E-92828/2018 ApJeal/20~ Mtg.-2018/17~, 19" & 20" November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing 11,1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Acharya Nanesh Shiksrak Shiksha Mahavidyalaya,

Kustala, Sawai Madhopur, Rajastlan dated 13/10/2018 is against the Order No,

NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP20161645:</B A,B,Ed.lB.Sc,B.Ed, - 4 Year Intetrated/RJ/2017-

18/2; dated 28/03/2017 of the Nortnern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for

conducting BA B.Ed.lB.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. Ali the submitted documents such as bye-laws of the

registered society, land document., 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 Corrmittee decided that the application is rejected and

recognition/permission is refused uls 14/15 (3)(b) of th" NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if

any, be returned to the instituticn."

AND WHEREAS Appeal Ccmmittee noted that appeliant 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 t18 petitioner to the remecy of statutory appeal. The appeal is required to be

disposed of within two months.

AND WHEREAS Sh, Muke3h Jain, Librarian and Sh, Sunil Jain, Representative,

Acharya Nanesh Shikshak Sliksha Mahavidyalaya, Kustaia, Sawai Madhopur,

Rajasthan presented the case 01 the appeliant institution on 19/11/2018. In the appeal

and during personal presentati::n n:was submitted that ~Asper registration certificate

and in a I Submitted Documents the name of the so:::iety 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 ica:ion 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 BA

B.Ed.lB.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 Cert ficate.' Appellant

institution with its rel'ly dated 17/03/2017 to the S.C.N. submitted copy of the

Registration Certificate. N.R.C. in its 2661h Meeting held on 21" to 241h 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. Conmittee further

noted that impugned refusal order dated 28/03/2017 (04/04,2017) is on the basis of

this discrepancy detected after considering the reply to S.C.N. Aopeal Committee is

of the view that appellant institution should have been given an cpportunrty 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. a5 has been

mentioned in para 2 of the impugned order which was dec ded in 266lh 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 meke written

representation should t-e 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 to NRC for revisitirg the matter in accordance

with the provisions of NCTE Ad which lay down that before passing a refusal order

reasonable opportunity shall be provided for making w-itten 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 necessary action as indica1ed above.

(SanjayAwaSlhl~l/
Member secreta/x)

1. The Secretary, Acharya Nanesl": Shikshak Shiksha Maha'lidyaJaya, KustaJa, Tonk Road,
Sawai Madhopur- 322001, Rajasttlan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human ReSOLrce Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Del1i.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional :ommittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi --'0075.
4. The Sea-etary, Education (loo~j1g after Teacher Education) GO.Jernment of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.E9-718/E-93006/2018 Appeal/20~ Mig -2018/17~, 19'" & 20~ November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1 Bahadursha1 Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: ~ '1)1 >j} 8'
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal 01 Shree 831aji Teache- Training School, Kherli,

Samauthi, Kathumar, Rajasthan dated 16/10/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-

15/NRC/NCTE/Returning 01 Appli,:ation/S.No .630/RajJ2009171031 dated 09/03/2009

of the Northern Regional ComMittee, returning applicajon seeking recognition lor

conducting REd. course on the grounds tlst "The NCTE H~rts. Has independently

decided to -eiterate the decision 31ready tc~en by NCTE not to grant recognition for

8.Ed. 1 STC 1 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 c::mcerned.'

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed a S.3. Civil Writs No. 23021/2018 before the

Hon'ble Hig1 Court of Judicature for Rajastran, Bench at ..aipur praying for a direction

to the respoodents to adjudicate cpon the pending appeal insti:uted 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 ,jirecting the respondent to expejite the proceedings and adjudicate on the

pending appeal as expeditiously as possible.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashol< Kumar Slarma, Secretary, Shree 8alaji Teacher

Training School, Kherli, Samauthi, Kathumar, Rajasthan presented the case of the

appellant institution on 19/11/2018. In the cppeal and during personal presentation it

was submitted that at the time of filing application State Government imposed ban on

REd. and C.EI.Ed., We are goin. fer appeal for further p-ocessing of our application.

The appellalt, in the course of presentation submitted a leller dt. 19/11/2018. In this



letter the appellant sub-nitted that they applied for B.Ed. course in the year 2008 and

their application was NRC. returned their application on 09/03/2009. They submitted

their application offline as per the then existing Regulations; no st"ow cause notice as

per Section 14 (3) (b) of NCTE Act. 1993 was issued before passirg an ad'Jerse order;

and the appellant made all necessary arrangements with -egard to physical

infrastructure and other facilities. In the grounds for appeal, appellant stated that

application of the applicant has already been processed. the Visit ng Team was

constituted and the Team has submitted its report to N.R.C.

AND WHEREAS relevant regulatory file is not available for veriflcat on of facts.

The Committee 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

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 lirritation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS :he Committee noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 09/03/2009

is not an order under anyone of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993.

Notwithstanding this position, the appellant inordinately delayed mak ng 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 not a sufficient

cause for not preferring an appeal for more than nine years. The apPBIla1t 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 Vias submitted to N.RC. is also unfounded and does not seem

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

--



AND WHEREAS after perusal of the ~lemoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments ad'ianced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to admit the appeal.

( a jay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Shree Balaji Teacher Training School, Kherli, Samauthi, Kathumar -
321606, Rajasthan.
2. The Se':retary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, C'epartment of School Education
& Literacy, Slastri Shawan, New De hi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Re;Jional Corrnittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi .110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (Jooki19 afte~ Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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~~.--~.~~'.F.No.59-722JE-93100/2018AFpea1/20.Mtg.-2018/17., 19" & 20. November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1 Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New DElhi -110 002

Date:,,;t ~ 11'.1)&
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 App ica:ion/S.No,-735/Raj.l2009171 035 dated 03/03/2009

of the Northern Regional Commitee. returning the application seeking recognition for

conducting D.EI.Ed, course on tre grounds that "The NC-E Hqrts. has independently

decided to reiterate the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant recognition for

REd, 1STC 1 Shiksha Shastri course to any institution in the State of Rajasthan for the

academic sassion 2009-10 and t" 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 ~raying for a direction

to the respendents to adjudicate upon the pending appeal nstituted by the petition and

filed on 15/10/2018, The Hon'ble High Court in their orde- dt. 03:10/2018 disposed of

the petition directing the respondent to expedite the proceedings and adjudicate on the

pending appeal as expeditiously 83 possible in accordance with IaN.

AND WHEREAS Sh, Arvind Kumar Sharma, Lec:ure', 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-<:eany effort to even

look on the application in con50nance of NCTE's Regulations under which the

application was submitted offline. Further, it is reiterated that there was virtual

impossibility in submitting the apl=licationonline and after directions of Hon'bJe Court

narrated above the application was submitted offline. Had the institution been



provided opportunity t,omove 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, arline submission was totally impossible. The appellant institution

submitted its application along with in reference to another identical/similar matters but

the respondent Comrrittee did not consider the matter as per reference. In similar

matter while disposing of the appeal uls 1Sof NCTE Act, 1993, the appellate authority

of NCTE vide order No. S9-534/E-S922/2017 Appeal.'15th Meeting-2017 dt

16.10.2017 titled "Sf. Meera T,T, College" dire,oted 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 shew cause notice

as per Section 14 (3) lb) 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 ComMittee 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 accoding to the

provisions of Rule 10 of the NCTE Rules, 1997, any person aggrieved oy 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 It-at he had sufficient cause for not preferring the a:Jpeal within

the period of limitation of sixty days,

ANDWHEREAS the Committee noted that the letter of the N.R.C df. 03/03/2009

is not an order under anyone 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



cause for not preferring an af:peal for ei';Jht years, seven months. In these

circumsta1c~s, 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 ad\'anced during the hearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to admit the appeal.

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Birbal Memoria' T.T. College, Narayanpur Road, Bansur - 301402,
Rajasthan.
2. The Secre:ary, Ministry of Human ~esource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Deh.
3. Regional Director, Northern Region31 Com'11ittee, Plot Nc. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (Iookhg after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.E9-727/E-93469/2018 Appeal/20~ M:9.-2018/17'", 19'" & 20'" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FO~ TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing H, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

Date,;l. ~ IllJ IS
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shri Satya Sai College of Education, Asmanpur,

Pehowa, -jaryana dated 19/1 J/2018 is against the Letter No. NRC/NCTE/HR-

1064/2018/197042 dated 17/091<018 of the Northern Regional Committee, conveying

the following decision regardin~ withdrawal of recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed.

"The reco,nition of the institutioo was withjrawn by NRC for running D.E1.Ed. course

in its 261st meeting held from 14th to 19th Jecember, 2016 accordingly, withdrawal

order No. NRC/NCTE/HR-1 064/261 st Meeting/2016/163973-77 dated 29.12.2016

was issued to the institution. Hertce, the request of the institution for grant of

recognitior at new location cannot be ccnsidered at this stage as the recognition

already stands withdrawn. 118 institution may apply afresh in accordance with

Regulations as and when the fresh apclications are invited by NCTE. The

representation dated 09.08.2018 submitted by the instilution in compliance of the

Court order is hereby disposed of according y."

AND WHEREAS the appella1t filed a GNP No. 25120 of 2018 before the Hon'ble

High Court for the States of Punjab and Haryana against the NRC's orders dt

29/12/2016 and 17/09/2018. The Hon'ble High Court, i1 their 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, Di'ector and Sh. Anand, Member, Shri Satya

Sai Colleg3 of Education, Asmanpur, Perowa, Haryana presented the case of the

appellant i1stitution 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 """ehave enough required built-up area of



1505 sq. mts. for one course i.e. B.Ed. as per NCTE Regulations, 2014. So, we want

to opt only one unit of REd. course and ready to relinquish the D.EI.Ed. course. The

appellant requested that recognition for D.EI.Ed. 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. tha: the N.R.C.

in their 261" meeting held from 14'h & 19'h December, 2016 decided 10 wilhdraw

recognition for both D.EI.Ed. and B.Ed. courses and one of the grounds fa' withdrawal

was availability of 01iy 2417 sq. mts. of buill 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 tee 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 d!. 03/08/2018, lhe appellant approached

the N.R.C. with a request to permit them to submit their application fa' change of

building as they have made another long term lease deed of a building having

sufficient area for D.::I.Ed. and REd. courses. N.R.C., in their 288'h meeting held

from 5'h to 7'h September, 2018 considered this request and issued the letter d!.

17/09/2018, against which this appeai has been filed.

AND WHEREAS the Committee further noted that the appellant has "hanged his

stand. Whereas in the representation made to the NRC. following the Hon'ble High

Court's order d!. 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 O.EI.Ed. course be withdrawr.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the decision contained in the N.R.C's

letter d!. 17/09/2018 was taken after due consideration of the representation

submitted by the aopellant following the orders of the Hon'ble Hig1 Court d!.

03/08/2018. In the circumstances, the Committee conclLded that the N.R.C. was

justified in conveying their decision as contained in their letter dt. 17/(9/2018 and

••



therefore, the appeal deserved to be re.ected 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

recognitiol and therefore, tle appeal des"fYed to be rejected and the order of the

NRC is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the COL neil hereby confirms the Order appealed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Chainnan, Shri Satya Sai College of Education, Asmanpur, Kaithal Road, Pehowa
- 136128, Haryana.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Humar Resource Cevelopment, Cepa1ment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Nort18rn Regional Corrnittee, Plot NJ, G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi-110075.
4. The Secretary, Education ~lool<i1g after Teacher Educajon) GQvernment of Haryana,
Chandigarh.



~"._ ....•.~~.
F.No.E9-730/E-9364:i./2018Appeal/20" Mig -2018/17'", 19'" & 20'" November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing 11,1, BahadJrsha1 Zafar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

Date 0< ~ 11"'11 ~
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Lakshya Teacher Training :ollege, Harsauli, Kotkasim,

Khairthal Town, Rajasthan dated 24," 0/2018 is against the Order No,

NRC/NCTE:NRCAPP-10996/254th MeEting12016/155493 dated 11/08/2016 of the

Northern Regional Committee, refusing re::gnition for conducting BA B,Ed./B.Sc,

REd. 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 app~llant, aggriaved by the order of the N.RC, dt.

11/08/2016 filed a S,B. Civil Writs No. 17335/2018 before the Hon'ble High Court of

Judicature br Rajasthan, Bench at 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 3n appeal under Section 18

of the Act of 1993 before the concerned P,ppellate Authority, it is expected of the

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

AND WHEREAS Dr. V nod Kumari, Secretary and Sh, Ramavtar,

Representative, Lakshya Teacher Trai.1ing College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, Khairthal

Town, Rajasthan presentad the case of the a,pellant insti:ution on 20/11/2018. In the

appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that they applied for grant of

recognition of BA B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. courSE online on 28/05/2015; they applied to the

affiliating body I.e. Raj Rishi Bhartrihari ~1atsya University, Alwar for NOC on

11/05/2015 and sent two reminders on 12/1(0,2015 and 14/01/2016; and after issue a

third reminder, the university issuad the NOC vide their letter dt. 05/10/2018, The

appellant was persistently pursuing with the university and red tapisrn 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 realities. The appellant enclosed a copy of the NOC dt. 05/10/2018

issued by the affiliating university and requested that the refusal orner 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 oody shall be submitted along with the online copy of the

application. The Committee noted that the appellant obtained the NJC only on

05/10/2018 I.e. after nearly three years and four months of submission of online

application and two years after refusal. In these circunstan:es, 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. confirmed.

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

documents available on records and considering the oral argume:1ts advanced during

the hearing, the Ccmmittee 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.

(
( 7(Sanjay Awasthi)

Mer.1ber Secretary

1. The Secretary, lakshya Teacher Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, K:-,airthal Town
- 301403, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, N:>rthern 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,89-731/E-93639/2018A"peal/20'" M,c,-2018/17~,19'" & 20~November,2018

NATIONALCCUNCIL FORTEACHEREDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1 Ba1adurshe:h Zafar Marg, 'Jew Delhi - 110002

Date J:l "" 1"-11&
ORDER

WHEREASthe appeal of Aadhaar Teacher Training Gollege, Harsauli, Kotkasim,

Khairthal Town, Rajasthan cated 24110/2018 IS against the Order No,

NRC/NCTEiNRCAPP-10902/254" ~'eeting/2J16/155507 dated 11/08/2016 of the

Northern Regional Committee, r=fusing recognition for conducting BA 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 considerej 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, aggrieved by the order of the NRC, dt.

11/08/2016, filed a S.B, Civil Wrils No. 17737/2018 before the Hon'ble High Court of

Judicature br Rajasthan, Bench 6t Jaipur. The Hon'ble High Court, in the order dt.

09/08/2018, disposed of Ihe peti!>Jn granting liberty to the petrtioner-institution to avail

the remedy of statutory appeal provijed under Secticn 18 of the Act of 1993. The

Hon'ble High Court also observed that if Ire petitioner - institution files an appeal

under Section 18 of the Act of - 993 before the concerned Appellate Authority, it is

expected of the Appellate Authority :0 decidE the same ~referably within a period of

three months.

AND WHEREAS Dr. Vinad Kumari, Secretary and Sh, Ramavtar,

Representative, Aadhaar Teacher Trainin9 College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, Khairthal

Town, Rajasthan presented the case of the aJpellant insti:ution on 20/11/2018. In the

appeal and during personal prese.-tation it "as submitted that they applied for grant of

recognition of BA/B.ScJB.Ed. mline on 28'05/2015; they applied to the affiliating

body i.e. Raj Rishi Bhrat-ihari Malsya University for NOC on 11/05/2015 and sent a



reminder on 12/10/2015; they replied to the Show Cause Notice dt. 03'12/2015 on

14/01/2016; they sent a second reminder to :he university on 13/C1/2816; and in

consequence to a third reminder the universit,' issued the NOC with tooir 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 anj set aside.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to the provisions of Clause

5 (3) of the NCTE Regulations. 2014, a No Objection Certifioate (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 years after refusal. In these circumstances, the Committee

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

appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of :he N.R.C. confirrred.

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

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded that the NRC was justif,ed in refusing

recognition and therebre, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the NRC

is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appea

(Sanjay Awasthi)
V1enber Secretary

1. The Secretary, Aadhaar Teacher Training College, Harsauli, Kotkasim, K1airthal Town
- 301403, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, r-J::>rthernRegional 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.89-7321E-93634/2018A~l?eaI/20<hMig -2018/17", 1&" & 20" November,2018

NATIONALCOUN:IL FORTEACHEREDUCATION
rans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110002

Date:~ '1)l'}jl"
ORDER

WHEREASthe appeal of Mata Bogi Devi Memorial TT. College, Tilak Nagar,

Bikaner, Rajasthan dated 22/10/20103 IS against the Letter No. 7-

15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Application/Sr. NO.-702/Raj/2009 dated 09/0312009 of the

Northern Regional Committee, r~uming treir application for grant of recognition for

conducting J.EI.Ed. couroe on the grounds that "The NCTE Hqrts. Has independently

decided to -eiterate the decision alr~ady tak~n by NCTE not to grant recognition for

REd. / STC 1 Shiksha Shastri course to an, institution in toe State of Rajasthan for the

academic session 2009-10 and to return all :he applicatio1S along with processing fee

and documents to the institution o:'ncerned."

AND WHEREAS the appell.,t -lied a S.B. Civil Writs No. 21380/2018 before the

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

Court, in their order dt 18/09/2018, disposed of the pet tion reservin9 liberty to the

petitioner to avail the remedy of aJpeal. 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 POSE ble, in accordance with law.

AND WHEREAS So. Mancj KJmar, Secretary, Mata Bogi Devi Memorial T.T.

College, Tilak Nagar, Bikaner, Ra.asthan pre~entedthe case of the appellant institution

on 20/11/2018. In the appeal and durin9 personal presentation it was submitted that

"this institution has applied for gr':lnt of recognition of D.EI.Ed. course to NCTE from

2009-10 on 31.10.2008 with required processing fees of Rs. 40,000/- and other

relevant do:uments. COpy of receipt letter is annexed. 11stead of processing of the

application for grant of recognitior fe'r D.EI.Ed. course to this institution, NRC, NCTE

had returned the application of this institution on 07.03.2009 on arbitrary, unjustified,



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 Vlrit Petition No.

2138012018 in the Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipcr. 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 accordanoe 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 sround 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 anne>ed. While disposing the S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 1271212017

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 mee:ing 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 H gh 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 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 alread" 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 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 not open. Appeal

Committee, therefore, decided to remand back Ihe case to NRC fer restarting Ihe

processing of applicalion form the stage where it was decided to issue L.O.1. 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 EO days. The Committee

noted that according 10the 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 ruie, 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 witr in the period of limitation of six1y days.

AND WHEREAS the Commdee noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 09/03/2009

is not an order as such issued u lder anyone of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993

mentioned above Notwithstand ng this position, the Committee noted that the

submission of the appeal has be"n inordinately delayed. In the appeal, the appellant

has not adduced any reason, whatsoever, for the delay in appealing. In these

circumstances, the Committee de:ided not to condone the delay. Hence the appeal is

not admitted.

AND WHEREAS after i'erusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

on record and oral arguments ad'/anced during the rearing, Appeal Committee

decided not to condone the delay. Hence the appeal is not adl1itted.

I (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, Cepa1ment of School Education
& Literacy, S'astri Shawan, New De11i.
3. Regional Director, Nort1ern Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Owarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (Iookrg after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.83-733/E-9363012018A"peal/20'" Mtc.-2018/17'", 19'" & 20'" November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1 Ba1adursh;.h Zafar Marg, '\JewDelhi - 110 002

ORDER
Date: Cl.~,1"l.Jl 8;

WHEREAS the appea of Vivek Bharti Shiksh"k Prashikshan Sansthan,

Bhilunda, _axmangarh, Rajastran dated 24/10/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-

15/NRC/NCTE/Returning of Appication/S.No.-620/Raj.l2009170889dated 09/0312009

of the Northern Regional Ccmrrittee, returning their application for grant of

recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. ccurse a" the grounds that "The NCTE Hqrts. Has

independently decided to reiter"te the decision already taken by NCTE not to grant

recognition for B.Ed. 1 STC !Shiksra Shastri course to any institution in the State of

Rajasthan for the academic ses,"or 2009-10 and to retu-n all the applications along

with proce&sing fee and documelts:c the institutionconcerned."

AND WHEREAS the appella1t iiled a S.B. Civil Writs No. 18870/2018 before the

Hon'ble High Court of Judicature fo- Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High

Court, in their order dt. 24/08/2:18, disposed of the petition, granting liberty to the

petitioner to avail appropriate rened" under the NCTE Acf, 1993.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajendra Prasad, Secretary, Vivek Bharti Shikshak

Prashikshan Sansthan, Shilunda. Laxmangarh, Rajasthan presented the case of the

appellant institution on 20/11/2018. In the a:peal and during personal presentation it
was submITted that this institution has ap~lied for grant of recognition of D.EI.Ed.

course to NCTE from 2009 10 c'n 24.10.<008 with required processing fees of Rs.

400001 and other releva1t docurrents. Cop)' of receipt letter is annexed. Instead of

processing of the application br grant of recognition for D.EI.Ed. course to this

institution, NRC, NCTE 1ad retumej the a~plication of this institution on 09.03.2009

on arbitrar!, unjustified, illegal and unconsl tutional basis. Copy of refusal order is

annexed. Being aggrieved from the action of NRC, NCTE this institution has filed a



5.8. Civil Writ Petiti01 No. 18870/2018 in the Hon'ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur.

Hon'ble High Court cf Rajasthan Jaipur has directed the pe:itioner to file 3n 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. T1e Appellate Authority NCTE had already decieed by its order

dated 18.10.2017 that the ground of non- submission of application en lire cannot be

held against the apoellant at this stage and therefore the matter jeserved 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 5.8. 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 t1e 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 alre3dy decided

by its order dated 1E.J3.2018 that The Show Cause Notice S.C.N. datec 18.03.2017

on the ground that Appellant had not submitted online application was net justified as

there was no way t1e 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.a.!. Copy of

Appeal Order is annexed. Thus, NRC NCTE has returned the applic3tion of this

institution for grant of recognition for D.E!.Ed. course on 'liegal unlawful unjustified

and unconstitutional basis. So, it is prayed that the order for retLrning 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 cf recognition for D.ELEd.
course."

<



AND WHEREAS the subm ssion of t~e 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 Pr::viEions 0" Rule 10 of tle NCTE Rules, 1997, any

person ag.•rieved 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 3p~eal m2Y be admitted after the expiry of the said

period of Eixty days, if the appellant satisfie; the Council that he had sufficient cause

for not pre"erring the appeal withil the period of limitation of sixty days.

AND WHEREAS the Commiiee noted that the letter of the N.R.C. dt. 09/03/2009

is not an order as such issued Lnder anyone of the Sections of the NCTE Act, 1993

mentioned above. Notwithstanding this position, the Comrrittee noted that the

submission of the appeal has been inordinately delayed. In the 3ppeal, the appellant

has not adduced any reason, wratsoever, for the dElay in appeal. In these

circumstances, the Committee decided not 10 condone the delay. Hence the appeal

is not adm~ted.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the ~Iemoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents

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

decided not to condone the dela~' Hence the appeal is not admitted.

/ Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Vivek Bharti Shikshak Prashikshan Sansthan, Bhilunda, Laxmangarh-
332028, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Re50urce Jevelopment, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Reg on31 Comm Uee, Plct Nc. GM7, Sector - 10, Owarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looki--.g after Teacher EdLcaticn) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.



~~....•...- ~~~..
F.No.89-739/E-93985/2018 A.peal/20" M-o.-2018/17'", 19'" & 20" November, 2018

NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing 11,1 Ba1adursrah Zafar Marg, \Jew Delhi -110 002

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Suboth B.S.T.C. College, \Jawalgarh Road, Sikar,

Rajasthan dated 22/10/2018 is against the Letter No. 7-15iNRC/NCTE/Returning of

Application/S.No.-1066/Raj/2000171733 dated 17/0312009 of the Northern Regional

Committee, returning their appliCGtion for grant of recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed.

course on the grounds that "The \JCTE Hqrts. Has independently decided to reiterate

the decision already taken by NC-E not to ;)rant recognition lor B.Ed. 1 STC 1 Shiksha

Shastri course to any institution n the State of Rajasthan for the academic session

2009-10 and to return all the appl cations al(,ng with processing fee and documents to

the institution concerned."

AND 'lVHEREAS the appella1t filed a S.B. Civil Writs No 23361/2018 before the

Hon'ble Hig1 Court of Judicature 'or Rajasthan, Bench at Jaipur. The Hon'ble High

Court in their order dt. 12/10/2018, disposed of the petition reserving liberty to the

petitioner to avail remedy of appe31. The ron'ble High Coert also observed that in

case an appeal is instituted by tre pelitioner, the Appellate Authority would deal with

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

AND WHEREAS Sh. M"dan Singh, Member, Suboth B.S.T.C, College,

Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan f:resented the case of the appellant institution on

20/11/2018. In the appeal and during "ersoral presentation it VJassubmitted that "after

considerable period of time after submission of their file, they cid 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 an'l show cause notice as

per the pro,isions of the NCTE A,:t, providing a reasonacle cpportunity for making a

written representation. There was no time period mentione:::!in the returning letter



regarding appeal. When they found that NCTE has alrea:Jy granted recognition to

several institutions for D.EI.Ed. course similar to theirs, ignorin. 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 0" 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 process further the

application on the ground that... the Committee noted that the appellant could not have

submitted the application on line within the time frame allowed by the I-on'ble High

Court on 10.12.2015 i.e., one month, which is a virtual impcssibillty due b 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 reje~tionof our application is

solely baseless. The aopellant institution approached the Hon'ble Court and Court in

his order dated has directed .... Indisputably, the order impLgned 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 dais. 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. .A.cccrding to the

Proviso to Rule 10, an appeal may be admitted after the e>:piry 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.



ANDWHEREAS the Committee noted that the letter "f the N.R.C. dt. 17/03/2009

is not an order as such issued under anyone of the Sections of the NCTE ACT, 1993

mentioned above. Nothwithstarding this position, the a~pellant inordinately delayed

making of ,he appeal. The rea,on for delay given that trey did not receive the

returning letter and collected the sane; without any speci4c r:arttculars, is too vague.

In any case the reasons adduced are not sufficient causes which prevented the

appellant from appealing for nir",e years, five months and six days. In these

circumstances, the Committee dedded 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 81d considering the oral argume1ts advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concljde:l not to condone the :lelay. Hence the appeal is

not admittee.

{
\
( anjay 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 Humar. Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Deti.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G~7,Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secr;tary, Education (Iookrg after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.83-741/E-93980/2018 Ap:,eaIl20" Mlc.-2018/17", 19" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR -EACHER EDUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1 8a1adursra.h Zafar Marg, \lew Delhi - 110002

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Sub'Jdh 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 "onduct ng BA B.Ec.lB,Sc, B.Ed. course on the

grounds tha: "The institution is ne the~multi~leteacher training institution nor any Under

Graduate o~ Post Graduate courSE being run the institution. Hence, the institution is not

eligible for EA B.Ed.lB.Sc, B,Ed. couse as ,er Regulations, 2014."

AND 'NHEREAS Sh, Madar Silgh, Monber, Subodh Teacher Training College,

Nawalgarh Road, Sikar, Rajasthan ~resented 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 10file appeal on the following grounds: 1, The

institution has given recognition fer B,Ed, course by NCTE in the year 2006. 2. As

per preamble of Para 1,2 Append x/13 of NC,E Regulation, 2014 which defines norms

and Stand,,-ds for 4 years integ-ated prog-al1me leading to BA B,Ed.lB.Sc, B,Ed,

degree, 3, The definition of composite ins:~ution as per Regulation 2 (b) of NCTE

Regulations 2014 as under Composite institution means. a duly recognised Higher

Education Institution offering undergraduate I 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 00, at the t rre of applying for recognition of teacher

education :)rogramme or an institutions offering multiple teacher education

programmes, 4, The NCTE n lheir letter no. 49/03/2016 NCTE/n and sid!.

07,04.2016 to the Regional Directo-. NRC has clarified that an institution offering

multiple teacher education programmes can also be :onsidered for a 4 years



integrated B.Ed. programme and in such cases the affiliating university shall ensure

that the norms including the norms of the faculty for offering BA/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 BA/B.Sc. component of

the integrated programme in accordance with the curriculum and nCorms of the

university and C. It is not thus mandatory that an institution should be offering BA

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 oody I.e. PDDU

Shekhawati University, Sikar has given NOC for BA B.Ed.lB.Sc. B.Ed. component of

the 4 years integrated program. 7. Many new institutions have bEen granted

recognition 4 years B.A. B.Ed.lB.Sc. B.Ed. on the basis of B.Ed. As we are also

running B.Ed. course and proposed to start BA B.Ed.lB.Sc. B.Ed. course, we are also

falling under composi:e institution category as per classification given by NCTE

Headquarter. We had also filed a S.B. Civil Writs No. 23362,2018 to the J-igh 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.lB Sc. B.Ej. contained

in Appendix - 13 to the NCTE Regulations, 2014, this four year Integrated Programme

aims at integrating general studies comprising science (B.Se 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 the tasks and

functions of a school teacher. The Committee is of the considered ::>pinionthat the

integration envisaged in the Norms and Standards cannot be achie'led without the

institution, proposing commencement of the Integrated programme for sci~ncestream

or humanities stream, 'Nithout 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 In:egrated Programme



issued by the university does not nc::>rporate the stipulations contained in the NCTE's

letter dt. 0710412016. In these ciroumstances, the Commitee concluded that the WRC

was justified in refusing recognition on the ground that th" appe lant institution is not

running any undergraduate or poslgraduate programme.

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

documents available on records and considering the oral argL.ments advanced during

the hearing, the Committee c01cluded trat the NRC was justified in refusing

recognition and therefore, the apl'ea! deserved to be rejected and the order of the NRC

is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Counci: hereby confirms the Order appeaL d against.

(Sanjay 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 Development, Cepa1ment of School Education
& Literacy, S1astri Bhawan, New Del...•i.
3. Regional Director, Northern Re.Jiona Corrnittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (Iooki...•g a4:e. Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.



~~..-- _.~~..
FNo.89-538(A)/E-84553/2C18 .t.ppEaI/20'"rll.,.-2018/17'", 19'" & 20'" November,2018

NATIONALCCUNCIL FORTEACHEREDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1 Ba1adursl"ah Zafar Marg, \lew Delhi - 110002

ORDER
Date: &'1\ I'-I)e.

WHEREASthe appeal of Swatan,rata Sangarr Senani Vishram Singh

Governmen-: Post Graduate Col ege, Khair_ddinpur, Chunar, Uttar Pradesh dated

31/07/2018 is against the .::Jrder No. NRCi\JCTE/NRCAPP-9827/285th

Meeting/2018/94498 dated 14/060'2018of the Northern Regi01al Committee, refusing

recognition 'or conducting REd. ::ou-se on the grounds that "The applicant institution

has not sutmitted the reply of t~e ~CN dated 01.12.201: within the stipulated time.

Hence, th3 Committee dec ded that the application is rejected, and

recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FORs, if any,

be returned to the institution."

AND WHEREAS Dr. Subedar Yada'l. 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 subrr itted that "The instituti01 has sent the reply by post

on 14/12/2017. Post office receipt attached a ong with rep y letter."

AND WHEREAS regulatory fie is nol made available to Appeal Committee.

Appeal Committee relying on the documen,. made available by appellant noted that

impugned refusal order dated 14/OE'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 lnsjtution IIVhich is a GCoIerrment 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.



AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee notin, the evidence submitted by appellant

in support of its claim 0' having furnished timely reply to S.C.N., decided th,t 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

NRC. for revisiting the matter and appellant is required to resub-nit cop, of its letter

dated 13/12/2017 to NRC. within 15 days of the issue of appeal order.

AND WHEREAS ,Iter 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. fer revisiting the matter and appellant is

required to resubmit copy of its letter dated 13/12/2017 to NRC. within 15 days of the

issue of appeal order.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case 0': Swatantrata
Sangam Senani Vishram Singh Government Post Graduate College, Khairuddinpur,
Chunar, Uttar Pradesh to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

;¥t";.,"'''"''Member Secretary

1. The Principal, Swatantrata Sangam Senani Vishram Singh Government Post Graduate
College, Khairuddinpur, Chunar - 231304, Uttar Pradesh.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, N:>rthern 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.



~~.--~....~~'.F,No,89-546/E-85238/2018 A,peal/ZO. M'9,-2018/17", 1£" & 20" November, 2018
NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION

Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1 Ba1adursr,ah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Deen Dayal '<ustagi College of Education, Rajendra

Clinic Ranpur, Pataudi, Haryana dated J7/08/2018 is against the Order No,

NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-6621/287tt/Meeting/2018/197E9 dated 01/08/2018 of the

Northern Regional Committee, refusing recc9nition for c01ducting D,EI.Ed, course on

the grounds that "The institution hc5 still n,::t submitted :he certified registered land

documents issued by the Regis:ering Autrority or civil authority concerned. Non-

Encumbrance certificate has boon submitted for Khasra No, 258/726 for which the

institution has stated that the said rumber vias entered into online application due to

typing errcr, Hence, the Com-nitt~e jecided that the application is rejected and

recognition/permission is refusej u:s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993, FDRs, if

any, be returned to the institutior."

AND WHEREAS Dr. RajEnder Chai--nan, Deen Dayal Rustagi College of

Education, Rajendra Clinic Rarr:pur, Pataudi, Haryana presented the case of the

appellant institution on 20/11/2018. In the a:peal and during personal presentation it

was submi1ed that "The institut.)n is situa,ed on Khewat/ Khata No. 287/743 As per

Jamabandi year 2003-2004 and 10W :omp-ising Khewat / Khata No. 393/820 rect no,

64 Killa No. 23/2, rect no. 71 Ki la No. 3/2 4/2, 5/1, 6/2, 7/1, total field 6 and total

measuring 34 Kanal 17 Marla. 2 Lard 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 Com-nil!ee noted that applicant institution submitted

online application seeking recognition for cne additional unit of D.EI.Ed. programme.

The applic3nt institution in its online applic3tion furnished details of other teacher



education programmes being conducted. These programmes indJded B.Ed.

programme (since 2007), D.EI.Ed. (since 2007) and M.Ed. progr3mme (since 2007).

The land identification number mentioned in the online application is Plot No.

2581726, Hailey Mandi, Pataudi, Haryana. Appeal Committee "oted that appellant

with its application dated 30/12/2012 submitted a zerox copy of land documents

certified by Sub-Regis"ar 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. 2581726 mentioned in the

application, (iii) CLU, NEC and Building Plan pertaining to Khasra No. 2581726.

Noting the decision 0" N.R.C. to issue S.C.N. on above ground Appella,t institution

submitted reply dated 22/06/2018. Appellant in its reply stated tha: College is

situated on Plot No. 287n43 and Khasra Number mentioned in online application was

typing error. Appeal Committee noted that Khasra number of land i.e. 2581726 was

not only mentioned in the online application but all the affidavits found available in the

regulatory file contained Plot No. as 2581726. 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 01/0812018.

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

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded that the NRC was justified in refusing

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



NOWTHEREFORE, the Counci hereby confirms the Order appealed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Chair"an, Deen Dayal Rustagi College of Education, Rajendra Clinic Rampur Gate
Haily Mandi Behind, SNS, Ward No.~, Haily Mandi to Pataudi Road, Pataudi - 122504,
Haryana.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Re50urce Jevelopment, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri BhavoJan,New Delti.
3. Regional Director, Northern Reg on31 Committee, Plot No. G.?, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Deihl -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Ecucat on) Government of Haryana,
Chandigarh.



g~,.
F.No.89-550/E-85709/2018 ApceaV20'" Mtg.-2018/17-. 19" & 20" November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, 3ahadursl"\i;t) Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

ORC'ER

WHEREAS the appeal of REm Ratan Girls Degree College Jairamgarh, Sadar,

Mau, UP. dated 10/08/2018 is against the Order No. N'<C/NCTE/NRCAPP-

14034/258th/Meeting/2016/160871 dated 18/10/2016 of the Northern Regional

Committee. refusing recognition for conducti1g D.EI.Ed.oourse 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 ane during personal presentation it was submitted that

"Due to ser DUS illness, I was not able to get the inspection conducted."

AND WHEREAS Appeal Corrmittee noted that Visiting Team appointed to

conduct inspection of the Appellant nstitutio,", informed N.R.C. that inspite contacting

twice, the IAanager of Ratan Girls Degree College, Jairamgarh, Mau expressed his

inability to get inspection conducted on the basis of incorrplete structure of institution

building. The appellant, however informed ~.R.C. in July, 2016 :hat inspection could

not be conducted due to his serious IIness from 25/02/2016 to 25/03/2016.

Committee noted that N.R.C. af:er 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 a'JaHable 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 datej 01/11/2017 allowed petitioner to move a fresh

application for academic session 2018-19 as per Norrrs and Standards fixed by



NCTE. Hon'ble Court has further ordered that as soon a, 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 cOllpliance with Court's order

referred above N.R.C. has already informed the appellant institution on 24/0112018

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

AND WHEREAS keeping in view that (i) aopellant did not pnefer 3ppeal 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 d3ted 01/11/2017

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

(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, Deoartment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Plot No. G.7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi .110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.



g~-.
F.No.83-554/E-85846/2013 Aocea /20" Mtg.-2018117'",19'" & 20'" November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar M3rg, New Delhi -110 002

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Grow More College of Education, Berna, Ahmedabad -

Udaipur Highway, Himmat Nagar Gujarat dated 13/C8/2C18 is against the Order No.

WRCI05188/323511/Guj.l293rd/2J18/198731 dated 22,06/2018 of the Western

Regional Committee, withdrawin. recG-gnilion for condccting B.Ed. course on the

grounds that ""The case file 'Nas seen. Consequent to the issue of Revised

Recognition order, Show Cause Hot ce dated 12.09.2017 was issued and the institute

replied on 11.10.2017, The nsti:ute has submitted st.1f profile of 10 faculty members

which is approved but the staff list ts not sLbmitted in original. It has also submitted

another steff profile of 05 facult~.members which is not approved. Principal has not

been appointed. The institute h.s not submitted the Bui ding Completion Certificate

signed by a Gov!. Engineer. Her-oe, Recogrilion is withdrawn from the session 2018-

19. FDRs, if any, be returned."

AND WHEREAS Sh. Shail""h Makani. Academic Group Head and Sh. Mahesh

Patel, Representative, Grow More Colleg= of Education, Berna, Ahmedabad -

Udaipur H ghway, Himmat Napr, Gujara: presented :he case of the appellant

institution on 20/11/2018. In the appeal and during per,onal presentation copy of

following were submitted (i) copy 'Jf the list JI faculty approved by Hemchandracharya

North Gujarat University and (ii) B.C C. sigred by Governmenl Engineer and (iii) copy

of F.D.Rs.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Comm,ttee noted lhat appellant institution was

recognised in 2008 to conduct B.Ed. course and a revised recognition order was

issued on 31/05/2015 to the ins:itution for conducting E.Ed. programme of 2 year

duration with an intake of 100 seals 12u1its) from the session 2015-16.



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. Al'peliant 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, affidavi1, 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.e. within 15 days of the issue of

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

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Grow More
College of Education, 8erna, Ahmedabad - Udaipur Highway, Himmat Nagar, Gujarat to
the WRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

,
(Sanjay Awas tii)
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 a"'SdlOOI Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, EdLcation (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Gujarat,
Gandhinagar.



~~..-.-. -~,.
F.No.89-40/2015 AppeallZO" Mtg.-2C18117".19" & 20" November. 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
l-ians Shawan, Wing II, 1, Ba:1adurst"2h Zafar Marg, .\JewDelhi - 110 002

Date: d( ~I 1»1} if
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Sa1ctum InstitJte of Educa:ion and Technology, Saliyar,

Salahpur, Haridwar, Uttara<hard dated 20/04/2015 is against the Order No.

F.NRC/NCTE/NRC APP-9033/~3~ (Par. - I) Meeting/2014/92202-205 dated

30.03.2015 of the Northern ~eg onal Comll ttee, refusin. recognition for conducting

D.EI.Ed. course on the grounds :1at "the institution did rot 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 Uttarakha"j a: Naini131 The Hon'ble High Court, in their order

dt. 01/04/2C 15, disposed of the petiticn permitting the petitioner to withdraw the petition

with liberty 10file an appeal under Section 1E; of the NCTE Act.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Vikas Gupta, Secretary and Sh Dheeraj Agarwal,

Chairman, Sanctum Institute of Education and Technology, Saliyar, Salah pur,

Haridwar, lJItarakhand presented the case 0" the appellant instrtution on 06/05/2015. In

the appeal and during personal pes:ntation t was submitted that "online application

was submitted on 31/12/2012 ard t-ard copy along 'Nith necessary enclosures was

submitted to NRC Jaipur on 09/0112013 by receipt no. 51273.The reply of show cause

notice issued by NRC duly -eplied stating with valid re.son and certificate. In the

meeting of 233 NRC held on 18 February, 2015 it is decided to reject our application

on NRCAPP-9033 on the grounds wh ch are not true and unjustified."

AND WHEREAS the Comrrittee, in their meeting held on 22/05/2015, perused

the file of the NR.C. which became .vailable. The Comm ttee noted from the file that

the NR.C. cn 04/07/2013 issued a Show Cause Notice to the appellant institution on



the ground that "the online application was made on 31/12/2'J12 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 ano:her show cause notice to the institution on 23,0112014 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 a:Jain 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 ,is 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 fro'Tl 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.~.C wherein he

admitted that the hard copy of the application in triplicate could not be dispatched

within the prescribed :iate due to serious illness of the secretary of their institution.

The appellant in a letter dt. 06/05/2015 stated trat 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).



I~

The appellant also stated that they jid not receive the oIher show cause notice dt.

23/01/2014 but only received the rejection order dt. 30/03/2J15

AND WHEREAS the Comnitree noted that the "ppEllan!'s stated reply dt.

24/07/2013 to the show cause nolicE 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 'JY hand within seven days of online submission as

per the prodsions of Clause 7 (- -A) of the NCTE Regul"tions, 2009, which were in

force at the relevant time. The appellant admitted this position. In these

circumstances the Committee e:mcluded that the NRC was justified in refusing

recognition and therefore the appeal is rejected and the order of the NRC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after per .JSal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced during

the hearing, the Committee concluded that the NRC was justified in refusing

recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and :he order of the NRC

is confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appe led 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 Re,ource Development, [)epartment of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Reg on31 Committee, Plot Nc,. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
NewDelhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (Iookirg after Teacher Education) Government of Uttarakhand,
Dehradun.



ORDER
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~~..--- _.~~..
F.No.89-351/2014 Appeal.20lt Mtg.-21)18/17lh, 19th & zalt1 November, 2018

NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER ECUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing 11,1 Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, Ne'h De!hi -110 002

Date: d(~ )1'>1/ t

WHE~EAS the appeal of Jiganth Teacher Trainin. Irstitute, Kolar, Karnataka

dated 06/12/2013 is against t~e Order \0. SRO.NCTE/APSJ6051/D.ED/KA/2013-

14/54286 dated 09/10/2013 of the Southern Re9ional Committee, withdrawing

recognition for conducting D.Ec course on the grounds that the "Institution has

submitted Building Completion certi"icate wherein two Sy. Nos. 95 & 96 are shown.

Survey number 96 is not supportEd by land documen:s. 2) Survey Numbers mentioned

in building olan and building construction are different, Sy. No 95 alone is shown in

building pla1, 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 submittec by the Institution is not from a

Nationalised Bank".

AND WHEREAS No one from, Diganth Teacher Training Institute, Kolar,

Karnataka appeared on behalf 01 the appellant institution on 24-11-2014. The appellant

was given a second opportunity :0 appear before the Commitee on 13.01.2015. Dr. M.

Chandra Ehekhar, Chairman of the society managing Diganth Teacher Training

Institute, Kolar appeared before t1e Committee on 13.012015 and submitted that "the

Initial recognition granted to the Instituticn is at DIGANTH TTl, Hanchala Gate,

Hudukula Post, BangarpetTaluk, Kolar district - 563114, Karnataka, The address as per

building plan and building comple:ion certifio3te is survey 'Jo. 95 and 96 of Aniganahalli

Kasaba Hooli, Chikkankandahalli gram pan,01ayath, Bangarpet Taluk, Kolar district. The

above said two places, two names are 018 and the same, The Hanchala gate is

situated in Aniganhalli, KasabaHobli, Sy. No. 95 and 96 under the Jurisdiction of

Chikkankandahalli Gram Pancha,.at. To pre.,'e this a certil cate issued by the Panchayat

Development officer 1 Secretary ",as enclosed. In withdrawal order of SRC Bangalore



the remarks made is not correct regarding plan and building c:Jmpleticn 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 certificate 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 :::ause 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, Ban.alore on the

same day itself, the SRC, Bangalore has endcrsed us for having receirt of the said

FDRs Vide letter number FSRC/NCTE/ACCTS/201 0-11/21874 Dated 8.10.2010 FDRs

vide FSRC/NCTE/ACCTS/201 0-1/22383 dated 22.10.2010 we have deposited the said

amount in Nationalised bank only i.e., CANARA BANK. this deposit is also 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 wrthdrawal 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 docunents.

2) Building rlan mentions Survey nco 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 ;heets.

4) FDRs submitted are not from nationalised bank.

•



It is also observed that before issuing 11e withdrawal orjer 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 ~otices datec 2304.2013 and 17.05.2013

and the appellant institution has 'urnished reply to these Show Cause Notices. The

appellant institution had furnist"ed :wo se::>arale Building Completion Certificates

showing bu It 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.:. contains two separate B.C.Cs dated 25.01.n12 certifying all R.C.C.

roofing on both the buildings. I-aving reg3ITJ to the fact that :i) the institution was

granted recognition to conduct two un ts of D.EI.Ed. in 2004 and 2007 respectively and

the appellant has all along been 3ubmittins 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 FD.Rs from Canara Bank which are

acceptable, Appeal Committee decided that a Composite Insoection under Section 13

of the NCTE Act be conducted te' physically ~scertain the infrastructural capacity of the

appellant institution to conduct MO units of D.EI.Ed. separately in two different building

at one survey number.

After considering the Merroranda of l\Jpeal, affidavit, documents on record and

oral arguments advanced durhg the hearing, the CJmmittee concluded that a

Composite Inspection to assess the availabilities of inf~astructural and instructional

requiremen:s with the appellant institution, be conducted under Section 13. While

conducting inspection special fOCJS should be on the grounds of withdrawal of both the

units of D.EJ.Ed. ordered on 09.1 0.2C13 and t8.10.2013.

Current Status

The matter is placed before Al=peal COTlmittee on 2(/1112018. Appeal Committee

noted from the previous minutes of 1" MeEtng/2015 (Serial No. 26) that the impugned

withdrawal order dated 09/1 O/2013Nas on fol owing grounds -



(i) Survey nco96 is not supported by land documents.

(ii) Survey as mentioned in the building plan and Building Coml=letion Certificate
are d iffere n1.

(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 asbestos roofing \/Vas 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 \/erify the submissions

made by appellant had decided thaf averments made by appellant should be got

physically verified as no temporary structure consisting of asbestcs 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 0911012013 and more than 5 Years have elapsed.

Last time when appellant represented for disposal of Appeal is 1110812015. During the

pendency of appeal the appellant institution could not have conducted the programme

as by the impugned withdrawal order dated 0911012013 recognition was wi:hdrawn from

academic session 2014-15.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that after the issue of impugned

withdrawal order dated 0911012013. 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. Keeping in view that a sizable area of 8331 sq. feet was found to

be covered with asbestos roofing, Appeal Committee decided to confirm tre withdrawal

order dated 0911012013.



AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandLm of appeal, affidavit, the

documents available on records anc consicering the oral arguments advanced during

the hearing the Committee conclujed that the SRC was justified in refusing recognition

and therefore, the appeal dese-,ed tc be rejected and the order of the SRC is

confirmed.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby' :onfirms the Order appealed against.

( anjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Dig~:mthTeacher Training Institute, Kolar, Karnataka.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human qesource Developme1t, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Shawan, 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 Appeol/20m Mig -2018/17'", 19m & 20. November, 2018

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing II, 1, Bahadursha1 Zafar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

Oate:Ol.'1 I 1'-11a
ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Nawa garh (PG) Mahila Mahavjjyalaya, Nansa

Gate, Nawalgarh, Rajasthan dated 27,'03/2018 is against the Order No,

NCTE/NRClNRCAPP201716803'RA.REd.IB Sc,B.Ed. 4 Year

Integrated/SCN/RJ/2017-18/2; dated 2010112018 of the Northern Regional Committee,

refusing recognition for conductirg B,A, REd.lRSc, REd, Course on toe 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

Gov!. Authority not submitted, Hence, the C'Jmmittee de:ided that the application is

rejected and recognition I perm ssion is refused uls 14/15 1:3)(0) of the NCTE Act,

1993, FORs, if any, be returned to th~ institution,"

AND WHEREAS Sh, Chauth r~al Jang r, CAO, Scree Nawalgarh (PG) Mahila

Mahavidyalaya, Nansa Gate, Nawalgarh. Rajasthan ~resented the case of the

appellant institution on 31/05/2018. In the aopeal and during pe-sonal presentation it

was submitted that "Appellant had submitt3C relevant documents in response to the

show cause notice which were completely oJerlooked by NRC, The observation of

NRC with regard to non-submiss on of cer.j:'~dregistered land dOCUrl8nts issued by
registering authority or civil authority is c1earll contrary to the record as appellant had

submitted said document. A copy 0'" certifieJ registered 13nd do.:uments is enclosed.

The observation with regard to non-submission of Change of Land Use Certificate

issued by competent authority i. nol justified, Appellant had made all the necessary

documentary compliance and it also satisfes the norms and standarjs in respect of

availability of infrastructure ane faoilities as required under I\CTE Act, 1993 and

Regulations, 2014. Because in ',iew of the reply to show cause notice as well as in

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



deficiency exists with appellant-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 ar,~uments of

present appeal."

AND WHEREAS appellant during the course of appeal presentation submitted

extracts of records from state Archives, Jaipur entered at Se-ial No. 161 dated

04/11/1946. Appellant is required to submit originally certified copy 0' such land

documents which clearly indicate the location, measurement and ownership rights of

land to the Regional Ccmmittee. From a Certificate dated 25101/2018 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. Ap~eal 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 Mandai used for conducting P.G. Mahila

College.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to remand ba:k the case

to N.R.C. for revisiting t18 matter as original certified documentary evidence and Land

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

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. for

revisiting the matter as original certified documentary evidence and Land Use Certificate

from Nagar Palika, Nawalgarh are already available on regula:ory file.

,



NOW THEREFORE, the COlXlcil hereby remands back the case of Shree
Nawalgarh IPG) Mahila MahavidY3Ia)'a, Nansa Gate, Nawalgarh, Rajasthan to the NRC,
NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Chie"" Admn. Officer, ShrE'e Nawalgarh (PG) Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Nawalgarh,
Nansa Gate. Nawalgarh - 333042, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resou.ce Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, S1astri Bhawan, New De hi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Re;}ioral Comrrittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (look n9 after Te3cher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.



~~..--_.-~..
F.No.c9-498/E-8245212018A.pedV20'" Mtg.-2018/17•. 19'" & 20'" November. 2018

NATIONAL CCUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Shawan, Wing II, 1, Bc:hadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi -110 002

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Sri Saila College of Educati01, 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 af tre Southern Regional

Committee withdrawing recognition "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 de! ciency. We cannot wait indefinitely for their reply to

our SCN de. 16.05.2016. Withdr"'N the recognition given by us to their B.Ed. (2 units).

Return the FORs. Close the file. Inlonm 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 appellsnt institution on 04110/2018. In the appeal no

explanation has been given.

AND WHEREAS in the ccurse of presentation, the appellant submitted a letter

dt. 04/10/::'018. In this leller the appellant stated that (i) their colleges name appears

twice in the list of colleges pub ished by the NCTE with two di"ferent code numbers,

i.e. APS 03398 and AOS 0046". wrereas their correct code no is AOS 00465; (ii) all

corresponjence has been made against code no. ADS 00465, (iii) affidavit is also

submilled using Code No. AOS J0465; (iv) recognition has been withdrawn in respect

of Code APS 03398, tagging their college name with :he orcler; and (v) they have

already sjbmitted their requisilions to SRC. The "ppellant requested to either

withdraw the order mentioned in re1erence or issue the necessary corrective orders.



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/'996 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 re:ognition order

dt. 03/07/2015, a!fidavi: 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 the Code No. APS 03398,

which the appellant claims does not belong to their institution.

AND WHEREAS the relevant file of the appellant i1stitu:ion 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 direction to send

their response thereto along with the relevant file of the appEllant institution for

consideration of the appeal.

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

8.Ed. course. The Conmittee 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. 29/0512018 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 appedant in the appeal and those contai1ed 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 memorandu'll cf appeal, affidavit, documents

available on re:ords and conside.ing the o"al arguments advanced during the hearing,

the Commi:tee concluded that t~e matter dEserved to be remanded to the SRC with a

direction to consider the submission of the appellant in the a"peal and those contained

in their two letters written to the SRC and issue fu1her appropriate orders. In the

meanwhile, the order of withdrav.al shall be ,ept in ab~yarce.

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

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary/Appellant, Sri Saila College of Education, Vageesha Nagar, P.B. Road,
Harihar - 577601, Karnataka.
2. The Secretar/, Ministry of Human Resource Jevelopment. Jepartment of School Education
& Literacy, Sha5:triShawan, New De hi.
3. Regional Director, Southern R~ional COT,mittee, Plot No. G-7, Sector - 10, Dwarka,
New Delhi -110075.
4. The Secretary, Education (look ng after Teacher Educat on) Government of Karnataka,
Bengaluru.
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