W
PR

: e
F.N0.89-62/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017

" NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing I, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: :2\,\)(3][.7

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Rani Durgawati College, Vijaypur, Sheopur, Madhya
Pradesh dated 27/01/2017 is against the Order No.
WRC/APP3539/222/253"/(MP)/2016/168834 dated 14.06.2016 of the Western
Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. Course on the
grounds that “Show Cause Notice was issued on 08.02.2016 and reply was received
on 22.03.2016. An examination of the file shows that the institution has submitted
all the required documents. The institution has replied that it is running B.A. and
B.Com. courses but no documentary proof regarding affiliation by the Univéfsity has
been submitted. NOC from the affiliating body has also not been submitted. Hence,

recognition is refused.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant, aggrieved by the decision of the WRC filed a
Writ Petition No. 326/2017 before the Hon'ble High Court of MP, Bench at Gwalior.
The Hon'ble High Court, in their order dated 18.01.2017, disposed of the petitibn, '
giving liberty to the petitioner to file a statutory appeal, this being one of the alte_réti‘ve
prayers in the Writ Petition itself, with a direction that if the appeal is filed within 15 -
days from V18'..Q.1 .2017, the same shall be éntertained and decided by the competent
authority on mérité as expeditiously as possible, without dismissing the same on the

ground of limitation alone.

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed the appeal on 27.01.2017. The appellant in
the appeal referred to the Show Cause Notice dated 08.02.2016 and not the refusal
order dated 14.06.2016. In a letter dated 28.01.2017, the appellant submitted that
the letter of rejection has not come in the knowledge of the appellant institution in
time. From the file of the WRC it is seen that the refusal order dafed 14.06.2016 was
returned undelivered with the following remarks of the postman on the envelope.

“There is no vidyalaya by this name in Gram Sehula, hence returned.”.
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’ AND WHEREAS the appellant in the appeal submitted that they had submitted
the letter dt. 30.06.2015 alongwith the letter of composite course. before the W.R.C.

“In the letter dt. 2§.01_.2017 forwarding the appeal, the appellant submitted that their
appli‘cation for gr%nt of recognition of D.EL.Ed. course has been rejected only on the
Qrbdnd that the institution has not submitted the letter of composite course. The
appellant has also submitted that they filed the letter of composite course before the
W.R.C. on 06.06.2016.

AND WHEREAS No one from Rani Durgawati College, Vijaypur, Sheopur,

Madhya Pradesi‘i appeared on behalf of the appellant institution on 23.03.2017. The

Committee deci’ded to give the appellant another opportunity i.e. the second

opportunity to present their case.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Naveen Garg, Secretary, Rani Durgawati College,
Vijaypur, Sheopur, Madhya Pradesh presented the case of the appellant institution
on 29.05.2017 jie. the second opportunity granted to them. In the course of

presentation, the appellant submitted a copy of their letter dt. 26.05.2015 addressed
to the Board of Secondary Education, Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal requesting issue of
NOC for the Dél.Ed. course. The appellant also submitted a copy of the letter dt.
26.08.2015 frorrlm the Registrar, Jiwaji University, Gwalior granting affiliation to the

appellant institu‘tion for conducting B.A./B.Com courses.

f
AND WHEREAS the Committee noted from the refusal order dt. 04.06.2016 tha_t ‘

the WRC refused recognition on two grounds, namely, (i) non-submission of
documeﬁtary pr,ioof regarding affiliation of the university for running B.A. and B.Com
courses; and (ii;) non-submission of NOC from the affiliating body. The show cause
notice dt. 08.0252016 clearly indicated these two omissions besides the others. The
appellant in their reply dt. 04.02.2016 merely stated that their institution is presently
running B.A., BiCom courses and requested to treat their institution as a composite
institution, but dgid not furnish any evidence of affiliation. The appellant in their reply,
inter-alia submitted that they have applied for NOC to the affiliating bodly.
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AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the appellant has now submitted a
copy of the affiliation Ietterfro_fn the university. | fhére Is no letter of composite nature
stated to have been submitte!‘d on 06.06.2016 in the file of the W.R.C. The appellant
has not submitted the NOC for D.EI.Ed. course from the concerned affiliating body.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to the provisions of Clause
5(3) of the NCTE, Regulatiéns, 2014, a No Objection Certificate issued by the
concerned affiliating body slhall be submitted alongwith the application. The
Committee also noted that: the Council issued instructions to their Regional
Committees informing that, for 2016-17, 15" July, 2015 will be the last date for
submission of hard copies of the applications, irrespective of the date of online
submission. Since the appell_lant has not fulfilled this requirement, the Committee
concluded that the WRC was justified in refusing recognition and therefore, the

appeal deserved to be rejecte]d and the order of the WRC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS after pérusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on recollrds and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the WRC was justified in refusing
recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the
WRC is confirmed. |

NOW THEREFORE, the C6uncil hereby confirms the Order appeajled against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Rani Durgawati College, Vijaypur, Sheopur, Madhya Pradesh —
476337.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of HumaniResource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Dc—?lhi.

3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Manas Bhawan, Shayamala Hills, Bhopal
- 462002.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Madhya
Pradesh, Bhopal.
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F.No.89-775/2016 Appeal/11'" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 9_\4\51 177

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of National College of Education, Sirsa, Haryana dated
24/11/2016 is against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-12947/257% (Part-3)
Meeting/2016/159167 dated 27/09/2016 of the Northern Regional Committee,
refusing recognition for conducting M.Ed. Course on the grounds that “The institution
was given show cause notice vide letter dt. 21/06/2016 with direction to submit the
reply within 30 days. The institution did not submit any reply of show cause notice
till date.”

AND WHEREAS Dr. Punam Miglani, Principal and Smt. Laxmi Narain, Teacher
Assistant, National College of Education, Sirsa, Haryana presented the case of the
appellant institution on 23/03/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation
it was submitted that “the land documents had been sent vide their letter no.
6820/NCTE dated 08/02/2016 & 6844/NCTE dated 30/03/2016. The building
completion certificate signed by the competent authority had been sent vide their
letter no. 6895/NCTE dated 13/07/2016. The inspection of their college was already
conducted by the orders of NCTE by inspection team composed of Dr. Dharmendra
Bhadoria and Dr. Man Veer Singh on 28/04/2016. No other discrepancy was found
in their college. Therefore, in the interest of justice and fair-play it is humbly

submitted that a sympathetic view is solicited in this appeal at an early date.”

AND WHEREAS the appellant, in the course of presentation, submitted a letter
date 23.03.2017 stating that they could not present documentary proof of sending
their reply through post to NRC Jaipur and the building completion certificate
submitted in NCTE was not in 'Ighe proper format prescribed by the NCTE. In these
circumstances he requested grant of an opportunity to present their case again with
valid documents. The Committee acceded to the request and decided to give the

appellant another opportunity i.e. the second opportunity to present their case.
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AND WHER"EAS Dr. Punam Miglani, Principal and Smt. Laxmi-Narain, Teacher

Assistant, Nationfal College of Education, Sirsa, Héryana presented the case of the
appellant institutijon on 29.05.2017 i.e. the second opportunity granted to them. In
the ‘course of pre%sentation, the appellant submitted a copy of the postal receipt dt.
13.07.2016 about a document addressed to the N.R.C., Jaipur. The appellant also
submitted a cop):/ of a occupation certificate dt. 26.05.2017 issued by the Municipal
Engineer, Municiipal Council, Sirsa and a copy of the building completion certificate

in the prescribecj format.
:

AND WHE!E?EAS the Committee noted that the N.R.C. issued a show cause
notice to the aﬁbpellant on 21.06.2016 on the ground that the institution has not
submitted the bpilding completion certificate signed by the Competent Government
Authority while the appellant has claimed that he had sent the building completion
certificate signe:d by the competent authority with their letter no. 6895/NCTE dt.
13.07.2016 anci'i gave a copy of the postal receipt of that date in respect of a
document addréssed to N.R.C., Jaipur, no such letter is found in the file of the N.R.C.
The Committeef also noted that the copy of the occupation certificate now submitted
indicated the ti’otal built up area as 45570 sq. ft. and the copy of the building
completion Certiificate in the prescribed format, which has also been submitted also
indicated the tof’tal built up area as 45570 sq. ft. though the latter has not been signed

by any Govern%nent Engineer.
|

AND WHéREAS the Committee, however, finding that the built up area in the
building complétion certificate matches with that given in the occupation certificate
issued by a CESovernment Engineer, concluded that the matter deserved to be
remanded to tthe N.R.C with a direction to consider these two documents, and take
further action {as per the NCTE, Regulations, 2014. The appellant is directed to
forward these ftwo certificates to the N.R.C within 15 days of receipt of the orders on
the appeal. ‘ '

AND WhiiEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit,
documents é\f/ailable on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the héaring, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be

remanded to I}IIRC with a direction to consider these two documents, and take further

!
|

"
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action as per the NCTE, Regu}ations, 2014. The appellant is directed to forward
these two certificates to the N.R.C within 15 days of receipt of the orders on the

appeal.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of National
College of Education, Sirsa, Haryana to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as
indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Principal, National College of Education, 83/4, Own Building, B-Block, Near
Durga Mandir, Sirsa, Haryana — 125055.

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Haryana,
Chandigarh.
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F.No.89-779/2016 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: Q\{)é[m

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Jai Mata Dulhami Tribhuwan Mahavidyalaya,
Chogra, Ballia, Uttar Pradesh dated 26/11/2016 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-14806/249t" (part-5) Meeting/2016/149308 dated 25.05.2016
of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting BA/B.Sc.
Course on the grounds that the reply of the institution to the SCN dated 16/10/2015
has not been submitted by;the institution. The institution in their letter dated
27/01/2016 requested to consider the application for B.EL.Ed. instead of B.A., B.Ed.
/ B.Sc. B.Ed. course for which"l the institution has applied.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ajendra Kumar, Representative, Jai Mata Dulhami
Tribhuwan Mahavidyalaya, Chogra, Ballia, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of the
appellant institution on 23/03/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation
it was submitted that “the documents were sent by post no. EU149715867 on
09/07/2015 NOC was submitted to NRC, Jaipur on 01/02/2016 vide receipt no.
130811.” The appellant also submitted a letter dated 23.01.2017 (date should be
23.03.2017), requesting another opportunity as some documents have not become
available.

AND WHEREAS the Committee acceded to the request and decided to give

the appellant another opportunity i.e. the second opportunity to present their case.
l

AND WHEREAS Ms. J);oti Prakash, Representative, Jai Mata Dulhami
Tribhuwan Mahavidyalaya, Chogra, Ballia, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of the
appellant institution on 29.05.2017 i.e. the second opportunity given to them. In the
course of presentation, the appellant gave a letter dt. 28.05.2017. In this letter, the
appellant submitted that NOC for B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. programme was submitted
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to N.R.C. on 13.64.2016 but N.R.C. in their 249th (Part — 5) meeting held between
1st and 10th February, 2016 refused recognition. The appellant enclosed a copy of
their letter dt. 150.04.2016 bearing the N.R.C. receipt stamp no. 138879 ~dt. ‘
13.04.2016 and ? copy of the NOC dt. 27.02.2016 for B.A. B.Ed. programme issued
by Mahatma Gaq‘ndhi Kashi Vidyapith, Varanasi.

,

j

AND WHEETEAS the Committee noted that the N.R.C. issued a show cause
notice to the appellant on 16.10.2015 on the grounds that (i) the print out of the
application was not submitted within 15 days of online; and (i) NOC of the affiliating
body was not su’bmitted with the hard copy of the application. The appellant did not
send any reply to the show cause notice. The appellant’s letter dt. 10.04.2016 with
which a NOC isfsued by the affiliating body for B.A. B.Ed. programme on 27.02.2016
is not in the file of the N.R.C. |

|
|

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that according to the provisions of Clause
5 (3) of the NfCTE Regulations, 2014, a No Objection Certificate issued by the
affiliating body shall be submitted alongwith the application. The Committee also
noted that theiCouncil issued instructions to their Regional Committees informing
that, for 2016-17, 15th July, 2015 will be the last date for submission of the hard
copies of the japplications together with NOC, irrespective of the date of online
application. iThe appellant applied for B.A. B.Sc. course online on 29.06.2015 and
did not submit the NOC with the hard copy of their application. They got the NOC
only on 27.02!].2016. In these circumstances, the Committee concluded that the
N.R.C. was jujstified in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be

rejected and the order of the N.R.C. confirmed.

|

AND W}LEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents alvailable on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the NRC was justified in refusing
recognition a:"nd therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the
NRC is confifrmed.

|
|
g
|
l
|



NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appeafed against

‘(Sanjay Awasthi)
! Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Jai Mata Dulhami Tribhuwan Mahavidyalaya, 386, 445, onw, Chogra,
Ballia, Uttar Pradesh — 277123.

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (Iookmg after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.
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F.No.89-845/2016 Appeal/11™ Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing I, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

| Date: ’D\\kl bhv-j

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Babu Vasudev Singh Smarak Mahavidyalaya,
Bahraich, Uttar Pradesh dated 13.12.2016 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-5055/256t" Meeting (Part-2)/2016/159766 dated 17/10/2016
of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting ‘B.Ed.
Course on the grounds that “The institution was given show cause notice vide letter
dt. 22/09/2015 with direction‘ to submit the reply within 30 days. The §nstitution did

not submit any reply of show cause notice.”

AND WHEREAS Shri. I,Girijesh Kumar Singh, Member, Society for, Babu
Vasudev Singh Smarak Mahavidyalaya, Bahraich, Uttar Pradesh presented the
case of the appellant institution on 25/03/2017. In the appeal and during personal
presentation it was submitted that after an inspection of their institution on
25.12.2013, no LOI was received from NCTE, Jaipur and suddenly the refusal order
was received. The appellant further submitted that they have affiliation for running
Degree course from Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia Avadh University, Faizabad and hence
theirs is a composite institution. The appellant also submitted that at time of their

application for B.Ed. course NOC was not required.

AND WHEREAS the appellant requested Appeal Committee for grant of
another opportunity as he has failed to bring certain important documents. Appeal

Committee, decided to grant another (second) opportunity to the appellant.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Dinesh Pratap Singh, Representative, Babu Vasudev
Singh Smarak Mahavidyalaya, Bahraich, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of the
appellant institution on 29.05.12017 i.e. the second opportunity given to them. In a
letter dt. 29.05.2017 given during presentation the appellant stated that they neither
received the LOI nor the SCN and hence could not send reply.



AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the NRC issued the Letter of Intent

(LOI) on 14.02.2015 and the Show Cause Notice (SCN) on 22.09.2015 to the

: appellant'at the same address to which the refusal order dt. 07.10.2016 was sent.
The Committee noted that néither the LOI nor the SCN were returned to the NRC

. undelivered. Further the minutes of the meeting of the NRC wherein decisions are

taken or uploaded on their website for information of all concerned, including the
applicants. The appellant does not seem to have made any efforts after their
institution was inspected on 25.12.2013, to find out the status of their application till
the NRC issued refusal order on 07.10.2016. In these circumstance, the Committee
concluded that the NRC was justified in refusing recognition and therefore, the

appeal deservedito be rejected and the order of the NRC confirmed.

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

NOW ‘THEFtEFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Babu Vasudev Singh Smarak Mahavidyalaya, Village — Jaitapur, PO -
Rupaidiha, Bahraich, Uttar Pradesh ~ 271881.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri|Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
~ Building, Bhawani {Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow. :
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F.No.89-223/E-117/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

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

Date: 1 \'6,\\,

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Swapna Devi College of Education, Village — Chakat
Gram, P.S. Nanoor Dist. — Birbhum, West Bengal dated 24.03.2017 is against the
Order No. ER/7-ER-226.7.6/NCTE/ERCAPP3378/B.Ed./2016/50579 dated
23/12/2016 of the Eastern Régionai Committee, refusing recognition for conducting
B.Ed. course on the grounds that “(a) SCN was issued on 25/08/2016 on the
following grounds: (ii) As per building plan and building completion certificate, three
storied (G+2) building is available having total built up area 3051 sq. mts. but as
seen in the CD, second floor is under construction. After deduction, the
measurement of second floor, the total built up area of G+1 floor is 2034 sq. mts.
which is less than the requirément of 3000 sq. mts. stipulated for running B.Ed. +
D.ELEd. programme. (b) The institution with its representation dated 26/08/2016
submitted the fresh CD. The ERC considered the representatibn and found that the
institution is still deficient on the following grounds: (i) In the fresh CD, it is observed
that the second floor has bee]n completed, but the same VT members are moving,
measuring and noting within the newly constructed building where the ERC has not
assigned them to revisit the institution. (i) As per NCTE Regulation 2014, there is
no provision for re-inspection'of the under constructed building. In view the above,
the Committee decided as under. The Committee is of the opinion that application
bearing code No. ERCAPP3378 of the institution regarding recognition of B.Ed.
Programme is refused under §ection 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act 1993.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ramkrishna Pal, Secretary and Sh. Minhajuddin,
Representative, Swapna Devi’lCoIIege of Education, Village — Chakat Gram, Dist. - .
Birbhum, Nanoor, West Bengal presented the case of the appellant institution on
29/05/2017. In the appeal and:during personal presentation it was submitted that in
the fresh CD submitted by institution dated 26/08/2016 ERC observed that the
second floor has been completed. ERC did not consider in the meeting no 226 for



re-inspection. Ae per ERC, NCTE, small part of the second-floo;' construction was
not finished. Withci)ut measuring by any competent person how is it possible to say
that built up area' of the second floor of 1000 sq. mts. was not completed. The
appellant required a re-inspection of the institution.” |

| AND WHEREAS the Committee noting the submissions of the appellant and
the observation the ERC that the second floor has been completed, concluded that
the matter deserved to be remanded to the ERC with a direction to conduct a re-
inspection of the institution, on payment of the prescribed fee by the appellant, and
take further action as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.

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

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced

during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be
remanded to ER'C with a direction to conduct a re-inspection of the institution, on
payment of the ;i)rescribed fee by the appellant, and take further action as per the
NCTE Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Swapna Devi
College of Education, Village — Chakat Gram, P.S. Nanoor Dist. — Birbhum, West Bengal
to the ERC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Swapna Devi College of Education, Village — Chakat Gram, SH-7 Dist.
- Birbhum, Nanoor - 731215, West Bengal.

2. The Secretary, Mlnlstry of Human Resource Development Department of School Education
& Literacy, ShastriBhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional Committee, 15, Neelkanth Nagar, Nayapall,
Bhubaneshwar - 7}51 012.

4. The Secretary, Educatlon (looking after Teacher Education) Government of West Bengal,
- Kolkata. ‘
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F.No.89-224/E-98/2017 Appeal/11"" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 2\{\6,‘ -

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shaheed Baba Deep Singh College of Education,
Fatehabad Road, Ratia, Haryana dated 29.03.2017 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-4951/262" (Part-8) Meeting/2017/166776 dated 06/02/2017
of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed.
(Addl.) course on the grounds that “The institution was issued show cause notice on
29/12/2016 with regard to 1the ban on D.ELEd. course imposed by the State
Government. The reply of the institution to the show cause notice received on
10/01/2017 by NRC was considered and it was not found satisfactory. Further, “As
directed by the NCTE Hqrs. Vide its letter no. F.No. 49-01/2015/NCTE/N&/40229 dt.
24/08/2016. NRC decided to take up the matter with the Haryana Govt. to sort out
impasse of applications received prior to the promuigation of the Regulation, 2014
by allowing restricted exception to their current stand i.e. ban in respect of
application pertaining to the years 2013-14." As copy of this letter be forwarded to
the Haryana Govt. of their comments so that adequate decision may be taken by
the NRC. The NRC sent a letter to the Chief Secretary, Higher Education Haryana,
Chandigarh on 16/09/2016 stating that to kindly revisit its policy decision of imposing
ban in respect of applications for grant of recognition for B.Ed./D.El.Ed. Course
categorically for the applications received by NRC prior to the promulgation of the
Regulations, 2014. The NRC sent 1%t reminder to Chief Secretary Secretariat,
Higher Education, Haryana Chandigarh on 6" October 2016, followed by Iind
reminder on 27" October 2016. However, the State Government has not responded
in the matter so far.” Hence, the Committee decided that the application is rejected
and recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs,
if any, be returned to the instit(gtion.”

| |

AND WHEREAS Sh. Harmeet Singh, Secretary and Dr. Mamta Choudhary,

Principal, Shaheed Baba Deep Singh College of Education, Fatehabad Road, Ratia,



|
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Haryana presented the case of the appellant institution on 29/05/2017. In the appeal
and during personal presentation it was submitted that “their institute is a Sikh
Minority Education Institute under article 30(1) of the constitution of India. As per the
Public Notice dateld 27.03.2015, issued by the NCTE Hqrs ban is not applicable in |
case of minority institutes. In these circumstance, the appellant requested
consideration of the application.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab
and Haryana in their order dt. 03/08/2015 in CWP No. 12482 of 2015 held “that the

NCTE is the appropriate authority to take a decision for the opening of new colleges

and the State quernment or the University cannot act contrary to the decision of
the NCTE. It wfas also observed that the contention of the State Government is
only to supply da;ta and material to the NCTE to enable it to take a decision, but the
State had no pkoer to decide, by way of a policy decision, not to grant permission
to open new B.Ed. college for a particular period.” '

AND WHEREAS the pomt under consideration of the Committee therefore, is
whether the general negative recommendations of the State Government are
applicable to the minority institutions established under Article 30 (1) of the-
Constitution of fndia. The Committee is of the opinion that wherever the State
Government mela"kes a specific recommendation based on merits of an individual
case in termsiof Clause 7 (1) (4,5,6), the recommendations of the State
Government, being an important stake holder, should invariably be honoured. The
Committee further decided that the general negative recommendations of the State
Government without assessing the merits of a particular rhinority institution shall not
be held against an institution established under Article 30 (1) of the Constitution of

India for refusal of the recognition.

AND WHEREAS in view of the position stated above, the Committee concluded

that the matterideserved to be remanded to the N.R.C to process the application
further as per the NCTE Regulations, 2014.
AND WI-!’EREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit,

documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
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during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the appeal deserves to be
remanded to NRC with a direction to process the application further as per the NCTE
Regulations, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Shaheed Baba
Deep Singh College of Education, Fatehabad Road, Ratia, Haryana to the NRC, NCTE,
for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Shaheed Baba Deep Singh College of Education, Aherwan, Ratia-
Fatehabad Road, Ratia — 125051, Haryana.

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-Il, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

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



|
H
, Rf

F.No.89-226/E-56/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing |, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002
Date: 2\4 \6, ™

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Shree Shivcharan Yadav Shiksha Samiti, Manakbara
Garderwara, Madhya Pradesh dated 24.3.2017 is against the Order No.
WRC/APP2932/223/2661"/2016/178780-787 dated 18/01/2017 of the Western
Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.Ed. course on the
grounds that “...Clarification Iletter/Show Cause Notice dt. 19/10/2016 was issued to

the institution. Reply has not been received till date. Hence, Recognition is refused.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Pari"mod Kumar, Representative, Shree Shivcharan Yadav
Shiksha Samiti, Manakbara -'I_'GardenNara, Madhya Pradesh presented the case of
the appellant institution on! 29/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal
presentation it was sfjbmitted that “their institution has not received show cause
notice”. l

!

AND WHEREAS the Co‘mmittee noted that, before the Visiting Team could
conduct inspection of the College, the management informed that they are not ready
for inspection. The WRC therleafter issued a clarificatory letter to the institution on
19.10.2016 asking them to submit (i) a sum of Rs. 1.50 Lakhs for constituting
another VT and (ii) building completion certificate signed by the sarpanch as well as
a Govt. Engineer. A reply to this letter was to be received within 15 days from the
date of its issue. The decision taken by the WRC in this regard was also displayed
on their website for information of applicants. The letter dt. 19.10.2016 has not been
returned to the WRC undelivered. The appellant in the appeal merely stated that
they did not receive this Ietteir. He did not make any submission on the grounds
contained in the clarificatory letter, which were reproduced in the refusal order. The
Committee also noted that the ]irefusal order dt. 18.01.2017 was returned to the WRC
undelivered with the remarks person by this name is not available, hence returned

|
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on 02.02.2017 by

the postman. This clearly indicates that either the institution is not

existing at the address provided or is not interested in getting it inspected.

AND WHERI?AS in the above circumstance, the Committee concluded that the

WRC was justified is rersing recognition and therefore the appeal deserved to be

: rejecfed and the (?)rder of the WRC confirmed.
|
|

AND WHER

EAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the

A o
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced

during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the WRC was justified in refusing

recognition and tfherefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the
WRC is confirmeid.

NOW THER'EFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against.

ek—

Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

i
" 1. The Manager, Shree Shivcharan Yadav Shiksha Samiti, Manakbara Bhamon 211/3,

Garderwara — 487:5

51, Madhya Pradesh.

2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Manas Bhawan, Shayamala Hills, Bhopal -

- 462002.

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

Pradesh, Bhopal.
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F.No.89-227/E-54/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: QWI&]\"]

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Birnagar Kabi Nabin Chandra Sen Teachers Training
Institute, Village — Nazirpur, Ranaghat, Dist. — Nadia, West Bengal dated 23.3.2017
is against the Order No. ER-227.6.41/ERCAPP3830/D.EI.Ed./2016/51011 dated
17/01/2017 of the Eastern Régional Commiﬁee, granting recognition for conducting
D.ELEd. course with an intake of 50 (one basic unit). The appellant wants
recognition for two units (106 intake).

l

AND WHEREAS Sh. Sdbodh Kumar Mandal, Secretary and Sh. Sandip Das,
Representative, Birnagar Kabi Nabin Chandra Sen Teachers Training Institute,
Village — Nazirpur, Ranaghat, Dist. — Nadia, West Bengal presented the case of the
appellant institution on 29/05}2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation
it was submitted that the institute had applied for two units and is eligible to get
approval for two units. The institute has appointed and submitted 16 approved
faculties to get recognition for two units as per NCTE norms 2014. The institute have
adequate infrastructures and instructional facilities to get approval for two units. So

pleasé consider the matter.” ‘

!

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the appellant in their affidavit
enclosed to the hard copy of the application mentioned that the recognition sought
for it 50, though the name of the course was wrongly mentioned as B.Ed. The visiting
Team in their report dt. 21.03.2016 mentioned the proposed intake as 50 (one unit)
and recommended grant of recognition for ohe unit only. In the affidavit submitted
by the appellant at the time of inspection also it was mentioned that intake in D.EI.Ed
course is 50. The ERC in their‘;letter of Intent dt. 29.06.2016 asked the institution to
intimate their willingness in affidavit about the number of unit either one or two. The
appellant while furnishing a re;I)Iy to the Letter of Intent dt. 30.07.2016 enclosed an
affidavit dt. 28.06.2016 opting for an intake of 100 (two units). The ERC, after



examining the documents submitted by the appellant including the details of faculty
and also noting that the appellant applied for one basic unit of D.E.Ed. and B.Ed.
courses, decided to grant recognition for one unit of D.EI.Ed. only.

~ AND WHEREAS since the institution initially applied for only one unit of D.EL.Ed.,
the Visiting Team also recommended one unit and the ERC examined the faculty
position in detail before deciding to grant recognition for one unit, the Committee
concluded that the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the ERC
confirmed. '

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the ERC was justified in refusing
recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the
ERC is confirmed.

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

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Birnagar Kabi Nabin Chandra Sen Teachers Training Institute, Village
- Nazirpur, Taherpur Birnagar Road, Ranaghat, Dist. — Birnagar- 741127, West Bengal.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional Committee, 15, Neelkanth Nagar, Nayapalli,
Bhubaneshwar - 751 012.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of West Bengal,
Kolkata. :
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F.N0.89-229/E-175/2017 Appeé|/1 1" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 2\4 (gl.p—\

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of B.S. Patel College, Meghpura Road, Distt. Bhind
Mehgaon, Madhya Pradesh dated 27.3.2017 is against the Order No.
WRC/APP3365/B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed./266%/{M.P.}/2017/179005 dated 27/01/2017
of the Western Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that clarification letter/Show Cause Notice
dt. 20/04/2016 was issued to the institution. Reply has not been received till date.

Hence, Recognition is refused.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Abhilakh Singh, Secretary, B.S. Patel College, Meghpura
Road, Mehgaon, Distt. Bhind, Madhya Pradesh presented the case of the appellant
institution on 29/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that the society president’'s death was the reason for the institution not
replying to the letter of the NCTE, WRC. In a letter dt. 29.05.2017 given at the time
of presentation, the appellant submitted that due to some special circumstance, they
could not reply to the WRC but they are now prepared to deposit Rs. 1,50,000/- for
inspection and their building is complete in all respects as per the NCTE norms.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that when the WRC proposed an
inspection of the appellant institution between 25.02.2016 and 02.03.2016, the
appellant in their letter dt. 27.02.2016 and 28.02.2016 informed the VT members
that their building is not yet ready and it is impossible to conduct inspection. In their
letter dt. 27.02.2016 the appellant asked for two months’ time for inspection. The VT
members in their letter dt. 03.03.2016 informed the Regional Director WRC that the
institution refused for inspection when they were asked for the date for the visit.
Thereafter the WRC sent a letter dt. 20.04.2016 to the appellant institution asking
then to deposit Rs. 1.50 Lakhs for Inspection, which will be carried out after receipt



of the amount. The institution, which was asked to submit a reply within 21 days
from the date of that letter, did not send any reply.

AND WHEREAS in view of the position stated above the Committee concluded
that the WRC was justified in refusing recognition and therefore, the appeal
deserved to be rejected and the order of the WRC confirmed.

AND WHEREAS After perusal of the memorandum of appeal, affidavit, the
documents available on records and considering the oral arguments advanced
during the hearing, the Committee concluded that the WRC was justified in refusing
‘recognition and therefore, the appeal deserved to be rejected and the order of the
WRC is confirmed.

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

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, B.S. Patel College, 344, Jarpura, Meghpura Road, Mehgaon — 477557,
Madhya Pradesh.

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

3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Manas Bhawan, Shayamala Hills, Bhopal
- 462002,

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Madhya
Pradesh, Bhopal.
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F.No.89-230/E-173/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017 .
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

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

Date: '1\_\\@'\.7

ORDER

. WHEREAS the appeal of Marwar Mahavidyalaya, Palara Station Road,
Kuchamancity, Rajasthan dated 22.03.2017 is against the Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201615355/B.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed. - 4 Year
Integrated/RJ/2017-2018/2; dated 03/03/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee,
refusing recognition for conducting B.A. B.Ed./ B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds
that “SCN dated 30/01/2017 reply received 09/02/2017 has the following
observations: - The institution has not submitted copy of the affiliation letter issued
by affiliating university in support of its claim of running B.A./B.Sc. courses. Hence,
the Committee decided that the application is rejected and recognition/permission is
refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if any, be returned to the

institution.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Surjil Kumar Bijarniya, Treasurer, Marwar Mahavidyalaya,
Palara Station Road, Kuchan’iancity, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant
institution on 30/05/2017. In ‘_the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “The MDS University has not issued current Affiliation for any college.
So we are not able to submit but affiliation under process certificate is attached.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution submitted
online application dated 30.05.2016 seeking recognition for B.A. B.Ed./ B.Sc B.Ed.
programme. The application contained the details pertaining to B.A., B.Com, B.Sc
and B.CA course being conducted by the appellant institution since 2011. In support
of above, applicant submitted copies of femporary / provisional affiliation granted by
Maharishi Saraswati University, Ajmer on 08.10.2011 and 31.12.2014. Appeal
Committee further noted that a Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 30.01.2017 was
issued to appellant institution inter alia mentioning that latest proof of application of
liberal arts course not submitted. The appellant in its reply dated 09.02.2017



!

informed NRC that institution has paid the affiliation fee to the University for issue of
letter of affiliation. Appeilant further submitter to NRC on 17.03.2017 a certificate
issued by affiliatin'lg University that provisional application of the aforesaid college
for sessions i.e. .2013'14 to 2016-17 is under process. Appeal Committee is
convinced that appellant institution by virtue of its conducting courses in liberal arts
is é|igible to apply for B.A. B.Ed./ B.Sc. B.Ed. and subject to being assessed
successful by the Visiting Team is also entitled to L.O.l. In case the appellant
institution is not 'able to submit affiliation letter issued by concerned affiliating
University, a conditional L.O.l may be issued to appellant institution which may
include an additional clause requiring affiliation letter to be submitted to NRC before
issue of a formal order of recognition under clause 7(16). The impugned refusal
order dated 03.03.2017 is set aside. The application should be processed further in
accordance with NCTE Regulations.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on rgécord and oral argument advanced during the hearing, Appeal
Committee concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order dated 03.03.2017 and
remand back the case to NRC for further processing of the application.

!

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Marwar
Mahavidyalaya, Palara Station Road, Kuchamancity, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE, for
necessary action as indicated above.

(Sénjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Treasure, Marwar Mahawdyalaya Palara, Station Road, Kuchamancity — 341508,
Rajasthan.

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Fioor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-231/E-178/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing ll, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

i ORDER Date: RV \(:I 19

WHEREAS the appeal of Shri Kashi Chandradev Yadav Mahavidyalaya,
Bamhaur, Hazipur, Azamgarh, Uttar Pradesh dated 31.03.2017 is against the Order
No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-13997/Recognition/D.EI.LEd./262™ Meeting (part 8 —
Meeting/2017 dated 17.02.2017 of the Northern Regional Committee, granting
recognition for conducting D.EI.LEd. course with an intake of one unit on the grounds
that “College has infrastructure and institutional facilities, teacher's approval for 2

units.” 1

§
I

AND WHEREAS Sh. Sa!ndeep Kumar Yadav, Member, Shri Kashi Chandradev
Yadav Mahavidyalaya, Bamhaur, Hazipur, Azamgarh, Uttar Pradesh presented‘ the
case of the appellant institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal
presentation it was J submitted that “College was granted one unit for D.EI.Ed.

programme whereas it was eligible to get two units.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution submitted
online application dated 25.06.2015 seeking recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed.
programme. As per affidavit enclosed with the application, the applied for intake was
two units (100 seats). Inspection of the appellant institution was conducted on
22.09.2016 with a proposed intake of 100 seats in view and Visiting Team
recommended grant of recognition for 2 units. The letter of Intent (LOI) dated
18.01.2017 mentioned that ‘As per Regulations 2014 an institution can be given
maximum two units for D.El.Ed. and B.Ed. programme.

|

AND WHEREAS Appeél Committee further noted that appellant institution
submitted compliance report dated 23.12.2016 in response to L.O.l. The appellant
submitted an affidavit requesting for grant of recognition for 2 units. The list of faculty
submitted by appellant institution in response to L.O.l. included the names of one



i
1
i
i

. Principal and 15 faculty members.

Appeal Committee further noted that NRC while

deciding to grant ﬁecognition for one unit of D.EI.Ed. did not specify any reason for

granting only one. unit and not granting two units as applied for by the appeliant

institution.

'‘AND WHEREAS Appeal Co

case to NRC for granting recognit

AND WHEREAS after per,

mmittee, therefore, decided to remand back the

on for one more unit of D.EI.LEd. programme.

usal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,

documents on record and oral a{%rguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal

Committee concluded to remand

one more unit of D.EI.Ed. progran

nme.

back the case to NRC for granting recognition for

NOW THEREFORE, the Colincil hereby'remands back the case of Shri Kashi
Chandradev Yadav Mahavidyalaya,'l Bamhaur, Hazipur, Azamgarh, Uttar Pradesh to the

NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

i
'
|

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Shrl Kashi Chandradev Yadav Mahavidyalaya, Bamhaur, Hazipur,

Sadar, Azamgarh - 226021, Uttar Pradesh

2. The Secretary, Mlnlstry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New DeIh|
3. Regional Director, Northern Reg|ona| Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Educatlon (looking|after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,

Lucknow.
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F.No.89-232/E-176/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing li, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: O \&{6(1‘7

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of SPS Janta College of Education, Mustafabad,
Haryana dated 31.03.2017 is against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-261st
Meerting/2016/163933 dated 28/12/2016 of the Northern Regional Committee,
refusing recognition for conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds
that “The reply of the institution dated 22/11/2016 in response to the show cause
notice issued by the NRC on 14/10/2016 was considered by the Committee. The
Committee observed that the institution has not yet submitted the compliance to
letter of intent dated 25/04/2016. The reply submitted is not acceptable.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashwani Singla, Technical Assistant, SPS Janta College
of Education, Mustafabad, Haryana presented the case of the appellant institution
on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that
“The LOI under clause 7(13) was not received by this office even till date. However,
a reply of the show cause notice bearing No. F.NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-12109/257t
(Part-3) Meeting/2016/160435 dated 14/10/2016 which was received in this office
on 11/11/2016 was submitted to the NRC, NCTE, Jaipur on 18/11/2016 vide letter
No. SPSJCE/2016/226 dated 12/11/2016 stating that no letter regarding LOI was
received by this college. In case LOI would have been received in this office, the
College must had complied the LOI, because the college has appointed teaching
faculty on 15/02/2016 and the selection proceedings of the teaching faculty for
approval was sent to the Kurukshetra University, Kurukshetra vide letter No.
SPSJCE/2016/605 on 23/02/2016. List of the faculty appointed for teaching of B.A.
B.Sc. B.Ed. (4 year integrated course) is sent herewith with the request to set aside
the refusal orders of NRC, NCTE bearing No. F.NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-12109/261st
Meeting/2016/163934 dated 28/12/2016. A copy the letter sent to the Kurukshetra
University, Kurukshetra regarding approval of selection proceedings of fac;ulty



recruited for teaching of B.A. B.Sc. B.Ed. (4 year integrated course) is sent herewith

with the request to consider our approval”.

l

AND WHEREAS Appeal committee noted a Letter of Intent (LOI) dated
25.04.2016 was jssued to appellant institution under clause 7(13) of the NCTE
Regﬁlation, 2014. Subsequently a Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 14.10.2016 was
issued to appellaht institution on the ground that ‘Institution has not submitted reply

to LOI within the; stipulated time!.

The appellant institution submitted reply dated

12.11.2016 to SCN stating that LOI was not received by the appellant institution.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution is an
established institution conducting B.Ed., D.EL.LEd., B.A,, B.Com, B.B.A, M.B.A. etc

and had it received the LOI dated
to fulfil the conditions stipulated ir
remand back the& case to NRC fo
to the appeliant ifnstitution for sub

AND WHEREAS after pe

25.04.2016, it would have taken necessary steps
1 the LOI. Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to
r reissue of the LOI and grant 60 days time afresh

mitting compliance.

rusal of the Memoranda of Appeal affidavit,

documents on jrecord and arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal

Committee COnc[uded to remand

back the case to NRC for reissue of Letter of Intent

granting 60 days time afresh to the appellant institution for submitting compliance.

NOW THEI;'{EFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of SPS Janta

College of Educafion, Mustafabad,
indicated above.

Haryana to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as

{Sanjay Awasthi
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, S.P.S. Janta Col ege of Education, Mustafabad — 133103, Haryana.

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

& Literacy, Shastri:Bhawan, New Del

hi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Reglonal Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-If, LIC
Building, Bhawani ‘Singh Marg, Ambledkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Haryana,

Chandigarh.




F.No0.89-233/E-1078/2017 Appeal/11'" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: Q\\)gl\»-)

WHEREAS the appeal of Paras Baba Sahab Ambedkar Sahid Faujdar Ram
Mahavidyalaya, Paraspura, Maunath Bhanjan, Uttar Pradesh dated 10.04.2017 is
against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-14202/264%"  (Part-1)
Meeting/2017/168200 dated 17/03/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee,
refusing recognition for condﬁcting D.EI.Ed. course on the grounds that “In the reply
dated 30/01/2017 in response to SCN, the institution has submitted NOC of
affiliation for B.A. programmé, but affiliation letter of the concerning university to

ORDER

grant affiliation as proof of corhposite institution has not been submitted.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajkishor Prasad, Manager and Sh. Anil Kumar, Head
Clerk, Paras Baba Sahab Ambedkar Sahid Faujdar Ram Mahavidyalaya,
Paraspura, Maunath Bhanjan, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of the appellant
institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “The institution has submitted B.A. program affiliation letter as proof
of composite institution, But NCTE is not accepted to B.A. Program of affiliation.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that NRC in its 262" Meeting held
from 16 to 24 January, 2017 decided to issue a Show Cause Notice (SCN) to the
appellant institution on the ground that ‘The Institute has not submitted any proof/
evidence to prove that it is a composite institution as per clause 2(b) of NCTE
Regulation, 2014”. o

H

f
AND WHEREAS appellant in reply the Show Cause Notice submitted copy of

a letter 16.11.2013 issued by Annu Sachiv, U.P. Administration addressed to Vice
Chancellor, Veer Bahadur Singh Puravnchal University, Jaunpur conveying its
approval to the start of graduate level programmé in the subjects of Hindi, Sanskrit,
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Home Science, Geography, Sociology, History and English etc. The letter conveys
the approval to affiliate the institution for a period of 3 years from 01.07.2013. It is
however, not clealr whether the éffiliation granted by U.P. Administration vide its
letter dated 16.11.2013 was final or subject to the approval and issue of an
unconditional affiliation letter by the concerned University. In case NRC was having
any doubt, the abpellant institution should have been asked to clarify as to from
which academic session it has started conducting the graduate level course with
yearly pass out results. This would have facilitated to find out whether the state
government approval was required to be followed up by issue of a separate letter of
affiliation by the concerned University.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that neither appellant institution filled
up the details of other course in its application form nor did the Visiting Team
mention in its report that some other course such as B.A. B.Com, B.Sc etc is being
conducted at the proposed site. It is therefore, necessary for the appellant to show
some concrete evidence to prove that B.A. B.Sc. B.Com etc courses are being

conducted with necessary affiliation from the concerned university.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the
case to NRC to revisit the matter and give the appellant another chance to provide
evidence in support of its conducting graduate level classes at the site where it
proposes to conduct the D.EI.Ed programme.

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 giving the appellant
institution another chance to provide evidence in support of its conducting graduate
level classes at the site where it proposes to conduct the D.ELEd. programme.



- 2

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Paras Baba
Sahab Ambedkar Sahid Faujdar Ram Mahavidyalaya, Paraspura, Maunath Bhanjan,
Uttar Pradesh to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Paras Baba Sahab Ambedkar Sahid Faujdar Ram Mahavidyalaya,
Paraspura, Maunath Bhanjan - 275101, Uttar Pradesh. ‘

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.
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NCTE .
F.No.89-235/E-742(1)/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

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

.Date: ')\)\\Q, ™

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Bindeshwari Mahavidyalaya BTC, Bardha Bhiura,
Akbarpur, U.P. dated NIL is against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-
10393/261th Meetiﬁg/2016/166199 dated 02/02/2017 of the Northern Regional
Committeé, refusing recognition for conducting D.El.Ed. course on the grounds that
“The institution was given show cause notice vide letter dt. 16/11/2015. The
institution failed to submit NOd of the affiliating body.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashoik Kumar, Director, Bindeshwari Mahavidyalaya BTC,
Bardha Bhiura, Akbarpur, U.P;. presented the case of the appellant institution on
30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that
“We really apologize for not submitting the NOC with a hard copy of application
because at that time SCERT did not provide us NOC. Now we have received NOC
and we aré submitting the application. Kindly refer to our application and proceed

on with further process with all the desired information provided to you.”

|

AND WHEREAS Appeal éommittee noted that as per provision of clause 5(3)
of NCTE Regulation, 2014, application shall be submitted alongwith processing fee
and scanned copies of the required documents such as NOC issued by the affiliating
body. Clause 7(1) of the regulation further provides for rejection of such application
which are not complete or requisite documents are not attached with the application.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution was not
having NOC at the time of submission of application and failed to submit it even in
response to the Show Cause Notice dated 06.11.2015. Appeal Committee,
therefore, decided to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 02.02.2017 issued
by NRC Jaipur. i



AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and|oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 02.02.2017 |ssued by NRC
Jaipur.

|

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

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Bindeshwari Mahavidyalaya BTC, Bardha Bhiura 101, Akbarpur —
224122, Uttar Pradesh.

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan N|dh| I, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

.4. The Secretary, |[Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow. '
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NCTE .

F.No.89-236/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing I, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: ’2\\] é, o

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Gyanodaya Mahavidyalaya, Bissau, Jhunjhunu
Churu Road, Malsisar, Rajasthan dated 13.04.2017 is against the Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201616143/BA B.Ed/ B.Sc. BEd - 4 year
Integrated/SCN/RJ/2017¥18(LSG-SLA No.) dated 16.02.2017 of the Northern
Regional Committee, refusing :recognition for conducting B.A. B.Ed./ B.Sc. B.Ed.
course on the grounds that “The institution submitted application online on
31/05/2016 and hard copy of the application received in NRC on 20/12/2016. As
per clause 7(2)(b) of NCTE Regulations, 2014, the hard copy of the application is
to be submitted within 15 days of the submission of the online application. As per
NCTE qus. Direction, the hard copy was acceptable up-to 15™ July which was the
last date for submission of hard copy irrespective of online submission. The hard
copy of the application has been received in NRC on 20/12/2016 i.e. beyond 15%
July 2017. Hence, the Committee decided that the application is summarily

rejected.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ishwar Singh, Secretary and Sh. Dharm Pal Singh,
Manager, Gyanodaya Mahavidyalaya, Bissau, Jhunjhunu Churu Road, Malsisar,
Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant institution on 30/05/2017. In the
appeal and during personal preéentation it was submitted that “Your appellant had
gone through the advertisement published by NCTE in the newspapers whereby it
has invited applicatiohs for running teacher training courses from desirous
applicants. Your appellant had also very carefully and minutely gone through the
NCTE (Recognition Norms & Procedure) Regulation 2014 in-vague since
27/11/2014 and the Norms & Standards for B.Ed. course (Appendix-4) annexed
thereto. Your appellant, had made best efforts to arrange all the requisite essential
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documents " stipulated in the NCTE Regulations before making the online
application. Tihereafter, your appellant had submitted the online application on
31/05/2016. I—llowever, due to a technical problem occurring in NCTE server, we
were not ableito take a print- out despite repeated efforts. The institution submitted
application oniline on 315t May, 2016 and hard copy of the appl'ication received in
NRC on 20/12/2016. As per clause 7(2)(b) of NCTE Regulations 2014, the hard
copy of the application is to be submitted within 15 days of the submission of online
application.”

AND WHEREAS appellant during the course of appeal presentation on
. 30.05.2017 as well as in the appeal Memoranda stated that hard copy of the
application was submitted to NRC on 07.07.2016 through registered post. As
evidence of hlaving sent the hard copies of application by post, the appellant had
also submitted zerox copy of a postal receipt. The above copy of receipt is for a
parcel weighing 88 grams booked in favour of NRC, Jaipur.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted from the regulatory file that 3 sets

of hard copy of application which were received definitely weigh much more than

88 grams. Appellant was asked to show original postal receipt which he could not.
|

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee after noting that appellant could not

- support his stiatement of having submitted hard copies of the application on

07.07.2016 by showing original postal receipt, decided to confirm impugned refusalv
order dated 16102.2017.

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

4

NRC is confirmed.
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NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order appealed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Gyanodaya Mahavidyalaya, Bissau, Jhunjhunu Churu Road, Malsisar,
Rajasthan — 331027.

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

3.. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,
Jaipur. :
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NCYE .
F.No.89-237/E-1208/2017 Appeal/11*" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing ll, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 1 \
ORDER D\Aé,ﬁ

WHEREAS the appeal of Lal Bahadur Shastri Shiksha Mahavidyalaya, Village
— Baloda, District — Janjgir-Champa, Chhatisgarh dated 26.03.2017 is against the
Order No. WRC/APP3197/M.Ed./269‘“/C.G.2017/181 699 dated 08/03/2017 of the
Western Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting M.Ed. course on
the grounds that “And Whereas, reply of clarification dt. 17/02/2017 received in this
office on 17/02/2017, was placed before the WRC in its 269" meeting held on 20t
— 22™ February 2017 and Committee decided to issue Refusal order to the
institution on following points: - “The case file was seen. Show Cause Notice was
issued to the institution regardiﬁg the submission of NAAC certificate. The institution
has not submitted any document other than the one which was submitted on
29/05/2015. Hence, Recognition is refused.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajesh Kumar Mishra, President, Lal Bahadur Shastri
Shiksha Mahavidyalaya, Village — Baloda, District — Janjgir-Champa, Chhatisgarh
presented the case of the apbellant institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and
during personal presentation ‘vit was submitted that “Appellant is an educational
society registered under the statutory provisions. The appellant is a degree college
which is running various courses. The appellant had applied to the respondent for
grant of recognition to conduct M.Ed. course.. The appellant had submitted all the
requisite documents before the respondent; (ii) it would not be out of place to
mention here that according to the regulation of the NCTE, there is a clause which
says that an existing B.Ed. college would be permitted for offering M.Ed.
programme, if the existing B.Ed. College fulfil infrastructural/instructional and
financial norms as per NCTE (Recognition Norms and Procedure) Regulations,
2014. The aforesaid Regulation further enumerates that the institution offering
Teacher Education Programme for a minimum period of 5 years, being affiliated to
a university and having applied for accreditation from NAAC or any other accrediting
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agency approv@d by NCTE; (iii) it would not be out of place to mention here that the
appellant is ruriming B.Ed. course for the last 10 years. It is further submitted by the
appellant that the appellant No. 2 is affiliated with Bilaspur University which is a State
University. 'f'he appellants had applied to the National Assessment and
Accreditation douncil, the said institution is an autonomous institution of University
Grants Commiission. The appellant had applied in the month of April, 2015, the
same is evidént from the letter dated 29.12.2015. The copy of letter dated
29.12.2015is ﬁereby annexed as Annexure — A- 3. The appellants say and submit
that there are sfteps which are to be initiated by the NAACfor the purpose of granting
a certificate of Gradation. The first step is track ID, the said step is indicative of that
the application%is reached to NAAC. The second step is LOI, in order to complete
the formality fof LOI, the appellants have already submitted their requisite
documents. 'I?he third step is IEQA, in the aforesaid process the appellants were
required to submit certain documents. The aforesaid formality was completed by
the appellants, as a result of which the IEQA Evaluation Status was granted to the
petitioner.  The copy of IEQA evaluation result is hereby annexed as
Annexure A—4.§_ Even after passage of substantial time, the remaining formality is
not being coméleted by the NAAC; (iv) the further reiterates that the bare perusal
of the Regulatibn would indicate that the appellants were only required to apply to
NAAC and to det the final grading from NAAC for the purpose of recognition to run
M.Ed. course ls not mandatory. The relevant extract of the Regulation, 2014 is
hereby annexe;d as Annexure-A-5 for the kind perusal. The aforesaid facts and
circumstances patently makes evident that the appellants possess all the requisite
qualification to fget a recognition to run M.Ed. course. The reason assigned by the
respondent for‘3 refusal to grant permission to run M.Ed. course was that the
appellants ha\ie not submitted any document other than the one which was
submitted on 29.05.2015. It is clarified by the appellant that the application for
accreditation wfas already submitted by the appellant to the competent authorities
way back in the month of April, 2015. Even as on today, the status of the appellants
with regard to ifssuance of certificate of accreditation is showing that the application
is not yet decidéd. In view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances, it is respectfully
submitted by the appellants that the order impugnéd may kindly be quashed and the
permission may be granted to the appellants to run M.Ed. course for the academic
session of 2017-18.”
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AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution submitted
online application dated 29.06.2015 seeking recognition for conducting M.Ed.
programme. The applicant in its online application submitted information at page 4
thereof relating to B.Ed. and D.EI.Ed. programme being conducted by the appellant
institution since the year 2006 and 2014 respectively. The Visiting Team in its
Inspection Report dated 30.04.2015 has confirmed B.Ed. programme since 2012.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that appellant institution in
reply to a letter dated 03.11.2016 of WRC Bhopal informed WRC vide its letter dated
23.11.2016 that its application seeking accreditation from NAAC is under process.
Appeal Committee further noted that Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 20.12.2016
was on two grounds i.e. (i) ' inadequacy of land for three programmes and (ii)
non satisfactory answer to NAAC accreditation status. The impugned refusal order
dated 08.03.2017 is however only on one ground i.e. ‘Institution has not submitted
any documents other than one: which was submitted on 29.05.2015.’

|

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that as per NCTE Regulation, 2014
and clarification given by NCTE (HQ) to its regional offices from time to time, existing
B.Ed. Collieges are permitted to apply for M.Ed. programme having applied for
accreditation from NAAC or any other accreditation agency apprdved by NCTE. The
appellant institution has furnished enough evidence to prove that it has made an
application to seek NAAC accreditation which is under process by that agency. Para
2 of Appendix 5 of the Norms and Standards for M.Ed. programme also states that
‘Institution having applied for accreditation from NAAC or any other accrediting
agency approved by NCTE’ are eligible to apply for M.Ed. programme.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to set aside the
impugned refusal order dated 08.03.2017 issued by WRC Bhopal.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on record and oral arguments advanced during hearing, Appeal
Committee concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order dated 08.03.2017 and
remand back the case to WRC Bhopal for further processing of the application.



NOW THE

—l -

=REFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Lal Bahadur

Shastri Shiksha Mahavidyalaya, Village — Baloda, District — Janjgir-Champa,
Chhatisgarh to the WRC, NCTE, for necessary action as indicated above.

1. The Manager,
2651/3, Village

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

Lal Bahadur Shastri Shiksha Mahavidyalaya, Plot’/khasra No. 2651/2,
— Baloda, Tehsil/Taluka - Baloda, District — Janjgir-Champa,

Chhattisgarh — 495559.

2. The Secretary,

Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education

& Literacy, Shastti Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Western Regional Committee, Manas Bhawan, Shayamala Hills, Bhopal

- 462002.
4. The Secretary,
Raipur. '

Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Chhattisgarh,

<
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F.No.89-238/E-1058/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing |l, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: j_ulél‘j

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Prabhat Academy, Vill. = Lohangpur, PO - Biharganj,
Tehsil — Sadar, Dist. — Pratapgarh, Uttar Pradesh dated 19.04.2017 is against the
Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10096/263th Meeting/2016/168320 dated
08.03.2016 of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting
B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The institution was glven show cause notice. The
institution did not submit reply of SCN.”

AND WHEREAS Shri Prz;bhat Sharma, Member, Prabhat Academy, Vill. —
Lohangpur, PO - Biharganj, Tehsil — Sadar, Dist. — Pratapgarh, Uttar Pradesh
presented the case of the appellant institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and
during personal presentation it was submitted that “NOC is not issued by affiliating
body due to composite unit, that | applied to the Registrar that Prabhat Academy is
having B.T.C. affiliation and | have applied for B.Ed. so B.T.C. and B.Ed. should be
considered composite unit.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted impugned refusal order dated
08.03.2017 was issued on the ground that ‘Institution did not submit reply to Show
Cause Notice (SCN) dated 09.11.2015 which was issued to applicant institution for
its failure to submit NOC of the affiliating body. Appeal Committee further noted that
clause 5(3) of NCTE Regulation, 2014 provide for submission of N.O.C. issued by
affiliating body alogwith application. Clause 7(1) of the Regulation further provide for
rejection of such application which are not complete or requisite documents are not

attached with the application. |

AND WHEREAS as appellant has failed to submit NOC of affiliating body issued

on or before the last date for submission of application for the applied for.



programme, Appeal Committee decided to confirm the impugned refusal order dated

08.03.2017.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appéal, affidavit,

documents on

Committee co

record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal
ncluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 08.03.2017

issued by NRC Jaipur.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order a

ealed against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Prabhat Academy, Plot No. 145 & 1486, Vill. - Lohangpur, PO-Biharganj,
Tehsil — Sadar, Dist. — Pratapgarh — 230502, Uttar Pradesh.

2. The Secretary,

Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education

& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary,| Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,

Lucknow.




2

RETE '
F.No.89-240/E-1077/2017 Appeal/11*" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

Hans Bhawan, Wing |l, 1,.Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: :2\'1’(3/"’7

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal df Narayan Memorial Girls College of Education,
Baskhari, Akbarpur, Uttar Pradesh dated 01.04.2017 is against the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-10132/2é1th Meeting/2016/165988 dated 02/02/2017 of the
Northern Regional Committee, [refusing recognition for conducting D.El.Ed. course
on the grounds that “The show cause notice no. 128611 dated 29/12/2015 was
issued about failure to submit[NOC of the affiliating body. The institution has not
submitted the NOC of the affiliating body of D.EL.Ed. course so far. The reason given
by the institution vide letter no.{97/2015 dated 04/01/2016 is not satisfactory.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Ashok Kumar, Director, Narayan Memorial Girls College
of Education, Baskhari, Akbarpur, Uttar Pradesh presented the case of the appellant
institution on 30/05/2017. In tlhe appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “We really apol?gize for not submitting the NOC with a hard copy of
application because at that time SCERT did not provide NOC. Now we have
received NOC and we are submitting the application. Kindly refer to our application

and proceed on with further process with all the desired information provided to you.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Cliommittee noted that appellant institution was issued
Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 06.11.2015 on grounds of ‘failure to submit NOC
of the affiliating body with the hard copy of application.” Appeal Committee further
noted that clause 5(3) of the NCTE Regulation, 2014 provided for submission of
NOC issued by the affiliating body alongwith application. Clause 7(1) of the
Regulation further provide for rejection of such applications which are not complete

or requisite documents are not attached with the applicatién.

AND WHEREAS as appellant has failed to submit NOC of affiliating body issued

on or before the last date for slubmlssmn of applications, Appeal Committee decided

|
i



to confirm thevlmpugned refusal order dated 02.02.2017 issued by NRC Jaipur. The
NOC issued by affiliating body on 27.03.2017 and submitted to Appeal Committee
on 30.05.2017\can’t be held as a valid document which otherwise should have been
submitted to NRC at the time of submission of application dated 21.05.2015.

-'vAN'D' WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
.documents on| record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal
Committee coéwluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 02.02.2017
issued by NRC Jaipur. |

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby confirms the Order app€aled against.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, Narayan Memorial Girls College of Education, Asauwapar Baskhari R,
Akbarpur - 224110, Uttar Pradesh. :

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-Il, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow. ' ' ‘
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INCTE .
F.No.89-241/E-1059/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

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

Date: o
ORDER \1/6/"7

WHEREAS the appeal of J.B. Teachers Training Institute,~HathiyanwaIa,
Sadulshahar, Rajasthan dated 08/04/2017 is against -the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-15264/261%* Meeting/2016/166890 dated 17/02/2017 of the
Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for cbnducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc.
B.Ed. course on the grounds that “The institution was issued SCN on 17/08/2016
regarding failure to (1) submit the faculty list approved by the affiliating university, (2)

evidence of composite institution as per NCTE Regdlation 2014 2(b). So for the
institution has neither submitted the approved list of faculty members, nor the

evidence of running teacher education programme/general courses at present.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Naveen Kumar, President, J.B. Teachers Training
Institute, Hathiyanwala, Sadulshahar, Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant
institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “NRC had not objectively considered and appreciated the detailed
reply submitted by appellant in response to the show cause notice. The impugned
order dt. 7/02/2017 is not sustainable for the reason that the appellant is already
running D.ELLEd. and B.Ed. courses meaning thereby that appellant is running
multiple teacher training courses which duly satisfy requirement of “composite
institution”. This aspect had also been mentioned in reply to show cause notice but
same has been completely overlooked. It is reiterated that appellant satisfies the
requirements contained under Regulation 2.1 and clause 1.2 of Appendix 13 of
NCTE Regulations, 2014. So far as submission of list of faculty duly approved by
the affiliating bodies is concerned, it is stated that immediately upon receipt of
communication from respondent regarding issuance of LOI, appellant had
approached the affiliating body to carry out needful exercise of granting approval to
the faculty and staff vide communication dated 10/06/2016. However, despite

repeated requests and communications, the University did not approve the staff.
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Further, even injthe clause 7(13) of NCTE Regulations, 2014, it has been provided
that the said exercise must be carried out within 2 months by the University
concerned. Thus, the inaction of the University cannot be a ground for rejection of
application of aé;pellant. Because there is no fault or delay which is attributable to
appellant. Further, Hon’ble Rajasthan High Court in SB CWP No. 10808/2016
decided on 01/1;2/2016 in similar circumstances granted directions to University to
|
carry out needftf;l exercise in a time bound manner. Because the Humble appellant
has all the necfessary infrastructure and facilities available with it for running the
course as per ti[1e NCTE Regulations, 2014. Appellant is in possession of all the
documentary evidence and proof as required by NRC, NCTE and is ready and willing
to disclose the same for the perusal and consideration of appellate body. Appeliant
has made full compliance of the NCTE Regulations, 2014 and appellant has invested
huge amount fcgr development of infrastructure and facilities at its institution which
would suffer ad‘versely and same would remain unutilized for the entire academic
session. Appellant craves indulgence of appellate body to prefer and apply said
decision at the jtime of arguments of present appeal. Because other appropriate

grounds and submission shall be made at the time of arguments / hearing.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that N.R.C. in its 252" Meeting held
from 19.04.2016 to 02.05.2016 (Part — Il) decided to issue a Letter of Intent (L.O.I)
to appellant inst,itution. - Regulatory file, however, does not contain a formal L.O.| as
was required tobe issued under Clause 7 (13) of the NCTE Regulation, 2014. The
appellant instituétion submitted part compliance in response to the decision of NRC to
issue L.O.1. vide its letter dated 30.06.2016. In the letter it was stated that process
of selection of f%lculty is completed and as soon as affiliating university approves the
faculty, the same will be sent.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that a Show Cause Notice
(S.C.N.) dated; 17.08.2016 was issued to appellant institution on following two
grounds: '

i

(i) Infstitutions has not submitted list of faculty duly approved by affiliating

University.
(i) E\i/idence to prove that institution is offering graduate or post graduate
programmes of study in field of liberal Arts or Humanities or Science or

| .

|
|
|
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Math for getting recognition of 4 year in"teg‘rated programme has not
been submitted.

AND WHEREAS in reply to the S.C.N. dated 17.08.2016, appellant institution
informed vide its letter dated 28.09.2016 that approval of affiliating university is still
awaited and will be sent as and when received. As regards composite status, the
appellant relied on the definition of composite institution as given in Clause 2 (b) of

the Regulations and the existing B.Ed. and D.El.Ed. programmes in the institution.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, having gone into the details of the case,
felt that N.R.C. should have considered the deficiency relating to non existence of
graduate or post graduate programme of study in the field of liberal Arts or
Humanities or Science or Math before deciding to issue a Letter of Intent and once it
was decided to issue a L.O.l. fo:rmal L.O.I. must have been issued with copies to all
concerned authorities. So far as eligibility to apply for 4 year integrated B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. programme is concerned para 1.1 of the Norms and Standards
(Appendix 13) is very importar)t which lays down that the programme aims at
integrating general studies and professional studies. Appeal Committee is therefore,
of the view that without having courses of general studies integration is not possible
and an institution applying for 4 year integrated programme must have graduate level
courses in Liberal Arts, Humanit_;ies, Science and Maths etc.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee found that appellant institution as on date
does not qualify for a 4 year integrated course of B.A. B.Ed./ B.Sc. B.Ed. as well as
it has failed to seek approval of affiliating university to the selection and appointment
of faculty. Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to confirm the impugned refusal
order dated 17/02/2017 issued by N.R.C. Jaipur. |

|
AND WHEREAS after perl;lsal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit, documents
on record and oral argumenté advanced during the hearing, Appeal Committee
concluded to confirm the impugned refusal order dated 17/02/2017 issued by N.R.C.,

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

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Manager, J.B. Teachers Training Institute, 23 PTP Hathiyanwala 13 HMH Road,
Sadulshahar — 335062, Rajasthan.

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

3. Regional Diréctor, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-Il, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

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

3
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NCTE

F.No.89-242/E-1092/2017 Appeal/11™" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

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

ORDER o Qu,é/‘"'

WHEREAS the appeal of Ramadavi Mahila PG Mahavidyalaya, Harnathpura,
Nua, Jhunjhun, Rajasthan dated 28/03/2017 is against the Order No. Nil dated Nil
of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that:-

()

(ii)

(iii)

Certified copy of land document show that land is in favour of Rama
Devi Memorial Charitable Trust but name of organisation mentioned in
the application is ‘ﬁama Devi Charitable Trust.

Non-Encumbrancél Certificate regarding Khasra No. 110/81 not
submitted. {_

Copy of N.O.C. is manually corrected. (Reference Minutes of 266t
Meeting (21-24t" March, 2017)"

AND WHEREAS Dr. Ashok Godara, Principal, Ramadavi Mahila PG
Mahavidyalaya, Harnathpura, Nua, Jhunjhun, Rajasthan presented the case of the

appellant institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it

was submitted that:-

0

(ii)

The land document Lease Deed (Patta-Vilekh) is in the name of
Ramadevi Memorial Charitable Trust, Jhunjhunu But in the online
application “Memorial word was found missing on account of computer
operator technical mistake.

Formerly, in coméliance of show cause notice. Non-Encumbrance
Certificate of Naib Tehsildar, Mandawa was produced but Tehsildar
was said to be Competent Authority, hence, the Certificate of Tehsildar,
Jhunjhunu regarding Khasra No. 110/181, New Khasra No. 540/487
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| .
meéasuring 30 Acres is free from all liabilities, mortgage, rent, loans etc.
sulbmitted.

(i) The NOC of affiliating university Pandit Deendayal Upadhyaya
Sh?ekhawati University, Sikar, issued on 24" May, 2016, in which the
“M'anually" P. G. Mahavidyalaya word was found objectionable but on
27%th March, 2017, it was attested by Competent Authority with his

R SiQnature, Seal and Date.”

AND WHiEREAS Appeal Committee noted that online application dated
30.05.2016 seel:<ing recognition for 4 year integrated programme of B.A. B.Ed./ B.Sc.
B.Ed. was macije by Rama Devi Memorial Charitable Trust whereas as land
~ documents are in the name of Rama Devi Memorial Charitable Trust. The authorised
signatory signing the application and land documents remains the same i.e. Shishu
Pal Singh. Appellant has submitted in its appeal memoranda that inadvertently the
word ‘Memoriallwas omitted while filling up the online application. The submission
seems logical ;and acceptable. The appellant further alongwith its appeal
memoranda submitted Non-Encumbrance Certificate (N.E.C) pertaining to Khasra
~ No. 110/181 issued by Tehsildar, Jhunjhunu and N.O.C. where handwritten addition

is. attested by iAsstt. Vice Chancellor, Pt. D.D.U. University, Sikar. Appeal

Committee, thesrefore, decided to remand back the case to N.R.C for further
processing of trzle application. Appellant institution is required to submit copy of
N.E.C. and corrlected/attested copy of N.O.C to N.R.C. Jaipur within 15 days of the
issue of Appeallorder.

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

documents on [record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal

Committee concluded to remand back the case to N.R.C. for further processing of

the application.! Appellant institution is required to submit to N.R.C., Jaipur copy of

N.E.C. issued By Tehsildar and N.O.C. duly corrected and attested by Competent
!
authority within 15 days of the issue of Appeal order.
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NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Ramadavi
Mahila PG Mahavidyalaya, Harnathpura, Nua, Jhunjhun, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE,

for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

i
H

1. The Chairman, Ramadevi Mahila P.G. Mahavidyalaya, Harnathpura, Nua, Jhunjhunu

- 333041, Rajasthan.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education

& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC

Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan,

Jaipur.

|
i
i
|
|
|
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F.No.89-243/E-1060/2017 Appeal/11™ Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing li, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: — 'Q
ORDER 4 )h'

WHEREAS the appeal of Bal Sadhana Teacher Training College, Todi Bhorki
Road, Udaipurwati, Rajastha'n dated 07/04/2017 is agéinst the Order No.
NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-13346/246" (Part- I) Meeting/2017/175760 dated 16/05/2017
of the Northern Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting B.A.
B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds that “Institute has not submitted any proof
that the applicant institution is-a composite institution as per clause 2(b) of NCTE
Regulations, 2014. Institute haé submitted a copy of affiliation order of the University
but name of the institution menltioned in it differs from the applicant institution.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Mahesh Kumar, Representative, Bal Sadhana Teacher
Training College, Todi Bhorki Road, Udaipurwati, Rajasthan presented the case of
the appellant institution on .30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal
presentation it | was submitted that
“The Bal Sadhana Vidyalaya ]Sansthan institution is composite institution as per
clause 2(b) of the NCTE Regulation 2014. The query raised by NCTE that the
affiliation order of University differs from the name of the applicant institution is only
technically correct as the “Bal Sadhana Girls College” is being run since 2010 and
this college is a “Composite institute” with B.A. (120 seats) & B.Sc. (120 seats)
programme. As usually and generally it has been a settled practice to suffix the
name of college as “Teacher’s Training College”. Hence under this impression, the
name was mentioned as “Bal Sadhana Teachers Training College”. Accordingly, Bal
Sadhana Girls College and Bal Sadhana Teachers Training College is same and
one institution entity. It may be treated as “Bal Sadhana Teachers Tréining College.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution submitted
online application dated 07/06/2015 seeking recognition for Conducting 4 year
integrated course of B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. Appeal Committee further noted that
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applicant institution did not disclose information of any other course/programme
being conductéd by the institution. Apart from this applicant institution did not submit
No Objection Certlflcate (NOC) issued by affiliating body at the time of submission
of application. | ‘ Subsequently, a Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 11.12.2015 was
issued to appellant institution on the ground of non submission of N.O.C. The
apbellanf in reply to S.C.N. submitted copy of N.O.C. dated 14.03.2016 issued by
Pt. Deen Dayafl Upadhyay University, Sikar. N.R.C. should not have accepted this
N.O.C. which was issued by affiliating university much after the closing date for
receipt of appliication. Accepting N.O.C. issued after the cut off date for receipt of
applications w;as against the laid down policy and N.R.C. has already refused
recognition in many such cases.

AND WH$REAS Appeal Committee further observed that appellant institution
has submitted Ecopy of a C.L.U. dated 11.05.2012 issued by Sub Divisional officer.
This C.L.U. isifor land measuring 2500 sq. meters for Bal Sadhna Vidyalaya,
Sansthan, Tod%. Even if it is accepted that a Girls College is located on this land,
the area of conzverted land is not adequate enough for a composite institution. So
apart from the [dlfference of name in the proposed mstltutlon and the existing Bal
Sadhna Girls College two main deficiencies still persist i.e.

(i) N.P.C. of affiliating body is of date much after the closing date for

recE:eipt of application.

(i) Cofnverted land is not adequate enough for Bal Sadhna Girls College

|

and proposed Bal Sadhna Teacher Training College.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the
case to N.R.C.‘lfor issuing a fresh S.C.N. on the above grounds so that appellant
~ institution gets an opportunity to make written representation against the proposed
grounds.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on irecord and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal
Committee con%cluded to remand back the case to N.R.C for issuiﬁg a fresh S.C.N.
on the groundsE mentioned in para 4 above so that appellant institution gets an

opportunity to sfubmit written representation.
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NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Bal Sadhana
Teacher Training College, Todi Bhorki Road, Udaipurwati, Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE
for necessary action as indicated above.

| ‘
| (Sanjay Awasthi)
1 Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Bal Sadhana Teacher Training College, Todi Bhorki Road, Udaipurwati
- 333022, Rajasthan. -

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

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

Jaipur.



NG
> 3

peefercet ey
NCTE

F.No.89-244/E-1326/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

| Date:
ORDER :“l@/"v

WHEREAS the appeal of Vinayak Vidyap'eeth,: Sardhana, Meerut, Uttar
Pradesh dated 18/04/2017 is against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-
9445/262" (Part -8) Meeting/2017/166499 dated 04/02/2017 of the Northern
Regional Committee, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. course on the
grounds that “Reply to the SCI\! 19/10/2016 not submitted.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Sohanveer, Representative, Vinayak Vidyapeeth,
Sardhana, Meerut, Uttar Prade:sh presented the case of the appellant institution on
30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that
“the Appellant submit (s) that‘ the approval ought to have been granted by the
Regional Committee. The appéllant is a renowned No. Profit Trust popularly known
as Shri Vinayak Educational & Social Welfare Trust, Plot No. 1688, 1689,
street/road NH-58, Village/T oWn, Pawlikhas, Post Office-Modipuram, Tehsil —
Sardhana, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh — 250100, and has an appreciable contribution in
the promotion of general, professional education in the District. The Trust has not
received any Show Cause No{tice from the Northern Regional Committee of the
NCTE. That we have sent about 7 emails to the NCTE office stating that we have
not received any SCN. Therefore, a copy of the SCN may be again sent to us but
to no avail. That we have also written a letter dated 03/02/2017 to the NRC office
(delivered by hand with diary no. 161989 dated 03/02/2017) stating that no SCN
has been received by us. It may be appreciated that impugned order of the NRC
in its 2415t Meeting cannot form':any bona-fide and prima face ground for the closure
of D.EILEd. course file.” i

AND WHEREAS Appeal C;‘,ommittee noted that earlier the case of appellant

institution was refused by issue of an order dated 14.08.2015 on the ground that
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‘Institution has|not submitted reply to Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 06.06.2015.
The above S.C.N. was issued on four grounds i.e.
(i) FDRs of Rs. 5 lakh and 7 lakh towards Endowment and Reserve Fund

not submitted.

(ii) Non Submission of approved building plan indicating the name of

- 'insititution, course, Khasra No., Plot No., Total area of land, proposed
built up area, size of multipurpose hall, classrooms, library and different
resource centres.

(i) N.O.C.issued by affiliating university not submitted.
(iv) Afi‘idavit declaring that society is non-profit and declaring land and built

up| area etc.
B

l

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee observed that appellant filed appeal
against the refusal order dated 1_4.08.2015 and submitted that no SCN whatsoever
was received by him. Appeal order dated 15/01/2016 was issued remanding back
the case to N.R.C with direction to reissue the S.C.N. Appeal Committee observed
that while complying with the Appeal order dated 15/01/2016, the N.R.C. issued a
fresh S.C.N. dated 19/10/2016 in which the four grounds mentioned in the earliér
S.C.N. dated 06.06.2015 were neither reproduced nor copy of earlier S.C.N. was
enclosed. The appellant’'s submission that the institution neither received the S.C.N.
dated 19.10.206 nor did he know as to which are the deficiencies required to be

rectified are therefore tenable.

ANDYWHEREAS Appeal Committee, therefore, decided to remand back the
case to N.R.C for again issuing the S.C.N. dated 06/06/2015 in toto and allowing 30
days time to the appellant for submitting reply. Appellant also must take note that
deficiencies are as given in para 3 above and even if S.C.N. reissued by N.R.C. is
not received mtEJst submit a compliance report to N.R.C. within 45 days of the issue
of appeal order|

o

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

documents on irecords and oral arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal

Committee concluded to remand back the case to N.R.C. to reissue the S.C.N. dated
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06.06.2015 in toto and allow 30 days time to appellant to submit compliance.
Appellant also must note that deficiencies are as given in para 3 of the present
Appeal order and even if no S.C.N. is received by the appellant, compliance report
must be submitted to N.R.C. within 45 days of the issue of Appeal order.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Vinayak
Vidyapeeth, Sardhana, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary action
as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Chairman, Vinayak Vidyapeeth, Pawli Khas NH-58, Sardhana, Meerut — 250100,
Uttar Pradesh. C

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-li, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Lucknow.

{
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F.N0.89-245/E-1422/2017 Appeal/11™" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

Date: 2\«} (’"ﬁ

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Vivekananda College of Education, Duranagar Road,
Adilabad, Telangana date;d 18/04/2017 is against the Order No.
SRO/NCTE/SRCAPP2702/B.Ed.-Al/AP/2016-17/92010 dated 23/02/2017 of the
Southern Regional Committee[ refusing recognition for conducting B..Ed. — Addl.
course on the grounds that “1. vlve have given them enough time to appoint the Asst.
Prof./Persp.). 2. We cannot wIait indefinitely. 3. Reject the application. 4. return
FDR's if any. 5. Close the file.”

AND WHEREAS Dr. Kisto, Member and Sh. T. Lingaiah, Adm. officer,
Vivekananda College of Education, Duranagar Road, Adilabad, Telangana
presented the case of the appellant institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and
during personal presentation it'was submitted that “we have appointed 16 faculty
members including four Asst. Professors under perspective in Education of
foundations English version) itaking post — graduate in Social Sciences with
minimum 55% marks and Master in Education with minimum 55%. However, the
deficiency pointed out was alscla fulfilled in the appointment of faculty. Our reply
where in, we have stated that|the staff was appointed according to NCTE New
Regulations in respected of Asst. Professor (Perspectives) who are post graduates
of Social Sciences and M.Ed. with minimum 55% each. More over the professors
under perspectives of Educatior?, we have 3 lecturers with a post-graduation degree
in Sociology/Psychology/Philosophy as per note under para 5.28 of New NCTE
Regulations. We appealed tha:t we have fulfilled the conditions according to the
rules (NCTE New Regulations)land there is no need of appointment of one more
Asst. Prof. (Perspectives) after verification of our staff list 23 Asst. Professors (for
2+1 Sections). In addition to that we also mentioned that Management is ready to
appoint another Asst. Professor (perspectives), if found deficient after verification

of our staff list, given time fori processing and obtaining approval of university
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authorities. Neither our stand on Appointment on Asst. Professor (Perspectives)
clarified duly verifying our staff list nor given time to appoint another Asst. Professor
(perspectives),‘I but SRO out rightly rejected our request. Ours is exclusive teacher
training institution with all infrastructure and staff. The appointment of one Asst.
Professor (Perspective) is not a big issue given time, for a Teacher Training
Insiitution of 16-17 years standing. More over our institution is in the most backward
part of Telangéna State. Hence, we sincerely submit to your kindness to consider
the appeal ancij grant.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution is already
recognised for, conducting B.Ed. and D.EI.Ed. programmes with an annual intake of
100 seats each. The B.Ed. programme is being conducted in the institution since
the year 2001 and D.ELEd. since the year 2008. The online application dated
~ 29.05.2015 was for seeking an additional intake of 50 seats to B.Ed. programme.

While processing of the application, a Show Cause Notice (SCN) dated 1.12.2016
was finally issiied to the appellant on the ground that “one Asstt. Prof. (Perspective)
is required to Pe appointed.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that appellant institution
submitted reply which was received in the office of S.R.C. on 17/12/2016. In his
réply appellant had drawn reference to many lists of faculty submitted to S.R.C.

-through Speéd post and personally between 20.08.2016 to 06.10.2016. The

appellant also assured S.R.C. that ‘Management is ready to appoint another Prof.

|
|

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that wording used in the S.C.N. was
suggestive i.e. “one Asstt. Professor (Perspective) is required to be appointed”. As

(Perspective) in addition to the staff list already submitted, if given time.

such S.R.C. should have allowed some more time to the appellant institution in case
the list of faculty was short by one faculty. Appellant during the course of appeal
élso submitted that its communications addressed to S.R.C. and submitted by hand
and by post were not taken on record and placed in the relevant file. The list of
faculty approved by Dean Academic Audit Kakaiya University was submitted to
S.R.C. by the appellant institution (received in the office of S.R.C. on 26.10.2016.

This list included seven lecturers in the subject ‘Perspective of Education whose
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name appear at serial no. 2,3,4,'5,17,18,19. Broadiy speaking this list contained 7
facuity in perspective as against the requirement of six. Further the regulations
provide for utilisation of faculty in a flexible manner so as to optimise academic
expertise available. Appeal Committee is therefore of the view that ground of
refusal i.e. ‘appointment of one Asst. Prof/Pers.’ is not substantiated. The
impugned refusal order dated 23.02.2017 deserved to be set aside with directions
to S.R.C. to process the applicaltion further.
4 |

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on records and orai_ arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal
Committee concluded to set aside the impugned refusal order dated 23.02.2017

with directions to S.R.C. to procéss the application further.

| (Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Secretary, Vivekananda College of Education, Mavala Duraganaga Adilabad —
504001, Telangana.

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

3. Regional Director, Southern Regional Committee, Jnana Bharathi Campus Road,
Nagarabhavi, Opp. National Law School, Bangalore - 560 072.

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




)2«

RS
F.No.89-246/2017 Appeal/11" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002
Date:

ORDER 2\4)611"’7

WHEREAS the appeal of Adarsh Mahavidyalaya, Station Road, Kuchaman
City (Nagaur) Rajasthan dated 11.04.2017 is against the Order No.
NCTE/NRC/NRCAPP201615526/B.A.B.Ed./B.Sc.B.Ed. - 4 Year
Integrated/RJ/2017-18/2; dated 03/03/2017 of the Northern Regional Committee,
refusing recognition for conducting B.A. B.Ed./B.Sc. B.Ed. course on the grounds
that “SCN dated 11/02/2017'meeting 263 (Part-6) item no. 19 (dated 06-11
February, 2017) reply received 21/02/2017 has the following observations: - The
institution has not submitted the certified registered land documents issued by the
Registering authority or civilf authority concerned. The LUC submitted is for
residential purpose and not for Educational purpose, which is not acceptable. The
institution has not submitted any proof / evidence to prove that it is a composite
institution as per clause 2(b) of NCTE Regulations, 2014. The institution has not
submitted the legible approved building plan signed by the Competent Govt.
Authority indicating the name of the course, name of the institution, Khasra No. /
Plot No., total land area, total built-up area and the measurements of the Multi-
purpose Hall as well as the other infrastructural facilities such aé class rooms etc.
hence, the Committee decided that the application is rejected and
recognition/permission is refused u/s 14/15 (3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. FDRs, if

any, be returned to the institution.”

AND WHEREAS Dr. Rajaram, Chairman, Adarsh Mahavidyalaya, Station
Road, Kuchaman City (Nagaur) Rajasthan presented the case of the appellant
institution on 30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was
submitted that “(i) the society submitted registered land documents with certified
copy documents issued by registering authority - Sub Registrar daily registered on
30/03/2010, 10/09/2010 in book no. 1 volume no. 153, 159 on page no. 93, 94, 173,
174, (complete details of registration) in the office of sub registrar office kuchaman
city (Khasra No. 2982/548); (ii) The LUC submitted for educational purpose by the
institute patta no. 1690/09, 1691/09, 1692/09 on date 11/01/2010 issued by
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Executive officer, Municipal board, Kuchaman city certified copy submitted and also

a separate certificate from executive office municipal board, Kuchaman City. Sn.
.41 §./2014-I1 5/298 on 12/05/2014 is issued. Land used for educational purpose;
(iii) The institution has submitted PNOC Copy issued by Director, College Education
Rajasthan, Jai:pur Sr. No. Th 4(283) A #1 R/ & 9/ 09-10/318 on date

14/10/2013 and issued affiliation certificate/letter by the MDS University, Ajmer
S.No. 626 on date 23/03/2017; (iv) The institution has submitted the legible
approved building plan signed by the authorized engineer/architect Kalakriti
consultants registered no. 577/2001 and signed by government authority EXEN and
AEN, PWD division Kuchaman City. The name of the course — B.A. B.Ed. /B.Sc. _
B.Ed. 4 years i:‘ntegrated. Name of the College — Adarsh Mahavidhayalaya Society

— Adarsh Shikshan Sansthan, Kuchaman City, Khasra No./Plot No. 2982/548, Total
Land Area - 40412 sq. ft. , Total Built up area - 49181.08 sq. ft., Measurement of
multipurpose hall — 2107.50 sq. ft. Other infrastructure facilities — Classrooms,
library readingiroom, girls common room, seminar room, store room, separate toilet

facilities and all over the other facilities are shown in the map”.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institute made online
application datéd 31.05.2016 seeking recognition for conducting B.A. B.Ed./ B.Sc.
B.Ed. programme, the address on which the programme is proposed to be
conducted is mentioned as Kuchaman City, Station Raod, Nagour. In the details of
building plan, it is mentioned as Survey No. 2982/548. Appeal Committee noted that
land documents enclosed with the application pertained to land located at Khasra
No. 147, 148, 1411/148, 142/148. Khasra number of land mentioned in the affidavit
is 2982/548. Transfer Certificate dated 12.05.2014 does not méntion any plot
number and Patta Number is mentioned as 1690/9, 1691/9 and 1692/9.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that a Show Cause Notice (SCN)
dated 15.02.2017 was issued to appellant institution inter-alia mentioning that land
identification numbers in different documents do not match. Appeal Committee
further noted that appellant in its reply dated 21.02.2017 made efforts to sort out the
issues raised in the S.C.N. '

AND WHEREAS impugned refusal order is made on the ground that the

appellant institution has not submitted:-
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(@) Evidence to prove that itis a composite institution.
(b)  Legible building plan mentioning required details such a plot no.,
Khasra No. and measurement of different facilities. '

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that appellant submitted
documents to prove the composite nature of the institution during the appeal hearing
on 30.05.2017. Copy of building plan and building completion certificate submitted
before Appeal are additional documents as the previous building plan was for only
one Block whereas the revised building plan is for Block 1 and Block 2. The B.C.C
submitted does not mention availability of two blocks. Appeal Committee, however,;
decided to remand back the case to NRC for consideration of the building plan,
B.C.C and affiliation letter submitted by the appellant institution during appeal
presentation on 30.05.2017. Appellant is required to submit a copy of these
documents to NRC within 15 days of the issue of Appeal order.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing concluded
to remand back the case to NRC for consideration of the documents mentioned in
para 5 above to be submitted by appellant to NRC within 15 days of the issue of
Appeal Order.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Adarsh
Mahavidyalaya, Station Road, Kut:haman City (Nagaur) Rajasthan to the NRC, NCTE,
for necessary action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary
1. The Secretary, Adarsh Mahavidyalaya, Station Road, Kuchaman City Nagaur, Rajasthan —
341508.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education
& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-Il, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.
4. The Secretary, Educatlon (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Rajasthan
Jaipur.
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F.No.89-248/E-1911/2017 Appeal/11™" Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

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

Datg: 24 '(,,\—7

ORDER

WHEREAS the appeal of Debnarayan Shiksha Sansthan (B.Ed. College),
Natagéchhi S.T. Road, Sonarpur, West Bengal dated 10.04.2017 is against the
Order No. ER. 232.12.1/ERCAPP/B.Ed./2017/52707 dated 02.05.2017 of the
Eastern Regional Committee, withdrawing recognition for conducting B.Ed. (Addl.)
course on the grounds that “The permission granted to the institution for B.Ed.
(additional intake) of one unit from the academic session 2017-18 has been
withdrawn and order F.No. ER-220.6.36/ERCAPP3399/(B.Ed.-Addl.
Intake)/2016/49112 dated 30/08/2016 shall be treated as null and void. The decision
shall be communicated to the affiliating body to withdraw affiliation for this particular

” N

B.Ed. (additional intake) of one unit”.

AND WHEREAS Sh. Narayan Debnath, Secretary and Sh. Probir Kr. Dey,
Member, Debnarayan Shiksha Sansthan (B.Ed. College), Natagachhi S.T. Road,
Sonarpur, West Bengal presented the case of the appellant institution on
30/05/2017. In the appeal and during personal presentation it was submitted that
“The appellant Debnarayan Shiksha Sansthan (hereinafter referred to as ‘the said
appellant’) by an application applied for grant of recognition/permission for B.Ed.
(Additional Intake) course before the Eastern Region, NCTE. By an order dt.
30/08/2016 such épplication was allowed and the appellant was informed that the
Eastern Region, NCTE had granted permission / recognition for B.Ed. (Additional
Intake) course. The ERC in its 220t meeting held on 10%" — 11% August 2016 granted
permission to the institution for conducting B.Ed. course with an additional intake of
50 (one basic units) from the academic session 2017-18 vide order no. 49112 dated
30/08/2016.”

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institution submitted
online application dated 06.06.2015 'seeking recognition for one additional unit of
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the B.Ed. prog:ramme. Appeal Committee further noted that appellant institution did
not submit NQC issued by affiliating university and a Show Cause Notice dated
09.02.2016 was issued in this regard. E.R.C. without waiting for the NOC decided
to get the appellant institution inspected and based on the recommendation of
Visiting Team ?decided to issue Letter of Intent in 212" meeting of ERC held on 19-
20 April, 2016. After appellant’s furnishing compliance report in response to the
decision to isl"s.ue LOI, another SCN dated 09.07.2016 was issued to appellant
institution on grounds of non appointment of Lectures of Physical Education & Arts
and Music Teaim. Appeal Committee further noted that appellant institution furnished
a list of a faculty members which included faculty of Physical Education and Music
& Ars. This list was approved'by Registrar, the West Bengal University of Teacher
Training Edufcation Planning and Administration and forwarded to ERC on
23.06.2016. .

1

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that in between these developments
relating to insbection, issue of LOI, issue of SCN and reported compliance, ERC lost
track of the NbC issue and issued a recognition order dated 30.08.2016 which was
obviously a wrong decision taken by default. Clause 5(3) read with clause 7 (1) of
NCTE Regulation make NOC issued by affiliating university mandatory to be
submitted alongwith application.

AND Wl-iEREAS Appeal Committee further noted that a SCN dated 22.11.2016
was issued to appellant institution stating that as appellant institution prima-facie
does not fulfil the requirement of norms and standards of NCTE Regulation, the
permission foir additional unit (50 seats) is proposed to be withdrawn as recognition
granted was. obliviously a result of oversight and was inadvertently granted.
Thereafter apfpellant institution submitted copy of NOC issued by affiliating body on
21.12.2016.

|
AND WI;-iEREAS Appeal Committee noted that though this inadvertent error
has put the appellant institution in an awkward position, yet it was the duty of
appellant instjtution to have submitted NOC at the earliest possible as was assured
by him in para 2 of its letter dated 05.02.2016 addressed to R.D. ERC. It is difficult

for the Appeal Committee to let continue a recognition order which is a result of
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erroneous processing of a case and has been issued by default. The subsequent
recertification of the default by ERC is confirmed. However, it shall be the endeavour
to avoid such defaults by taking suitable necessary action against the authority
concerned. Appeal Committee decided to confirm the impugned order dated
02.05.2017 issued by ERC Bhupaneswar.

AND WHEREAS after pérusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on record and oral; arguments advanced during the hearing, Appeal
Committee concluded to confirr% the impugned order dated 02.05.2017 issued by
ERC Bhubaneswar. |

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

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

4
i
1

|
1. The Secretary, Debnarayan Shiksha Sansthan (B.Ed. College), Natagachhi S.T. Road,

Sonarpur - 743613, West Bengal.
2. The Secretary, Ministry of Human Resource Development, Department of School Education

& Literacy, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.
3. Regional Director, Eastern Regional Committee, 15, Neelkanth Nagar, Nayapalli,

Bhubaneshwar - 751 012.
4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of West Bengal,

Kolkata.
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F.No.89-196/2015 Appeal/11™h Meeting-2017
NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION
Hans Bhawan, Wing Il, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002

ORDER pate 29,6/“’

WHEREAS the appeal of Muh Jain College of Education, Tohana, Fatehabad,
Haryana dated 04/11/2015 is against the Order No. NRC/NCTE/NRCAPP-
3204/243/Meeting/2015/126283 dated 17/10/2015 of the Western Regional
Committee, refusing recognition for conducting D.EI.Ed. (A) course on the grounds

that “the reply of the institution dated 30/06/2015 does not contain the list of lecturers
for additional intake for D.EIL.Ed. course duly approved by competent affiliating body.
The institution has not'v submitted (i) the approval of SCERT dated 26/06/2015 as
mentioned in the affidavit attached with its letter dated 30/06/2015; (ii) No Objection
Certificate issued by the concerned affiliating body as required under clause 5(3) of
the NCTE Regulations, 2014 (jii) a proof/evidence to the effect that it is a composite
institution as per provisions of the NCTE Regulation, 2014.”

AND WHEREAS Sh. Rajesh Nawal Jain, Chairman and Sh. Naresh Kumar
Jain, Secretary, Muh Jain College of Education, Tohana, Fatehabad, Haryana
~ presented the case of the appellant institution on 12/01/2016. In the appeal and
) du‘ring personal presentation it was submitted that “it is wrong to state that the institute
‘has not attached the list of lecturer for additional intake for D.EI.Ed. course dully
approved by competent affiliating body because vide this institute letter (reply to the
show vcause) No. MUHJCE/06/2015/815 dated 30/06/2015 the proposed staff
approval order from SCERT have been attached from page no. 30 to 33 and also
affidavit's on Rs. 10/- stamp paper dully notarized regarding willingness for joining
from the proposed staff is attached at page no. 34 to. The approval dated 26/06/2015
from SCERT is regarding the proposed faculty for the additional intake which is
attached at page no. 30 to 33 as already mentioned above. No such type of
condition/requirement have been mentioned in the show cause notice dated
11/06/2015. No such type of condition/requirement have been mentioned in the show
cause notice dated 11/06/2015.”
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AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that appellant institutibn had
submitted application for D.EI.Ed. (Additional) on 18/12/2012 under NCTE
Regulations, 2009. Earlier the institution was granted recognition for conducting
D.ELLEd. course (basic unit) on 14.05.2008. It is observed from the relevant
,'documents that inspection of the appellant institution for D.EI.Ed. (Additional) course
was conducted on 26.03.2014 and therafter a Show Cause NotiCe (S.C.N) dated
05/01/2015 was issued on the ground that SCERT Gurgaon, Haryana has informed
that ‘No recognition be given even to Minority Institutions for D.EL.LEd. & B.Ed.’ ltis
further observed that N.R.C. Jaipur in its 238" Meeting reversing its earlier decision
taken in 237t Meeting (item no. 87) decided to issue Letter of Intent (L.O.1.) under
Clause 7(13) of the NCTE Regulations, 2014. The Institution was required to submit
list of faculty duly approved by affiliating alongwith salary and bank statement.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee also noted that there is no evidence on
record that a formal Letter of Intent (L.O.1.) was issued to the appellant institution.
The appellant institution taking note of the minutes of 237t & 238" Meeting of the
N.R.C. submitted a compliance report to N.R.C. on 28.05.2015 which was received
in the office of N.R.C. on 31.05.2015. It is also quite surprising that the minutes of
the.N.R.C. meeting which were referred to by the appellant was held between May
20 to 31%t, 2015 and compliance was reported even before the Meeting was over and
before the issue of formal L.O.l. The list of faculty furnished by the appellant
institution contains following names:

(1) | Ms. Anju Principal

(2) | Mrs. Sheela Lecturer | Page 1 Countersigned on 06/06/2012

(3) | Mr. Navdeep Singh | Lecturer

(4) Mr. Rajeev Chopra Lecturer | Page2 | Countersigned on 24.03.2013

(8) | Mr. Manjeet Mirdha Lecturer

(6) | Mrs. Sunita Kamboj | Lecturer | Page 3 Countersigned on 21.10.2014
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(7) | Ms. Bhatia Lecturer | Page 4 | Signatures of the Registrar of
affiliating body on 06.06.2012.

Appeal Committee further noted that a Show Cause Notice (S.C.N.) was issued to
the appellant institution on 11.06.2015 on the ground that ‘The institution has not
submitted list of faculty approved by the competent affiliating University.’

AND WHEREAS normally applicant institutions are allowed a time of 60 days in
the L.O.I. for submitting list of faculty approved by the affiliating body and affiliating
bodies too render necessary assistance to the institUtions only afterissue of the L.O.I.

In this case no L.O.l. was issued and the institution tried to furnish compliance even
' before the meeting of Regional Committee concluded. The Show Cause Notice was
also issued within 15 days. Moreover, in the final refusal order 2 new grounds were
included. The appellant at the time of appeal presentation furnished a list of facUlty
which includes the names of Ms. Anju, Mr. Anil Kumar, Mr. Rajesh, Mrs. Santosh
Kumari, Mr. Kuldeep Singh, Ms. Santosh Devi, Ms. Karuna Jain, Mr. Subhash and
Ms. Siya. This list of faculty is seen as approved on 04.06.2015. There is no way
this list could have been enclosed with the compliance letter dated 29.05.2015. The
appellant had submitted a reply dated 30.06.2015 to the S.C.N. issued on
11.06.2015. This reply contains three faculty lists for the session 2011-12, 2013-14
and 2014-15. For session 2015-16 only one name of Ms. Rina Rani seems to have
come forward on 10.06.2015. Before Appeal Committee comes to a conclusion in this
case N.C.T.E. may seek clarification/information from N.R.C. Jaipur and SCERT
Gurgaon on following points:
(i) Whether the appellant institution was issued a formal L.O.l. as per
decision taken in the 238t Meeting. |
(ii) In what context the appellant institution submitted a compliance vide
letter dated 29.05.2015.
(i)  In which context the appellant institution was issued a S.C.N. dated
11.06.2015 on the ground to submit faculty approved by competent
~ affiliating University.
(iv)  The affiliating body i.e. SCERT Gurgaon, Haryana may be requested to
verify the genuineness of the all the lists of faculty approved by the
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affiliating body and submitted by the appellant institution from time to

time.

AND WHEREAS the above information shall be collected by NCTE and put up

before Appeal Committee within 15 days for facilitating decision in the appeal case.

AND WHEREAS the case of Muh Jain College of Education, Tohana, Haryana |
was put before the Appeal Committee on 2.5.2017 in its 8" Meeting. The Committee
noted that NCTE had addressed a letter dated 28.4.2016 to NRC, Jaipur seeking -
information on following points:-

(i) Whether the appellant institution was issued a formal L.O.l. as per

decision taken in the 238t Meeting.

(i) In what context the appellant institution submitted a compliance vide
letter dated 29.05.2015.

(i) . In which context the appellant institution was issued a S.C.N. dated
11.06.2015 on the ground to submit faculty approved by competent
affiliating University. , :

(iv)  The affiliating body i.e. SCERT Gurgaon, Haryana may be requested
to verify the genuineness of the all the lists of faculty approved by thé
aﬁfiliating_ body and submitted by the appellant institution from time to

time.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that NRC furnished reply to NCTE
after a lapse of more than one year and informed that a letter has been sent to
SCERT, Gurgaon on 2.5.2017 for verification of the faculty appointed by the appellant

institution.

AND WHEREAS Appeal Committee noted that NRC has delayed submitting
reply to the points raised by the committee in its meéting held on 12.1.2016. Appeal
made by appellant institution cannot be kept pending indefinitely. Committee
therefore, desires that NRC may be instructed to seek reply from SCERT, Gurgaon
by taking up the matter at personal level. Disposal of the appeal is required to made
expéditiously, and as such NRC may be required to send clarifications required within
30 days from 25.5.2017. '
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AND WHEREAS the matter was placed before the Committee in its meeting
held on 22.6.2017 and noted that the NRC sent a reply to the NCTE on 22.05.2017.
In this letter, the NRC replied to the four point mentioned in the NCTE's letter dt.
28.04.2016 as follows:

)] No formal LOI was issued as the institution itself submitted the reply on the
basis of the decision to issue LOI.

ii) The institution vide their letter dt. 29.05.2015 submitted their letter dt.
29.05.2015 submitted compliance of LOI as per the NRC'’s decision
uploaded on their website

iii) Show Cause Notice dt. 11.06.2015 was issued after considering the reply
to the LOI o

iv) Letter has been issued to SCERT, Gurgaon on 02.05.2017 for verification

of faculty appointed but no reply has been received

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the NRC sent an e-mail dated
20.06.2017 to the NCTE infofming that the SCERT, Gurgaon, in response to their
letter dt. 02.05.2017, informed NRC in their Memo dated 08.06.2017 that the lists of
staff submitted by the appellant from time to time have been countersigned by the
office of the SCERT and also verified the genuineness of the lists of the appellant -
- institution. NRC enclosed a copy of the SCERT’s memo dt. 08.06.2017, but did not

enclose the list attached to that memo.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that while NRC issued the Show Cause
Notice dt. 11.06.2015 only on the ground that the institution has not submitted lists of
faculty approved by the competent affiliating body, the refusal order contained,
besides certain deficiencies in the staff lists submitted by the appellant, (i) NOC by
the concerned affiliating body and (ii) Proof of evidence to the effect that the
appellant is a composite institution as per the provisions of NCTE Regulations, 2014.
The appeliant in their appeal; while making submissions regarding the faculty lists,
submitted that the two additional reqdirements were not mentioned in the show cause

notice.
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AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that submission of NOC from the
concerned affiliating body is a requirement introduced in the NCTE Regul'ations 2014
for the first time and therefore, it cannot be made applicable to the appellant, who
applied for additional intake in D.El.Ed. on 24.12.2012, when there was no such
requirement. Regarding the ground that proof of evidence of being a composite
institution has not been provided, the Committee noted that appellant, on page — 4 of
their on-line application dt. 18.12.2012 mentioned that they are running B.Ed., D.Ed.
and C.P.Ed courses, which makes the appellant a composite institution.

AND WHEREAS the Committee noted that the only remaining issue isvapproval
of faculty by the concerned affiliating body. The memo at 08.06.2017 of the SCERT,
Gurgaon sent to NRC clarified the position. In the circumstances, the Committee
concluded that the matter deserved to be remanded to the NRC with a direction of
consider the reply of the SCERT, Gurgaon dt. 08.06.2017 and take further actlon as
the NCTE Regulation, 2014.

AND WHEREAS after perusal of the Memoranda of Appeal, affidavit,
documents on record and oral arguments advanced during the hearing concluded to
remand back the case to NRC with a direction of consider the reply of the SCERT,
Gurgaon dt. 08.06.2017 and take further action as the NCTE Regulation, 2014.

NOW THEREFORE, the Council hereby remands back the case of Muh Jain
College of Education, Tohana, Fatehabad, Haryana to the NRC, NCTE, for necessary
action as indicated above.

(Sanjay Awasthi)
Member Secretary

1. The Principal/Appellant, Muh Jain College of Education, 40//20(7-12), 21(6-15),
52//4(1964, 1965, 1966, 1967, 40//20(7-12), 21(6-15), 52//4 Chander Kalan, Tohana
Fatehabad, Haryana - 125120.

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

3. Regional Director, Northern Regional Committee, Fourth Floor, Jeevan Nidhi-ll, LIC
Building, Bhawani Singh Marg, Ambedkar Circle, Jaipur - 302005, Rajasthan.

4. The Secretary, Education (looking after Teacher Education) Government of Haryana,
Chandigarh. :



