MINUTES OF EMERGENCY MEETING 
HELD ON DECEMBER 24-26, 2010


Minutes of Emergency Meeting of Northern Regional Committee 
Held on December 24-26, 2010

The Emergency meeting of the Northern Regional Committee (NRC), National Council for Teacher Education (NCTE) was held on December 24-26, 2010 at the Cameron Hotel, New Delhi.

In pursuance of the Gazette Notification No.213 dated 25.08.2010, NRC has been terminated under Section 21(2)(a) of NCTE Act, 1993 and the powers and duties on behalf of the Northern Regional Committee are being exercised and performed under Section 21(2)(b) by Shri Hasib Ahmad, former Member Secretary, NCTE.


The following member and convenor were present:

1. Shri Hasib Ahmad,  Chairman, NRC, NCTE

2. Shri R.D. Sharma, Regional Director, NRC, NCTE

With the permission of Shri Hasib Ahmad, Chairman, Shri R.D. Sharma (Convenor) presented the Agenda before the Committee.  Item-wise decisions taken are as follows:-

Agenda Item No. 175.01: 
CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF 174th MEETING

	S.No.
	CASES
	DECISION OF NRC



	1. 
	The minutes of 174th meeting held on December 8-10, 2010 has been uploaded on the website of NRC
	Minutes are confirmed.


Agenda Item No. 175.02

: 
CONSIDERATION OF COURT CASES

	S.No.
	File No.
	Name of the Institution
	Name of the Course
	Decision of NRC

	1. 
	UP-2455
	BLOOMING BUDS DEGREE COLLEGE, VILL- SIKTAUR, MANIRAM, DIST- GORAKHPUR , U.P.
	B.P.Ed.
	In pursuance to the orders of dated 11.10.2010 of the Hon’ble High Court, the application of the institution for recognition of B.P.Ed. course has been considered afresh on the basis of records available on file and those submitted by the institution from time to time.
The application of the institution for recognition of B.P.Ed. course was submitted on 02.05.2007. An inspection of the institution was conducted on 12.06.2009 by two member visiting team of experts.  The inspection team pointed out serious deficiencies of infrastructure and instructional facilities and a show cause notice was issued on 20.03.2009 pointing out deficiencies in computer lab, anatomy lab, psychology lab and library.  These deficiencies were pointed out even when the institution was already running a B.Ed. and M.Ed. programme.  The institution submitted its reply with documents to establish that they had made up the earlier deficiencies.  The document submitted has been carefully perused.  It is difficult to appreciate that the institution has actually purchased all the equipments and books that they have claimed to have purchased.  The bills have been submitted that include the names of the equipments and their cost, but no proof whatsoever has been given to establish that actual purchases of these items were made.  In case of one such bills from Sri Vinod Pustak Mandir, even the date of invoice is not available or has been tampered in a manner that it is removed in the photocopy.  The purchase bills have been further supplemented by entries in the stock register.  However, even these entries were not genuine.  In one such case the entries of stock purchased on 04.09.2009 were made on page number 454 of the stock register, where as purchases made on 05.09.2009 were entered at page no.450, which is not understood.  
The institution claimed that it purchased additional 738 books in the library and submitted copy of the accession register to prove their claim.  A perusal of the photocopies of the relevant pages of the accession register indicated that they purchase only 250 books.  Even in these 250 books, most of the books were multiple copies and actual title of the books purchased was only 12 books.  Moreover, the books claimed to have been purchased on 05.09.2009 are not fully entered in the accession register.  As per bills total no. of books purchased are 2445 with 88 titles, but the accession register show much less number.  The details prepared and submitted by the institution gives number of available books as 4110 with total number of titles as 31 only.  As such, there are discrepancies in various documents submitted by the institution on this account.  A graduate level course in physical education cannot be conducted with this stock in the library.  NCTE norms clearly mentions about 2000 titles for B.P.Ed. course, and the institution is not having these number of books.  This has been clearly pointed out by second VT on 19.03.2010.Books of Physical Education and journals need to be added.  The subsequent VT dated 19.03.2010, does mentions purchase of 2038 books, but is silent about number of titles.  This read with documents submitted by the institution, clearly indicate the deficiency in the library w.r.t. NCTE norms.
The second VT held on 19.03.2010, also pointed out continuance of the earlier deficiencies.  The seating capacity in the library is thoroughly inadequate.  They had only 16 seats and added 08 additional seats.  The total 24 seats in the library for a B.Ed. and B.P.Ed. course is thoroughly inadequate and not as per NCTE norms.
The VT dated 19.03.2010 pointed out that the institution is not having proper gymnasium which is very important and essential for conducting a B.P.Ed. course.  The visiting team pointed out that the Gym equipments have been stored in the sports room.  A hall for indoor games and sports is also essential which has not been shown in the VT report and apparently the institution does not have it.
Again second VT on 19.03.2010 pointed out that more equipment needs to be added in the Anatomy lab.

The computer lab of the institution had only 8 computers and this was pointed out to the institution vide NCTE letter dated 20.08.2009.  The second inspection pointed out availability of 16 computer in the institution.  This is not sufficient for an institution having multiple courses.

In view of above, NRC decided that show cause Notice be issued to the Institution before refusing the recognition under section 14 (3) (b) of NCTE Act 1993 on the above grounds.

	2. 
	NRCAPP203
	ESS ESS COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, PLOT NO. 134, VILL- KHASPUR, POST- DAYAL BAGH, TEHSIL- SADAR, DISTRICT- AGRA, UTTAR PRADESH
	D.El.Ed.
	The institutions’ application dated 28.10.2009 was earlier processed in accordance with the provisions under NCTE Regulations 2009.  Since, the regulations provided for submission of ( certified copy of the land documents and ( notarized copy of the CLU, as mandatory, the application was rightly rejected by NRC in its 158th meeting held on April 19-22, 2010, which was upheld by Appellate Authority in its order dated 27.08.2010.  In view of the orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi dated 01.11.2010, the application of the institution was considered again.  Now, since the said regulations has been amended on 26.11.2010 and the amended provision provide for considering certified copy of the land documents and notarized copy of the CLU as removable deficiencies, these documents submitted by the institution has been accepted and examined afresh, following observations are made:-
· The land documents submitted by the institution on 08.11.2010 (certified copy) do not match with the earlier land document submitted by the institution with original application dated 28.10.2009.  The two documents are essentially the same; however, in the earlier documents the English version of the 2nd party of the sale deed (i.e. purchasers) has been mentioned as “S.S. College of Education” while in the second document (certified copy) the name has been changed (tampered) to read as “ESS, ESS College of Education”.  The tampering has been made in the second document which bears the no. as A289243.  It is not understood as to how two photocopies bearing the same no. can have different entries.  Obviously, the document has been tampered and cannot be accepted as valid document.”
The show cause notice be issued to the institution under section 14(3)(b) before the application is refused for further consideration.

	3. 
	UP-1870
	NOIDA COLLEGE OF PHYSICAL EDUCATION, I- BLOCK, MAIN ROAD, SECTOR- 22, NOIDA, GAUTAM BUDH NAGAR, UTTAR PRADESH
	M.P.Ed.
	Since, the Hon’ble High Court specifically directed the appellate authority to re-consider the entire matter again, the original file and all other subsequent documents may be sent to the Appellate Authority immediately.

	4. 
	NRCAPP361
	YASH RAJ INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION, PLOT NO. 121-123, VILL- BAGHAMAU, POST- GOMTI NAGAR, TEHSIL- SADAR LUCKNOW, DISTRICT- LUCKNOW- 226010, U.P
	D.El.Ed.
	In pursuance of the orders of Hon’ble High Court the reply of the institution dated 03.11.2010 w.r.t. the letter of deficiency issued on 23.02.2010.  Now, since the institution has submitted the certified copy of the land documents and approved building plan with clear indication of the khasra/ ghata no., the reply has been accepted and found in order in accordance with the NCTE regulations as amended on 26.11.2010
The institution be asked to resubmit the FDR of Rs.5.00 lakhs and Rs.3.00 lakhs thereafter VT, as constituted, be sent for inspection

	5. 
	UP-2457
	VIDYARTHI SNATAK MAHAVIDYALAYA, JAGADISHPUR BARDIHA, POST- JAGADISHPUR DHARMDANI, DISTRICT- KUSHINAGAR, U.P.
	B.Ed. (Addl.intake)
	In view of the directions of the Hon’ble High Court, the reply of the institution based on the twin observation regarding ( NAAC Certificate and ( Website was considered.  The non-availability of NAAC certificate was ignored in view of the specific directions of the court  on this account.  The institution has its website.  As such, a VT for the institution  constituted.

	6. 
	UP-1213
	LAKHMI CHAND PATWARI COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, DELHI BAGHPAT ROAD, DUNDHERA, KHEKRA, BAGHPAT, U.P.
	B.Ed.
	As per decision of Appellate Authority vide thrie order dated 27.08.2010, the reply of the institution dated 09.04.2009 w.r.t. the Show-cause notice dated 30.03.2009 issued to the institution has been considered again and following observations are made:-
· While the institution’s reply in respect to affiliating university and mention of no. of teaching days in the academic session can be accepted, the institution could not provide proper reply with the document to supplement its contention that it had 55 days of practice teaching instead of 20 days pointed out by the VT.  Since no. of teaching practice days provided in the regulation are 40 and above, the institution needs to provide documentary evidence to support their claim that they had adequate no. of teaching days and were not running the institution in violation of the Regulations.  The specific observations of the visiting team that they had only 20 days teaching cannot be ignored and their claim by way of an statement of the principal cannot be accepted.
· The institution reply in respect of teachers appointment, no. of computers, land title, no. of books in library has been accepted in view of the photocopies of the old purchase bills in the year 2004.
Show-cause notice be therefore, issued on the above points regarding practice teaching days with the request that institution need to submit full documentary evidences to establish that it had practice teaching of over 40 days, as claimed, failing which the recognition of the institution could be withdrawn for not observing the norms.  The Show-cause notice be issued under section 17 of the NCTE Act for a reply within 30 days.

	7. 
	UP-2192
	VIDYARTHI SNATAK MAHAVIDYALAYA, JAGADISHPUR, POST- JAGADISHPUR DHARMDANI, DISTRCIT- KUSHINAGAR, U.P.
	C.P.Ed.
	The report of the 2nd inspection of the institution dated 02.01.2010 was considered and the following observations made:-
1. The institution did not provide details of course wise earmarked space for different courses, as pointed out in the show cause notice dated 04.08.2009;  even the 2nd VT could not give this detail.  The approved building plan, submitted by the institution does mention area of the earmarked built-up space for B.Ed., B.P.Ed., B.T.C., Additional B.Ed., proposed M.Ed. and proposed C.P.Ed. course.  However, this earmarking has not been shown on the map.  The map also shows total constructed area as 5956.34 sq.mtr. , that includes proposed construction of 987.88 sq.mtr.  The plan is undated and therefore, even when it is read with the completion certificate, it does not indicate actual availability of the constructed area.  As such, after deduction of proposed construction available constructed  area is only around 4968.46 sq.mtr as against the requirement of 5200 sq.mts
2. The approved building plan is deficient, as it bears no date of approval.  It does not indicate the khasra no. of the land for which the map has been approved, the plan has not been approved by any competent authority.  The plan has been prepared by a Private Civil Engg. and notarized, which is not acceptable.
· Similarly the completion certificate, given by the BDO, Kaptan Ganj is defective as it does not indicate any details of the land and the built up area thereon.  It simply say that the building complete and no work is incomplete.  This certificate is not acceptable.
· Also, the building plan is for the entire PG college having undergraduate and postgraduate courses.  The institution has not indicated the built up area made available in the building for these courses.  If some built up area is for these courses then remaining area would not be sufficient for courses on education.

· The VTR specifically mentioned availability of 4769 books in the library with available sitting space of 30 students.  Apparently, this is the common library of the courses on education, if not of the entire PG college.  Still the requirement of books for various education courses run by the institution is much higher, as specified below:-

B.Ed.             3000

B.Ed. Addl.   1500

B.P.Ed.         2000

C.P.Ed.         2000

B.T.C.           2000

Total           10500
· As such, the library books are thoroughly inadequate in number.  Moreover, the sitting capacity of 30, reported by 2nd VT is thoroughly inadequate keeping in view the large number of courses on education being run and proposed by the institution.
· In view of the above  show cause notice  be issued to the institution on  the above points for a reply within 30 days before refusing  the recognition  for the additional  C.P.Ed course under section  15  (3) (b) of NCTE Act, 1993.

	8. 
	NRCAPP215
	SALASAR INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION, PLOT NUMBER-76, VILLAGE-KHASPUR MUSTQIL , TEHSIL-SADAR, AGRA, UP
	D.El.Ed
	As per orders of the Hon’ble High Court, the application of the institution has been considered.  The institution be asked to submit ( a notorised copy of the CLU and ( FDR’s for Rs.5.00 lakhs and Rs.3.00 lakhs (the earlier  ‘confirmation of deposit certificate’ issued to the bank was returned to them vide NRC’s letter dated 07.05.2010).  The VT be constituted after receipt of the above two documents.

	9. 
	UP-2469
	SWARNA JAYANTI MAHILA MAHAVIDYALAYA, PIPRAICH, DISTT. – GORAKHPUR, U.P.
	B.Ed.
	In pursuance to the orders of the Hon’ble High Court, the matter was considered again in its entirety.  The ground on which the earlier order of the committee, refusing recognition to Swarna Jayanti Mahila Mahavidyalaya, Gorakhpur for a B.Ed. course, was that it was discriminated vis-à-vis another institution namely, Bhagwant Pandey Mahavidyalaya, Krishna Nagar, UP.  As such, the file of the latter institution was also carefully perused.
The 2nd institution was issued a show cause notice on 22.07.2009 indicating deficiency in built up area and non-earmarking of built up space, course-wise.  Deficiencies were also pointed out in its computer lab, psychology lab, science lab, language lab and library.  The institution successfully contested the show cause notice and established that it had a total built up area of 1812 sq.mts. and submitted a map giving earmarking of built up area for B.Ed. course.  Again it submitted details of bills, stock registers, photographs and other documents to establish that its laboratories were well built and were as per NCTE norms.  As such, the committee decided to grant recognition to this institution in its 147th meeting.
The Swarna Jayanti Mahila Mahavidyalaya was issued a show cause notice on 21.07.2009.  The points of show cause notice was similar to these and Bhagwant Pandey Mahavidyalaya.  The institution had the deficiency of built up area, laboratories and library.  In response to the show cause notice, the reply of the institution was thoroughly unsatisfactory.  It just submitted a two page reply, asserting that they have made up all these deficiencies, but no documents whatsoever was submitted to establish their claim.  Rather, it charged  the VT report for pointing out the deficiencies which were not in existence.  This could not be accepted, as the visiting team was quite categorical in its observation that the first floor of the institution was still under construction and on the ground floor, having a total area of 1047 sq.mts., which was shown earlier  for BA course in the map was shown for B.Ed. course at the time of inspection .  Rather the VT recommended that the institution may be allowed to operate its B.Ed. course from first floor and the course be shifted to first floor after completion of the construction.  The committee was therefore, justified in not recognizing a course on less built up area as per NCTE norms that too in a building which was still under construction.
The institution did not submit any document, in response to the show cause notice, about actual state and affairs in its laboratories and library, which is in sharp contrast to the Bhagwant Pandey Mahavidyalaya which submitted all documents, photographs, photographs from its website etc.
As such, committee felt that no discrimination was made to this institution.  This position may be reported to Appellate Authority immediately, alongwith files of both the institution in original, so that they may  decide the case, as per directions of the Hon’ble High Court in Civil Writ Petition No. 58624/2010

	10. 
	NRCAPP422
	SHIR MAHAVIR SINGH BAHUUDDESIYA MAHAVIDYALAYA, PLOT NO. 679, VILL- NAGLA BANWARI, POST- MAINPURI, TEHSIL- MAINPURI, DISTRICT- MAINPURI- 205001, U.P.
	D.El.Ed.
	In pursuance to the orders of the Hon’ble High Court, the Appellate Authority  may take a view and for this purpose relevant file with all other documents may be sent to Member Secretary, NCTE for placing it before the Appellate Authority.

	11. 
	NRCAPP399
	ABHAY PRATAP SINGH DEGREE COLLEGE, PLOT NO. 1169.1170, KUNWARPUR ROAD, VILL- JAFRABAD, POST- BINDAKI, TEHSIL- BINDAKI, DISTRICT- FATEHPUR- 212635, U.P.
	D.El.Ed.
	In pursuance to the orders of the Hon’ble High Court, the matter was reconsidered in accordance with NCTE Regulations 2009, as amended on 26.11.2010.  Following observations are made:-
1. The land document submitted by the institution is the notarized document instead of a certified copy to be issued by the Registrar/ competent authority.

2. The CLU is also a photocopy of the notarized document instead of an original notarized copy of the CLU.

The institution may be asked to submit the proper documents as mentioned above alongwith the original FDRs of Rs.5.00 lakhs and Rs.3.00 lakhs, which were returned to them vide NRC’s letter dated 12.05.2010.

	12. 
	NRCAPP139
	CHITRA DEGREE COLLEGE, VILL- ARAA, POST- NAUBASTA, TEHSIL- KANPUR SADAR, DISTRICT- KANPUR NAGAR- 208021, U.P.
	D.El.Ed.
	In pursuance of the orders of the Hon’ble High Court dated 11.11.2010, the matter was considered w.r.t. NCTE Regulations 2009, as amended on 26.11.2010.  The documents are ( building plan and (CLU has been found in order.  The land document is in order and land is in the name of the institution.  VT be constituted.

	13. 
	UR-204
	HIMALAYAN INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION  AND TECHNOLOGY, VILLAGE – JILASU, PATWARI BIRT- GIRSA, POST – JILASU, VIA – LANSASU, DISTT. – CHAMOLI, UTTRAKHAND

	B.Ed.
	In pursuance to the orders dated 10.11.2010 of the Hon’ble High Court, visiting team be constituted.  The team be specifically asked  to verify whether deficiencies pointed out earlier has been removed by the institution in addition to overall inspection on other counts as well.

	14. 
	RJ-1397
	MODERN SANWALLYA TEACHER TRAINING COLLEGE, SEMARDA, CHOTI SADRI, CHITTORGARH, RAJASTHAN.
	B.Ed.
	Noted. Further progress in the case be apprised to the NRC.

	15. 
	RJ-656
	GURUKUL WOMEN TEACHER TRAINING COLLEGE, SIROHI, YOGESHWAR  SARVADHAM, SIROHI, RAJASTHAN
	B.Ed.
	Noted. Further progress in the case be apprised to the NRC.

	16. 
	RJ-586
	MAHABALIDANI PANNADHAY T.T.COLLEGE, DELWARA, RAJASTHAN
	B.Ed.
	Noted. Further progress in the case be apprised to the NRC.

	17. 
	RJ-613
	SHRI U.S.B. COLLEGE OF TEACHER EDUCATION, G-192 AMBAJI INDUSTRIAL AREA, NEAR RIICO GUEST HOUSE, SANTPUR, ABU ROAD, SIROHI, RAJASTHAN
	B.Ed.
	Noted. Further progress in the case be apprised to the NRC.

	18. 
	RJ-1546
	SHRI ANEKANT SEVA SANSTHAN, MAGAN BHAWAN, SETHO KI GALI, SALUMBAR, UDAIPUR, RAJASTHAN
	B.Ed.
	Noted. Further progress in the case be apprised to the NRC.

	19. 
	HR-296
	DOON VALLEY COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, KARNAL, HARYANA
	B.Ed.
	Legal opinion in this case may be obtained.  Since the FIR on the offence committed has already been lodged and matter is under consideration of the court, in which official of NRC have also deposed  as witness, further action to be taken by NRC/ NCTE may be indicated in the legal opinion.  

	20. 
	HR-1734
	S.D.COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, VILL- SIWAH, PANIPAT, HARYANA-132103
	B.Ed.
	Noted. Further progress in the case be apprised to the NRC.

	21. 
	UP-3370
	AAKANKSHA COLLEGE, VILL- RASULPUR, POST- MEERAPUR, TEHSIL- JANSATH, DISTRICT- MUZAFFAR NAGAR, UTTAR PRADESH.
	B.Ed.
	In pursuance to the orders of the Hon’ble High Court, VT constituted for conducting inspection of the institution.  The visiting team may also be briefed about the deficiencies pointed out earlier and the reply of the institution so as to establish whether deficiencies were removed, as per claim of the institution.

	22. 
	UR-45
	SHAKUNTALA DEVI EDUCATION INSTITUTE, BRAHMANWALA, DISTT- DEHRADUN, UTTARAKHAND
	B.Ed.
	Further action to keep the withdrawal of recognition order of NRC in abeyance be taken by RD, NRC.
In pursuance of the orders dated 19.08.2010, the advocate may be requested for getting early hearing of the case.

	23. 
	UP-3434
	NIMT INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION GREATER NOIDA, ADD-UNITED EDUCATION SOCIETY NIMT,PLOT NO-41 K P-1, DASNA ROAD NEER PARI CHOWK, VIIL-GREATER NOIDA, DISTT, GAUTAM BUDHA NAGAR
	B.Ed.
	In response to the NCTE hqrs letter dated 14.12.2010, following comments of NRC may be communicated:-
· The land allotted by GNIDA in case of the institution was specifically for a Dental College.  Its use for any other course / institution should have specific approval of the concerned authority.  A resolution by the institution to earmark, some portion of the land allotted to Dental College for being used for B.Ed. college is therefore not sufficient unless it meets the approval/ No Objection from GNIDA.

	24. 
	UR-15
	SITA DEVI MEMORIAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION AND TECHNOLOGY, HARIDWAR, JWALAPUR- 249407, UTTARAKHAND
	B.Ed.
	The NRC’s order dated 03.09.2010 be kept in abeyance till the outcome in the court case in WP No.1334 (MS) of 2009.

	25. 
	UP-3312
	GURU NIRANJANA NAND MAHAVIDYALAYA, VILL-LUHETA, PO-IRADAT NAGAR, DISTRICT-AGRA, U.P.
	B.Ed.
	In pursuance of the order dated 10.06.2010 of the Hon’ble High Court, the matter regarding recognition of the institution for conducting a B.Ed. course was considered again.  The documents submitted by the institution after issue of the Show-cause notice claiming that deficiencies has been removed was carefully examined and following observations  made:-
a) In its letter dated 18.09.2009, the institution has submitted a certificate issued by the SDM, Fatehabad, Agra dated 24.08.2009 certifying that a building of 2000 sq.fts. is constructed in the building.  The certificate is not understood.  The certificate is not clear about built up space and  needs further clarification.
b) It is seen from the photograph that the multipurpose hall is not having a raised platform (dais).
c) The institution did purchase equipments for language lab but the lab has not been organized as per recommendations of NCTE as contained in “Manual on Organizing Teaching Learning Resources in Teacher Education institution”.
d) It is seen from the photograph that institution has not properly developed its science lab.  Mere display of equipment/apparatus at the time of inspection on removable table does not constitute a proper lab.  The institution needed to built its lab with proper experimental table with associated sink and water/drainage connection etc.
The institution may clarify its position on the above points within 30 days.

	26. 
	RJ-578
	SHREE BALAJI MAHILA SHIKSHAK PRASHIKSHAN MAHAVIDYALAYA,  11/939, CHOPASNI HOUSING BOARD, JODHPUR
	B.Ed.
	Since there is no provision for a joint inspection, as proposed by CBI, in the VT policy and in the NCTE Act, a specific view of the NCTE hqrs be obtained and the modalities of conducting such an inspection and course of action to be adopted thereafter may be pre-determined by NCTE  Headquarter.


The meeting ended with the vote of thanks to the chair.

	R.D.Sharma

Regional Director, NRC
	Hasib  Ahmad

Chairperson, NRC
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