SUMMARY AND MINUTES OF 174th   NRC MEETING HELD FROM  
8th to 10th, December, 2010


Minutes of 174th Meeting of Northern Regional Committee 
held on December 8-10, 2010

The 174th meeting of the Northern Regional Committee (NRC), National Council for Teacher Education (NCTE) was held on December 8-10, 2010 at Conference hall, NRC, NCTE, Jaipur.


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. 174.01: 
CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES OF 173rd   MEETING

	S.No.
	CASES
	DECISION OF NRC



	1. 
	The minutes of 173rd   meeting held on November, 24-26, 2010 has been uploaded on the website of NRC
	Minutes are confirmed.


Agenda Item No. 174.02

: 
CONSIDERATION OF COURT CASES

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

	1. 
	UP-2541
	Shiva Shankar Chaturvedi Mahavidyalaya, Village-Tumpar, Khalilabad, District- Sant Kabirnagar, UP.
	B.T.C.
	NRC in its 162nd Meeting held from 24th-27th June, 2010 decided that the consideration of the applications of the BTC Course of the Institution be deferred till such time an inspection under section 17 of the Institution for all of its courses in education eg. M.Ed., B. Ed. and B.Ed.  including B.Ed. (Additional Intake) is conducted. Since this decision of NRC has been set aside by the Hon’ble Court in its order dated 21.10.2010, the application of the Institution for BTC course needed to be considered independently, without any reference to the action being taken under section 17 of the NCTE Act. The application of the Institution was considered accordingly. 
The  reply of the Institution with reference to the Show Cause Notice  dated 15.05.2010 has been carefully considered in respect of each of the points mentioned in the Show Cause Notice and following observations are made:

a. The Institution is conducting B.Ed. (200 Seats), and B.P.Ed. Course. Its application for M.ED. Course was also considered and NRC recognized this course as well. The total requirement of built up area in the Institution for the conduct of the existing and proposed course is as follows:

i. 3000 Sq. Mt for B.Ed., D.Ed. and M.Ed. Course
ii. 1100 Sq. Mt for B.P.Ed. Course and 500 Sq. Meter for additional intake for B.Ed. Course. 
Thus, as per NCTE Regulation, 2007, this Institution is required to possess 4600 Sq. Mts of built up area. The two visiting teams that conducted inspection of the institution are unanimous in its reporting that the Institution possessed only 3600 Sq. Meter of built up area. The Institution in its affidavit dated 15.10.2007 said that it possessed 4484 Sq. Meter of built up area which is contrary to the fact.  The Institution has only 3630 Sq. Meter of built up area which is not sufficient for its existing courses of B.Ed. B.Ed. (Additional Intake), M.Ed., B.P.Ed and proposed D.El.Ed. Course. 

b. At the time of both the inspections, the Institution hide this fact that they had two units of B.Ed. Course sanctioned; one in 2006 and another in 2007. Also, they hide this fact that a M.Ed. course is approved by NRC. As the total space available for BTC course needed to be seen w.r.t. the earmarked space for various existing courses, the Institution did not present the full facts and tried to hide the fact, so that it also gets recognition of the proposed course within the available built up space, which is not adequate as per NCTE Norms, 2007.

In another affidavit dated 21.08.2009, the institution claimed that it possessed 4154 Sq. Mt. of built up area. Both the affidavits are contrary to the fact even though they were signed by the same person. 

(c)The explanation of the institution that they did not mention the M.Ed. Course, as it is yet to be affiliated by the University has not been accepted, as it was recognized by NCTE in any case. No reason whatsoever has been given as to why the Institution did not mention that it had two units of B.Ed. Course (i.e. 200 intake)

(d)The Institution has claimed that it has separate Multipurpose halls for BTC and B.Ed. Course in addition to one for B.P.Ed. course. The size of the multipurpose hall at the time of first VTR in 22.08.2009 was only 860 Sq. Mts. while in the second VTR on 18.03.2010, the size has been mentioned as 1765 Sq.ft. The same size of multipurpose hall has been shown for the three courses e.g. B.Ed., B.P.Ed. and BTC. Apparently, this Institution has only one multipurpose hall for B.Ed. Course and its size is inadequate as reported by both the VTR’s. The size of multipurpose hall, as required under the norms should be 1500 Sq. Ft. The reply of the Institution that it separated its multipurpose hall for B.T.C. course is not relevant,  as the size of the hall remained inadequate, and not as per norms.
(e)The Institution replied that its language lab was not inspected w.r. to the Show Cause Notice that it did not have the language labs has not been accepted. 
(f)The observation in the Show Cause Notice that the laboratories of the Institution are not as per NCTE Norms, has been replied by the Institution.  It claimed that it has procured enough material is not acceptable. The Institution has not at all developed its labs. The Science Lab has not been developed at all, there is no experimental labs, with associated water arrangement of sink and drainage. Simple display of apparatus/equipment on removable table does not constitute a proper lab.

Secondly, the computer lab, apart from having less number of computer (for all the courses), the computer tables are not provided with matching chairs. The stools provided in the lab, in lieu of chairs are not appropriate.

Hence  NRC decided that  recognition  of the institution be refused  under section 15(3)(b) of the NCTE Act 1993 on the  above grounds 

	2. 
	UP-83
	Pramod Mahavidyalaya, Maharara, Hatras
	B.Ed.
	The reply of the Institution dated 21.07.2010 w.r. to the points of Show Cause Notice as decided in NRC’s 162nd Meeting dated 24th to 27th June, 2010 was carefully considered. In its reply, the Institution submitted a copy of the nomination of Subject Expert by Dr. Bhim Rao Ambedkar University, Agra dated 5.3.2009 has been submitted to substantiate  its claim that selection of the faculty made by it was in accordance with due procedure prescribed for the purpose. The reply has been accepted. As such, the orders of NCTE dated 17.06.2003 be recalled and set null and avoid in compliance of orders of the Hon’ble Court dated 21.10.2009.

	3. 
	UP-2277
	LLOYD Institute of Management & Technology, Plot No. 11, Knowledge Park-II, Greater Noida – 201306.
	M.Ed.
	As per orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Allahabad dated 15.11.2010, the NRC’s refusal order dated 12.11.2009 has been quashed. The Institution has not yet complied with the requirement of appointment of faculty, as per NCTE norms, in view of the following:

1. The Institution has appointed only four lecturers whereas as per NCTE Norms, it should have appointed one Prof./HOD, one Reader and two lecturers. 

2. The HOD designated by the Institution namely Mrs. Nirupa Lakshmi  does not possess 12 years of teaching experience in a teacher training college of which 5 years is also not at M.Ed. Level. Moreover it is not known whether the Ph.D. is in Education or in any other discipline, as the requirement is to posses Ph.D. in Education as per NCTE Norms
NRC, therefore, decided that a three months time be given to the Institution to appoint its faculty as per NCTE Norms, 2009 and obtain the approval of the University and submit the same for issuing of formal recognition only under clause 7(11) of the NCTE Regulations, 2009 . A copy of the letter to be issued on above lines  to the institution and a copy be endorsed to the University to facilitate, nomination of Subject Experts and approval of the selection of faculty within the period of three months.

	4. 
	RJ-1082
	SHRI GANESH COLLEGE OF EDUCATION AND TECHNOLOGY, VILL- CHURINA, DISTT- JHUNJHUNU, RAJASTHAN.
	B.Ed. 
	Inspection of the Institution under section 17 of the NCTE Act was conducted on 29.03.2009. This was done on account of a complaint against the Institution. The recognition of the Institution was withdrawn vide orders dated 17.07.2009 and this was based on the report of the visiting team dated 29.03.2009 that dealt with the complaint against the institution by the students of the institution. The main thrust of the complaint was about illegal collection of money from the students, without proper accounts in the institution and without giving any receipt to the students. The institution has also allegedly facilitated non-attending of classes by students on payment of certain amount.  The first inspection report established the charges and after giving a show cause notice to the institution, recognition was withdrawn vide orders dated 17.07.2009. 

2. The institution approached the Hon’ble High Court of Rajasthan at Jaipur in WP 11033/2009 and as per orders of the Court dated 15.09.2009, a fresh inspection was conducted on 16.11.2009. A show cause notice was again given on the findings of the Visiting Team vide NRC letter dated 07.12.2009. The reply of the institution dated Nil received on 31.12.2009 was considered by NRC, in its 161st Meeting held on 26-29 May 2010 and it was decided to send another Visiting Team to verify, whether the claim made by the institution in reply to the Show Cause Notice dated 07.12.2009 that they have made up the deficiencies was correct or not. 

3.  In compliance to the above decision of NRC, another (and third) inspection of the institution was got conducted on 29.09.2010.  Meanwhile the institution again approached the Hon’ble High Court of Rajasthan at Jaipur in Civil WP No. 14444/2009 and the Hon’ble Court passed an order dated 16.11.2010 directing the NRC for taking a final decision. 

4.  As per direction of the Hon’ble High Court and in continuations of the earlier Show Cause Notice dated 07.12.2009 alongwith the VT Report dated 29.09.2010, the reply of the institution received on 31.12.2009 has been considered afresh and following observation was made : - 

i) The institution moved to the Court against the conclusion / decision of NRC, based on its first inspection held on 29.03.2009. The Show Cause Notice issued by NRC, on the basis of Second Visiting Team Report (held on 16.11.2009) has again been refuted by the institution on the ground that the inspection team was biased and wrongly conducted the inspection and demanded action against the VT members. 
ii) The third inspection report (dated 29.09.2010) which was conducted to verify the claims of the institution against the observations/ findings of the 2nd inspection has specifically pointed out that the B.Ed. Teaching Staff has not been selected/appointed by following the due process of selection.  The appointment has also not been approved by the University 
The third inspection report also pointed out that the institution could not produce the appointment letters given to the B.Ed. faculty

iii) Thus, the claim of the institution that they were making payment through bank could not be verified. In case of Principal namely Smt. Manju Saxena, the institution submitted an appointment letter, which mentioned her salary as Rs. 27,500/- whereas in the bank statement the salary paid to her is only Rs. 23,500/-. Moreover as per letter dated 10.09.2010 requesting the Bank Manager to transfer Salary of Faculty to their individual accounts, names of only 5 Faculty members could be verified.  

iv) While the institution was able to establish that it had adequate built up area for the three courses i.e. B.Ed., Shiksha Shastri, and STC (two units).  The following observation was pointed out in the 2nd VT 

The laboratories of the institution are ill equipped could not be properly replied by the institution in their reply dated 31.12.2009. The 2nd report categorically mentioned that furniture in the labs is not appropriate and the language lab was not in existence. A perusal of the CD, also reveals that the Labs have not been properly developed by the institution. In the Science Lab, the apparatus/ equipments were simply displayed on removable tables with no Experimented tables and associated water arrangement with sink drainage etc. Also there were no racks and Almirahs to keep the apparatus and consumable chemicals etc. 

The list of ICT equipment submitted by the 3rd inspection team also clearly shows that the IT lab has not been developed by the institution in accordance with NCTE recommendation as contained in its Manual on Organizing Teaching Learning Resources in Teacher Education institution. 

The basic issue, which led to the withdrawal of recognition, was the complaint of the students that institution was allegedly charging money from the students for various unauthorized purposes. The reply of the institution that the students of poor rural background cannot be forced to make such payments has not been accepted.  The institution claimed that student themselves gave in writing that no such complaint was made by them could not be accepted. 

This reply needs to be seen in the context of the observations of the first VT report which observed, “The management has agreed to the complaint. It has taken Rs. 4000/- for dress / uniform and tour. But it has not maintained any income/ expenditure account of the money it received. This report had also pointed out that students were being charged for their absence also which was one of the allegation of students. Even the second inspection report categorically mentioned. “From discussion / interaction with management, faculty and students regarding the complaint it was found that the complaint was genuine, college did charge Rs. 4000/- per head towards Kit / uniform and the uniform that the students were wearing was not worth the amount charged, hence agitation was there as the charges were made compulsory for each and every student. But from this year the college is not charging anything towards Kit/Uniform. 

Thus it is clearly established that the institution was involved in financial irregularity and charged money from the students, which was not due. 

Apart from above, the CD of the inspection by the third Visiting Team has been carefully observed. The furniture in the Class room comprises of Long Wooden Tables and benches which had no back support. This furniture is not suitable for students of B.Ed. course and is apparently a health hazard for them. College cannot be allowed to run with this furniture. 

In view of above NRC came to the conclusion that the reply dated 31.12.2009 given by the institution in response to the Show Cause Notice dated 07.12.2009 has not been found satisfactory. Hence, there is no reason for NRC to withdraw or review its order dated 17.07.2009, withdrawing the recognition of the B.Ed. course of the institution.  

The above findings of the NRC, be submitted to the Hon’ble Court on its next hearing, with a submission that in case the institution is not satisfied with this decision, they may approach the Appellate Authority at NCTE, New Delhi under section 18 of the NCTE Act, 1993.  



	5. 
	UP-1463
	Shanti Niketan College of Business Management & Computer Science, Campus NH-3, Agra Gwalior Road, Tehra, Agra-1, Uttar Pradesh
	B.T.C.
	The institution’s reply dated 22.11.2010 with reference to the Show Cause points vide minutes of 172nd meeting of NRC held on 12-13.11.2010, has been carefully considered. The institution appointed another Principal and he possessed the required qualification and experience as prescribed under NCTE Norms. Since this selection has also been made by following the due process of advertisement, Selection Committee having nominees of Affiliating / Examining Body, the institution may be allowed to continue the recognition, as granted earlier vide NCTE letter dated 29.08.2004 in supersession to the NRC order dated 13.04.2010 withdrawing the recognition the institution for the BTC course.  

	6. 
	UP-3313
	Krishna College of Education, Khasra No. 39, 42, Village – Shahbazpur Khana, Post Office – Bijnor, Uttar Pradesh
	B.Ed. 
	In compliance of order dated 20.10.2010 VT constituted. Advocate may be requested to file the counter affidavit.  

	7. 
	UP-2669
	Vivekananda College of Education, Mathura Bye Pass, Near Khair Road, Vill- Aligarh, Post- Kashopur Zokhri, Tehsil- Koil, District- Aligarh, Uttar Pradesh.
	M.Ed. 
	The Appeal Committee vide its order dated 15.04.2010 set aside the orders of NRC dated 26.09.2009 which refused recognition for M.Ed. course of the institution. The institution vide its reply dated 15.05.2010 did not avail the opportunity of 3 months time so given and vide its letter dated 15.05.2010 reiterated their claim that they had submitted all the documents about appointment of faculty to the said course and claimed that all the appointment of the faculty has been made by duly Constituted Selection Committee as per NCTE / University Norms. The institution vide its letter dated 10.08.2010 and 26.08.2010, continued to reiterate consideration of the appointment, made by them earlier. The institution submitted a certified copy of the order of the Hon’ble High Court of Allahabad dated 16.09.2010, which was received in NRC on 12.10.2010. The matter accordingly taken up and documents submitted by the institution, regarding appointments of faculty submitted to NRC in May, 2010 has been carefully considered and following observations are made : 

i) The institution issued an advertisement for appointment of faculty in Dainik Jagran, Aligarh, a daily, dated 19.04.2010, a photocopy of the advertisement has been provided. The advertisement invites candidates for walk- in –interview for the post of Associate Professor / Assistant Professor for M.Ed. course. It has not indication about the post of Professor / HOD, although one such post was also required to be filled. 

ii) The University vide its letter dated 25.04.2010 nominated two experts for the Selection Committee, which met on 30.04.2010. The Minutes of the Selection Committee mentioned that the Selection Committee Meeting was held for the post of Professor / Associate Professor / Assistant Professor for M.Ed. course. The Selection Committee made the selection of two Professors and two Assistant Professor, although it should not have selected the Professors, as no advertisement whatsoever was given for the post of Professors by the Institution. 

iii) The minutes of the Selection Committee mentioned that it interviewed the candidates who have applied for the said post, but did not mention the number of the candidates who appeared for Interview. It provided no list of candidates (with their signatures), who appeared for the Interview. 

iv) The institution is required to appoint One Professor / HOD, One Associate Professor and two Assistant Professors, for M.Ed. faculty on regular basis in case of Professor / HOD, and Reader it is permissible to appoint a retired Professor / HOD / Reader in education on contract basis for a period not exceeding one year at a time upto the age of 65 years. The appointment made by the institution suffer from following discrepancies in terms of NCTE Regulations

a. Instead of One Professor / HOD the institution has appointed two Professors, which is not in orders. 

b. Smt. Krishna Kumari Gupta, Principal with date of appointment as 14.10.2003, appears to be the existing Principal of the B.Ed. college. However, she cannot be appointed as M.Ed. faculty, as she does not possess the five years experience of teaching at M.Ed. level, as required under NCTE Regulations, 2009. 

c. The appointments of the Dr. Chandrahas Pathak and Dr. Madhuri Sharma as Professors on regular basis is not in order, as they have already crossed the age of superannuation with their date of birth as 02.09.1947 and 15.06.1947 respectively. They may be at best given a contract appointment for a period of one year as Reader / Associate Professor, that too, if an eligible candidate is not available. Hence, the non-availability has also not been established, precisely due to the reason that no advertisement for the post of Professor was given by the institution. 

In view of above it is clear that the institutions did not avail the opportunity of 3 months time given by the Appellate Authority for appointment of suitable faculty for the M.Ed. course. The present appointments comprising of Three Professor, One Associate Professor and One Lecturer is not in order due to the above reasons. 

Hence, the NRC decided that the recognition of  the institution be refused under section 15(3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993 on the above grounds.

	8. 
	UP-1470
	Vivekanand College of Education, Gonda Road, Near Mathura Bye Pass, Aligarh, Uttar Pradesh.
	B.T.C.
	Consequent upon the decision of the Appellate Authority dated 07.06.2010, setting aside the order of the NRC dated 15.04.2010 closing the file of the institution for recognition of a B.T.C. course and giving three months time to the institution to appoint faculty for the course, the matter was placed before NRC in its 162nd meeting held from 24th to 27th June, 2010. The institution was asked to submit the list of appointed faculty. The faculty was to be appointed following the lay down procedure and affiliation from the examining body i.e. SCERT. 

2. The institution submitted its reply alongwith the related documents regarding appointment of faculty vide their letter dated 28.08.2010. The reply has been carefully considered in the light of the decision of the Appellate Authority and the NCTE Norms and Regulations, 2009. Following observations are made after considering the reply. 

i. The institution issued an advertisement for walk-in-interview in Dainik Jagran dated 29.05.2010 for appointment of Professor / Associate Professor / Lecturer for B.T.C. course. The advertisement is defective as the NCTE Norms provides for appointment of Principal and Lecturer for the B.T.C. course.
ii. The institution constituted a selection committee comprising of Dean Education, Dr. B.R.Ambedkar University, Agra. Smt. Mamta Agarwal, HOD of a degree College in Agra and two representatives of the management. The composition of the selection committee is not in order, as it had no representative of the Affiliating /Examining Body. The institution seems not to have written to the Examining Body/Affiliating Body to nominate the experts/ representative.
iii. The institution has appointed six lecturers through this selection Committee. While Dr. Krishna Gupta, Principal of the existing B.Ed. course has been appointed as Principal of the BTC course, these appointments are not in order due to the following discrepancies:
(a)The appointment of Krishna Gupta as Principal of the institution/course, is not in order, as she does not possess the required 5 years of experience in the elementary teacher education institution
(b) The six lecturers appointed through the above selection Committee, whose composition was not in order, are also not as per NCTE norms: it has no lecturers in the discipline of Fine Arts and Health and Physical Education. Essential as per NCTE  Norms .
Hence, it is clear that the Faculty appointments made by the institutions are not as per NCTE Norms, despite adequate time given to the institution. As such NRC decided that show cause notice be given to the institution for a reply on above points within 30  days before recognition is refused to the institution. 


Agenda Item No. 174.03
: 
CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL ORDERS

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

	1. 
	PB-610
	S.D. College of Education, VPO – Barnala, Tehsil – Barnala, District – Barnala, Punjab
	M.Ed.
	Orders under section 7(9) of the NCTE Regulation, as per decision of the Appellate Authority issued. Noted

	2. 
	RJ-959
	NIRMALA T.T. COLLEGE, HINDAUN CITY, F-157, MOHAN NAGAR, HINDAUN KARAULI, RAJASTHAN
	B.ED.
	The matter is sub-judice.  The  Hon’ble High Court of Rajasthan, Jaipur has stayed the NRC order dated 14.05.2010, withdrawing the recognition of the B.Ed. course vide its order dated 24.09.2010. Meanwhile, the applicant also moved to the Appellate Authority, NCTE, which also reversed the said orders of NRC and asked for issue of Show Cause Notice to the institution on the grounds of withdrawal. As such, NRC Advocate may be asked to take up the matter before the Hon’ble Court and the NRC could take further action, as per orders of the Appellate Authority. 

	3. 
	DH-372
	TECHNICAL INSTITUTE OF TEACHER EDUCATION, F-19, SECTOR-8, ROHINI, DELHI-110085
	B.ED.
	As per decision of the Appellate Authority, the NRC order dated 29.04.2010, to withdraw the recognition of the institution has been set aside with direction to issue a Show Cause Notice to the institution, before taking a view. Accordingly, institution may be given Show Cause Notice on the following points before orders for granting recognition to the institution is withdrawn. 

i) The institution may give specific reasons as to why it failed to obtain the affiliation from Guru Govind Singh University, Delhi, after recognition was granted to the institution on 03.01.2008 with specific stipulation that institution will seek affiliation from GGS, Delhi. 

ii) The institution may provide specific reason as to why it decided to obtain affiliation from SNDT University, Mumbai instead of GGS University, Delhi 

iii) The institution all along sought the recognition for B.Ed. course from NCTE, as a co-educational institution, the reason as to why the institution decided to convert itself into an institution only for girls and thereafter obtain affiliation from the SNDT University, Mumbai. 

iv) The jurisdiction of the SNDT University for affiliation of an institution is restricted to Maharashtra but in the interest of Women Education Institution from other states may also be affiliated, provided approval of the concerned State Govt. is obtained.  The institution did not obtain the approval of the State Govt. of Delhi, before requesting NCTE for permission to seek affiliation from SNDT University.  

The institution be asked to submit its reply within 30 days.

	4. 
	RJ-912
	SWAMI VIVEKANAND ELEMENTARY TEACHER EDUCATION PROGRAMMES, HANUMANGARH TOWN, RAJASTHAN
	STC
	As per orders of the Appellate Authority, the institution be asked to submit the following documents, before  getting the inspection of its new premises:-
· CLU for the land on which the new building has been constructed. 

· The Building Plan approved by competent authority indicating the Khasra number, total land area, and total constructed area. In case more courses are being run the course-wise demarcated building plan be given.  

· Building completion certificate from the competent authority. 

· The documents showing that the land is in the name of the Institution. 

	5. 
	HR-891
	MEENAKSHI COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, WARD NO. 9, NEW KOTWALI COLONY, MOHUA ROAD, BALLABGARH, DISTT- FARIDABAD, HARYANA
	B.ED.
	Noted.  Appellate Authority upheld the NRC order dated 11.06.2010 vide its order 25.10.2010, after taking into account the orders dated 30.09.2010 of the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi. Hence no action on the part of NRC.


Agenda Item No.174.04
: 
CONSIDERATION OF THE REPLIES RECEIVED FOR CONVERSION FROM 7(9) to 7(11)
	S.No.
	File Code No. 
	Name of the Institution
	Name of the Course
	Decision of NRC

	1. 
	HR-1499
	R.K.COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, 21ST KM STONE, SONEPAT ROAD, HUMAYUNPUR, ROHTAK-124406, HARYANA
	M.ED.
	Consequent upon issue of letter of intent dated 27.10.2010 issued by NRC under clause 7(9) of the NCTE Regulation 2009, the institution submitted the list of faculty appointed by its for the proposed B.Ed. course. Following observations in this regard are made:-

i) The approval of the University for appointment of faculty has not been obtained. The University took a stand that it will not approve the proceedings of the Selection Committee, as qualification for appointment of Teachers for M.Ed. course / Professor / Reader are still under consideration. The contention of the University cannot be accepted, as it is required to approve the appointment, as per clause 7(9) the NCTE Regulation 2009. The institution needs to obtain the same from the University.  The University may approve the appointment, as per NCTE Norms. 

ii) The institution has made faculty appointment after following the due procedure of advertisement and associating the University nominee / experts with the Selection Committee. However, following discrepancies are found in the appointments made by the institution:- 

a) The HOD / Principal is a retired Reader from a P.G. College of Education and therefore he may be appointed only on contract basis for a period not exceeding one year. The appointment of Principal on regular basis is therefore not as per NCTE Norms. 

b) Dr. (Smt.) Jaimala Yadav appointed as Reader does not possess the required experience of 3 years of teaching at M.Ed. level. 

Hence institution be asked to immediately appoint appropriate faculty and obtain the approval of the University and submit the same to NRC within 30 days.

	2.  
	HR-1387
	VAIDIK TEACHER TRAINING INSTITUTE, VILL- CHINDALIA, POST- NANGAL KATHA, TEHSIL- NARNAUL, DISTT- MOHINDERGARH, HARYANA
	B.ED.
	The institution submitted the approval of the M.D. University, Rohtak No. CB-3 / 10 / F-20013 dated 18.11.2010. Hence, the Committee decided that the recognition  for  B.Ed.  course   under clause  7 (11)  of NCTE, Regulations, 2009 and  section 14 (3) (a) of NCTE, Act, 1993  from the session 2010-2011 with an annual intake of 100  seats  be given  subject to the following conditions:-

· The admission  of the students   shall be made  only after affiliation  by the   examining  body  before  the commencement of  the academic  session and the  admission  of students  shall be  completed  well  before  the cut  off date  prescribed by  the examining  body  for the academic  session 2010-2011 failing which  the recognition will be  effective  from the academic  session 2011-2012.
· Formal  recognition / permission  will operate for 2010-2011 only if the requirement  of 200 teaching days  in the session is   fulfilled as per calendar  of the  University/affiliating  body  failing which  the recognition  will be effective  from the academic   session 2011-2012.

	3. 
	UP-3424
	Rudra Institute of Technology, NH-119, Mawana Khurd, Meerut (U.P.) 
	B.Ed. 
	The reply of the institution dated 07.12.2010 and the original file was considered and the NRC decided that the recognition for B.Ed.  course   under clause  7 (11)  of NCTE, Regulations, 2009 and  section 14 (3) (a) of NCTE, Act, 1993  from the session 2010-2011 with an annual intake of 100  seats be given  in view of the letter of approval of faculty appointment by University submitted by the institution subject to the following conditions:-

· The admission  of the students   shall be made  only after affiliation  by the   examining  body  before  the commencement of  the academic  session and the  admission  of students  shall be  completed  well  before  the cut  off date  prescribed by  the examining  body  for the academic  session 2010-2011 failing which  the recognition will be  effective  from the academic  session 2011-2012.

· Formal  recognition / permission  will operate for 2010-2011 only if the requirement  of 200 teaching days  in the session is   fulfilled as per calendar  of the  University/affiliating  body  failing which  the recognition  will be effective  from the academic   session 2011-2012. 

	4. 
	UP-3246
	Jagannath Prasad Smarak College of Education, Vill- Bundhawa, Post- Ghoorpur, Tehsil- Bara, District- Allahabad, Uttar Pradesh.
	B.Ed
	The reply of the institution dated 08.12.2010 with response to the show cause notice dated 04.12.2010 and the original file was considered. The institution submitted the affidavit as required in the show cause notice.

Hence, NRC decides that the recognition for B.Ed.  course   under clause  7 (11)  of NCTE, Regulations, 2009 and  section 14 (3) (a) of NCTE, Act, 1993  from the session 2010-2011 with an annual intake of 100  seats  be given in view of the letter of approval of faculty appointment by University submitted by the institution subject to the following conditions:-

· The admission  of the students   shall be made  only after affiliation  by the   examining  body  before  the commencement of  the academic  session and the  admission  of students  shall be  completed  well  before  the cut  off date  prescribed by  the examining  body  for the academic  session 2010-2011 failing which  the recognition will be  effective  from the academic  session 2011-2012.

· Formal  recognition / permission  will operate for 2010-2011 only if the requirement  of 200 teaching days  in the session is   fulfilled as per calendar  of the  University/affiliating  body  failing which  the recognition  will be effective  from the academic   session 2011-2012.


Agenda Item No. 174.05
: 
CONSIDERATION OF THE REPLY TO SCN UNDER 






SECTION 14(3)(b) & 15 (3) (b) OF NCTE ACT 1993
	S.No.
	File Code No. 
	Name of the Institution
	Name of the Course
	Decision of NRC

	1. 
	UP-3406
	Amit Mahavidyalaya, Plot No. 410, 426, 430, Village – Ekderwa Aauval, Post Office – Kasia, Tehsil – Kasia, District – Kushinagar-274402 (U.P.)
	B.Ed.
	The reply of the institution dated 29.10.2010, in response to various points in the show cause notice has been considered carefully and following observations are made :- 

i) The institution submitted that it replaced its classroom furniture and purchased 50 sets of long tables and long benches at a cost of Rs.58,000/-. Also it purchased 100 sets of Tables and chairs at a total cost of Rs. 85,000/-. As a proof for its purchases, it submitted photographs, bills and photocopy of the stock register. The reply could not be accepted, as the photographs were not of any new furniture.  The CD taken, at the time of inspection was observed again and it was clear that photographs of old furniture of another institution has been submitted to substantiate the claim. Even this photograph is having long benches without any back support, which is not suitable for a B.Ed. College. The institution did not submit any proof of having made payment of the bills to the suppliers of the furniture. The bills were also not genuine as none of them bore any serial number. Bills also had no sales tax number. Obviously documents have been cooked to submit a reply, which cannot be accepted. 

ii) The multipurpose hall has the required dimension, as per new building plan submitted by the institution with the approval of the Assistant Engineer, State PWD, Kushi Nagar, but institution did not do anything to provide a raised platform and dais.

iii) The Furniture in the multipurpose hall with chairs and tables continue to be inappropriate to the requirement of Multipurpose Hall.  Moreover, the photograph is from another institution and has not been accepted as proof for improvements made. 

iv) The institution has claimed that it has developed its science and psychology labs and has purchased adequate Equipments / apparatus/chemical and submitted bills, copies of stock register and photograph as proof.  These proofs again are only paper work and suffer from the same deficiency as pointed out in (i) above.  The photographs of science lab submitted are not of the institution. The two photographs of science labs are from some other labs while other two are of the institution and continue to suffer with the deficiencies pointed out in the Show Cause Notice. 

v) The institution claims that it has purchased computer & photocopier and has expanded the seating capacity of its library to 60. However, the photographs submitted to substantiate the claim that seating capacity has been increased are not of the institution’s library. The photographs of computer and photocopier in the library has been submitted but institution did not give any proof of having obtained the internet facility in the library. The documents submitted about purchases, suffer from the same deficiencies, as pointed out in para (i) above. 

In view of above, the recognition of the said Institution  be  refused under section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act, 1993 on the above grounds.

	2. 
	UP-3300
	Baijnath Mahavidyalya, Khasra No. 325, Village: Budhnagar, Post-Surhurpur, Tehsil-Zakhiniya, District- Ghaziabad (U.P.)
	B.Ed. 
	The reply of the institution dated 19.10.2010, giving details of faculty appointment and the procedure followed has been considered. The faculty appointed has the approval of the University namely, Veer Bahadur Singh, Purvanchal University, Jaunpur vide the letter No. 3480 dated 05.02.2010 and it has followed due process of Selection. 

However following discrepancy in the appointment is noted 

1. The Principal, Smt. Shruti Tiwari, does not possess a minimum 5 years of experience of teaching in a Secondary Teacher Education Institution. 

2. A copy of the advertisement issued by the institution inviting application for appointment of faculty has not been submitted. 
Hence clarification be sought from the institution on the above  points within 30 days.

	3. 
	UP-3487
	Baba Ram Tahal Das Vishal Mahavidyalaya, VPO- Bharathi Pur, Tehsil- Mehnager, District-Azamgarh, Uttar Pradesh
	B.Ed. 
	The institution was inspected twice, the first inspection was conducted on 01.09.2009 while the other inspection was got conducted on 17.06.2010. The first Visiting Team pointed out a large number of deficiencies and a Show Cause Notice was issued on 04.11.2009. The reply of the institution to the Show Cause Notice was considered by NRC in January, 2010 (154th Meeting) which decided to send another VT. The report of the 2nd VT was considered by NRC in July, 2010 (163rd Meeting) and certain deficiencies were observed, for issue of a Show Cause Notice. The institution sent a reply on 06.09.2010 on these points which were considered and are discussed below: 

The observations that institution had no proper Science and Psychology Lab and that the equipments were displayed on the tables has been responded by the institution with certain new photographs and it claimed that they have organized their laboratories. The reply is not satisfactory as the photographs again show display on tables and no attempt whatsoever has been made by the institution to develop the laboratory with experimental labs, associated water / drainage system with sinks and Almirahs / racks to keep the consumables / chemicals and apparatus / equipments, as per recommendations of NCTE given in its Manual on organizing Teaching Learning Resources in Teacher Education Institutions. 

In view of above NRC decided that the recognition  of the institution  be refused  under section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act, 1993 on the above grounds.

	4. 
	UP-3088
	Jai Durge College of Education, Village- Saidpur, Post- Baldeo, Tehsil-Mahavan, District-Mathura, U.P.
	B.Ed. 
	The reply dated 07.10.2010 of the institution in response to the Show Cause Notice dated 10.09.2010 has been considered and following observations are made. 

The institution has submitted photographs of Principal room, Staff room, Library, Lecture Hall, Language Lab, Computer Lab, Psychology Lab, Work Experience lab to substantiate their claim that they have developed these facilities, after issue of the Show Cause Notice. The institution also submitted a CD to further substantiate their claim. 

The reply has been found satisfactory and has been accepted. Hence,  NRC decided that letter of intent under clause 7(9) of the NCTE Regulations, 2009  be issued.

	5. 
	UP-3516
	Shri Mohan Dhansira Mahavidyalaya, Khasra No. 339/3, 343, Village – Jangal Belhar, Post Office – Belhar Kala, District – Sant Kabir Nagar, Uttar Pradesh  
	B.Ed. 
	The reply of the institution dated 22.11.2010 in response to the Show Cause Notice dated 22.10.2010 has been carefully considered. The institution claimed that it has made up various deficiencies pointed out in the Show Cause Notice and submitted a new CD to substantiate their claim. The CD has been carefully considered and following observations are made : 

a. The Laboratories continue to be ill equipped. The CD gives photograph of a Science Lab, but then it is clearly a different lab and perhaps a Chemistry Lab of an intermediate college. The Laboratory as seen in the original CD with VT members was completely different. As such, institution has not done anything to improve and develop its science lab. Rather by giving a false photograph of other lab they tried to mislead  NRC. The requirement of science lab in a teacher training institute is different from the Chemistry Lab of a school. Moreover the new photograph is that of an old lab and it is not understood as to why it was not shown to the inspection team. 

b. The reply is not satisfactory in respect of development of playgrounds, toilets and drinking water facilities, which continue to be the same and institution has not brought any change since the issue of the Show Cause Notice. 

Hence, the NRC decided that the recognition  of the institution be refused  under  section 14(3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993 on the above grounds. 



	6. 
	HP-260
	Shanti College of Education, Plot No. 1934, Village – Kailash Nagar, Post Office – Nakroh, Tehsil – Amb, District – Daulatpur, Himachal Pradesh
	M.Ed. 
	The reply of the institution dated 20.11.2010 w.r.t. the Show Cause Notice dated 22.10.2010 has been considered and following observations are made : 

i) The institution appointed Reader and Lecturer by following due procedure of selection including the nominees of the University. However, approval of the university to the said appointment has not been given, which may be obtained from the university by the institution and submitted to NRC. 

ii) The appointment of Shri Bhanwar Lal Nagda on contract basis is for a period of one year only. As such, the institution shall continue to take action to appoint a regular professor on year to year basis and submit details to  NRC. 

Hence institution be asked to submit approval of the university to the faculty appointment within 30 days.

	7. 
	NRCAPP-234
	Shri Bhanwar Singh Mukhiajai College, Khasra No. 351, Village – Bhadar, Post – Son, Tehsil – Mathura, District – Mathura, Uttar Pradesh  
	D.El.Ed.
	The reply of the institution dated 22.11.2010 with reference to the Show Cause Notice dated 22.10.2010 has been considered and following observations are made : 

i) The Playgrounds have not yet been developed as is evident from the new photos submitted by the institution. 

ii) The institution has changed  its classroom furniture by 100 new chairs and provided photos of it. However, no photo has been submitted about the changed furniture in the multipurpose hall. The receipt / cash memo cannot be fully relied in the absence of any payments, proof and entry in the Stock Register, with marking on the furniture. 

iii) Photocopies and Computer has been purchased for the library. Bills have been submitted. However no internet facility has been developed in the Library Computer.  The institution has not even claimed this. 

In view of above and continued deficiencies institution may be asked to explain the  above three points above. before it is considered for recognition.    

	8. 
	UP-2769
	R. P. Yadav Mahavidyalaya, Mahuli Bazar, Sant Kabir Nagar, Uttar Pradesh 
	B.Ed. 
	Reply dated 18.11.2010 with reference to the Show Cause Notice dated 22.10.2010 has been considered and found satisfactory. Hence NRC decided that  letter of intent under clause 7(9) of the NCTE Regulation,  2009 may be issued.

	9. 
	UP-3327
	Shri Shivpujan Gokul Mahavidyalaya, Village – Gaharpur, Post – Rampur Balbhadra, Tehsil – Jakhniam, District – Ghazipur-275203  Uttar Pradesh  
	B.Ed.
	The reply dated 06.12.2010 with reference to the Show Cause Notice dated 22.10.2010 has been considered and following observations are made : 

i) The institution has claimed that it has now completed the construction of the building and supported its contention by a certificate from a private engineer dated 17.11.2010. The other certificate claimed to be from the Block Development Office about completion of the building is on a plain paper and has no date on it. The institution has not even submitted a photo indicating the completion of those portions of building which were incomplete. As such the claim cannot be accepted. 

ii) The institution has taken no efforts to develop their labs. The photographs of the labs given in the CD in support of the claim are the pictures of chemistry lab and physical lab of a school, which further establishes that the institution has not developed the lab but is trying to mislead the NRC to obtain a recognition. 

iii) The institution has not claimed and has not provided any document to claim that they developed water facilities, photocopies and computer with internet facility in its library. Also no claim has been made about a proper multipurpose hall devoid of deficiencies pointed out in the Show Cause Notice. 

Hence, NRC decided that the recognition of the institution  be refused  under section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act, 1993 on the above grounds.   


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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