Minutes of 176th NRC Meeting Held from January 7-11, 2011


Minutes of 176th   Meeting of Northern Regional Committee held on January 7-11, 2011

The 176th Meeting of the Northern Regional Committee (NRC), National Council for Teacher Education (NCTE) was held on January 7-11, 2011 at The Hotel Cameron, 92 Pocket-1, Jasola, Kalindi Kunj, Noida, 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. 176.01:              Confirmation of the minutes of 175th NRC Meeting
	S. No
	Cases
	Decision of NRC

	1.
	The minutes of 175th NRC Meeting held from  December 30-31, 2010 has been uploaded on the website of NRC.
	Minutes are confirmed.


AGENDA ITEM:-176.02.

CONSIDERATION OF COURT CASE

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

	2.
	UP-2051
	AMITY UNIVERSITY (DEPARTMENT OF PHYSICAL EDUCATION), GAUTAM BUDH NAGAR, UTTAR PRADESH
	B.P.Ed.
	In view of the order of the Hon’ble Court, fresh formal recognition order in continuation to the earlier conditional order dated 14.11.2006 be issued.
However, as per NCTE Regulations for one unit of 50 students of B.P.Ed. course, the required faculty is 1 Principal and 5 lecturers. Since the list of Faculty/lecturers submitted by the institution indicates that they have only 4 lecturers in position, the institution may be given Show Cause Notice under section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993 to explain as to why their recognition may not be withdrawn. 

	3.
	UP-1270
	Mahaveer Institute of Management & Technology, Dheradua – Road, Vill- Rasulpur, Post- Chhutmalpur, District- Saharanpur, U.P.
	B.Ed.
	The institution be asked to submit the following documents so as to ensure that they are functioning in conformity to the NCTE Regulations and Norms, as stipulated in NCTE recognition order dated 12/15.4.2004:-
i) A list of faculty appointed by the institution, alongwith approval of the concerned affiliating university in respect of each appointment. 

ii) A copy of the accession register of the Library of the institution to verify that they possess 3000 books with 1000 titles, as prescribed in the NCTE norms.

iii) A complete list of equipments in their Information Communicating Technology (ICT) Resource Centre to establish that they have adequately developed their Computer Lab and Language Lab.
iv) The institution initially submitted that it has a total available land area of 3155. Sq.Mts. However, the total available land is not being used for the institution and no boundary wall has been constructed to fully utilize the land. 

v) Since, the visiting team, which was not allowed to hold an inspection, observed that construction of the building of the institution was going on,  the institution must submit its detailed building plan alongwith a building completion certificate from a Competent Civil Authority to establish that they have the required built up area exclusively earmarked for the B.Ed. course,  as per NCTE Norms. Adequate number of photographs and a CD be submitted to establish that their building is complete in all respect. 
vi) The institution has not yet submitted FDRs of Rs. 5 lakh and Rs. 3 lakh towards Endowment Fund and Reserve Fund respectively in the joint name with an official of NRC. As such, it has not been maintaining the two funds as per NCTE Norms. A certificate from the bank that the amount has been maintained all along be submitted. 
The institution be issued Show Cause Notice to submit the above documents within 30 days of issue of the letter. In case the institution fails to furnish the required documents and fails to establish that they have been functioning in conformity to the NCTE Regulations and Norms, the recognition of the institution would be withdrawn. (Meantime, a legal opinion may also be sought on the contention of the institution’s letter dated 24.5.2010 interpreting the court orders dated 9.4.2010 that no inspection of the institution can be conducted under section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993 by NRC)

	4.
	NRCAPP426
	Ttriloki Singh Smarak Dled Prashikshan Sansthan, Plot No. 420, Vill- Ratuapar, Post- Govindpur, Tehsil- Budhanpur, District- Azamgarh- 223223, U.P.
	D.El.Ed.
	As per directions of the Hon’ble Court and in view of the amendment in the NCTE Regulation 2009 dated 26.11.2010, the institution be issued a letter of deficiency for further processing of the case. 

	5.
	NRCAPP257
	SRI GURU GORAKSH NATH MAHAVIDYALAY, 971, VILL-JOGIA, PO-GHUGHLI,THE- MAHARAJ GANJ SADAR-273151, UP
	D.EL.ED.
	As per directions of the Hon’ble Court and in view of the amendment in the NCTE Regulation 2009 dated 26.11.2010, the institution be issued a letter of deficiency for further processing of the case.

	6.
	NRCAPP289
	City Public Mahila Degree College, Post- Fatehgarh, Tehsil- Sadar, District- Fatehgarh- 209601, U.P.
	D.El.Ed.
	As per directions of the Hon’ble Court and in view of the amendment in the NCTE Regulation 2009 dated 26.11.2010, the institution be issued a letter of deficiency for further processing of the case.

	7.
	NRCAPP282
	Ram Ratan Singh Memorial Degree College, Plot No.- 145, Vill- Zahidpur, Post- Shahabad, Tehsil- Shahabad, District- Rampur- 244922, U.P.
	D.EL.Ed.
	As per directions of the Hon’ble Court and in view of the amendment in the NCTE Regulation 2009 dated 26.11.2010, the institution be issued a letter of deficiency for further processing of the case.

	8.
	
	CIVIL WRIT PETITION NO. 6454/2010

(Thakur College of Education, Dhaliara, Tehsil Dehra, Distt. Kangra, H.P.)
	
	Prima facie it appears that recognition to so many courses has been obtained in violation of the NCTE Regulations by the concerned institution either by misrepresentation of facts or by submitting false documents. As such, a comprehensive inspection of the institution be conducted under section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993 so as to verify all facts/documents in respect of each of the recognized teacher education courses in the institution and whether the institution is conducting all the courses in accordance with NCTE Regulations & Norms. The inspection team may also comprise of a senior  official of the NCTE, so as to establish whether this was done in connivance with any official/officials of NRC. NCTE be asked to nominate the official. 

	9.
	HR-1309
	SANT NISCHAL SINGH COLLEGE OF EDUCATION FOR WOMEN, SANTPURA, YAMUNA NAGAR, VILL- YAMUNA NAGAR, POST- SANTPURA, TEHSIL- YAMUNA NAGAR, HARYANA
	M.ED.
	Noted. The matter is sub-judice. 


AGENDA ITEM:-176.03.

CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL CASES

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

	10.
	NRCAPP133
	Jai Ganesh Shiv Sagar Mahila Prashikshan Sansthan, Plot No. 357, VPO- Deokali, Tehsil- Sadar, District- Faizabad- 224001, U.P 
	D.E.C.Ed.
	The institution’s reply dated 29.11.2010 in response to the deficiency letter dated 15.11.2010 has been  carefully considered. The following deficiencies still exist:-

i) A photocopy of the Land Document has been submitted instead of a certified copy of the Land Documents obtained from the authority where the original documents were registered. 
ii) The building plan does not mention the details of the Land i.e. Khasara No./Khatauni No. where the proposed building plan has been approved. The approved building plan is undated. 

In view of the above the institution be asked to remove the above deficiencies within 30 days. 

 

	11.
	NRCAPP211
	Sidh Narayan Tripathi College of Education and Technology, Plot No.- 32, GT Road, Vill- Soni Ramnathpur, Po- Hanumanganj, Tehsil- Phulpur, District- Allahabad-221505, UP
	D.El.Ed.
	The institution’s reply dated 15.11.2010 in response to the Appellate Authority’s decision has been considered. The application of the institution and various documents have been scrutinized and following observations were made:-
i) The institution has submitted only a notarized copy of the Registered Land Document. A certified copy of the land document to be obtained from the competent authority from where the land documents was originally registered has not been submitted. 
ii) The building plan  now submitted by the institution giving details of Khasara No. etc. is different from the one originally submitted with the application. The original building plan was having only a ground floor with a built up area having a dimension of 38.67X31.45 Sq.Mtrs. whereas the New Building Plan has two floors and ground floor’s built up area have a dimension of 40.65x24.74 Sq.Mtrs. The reason for this variation is not understood. 
iii) The institution has submitted a Building Completion Certificate which is not on the prescribed format. Moreover, this certificate does not indicate the total built up area and has not given the exact reference of the building plan according to which the building has been constructed. 

iv) The original FDRs of Rs. 5 lakhs and Rs. 3 lakhs as endowment fund and reserve fund submitted with the application which were returned vide NRC’s letter dated 7.5.2010 has not been re-submitted. The photocopy of confirmation of deposit issued by the Bank is not acceptable in lieu of FDRs.

v) The original application has not been filled –up properly. The column related to existing teachers education course run by the Applicant’s society has been left blank. 

Hence, a show Cause Notice on the above points under section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act, 1993 be issued to the institution and reply within 30 days. 



	12.
	UP-2020
	MAULANA AZAD INSTITUTE OF HUMANITIES SC. & TECH., RAILWAY STATION ROAD, MAHMUDABAD, , SITAPUR-261203
	M.Ed.
	Consequent upon the orders of the Appellate Authority the institution’s letter dated 30.11.2010 seeking some more time for submitting the approval of the University for appointment of the Faculty was considered. The institution has already submitted the approval of the university for appointment of lecturers for the M.Ed. course, which is in order. The institution has already requested for approval of University for appointment of Dr. Prem Chand  Yadav as Associate Professor for M.Ed. course. It is noted that Dr. Yadav does not possess the three years teaching experience at M.Ed. level.  Dr. Kanti Mehrotra proposed to be appointed as Professor is of 68 years of age. As such, she may be appointed only for a period of one year on contract basis till she attains the age of 70 years in terms of NCTE’s  Notification dated 23.7.2010. 

As such, the institution be asked to submit the approval of the University for appointment of suitable candidate as Associate Professor within 30 days. 

	13.
	NRCAPP37
	Shri Malkan Singh Mahavidyalaya, Plot NOL. 16C, Vill- Rudrapur, Post- Sarvoday Ashram, Tehsil- Etah, District- Etah, U.P.
	D.EL.Ed.
	As per order of the Appellate Authority the institution be asked to submit the following requisite documents within 30 days:-
i) certified copy of the registered land document. 

ii) Original notarized copy of the CLU.

iii) Revised building plan indicating Khasara No., Plot No. and giving full details of existing building alongwith built up area to be made available to the D.El.Ed. course.

iv) A printout of the existing Website of the college giving details of existing courses,  infrastructure, Annual Accounts etc.

v) FDRs of Rs. 5 Lakh and Rs. 3 Lakhs from Nationalised Bank as returned to them vide NCTE’s letter of even No. dated 12.4.2010

Hence, the institution be asked to submit the above mentioned documents within 30 days.

	14.
	UP-2568
	HEERA LAL YADAV DEGREE COLLEGE, VILLAGE UTTAR GOAN, BHILAMPUR, MOHANLAL GANJ, LUCKNOW-
	B.ED.
	The reply of the institution dated 5.4.2010 w.r.t. the deficiency letter was considered and following observations made:-

i) The Building Plan is not indicating the land details on which building is proposed (i.e. Khasara No., Khatauni No. etc.) 
ii) The certified copy of the land documents obtained from the authority from where the original land document was registered has not been submitted by the institution. 

iii) The total built up area available to Heera Lal Yadav Degree College is 2590.37 Sq.Mtrs. The institution has not given the details of other courses being conducted in the college and has not earmarked, the built up space to be made available to the B.Ed. course. 

iv) A notarized copy of the change in Land Use Certificate, under Section 143 of the U.P. Land Act has not been submitted.

v) The institution in its reply dated 5.4.2010 has given a lot of unnecessary information/documents not needed before inspection. However, the institution failed to provide crucial information sought in NRC’s letter 9.4.2008, which was sent again to them on 18.4.2010. The following information has not been submitted:-

vi) The existing Web-site of the college has not been provided along with details of existing infrastructure, courses, affidavit etc. 

vii) The balance sheet of the college and its Accounts has neither been provided nor placed on Web-site. 

Hence, the institution be asked to clarify its position on above mentioned points within 30 days.


	15.
	NRCAPP305
	NT Degree College, Plot No. 1, Vill- Kamanpur, Post- Said Nagli, Tehsil- Hasanpur, District- Jyotiba Phule Nagar- 244242, U.P.
	B.Ed.
	As per order of the Appellate Authority institution be asked to submit the following  requisite documents within 30 days:-
i) Certified copy of the registered Land Document to be obtained from the authority where the original land document was registered. The photocopy of the land document submitted is not acceptable. 
ii) A notarized copy of the CLU be submitted. The existing attested photocopy of the document is not acceptable. 



	16.
	UP-2478
	Sitapur Shiksha Sansthan, VPO-Raseura, Sitapur, U.P.
	B.T.C.
	The reply of the institution dated 16.12.2010 were considered and following observations made:-
i) The Principal/HOD, Smt. Sarita Pandey is not having requisite experience of 5 years of teaching in an Elementary Teacher Education Institution.
ii) The Approval of the Affiliating Body is yet to be obtained. 

In view of above the institution must give its clarification on above points within 30 days. 

	17.
	UP-1407
	J.P. Institute of Education and Technology, Mawana Road, Post- Rajpura, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh.
	B.T.C.
	The institution be asked to submit the following documents:-

i) A copy of the advertisement inviting application for appointment of faculty for the BTC course  by the institution.

ii) A copy of the minutes of the selection committee including the signed list of the candidates who appeard for the interview.

iii) Affidavit from the management on prescribed format indicating the qualification, percentage of marks etc. of the selected candidates/faculty. 

iv) Experience certificate of the Principal/HOD as per NCTE norms.  


AGENDA ITEM:-176.04.

CONSIDERATION OF THE REPLIES RECEIVED FOR CONVERSION FROM 7(9) 

TO 7(11)
	Sr. No.
	File Code No. 
	Name of the Institution
	Name of the Course
	Decision of NRC

	18.
	UP-2897
	SHRI VARSHNEYA COLLEGE, D.S. COLLEGE POST OFFICE, G.T. ROAD, KHATONI NO.322, TEHSIL-KOIL, DISTT.-ALIGARH, UP
	M.Ed.
	The reply of the institution dated 8.12.2010 in response to Letter of Intent Prior to Recognition issued by NRC on 14.5.2010 was carefully considered. The institution has appointed three lecturers and one Dr. Radhey Shyam Mishra as reader for the M.Ed. course. It has also been requested that Dr. Mishra may be treated as acting Head of the M.Ed. Course. 
The NCTE Regulations 2009 inter-alia requires appointment of a Professor having 12 years of experience of teaching out of which 5 years should be at M.Ed. level. In the absence of this appointment, the complete faculty as per NCTE norms has not been appointed.  
The institution be asked to explain its position in this regard and submit its reply within 30 days.   

	19.
	UP-3104
	Heritage International Business School, Vill- Tala Nagari, Post- Aligarh, Tehsil- Koil, District- Aligarh, Uttar Pradesh.
	B.Ed.
	Noted. The institution be asked to explain the stage of selection of the faculty. 

	20.
	CH-28
	D.A.V. COLLEGE, SECTOR-10, CHANDIGARH-160011,  CHANDIGARH
	B.P.ED.
	The reply of the institution dated 20.12.2010 with reference to NRC’s  Letter of Intent Prior to Recognition dated 21.9.2010 has been considered and the following observations  made:-

i) As per orders of the Appellate Authority the institution was given 3 months’s time vide letter dated 21.9.2010 to submit the details of the faculty. The institution instead of complying the same has written a letter on 20.12.2010 to accord approval to the course conducted by the institution during the session 2005-06 and thereafter the Governing Body of the Institition will decide about pursuing the course further in forthcoming session. The institution plea can not be accepted as it must submit the details of the faculty that was deployed during the session 2005-06 and thereafter. In order to avail continued recognition after the issue of Letter of Intent under clause 7(9) of the NCTE Regulation. Again the plea of the institution that there were no statutory rules/ guidelines/ instructions for governing B.P.Ed. course prior to 18.6.2006 and the institution appointed the faculty prior to 2006, can not be accepted as the institution must have appointed the faculty to run the four years B.P.Ed. Course and nothing prevented the institution to submit the details about availability of faculty during that period and thereafter.  

Hence, the institution be asked to clarify its position further and submit reply within 30 days failing which the refusal order issued on 28.10.2009 will be reiterated in compliance to the orders of the Appellate Authority. 

	21.
	HR-1126
	S.D. INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION (FOR GIRLS), AMBALA CANTT. HARYANA
	B.ED.
	The reply of the institution dated 27.12.2010 with reference to NRC’s Letter of Intent Prior to Recognition dated 18.10.2010 has been considered and the following observations made:-

i) Smt. Rajinder Kumari appointed as principal in the college is not having the required experience of 10 years of teaching out of which 5 years should be in a teachers training college. She has claimed 11 years of experience but the supporting documents has not been submitted except an experience certificate of Principal, Bhagat College of Education, Radaur, Yamuna Nagar, Haryana from 1.7.2007 till date. 

Hence, the intuition be asked to explain its position and submit its reply within 30 days. 

	22.
	HR-1734
	S.D.COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, VILL- SIWAH, PANIPAT, HARYANA-132103
	B.ED.
	The matter was earlier placed in Emergency Meeting held from 24-26 December, 2010 wherein inadvertently the matter was deferred for further progress in the case. The matter has now been considered. Since the institution provided a Notarised copy of a letter from the Branch Post Master dated 3.12.2010 addressed to the Regional Director, NRC, Jaipur enclosing therewith a letter from Assistant Supdt., Post, Sub-Division, Panipat addressed to SBM, B.P. Panipat, the same may be accepted as proof of address in terms of the orders of the Hon’ble Court dated 6.12.2010.  However, since the original letter addressed to Regional Director, NRC, Jaipur is yet to be received by him, the Regional Director must verify the veracity of the letter dated 3.12.2010 issued to him by the Postal Authority immediately and obtain the original letter addressed to him.
Hence, the Formal Recognition order under clause 7(11) of the NCTE Regulation 2009 for B.Ed. course with an annual intake of 100 students be issued on the usual terms and conditions on submission of original letter dated 3.12.2010 addressed to Regional Director. This letter would need verification from the concerned Postal Authority in due course.

	23.
	HR-1816
	SOHAN LAL DAV COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, PLOT NO. 307 TO 313, NEAR JAGADHARI GATE, VPO- AMBALA CITY, DISTT- AMBALA, HARYANA
	M.ED. Add. Intake.
	The reply of the institution dated 16.12.2010 in clarification to the NRC’s letter dated 19.11.2010 has been considered and in view of the content of the letter giving details of the existing faculty and approval of the University to be appointments made, it has been decided to issue formal recognition order under clause 7(11) of NCTE Regulations 2009 and in terms of section 15(3)(b) of NCTE Act, 1993 for Additional Intake of 35 students for their existing M.Ed Course be issued subject to usual terms and conditions.  


AGENDA ITEM:-176.04.

CONSIDERATION OF THE REPLY TO SCN UNDER SECTION 14/15(3)(B) OF NCTE ACT 1993
	Sr. No.
	File Code No. 
	Name of the Institution
	Name of the Course
	Decision of NRC

	24.
	NRCAPP100
	Pashupati Nath Smarak Mahavidyalaya, VPO- Sherpur Kalana, Tehsil- Mohammadabad, District- Ghazipur- 233226, U.P.
	D.El.Ed.
	In response to the points of Show Cause Notice issued to the institution vide letter dt. 22.10.2010, the reply received on 18.11.2010 has been carefully considered and following observations made:-

i) The institution failed to clearly establish that it has made up the deficiencies pointed out in the show cause notice. The photograph claiming that it has developed the Science Laboratory does not generate any confidence, as the photographs seems to be of a Chemistry Lab of another institution and not that of one teacher training institution. 
ii) The Multipurpose Hall is still not having a raised platform, as evident in the new photograph submitted with the reply. 
iii) The institution has claimed that it replaced  its furniture and submitted a receipt of Rs. 70,000/-  for purchase of 50 sets of Desks/Benches, but there is no indication about the stock entry made or payment made towards the purchase. 

iv) In case of Library while receipt of Rs. 1.48 lakhs has been given towards purchase of computer & Photocopier, but no stock entry or proof of purchase has been provided. 

In view of above NRC came to the conclusion that the reply of the institution is not satisfactory and did not fully establish that it has  removed the deficiencies pointed out in the Show Cause Notice. 
Hence, the recognition of  the institution for 2 years D.El.Ed. course be refused under section  14(3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. 

	25.
	UP-3151
	CHANDRA PRAKSHA DEGREE COLLEGE, KHASRA NO.-2 TO 5, 15 TO 18, POST.-BAD, DISTT.-MATHURA, UP
	B.Ed.
	The reply of the institution dated 21.10.2010, w.r.t. the Show Cause Notice dated 14.6.2010 was carefully considered by the Council. The institution was given 30 days time on 14.6.2010 to Show Cause  as to why recognition for one year B.Ed. course may not be refused due to lack of infrastructural facilities as pointed out in the Show Cause Notice. The institution chose to reply on 21.10.2010 i.e. after the laps of over 3 months time and that too asking further time to rectify the deficiencies. The institution failed to establish that they have the required infrastructure as per NCTE Norms to start a B.Ed. course. 

Hence, NRC did not to grant any further time to make up the deficiencies and decided to refuse recognition under section 14(3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993.

	26.
	UP-3099
	College of Innovative Management & Science, HERS Educational Campus, Vipul Khand- 6, Gomti Nagar, Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh
	B.Ed.
	The reply of the institution dated 7.12.2010 w.r.t. the point of Show Cause Notice vide 162nd Meeting of the NRC has been considered. The reply has been found satisfactory. 
Hence, formal recognition to the institution for a B.Ed. course under clause 7(11) of NCTE Regulation 2009 and in terms of Section 14(3)(a) of NCTE Act, 1993 with an annual intake of 100 students be given to the institution subject to the usual conditions.   

	27.
	NRCAPP138
	Maa Shukli Devi Degree College, Vill- Sahjaur, Post- Malkauli, Tehsil- Salempur, District- Deoria- 274505, U.P.
	D.EL.ED.
	The institution’s reply dated 24.7.2010 w.r.t. the points of Show Cause Notice vide 162nd NRC Meeting held on 24-27 June, 2010 was carefully considered and following observations were made:- 

i) All the labs of the institution continued to be ill-equipped despite claim of the institution that they did purchase the equipments earlier with documents like Invoice etc. The photographs and CD submitted with the reply were also carefully observed and it was noticed that Science and Computer  Lab has not been developed at all in a proper manner. The apparatus and the equipments of Science Lab continued to be displayed on a removable table and the institution has not taken any steps to build the  experimental platform/table with associated sink and drainage system.
ii) The storage capacity in the labs particularly in the Science Lab is not adequate as equipments and particularly the Chemicals and other consumables are required to be properly stored in shelves and transparent almirahs. The three steel almirahs are not suitable for storing the Science Lab equipments. The photographs of the Science Lab clearly shows the inadequacy of the Lab. 

iii) in case of computer lab the computers are not kept on proper computer table. The matching chair for the computers comprises of iron benches without back support and plastic lawn chairs which can not be accepted as appropriate computer furniture and will be a health hazard. 
iv) The number of computers which appears to be only 06 as per photographs are inadequate. Although the institution has submitted an invoice of 16 computers which do not match with the available computers. 

v) The institution did purchase LCD, Slide Projector etc. on 2.7.2010 after the issue of the Show Cause Notice. However, the invoice submitted with the reply does not generate any confidence about actual purchase as no mention of the entry in the stock register has been made and no proof of payments towards purchases made has been given. 
vi) The ICT resource centre has not been developed properly and equipments related to Language Lab has not been purchased. The Language Lab has not been developed in accordance with the recommendations of the NCTE as contained in the Mannual of “Organising Teaching Learning Resources in Teacher Education Institutions”. 

vii) The Library of the institution is not having adequate seating space. The seating capacity comprises of long desks/benches without back support which is not appropriate. 

In view of above the NRC came to a conclusion that the institution lacks the requisite infrastructure as per NCTE norms for D.El. Ed course of two years duration. Hence, the recognition be refused to the said course  under section 14(3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993

	28.
	RJ-595
	SUBODH B.ED. COLLEGE, NAWALGARH ROAD, SIKAR, RAJASTHAN
	B.ED.
	The institution was given permission to run the course in a rented premises with a stipulation that they will shift to their own building and submit the report in compliance. Accordingly the institution sought permission on 2.6.2009 after shifting in the new premises. The NRC got the inspection of the new premises of the  institution  conducted under section 14 of NCTE Act, 1993. Thereafter, the matter was considered by NRC in its 155th Meeting held from 23rd to 25th January, 2010 and a Show Cause Notice was issued to the institution. The reply to the Show Cause Notice was considered in 159th NRC Meeting held from 28th April to 1st May, 2010 and further clarification was sought. The reply was considered in 162nd Meeting of the NRC held from 24th to 27th June, 2010 and the Committee decided to conduct inspection again under section 14 of the NCTE Act, 1993. The inspection was conducted on 30.8.2010 and the inspection report was considered by NRC in 168th NRC Meeting held from 5th to 8th October, 2010. Based on this VT report and the CD taken by the visiting team at the time of inspection, NRC made certain observations and communicated to the institution for a reply. The reply of the institution received on 15.11.2010 has been carefully considered and NRC felt that the institution even in the new building is functioning in violation of the norms prescribed for the B.Ed. course due to the following reasons:-

i) The institution despite a clear observation of the NRC in its earlier meeting have failed to developed its E.T. Lab in accordance with the recommendations of the NCTE as contained in its Mannual for Teacher Education Institutions and Teacher Educators. 

ii) The number of computers is grossly inadequate. The total number of computers in the institution is not more than six. Although, the institution has given three photographs to mislead and to show as if it has 10 computers. 

iii) The photograph of Science Lab submitted by the institution with its reply is not the photograph of a Science Lab of a Teacher Training Institute but it is a photograph of the Chemistry Lab of a School. The photograph does not show the Models/Charts, Equipments/Apparatus required by the teacher trainees and it does not have proper storage capacity to keep the models/charts, equipments etc.  required in a Lab of teacher training institution.
iv) The institution has not developed proper Language Lab as part of the ICT Resource Centre comprising of ET and Computer and Language Lab as per recommendation of the NCTE as contained in the Mannual for Teacher Education Institutions and Teacher Educators.

v) The availability of proper toilet facilities and its upkeep in a hygienic condition could not be established by the institution despite the two photographs submitted for the purpose. The toilet continued to a very unhygienic condition which is clear from the photographs.

vi) The Multipurpose Hall continues to be without a Public Address System and the raised platform shown in the new photographs is not spacious enough to meet the requirement. 

vii) The institution has given a photocopy of the first and last page of the accession register to establish that they have 4200 books. However, a perusal of the last page of the Accession Register gives a clear indication that the books of the Library are not relevant to the discipline of the Teacher Education. A exhaustive list of the Accession Register has not been provided by the Institution so as to clearly establish that they have over 1000 titles of books. 

In view of above the NRC came to the conclusion that despite ample opportunity given to the institution to come up to appropriate level as per NCTE Norms, they miserably failed to improve the facilities and bring them at par with the NCTE norms. As such, the NRC came to the conclusion that a Show Cause Notice Under Section 17 of the NCTE Act, 1993 be given to the institution on the above points before withdrawal of the recognition to the institution for B.Ed. course. The institution should submit their written representation on the above points within 30 days of issue of Show Cause Notice.  

	29.
	HR-1481
	SARASWATI COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, VPO- BUTANA, TEHSIL- GOHANA, DISTT- SONEPAT-131302, HARYANA
	B.ED.
	The reply of the institution submitted by hand in NRC on 22.11.2010 w.r.t. the points of Show Cause Notice dt. 22.10.2010 were considered and the following observations  made:-

i) The three photographs submitted by the institution to establish that the building is complete in all respect with doors and windows does not actually establishes anything in this regard. 

ii) The photographs to establish that its First Floor is not RCC Lentered does not establish this fact, as the photographs are of ground floor and not of the first floor. The reply of the institution that the building portion comprising of Iron Angles with stones slabs will be used for Chowkidar-cum-Sweeper of the institution is not acceptable. Moreover, it amounts to admission by the institution that they do have such a structure. 

iii) The photograph of the Science Lab submitted with the reply claiming that they have two labs in the institution one for use of Chemistry Equipments and another to store the Chemical/Science equipments is not satisfactory. It further establishes that  the institution has not built its Science Lab in a proper manner, which is required for a teacher training institution  and continued with the deficiencies pointed out in the Show Cause Notice.  

iv) The reply of the institution regarding its Library books being sufficient is not satisfactory as photocopy of few pages  of the accession register does not establish so.

v) The computer lab continues to be inadequate as the photographs shows availability of only 07 computers with 05 matching chairs which is not sufficient for a B.Ed. course.

vi) The deficiency in the Multipurpose Hall continues to exist as the new photographs submitted shows only a small wooden temporary dias with a cloth covering and without any furnishing. 

vii) The observation regarding inadequacy of the Lab, Library, Hall and Classroom has not been taken by the institution in proper spirit and it continued to assert that their furniture is adequate. 

viii) The classroom furniture for the school children can not be accepted as appropriate furniture for teacher training institution. 

In view of above the NRC came to the conclusion that the reply of the institution to various points of the Show Cause Notice is not at all satisfactory. Hence, the recognition to the institution for B.Ed.  course be refused  under section 14(3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993.

	30.
	HR-1843
	MEWAT COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, ON ROAD, BODI KOTHI TO SAKRAS, PUNHANA, 400 MTRS. AWAY FROM BODI KOTHI, ABDULLAH NAGAR, SAKRAS, NAGINA, FEROZPUR JHIRKA, DISTT- MEWAT-122108, HARYANA
	B.ED.
	The institution be asked to deposit Rs. 40,000/- for inspection as decided in 167th Meeting of the NRC held from 28th to 30th September, 2010 within 30 days of issue of the letter. 

	31.
	RJ-1223
	SHEKHAWATI GRAMIN T.T. SANSTHAN, JHAJHAR, BHENUBAS ROAD, JHAJHAR, NAWALGARH, DISTT- JHUNJHUNU, RAJASTHAN.
	STC
	The reply of the institution dated 25.11.2010 w.r.t. the points of Show Cause Notice issued on 21.10.2010 has been carefully considered and the following observations are made :-

i) The CD submitted by the institution with a claim that it was taken on 31.8.2010 at the time of inspection was observed and it was noticed that the CD is a fresh one submitted by the institution as it is without any VT members. Moreover, the CD is not complete as it does not depict the total picture of the institution including its layout, laboratories, library and classrooms etc.  

ii) The New site plan submitted with signature of the Sarpanch and Junior Engineer of P.W.D, Nawalgarh, jhunjhunnu is at variants with the earlier  building plan. The new building plan indicates a Hall of 84 ft. x 18 ft. at first floor of the building. This is supplemented by a building completion certificate by the Assistant Engineer, PWD that the hall has been constructed and is complete in all respect. This certificate can not be accepted as the new site plan is undated and the completion certificate is dated 12.11.2010 which shows that the entire process of construction of the hall if started after issue of show cause notice was completed within 20 days. Even then the institution should have submitted the photograph of the building with first floor constructed to indicate the construction of the hall. Since the CD submitted by the institution was made subsequent to show cause notice at least it should have depicted that the first floor construction has been made by the institution.   

iii) The site plan is at variance with the site plan submitted earlier. The new plan gives an additional construction of a hall of size 84 ft. x 18 ft. and the earlier hall of dimension 28 ft. x 35 ft = 980 ft. has been shown as Library in the New Plan. The New Plan is undated and could not be accepted to establish that the institution had adequate built up space including a multipurpose hall of over 1500 sq.ft.  The institution has not even indicated that they got a new hall of 84 ft x 18 ft constructed after issue of the Show Cause Notice.   

iv) The reply of the institution about its ICT Resource Centre comprising of ET, Language and Computer Lab is not satisfactory. These labs have not been developed at all and even the new photographs of the computer lab clearly indicates that computers are kept on wooden platform with wooden stools which are not even of matching size.  The computer lab can not be made functional with this mismatched furniture. There is only one proper computer table that too without matching computer chair. 
v) The Language Lab has not been built up at all and no reply on this deficiency has been given. 

vi) The reply of the institution about its library is totally unsatisfactory as the photocopy of the accession register submitted to substantiate the claim does not indicated availability of more than 20 titles on teacher education. 

In view of above the NRC came to the conclusion that the reply of the institution to the show cause notice is not satisfactory and can not be accepted. Hence the recognition  to the B.Ed. course be refused under section 14(3)(b) of the NCTE Act, 1993. 

	32.
	HR-1856
	BABA KHAYALI NATH COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, VPO- KHARKARA, TEH- MEHAM, DISTT- ROHTAK, HARYANA
	B.ED. ADD.
	The reply of the institution dated 17.11.2010 has not been found satisfactory. 
i) The institution submitted one building plan on 31.10.2008 along with the application for B.Ed. course having a total built up area as 10,815 Sq.Ft. It submitted another plan on 21.6.2009 after issue of letter of deficiency, having total built up area as 2640 Sq. Meter. It submitted a third map, at the time of inspection with total built up area as 4323.45 Sq.Mtrs. The built up plan in the first map was different from the one submitted on subsequent two occasions. As such the claim of the institution that they possess 4323.45 Sq.Mtrs. of constructed area exclusively for D.Ed. and B.Ed. course could not be accepted. This is further established from the inspection team report which gives details of the available rooms totaling to only 16,248 Sq. ft. for both B.Ed. and D.Ed. course. Hence, claim of the institution that it has 4323.45 Sq.ft. of available covered area for the two courses could not be accepted. 
ii) The building that institution is claiming to have completed was not complete at the time of inspection. No new photographs have been submitted to substantiate the claim. 

iii) The photographs submitted by the institution to establish that they have the required equipments and furniture as per Norms and Standards are the photocopies of the coloured photographs earlier submitted. They clearly indicate that institution classroom furniture comprises of long tables and benches without back support, which is apparently of school and is not suited for a teacher training institution. 
iii) The computer and ET Lab has plastic stools instead of proper computer chairs. 
iv) The institution is apparently not having a separate psychology Lab. The Psychological tests have been displayed on tables in the Library. 
v) The new pictures of Science Lab is also shown that the institution has not properly built it up the proper experimental table with associated sink and drainage system. The photographs submitted  is of a school Biology Lab and not a Science Lab of teacher education institution. It lacks space to store the equipments, that have been displayed on removable table. 
vi) The reply of the institution that they have 832 titles in the Library for B.Ed. and JBT course is not satisfactory. It is not as per NCTE Norms. 
vii) The reply regarding ET and Language Lab is not satisfactory and the photographs submitted does not establish that they have properly organized the Lab. The photographs of an OHP and TV with CD Player does not establish anything. The other photograph on three computers on a cemented platform with a lower level plastic chair does not make a proper ET Lab. 

In view of above, the reply of the institution to the Show Cause Notice has not been accepted. Hence, recognition of the institution for B.Ed. course be refused under section 14(3)(b) of NCTE Act, 1993.


The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to Chair. 

(R.D. Sharma)






(Hasib Ahmad)

Convenor 







Chairperson
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