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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

We have perused the affidavits of Shri DP Mjhi, Under Secretary
in the Department of School Education and Literacy, Mnistry of Human
Resource Devel opnent, Governnent of |India and Snt.R Jaya, Menber

Secretary, National Council for Teachers Education, Wng-IlI, Hans
Bhawan, 1, Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi and docunents annexed
t herewi th.

In our view, it will be in the interest of the society in
general and the students community in particular that a tine bound
schedule is framed by the Governnent and the NCTE for inplenentation
of the recomendati ons made by the Committee headed by Hon ble Shri
Justice J.S. Verma (Former Chief Justice of India). Learned Solicitor
General and Additional Solicitor GCeneral representing the Centra
Governnment and Shri Amitesh Kumar, |learned counsel representing the
NCTE requested that three weeks’ tinme nmay be allowed to the concerned
authorities to file better affidavits.

The request of |learned counsel representing the Centra
Governnent and the NCTE is accepted and the cases are adjourned to
28.02. 2013 for consideration of the fresh affidavits.

Shri Amitesh Kumar should file an additional affidavit of the
competent authority giving the list of Regional Director and Menbers
of the Wstern Regional Conmittee along wth their educationa
qual i fications and experience. The needful be done wthin three
weeks.

I. A Nos.20-23 of 2012, 24-27 of 2012 and 28-29 of 2012 in
S.L.P(C) No.4247-4248 of 2009

After making submssions for sone tinme, Shri Abhay Kumar,
| earned counsel for the applicants made a request that his clients may
be permtted to wthdraw the obj ections filed agai nst t he
recomendat i on nade by the Hi gh Powered Conmittee with liberty to the
applicants to nake fresh applications for grant of recognition

The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the
applicants are allowed to withdraw the objections wth Iliberty in
terns of the prayer made.

However, it is made clear that liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a nandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognition to themand the
applications filed for that purpose shall be decided by the conpetent
authority on their own nmerits keeping in viewthe relevant statutory
provi sions including the regulations framed under the NCTE Act, the
gui delines framed by NCTE and the existing policy.

I . A Nos. of 2012 in S.L.P.(C) Nos.4247-4248 of 2009

These applications have been filed by Kranti Jyoti Grls D. Ed.
Col l ege Swanmi Vivekananda Sevabhavi Sanstha to raise objections
agai nst the report submtted by the H gh Powered Conmittee.

After making subm ssions for sonme tinme, Ms. Pinky Anand, |earned
seni or counsel for the applicant nade a request that her client nmay be
permitted to withdraw the objections filed against the recommendation
made by the Hi gh Powered Cormittee with liberty to the applicant to
make fresh application for grant of recognition

The request of the Ilearned counsel is accepted and the
objections are permtted to be withdrawn with liberty in ternms of the



prayer nade.

However, it is made clear that liberty given to the applicant to
file fresh application shall not be construed as a mnmandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognition to the applicant
and the application filed for that purpose shall be decided by the
conpetent authority on its own nerits keeping in view the relevant
Regul ations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the existing policy.

I.A Nos.32-33, 34-35, 36-37, 38-39, 40-41, 42-43 of 2012 in S.L.P.(Q
Nos. 4247- 4248 of 2012

After making subm ssions for sonme time, |earned counsel for the
applicants made a request that his clients nmay be permtted to
wi thdraw t he objections filed agai nst the recommendati on nade by the
H gh Powered Committee with liberty to the applicants to nake fresh
applications for grant of recognition.

The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the
objections are pernmitted to be withdrawn with liberty in ternms of the
prayer nade.

However, it is made clear that liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a nandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognhition to t he
applicants and the applications filed for that purpose shall be
deci ded by the conpetent authority on their own nerits keeping in view
the relevant Regulations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the
exi sting policy.

I. A Nos.44-45 and 46-47 of 2012 in S.L.P.(C Nos.4247-4248 of 2009

These applications have been filed on behalf of Saptaratna
Bahuudeshi ya Seva Bhavi Sanstha’s Late Laxmanrao Naik D.Ed. College
and Bharat Jankal yan Sahyog Kendra's Saraswati Adhyapak Vidyal aya
D. Ed. College respectively for grant of four nonths' tine to renove
the deficiencies pointed out in the report of the H gh Powered
Conmi ttee headed by forner Chief Justice Shri J.S. Verna.

Al t hough, no one has appeared for the applicants, having
perused the averments contained in the applications, we are satisfied
that there is no valid ground or justification to entertain the prayer
made in the applications, which are di sm ssed.

I.A No. of 2012 in S.L.P.(C) Nos.4247-4248 of 2009

These are the applications by Sau. Vatsalabai Anrutrao Pati
Adhyapak Vi dyal aya for permission to intervene in the proceedings of
Rashtrasant TTMS. & SSB.V.MC A Vid. and others v. Union of India
and ot hers.

After nmaking submssions for sone tinme, Shri Abhay Kunar,
| earned counsel for the applicants made a request that his client nmay
be permitted to withdraw the applications with liberty to file fresh
applications for grant of recognition.

The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the
applications are allowed to be withdrawn with liberty in terns of the
prayer nade.

However, it is made clear that |liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a mandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognhition to t he
applicants and the applications filed for that purpose shall be
deci ded by the conpetent authority on their own nerits keeping in view
the relevant Regulations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the
exi sting policy.

I.A Nos.6-7 of 2012 in S.L.P.(C) Nos.5823-5824 of 2009

After making subm ssions for sonme time, |earned counsel for the
applicant made a request that his client may be permitted to w thdraw
the objections filed against the recomendation nmde by the High

Powered Conmmittee with liberty to the applicants to nake fresh
applications for grant of recognition.
The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the

objections are allowed to be withdrawmn with liberty in ternms of the
prayer nade.



However, it is made clear that liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a nandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognhition to t he
applicants and the applications filed for that purpose shall be
deci ded by the conpetent authority on their own nerits keeping in view
the relevant Regulations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the
exi sting policy.

I. A Nos. of 2012 in S.L.P.(C) Nos.4243-4244 of 2009

These applications have been filed on behalf of the petitioner
for grant of two nonths’ time to renove the deficiencies pointed out
in the report of the H gh Powered Conmittee headed by former Chief
Justice Shri J.S. Verna.

After making subm ssions for sonme tinme, Ms. Pinky Anand, |earned
seni or counsel for the applicants nade a request that her clients may

be permitted to wthdraw the applications with liberty to the
applicants to nake fresh applications for grant of recognition
The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the

applications are allowed to be withdrawn with liberty in ternms of the
prayer nade.

However, it is made clear that liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a nandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognhition to t he
applicants and the applications filed for that purpose shall be
deci ded by the conpetent authority on their own nerits keeping in view
the relevant Regulations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the
exi sting policy.

I.A Nos.6-7 of 2012 in S.L.P.(C) Nos.5827-5828 of 2009

These applications have been filed on behalf of the petitioner
for grant of two months’ tinme to renove the deficiencies pointed out
in the Report of the H gh Powered Conmittee headed by former Chief
Justice Shri J.S. Verna.

After naking subm ssions for sone tinme, Ms. Pinky Anand, |earned
seni or counsel for the applicant nmade a request that her client nay be
permtted to withdraw the applications with liberty to the applicants
to nake fresh applications for grant of recognition

The request of the Ilearned counsel is accepted and the
applications are allowed to be withdrawn with liberty in terns of the
prayer nade.

However, it is made clear that |liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a mandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognhition to t he
applicants and the applications filed for that purpose shall be
deci ded by the conpetent authority on their own nerits keeping in view
the relevant Regulations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the
exi sting policy.

.A. Nos..... of 2012 in SLP(c) No. 4245 of 2009 and 4246 of 2009

After making subm ssions for sone tinme, Shri Abhay Kunar,
| earned counsel for the applicants made a request that his clients nmay
be permtted to wthdraw the obj ecti ons filed agai nst t he
recomendat i on nade by the High Powered Committee with liberty to the
applicants to nake fresh applications for grant of recognition

The request of the Ilearned counsel is accepted and the
objections are pernitted to be withdrawn with liberty in terns of the
prayer nade.

However, it is made clear that |liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a mandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognhition to t he
applicants and the applications filed for that purpose shall be
deci ded by the conpetent authority on their own nerits keeping in view
the relevant Regulations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the
exi sting policy.

I.A Nos.10-11 of 2012 in S.L.P.(C Nos.?21635-21636 of 2009

After making subm ssions for sone time, Shri Shashi bhushan P



Adgaonkar, |earned counsel for the applicants nmade a request that his
clients may be permitted to withdraw the objections filed against the
recomendat i on nade by the Hi gh Powered Committee with liberty to the
applicants to nmake fresh applications for grant of recognition

The request of the learned counsel is accepted and the
objections are pernmitted to be withdrawn with liberty in ternms of the
prayer nade.

However, it is made clear that liberty given to the applicants
to file fresh applications shall not be construed as a mandate of this
Court to the concerned authority to grant recognhition to t he
applicants and the applications filed for that purpose shall be
deci ded by the conpetent authority on their own nerits keeping in view
the relevant Regulations, the guidelines framed by NCTE and the
exi sting policy.

The remaining interlocutory applications are dismssed for non-
prosecuti on.
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