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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 431 OF 2013
KGN COLLEGE OF ELE. EDU. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
N.C.T.E & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)
WTH WP(C) NO 432 of 2013
[JOSEPH YUVA D.ED. COLLEGE V. NC. T.E. & ANR ]

(Wth office report)
WP(C) NO 435 of 2013

[ VI VEKANANDA CCOLLECGE OF EDUCATI ON V. NATIONAL COUNCI L FOR TEACHER EDN.

ANR. ]

(Wth office report)

WP(C NO 437 of 2013

[MIR COLLECE OF ELE. EDU. V. NC. T.E. & ORS.]
(Wth application for directions and office report)

Date: 07/08/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR

For Petitioner(s)
in WP 431, 432 and 435
M. Sanjay Sharawat, Adv.

In W 437 M. Ait Kumar CGupta, Adv.
M. Praveen Chaturvedi, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Amtesh Kumar, Adv.
M. Anjani Kumar Dubey, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

WP(C) NO 431 & 432 of 2013
Wit Petitions are allowed in terns of the signed order.

WP(C) No. 435 of 2013
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

We have been informed that against the order of the
Court dated 29th Cctober, 2012 in Wit Petition No. 30828 of
of the Andhra Pradesh H gh Court directing the NCTE to cons
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the petitioner’'s case for commencing of the Diplonma in El enentary

Education (D. EL. Ed.) Course fromthe acadenic session 2012-
subject to the petitioner complying with the provisions of
NCTE Regul ations, the NCTE had filed Wit Appeal No. 1289 of
and on account of the pendency of the said wit appeal, the

of the petitioner for recognition was kept in abeyance.

The petitioner has produced before us orders of the
Court to show that the wit petition has been w thdrawn by
petitioner and the wit appeal has become infructuous. Hence
matter is no | onger subjudice.

The NCTE will consider the grant of recognition to
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petitioner for the acadenic session 2013-2014 notw t hstandi ng the
fact that the cut off date as fixed in Maa Vaishno Devi Mhila
Mahavi dyal aya v. State of U P. & Ors., has expired as we are
told by the learned cousnel for the petitioner that t he
counselling for the acadenic session has not even conmenced as
yet in the State of Andhra Pradesh.

List the matter on Wednesday, the 14th August, 2013, on which
date the | earned counsel will informthis Court as to whether
counselling for the acadenic session is going on or is yet to
commrence.

WP(C) No. 437 of 2013

This matter be listed on 14th August, 2013 and in the
meanwhi | e the counsel for the National Council for Teacher
Education will verify as to whether defects pointed out in the
i mpugned order do really exist.

GUPTA] | | [ SHARDA KAPOOR]

COURT MASTER | | COURT MASTER

[ COMMON SI GNED ORDER | N WP(C) Nos. 431 and 432 OF 2013
I'S PLACED ON THE FI LE. ]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

WRI T PETITION (C) NO 431 OF 2013

KGN COLLEGE OF ELEMENTARY EDUCATION.. ... PETI TI ONER
VERSUS
NATI ONAL COUNCI L FOR
TEACHER EDUCATION & ANR. ..., RESPONDENTS
AND

WRIT PETITION (C) NO 432 OF 2013

JOSEPH YUVA D. ED. COLLEGE @ ..... PETI TI ONER



NATI ONAL COUNCI L FOR
TEACHER EDUCATION & ANR. ... RESPONDENTS

W have heard | earned counsel for the parties.

2. In these two wit petitions, we find that the Andhra Pradesh Hi gh
Court by an order passed as far back as on 17th Cctober, 2012 in W Nos.
32808 of 2012 and 32817 of 2012 had directed the National Council for
Teacher Education [for short 'the NCTE'] to reconsider its decision and
pernmt the petitioner-Colleges to conmence the Course from the acadenic
session 2012-2013 instead of fromthe acadenic session 2013-2014. Though
the Southern Regional Conmittee of the NCTE in its Meeting held on
21st/22nd Novenber, 2012 decided to file an appeal against the aforesaid
order dated 17th Cctober, 2012, neither any appeal as yet has been filed
agai nst the said order of the H gh Court nor any recognition as yet has
been granted to the petitioner-Colleges either from the academ c session
2013- 2014 or fromthe academni c session 2014-2015.

3. In our view, instead of proceeding for initiating any action for
contenpt, we direct that the NCTE wll forthwith issue the recognition
order to the petitioner-Colleges fromthe acadeni c session 2013-2014 and in
any case not later than seven days fromtoday.

4. The Wit Petitions stand di sposed of. W hope that the NCTE wll
not repeat such patent violations of the orders passed by the H gh Court in
future.

[ JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR]
NEW DELHI
AUGUST 07, 2013.



