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Colony. N?alfims’ the institution, namely, “Shakuntala Devi D.Ed. College, 84-85, Vaikunthdham
of two ;'ears d nan?d Bagar, Palasia, Indore, Madhya Pradesh was granted recognition for D.Ed. Course
Order No.W uration with an annual intake of 50 students from the academic session 2006-2007 vide

0.WRC/5-6/90/2006/ dated 30.10.2006.

2 A 4 0 . . .

Pl'ogramn]:gDa?NHEREAs’ the institution vide letter dated 16.03.2018 has requested fo

(‘) held on 0 ongwn‘h copy of resolution of society enclosing minutes of meeting 0
o eld on 06.03.2018 signed by all members.

3618 X tﬁND WHERE:}S, matter was considered by WRC in its 291 1
=S 10 _OWGC! by 292" meeting held on 15" - 17" May 2018, wherein t

I "Stlllfllon vide letter dated 16.03.2018 has requested for closure of its D.ELEd. course. Copy of the
l'e:S'OIIIfIOII submitted. Hence, closure is permitted and FDRs be returned, if any.” as recorded in the
minutes.  Accordingly, as per the decision of WRC, Closure Order vide No.
WRC/APWO262]/222153/292"" /M.P./2018/19287-198293 dated 01.06.2018 was issued to the
institution and all others concerned.
4. AND WHEREAS, the matter was considered by WRC in its 436™ (Part-II) Meeting held on 16" jy
to 18" September 2025, wherein the Committee decided as under:- 1 4,

* “The institution has submitted copy of order-dated 02: 05.2025 passed by Hon’ble High Court

of Delhi in W.P. Number 8855/2019 vide its letter dated 19.06.2025 ,20. 06.2025, 25. 06.2025 &

24.07.2025 with the following court directions: -.
-~ «..22 It appears from the impugned order that the closure application was neither
67“ accompanied with NOC from the concerned affiliating body nor there is any recommendation

r closure ofD.Ed.
f managing body

meeting held on 26" -27" April
he Committee decided that

of the State Government.

23. Therefore, the WRC could not order closure of the petitioner college merely because some
letter requesting for closure had been received. The. WRC was required to adhere to the mandate

of the Regulations ﬁwhed under the NCTE Act.

O\L . 24. At this stage, reference could also be profitably made to the decision of coordinate bench in
Maharishi Da)_)anand (supra) wherein, a request for closure had béen_ made by a disgruntled
Vice-President of the petitioner therein, which led to the passing of order of closure that was

said case. In this factual backdrop the Court observed as under: “7. Admittedly, 9\/\/\

assailed in the
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¢ (in short “NRC")

. [h £ [ . . >
€ concerned Regional Committee i.e. the Northern Regional Commille RC'
er number 1 society in iIS

acted on the said request made by the Vice-President of the pelition

310th meeting, which was held between 20.11.2019 10 22.11.2019, and decide
f ecognition granted 1o petitioner number 2 institute for conducting D. Ed course wil
intake of 2 basic units (100 students). xxx xxx xxx

d 1o withdraw the
h an annual

24. The NRC's cannot withdraw the recognition merely because

one person and in this case, the Vice-President of the petitioner number 1 society had

approached them.

25. The NRC"'s are required to adhere to the mandate of the NCTE Act and the rules and
regulations framed thereunder:

26. The NRC, ordinarily, should pc'zss such orders, only if, deficiencies are found, in. the
concerned institute/college. xxx xxx xxx 28. Thus, for the foregoing reasons, I am ncired e

- aside the impugned decision. It is ordered accordingly.”

25. In view of the -above, the petition is allowed and the impugned closure order dated
01.06.2018 is set aside. It is directed that respondent/WRC will re-examine the matter afresh
and pass appropriate order apropos continuation of recognition of petitioner institution for

conducting D.EL Ed. course.

26. The respondent/WRC is at liberty to ask for the resolution of the general body of the

peétitioner numberl society to put at rest the controversy with regard to the genuineness of letter
requesting closi:ce. 1

27. It is made clear that till the decision is taken by the respondent/WRC as regards continuizr;'on

of recognition, the petitioner shall not take any fresh admissions. -

28. The petition alongwith pending application is disposed of.”

The Committee examined the matter keeping all the facts in view and noted that the order for
closure of D.Ed. course of the pelitioner s institution was issued pursuant to closure application
submitted by it along with resolution of the petitioner s Society. Thereafter, the Affiliating Body
of the petitioner s institution i.e. Madhyamik Shiksha Mandal vide letter number 1106/D.EL Ed.
cell/2019 dated 11.04.2019 has cancelled the affiliation from the session 2018-19.

The Committee also noted that there is an -efficacious remedy available for petitioners
institution to file appeal w/S I8 of the NCTE Act, 1993 against the decision of the Western
Regional Committee. However, the same was not availed by concerned institution.

The Committee decided to re-affirm_its decision for closure of D.Ed. course of the petitioner s
institution.” y ; 3 i

Accordingly, the decision of WRC was communicated vide letter No. WRC/NCTE/CF-
60062/APW026_21/222153/D.E1.Ed,/436“" (Part-11)/2025/7997-8000 dated 20.11.20251to the

institution. : E
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AND WHEREAS, the institution has filed Contempt Case in the Hon ble High Court of

| : Delhi In CONT.CAS(C) 1935/2025 and the Hom’ble Court passed an order dated e
operative part of the order js as under:- ’

”f"3' .V’.de order dated 02.05.2025 in W.P.(C) 8855/2019, learned Coordina
dls;)osmg of the said writ petition filed on behalf of the petitioner, had observ
under:-

te Bench while

“15. He further -invites attention of the Court to the letter dated 11.04.2019 y‘w'i.iten by the
Secondary Education Board, Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal, to contend that even affiliation granted
_ 1o the petitioners was also terminated by the Affiliating Body in terms of the letter to the NC TE.
% % ¥ e kok ok Ak Kk kK
- 25. In view of the dbove, the petition is allowed and the impugned closure order dated 01.06.2018 is
set aside. It is directed that respondent/WRC will re-examine the matter afresh and pass
appropuiate order apropos continuation of recognition of petitioner institution for conducting
D.ELEd. course. )

26. The respondent/WRC is at liberty to ask for the resolution of the general body of the peti!ior:ter
no.l society to put at rest the controversy with regard to the genuineness of letter requesting

closure.

|l 27. It is made clear that till the decision is taken by the respondent/WRC as regards continuation of
I i recognition, the petitioner shall not take any firesh admissions.”

4. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner draws attention of this Court to the

! Iy " letter dated 20.11.2025 addressed by respondent/NCTE to the petitioner institute, wherein, it
1

has been stated as under:-

“The Committee examined the malter keeping all the facts in view and noted that the order for
closure of D.Ed. course of the petitioner’s institution was issued pursuant to closure application
3 submitted by it along with resolution of the petitioner's Societw. Tl hereafter, the Affiliating Body of
l the petitioner's institution ie. Madhyamik Shiksha Mandal vide letter number
1106/D.ElEd.Cell/201Y dated 11.04.2019 has cancelled the affiliation from the session 2018-19.

ky\ The Committee also noted that there is an efficacious remedy available for petitioner’s institution to
2 : file appeal u/S 18 of the NCTE Act, 1993 against the decision of the Western Regional Committee.
However, the same was nol availed by concerned institution.

The Committee decided to re-affirm its decision for closure of D.Ed course of the petitioner’s

institution.”

"5 It is submitted that vide the aforesaid communication the respondent has not only committed
contempt but also acted malafide despite directions passed by the learned Coordinate Bench. .

6. Issue notice.
7. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the respondents accepts notice.
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8. Let an explanation be provided by the respondents as to why the proceedings under Sections
11/12 of the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, may not be initiated against them before the next
date of hearing.

9. List on 19.01.2026.

10. Respondent No. 1 shall remain present in Court on the next date of hearing "

AND WHEREAS, matter was considered by WRC in its 444" (Part-I) held on 29" -30"

December 2025, wherein Committee observed as under:-

'ble Court 'of Delhi in Cont. Case (C)
with other related documents was

'ble High Court dated 02. 05.2025 in
NCTE from

“In pursuance to the decision of the Hon
No.1935/2025, the original file of the institution along
carefully examined in'the light of the Judgement of the Hon
W.P.(C) No.8855 of 2019, NCTE Act, 1993, Regulations and Guidelines issued by
time to timc~and the Committee observe as under:- -

1 The Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in the above Cont. Case has been pleased to observe

as under:-
“... 5. It is submitted that vide the aforesaid communication the respondent has not only
committed contempt but also acted malafide despite directions passed by the learned
Coordinate Berich. . .

6. Issue notice.

7. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the respondents accepls notice.
1

1
8. Let an -explanation be provided by the respondents as to why the proceedings under

Sections 11/12 of the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, may not be initiated against them
-before the next date of hearing. g

9. List on 19.01.2026.

10. Respondent No. 1 shall remain preseni in Court on the next date of hearing.”

2. Whereas the Hon'’b
observe as under :-
«..22. It appears from the impugned order that the closure application was neither
accompanied with NOC from the concerned affiliating body nor there is any
recommendation of the State Government. L )

le High Court bf Delhi in W.P. Number 8855/2019 was pleased to

23. Therefore, the WRC could not order closure of the petitioner college merély
because some letter requesting for closure had been received. The WRC was required to
adhere to the mandate of the Regulations framed under the NCTE Act.
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24. At this stage, reférence could also be praﬂlab/y made to the decision ‘({/Cf)f)fdiﬂa/(’,

bench in Maharishi Dayanand (supra) wherein, a request Sfor closure had /73'3’7 made by
the passing of order

a disgruntled Vice-President of the petitioner therein, which led to b
of closure that was assailed in the said case. In this factual backdrop the Court
vbserved as under:
“7. Admittedly, the concerned Regional Committee i.e. the Northern Regio’nal
by the Vice-

Committee (in short “NRC") acted on the said reques! made
h was held

President of the petitioner no. 1 society in its 310th meeting, whic 4
between 20.11.2019 to 22.11.2019, and decided to withdraw the recognition

granted to petitioner no. 2 institute for conducting D.bdjeanrse Wis o
annual intake of 2 basic units (100 students).

xxx xxx xxx

1

2
@ 24. The NRC"'s cannot withdraw the recognition merely because one person

and in this cdse, the Vice-President of the petitioner no. 1 society had
approached them. ) )
25. The NRC"'s are réquired to adhere to the mandate of the NCTE Act and
the rules and regulations framed thereunder.
26. The NRC, ordinarily, should pass such orders, only if, deficiencies are
Jound in the concerned institute/college. :

XXX XXX XXX

28. Thus, for the foregoing reasons, I qm inclined fo set aside the impugned
decision. It is ordered accordingly.” - = i

Uy

25. In view of the above, the petition is allowed and the impugned closure order
dated 01.06.2018 is set aside. It is directed that respondent/WRC will re-examine
the matter afresh and pass appropriate order apropos continuation of recognition
of petitioner institution for conducting D.ELEd. course. ' :

<, - 26. The respondent/WRC is at liberty to ask for the resolution of the general body
of the petitioner no.1 society to put at rest the controversy with regard to the
genuineness of letter requesting closure. ’

27. It is made clear that till the decision is taken by the respondent/WRC as
regards continuation of recognition, the petitioner. shall not take any fresh

admissions. )
s 28. The peﬁtion alongwith pending application is disposed of ¥

29. Order dasti.”
3. The order dated 02.05.2025 passed by the Hon'ble court was considered. by the WRC in
its 436" (Part-II) meeting held on 16" — 18" September 2025 and it was inferred as follows:
§ .Contd...6
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i ; * WRC has 1o re-examine the mater particularly in view of the procedural
deficiericies as pointed out by the Hon’ble court in the decision taken by WRC
permitting 1o close D.Ed. course vide closure order dated 01.06.2018,

*  WRCis atliberty 1o ask for the resolution of the general body of the petitioner no. I
sociely to put at rest the controversy with regard to the genuineness of letter.
requesting closure.

4. ~Accordingly, as per the above inference of the directions of the Hon’ble High s
WRC in its 436 (Part-1) meeting held on 16"-18" September 2025 re-examined the matter
afresh and decided as under-

*  The Committee examined the matter keeping all the facts in view and noted that the
arder for closure of D.Ed. course of the petitioner’s institution.was issued pursuant
to closure application submitted by it along” with resolution of the petitioner’s
Sociery. Thereafter, the Affiliating Body of the petitioner’s institution ‘i.e.

T Madhyamik Shiksha Mandal vide letter number 1106/D.ELEd. cell/2019 dal_e
11.04.2019 has cancelled the affiliation from the session 201 8-19.

® The Committee also noted that there is an efficacious remedy available Jor
petitioner’s institution to Sile appeal w/S 18 of the NCTE Act, 1993 against the -
decision of the Western Regional Committee. However, the same was not availed by
the concerned institution.

® The Committee decided to re-affirm its decision for closure of D.Ed. course of the

b A petitioner’s institution.
o)) The above decision of WRC was taken in its 436" (Part-I) meeting held on. 16"-18"
September 2025 after thoroughly re-examining the_matter keeping the JSollowing points into
1 consideration:- 1

*  Onthe request of society vide letter dated 16.03.2018 Jor closure of D.Ed. programme,
the institution was permitted closure of D.Ed. course by WRC vide order dated 01" June

2018 and the institution has been non-existent since then which in all likelihood would

have made its resources deplete over the years restricting its capacity to run the courses
in compliance to the regulations ) .

* Moreover, the institution was having the efficacious remedy to prefer an appeal against
the decision of WRC to Appellate Authority, NCTE (u/S 18 of the NCTE Act, 1993), which

. has not been availed by the institution. .

*  The meafie Rien woge, neq xew, Wi vide letter dated 1] -04.2019 has alveady withdrawn the
affiliation of the institution w. ef. the academic session 20] 8-2019, therefore it is
apparent that the institution has not been conducting the D.Ed. course since then,

e It is not evident that affer a lapse of more than eight years, whether the _required :

. infrastructure “‘and instructional facilities as per NCTE norms and Regilations are
i * available in the institution. oo . ;
: e It is also not clear whether the institution is having the requisite qualified staff required
i ¥ as per-Regulations jor teaching the D.Ed./ D.El.Ed. course. : -

e
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the Western Regional Committee hereb
College, 84-85, Vaikunthdham Colo
Pradesh for D.ELEd. Course of two

———

: ni
*  The institution was recognized by WRC vide order dated 30" October 2006 for 1, Fd

course with an annual intake of 50 students, keeping in view the provisions of NCTE

Regulations 2002, wherein the institution was permitted (o run the course in a rented
premises with a direction to shifl to its own premises within a period of three years of

recognition.
*  The institution \wag required to shift to its own premises on or before October 2009,

Which has not been done by the instituiion.
o T he FDR(s) submitted by the institution were refurned back to the address of rhf-
Institution along with the closure order, which have been returned back (to NCTE)

undelivered with the remarks from Postal department as “Addressee lefi”.

*  ltis not known g lo where the institution will be running the course.

¢ From the above, WRC was of the opinion that till the institution again approaches it with
proofof infrastructure as per the various regulations issued by the NCTE, it would not be
in interest of the perspective gullible students who may enroll in it. -

0. Further, as mentioned above, the WRC was of the view that the Hon'ble Court has

dir e/ct;‘d it 10 re-examing the matter afresh and pass appropriate orders. Hence, the WRC in its
th . P

436" (Part-1p) meeting re-examined the matter and took decision.

7. : Here, it is pertinent to reiterate the fact that the WRC had no intention of going against
the decision of the Hon'ble Court and invite Contempt proceedings. It is only a case of
unfortunately inadvertently misinterpreting the meaning of the decision of the Hon'ble Court.

A The Committee has again reconsidered
Hon’ble High Court of Delhi in WP(C) no. 8855/2019 dr.02.05.2025 and in CONT. CAS(C)

A935/2025- dt.19.12.2025 and decided that Restoration Order for D:ELEd. course with an
annual intake of 50 studc/;ts (one basic uniy) be issued to the institution.” 2
7. NOW THEREFORE, in pursuance of the Court Orders dated
y restores the recognition of “Shakuntala Devi D.Ed.
ny, Near Anand Bazar, Palasia, Indore, Madhya
years duration with an annual intake of 50 students (one

basic unit).

8179 "

the entire matter in view of the Order of the

1
02.05.2025 & 19.12.2025, .

"

hat }

(Rashmi Shukla)
Regional Dircctor

o
. The'Manager,
Govt..of India Press,
Department of Publications, (Gazette Section)
Civil Lines,
Delhi- 110054.

K.
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Copy to:

1.7

2.

The Pl'. . = P
incipal, Shakuntala Devi D.Ed. College, 84-85, Vaikunthdham Colony, Near Anand

B .
Tlé:zaé,elc)?li\sm, Ind.ore-452(_)01, Madhya Pradesh.

Anand Ba ary, Vidhyashri Sarthak Shikshan Sansthan, 84-85, Vaikunthdham Colony, Near
The secr:fr’ Palasia, Indore-452005, Madhya Pradesh

ary, Board of Secondary Education, Shivaji Nagar Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh -

462011
opal, Madhya Pradesh

- Tk ir .
he Director, S.C.E.R.T., Wing B, Pustak Bhawan, Area Hills, Bh
Ministry of Education,

Tl

G;serire:retary, Pept- of School Education and Literacy,
Tite Under of India, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi-110001.

| 10075n er Secrctary, (IT & e-Governance), NCTE, G-7, Sector-

10, Dwarka, New Delhi-

Regional Director

PUTE

Office Order File/Institution File —APW02621/222153(D.EL.Ed.). )
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