I:h'. THE INGH COUkL 0F JUDICALUKE al ALLAILALAD,
: ) CLv1L G108 -
APPELLATY JULISODICTION
DALED: ;A LLAMANAD. 10.2,1004,

P hSIELET

THE EJU'BLE, RAVI S, DEAVAN . . + . . ... CHIER JUSTI 7
TNE 1. 'BLE, D, SELH * v s vee s = s . JUDGE.
SPECLAL APPEAL NO. 497) of 1999. -

S8pecial appeal against the Judgement and order dated
129,00 pusaed by ion'ble Mr. Justice M.Kut Ju.J. n
Civil Mise. writ Petinlon Jo. 28610 of 1998,

1. Bagig Shikshse Purishud, U.Pesllababad, theous. ilts Zsexekas)

7 SECracary.

2. Distriet Busic Bducution OLfisor, Jeoric.

3y Dirgector of Edumz;]uu[guuicj U.Pedllannbad.
N irlH'\-;}"lF-lllﬂﬂl'gn
V5.

1. 4n1l Humar Pandey 3/0 5r1 gam Bachan Pandey, Sesident of
¥illage Bhaunsulipur, . ¢ Office- Schara, Distt, Deoria.

2. Veereshwar sings 5/o Sr: Vijal Pratap Singu &/ Village

* Usuri Bujurg, Post Uffieg Indupar, Districs-Desria,

2« Kumarl Mohini Daughtor of Sri Fam sure Prasad

. C/o Sri fath, 5S> Hohalla Enagwilia, & Waerd | . «2y District

Deor 1a. aa ...ogpas ita pertiies/petitinncrs,
%. State of U.F, through secretery Basic Eduoation, U,P,
Lucknow.

«s«Proforma opposite perty.

1

3¥ THE COURT

Hecrd lesrood eounsel for the appellants. 5r1 4 H.S1ngh ¢
and learned counasel. for ¢o..385&ing Too ponftrots no.l, 2 ant 7,
.gri.ghivpatl E.Pansdtey. The 3tate of Uttar Pradesh hia been —
arrayed as a proformd rospodent. — -

Toe Court has perused the record as presented 1in appeal,—
On lsgues there has Decn o deecision of a Division Bench — .
taken recently. Thoe decisinn is dated 18,12.1998 in re
iSpeclal Appesl

Ho. 994 of 1997: Pharam Pal S3ich and anoth-m- -
V. Bagle Shilksha Parishad

U.P.y Allahabad and @npther, —
delivered by their Lurds:xips, Hon'tle the seting {L‘;ief‘
dustice and Hon'ble 5.R.K.Trivedt,J, — — —

In primeiple , it has already ﬂecn decided by the Division -
Beneh that suould an institution be recopnised at one staga, -
then, merely because it hus been de-recognised subseguently, -
of 4 recognized coursc, us in the present cesg, ihe persens -
eatitled to employnent us Basic Shi.sha leudier, cannot be —
unsuiteds The Court nas ng cceasion to take 4 different ——
vlew than rendered in Spooial Appeal, aforesald, — ———

Ine special appeal is accordingly dismissed. — .
Dt/e 11e2.89., ~— — .- B&/Ravi 5.DBuvBn. #.0,.7.

. _ 2d/- D.X.S8Th,.
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IN THE HIGH (OURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD.
CIVIL SIDE
ORIGIN AL JURISCICTION
DATED mn-THBEth May, 1999,
pRESENT:

THE H:ﬂ'ﬂ.rﬁ I!hwmlﬂf & & + @ -_J'IIDHE!
CIVIL MISC, WRIT PETITICN NO.18832 of 1999.
Order on the petition uEI;:iﬂsil Kumar Pandey and anotha2rs. »
ra
1. anil Kumar Pandey s/o sri Narveda nnaai-;l R4 RO Village Post
Rampur Schrauna Vaya Hata Distriet Kushinagar Completed Basic
Teachers Training course Under Bhartiya Siksha Parishad U.Pe.
Department of Educaticn Goves of UePe Lucknows '
2. Smt. Buman Devi w/o Sci “ghutosh KMmar Pandey r/o village &
Post Padari Tola Gaura,Digtrigt Kushinagar Completed Basie
Shiksgha Parighad U.F. Department of Educatlon Govt.of UsF.
Lucknows v -———-Fatitloners. ’
Ew
1. Chief Secretary Govt of UsFs Luckbow.
2. Principal Secretary Hom Dépott GovEeof U.F. Luckhows
3. Prinecipal Secretary Karmikand Roggar U.P. Lucknows.
4. Director Directrate Emplo t GovE.of U.F.Luckiiow.
S. Dlgtrict X Employment Officer Kushinagar Dlstrict Kushinagars

-6, Indian Ingtitute of Profassignal Studies Affiliated to Bhar

tlya Shiksha Parishad Uttar ~radesh,Department of Educatiocn,
Govt«of UeFe Lucknow through it's ector/Chfairman,
sss REspondenta,

TN, JBY THE COURT

Heard learned counsel for the petiticnesd and learned

standing Counsel.

It has been held by thisg court in Ramesh Pratap Singh
Va. State of U.P.and others,1993(2) AIR 88 that B, T.Cscorrespond-
=ence Course should be troated as equivalent to B.T.C. regular
m courses 2 ;

Pollowing the sald judgment this petition iz allowed.Tha
petitioners should be treated as equivalent to the regular B.T.Cs
course8 and tha petitioners should ba nn.nnidered accordingly.

No orders as to costs.
D‘h.f—- 615019991 Bd.f- I-H,QUDTHSI'!
TRIE COPY'
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CIVIL S51IIE
APPELLATE JURISOICTION
DATED: :ALLAHADAD, 11.2,10908,
: FLESENT

THE FOW'ELE. RAVI S, DHEAVAN . 4 & &« v o..ia -I{,_‘ljl.‘:"F JUSTT =,
THE Eﬂa-"BLE. DquSETE * = & » #ae = & » ¢ JUDGE,
SPECIAL APPEAL Ho, {97) of 1999. .
Speeinl appeal against the Judgement and order daced
49,08 pussed by Eon'ble Mr. Justice M.Kutju.J. in
Civll Hlse. writ Petitlon JTo. 28519 of 1998,
1. Basic Shikshe farishad, Ve.Peallabubad, chras:., ilos FeoxeRan)
FECrecary.
2« Distriet Besiec Bdueatilon Officer, Deorism.
S. Dirgetor of Educu:.mn(gasicl U.P.Allanabad. _
. -..h-'.;:pﬂ']:lﬂ-ntsv
Vs. I
1. 4nil Kumar Pandey S/0 5r1 Rem Bacuan Pandey, Lesident of
Fillage Ehaunaulipur, ¢, ¢ Dffice~ Sohara, Distt. Deoria.
2. Veareshwar gings 5/o Sri Vijal Pratap Sini i/o Village
* Usurl Bujurg, Post Uffice Indupur, District-Desris,
3 Kumari Mohinl Daughter of Sri Eam sire Prossd
C/o Sri Nath, /5 HMoballa Bacwilia, § Ward 1.2, Distriet
Deoria. sss s 0PPOS 1Le paArties/petitinners,

" 4. 8tate of U.P, through secretary Basic Bducst ion, U.P.

Luecknow. «esProforma opposite party.

-.

Hecrd learned counsel for tha &ppellants, Sri A«Ke3ingh -
and learned counsel.for SOL-2BEing respondsats no.l, 2 and Py
8rl ghivpati B.Pandey, Tue State of Uttar Pradesh hps been —.
arrayed as a proforma respoment., —— et

The Court has peruscd the record as presented in appeal.—.
On issues there has beco 8 deeision of a Nivision Bendh ——
taken recently. The declsion is dated 18,12.1998 in re —
iSpacial Apgeﬂl Toe 924 of 1997: Charam Pal Siuh and anothar -
v. Basie Shiksha Parisnad UsPay Allehabad and another, —_
delivered by their Lordsnips, Hon'tle the scting Cider SN e
Justice and Hon'ble ARKOrivedl,), —m————

In prineiple , it has already been decidad by the Divizsign -
Bench that snould &n institution be recognised at one stage, -
then, merely becausec it has been de=recognized subse gqrently, -
of & recognised coursc, os in the presenl cusSc, ihe persons —
eatitled to emplsynent as Basic S Lusha Teudier, cannot be —
unsuited, The Court has ng ocoasion to take & differeny ——
vlew than rendered in Gpeciml Appeal, aforesaid, ——

The special appenl 1s Bccordingly dismissed. —— - —
DL/= 1XaBe08s ~—m i - 84/Ravi 3.Dhavan, 4.C.J,
5d/- D.X.3=2th,
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IN THE HIGH CUURT UF JUCICATURE AT ALLAHABAD,

“CIvIL EIDE

LS

- SRR T GRIGINAL JURISOICTION
DATED: ALLAHABAD THE 28th MaY, 1599,
FRESENT:

THE HUK' BLE A.K.YOG N e JUDCGE,

CIVIL I1sC, WRIT PETITICN WO, 23456 OF 1999,

ORDER O THE PETITION OF VINIT GIXIT & OTHERS.

1HRE; i

1, Vinit Dixit sfo Harihar Sherma, Complete.d Bagic Teachers
Troining undaexr Bhartiys Shikkhe Paricshod State of Lucknow,
prescntly residing at 76-8, Deraganj, Allahabad,

2, Waresh kmar Kenyal, efo Sri 0ilip Singh, conpleted Basic
Toabbers Treining Under Ehartiya Shikghd E:iahad' Stoke
of U,P, Lucknou, presently residing &t 76-%, Daraganj,
Allshabed, . ws ssasasPatitioners,

s,

1« Union of India throuch Ministry of Humon Aesources and
Oevelopment, Mew Delhi,

2, Chaimen, Kendriye Vidleya Eanqpthan Sahged Jeet Sincgh Mezg
Ingtitutioral Lreo hew Delhi, i

5 ngsigtont Commiesioner, Kendziya Vidlays Sanghhen , Regional
oFfice, Scctor aligonj, Lucknow,

vesesesRESpONCde Ntg.

G“ 9;0 ¥ BY THE COURT
o Hgerd legernpd counssl For the petitionsr and learned
;{3 gtanding Counscl for respondghts,
Y Learnod counsel for the petitioners gtates that the

matter is identictl end coverctd by the Judguent dated 9.4.7959
passed by Hon'ble Mz, Juetice 1.7, Quddugei, Ledrnad £ § knding
Counsel dges not opoose s8id stend,
yrit Pecition is disposzd of in tems and directions of
judment end order dated 09.4,1999 passed in Civil Mige. Writ
petition Mo, 15049 of 1995 by Hon'ble Mr. Justice I,F,lucdusi.
Petitioner will filg & eartified copy of the suid
judgnent before the concerncd suthorities, who ehE&ll gRguzc
cpmnliconee of the e=ne, s, /= A.K,Yogyd.
Ot./- 28.5,99, TRUE CURY
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IN THE HIGi @URT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLATAMNAD,
CIVIL SIIE
QRIGI ML JURISDICTION
DATED ALLAHABAD THE 3 24, 10, 1997
FRESENT:
THE HOW'ELE AOKE CHAKRABARTI. ssssssrsss = dUDGE,
CIVIL MISC, WRIT PETITION HO. 34308 of 1897
Crder on the petition of Shashi Fath Singh and other,
s ssss Fetitioners,
in res
1. Shashi Nath Sinch s/o Sri
Vijai Fratap 3ingh r/o village
Usuri Puzury P.0., Indupur, Distt,
Deoria. ;

2 Drfu Frakash Mishra s/0 Sri Uma Shankar Mishra

r/o Vill Singhi F.0, Deoria. Distt. Deoria,

}1}

I‘r_:c-nam Sinoh d/c Sri Daya Shankar Singh

/o vill=Maripar, F.CO. Balkunthpur,

Distt. Deoria....s.s...sPetiticneis,
Va,

i Staté of U.F. throuch Secratary

Basic Education U.F. DLudknow,

e Director of Education (Basic) U.P. Allahakad,

2 District Basic Education Officer, Dearia,
4, Basic Siksha Parishad U.F. Allahasbad through its
Secretary... s s+ s.s ReSponden ts.

BY THE (DURT

FHOID @MY ATTACHED




T  Court go,23

WWFLE Petition %0.34308 of 1597

 Wath 51:gh 8pd another »+¥5. State of U.P. and others. éi
BS8'ble Aloks Chuiraparss .

Heard the learned eounsal for
' also the learned Standin counsel for
and 2 and Hr,
0us.2 and 4,

the petiticoneps as

%
the rsspondent nos.3 { BE
AeX.B105h T Tearnad counsel for

the respondent

Learned counsel frop the

¥ -
Petitioner produces Judgment |7,
- g
“ dated 26,11.100n Passed in civll Mise,

Hrit Petitian
Ho .818 of 1992, Rauesh Pratap Sf-'.rhgh and others Vs, sState
of U.p,

_ + and others as .a,]._at_ll:'.th&_jf_?i:gy of
__ éa.i.lﬂaad:l.apming of the'wrﬁ%:_petit!-o
Srl Ved ¥yas Tivari anq others s,

Lenrnud,., cmmag.l. for ths seti
ﬂtﬂrﬂé_;li& urdars no appeal
Couagal gj.au 40es not

the judgment dateq

n No,Nil of 1903,
State of U.P. and others, 1
uw-a states that against the
has been fijed, Learnad Standing
dispute the seld eoﬁmnuom A3 the

o bﬁc-nrnréaaid cases ang
naving becons final, no.othju question of raets
required to ve decideq in ;:'his writ petition, Learned counsej

for bpoth the parlties agree Lo final dispozal ap
petition, |

law has' cee deetded i the same |

ara

this it

T

‘The petitbners state that the
r.-erti.ﬂls_guipj_ln;ﬁ;-rﬂpundm

r
< ol b P e T 5
Eyee &

¥ have cbtained 2.T.c.
_BOUrse which nas bgen held o
S T .

2 alning |, jp, AK.81ngh

e BBEF el e o

seubas that

HTE] ras;ﬁn:eﬁts
petitionersiare pot entitled

to relier as timlx

WAS N0t from institution run by Governnent, auy
loners in the ecase or Aamesh Fratap .sinn:h(:u;,::-
i Bad this 5, 7.0, edrrespond

irs titutions,

tee tralning frogy rac
I'herarura, this yrig

petition 15 4119
~dirseting the Tesponients to eonsider the case

of the

8 20rressondenca



2=

to'B.T.C. training regular Lourse and to consider

nu.aas of the petitd oners on merlt and lf thoy are selectad

-Fthﬂﬁ" aha..u. 2e glven smppointment, W
i i s 7’ ﬂﬂ"&' 78

2

ng (D) Dep., (imend -
High Cout, Allahakog b




e 2\ D\
In the High Court of Judicature at Alldisbegyes

Lucknow Bench,lucknow ——
Writ petiticn No. 426 of 2004(MB) — ——
1, A1l India msspclation for students welfare, 2/268, Viashuash

Khand,Gomti Magar, Lucknow through its secretary &,l% ano tho g
«.Petiticnar,

e

Vs.
1. Union of India,Department of Employment givil Secretaribtaey
New [Jelhi_.,pwml::gl‘- its sscretary & Ors., —— .ﬂpg.p arties.
Urit petition under Article 226 of the constitutichn ef . Tngt s 8

Lucknow Datad:l s 1.2“&4—-__
Hon. J agdish Bhglla,d.
Hen. Rgkesh Sharma
. e e o

Fetikicner noc. 1 is aSsociaticn. Vsgue sllegaticon has beaf

the members of tng ossceiation hes pp
befora the Employment Exchage in Luc )

of ths Stats and they hsve not been ragistered.— —
———There i{s nothing on record to Shouw ﬁﬁt_utn an
L3 Gri? -
mgmbers of the E:E-EDI:Latiﬂl'l and yhera they hawe sproacheds——

AN
The vjtl;:,t.il:-n of articla 14 of the constituticn haza bagn

.}

pleaded.

- We arz of the considerad opinicn that if any perscon
appldes for r:—.gistrztinn?__uith the Employment Exch=ge in
routing] ;11‘.5 nama is tutiha'; ragistersd. However,ua casnnot grant
any relief to the petiti-t-rﬂr no. 1 becasuse of ths Pact that ——
t,naré 15" ng list of the members for vhom the petitioner no, 1.—-I
hze come before this court, As hmr ga petitiomer no2 is —

concerned 1P he makes an aplication for registration he——

bg registerad is accordance uith lau. -
——MNo further intszferance is warranted.—m— =~

~—— Tha writ petition is finglly decided.
Sd/=J agdish Bhalla ——
S5d/= Rakssh Sharmg—(_

27. 1. 2004

3
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- a
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA | Agsistant Regioras

CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
BRIT PETITION (C) KO.J OF 2000

Common Canse (A Regd. Society) « =« Petitioner
Yeraus
© Union of India & Ors. ..-.He.apunﬁn:t:
Hilh
TRANSFER PETITION (C) MOS8, 711-716 OF 2{02
Unisvorsity Srants Commiosion -« Patitioner
Veraua
Bhertiya Shiksha Parishad, U.B. & Ora. « = « Bospondents
QAREER

The tranafer petitions have been filed by the

_Dpiversity Grants Commission fex ftransfer of Mrit Petition

(€} Wo.l648(M/5)/1998 (Bhartiyn Siksha Parishad Vs. The State
of U.B. & Anr.), pending before the High Court of Judicsture
at Allahabad, Bench at  Imcknows Ciwvil Suit being
®.8.%0.336/1998 (Bhartiya Siksha Parzishad ¥Vs. University
Granta Comnissieon & Anz.}, pending before the Court of Ciwil
Jdudge, South (JD), Lucknow; Civil Suit boling R.5.Ho.B3/1993
{Bhartiya  Sikshs Parishad, TU.P. Vs, Univeczity Grants
Cogmissions & Ors.}, pending before the Couct of Civil Judgn,
Sowth ~ (9D}, Lucknew; Civili Suit being R.S5.No.502/2001

{Bhartiye Siksha Parishad W¥s. Gurucharan Singh & Anx.}.

395485 [ ommren
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pending before the Court of Additional Civil Judge (Hawalil 1oy
(0D}, Iuckoow: Hrit Petition being C.H.P.No.2629/2002 (Wing
Comdr. H.o.8sthi (Retd.} Vs. HNational Univeraity of Elsctro

Complex FHomosopathy, Ranpur & Ors.), pending kefore Delhi

%

High Court and C.M.W.P.No.12936/2002 (A.E. Sharma & Ors. Vs.

Hational University of Electro Complex Homosopathy, EKanpur & SO

1-.
et BT

ors.), pending before the High <Couzt of Judicature at

Allahabad, to this Court.
In the transfer petitions, apart Zrom UQOI/CBI., except

Fational University of Electro Complex Homosopathy, Kanpur,

i.e. respondent No.2 in one pastition and respondent No.5 in
another, no other party is represented before us. The
aforesaid respondent is the respondsat ia C.W.B.2629/2002,
pending in the Delhi High Court, and C.M.N.P.Fo.12936/ .
pending bafore the Allahabad High Coust. The prayes in thess
petiticns is that all the aforesaid s=ix matters h-h
transferced to this Court to be heard along with Writ
Petition (C} WNo.7/2000 (Cormon Cause Va. Donion of India &
Ora.). The transfer petitions and the writ petition are on
toard today as second item. The writ petition with which the '_ o
matters s=ought to be transferred are praysd to be heacd is £
not baing prosesuted, in the sense that none is present ta ot
assist the Court in that matter. In addition, somewbat
aimilar matter is being examined by this Couzt suo motm :.'
wherein learned Solicitor Genaral is assisting the Court.

Eaving regard to the aforesaid, we do not think that, T

any useful purpose would be sezved by transferring the




-u

aforesaid petitions to this Court. Consequently, the
transfer petiticons are dispoaed of with liberty to the
petitioner to move an appropriate petition/application in
appropriate proceedings. The Ainterim order dated 298th
Octobar, 2002 made by this= Court, granting stay, shall stand
vacated.

Foi the aforesaid reason, the writ petition is &also

dismissed, at this stage.

afl-

....-----.--aa------..l".

(¥.K. SABHARWAL)

94'}.-'

b ...n.ill.-.‘i'l'lllll-!'ll'l"'IJ"

(D.M. DHARMADAIKARI}

H-H' Dﬂlhia
Howerber 02, 2004.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED 08.02.2006
COREM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE D. MURUGESAN
W.P.No.3372 of Z006

Balachander b Petiticner
va

The State of Tamil Nadu,

Rep. by the Secretary to Government,
Education Department,

Fort St.George, Chennai-9.

The Director of Teacher Education,
Research and Training,
College Road, Chennai-&00 006.

The Chief Educational QOfficer,
Dharmapuri District.

Bharathia Shik=ha Parishad,

Rep. by its Registrar Mr. Raja 3ingh,
Bharat Bhevan,

Matiyari Chinnut, Paizabad Road,
Lucknow 227 105.

Indira Gandhi Teacher Training College,
Ho.514, Mahalekshmipurcam,

Bangalore B86. .+» Respondents

Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of Indie
praying for issuance of mandamus directing the second respondent
herein to evaluate the teacher training certificate of the
petitioner in terma of the G.O.Ms.No.62 dated 16.05.2002 and
G.0.Me.Ho.26/2003 dated 21.02.2003 (School Education Department)

within a time frame.

dl

i 0044734



% For Peciticner : Me. C. Kasirajan
For Hespondents: Me.M.G.H. Varsdarajan, AGP
for RR1 to 3.

EEXRTRTR

ORDER

The petitioner seek & writ of mandamus to direct the second
respondent herein to evaluate the teacher treining certificete of
the petitioner in terms of the G.0.Ms.Ne.62 dated 16.05.2002 and
G.0.M2.Ho.26/2003 dated 21.02.2003 (School Education Department).

2. Mr. M.G.H. Yaradarajan, learned Additionsl Government
Pleader, takes notice for the respondents 1 to 3.

3. According the petitioner, he completed the 2 years course
Of bmsic training in Teacher Education in 2003 through the distance
education programme offered by the third respondent herein and
secured more than 50% marks and registersd hi= name with the
District Employment Exchange office of the concerned District.
Subsequent to the announcement of the first respondent for the
recruitment of Secondary Grade Teachers in the entire state, as per
the seniority meintained at the employment exchange, the District
Educational Officers called upon the ghove said petitioner for
verification of educationml certificates. Rcocordingly, the
petitioner appeared before the Chief Educational Officer,
Dharmapuri for verification on 07.12,2005. As per G.O.Ms.No.B2
dated 16.05.2002 end G.0.Ms.No.26/2Z003 deted 21.02.2003 (School
Education Department), evaluation of certificates of the candidates
who obtained requisite qualification from the institutions of other
state should be done prior to their appointment. 2As such, the
verification of certificates were done by the Chief Educaticnal
Officer, Dharmapuri on 07.12.2005, but the certificates were not
‘evaluated. The petitioner sent representation on 02.12.2005 to the
second respondent. But till dete, the certificates were not
evaluated. Aggrieved by the same, he has filed the above writ
petition.

4. Considering the limited scope of the writ petition, suffice
it to direct the =econd respondent to evaluate the Teachers
Training Certificate of the petitioner in terms of G.0.Ms.No.6&2
dated 16.05.2002 and G.0.Ms.No.26/2003 deted 21.02.2003 (School
Education Department} within a period of four weeks from the date
of receipt of & copy of thi= arder.



The writ petition is disposed ¢f accordingly. No costs,

ap/vi2

To

1. The Secretary to Government,

ftrue copy/

Education Department,

The Stace of Tamil Nadu,
Fort 5t.George, Chennai-S.

08.02.2006

Sd/
Asat.Pegiscrar

, o b
1?ﬁif“jt}*ﬁfkgj?}-clx{:ﬁ
Sub Asat.Regi=trar

2. The Director of Teacher Education,
Research and Training,

College Road, Chennai-600 006.

3. The Chief Educational Officer,

Dharmepuri District.

- The Registrar

Bharathia Shikshe Parishad,

Bharat Bhevan,
Matiyari Chinnut, Paizabad Road,
Lucknow 227 105.

5. Indira Gendhi Teacher Training College,
No.514, Mehelakshmipuram, Bangalore 86,

1 ¢c to Me.C.Kasirajan, Advocate,SR.5321

hpr {co}

dv/15.2.06

¥.P.No,3372 of 2006

i



IN THE HIDH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAD
DATED: 24.08.2010
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE Mr.JUSTICE N.PAUL VASANTHAFRUMAR
Writ Petition MNos.5521 & 5354 of ZD0DG

and
W.P.M.P.Nos.5961 & 5738 of 20086

V.Uma .. PRtitioner in W.P.5521 of 2006
E.Ramesh .+ Petitioner in W.P.5359 of 2006
'1ﬁ' <om;

The Director of Taeacher Bducation

and Research, College Road,

D.P.I. Campus,

Chennai-&600 006. . . .. Sole Respondent in

\ W.P.5521 of Z0OOD&

1.The Member Secretary. k"
Teachers Recruitment Board,
DPI Buildings, College Road,
Chennai-&600 006.

2.The Director of School Education,
D.P.I. Buildings, College Road,
Chennai-&00 006.

3.Indian Institute of Professional Studies,
(Department of Distance Bducation)
(Affiliated to Bhartiya Shikshe Parishad)
Viewas EKhand, Gomti NMagar,
Iucknow-226 010. . .- Respondents 1 to 3 in
¥.P.No.5354 of 2006

Prayer in W.P.No.5521 of 2006: Patition filed under Article
226 of the Constitution of Indi& praying for issuance -of a8 Writ of
mandamus, directing the respondent herein to evaluate the
certificate ocbtained by the petitioner in Diplema in Teacher
Education forthwith as equivalent to that of the Diploma
Certificate issued by the State of Temil Nadu end pass such
further or other orders.

Caain i i COE Dl o



Prayer in W.P.No0.5354 of ZD06: Petition riled under Article
228 of the Constitution of India praying for issuance of a Writ of
mandamis, directing the first respondent to treat the B.Bd degreea
obtained by the petitioner Erom the third reepondant on per with
the candidates who obtained B.Bd.degree from the universities in
the BEtate and pass such further or other orders.

For Petitioner
For Petitioner

Mr.C.Eglaiselvan, in W.P.No.5521/2006
Mt .Anantha Rama EKrishnan,
in W.P.No.5354/2006

TN

For respondents: Mr.A.Suresh, G.A. (Bdn.)for sole
regpondent in W.P.No.5521/2006
and Al and BZ,in W .P.No.5354/2004
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OCRDER

In W.P.No.5521 of 2006, the prayer is for issuing & writ of
mandamus directing the respondsnt to evaluate the Teacher
Educstion Certificate of the petitioner as aquivaleant to that of
Diploma Certificate issued by the Statae of Tamil Nadu.

In W.P.No.5354 of 2008, the prayer is for issuing & writ of
mandamus directing the first respondent to treet the B.Ed degrea
obtained by the petitioner from the third respondent on par with
the candidates, who obtained B.BEd.degree from the universities in
the stete of Tamil Nadu.

2. The case of the petitioner in W.P.No.55Z1 of Z006 is that
the petitioner studied Diploma in Teacher Education in Shanti
Miketan, which is the professional centre located at No.3/19%,
Selliampslayam, Attur, Sales District which is sffiliested to
Bharathiyse &Shiksha Parighad having its office at Lucknow and
Allshabad in the State of Uttar Pradash. According to the
petitioner, the said Bharathiys Shikeha Parishad is having several
education centres &all over India and one such study centre is

' located at Attur in Salem District. The patitioner hes completed
her Diploma in Teacher Education during the acedemic yesar 2002 to
2003 with regular course in Tamil medium and Diploms Certificate
wae also issued on 23.9.2003. According to the petitioner, 88 per
the pelicy decision of the Government of Tamil Nadu, the post of
Secondary Grade Teacher will have to be filled up according to the
District Employment Seniority and as per the statewide seniority.
S8ince the petitioner's certificate wage not evaluated aF eguivalent
to the Diploma in Teacher Training Certificete issued by the State
of Tamil Nadu, the petitioner submitted & representstion to the
respondent on 9.8.2005 and the sasid repressntation is not yet

L.



digposed of and therefore, the petiticner has riled tha Wwrit
petition with the ebove sald prayer.

3. The case of the petiticner in W.P.MNo.5354 of 2006 is that
the petitioner studied Bechelor Dagrea {B.Sc.) in Mathematics frem
Madres University during 19%7-2000. Bubsequently he vnderwent
Bachalor degree of Bducetion Course in the third respondant
inetitution through Distance — Education  and obteined  the
B.Ed.degree during the year 2005. He registared his educational
quelifications for the purpose of employment with the District
Bmployment Office at Tiruvallur. The first respondent called for
applications for appointmant of Junior Grade Teachers by direct
recruitment in GCovernment and Aided Schools on contrsct basis. He
applied for the post and he wrote the examinstion and came out
successfully. Thereafter, he was called upon to produce the
original educational certificates by the first responcdent. During
verification, the first respondent informed him that the B.Bd.
decree obtained by him from the third respondent institution is
not vslid end recognised by the government and hence the first
respondent has rejected the petitioners’ candidature on that
ground. The petitioner submitted a representation to the Teachers
Recruitment Board on 13.2.2006 and the said representation is not
digposed of.

In answer “to the said writ petitions, the respondents in
@.P.No.5354 of 2006 Filed a counter affidavit by stating that the
University Grente Commission has given recognition for 146
Universitieg and in the =said list, Bharathiya Shiksha Parishad is
not included and as there was & doubt about the recognition of the
particular University, the Board approached tha University of
Madras for suitable clarification, which in turn.informed that the
Bharathiya Shiksha Parishad is not recognised by the University
Grants Commission end the seme was included in tha list of faka
Universities by the University Grants Commission.  Howaever, the
issue regarding the fake University is pending before the Court.

4. Tearned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the
University Grants Commission haes clarified the said decision as on
1.11.2004 and stated that the Hon'ble Civil Court, Lucknow has

Wimm stay. in favour of the saeid Bharathiya Shiksha

" Parishad and has restrained the UGC from calling it as fake or
treating it as Eake univerzity till the final decision in the
matter is passed and the University Grants Commission has
initiated action. According te the petitioner the University
Grents Commission has decided to exclude the name of the
Bharathiya Bhiksha Parishad from the list of fake University.

5. Learned counsel for the respective petitioners also
submitted that this Court in W.P.No.5242 of 2006 by its order
dated Z0.4.2006 and in W.P.Nos. 78 and 72 of 2006 by its order



dated 4.1.Z008 has given a direction to coneider the raquest of
the evalustion cleimed by the similerly placed persons, who also
obtained Diplowe certificete from the above ssid University and
pass orders in terms of G.O.Ms.No.BZ (School Education Department)
dated 16.5.2002, within & pericd of four weaks.

&. In tha light of the =aid submissions end having regard to
the dispute regarding the walidity of the University/Institution

where from the petiticners cobtsined the Diploms and degrae

cortificates, the concerned respondent ie directed to consider the
gaid issue after getting clarification from the University Grants
Commiggion and aftar finding out whather the said Univarsity is a
valid University racognised by the University Grants Commission
and pass orders, if it is one of the universities recognised by
the University Grants Commiesion. The Director of Tescher
Educetion is directed to consider the Diploma cartificate ocbtained
by the patitioner in W.P.No.5521 of 2006 eeeking evsluaticn and
pass necessary orders, within a, period of eight weeks from the
date of receipt of & copy of this order end if the petiticners are
found qualified their claim for appointment may ba congidered by
the appropriate authority.

Ta The writ  petiticns are disposed of accordingly. No
coste. Consequently, connected miscellansous petitions are cleosed.
aess

8d/f=
Azst. Ragistrar
ffTrua Copy// X o I i
Y I:\)é-t__’n_’_,h_.—!_,.n-{h {.m‘h_g
| Bub Asst. Registrar
To R

1.The Director of Teachar Bducation

g;. Research, College Road,
M- P I. campus:
Chenpai-&00 006.

]
2.The Member Secratacy,
Teachere Recruitment Board,
DPI Buildings, College Road,
Chennai-500 006.

3.The Director of School Bducation,
D.P.I. Puildings, College Road,
Chennai-&00 DDE.
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IN THE HIGH TOURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAE
DATED: 24.08.2010
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE Mr.JUSTICE N.PAUL VARANTHARUMAR
Writ Petition Nog.5521 & 5354 of 2005

and
W.P.M.P.Nog.5961 & 5738 of 2006

¥.Uma «« Patitioner in W.P.5521 of 2006
8. Ramesh .- Petitionar in W.P.5354 of 2006
b ;]

The Directsr of Teacher Education
and Resesarch, College Road,
D.F.I. Campus,
Chennai-&600 0DE. «- Sole Respondent in
W.P.5521 of 2006
1.The Member Becretary,
Teachers Recruitment Board,
DPI Buildinge, College Road-
Chennai-&00 006&.

2.The Director of Bchool Education,
D.E.I. Buildings, College FRoad,
Chennai-&00 DOE.

. llndim Institute of Professional Studias,

’ of Distance Bducation)
par ated to Bhartiya 'nh.iluha Parishad)
== viswas Ehand, Gomti Wagac,
Imcknow-226 010, +» Respondents 1 to 3 in

W.P.No.5354 of 2006

Prayer in ¥.P.No.5521 of 2006: Petition filed under Article
22& of the Constitution of India praying for issuance of a Writ of
mandamus, directing the respondent herein to evaluate tha
cartificate obtained by the petitioner in Diploma in Teecher
Bducation Eforthwith ez equivalent to thet of the Diploma
Certificate issumd by the Btete of Temil Nadu end pase such
further or other orders.
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Frayer in W.P.N0o.5354 of Z0OD6:. Petition filed under Articla
226 of the Constitution of Indim praying For issuance of a Writ of
mandamis, directing the first respondent to treat the B.Ed degrea
cbtained by the petitioner from the third respondent on par with
the cendidetes who obtained B.Bd.degree from the universities in
the state and pass such further or other orders.

For Petitioner : Mr.C.EKalsisalvan, in W.P.No.5521/2006
For Petitionar : Mr.Anantha Rama Rrishnan,
.~ din W.P.No.5354/2006

For respondente: Mr.A.Suresh; G.A. (Bdn.)for sole
respondent in W.P.No.5521/2006
and Rl and RZ,in W .P.No.5354/2006

i e ok e i ko

OCRDER

In W.P.No.5521 of 2006, the prayer is for issuing a writ of
mandamus directing the respondent to evaluate the Teacher
Bducation Certificate of the petitioner ae eguivalent to that of
Diploma Certificate issued by the Etate of Tamil Nadu.

In W.P.No.5354 of 2006, the prayer is for issuing a writ of
mandamus directing the first respondent to treat the B.Ed degrees 1
obtained by the petitioner from the third respondent on par with
the candidates, who obtained B.BEd.degree from the universities in
the state of Tamil Nadu.

Z. The case of the petitioner in W.P.No.5521 of 2006 im that

 the patitioner studied Diploma in Teacher Education in Shanti

. which 4is tha professional centre located &t No.3/19, 1
= ampalayam, Attur, Balem District which is affilisted to

Bharathiya Bhikshes Parishsd  having its office st Tucknow and
Allghebad in the State of Uttar Pradesh. According to the ]

petitioner; the said Bharathiys Shiksgha Parighad is having several 1
education centres all over India and one such study centre is
located at Attur in Salem District. The patitionar has completed
har Diploma in Teacher Bducation during the acedemic yesr 2002 to
2003 with regular course in Tamil medium and Diploma Certificate
wae sleo issued on 23.9.2003. According to the petitioner, as per
the policy deciesion of the Government of Tamil Wadu, tha post of
Secondary Grade Tescher will have to be filled up according to the
pistrict Employment Eeniority and ss per the etatewide gseniority.
Bince the petitioner’s certificate wes not evelusted as equivelent
to the Diploma in Teacher Treining Certificate issued by the State
of Tamil Nedu, the petitioner submitted & reprezentation to tha
raspondent on 9.8.2005 and the ssid repreasentation is not yet
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disposed of and therefore, the petitioner has filed the writ
petition with the above said prayer.

3. The case of the petitioner in W.P.No.5354 of 2006 is that
the petitioner studied Bachelor Degree (B.Sc.]) in Mathematics from
Madras University during 1997-2000. Subsequently he underwent
Bachelor degree of EBEducation Course in the third respondent
insgtitution through Distance Education and cobtained the
B.Ed.dagree during the year 2005. Ha registered his educational
quelifications for the purpose of employment with the District
Employment Office at Tiruvallur. The first respondent called for
applications for appointment of Junior Grade Teachers by direct
racruitment in Government and Aided Schools on contract basis. He
applied for tha post end he wrote the examination and came out
gsuccessfully. Thereafter, he was called upon to produce the
original educational certificates by the first respondent. During
varification, the first respondent informed him that the B.Ed.,
decree obtained by him from the third respondent institution is
not valid and recognised by the government and hence the first
responclent has rejected the petitioners' candidature on that
ground. The petitioner submitted a representation to the Teachers
Racruitment Boerd on 13.2.2006 and the said representation is not
disposed of.

In answer to the said writ petitions, the respondents in
W.P.No.5354 of 2006 filed a counter affidavit by stating that the
University Grants Commission hss given recognition for 146
Univergities and in the said list, Bharathiya Shiksha Parishad is
not included and as there was a doubt about the recognition of the
particular University, the Board approached the University of
Madras for suitable clarification, which in turn informed that the
Bharathiyas Bhiksha Parishad iE not recognised by the University
Grants Commisgion and the same was included in the list of faks

E‘!.ﬂmtlm by the Univarsity Grents Commission. Howaever, the
i issue regarding the fake University is pending before the Court.

4. Lesrned counsel for the psatitioners submitted that the
University Grants Commission has clarified the said decision as on
1.11.2004 and stated that the Hon'ble Civil Court, ZILucknow has
granted interim stay in favour of the said Bharathiya Shiksha

. Parishad and has restreined the UGC from calling it as feke or
© treating it as fake university till the final decision in the
. matter is passed -and the University Grants Commission has
- imitieted action. According to the patitionar the University
. Erants Commission has decided to exclude the name of the
Bharathiya Shiksha Parishad from the list of fake University.

5. ILearned counsel for the respective petitioners also
tted that this Court in W.P.No.524Z of 2006 by its order
28.4.2006 and in W.P.Fos. 78 and 79 of 2006 by its order

ay 0080663




dated 4.1.2006 has qiven a
the evaluation claimed by the i

obtained Diploma certificate £ the above said University and
pass orders in terms of G.0.Ms.No.62 (School Education Department)
dated 16.5.2002, within a pericd of four weeks.

6. In the light of the said submissions and having regard to
the dispute regarding the validity of the University/Institution
where from the petitioners obtained the Diploma and degree
certificates, the concerned respondent is directed to consider the
said issue after getting gclarif
Commission and after finding whather ths said University is a
valid University recognised by the University Grants Commission
and pass orders, if it is one of the universities recognised by
the University Grants Commissgion. The Director of Teacher
Bducation is directed to consider the Diploma certificeste obtsined
by the petitioner in W.P.No.5521 of 2006 seeking evaluation and
Pass necessary orders, within a period of eight weeks from the
date of receipt of a copy of this order and if the petitioners are
found qualified their claim for appointment may be considered by
the appropriate authority.

1. The writ petitions are disposed of accordingly. No
costs. Consequently, connected miscellaneous petitions are cloged.

ass
sd/-
Agst. Registrar
//True Copy// ?}xﬁ“ - .'J.;ELL{"L
| Bub Asst. Registrar
To bﬁu

1.The Director of Teacher Bducation
and Research, College Road,
D.P.I. CEMPUE,
Chennai-600 006.

2.The Member Secretary,
Teachers Recruitment Board,
DPI Buildings, College Road,
Chennai-&00 006,

3.The Director of Bchool Education,
D.P.I. Buildings, College Road,
Chennai-600 D06,

tion from the University Grants




4.Indien Institute of Professionel Studies, ¥ B e
‘{napartmnt of Distance Educaetion) Sout Rl S
: to Bhartiya Shiksha Parishad) el 3

Viswas Rhand, Gomti Nagar, Y
Iucknow-226 010.

+ 2 cos to Government Pleader, SR No.62B93, 67892

JP (CO) 1 _ .
J Writ Petition Nos S521&
5354 of 2006
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF'JUDICATURE At umuaa’nn’.

RIEIIHL JUHIﬁDIﬂIﬂH
DATED: ALLAHABAD THE 28th H&'!", 1!!9-

ms;yn I

THE HONELE A, K, YOB o 4 & AWGE
CIVIL MISC, WRIT PETITIoh o, 23137 'of usn.
OROER ON THE FEI'I‘-I.‘II.‘II OF RADHEY SHYAN YADAV

I KRE:
Radhey Shysm Yadav :)‘u Erd Sutrl Naxain ‘l‘lu“
/o vill, smupu:. Fost. I.nh.l.lpu, Distt® pDecria,
¢ l'l e -hﬁitlﬂl‘l“.

1. 0d rec ko hunml r.nunul oF Iﬂqnl nnl.'l. Research
h 'ﬂ-:ufﬁ&.u. A o u >

fnq.- Pﬂsn-thhln ﬁlmtlun [-npug lh:iuhn e,
Deorias’

3. U,P, Banio Education I!u:nu:n:lJlL Ll,ld:mu mguum .'I.tn s.g;qt",.
4, Dhtt- Basic Eﬂlnltlnﬂ Officer, ﬂln::h. s.-ullm'-h:t;ln}.

(BY.THE COURT

Zr

A nulmr Elrln Yadav (thitunn:} hn filed tﬁ.t. p-tiunn
¥ for a wrlt of mandamus diroocting: nlpnndllth to allow him to

undertake treining since he was on uﬁtlf

All the respondents are represented by Stending Counsel,

Typed copy of the intemation letter dated 15.4,15!: hag
bean annexad As ﬂmﬂw:a-i ta the p-tlt;ng,. A phatocapy of
the said lptter and illn the mvuhp hnunn address of the
addresses @nd pu-t:d endorsa mgnk has hnun Produced before
the coust, which isg hnim taken an hnn:d. The nid photo
copy shous that segistersd lettex (dated 11s4299) wes

dispatched on zi..#.!l. Intmlt.tnn,hi;th 4n.no- ﬂlwl-lhncn o

was a gufficient, mﬁh and for thh hnn 'S m the part
of the respondent , p-ﬂtlmlnt ﬂmt b nﬁ h: suffers
In vigu of the abovo a H:‘it of nlﬂmu is being issugd
dizecting the nlpuhﬁmt %o nmit the pltiunnu to participa
=ta in the B.T.l:. Tﬂinlnn on the hld.i. of the select list end
allow him to join pasond Batch of T:n.lntnn -nhnduhd to
-fomalities hﬂulng nbn:u-ﬁ by thu pmu.;g'il:. :

Jizdit petition ie _ulhum_:l. lh oxder as to md,'.‘
Ot. /= 28,5.99% TRUE COPY Bdy/= I.K.Tnn,:l.

SECTION urrﬁmmin(m
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I THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE M ALL#ASAD
CIVIL S1LE
ORIGINAL JURISDICTION.
DAMTEDs ALLMABAD THEs 27,8,2004
PRESENT
THE HON "BLE TMRUN MGARWALA ¢ s s 2 o = » » o « JUIGE
CIVIL MISC. WRIT PETITION NO.. 35158 o©OF 2004
ORTER CH THE FPETITION OF GULAB CHMNDDA YADAY
ILiRE
Bulab Chendra Yadav 8/o 8ci Khurbhuv Yaday,
R/o VilligeMohalla Bhagahpar, Bk Fe0+ Jemalpura,
Diatrice Jfanpur «
+=+ss Fetltloner,
Vi .

1. state of UL+ through Lt Prinecipal Sacretar y

Shikeha Anabhag-3 Government of UsP. Lucknow,
Zs Director State Council Por Educational Reistpch ad

Training, Udfs Luokoow, p e
Ve ..Fles:.u:.i‘..:-uul'.

~BY THE COURT

Patitioner 18 aggrisved by the nan salaction in the
Select list Llasued for the Bpeeial BJF.Cofraiy ing
Courw® 2004.

Gonsidering the mmtirs faces and Icirm:‘ﬂténﬂl of
th® case, I diract e} petltloner to make ;ruptﬁﬂntﬂim
before thA CeSpondint no.l within twe woeks from toduay,
1f such 4 representation 18 riled, the authoriey
congemed shall decids the matter ¥ighin elix weaks
theresfber.

MWith the aforesald direction, the writ pekition is

finally disposed of, 8d/- Tarun Agarvwala,J.
Dty 2T.B.4004 TRUE B
=, 850 L0FYIND SECTION (D)
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Inthe Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at ALl ahabal —
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow — ~
WP, Mo, 2716(M/5) of 1997 = -~
Bhartiyn Shiksha Parishad —
j}1"“’.L|::Il.ll§|]'i it5 Chalrma,A.”, Mlshra —
harat Bha-wa, Matyari Chinhat, —
Foizabad, Road, Lucknow. -

Vs

1. Metlonal Councll foT Teacher Education —

thraugh Momber Secretary ,15 IP. Estate —

Miehatam Ghandl MargNewDel ., —
2, Hational Council for Beacher BEducation —

Marthern Regional Compl ttes thwough Reglona —

Director,A= 46 Shanti path Til ak N agaZ, Jadpur, —
+oOpp Forthes

ss.Fetltioner

Luglnow dt: 27+10.97 N
Hon'bl e B P, Nigam, J., . _
. ssul no oo the opposite paTties Who will file —
¢ counter affidavit within foor weeks, Rgfoinder affidavit - -
\_may bo filed vithin tw wooks thexeaftoke — -
C—q List after ewplry of the sald nerindu; i

In tho memtime it is provided that'the potd tioner shal—

caresy on teachsrs tralning wogramoe wnmtll disposa of the —
asrlication by the opposite paTty no.? . Sd/f= AP MNigam -
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