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Row over HRD notice
on NCTE supersession

AkshayaMukul | Tas

MNew Delhi: A major row has
erupted inthe Mational Coun-
cil of Teacher Education on
the 1=sue of its supersession
with the wellentrenched
group led by chairman Ma
Siddiqui circulating his own
reply to the notice from the
HREDministry

Om Wednesday, when the
ocouneil met to discuss the
ministry’s notice, a draft re-
plyv. prepared at the behest of
the chairman, wascirculated
towhich themember-secreta.
ry protested, The draft reply
was a point-by-point rebuttal
of the charges contained in
the ministry's notice against
MCTE and its regional com-
mittees on the basiz of com-
plaints,

In thenotice, HRD alsocit-
ad a report by a ministry offi-
cial that had pointed out ma-
jor infirmities and defects in
the decisionamaking process

HRD cited a report
by a ministry official
that had pointed out
major infirmities and
defects in the
decision-making
process of the
northern regional
committee

of thenorthernregional com-
mittee, It had also =aid that
MNCTEs western regional
committes gave recognition
to 291 teacher training insti-
mtions despite protests from
the Maharashtra govern-
ment and a specific policy di-
rective from the mimstry not
to grant recognition to such
nshintions.

It may be pointed cut that
the Nagpur benchaf the Bom-
bay High Court had quashed
the recognition given to the
201 institutions and said it

was a breach of government
directive. The promoters of
these institutions have now
pone to the Supreme Court
where the matter is pending.

The draft reply prepared
at the behest of the chairman
qustified most actions of the
MNCTE and its regional com-
mittees, As for the ministry
seeking NCTE's explanation
on quashing of recognition
by the Magpur bench of Bom-
bay HC. the draft reply said
HRD was assuming that the
mdgment 15 final whereas the
matteris subjudice in the 5C.
The mem ber secretary who is
also a joint secretary in the
ministry, refused to accept
the draft reply and =aid he
wonld not approve ittill ithad
been studied and analysed.
After much debate, it was de-
cided to set up a committes
that would prepare the reply
to the ministry's notice, The
deadline forreply getsover on
July 2,
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