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FhEkkhk

ORDER
28.8.2017

As common question is involved in Writ Petition
No0.21769/2013 (Hari Shankar Rai Versus State of M.P. &
Others), Writ Petition No0.11288/2014 (Ashish Kumar
Chaturvedi Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
N0.11900/2014 (Umesh Kumar Jaiswal & Others Versus State
of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No0.11901/2014 (Smt.Suman
Jain Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
No0.12087/2014 (Darpan Singh Thakur & Others Versus State of
M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No0.12355/2014 (Vijaykant
Sharma Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
No0.12780/2014 (Sanjay Kumar Jain & Another Versus State of
M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No0.12817/2014 (Manoj Pratap
Singh Parihar & Ors Versus State of M.P.& Others), Writ
Petition No0.12856/2014 (Shiv Kumari Thakur & Others Versus
State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No0.13388/2014
(Smt.Poonam Shrivastava Versus State of M.P. & Others),
Writ Petition No0.13423/2014 (Smt.Chitrakala Bopache Versus
State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition N0.13478/2014 (Arun
Kumar Sharma Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
No.15770/2014 (Ashish Jain Versus State of M.P. & Others),
Writ Petition N0.16196/2014 (Yogendra Kumar Mishra Versus
State of M.P. & Others),Writ Petition N0.19258/2014 (Shrikant
Pathak & Others Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ
Petition N0.19261/2014 (Surendra Kumar Ahirwar Versus State
of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No0.19473/2014 (Pradeep
Tiwari Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition

N0.20341/2014 (Pradeep Kumar Jain & Others Versus State of
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M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No0.20420/2014 (Shiv Prasad
Pandey & Others Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
No0.656/2015 (Prashant Singh Versus State of M.P. & Others),
Writ Petition No.657/2015 (Manoj Kumar Bais & Others Versus
State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No.1050/2015 (Malkhan
Singh Lodhi Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
N0.1368/2015 (Surendra Kumar Patel & Another Versus State
of M.P. & Others),Writ Petition N0.3160/2015 (Sanjeev Kumar
Samadhiya & Ors Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
No0.86/2016 (Pawan Kumar Sharma & Others Versus State of
M.P. & Others), Writ Petition No0.4485/2016 (Girish Sen &
Others Versus State of M.P. & Others), Writ Petition
N0.12576/2016 (Smt.Sunita Tembhare Versus State of M.P. &
Others), Writ Petition N0.17576/2016 (Krishna Kumar Kaurav
Versus State of M.P. & Others), therefore, the order passed
in Writ Petition No.4439/2011 (Smt.Sunita Nayak Versus State
of M.P. & Others) shall govern the disposal of all the

aforesaid writ petitions.

2. In all these writ petitions, the petitioners are working as
Adhyapak, Sahayak Adhyapak, Varishth Adhyapak on absorption from
the post of Shiksha Karmi or Samvida Shala Shikshak. After their
absorption, it was found that the B.ED, D.Ed, D.L.Ed degree have been
obtained by them from Bhartiya Shiksha Parishad, Lucknow, which is not
recognized under N.C.T.E. However, on account of not having the said
qualification relating back to the eligibility, the issue of their
termination/absorption/non-regularization due to not obtaining the
B.Ed, D.Ed, D.L.Ed degree from the recognized institute is under

consideration and the relief in this respect has been sought for.

3. In all these writ petitions, the arguments were heard on

22.8.2017 at length and Shri Girish Kekre, Government Advocate for the
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respondent/State was directed to seek instructions in the matter. Today,
when the matters were taken up for rehearing, Shri Girish Kekre,
Government Advocate for the respondent/State appeared and produced
copy of the circular dated 18.8.2017 issued by the School Education
Department, Ballabh Bhawan, Bhopal and also produced copy of the
further instructions issued by the School Education Department, Ballabh
Bahawan, Bhopal on 23.8.2017 to the Commissioner, Public Education,
Bhopal as well as to the Commissioner of State Education Centre,
Bhopal. The State Government has also issued instructions granting
permission to appear all the petitioners to B.Ed, D.Ed, D.L.Ed courses.
The relevant instructions issued by the State Government on 18.8.2017

and 23.8.2017 are reproduced as under:-

"R1ET BT SMEHR AMATTIH BT aRT 23(2) H FeNeH
PRI gU HARd SRR RieAdl & AEdid®
JFIAT YT BR Bl @ Dl 31 /03 /2019 ddb
qERT AT Bl U WaRd  Sfufierd e
(MO /e U /IR e el fReqor
el # BriRa) e Rem &1 iffeR
fafm # yraura =Eaq angdr giTa T8 @
31,/03 /2019 TP YT HRAT =il 8RIT| Hefdid
3 Gl IS WWW.Nios.ac.in uq
www.educationportal.mp.gov.in T IUE 7 |

2. I UMRMEOT BT JqER a7 &g MHRD I Had
fIeeri| AR UA.TS.3l U, & AT ¥ gRe
R gorell | SIue.Us. uiRieror i fhar o
&1 & | uirerr &y fag FeergeR g

. 39 BRIHH b gRT Hel 1 W 8 db JeIT
B dTel IEE HaRd mufldfea et B
SIUATS. & TS urd g8l | el & a8
JIRd  Irufdrferg  fRrerehl (MBI / 3T
Tl /R Srga Ui fRieror SRemsil | BRika)
P TAASINTE. & Ucd IR Iifardd: goiad
PRMET BT |

. ST Yo g Riefe @ |wem @1 U DISE
CODE Ud 3R TN 3Ma3gdh BT |



http://www.nios.ac.in/
http://www.educationportal.mp.gov.in/

. UOIE @ @ 16 IFRA 2017 W
15 /09 /2017 d® faifRa 2|

. ARl RO HrishA gRRT fR1er & Aresd |
Harferd fbar SIQaT | ureushA | Heed qrey
AEH Uided www.nois.ac.in T4 SWAYAM W Tq
REIA B I R YA B |

. VO Rire o wem 124 Il T 8 srerdr
el 1241 H 50 Ufd9d ¥ $H UTKid & S
NIOS & HATeH I ®ell 1241 Td SIUA.Us. Sl
UTAHAT H GO FRET BRI | Herl 1241 # 50
gferd a1 3ifde Ui ¥ Il 89 W8
SILUCLTS. &I U ure anfy |

. U R S g H SLUATS. UIH 9 3fefdl
fgf a9 # orgeiol & g § 5= 0 39
PRIGH H GO DL UIGIHH  JOT - HAT
BT |

. UIGIHA H YUH U9 fgdig 9y @) affe aler
HT GIET Yodb Uolldd IMIGH DI 98T Bl
BRI | WRA ¥MNE §NT Al Ped & T H
B IR AT SEm @ 98 gUs § gfrd
o SITQeTT |

. AT GRem & U B IET W BRiRd

uldferd Rrerte & I ¥ YHO-UF oI

BT BRT fb g8 et SO oMo H HRRRd

21 I8 THU—9o feT Td Vo Wk W OURd

P ST BT | 9 =G UfhAT 9Ud | SN @l
I

. IR I gRT I8 3ifAH IaeR Ua fhar o
T 2| AR & Uraee AR 01 3T 2019
& ggarq Srufiferd et 1 Hareh H &l g
ADT |

3. Sad ufderor ¥ ol & wud Iwifera fRretdi &
Ffard goiae &1 S1ficd Sfuel Fiar o 38T 2 |
gd ded ol @ IMTHIT AR H HrRg ad
smfferd Rt &1 Uoigd gAREd &= 8q
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fopraEvs ST e Ud 59 et & gy
A BRIAEl Bl S| 3fgar 9 Td IR e
gred 3rerar Aol fRreror wvemeti H welm 1 W 8 ddb
o forg fgaa suferferd Rt @1 Hwar U DISE
® JTIAR Tl o Rienm R f¥err g1 I8
gHed fear Su b, [ & gda  wiierd
fRreTp 1 Ui Sl w9 W B Wv | S &
TR IMHT UG IRMHT ¥1erd e+l a1 )
Sad BRIATEl W AT HNw ud fAuiRa fafer &r
JTHIT BN |

4. IFd BTAHA DI Fifhd qHI IR & TAR
Henfera far ST &

THI—3TIf fpd S 9Tl B

22 T 2017 Rl & I8 IMFHg T
JRMIDTI ITATN B Y] Tq
et et & UvTRAT &1

SR UG f7el & Ty fRIfard
BTl B STHeN 8T Ud AlUe

AT H YT HAT |

16 3NTET 9 05 FYTER 2017 NIOS & Uied WR 3Mdgdhl gRT
TSI |
02 3JFCER 2017 Jicdd WR U1gd AT &) Sueterd |
03 3FCa 2017 TIehH T YR |
S 2018 TR qY DI URIeT |
A 2019 fgcia 99 @1 uder |

4.
considered opinion, at present, no grievance survives with the

petitioners. However, the petitioners are at liberty to follow the State

39 BT DI gdred UrAfHhdr &1 S |
AT —  SWRIKIAR |

SWRITd  fAugiaqifd 999 S e Tueyls
iR H SRR AMGHT B, Sy, Ul 1784 /2015.
1460 /2015, 1640 /2015, 2038 /2015, 2087 /2015,
2431 /2015, 2509 /2015, 5274 /2015 Ud 2824 /2015 H
qiRd emew fadi®d 10.11.2016 & URUTEH H Y
I Uds gRT 9RA R1em uRve okgwss SU. ¥ g4
H TS, /SIUATS. P AT U TG aad= H AR
Iifdradiall ®f Fefdd go d fAfed odl & 3eiA
SIuavs. ¥ afFferd 89 @ Wil g8 @xar g 1"

In view of the aforesaid circular as well as instructions, in my
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Government Instructions and to take steps to acquire the necessary
eligibility from the recognized institutes within the time frame. As per
the State Government Instructions upto the end of March 2019, the
petitioners have to acquire the requisite qualification, therefore, the said
period is treated to be the relaxation period. During such period, the
petitioners be continued in their employment and during such period,
they shall acquire their eligibility or else there are at liberty to make
prayer to the State Government to extend the upper limit. As per
interim order, the petitioners to continue in service, subject to acquiring

the eligibility from the recognized institute.

5. With the aforesaid observations, these writ petitions stand
disposed of.
(J.K.Maheshwari)
Judge

amit






