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'Subject Comphance wnh the I:Ion ble ngh Court of Madhya Pradesh J udgment dated 15 10.2025 passed

in WPC 8606/2021 fitled Asha Samaj Sewa Awam Shiksha Prasar Samiti Shivpuri (Running Institute in
the name of NEP Pvt, ITT) vs. Uniotrof India & Others,

L

3.

This implemeriting order is issued in the above-mentioned subject matter in pursuance of the
decision taken under Agenda. Item No 6.6 at the 26th meeting held on 15.01.2026 and

20.01.2026.
The petltloner ITT i.e NEP Private ITI (MIS Code-PU23000925) has filed WPC 8606/2021,

inter- alia challenging the DGT order -dated 05.02.2021 (impugned order) passed by the

respondent DGT whereby, the petitioner's institiition, has been de affiliated entirely for

Electrician = 3 (1+1+1) units and Stenographer — 2 (1*+1) units, o
The Hon’ble High Court vide its judgement dated 15.10.2025 disposed of the petition inter alia,

directed the respondent DGT to proceed in accordance with law. The relevant paragraphs of

 the Judgment are reproduced below for ready reference:

“22. Ih s‘p:t‘e there being pm'p‘osai by the Joint Inspection” Committee for comimunication of the alleged
deficiencles noticed during inspection tothe Principal of the petitioner's institution for rectification of
defects; -no° such communlcatlon was made by the resppndents No.1 and 2. Thus, no adeguate
opportunity of heanng has been offorded to the petitioner prior to passing of the impugned order

-dated 5.2.2021 gnd the same hes.been pussed against the settled priniciples of natural justice and fair
: play Accordingly, the instant writ petition is dllowed, The order dated 5.2.2021 is hereby quashed.

Libertyis reserved in favour of the respondents to proceed in aceordance with law, if they so desire.”

It is an admltted position of the pefitiotier, as recorded in the judgment dated 15.10.2025, that
adequate infrastructure and facilities were available with the institution in accordance with the
guidelines issued by the respondent DGT for grant and continuation of affiliation, and as earlier
noted by the avthorities in the impugned de-affiliation order dated 05.02.2021,

In compliance with the above judgtent, the impugned de-affiliation order dated 05.02.2021
was withdiawn by DGT vide email dated 27.10.2025. Further, in accordance with the liberty
granted by the Hon’ble Court, it was informed that since the petitioner ITT has remained non-
functional for nearly four years following the issuance of the impugned order, so decision
regardmg continuation of affiliation shall be taken on the basis of the fresh joint inspection

repoit, in the interest of ensuring that the enrolled trainees receive essential skill training as per
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the NCVET mapproved syllabus and the DGT affiliation norms of the affiliated irade,
Accordingly, a prior intimation was issued to the petitioner vide email dated 27.10.2025,
directing that the requisite infrastructure be made available and fully compliant with the
prescribed norms for the purpose of conducting the inspection.

Tn response to the inspection notice, the petitioner submitted a representation dated 04.11. 2025
to RDSDE, Madhya Pradesh, wherein it unjustifiably questioned the proposed inspection. The
petitioner contended that since the ITI remained closed from 2020 to 2025 due to de- affiliation
and no admissions were made during this period, therefore no inspection could be conducted.
The petitioner further claimed that, as the Hon’ble Court has quashed the de-affiliation order
the DGT is obliged to grant affiliation without insisting on inspection.

The prior intimation for the fresh inspection was duly provided to the petitioner institute by
DGT vide email dated 27.10.2025, followed by subsequent notices issued by RDSDE and the :
State Directorate. Accordingly, a joint inspection of the ITI was conducted by officials of
RDSDE and the State on 18.11.2025, The observations of the Joint Inspection Commlttee are |
reproduced hereunder: - =

The ITI was Jound closed. '

Other commercial activities were being operated on the premises, and parts of the campus haa’
been rented out for residential purposes. : :
Power supply to the premises was discormected,

Brij Library was found, functzonmg within the ITI premises, and the IT] mﬁastructure was bemg
utilized for commercial purposes : |

o

DGT has issued a detailed Show Cause Notice dated 26.11.2025 to, the petitioner ITI in- :
adherence to prineiple of natural justice to show cause as why the petitioner IT1 should not be
completely de-affiliated, based on the remarks of the inspection team and the DGT. The :
petitioner ITI submitted its reply dated 09.12.2025 in response to the Show Cause Notice, the i
brief summary of the para-wise submissions made by the ITI is set out hereunder: s

Sr No Brief Objection by the petitioner Remarks of DGT

In para no. 1 to .10 of the reply, the ITI has
reiterated the same facts and submissions already!
placed before the DGT wearlier and has primarily
relied upon its own interpretation of the directions
of the Hon’ble Court, The ITI has contended that
Ithe Hon’ble Court had directed the DGT to restore
|the affiliation of the institute immediately and
without conducting any. inspection and, on this
basis, has-asserted that the inspection conducted
and the deficiencies observed therein afe not
" lsustainable and that the affiliation ought to be|
restored as a matter of course.

‘ Accordingly, the ebj ections raised by the petitioner i

The petitioner has nnsmterpreted the Judgmem
dated 15.10.2025 passed by the Hon’ble Court fon ! .
its own convenience. The Directorate General of]
Training (DGT), vide emajl dated 27.10.2025, hds|*
already withdrawn the de-affiliation order and, in| .
order to safeguard the interests of the trainees, has| :
decided to conduct an inspection to verify the|, -
availability of infrastructure and machinery, in.
accordance with the 11berty granted by the Hon ble i
Court, s

in paragraphs 1 to 10 of its reply are devoid of metig
and are hereby rejected, ‘ ]

In paragraphs 11 to 13 of the reply, the ITI has
again declined to accept the requirement off
-mgpeet;on and has attempted toquestion the

* linspection process by alleging shortcomtings on|

The petitioner has fajled to submit any substantive| A
documentary evideériee, records, or verifiable proof
to rebut the specific: deficiencies highlighted in ﬂ)
Show Cause Notice. Mere asgertions w1th0ut ’

. |the part of the inspection committee and by

e
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dlsputmg the' deﬁmencles observed 'dm*l;'ng
ifispection. ‘ :

supportmg material canmot be treated as oomphance
wrth the prescribed affiliation norins,

It i§ an admitted fact, as recorded in the judgment
dated 15.10.2025, that the petitioner institution
possessed adequate infrastructure and facilities as
required under the DGT guidelines for grant and|
continuation of affiliation. Accordingly, a fresh
mspeotlon was proposed to verify the availability of
infrastructure, tools, and equipnient with an
objective to decide the restoration of affiliation and|

. |admissions in petitioner institute, A prior intimation

for the joint inspection was duly issued by DGT
vide email dated 27.10.2025, and the petitioner was
expected. to' keep the requisite infrastructure,
documents, and trade equipment ready

Further the petitioner had sufﬁclent oppertunity to
seek extension or rescheduling of ‘the inspection
prior to 18.11.2025, However, instead of
cooperating with the inspection process, the
petitioner submitted a representation dated
04.11.2025 raising untenable objections and|
effectively obstructing the inspection. In this
regard, the Hon’ble High Court of Madhya Pradesh,
in its order dated 01.04.2025 passed in W.P, No,
8116/2025 (Maa Shitla Pvt, LT I vs, Union of India
& Ors.), has categorically held that there is no,
prohibition on the conipetent authority conducting|
inspections, mcluding repeat inspections, where
required, The Hon’ble Court furttier observed that
the competent authority is duty-bourid to examine
complaints and undertake verification, including

- lonwsite mspec’uon to ascertam factual compliance,

Accordmgly, inthe present case, the inspection was
duly proposed in erder to safeguard the interests and
future of the trafnees and to abjectively assess-the
availability of training infrastructire, The petitioner
cannot refuse or obstruct such inspection on

unreasonable or unsubstantiated grounds,

‘ Thefefore, the reply submitted by the petitioner in

paragraphs 11 to 13 is devoid of mérit and is hereby
rejected, as it is unsupported by any substantive
documentary evidence or proof.

. ' In péfﬁgfa'ph* 14 and .éﬁbsaqﬁeﬁt submissions; the

ITI has sbught festoration of its affiliation on the
grounds that it has allegedly been subjected to
harassment by the DGT and that no adequate

{opportunity of hearing was granted to it. The ITI
" lhas further stated that it has been suffering losses

for the past four years, causing mental and

The petitioner was required to remain prepared for
the inspection and ensure the availability of the
requisite infrastructure and machinery. Further, the
petitioner had sufficient time to make necessary
arrangements for infrastructure and machinery
after the judgment dated 15.10.2025 passed by the
Hon’ble Court.

{finanicial hardship, and that the institute hag

Page 3 of 5




remained non-functional during this period withFur“cher, as per the presoribed shlftmg gu1de1mes ¥
no admissions taken and a poor financialthe institute is required to follow the shifting
condition. On these grounds, the ITI has requestediguidelines for relocation. and installation of "
la period of four to five months’ time formachinery and infrastﬂtcture 'However no such| !
inspection and has also sought permission tofefforts were made by the petitioner, Moreover, the =
opetate the IT1 from another building, petitioner failed to demonstrate the ava1lab1l1ty off

: the reqmred infrastructure and machinery during -
the inspection progess. This lackadaisical approach .
on the part of the petitioner has resulted in|:"
unnecessary expenditure of time and resources of| i
both DGT and the State Directorate, as no adequate -
arrangements were found in blace, Moreover,
rescheduling the inspection is not feasible, as if| !
would adversely impaet the timely processing of] '
pending affiliation matters and undermine the the b
inspection and affiliation process.

Accordingly, the reply submitted by the petitioné‘r
in paragraph 14 onwards has no merits and same arg |

hereby rejected on the grounds ataied above, .

8 The matter was deliberated in 26th SCAA meetmg held-on 15.01 2026 and 20 01 2026 Based :
“on the above remarks of DGT, and the facts established in the inspection report, it is evident’
that the petitioner I'TT is not in a pesition to conduct training, as the requisite infrastructure, .

machinery, and associated facilities are not available. It is submitted that compliance with DGT l

affiliation norms is mandatory to ensure that trainees recefve quality vocational fraining. "Ihe .‘i‘
wellbeing and future of the trainees is of paramount importanee to DGT, and in the absence of - o
adequate infrastructure and machinery, the vety purpose of imparting vocational trammg stands :

defeated.

9, ' In view of above, the SCAA decided that the reply submitted by the petitioner I'TI 09. 12 2025 .
18 not satisfactory and therefore same is hereby “Rejected”. Consequently, the petitioner ITI.
is hereby de-affiliated in respect of all trades/units by way of this fresh order and no furthcr :
- admissions shall be permitted in the institute. L

10. The three-year de-affiliation period, teckoned from 05.02. 2021 has already elapsed 11'1 ;

. petitioner case. Therefore, the petitioner IT1 is at liberty to submit a fresh application fo:r
“affiliation in accordance with the Affiliation Norms for I'Tls, 2025, notified on 18.12.2025. :

11. In view of the above, the directions issued by the Hon’ble High Court of Madhya Pradesh m i

its judgment dated 15.10.2025. passed in W.P. No. 8606/2021 stand duly complied with, .
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' Copy for mformatmn to: - |

1. PSO to DG; DGT, Deli.
2. PPStoDDG (Afﬁliatlon)
3 Régionél Director, RDSDE Madhya Pradesh 4th Floor, Gas Relief & Rehabﬂltatlon ITI

Buildlng; Govmdpura Bhopal 462023
o 4. i.'DGT MIS Poital in-charge, DGT HQ, New Delhi, with'the request to upload th:ls order on
DGT MIS Portal & update the data as recommendation please, \

© 5, NEP Piivate I'TT, Deendyal Putam Jhansi Road Shivpuri, Dlstrlct Shwpurl Madhya Pradesh
‘ ~ 473551 on its reg1stered emaﬂ 1D,
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