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NATIONAL PUBLIC HEARING ON IDENTITY BASED DIS-
CRIMINATION/VIOLENCE AGAINST CHILDREN IN
SCHOOL EDUCATION

CONCEPT NOTE
Discrimination and violence against Dalit, Adivasi and Muslim children in the educa-

tional system is widespread. Social exclusion, alienation, physical abuse, mental harass-
ment, sexual abuse and educational neglect are some of  its forms. Rather than inculcating
human rights and Constitutional values, schools by and large perpetrate social norms and
values that are often exclusionary, discriminatory and hierarchical. Victim children in con-
versations allude to discrimination and violence as reasons for dropping out of  school,
fear of  school, not participating, not coping up in learning, feeling isolated, feeling ne-
glected. The RTE Act, 2009 mandates non-discrimination in education and the issue has
gained some recognition in recent years. However, there continues many grey areas and
this National Public Hearing is an effort to highlight the issues and seek solutions.

International Bodies and mechanisms recognise the right to free, fair and in-
clusive education and mandates state parties to eliminate discrimination in educa-
tion that has the purpose or effect of  nullifying or impairing equality of  treatment
in education and in particular (a) depriving any person/s of  access to education;
(b) limiting any person/s to education of  an inferior standard; (c) maintaining
separate educational systems or institutions for persons (subject to Article 2); or
(d) inflicting on any person/s conditions which are incompatible with human dig-
nity. The state is expected to provide ‘free and compulsory primary education for all, make
secondary education in its different forms generally available and accessible to all; make higher education
equally accessible to all..’ and in all ensure non-discrimination and equal opportunities.1

The Constitution and National Mechanisms recommends the State to take effective
measures to ensure education for all and with special care for the disadvantaged and vul-
nerable children - reduce dropout and increase enrolment rates among disadvantaged chil-
dren and adolescents at all levels of  schooling, combat classroom segregation and dis-
crimination, provide safe access to schools in dominant habitations and in times of  con-
flict, ensure non-discriminatory access to the midday meal scheme, provide adequate equip-
ment, staffing and quality teaching, strengthen grievance redress mechanisms and use of
existing legal provisions to address discrimination and violence. Given the diverse and
widespread prevalence of  discrimination in education, it is time to consider enacting com-
prehensive legislation guaranteeing the right to equal treatment and protection against
discrimination in education. These are important steps to achieve universal free and com-

1 Articles 1 & 3 UNESCO Convention against Discrimination in Education 1960, Article 13 ICESCR,
Article 28 CRC,  Articles 2, 8, 29, 30 and 31 UN Convention of  the Rights of  the Child (UNCRC)
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pulsory primary education by, inter alia, taking further initiatives to target disadvantaged
and marginalized groups in particular.2

Article 21A Indian Constitution mandates the state to provide free and compulsory education
to all children aged 6-14 years in such manner as the state may, by law, determine; for the state to make
special provisions for the advancement of  scheduled castes under Article 15(4) Indian Constitution. The
Constitution categorically abolished “untouchability” and its practice in any form declar-
ing it ‘offence punishable under law’. It is also categorical in prohibiting discrimination on
the grounds of  religion, race, caste, sex, place of  birth or any of  them. In the context of
education, Article 30 (2) prohibits the state from discriminating in granting aid to educa-
tional institutions on the ground of  its management under a minority. Art 29 (2) prohibits
discrimination in admission into any educational institutions maintained by the state or
receiving aid from the state funds. This has been taken forward in the RTE Act to include
25% of  seats under non-minority private unaided schools and prohibition of  discrimina-
tion of  children admitted under this provision. Article 46 of  Indian Constitution recognises the
state should promote with special care the educational interests of  scheduled castes. Un-
der Right of  Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 every child aged 6-14 years has
the right to free and compulsory elementary education with adequate infrastructure facili-
ties, free textbooks, writing materials and uniforms; the government should ensure that
children from disadvantaged social groups are not discriminated against and prevented
from pursuing and completing elementary education; The Scheduled Caste and Scheduled
Tribe (Prevention of  Atrocities) Act 1989 specifies a number of  criminal offences such as
abuse in caste name, outraging the modesty of  a women, rape, murder  etc. sec. 7(1)(b) PCR
Act recognizes anyone who molests, injures, annoys, obstructs or causes or attempts to cause
obstruction to any person on the ground of  ‘untouchability’ commits an offence. Sec 4 of
Protection of  Children from Sexual Offences (POCSO) Act, 2012 recognizes penetrative Sexual
assault is a punishable offence for either description for a term which shall not be less than
seven years but which may extend to imprisonment for life, and shall also be liable to fine.

NATIONAL PUBLIC HEARING (NPH)

CHILDREN WHO ARE AFFECTED BY DISCRIMINATION
The SSA-RTE Framework for Implementation, 2011 identified children from diverse

social groups and under difficult circumstances as victims and possible victims of  dis-

 2  CESCR. (2008), Concluding Observations on the India State Report, UN Doc. CESCR E/
C.12/IND/CO/5,  ;(CERD. (2002). General Recommendation 29: Decent-based Discrimination,
paras 6, 12 & 15) paras 80-81 );(CERD. (2007). Concluding Observations on India Report. UN D
oc. CERD/C/IND/CO/19, para. 25); CESCR. (2008). Concluding Observations on the India
State  Report. UN Doc.  CESCR E/C.12/IND/CO/5,  para. 52);  (CERD. (2002). General
Recommendation 29, paras 44-46)
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crimination in our education system. Most often it is children from SC, ST, Nomadic
Tribes, Muslim communities who are further discriminated in their particular context of
migration, child labour, conflict etc making them double-treble victims of  discrimination.
Girl children across the board are also discriminated in education and not given equal
opportunities or attention and are often the first victims based on family or school situa-
tions. The following long list of  children who are discriminated is an indication of  the
seriousness and the urgent need to combat discrimination in our schooling.

i)Children from Scheduled Caste communities, ii) children from scheduled tribe communities, iii)
children belonging to muslim communities, iv) children from nomadic and de-notified tribes, v) children
from particularly vulnerable tribes, vi) children with disabilities, vii) children living in urban slums, ix)
child labour, x) children belonging to families engaged in stigmatized occupations, xi) migrant children, xii)
children who do not speak the language being taught in school, xiii) children in conflict with law, xiv)
children affected by HIV-AIDS, xv) children affected by disasters, xvi) children in conflict areas, xvii)
girl children.

COMMON FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AND
VIOLENCE:

Studies have identified various forms of  discrimination and violence is being practiced
in education. These may be categorized along three major dimensions: -i) discrimination
to accessing education, ii) discrimination within education, iii) discrimination to develop-
ment and life opportunities through education.

In exploring access to education, discrimination includes the many conditions that
prevent children from having equal opportunities to access different levels of  education,
as well as having access to unequal qualities of  education. Lack of  pre-primary education
to prepare the child to schooling, lack of  different levels of  schools in the neighbourhood,
physical and social barriers that prevent children from accessing schooling, no admission
to children who are migrants or suffer from particular social or health reasons, lack of
particular market oriented or desired courses of  education, inability to access good quality
education owing to cost, non-availability of  seats etc. These discriminate a child from
accessing schooling, from accessing desired type of  schooling, from accessing equal qual-
ity of  schooling.

In exploring discrimination within education, many forms have been studied and re-
ported. It covers a wide range where children are seated at the back of  the classroom, are
not allowed to use the school facilities or equipments like other children, not paid adequate
attention in their learning, humiliated or de-motivated from learning, assigned discrimina-
tory non-acceptable tasks in schools, not allowed leadership positions, not given opportu-
nities to participate in school activities, not provided early education in ones language,
segregation in eating, drinking water or seating in classrooms in public schools, aside from
discrimination and ill-treatment from dominant community teachers or students, segre-
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gated from other children while eating, refusing to eat food cooked by SC cooks etc. There
are also cases where Dalit students are served from a distance, and several students bring
their own plates for fear of  utensils being touched by Dalit classmates. Girls from socially
excluded communities have either stopped mid-way through their schooling, or have suf-
fered mental tension due to instances of  discrimination, verbal abuse and harassment,
threats of  assaults as well as actual assaults on them by dominant caste teachers and stu-
dents.

All the above situations are against the norms of  human rights, social justice and
equality for disadvantaged children. They negatively impact their education, the stark re-
flection being in non-enrolment, dropping out and poor learning achievements. In the
above context and background the National Public Hearing (NPH) is held:

Purpose:
To promote non-discrimination and social inclusion in the school education system.

Objectives:
· To highlight the nature and forms of  discrimination and violence in educational

institution and bring it to public domain to be addressed;
· To sensitize the enforcement machinery on the nature of  discrimination and vio-

lence in education and the need to address them for promoting equitable quality
education with social inclusion.

· To identify existing measures and mechanisms within education and larger legislative
framework and their gaps in implementation

· To advocate with the State to enact a comprehensive ‘anti-discrimination in edu-
cation’ legislation to create a non-discriminatory inclusive environment in education.

Cases at the National Public Hearing
Cases from SC, ST and Muslim children, parents, SMC members and teachers will be

taken up in the Public Hearing.

Who can present cases:
1. Children – school age – 3 plus years till 18 years:

a. School going – discrimination/violence  inside the school/class room etc
b. Dropped out because of discrimination/violence

2. SC, ST, Muslim Parents
3. SC, ST, Muslim SMC members
4. SC, ST, Muslim teachers
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Nature and Forms of  Discrimination/Violence
1. Physical discrimination/violence
2. Emotional discrimination/violence
3. Sexual discrimination/violence
4. Social discrimination/violence
5. Educational Neglect

Spaces and Location of discrimination/violence
1. Behaviour inside the class room
2. In teaching and learning and academic support to students
3. Using school facilities – water, toilets, computers, libraries, sports, arts
4. Participation and leadership – festivals, functions, assembly
5. Task distribution in school/class room
6. Tasks prohibited to do in school/class room
7. Mid Day Meals
8. SMC Meetings - participation in meetings/schools
9. Parent Meetings – access, participation and comfort/discomfort in schools

Process of  the National Public Hearing:
· Identification of  incidents of  discrimination and violence experienced in schools,

related to education by children, parents, teachers, SMC member from Dalit, Tribal,
Muslim communities.

· Preparation of  testimonies along with documents in the form of  case briefs by part-
ner organizations.

· Representation of  the cases to the concerned commission – NCPCR, SC Commis-
sion, Tribal commission, Minority Commission, NHRC requesting them to send sum-
mons to the accused.

· Collation and classification of  the cases and preparation of  the jury kits.
· Identification of  jury members such as Retd Judges, academicians, Police officers,

Male and Female students, who will form part of  the Jury Panel.
· Public hearing on 19th May followed by interim recommendations
· Press release
· Public Hearing Report with recommendations submitted to NCPCR, MHRD, Com-

missions for follow up action. The partner Organizations will also take up the cases
for follow up at the State level.
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· Advocacy for anti-discrimination in education legislation.
· Public campaign on Zero discrimination in education.

Scope:
The Public hearing is national in its scope highlighting cases from across the country.

It covers multi-stakeholders who are discriminated and whose rights are violated.  30-35
cases will be documented in the jury kit. 15 of  the cases of  will be presented to the jury to
cross examine victims and perpetrators/concerned authorities. The jury makes recom-
mendations in the respective cases. The cases and the recommendations are compiled
together as the public hearing reports.

Date, venue
1919191919 t ht ht ht ht h May 2015 May 2015 May 2015 May 2015 May 2015

Const i t u t ion ClubConst i t u t ion ClubConst i t u t ion ClubConst i t u t ion ClubConst i t u t ion Club,,,,, R R R R Rafafafafaf i  Mari  Mari  Mari  Mari  Mar ggggg ,,,,, Ne Ne Ne Ne New  Delh iw  Delh iw  Delh iw  Delh iw  Delh i
10.00 am  t o 5.30 pm10.00 am  t o 5.30 pm10.00 am  t o 5.30 pm10.00 am  t o 5.30 pm10.00 am  t o 5.30 pm
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25% - HAM TAK…. KAB TAK?
SECTION 12 (1) ( C) - RIGHT TO EDUCATION ACT, 2009

REPORT - DELHI STATE PUBLIC HEARING
9th December, Deputy Speaker hall, Constitution Club, New Delh

Section 12 (1) (c ) of  the Right of  Children to Free and Compulsory Education (RTE) Act,
2009 states that a school specified in sub-clauses (III)1 and (IV)2 shall  admit in class 1, to the
extent of  at least 25 percent of  the strength of  that class, children belonging to weaker section or

disadvantaged group in the neighborhood and provide free and compulsory elementary education till
its completion.’ .. provided further that where a school imparts pre-school education, the provision

shall apply for admission to such pre-school education’.
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I
Context Setting

Mr. Karandeep Bhagat from the Centre for Social Equity and Inclusion (CSEI) initi-
ated the programme with the slogan of  Jai Bhim. He further steered the day’s programme
through the various sessions.

Setting the context, Ms Annie Namala, Ex. Director, CSEI, highlighted the dilemmas
around this section in the minds of  various stakeholders. Private schools had contested the
provision of  reserving seats for children from the Disadvantaged Groups (DG) and Eco-
nomically Weaker Sections (EWS) for various reasons ranging from constraints and chal-
lenges before their schools to challenges before the newly admitted children to cope up
and adjust. Foremost was also how children and parents from the economically well off
families will respond to their children studying with the children from the ‘not-so-well-off ’
backgrounds.  Given that education activists reiterate the role of  the state in providing
education, this section is seen as state strategy to escape their responsibility and also pro-
mote privatization through the back door.   Parents from the DG and EWS categories
keen to get their children  admitted in the hope of  ‘quality education’ were no less anxious
about how they will secure admission, manage costs and their child cope up.

However, CSEI has always viewed this section 12(1) (c) as providing an opportunity
where children from different communities and groups can assemble and learn from each
other. It also affirms our demand that state creates opportunities and equity measures for
the poor and disadvantaged communities to engage in all public spaces. It also provides
the opportunity for the children of  India to get to know and build friendships with chil-
dren they would otherwise not grow up with. It provides an opportunity to promote an
inclusive environment in education. Hopefully children who learn together will build the
nation together.

Mr. Ravi Prakash laid the context of  implementation of  Section 12(1) (c) and the
gaps therein. In the gaps are core violations of  the RTE Act as a whole. One of  the core
principles of  the RTE Act is free and compulsory education, which mandates no cost to
parents. However, this is blatantly flouted by the private schools, in relation to the students
admitted under the 25% reservations. Several ingenious methods are employed by the
private schools to avoid taking children within the 25% quota. For instance, the private
schools ask parents to bring a lot of  documents, even though some of  them are not
necessary. They discourage and even indirectly threaten parents that they will not be able
to bear the additional costs incurred, that the child will not be able to cope up with the
standard in the school. Some cases have come up where students’ collars were marked as
F/S (Freeship/Scholarship).This is an instance of  discrimination. In some other cases, it
has been found out that there are different gates for different groups of  students. He
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concluded by saying that children should enjoy learning at schools. If  that is not happen-
ing, state should ensure regulatory framework to make schooling enjoyable and inclusive
in the private schools too. The Public hearing will provide an opportunity to share the
constraints and concerns of  the parents and seek insights and recommendations from
experts which can then be shared with the private schools, regulatory bodies and the state
for necessary guidelines in implementation.

Delhi state has advantage, having implemented reservation under the Free-ship cat-
egory in private schools. The state came out with various guidelines in the implementation.
But the contestation continues and DG/EWS quota made news every year. Many parents
from the DG and EWS sections reported various problems in admitting their children
under the provision. Post admission problems have also begun to surface. The State Level
Public Hearing is an effort to highlight the issues to seek collective strategies to address
them.

II
Distinguished Jury Members

The select Jury consisted of  members from the civil society organizations, academia,
legal experts and media who have been engaged in promoting education as a right with
social justice, equity and social inclusion. They have in particular enunciated the rights of
children from the marginalized and socially excluded communities in accessing equitable
quality education with social inclusion and justice.

(Brief profile in Annexure 3)
1. Ms.  Farah Naqvi

2. Prof. Geetha B. Nambissan

3. Prof. Janaki Rajan

4. Adv. Khagesh B. Jha

5. Ms.  Maitreyi Shankar

6. Mr.  Rajiv Kumar,

7. Mr.  Rajneesh Kumar

III
Collaborating Organisations

Other civil society organizations (CSOs) and community led organizations (CLOs)
collaborated in identifying and encouraging parents to represent their issues before the
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public hearing.  They have consistently supported the children from Disadvantaged Groups
and Economically Weaker Sections to access their rights under the 25% reservation. Given
the concerns of  parents in raising such issues, the consistent engagement of  the CSOs/
CLOs in their communities gave them courage in the larger interest of  education. (Brief
profile in Annexure 4)

♦ Bachpan, Badhav, Bachav, Baatchit (B4) working in Kusumpur Pahadi, South Delhi,
led by Ms Sunita Chouhan

♦ Initiatives for Social Upliftment (ISU) working in Jama Masjid area in Central Delhi,
led by Ms Sajida Khanam

♦ Labour Education and Development Society (LEDS) working in Baljit Nagar
and Rohini, West Delhi, led by Ms Hemlata Kansotia

♦ Nai Umang Nai Socnh Society (NUNSS) working in Jaffrabad and Janta Mazdoor
Colony, East Delhi, led by Mr Mohammad Asif

♦ Joint Operation for Self  Help (JOSH) working in Kalyanpuri/Trilokpuri, East Delhi,
led by Ms Rekha Koli

♦ Deepshikha Samiti working in Jafarabad, Eidgaah road, North East Delhi By Mr.
Tajuddin Khan

IV
Delhi State Public Hearing

Overview
Ms. Chandrakanta Bharti, CSEI shared the overview of  the Public Hearing (PH):

Objectives of  the Public Hearing
� Review the existing systems and mechanisms in pre-during-post admission under this

section.

� Highlight the barriers and constraints faced by parents from DG and EWS categories in
accessing admissions under this provision.

� Review existing mechanisms of  support to parents and inclusion of  children within the
RTE Act.

� Make recommendations on necessary and desirable norms and standards for effective
implementation of this section.
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� Take forward the recommendations with the education administration and the
private schools to effectively implement the RTE Act

She further stated that The Public Hearing has documented 28 cases in detail from
across the different districts to showcase the nature of  constraints and barriers faced by
parents ‘pre-during-post’ admissions under the section. 12-15 parents from DG and EWS
categories will present their cases before the Jury, expanding upon the hurdles experi-
enced. Only sample cases are presented to showcase the diverse issues and problems in the
document and before the jury to identify necessary systemic readiness and support for
implementation of the Act.

Ms. Chandrakanta Bharti presented the implementation under the section in Delhi
state in 2015-16.

(data from http://www.edudel.nic.in/mis/Payroll/frmReportewsdgentrydistwise.aspx
in, collated in August 2015)
• 1186 (69%) schools had submitted the information regarding admissions under Sec-

tion 12 (1) ( c)
• 539 (31%) schools had not submitted the information under this provision.
• In the 1186 schools the Mandated seats are 25954 (25%), Allocated were 22616 (21.7%)

and Admitted-15169 seats under RTE section 12(1)(c) .
• Of  the mandated seats 25954, unfilled seats were 7447 (32.87%).
• 890 seats were left unfilled under Free-ship seats quota.
• 30 camps were held by the Delhi Equity Forum at the various locations given in the

map with the help of  local Community-Led Organizations (CLOs). Over 1000
grievances were received from the community members.

164576 applications were received by the 1186 schools for a total of 22616 seats under
Sec 12 (1) ( c). The number of  applications is surprisingly high when compared to 253675
applications received for 81198 seats in the open category.  This indicates the aspirations
and concerns of  parents from disadvantaged groups and economically weaker sections to
access ‘quality private schooling’ for their children.

(data from http://www.edudel.nic.in/mis/Payroll/frmReportewsdgentrydistwise.aspx,
as on 25th August 2015).

The numbers would be many more if  the numbers were gathered for –i) non-re-
ported schools, ii) unaided private schools registered with the MCD, iii) unregistered
schools.
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Nature of  Complaints by Parents regarding
Section 12 (1) (c )
(i) Cases where children were not admitted in the school.
(ii) Cases where extra costs is demanded by the school
(iii) Cases where parents were intimidated or not treated well.
(iv) Cases where schools impress upon parents that they are being charitable,

undermining the fact of the provision being a fundamental right.

VMs Chandrakanta Bharti along with members of  collaborating CSOs/

CLOs facilitated the presentation of  cases by family members.
Cases brought before the Jury

(the case numbers correspond to the serial number of  the cases documented for the
Public Hearing)

1. Case No. 1
Karolbagh – Ms Rajni Singh from Labour Education and Development Society (LEDS)

presented the case.

Salwaan Public school, Karolbagh, Delhi.
Pressure to take child away

 School was putting pressure on parents to remove the child saying that child is not
able to cope up, has poor learning capabilities. Parents are trying to cope up with additional
tuitions to child. The parents reported an average cost of  Rs.15000/year including Rs.
8000/year spent on tuitions. The school suggests that the parents should voluntarily (naam
katvavo) remove the child and admit in the government school where he will be better able
to manage. Parents also reported on the high cost for books, uniforms. The school also
has a system of  providing lunch for children at a cost. However, this child is not able to
join this group as parents cannot afford this cost. Even though the school bus goes through
their area, child is not using it owing to the cost. The child gets marked and discriminated
through these and the parents are concerned about its impact on the child and his learning.

Juries’ questions and suggestions
After hearing about the case, Ms. Farah Naqvi asked if  anyone from the NGOs had

talked to the principal and teachers. She advised that conversations should be started with
the school. She also suggested starting a dialogue with those schools which are progressive
and then subsequently bringing all the private schools on board and discussing with them
these issues.

After this, Ms. Nambissan asked for one clarification – whether schools are obligated
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to pay for costs incurred in extra-curricular activities, picnics etc. Mr. Khagesh an-
swered that section 3 of  the RTE talks about ‘any expenditure’, so every cost can be
included. But in Delhi, Delhi RTE rules have narrowed down section 3. Rule 8(1) men-
tions certain specific things. So, there is some ambiguity on this point. However, as held by
the Courts and under the RTE, every cost should be paid by the school.

On the issue of  whether conveyance costs would be paid by the school, there is some
ambiguity. This is because the neighborhood concept under the RTE does not take into
account the fact that in cities like Delhi, children can’t just walk to the school; they need
transport facilities. Further, as far as uniform is concerned, the government gives Rs 500 to
the government schools. Therefore, it gives the same amount to the private schools. But
this amount is not enough. The Court has also opined that the dress should be given in
kind.

Thus, even though there are slight ambiguities on certain issues, the RTE Act is quite
wide and it has been interpreted broadly by the Courts, and therefore all costs should be
covered by the school/government.

Other juries also observed that transportation is a big problem in Delhi. Responsibility
should be fixed and the government should reimburse transportation costs.  We should
not just ask the private schools to give the money, but also tell government to reimburse
properly.

2. Case No- 19
Trilokpuri/Kalyanpuri– Father presented the case

Ryan International School
Schools are not within 1 km radius and no receipt for fees
taken

The school had been taking Rs.450/-from the parents since 2 years. They do not know
for what this is being taken. They fear to ask concerned of  any negative impact on their
child. Parents would like the school to give them clarity on costs and also give receipt for
any fee.

3. Case No. 11
Kusumpur Pahadi,– Ms. Sunita Chouhan from Bachpan, Badhav, Bachav, Baatchit

(B4) presented the case

Chinmaya Vidyalaya, Vasant Vihar, South Delhi.
Admission Not transparent

The parents got letter from the school to say their child was successful in the draw.
That child can be admitted to school. When parents went to admit child, they were told the
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letter was mistake as another child by same name and same parent’s name was successful in
the draw and not their child. If  this was a mistake, it is surprising that the school did not
inform the parents earlier when they realized the mistake. School did not show any proof
of  how the mistake was made. Parents could not gain any clarity on how the mistake
occurred and the schools role in the same.

Juries’ questions and suggestions
Ms. Naqvi asked if  the observers were there. Mr. Rajeev said that there is a mandatory

provision of  videography of  the lottery process. The parents should go to the office of
Deputy Director, Education Department. If  the child’s name is there in the video, then the
department must take action.

4. Case No. 17
Nangloi– Grandfather of  the child presented the case

GRMMS School, Rishal Garden, Nangloi, West Delhi. Demand of
Income Certificate for child from DG category

Child gave caste certificate during admission. After admission income certificate was
demanded. Now every year income certificate is demanded. Parents gave the government
circular that income certificate is not needed for children from DG category and that even
if  income certificate is needed, it can be self-attested after year 1. Each year income certifi-
cate costs Rs. 2-3000/. Despite being informed about the circular and the clarity that DG
children do not need income certificate, school is unwilling to relent. Had filed GR on line,
and the issue was referred by the GR to school, no further follow up.

Juries’ questions and suggestions- Rajneesh observed that the institutions that
we are labeling as “schools” are they really schools, institutions of  learning?

5. Case No. 13
Kusumpur Pahadi , Child’s uncle presented the case DPS Vasant
Vihar South Delhi
DG child pushed out of  school citing the Income Certificate is not
authentic

Child’s name was drawn through lottery. Child was admitted to school. After 4 months,
in June 2015 parents were called to school and said the income certificate is not authentic.
Parent tried to explain how they got the certificate by submitting the necessary documents.
They requested for some time to verify the certificate and get any other necessary docu-
ment.  School did not give them any time, and asked them to remove the child at once.
Child is now at home as the school year has gone by.   Filed complaint before the DEO.
Dept said get new income certificate. Parents hope to apply again next year.
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Juries’ questions and suggestions
Mr. Khagesh Jha said that the school has acted with bad intent. He also asked whether

the school had given any written statement that the certificate was wrong. He said that
either the school may have given in writing that the certificate was fake or the school had
got a written submission by the parents that the certificate was fake. Parents said that the
school had taken something in writing from them, but they did not know what that was.

6. Case no. 20
Trilokpuri , Ms. Jyoti Mahore from joint action for social Help presented the case

Alcon Public School, Trilokpuri East Delhi
Non Transparency on Entitlements

The parents were given cheque for Rs.800/- in 2012 when the child was first
admitted. They think it was towards the uniform costs. They have not received cheque
after that. They are afraid to ask the school for clarity in this regard. School also has not
provided any information or clarity in the matter. Parents request that entitlements like
other children in the government schools be given to their child too to meet school
costs.

7. Case No. 9
Rajasthan Colony –– Mother of  the child presented the case

Currently admitted in unrecognized school as no school gave ad-
mission
Disability not admitted

Child has small disability in the feet and is not able to walk fast or long. Even when the
parents went to apply for the admission, school refused saying they cannot take care of
children with disability. School said that they do not have facility to give special attention to
children with disability.

Juries’ questions and suggestions
Mr. Khagesh told us that even now, the child should pursue for admission if  there are

seats vacant. And as per section 15 (RTE) admissions are open throughout the year. Ms.
Naqvi asked whether the school had given any formal reason for not admitting the child.
The parents said that the school took the pretext of  the 1 km neighbourhood provision.
Mr. Khagesh then asked if  there was any other child from the same colony who got
admitted in the same school. He also asked if  any NGO has taken any action in this regard.



Public Hearing on status of  implementation of  RTE Act, Sec-12.1(C) in Delhi State18

He advised that the parents should go to the Deputy Director, Education. Ms. Nambissan
asked if  there was any separate quota for specially-abled children within the DG quota.
Mr. Khagesh Jha answered that the Supreme Court had held against bifurcation within
the 25% in Delhi. However, a few states had disaggregation for different categories under
the 25%. He also clarified that the 1 km provision is just a priority, and not a compulsory
requirement.

10. Case No. 8
 Trilokpuri- Mother of  the child presented the case

Estate Public School, Mayur Vihar Phase 2
Distance criteria not clear

On the day of  lottery, parent was there, name of  the child came in the lottery. Other
parents from the same habitation objected as their children were denied saying the habita-
tion does not fall within the distance criteria. The school then withdrew the name of  the
child. The parent however approached the school with the local NGO (JOSH) and got
admission. They still are concerned about the various charges in the school in addition to
books and uniforms etc like– computer class, SMART class, picnics – approx 7-8000/year.

 There are disparities in how the distance criterion is interpreted by schools. Even the
actual distance may not be clear given that the urban habitations at times are extended
locations.

11. Case No. 2
Trilokpuri, Ms. Jyoti Mahore from joint action for social Help presented the case

Cosmos Public School, Mayur Vihar.
Cheating/Demand for fees for EWS/ DG

The child was admitted through the draw in the EWS category. After admission school
demanded the parent to pay Rs.2000/-as annual fees. Parent paid the fee in 2011-12. Later
coming to know that EWS children do not have to pay, they approached the school with
the local NGO (JOSH). School returned the Rs.2000/-. In the case Financial norms un-
clear and transactions unclear. Parents fear to ask on their own, without support.

Juries’ questions and suggestions
 Professor Janaki Rajan said that the requirement of  residence proof  certificate cre-

ates difficulties for people who live in rented apartments. Ms. Farah Naqvi observed that
the grievance redressal system was not working properly. Mr. Rajeev also observed that
the grievance redressal system was in a very bad shape. He said that his organization had
studied 700 cases of  grievances. In none of  these cases, the government called on the
parents and asked them what their grievances were. The department believes whatever is
said by the respondents, i.e., the school management or the principal.



Public Hearing on status of  implementation of  RTE Act, Sec-12.1(C) in Delhi State 19

The two mechanisms to handle grievances of  parents – GR mechanism and the DCPCR,
are not working well. Mr. Rajeev said that the government is intentionally not doing any-
thing. He gave one instance, where the department had asked the school principal about
quality of  water. The principal gave some reply and the department accepted that, without
conducting any inspection.

12. Case No- 16
Jama Masjid, Ms. Sajida Khanam from Initiatives for Social Upliftment (ISU)

along with parents presented the case

Happy School,
High Cost beyond fees

High cost of  schooling including with tuitions come to Rs.16090/year which is
difficult for the parents. The Parents are anxious about continuity of  child.

13. Case No- 15
Janta Mazdur Colony , Mother of  the child prasened the case

Huda Modern Public School
Discrimination/disregard to parents

Parent is single mother said that she does not receive any information from the school.
She is not informed about PTA meetings. School does not inform through child’s diary.
When parent reported that the additional costs is difficult for her to pay, school threatens
in a veiled manner that it will create ill-will with school and child may be made to sit
separate being from EWS category. The Parent feels disregard from school. Parent not
engaged in the learning of  the child in any way.

14. Case No. 18
JMC, Ms.Rekha from Deepshikha Samiti organisation presented the case.

Victor Public School,Zafarabad
School Misguided Parent

At the time of  admission, parents were told EWS quota was not applicable as per High
Court orders. Parents still admitted hoping to pay the fees. Later through RTI came to
know EWS quota is applicable. They reported matter to the DEO with the help of  the
local NGO (NUNSS). The school is now willing to educate the child without fees under
the general category. School is not willing to include the child under the EWS category
saying the seats are filled up already. The Parents are anxious if  the school will revert such
a provision later.
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15. Case No. 3
Mr. Mh. Asif  from Nai Umang Nai Socnh Society (NUNSS) presented the case

Pooja Public School, Zafarabad
No Information on their Entitlements

Parent came to know that children are eligible for Rs.600/year scholarship. She has no
information from school regarding this. They are afraid to ask for any information or
clarity from the school. They hope that if  some financial support is available from the state
for the child, it will contribute to meeting their financial burden. They reported they spend
about Rs.7000/ year for child at present. As the child goes to the next class, they fear that
they will also have to provide tuition which will hike up the financial burden further.

16. Case No- 26
 Sarai Rohilla Ms. Sarita Labour Education and Development Society (LEDS) pre-

sented the case.

Om Prakash Bal Mandir Public School,Sarai Rohilla
Schools unwilling to admit NT-DNT community child

The family belongs to the ND-DNT community and live making iron instruments for
home and farm. The mother being educated to class 7, was very keen to educate her child
in a private school. She applied in the nearby private school even though she was not aware
of  the DG/EWS provisions. The school did not encourage her nor tell her about the
DG/EWS provision. They only put fear in her saying it costs Rs.10000/year in the school.
The local NGO (LEDS) encouraged her to apply under the DG/EWS category. As the
school was not willing to accept the application, a complaint was filed in the MCD office
against the school. The school called up the local NGO and threatened them regarding the
complaint. The mother does not think of  admitting her child anywhere now and the child
is at home.

The NT-DNT community is farthest away from education. Despite being residents of
Delhi for many years, they do not have any document to prove residence. Need further
special support to bring them in.

17. Case No. 25
 Rajasthan colony , Ms. Hemlata Kansotita from Labour Education and Development

Society (LEDS) presented the case

Dayanand Model Public School, Patel Nager
Threatened to visit home to verify if  they will manage the additional
school costs
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The parents were keen to admit their youngest child at least to the private schools. The
two older ones were already in the government schools. For two years, they applied in all
the nearby schools. In the second year, the child got selected in the waiting list in the
school. The school asked the parents to come for admission. As the child was already
going to the local government school, parents requested for two days to submit the birth
certificate. Management said it needs to be done in two hours. Further the Principal asked
how the parents will meet approx Rs.4500/ which will be additional costs per month.
When they said they will somehow do it, Principal asked about their home conditions and
work conditions. Management even threatened to send someone to verify the home con-
ditions if  they will be able to meet the additional costs. The parents are felt too anxious and
threatened and decided to give up the seat and not admit their child. Even when the local
NGO tried to support them, they were too scared to admit the child. Child is now in the
local government school.

18. Case no-23
Kusumpur Pahadi,  Child’s aunt presented the case

Surajbhan DAV Public School, Vasant Vihar.
Money taken during admission

The parents kept tracking the school for admission. They were told that the child will
be admitted. But the admission was given after the regular round of  admission – almost
two months. School took Rs.1000/ for diary during admission. Parents did not make any
complaint. In the next year the school took Rs.500/- diary.  School includes child in school
programmes as if  these are routine activities of  the school and has no extra charge. Later
parents are told they have to pay. Parents are unable to bear charges and school drops the
child from programmes. This is a discrimination and even trauma on the child. School also
instructs parents to buy school books and materials only from a particular shop and not
others. School does not clarify what costs are expected during the year. The demands
come all of a sudden.

19. Case No. 3
Jama Masjid  Ms.Sajida khanam from Initiatives for Social Upliftment (ISU)  presented

the case.

Happy School, Jama Masjid.
Pushed out owing to disability

Now the child is in A ONE Public School after dropped out. Disability & Discrimi-
nation-

Child has a small speech disability, not clear in speaking. The child got admission and
attended school for 2 months. There was continuous pressure on the parents to take the



Public Hearing on status of  implementation of  RTE Act, Sec-12.1(C) in Delhi State22



Public Hearing on status of  implementation of  RTE Act, Sec-12.1(C) in Delhi State 23



Public Hearing on status of  implementation of  RTE Act, Sec-12.1(C) in Delhi State24

child out that she was not coping up. One day the child did potty in the class room and
mother was called to take child out again. Then after that child refusing to go to school and
dropped out. School says they have no facilities to teach children with disability. School
said that they do not have additional help to take care of  children with disability. Teachers
not be trained on working with children with disabilities.

VI
Jury Suggestions and Recommendations

In addition to their recommendations on individual cases brought before them, the
jury shared their overall insights and recommendations at the close of  the public hearing.
They were categorical that the provision of  25% reservation for Disadvantaged (DG) and
Economically Weaker Sections (EWS) in private schools needs to be fully implemented
and ensured. This in their opinion was important to facilitate children from diverse back-
grounds to grow up together in the framework of  the Constitution towards nation build-
ing.  Education experiences world over proves that diversity in the class room where chil-
dren from different backgrounds, culture and knowledge systems learn together is impera-
tive for promoting quality education.  It was clear that families were keen to have their
children admitted in private schools in the hope of quality education and a better fu-
ture. However they still needed specific information at the right time and further
support to apply and access the provision. The private schools were still way high above
them in the power hierarchy and they did not feel confident to approach them or seek
clarification. The CSOs/CLOs have great role to play here. The jury also felt that it was
important to start conversations and dialogue with the private schools, some of  who
are supportive of  the provision and see its relevance in furthering quality education. Be-
ginning with them conversation can start on identifying the constraints and barriers both
for the schools and the parents and children and seek ways to address them. The state
needs to be in the conversation to create the systems and guidelines for effective imple-
mentation.  Currently there are also Private Schools forums which can also anchor some
of  these discussions. Parents from DG and EWS have over and over emphasized two
issues today – the crippling cost of  private education and the way schools treated them
and their children. Families are spending additionally between Rs. 7000/- to Rs.15000/-
per year for a child. This is a huge sum for a family that may be earning about Rs.10,000-
Rs.12000/-month in the city. The jury recommended that as per the rights under the RTE
Act, these children should also be provided free and compulsory education. There needs
more in-depth discussion between the state and the schools in this regard and practi-
cal solutions be drawn out.  Like parents, some schools may also have genuine problems in
subsidizing the children. An important responsibility on the part of  schools is to provide
a friendly and supportive environment to children and parents that is based on mutual
respect and dignity. Parents reported their feelings of  being dis-respected, not heard, over-
looked and condemned in their interaction with the schools. In addition, parents also
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wished to be more informed and engaged in their children’s schooling. Schools have an
important role to ensure non-discrimination and encouragement to all these children
be they in learning or co-curricular activities. School management should ensure teacher
orientation and support in this regard. CSO/CLOs having insights into the community
can play an important role to support such a process in the schools.  The very nascent
Grievance Redress mechanism needs strengthening, beginning with the schools, de-
partment and the Delhi Commission for Protection of  Child Rights (DCPCR). It was
encouraging to see some efforts in this direction from the CSOs/CLOs and the commu-
nity. The same may be pursued to build a robust system with the state.  An overarching
concern was about the learning in the private schools. Jury discussed that private schools
also provide a wide variety in terms of  their costs, functioning and systems. There needs to
be systematic research on private schools to understand their functioning and contri-
bution to promoting quality education. Privatisation of  education has not created equal
opportunities for the poor and disadvantaged. Hence even as we promote the right to
equity and inclusion in education, the state responsibility to promote quality education
need to be emphasized. At this time, it is also important to locate the public role of
private education within the overall education system of  the state.   

 The more specific suggestions and recommendations are given below

1. Mr. Mazhar Hussain
(i) The public hearing has raised a lot of  serious problems in the implementation of  the

Act.
(ii) Parents need to be guided and supported during admission process as well as in cases

where they face problems after the child is admitted.
(iii) All material things should be provided by the school. For instance, uniforms, books,

transportation costs, costs of  projects and school outings. In the absence of  such
provision, there will be incomplete inclusion.

(iv) There should be no discrimination against children.
(v) Children from the EWS and DA categories should be encouraged and supported to

do well in studies and school.
(vi)  The Grievance Mechanism needs to be strengthened. The government should create

some helpline number also.

2. Prof. Geetha Nambissan
(i) Parents need to be made fully aware of  their rights under the RTE.
(ii) We need to initiate a dialogue with the private schools so that they don’t oppress the

children and parents from the EWS and DG categories.
(iii) There is also the need to distinguish between DG and EWS categories and track that
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children from both categories are admitted. There is every possibility for the DG
category to be overlooked. This needs clarity building among schools managements.

(iv) Teachers need to be provided training on how to handle diversity in the classrooms.
(v) We need to unpack the concept of  “private school” - is there a major difference

between private and government schools? There is a range of  private schools. Private
schools are very stratified, there are some which are very bad, there are some which
are really good. So, we need to find out what is happening inside the schools?

(vi) We need to strengthen the state system of  education
(vii) We need systematic studies on the present schooling system.

3.  Ms. Farah Naqvi
(i) There is systemic discrimination against children from marginalized sections.
(ii) There should be no compromise on implementing the 25 % reservation in private

schools.
(iii) Schools should bear all the expenses.
(iv) While conducting any study of  the schools, the condition of  EWS and DA category

students should be studied.  Studies should be conducted examining how integration
of  children from EWS and DA category students is happening

(v) We need good models of  integration; for this, studies of  some good private schools
should be conducted.

(vi) We need to have a dialogue with the schools.
(vii) NGOs should play a very active role in implementing RTE. All NGOs should adopt

one school, and see if  the implementation is being properly done.

4. Prof. Janaki Rajan
(i) Government should bear all the expenses.
(ii) The total number of  seats available under the EWS and the DA categories in private

schools caters to a very small number of  children. So, we need to focus on strength-
ening the government school system and try to pressurize the government to adopt
common schooling system.

(iii) The Delhi government should make a database which should contain information
about all EWS category students who have applied to schools but could not get
admission and those who got dropped out after being admitted.

(iv) The government has said that the 3% education cess should be utilized for Disadvan-
taged Group purposes. It needs to be checked if  this is being done or not.

(v) The system of  remedial education needs to be strengthened.
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5. Mr. Rajneesh Kumar
(i) We should fight against the increasing privatization in education, health and other

basic sectors.

6. Ms.  Maitreyi Shankar
(i) We need to unite the parents and encourage them to form their own forums for

implementing the section.
(ii) School management and teachers need to be given training on how to handle these

issues sensitively.
(iii)  Responsibility of  officers should be fixed.
(iv)  We need to bring out the success stories where parents fought and won against

insensitive school management or government bureaucracy and publicize these.

7. Mr. Rajeev Kumar
(i) There are a lot of  problems regarding the implementation of  the RTE, event there is

some awareness about this law.
(ii)  We should take the matters of  non-implementation or violation of  the law to the

Court.

8. Adv. Khagesh Jha
(i) We need to look at the entire scheme of  the RTE and ensure that it is totally imple-

mented, in letter and spirit, not just any particular section like section 12(1)(c )
(ii) Section 3(2) of  the RTE says that the government should remove all the barriers, like

those of  documentation etc. It is the duty of  the government to reach the people and
remove all bottlenecks. The duty of  parents is only to get the child admitted in the
school.

(iii) We need to take individual cases to courts and set an example for other schools so
that they do not violate the law.

(iv) Parents need to be made aware that this is a right and not a matter of  charity.

VII
Conclusion and Way Forward
Civil Society Voice

Dr. Bharat Singh from the Delhi RTE forum has long-standing experience working
on child rights and education rights in Delhi state. He said people are aware about the poor
condition of  schooling in Delhi and also the status of  RTE implementation. But the ques-
tion is how to address these systemic issues. As far as the private schools are concerned,
these are run only to get as much profits as possible. They are not concerned with a child’s
well being and were never interested in teaching poor children or children from Disadvan-
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taged groups. He suggested that we should involve all the stakeholders and then work
towards the implementation of  the RTE.

Mr. Vishnu Khurana from Samvedna Institute spoke on the conditions in schools
from the perspective children with special needs. He said that there are a lot of  infrastructural
and attitudinal problems in schools. Many developed nations have special teachers like
speech therapists etc in the classrooms. According to him, should procure professional
help for such children.

Ms. Annie Namala
The Public Hearing has provided a glimpse into the teething problems in the imple-

mentation of  the 25% provision. The important task is to set the system in place both with
the administration and the schools. The provision should be seen in its potential for pro-
moting diversity, social inclusion and social justice to, in and through schooling. There is
need for the various stakeholders to come together in the implementation. The civil soci-
ety is actively engaged with the community and children and has also been engaged in
advocacy. Social Jurist has been a strong voice strengthening the implementation of  the
RTE Act through legal interventions. The support of  the academia and media are equally
important in promoting the implementation in its overarching purpose and objectives. We
look forward to taking the process forward and look forward to the collaboration and
support of  all stakeholders.

Further Annie thanked the parents and relatives who have been engaged in the imple-
mentation of  the provision. She acknowledged the courage and effort in raising these
issues, despite the anxiety of  its implications on their children and themselves. She thanked
each of  the jury members for giving their time and valuable insights into the different
issues raised through the cases. She thanked the civil society organizations that have sup-
ported the parents in bringing these cases to the public hearing. The CSOs/CLOs have
been the strength and support to the parents and their communities. She thanked
Chandrakanta Bharti for anchoring the public hearing partnering with the CSOs/CLOs,
documenting the cases and facilitating the hearing. She thanked Karan for steering the
process of  the day in a very engaging and interesting manner. Siddharth Parmar supported
the process through documenting the entire process and Prem for video-documenting.
The entire team of  CSEI has worked as a big team with Dolly Paswan in administration
and logistics, Ram Yatan in the finance and all team. OXFAM, in particular Ravi Prakash
and Maju Varghese have been co-travelers in the entire journey.
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Jury member on the public hearing
on RTE sec-12 1 C

Ms.  Farah NaqviFarah Naqvi is writer, activist and
consultant. For over two decades she has been involved
in democratic interventions on issues of  minority rights,
gender rights, justice, communalism and violence against
women. She has worked with survivors, followed-up with
investigative agencies, networked women’s groups, docu-
mented and shared information and undertook
fundraising and policy advocacy with the government.
Farah is one of  the founder members of  Nirantar, a civil
society organization working on gender and education.
Farah was also member of  the National Advisory Coun-
cil (NAC) during UPA government. She has been serving
as Board member of  OXFAM in Delhi.  A post-graduate
from Columbia University, Farah has done notable work
in the area of  broadcast journalism.

Prof. Geetha B. NambissanGeetha Nambissan is
writer and Sociologist, currently teaching at Zakir Husain
Centre for Educational Studies, School of  Social Sciences
in Jawaharlal Nehru University. She has considerable work
on education of  Dalits, Adivasis and Girls; Poverty, dis-
advantage and privilege in education; the private sector
and schooling as business.  Geetha has many publications
on poverty, exclusion and educational issues. Poverty Re-
duction and Policy for the Poor between the State and
Private Actors: Education Policy for the Poor in India
since the Nineteenth Century, Education and Social Jus-
tice in the Era of Globalisation - India and the UK and
Child Labour, Social Exclusion and Household Liveli-
hoods are some of  her collaborative research projects.

Annexure -2
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Prof. Janaki RajanJanaki Rajan is a leading educa-
tionist, currently teaching in the Department of  Teacher
Training and Non-formal Education at Jamia Millia
Islamia. She served as the Director, State Council of  Edu-
cational Research and Training (SCERT), Delhi from
2000-2006. She has been associated with teacher train-
ing, curriculum development and material development
for the government and Municipal Corporation schools
of Delhi. She initiated “Culture Quest”, an on-line
programme for government schools of  Delhi with state
schools in New York, in collaboration with the City Col-
lege of  City University of  New York. She holds a doc-
toral degree in Cognitive Development of  Children, a
Masters in Psychology, English and Education and a Bach-
elors Honours Degree in Chemistry. She is a firm be-
liever in the transformative power of  the people and leaves
no opportunity to promote the same.

Adv. Khagesh B. JhaAdvocate Khagesh B. Jha is a
Lawyer at Delhi High Court and an Education Activist.
He is associated with Social Jurist, a group that is actively
engaged in promoting education rights of  children in the
Delhi state. It uses Public Interest Litigation as one of
the major tools to defend the right of  downtrodden.
Khagesh Jha has consistently helped evolve jurisprudence
on Section 12 (1) (c ) on the implementation of 25%
reservation for children from the Disadvantaged Group
and Economically Weaker Sections in Delhi state. This
has resulted in the High Court clarifying and expanding
their rights in the state. Khagesh is also active on the larger
issues in education and health rights.

Ms.  Maitreyi ShankarMaitreyi Shanker is an activ-
ist working for workers rights in the state of  Maharashtra.
She is actively engaged in promoting and strengthening a
union of  the Waste Pickers in Pune city - Kagad Kach
Patra Kashtakari Panchayat (KKPKP), a trade union of
waste pickers. KKPKP is also active in social issues in
campaigns and struggles like violence, rape and sexual
violence, child marriage, and child labour. As part of  the
work of  KKPKP, Maitreyi and colleagues have actively
supported the children from the union members to ac-
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cess admission under Section 12 (1) (c ). They have suc-
cessfully admitted children and keenly track the different
issues related to pre-during and post admissions.

Mr.  Rajiv Kumar, Rajiv Kumar is founder di-
rector of  Pardarshita, a civil society organization actively
engaged in the rights of  children, particularly rights in
education. Pardarshita is keenly engaged in issues against
corruption, ensuring transparency & accountability in
Public Governance Systems so as to empower the
marginalized sections of  society. Rajiv has been instru-
mental in tracking the implementation under Section 12
(1) (c ) demanding the rules and guidelines be followed
meticulously. He has also been instrumental in tracking
provisions under the Right to Education Act 2009 in the
state. Rajiv is Convener of  the Delhi State RTE Forum
and actively campaigns to make education a right and
political issue.

Mr.  Rajneesh Kumar Rajneesh works as Asso-
ciate Editor in a fortnightly UTs Voice, an English maga-
zine that focuses on the Union Territories. He has a long
history of  working with the print media, both newspa-
pers like Hindustan, Dainik Jagran, Amar Ujala; and maga-
zines like Yojana & Grihalakshmi, Grassroot. Mr. Rajneesh
is an ideologue of  Dalit-Bahujan movement. He is a writer
and through his continuous and intense writing has
brought out the issues of  socially excluded communities
to focus of  the media world. 
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Annexure -3
Collaborating Civil Society Organizations and Community Led Or-
ganizations
1. Labour Education Development Society (LEDS), initiated its activities in 1999

with the aim of  organizing and mobilizing unorganized sector workers at Jaipur,
Rajasthan on the issues of  better working conditions and comprehensive employ-
ment and social security. The activities consist of  conducting training workshops,
mass meetings, information dissemination, capacity building, campaigns, advocacy
and lobbying for the betterment of  unorganized sector worker. LEDS want envis-
ages a classless society and labours and children, which only can be come about through
the economic empowerment of  the Deprives. LEDS Approach is addresses child
education, welfare, health, and social development issues. From a social as well as
gender equality and equity framework and Right based approach. LEDS following
the Ideology is Every citizen has right to live with dignity; State is obligate to ensure
citizen rights to work, food and shelter. LEDS is working for the empowerment of
underprivileged communities, particularly the Dalit and construction labour; Woman
and Children of  urban and rural areas to actualize their rights.

2. Joint Operation for Self  Help (JOSH) (http://www.josh4india.org) is working in
Trilokpuri and kalyanpuri aria of  East Delhi . Activities of  JOSH has mainly been
with students in colleges and universities of  Delhi and other states also. Spreading
awareness about the Right to Information Act has been main focus of  JOSH . RTI is
one of  the most effective tool to fight corruption and any form of  unjustified use of
power. This act can become an answer for many of  the problems of  the present time.
Josh’s  aim is to help and support the students and young professionals and commu-
nity to use RTI Act, to claim for their rights and also address larger social concerns..
JOSH is the space in which ideas are questioned and youth activitism engendered.

3. Initiative for social up liftment (ISU) is working at Dariyaganj, jama masjid aria in
central Delhi. ISU focus group is Muslim community. They are working for health
and education of  the community. Through the health facility by government for
marginalize community they are working on health issue and by Implementation of
the RTE act 2009 ISU is targeting the education of  the marginalize community.
Through the community youth volunteer they are making the leadership with in youth
and capacitating to them for work on the issues.

4. Nai Umang Nai Sonch Society (NUNSS)- is working in the North East Delhi at
Janta Mazdur colony, zafarabad. This aria is Muslim populated aria. People are com-
ing from neighbor state to find the work staying in this aria also it’s a un Authorize
colony and the basic facility are not present there so education of  the children too.
We can find the child labour in this aria. So the organization is working on the issue
of  basic facility provided by state help to community to get it and implementation of
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the RTE Act, 2009 fully. The Organization also working with youth on their leader-
ship and capacity building by ruining youth center.

5. Bachpan, Badhana, Bachav, Batcheet (B4)- This organization is working in the
aria name Kusumpur Pahadi of  south west Delhi. Kusumpur Pahadi is a Un- autho-
rizes colony and the basic facility like water and electricity are not present there and
the population here is schedule caste mostly. The people of  the neighbor state are
coming to Delhi for find the work and mostly staying in the aria. So the organization
also situated in the same aria and working with the community. B4 runs Education
resource center and the youth tech Hub also for children and youth leadership. The
focus of  the organization is fully implementation of  the RTE act, 2009.

6. Deepshikha Samiti has been working with the communities in different parts of
NCR Delhi since 1994 The organization has working on Health, education livelihood
for the marginalize community in the zafarabad aria of  north ease Delhi. The aria is
migrant and child labor prone aria. Basic facility is all most disappear in the Aria.

1 A school belonging to a specified category

2 An unaided school not receiving aid or grants from the local authority or the appropriate government
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25% - ge rd----dc rd\ge rd----dc rd\ge rd----dc rd\ge rd----dc rd\ge rd----dc rd\

vuqPNsnvuqPNsnvuqPNsnvuqPNsnvuqPNsn 12 (1) ( C) – f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;ef”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;ef”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;ef”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;ef”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 2009

fnYyh esa fdz;kUo;u ,oa lacaf/kr lkexzhfnYyh esa fdz;kUo;u ,oa lacaf/kr lkexzhfnYyh esa fdz;kUo;u ,oa lacaf/kr lkexzhfnYyh esa fdz;kUo;u ,oa lacaf/kr lkexzhfnYyh esa fdz;kUo;u ,oa lacaf/kr lkexzh

laf{kIr fooj.klaf{kIr fooj.klaf{kIr fooj.klaf{kIr fooj.klaf{kIr fooj.k

ifjp; ,oa i‘BHkwfeifjp; ,oa i‘BHkwfeifjp; ,oa i‘BHkwfeifjp; ,oa i‘BHkwfeifjp; ,oa i‘BHkwfe

cPpksa ds fy, fu”kqYd ,oa vfuok;Z f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj (RTE) Act, 2009 ds vuqPNsn 12 (1) (c )
mi&vuqHkkx  (III)1 ,oa(IV)2 ;g lqfuf”pr djrk gS fd Ldwy igyh d{kk esa d{kk dh {kerk ds 25

izfr”kr iM+ksl ds cPps detksj oxZ ;k lqfo/kkghu ;k oafpr lewg ls nkf[kyk fd;k tk,xkA mUgsa fu”kqYd

,oa vfuok;Z f”k{kk mudh izkFkfed f”k{kk iwjh gksus rd nh tk,xhA---tgka izh Ldwy dk izko/kku gS ogka ;s

izko/kku izh Ldwy f”k{kk ls “kq: gksxsaA*

• futh f”k{kk laLFkkuksa esa Hkh lkoZtfud mn~ns”; ds fy, ;s izko/kku ekU; gksaxsA

• futh xSj lgk;rk izkIr Ldwy Hkh fo”ks’k lkekftd ,oa vkfFkZd i`‘BHkwfe ds cPpksa fy, ekU; gkasxsA

• blls fofHkUu lkekftd ,oa vkfFkZd i`‘BHkwfe ds cPpksa dks ,d lkFk f”k{kk xzg.k djus dk volj

feysxk vkSj blls f”k{kk dk mn~ns”; iwjk gksxka

• bl izko/kku ds vuqlkj lHkh cPps ,d lkFk f”k{kk izkIr djus dk ykHk ys ldsaxsA

f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dk ;g vuqPNsn dbZ n‘f’V;ksa ls f”k{kk dk;ZdrkZvksa ds fy, fo”ks’k :Ik ls

egRoiw.kZ gSA D;k ;g fiNys njokts ls f”k{kk ds futhdj.k esa xqIr :Ik ls izos”k gS\ D;k ;g cPpksa dh

f”k{kk ds fy, ljdkj dk viuh ftEesnkjh ls eqDr gksus dk ,d dne gS\ D;k bl izko/kku esa futh Ldwyksa

dks /kedk;k x;k gS\ D;k ljdkj futh Ldwyksa ij fu;U=.k djus tk jgh gS\ futh Ldwy vius laLFkkuksa

ds ewY;ksa dk dSls izcU/k djsaxs\ D;k vfHkHkkod ,oa cPps Nk=ksa ds bl feJ.k dks Lohdkj djsaxs\ ftu cPpksa

dh “kSf{kd i`‘BHkwfe ,oa fuiq.krk vHkh i<+ jgs cPpksa ds leku ugha gSa mudk lkeuk Ldwy dSls djsaxs\ D;k

blls Ldwy dh ;ksX;rk ,oa fo”oluh;rk derj ekuh tk,xh\ tks vfHkHkkod bu izko/kkuksa ds vUrxZr bu

Ldwyksa esa vIykbZ djsaxs D;k os bl ckr ls fpfUrr ugha gksxs fd D;k esjs cPps dks nkf[kyk feysxk\ D;k

esjk cPpk igys ls i<+ jgs cPpksa dk lkeuk dj ik,xk\ D;k esjs cPps ds lkFk HksnHkko fd;k tk,xk\ D;k

eSa vius cPps ds Lrj dks ml Ldwy ds vuqlkj izca/k dj ikmaxk\ bu izko/kkuksa ds vUrxZr ftu cPpksa dk

nkf[kyk fd;k tkuk gS os bu tfVy iz”uksa ds fy, cgqr NksVs gSa!
bl izko/kku ds f[kykQ futh Ldwyksa ds laxBuksa }kjk cgqr&ls vfHk;ksx fd, x,A ;g ekeyk rc

1tks Ldwy fo”ks’k Js.kh ls lacaf/kr gSA

2xSj lgk;rk izkIr Ldwy tks fdlh LFkkuh; vf/kd‘r laLFkk vFkok ljdkj ls lgk;rk ;k vuqnku izkIr ugha dj jgk gksA

Annexure -4
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Li’V gqvk tc lqizhedksVZ us bl izko/kku dk leFkZu fd;k vkSj vizSy 2012 esa bls laoS/kkfud oS/krk iznku

dhA gkykafd lVhd la[;k esa miyC/k lhVksa dh la[;k bl izko/kku ds vUrxZRk fuf”pr gksuk ckdh FkhaA

ij ;g izko/kku fd;k x;k fd nl o’kksZa esa ,d djksM+ cPpksa dks ns”kHkj esa ;g YkkHk fn;k tk,A

II

f”k{kk dk mn~ns”;f”k{kk dk mn~ns”;f”k{kk dk mn~ns”;f”k{kk dk mn~ns”;f”k{kk dk mn~ns”;

f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj dkuwu ds vuqPNsn 29 ,oa la;qDr jk’Vª cky vf/kdkj lEesyu (UNCRC) ds

vuqlkj tks leh{kk dh xbZ og ljdkjh ,oa futh nksuksa ds fy, izklafxd gS og fuEu gS %

 f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vuqPNsn 29¼2½f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vuqPNsn 29¼2½f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vuqPNsn 29¼2½f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vuqPNsn 29¼2½f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vuqPNsn 29¼2½  tc “kSf{kd laLFkku f”k{kk ds ikB~;dze vkSj mlds ewY;kadu dh

izfdz;k “kq: djsa rks fuEu ij fopkj djsa %

a) lafo/kku esa mfYyf[kr ewY;ksa dk vuqikyu

b) cPps dk lokZaxh.k fodkl

c) cPps dh izfrHkk] {kerk ,oa Kku c/kZu

d) cPps dh “kkjhfjd ,oa ekufld ;ksX;rkvksa dk iwjk fodkl

e) fdz;kdykiksa }kjk fl[kkuk] cPps ds vuqdwy ekgkSy esa [kkst ,oa Ik;Zos{k.k ,oa cky&dsfUnzr

O;ogkj

f) le>kus dk ek/;e tgka rd laHko gks cPps dh ekr‘Hkk’kk esa

g) cPps dks Hk; eqDr djuk] fpUrk vkSj lnesa ls cpkuk rFkk cPpk vius fopkj LorU= :Ik

ls O;Dr dj lds blesa enn djukA

h) cPps dks Kku dh le> vkSj mldk mi;ksx dh {kerk dk foLr‘r ,oa yxkrkj ewY;kadu

la;qDr jk’Vª cky vf/kdkj laEesyu dk vuqPNsn 29la;qDr jk’Vª cky vf/kdkj laEesyu dk vuqPNsn 29la;qDr jk’Vª cky vf/kdkj laEesyu dk vuqPNsn 29la;qDr jk’Vª cky vf/kdkj laEesyu dk vuqPNsn 29la;qDr jk’Vª cky vf/kdkj laEesyu dk vuqPNsn 29 dqN blh rjg dh ckr dgrk gS fd cPps dh

f”k{kk esa fuEu ckrsa “kkfey gksa %

a) cPps ds O;fDrRo fodkl] mldh izfrHkk “kkjhfjd ,oa ekufld dk iwjh rjg fodkl

b) cPpksa esa la;qDr jk’Vª ds pkVZj esa mfYyf[kr fl)kUrksa] cqfu;knh LorU=rkvksa rFkk ekuo vf/kdkjksa ds

izfr lEeku dk fodklA

c) cPps esa vius ekrk&firk ds izfr lEeku] mldh viuh laLd‘fr dh igpku] Hkk’kk ,oa ewY;] ftl ns”k

esa cPpk jgrk gS mlds jk’Vªh; ewY;ksa] ftl ns”k esa cPps dk tUe gqvk gks] mldh viuh lH;rk ls

vyx lH;rk ds izfr lEeku dk fodkl djukA

d) LorU= lekt esa ftEesnkjhiw.kZ thou thus ds fy, cPps dks rS;kj djuk] le>us dh {kerk] “kkfUr]

lgu”khyrk] ySafxd lekurk] lHkh yksxksa ls ca/kqRo] jk’Vªh;] uLyh; ,oa /kkfeZd lewg ,oa Lons”kh tUe

ds O;fDr;ksa ds izfr lEeku dh cPpksa dks RkS;kjh djokukA

e) izkd‘frd okrokj.k ds izfr lEeku dk fodklA
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f”k{kk dh Hkwfedk ,oa mn~ns”; cPpksa dks muds LokLF; ,oa thou Hkyh izdkj ft,a blds fy, cM+s

lekt ds izfr ln~Hkko lkFk gh izkd‘frd okrkoj.k ds izfr lEeku dh Hkkouk dk fodkl djuk gSA ;g

i<+us&fy[kus] fo’k;ksa esa ;ksX;rk ds vykok lekt esa ,dhd‘r dh Hkkouk iSnk djus dh Hkkouk dk cPps esa

fodkl djsa pkgs ;g f”k{kk ljdkj }kjk nh tkrh gks ;k ftuh f”k{kk laLFkkuksa ds }kjkA

III

fnYyh jkT; esa fdz;kUo;ufnYyh jkT; esa fdz;kUo;ufnYyh jkT; esa fdz;kUo;ufnYyh jkT; esa fdz;kUo;ufnYyh jkT; esa fdz;kUo;u

vuqPNsn 12 (1) (c ) ds izko/kku ds fdz;kUo;u ds laca/k esa o’kZ 2004 esa futh Ldwyksa esa vkfFkZd :Ik

ls detksj cPpksa dk nkf[kyk djkus esa fnYyh esa igys vuqHko dk ykHk feykA lekt”kkfL=;ksa }kjk eqdnek

thrus ij ftu futh Ldwyksa us fj;k;rh ewY; ij tehu yh Fkh mUgsa 20%  vkfFkZd :Ik ls detksj oxZ

ds cPpksa dk nkf[kyk ysuk FkkA ;g fu”kqYd i<+kus dk izko/kku Qhl ls NqVdkjs ds lkFk gh fdlh Hkh izdkj

dh ihVh, ;k dksbZ vU; izdkj dk “kqYd fl[kkus&i<+kus ls eqDr FkkA3 o’kksZa ls ljdkj fj;k;rh njksa ij

Ldwyksa dks Hkwfe nsus ,oa vuqPNsn 12 (1) (c ) ds izko/kku ds rgr ,slk dj jgh FkhA

 blds vykok] lqfo/kkghu ;k oafpr lewgksa (DG) ,oa vkfFkZd :Ik ls detksj oxksaZ (EWS) ds cPpksa

ds vfHkHkkod futh Ldwyksa esa vius cPpksa ds nkf[kyksa dks ysdj vkus okyh cgqr&lh ijs”kkfu;ksa dh f”kdk;r

dj jgs FksA vxLr 2015 esa o’kZ 2014&15 esa nkf[kys esa vkbZ leL;kvksa4 esa  bl izko/kku ds vUrxZr bl

csolkbZV ij http://www.edudel.nic.in/mis/Payroll/frmReportewsdgentrydistwise.aspx in  ppkZ
dh xbZ %

• vuqPNsn 12 (1) ( c) ds rgr nkf[kys ds ckjs esa  1186 Ldwyksa us lwpuk nhA

• 540 Ldwyksa us bl izko/kku ds rgr lwpuk ugha nhA

• 21.78%  lhVsa 1186  Ldyksa esa nh xbZa tcfd 25%  dk vkns”k FkkA

• 32.87%  vkoafVr lhVsa 25 vxLr 2015 rd [kkyh FkhaA

vuqPNsn 12 (1) ( c) ds izko/kku ds rgr 1186 Ldwyksa esa 22616 lhVsa Fkha ftuds fy,  164575
vkosnu izkIr fd, x,A tcfd lkekU; 81198 lhVksa ds fy, 253675 vkosnu vk,A bl izdkj vkosnuksa

dh la[;k vk”p;Ztud :Ik ls cgqr T;knk FkhA ;g vkfFkZd :Ik ls detksj oxZ ,oa lqfo/kkghu oafpr oxZ

ds vfHkHkkodksa dh vius cPpksa dks futh Ldwyksa esa xq.koRrkiw.kZ f”k{kkfuth Ldwyksa esa xq.koRrkiw.kZ f”k{kkfuth Ldwyksa esa xq.koRrkiw.kZ f”k{kkfuth Ldwyksa esa xq.koRrkiw.kZ f”k{kkfuth Ldwyksa esa xq.koRrkiw.kZ f”k{kk fnykus dh ykylk dk Li’V ladsr

gSA

vuqPNsn  12 (1) ( c) okp xzwi us f”k{kk O;oLFkk esa yksxkas dh f”kdk;rsa tkuus ds fy, fnYyh esa 14

LFkkuksa ij o’kZ 2015 esa 30 dSEi vk;ksftr fd, ;s gSa jksfg.kh] laxe fogkj] djksyckx] cythr uxj] iVsy

uxj] nfj;kxat] ljk; jksfgYyk] xkthiqj tsts dkWyksuh] oLkUr fogkj] yky dqvka] “kkL=h ikdZ] tkQjkckn]

“kkgkckn Ms;jh ,oa lqYrkuiqjhA vuqPNsn 12 (1) ( c) ds vUrxZr 10001000100010001000 f”kdk;rsa feyha ftuesa ls 400400400400400 xSj

lgk;rk izkIr futh Ldwyksa ds ckjs esa FkhaA

 3 lks”ky twfjLV~l cuke GNCT, MCD, MOUD, ,oa DDA gkbZdksVZ fnYyh ;kfpdk la[;k 3156/2002.

 4 vksisu@lkekU; oxZ ,oa EWS/DG oxZ dh dqy lhVsaA Qzh lhVksa ds vyx vkadM+s ,df=r fd, x, ijUrq izfr”kr ds le;

mUgsa “kkfey ugha fd;k x;kA
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lcls vf/kd lqfo/kkghu o oafpr lewgksa ds leqnk;ksa esa losZ fd;k x;k tSls lQkbZ deZpkjh] fuekZ.k

etnwj] dpjk pquus okys] nfyr leqnk;] eqfLye leqnk;] ?kjsyw dkexkj leqnk; buesa 6 cfLr;ksa esa losZ

fd;k x;k & ;s gSa xkf;=h dkWyksuh] cythr uxj] Hkqvkiqj] dqleiqj igkM+h] ,y,utsih dkWyksuh] “kkgkckn

Ms;jhA losZ esa irk pyk fd bl vuqPNsn ds rgr fdlh Hkh cPps dk nkf[kyk ugha gqvk gSA blds vykok

“kgjh xjhc leqnk;ksa ds lkFk dke djus okyh lkekftd laLFkkvksa ls Hkh dkQh f”kdk;rsa feyhaA

IV

fnYyh jkT; tulquokbZ] 09 fnlEcj 2015fnYyh jkT; tulquokbZ] 09 fnlEcj 2015fnYyh jkT; tulquokbZ] 09 fnlEcj 2015fnYyh jkT; tulquokbZ] 09 fnlEcj 2015fnYyh jkT; tulquokbZ] 09 fnlEcj 2015

jkT; Lrjh; ;g tulquokbZ ekrk&firk vkSj lqfo/kkghu o oafpr leqnk;ksa ,oa vkfFkZd :Ik ls detksj

leqnk;ksa dks txg nsus vkSj mudh vkokt dks mBkus dk ,d eap iznku djus dk iz;kl gStxg nsus vkSj mudh vkokt dks mBkus dk ,d eap iznku djus dk iz;kl gStxg nsus vkSj mudh vkokt dks mBkus dk ,d eap iznku djus dk iz;kl gStxg nsus vkSj mudh vkokt dks mBkus dk ,d eap iznku djus dk iz;kl gStxg nsus vkSj mudh vkokt dks mBkus dk ,d eap iznku djus dk iz;kl gSA ftlls fd

f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ds vuqPNsn 12 (1) ( c) ds rgr vkus okyh dfBukbZ;ksa vius vuqHkoksa dks

gkbZykbV dj ldsaA blesa ;g Hkh irk pysxk fd cPpksa vkSj muds ekrk&firk dks muds vf/kdkjksa dks bl

vuqPNsn ds rgr ysus esa fdl rjg dh :dkoVsa ,oa dfBukbZ;ka vkrh gSaA blls gekjs fofHkUu LVsdgksYMjksa]

lk>snkjksa dks Hkh ,d volj feyrk gS os bu vuqHkoksa ls orZeku fLFkfr dh leh{kk dj ldsaaA vkSj f”k{kk

O;oLFkk esa lq/kkj yk ldsa rFkk bl vuqPNsn dks izHkkoh :Ik ls ykxw dj ldsaA blls lqfo/kkghu o oafpr

leqnk;ksa ,oa vkfFkZd :Ik ls detksj oxZ ds cPpksa ,oa ekrk&firkvksa ds fy, ennxkj okrkoj.k cu ldsxkA

tulquokbZ ds mÌs”;tulquokbZ ds mÌs”;tulquokbZ ds mÌs”;tulquokbZ ds mÌs”;tulquokbZ ds mÌs”;

� orZeku miyC?k O;oLFkk ,oa mldh rduhd dh bl vuqPNsn ds vUrxZr nkf[kys ls igys&nkf[kysnkf[kys ls igys&nkf[kysnkf[kys ls igys&nkf[kysnkf[kys ls igys&nkf[kysnkf[kys ls igys&nkf[kys

ds le;&nkf[kys ds ckn dhds le;&nkf[kys ds ckn dhds le;&nkf[kys ds ckn dhds le;&nkf[kys ds ckn dhds le;&nkf[kys ds ckn dh fLFkfr dh leh{kk djukA

� DG ,oa EWS oxksZa ds ekrk&firk dks bl vuqPNsn ds rgr vius cPpksa dk nkf[kyk djkus esa fdl

izdkj dh ck/kk,a ,oa dfBukbZ;ka vkbZ mudks gkbZykbV djukA

� orZeku rduhd dh ekrk&firk dh enn ,oa cPpksa dks f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj dkuwu ds rgr mudk Ldwy

esa nkf[kyk djkus ds fy, leh{kk djukA

� bl vuqPNsn dk izHkkoh fdz;kUo;u djkus ds fy, vko”;d bfPNr ,oa ekudvko”;d bfPNr ,oa ekudvko”;d bfPNr ,oa ekudvko”;d bfPNr ,oa ekudvko”;d bfPNr ,oa ekud flQkfj”ksa djukA

� f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dk izHkkoh fdz;kUo;u djkus ds fy, bu flQkfj”kksa dks f”k{kk iz”kkluflQkfj”kksa dks f”k{kk iz”kkluflQkfj”kksa dks f”k{kk iz”kkluflQkfj”kksa dks f”k{kk iz”kkluflQkfj”kksa dks f”k{kk iz”kklu

,oa futh Ldwyksa rd ys tkukA,oa futh Ldwyksa rd ys tkukA,oa futh Ldwyksa rd ys tkukA,oa futh Ldwyksa rd ys tkukA,oa futh Ldwyksa rd ys tkukA

fofHkUu ftyksa ls 28 ekeyksa dk nLrkosthdj.k28 ekeyksa dk nLrkosthdj.k28 ekeyksa dk nLrkosthdj.k28 ekeyksa dk nLrkosthdj.k28 ekeyksa dk nLrkosthdj.k fd;k x;k gS ftlesa bl vuqPNsn ds rgr ̂ nkf[kys ls

igys&nkf[kys ds le; ,oa nkf[kys ds ckn* tks leL;k,a vkbZa mudks “kkfey fd;k x;k gSA 12&1512&1512&1512&1512&15

ekrk&firkekrk&firkekrk&firkekrk&firkekrk&firk tks fd DG ,oa EWS ds gSa p;fur twjh ds le{k vius ekeys j[ksaxs] mudks D;k leL;ka,

vkbZa crk,axsA twjh ds le{k flQZ lSEiy ds fy, ekeys izLrqr fd, tk,axs ftlls fd f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj

vf/kfu;e ds leqfpr fdz;kUo;u ds fy, vko”;d dne mBk, tk ldsaA blds vykok] vU; ekeyksa dh

lkj.kh ftlesa ekrk&firk rFkk dSEi esa vk, yksxksa us crk, muds eqÌksa dks Hkh bu nLrkostksa eas “kkfey fd;k

tk,xkA

p;fur twjh ftlesa lkekftd laxBuksa ds lnL;] f”k{kkfon] dkuwuh fo”ks’kK ,oa ehfM;k ds yksx

“kkfey gksaxs tks fd f”k{kk dks lkekftd U;k;] lerk ,oa lkekftd lekos”k ds vkxs c<+kus ds fy, dke
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dj jgs gSa] “kkfey gksaxsA os cPpksa ds vf/kdkj [kkl dj gkf”k, ,oa lkekftd :Ik ls cfg’d`r cPpksa dks

xq.koRrk iw.kZ leku f”k{kk rFkk lkekftd lekos”k o U;k; ds fy, fo”ks’k :Ik ls dke dj jgs gSA

 f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj dkuwu ds mYya?ku ds ekeys lkeus vk,f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj dkuwu ds mYya?ku ds ekeys lkeus vk,f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj dkuwu ds mYya?ku ds ekeys lkeus vk,f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj dkuwu ds mYya?ku ds ekeys lkeus vk,f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj dkuwu ds mYya?ku ds ekeys lkeus vk,

1. f”k{kk foHkkx }kjk bl izko/kku ds ckjs esa tkjh fd, x, fn”kkfunsZ”k ,oa ldqZyj Ldwyksa }kjk misf{krf”k{kk foHkkx }kjk bl izko/kku ds ckjs esa tkjh fd, x, fn”kkfunsZ”k ,oa ldqZyj Ldwyksa }kjk misf{krf”k{kk foHkkx }kjk bl izko/kku ds ckjs esa tkjh fd, x, fn”kkfunsZ”k ,oa ldqZyj Ldwyksa }kjk misf{krf”k{kk foHkkx }kjk bl izko/kku ds ckjs esa tkjh fd, x, fn”kkfunsZ”k ,oa ldqZyj Ldwyksa }kjk misf{krf”k{kk foHkkx }kjk bl izko/kku ds ckjs esa tkjh fd, x, fn”kkfunsZ”k ,oa ldqZyj Ldwyksa }kjk misf{kr

o dkuwu dk mYya?ku fd;k x;k % o dkuwu dk mYya?ku fd;k x;k % o dkuwu dk mYya?ku fd;k x;k % o dkuwu dk mYya?ku fd;k x;k % o dkuwu dk mYya?ku fd;k x;k % uksfVl cksMZ dks Ldwy ds ckgj yxkus okys izko/kkuksa dh vogsyuk]

ekrk&firk ls vkosnu ysus esa vfuPNk trkuk] ekrk&firk dks fu;e vkfn crkus esa mnklhurk dkQh ns[kus

dks feyhA bl o’kZ f”k{kk foHkkx us funsZ”k fn;k fd pquko gksus dh otg ls vko”;d izek.ki= ekrk&firk

izkIr ugha dj lds blfy, ,Meh”ku izfdz;k dks 31 ekpZ 2015 rd c<+kbZ xbZA fQj Hkh Ldwyksa us ;g cksMZ

yxk fn;k fd ,Meh”ku tuojh 2015 esa cUn gks x,A dqN Ldwyksa us nkf[kys dh vof/k rc c<+kbZ tc

mudks ldqZyj fn[kk;k x;kA xjhc ekrk&firk ds fy, bu Ldwykas rd igqap vklku u Fkh] muds ikl

ldqZyj ugha Fkk vkSj bl o’kZ muds cPpksa us ,Meh”ku dk volj [kks fn;kA

f”k{kk foHkkx us dgk fd CIC ,oa gkbZdksVZ ds funsZ”kksa ds vuqlkj 7 tqykbZ 2015 rd vius Ldwy esa

,Mfe”ku dk C;kSjk osclkbZV ij viyksM ,oa viMsV djus dks dgkA (No.DE15/Act-1/CIC/2013/
1774-1780) ds ckotwn blds 32% Ldwy us vxLr ds vUr rd Hkh C;kSjs viyksM ,oa viMsV ugha fd,A

2. foDykax cPpksa ds ,Mfe”ku ds ckjs esa dkuwu dk ikyu ugha fd;k x;kfoDykax cPpksa ds ,Mfe”ku ds ckjs esa dkuwu dk ikyu ugha fd;k x;kfoDykax cPpksa ds ,Mfe”ku ds ckjs esa dkuwu dk ikyu ugha fd;k x;kfoDykax cPpksa ds ,Mfe”ku ds ckjs esa dkuwu dk ikyu ugha fd;k x;kfoDykax cPpksa ds ,Mfe”ku ds ckjs esa dkuwu dk ikyu ugha fd;k x;k % f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj vf/

kfu;e ,oa fu;e esa foDykax cPpksa ds fy, fo”ks’k izko/kku gSaA lqizhedksVZ us vkns”k fn;k fd foDykax cPpksa

dks  DG ds vUrxZr j[kk tk, vkSj blds izko/kku ykxw fd, tk,aA v{ke cPpksa ds vf/kfu;e ds izko/kku

18 o’kZ rd fd, x, gSaA Ldwyksa dks bu cPpksa ds ,Mfe”ku vkSj mudh Lohdk;Zrk dks lqfuf”pr djsaA fdUrq

Ldwyksa us ,sls cPpksa ds ekrk&firk dks grksRlkfgr fd;k fd muds cPpksa dks i<+kus ds fy, Ldwy esa rduhd

ugha gSA Ldwyksa ls gh izfrjks/k gksus ds dkj.k ,sls cPpksa dk ,Mfe”ku fpUrk dk fo’k; gSA v{ke cPpksa dk

Ldwy NksM+us dh Hkh laHkkouk vf/kd gSA

3- vuqlwfpr tkfr@vuqlwfpr tutkfr,oa foDykax cPpksa ls vk; izek.ki= dh ekax %3- vuqlwfpr tkfr@vuqlwfpr tutkfr,oa foDykax cPpksa ls vk; izek.ki= dh ekax %3- vuqlwfpr tkfr@vuqlwfpr tutkfr,oa foDykax cPpksa ls vk; izek.ki= dh ekax %3- vuqlwfpr tkfr@vuqlwfpr tutkfr,oa foDykax cPpksa ls vk; izek.ki= dh ekax %3- vuqlwfpr tkfr@vuqlwfpr tutkfr,oa foDykax cPpksa ls vk; izek.ki= dh ekax % vf/kfu;e ,oa

fu;e lqfo/kkghu oafpr lewg ,oa detksj vkfFkZd oxZ dks vyx djrk gSA fnYyh jkT; vuqlwfpr

tkfr@vuqlwfpr tutkfr] vkschlh¼dzhehys;j dks NksM+dj½]foDykax cPpksa] vukFk ,oa fdUuj leqnk; ds

cPpksa dks DG dks lewg esa j[krk gS ftuds fy, og muds gksus ds izek.ki= dh ckr djrk gSA mudks vk;

izek.ki= nsus dh t:jr ugha gSA ckotwn blds yxHkx lHkh Ldwy muds izek.ki= ds lkFk gh vk; dk

izek.k ekaxrs gSaA

nwljh ckr gS fd igys vk; izek.k i= ds ckn ekrk&firk Lo;a }kjk izekf.kr vk; izek.k i= ns ldrs

gSa fdURkq Ldwy gj ckj u;k izek.k i= ekaxrs gSaA blls ekrk&firk dk vuko”;d le; cjckn gksrk gSaA

blds vykok muls dgha Hkz’Vkpkj ds rgr 2000 ls 4000 #i;s bude lfVZfQdsV cuokus ds fy, tkrs

gSaA vkSj ;s lc ;fn le; ij ugha gksrk rks ,Mfe”ku Hkh ugha fey ikrkA

,d ekeys esa ik;k x;k fd cPps ds nkf[kys ds rhu eghus ckn Ldwy }kjk ekrk&firk dks ;g crk;k

x;k fd muds }kjk fn;k x;k vk; izek.ki= izekf.kr ugha gS vkSj muds cPps dks Ldwy ls fudky fn;k

x;kA Ldwy okyksa us ;g Hkh ugha crk;k fd og izek.ki= izekf.kr D;ksa ugha gS vkSj u mUgsa nwljk izek.k

i= cukus dk le; fn;k x;kA oSls bl cPps dks Ldwy ls fudkyus dk dksbZ vkSfpR; ugha Fkk D;ksafd ;g
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cPpk vuqlfpr tkfr ls lacaf/kr Fkk vkSj og vuqlwfpr tkfr dk izek.ki= ns pqdk FkkA ;g ljklj vf/

kfu;e vkSj fn”kkfunsZ”kksa dks mYya?ku gSA

4. ,Mfe”ku izfdz;k esa ikjnf”kZrk dh deh,Mfe”ku izfdz;k esa ikjnf”kZrk dh deh,Mfe”ku izfdz;k esa ikjnf”kZrk dh deh,Mfe”ku izfdz;k esa ikjnf”kZrk dh deh,Mfe”ku izfdz;k esa ikjnf”kZrk dh deh % ,Mfe”ku izfdz;k esa ykWVjh O;oLFkk vfuok;Z gSA blesaa

ekrk&firk dks Mªk ls igys lwfpr fd;k tk,xk f”k{kk foHkkx dk ,d vf/kdkjh ekStwn gksxk o iwjh Mªk

izfd;k dh ohfM;ksxzkQh dh tk,xhA dqN ekeyksa esa ik;k x;k fd ekrk&firk dks Mªk ds ckjs esa lwpuk ugha

nh xbZ ftldh otg ls os Mªk esa “kkfey ugha gks ldsA vU; ekeyksa esa ,slk Hkh ik;k x;k fd cPps vkSj

ekrk&firk dk uke Mªk izfdz;k ds le; ?kksf’kr fd;k x;kA ijUrq p;fur cPpksa dh tc fyLV yxkbZ xbZ

rks muesa muds cPps dk uke ugha FkkA ,sls Hkh ekeys lkeus vk, fd Ldwy us cPps ds ,Mfe”ku dk i=

ekrk&firk dks Hkstk ij tc os vius cPps dk ,Mfe”ku djkus igqaps rks mldk ,Mfe”ku ugha fd;k x;kA

mUgas crk;k x;k fd ;g i= xyrh ls tkjh gks x;k D;ksafd blh cPps vkSj ekrk&firk ds uke ls nwljs

cPps dk ,Mfe”ku Mªk ls gks x;kA blls fn”kkfunsZ”kksa dk ikyu djus ds ckotwn ,Mfe”ku izfdz;k

lansgkLin curh gSA

5. ekrk&firk dk vuknj ,oa HksnHkkoekrk&firk dk vuknj ,oa HksnHkkoekrk&firk dk vuknj ,oa HksnHkkoekrk&firk dk vuknj ,oa HksnHkkoekrk&firk dk vuknj ,oa HksnHkko % ekrk&firk us ;g Hkh eqn~nk j[kk fd mUgas isjsUV~l VhplZ

ehfVax dh lwpuk ugha nh tkrhA Ldwy esa Uk;k D;k gks jgk gS ;k cPps dh ijQksjesal dSlh gS Mk;jh ds

ek/;e ls Hkh ugha crk;k tkrkA dqN ,sls Hkh ekeys feys ftlesa eqlyeku cPpksa ds ekrk&firk ls muds

yap ckWDl esa ekalkgkjh [kkuk ugha j[kus dks dgk x;kA ;gka rd fd os vius cPps ds yap ckWDl esa v.Mk

Hkh u j[ksaA ,d ekeys esa rks foDykax cPps }kj d{kk esa ey R;kx fd, tkus ij mldh eka ls lkQ djok;k

x;kA fLFkfr ;g gS fd Ldwy ds vf/kdkfj;ksa ds :[ks O;ogkj ls cgqr ls ekrk&firk viuh leL;k ;k

Li’Vdj.k pkgus ls Ldwy okyksa ls Mjrs gSaA dkj.k ;g gS fd mudk O;ogkj dqN ,slk gksrk gS fd &^ge

rqEgkjs cPps dks vius Ldwy esa i<+kdj rqe ij vglku dj jgs gSa & rqEgsa gekjk vglkueUn gksusk pkfg,

& rqEgkjh D;k f”kdk;r gks ldrh gSA* dqN ekeyksa esa  ;g Hkh dgk x;k fd ;fn Ldwy }kjk dh xbZ ekaxs

iwjh ugha dh xbZa rks rqEgkjs cPps ds lkFk HksnHkko fd;k tk,xkA

6. vfrfjDr [kpZ ,oa _.k %vfrfjDr [kpZ ,oa _.k %vfrfjDr [kpZ ,oa _.k %vfrfjDr [kpZ ,oa _.k %vfrfjDr [kpZ ,oa _.k %  cPpksa ds ,Mfe”ku esa ;g leL;k izeq[k :Ik ls ns[kus dks feyhA cgqr

ls ifjokj eghus esa lkr gtkj ls nl gtkj #i;s dekrs gSa ftuesa ls mudk rhu ls pkj gtkj :Ik;s dejs

ds fdjk, eas pys tkrs gSaA [kkus dk [kpZ] cqfu;knh [kpsZ] LokLF;] vkus&tkus] vius tUeLFkku ij

vkuk&tkuk] ifjokj ds lekjksg ,oa vU; ,sls gh [kpZ blesa ls gh iwjk djrs gSaA cgqr ls ekeyksa esa Ldwy

okyksa us mUgsa grksRlkfgr fd;k fd vfrfjDr [kpsZ Hkh cgqr gksrs gSa ftUgsa os vQksMZ ugha dj ik,axsA blls

ekrk&firk cPps dks Ldwy esa ,Mfe”ku fnykus Mªk esa uke vkus ds ckotwn nks ckj lksprs gSaA tks fgEer

fn[kkrs gSa vkSj ,Mfe”ku djkrs gSa mudk vkSlr [kpkZ fdrkcksa] ;wfuQkWeZ vkSj Ldwy bosaV~l vkfn esa izfrcPpk

Ng ls lkr gtkj :Ik;s okf’kZd vk tkrk gSA blds vykok] cgqr ls ekrk&firk vius cPps dks V~;w”ku

fnykrs gSa D;ksafd os cPps ds Ldwy ds dke dks djkus esa vleFkZ gksrs gSaA blls mu ij Ng lkS ls vkB lkS

#i;s izfrekg vfrfjDr [kpZ vkrk gSA bl izdkj izfr cPpk lky esa Ng gtkj ls vkB gtkj #i;sA bl

izdkj yxHkx pkSng&iUnzg gtkj #i;s izfr cPps [kpZ mBkuk ekrk&firk ds fy, laHko ugha gksrkA dqN

ekeyksa esa ,d ls vf/kd cPps dk ,Mfe”ku ,d lsD”ku esa gks tkrk gSA blesa ekrk&firk [kpZ mBkus esa Lo;a

dks vleFkZ ikrs gSaA D;ksafd iwjs ifjokj dk [kkuk vkSj LokLF; igyh izkFkfedrk gksrh gSA ekrk&firk us

crk;k fd mUgsa Ldwy ds “kq: esa dtZ ysuk iM+k Ldwy ds t:jh [kpsZ iwjs djus ds fy,A mUgsa Mj Hkh gS fd

;fn os [kpsZ iwjs ugha dj ik, rks muds cPps dk Ldwy chp esa NwV tk,xkA
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7. nwjh ds ekun.M vkSj futh Ldwy esa igqap dk vHkko nwjh ds ekun.M vkSj futh Ldwy esa igqap dk vHkko nwjh ds ekun.M vkSj futh Ldwy esa igqap dk vHkko nwjh ds ekun.M vkSj futh Ldwy esa igqap dk vHkko nwjh ds ekun.M vkSj futh Ldwy esa igqap dk vHkko %  nwjh dk ekun.M crkrk gS fd cPps ds

fuokl dh nwjh & 1½ ,d fdyksehVj ds vUnj 2½ rhu fdyksehVj ds vUnj 3½ Ldwy ls ?kj dh nwjh 6

fdyksehVj rdA bl rjg ls ;g nks izdkj ls lhfer gks x;k gSA 1½ T;knkrj “kgjh xjhc fuokl ds ikl

vPNs futh Ldwy ugha gksrsA 2½ ,d ;k nks xjhc fuokl ds cPps ,d fdyksehfVj ds nk;js esa vPNs Ldwy

ik ldrs gSaA blfy, cgqr ls ekrk&firk dk fuokl ,d fdyksehVj ds vUnj u gksus ds dkj.k muds

vkosnu jn~n gks tkrs gSaA tcfd futh Ldwy 6&8 fdyksehVj ds tujy dSVsxjh ds cPpksa dk nkf[kyk ysrs

gSaA blls vf/kfu;e ,oa fn”kkfunsZ”kksa dks ladh.kZrkiwoZd O;k[;kf;r fd;k x;k gS ftlls fd os xjhc cPps

tks vPNs futh Ldwy ls ,d fdyksehVj ls nwj gSa ml Ldwy esa ,Mfe”ku ugha ys ldsaaA blds vykok bu

xjhcksa ds fuokl LFkku dks “kgjh ltkoV ds fy, nwj clk fn;k tkrk gSA bl otg ls vPNs futh Ldwy

muds utnhd ugha gksrsA ,d nkss ekeys ,sls Hkh gSa mudk fuokl fdlh Ldwy fo”ks’k ds ikl gS rks muds

cPpksa dks mlh Ldwy esa HkrhZ djk;k tkrk gSA bl rjg  DG ,oa EWS oxksZa ds cPpksa ds fy, Ldwy ls

nwjh ds ekun.M Hkh vPNs Ldwy esa ,Mfe”ku u gksus dk dkj.k curs gSaA

8. vizHkkoh f”kdk;r dsUnzvizHkkoh f”kdk;r dsUnzvizHkkoh f”kdk;r dsUnzvizHkkoh f”kdk;r dsUnzvizHkkoh f”kdk;r dsUnz % f”k{kk dk vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e vuqPNsn 31 ,oa 32 esa f”kdk;r dsUnzdk izko/

kku djrk gSA fnYyh vkWu&ykbZu f”kdk;r dsUnz Hkh iznku djrk gSA ijUrq MhTkh ,oa bZMCY;w,l ds

ekrk&firk lkekftd laidZ u gksus] lwpuk ds vHkko] f”kdk;r dk QkWyksvi u djus ds rFkk f”kdk;rksa esa

vf/kd le; yxus vkSj f”kdk;r djus ds fy, fdlh ennxkj dh t:jr gksus dh otg ls os f”kdk;r

ugha dj ikrsA ck/kkvksa ds ckotwn] os RTI vf/kfu;e dk mi;ksx dj lwpuk,a ,df=r djrs gSaA ;gka rd

fd f”k{kk iz”kklu rd f”kdk;rsa ysdj tkrs gSaA ,slk Hkh ns[kk x;k gS fd iz”kklu f”kdk;rksa dks Ldwy ds

fy, jsQj dj nsrk gS fcuk ekrk&firk dks crk,A ekrk&firk dks mudh vkWu&ykbZu dEiysu dh LVsV~l

tkuus ds fy, ijs”kkuh gksrh gSA blls ekeys dk fuiVku Hkh ugha gks ikrkA blds vykok f”k{kk foHkkx ls

,oa vkWu&ykbZu cgqr&lh f”kdk;rsa djus ds ckn Hkh leL;kvksa dk lek/kku ugha fd;k x;kA

9. LFkkuh; Lrj ij fofHkUu Ldwyksa esa vIykbZ djus esa le;] iSlk vkSj ijs”kkfu;kaLFkkuh; Lrj ij fofHkUu Ldwyksa esa vIykbZ djus esa le;] iSlk vkSj ijs”kkfu;kaLFkkuh; Lrj ij fofHkUu Ldwyksa esa vIykbZ djus esa le;] iSlk vkSj ijs”kkfu;kaLFkkuh; Lrj ij fofHkUu Ldwyksa esa vIykbZ djus esa le;] iSlk vkSj ijs”kkfu;kaLFkkuh; Lrj ij fofHkUu Ldwyksa esa vIykbZ djus esa le;] iSlk vkSj ijs”kkfu;ka % vDlj ns[kk x;k

gS fd ekrk&firk vius cPpksa dk futh Ldwy esa ,Mfe”ku djkus ds fy, cgqr mRlqd jgrs gSaA os vius

utnhdh lHkh Ldwykasa esa vIykbZ djrs gSaA bl vkosnu izfdz;k esa os ,d eghus ls Hkh vf/kd dk le; yxkrs

gSaA blds vykok] mUgsa cgqr ls lfVZfQdsV ysuss gksrs gSa tSls vuqlwfpr tkfr@tutkfr dk lfVZfQdsV]

ekrk&firk dks ijs”kkuh gksrhs gS tc muds ikl fnYyh jkT; dk lfVZfQdsV ugha gksrk cfYd nwljs jkT;

dk gksrk gSA

10. gd ugha feyuk gd ugha feyuk gd ugha feyuk gd ugha feyuk gd ugha feyuk % f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj esa ;g vkns”k gS fd cPps dks vkBoha d{kk rd fu”kqYd f”k{kk

izkIr djus dk izko/kku gS] cPpksa dks mudh Ldwy dh fdrkcksa] vU; lkekuksa rFkk ;wfuQkWeZ ds fy, Hkqxrku

djus dh t:jr gSA fnYyh esa cPpksa dks xehZ vkSj lnhZ esa vyx ;wuhQkWeZ dh twrksa lfgr t:jr gksrh gSA

ljdkjh Ldwy ds cPpksa dks izs&esfVªd Ldksyjf”ki ,oa feM Ms ehy fn;k tkrk gSA futh Ldwyksa esa

ekrk&firk dk vf/kd [kpZ vkrk gS ij mUgsa jkT; dh vksj ls foRrh; lgk;rk ugha nsh tkrhA dqN ekeyksa

esa] ,d ;k nks ckj ekrk&firk dks foRrh; lgk;rk feyh gS ij bls yxkrkj tkjh ugha j[kk x;kA

ekrk&firk bl izko/kku ds ckjs esa Li’V ugha gSa vkSj Ldwy okyksa ls iwNus esa Mjrs gSaA

11. vYila[;d Ldwykas dks NwV % vYila[;d Ldwykas dks NwV % vYila[;d Ldwykas dks NwV % vYila[;d Ldwykas dks NwV % vYila[;d Ldwykas dks NwV % igys dqN vYila[;d Ldwy DG ,oa EWS ds cPpksa dk ,Mfe”ku

ys ysrs Fks ysfdu f”k{kk ds vf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ds ckn ls mUgkasus ysuk cUn dj fn;k gSA okLro esa] vf/kd

ls vf/kd Ldwy vYi la[;d Ldwyksa dh rjg NwV ys jgs gSaA D;ksafd ,sls Ldwyksa dh la[;k cgqar vf/kd gS

blfy, bl rjg dh NwV dh leh{kk dh tkuh gSA
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12. fofo/k eqn~ns & mYya?kufofo/k eqn~ns & mYya?kufofo/k eqn~ns & mYya?kufofo/k eqn~ns & mYya?kufofo/k eqn~ns & mYya?ku % ;g /;ku j[kuk pkfg, fd ;s eqn~ns fofHkUu izdkj ds mYya?kuksa dh vksj

ladsr dj jgs gSaA bldk eryc gS fd vf/kfu;e ds ckotwn fu;eksa dk mYya?ku gks jgk gSA cPps vkSj mlds

ekrk&firk ds fy, cgqr lh ck/kk,a ,oa vojks/k vius vf/kdkjksa dks ysus esa :dkoV curs gSaA cM+s Lrj ij

vf/kd [kpZ] ekrk&firk dk vuknj] ,Meh”ku u ysus ds fy, Ldwyksa dk mudk nokc mudks muds vf/

kdkjksa dks ysus ls oafpr djrk gSA bl rjg os cPpksa vkSj ekrk&firk ds fy, iwjh rjg udkjkRed okrkoj.k

cukrs gSaA nwljh vksj] lqfo/kkghu ,oa oafpr cPpksa ds izfr futh Ldwyksa Vhpjksa dks dksbZ /;ku u nsuk] mUgas

le>us dh dksf”k”k u djuk] fdlh ennxkj rduhd dks Ldwy }kjk fodflr u djuk] Ldwyksa esa fdlh

lekos”kh igy dk u gksuk Hkh cPpksa vkSj ekrk&firk ds ekxZ esa vojks/kd gSaA

TkulquokbZ vkSj vkxs dh dk;ZokghTkulquokbZ vkSj vkxs dh dk;ZokghTkulquokbZ vkSj vkxs dh dk;ZokghTkulquokbZ vkSj vkxs dh dk;ZokghTkulquokbZ vkSj vkxs dh dk;Zokgh

lkoZtfud :Ik ls 28 ekeys miyC/k gSaA cPpksa ,oa ekrk&firk ds fy, Ik;kZIr lqj{kk nh xbZ gS mudh

igpku lkoZtfud ugha dh xbZ gSA fQj Hkh ekrk&firk viuh ijs”kkfu;ksa dks lk>k djus vkxs vk, gSa os

Lo;a ,oa vius cPpksa ds ckjs esa fpfUrr gSaA mUgas fpUrk gS fd Ldwy muds vkSj cPpksa ds f[kykQ vkxs

udkjkRed dne mBk ldrs gSaA twfj;ksa ds lkFk ckrphr vkSj mudh flQkfj”ksa lkoZtfud gksaxhaA

flQkfj”kksa dks lacf/kr foHkkxksa ls lk>k fd;k tk,xk tSls fd f”k{kk foHkkx] Mhlhihlhvkj ,oa fnYyh ds

ifCyd Ldwy ,lksf”k,lu rkfd vkxs dk;Zokgh gks ldsA ,slh mEehn dh tk jgh gS fd ;g iwjh izfdz;k

DG ,oa EWS oxksZa ds varxZr vkus okys cPpksa ,oa muds ekrk&firk ds fy, ldkjkRed okrkoj.k rS;kj

djsxh ,oa ennxkj rduhd miyC/k djk,xhA ;g Hkh vk”kk dh tkrh gS fd ;s flQkfj”ksa tks tulquokbZ

ls vk,axh f”k{kk O;oLFkk ds lq/kkj esa lgk;d gkasxhA iz”kklu ,oa Ldwyksa ds fy, ykHknk;d gksaxhA ,slh

mEehn gS fd futh Ldwy lHkh cPpksa dks lh[kus dks volj nsrs gq,  DG ,oa EWSoxksZa ij fo”ks’k Qksdl

dj lerk o lekos”kh okrkoj.k dks lfdz;lerk o lekos”kh okrkoj.k dks lfdz;lerk o lekos”kh okrkoj.k dks lfdz;lerk o lekos”kh okrkoj.k dks lfdz;lerk o lekos”kh okrkoj.k dks lfdz; o izksRlkfgr djsaxsaA
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NNNNNAAAAATIONTIONTIONTIONTIONAL PUBLIC HEARING ON IDENTITY BAL PUBLIC HEARING ON IDENTITY BAL PUBLIC HEARING ON IDENTITY BAL PUBLIC HEARING ON IDENTITY BAL PUBLIC HEARING ON IDENTITY BASEDASEDASEDASEDASED
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We request your presence and active engagement at the National Public Hearing
on Identity Based Discrimination/Violence against Children in School Education

On

19th May 2015

At

Constitution Club, Rafi Marg, New Delhi

From

10.0 am to 5.30 pm

The National Public hearing will hear cases of discrimination and violence faced by
children from SC, ST, Muslim and NT-DNT communities. Even as discrimination and
violence is widespread and has serious negative impacts on the development and
learning, these are little recognized or addressed. This National Public Hearing is the
first of its kind and is being done to take cognizance of the serious nature and extent of
these child rights violations and seek strategies for address and redress. Given your
long engagement and deep concern of these issues, we request your personal presence
in this consultation. We will also be taking this opportunity to build strategies to take
forward the campaign ‘zero discrimination in education’.

The Hearing is jointly organized by Centre for Social Equity & Inclusion (CSEI),

Children’s Movement for Climate Justice (CMCJ), National Dalit Movement for

Justice (NDMJ) and RTE Forum.

Thanking you

Dr. V.A Ramesh Nathan, Ms. Annie Namala,

General Secretary, NDMJ-NCDHR Executive Director, CSEI

Mr. John Devavaram Mr Ambarish Rai

 National Convener, CMCJ National Convener, RTE Forum

Annexure -5



 
 

Annexure 6 
 

LIST OF CASES DOCUMENTED 

S 
NO 

HABITATION/ 
DISTRICT 

CONCERNED 
SCHOOL 

NATURE OF ISSUE Remarks 

     
1. Karol Bagh/ 

Central district 
Salwan Public 
School 

Pressure to take child away  
School is putting pressure on parents to 
remove the child saying that child is not 
able to cope up, poor learning 
capabilities. Parents are trying to cope up 
with additional tuitions to child 
(8000/year).  
Parents also reported on the high cost for 
books, uniforms. The school also has a 
system of providing lunch for children at 
a cost. However, this child is not able to 
join this group as parents cannot afford 
this cost. Even though the school bus goes 
through their area, child is not using it 
owing to the cost.  
As of now parents incur about Rs.15000/-
year including tuitions. 
 

School threatens 
to delete the 
name of the 
child. 
Parents work 
hard to meet 
costs and adjust. 
Parents keen that 
child does not 
feel 
discriminated.  
The message 
seems to be 
‘naam katvavo’  
and ‘sarkari mein 
chalo’. 

2.  Rajasthan 
colony/ West 
district 

S D Public 
School 

High Cost beyond fees 
About Rs.7000/-additional cost per year 
for child without tuition. Parents fear that 
they may not be able to cope up with the 
costs for long and fear they may have to 
withdraw the child sometime.  

Parents under 
great tension and 
anxiety. 

3. Janta Mazdoor 
Colony/ East 
Delhi 

Pooja Public 
School 

No Information on their Entitlements  
Parent came to know that children are 
eligible for Rs.600/year scholarship. She 
has no information from school regarding 
this. They are afraid to ask for any 
information or clarity from the school. 
 
They hope that if some financial support 
is available from the state for the child, it 
will contribute to meeting their financial 
burden. They reported they spend about 
Rs.7000/ year for child at present. As the 
child goes to the next class, they fear that 
they will also have to provide tuition 
which will hike up the financial burden 

 
Schools make it 
like an obligation 
to the child and 
parents hesitate 
to ask any 
clarification 



 
 

further. 
 

4 Rajasthan 
colony/ West 
Delhi 
 
2 children in 
family 
 

1.S D Public 
School 
 
2.Ramjas 
Public School 

High Cost beyond fees 
 
2 children from the family have got 
admission to two private schools under 
the DG/EWS category. Parents are keen 
to continue the children in the private 
schools in the hope of better quality 
education. However they spend about 14-
15000/year without tuition for the two 
children. 
 

Parents are keen 
to get private 
school 
admission, 
particularly well 
recognized 
schools.  

5 Rajasthan 
colony/ West 
Delhi 
 
 

Bal Bharti 
Public school 

Exclusion in school activities 
Of the two children in the family, one has 
got admission under the DG/EWS 
category. Parents are keen that the other 
child also studies in the private school. 
Hence have admitted the second child in 
the local budget private school.  
They try to cope up with the costs 
convincing children not to take part in 
any additional/co-curricular activities that 
are charged.  
 

Schools have 
many activities 
where parents 
have to pay 
additional 
charges. 
Parents are 
concerned that 
their child will 
feel bad and 
discriminated 
when they 
cannot take part 
in these 
additional 
activities.  

6. Kusumpur 
Pahadi/ South  
Delhi 
 
3 children in 
family 

Chinmaya 
Vidyalaya, 
Vasant Vihar (2 
children) 
 
Tagore  
International 
Public School 
(1 child) 

Distance & Costs 
3 children of the family got admission 
under EWS. Average cost runs to 
Rs.25000/year for 3 together. 

Due to distance 
criteria some 
habitations have 
greater access 
while others do 
not get access at 
all.  

7 Rajasthan 
colony/ West 
Delhi 
 
2 children  

Currently 
admitted in 
unrecognized 
budget private 
school. 

Distance – I Km 
The family is keen to admit both their 
children in private school and have been 
applying since 2-3 years. Schools are not 
taking application saying the habitation is 
beyond 1 km. 
 
Still hoping to get admission in private 
schools. Has admitted two children in 
local unrecognized private school with 
Rs.200/fee per month 
 

Schools define 
the distance 
criteria in limited 
manner to just 1 
km. Schools are 
to to accept the 
application 
whatever the 
distance. But 
schools do not 
accept even the 
application 



 
 

forms.  
 
The distance 
norm needs to be 
reviewed. 

8 Trilokpuri/ 
East Delhi 

Estate Public 
School,  
Mayur Vihar 

Distance criteria not clear 
On the day of lottery, parent was there, 
name of the child came in the lottery. 
Other parents from the same habitation 
objected as their children were denied 
saying the habitation does not fall within 
the distance criteria. The school then 
withdrew the name of the child. The 
parent however approached the school 
with the local NGO and got admission.  
They still are concerned about the various 
charges in the school in addition to books 
and uniforms etc like– computer class, 
SMART class, picnics – approx 7-
8000/year 
 

There are 
disparities in 
how the distance 
criteria is 
interpreted by 
schools. Even the 
actual distance 
may not be clear 
given that the 
urban habitations 
at times are 
extended 
locations.   

9 Rajasthan 
colony/ West 
Delhi 

Currently 
studying in 
Unregistered 
private school 

Disability not admitted 
Child has small disability in the feet and 
is not able to walk fast or long. 
Even when the parents went to apply for 
the admission, school refused saying they 
cannot take care of children with 
disability. 
 

School that they 
do not have 
facility to give 
special attention 
to children with 
disability 

10 Jama Masjid,  
Old colony/ 
  
Central Delhi 

A ONE Public 
School  
(dropped out) 

Disability & Discrimination 
Child has a small speech disability, not 
clear in speaking. The child got admission 
and attended school for 2 months. There 
was continuous pressure on the parents to 
take the child out that she was not coping 
up.  
One day the child did potty in the class 
room and mother called to take child out 
again.  
Child refusing to go to school and 
dropped out. 
 

School saying 
they have no 
facilities to teach 
children with 
disability. 
 
That they do not 
have additional 
help to take care 
of children with 
disability. 
Teachers not be 
trained on 
working with 
children with 
disabilities. 
 

11 
 
 

Kusumpur 
Pahadi/ 
 
South Delhi 

Chinmaya 
Vidyalay, 
Vasant Vihar 

Admission Not Transparent 
Child’s name was read out on the day of 
the lottery, where the parent was present. 
Mother also reported that she had seen the 

Filed complaint 
on line, no 
response. 
Child admitted in 



 
 

name of the child in the list put up after 
the lottery. 
When they went to the school to admit the 
child, the name was not on the list and 
school denied that the child’s name was 
in the draw. 
 

unrecognized 
private school in 
the hope they can 
get admitted in 
coming years. 

12 Kusmpur 
Pahadi/ 
 
South Delh 

Chinmaya 
vidyalaya, 
Vasant Vihar 

Admission Not transparent 
The parents got letter from the school to 
say their child was successful in the draw. 
That child can be admitted to school.  
When parents went to admit child, they 
were told the letter was mistake as 
another child by same name and same 
parent’s name got through. 
 

School did not 
clarify how the 
mistake was 
done, how the 
addresses were 
mixed.  
They did not 
inform the 
parents if and 
when they 
realized the 
mistake. 

13 Kusumpur 
Pahadi/ 
South Delhi 

DPS Vasant 
Vihar  

DG child pushed out of school citing 
the Income Certificate is not authentic. 
Child’s name was drawn through lottery. 
Child was admitted to school. After 4 
months, in June 2015 parents were called 
to school and said the income certificate 
is not authentic. Parent tried to explain 
how they got the certificate by submitting 
the necessary documents. They requested 
for some time to verify the certificate and 
get any other necessary document.  
School did not give them any time, and 
asked them to remove the child at once. 
Child is now at home as the school year 
has gone by.    
 
DG group does not need Income 
Certificate.  

School did not 
explain how it 
was not 
authentic.  
Not given time to 
get the certificate 
verified.  
Filed complaint 
before the DEO. 
Dept said get 
new income 
certificate. 
Parents hope to 
apply again next 
year.  
 

14 Jama Masji, Old 
colony/ 
Central District 
 
 

Happy School Discrimination on the basis of food 
habits 
During Parent teachers meeting school 
demand that parents should not send non-
vegetarian food in the lunch boxes of 
children. Muslim parents feel it is being 
directed at them. 
 

Parents say they 
are so cautious to 
not send even 
egg in the lunch 
box. They feel 
they are being 
targeted for 
being Muslims. 

15 Janta Mazdoor 
Colony/ 
East Delhi 

Huda Modern 
Public School 

Discrimination/disregard to parents 
Parent is not informed about PTA 
meetings. School does not inform through 
child’s diary. When parent questions 
additional costs – told that this will create 

Parent feels 
disregard from 
school. Parent 
not engaged in 
the learning of 



 
 

ill-will with school and child may be 
made to sit separate being from EWS 
category. 
 

the child in any 
way. 

16 Jama Masji, Old 
Colony/ Central 
Delhi 
 
 

J K Happy 
School 

Discrimination on the basis of food 
habits 
During Parent teachers meeting it is told 
not to send non-vegetarian food in the 
lunch boxes of children. Muslim parents 
feel it is being directed at them. 
 

Parents feel they 
are being 
targeted for 
being Muslims. 

17 Rishal Garden, 
Nangloi/ 
West Delhi 

GRMMS 
School 
Nangloi 

Income Certificate for DG 
Child gave caste certificate during 
admission. After admission income 
certificate was demanded. Now every 
year income certificate is demanded. 
Parents gave circular that income 
certificate is not needed, it can be self 
attested after year 1. Each year income 
certificate costs        Rs. 2-3000/ 

Despite being 
informed about 
the circular and 
the clarity that 
DG children do 
not need income 
certificate, 
school is 
unwilling to 
relent.  
Had filed GR on 
line, and the 
issue was 
referred by the 
GR to school, no 
further follow 
up. 
 

18 Janta Mazdoor 
Colony/ 
East Delhi 

Victor Public 
School 

School Misguided Parent 
At the time of admission, parents were 
told EWS quota was not applicable as per 
High Court orders. Parents still admitted 
hoping to pay the fees. Later through RTI 
came to know EWS quota is applicable. 
They reported matter to the DEO with the 
help of the local NGO. The school is now 
willing to educate the child without fees 
under the general category. School is not 
willing to include the child under the 
EWS category saying the seats are filled 
up already. 
 

Parents are 
anxious if the 
school will revert 
such a provision 
later. 

19 Trilokpuri/ 
East Delhi 

Rihan Public 
School 
Mayur vihar 

No receipt for charges 
The school had been taking Rs.450/-from 
the parents since 2 years. 
They do not know for what this is being 
taken. They fear to ask concerned of any 
negative impact on their  child  

Parents would 
like the school to 
give them clarity 
on costs and also 
give receipt for 
any fee. 
 



 
 

20 Trilokpuri 
East Delhi 

Alcon Public 
School 

Non Transparency on Entitlements 
The parents were given cheque for 
Rs.800/- in 2012 when the child was first 
admitted. They think it was towards the 
uniform costs. They have also not 
received cheque after that. They are afraid 
to ask the school clarity in this regard. 
School also has not provided any 
information or clarity in the matter.  

Parents request 
for entitlements 
like other 
children in the 
government 
schools to meet 
school costs. 
 

21 Trilokpuri/ 
East Delhi 

Cosmos Public 
School 

Cheating/Demand for fees for EWS  
The child was admitted through the draw 
in the EWS category. After admission 
school demanded the parent to pay 
Rs.2000/-as annual fees. Parent paid the 
fee in 2011-12. Later coming to know that 
EWS children do not have to pay, they 
approached the school with the local 
NGO. School returned the Rs.2000/-.   
 

Financial norms 
unclear and 
transactions 
unclear.  
Parents fear to 
ask on their own, 
without support.  

22 Jama Masjid 
Old 
colony/West 
Delhi 

Happy Public 
School  

High Cost beyond fees 
High cost of schooling including with 
tuitions come to Rs.16090/year which is 
difficult for the parents. 
 
 

Parents anxious 
about continuity 
of child  

23 Kusumpur 
Pahadi/ 
South Delhi 

Surajbhan 
DAV Public 
School 

Money taken during admission 
The parents kept tracking the school for 
admission. They were told that the child 
will be admitted. But the admission was 
given after the regular round of admission 
– almost two months. 
School took Rs.1000/ for diary during 
admission. Parents did not make any 
complaint. In the next year the school 
took Rs.500/- diary.   
School includes child in school 
programmes, and then demand charges. 
Parents are unable to bear charges and 
then withdraw the child from 
programmes. School also instructs parents 
to buy school books and materials only 
from a particular shop and not others.  
 

School does not 
clarify what 
costs are 
expected during 
the year. The 
demands come 
all of a sudden. 
Child is included 
thinking it is 
routine without 
charges. Later it 
is told that they 
have to pay. 

24 Kusumpur 
Pahadi/South 
Delhi 

Chinmaya 
Vidyalaya 

DG asked to make Income certificate 
Parents were ready with the SC certificate 
as they were aware about the certification. 
But school did not agree and asked for 
income certificate at the time of 
admission. It took a month and 
considerable cost to get income 

Schools do not 
accept just caste 
certificate for  
children from 
DG category.  



 
 

certificate.  
Picnic to Rajasthan from school cost 
Rs.4000/- and had to borrow money to 
send child. Parents did not want child to 
feel excluded. In addition other costs of 
books. It has cost Rs.9000/- for one year.  
 

25 Rajasthan 
colony/ 
West Delhi  

Dayanand 
Model School 

Threatened to visit home to verify if 
they will manage the additional school 
costs 
The parents were keen to admit their 
youngest child at least to the private 
schools. The two older ones were already 
in the government schools. For two years, 
they applied in all the nearby schools. In 
the second year, the child got selected in 
the waiting list in the school. The school 
asked the parents to come for admission. 
As the child was already going to the 
local government school, parents 
requested for two days to submit the birth 
certificate. Management said it needs to 
be done in two hours. Further the 
Principal asked how the parents will meet 
approx Rs.4500/ which will be additional 
costs per month. When they said they will 
somehow do it, Principal asked about 
their home conditions and work 
conditions. Management even threatened 
to send someone to verify the home 
conditions if they will be able to meet the 
additional costs.  

The parents felt 
too anxious and 
threatened and 
decided to give 
up the seat and 
not admit their 
child. Even when 
the local NGO 
tried to support 
them, they were 
too scared to 
admit the child.  
Child is now in 
the local 
government 
school. 

26 Sarai Rohilla/ 
West Delhi 

Om Prakash 
Bal Mandir 
Public School 

Schools unwilling to admit NT-DNT 
community child  
The family belongs to the ND-DNT 
community and live making iron 
instruments for home and farm. The 
mother being educated to class 7, was 
very keen to educate her child in a private 
school. She applied in the nearby private 
school even though she was not aware of 
the DG/EWS provisions. The school did 
not encourage her nor tell her about the 
DG/EWS provision. They only put fear in 
her saying it costs Rs.10000/year in the 
school. The local NGO encouraged her to 
apply under the DG/EWS category. As 
the school was not willing to accept the 
application, a complaint was filed in the 
MCD office against the school. The 

The NT-DNT 
community is 
farthest away 
from education. 
Despite being 
residents of 
Delhi for many 
years, they do 
not get any 
document to 
prove residence.  
Need further 
special support 
to bring them in. 



 
 

school called up the local NGO and even 
threatened them regarding the complaint. 
The mother does not think of admitting 
her child anywhere now and the child is at 
home.  
 

27 Rajasthan 
colony/ 
West Delhi 

Private schools 
near by 

Disregard/Discrimination of parents 
Parents were working as field workers in 
a local NGO. Keen to admit their child in 
a private school they applied in all the 
nearby private schools. Often they were 
told – why are you trying to get admission 
here… already there is a long list… why 
don’t you go to the government school… 
you will be able to manage there’. For 
over 2-3 years they applied to the private 
schools. But the name did not come in 
any of the lottery too.  
Simultaneously they applied in the central 
school too. Child got admission and the 
parents are happy about it.  

The chance of 
getting 
admission in the 
private schools 
through the 
lottery is very 
slim. Many apply 
in many schools 
for many years 
and some get.  

28 Kusumpur 
Pahadi/ 
South Delhi 

Chinmaya 
Vidyalaya 

High Costs in the private school 
The child is admitted in the school under 
the DG/EWS provision. However the 
parents are anxious about the additional 
costs they have to bear. About Rs.3000/- 
is the annual cost of books/notes etc, 
Rs,500-1000/- for other expenses, cost for 
picnic etc. An additional cost of Rs.6500/ 
is a big burden for them. They are 
unhappy to stop the child from 
participating. They have to compromise 
on the household expenses. Further there 
is always the fear if they will be able to 
cope up with the costs for long.  

The child should 
be provided 
education that is 
completely free 
in the private 
schools. Parents 
should not have 
to bear any costs 
of schooling.  
At least 
schooling should 
be provided free 
to all children 
wherever they 
are admitted.  
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