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Background 
With the passage of the Constitution (Eighty-Sixth Amendment) Act 2002, education in India 
has become a fundamental right of every child. Article 21A of the Indian constitution 
guarantees free and compulsory education to all children of the age group six to fourteen 
years. In ensuring the constitutional right of Indian children to school education, a separate 
legislation wasenacted by the Indian Parliament. The Act came into force on 1st April 2010, as 
theRight of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009 (well known as RTE Act).The 
RTE Act of 2009 has completed almost four years of its implementation. During these four 
years, several debates, dialogues and discussions on RTE Act have been held by different 
groups and organisations across the country, with focuses on provisions of the Act, 
implementation status, challenges, etc.  Educationists, social activists and journalists have been 
continuously sharing and expressing ground realities of RTE implementation in the form of 
research articles, books and write ups. These efforts were visible and evident both at state and 
national levels. Closer examination of findings of all these efforts makes us clear that the 
implementation of the provisions of RTE Act was far from satisfactory in India. This equally 
applies to the status of Karnataka in implementation of RTE Act.  
 
Several complaints with regard to RTE implementation have been filed with the Department 
concerned, at various levels in the state. One of the groups in the state with network support of 
various organisations, legal experts and individuals has filed a writ petition in the Honourable 
High Court of Karnataka, challenging the status maintained by the state government on the 
magnitude of out of school children in Karnataka.  The State Government for several years has 
under recorded the out of school children.  This has been evident from the data obtained by 
the Department of Public Instruction, through its child census survey that has been recently 
conducted as per the direction of the Honourable High Court of Karnataka.Besides playing a 
significant role in creating awareness among general public about the provisions of the RTE Act, 
both print and electronic media have successfully brought the issue of poor implementation of 
RTE in Karnataka to the forefront. These actions by civil society groups on RTE implementation 
were important, butit was impactful in highlighting only some aspects of the RTE 
implementation in the state.  Large section of the society felt the need to review RTE 
implementation comprehensively, as well as systematically, to understand the political will and 
the pro-activeness of the state machinery in implementing RTE in its true letter and spirit to 
fulfil the larger goals of social justice, equality and equity in the society.  It was also felt that the 
process would enable the civil society pressure groups to evolve proper strategy and plan to 
address issues and challenges pertaining to RTE implementation in the state.  
 
In light of the above, several civil society groups, under the banner of People Alliance for 
Fundamental Right to Education (PAFRE), in association with the Department of Development 
Studies, Kannada University, Hampi, Centre for Child and the Law, National Law School of India 
University (CCL, NLSIU) and Campaign Against Child Labour – Karnataka (CACL-K), has organised 
a One Day State Level Stock Taking Convention on RTE Implementation in Bengaluru. The 
convention was held at NGO Hall, Bengaluru on 29th March 2014.  More than 
120representatives of various NGOs, Community Based Organisations (CBOs), School 
Development and Monitoring Committees (SDMC), research organisations, networks, support 
agenciesand academia were part of the stock taking exercise.  
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The Convention was planned and designed with following specific objectives: 

 

 To assess the status of RTE implementation in Karnataka with active involvement of key 
stakeholders of education. 

 To ascertain reasons for present status of RTE implementation. 

 To facilitate active involvement of individuals and civil society groups in RTE 
implementation and impact assessment efforts. 

 To evolve civil society strategies and plans, ensuring effective implementation of RTE in 
Karnataka. 

 To facilitate sharing, exchange and dissemination of information and knowledgebase on 
RTE and related aspects among various  functional civil society groups of village level to 
state level in nature. 

 

Process and Design: 
 

Prior to the Convention, a pre-consultation meeting of the organisers, collaborators, NGOs, 
network partners and individuals was held. A detailed discussion was held in the pre-
consultation meeting to discuss about rationale, purpose, design, processes, scope, expected 
outcomes and other aspects pertaining to the Convention.  The Convention was planned and 
designedbased on the decisions of the pre-consultation meeting. Keeping in mind the time, 
resources, energy and urgency of the issue, duration of the Convention was limited to one day. 
It was decided to invite representatives from all the thirty districts of Karnataka, with an 
objective to understand district specific issues pertaining to RTE and its implementation.  These 
invitees included representatives chosen from NGOs, CBOs, networks, grassroots activist 
groups, teaching community, SDMC members and other individuals concerned. The Convention 
was designed to capture status on RTE Act and its provision primarily highlighting the issue of 
out of school children, 25% reservation for children from disadvantaged and weaker section in 
private schools, quality education in schools, capitation fee, privatisation, disabled children, 
infrastructure, local authority, community participation, school development plan,  challenges 
before teachers and corporal punishment. The design also included a session on ‘way forward’, 
facilitatingplan of action, ensuring suitable and prompt follow up on the decisions and 
outcomes of the Convention. The design had opening session with speakers representing 
teaching community, SDMCs, voices of disadvantaged and weaker sections, grassroots activist 
groups, subject experts and research community. Subsequently,  plenary session focussing  
status sharing  by different speakers on the above listed twelve broad aspects of  the RTE Act, 
followed by way forward and concluding sessions. Space for question and answer, dialogueand 
observation sharing for participants was created as part of the design.  The methodology was 
combination of lecture, sharing, dialogue, discussion and question and answer modes. 
 

SESSIONS: 
 

Session 1:  Inauguration and Opening Session  
 

The Convention was inaugurated in an unconventional way by releasing a poster carrying a 
message about common school system i.e., ‘common school system of uniform 
quality(¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀUÀÄtªÀÄlÖzÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁ£À ±Á¯Á ²PÀët). The message was symbolic in advocating and 
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demanding for common school system withuniform quality education for all children 
irrespective of their caste, colour, sex, creed and economic status. Thus, removing 
discrimination and establishing social equality, equity and social justice in school educationwas 
the larger goal. All the guests of the opening session together released the poster. This 
followed a context setting for the Convention by Dr. V. P. Niranjanardhya, key facilitator of 
PAFREin the state. 
 
Context Setting for the Convention:Dr. V.P. Niranjanaradhya, Senior Fellow, Centre for 
Child and the Law (CCL), National Law School Indian University (NLSIU): 
 

Dr. Niranjanaradhya, while setting the context for the Convention, stressed the need to make 
the   process initiated here a real stock taking or review in its true sense. Because, on the basis 
of its outcomes, there is a need to evolve suitable strategies promoting people’s movement for 
right to education of children in the state. Hence, we need to take it up more seriously and 
systematically with true commitment and conviction to the cause of children of Karnataka. 
 
With the passage of  the Constitution (Eight –Sixth Amendment) Act 2002 and the Right of 
Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009, society recognised  it as a desired 

revolution in the field of 
education in ensuring  right of  all 
children to  school education. As 
an immediate response of 
common public to the above 
development, it has been echoed 
everywhere as creation of new 
era in the field of education. All 
these have been littleoverstated 
inour media too. Though there 
are many loopholes, gaps and 
unresolvedissuesin the present 
Act, we all have accepted it 
(though not whole heartedly!!) 

with a ray of hope for our children in realising their right to education. We had the expectation 
that the centre and the state would proactively work towards implementing the RTE Act both 
in letter and spirit. However, the prevailing ground situation regarding RTE implementation has 
shattered our hopes. One could see complete lack of political will in implementing the RTE Act 
in the state and also it has been now reduced to tokenism. All developments in the state with 
regard to RTE in the recent past, reflects unwillingness, disinterest and disassociation of the 
state tothe commitmentof children’s right to education. This has been evident from the state 
and centre’s inaction to prepare any well thought road map for RTE implementation even four 
years after the RTE Act came into effect. The state instead of workingtowards clearing hurdles 
in RTE implementation, inviting more and more troubles and hardships in its way being 
indifferent to its primary stakeholders. This is mainly because of government’s ‘wait and see’ 
attitude for most of the issues cropped up in the process of RTE implementation. All these will 
be evident today when we review the status of RTE implementation vis-à-vis provisions of the 
RTE Act  
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As per the Section 3 of the RTE Act, every child between six to fourteen years, shall have a right 
to free and compulsory education in a neighbourhood school till completion of elementary 
education.In Karnataka, even after four years of RTE implementation, the state government 
was unsuccessful in ensuring the above provision to our children. Despite the provision in the 
Act, in the recent past 1800 private schools (Union of the privately managed unaided schools) 
have written a letter to the State Government denying children’s right for 25% seat reservation 
for admission in private schools either for LKG or 1st Std. whichever is a starting  class in such 
schools. The government’s inaction on such an unacceptable and illegal move of the private 
school union has been a stunning surprise for common public, social activists, educationists and 
others concerned. The Government did not make any attempt either to initiate its own 
disciplinary action against such group or approachthe courtseeking legalremedy.This is a classic 
example for sheer violation of right of the disadvantaged and weaker sections to school 
education,both bythe State Government and the above mentioned privately managed schools 
in the state.   
 
In an another incident, private unaided schools management association had approached the 
Honourable Supreme Court of India, challenging the RTE provision pertaining to 25% seat 
reservation in private 
neighbourhood schools for 
the socially disadvantaged 
groups and weaker 
sections (sub clause ‘c’ of  
clause 1 of Section 12) . 
But the Honourable 
Supreme Court of India,in 
its historical judgement 
upheld the constitutional 
validity of the provision of 
the RTE Act. However, the 
unaided minority 
institutions remained out 
of the preview of the RTE 
Act as per the rights of minority guaranteed in Indian Constitution (Article 30) with regard to 
the above provision. Privateschools have constantly denied admission for eligible children 
under the pretext of one or the other reasons. Even if they have been enrolled with all 
difficulties, discrimination against these children was continuously demonstrated in several 
forms by many private schools. Sometimes childrenwere labled as ‘RTE children’ by teachers, 
management and others. Labelling children being a complete violation of children’s right for 
their own identity. All these incidents were captured, telecasted on electronic media and also 
regularly appearedin all the leading newspapers in the state. The Department of Education 
(DoE) has hardly taken any initiative to stop such discrimination, denial and violation of child 
rights. None of the people responsible for such incidents were subjected to any disciplinary or 
legal course of action by the State Education Department.  Had the political will, theState 
Government could have filed a writ petition in the HonourableHigh Court or Supreme Court, 
against such private school management witha serious charge of contempt of court. 
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The RTE Act was crystal clear on collectingany fee directly from children enrolled in private 
schools under the Section 12 of the Act.  However, presently the schools are entitled to get a 
maximum reimbursement of Rs.11,854(this amount may vary from year to year) per child 
annually. But most of the private schools, under the pretext of computer classes, SMART 
classes, art classes, dance classes etc.,are collecting additional fee from parents of these 
children. The Department failed to take any action against such institutions or derecognise such 
institutions or stop such fee collection ‘business’ by the private schools. It has been also 
noticed that even in government schools teachers were collecting fee from 5th(Rs.68) and 8th 
std. (Rs.168) children, when education has been constitutionally recognised as free and 
compulsory to all the children.  
 
As a recent development, some of the private schools have obtained the status of minority 
institution submitting false documents and records to the State Government. This has resulted 
in sudden shift of identity of schools from general to minority institution status. These efforts 
of the private institutions are being mainly to ensure non application of Section 12 of the RTE 
Act. Because, as per verdict of the Honourable Supreme Court of India, minority unaided 
institutions are exempted from Section 12 of the RTE Act. This is evident from the DoE record 
that during the current academic year, numbers in minority institutions have gone up 
significantly. This increase was not because of new inclusion, but because of shift or change 
from general to minority status by existing educational institutions.  The State Government 
need to look into these violations and should take appropriate action against such institutions 
and also people, directly or indirectly responsible for such acts.  
 
As per the RTE Act, education is free and compulsory to all children and it is being the 
responsibility of the state to ensure children’s right to education. Even today in Karnataka we 
have huge number of children deprived of school education. The State, over the years, instead 
of working on an effective strategy to arrest school drop outs and ensure cent percent 
enrolment and attendance of children in school, went on under recording the out of school 
children (includes school drop outs and never enrolled). Thus, the state was projecting less 
number of out of school children till recently, when the Honourable High Court of Karnataka 
has questioned the validity of government figure and ordered for a fair child census at the 
farend of 2013. As a result, suddenly in 2014,number of out of school children witnessed 
anincrease from 51,994 (2012 – 13) to 1, 75, and 525(2013-14). It is important and essential to 
have correct data to monitor our progress from base to the current level. The above situation 
can also be perceived as reflection of our commitment to RTE. 
 
One of the key aspects of RTE Act,being the powers and functions bestowed on local 
authorities (Section 9) both in urban and rural set ups. However, hardly any efforts are being 
made to involve these authorities in the effective implementation of RTE. Hardly any instances 
of active involvement of local authorities such as Zilla Panchayath, Taluk Panchyath, Gram 
Panchayath, Municipal Corporation, Municipal Council etc. could be seen.  Section 9 is an 
important provision in recognition of principles of decentralisation in RTE implementation. 
These decentralised structures are not even aware of their roles and responsibilities as far as 
RTE is concerned. No substantial or concerted efforts have been or are being made to sensitize, 
empower, involve, these authorities as part of RTE implementation process. Effective local 
authority can impact significantly better than any other body or agency in implementing any 
programmes at the grassroots level. These local authorities were also deprived of any capacity 



 

State Level Convention on Stock Taking on RTE Implementation in Karnataka – A Report by PAFRE7 

building programmes on RTE. As of now, involvement and engagement of decentralised 
agencies in RTE implementation is far from satisfactory. 
Provisions under Section 11 (Provide early childhood care and education for all children until 
they complete the age of six years), Section 13 (No capitation fee  shall be collected) , Section 
14 (2) (No child shall be denied admission in a school for lack of age proof), Section 15 (School 
admission period and provision for enrolling children even after the specified time frame from 
admission), Section 17 (No child shall be subjected to physical punishment or mental 
harassment – corporal punishment) , Section 21 (Formation of School Management 
Committees – SDMCs), Section 22 (Preparation of School Development Plan by SDMC),  Section 

24 (Duties shall be 
performed by  
teachers) and  
Section 27 (No 
teacher shall be 
deployed for any  
non-educational 
purposes other 
than specified in 
the Act) did not see 
any progress to 
change the 
situation for better. 
The Department is 
still deploying 
teachers for non-
educational 

purposes, hardly any anganwadis or pre-school centres are being started by DoE in areas where 
it is required.Corporal punishment is practiced in schools in invisible from even today and could 
not be eradicated completely. Even after the RTE Act, one did not see much change in 
classroom instruction process by teachers in government schools. In majority of the schools 
SDMCs are being dysfunctional in the absence of proper follow up and capacity building 
programme to nurture them. School Development Plans (SDPs) are only on paper. These are 
complete violation of RTE provisions. This raises several questions against the state 
government. How many cases of RTE violations havebeen filed in the last four years?  How 
many schools have been derecognised or NOCs cancelled for such violations? How many 
schools, teachers or officials received official memos and notices for such violations? What kind 
of follow up plan has the DoE evolved over the years to address such violations? Most of these 
areas would still remain unanswered. In realising the overarching goal of NCF 2005, there is a 
need to implement the above RTE provisions in schools across the state with greater 
enthusiasm, participation and commitment involving different stakeholders of education. 
 
Many schools in the state suffer from poor basic infrastructure facilities – toilets, drinking 
water, class rooms, playground, library, science lab, etc. However, the DoE had submitted false 
affidavits on status of these infrastructure facilities (toilets and drinking water) in government 
schools to the Honourable High Court of Karnataka.  
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Even on nine parameters (pupil – teacher ratio, building, library, minimum number of working 
hours per week per teacher, minimum number of working days/instructional hours in an 
academic year,  teaching learning materials, play materials, games and sports equipment etc.), 
specified under the RTE Act, state did not make any appreciative progress. Majority of schools 
in Karnataka lack required number of teachers and exist single teacher schools (on record 
always two teachers but one is always on deputation to his/her place of interest – usually 
criteria would be place close to his/her residence or main town), effective teaching learning 
materials (TLMs), playground, toilet facilities for children, especially girl children, school suffer 
from safe drinking water facilities etc.  
 
Section 29 of the Act focuses on ensuring quality education with proper curriculum and 
evaluation procedures. The poor quality of our school education has been revealed through 
various studies carried out in the state. Our own field level observations and understanding 
further confirms the poor quality education transacted in schools in the state. In practice, 
teaching process in our schools mostly lack learner centred child friendly approach. There is a 
need to prepare our teacher in operationalising such a wonderful concept in school classrooms. 
The situation has not changed much even today in our schools.  There is a need to address this 
on a priority basis. Hence, there is a need for building well-grounded people’s movement in the 
state.  
 
State government’s lack of commitment and interest to implement RTE effectively in the 
state,is being evident from the post RTE budgets (no significant allocations) of the government. 
In ensuring access to all, there is a need to nationalise three essential services - health, 
education and water (partially or fully privatization of these services would deprivelarge section 
of the marginalised community from having access to them). Since we are in the process of Lok 
Sabaha election  (the Convention was coincided with Lok Sabha Election 2014) , it would be 
more appropriate to place our demands and pressurise the state in ensuring effective 
implementation of RTE Act, both in letter and true spirit. As a pre-requisite, the process 
demands a strong people’s movement in the state and all of us together need to strengthen 
PAFRE and CACL-K to build such movement to bring desired change in education sector.            
Dr. Niranjanardhya presented a more comprehensive macro pictureof RTE implementation 
besides highlighting existing gaps and challenges faced in the field. His presentation of ideas, 
experiences and insights were useful in setting direction for the subsequent sessions.  
 
Key Speaker 1: Basavaraj Gurikar, President, Karnataka State Primary School Teachers 
Association (KSPSTA) 
KSPSTA has benefitted in many occasions from Dr. Niranjanaradhya’s advice and guidance on 
various aspects of the Teachers’ Association (TA) work and frequently provided educational 
inputs to its members. We have worked closely with Dr. Aradhya on several occasions on 
similar agenda.TA would extend every support to PAFRE in its efforts to ensure effective 
implementation of RTE in the state. TA strongly believes in the concept of common school 
system to achieve uniform quality and discrimination free school education for all children 
irrespective of their background. TA in many occasions has organised awareness creation 
programme on RTE. TA has worked closely with Jaya Karnataka Sangha on education related 
social sensitization programme.  Fighting together for quality education would certainly yield 
better results sooner or later. Hence, there is a need to work together as one social entity, 
keeping aside our own individual affiliations and identities for the good cause of ensuring 
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quality education in our state. Mid Day Meal workers and SDMC members were part of the 
same school to which we all teachers belong to. Hence, in our movement for common school 
system of uniform quality there 
is a need for us to come 
together and work for the 
cause of children’s right to 
education. When large number 
of children is still out of school 
education, how could the 
government justify its action 
on closing down of large 
number of schools in the state 
under the pretext of low 
enrolment or less number of 
children.This unjustifiable 
action of the state government 
has created fear and phobia among school teachers as well as parents. There is a need to 
strengthen public education system to attract large number of children into government 
school. The DoE should start pre-school education as part of elementary education system. 
Hence, from the ensuing academic year, the government must start Lower Kindergartens 
(LKGs) in all government schools. This is essential in stopping privatisation of school education 
in Karnataka. There is a need and urgency to conduct similar discussion in other places too. The 
process would create awareness among civil society groups and encourage their involvement 
and participation in our educational endeavour. TA reiterates its all possible support and 
involvement in PAFRE’s work. 
 

Key Speaker 2: Shri Mavalli Shankar, Social Activist, Dalith Sangarsha Samithi (DSS), 
Bengaluru: 
 

Mr. Mavalli Shankar in his speech, expressed concern over the promises made by political 
leaders and political establishment in the past. Majority of these leaders lack will and 
commitment in making it a reality.  In this context he criticised, RTE and the governments 
responsible for its effective implementation. Today several political parties and their leaders’ 

make claim on enactment 
of RTEAct was their 
initiative or efforts or 
achievement. However, 
truth lies somewhere 
else. Because, it has a 
long history of more than 
two centuries. Mahathma 
Jyothirao Phule and Dr. 
B.R. Ambedkar’s 
contribution to the 
struggle of right to 
education is an important 
milestone in Indian 
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history in general and social movement in particular.  There is a need to understand the efforts 
of these leaders and their vision for India. Our teachers need tospeak to our children about the 
work of Mahathma Phule and Dr. Ambdekar. Dr. Ambedkar realised the need for nationalising 
education, employment and land, and any privatization of these would deprive the lives of 
marginalised, socially excluded and exploited communities. He was against privatization. 
However, today we have not only privatized but also commercialised our education. In the long 
run these efforts would uproot our existing strong public education system. Private and the 
corporate sectors would finally capture and control the whole education sector in the country.  
It is really shocking to hear that even today, more than one lakh dalitchildren being deprived of 
educational opportunity in our state. This itself a reflection of status of RTE implementation 
inKarnataka. Sometimes ago, the state government has announced establishing 100 new 
residential schools. Of which 40 schools have already been started.  To motivate first 
generation of learners to continue their education, establishing of school alone would not be a 
sufficient condition. Such schools need to be equipped with required number of professionally 
trained and committed teachers, basic infrastructure, library and playground facilities, space 
for children to open up, share, discuss and dialogue with one another, appropriate curriculum 
and also  child friendly environment in such schools are equally important and necessary 
conditions. Mr.Mavalli Shankar raised a valid question like, would these schools ensure quality 
in all the above parameters or else there is a likelihoodof these children becoming school drop 
out again.   In addressing all these issues, we need to nurture and build a strong people’s 
movement. Our dream of common school system of uniform quality in the state would be 
possible only when we become successful in pressurising the state government on our 
demands. There is a need to form a Committee that would continuously dialogue with the state 
government on our demand for common school system.  A strong social movement for right to 
education on the ground would supplement and support the Committee efforts. We all need to 
work towards this in making common school system a reality in Karnataka. Mr. Mavalli Shankar 
has openly declared that Dalit Sangarsha Samithi (DSS) would extend all possible support and 
help to PAFRE in its all educational endeavour.  
 

Key Speaker 3: Mr. Hafizulla, President,Karnataka State SDMC Co-ordination Forum 

(KSSDMCCF): 

Mr. Hafizulla while addressing the Convention stressed the need for addressing the quality 
aspects of school education. He has raised a pertinent question on teacher autonomy. Teachers 
in government schools 
were controlled by their 
officers. Teachers were 
deprived of their 
freedom to plan and 
conduct classes. 
Teachers’ were forcibly 
deployed for non-
teaching work. This act 
of education officials 
adversely impact on 
classroom transactions. 
There is a need to 
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ensure autonomy for our teachers to independently work in their classrooms. This would 
encourage them to delve deeper into their subject domain and also engage them in academic 
debates and discussions that would help in enriching their knowledgebase. All responsibilities 
of mid-day meal preparation, ensuring drinking water in schools, etc.,are dumped on teachers. 
If the school lacks water sources, from where should teacher get water for his/her school. It is 
the responsibility of the higher authority to ensure water facility at the school level. Teachers’ 
primary focus should be teaching and classroom management. The education system needs to 
rethink its approach and attitude towards its teachers. Workload of the Head Teachers (HTs) 
and assistant teachers has been increased over the years due to various schemes that are being 
under implementation. However, schools are without any support staff to assist the HTs and 
teachers in their additional work. All schools should be provided with a Helper or Aaya.  
Teachers were forced by their supervisory body to submit false statistics on out of school 
children (OOSC) and other aspects of information management system (MIS). 
 
He quoted examples from Raichur district where many schools are without English teachers. 
How one would expect our children to learn English. If they do not learn, they would find it 
difficult to cope up with the syllabi of higher standards and finally children may end up as 
school drop outs. Teachers’ are demotivated with continuous and poorly planned and managed 
trainings. However, teachers lack need based and follow up ensured trainings. The process also 
disturbs their teaching and classroom transaction efforts. This in turn impacts adversely on 
children’s learning levels. Mr. Hafizulla further stressed the need to start pre-school centres or 
anganwadis as part of the elementary education system. Efforts are also needed in motivating 
and training Local Authorities mentioned in the RTE Act to take up the RTE implementation 
seriously. 
 
Mr. Hafizulla’s experience of last fewyears’ engagement with SDMCs at the state level and his 
own first-hand experience of working with schools in tough terrain of Raichur have convinced 
him of,quality is the key of any school education and teachers are indispensableaspects of 
school education. Hence, there is a need to create a conducive work environment for teachers 
with freedom to work, encouragement, support, help and responding to their problems and 
requirements as a top priority by all concerned. In the long run this would also help in 
increasing stakeholders’ participation in school education.  This could be achieved only when 
we all work united for the cause of right of children to education.  Mr. Hafizulla further stressed 
the need to start pre-school centres or anganwadis as part of the elementary education 
system. Efforts are also needed in motivating and training localauthorities mentioned in the 
RTE Act to take up the RTE implementation seriously. 
 
Key Speaker 4: Mr. F.C. Cheagaraddy, Vice President,Bharath Gyan Vignyan Samithi 
(BGVS), Karnataka. 
 
We all most of the time blame teachersfor under recording out of school children, over 
recording enrolment and attendance, maintaining false children’s attainment levels and for 
many more reasons. The systemic pressure and work environment forces our government 
school teachers to hide facts and present facts as desired by their supervisory agency.  There is 
a need to understand the complexities of circumstances and situation in which a teacher 
operates in his/her school. Teachers were subjected to all kinds of supervision and inspections. 
Most of the time,these processes demotivate and take away the liberty and freedom of 
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teachers to function independently.  Teachers were not given chance to present the facts but 
were forced to submit facts 
desired by their higher 
authorities.  Teachers were 
pressurised to 
attendtrainings, teachers 
were forced to engage in 
non-educational work and 
teachers were deprived of 
their freedom of teaching. All 
these have directly 
contributed in teachers 
disinterest towards ensuring 
quality teaching and learning 
processes in their 
classrooms. Pressure on 
teachers to complete syllabus as per the timeline specified by the authority being another 
reason for them to neglect ‘quality’ and focus on only ‘task’ completion. 
 
There is a need to rethink on professional development of teachers to make them effective 
school level resources. In realising this, education system needs to be more sensitive to the 
needs and requirements of teaching community. 
 
Key Speaker 5: Ms. Latha, President, Karnataka State Mid Day Meal Workers Union, Bengaluru: 
 
Ms. Latha beingclosely associated with government school as mid-day meal worker shared her 
experience about the government schools. She has expressed her concern over decline in 
school enrolment rate over the last few years. According to Ms. Latha, to 

creatediscriminationfre
e society there is a 
need to ensure quality 
in our government 
schools. Because, 
majority of the poor 
cannot afford to send 
their children to private 
schools and they 
depend very much on 
government schools. If 
these schools fail to 
deliver quality 
education, 
marginalised 
community would 

continue to remain marginalised in all aspects.  She also enlightened the participants about 
how her team’s work at school has impacted positively on the attendance rate of the children. 
She felt the need to protect our government schools against all kinds of odds. She further said 
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that, Mid Day Meal Workers’ Union would extend all grassroots support to PAFRE to make the 
movement a success.  
Key speaker 6: Mr. Yathiraju, Slum Dwellers Federation, Mysore: 
 

Mr.Yathiraju presented his analysis on RTEimplementation from slum dwellers’ perspective. 
Mr. Yathiraju explained how difficult it is for children of slum dwellers to get admission in 
private schools under the RTE provision of 25% seat reservation meant for socially 
disadvantaged groups and 
weaker section.   Many a 
time, the family resides in 
slums without any proof of 
residence or identity. It 
becomes extremely 
difficult for these 
communities to furnish 
documents required for 
admission under the 
reservation quota. For 
most of the private 
schools, slum dwellers 
children become 
untouchables and they 
make every effort to discourage them being part of such educational opportunity. Government 
schools in slums completely lack basic infrastructure facilities – classroom, playground, drinking 
water, toilets, TLMs, library, etc. In this situation, it would be challenging for parents and 
teachers to retain children in schools. As a result, slumshave become a site for large number of 
school drop outs. However, education functionaries misinterpret the situation and make 
parents responsible for school drop outs. Hence, education of slum dwellers’ children needs to 
be seen differently to find proper solutions to the issues and challenges experienced. 
 

Mr. Yathiraju recalled SDMC members’ involvement and contribution at school level in slum 
areas in the recent past. He further said that, Slum Dwellers Federation (SDF) would recognise 
education a prime political and development agenda in their area of operation. The Federation 
would work with PAFRE to strengthen the movement in state in general and Mysore in 
particular.  
 

Key Speaker 7:Mr. Narayanaswamy, Secretary Karnataka State Primary School 
Teachers Association (KSPSTA), Bengalur: 
 

Mr. Narayanaswamy in his speech,  highlighted how simultaneous existence of  different types 
of education for different sections of the society results in creating more and more gap 
between rich and poor instead of bridging the same. Education should contribute to bridge 
such gaps and not to widen such gaps. He recalled simultaneous existence of government 
schools with state syllabus and vernacular medium meant for poor and marginalised 
communities, private schools with CBSE (Central Board of Secondary Education) and ICSC 
(Indian Certificate of Secondary Education) syllabus meant for middle, upper middle and 
affluent classes. These multiple co-existence of systems functions separately andindependently 
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without any interactions or exchange of ideas and knowledgebase. In such situation one cannot 
expect to see discrimination free society.  Mr. Narayanaswamy felt it is high time that we all 
work towards strengthening public education system and advocate for common school system 
catering to all irrespective of their colour, creed, sex, social and economic status.  Our dream of 
social justice and equity could be achieved only through the introduction of effective common 
school system in the state. He also drew attention of the participants on deploying teachers for 
more than 40 days for non-educational work. This has created interference in teachers’ 
classroom transaction process and creates disinterest and demotivation among teachers about 
school academic focus. Schools suffer from lack of teachers. Although we speak about ensuring 
quality in our government school, the State has not yet been successful in providing teacher 
per class and we are continuing with our age old criteria of students’ strength in deciding 
required number of teachers.   

 

As a backdrop to the opening session, Mr. Rennie D’souza, Convenor, CACL-K and member, 
PAFRE introduced briefly about PAFRE, its vision, goal, purpose and context in which it got 
conceived. In his brief note, Mr. Rennie has shared the vision and purpose of PAFRE and 
stressed the need for all individuals, groups and networks to align under one large entity for 
the cause of right of children to school education. Dr. H.D. Prashanth, Associate Professor, 
Development Studies, Kannada University, Hampi, in his welcome address stressed the need 
for building powerful civil society pressure group to realise the dream of common school 
system of uniform quality in Karnataka.  
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Session2: Plenary Session: Right to Education - The Big Picture in the 
State 
 
The session had its focus on understanding thebig andthe holistic picture in the state as far as 
RTEimplementation is concerned. The session had below listed twelve sub themes. These sub-
themes include  privatization of school education, disabled children and RTE, out of school 
children and RTE, disadvantaged group and weaker section and RTE, quality education and RTE,  
capitation fee and RTE, infrastructure and RTE, local authority and RTE, community 
participation and RTE, school development plan and RTE,  RTE and challenges before teachers , 
corporal punishment and RTE. Each sub-theme was dealt by distinct speakers. Dr. H.D. 
Prashanth, Associate Professor, Kannanda University, Hampi, moderated the session. He 
explained the design of the plenary sessions and its purposes both to the speakers and the 
participants of the Convention. Dr. Prashanth also introduced speakers and their sub-themes to 
the audience prior to their presentation.   
 
 

Sub-theme 1: Privatization and RTE: Dr. Panditharadhya, Professor (Rtd), Mysore 
University, Mysore: 
 

Dr. Panditharadhya in his presentation was trying to connect privatization of education with 
medium of instruction imparted in schools and commercialisation of education. According to 
him, it has been an accepted fact all over the world that children would understand well when 
the education to them was given in their own mother tongue. Therefore, mother tongue 

should be the medium 
of instruction, instead of 
English or other strange 
or foreign languages. Of 
late, many of the 
private owned schools 
have introduced English 
as a medium of 
instruction and they 
were successful in 
attracting many parents 
to enrol their children in 
such schools. Many of 
these enrolled children 
are of first generation 
learners and parents 

know nothing about the language that their children they wish to learn. This attitude of the 
parents has created market for education and private institutions have developed strategies 
tocapitalise the opportunity. This kind ofwrong notion among parents put their children in 
troubles. As a result many either do not perform or drop out or succumb into the school 
pressure. 
 
Many of the schools suffer without proper teachers to teach English.  It is important that to 
learn any language in school, there is a need to have a teacher with proficiency in such 
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languages. In the absence of this, children suffer and end up with nothing. We need to strongly 
demand for amending the RTE Act seeking a provision to make mother tongue as compulsory 
medium of instruction in all schools. Teaching of a language becomes useful when child attains 
the competency to speak in such language effortlessly. This helps child to learn various 
concepts related to maths, science, social studies, etc. Therefore, it is important that all basic 
education need to be imparted in child’s own language. The National Curriculum Framework 
2005 (NCF 2005) highlights the importance of introducing mother tongue as medium of 
instruction in schools. 
 

Sub-theme 2: Differently Abled Children and RTE: G. Ravi, Social Activist, Bengaluru: 
 

Mr. Ravi in his presentation highlighted the relationship between differently abled children and 
out of school children. Even after four years of RTE implementation, differently abled children 
have not become priority for the DoE. Majority of the differently abled children remain out of 
schools in the state. Inclusive education in government schools is not as effective as desired. 
Teachers and schools are yet not equipped with retaining these children even if they have been 
enrolled. Situation of differently abled children belonging to backward and muslin community 
is really an area of serious concern. How would RTE address these issues? Are there any 
operational strategies or workable plans with the government to tackle these issues? All these 
questions remained unanswered for several years.  Therefore, the issue of differently abled 
need to be presented effectively to the authority concerned. In the current scenario, this could 
be achieved only through a strong field based education movement.  
 

Sub-theme 3: Capitation Fee: Ms. Nandini, Social Activist, Bengaluru: 
 

Unfortunately, today education has become a saleable commodity in the market economy.  
Private sector always works for profit and see everything form a lens of profit making business. 
Hence, today parents 
were forced to pay a huge 
amount as capitation fee 
to get (to ‘buy!) a seat for 
their child ina private 
school. We need to see 
education as a social 
transformation vehicle 
instead of a profit making 
business. There is a need 
to work towards bringing 
change in the perspective 
of general public and 
education management 
sector helping them to 
imbibe social transformation perspective. The RTE Act completely prohibits collecting of any 
capitation fee in any form. However, private schools continue to collect capitation fee from 
parents/children. This is a complete violation of RTE provision and children’s right to education. 
There is a separate law prohibiting collection of capitation fee in the state. Despite all these 
legal provisions to put an end to this illegalpractice, state was silent with no serious action 
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against such school managements. There is an urgency to pressurise the state to stop this 
illegal practice in all private schools. This could be done only through united efforts of civil 
society groups and individuals. Therefore, it is important for us to join our handswith PAFRE’s 
effort. 
 

Sub-theme 4: Disadvantaged Children and Weaker Section and RTE: Mr. Y.  
Mariswamy, Samaja Parivathana Janandolana, Bengaluru: 

 
Although Lord Macaulay was criticised for his education policy in India, his efforts to 
universalise education has paved way for many socially excluded community to take entry into 
education.  Mr. Mariswamy recalled this effort of Macaulay while presenting RTE scenario of 
Karnataka vis-à-vis the status of children belonging to disadvantaged group and weaker section.  
Dalits and other exploited communities were refused education till Macaulay’s policy came into 
effect in India. The first Education Commission of independent India was headed by Dr. D.S. 
Kothari has made several important recommendations to address educational issues and 
challenges pertaining to the children of disadvantaged group and weaker section. However, 
these recommendations remained on paper only without any political will to implement them 
since 1968. 
Most of these children being the first generation of learners,their educational needs to be 
addressed differently and it is to be developed in their own context. We lack such facilities in 
our present 
education system. 
All children were 
forced to undergo, 
abstract learning 
which is completely 
different from their 
own social context. 
Such kind of learning 
processes hardly 
encourages and 
creates interest 
among these 
children to continue 
their education and 
they may end up in 
leaving schools 
before they complete their elementary education.  Therefore, it is important that provision to 
learn is not a sufficient condition for children of disadvantaged group and weaker section, 
creating a child friendly, socially relevant and conducive environment for learning is a necessary 
condition to ensure their continued learnings. It is a well-known fact that a majority of private 
schools denied admission to the above groups under Section 12 of the RTE Act. The state was 
not assertive and aggressive in ordering managements of such schools to comply with the 
provisions of the Act. Only way left for us is to educate, agitate and organise ourselves to face 
the challenges that are before all of us. Therefore there is a need to shape the movement both 
at the grassroots and top levels.   
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Sub-theme 5: Quality Education and RTE: Mr. Anish Kumar C.J.,  Shikshana 
Foundation, Bengaluru: 
 

Mr. Anish shared his insights of ground realities of quality education after RTE implementation.  
In achieving quality education in any 
school, a strong bondage between 
school and teachers is a pre-
requisite condition. In the above 
context a school includes, children, 
parents, community, education 
functionaries, resource team, 
library, etc. Today most of the 
schools lack this pre-condition 
status. Therefore, schools could not 
achieve quality on other quality 
parameters like, teaching learning 
processes, children’s attainment 

levels, etc. He recalled the importance of qualified, trained and committed teachers in ensuring 
quality education in any school. Teachers need to be provided with need based quality training 
instead of coverage based pre decided trainings. Teaching learning process is a serious 
professional engagement of teachers with children in schools. To realise quality professional 
engagement it is important that teachers, officers, management, community and resource 
team work together. Though it is a difficult task to achieve, it is not impossible. RTE’s efforts in 
ensuring quality in school education are yet not yielded any noticeable results. Therefore, the 
state has to seriously rethink on its strategies to face the existing and anticipated challenges 
effectively. This needs to be discussed and debated with all key stakeholders of school 
education in the state at different levels.  
 

Sub-theme 6: School Infrastructure and RTE: Mr. Kumar Shringeri, Member, 

Karnataka State SDMC Co-ordination Committee 

Mr. KumarShringeri, aptly summarised RTE impact on school infrastructure in just few 
sentences. He had done a reality check in his work area and found that even today schools 
suffer without proper toilets 
and water facilities. Children’s 
school uniforms have been 
outsourced to corporate 
houses like Aravind Mills. 
Children get clothes without 
stitching. Parents have to 
spend additional money to 
stich them. There are cases of 
schools with insufficient 
classrooms and furniture. 
Schools lack functional libraries 
and some schools lack 
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playground and play material facilities. Supply of safe drinking water to many schools especially 
in North Karnataka is still a distant dream.  In most of the cases, schools have failed to 
implement School Development Plans (SDP). Hence, SDPs are only on paper in a majority cases. 

Sub-theme 7: Out of School Children and RTE: Mr. Lakshmi Prasanna, APSA, 

Bengaluru 

Status of out of school children in Karnataka  reflects  poor quality education imparted in our 
local schools, poor involvement and engagement of parents and local community in school 
development work, less or 
ineffective teaching 
methodologies practiced and 
absence of conducive learning 
environment, etc. As per the 
recent data shared by the DoE 
with the Honourable High 
Court of Karnataka that, the 
state has more than 1.75 lakh 
out of school children. If 
alternate child census is 
carried out in the state, this 
number could further shoot 
up.  The State, over the years 
has kept on under recording out of school children.Despite having stringent law on prohibition 
of child marriage, the age old practice is still on in many parts of Karnataka including rural parts 
of Bengaluru.  Once the children get married (especially girls), one could hardly think of being in 
schools. There is a need to address this issue in ensuring education for all.  Child working in 
agriculture has not been prohibited even after having several amendments to Child Labour 
(Prohibition and Regulation) Act 1986. Huge number of children during school hours could be 
seen working in agriculture sites. Raichur, Koppal and Bellary are the best example for children 
working in agriculture sector. Lack of functional toilets is another reason for school drop outs 
among adolescent girls. Efforts were made in terms of identifying out of school children and 
mainstreaming them through short term bridge course programme. However, these 
programmes did not make desired impact on children to complete their basic education.  

It is important to analyse multi-dimensional reasons connected with the issue of out of school 
children in order to find a permanent solution to the problem. The state needs to involve and 
engage all the key stakeholders to find out effective solutions and operational strategies to 
arrest school drop outs and ensure regular attendance of children in school.  RTE becomes 
successful only when the benefit of RTE reaches to the children of disadvantaged group and 
weaker section of the society.  
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Sub-theme 8: Local Authority and RTE: Mr. Prakash Kamath, Independent Consultant, 

And Bengaluru: 

It is very much evident from the closer review of circulars and orders issued by the DoE in 
connection with RTE implementation that ‘all is not well’ with RTE in Karnataka. The 
Department itself has acknowledged the receipt of large number of public complaints on RTE 

implementation. As recorded 
by various groups working on 
elementary education issue 
in Karnataka, one of the 
areas where hardly anything 
has been explored so far is 
roles and responsibilities of 
Local Authorities in 
implementing and 
monitoring RTE Act. The RTE 
Act has made every attempt 
to include decentralisation 
structure as part of the RTE. 
There is no evidence of any 
well thought trainings 

organised or large scale awareness programmes conducted for these bodies. In the absence of 
these, local authorities got delinked from the process of RTE implementation. It is important 
that the DoE takes into confidence decentralised structures while implementing RTE in the 
state. It is surprising to know that most of the local authorities being completely unaware of 
their role in RTE implementation. 

 

Sub-theme 9: Community Participation and RTE: Mr. T. Govindaraju, President 
Ramnagara District SDMC Co-ordination Forum, Ramanagara 

 
Mr. Govindaraju strongly believes that with exposures, awareness and capacity building efforts 
community participation in school development work can be improved and he also elaborates 

with his own experience of working 
with SDMCs in Ramanagara district 
as President of the district level 
SDMC Forum.  However, SDMCs in 
the state suffer from poor quality 
trainings and follow up programme. 
Efforts are required in helping 
these structures to understand 
their roles and responsibility in 
school development work. There is 
a need to sensitize and educate 
SDMCs on school education, 
adverse impact of privatization and 

commercialisation of education in the state and need for their involvement and engagement in 
strengthening government school system.  
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In some areas existence of SDMC itself is invisible, especially in North Karnataka region. This 
situation has not been changed much even after RTE came into effect.  More serious efforts are 
required in connecting SDMCs with schools. Both teachers and community need to accept and 
respect each other’s role with open mind. Effective community participation would help in 
arresting school drop outs, ensuring cent percent enrolment and protecting school property 
from all kinds of manmade damages. The State Government both in letter and spirit should 
recognise strengthening community participation as top priority under RTE implementation.    

 
Sub-theme 10: School Development Plan and RTE: Mr. Abdul Rahiman Panne, 
Education Resource Centre, Mangalore 

 
Community through SDMC has been given greater role in school education. Therefore quality 
of SDPs is more or less dependent upon quality of community participation in such schools. As 
mentioned earlier, there is a long 
way to make required progress in 
developing and implementing 
quality SDPs at school levels. 
Since SDPs in Karnataka are made 
compulsory, all schools might had 
their SDPs on paper. As per the 
requirement these SDPs need to 
be emerged from community 
requirement and therefore need 
to be facilitated by respective 
SDMC at school level. However, in 
reality these SDPs get developed 
by HTs with or without SDMC members’ involvement. Further, they have been developed as 
mere requirement than community plan for school development.  In some places NGO 
involvement has helped in developing community planned SDPs. Especially some parts of the 
districts like Ramanagara, Bellary, Yadgiri, and Gulbarga and so on. SDMC strengthening and 
SDP implementation should go hand in hand to improve local community participation in 
school development work.  

 
Sub-theme 11: Challenges Before Teachers and RTE:  Mr. Kaidal Krishnamurthy, 

Assistant Teacher, Shorpur Block, Yadgiri District: 

In the present scenario teachers are not in a position to listento anything with open mind. They 
have a closed mind for various reasons. Teachers have realised that, creativity, innovation and 
experiments are not being priority for them in school. Therefore, they were forced to give least 
attention to teaching. For every failure teachers were made responsible and accountable. In 
public school education system, comparatively teaching learning process has far less 
importance than engagement in non-education work and record keeping. A teacher in a school 
is expected to maintain 20 records only for CCE (Continuous Comprehensive Evaluation). Hardly 
any officer would come and interact with children to know their competency attainment level. 
Instead they spend time in reviewing records to see whether they are as per the prescribed 



 

State Level Convention on Stock Taking on RTE Implementation in Karnataka – A Report by PAFRE22 

standards. In most of the time records maintenance get higher priority than teaching learning 
process carried out inside the classroom.   
 
Teacher is also made responsible if child remains absent for school continuously or in the 
process becomes school drop outs. We have been pressurised to bring back such children to 

school.  In North Karnataka 
migration is a common 
phenomenon. Children too 
migrate to city along with their 
parents and family members. 
Would it be possible or practical 
for a teacher to motivate distantly 
located family to get their child 
back to school? Hardly any scope 
for discussion on such issues with 
decision makers either at block 
and district levels except obeying 
their orders. Teachers are also 

compelled to engage in collecting data on various aspects of schools. There is no definite plan 
for type of data requirement and period of data collection during any given academic year. As 
and when requirement comes from the state, it gets passed on to school from district or blocks, 
and teachers are expected to respond to such requirement even at the cost of keeping aside 
their primary responsibility of teaching. Therefore, it is important to understand complexity of 
school functioning. Teachers have become part and parcel of such complex environment which 
hardly allows them to think creatively and innovatively. There are instances of using teachers 
during school hours to serve lunch in a wedding reception of the local minister. Would this fall 
in the preview of teaching or in the role of government school teachers?  Can thisbe tackled?  
Who would listen to the woes of a poor school teacher? In this complex environment, teacher 
is expected to perform as per the set academic standards. Would that be practical or possible? 
It is a big question mark? Without creating a conducive work environment with freedom and 
autonomy to function, it would be highly impractical and unrealistic to expect quality teaching 
in government school set up. RTE yet not responded to the above situation. Unless we ensure 
quality in government schools, it would be difficult to convince parents to send their drop out 
or never enrolled children to school.  
 

Sub-theme 12: Corporal Punishment and RTE: Mr. Ravichandra, Regional Education 

Resource Centre, Mangalore 
 

Corporal punishment is illegal and a complete violation of child rights.  Though school 
management and DoE claims about complete prohibition of corporal punishment in schools, 
this act of teachers being stillin practice in many schools. There are instances of children 
complaining their parents about physical and mental harassment met to them by their own 
teachers. Also there are several incidents of teacher calling children by their colour, disability, 
height, caste etc., instead of by their name.  Although it is a punishable offence, hardly any 
such instances have been reported to the DoE for suitable disciplinary actions. Even today in 
many schools beating of children has not been considered as offence or illegal. Teachers need 
to change their attitude towards corporal punishment and also need to realise that such 
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actions of teachers on children would only make situation worse. Teachers need to be 
educated on NCF to understand the vision and values of our education and further need to be 
encouraged to deal with children more friendly and harmless way. The Karnataka State 
Commission on Protection of 
Child Rights (KSCPCR) has 
initiated some work in 
Karnataka to stop corporal 
punishment. Some of the NGOs 
working child rights issues also 
worked on the issue. However, 
at school level HTs, SDMCs and 
parents need to take proactive 
role and initiative in completely 
eradicating such a harmful 
practice in our schools.  
 

As a moderator of the session, 
Dr. Prashanth has concluded the 
plenary session by summarising his own insights and insights drawn from the above 
presentations. During each presentation participants were encouraged to make their 
interventions with questions, idea and experience sharing.  

 
Session 3: Way Forward:  
 

The purpose of this session was to consolidate the day long process and to summarize key 
outcomes of the Convention in order to plan a road 
map for PAFRE on RTE. The session was moderated 
by Mr. Victor Tauro. The panel members included 
Dr. Niranjanaradhya, Mr. Umesh Aradhya, Mr. F. C. 
Chegaraddy, Ms. Susheela, Mr. Hafeezulla, Dr. 
Vasuand Mr. Lakshapathi. 
 
Mr. Tauro has briefly summarised issues emerged 
during the Conventionby pausing a few questions to 
the audience and panellists. His questions were 

mainly focussed on important aspects pertaining to the RTE that need to be addressed. Some 
of his questions included, how do we 
tackle legal hurdles caused by private 
school managements in the RTE 
implementation?, how do we bring a focus 
into other important aspects of RTE other 
than 25% seat reservation issue?, how do 
we make constitutional body like the 
KSCPCR much more stronger in its 
interaction and dialogue with the state 
government?, how do we create greater 
awareness on RTE and concepts of RTE 
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Act?, etc. This has given a focus to the session and clarity to the other panellists in sharing their 
ideas and thoughts on way forward plans. All the panellists shared their insights and thoughts 
on road map to be developed for PAFRE. Following are some of the key and relevant demands 
emerged in the group to make RTE an effective tool in ensuring children’s right to development 
through right to education.   
 
Key demands emerged out of the Convention: 

 

1. It should be understood that reservation of 25% seats for children belonging to weaker 
and other deprived section as just one part of RTE Act and then comprehensively and 
completely implement the Act. 
 

2. The government should take measures to provide necessary help and support to the 
poor families so as to help them in getting their children equal quality education at least 
from pre-primary to 10th standard. 

 
3. Pressurising the state government to enact stringent laws against private schools those 

are involved and in commercialisation of education causing social injustice in the 
society. 
 

4. Pressurising the state government to take appropriate initiative to strengthen KSCPCR, 
enabling it to monitor RTE Act in the state more effectively and comprehensively.  

 
5. The Commission (KSCPCR) within its limits should use its power and take suo-motto  

action on  cases relating to exploitation by private educational institutions, initiate 
enquiry and recommend the government to initiate suitable action. 
 

6. Expedite the legal process for effective implementation of RTE Act, by clearing all the 
legal hurdles implicated by the private schools. 
 

7. In order to derive a common school system based on principles of equality and social 
justice and as per the constitutional directives, the government should take measures 
to form an expert committee to formulate the common school policy. 

 
8. As first step towards common education system, government should direct all 

government employees and elected representatives to enrol their children compulsorily 
in government schools. 
 

9. Takeup advocacy along with local government representatives and media with respect 
to RTE  Act. 

 
10. Organizing consultations and dialogues with the active participation and involvement of 

local people on regular basis on RTE Act, helping to develop and put in place suitable 
local monitoring mechanism for the effective implementation of the Act. 
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11. Facilitating taluk, district and divisional level review meetings on RTE implementation, 
sharing ground realities with all the key stakeholders and develop suitable strategies 
and programmes to address the issues identified in the process.  
 

12. Ensuring systematic documentation, conductingseries of studies on efforts of RTE 
implementation and finally makingproper use of such studies and documentation in 
strengthening RTE implementation in the state 

 
At the end, after a detailed discussion, a Working Committee (WC) was formed to plan and 
facilitate future course of action on the outcomes of the Convention.  Efforts were made to 
ensure proper representation from differentregions, social groups and sectors while forming 
the WC. The committee comprises the following members: 
 

Working Committee Members: 
 

1. Mr. F. C. Chegaraddy, BGVS, Bengaluru 
2. Mr. Mavalli Shankar, DSS, Bengaluru 
3. Mr. Victor Tauro, ILP, Bengaluru 
4. Dr. Vasu, Janashakthi, Bengaluru 
5. Dr. H. D. Prashanth, Kannada University, Hampi 
6. Mr. Aralikuppe, KRVP, Bengaluru 
7. Mr. Basavaraj Gurikar, KSPSTA,Bengaluru 
8. Dr. V.P.Niranjanaradhya, CCL-NLSIU, Bengaluru 
9. Mr.  Rennie D’souza, CACL-K, Bengaluru 
10. Mr. Hafeezulla, SDMCCF, Raichur 
11. Mr.  Anantha Naik, SFI, Davanagere 
12. Mr. Anthony, Social Activist, Bijapur 
13. Mr. Mariswamy, SPJ, Bengaluru 
14. Ms.  Susheela, CACL-K and patronof Karnataka State Children’s Forum on Child Rights 

(KSCFCR). 
15.  Mr. R. Lakshapathy, APSA, Bengaluru 

 
The WC has decided to convene its first meeting to work out detailed future course of action 
soon after the Convention. If needed, the WC members would also internally discuss and 
decide on the inclusion of new members to the WC, in order to ensure better representation of 
different regions, social groups and sectors.  
 

SESSION 4: CONCLUDING SESSION 
 

Dr. H. C. Boralingaiah, Vice - Chancellor, 
Kannada University, Hampi and Mr. Umesh 
Aradhya, Chairperson, Karnataka State 
Commission for Protection of Child Rights          
(KSCPCR) were present on the dais as key 
speakers.The session was moderated by Dr. 
V.P. Niranjanaradhya. whoexplained about the 
purpose and context of the Convention, also 
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briefed the speakers on variousissues discussed byother speakers and guests in the previous 
sessions. Dr. H. C. Boralingaiah andMr. Umesh Aradhayapresented their perspectives and 
understanding of education in general and RTE in particular.  
 
Speaker 1: Dr. H. C. Boralingaiah, Vice Chancellor, KannandaUniversity, Hampi 
 

As a key speaker of the concluding session, Dr. Boralingaiah expressed his concern over 
commercialisation and privatization of education in the state. Private sector is mostly driven by 
profit and not by service. The approach of private sector to education is a serious concern and 
contradicts RTE. The focus of RTE is to provide free and compulsory education to all. However, 
the private sector would focus only 
on a few who can afford their 
educational ‘services’ and not all.  
This would also go against the 
State’s decision on 
compulsorymother tongue based 
medium of instruction in schools. 
Privately managed schools, in a 
majority cases are advocating 
English as medium of instruction in 
the State and thus weakening the 
functioning of government schools 
in the state. As a result, despite 
having increased number of schools, many children belonging to marginalised communities are 
even today deprived of educational opportunity. We could see the lack of political will to 
implement RTE and provide quality education to all our children.  All these developments are 
impacting adversely on our social and cultural set-ups. Kannada, the state language of 
Karnataka for various reasons has taken a back seat in schools, administration and 
employment. There is a direct relationship between Kannada as a language and government 
schools. The state needs to make conscious effort to implement Kannada as a language of 
official communication and just declaring so would not be a sufficient condition to realise the 
same. He narrated an experience of Kannada University in preparing Kannada medium text 
books for pre-university level students. Under this project, 19 text books were developed and 
handed over to the PUC Board for printing.But till date the Board could not publish them. The 
reason cited for this waslack of funds in the Board. No further interest or efforts were made to 
find alternate source of funds. This is an idealexample to understand how serious the state is, 
in protecting and popularising Kannada in the state. Though hard to believe, this is the reality 
and fate of Kannada in Karnataka. We were successful in ‘making’ education a fundamental 
right in India, with the enactment of Constitution (Eighty –Sixth Amendment) Act 2002 and RTE 
Act 2009. Therefore, now our struggle needs to focus on making this a ‘reality’ for our children. 
He appreciated the initiative by PAFRE in this regard and publicly promised to extend all 
possible support from Kannada University to make education a reality in Karnataka.   
 
Speaker 2: Mr. Umesh Aradhya, Chairperson, KSCPCR, GoK, Bengaluru 
 

In the concluding session, Mr. Umesh Aradhya, Chairperson, KSCPCR, shared his experience of 
RTE implementation in the state. He shared his observations pertaining to parents’ awareness 
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about RTE, especially on 25% seat reservation for admission of children of disadvantaged and 
weaker section in private schools. He said, this year parents were found to be more aware on 
the application submission process, deadlines and documents required to be submitted. The 
Commission has received increasingly more number of enquiries and complaints on RTE. RTE 
are one of the priorities of the Commission’s functioningin the state. The Commission is closely 
working with NGOs, networks, research organisations, the DoE and the Minister concerned to 
resolve the issues and challenges pertaining to RTE. However, in some of the cases due to poor 

response of the parents or 
poor follow up by the 
parents,the Commission was 
unable to help such families. 
Despite informing the 
concerned families to submit 
required documents along 
with RTE application, many 
failed to do so and later 
never turned up. Though 
Commission wants to 
intervene in such cases to 
help such families, it could 
not do so in the absence of 
reciprocation from parents of 

such families. The Commission has also conducted public hearings in Bengaluru and other parts 
of Karnataka on RTE. The Commission is on continuous dialogue with the DoE, managements of 
private schools and the concerned minister on various aspects of RTE.  Majority who approach 
the Commission wants their children to be studying in private schools and not in government 
schools! It is heartening to know that even labour class is showing interest and taking initiative 
to enrol their children under the RTE quota of 25% seat reservation. However, still a large 
number of children remain out of school. This is very evident from the results of recent child 
census conducted by the DoE. As per the DoE report more than 1.75 lakh children are deprived 
of any kind of educational opportunity.  This needs to be effectively addressed and possible 
only when all the stakeholders’ of education work unitedly for the cause.  As said above, 
KSCPCR is interacting continuously with the managements of private schools. However, most of 
the management found to be not in favour of implementing RTE provision. Some privately 
managed schools are taking shelter under the minority school status and deny seats for 
children under Section 12 of the Act.  We need to fight a legal battle against such institutions to 
bring them back on track. The Commission was making every possible attempt to ensure 
effective implementation of RTE in the state and was able to make some progress in this regard 
and more need to done yet. Most of the complaints on RTE received by the Commission come 
only from Bengaluru.  There is a scope to create awareness in other parts of the state on RTE 
especially in North Karnataka region. Mr. Aradhya also acknowledged that some of the schools 
have collected fee to provide free seats reserved under the RTE Act.  The Commission would 
continue its efforts in a more effective manner in the days to come. However, the proactive 
role of the civil society would help in bringing pressure on the state machinery to address 
issues pertaining to RTE implementation as top priority. We at the Commission are planning to 
conduct more public hearings in future to sensitize general public and to create pressure on the 
state machinery on proper implementation of RTE.  
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Space and opportunity were created for participants to interact and dialogue with the 
Chairperson of the KSCPCR on issues pertaining to the Commissions role, responsibilities, 
proactiveness etc., pertaining to RTE implementation. As far as possible, Mr. Aradhya 
responded to participants all queries, with appropriate answers. Thus, participants of the 
Convention were encouraged to share their experiences, insights and ideas along with 
questions that they had in mind all through the process.  
 
The programme was concluded with a vote of thanks from Ms. Vatsala Nayak.   

 
Annexures: 
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Annexure 1 

 

List of Guests, Speakers and  Participant Members 
 

Sl. No. Name Address Ph& Email 

1 Mr. Anish Kumar C.J. Shikshana Foundation 
10th Connaught Road 
Bengaluru – 560 052 
Email: yogianish@gmail.com 

+91 9845793490 

2 Mr. Lakshmi Prasanna APSA, #34, Ammasandrapalya 
Bengaluru – 560 017 

+91 9945644820 

3 Mr. Prakash Kamath Independent Consultant, 29/3, 
TulasiRamdas Mutt Road, Frazer Town, 
Bengaluru – 560 005. 
Email: annukamath@gmail.com 

+91 9449332870 

4 Mr. F.C. Chegaraddy BGVS, Belavanike, Rona Taluk 
Gadag Dist. 

+91 9972008287 

5 Dr. H.D. Prashanth Associate Professor 
Department of Development Studies 
Kannada University, Hampi 
Email: gajaasya@gmail.com 

+91 9449630606 

6 Dr. V. P. Niranjanaradhya Senior Fellow, Centre for Child and Law 
National Law School of India University,  
Nagarbhavi,  Bengaluru – 560 02. 
Email:  

+91 9448986913 

7 Mr. Mavalli Shankar Dalit Sangarsh Samithi (DSS) 
No.151,  9th Cross, LalbaghKote Road 
Bengaluru – 560004. 

+91 9845027463 

8 Mr. Basavaraj Gurikar President 
Karnataka State Primary Teachers’ 
Association (KSPTA) 
Banashankari Nagar, Vijayanagara Colony, 
Bengaluru. 

+91 9448074175 

9 Mr. V. M.Narayanaswamy Secretary 
Karnataka State Primary Teachers’ 
Association (KSPTA) 
BTM Lay Out,Bengaluru. 
 

+91 9448365610 

10 Mr. Abdul Rahiman Panne Social Activist, Putturu, Dakshina Kannada. +91 9448728892 

11 Mr. Rennie D’souza Convener, CACL-K, C/O VALORED/Padi, 
Lower Bendurwell, Mangalore – 575002 
 

+91 9448570956 

12 Mr. Govindaraju Convenr, SDMCCF, Ramanagara District, 
Channapatna, Mandya Dist. 

+91 9945699971 

13 Mr. Dr. Panditharadhya Professor (Rtd), # 881, 
Basaveshwara,Mysore– 570004. 

+91 9448481401 

14 Mr. Mariswamy Samaja Parivarthana Janandolana (SJP), 
Bengaluru. 
 

+91 9980590985 

mailto:yogianish@gmail.com
mailto:annukamath@gmail.com
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15 Mr. Kaidal Krishnamurthy Assistant Teacher,  Balashettihala, 
Shorapur Taluk, Yadigiri Dist. 

+91 9972899131 

16 Mr. M. Krishnamurthy BIRDS, Mandya          -- 

17 Mr. Venkatesh SEARCH, Bagalkote +91 9448801473 

18 Mr.Umaram Venkatesh 
Rao 

SEARCH, Bagalkote +91 9886622114 

19 Mr. M. M. Veeraiah SNEHA, Bellary +91 9980720485 

20 Mr. Anthony C Anthyodaya, Teachers’ Colony,Mudhol -
587313. 

+91 9845954402 

21 Mr. Vasudeva Tholabandhi URDSSS,Shanthi Nagara, Bijapura-586101. +91 9448118450 

22 Mr. Shrikanth R Hukkeri, Belgaum +91 9739699174 

23 Mr. V. M. Mallikarjuna SNEHA,Bellary +91 9632066407 

24 Mr. Manoj S. Patil Hukkeri, Belgaum +91 9739414639 

25 Mr. P.B. Prakash Patil Super Market, Gulbarga +91 9741312969 

26 Mr. Ravi N.  Ramanagara +91 9008157470 

27 Mr. Ramesh Kambadakone Shikshana Sampanmoola Kendra, 
Kundapura, Udupi Dist. 

+91 9448818326 

28 Mr. BasavarajBasavannppa 
Indoor 

BDSSS, Dharwad +91 9481284595 

29 Mr. R. Lakshmipathi Raju President, SDMC, Mangala, Ramanagara. +91 9902864983 

30 Ms. Margaret Sampath SICHREM, # 35, Anjanappa Complex, 
Hennuru Main Road, Lingarajapuram, 
Bengaluru-560 084. 

+91 9342163539 

31 Mr. V. Susheela  SPANDANA, # 95, 1st Cross,Rukmini Nagar, 
Belgaum-590 016. 

+91 9480189322 

32 Ms. Zohara Nisar Ahamed Regional Education Resource Centre, 
Putturu,Dakshina Kannada. 

+91 9900789717 

33 Mr. Trilochana Bai C Regional Education Resource Centre, 
Kundapura. 

+91 9481269159 

34 Mr. Shivakumar S.G. Prachodana, Hassan +91 9535557509 

35 Mr. H. Prakash Yennegere, Magadi Taluk +91 9342850126 

36 Mr. Prakash A.G. CCL – NLSIU, Nagarabhavi, Bengaluru +91 8792171393 

37 Mr. Savithri V. CCL-NLSIU, Nagarabhavi, Bengaluru +91 8792171393 

38 Mr. Radha M CCL-NLSIU,Nagarabhavi, Bengaluru +91 9980897811 

39 Mr.Manjappa B. Don Bosco, 1st Main, Kondajji Road,  
Vijayanagara Extension, Davanagere – 577 
006. 

+91 9880039122 

40 Ms. Sumangala Regional Education Resource Centre  
Karkala,Udupi Dist. 

=91 8971136351 

41 Ms. Jayalaxmi Shetty Regional Education Resource Centre  
Karkala,Udupi Dist. 

+91 9880197487 

42 Mr. Sudhakar Regional Education Resource Centre  
Karkala,Udupi Dist. 

+91 9741816126 

43 Ms. Sulochana Kodavooru Regional Education Resource Centre  
Udupi Dist. 

+9449615337 

44 Feba B. Peter SICHREM, Anjanappa Complex, Hennuru 
Main Road, Lingarajapuram, Bengaluru 

+91 9620138415 

45 Mr. Sanjeeva Kundapura Regional Education Resource Centre, 
Kundapura. 

+91 9845839697 

46 Mr. Anantharama Regional Education Resource Centre, +91 9480170234 
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Mangalore. 

47 Mr.S. M. Aboobkar Regional Education Resource Centre, 
Bantwala. 

+91 9448464259 

48 Mr. Mallikarjuna Hadapada M.S. Hadapad. +91 8867294748 

49 Mr. Sandeep M Social Work Students, Shirva, Udupi Dist. +91 9844391384 

50 Mr. Sampath Katti Co-ordinator, Child Line, Mangalore. +91 0848079035 

51 Ms. Shashikala R CCL – NLSIU,Nagarbhavi, Bengaluru. +91 9164080669 

52 Ms. Sunitha Sudhakara Padi - VALORED, Mangalore. +91  9980252956 

53 Mr. Shivalinga Padi – VALORED, Mangalore. +91 9742968120 

54 Mr. Vishwanath K CACL-K, C/O Padi- VALORED, Mangalore. +91 9742548151 

55 Mr. Mallappa Mudalagi MSW Students, Manipal University, Udupi 
Dist. 

+91 8861088077 

56 Mr. Sayed Hafizulla Karanataka State SDMCCF, Raichuru. +91 9448302969 

57 Mr. Victor Tauro India Co-ordinator, India Literacy Project –
ILP, Bengaluru. 

+91 9945172639 

58 Mr. G. K. Narayan Gorur, Magadi Taluk, Ramanagara Dist. +91 9972503960 

59 Ms. Kamala Gowda Regional Education Resource Centre, 
Dakshina Kannada. 

+91 9980890540 

60 Ms. Kairunnisa Regional Education Resource Centre, 
Dakshina Kannada. 

+91 9019694130 

61 Mr. Shivarudrappa Channapatna. +91 8105362926 

62 Mr. Govindararaju Channapatna. +91 9945699971 

63 Mr. Mohammed Hamid Channapatna. +91 7760410394 

64 Ms. Fairoza Banu Channapatna. +91 9620906050 

65 Mr. K.L. Raju Channapatna. +91 9902063091 

66 Mr. M.Latha President, Karnataka State Mid Day Meal 
Workers Union, Bengaluru. 

+91 9663508972 

67 Mr. Shivarathnamma  +91 9980585361 

68 Ms. Nagarathna  +91 7411526033 

69 Ms. Sakamma Kodamballi.  - 

70 Mr. T. P. Anusuya Member, SDMC,  Ramnagara Dist. + 91 8123343098 

71 Mr. A.B. Pathan KIDS, Dharwad. +91 8147944797 

72 Mr. Akshay R.M. Karnataka Jnana Vijnana Samithi (KJS), 
Bengaluru. 

+91 8867236481 

73 Ms. Vatsala Nayak Regional Education Resource Centre. +91 9845523495 

74 Ms. Kasthuri Padi – VALORED, Mangalore. +91 9945394551 

75 Ms. Shaila Nayak Padi – VALORED, Mangalore. +91 9481443231 

76 Ms. Nailini Kumari Dhwani, Mahila Federation. +91 9742231928 

77 Mr. Ravi Member, SDMC, Mainakanahalli, 
Channapatna, Mandya Dist. 

+91 9242719910 

78 Ms. G. Rathnamma Member, SDMC, Ramanagara Dist.              -- 

79 Ms. Puttamma Member,SDMC, Ramanagara District              -- 

80 Ms. Mangala Member, SDMC, Ramanagara Dist. +91 9686949241 

81 Ms. Ningarajamma Member, SDMC, Ramanagara Dist.  

82  Ms. Rajeshwari Member, SDMC, Ramanagara Dist. +91 9743500937 

83 Mr. K. Mohammed 
Saiphuddeen 

# 2, 6th Main, Shivajinagar, Belgaum. +91 9886294708 

84 Mr. M. Ravichandra RLHP, Mysore. +91 9164291152 

85 Mr. Yathiraju Mysore Slum Dwellers’ Federation, +91 9980614423 
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Mysore. 

86 Mr. S. Ramesh RTE, Janaanodalan, Bengaluru. +91 9986575284 

87 Mr. Manju RTE, Janaanodalan, Bengaluru. +91 9845727467 

88 Ms. Anupama Journalist, Prajavani, Bengaluru. +91 9972200370 

89 Mr. Raju K Journalist, Vijayavani, Bengaluru +91 8884431952 

90 Mr. G. Ramachandra Canara Bank, Bengaluru.            -- 

91 Ms. Muniramakka Prajayathna, Bengaluru. +91 9448283813 

92 Mr.E. Basavaraju KJVS/Shikshana Shilpi, Bengaluru. +91 9448957666 

93 Mr. Pradeep P. J. Azim Premji University, Bengaluru. +91 9008007369 

94 Ms. Gowri N. Prajayathna, Bengaluru. +91 9448283829 

95 Mr. Kaidal Krishanamurthy Assistant Teacher, Shorapur, Yadigri Dist. +91 9972899131 

96 Mr. Venkatesh BIRDS,# 196, 2nd Cross,Marigowda 
Extension, Mandya. 

+91 9972599563 

97 Mr. Nagesha N BIRDS,# 196, 2nd Cross,Marigowda 
Extension, Mandya. 

        -- 

98 Ms. M. Kumar BRAES, # 35/1,  BRAFS Campus, 
Vibhuthipura, Kolara. 

+91 9900503003 

99 Mr. Girish K Vijaya Karnataka, Bengaluru. +91 9448142741 

100 Mr. Devaraju G. V. BIRDS,# 196, 2nd Cross,Marigowda 
Extension, Mandya. 

+91 9342766722 

101 Mr. Ramesha B.R. BIRDS,# 196, 2nd Cross,Marigowda 
Extension, Mandya. 

+91 9972202361 

102 Mr. Nataraj M.D.  DSS (A), Benglauru. +91 9448780932 

103 Mr. Ravi Kumar Jounalist +91 9964091971 

104 Mr. Lingaraju Udayavani, Bengaluru. +91 8351656003 

105 Ms. Suma Member, SDMC, Chikkamuduvadi, 
Kanakapura. 

+91 8740615795 

106 Ms. Prathima CCL-NLSIU, Bengaluru. +91 9900538534 

107 Ms. Hema K.N.  Prajayathna, Bengaluru. +91  9448283820 

108 Ms.Mamatha S.N. Prajayathna, Bengaluru . +91  9448283820 

109 Mr. Mahesha M. KKP +91 9008303121 

110 Mr. P. Lakshapathi Director, APSA, Bengaluru. +91 9845498029 

111 Mr. Thrilok R Prajayathna, Bengaluru. +91 9902866993 

112 Mr. Krishnamurthy  +91 9886832718 

113 Mr. Yuvaraj SFI +91 8892198724 

114 Mr. Hanumanth A D SFI +91 8553636339 

115 Mr. C. Krishna Jayanagara, Bengaluru. +91 9035299242 

116 Mr. Nagaraj Panakaje Child Line, Mangalore. +91 9901190669 

117 Mr. Samson Jhon  +91 8453410819 

118 Mr. Abdul Kabeer Students’ Islamic Organisation, Bengaluru. +91 9741636467 

119 Mr. M.S. Halli Venu M.S. Halli, Sarjapura Hobli, Anekal. Taluk, 
Bengaluru Rural -562125. 

+ 91 9916937347 
+ 91 9035639116 

120 Mr. Paramashivaih Hulimavu, Bengaluru. + 91 9845537055 

121 Dr. H. C. Boralingaiah Vice Chancellor, Kannada University, 
Hampi. 

+ 91 9448165175 

122 Ms. Sumathi I APSA, Bengaluru. +91 9916708950 

123 Mr. Anil Kumar  T.M. APSA, Bengaluru. +91 9686003107 

124 Mr. Krishnamurthy Nagamangala, Mandya. +91 9741719576 
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Annexure 2 
 

Programme Schedule 
 

State LevelStock Taking Convention on RTE Implementation 
(Making Education a Prime Political and Development Agenda) 

 
Date : 29 April 2014    Time : 10.30 a.m to 5.30 p.m.  Venue: NGOs Hall, Bengaluru 

Sl. 

No. 

 

Session and Topic 

 

Speakers 

1 SESSION 1: OPENING SESSION 

Moderator: Mr. Rennie D’souza, Convernor, PAFRE, Mangalore 

2 Welcome  Dr. H.D. Prashanth, Associate Professor, Kannada 

University, Hampi 

3 Inauguration by releasing of a 

poster on common school education 

of uniform quality 

By all guests and speakers 

4 Context Setting   Dr. Niranjanaradhya, Senior Fellow , CCL, 

NLSIU, Bengaluru 

5 Key Speakers  Mr. Basavaraj Gurikar, President, KSPSTA, 
Benglauru 

   Mr. Mavalli Shankar, Convenor, DSS, 
Bengaluru 

   Mr. Hafeezulla, Convener, SDMCCF,Raichuru 

   Ms. Latha,President, Mid Day Meal Workers 
Union 

   Mr. F. C. Chegaraddy, Member, BGVS, 

Bengaluru 

   Mr. Yathiraju, Member, Slum Dwellers 
Federation, Mysore. 

6 SESSION 2 : PLENARY SESSION : Right to Education: The Big Picture in the State 

 

Moderator: Dr. H.D. Prashanth, Associate Professor, Kannada University, Hampi 

 

 Sub-themes and speakers  

6.1. Privatization and RTE 1. Dr. Panditharadhya, Professor (Rtd), Mysore 

University, Mysore 

6.2. Disabled Children and RTE 2. Mr. G. Ravi, Social Activist, Bengaluru 

6.3. Out of School Children and RTE 3. Mr. Lakshmi Prasanna, APSA, Bengaluru 

6.4. Disadvantaged Children and 

Weaker Section and RTE 

4. Mr. Mariswamy, SPJ, Bengaluru 

6.5. Quality Education and RTE 5. Mr. Anish Kumar, Shikshana Foundation, 

Bengaluru 

6.6. Capitation Fee and RTE 6. Ms. Nandini, Social Activist, Bengaluru 

6.7. Infrastructure and RTE 7. Mr. Kumar Shringeri, CCL, NLSIU, Bengaluru 

6.8. Local Authority and RTE 8. Mr. Prakash Kamath, Independent Consultant, 
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Bengaluru 

6.9. Community Participation and RTE 9. Mr. T. Govindaraju, President Ramanagara 

District SDMCCF, Ramanagara 

6.10. School Development Plan and RTE 10. Mr. Abdul Rahiman Panne, Social Activist, 

Managalore 

6.11. Challenges Before Teachers and 

RTE 

11. Mr. Kaidal Krishnamurthy, Assistant Teacher, 

Shorapur 

6.12. Coporal Punishment and RTE 12. Mr. Ravichandra,  

7 SESSION 3: WAY FORWARD 

 

Proposer and Moderator: Mr. Victor Tauro, India Co-ordinator, ILP, USA 

 

   Dr. Niranjanaradhya, Senior Fellow, CCL, 
NLSIU, Bengaluru 

   Mr. F. C. Chegaraddy, Memmber, BGVS, 
Bengaluru. 

   Ms. Susheela, Director, Spandana, Belgaum 

   Mr. Lakshapathi, Director, APSA, Bengaluru 

   Mr. Hafeezulla, Convenor, SDMCCF, 
Raichuru 

8 SESSION 4: CONCLUDING SESSION 

 

Moderator : Dr. Niranjanaradhya, CCL, NLSIU, Bengaluru 

 Guests and Speakers  Dr. H. C. Boralinghaiah, Vice Chancellor, 

Kannada University, Hampi 

   Mr. Umesh Aradhya, Chairperson, 
KSCPCR,GoK, Bengaluru 

   

9 Vote of Thanks  Ms. Vatsala Nayak, Member, Sanchalana, 

Dakshina Kannada. 
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Annexure 3 

A Brief Report of the Convention in Kannada 
 

²PÀët ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁ¬ÄzÉ C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ ªÀ̧ ÀÄÛ¹Üw PÀÄjvÀAvÉgÁdåªÀÄlÖzÀ ¥ÀgÁªÀÄ±Àð£Á ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±À 
À̧AQë¥ÀÛ ªÀgÀ¢ 

 
gÁdåzÀ°è PÀ¼ÉzÀ £Á®ÄÌ ªÀµÀðUÀ½AzÀ ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À GavÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛPÀqÁØAiÀÄ ²PÀët ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁ¬ÄzÉ (DgïnE) 

eÁjAiÀÄ°èzÉ. DzÀgÉ, F PÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄ C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ°è SÁ À̧V ±Á¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤gÀAvÀgÀC¸ÀºÀPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄßvÉÆÃgÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀeÉÆvÉUÉ, 
DgïnEPÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄrzÀÄ§ð®ªÀUÀðzÀªÀjUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C£À£ÀÄPÀÆ® ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ ªÀÄPÀÌ½UÉ ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÁzÀ 25% 
¥ÀæªÉÃ±Áw «ÄÃ¸À¯ÁwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤gÁPÀj¸ÀÄªÀJ®è ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀÄvÀÛ̄ ÉÃ §A¢ªÉ. ¸ÀPÁðgÀ F PÀÄjvÀÄ SÁ À̧V 
²PÀët ¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼À DqÀ½vÀ ªÀÄAqÀ½UÀ¼À «gÀzÀÞAiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃPÀlÄÖ ¤nÖ£ÀPÀæªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄßdgÀV¸ÀÄªÀ°è «¥sÀ®UÉÆArzÉ. 
EzÀPÉÌDgïnEAiÀÄ ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁj C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ°è 
¸ÀPÁðgÀQÌgÀÄªÀgÁdQÃAiÀÄEZÁÒ±ÀQÛAiÀÄPÉÆgÀvÉAiÉÄPÁgÀtJAzÀgÉvÀ¥ÁàUÀ¯ÁgÀzÀÄ. ºÁUÁV, ¸ÀPÁðgÀ F SÁ À̧V ²PÀët 
¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼À zÀ¨Áâ½PÉAiÀÄ «gÀÄzÀÞ K£ÀÄ PÀæªÀÄPÉÊUÉÆArzÉ, JA§ÄzÉ®èzÀgÀ «ªÀgÀUÀ¼À£ÉÆß¼ÀUÉÆAqÀ ±ÉéÃvÀæ¥ÀvÀÛªÀ£ÀÄßPÀÆqÀ¯ÉÃ 
¸ÀPÁðgÀ ºÉÆgÀr¸À° JAzÀÄSÁåvÀ ²PÀët vÀdÕqÁ. ¤gÀAd£ÁgÁzsÀåEªÀgÀÄ DUÀæ»¹zÀgÀÄ. EªÀgÀÄ, ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À GavÀ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛPÀqÁØAiÀÄ ²PÀëtzÀ ºÀPÀÄÌ 2009 C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ ¹ÜwUÀwAiÀÄ PÀÄjvÀ £ÀUÀgÀzÀ°è ªÀiÁZïð 29, 2014 gÀAzÀÄ £ÀqÉzÀ, 
gÁdå ªÀÄlÖzÀMAzÀÄ ¢£ÀzÀ ¥ÀgÁªÀÄ±Àð£Á ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß GzÉÝÃ²¹ ªÀiÁvÀ£ÁqÀÄªÀ   ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è F 
ªÀiÁvÀÄUÀ¼À£ÁßrzÀgÀÄ.  ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß, £ÀUÀgÀzÀÀPÀ£ÁðlPÀgÁdå £ËPÀgÀgÀ ¸ÀAWÀzÀ ¸À s̈Á ¨sÀªÀ£ÀzÀ°è (J£ïfN ºÁ¯ï) 
DAiÉÆÃf¸À¯ÁVvÀÄÛ. F ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ²PÀëtPÁÌV d£ÁAzÉÆÃ®£ÀUÀ¼À ¸ÀªÀÄ£ÀéAiÀÄ (People Alliance for 

Fundamental Right to Education -PAFRE), PÀ£ÀßqÀ «±Àé«zÁå®AiÀÄ ºÀA¦ ºÁUÀÆ  ªÀÄUÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ 
PÉÃAzÀæ, gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ±Á¯É, É̈AUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ EªgÀ À̧AAiÀÄÄPÀÛD±ÀæAiÀÄzÀ°èDAiÉÆÃf¸À¯ÁVvÀÄÛ.  

 
qÁ. ¤gÀAd£ÁgÀzsÀåEªÀgÀÄ, vÀªÀÄä ¥Áææ¸ÁÛ«PÀ ªÀiÁvÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀj¸ÀÄvÁÛ, ªÀÄÄRåªÀÄAwæUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ²PÀët 

¸ÀaªÀgÀ ¸ÀéPÉëÃvÀæUÀÀ¼À¯ÁzÀè DgïnE C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀPÀÄjvÀCvÀÈ¦ÛPÀgÀ ¸ÁzsÀ£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß CAQ CA±ÀUÀ¼ÉÆA¢UÉ ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è 
§»gÀAUÀUÉÆ½¹zÀgÀÄ. DgïnE PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À°è w½¹zÀ PÀ¤µÀ× ¥ÀæªÀiÁtzÀ ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀ ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼ÁzÀ, ±ËZÁ®AiÀÄ, 
vÀgÀUÀw PÉÆÃuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ, PÀ°PÁ ¸ÁªÀÄVæUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¸ÀÄgÀQëvÀPÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀ ¤ÃgÀÄ, ²PÀëPÀgÀÄ, EvÁå¢ ¸Ë®¨sÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀ°è 
¸ÀPÁðgÀ «¥sÀ®UÉÆArzÉJAzÀÄ ºÉÃ½zÀgÀÄ. ¥Àæ À̧ÄÛvÀ ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ°è DgïnE 25% «ÄÃ¸À¯ÁwUÉ ¹Ã«ÄvÀUÉÆArgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
«µÁzÀ¤ÃAiÀÄ, EzÀÄDgïnE PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À MAzÀÄ ¨sÁUÀªÉAzÀµÉÖ ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¹, DgïnEAiÀÄ ¸ÀªÀÄUÀæ C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀPÉÌ 
d£ÁAzÉÆÃ®£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ MmÁÖV ±Àæ«Ä¹ ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É MvÀÛqÀvÀgÀÄªÀvÀÄvÀÄðDªÀ±ÀåPÀvÉAiÀÄPÀÄjvÀÄ ¸ÀàµÀÖ ¥Àr¹zÀgÀÄ. zÀ°vÀ 
¸ÀAWÀl£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÄRAqÀ, ªÀiÁªÀ½î ±ÀAPÀgï, gÁdå ²PÀëPÀ ¸ÀAWÀzÀCzsÀåPÀë §¸ÀªÀgÁeïUÀÄjPÁgï, ©¹AiÀÄÆl 
PÁAiÀÄðPÀvÉðAiÀÄgÀ ¸ÀAWÀl£ÉAiÀÄCzsÀåPÉë ®vÁ, ¨sÁgÀvÀeÁÕ£À «eÁÕ£À ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ ¥ÀzÁ¢üPÁjZÉÃUÀgÉrØ, PÉÆ¼ÀZÉ ¤ªÁ¹UÀ¼À 
¸ÀAWÀl£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÄRAqÀAiÀÄwgÁdÄ, J¸ïrJªÀiï¹ MPÀÆÌlzÀ ¥ÀzÁ¢üPÁj ºÀ¦ügÀhÄÄ®è, ¹J¹J¯ï-PÉ ¸ÀAZÁ®PÀ gÉ¤ß 
r’¸ÉÆÃd ºÁUÀÆ PÀ£ÀßqÀ «±Àé «zÁå®AiÀÄzÀ ¥ÁæzsÁå¥ÀPÀ,ÀqÁ. JZï.r. ¥Àæ±ÁAvïEªÀgÀÄ ªÉÃ¢PÉAiÀÄ°è G¥À¹ÜvÀjzÀÄÝ 
¸ÀAzÀ¨sÉÆÃðavÀ ªÀiÁvÀÄUÀ¼À£ÁßrzÀgÀÄ.  
 

¥ÀgÁªÀÄ±Àð£Á ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è, DgïnE UÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹ ±Á¯É¬ÄAzÀ ºÉÆgÀUÀÄ½zÀ ªÀÄPÀÌ¼ÀÄ, UÀÄuÁvÀäPÀ ²PÀët, 
zÀÄ§ð® ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C£À£ÀÄPÀÆ® ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ ªÀÄPÀÌ½UÁV SÁ À̧V ±Á¯ÉAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÁzÀ 25% ¥ÀæªÉÃ±Áw 
«ÄÃ¸À¯Áw, ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ, vÀ¯Á±ÀÄ®Ì, ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀ ¸Ë®¨sÀå, ²PÀëPÀgÀ ªÀÄÄA¢gÀÄªÀ ¸ÀªÁ®ÄUÀ¼ÀÄ, ªÀÄPÀÌ½UÉ 
±Á¯ÉAiÀÄ°è ¤ÃqÀÄªÀzÉÊ»PÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ vÉÆAzÀgÉ,  ±Á¯Á©üªÀÈ¢ÞAiÉÆÃd£É, ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ £ÁåAiÀÄEvÁå¢ «µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À 
PÀÄjvÀÄ ¥Àj²Ã°¹ ªÁ¸ÀÛªÁA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß CAQ CA±ÀUÀ¼À ¸À»vÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è ²PÀët vÀdÓgÀÄ, ²PÀët PÁAiÀÄðPÀvÀðgÀÄ, 
««zsÀ ¸ÀAWÀl£ÉUÀ¼À ¥Àæw¤¢üUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄAr¹zÀgÀÄ. ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀzÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁgÉÆÃ¥À ¸ÀªÀiÁgÀA¨sÀzÀ°è ¨sÁUÀªÀ»¹ 
ªÀiÁvÀ£ÁrzÀqÁ. ».a. ¨ÉÆÃgÀ°AUÀAiÀÄå, PÀÄ®¥ÀwUÀ¼ÀÄ, PÀ£ÀßqÀ «±Àé«zÁå®AiÀÄ, ºÀA¦, DgïnEAiÀÄ ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁj 
C£ÀÄµÁ×£À ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀDzÀåPÀvÀðªÀåªÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.  F »£Éß¯ÉAiÀÄ°èd£ÁAzÉÆÃ®£ÀUÀ¼À ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀß ±ÁèWÀ¤ÃAiÀÄJAzÀÄ 
ºÉÃ½zÀgÀÄ. PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À ºÀPÀÄÌUÀ¼À gÀPÀëuÁDAiÉÆÃUÀzÀCzsÀåPÀëgÁzÀqÁ. GªÉÄÃ±ïDgÁzsÀåEªÀgÀÄ, DgïnE 
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C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ°èDAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀß ªÀÄvÀÄÛDAiÉÆÃUÀzÀ ªÀÄÄA¢gÀÄªÀ ¸ÀªÁ®ÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀAaPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀgÀ eÉÆvÉUÉ, 
DgïnE C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀªÀÅ DAiÉÆÃUÀzÀMAzÀÄ ¥ÀæªÀÄÄRDzÀåvÉJAzÀÄ w½¹zÀgÀÄ.  
 

MAzÀÄ ¢£ÀzÀ ¢ÃWÀ ZÀZÉð ¸ÀAªÁzÀUÀ½AzÀ PÉ¼ÀV£À ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ ºÀPÉÆÌvÁÛAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ºÉÆgÀºÉÆ«ÄäzÀªÀÅ. F 
ºÀPÉÆÌvÁÛAiÀÄUÀ¼À ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁj C£ÀÄ¥Á®£ÉUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀÆgÀPÀªÁzÀ PÁAiÀÄðvÀAvÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
gÀÆ¦¸À®Ä C£ÀÄPÀÆ®ªÁUÀÄªÀAvÉ ¸ÀAZÁ®£Á ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ£ÀÄßgÀa À̧¯Á¬ÄvÀÄ. F ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ, ²PÀët vÀdÕgÀÄ, zÀ°vÀ 
¸ÀAWÀl£É,²PÀëPÀgÀ ¸ÀAWÀl£É, ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À ªÉÃ¢PÉ, ªÀÄ»¼Á ¸ÀAWÀl£É, ¸ÀéAiÀÄA ¸ÉÃªÁ ¸ÀA¸ÉÜ,  J¸ïrJªÀiï¹ MPÀÆÌlzÀ 
¥Àæw¤¢üUÀ¼ÀÄ, ²PÀët PÁAiÀÄðPÀvÀðgÀÄ, ¸ÀA±ÉÆÃzsÀPÀgÀ£ÉÆß¼ÀUÉÆArzÉ.  
 
 

PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄzÀGzÁÏl£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß, J®èjUÀÆ ¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀUÀÄtªÀÄlÖzÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁ£À ±Á¯Á ²PÀët JA§ zsÉåÃAiÀÄ 
ªÁPÀåªÀ£ÉÆß¼ÀUÉÆAqÀ ©üwÛ¥ÀvÀæzÀ ©qÀÄUÀqÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ £ÀqȨ́ À¯Á¬ÄvÀÄ.  
 
 
¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±À¢AzÀ ºÉÆgÀºÉÆ«ÄäzÀ ºÀPÉÆÌvÁÛAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ: 
 
1. ±ÉÃPÀqÁ 25 gÀzÀÄ¨ð® ªÀUÀð ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C£À£ÀÄPÀÆ® ¥Àj¹ÜwAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À ¥ÀæªÉÃ±À  
«ÄÃ¸À¯ÁwDgïnEPÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄMAzÀÄ ¨sÁUÀ ªÀiÁvÀæJA§ÄzÀ£ÀÄßCjvÀÄ, ²PÀët ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀªÀÄUÀæªÁV 
eÁjUÉÆ½¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ. 
 
2. ªÀÄPÀÌ¼ÀÄ PÀ¤µÀÖ ¥ÀÆªÀð ¥ÁæxÀ«ÄPÀ ²PÀët¢AzÀ 10 £ÉÃ vÀgÀUÀwAiÀÄªÀgÉUÉ ¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀUÀÄtªÀÄlÖzÀ ²PÀët ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄÄªÀ 
C£ÀÄPÀÆ®ªÁUÀÄªÀAvÉ À̧PÁðgÀ §qÀPÀÄlÄA§UÀ½UÉ CUÀvÀåªÁzÀ ¸ÀºÁAiÀÄ, À̧ºÀPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄßMzÀV¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ. 
 
3. SÁ À̧V ±Á¯ÉUÀ¼À°è £ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛgÀÄªÀC£ÁåAiÀÄ, zÀ¨Áâ½PÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ²PÀëtzÀ ªÁå¥ÀjÃPÀgÀtªÀ£ÀÄß ¤AiÀÄAwæ¸À®Ä 
¸ÀPÁðgÀPÀptPÁ£ÀÆ£À£ÀÄßgÀÆ¦¸À®Ä ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É MvÀÛqÀ ºÉÃgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ. 
 
4. DgïnEPÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀªÀiUÀæªÁV ºÁUÀÆ ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁjAiÀiÁV eÁjUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ dªÁ¨ÁÝj 
ºÉÆwÛgÀÄªÀPÀ£ÁðlPÀgÁdå ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À ºÀPÀÄÌUÀ¼À gÀPÀëuÁDAiÉÆÃUÀªÀ£ÀÄß §®¥Àr¸À®Ä ¸ÀPÁðgÀvÀÄvÁðVPÀæªÀÄ PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî̈ ÉÃPÀÄ. 
 
5. DAiÉÆÃUÀªÀÅvÀ£ÀßJ¯Áè Ew«ÄwUÀ¼À £ÀqÀÄªÉvÀ£ÀUÉEgÀÄªÀC¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß §¼À¹ SÁ À̧V ²PÀët ¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼À°è 
£ÀqÉAiÀÄÄwÛgÀÄªÀ zËdð£ÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß  ¸ÀéAiÀÄA ¥ÉæÃgÀuÉ¬ÄAzÀPÉÊUÉwÛPÉÆÌAqÀÄ «ZÁgÀuÉ £ÀqÉ¹ ¸ÀPÁðgÀPÉÌ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ 
²¥sÁgÀ¸ÀÄìUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 
 
 
7. SÁ À̧V ±Á¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ MqÀÄØwÛgÀÄªÀ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ vÉÆqÀPÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß §UÉºÀj¹PÉÆAqÀÄ, DgïnEPÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁjAiÀiÁV eÁjUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄUÀ¼À°è ¸ÀªÀÄxÀðªÁzÀ ªÁzÀ ªÀÄAr¸À®Ä PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À 
¥ÀæQæAiÉÄAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ZÀÄgÀÄPÀÄUÉÆ½¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ. 
 
8. ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀD±ÀAiÀÄzÀAvÉ, ¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀvÉ, ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ £ÁåAiÀÄzÀDzsÁgÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É  ¸ÀªÀiÁ£À ±Á¯Á ²PÀët 
ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄ£ÀÄß PÀnÖPÉÆ¼Àî®Ä C£ÀÄªÁUÀÄªÀAvÉ ¸ÀPÁðgÀ, ¸ÀªÀiÁ£À ±Á¯Á ²PÀët ¤ÃwAiÀÄ£ÀÄßgÀÆ¦¸À®Ä vÀdÕgÀ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ 
¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ£ÀÄßgÀa¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ. 
 
 
9. ¸ÀªÀiÁ£À ±Á¯ÉAiÀÄ ¥ÀæxÀªÀÄ ºÉeÉÑAiÀiÁV, J®è ¸ÀPÁðj £ËPÀgÀgÀÄ, ZÀÄ£Á¬ÄvÀ ¥Àæw¤¢üUÀ¼ÀÄ vÀªÀÄä ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À£ÀÄß 
¸ÀPÁðj ±Á¯ÉAiÀÄ°è  zÁR¯ÁwUÉÆ½¸À É̈ÃPÀÄ. 
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10. ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀd£À¥Àæw¤¢üUÀ¼ÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄUÀ¼ÉÆA¢UÉ ²PÀët ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁ¬ÄzÉUÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹ ªÀQÃ° 
(advocacy) £ÀqȨ́ À É̈ÃPÀÄ.  
 
11. ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄgÉÆA¢UÉ ¸ÉÃj  ²PÀët ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄPÀÄjvÀÄ ¤gÀAvÀgÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁ¯ÉÆÃZÀ£É, ¸ÀAªÁzÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ 
ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ²PÀët ºÀQÌ£À ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁj C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀPÉÌ ¸ÀÜ½ÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄlÖzÀ°è ¸ÀÆPÀÛ G¸ÀÄÛªÁj ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄ£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¹, 
§®¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.  
 
12. vÁ®ÆèPÀÄ, f¯Éè ªÀÄvÀÄÛ «¨sÁUÀ ªÀÄlÖUÀ¼À°è ¥Àj²Ã®£Á ¸À s̈ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¹ ²PÀët ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁ¬ÄzÉAiÀÄ 
C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ ªÁ¸ÀÛ«PÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¨sÁVÃzÁgÀgÉÆA¢UÉ ºÀAa, ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁj C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀPÉÌ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ 
PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄßgÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ. 
 
13. gÁdåzÀ°è ²PÀët ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁ¬ÄzÉ C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ ¸ÀA±ÉÆÃzsÀ£É, zÁR°ÃPÀgÀtUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀåªÀ¹ÜvÀªÁV 
ªÀiÁr, DgïnEAiÀÄ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁj C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀzÀ°è §¼À À̧ÄªÀÅzÀÄ.  


