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Before the Maharashtra State Commission for Protection of Child
Rights. -

Enquiry, under section 13(1) & 14 (1) of the Child Right Protection Act, 2005.

Dr. Nilima Bhambre =~ - Petitioner
Vis.
Sri. Sri. Ravi Shankar Vidya Respondent
Mandir,Borivali.
Case No.64/2014.
Background -

This matter has been referred by then Minister of Woman and
Child Development, Govt. of Maharashtra, on the basis of complaint
made by one Dr. Nilima Bhambre, against the school called Sri Sri
Ravi Shankar Vidya Mandir, Borivali, alleging that daughter of
complainant, who is in 10™ std. student in the school, is being
regularly harassed and taunted by the fellows, student and even
regularly receiving the hot mail form the few of the boys. The
complainant has tried to discuss this issue with School. However, she
did not get any response from the School Authority. In the complaint,
several issues have been raised by the complainant against school.

The complainant has further alleged that keeping in view that said
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School is providing value and moral based education, therefore, she
sent her daughter in the School. While the'school is not provided any
value based education.

2. The Commission took the cognizance and issued the notices to
the concerned school. Written submission has been placed before the
Commission by Rekha Kapur, Principal of the School. In the
submission, the School has refuted the charges and countered the
contents point wise.,

3 It is mentioned in the reply that Whatsaps messages sent by
students to complainant’s daughter in 2013 and this incident happened
outside the school. The school is not allowing mobile phone in school
and when it is noticed by the School then counseling was arranged
between the parents of both the students and the boy who sent
message, the boy has extended his apology and thereafter no adverse
conducive thing is noticed by the School.

4. It is also pointed out that when daughter of complainant did not
- fair well in examination then complainant approached the School and
requested for re-examination which is unethical, illegal and

injudicious-approach of the complainant. It is further mentioned that ,



the complainant is trying to fulfill her illegal demand by way of
showing the disability of her daughter. The complainant’s daughter
is being motivated and encouraged by the School Staff and now she is
doing well. The complainant has never made any complaint that her
daughter is not doing well and is subject of jokes and derogatory
treatment. Issue of one Teacher Vijaya has also been raised by the
complainant . However it is nothing but only to settle her grudge. The
complainant had filed further reply on the affidavit and counter the
issues raised by the School.

5. After going through the documents filed by the complainant and
reply by the school , the Commission has not found any illegal or
unethical act committed by school. Therefore, this matter is disposed

of without any recommendation.

By order and seal of the Commission.

Rbs T N
(A. N. Tripathi)
LES.
Secretary
Maharashtra State Commission for Protection
of Child Rights.




