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Sir/Madam,

With reference to your complamt dated 05/09/2007, | am directed to say that the matter was considered
by the Commission on 13/04/201 1. ‘The Commission has made the following directions.

The complainani, Direcior of a NGO seni a complaini alleging blinding of an eve of a
class IV student named Navin Kumar Paswan by one of brutal eorporal punishment by
his leachers of a govermment school in Purnia district of Bihar.

The Commission vide ils proceedings dated 05.11.2009 had observed and directed as
under: -

"The fuct that a Y years old child was given corporal punishment with stick of fire wood
by a teacher of the school has not heen denied by the State Govt. The only fault of the
child was thal he asked Jor some more food while the mid-day meal was being
distributed. It is also not denied by the State Gent. that the child had sustained injury
below his right eye. Fortunalely, his vision was nol damaged bul thal does not dilute the
gravity of the situation. Children of tender age must be handled by care and affection by
the leachers. Cruel behaviour of the leacher is one of the reasons Jor children feeling
scared to go to the school. Considering all the circumstances the Commission
recommends lo the Govl. of Bihar lo pay a sum of Rs. 50,000/~ (Rupees Fifly Thousand
only) as monetary relief to the victim. Compliance report with proaf of payment be
submilted within eighl weeks,”

Pursuani lo the conditional summons dated 28.10.2010 issued by the Commission, ihe
Director (Primary Education), Bihar has informed vide letter dated 28.02.2011 that the
recommended amount Rs. 50, 000/~ has been paid lo the victim Navin Kumar Puswan in
two installments of Rs. 4,000/~ and Rs. 46,000/~ each. He also enclosed separate copies
of the acknowledgement receipls of proof of the payment.

The Commission nolices that proof of paymenl has been received in the maller;
therefore no further action is called for. The file is closed.

A copy of these proceedings shail be senl lo the Public Information Olfficer of the
Commission and to the recipient of the relief.



“This is for your midimation.

onis taithfly,
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