- DIRECTORATE OF TRAINING & TECHNICAL EDUCATION
MUNI MAYA RAM MARG, PITAMPURA, DELHI-110 034.
Olo FAAIJOlNT DIRECTOR(TTE)
(Ph. No.27321024, 27327771, Email:- titte. delhi@gov.in)

No. F2(16)120221RTIIAppeaI No 1505/ 5(50..03 - Dated: l%\osl&)a,

Date of | Reply given | Date of | Appeal ID No.

Name of applicant Application by PIO Appeal No.-

Sh. Bhupendra

l‘ .
Khatri 17 1 Iy 1/202/1» 07/12/2021 | 07/01/2022 1505 5165

| ORDER
Heard on 9" May 2022 at 1500 Hrs.

Present: - PIO-Present .
Appellant Present

Submlssmns of Appellant and PIO heard in depth and PIO is hereby directed
that mformatlon available in material form be provided to the appellant within15 days
under RTI Act 2005. :

Appeal disposed off, accordmgly If applicant is not satisfied with this direction,
he may file second appeal’ before Hon’ ble CIC, August Krant| Bhawan Bhikaji Cama
" Place, Delhl 67 within the stlpulated time. ~

| _ ’ (Dr. O P Shukla)
- o FAA/JOINT DIRECTOR (TTE)
‘Sh. Bhupendra Khatri L
House No. D-701, Pragya Apartment,
Plot No. 1 B, Sector-2, Dwarka,
 New Delhi-110075 =

Copy for information and necessary action to:-
1. PIO(HQ), DTTE, Delh| ~
2, |DD (Academic), DTTE Delhi.
3. The System Analyst, DTTE with the request for: upload the same on the
‘ Departmental Website. (Copy of application filed. by the appellant to the F.AA.
DTTE as f rst appeal is also enclosed ).

l‘

[




D'\lbl]&i

L a) : ;»That a complamt for Sexual Harassment at Work ‘Place was
| 1nst1tuted by Ms Sum1ta Madan CCI ITI Arab Sa:ral agamst the-
: »Appellant | e LT SRRt

mﬂ{mo\e No. 15 95




i

|

o o d) - 'flt is: submltted that upon gomg through the contents of the report of ' j
T “Internal Complamts Commrttee the Appellant sought certain -

ﬂ documents 1nclu‘ 1ng a. compact drsc (CD) WlllCh ‘were taken on

ord by Internal- Complamts Commrttee whrle de01d1ng the

d in the poim; .
:'~th¢i::,?udfio .CD' o
- Please proVIde me the detarl of the authorrty WhO authonzed the

; recordrng of the statement of the Wrtnesses by the complalnant

Vi, '.Please provrde me the copres of the eV1dence provrded by the -

, 4‘ - i complamant by_whrch the ICC concluded that I obJected to_

the COr‘hp ama_nt' has'~ac¢usedfme of

”;‘e)“ »’Thus the 1nformatron Was sought by the Appellant to serve larger

l

. publlc mterest to,be" awa/re about the contents of the documents ﬁled'

‘_‘ :contents of the proceedrngs held by Internal Complamts Commrttee




Offi Ceerdelts orderNo No. .Order No

5155/1324 25/4934 datedl

“Please provideme







'-f-"mentmned in the 130111t NO 17 Of the‘. _;'.7 -




s -mformatwn to the Appellant for h1s query “Please pr0v1de me L

. _‘the 00p1es of the ev1dence prov1ded by the complamant by :

i 'Vl-lf‘cop1e offth ev1dence prov1ded by the complamant by Whlch o

' kf':f;‘l‘the ICC““ ';concluded that T obJected to carpoohng of the :

It is submltted that the eV1dence led before Intemal

N VComplamts Comm1ttee wh1ch is:a quaSl'JUdIC1al body vat, be 3

,'clasmﬁed aS “Personal Informatmn it and prov1d1ng the copy '

ereof to Appellant can tantamount to

“Invasmn of Prlvacyv




ity

f 1ts mmd to pros and cons of
FEE T ‘ ~:proposed dlsclosure to. determme whether there are Suﬁiment

Avreasons for 1ts dlsclosure in the pubhc mterest or not




i

acted m a manner contrary to the mandate of ,‘




‘—751‘)1 Pragyf A:"a:rtmvents :
‘ Warka x

De]hl T
Dated 06 01 2022

_ Encl :
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