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THE SUPERTNTENDENT oF poLrcE Hes.-cuM-AppELLATEAUTHORITY.CRIME, UNDER RIGHT rO iNrrONUNriON ACT, 2005.
Qrder o Appeal u/s 19 RTI Ac

This'is an order on the appeal dated nil preferred by Ms. Alka Mangal r/oH'N' 2896' sector-38, chandigarh under RTI Act 2005, transferred by sspiurand received in this office on 24-og.2o1g. The appellant has filed this appealagainst the disposar of her RTr apprication dated nir by cpro/crime.
1' The appellant, vide her application clated nil, under RTI Act, had requestedcPlo/crime to supply her some information pertaining to stoten mobite phone ofher daughter' cPlo disposed off the RTI application vide No.4slRTl/cplo-crime
on 03.09.2019.

2' The comments of DSP-cum-cPlo/crime have been catted for. He hasreported that after receiving this first appeal, a request in the matter was movedto MTMC/PHQ, sector-g, chandigarh for keeping the mobire phone undersurveiilance and they have reported ,,No data found,,. rt means the questionedmissing/lost mobile phone is still not in use after the day it went missing i.e. from01'01 '2019' He further reported that they have no objection in providing thepresent status report of the missing/rost mobire to the 
"pp1i.rn1.3' I have gone through the RTI appeal, vis-a-vis facts of the RTI application& comments of cpro/crime. The information sought by the appelant, suppriedby the cPto' grievance of the appellant and the orderidecision of theundersigned being first appeilate authority is given berow:

appellant
aggrieved
that mobile
phone of her
daughter
Aditi Mangat
was stolen
on 01 .01 .19
from sector-
17, Chg. Her
daughter
was in lndia
at the time of
incident but
now in USA.
She

application and commentsof CplO/Crime it is
revealed that the RTI
application was filed by
Ms. Aditi Mangal but the
.F( 

r I appeal is made by
lr_ut mother Mrs. AlkaMangal. She has
aggrieved that her RTI
application was treated asthird party information
whereas she is the legal
guardian of the applicani.
the CplO has stated that
actually the information
could not have been
supplied to the appellant
Decause she had neither
provided the copy of the
?nl,l: LAR nor comptete

From the-perusal-oi RTt

detail of missing/lost
mobile phone in tne MOg

(appeilant)
being her
legal
guardian can
not be

lnformation
sought in

RTI

lnformation lupplieE Grievance
raised in

first appeal

Decision of the First
Appellant Authority.

I 01.01 .201s
my Samsung
Galaxy 59
mobile
bearing IMEI
No.
35691 709194
0044 was
stolen fromsector 17,
Chandigarh.
At the same
time I booked
a DDR No. 14
at the police
beat in front
of Neelam
Theatre
Sector-17
Chandigarh. I

have also llodged an

After@
contents of the RTI

of online LAR f.lo

reference as well as the
record of the office of
yOB, it is found that LAR
No. 000179 of 2019 found
19 be r-eporled oniine bt
Ms. Aditi Mangal d/o Arvind
Mangal but nothing isfound to be shown asmissing/lost. The RTI

I application is filed by third
person i.e. you, Mrs. Alka
wtangal and not by the
applicant Ms. Aditi M"ngrl
9/o Arvind Mangal. yiu
nave mentioned in the
attached application that a
DDR No. 14 of potice post
Neelam has also been
tooged in this regard. you
nave neither attached the

qg3lqd as



online
complaint
regarding it
vide
complaint No.
1R000179t20
19. But tilt
date I have
not received
any response
from your
side. Please
supply me the
latest status
of the said
complaint
under RTI Act
2005.

00017912019 nor any
missing/lost item is found
to be shown in MOB
record. However you have
mentioned the lMEl
number of missing/ lost
mobile phone in the
reference but due to non
providing the copy of
online LAR as well as non-
receiving the complete
detail of missing/lost
mobiie phone in MOB, it is
not possible to move a
request to the MTMC/PHe
for keeping any IMEI
number under surveillance.
On 18.08.2019, MOB has
requested you at mobile
number 9914102896 for
providing the copy of
online LAR No. 000179 of
2019 but till date no
response received from
your side. Hence, due to
non-providing the complete
detail of missing/lost
mobile phone, it is not
possible to provide the
requisite information toyou. lt is therefore
intimated and suggested tottle the fresh RTI with
complete information so
that the sought information
can be provided. \t/ith this,
the RTI application filed by
you is being considered
disposed of.

branch despite berng
contacted on her mobile
number 9914102896 on
18.08.2019.
After filing of RTI appeal
by the appellant, the
CPIO office had moved a
request to the MTMC/
PHQ to put the lost mobile
phone under surveillance
and found no data. lt
mean the lost mobile
is still not in use.
The CPIO is directed
to provide information
sought to the
appellant within 10
days of receipt of this
order. The information
be provided free of
cost. The appeal is
disposed of accordingly.

third party by
the CPIO.

The appellant' if not satisfied with the disposal of appeal in the manner asabove can file second appeal with the Hon'ble chief tnformation commission,
:i;rtJ:i:an' 

Baba Gansnath Mars, nrrnritr, riew Derh i-11oo67within a period
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",U.T., Chandigarh.
Ms. Alka Mangal
rlo H.N. 2996, Sector_3g, Chandigarh.
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: Op.Stm-CplO/Crime for necessary action..2*4fC Computer Section foi ,pJrting the Web.
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