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Shri C.F. Rimo' Papu-ll, Near Gow' Pry' School'-Papu^Village' Naharlagun' Papum

i';'.1 ilir*"'ia,iluJr,a p*a"'r'' PIN-7eil I0' (t.4) 762e82830e'

Vs

Dr. Marchina Bori4 the pro-cum-ADc, Thrizino, west Kameng Distric! Arunachal

frio
Registra/ Dy. Regishar

Arunachal hadesh Informafion Commission
Offta[#eqislrar

Arunac1ur ffifrrt "*uo" Coril{nrssr0r

lEnaoar'

1r

1).ThisisanappealrrnderSectionlg(3)ofRTIAct,2005filedbyShriG.F.Rimo,Papu.II,NearGolt'
pry. School, papu Vitlage, il;;;r*-rffi 1*" OiJti"t at*".n"f Pradesh'.for non-tumishing of

information by the pro-cum-dd, dri;r, W""* [T":";i'irii"i,qt*"ghal-Pratlesh 
Pradesh as sought by

the Appellant under section (i;;iRiil;, zoos uid" e.i"iorila r 1rc7t2023 regarding compensation of

power Grid Cooperation of Iniia pvt ltd Constru",ion oi'isi rv tran'mission lini' Nichipu to Palizi and

MAJORGENERAL JARKEN GAMLIN, AVSM, SM, VSM

BEFORE TTIE HON'BLECOIJRT OF
TNFORMATION COMMISSIONER

(RETD), STATf, CTIIET

Dated, Itanagar the 23rd January' 2025

No.APIC-907/2023

Respondent:
Pradesh Pradesh, PIN-790I 16'

ORDER

Palizi to Trizino.

Therefore, the case is hereby disposed of'

Order copies be issued to all the parties'

Memo No.APIC -sol t201,J, f 5 3 7

sd/-

[Major General Jarken Gamlin, AVSM, SM, VSM (Retd)]'

State Chief Information Commissioner
Arunachal Pradesh Information Commission

Itanaear
Dated, Itanagar the Ul January' 2025

Copy to:'i. pr. tvtarchina Boria, the PIO-cum-ADC, Thrizino, West Kameng Distric! Arunachal Pradesh Pradesh,

PIN-7901 16.

2. Shri G.F. Rimo, Papu-II, Near Govt. Pry. School, Papu village, Naharlagun, Papum Pare District,

Arunachal hadesh, PIN-791I I0, (M) 7629828309.

LJ---Computer Programmer, APIC, Itanagar, to upload in APIC Website& send mail to all the parties.

4. Case file.

2). The 5ft hearing was held on 3d December, 2024 as scheduled' Dr. Marchina Boria, the PIO-cum-

ADC, Thrizino, w".t rurn"ng"oi.iJiar,rna"no prad"sh and the Appellant shri G.F. fumo were present'

3). The PIO had fumishetl the information to the Appellant duly authenticated'

4).TheAppellarttreceivedtheinformationandsubmittedthathewillprovideafeedbacktothe
Commission within a week in writing'

5). The commission had cautioned the Appellant to provide feedback yitli' t9n days from the date of

irrr" .f'#;rd;r"#;:ito"."-t"r, 2024, else the case would be tlisposed of without any further notice'

6). Since the Appellant failed to submit his feedback, the commission decides to dispose of the case'

;,tr

Appellant:


