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A.RUNACHA LPRADESH INFOR]TIATI ONCOMM ISSION

An Appeal Case U/S 19(3) of RTI Act' 2005

t

APPELLANT
RESPONDENT

Case No. APIC-843/2025.
(Summon to aPPear in Person)

@f,srS,l of CPCI
:Shri Tam Tagam, UPPer Dam Site Nlg'
:The PIO, o/Jthe Bini Yanga Govt' Women's College'

Lekhi, Naharlagun.

ORDER/SUMMON
This is an appeal under S.ffii@) of nrt act' 2005 received from Shri Tam

rugu. foinor-furnistring oib"lo* mentioned information by the PIo' o/o the Bini

Y"-"e" C"*. Women's Cofr.!., r.ruti, Na-hallagun.!A'P) as sought for by^him under

*.ii* Oirl (Form-A) of ffiact, 2005 vide his application dated 10'01'2025:

Details of information:
CTC of the Bank Statement of Bini Yanga Govt. Women's College official bank

account particularly of financial year of 20L8'2024'

This appeal was heard ot 20.03.2026 and had passed order of even dated

directing the PIO to furnish the requested information i'e thc accounls Slatement

comDttstns of the autlt 's Income exDenditure rece and Davmenl to theof
appellant within 4 (four) weeks from the date of
consideration of this appeal so as not to constrain th

receipt of this order for further
is Commission to inYoke the Penal

provisions ofthe RTI Act, 2005.

In compliance with and in response to this Commission's order as above, the

PIO had submitted written statem ent dt.20.04.26 reiterating her earlier replies
turnished vide letter dt. 22.01.25 and upheld by the FAA vide order dt.13.06.2025
that the information was denied under Section -8 Sub section-L (e) & (g) of RTI Act
2005 which this Commission had already rejected for the reasons cited in the order dt.
20.03.26 and accordingly, directed the PIO to fumish the accounts Statement
comprising of the authority's Income, expenditure/ receipts and payment. The PIO
was, hence, directed to fumish an appropriate reply/explanation to the appellant and
report the compliance thereof on 03.06.2026, the next date of hearing making it clear
at the same time that if the o/o the PIo does not hold the requested information then
the appellant has to be furnished satisfactory reason for the denial of the same as per
the provisions of section 7(8)(i) read with section- 1g(3)(c) of the RTI Act, 20056 and
rule-5(vi) of the A.p Information Commission (Appeal'procedure) Rules, 2605.

*0,,*,ololjfj;'f';":."Y the appellant and the respondent pro (with the revised
hereunder. 

_ -.- r-^.vn. The revised are replies 
-dt.03.06.2026 

* 
"Oai*aa"sir

As principal_cum_plO 
of Binni yanga Governr,

:;!:;*i:l ; :: {:I :::,f ::1: 
- r,,,!i ; i;,;;'r ; 
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4. Involvement of Third-Party Personal Information: A college bank account

statement is not i singular eniry; it is a ledger containing hundreds of indiu,idual

transactions. It contains sensitie personal lnformation of third Parties' including

students, stalf, Facutty, vendor ani semice providers. Disclosing these statements in

their raw form exposes the specific bank account numbers' IFSC codes' and

transaction histories of third parties.

5.ExemptionunderSectionsUOoftheRTlAct'2005:Thebankaccountnumbers
o,ra perrina Trancial transaciioi of indniduol students' staf & faculty' and 

.service
priiiar^ coistitute "personal information'" The 

-disclosure 
of the personal banking

'"i,io,riirot", of these iird parties has no relationship to any public activity or interest'

ii riiani them wouli cause an unwarranted inyasion of their privacy and expose

them to finincial security risks. The Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in 
-Girish

Ro*rhoidro Deshpande' vs. central Information commissioner (201 3) held that

i;;i;l;rrrmeteis and personal detaili of individuals are protectedfrom third-party

RTI queries unless a compelling public interest is proven'

6.AbsenceofLargerPubliclnterest:Theappellanthasnotdemonstratedanylarger
overarching public interesi ihit i,ntit"' oviiriding the privacy rights of hundreds of

individual students, staffs oni iol"uy The college maintaining transporency regarding

.its overall audited Jinancri, i"a*";t, and fee itructures is already a matter of public

record, the information "i;;;ri, 
h'ove aieady bgen furnished.to the appellant vide

letters No.ByGwc,oodriii'ozil,$ss dtd'25/06/i024 (enclosed as annexwe-t);

N}.Bycwc/t\Orurttzoziijicil ara 30/08/2024 (enclosed. as .annexwe-2,); 
and

NO.B1GWC/l\Anrttzoziisitzil ata 30/11/2024 (enclosed as 
.anne_xure-3).

However, sharing the actual row bank account statement crosses the line from
-i^tiiutiorot 

orrirntobility into an invasion of third-party pritacy'

In light of the above facts' it is- most respec{ully prayed that this Hon'ble

Informatioi Commission may be pleased to:

t. Accept the iustification::'{';; ;;;;;;'i)il bonk 
'tot"*ents 

cannot be shared as thev

,rii"ittii iii",' w in' a * iini'ni*po"v iu t onat fi nanc iat de t aits'

2. tJohotd the exemption';;;;:'"i';';;; a'inat it 
'n'i 

iir t"'' zoos' and dismiss the

;;:;;ii|";:,;;:tiii,!(,,"i#;:*ii-;;;;;"ii*"'*:;:'::;:h,:#:';#
herewith is the account'irir*ir'frif"ancialyear 2018 to 2024 as annexure-4'

Enclosed:

Annexure- 1

Annexure-2
Annexure-3

Annexure-4
Your faithfullY'

sd/-

,fl:#ry,?;l*%'



Account statemen t for the Sessions 2018-19 to 2024-25Sl. No. Particulars Recei diture Balance

1

sCSs 2on I0 8- I 9
Coll Fees 2313251 1643110 670141Universi Fees 7367s5 736755 MLJ Govemment Fees 88800 88800 NILTotal 3038806 2468665 670141

Session 2019-20
1 Coll Fees 2 I 9 4 11l t399922 791219

Universi Fees NIL
Government Fees 86400 NIL

2763016 1971797 791219
Session 2020-21

I Colle e Fees 2t45399 842056
2 Universi Fees 868445 NIL
J Government Fees l0l 861 101861 ML

Total 2273649 842056
Session 2021-22

Coll 3245ltt 2567495 677616
Universi 1018945 1018945

J Govemment Fees 163950 163950 NIL
Total 4428006 3750390 677616

Session 2022-23
1 Colle Fees 356s84 r 2778022 787819
2 Universi 1269t75 NIL
J Govemment Fees 176700 176700

4223897 787819
Session 2023-24

286s393 77022tColle e Fees 36356t4
Universi Fees 153577 5

NIL193 800193800Govemment Fees
7702214594968Total

98t23425t78'7735000111 Coll Fees
NIL1374490t374490FeesUniversi
NIL192300192300Government FeesJ
98123440846675066801Total

This Commission upon perusal of the revised replies $upra) fumished by the

plo, concluded that the revisedieplies / information as, fumished by the PIo appear to

i)-iiiqia, and appropriiti..qri.ing no turrher adjudication ofthe appeal by,this

Commission a.rd accordingf, ffi.a tt"t no further hearing of the appeal is required'

The appellant *ur, ho*e,.i,' tfitttttA to go through the revised replies fumished by

the plo and report rris satisiaction o. ott.ri"i.. therewith within l(one) week from the

L. "i..r.ip, "f 
the order for further consideration of the appeal.

The appellant has now, vide his writtex stateme rfi dt'09 '06 '2026' as reproduced

hereunder, comptained tfrut' ir. 
-i, 

nJ satisfred with the revise replies/statement of

Income and Expenditu,t *t'i"t' L not what he has sought tgq th: PIO i'e Bank

Statement of Bini Y"d;-^-G;'i' Women's College official bank account

particularly of financial ye ar of 2Ol8-2O24'

-3-

2

2 485475 485475
3

86400
Total

1303343
868445

3115705

Fees

Fees NIL

Fees 1269t75
NIL

Total 5011716

NILt535775

5365189
Session 2024-25

2
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,, MO ST RESP ECTF T]LLY S H EI( ET H :

1. The Appellant begs to submit this Written Obiection against the revised replies

dated 03.06.202A sumittia ii'ii'" iib, ,"a ,"rprlt,ullv raising objection in respect

of documents furnished 'ii'i it beyond the sc.ipe ani ambit of RTI Act' the reason

Z,,ii nr' irii ;i;;ii of document is third partv information' but no steps were

taken by the plo ,, "r*iiyi"i-i*,"irio"t 
,f'ar eciwhich deals with third party

";i;;;;;". 
To that ffici the denil obiection is narrated below: -

at The Resoondent/Plo in its written submission cited several reasons among
",*hi";';;r;';;;1, ,rli"i tn" reason of third_party.information and no public interest

iniolyedihot o port the informationfalls und"r the preview ofsection 8 sub section

(e) and (1), y tui, 
"o**iriion 

*ill pi'us" the RTI Application the Information sought

was for the larger interest of stidents of the collage and there is no information

,iiin *ni"n ,ilot" d*"cily io third party rather thi information sought was related

i ]ee collected from the students- for' transportation and connected to that the

account statement were sought. Henie there is no fiduciary information involved.

b) That, the PIO is maklng excuses for not furnishing the information and et'en if
'for 

sake io consideration alihough not at all accepted if the information sought is
'third 

party then also it is mandatory to give information by complying the protisions

of law privided under the Act. It is evident from their written submission that the PIO

toit"a to comply with the provision as such PIO is liable to panelise for the wrong

2.. The appellant begs to submits that, plo claims that the bank accounr statementis a- massive ledger containing intertwined third-party transactions, oi"oun,
numbers, and IFSC codes. Even if it is assumed that certain personar components(such as individual bank account numbers or IFSC codes of )rivate staff/siients)are sensitive' the plo is bound bv section r0 (severabirity ciause) r/iiir-ifi,qa,2005 read along with S:":b:, I0 and il i7 *e Arunachal iroa"rn iiin ,Information Rules. The pIO shoutd hou, ,"u"id/i"do"ted on$ ri" iW,ty'rrTriiri*personal numbers whire furnishing the comprehensive actuar transaction deta s,dates. and.amounts of puilicfunairp"rt. inr["oi,-ii, eto prouiard a self_prepared,condensed 

:ummary nble. of ,rrrion, fuom ZOIA_IO to 2024_25. A hand_madeabstract table cannot substitute a certifi"d 
-n* - 

copy (crc) of actuar BankStatements.

-4-

committed.
c) It is a settled principle oflaw that d information relates to or has been supplied
by a third party and is treated as con/idential, the PIO must strictly invoke the

statutory mechanism prescribed under Section 1l(I) of the RTI Act, 2005 which
provide that a statutory notice within 5 (five) days of the receipt of application has to
be issued to the third party for any claim and objection and if any objection raised
the third party has to be heard along with applicant and thereafter the frnality of the
application have to be decided but in the instant case the PIO has denied to furnish
the information without following the due process of law. As such the PIO is liable to
be panelise and direction to be issued to furnish the documents sought without any
further delay.
d) The PIO has completely failed to issue any notice or follow the mandatory
procedure under section lI to invite claims/objections from the alleged third parties,
without issuing such notices and independently weighing the public-interest, the plo
cannot unilaterally deny the information on third-party grounds.

A copy of order dated 03.06.2026 is here with annexed and marked as ANNEXURE - I.



-5-

3. The appellant begs submits that the PIO's reliance on the judgment Girish
Ramchandra Deshpande Vs. Central Information Commissioner (2013) I SCC 212 to
deny institutional ledger details is completely misplaced and irrelevant to the present
context. The Girish Ramchandra case explicitly pertains to the personal service
career parameters of an individual employee (memos, disciplinary actions, personal
income tax returns, assets, and liabilities). It has no application to the olficial bank
account statement ofa state-funded public educational institution (Bini yanga Govt.
women's college). The financial records of a government college represent public

funds and institutional spending, which are inherently tied to public oltiuity.
Furthermore, even if Girish Ramchandra were to be contextually considered
regarding specific individual lines within the ledger, it can only be applied after
strictly executing the mandatory third-party notice procedures under section lI ofthe
RTI Act, 2005, which the PIO entirely ignored.

A copy of citation Girish Ramchandra Deshpande ys central Information commission
(2013) I SCC 212 is herewith annexed and marked as ANNEXURE - II.

4. That the appellant begs to submits that, the decision to treat a self-made
summary abstract as "adequate and appropriate" stands in direct contradiction to a
parallel order passed by the very same state Information commission, In Case No.
APIC-738/2025 (shri Gollo Takar vs. plo, o/o Dera Natung Govt. college,
Itanagar) decided on 30.01 .2026, this Hon'ble commission expressly directed the
PIo of another government college to provide: "copy of balance statements after
expenditures of college bank account for each /inancial yeari from the year 2|tg-lg
to 2024-25. "Both Institutions are government colleges under the Directorate of
Higher and rechnical Education (DHTE), Arunachal pradesh. Denying actual bank
account statements to the Appellant in the present case while directing another
college to provide the same financial records will be in conflict with its own decision
double and would be contradiction within the Commission's decisions. As such the
principle ofiudicial propriety should be maintain and a direction may be passed in
conformity with the order of this commission.

A copy of order dated 30.01.2026 is herewith annexed and marked as ANNEXURE -
ru.

5. That the appellant begs to submits that Bini yanga Govt. women's college is a
public instilution running on public money. The ofricial bank accounts hold public
funds collected via government fees, university fees, and student collectioni. The
public has an absolute righ
is no Jinancial mismanage

t to see the actual raw /low oftransactions to ensure there

lable preoared bv the admi.nistralion connot vef'ifv the le of bonk
trunsactions.

ment or embezzlement. A co ed sinple-oas.e abslract

6. _ That this written objection is made Bona/ide andfor the end ofiustice.
PRAYER:

In llqht of the facts and legar positions mentioned above, the Appellant most
respecfully prays that this Hon,ble Commission may be pleased to:
a) Reject the.revised reply/abstract submitted by tie rio dated 03.06.2026 as legally

non-c o mp I iant and inade q tnt e.
b) Dyryct the Respondent/Plo to furnish the act al, unedited certified rrue copies

(9TC) of the College BankAccount Statementsfrom Fy 20tS to 2024.
c) Penalty may 

_be imposed for not furnishing the-documents without folrowing the due
process of law mandated under the RTI Act.



-6-

d) Fix a next date of hearing to meet the ends ofjustice.
e) Pass any other or firther order(s) as thts Hii'ble court may deem/it and proper.

sd/-
Tam Tagam"

This Commis slon, upon careful consideration of the submission made by theappellant in his wntten statement (supra), notices that the his contention, inter alia,
that the ratio ofApex Court judgement in Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs. CentralInfor'mation Commissioner (2013) I SCC 2 12) case which the PIO had relied on indenying the requested information. has no application to this particular appeal, appears
to have force in as much as the requested information in the instant appeal is "the Bank
A./c Statements (Debit and Credit)" in respect of the public authority (College) itself
and not a er th (whether faculty or students or staff) though such ar
statement would necessarily contain the sources and destinations of credit and debit
but such entries in the statement can not be said to be exempted as being protected
under section 8(I)O of the RTI Act, 2005 as long as the requested information does
not pertain to individual bank account transection of the students, faculty members or
staff or their personal information.

Memo No.APIC- 025 Dated I
APIC, Itan

2CPr.\ Jun 2026the
Copy to:

In view of the complaint from the appellant and the observation of this
commission as above, this commission directi the plo to furnish the requested
information, "crc of the Bank statement of Bini yanga Govt. women,s iollege
official bank account particurarry.of financiar year of 2hg-2 024,,, to ttre appettunt
in right eamest and report the compliance thereof to this commissio n on 01.07 .2026.

Given under my hand and sear of this commission on this r5rh June,2026
NOW THEREFORE, you are hereby summoned to appear in person or online

in the Hon'ble Court of Shri. sangyal rsering Bappu, SIC oo r.r .r,ily, w"ar.rorv
2026 at 10:30 am to answer the. claims, and you are directed to produce-on that day alr
the documents upon which you intend to rely in support of your claims/defense.

Take notice that, in default ofyour appearance, on the day above- mentioned,
the matter will be heard and determined in your absence.

s-

l) The Directorate of Higher and rechnical Education, Govt. of A.p, ESS Sector
Itanagar, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) for information.

2) ThlPlO,o/o the Principle, Bini Yanga Govt. Women,s College, Lekhi, Naharlagun
(A.P) PIN : 791110 for information.

3) Shd Tam Tagam, Yawn
8r3 7009 I 56 for information.

, a/The Computer Programmer/
" APIC, please.
5) Offrce copy.
6) S/Copy.

colony, G sector Nlg. PIN: 791110 Mobile No.

Computer Operator for uploading on the Website of

Regist6:4(, H
l*
gistrar

{runachal P

Itr nrja,
fflSSHmssro.

e

sd/_
(s. TSERTNG BAPPU)

State Information Commissioner,


