STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Bhupinder Singh,

MA, MED, # B-1/127/MCH,

Gali GObindgarh, Hoshiarpur.
 …………………………….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o President DAV College,

Managing Committee,

Hoshiarpur.
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3547 of 2011

Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Dr. S.S.Sharma, Associate Professor on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard
2.         This would dispose of an application dated 21.11.2011 made by Sh. Bhupinder Singh seeking the re-opening of the order dated 04.01.2010 in AC No. 947/2009.  At the very outset, We wish to bring on record that this application has been wrongly registered as CC i.e CC No. 3547/2011.  This should have been treated as only an application in AC No. 947/2009.

3.       In AC No. 947/2009 decided on 04.01.2010, Dr. Bhupinder Singh had sought information from the PIO O/o DAV College Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur, on certain counts.  The matter was listed before Sh. PPS Gill, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. Vide order dated 04.01.2010, AC No. 947/2009 was dismissed by holding that DAV College is a private body and thus not a Public Authority.  
4.        Subsequently, Punjab State Information Commission in another case i.e CC No. 3330/2010, titled Sh. A.S.Wadhawan Vs. PIO O/o President, DAV College, Managing Committee, Hoshiarpur held that the DAV College Managing Committee was a Public Authority and thus, under an obligation to furnish information.  This was a Full Bench decision rendered by the Commission on 19.04.2011 i.e more than one year after the decision taken in AC- 947/2009.

5.        Vide instant application, Dr. Bhupinder Singh, seeks review/recall of the order in AC-947/2009 dated 04.01.2010, on the strength of the decision rendered by Full Bench 
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on 19.04.2011.   The submission of the applicant is that since the view of the Commission taken in the earlier single Bench has been departed from in a subsequent Full Bench decision, the applicant is entitled to have his earlier case i.e. AC 947/2009   re-opened. This submission of the application is without merit.  A decision which becomes final cannot be re-opened subsequently, on the strength of a different view taken by a larger Bench on the same point. This legal position is well settled. Finality attached to an order is not taken away merely because subsequently a different view is taken by a different Bench.  The only remedy, the applicant could have had was to challenge the correctness of the earlier order dated 04.01.2010 in AC No. 947/2009 before a forum entitled to quash the order passed by the Commission. It may also be made clear that under the RTI Act, 2005, there is no provision for any intra-commission appeal or review of an order earlier passed.
In this view of the matter, the application stands dismissed without merit. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

              

                                                      (Kulbir Singh)








State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
                  ( P.P.S.Gill)

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27.12.2011
 

