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“ It i= corredt thai, as argwed by appellant Shri Banski Dhar, w's 2 ([} of the
KT Act “opimion’ s disclosable, bat the definition of information usder this swh
sechion ol section I clearly lavs down that information meams that the information
must bee im the form of “amy material®. Therefore, any ‘epimion’ to be provided
muzt be recorded opindon. By the same argumend, if ihere §s pe reverded opimion
o0 & particolsr sebiject an whikh isfermation has been sought, the CPIC =
required to inform the applicant that there is oo such record. ®



