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....... in case appropriate appeal is filed by the petitioner. within a period of four weeks

from today, the same shall be considered on merits and disposed off by the Appeillate Authority
by passing a reasoned and a Speaking ogder in accordance with law, within a period of 12

weeks, thereafter.”
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cannot apply its discretion in a manner to hold that lack of evidence regarding threat
perception would make the applicant unfit for grant of licence under section 14(1)(b)(i)(3)
of the Act. The provision has to be read necessarily as the same is there without
substituting or taking away anything therefrom. It clearly lays down that the licence can
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necessary that a person should have an actual threat or imminent threat perception, but it
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() antecedents of the applicant, (i) assessment of the threat, (ili) capabiiity of the
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