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AT I G, Ul BRI UG e & Frferd sier fereafafya -

to challenge the order dated 22.09.2023 passed by the District Magistrate, Gopalganj in
Arms License Case No. 03 of 2023 by filing appropriate appeal. Liberty, so sought, is
granted. '

“ ... the learmed counsel for the petitioner seeks liberty on behalf of the petitioner

It is needless to state that in case appropriate appeal is filed within a period
of two weeks from today, the appellate authority shall consider the same on merits,
without being impeded by the issue of limitation and pass a reasoned and a speaking

order, forthwith.
The writ petition stands disposed off on the aforesaid terms..”
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femfer =g Manish Kumar & ors. Vs The State of Bihar & ors. 3 uiRd 3mer it
PLJR(2015)4.212 3 3coiffga ® /& “ in my considered opinion, the licensing authority

. 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
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"“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 be refused if the applicant is found
unfit for any reason under the Act.”” @& The State of Bihar & ors. Vs Deepak Kumar ¥

TiRa 3mer o PLJR (2019)1664 3 3caiya & & “in our opinion, would be contrary to the

intent of grant of licence inasmuch as it is not necessary that a person should have an actual
threat or imminent threat perception, but it would suffice if the applicant is able to persuade the
authority to take into consideration the nature of his trade profession and calling for the purpose
of grant of license which situation has now been taken care of under Sub-Rule (3)(a) of Rule 12

of the 2016 Rules.” & 3aci®dd A Ig <€ Bl & & AEET I A=A, YeaT g
3961 IRARE Ay & ameiE & @l afed Arms Rules, 2016 & DfeaT 12 (3)(a) F sifdsa
wIaETS “any person who by the very nature of his business, profession, job or otherwise has
genuine requirement to protect his life and/or property...” @& 3meie & off Rt smdgesmar
P o SeEia Reid fu o @ Reg W off R R o @1 gema Rar amr 3

sy Riwdwn 3 aelie F wgd @ fren veitier, MUt B
fRy & I oy fear omar @ 6 Al 39 S, UeHl g Manish Kumar
(Supra) vé Deepak Kumar (Supra) # f@ 1@ observation P 3cle & wa Ministry of
Home Affairs 1S-Il Division/Arms Section New Delhi @& Tl I0-V-11016/16/2009-Arms, i
31.03.2010 & @fedr ()b) # Icorwa fegsi () antecedents of the applicant, (ii)

assessment of the threat, (iii) capability of the applicant to handle arms, and (iv) any other
information which the police authority might consider relevant for the grant or refusal of licence
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