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 The 2nd  respondent – Collec tor Guntur, vide L.Dis.No.436/ 2016/ C2 

da ted  23.02.2018, informed  the petitioner tha t his request for renewa l of 

a rms lic enc e c annot be c onsidered  as the 3rd  respondent - 

Superintendent of Polic e, Guntur Rura l, has not rec ommended  for 

renewa l.  Aggrieved  by the same, p resent writ petition is filed . 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner p roduc ed  c opy of the 

p roc eed ings da ted  02.08.2018, whereunder the 3rd  respondent, submitted  

his rec ommendations to the 2nd  respondent, with regard  to refusa l of 

renewa l of a rms lic enc e to the petitioner.   He submits tha t only on the 

ground  tha t new c ap ita l was estab lished  in Thullur a rea  and  tha t there is 

hike in the p roperties in and  a round  the sa id  a rea , 3rd  respondent 

rec ommended  tha t there would  not be any sa fety to keep  the a rms a t 

the hands of the petitioner.  Learned  c ounsel c ontends tha t Sec tion 14 of 

the Arms Ac t, 1959 p rovides for refusa l of a rms lic enc e and  only in the light 

of g rounds envisaged  in the sa id  sec tion, a rms lic enc e c an be refused , 

but not on the perc ep tion of respondents.  He further c ontends tha t the 

rec ommenda tions of the 3rd  respondent – Superintendent of Polic e, and  

the impugned  endorsement of the 2nd  respondent – Distric t Collec tor, 

ob livious of g rounds mentioned  under Sec tion 14 of the Ac t, a re without 

any app lic a tion of mind  and , therefore, sought to set aside the same.   

 

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader submits tha t as the 2nd  

respondent, on enquiry, found  tha t it is not sa fe to keep  the a rms a t the 

hands of the petitioner, owing to hike of land  in the c ap ita l reg ion,  



rec ommended  for refusa l of renewa l of a rms lic enc e.  This find ing , may 

not be interfered  with by this c ourt.  He submits tha t as per the materia l 

papers filed  a long with the writ petition, petitioner is sta ted  to have filed  

appea l before the 1st respondent and  henc e the p resent writ petition for 

the same relief, may not be enterta ined .  Therefore, he sought to d ismiss 

the writ petition. 

 

 Prima fac ie  g round  taken for not renewing the lic enc e of petitioner 

is absurd  and  it is not one of the grounds envisaged  under the Ac t for not 

renewing the lic enc e. 

 

 As the petitioner is sta ted  to have filed  appea l on 16.03.2018, writ 

petition is d isposed  of d irec ting  the 1st respondent to d ispose of the 

appea l in ac c ordanc e with law, within a  period  of four weeks from the 

da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

 

 Interloc utory app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No 

c osts. 
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