
 

108 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA 
AT CHANDIGARH 

  

CWP-8607-2025 (O&M)
DATE OF DECISION : 26.03.2025

HITESH      ... PETITIONER

V/S
STATE OF HARYANA AND ANOTHER    ... RESPONDENTS

CORAM: HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE  LAPITA BANERJI

Present: Mr. G.C.Shahpuri, Advocate for the petitioner.

* * * 

LAPITA BANERJI  , J. (ORAL)  

1.  In this writ petition the impugned order dated January 30, 2025

(Annexure P-6) passed by the District Magistrate, Yamuna Nagar is under

challenge.

2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits

that under Rule 12(2)(e) of the Arms Rules, 2016, the authorities could have

granted licence to the petitioner for any legitimate or genuine reason.  The

petitioner wanted to work as a security guard.  However, without assigning

any reason, the authorities have rejected the application of the petitioner.

3. This Court has heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and

perused the material on record.

4. The petitioner  has  not  availed of  the  alternative,  efficacious,

statutory remedy of appeal as provided under Section 18 of the Arms Act,

1959.    Therefore,   the  present  writ  petition  being  CWP-8607-2025  is

dismissed.
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5. However, the petitioner is granted the liberty to approach the

appropriate authority to avail of the statutory remedy.

6. Connected applications,  if  any,  are also accordingly disposed

of.  

26.03.2025   (LAPITA BANERJI)
Janki    JUDGE 

  
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No 
Whether reportable       : Yes/No
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