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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.P.(C) 7736/2013

DHEERAJ GUPTA Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Vivek Srivastava, Adv.
Versus

ADDL. COMMISSIONER OF POLICE LICENSING UNIT AND

ANR Respondent
Through:  Ms. Tanvi Nigam (SPC), Insp. Ram

Ms. Urvi Mohan, Adv.
CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SACHIN DATTA

ORDER
13.01.2026

The present petition assails an order dated 13.11.2013 passed by the

First Appellate Authority whereby the petitioner’s application for grant of

Arms

License has been rejected. The order dated 13.11.2013 reads as

under:-

This is a digitally signed order.

Croder doted 13.11.2013
(Sajecly e, ¥oals.

This is an appeal under Section 18 of the Asins Act, 1959 against the order dated
12.07.2013 of the Licensing Authority, Delhi, rejroting the request ol the appallang Gor

the grant of an arms lHoenoe

The matier canve up for hearing today,  Appellant stated that e appellant is an
Avlvocate by profession proaclicimg o varows Cooarls ol 1Dellii iwmcliding, the 1o bile
Supreine Cowat and Flon®bie High Court of 13elli. MHe stted that he  also las o keess
imbcrest i 25 meter vapid fre shooting and bhoad done o roining cowrse in air pisiol
sivooting from an institwte under the guidance of o national shooter,  Appellont stated Ol
lor metting iraining or shooting in & shootingg maope e had o possesse an anns lloconce as
thes i useed b 235 meter rapid ire pistol bvvolves o NMPB shotgun, He stated tlsat being a
lawwyoer there is always ao imdoent threal from tee opposite paries. Appellant stated that
keeping in view of the above he had applied for orant of an arms lieence for his sell
protection and for shootingftarget practice. Movcever, the Liceonsing  Authority  hod
rejecied the smme witlhowt properdy apprecinting the: fscts and circumstance of the cases. It

wis, Uvierelore, prayed that ihe inpupnoed osder be ool aside,

O bebalf of the respondent, AddLP stated thal after going threugh all the
docunrents salimsitted by tlee appellant and keeping in view the Baets ond circosnsiamoeess ol

e case, the respondent had not found il o be o Hicese for grant of an sones liceisces
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Adier bearing bBoth de pardes, including the appellont and careful perusal of
documens on record, 1 am of the opinion el there i3 no pennine need, which would
justify the gramt of an arms licence to the appellant.  The Licensing Awhory, afler
considering all azpecis of the matter, has passed o e order keeping in view the facts and
circumnstanses of e ease, |, thergfors, fnd oo redion to indecfere with it The appeal is

therefore dismizsed.

Amieed,

File be consipned to vecovd,

W,

{Hu_j-.-elh Jung)
Lientennunt Governor, Delhi
13,158, 2003

Certiting 1oom e
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2. A perusal of the order reveals that the same is premised on an
assessment of the plea of the petitioner that an Arms License is required by
him on the basis of “imminent threat from the opposite parties”. The
Appellate Authority found no merit in this contention and accordingly
refused to grant an Arms License.

3. During the course of hearing, learned counsel for the petitioner
confines his request for grant of an Arms License on the basis that he is
desirous of obtaining the same for the purpose of pursuing the sport of 25
meter pistol sports event under the “come and play scheme” of Sports
Authority of India. He relies upon the response to RTI Application dated
19.09.2013 submitted to the Sports Authority of India to contend that
without having a valid Arms License it is not possible for him to pursue the
relevant sport inasmuch as the same is a mandatory requirement for

participation in the concerned sporting event.
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4, In the circumstances, the present petition is disposed of by remanding
the matter to the Appellate Authority to reconsider the petitioner’s request
keeping in mind his submission that the Arms License is required solely for
the purpose of pursuing the sport of 25 meter pistol sports event under the
“come and play scheme” of Sports Authority of India. Let the matter be
examined afresh by the Appellate Authority and decision be taken in the
light of the extant rules and regulations. Let the said exercise be concluded
as expeditiously as possible and preferably within a period of three months
from today.

5. The petition is disposed of in the above terms.

SACHIN DATTA, J
JANUARY 13, 2026/uk
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