
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.13532 of 2018

======================================================
Ravi Kumar Bhardwaj Son of Ramashray Sharma, Resident of Village- Latta,
P.S.- Pauthu, District- Aurangabad.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Union Of India through the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi. 
2. The Secretary, Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi. 
3. The Regional Passport Officer, Bihar, Patna. 
4. P.S.K. Bhauj Springs Block- 2, Lower and Upper Ground, Ashiyana, Digha,

District Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Surendra Kishore Thakur, Mrs. Y Madhvi
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.S.D Sanjay Addl. Soc. Gen.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR SINGH

ORAL ORDER

4 17-01-2019        Heard the parties.

Following reliefs have been sought for in paragraph 1(i)

and (ii) of the present application on behalf of the petitioner:

“1(i)  For  issuance  of  writ  in  the  nature  of
mandamus  commanding  and  directing  the
Respondents authority to issue passport in the name
of the petitioner who has applied  in the year 2017
about  six  months  ago  but  till  date  neither  the
passport has been issued nor has closed the file. 

(ii)For  further  direction  to  the  Respondents
authority  to  either  close  the  File  No.
PA1061585804817  passing  final  order  either
rejecting the claim and for issuance of passport or
reject  the  same  so  that  the  petitioner  may  apply
afresh.”

Counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  due  to  certain

inadvertent mistake, certain information could not be furnished

on the part of the petitioner while making/applying his passport
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application in the passport office.

On behalf of the Counsel for Union of India, it has been

submitted that the first passport application of the petitioner has

already been rejected by respondent no. 3. The petitioner has

represented/made a second passport application vide Annexure-

4  to  the  present  application  giving  detailed  information  as

required under the law. But the second passport application is

pending till date. 

Considering the facts  and circumstances of  the case,  the

petitioner  is  directed  to  represent/make  a  fresh  passport

application  as  per  requirement  of  the  statute  before  the

Respondent No. 3 (the Regional Passport Officer, Bihar, Patna)

within a period of 30 days from today. The Respondent No. 3

shall  consider  the  grievance  of  the  petitioner  and  pass  an

appropriate order in accordance with law within a period of two

months from the date of making/representing of such passport

application. 

            With the aforesaid observation/direction, the present writ

application stands disposed of.           
    

Pankaj/-
(Sudhir Singh, J)
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