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IN THE COURT OF MUHAMMAD JU NAID ALAM,
Civil Judge-II, Kalaya, Orakzai.

Suit NO. ..o 38/1 of 2025.
Date of Institution............................... 26.03.2025.
Date of decision.................. ... ... .. .. .. 23.04.2025

Jahanzeb Khan S/O Umar Gul R/O Qoum Feroz Khel, Saam, Tchsil Lower,

District Orakzai.

........ e (PlaintifA)
. m&g «
1. (,haumdn NADRA Islamabad.
2. Director (J(,l'lCldl NAI)R/\ KPK Pcshawat _
3. Assistant Director N/\DR/\ District Orakzai.
4. :"Bocud ol"lntcrm(‘dxatc & S(,umdmy E ducatlon Kohdt
e e (Defendants)

SUIT FOR DECLARATION & PERMANENT INJUNCTION.

EX- PARIE ;SUMMARY JUD(;B MENT
' - 23.04.2025.
- Plaintiff- through counsel present. Defendants absent despite
service, theretore, placed and proceeded ex-parte.
[Ldlncd counsel for p]dmtl”quUCSlLd for summary disposal of

lhc SUIf on. Lh(, haws of available lGC()ld /\rgjumems heard and record

/f\“‘\ gonc thl ougjh
“\9\0
AP C'N\VJ- Brief facts in the backdrop are that plaintiff has filed the instant
ow® . : .

\“‘J‘
s:ui:t"ff(‘)f.'d;e.c,l}aréit:ib:h. cum—pmmmcnt i.hjL‘mc'tioﬁ to the effect that, d“ ner
record f); du[( .11 -Lu t r\To 0l o (m ‘11‘» true dlld correct d‘ e .ﬂ )‘ivl;il"l is
‘7& (}2 1992, wiwlc dLimddhl No 4 hak Ine ori'n"elclt_{y chtéréa -;t_ht‘,‘ same d\
12.12.1987 which is wrong, illegal and ineftective upon the rights of

plaintiff and liable to-be rectified. That defendant No.4 was asked time
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and again to rectify date 6f birth of plaintiff but in vain hence, the

present suit.

With duc pfocess of law and pfoceduré, .the vde‘_f’end‘ants v?ere
summoned, but Lhcy dild not appear bé'fOl‘e the court despité serv‘ice,
therefore, placed and proceeded ex-parte.

Plaintiff has placed 1‘eliancé on CNIC issued by defendant No.!
to 03, wherein date of birfh of plaintiff is mentioned as 28.02.1992.
Copy of CNIC is placed on file. Date of birth of plaintiff ‘is recorded as
28.02.1992 in CNIC issued by NADRA (defendant No.l to 03)
therefore, defendant 04 No. is ‘d.i,1'ected to'rectify date of birth of plaintiff
as 28.02.1992 accordingly. There is nothing in rebuttal due to ex-parte
while plaintiff produced documentary evidence in suppdrt of his claim.

As there is nothing in rebuttal due to ex-parte and plaintiff

“produced reliable evidence, therefore, suit of plaintiff is hereby ex-parte

decreed as prayed for. No order as to cost. This decree shall not affect
the rights of others, interested if any. This decree shall not affect service

record of plaintiff, if any.

File be consigned to record room after its necessary completion and

compilation.

23.04.2025 Muhammad Junaid Alam

Civil Judge-I1,
Tehsil Courts, Kalaya Orakzai



