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IN THE COURT OF NOOR UL HAQ
CIVIL JUDGE-II, TEHSIL COURT, KALAYA

SUItNO. . 189/1 of 2026.
Date of Institution........................ooo L. .01.12.2025.
Date of decision......... TP 20.07.2026.

'A‘meen Ali S/O Zabit Ali R/O Qaum Behramzai, Tappa Khair Ali
Nawasi, Tehsil Lower District Orakzai ....................... (Plaintiff)
1. NADRA through chairman Islamabad.
2.‘ NADRA t.h:r.()‘u_gh DG, Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

. 3. NADRA through AD, District Orakzai.
4. Chairman Education Board of Intermediate Kohat.

TR SUTR TR e (Defendants)

]udgm‘ent:
20.07.2026

“Through this judgement this court is going to dispose of the
instant suit filed by plaintiff against the defendants for declaration cum-
(\\Q_o‘ : permaﬁent injunction.
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% g . declaration cum-permanent injunction to effect that correct date of birth of
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Iaya

Brief facts of the case are that plaintiff brought the instant suit for

\G

Og gplaimiﬂf.is 25.05.2007, however; it is wrongly entered in the record of
@) ) .

- defendants as 25.07.2009 which is wrong, illcgal and ineffective upon the
rights of plaintiff and liable to be rectified. That defendants were asked -

time and again to do the needful but in vain, hence the present suit.
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: Aﬁ(n institution of the suit,v d.efendants were .summoned. Defendants
NO.]‘ 10 03 marked their attendance L};rough representative and contested
the s}u-i,t'bvy 'ﬁ_'l mg written statement while dez[’emiant No.04 proceeded ex-

parte. In the written statement representative of defendant No.1 to 03 have

-raised several legal and factual objections. .
~From divergent pleadings of the parties, the followings issues were

framed for adjudication of real controversy between the parties.

ISSUES
1.Whether plaintif‘f has got cause of action? OPP
AZ.W'hether correct date of birth of plaintiff is 25.05.2007 while

defe"r_ldants_ have incorrectly emered the same as 25.07.2009? OPP
.3;Whether ,plaintiff ivs-entitléd to the decree as prayed for’? ()_PP:
._4.R¢iief? R
| Upon submission of list of witnesses, both the parties on being
provided with an opportunity to adduce their desired evidence, LhL
parties _p_lfdduced their evidence.

.A‘,ﬁer the completion of evidence, argume,nts of the counsel for

‘ plaintiff and contesting defendants were heard and record of the case

Jo3s . ST .
\<{ = o file was gone through with their valuable assistance.
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\\ ’SB: jopny My issue wise f{indings are as under: -
o>N |
O3F IsSUE NO.02
.“_“56 .- ADu . .
During course of recording  evidence, mother of plaintiff

| appeared and deposed as PW-01. She stated that she has 06 children

and date of birth of plaintiff is 25.05.2007, however, defendants have
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‘ incorreétly entered dafe of plain.tiff as 25.07.2009. She 'furthe:r SldlCd
‘thét .her elder son is Gul Ah,mad:and second soﬁ is 'plaint’iff; Copy of
her CNIC is Ex PW-1/1.
During cross examination she s.tated that she has 06 children.
Shc further stated that plaintiff have no polio card where 2007 clearly
| 'me-niiqned,
. MUShara‘f Hassan, appeared and deposed as PW-02. He statcd ,
, th_aﬁ plaintiff is yoﬁhg'er than his brother namé_ly Gul Ahniad. Correct
date of Birth of plaimiff is 25 .05.2007. Cépy orf his. (,NIC is EX.PW-
2/1. During cross examination he stated that plaintiff is his relative.
Iﬁ sibling plaintiff is second.
- Qalid Ali a_p_pcéred and deposed himself as PW-03. He stated
that correct date of birth of plaintiff 1s 25.05.2067. Copy of his CNIC
is ]:}lx.PW—?)/ 1. | |
o During Cross examination he stated that he did not know when
' plaintiff obtained his Form-B. He further stated that plaintiff 1s about
18 years old.
- A.,m.een, Ali, plaintiff himself appéarcd and deposed as PW-04.

He stated that he is younger than from Gul Ahmad. In sibling he is in
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second. _Cvopby"()f Form-B is ExPW-4/1, DMC is Ex.PW-4/2, copy of

el at i

certificate is Ex.PW-4/3 and copy of his father CNIC is Ex.PW-4/4.

Ly

‘He further stated that his correct date of birth is 25.05.2007. He lastly
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requested for decree of the suit in his favour.
During cross examination he stated that he did not when he

obtained 1"*" orm-B.
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- Therealfter, evidenc.c Qf plaintiff was closed.
a Ifte]%ha;‘ Ahmad (R-eprcsentative of NADRA) appeared and
_dcposed as DW-1. He' produced NADRA registration 'form‘ as -
Ex.DW-1/1 and Unio’n Council Birth certiﬁ.éate 1s Ex.DW-1/2. As
" per which correct date of birth of plaintiff is 25.07.2009. Father of
.p,iairl._tiff go to the office of NADRA, District Flangu and obtained
Form-B an_d father of plaintiff perform biometric as well. As per
’ w‘hvi.ch NADRA »_issued Form-B having date of birth plaintifl as

+25.07.2009. He lastly feq_uested for dismissal of suit of plaintiff.
| During cross examinatiori hé stated that he statred that it"is
é_01‘1‘ect that as per NADRA SOPs F 01‘1&#-13 could not be cancelled
Vdirpctly. Self-stated that it is possible to amend the FForm-B as per

NADRA SOPs.

Cnl,ai,.m of ‘p_lai.,ntiff ts that his trﬁe and correct date of birth as is
.25.'05.2007,"but defendants-,have incorrectly recorded the sal,he-as
| 25.&7.2009 in their record, which is wrong and liable to be rectified.
_()‘ral“ ex-fidenc’e- produced by b]aintiff is ;alj’s-o supportivé to the

averments of plaint. Defendants failed to establish that the exhibited
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record in favor of plaintiff is managed or manipulated one. Plainti{f

is a young person and could not be presumed to have instituted the
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- suit for any unduc advantage or ulterior motive.
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PLD 2003 SUPREME COURT PAGE 849:

- "Wherein it ha? been mentioned by the Honorable Supreme
Court of Pakistan that the best evidence to prove this fact (age or
date of birth) was of those people who would have an ordinary

course of life having personal knowledge. Statement of mother is at
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high pedestal as compared to other as she has given birth to him." In
present case, the mother of the plaintiff is in good position having

~personal knowledge to tell the correct date of birth of the plaintiff.

Plainﬁff pr.oduq‘ed' cogent, co.nvincing' as well as oral evidence
1n lslupp‘ort of h_»,is claim and con{entién, including his mother Whos¢
é_tatemenf is at high pedestal. Moreover, nothing has been brought on
Arecdrd'by defendants that correction of his date of birth would harm
anyone.

- Keeping in view the above discussion and documentary as

well as oral evidence available on file, it is held that correct date of

;ﬁbir_th‘ of plaintiff is 25.05.2007. Issue decided accordingly.

ISSUES NO.1 & 3.

In the light of foregoing discussion, plaintiff has proved his
stance through cogent, convincing and oral evidence; therefore, he
has got cause of action and is entitled to the decree, as prayed for,

- Both these issues are decided in positive in favor of plaintiff.

4_RE'LIE'F.

"flCrux of my issue wise discussion is that suit of the plaintiff is
-‘her"eby'decreed m his favor against the defendants as prayed for. No
oi'aer as to costs. This decree shall not affect the rights of any other
_per’sonf i.nté.rested, if any or service record of plaintiff, if any.

Iile be consigned to record room after its necessary

~ completion and compilation.

ANNOUNCED
20.07.2026.
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CERTIFICATE

It is certified that this judgment consists of 06 pages. Each page
~has been d'.ictate_d, read, corrected and signed by me. ’
r UUHAQ /- _ |

Civil Jud§e-I1, Tehsil, Kalaya




