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

CSuitNo. 33T of 2026.
Date of Institution............... ... ... 08.06.2026.

Date of decision. .. 29.07.2026.

» Muhammad ltyas 5/0 Shamshad Ali R/O O()um Mam Khel, Tappa
Sab/l Khol Tehsil L()wm DIStI‘l(tOlak/dl T (P mnta)g)
e | Versus :
1L _f\T ADRA thr ough chau man Hamabad
2. NADRA through DG, Peshawar | Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. .
3. NADRA through AD, District Orakzai. -
4. Board of"I'ﬁ't"onﬁedji ate & Secondary Education K oh?t KPK.

SUIT FOR DECLARATION & iTRMA\ITT\H H\HUN( TION

[udgment

29.07.2026

+Through this judgement this court is going to dispose of the instant

suit filed by plaintiff against the defendants for declaration cums-

~ permancnt injunction.

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

declaration cum-permanent injunction to cffect that correct date of birth of

¢/ plaintifl as CNIC issued by defendant No.1 to 03 is 711.05.1996, however;

B ',i[. is wrongly entered in the record of defendant No.:4 as 11.05.1993 which

BB w'lfo_ng, illegal and incflective upon the rights of plaintiff and liable o
be rectified. That defendants were asked time and again-to do the needful

but in vain, hence the present suit,
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: /\ﬂu institution '(f)f;_. the Sl.Jil, dev;fgndants Wer_c summoned. I-)‘e‘fendam |
:,‘ N().l‘.‘_ 't_é)}‘03 .mar,l.(;:d their '_att;:nda_n;c: 't,hr()ugh -:l"ep_i'cseh_tat_i.ve and - filed -
vlwr,i,.tte_h:' statement. As per - written statement "ﬁ_]_cd by representative of
' g{c:[‘cx,».jdant.N'o.1' to 03, if the court deceree suit against defendant No.04 they

have got no objection. Defendant No.04 proceeded ex-parte despite proper

service.

. From divcrgént:plcad_i_ngs of the parties, the followings issues were f
' 'j‘frlame’d for adjudication of real controversy between the partics.
. ISSUES
.I,.Whét.hcr plaintiff has got cause of action? QPP
~ - 2.Whether correct date of birth of plaintiffs as per CNIC issued by
g defendant No. ] to 03 is 11.05.1996 while defendant No.04 have
incorrectly entered the same as | 1.05.19937 OPP
| 3. Whether plaintiffis entitled to the decree as prayed for? OPP
©4Reliel?

Plaintiff produced cvidence. lix-parte cvidence of  plaintiff
rccorded as PW-01 to PW-03.

After the completion of cx-parte cvidence, arguments of the
counsel for plaintiff heard and rccord ol the casc file was gone

- through with his valuable assistance.

My issue wise findings are as under: -

ISSUE NO.02.
During course of recording cvidence, plaintifl in support of his

claim and contention himsclf appeared and deposed as PW-01 and


defendant.No

Codl
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reiterated the averments ot 'p‘l_rzzx.:i‘n (. e stated that his correct date of
; birth as. per NADRA 1cc0|dl<;] _1.\.05.1996.' Cép‘y of ‘his CNIC is
._lii‘x;];"W- 1. ﬁ[-)efenda_nt. No.04 has incorrectly é_ﬁ_tcred his date of birth
as 11.05.1993. Copy of DMC is Ex.PW-1/2, SSC Examination
Certificate is 1ix.PW-1/3. Cross nil as defendant No.04 is procccd\.od
ex-parte.

' /-\swa,n' All, cousin of plaintiff appeared and deposed as PW-
02 Hc stated’ lhdt corfc:ct date of birth of plaintiff as per NADRA
, ;féCdifd 1s 1 _l_.(5.5.1;9:9'6.' Iﬁ)‘o[’c;_.ndam No.04 has.l._i:ncorrectly éﬁtercd his
date of birth as- 11.05.1993.-Copy of hls CN[C is Ex:PW-2/1. Cross
‘nil as defendant No.0O4 is proceeded ex-parte.

| A,nijid- All, relative of plaintift appeared and deposcd as PW-
02, He stated that correct date ol birth of plaintifl as per NADRA
' rc‘cvo.rd 1s 11 .05.1996. Defendant No.04 has incorrectly centered his
date of birth as ﬁI,';l.QS..l,993_. Copy of his CNIC is _Ex.,PW -3/1. Cross
.n.‘.iv_l,‘ as defendant N.'().Oél 18 })1'905,0(10(1. cx-parte.
Thereaficr, ex-parte evidence of pMintiﬂ‘ was closed.

S Claime of plainiiff is that his truc and correct date of birth of
plaintiff as per NAPRA record 1s 71.05.71996; but defendant 'T.*J-(.f().él-
have incorrecily. recorded the same as F7.95.7993 in his record,

which is wrong and liable to be rectificd. Oral evidence produced by

plaintiff is also supportive to the averments -ofplaint. Defendant

No.04 failed to establish that the exhibited record in favor of plaintiff
‘is managed ov.manipulated one. Plaintiff is a young person und could

not be presumed to have instituted the suit for any unduc advantage

<
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or.ulterior motive. Plaintiff produced cogent, convincing as well as
oral evidence in support of his claim and contention. Representative

of defendant No.1 to 03 submitted written statement, where he stated

that date of birth of plaintiff as per his record 11.05.1996, which also

'.s“u‘ppo‘rt the stance of plaintiff. Date of birth of plaintiff correctly

\mentionied as 11.05.1996 in his CNIC.

| Keépi.n.g in view the abové discussion a.x'slwe_[l as ordl evidence
a‘:vé;i l_able on file, it is held that correct date of birth of plaintiff is
11.05.1996. 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.

RELIEF.

Crux of my issuc wisc discussion is that suit of the plaintiff is

,‘_lj,efeby dcé.rrced in his favor against the defendant No.04 as prayed
f()l No order as to costs. This decree shall not affect the rights of any
: ()th.éf‘p§r3()11 i.ntcrééted, Lf any or ,s»er.vice record of pl.aiint.i.ﬂ.:', it any.ﬁ

File be consigned to record room after its neécssary, completion and
c‘omp ilation..

ANNOUNCED
29.07.2026.

Civif Judge-11 Tehsil
Court Kalaya
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CERTIFICATE

. Itis certified that this judgment consists of 05 pages. Fach

page has been dictated, read, corrected and signed by me.

oor Ul H’az /} /0? ,é
Civil Zédgeu'['lﬁ Tehsil )
Court Kalaya



