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' INTHE COURT OF NOOR UL HAQ
_CIVIL JUDGE-II, TEHSIL COURT, KALAYA

o SUIENO . 25/ of 2026.

Date of .I:rfms btultion.........oooo .. 16.06.2026.

; ~ Date of dg!:(::i_s_i_o:h. e 2_4.1()8.2026.%.

: |
'fl\‘/_lls;t:} Zahra Khatoon D/ O Muhammad Askar R /O Qaum Mani Khel,
- Tappa Terai, Tehsil Lower District Orakzai ....................... (Plaintiffs
o Versus
' fl_,‘,. N/\DR/\ through chairman Islamabad.

20 NADR.A. through DG, Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
3 NADR/—_\ throu g]‘li AD), 'lﬁ'_f}is;tric:.t‘ Orakzar.

R e [T e {lﬁ)éj’endmi‘tfs)v‘

Judegment:
- 24.08.2026

Through this judgement this court is going to dispose of the

Cinstant suit filed by plaintf( against the defendants for declavation cum-

~ permanent injunction.
e .
i

Bricl facts of the case arc that plaintiff’ brought the instant suil for

1

/ declaration cum-permanent injunction to effect that correct date of birth of

- plaintiff as per Birth Certificate is 75.06.7999, however; it is wrongly
i entered in the record of defendants as 04.01. 1991 which 1s wrone, iilceal
| - N 23 oy

~and melfective upon the rights of plaintifF and hable to be rectilied. | hat

~defendants were asked time and again to do the needful but in vain, henee

the present suit.
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CDling - written statement. In the written  statement  representative of
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After institution of the suit, defendants were summonced. Defendants

~marked their attendance through representative and contested the suit by

- defendants have raised several legal and factual objections,
. E N

ot

- From divergent pleadings of the partics, the followings issucs were
i | ‘ 3
{ramed for adjudication of real controversy between the partics.

' DRI

; 3 /

' ISSUES

. L.Whether suit is valid in its legal frame, and the court is competent 1o
i hear 11?7 OPP

. 2.Whether correct date of birth of plaintiff as per Birth Certificate is

,l*S.:O6.-',lV999 ‘while defendants have incorrectly entered the same as
01.01.19912 OPP
© 3.Whether plaintiff is cntitled to the decree as prayed for? OPP
- | ,

P

“4.Relicr?
iv U_pon submissi.(lm of list of witnesses, both the partics on being

provided with an opportunity to adduce their desired cvidence, the

P ai_lf't ics produced their evidence.

\\? ‘::_;_Atftcr the completion of cvidence, arguments of the counsel for

pl :afim,i_’l’f_ and contéstin o <:10fcn,d.am:s were heard and record of the ceﬂsc

.y . : .
~file was gone through with their valuable assistance.

My 1ssuc wise findings arc as under: -

U ISSUE NO.02.

During course of recording cvidence, record keeper of Basic

Qiducation Community  School “Perai  Lower Orakzal Ageney

oM
|F":-
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N ~ appeared and deposed as PW -01: I'fe stated that he is the custodian.of
’ ‘ “admission and record of the student in the said shcool. Mst: Zahra
Khatoon studicd her carly education from the said school. e further
| P stated that as per Admission and cducation record correct date of
! ! - _ ,
v C -
i : ~birth of plaintiff is 15.06.1999. Copy of his CNIC is Ix.PW-1/1 &
g i
Birth Certificate 1s Ex.PW-1/2
: During, crass examination he stated that he is the record
— | , |
, keeper 1n the said school. As per admission & withdrawal record he
| P . d ’ . )
issued birth certificate of plaintift.
; Muhammad Askar, father of plaintif{ appcarcd and deposed as
s . . :
. i PW-02. lie stated that correct date of birth of plaintiff is 15.06.1999
: i
: i

cand defendants have incorrectly entered the same as 01.01.1991.

P I_Eti_n_tiff’ studied her carlier cducation  Trom  Basic . ducation
. ! |
I . :

(ommumty School I'crai Lower Orakzai -Agency. As per birth

: céérti:ﬁcatc issued - by the said school hc‘f correct date of birth is
15, 06 1999. Copy of his (,N]C is Fx i ’W—l/Z

The witness has been  cross  examined.  During  cross
,\vimmaL ion he stated that he did not know when plaintff obtamed
11“357 CNIC. Tt is incorreet that her daughter is 35 years old: Sclf-stated

1

that her daughter is 27 years old.

T I | 'l_"_hereaﬁer,!ev,i,der),cc ():("Vplai-n.tif‘l‘”was.cl,oscd.
‘l',.ftckh_ar ‘Ahmad (Representative of 'ZN./\’IZ)_R./.\) appcarcd and
dcﬁoscd as DW—] e produce family tree of plamntiflis Ix.DW-1/1.
"x.s per family (ree c\mf. datc of birth 1s 01.01.1991. As per SOPs
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-every citizen can change date of birth as per Union Council Birth

Certificate. 1lc lastly requested for dismissal of suit of plaintiff. ¢

i+ During cross examination he stated that he stated. that it is

_ “correct that father of plaintiff is present before the court toda y. It is

also correct that name of plaintiff is mentioned at serial No.6 in

admission & withdrawal register and date of birth of plaintifi’ is

1506.1999.

Claim of plaintifi is that her true and correct datc ol birth as
f i !

T ' per Birth Certificate is 75.06.1999, but dcelendants have incorrectly
. ’ : | . . T s

crecorded the same as 01.01.1991 in their record, which 1s wrong and
liable to be rectified. Oral cvidence produced by plaintiff is also

supportive Lo the averments of plaint. Defendants failed to establish

that the exhibited record in favor ol plaintifl s managed or

N :
manipulated one. Plaintiff s a yvoung woman and could not be

presumed to have instituted the suit for any unduc advantage or
. ulterior motive. - Morcover, Birth  Certificate issucd by Basic
w5y | o
RN T . ~ . | - .. . . ]
-3"_,‘\‘(;}j;lt(.iL]CZ:ltl()_ﬂ Community School Terai Lower Orakzar Agency 1s also
T . .
produced in support of her clanm. Plantill produced  cogent,
convincing as well as oral cvidence in support of her claim and
contention.
Keeping in view the above discussion and documcentary as

well as oral cvidence available on file, it is held that correct dateof

S~ ! _
birth of plaintiffis 75.06.1999. Issuc decided accordingly.
ISSUES NO.I & 3.
|
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In the hight of forcgoing discussion, plaintifl has proved her

- stance through cogent, convincing and oral cvidence; therclore, she

“has got causc of action and is entitled 1o the decree, as prayed for. 1
o ' ‘

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

. .
[ i

RELIEF,

Crux of my issuc wisc discussion is that suit of the plamtff is |

hereby decrced in her favor against the defendants as prayed for. No

~order as to costs. This decree shall not affect the rights of any other
S ‘

‘l -‘ . LIPS . 1 . . enps .
person interested, if any or scrvice record of plamtifl; if any.

i

111'@ be consig;n.cdi to record room after its nccessary completion and
_:‘c_(i)jjhpilat,ion.' - - | |
ANNOUNCED
24.08.2026.

Civil Judge-TT Tebfil Zourt *

. CERTIFICATE

It is certified that this judgment consists of 05 pages. Each page has

been dictated, read, corrected and signed by me.

lgor Ul ﬁEilj}%‘(Z
Ao

Civil Jiflge-i1, Tehsil Cefurt

- ~ Kalaya Orakzai
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