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o INTHE COURT OF NOOR UL HAQ

CIVIL ]UDGE-II TEHSIL COlIRT KALAYA

Suit No......... T P T PTPER 70 / ] of 2026
Date of Instltution .................................. 19 08 2026
Date of deciSION. ....vvvivine i e v e 09 09 2026

Hizar Hayat S/O Salabat Khan R/O Qaum Fero'z’Khél'f Tappa.
Qa51m Khel Tehsll Lower District Orakzal.,.-,.'...;..‘.‘.‘ ..... (Plamtzﬂ) |

Versus

1. Chalrman NADRA Islamabad through reg1onal Offlce Orak7a1.

2 Board of Intermedlate & Secondary Education, Kohat
y ..... _'....f..t ...... S (Defendants)

Judgment: -
09.09.2026 -

Through this Judgement thlS court is gomg to dlspose of the
instant su1t filed by plamtlff agamst the defendants for declaratlon cum-

permanent injunction.

. Brief~facts of the‘ case are that plaintiff -bro'ught the :Iinstant‘suit for
S .

declaratlon cum- permanent mJunctlon to effect that correct date of birth of
JJ" plaintiff ‘as per Birth Certificate is 01.08.2008, however; it is wrongly

entered . in the record of defendantse as 05_.»0,4.2009 a_nd 05.04.2011

respectively, which are wrong, illegal and ineffective upon the right_s of
plaintiff 'and liable to be rectified. That defend_anté were asked time and

again to do the needful but in vain, hence the present s.nit. |
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After mqtrtutron of the sult defendants were: summoned Defendant,

: No 1 marked hls attendance through representatrve and contested the surt\- E

by ﬁlmg wrrtten statement whlle defendant No 02 procceded ex-Parte v1de.'

order dated 02 09 7076 Representatlve of defcndant No 1 have rarsed

: several_ legal and factual objeetlons in his wrrtten‘state_ment.» -

- From'divergent pleadings of the parties, the followings issues were . .

framed fOr'adjudication of real controversy between the parties.

ISSUES . - . . " ‘ »-\r\-ﬂ ‘\‘1, }Jf&fﬁ"

¢, ‘ o ,:"v

\.}*zaai‘{"

1. Whether plaintiff has got cause of action‘7 OPP
2. Whether correct date of birth of plarntrff as per Brrth Certrﬁcate is

01 08 2008 however defendants have 1ncorrect1y entered the same as

05 04. 2009 and 05.04.2011 respectrvely in thelr record? OPP-
3. Whether plamtrff is entitled to the decree as prayed for7 OPP
| 4.Relief? . |
Upon submission of list of witn_esses, both the plaintiff and
contesting; defendant on .being provided; With an opportunity to

, adduee their 'desir'ed evidence, the parties pr(')duced their evidence. |

\‘B~ Aﬂer ‘the completlon of evrdence arguments of the counsel for

ﬂle was gone through with their valuable assrstance.

My issue wise findings are as under: - -

ISSUE NO.02. .

During: course of recording evidenee,' father of plaintiff -

| appeared and depoSed as PW-01. He stated that he has fourteen

g Q\\ : plamtrff and eontestmg defendants were heard and record of the case |

!t
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ehrldren meludmg3 seven daughters and seven SOns. He further stated -

;that correet date ot blrth of plamtlff is 01. 08 "008 whreh is correctly . .
: ‘rnentloned in - his Birth Certrﬁeate howevel defendants have‘
| ‘1neorrcetly entered the same as 05 04 2009 | and 05 04.2011
o , ;"respectrvely in thelr record Copy ofhls CNIC 18 Fx PW 1/1 “
Durmg cross examination he stated that he d1d not know when
| , hrs son obtained hlS first CNIC. He further stated that Hrzar Hayat is
" _-}hrs real son and born on 01.08.2008. '
H1zar Hayat hlmself appeared ‘and deposed as PW-01, who'
| stated that hrs parent names are balabat Khan and Bass Bibi. He also '
stated that he obtalned his birth eertrﬁcate pertammg hrs correct ‘date |
of brrth is 01 08.2008. Copy of- Blrth Certlﬁcate is ‘Ex. PW 2/1.
‘Defen'dant No.l mcorrectly recorded his date of birth as 05.04.2009
o and defendant No.02 recorded his date of birth as 05. 04 2011. Copy
| ofDMC is Annexure 2/A
Durrng cross examination he stated that he d1d not know when
:he ohtained his' Forrn-B. It is correct that‘ h’e'_ 1s not in possession of
any documents except Brrth Certrﬁeate ) | ‘ | ‘ ‘
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(9 lhereafter evidence of plamtrft was ciose
" Iftekhar Ahmad (Representatrve of NADRA) appeared and

deposed as DW-1. He produced famlly tree Ex. DW-1/1 & 1/2 and

NADRA __registration form as Ex. DW-1/3, 1/4, School Birth
- Certificate is Ex.DW-1/5 & Union Council Birth EX;DW-1/6. Father
of plaintiffobtained Form-B as per School ’record_and later on, m the

'year 2014 change date of birth of plaintiff from 05.04.2009 ‘to




. 05.04.2011 as ‘per Union Councﬂ Birth Céitiﬁcate; -He 'l'astly
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| requested for dismissal of the suit.

- During cross examination he stated that' it is correct that -

““correction were made in Union Council Birth. Certificate. It is-also

“correct that changes in date of birth is possible as per Union Council -

Birth certificate in NADRA record. |
Clailrn' of plaintiff is that his true and correct date of birth as
per Birth Certiﬁcate is 01.08.2008, but defendants have incorrectly

recorded the same as 05.04.2009 and 05.04.2011 respectively in their

record,” which are wrong and liab}le to-be 'rectiﬁed. Oral evidebce_

' produced by plaintiff is also supportrve to the averments of plalnt

@\ \‘\\

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

3\(’) Plamtlff produced cogent convmcmg as well as: oral evrdence

Defendants failed to estabhsh that the exhlblted rccord in favor of
plaintiff’ is managed or man’ipulated one. Plaintiff is a young person

and could not be prcsumed to have 1nst1tuted the sult for any undue
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advantage or ulterior motive. R e
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in support of his claim and contention. Furthermore Brrth Certificate

produce by plamuff also support his claim and contention.

.‘ Moreo’ver, father of plaintiff ap_p_eared before the court and
recorded his statement as PW-01 wbich also support the clairn of

“plaintiff. Keeping in view the above discussion and documentary as

birth of plaintiff is 01.08.2008. Issue decided accordingly.

i
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© ISSUES NO.1 & 3.

- In the light of foregoing discussion, plaintiff has proved his.

-stance through cogent, convincing .and oral evidence; therefor€, he
“has ‘got cause of action’ and is entitled to the decree; as-prayed:for. .

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

RELIEE .
| ,""C'rux of vmy‘ issue’ wise}discussion'i‘s"}théf -,'su‘i't."f)'f the plaintiff is
N hereby‘dééreéd, iln 'hilsvfavor against th_,e‘ defef;déhts as 'pi"aycd'\f(.)rv. No

order}'as to c:‘ost_"s'.. This decree shall nét affec_it the rlghts ofA ahy other

p'érsolvn'“ iﬂtérested,.if ény o_r  servicel récord of plaintiff, if any. |
| . . Fil¢ | be -clonsigned to: recérd ?'r.ojom" : aﬂcrlts | neces'sary
R }comple'ti'c:)n aﬁd combilation. N |

ANNOUNCED
©09.09.2026

CERTIFICATE =
) Ttis certified that this judgmeht consists of 05 pages. Each page

ha's be'en.l di_ctated, read, corrected 'ahd‘si_grie’d by me. ,' | o

Civilfudge-I1, Tehsil Court
- Kalaya Orakzai




