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- INTHE COURT OF NOOR uL HAQ
 CIVIL ]UDGE-H TEHSIL COURT, KALAYA

St NO. .+ eeverersoeenee. L.........;'...,....'.....64/1 of 2026.
' Date of ISHUHON...........ooveriennns .. 10.08.2026.
Date of decision. .........e....... e .. .L .09.09.2026.'

 Syed Asghar Ali Shah 5/O Syed Guloon Shah R/O Qaum Stori
' Khel Tappa Aand Khel Tehsil Lower District Orak7a1 (Plaintiff)
Versus ) '
1. NADRA through chairman Islamabad
2. NADRA through DG, Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

3. NADRA through AD, District Orakzai.
P PTPRR (Defendants)

_.__._.__.__.__._'_._..__._...._...._........__.._._—.____..___.__.’.._._.._...__.__.__.__—..._.__._..__....
R R R S o S N R S o e v o s i s e ot s s et e

__-—_-——__—_._......-__—_.—.——.-—__—_—___—_—_—___-._—___—---—.-—_.._.........-..—._._.—
e e T R e e L T R R e o S i o v e i s i M Vo Mo s e it

]udgment:
09.09.2026

'Thro.ugh this judgement this court is going, to dispose of the
instant suit filed by plaintiff against the defendants for declaration cum-

permanent injunction.

the record of defendants as 15.07.1985 which is wrong,. illegal and

ineffective upon the rights of plaintiff and liable to be rectified. That
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: the present suit.

" defendants were ask,ed, time f,and again to do the- needful but in vain, hence "~

“* After institution of the suit, defendants were summoned. Defendants ~ -~ -

.marked"their ette_ndance'thrOUgh representatii/eﬂjén;d iccntes’ted ‘,t}ulfe‘l‘Suit' by :

filing “written -statement. In the written statemeént representative“'_df o

defendatnts have raised several .legal and factual cbjections.' ;

* From d’i\}ergentpleadings of the parties, the fql_‘lQWing's issues were

. framed for _adjudication of real controversy between the parties.

ISSUES
1. Whether piarntrif has got cause of actlon" OPP

2. Whether correct date of birth of plamtlff as per Sewrce record/Sheet
Ro]l erth Certlﬁcate dnd school/educatronal record is 15. 04 1985

while defendants have mcorrectly entered the same as 15. 07 19857

OPP.

, 3_.Whether~p1jainti.ffiis "ventit_led to the decree aS prdyed forr)OPp |
4.Re1ief?~,.- - | o -

Upon subrn.lss'ron of hst of w1tnesses. .both the partles on belng‘ -

\%* prov1ded wrth an opportumty to adduce thclr desrrcd ev1dence the :

partles produced thelr evidence.

' After the fcompletion of evidence, argu'ments of the connsel-for
v ’pl'aintiff and contesting defendants were hezird_ and record of the case

file was gone through with their valuable assiS'tance._ |

My issue wise findings are as under: -

ISSUE NO.02.
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A' ’During course | of recording evidence- ‘plaintiff - hirnseif
Alappeared and dcposed as PW 01. (,opy of- hrs (‘NIC is Fx PW-1/1.

-‘He stated ﬂmt hlS correct date of birth is 15 04 1985 whlch 1s
correctly memroned in Servrce record/‘Shcct Rol] Bmh Ceruﬁcatc
.';md, sghool/educarronal record. Copy of sheet'rorl rs_,Ar_mexure ]_./A-;;‘ -
Letter .issuedby Wrng' Commander is»Ex.PW- I'./VZ. Birth certiﬁcate is
Ex.PW-1/3 & school leaving certiﬁcate is Annexure 1/B.

‘_ I)urihg cross examination he stated that he obtaine‘d -'his first -
CNIC in the year 2’005/2006. He stated that lde obtai.ned his date of |
blrth as per éerVice record.

R Therearfter, ev‘idence of plaintift was 'clo.'sed. B |

“I.ﬁek"har Ahmad .(Representative. of NADRA) appeéred and
deposed as DW-1. He produced farnrly tree Ex DW-1/1 & 1/2 and
'. NADRA reglstratlon form as Ex. DW-1/3. As per whrch correct date
of birth-of plaintiff is 15.07.1985. As per NADRA SOPs changes in
date of birth is possible ae per Birth certificate and service record.

~ During cross examination he stated that it is correct that as per

NADRA SOPs changes in date of birth is possible as per Birth
%\ " certificate and service record. | |

o>

S ";?;{"_\?' - Claim of plaintiff is that his true and correct date of birth as

"per Service  record/Sheet Roll, ‘Binh C-ertiﬁcate' and
school/edrlcat-iOna‘l' record is 1 5.0-4.1 985, but defendants have
irlcorrect_ly 1'ecorded the same ad 1 5.07.1.985' .irr rheir re_cord, which ié
wrong and'liable to be rectified. Oré] evidence produced by ‘plairitiff

is also supportive to the averments of plaint. Defendants failed to
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; ‘.vcstabhsh that thc exhrblted 1ecord m favor of plamtrﬂ is managed orf : |
o manipulated‘ one. Plamtlft is a young pc,rs_or';lv .a.nd_'_could not be i

presumed _to have instituted the suit‘for,';‘any;"undue ‘advantage or .

‘ulterior motive. -

‘ Plaintiff produced cogent, convincing as Well f'as'ora] evidence - R

in support of his claim and contentron Iurthermore Service

record/Sheet Roll, Birth Certlﬁcate and school/educatlonal record 1s-

produee by plamtlff also support h1s clalm and contentton. Keepmg_" o

‘in view the above discussion and docurnentary _as,_‘Well as oral
evidence available on file, it is held that correct date of birth of
plaintiff is 75.04.1985. Issue decided accordingly.

ISSUES NO.1 & 3.

In the lght of foregomg dlscussmn plamtlff has proved his

B stance through cogent convrncrng and oral evrdence therefore he o

‘has got cause of action and is entttled to the decr‘ee, as prayed for.

'_B‘othf these issues are decided in positive in leavor"ofplaintiff.. '

RELIEF.
Crux of my 1ssue wise dlscussmn is that suit of the plamtlff is

hereby decreed in his favor against the 'defenda'nts- as Jprayed for. No

order as to costs. This decree shall not affect the rights -of any other

_person interested, if any or service record of plaintiff, if any.

File be consigned to record room after its - necessary

“completion and compilation:

ANNOUNCED

09.09.2026

L S " Kalaya Orakzai
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CERTIFICATE
- Itis certified that this judgment cvonsisté’lf'.of 05 pages Each pdge

~ has been_dictat_ed:, read, corrected and signed"by-m'e”. : :

- Civil jlx/z{ge—II, Tehsil Court
Kalaya Orakzai




