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IN THE COURT OF NOOR UL HAQ -
CIVIL JUDGE-I1, TEHSIL COURT, KALAYA

SUIENO e e 60/1 of 2026.
Date of Institution..................... creenn.2.30.07.2026.
Date Of deCISION. ...+ veoveeesieeeeesieseseeeenen. 08.09.2026
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Muhammad ‘Fayaz S/0O Ihsan Ullah R/ O Qaum' Feroz Khel, Tappa '
Ghalrat Khel Tehsil Lower District Orak4a1 O PR (Pluintiﬁ)

Versus
1. NADRA through chairman Islamabad.
2. NADRA through DG, Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

3, NADRA through AD, District Orakzai.
e T U ST (Defendants)
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Judgment:
08.09.2026 , .
Through this judgement this court is going to dispose of the

instant suit filed by plaintiff against the defendants for declaration cum-

permanent injunction.

Brief facts of the case are that plaintiff brought the instant suit for
declaration cum-permanent injunction to effect that correct date of birth of

plaintiff is 10.02.2006 however; defendants have incorréc't‘ly-entéred date

Aﬁ'or institution of the suit, defendants were summonod. Defendants

marked their attendance through representative and contested the suit by
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filing "Wfitte';i.-'sfatement». In the written statement  representative of *

déféndant,hévie. raised several legal and factual'objéc“ti(')‘ns.* o
~* From divefgént‘pleadings of the paties, the fdl'loWihigs‘ iSsﬁes were |
v frar_ne'd"f'or adjudication of real controversy 'be‘twéen' the 'pa.rties.
ISSUES

| 1 Whether p1a1nt1ft has got cause of act10n‘7 OPP R

~ 2.Whether correct date of birth of plamtlff is 10 02. 2006 however
defendants have “incorrectly entered date of blrth of plaintiff is
10.02. 20137 OPP : ' '

3. Whethcr plalntlff is entitled to the decree as prayed for? OPP

4 Relief?
Up(m siubmiséibh bf list of witnesses, both the parties on being
. "provi.ded with- an opportunity to adduce fheir de’sired ev_idehce, the
| baﬁies produced their evidence.
, Afterthe éompletion of evidence, argUrﬁéﬁts of fhe counsel fo‘r“
plaintiff and coﬁteéting defendants were heard énd record 0f the case

ﬁle was gone through with their valuable assistance.

\0 | _ |
‘zv - ~
Q\ My issue wise findings are as under: -

ISSUE NO 02

' Durmg course of recording evidence, plaintiff himself
app_eaired and deposed as PW-01. He stated that his corr’e'ctvdate of
birth is. 110.02.2006 however, defendants have iﬁ_cbljrectly entered the

same is 10.02.2013. Form-B is Ex.PW-1/1.




33{
| Page3 016 .

Durmg Cross. examrnatron he qtated that hrs father obtarned hl%

_:Fo'rim-B 'l'or-hlm. He stated that lt is correct tha.t hrs‘father 1§ 1‘}111terate;. . IR

| It 1s also correct that he is also illiterate.
Mdkhmcena Bibi, mother of plamtn‘i appcarcd and deposed es " |
i_l;lW-QZ.’She stated that,plamtrff is her _son_:___and hrs correct-_'date.;oi, :
birth is 10.02.2006. She further stated that plaintiff is elder amongst
her children. Pleinti.ff is about 20 years of ‘.age.' Copy of her CNIC.is
ExPW2L R :
"During cross examination she stated that nlainti_ff has 21 years
' ofv age. SelfﬁStafed that plaintiff 1s 02 years elder from her daughter
whose.age iS.IS ye'ars. | o | | |
- Iheen Ul.lah, farher of plaintiff appeared and deposed as PW-
03. He steted thet correct date of birth ‘of plaintiff is 10.02.2006 and
he is elder among,st hrs all children. He further etated that plarntrff is
02 years elder from his daughter namely Scrjeema Bibi Whose age is
18 years. Plalntrff is s about 20 years of age. He is 1}_11terate. Copy of
'hrscmclsrxpwsn | B

Durmg Cross exam1nat1on he stated that he knows that plaintiff

T he witness has been cross' examined | During Cross
examlnatron he stated that it is correct that pJalntrff is 21 years of old.

. Thereafter, evidence of plaintiff was closed.
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Htekhar Ahmad (Represcntatrvc of NADRA) appcared and" |

| deposed as DW 1. He produce fam11y trec of plamtlif is, Lx DW-l/ 1

, & NADRA regrstratlon form is Ex. DW- 1/2 As pcr NADRA record

| date ot blrth of plamtlff is 10 02. 2013 He statcd that father of

plamtrff obtarncd Form-B of plamtltf as per Unlon Councrl Bll‘th"
(,e.rtrﬁcate on 03.06.2025 from NADRA. Office Kalaya. He further
statedthat ast.per birth certiﬁcate issued by Unionv Council cvhanging'
in date of birth is poSsible. That‘accordin'g to NADRA SOP, for a
change of date of blrth more than 5 years specral approval from'
NADRA DG Operatlons through the Zonal Board is rcqurred

Dur 1ng cross examination he stated that it is correct that parent

of plamtrff is present before the court today and look physrcally ﬁt It

s also correct that parent of plamtlff is illiterate. He further stated

that as per _Unlon Council Birth Ce_rtlﬁcate' amendment in date of
birth is possible.

Clalm of pIamuff is that his true and correct date of birth as

10. 02 2006 but defendants have mcou'ect]y recorded date of birth of

Q‘

plamtlff is 1 0 02.2013 which is wrong and hable to be rectlﬁed Oral
v1dence produced by pla1nt1ff is also supporuve to the averments of :
plamt I)efendants failed to establish that the exhlblted record in

favor of plamtrff is managed or manlpu]ated one. Father and mother

- of plamtrff namely Maheena Bibi and Thsan Ullah appeared before

the court and recorded their statement as _PW—OZ & PW—03 which

suppott claim and contention of plaintiff..
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. "Wherein' it has been mentioned by the Hono}able Supreme.
- Coiwt of Pakistan that the best evidence to prove this fact. (age or -

- dafe of bzrth) was -of those people who would have an ordmar v
-course of lzfe havmg personal lmowledge Sfaremenl of mother is at” .

" high pedestal as compared to other as she has gzven birth to him. " In

- present case, the ‘mother of the plaintiff is -in good position havmg_ i

personal knowledge to tell the correct date of birth of the plamtzﬁ’
,Plaintiff produced cogent, convinc'in'g as well alsl o_ral evidence
in support of his clarm and contention. - | " |
Kceplrlg in Vrew ‘the above drscussmn and documentary as
Weli 'as oral -eyrdence Iavallable on file, it 1she_1d‘that'correct-date of
“birth of plaintiff is correct date of birth asj:().'()2;.20.06. Issue decided
o accOrdihgly'. L |

 ISSUES NO.1 & 3.

| In the hght of toregomg dlscussmn plamuff has proved hlS
~ stance through cogent convmcmg and oral ev1dence therefore he
' has got cause of actron and is entitled to the. decree as prayed for.

Both,the‘se issues are decided in positive in favor of plaintiff.
 RELIEF.

| Crux of'my iSSue wise discussion is that surt of the‘p.laintiff is

hereby: decreed in his favor against the defeh,dants as prayed for. No

.order‘as 'to costs. This decre‘e shall not a:ffect the ri‘ghts :Of. any other
'.‘person interested, if ahy or service record of plaintiff, if any.

File be corrsigued to record room after its necessary completion

and comprlatiou;

ANNOUNCED
08.09.2026.

Civil Judg e-II ‘Tehsil Court
Kalaya Orakzai |




Page 6 o6

CERTIPI CATE

It isc eruf]ed that this ]udgment conslsts 0( 06 pages Each Pag SR |

has boen dlctatcd read, corrected and si gned by me.

Civil ]ulzée-ll, Tehs.ll, ehsil
- Kalaya Orakzai




