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- INTHE COURT OF NOOR UL HA U |
~ CIVIL JUDGE-II, TEHSIL COURT, KALAYA
| Suit No.... .. PP '....._.....,....,..36/10(7(76
\ - ' L Datce of InsU.i.u,Uo.n........_.........Q ............... 25. ()7 2036

Date of d(:(:,isi‘on ........................ TR 24.08.2026.

N ' ' \ . ’ 4

Amin Ullah $/0O Raham Dil R/O Qaum Mishti, Tappa Darwi Khel,
Tagha Saam Tcehsil Lower District Orakzai ... (Plaintiff)
Versus

fl\]‘_/\f[)ff_{A through chairman Islamabad.

| - N/\DRA Lhmuwh DG, Peshawar K hyb(x Pa l\htunl\l\wf\
3. N/\DR/\ thmugh /\D District Orakzai. o P -

N . e ?. ............. S (Defendants) .

, SUIT FOR DECLARATION & PERMANENT IN]UN( TION. ‘

. ?udgm:&rﬂ:: 1

» - 24:08.2026

? ] - - P . . - . - | L

Through this judgement this court is poing (o dispuse of the ...

; '.instzmt_f.;_x‘ui,t filed by plaintiff against the defendants for declaration curn- !

7__; . ! ; ‘ ‘

S permanent injunction. |

B\‘ Bricl facts of the case arc that plaintiff brought the instant suit for

dc(, ar m(m cum-permanent injunction Lo cffect that correct date of hirth of

C}\‘ |
WS &\?la Nt s G7.01,7995 correct Tather name of plaint (T is Refram Dil and

correct. mother name of plainull is hwagy Jae, however; defendants

have incorrectly entercd date of birth of plamtft s 7988, father name of

. pidmtlﬂ 1S I’wuo uu. and mother name of plaintilt as Mekily Jen

: . resulting into unnatural age ol about 13 and 11 years between plainti i and




. ! . |
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his parents which arec wrong, illcgal and ineffective upon the rights of
| - plaintifT and liable 1o be rectified. That defendants were asked time and
( + again to do the needful but in vain, hence the present suit.
i . P .
; i
- After institution of the suit, defendants were summoned. Defendants
. ' : . " i ’
! - markceditheir attendance through representative and contested ,the suit by
—— ' B , ! ' ‘ T
: o 1 o :
\\\ filino T ST S 1 he o rpe it an efo b e o g fp
tiling  written  statement. In the writlen  statecment  representative  of
- defendant have raiscd several legal and factual objections.
. From divergent pleadings of the partics, the followings issues were
o framed for adjudication of real controversy between the partics.
j L. Whether plaintiff has got causc of action? OPP L 5
H o - . - . ;
. ™. 2.Whether correct date of birth of plaintiff is 01.01.1995, fathcer namc ol
. Do :_“‘.1 . '. . } . . . PRC . -
plaintifl is Rakham Dil and mother name of plaintith is Khwagy Jan
; ‘however defendants have incorrectly entered date of birth of plaintiil
Cis 1988, father namce of plaintitl as Pipao Gul and mother name of
; - o plainuft as Mokila Jan? OPP
f © 3.Whether plainti(fis entitled fo the decree as prayed for? QPP
4 Reliel?
I '\\ .

g\é Upon submission of list of witnesses, both the partics. on being
5.'%' provided with -an opportunity to adducc their desired cvidence, the

G ~artics produced their evidence.
\ \{\' i\g\,\\ } ¥

* \“’ | )
‘;2&"‘{‘):\’: \f 'f_:.“"a‘\i.a

After the completion of cvidence, arguments of the counsel for

I
{
t
!
|
i
;

plaintiff and contesting defendants were heard and record of the case

filec was gone through with their valuable assistance.

2
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My issue wise findings arc as under: -

| . L e

* . ISSUE NO.02. o | | b

!

During  course  of rccording  cvidence, plaintiff himself

appearcd and deposed as PW-01. T'le stated that his correct father

name 1s {almm Dil and mother name is Khwagy Jan. Tl further

3
e
|

:st_atcd that his correet date of birth is 01.01.1998, however,

_ dc:i"’endants have incorrectly entered the same as 1988 resulting into

unnatural age of 113 and 11 yecars difference between him and his

| pa;“’cnts. Copy of his CNIC is Ex.PW-1/1.

During cross cxamination she stated that he doces not know

| R when he obtained his CNIC. Te further stated that at that time his

f s . . , v

* -mether did not obtained her CNIC,

kS ' .

: i Piyao Gul, mal unal uncle of plaintiff appearcd and. deposcd as :
R PW-02. He Stated?th il molhu of plaintill'is his sister (md her correct

S ‘ N |

‘name is Khwagy Jan and father name is Raham Dil: Tlc further stated
that plaintiff is not his son. Ile requested to withdraw name of

plaintift from his family tree. Copy of his CNIC s 1ix PW-2/1.

Diri ing cross cxamination he stated that plaintiff is not his son an

2 m()lhc 1 name of plaintifl is Khwagy Jan. [le further stated that he his

QO t\lvﬁf) son namcly Thsan Ullah, Muhammad Yascen :and cight
i\‘\»\\ RN : ‘ '
\a\l a Mu ohters.

Raham Dil dppC?U(,d and deposed as PW-03. Te stated that

corrcet date of birth of plaintifT is 01.01.1995 and corrcet mother

name of plainuff is Khwagy Jan. He Further stated that he proceeded

i
i
I
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for Tabligh and plaintiff obtainzd his CNIC as per his maternal uncle
: card. Piyao Gul i,sithe real maternal uncle of plaintiff,
T : i : v
\\. ‘ S . . l . . -‘ : . T
o1 The witness has been  cross cxamined. During  cross ; |
examination he stated that Peyao Gul is the maternal uncle of
‘ - plaintiff and Khwagy Jan is his wifc and sister of Piyao Gul.
: ! |
1 Khwagy Jan, mother ol plaintift appeared and deposed as PW- i
5 04. She stated that plaintiit is her son and he obtained his CNIC and

4

name of Pivao Gul is wronely mentioned in the parentace of
. A 1 [ R, < ;

-
'

—\ _ ' ‘p.ll"a'im.i.ff. Copy of her CNIC is Px.PW-4/1. During cross Ci'XE:l.,ﬂ'l.j_n ation
: o a
é . she stated that Raham Dil is her husband and Piyao Gul is her

brother.

Therealler, evidence of plaintiff was closed.

g aé _ Iftekhar Ahmad (Representative of NADRA) appearcd and

“deposed as DW-1. TTe produce family tree ol plaintifl is 15 1DW-1/]

& Ex.DW-1/2. As per NADRA record date of birth of plaintiff i
1988, father name of plamtiff 1s Piyao Gul and mother name of
plaintiff is Khwaga Mcena. As per NADRA SOPs for changing name

of parent brother or sister were necessary to perform biometric. He

o lastly requested for dismissal of suit of plaintiiT.

During cross examination he stated that Raham Dil, Khwagy
N
; SJan and Piyao Gul is present before the court today.
_ “ Counscl lor plaintifl verbally requested for correction of
ST . . | . .

W - ancorrect mother name of plaintiff in the plaint as Khwaga Mezena

. o instead of Mukila Jan. Perusal of NADRA record reveal that K

. Meena is correctly mentioned in their record. Therefore, request of w:

e
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counsel allowed and incorreel name be treated as "Khwaga Meena"

i et

. i._l.‘i,ithc plaint.

~ir o Claim of plaintift is thal his true and correct date of birth as g

—_— 01.01.1995, fathcr name of plaintifl is Raham Dil and mother name i
\\\ ‘ ir . ‘ ' . o »
- - isiKhwagy Jan, but defendants have incorrectly recorded date of
birth of plaintiff is 7988, fathcr name of plamntiff is Piyeo Gul and
; mother name is Khwaga Meena in their record, which is wrong and
P ' ' ' :
;i P A . :
f’ [ - liable to be rectified. Orval cvidence produced by plamtifl is also a
‘ supportive to the averments of plaint. Defendants (ailed o cstablish
. that the exhibited record in favor ol plaintiff is managed ror
— | .
\ . . - - Lra? . )
N | manipulated onc.; Morcover, there is unnatural age difference of
about 13 & 11 ycars between plaintifl” and his parents. Ifather and
mother of plaintift namecly Raham Dil and Khwagy Jan appcared
L before the court and recorded their statement as PW-03 & PW-(4
i [ ) :

which support claim and contention of plaintiff.

Y PLD 2003 SUPREMIE COURT PAGE 849:

"Wherein it has been mentioned by the [Honorable Supreme
‘ _
. . Y \ . . . . ’
Court of Pakistan that the best evidence to prove this fact (age or

“date of birth) was of those people who would have an ordinary

course of life having personal knowledge. Statement of mother is at

high pedestal-as compared to other as she has given birth (o him." In

j
'; ; : present case, the mother of the plaintiff is in good position having
SR N personal knowledge 1o 1ell the correct date of birth of the plaintiff.
G Plaintiff produced cogent, convincing as well as oral evidence
‘ | in.support of his claim and contention. \
H it , ' :
...... — o . . R . .. ! e ) .
T :  Keeping in view the above discussion and documentary -as
\\, . ’ < ‘ . - !
: well as oral cvidence available on file, it is held that correct date of
: i :
) } Pt
! i ke
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ANNOUNCED

‘ Pavc G ol 6

hnth of plaintitf is umuv; date of birth as #72.01.7993, father name.of

_— ' R i
plaintiff’ is Rahars Dil and mother name s I(lzwagj Ian wm

o ‘
deeided accordingly.

ISSUES NO.1 & 3.

In the light ol foregoing discussion, plaintiff has proved his

stance through cogent, convincing and oral cvidence; therefore, - he

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

Both these issucs are decided in positive in favor of plaintiff,

RELIEF,

Crux of my issue wisc discussion is that suit -of the plainuff is

hereby deereed in his favor against the defendants as prayed for. No

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

~ person intercsted, ifany or service record of plaintifl] if any.

1iile be consigned to record room afier its necessary completion

'bi o L
an_'(ii compilation. |
' |? r

24.08.2026.

Civil Judge-11 Tehsil Court
Kalaya Orakzai

RTIFICATE

_— » . L L . L
Itis certified that this judgment consists of (6 p ages. Bach page bas
i’ JUE ;

“been dictated, read, corrected and signed by me.

| :
j
Joor Ul IL(Q .
/ N
Civit Judge-ii, Tehsil, Tehsil
Kalaya Orakzai

Ngbr Ul Had f702(
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