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"IN THE COURT OP NOOR LlL HAQ
CIVIL ]UDGE-II TEHSIL COlIRT KALAYA

SUIENO. et 77/1 of 2026,
B Date of Instltutlon ........... e .'-.-.‘.?; .j_'.‘ ....... 02 ()9 2026
- Date of dec151on. e .,1._..18 09. 2026

Muhammad Aslam S/O Ajab Shah R/O Qaum Stori Khel, Tappa
Mula Khel, Tehsil Lower District Orakzai ,: ............ S (Plaintiff)
' . Versus o |
1 ‘N ADRA throu gh chairman Islamabad
2. NADRA through DG, Peshawar Khyber Pakh hmkhwa
3. NADRA through AD, District Orak7a1 "
4. NADRA through General Manager Kalaya Orakza1
' (Defendants)
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_.._——___._......._——_._.'—_..".—.___._—___—.—.————.—-——.——.—-m..—-——.—.——-.-——.__——_._._._-_._

——————-—..-_..__...—-.——.___.——-____——___-.——-.__-—.._......—_—.._.....—-—_.___—___-.._.._.

Iudgment: E
18.09.2026

Through this judgement this: court is going to dispos_e of the‘_
instant é_uit filed by‘plaintiff against the defendants -‘for' declaration cum-

permanent injunction.

\0 Brlef facts of the case are that plam‘uff broug,ht the instant suit for

~and inéffcctive upon the rights of plaintiff and liable to _b‘é fectiﬁe_d. That
defendaﬁts '\évérg asked time and again to do the ne,cfdﬁll but in vain, hence

the present suit.




| o P'c‘t.gez‘of‘S‘ -

' Aﬁerv iflvs‘ﬁ_tl‘it‘io‘rl)f of 1he Sl,.li_t:, de(fepd.a'r‘;.ts Werc Sl}lillﬁél’l@d. Def'end_ants
méfkea their attehd;ancev thrbﬁgh :repfeéentatiQe 'vandj'con.tésted the >sui‘t by
filing written staterheﬁt. In the eri’iten ‘stal;c.-z'mc‘v:_ntl '.l'éprescﬁtét‘ive of -
d‘efe'nd'ant‘s E.'awe lraivsed seyefal fiégal énd».‘factl_lal obj'eét’ioi.lsi. C

From divergent pleadihgs of the parties, the followings issues were

framed for adjudication of real controversy between the parties.

ISSUES

- 1.Whether suit is valid in its legal frame, and the court is competent to
hear it? OPP S

| 2.Whether correct date of birth of plaintiff as per Birth Ceniﬁcaté is
| O'l-.O.l 2002 while defendants have incorrectly 'entéred"the‘same as
01.01.1996? OPP |
3.Whefher plaintiff is entitled to the decree as prayed for? OPP
4.Relief?
Upoh submission of list of wimesses, both“the parties (‘)n‘.being
provided with an opportunity to adduce their desired evidence, the

:p'a‘rtiesr produccd their evidence.

’ih’(‘ -After the completion of evidence, arguments of the counsel for

pplaintiff and contesting defendants were heard and record of the case
; : ‘ .

file was gone through with their valuable assistance.

My issue wise findings are as under: -

ISSUE NO.02.
During course of recOfd_ing evidence, Gulap Bibi mother of

plaintiff' appearéd and deposed as PW-01. She stated that she have




| Pa{gc‘s'ofs L

mght chrldren out of whlch two are sone and erx are daug,hters
‘Correct date of plamuff 18 01 01. 7002 howcver defendants have
'mcorrectly entered the same as 01 Ol 1996 She further stated that . -
' Muhammad Aslam is stx years younger than Hablb ur Rehman and
date of b1rth of Hablb Ur Rehman is 01, 01. 996 Corrcct date of
plaintiff as' per Birth Certiﬁcate is 01.01.2002. 'Copy of Birth
_"v'.(lertiﬁcate is EX.PW-1/1 & copy of her CNIC is Ex.PW-1/2. During
cross ed(arhi’natioii she etated,that she did rlotvkno'w‘. when ‘gher son .
_ob.tained hrs first CNIC. It is ihcorrect that Muharnrnad Aslam and
, Habib'Ur Rehman ‘are twins. Muhammad Asilam ie younger a'mongst

.h‘er chiidren and he is 24 years old. | o |
Akhtar Laman appeared and deposed as PW-02. He stated that
AJab Shah is the real father of plamtlff whlle Gulap Bibi is the
mother Of‘pl‘aintiff. Muhammad Aslam is younger. thart Habib Ur
'Rehnylan ahd his correct date 'of'birth is (‘)1._.01'._2002', .however,
defe_rrdants'have ihcorrectly entered the same as 0]0] .1996. Copy of

hlS CNIC is Ex. PW 2/1.

2002.

Thereaﬁer, evidence of plaintiff was c':losed."'A '
Iftekhar Ahmad (Representative of NADRA) appeared and
deposed as DW-1. He produce family tree of plaintiff is Ex DW-1/1.

~ As per family tree correct date of birth is 01.01.1996. As per SOPs
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evcry citlze;n -can c,hangt, ddtL of bxrth aé pel Umon Céuncﬂ Blrth“
Cemfméte IIe léstly réquected for dlsmlsbal 01. sult 01 pldlﬁtlff |

Duvlmg, Cross exammatlon .he stated that hc stated that 1t 1s‘ |
R fcorj c?l that moth@ of plamtlff is prescnt befor(; the court today Who |
is physmally ﬁt | |

Claim of plaintiff is that his true and correct date of birth as
péf Biﬁh Certiﬁc;ate is 01.01.2002, but defgﬁdﬁnts_ hav_e-.incorrectly
feeorded- fhé same as 01.01.1 996-i“n‘ theif rgcérd; Whi_(;h is wrong and
liablé to 't')e-' rectified. Oral evidenc"e, broducéd by pl.ainvti..ff ‘.is also
s_ﬁpporti.ve to the averments of _plaint. Defendants failed tQ establish
that | the’ .exhibited vrec'ord m favor".of pf@intiff 1s manaéed or
manipulated one. Plaintiff is a young Wcéman.an'd _cbuld not be
'pr'es.umed"to have i_nstituted the suit for any ﬁndue ,adyantage or
ﬁlteﬂpr motive. Moreover,’ Birth.'Cerﬁﬁ.céte pvroduc.e'd' by plaintiff
also support of his cléﬁn | | N

| PLD 2003 SUPREME COURT PAGE 849

”Wherem it has been mentzoned bv the Honorable Supreme

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 to him." In

present case, the mother of the plaintiff is in good position having
personal knowledge to tell the correct date of birth of'zhe plaintiff.

- Plaintiff produced cogent, ¢anincihg as well as oral evidence

~ in support of her claim and contention.
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Keeping in ‘view the above discussion and documentary as
‘well as oral evidence available on file, it is held that correct date of

' 'b_l;rth of pvlaintiff is 01.01.?002. Issue decided accordingly. '

' ISSUES NO.1 & 3.
: .Ih the light of foregoing disCuss_io_'nv,,‘pl‘ain‘tiff has- p,rO{/ed his
stance through'v}c.oger'lt, convincing and oral é_videnc_e; vthjerefore,she _
has got .cause of action and is entitled to the decr.ee, as‘ prg)}ed for.

Both these issues are decided in positive in favor of pla-i_ritiff.- -

REL.IEF.
| . }C.r‘ux of my issue wise discussion'is‘ that suit of the p_l—aintiff 18
‘h.ere'by.’decreed in her favor against the defeﬁdants és prayed for. No .
order. as to costé. This decree shall not affeCt the rights Qf any other
person A.interested, if any or sefvice record of 'plaintiff; if aﬁy. |

| ‘File be conSignéd to record room after-its nébeséary comp]etion and

compilation.

ANNOUNCED |
18.09.2026.

o o182
 Civil Judge-II Teh’sil Court
| - Kélaya Orakzai

CERTIFICATE

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

been dictated, read, corrected and signed by me.

o

ul H1< /6.

Civil Juglge-I1, Tehsil Court
»Kalaya\:Orakyzai,




