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IN THE COURT OF NOOR HL HAQ

CIVIL JUDGE-II, TEHSIT COURT, KALAYA s 0

. Suit No... TN L 90/1 of 2026.
Date of Inst1tut10n. i . i R 15 09. 2026
Date of dec1910n..‘...'....'..~‘.. e .. R 07 10. 2026

Raheel Sharif S/ O Swali Gul R/O Qaum Tero7 Khel Tappa
Qeemat Khel, Tehsil Lower Dlstnct Orakzeu. e, s .(Plumttjff)
- . | Versus = o
1. NADRA through chairman Islamabad. =

2 ‘NADRA through DG, Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
3. NADRA through AD, District Orakzal ; |

.........................................................

__-—._._-....—-...—--————.———————_.———_—_...—--—_——-__--————.—_.——__—-—-_.._.———-_-—.
_._._._.___...._._.._._._....__._.___.____...__....._....__—__.._._._._..__
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Iudgment
07.10.2026

lhrough this Judgement this court is gomg to dlspose of the

1nstant su1t filed by plamtlff against the defenddnts for declardtlon cum-
~ permanent injunction. :
Brief facts of the caSe are that plaintiff brought the instant suit for
declatatlon cum- permanent 1njunct1on to effeet that correct date of blrth of

plalntlff as per Blrth Certlﬁcate is 01.01. 2006 however 11 15 wrongly s

~entered i in the record 'of -defendants as 01.01.1999 Wthh is wrong, 1Ilega1 ,

and meffectlve upon the rlghts of platntlff and hdble to be reeuﬁed "Ihat'

" }defendanls were aqked t1me and agam to do the needful but in vqm hence .

~ the present,suit.' "

_.__......._._.._._—-__..—___.___._.__.._—......._......_....,._.._.._____._._._...._._—...__....._—_____—
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B A’ﬁer_'ihs‘,.‘ti‘tut‘ien' oflhe suit, défendants We're'efgimhoned. Defendants
~ marked their a'ttendaneethfough 'feprésent_a‘tiveahd‘:.,eohtested_’the suit by |
filing - written. statement. In .fche "Writtenr étggéhi.aﬁ representative _-‘ of R
defendants have raised several legal and factual objections.
 From divergent pleadings of the parties, the followings issues were
framed for adjudication of real controversy between the parties.

ISSUES UES o
1. Whether plamnf f has got cause of action? OPP

2. Whether correct date of birth of plaintiff is 01 01 2006 however
. defendants h'ave Vmcorrectly entered the same as 01.01.1999? OPP

o v‘ 3, Whether pleilififf ‘is enﬁtled to the decree as pra‘y‘ed' for? OPP |
4 'Relief?:'..- o :

' Upon suhmissioh of list of vvitnesseS, betll'the paﬁiee'on beihg
pt‘ovi.de_d. with an 'olpdportunity te_, a‘dduce their desired.evidence, the. |
| pafties predueed thehl evidence.l o
. After the cehlpletion ef evidence, ‘argumehts‘ ‘of"’ th‘e: counsel for

plaintiff 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.‘()2. '
Durin'g:; e'ourse of :Arecordi'ng' evidehee plain{tiff.himself
appcared and recordln& lns statement as PW 01. He stated that hlS
correct date of birth is Ol 01 2006 but defendants have meorrect .

entered his d.ate of birth as 01.01,1999. Copy of his CNlC is Ex.PW-
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L 1?/1:‘ Birth 'é'efti':ﬁé_ate' issuetd; bv' ﬁlocai? govémméﬁt-{i.sf ExPW-1/2, He =~

last]y requested for decree the smt rri hls tavour e =

Durmg, cross exammaﬁon he stated that he stated that 1t is R

. meoneet that he is; 1111terate He furlher stated that he d]d not know’ - 1

when he obtamed Forrn B
Kastori _Blbr, mother of piaintiff apheared arrd ‘reoordedher
_statement_as PW«O?._‘ She stated that correct date of birth otf plaintiff
'is' 01-01 2006 bot.de‘fendants ha\re 'in‘correctly‘ erltered the sarrre -'as‘
01 0l. 1999 Lopy ofher CNIC i is Ex PW-2/1. | |
Durmg, cross examrnatlon she stated that she has seven
chlldren Plamuﬁ is younger than ]ahlr Ullah and older than Khamv.-
Khe‘vl. She further stated that it is corrcct that she has not in
possessron of Polio eard Self—stated that she has Blrth Certlﬁeate “
Swah Gul father of plamtlff appeared and deposed as PW- 03 |
H.é stated t_hat correet “date of birth of -pl_amtrff rs 01.01.2006 but :
| d,efehda,nt_s have rh_COrreetIy entered the same as 01.}0‘1.19-99. .Copydlo.f
| (i CNIC is Ex.pw-_%,/l; o R
" - The wrtnes'sA has been'-"cross exarnrrred. Durihg' oroSS

examination he"stated that he is illiterate. It is also eorrect" that

plamtlffls 20 years old
N 1hereaﬁer ev1dence of plamhff was closed
| Iftekhar Ahmad (Rep1esentat1ve of NADRA) appeared and”
deposed as DW ] He produce famlly tree of plamuif is Ex DW 1/1, |
_ ]/2 NADRAleglstratlon form is }:x DW—]/j Form- B is Ex. DW 1/4

As per whreh corrcct date of blrth of plalnuﬁ 18 01 01 1999 As per'
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NADRA record father of plainti“ff obtain:cd Form-B of plaintiff on
21.10.2025 and later Smart Card was obtained on the l.>asis of Form-
B. As per NADRA SOPs changing date of birth is pbssible as per
Union Council Birth Certificate. He lastly requested f;).r dismissal of
suit of plaintiff.

During cross examination he stated that he stated that It is
correct that the Union Council birth certificate is in the name of
Raheel Sharif and it is also correct that 01.01.2006 is correctly
mentioned in Union Council Birth Certiﬁcvate.

Claim of plaintiff is that his true and correct date of birth as
ber Birth Certificate is 01.01.2006, but defendants have incorrectly
recorded the same as 01.01.1999 in their record, which is wrong and
liable to be rectified. Oral evidence produced by plaintiff is also

Oa supportive to the averments of plaint. Defendants failed to establish

2, ,
- " }(& that the exhibited record in favor of plaintiff is managed or

Komanipulatcd one. Plaintiff is a young woman and could not be
O\ presumed to have instituted the suit for any undue advantage or
\ ulterior motive. Moreover, Birth Ce&iﬁcate issued by local
government also support claim of plaintiff. Parents of plaintiff
appeared before the court and recorded their statement as PW-02 &
PW-03 which support claim and contention of plaintiff.

PLD 2003 SUPREME COURT PAGE 849:

"Wherein it has beenlmentioned by the Honorable Supreme
Court of Pakistan that the best evidence 1o prove this fact (age or

date of birth) was of those people who would have an ordinary
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courve oj lzfe havmg persona] know/edge Statement of mother is at I B
‘ hzgh pedestal as. compared to other as vhe has gzven bir th to hzm " In L ﬂ

o preserzt case t]7c mother of the p!amtzﬁ is in gooa’ poutzorz havmg o

‘ personal knowledge to tell the correct date of brrth of the plazntzﬂ

Piamtlff pr oduced cogent convmcmg as well as oral ev1dence '

in Supp011 of her claun and contention.

‘ Kceping in view the above discussion and document'ary‘ as -

well as oral ev1dence avallable on ﬁle it is held that correct date of

blrth of plalntlff is 01.01.2006. Issue decided accordmgly

, ISSUES NO 1&3.

In the llght of foregomg dlscusswn plamtlff has proved hlS |

stance th_rough cogent,’convmcmg and oral evidence; therefore, he
has got cause of action and is entitled to the decree, as p:reyed for.

Both these issues are decided in pt)sitive in favor of plaintiff.

"RELIEF. =

B Crux of my" issue wise discussion is that suit of the plainti‘ff is

hereby decfeed 1n his favor againsti the dcfendants as prayed for. No

order as to costs. This d'ecfee shall not affect the rights of any other

person i'nterested,lif any or service record of plaintiff, if any.
File be consigned to record room after its necessary completion and
compilation,

AN NOUNCED
07 10 2026
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. CERTIFICATE . = . -

 Itis certified that this judgment consists of 06, pages. Bach pagehas =

been dictated, read, (_:(’)rr_é_c'ted,and;signéd by me,

/(oo
Civil Judge-11, Tehsil Codrt =

~Kalaya Orakzai




