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(Plaintiff)

(Defendants)

[Brief facts of the case that plaintifl' has filed the

instant suit for declaration cum-permanent injunction to

the effect that correct father name of plaintiff is Peer

Badshah and correct mother name of plaintiff is Olas

Bibi while defendants have wrongly entered the same as

Badshah Khan and Janat Bibi in their record, which

entries are

rights of plaintiff and liable to be rectified. That

defendants were asked time and again to rectify n J m c

and husband name of plaintiff but they refused, hence,

the present suit.

of law and procedure.due theWith process

defendants were summoned, who appeared through their
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wrong, illegal and ineffective upon the



whorepresentative,

written statement.

following issues;

Issues:

1. Whether plainti ff has got cause of action? OPP

Whether the correct father name and mother name of plaintiff2.

incorrectly entered in the record of defendants as Badshah Khan

and Janat Bibi respectively? OPP

prayed for?

OPP

Issue wise findings of this court are as under:

Issue No. 02:

Whether the correct father name and mother name of

plaintiff are Peer Badshah and Olas Bibi while same has been

incorrectly entered in the record of defendants as Badshah Khan

and Janat Bibi respectively? OPP

'The plaintiff alleged in his plaint that the correct

father name of plaintiff is Peer Badshah and correct

defendants have entered the same as Badshah Khan and

Janat Bibi respectively which are wrong, ineffective
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Divergent pleadings of the parties were reduced into the

Whether the plaintiff is entitled to the decree as3.

MS
g 4. Relief

CO

are Peer Badshah and Olas Bibi while same has been

Bibi, however,

submitted authority letter and

mother name of plaintiff is Olas



That the defendants were asked time and again to do the

aforesaid correction but they refused, hence, the present

suit;

The plaintiff produced witnesses

plaintiff, appeared as PW-01. He produced the copy of

of attorney and copy of

PW-l/l and fix. PW-1/3plaintiff CN1C which are Ex.

respectively. He stated that correct

plaintiff is Peer Badshah and correct mother name of

plaintiff is Olas Bibi whereas, defendants have wrongly

entered the same as Badshah Khan and Janat Bibi. He

further slated that the father of plainti ff had been died

and due to non-availability of plaintiff’s father CNIC,

the plaintiff has brought the CNIC of plaintiff’s relative

o f f i c e.Badshah Khan CNIC NADRAn a m e I y to

Defendant have considered the one Badshah Khan as

father of plaintiff and Janat Bibi is mother of the

He lastly requested for decree of the suit.plainti f f.

During cross examination he staled that plaintiff is his

cousin and father of plaintiff had been died.

Mr. Hazrat Ullah S/O Peer Badshah, the brother of

the plaintiff is appeared as PW-02. He stated that the

ri ATiurn^iik^TrVi^Ti'iyi
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upon the rights of the plaintiff and liable to correction.

plaintiff is 03 years elder than me. He further stated

in whom Mr.

father name of

his CNIC, special power

Noor Khaliq S/O Afsar Khan, the attorney for the



Peer Badshah andi s

Olas Bibi while it has beencorrect mother name is

wrongly entered J an at Bi bia n dKhanBadshahas

respectively in defendants record. His CN1C is Ex. PW-

2 /1. H e lastly

examination he stated that one Badshah Khan iscross

his relative.

PW-03. He stated that incorrectly entered

his parent's

plaintiff from his family tree. His CNIC is Ex. PW-3/1.

During cross examination he stated that

Khan is his father and Janat Bibi is his mother. He

further stated that plaintiff is his relative.

In order to counter the claim of the plaintiff, the

witness, theonlydefendants produced o n e

representative of the defendants who appeared as DW

1. He produced the family tree and CNIC processing

form of plaintiff which arc Ex. DW-l/l and Ex. DW-1/2

respectively and according to that exhibits the father

Janat Bibi, to these documents, plaintiff made his first

CNIC on 12.07.2016. He lastly requested for dismissal
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Muhammad Din S/O Badshah Khan, appeared and

requested for decreed the suit. During

one Badshah

deposed as

that his correct father name

remove the

the parent’s name in the CNIC of plaintiff. He further
• %g?

{&^«kated that CNIC issued to the plaintiff on

<11

name of plaintiff is Badshah Khan and mother name is

$.§gccord. lie iastlv requested that kindly W ' .



according to NADRA SOPs parentage

In light of above discussion as plaintiff succeeded to

cogent, documentary,

oral and reliable witnesses, which fully supported the

Thus, the plaintiff establishedclaim of the plaintiff.

evidence,reliableandthrough cogentc 1 a i mhis

therefore, the issue is decided in positive.

Issue No. 01 &03:

together for discussion.

As sequel to my findings on issue No. 2, the plaintiff

has got a cause of action and therefore he is entitled to

the decree as prayed for. Thus, both these issues are

decided in positive.

R ELIEF:

findings, the

suit of the plaintiff is hereby decreed as prayed for. No

order as to costs. Defendants are directed to correct the

father name of plaintiff as Peer Badshah and mother

name as Olas Bibi in their record. This decree shall not

'li
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prove his stance by producing

on the biometric of sibling.

As sequel to my above issue wise

can be changed

Whether the plainti ff has got cause of action? OPP

AS Whether the plaintiff is entitled to the decree as payed is
for? OPP

of the suit. During cross examination he stated that

Both these issues are interlinked, hence, taken



an v.

File be consigned to

Orakzai after its completi
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