
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Defcn dan ts)

brought the instant suit for declaration, permanent and

mandatory injunction against the defendants, referred

hereinabove. seeking declaration therein that correct

date of birth of plaintiff is 01.01.1985 and correct

K h a n respectively in their record. wh i ch is wrong.

ineffective ■ upon the
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JUDGMENT

K.<

rights of the plaintiff and liable to

.Aziz Ur Rehman S/O Sameel Khan, resident of Qoum
Mishti, 1'appa Darvi K.hel, Shalzara, Tchsil Central, District: 

< Orakzai.

incorrectly entered the same as 0 1.01.1988 and Ismail

1. Brief facts of the case in hand are that plaintiff has

father name is Sameci Khan, while defendants have

correction. That lite defendants were asked lime and

CQ



hence, the present suit;

Def'en dants summoned, they2. were

their representative and filed written statement whereby

I'actiial and legal

3.

I'ollowing issues;

Issues:

Whether the correct date of birth of plaintiff is 01.01.19852.

and correct father name is Samee! Khan while it has been

incorrectly entered as Ism a il Khan01.01.1988 and

respectively in ifie CN1C by defendants1? OPP

Whether.the plaintiff is entitled to the decree as prayed for?3.

Relict'?4.

under: -

Issue No. 02:

his.plaint, that correct date

of birth of plaintiff is 01.01.1985 and correct father

S a m e e I Khan w h i I c de fenda n I s h a v c.n am c i s

incorrectly entered the as 01.01.1988 and 1 sma11s a m c

Khan respectively in their record w h i c h is

ineffective upon the rights of plaintiff and liable to be

co rrectcd.

The plainti IT produced witnesses in whom A/.iz. Ur

Rehman S/O Sa-mce 1 K han, the plaintiff himse! f.

again to do the aforesaid correction but they refused,
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appeared through

they objected the suit on

syc
I:_* V*

g r o u n d s.

issue wise findings of this court arc as

wro ng,

The plainti IT alleged in

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

Divergent pleadings of the parties were reduced into the



PW-01. lie slated that his

correct date of birth is 01.0i.l985 and correct father

name is Sanieel Khan while defendants have incorrectly

entered the same as 01.01.1988 and Ismail Khan in his

C'NIC. lie further slated that date of birth of his son

h .i s sscn a m e I y M u h a m m a d DMCper i s

a n d that th ere e x i s t25.02.2003 to an

furl heru n nal. ura'l gap of 15 his Hew 1 11')y cars s o n.

slated that his mother's is Gul Pera Jan and hern a m e

DM.C which are L;x.

During cross examination he stated that

is Samccl Khan, mother Gul

Muhammad Asif. I lena m e i s

further- stated in his cross examination that there exist

unnatural gap of 15 years with hisan

slated that his parent has been died.

In order to the claim of the plaintiff.co u ntcr

de fenda nts prod uced witness. theo n e

represenlalive of the defendants who appeared as DW

0.1. lie produced Processing 1'orm of plainii IT which is

to that plaintiff’s date of

birth is 01.01.1988, father’s name is Ismail Khan and

m other’s Gul Pera Du ringJ a n.n a m c i s cross

c.i-ir CAsr. ti ri.ia a/.iz us riuiman vs xadra

o n 1 v

according

lox. DW-l/’l and according

1

his- father name name is

son. He further

as Samccl Khan in

piVfcr CHIC, lie produced his CNIC, father CN1C and his

appeared and deposed as

Pera Jan and his son

A s i f a s

PW-l/l to Kx. DW--1/3

iHisband name correctly mentioned

^r-^n SSC

CT
rcspccli vcly.



‘i

examination he sfaicd that it is correct that according lo

Pera Jan. l ie admitted that in the CNJC of Gul Pera Jan

(mother of plaintiff) the husband correctlyn a m c is

lie further admitted that

unnatural gap of

I .■) years with his son.

In light of above discussion as plaintiff succeeded

to prove his stance by producing documentary, cogent,

convincing and reliable evidence and nothing in rebuttal

record by the opposite party.

also pertinent to mention here that

h i sa n d a g a i n s t the order o f a n dnaturcs o n i s

decided in positive.

Issue No. 01 & 03:

together tor discussion.

decree prayed for. Th us, both theseas i s s u e s arc

decided in positive.
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has got.

Samuel Khan.

a cause of action and therefore entitled to the

NADRA record the mohter’s name of plaintiff is GuI

i'urtherinore it is

3 o
,2^therc exist unnatural gap between ages of plaintiff and

m e n t i o n c d a s

~TH
I r\ “'5 ty

GR
j his son. I he age difference between the age of plaintill

is hereby

rahas been brought on

impossible, accordingly,, the issue in hand

As sequel lo my findings on issue No. 02 the plaintiff

Both these issues arc interlinked, hence, taken

according to l.:x. PW-l/3 there exist an



RELIEF:

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

order as to costs.

to the District Record Room.

Orakzai after its completion /find cotApi lation.

GERH FICA I E

Certified that this judgment consists of five (05)

whercXnecessary and signedpages, each has been checked, correcte

by me.

An nonneed
1 1.10.2023
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Syed Abbas Bukhari
Civil Judge-II,

1 chs|i
Civi?

Tehsll Ceujts Kafaya

File be consigned

As sequel to my above issue wise findings, the

Syed Abbas Bukhari
Civil .ludgc-lf

'ch^,M^gtaj5)rakzii
Civi? JuegaAJM

Te-hsH Courts Kalaya .


