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INTHE COURT OF SYED ABBAS BUKHARI,
CIVIE JUDGE-, TEHSIL COURTS, KALAYA, ORAKZAI

Civil Suit No. . 66/1 of 2023
Date of Original Institution: 18.09.2023
Date of Decision: 19.10.2023

Mst. tzzat Meena D/O Nawab Khan, R/O Qoum Al
Khel, Tappa Shawas Khel, Tchsil Upper, District
Orakzai.

...................... (Plaintiff)
VERSUS
I Chairman, NADRA, Islamabad.
2. Assistant Director, NADRA District Orakzai.
3. Kohat Board, District Kohat.
................ (Defendants)

WA | SUTT FOR DECLARATION -CUM- PERPETUAL AND
: & MANDATORY INJUNCTION
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JUDGMENT
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Bricl facts in the backdrop arc that attorney for the

=

P

aintiff brought the instant suit for declaration cum-
permancnt injunction to the clfect that correct parents
names 0.1‘ plaintift 1s Nawab Khan and Lalaka
respectively while defendants have wrongly entered the
same as Wali Khan and Shaika in their record, which
cntrics arce wrong, illegal and ineffective upon the
rights . of plamnuff and liable to be rectified. That
defendants were asked time and again to rectify parent
namces of plaintifl but they refusced, hence, the presend
suit.

With duc precess ol law and procedure, the
defendants were summoned. who appeared through their
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representative,  whao submitted  authority  letter and
written statement.
Divergent pleadings of the parties were reduced into the

following issucs;

Whether plainuff has got cause of action? OPP

Whether the correct parent name of the plaintift arc Nawab
Khan and Lalaka while it has been incorrectly entered as Wali
Khan and Shaika in their record CNIC? OPP

Whether the plaintiff is entitled to the decree as prayed for?
orp

Reliet.

fssuc wise findings of this court arc as under: -

Issue No. 02:

Whether the correet parent name of the plaintiff arc Nawab
Khan and Lalaka while it has been incorrectly entered as
Wali Khan and Shaika in their record CNIC? OPP

The plainuff alleged in her plaint that the corrcct
parcnt namcs of plaintifl’ is Nawab Khan and Lalaka
respectively, however, defendants have cntered  the

same as Wali Khan and Shaika which- arec wrong,

inctifective ubon‘lhc rights ol the plamtifl and Table to
correction. That the defendants were asked time and
again to do the aforesaid corrcction but they refused,
hence, the present suit;

The plamnuff produced witnesses in whom Muhammad

Younas S/0O Nawab Khan, the brother/attorney for the

) T
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plaintiff, appeared as PW-01. He produced his special

power of attorncy, his CNIC and CNIC of plaintiff

which are Ex. PW-1/1, Lx. PW—I/Q & Ex. PW-1/3

respectively. e stated that his correct father name is

Nawab Khan and corrcet mother name s lalaka. tlc

further stated that plamuff’s corrcct mother name of

plaintiff 1s lalaka and corrcet father namc 1s Nawab
[Chan, according to dcath certificates of parents of the
plaimtilf which are Ex. PW-1/4 & bx. PW-1/5. He lastly
recquested  for decrec  of the suit. During  cross
examination he stated that his two brother has been died
and plainuflis his sister and she 1s alive.

PW-02 was produced and cxamined as onc Mawer

Khan S/0O Sa

ith Khan, who supported stance of the
plaintift as narrated in the plaint. 'E’l’aeA\-vianss has been
cross cxamined but nothing tangible has been extracted
out of him.

In. order to counter the claim of the plaintiff]
defendants  produced  only  onc © witness,  the
representative of the defendants who appearced as DW-
Oi. He produced family tree of plaintift which is kx.
DW-1/1 and according to which plaintift”s father name
s Wall Khan and mother name is Shaika. During cross
he admitted that according to Fx., PW-1/4 and bLix. PW-

175 the father name of plaintift is Nawab Khan and
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mother name is Lalaka. Thercatter closed their evidence
with d note.

In light of above discussion as plz-li‘nlji‘l"l’ succceded to
prove his stance by producing documentary, cogent,
convinci'ng and rcliable evidence and nothing in rebuttal
has been brought on record by the opposite party.
Accordingly, the issuc in hand is hcereby decidcd. i
positive.

Issuc No. 01 & 03:

Both these issues arce interhinked, hence, taken

together for discussion.

As scquel to my findings on issuc No. 02 the plaintiff

has got a causc ol action and therclore entitled to the
deeree as prayed for. Thus, both these issucs arc
decided in positive. : .
RELIEF:
As ;s‘c.quc.l o my above issuc wisc l"indings,..Lhc
sult of the plaintift is hei‘cby decreed as prayed for. No
order as to costs.

Jdiile beconsigned to the District Record Room,

Orakzai alter its completion apd compilatjon.

Announced
19.10.2023

as Bukhari
Civil Judge-11,
1ehsil Court, Kalaya, Orakvai
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CERTIFICATE

Certified that this judgment consists of

five (05) pages, cach has been ¢ . corrected where

nccessary and signed by me.

CluaGdge-l1,

Tehsit Court, Kalaya, Orakzai




