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(PlaintifO

VERSUS

(Defendants)

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 02.08.2002 and correct n a m e

Anijad Ali while defendants 0! to 03 haveis n o.

date of plaintiff is

01.01.1997 and Amjad Khan in their record, which are

wrong, ineffective upon the rights of the plaintiff and

liable to correction. That the defendants no. 01 to 03
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1. Brief facls of the case in hand arc that plaintiffs have

of birthwrongly entered the
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aHck doasked t i m e lowere

correction but they refused, hence, the present suit;

2.

appeared through their representative while defendant

court, hence placed and proceeded cx-parte. Defendants

objected the suit on factual and legal grounds.

Divergent pleadings of the parties were reduced into the3.

following issues;

Issues:

Issue wise findings of this court arc as under:

Issue No. 02:

The plainti ff al leged in his plaint that correct date

w h i I cA m j a d Ali h a v e01

incorrectly entered the same

Khan respectively in

ineffective upon the rights of the plaintiff and is liable

to correction.
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no. 04 properly served but he did not appear before the-

as 01.01.1997 and Amjad

Defendants were summoned, Defendants no. 01 to 03

their record, which arc wrong,

1. Whether the plainti ffe have got a cause of action? OPP

2. Whether the correct date of birth of plaintiff is 02.08.2002 

and correct name is Amjad Ali while defendants no. 01 to 03 

have incorrectly entered the same as 01.01.1997 and Amjad 

Khan respectively? OPP

3. Whether the plainti IT is entitled to the decree as prayed for9

4. Relief?

no. 01

of birth of plaintiff is 02.08.2002 and correct name is

cP

to 03 filed written statement whereby they

to 03

the aforesaid

defendants no.
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whom Amjad

A.li S/O Liaqat All, plaintiff himself, appeared

class from Kai ay a.

Schoo! and according to birth certificate his date ol.

birth is 02.08.2002, which is fA. PW-l/.l . lie further

stated that his father and mother dates of birth are 1980

to his mother date

unnatural gap of 12 years. Me

produced his father and mother CNI.Cs which arc Lex.

PW- 1/2 & E;x. PW-1/3 respectively, lie lastly requested

examination he stated that he leave his education, lie

further stated in his cross examination that he has two

brothers one is Rayat Khan and Tufeeq Khan which are

elders than me and they are abroad.

Alai' Khan S/O Nawab Al.i, appeared and deposed

as PW-02. lie stated that there exist unnatural gap of

piainti ff with his mother, fie stated that correct name of'

plaintiff is Amjad Ali but defendants no. 01 to 03 have

requested for correction. I lis CNIC is Kx. PW-2/1.

In order to counter the claim of the plaintiffs.

defendants no: 01 to 03 produced only one witness, the

representative of the defendants

appeared as DW-01. J-I.c produced family o ftree
1
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1'he plaintiff pro.d.u-ced-witnesses in

and 1985 respectively and according

incorrectly entered the same as Amjad Khan. Fie lastly

of birth there exist an

as PW

bsi
IS
•pa

01. lie stated that he has passed 8'11

to 03 -whon o. 01

During crossfor correction of his date of birth.



plaintif'F’s date of birth is 01 .01,1997 and his mother’s

date of birth is 01.01.1985. family tree is Ex. PW-1/1

& Ex. PW-1/2. Ide further stated that plaintiffs have two

Matrieulate. Ide further stated

that there exist unnatural gap between the ages of elders

examination he stated that it is eorreel that date of birth

Khan is mentioned as surname of plainti ff in his ONIO

while in his birth certificate his surname is mentioned
2

&

plaintiff’s brother and plaintiff respectively with their

m other.

In light of'above evidence produced by plaintiff it

m e n t i o nis

unnatural gap of 12 years between the

and his mother, furthermore; OW-01 also admitted in

between age of plainli ff and his mother, furthermore as

brothers with their mother is concerned, it is pertinent

party to the instant
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far as the unnatural gap between the age of plaintiff’s

to mention here that neither they are

02.12.1996 and they are

dii
>■ .~J

v>
is Ali. fie further stated that there exist unnatural gap

brothers of the plainti ff with their mother. During cross

age of plaintiff

of 1.0 years, 1 1 years and 12 years between the age of

of piaintil'f’s father is 1980. It is further correct that

brothers and their dates of birth are 01.01.1995 and

his cross examination that tlicrc exist an unnatural gap

to whichplaintiff which is Ex111 ? according

necessary to here that there exist an



Moreover the unnatural gap of plaintiff’s brothers with

their mother does not effect the rights ot plaintiff.

convincing evidence, hence the issue in hand is decided

in positively in favor of plaintiff and against defendants

no. 01 to 03.

Issue No. 01 & 03:

As sequel NO;o n i s s u c

plaintiffs have got

entitled to the decree as prayed for. Thus, both these

issues are decided in positive.

RELIEF:

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

order as to costs.

Hile be consigned to tly? TT^Srict Record Room,

Orakzai after its completion/and compilation.

1
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together for discussion.

fi n dings

SveiWUrlaas Bukhari
Civil. Judge-!I, 

Tchsil Court. Kalaya, Orakzai

As sequel io my above issue wise findings, the

suit nor they have soli Shi’-, any relief from this court.

prove the issue in hand through cogent, reliable and

In light of above discussion, plaintiff succeeded to

a cause of action and therefore

to my

Both these issues arc inter!inked, hence, taken

02 the
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pages, each has been checked, correctqd where rleccssary and signed

by me.
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Syed AbJ»as Bukhari 
ctwI Judgc-II,

Tehsii Court, Kalaya. Orakzai

Certi fied that this' iudgmenNconsists of six (06)


