
Muhammad Sajid etc. Vs NADRA

(Plaintiffs)

VERSUS

(Defendants)

JUDGMEN I

brought the instant suit for declaration, permanent and

hereinabove, seeking declaration therein that correct

dates of birth of plaintiff no. I and plaintiff no. 02 arc

0 i is

Sajid, w h i Ic de fendantsM u h a in in a d h a v e w ro n (V

entered the dales of birth of plaintiff

02 t !'i c i r o fficia.l record 0 1.01.1976 a n dno. i n as

sun EOR DECLARATION -CUM- PERPETUAL AND 
MANDATORY INJUNCT ION

1.
2.

78/1 of 2023 
12.10.2023
08.1 1.2023

IN THE COURT OF SYED ABBAS BUKHARI;
CIVIL JUDGE-IL TELIS1L COURTS, KALAYA, OKAKZAI

Civil Suit No.
Date of Original Institution:
Date of Decision:

I
<sN-

<z>\

no. 1 and plai nIi fl

P a c ! ; 6

0.1.01.1983 respectively while the name of piaintil’f no.

mandatory injunction against the defendants, referred

Muhammad Sajid S/O Azam Khan and
Mst. Khialmeena W/O Muhammad Sajid, both 
residents of Qoum Bar Muhammad Khcl, Tappa Abdul Aziz 
Khel. Darma Tehsil Lower, District: Orakzai.

01.0,1.1972 and the correct name of plaintiff no.

I. Brief facts of the case in hand arc that plaintiffs have

!. Chairman NADRA Islamabad.
~ |,2 Director General NADRA, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
OU. Assistant Director, NADRA District Orakzai.



I KG, which arc wrong, inefTcclivc upon the right of the

plaintiffs and liable to correction. That the defendants

a foresaida s k e d t i m e a n d do th ctowere again

correction but they refused, hence, the present suit;

defendant was summoned, they appeared through their2.

representative and filed written statement whereby they

objected the suit on factual and legal grounds.

Divergent pleadings ol'ihe parlies were reduced into the3.

I'ollowing issues;

Issues:

i.

2.

name

needs

correction in I’KC record? OPP

prayed3.

tor?

Relief?4.

Issue No. 02

Phe plaintiffs alleged in their plaint that correct

02 arc

0 1 is

7-‘-'
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dates of birth of plaintiff no. I and pl a inti ff no.

01.01.1,972 and the correct name of plaintiff no.

Issue wise findings of this court arc as under:

Whether the plaintiffs arc entitled to the decree as

as I< a steer Khan in

'i EtI

\

Whether the plaintiffs have got a cause ofaction? OPP 

Whether the correct dates of birth of plaintiff no. 0.1 and 

plainti ff no. 02 are 01.01.1972 and the correct name of

plaint!ff no. 01 is Muhammad Sajid which

Muhammad Sajsd, while defendants have wrongly

01 has been incorrec11 y entered

.1 ’ a g u 2 | 6
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1 and plaintiff

name o f pl a inliff no. 0 I.

and is liable to correction.

whomThe piainliIT p r o d n c c d witnesses i n

plain tiffK h a n,

PW-OI. flc stated that his correct

date of birth is .1.972 and correct date of birth o f I'i i s

i ncorrect I y02) is w h i c hI 972,

entered as 01.0 1.1976 in his C’NIC by defendants, llis

PW-1/1. lie further stated that he has

Muhammad Sajid from Kasteer

PW-l/2. Me staled thatl< h a n a n d his old C NI (2

her CN1C isi n

01 .01 .198 and her husband

which needs corrections. CN1C of plainti ff no. 02 is l;,x.

PW-1/3. He further stated that date of birth of his son

namely Mutahir is 01.01.1990, according to which there

exist an unnatural gap of 14 & 07 years respectively

between the ages of plaintiff

with their He lastly requested lor decree of thes o n.

suit.

K.han is mentioned in the CNICs of his sons.

I’ a e c 3 I 6

entered the dates of birth of plaintiff no.

w

trS Si

no. 02no. 01 and plainti fl.

as K.astecr Khan in I'.RC, which

himself, appeared as

no. 1

is I'.x.

no. 02 are 01.01.1976 and 01.01..1983 respectively in

are wrong, ineffective upon the

changed his name as

Durine cross examination he staled that Kasteer

right of the plaintiffs

wife (plaintiff no.

CN1C is I'.x.

Kasteer Khan

their record and further had incorrectly entered rhe

n a m e i s

Muhammad Sajid S/() Azam

date of birth of plaintiff no. 0
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s/o Ali. a p p c ci r c d a n cll< hail S c r b a z/. a i n a n

lie supported the stance of thePW-02.

narrated in the plaint, lie produced his

PW-2/1. During cross c,xaminationCNIC which is I;x.

that 02 i s

Muhammad 'Mussain and further staled that elder son of

the piainti ffs is Mutahir Ali. Plaintiffs arc his relative.

witness, the representative

who appeared

as DW-01. lie produced family trees of piainti Ifs which

to which the

dates of birth of piainti ff no. I and plaintiff no. 02 arc

01.01.1976 & 01.01.1983 respectively. He further stated

that date son

for dismissal of the

he stated that it is

correct that in the column of spouse

mentioned as mother of Mutahir Khan while old name

his father name. lie

lastly stated t h a 1. decreed they h a v c no

objection over the suit.

I* a g c 4 I 6

of the defendants namely Irfan Hussain

Is
S3 

if0 
£

defendant produced only one

arc fix. DW-l/1. to Lx. .DVV1/4, according

>>

S

of plaintiff no. I is mentioned as

is enteredname of plaintiff no.02 as wife of K.asteer

plaintiffs as

In order to counter the claim of the p I a i n t i ffs.

deposed as

i n fa m i 1 y t r c c,

if courts

01.01.1990. He lastly requested

he stated

Khan. It is also correct that name of plaintiff no. 02 is

of plaintiffs isof elderof birth

suit. During cross examination

father name of plaintiff no.
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il is necessary to mention here that the unnatural

the plaint, hurlhcrmorc. af'ler this

admission on the part of defendants, all other facts and/]

p o infs raised by defendants

subscc]uen11y in evidence arc immaterial.

In light of above discussion, plaintiffs succeeded to

prove the issue in hand through cogent, reliable and

convincing evidence, hence the issue in hand is decided

positively in fa v o r ofi n plainti ffs a n d against

defend ant.

Issue No. 0 1 & 03:

13oth these issues are interlinked, hence, taken

together for discussion.

As sequel my findingsto theo n issue

posili vc.

RF. U EF:

the

subject to submission of court fees of Rs-500/- wi th i n

P a g c 5 | 6
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In light ol above evidence produced by plaintiffs

issues arc decided in

by defendants in

entitled to the decree

plaintiffs alleged in

suit ol the plaintiffs arc

ki
s ■ cA

as prayed for. Thus, both these

As sequel to my above issue wise findings

L)W4)1 in his cross examination and thus this admission

hereby decreed as prayed for,

statement orin written

his evidence strengthen the stance.of

between plaintiffs and their son has been admitted bv

cause ol action and thereforeplaintiffs have got a

No. 02
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.1

0 clays of instant decree otherwise this decree shall

no effect

hereby directed lo enter the correct dates of birth of

ancl no.02 in as

0 1.0 1.1972 a n d fu rther o f

plaintiff in f-'KC Sajid Khan and thereafter issueas

fresh C'NICs and l;RC to the plaintiffs No order as to

costs.

Pile be consigned to the District Record Room.

Orakzai after its complcticyn and compilation.

CERTII ICA I E

Certified that this judgment consists of six (06)

pages, each has been cheeked, corrected wlakrc necessary and signed

by me.

i

A n notineed
08.1 1.2023
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Syckl />6bas Bukhari
Civil Judgc-H,

Tchsil Court, Kalaya, Orakzai

have got o or legal force and defendants arc

Bukhari
Civil Judgc-H.

I'chsil Court, Kalaya, Orakzai

plaintiffs no. I their official record

enter the correct name


