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O INTHE COURT OF BAKHT ZADA,
SENIOR CI VIL J UDGE ORAKZAI AT BABER MELA

C1v1l Su1t NO ' 01/1 of2024
Date of Instrtutlon LT 02.01.2024- -
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Date of Demsmn L elE 1901 2024, ,. .

Nusmt Blbl W/O I(hwaga er, R/O Qoum Essa Khel Tappa '

- _',Gohar Nawasz Tehszl Upper Dzsmct Orakzaz.

VERSUS

Chalrman NADRA Islamabad . .

“Director General NADRA;KPK, Peshawar IR
, 3;‘Asszstant Dzrector NADRA Orakzaz .f 2

RSt Lol T T (Defend(mts)

D [ SUIT FOR DECLARATION CUM-PERPETUAL AND

MANDATORY INJU NCTION

JUDGEMENT
' 19 01 2024

Plarntrff Nusrat B1b1 W/O Khwag Mrr Drn has brought the

L mstant sult agamst defendants Charrman NADRA Islamabad '

_'and‘02 others. for declaratron'-‘cum-perpetua] and mandatory

. m_|unctron to the effect that her correct date of blrth

“"'.20 05 1982 but the same has been wrong]y entered in her

.".record w1th the defendants as 22 05 1974 That due to th|s

) Awrong entry, there is ﬂunnatur.a] age'dlffer-ence of about 09 years

g APlaintiff) .

"'-between plamtrff and her mother namely Noor Sarl whose date' o

R .'asked tlme and agam for correctlon of date of bll’tl’l of the

plalntrff but they refused to do so hence the present suit;

'l"'t'-zof brrth 1s Ol 01 1965 He alleged that the defendants were _ |
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Defendants were sumrnoned .who appeared before ‘the .
”_‘.-.._coulrt. th‘rough. thelr r‘epresentattve and contested the surt by
: ’~'-,_:::frllnzgl thelr authorltylllettezr and wrtltten statement |
. D‘i.‘f‘_éfge.nl* ngad}f.‘.fg?‘ éf ithej“.par_ttesﬁ' ;w-ere‘ ' reduc_e_d_; int_o :tlh,e

wer

" following issues; - .. .-

L .Whether the platntzjf has got cdise of actzorz?
2. _Whether the suzt of the plamttff is thhm tzme7 '
T Whether the correct date of bzrth of the plamttﬁ” zs 20 05 1 982 and :-‘ -
R the defendants have wrongly entered the same as 22 05.1974 -
| whzch has rendered the unnatural gap of § 9 years between the date
_~'_.,'-0f bzrth of the plamttﬁ’ and her mother? g .
; 4 Whether plamtsz is entztled to the decree as prayed for7 |
e 5. Reltef? . _ L o
- Partles were glven opportumty to produce evrdence in support of
thelr respectrve clarms The plamtlff produced and recorded the
" ‘ statements of followmg PWs |
PW 01 spema] attomey and husband of plalntlff Khwaga Mir
".repeated the contents of the plamt and produced hlS specnal power of
N attomey as Ex PW 1/ 1 He requested for decree of surt as prayed for
PW 02 1s the statement of the Taj Akbar S/O Sultan Akbar He is".
. brother of the plamtlff He also afﬁrmed that the correct date of blrth of .
S the plamtlffls 20 05 1982
On the other hand representatlve for NADRA Irfan Hussam |
o ,"recorded hlS statement as DW 01 wherem he has alleged that the date of .

bn'th of the plamtrff accordmg to then‘ record is: 22 05 1974 Authorlty

,letter is Ex DW 1/ L. ’I-Ie requested for dlsmlssal of the surt
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' counsel for the partres were heard and avarlable record perused e

Is‘s:ue No ‘02-.: '
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After closmg of ev1dence of the partles arguments of the leamed “(

e

< "Mydssue wise findings are‘as under: - 0 L
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Plamtlff has been 1ssued CNIC on l3 03.. 2013 wrth explry

o "deate of 13 03 2023 whrle su1t m hand was frled on 04 10 2023 _

As perlod of lrmltatlon under Artrcle 120 of errtatlon Act is

A' 7'~‘.'~s1x years and CNIC of plamtlff has already been exprred on

' 13 03 2023 and the defendants are bent upon not 1ssu1ng her

o wrth new CNIC therefore Sl.llt of plamtlff 1s held to be Wlthll‘l‘

i 'tlme Issued decrded 1n posrtlve

,"'_Z"lss’ue: N003 LA ,;j‘ e e T

.‘_‘

The plamtrff alleged that her correct date of brrth

";20 05 1982 but the same has been wrongly entered 1n “her’

. .4,“record wrth the defendants as 22 05 1974 That due to- thts.

'wrong entry, there 1s unnatural age drfference of about 09 years

between the date of brrth of the plalntlff and her mother namely

Athoor Sar1 whose date of b:rth is 01 01 1965 Durmg the course
" ’f'of ev1dence statements of Khwaga Mrr (husband) and Ta.]i".
"‘.Akbar (brother) were recorded as. PW 01 & PW 02 who stated
,-.Ethat the correct date of brrth of plarntlff 1s 20 05 1984 and it.

- has been wrongly mentroned 1n her record wrth the defendants-',"

LR

. as. 22 05 1974
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that such llke correctlon are not m contrast wrth the SOPs of
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The evrdence produced by the plamtrff supported the

o stance of the plalntrff relatmg to unnatural age drfference

-t r..

between the plarntlff and her mother The defendants have not': K

3
.

brought any authentlc documentary or; oral evndence in order to

J L
. PR

t '_ rebut the stance of the plamtlff except thelr own record whtch'.'-"

court through the r'nstant"suit.

Furthermore 1t 1s admrtted by DW 01 durtng cross exammatlon

the defendants It 1s also admrtted that there 1s unnatural age

gap of 9 years between the plamtlff and her mother The'

’

platnttf-f?ls rnel-ther'governim‘ent 'em‘p-l,oyee'. nOr _s_uch -,correct-ion'

wrll damage the rlght of any thrrd person and contmumg w1th

_r_ e ) r— BN " .. .- . RURE B

the wrong entry w1ll result m to hardshlps and mlserres to the

plamtrff Issue is de01ded m posrtrve
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’ '-B"o't‘.h t‘h_‘.e@e', 'iSsues .'T'a-r,e‘f.'int'erlin'ked-,‘ hence,‘,rtaken -t'o,get-her
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for_;di’s'c'ussion.' Cooe TR
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proved through cogent evrdence that her correct date of blrth 1s'

P AN

20 05 1982 mstead of 22 05 1974 Issue No 01 & 04 are'

-

dec1ded in posmve
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As 's:equ'el.to-—.my-'above':issue-'wis’e: fin‘dtngs_; 'th-e' 'plaintiff- :

o w
[N

As sequel to my ftndlngs on 1ssue No 03 the plamtlff has

'\
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Announced R SIS (B#
19, 01 2024 : Se” or Civil Judge
N - R TR Orakzal (at Baber Mela)

' CERTIFICATE

I

Cert1ﬁed that thls Judgment of mme con31sts of flve (05)

:_,.. - 4-’.
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pages each has been checked corrected where necessary and
31gr1ed by me ' '
S o Semor Civil Judge
Orakzal at (Baber Mela)
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