B INTHE COURT OF BAKHT ZADA,
SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, ORAKZAI AT BABER MELA
CivilSuitNo; =~ - 06/1 of 2024.
- Date of 'I‘nstitution: S 18.01.2024.

Date of Décision: . - 13.03.2024.

xMoeen Asghar S/O Said Akbar, R/O Qaum Al Khel, Tappa Sher Khel,
© Tehsil Upper District Orakzai.

(Plai(ztifj)
VERSUS
1 Chazrman NADRA, Islamabad
- 2. Deputy Chairman NADRA, Peshawar.
3. Assistant Director NADRA, Orakzai.
S | .(Defendants)

~[ . SUIT FOR DECLARATION-CUM-PERPETUAL AND
. MANDATORY INJUNCTION

- JUDGEMENT:
13.03.2024

', .1.' Plamtlff Moeen Asghar S/O Sa1d Akber has brought the
Hvllnstant suit agalnst defendants Chalrman NADRA Islamabad
and 02 others/ for d'eclaratlonacum-pernetual and mandatory

~ injunction to the effeet that his correct name is Moeen Asghar,
vfs_-/hi'l-e_ thél .eame has xbe'eini-‘;\?\qun.g_"l"ﬂ):/.-.entéfed in his .-reco;d with the
defendants as Meen Azhar. He prayed for correction in his
record with the t’leferi__,dents;'_"l".he defendants were asked time

‘A A'an"d agaln to:f'd::'(j) theneedful, 'bn'ft.;they_' -refui_sedl' fo do. so, hence,

tfhe present suit;.

2. Defendants were summoned, who appeared before the
\ ‘\‘ - N . . . . .
Q& Eoz~'°_ _court't‘hrough thelr' re‘presentatl_ve ‘and contested th_e suit by

- filing. authorlty letter and thelr wrltten statement
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() 3. Divergent pleadings of the parties were reduced into the
following issues;
Issues:
1. Whether the plaintiff has got cause of action?
2. Whether the correct name of the plaintiff is Moeen Asghar and
defendants have wrongly entered the same as Meen Azhar?

3. Whether blaintiﬁ’ is entitled to the decree as prayed for?
4.  Relief?

Parties were given opportunity to produce evidence in support of
their respective cla'.im»s.A The Aplaintif.f prodilced andl recorded the
statements of following PWs;

4.  PW-01: Moeen Asghar, plaintiff himself appeared as PW-01 and
repeated the contents of his plaint. He requested for decree of suit as
prayed for.
1. Ex. PW-1/1 to Ex. PW-1/4: Copies of NADRA documents
S. PW-02: is the statement of the Zameen Akbar. He is brother of
- the plaintiff. He s‘upportea the staﬁce of the plaintiff. Copy of his CNIC
1s Ex.PW-2/1.
6. PW-03: is the statement of the Wali Khan. He is relative of the
plaintiff. He also supported the stance of the plaintiff. Copy of his CNIC
is Ex.PW-3/1.
S%?  On the other hand, representative for NADRA, Irfan Hussain

” recorded his statement as DW-01. He produced family tree which is Ex.

DW-1/1. He requested for dismissal of the suit.
After closing of evidence of the parties, arguments of the learned

counsel for the parties were heard and available record perused.
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@ - My Issue wise findings are as under: -

Issué No. 02:

- Plaintiff has alleged in his ~plainf~ that his correct name is
Moeen Asghar, while the same has been wrongly entered as

Meen Azhar in his record with the defendants.

| During fh:e course of e.vi.dé‘nce, the plaintiff appeared as
PW-01 and confirmed the contents of his plaint. He has
produced the CNICs of his wife and his son which are Ex. PW-
i/2 &Ex PW-1/3 respecti{/eiy, wherein the correct name of the
plaintiff is c_leariy me‘ntioned as Moeen Asghar. Fufthermore,
Zameen Akbar, brother of the plaintiff appeared as PW-02 and
stated that correct name.of hi’s'brother,_is Moeen Asghar. PW-
02, being brother of the plaintiff supported the pléa of plaintiff
and he being relevant person to give evidence, therefore his
statement caries more weight. There is nothing on record to
rebut the staten-qent of PW-02 és well as the documentary
evidence produced by the plaintiff in shape of CNICs of his
other sons and wife. The recor'd' produced by the defendants is

the one impugned before the court and no other corroborating

- statement of the brother of the plaintiff and documentary

evidence produced by him that correct name of the plaintiff is
Moeen Asghar instead of Meen Azhar. Issue is decided in

favour of the plaintiff in positive.
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' Issue No. 01 & 03:

o Both these‘- _isj'sues_ are -»i'nter.li'nked,; hence, taken together
| for 'si‘r_r‘rii'l-'téineou‘s‘: dihsclussion-. L ..

As sequel to my fmdmgs on issue No 03 the p[arntrff has
‘proved through cogent ev1dence that his correct name is Moeen
_Asgher _:j-rll‘s:tead_‘o_f Meen Azhar .I.sslu‘e,NoT 01_& '-,03 are decided
impesitive, e o
RELIEF:

As. sequelto myabovelssueWISeflndlngs the plaintiff
provedhrs casethrough Acog'-e'ht’ie\./idence, therefore suit of the
' ple.i_ntiff‘is hereby- decreed as, pray‘ed'for'w’ith no order as to
©cost. N
“ V_E,ille.fbe consrgned to the record 'froiorn'_ua,ft_ler its completion

andicom.pilation‘.

ey 3

Announced o , ~ (Bakht Zada)

C13.032024 L _ Senior Civil Judge,
R R PRALIT R S ' Orakzal at Baber Mela

CERTIFICATE

Certrﬁed that thrs Judgement of mine con51sts of four (04) pages,

. each has been checked corrected where necessary and srgned by me.

0\11/0 %‘V"\
137
(Bakht Zada)

“Senior Civil Judge,
- .Ora.kzai at (Baber Mela)
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