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Plaintiff Muhammad Israr has brought the instant suit against1.

defendants Director General NADRA, Islamabad, and. 02 others for

declaration-cum-perpetual and .mandatory injunction- to the. .effect that

Taj Akbar. He prayed for correction in his record with the defendants.

Defendants were summoned, who appeared before the court

The defendants were asked time and.again to do the needful, but they

;ed to do so, hence, the present suit;'

his father’s, correct name is Taj -Akbar, but the same has been wrongly

entered in his record with the defendants as Malak Khial Akbar. It is

alleged that as per. domicile certificate of plaintiff issued by the then

Political Administration, Orakzai, the’cofrect father’s name of plaintiff is
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plaintiff. He requested for decree of suit as prayed for.

briefly describe ih-the:-plaint He requested for'decree of suit as prayed

for.

Issues: ‘
1. 'Whether the plaintiff  has gbtcause'of action?

2. ■ Whether- the c.orr'ect name of the father of the plaintiff is Taj

■ Akbar while the defendants -have wrongly entered the same as 

Malak Khial Akbar? .

3. Whether plaintiff  is entitled to, the decree as prayedfor? 
t

4. Relief?

Parties were given opportunity to ..produce evidence.-in support of

■ their respective; claims. The; plaintiff produced and recorded the

statements of following PWs; ..
• . * •

PW-01: Muhammad, Israr, plaintiff himself appeared as PW-01 
» . ’ •< ’

and stated: that’correct'name of his father, is Taj Akbar and defendants

have wrongly entered the same'as Malak Khiaf Akbar, who is uncle of

3. Ex. PW-1/3: Copy of death certificate of mother of plaintiff.

4. Ex. PW-1/4: Copy of CNIC.of.father of plaintiff

••.5' Ex.. PW-1/5: Copy of (2NIG of uncle of plaintiff. 
■■■■'■ ■ ' ' ' '

PW-02, is the statement-of the Taj Akbar,(father of plaintiff). He 

supported the stance of the plaintiff by repeating the whole story as
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^thrpugh'their representative, and .coritested- the suit'.by', filing authority 

letter and their written statement.

- Divergent pleadings of the parties were reduced into the following 

issues; - . • •' - .■

1 ? E^. PW-171: Copy of domicile:certificate.

2. Ex. PW-1/2: Copy of CNIC of plaintiff.

Case.No


..My Issue wise findings-are.'as -un'der: -

Issue No. 02:

defendants, the name of uncle of plaintiff namely Malak Khial Akbar

■
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6. PW.-03, is the statement .of Arman Shah. He supported the stance' 

of plaintiff and requested for decree of the-, suit in favour of plaintiff as

; prayed for, /.■: ’ ' '' -s'-y \ ■

I. Ex. P-W-3/1: NADRA documents. •’ . ^' ■ 7
• * •- . - « , .

7. .. Oh .the-; other .hand;, representative for..NADRA, Irfan Hussain 

recorded.his statement as DW-Ol : He produced family tree which is Ex.

■ DW:l/EHe requester! for .dismissal bf'the suit.. ‘

8. -After closing of evidence of the parties, arguments of the learned 

counsel for the parties were heard-and,available record perused.

9. . Plaintiff “has alleged in his- plaint that correct name, of his father is 

Taj Akbar, while the same has been’wrongly’entered as Malak Khial 

Akbar in' his record with the-defendants. Defendants in their written 

statement .have alleged that, plaintiff has been issued CNIC with the 
► ' . • •

father name as Malak.Khial Akbar.
» >

.10. PW-Of, plaintiff, himself Appeared and, verified'his stance by 

 pfbviding Ex. PW-1/1 which is his domicile certificate, issued by the

Political ■ Administration,- Orakzai on 1:5.07.2018 while the 

defendants have issued .CNIC of plaintiff oh 17‘.08.2018; The statement 

of Taj Akbar, PW-02 .is.also, of paramount.importance on the ground that 

he is father of plaintiff who is natural’witness‘of the birth of plaintiff 

Muhammad Israr. He stated that, in the record of,the-plaintiff with the

Case.No


'••s. •

positive:

RELIEF:

• :

' ■’ base Nd.38/1

. 12. .As'sequel to my above issue-wise- findings, the. plaintiff proved 
• . , • f ‘ •

his case through .cogent evidence; therefore suit of the plaintiff is hereby

'decreed as’prayed for withm'd order as to.cdst. ■ ' ■ ' ’ - ;

■ . Both these issues - are- interlinked, hence, taken . together for

X^sjm^aneousdiscussion.? 3

' .11-- As sequel-to my findings ondssue-No...02, thQ.plaintiff has proved

. through- :cogent\evidence-'.that -:co.rfect'.father•■-:heime'*pf.',plain1:iff. is Taj ;•

Akbar instead, of -Malak-Khial Akbar. Issue No.. 01 &".03 are decided in
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. has- been'entered instead.-.of-riame of real father. He:,alsd' stated that such
• •' r ' ’ : ■< ' ' ’ ; ’ ' '

wrong, .entry/. W affecttKe Jife-.of the plaintiff as.well: as h^^ It is ..

•/- -nowxlear.frorri the:.staternent..of'PW 'have been
• .• •• • f. -.'■ • «• - ••• ••- •. ‘ :

' made iri' the CNICarid .'record df^Keplaint-iff with^thedefehdants: PW-02

is: .the/-father’of plaintiff Muhammad Israr, .and his statement carries

' weight. There is-;nbtfiing;.'m?rebutta to'■ shatterYthe/statenifents of -PW-01

■ and PW-02.;During cross-examination no.tfiirig-adyerse' has been brought

 on' record. After.- recording jsuch an authentic, evidence in support of the

■<.stance ofthe:pjajntiff, dt will'be detrimentai.fbThe/fuhdameh rights-of -

the plaintiff if the.desired'.correction-is not ;made. Issue is decided in

“ favour of plaintiff accordingly.. ’ 
' • » . • • .

v Issue No. 01 & 03
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me

:■. 7 (Bakht Zada) ..
. Senior.Civil Judge, 

•’’’Oraiczaii at Baber'Mela

■ CERTIFICATE J \ <

.;-..Certified'., that- thiS'-.judgerheAt'; of .mine ..consists 'of five. (05)

'pages; .each* has’been'checked; corrected- where necessary and signed by

X 7 ---- -

. '• (Bakht Zada)
•’ Senior Civil Judge,

‘ • b'rakzai at Baber Mela
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13. ■'.Case'file be consigned to-the Record Room-.a-fter-its-completion •' 

and compilation.■
* ’ ». ;

• . • 'b

.Announced • t
: ■■ 30.05.2024-


