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N P ‘P}aintiff Zgin’alc:S/O. Niazak has brought the instant s-uit agaiﬁst'

de'fenala'nt Assisfant Director NADRA; '6rél<zai foi;'declafation-cum-_
~ perpetual and mandatory injunction to.the effect that his correct name is

Zainak and his correct date of birth is 01.01.1959 which have been
' Wl'onqgly entered mhls lreéqrv.diw‘i_th:the‘defendaht" as Rainak and his date
lof birth as 1975. That :due to the wrong entry éf date of 'bilrth, there is
unnatural age difference between plaintiff and his sons which needs
rectification. He prayed for correction in his record with the defendant.
The defeﬁdant was asked time and again to do the needful, but he

refused to do so, hence, the present suit;

! f$gz. Defendant was summoned, who appeared before the court through .
his representative and contested the suit by ﬁling'authority letter and -

written statement.




Zainak vs Assistant Director-vaz‘ld:ra " "CaseNo. 83/1 * - Page2of4
ég\ - Divergent pleadings-of the parties were reduced into the following :

“issues;-

Issues: | |

| 1. :Whéihe(f,thg pl_aihzfjﬁ‘_ has got_:'qausfe ofacnon? ’ -

2 Whetherthe correct name of | plamtsz zs Zamak and his |
correct ddié’ '-éf : b:rth ‘.vz’S; 01.01.1 959 'Wh,:ich ‘have been ,wrongly. |

enfered m his record with thé defendant as V'Rain-.a/c and /1175»

‘ dc‘zte-of bi;_’z‘h as 1975 and t/éat due to the wrong entry of date

N ‘of birth, 'théfe is :unnatumlvage difference between pldmf@[f -

: ~‘aifzdhiv's'§bns?- N o o o

- 3. Whether plaintiffis en?itled to the decree as-'pmyed for? -

4. Relief? . | - . |

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

- their r't-as:p,ect-ive .clai’ms_,;—:”l_fhe _'plz{i"ht‘iﬂ; pIOdUCCd and recorc'lﬂed the
état.e;nelwt;s 0ij folll'owir;-gvzll?Ws';' o o o
4. PW-O}: Zainak, plaintiff himself appeared as PW-01 and repeated
- the c'(i)ntentsi.,o'ffh,i‘é‘»ﬁl_airif.Hé;lﬁe‘questcd:fo_r‘ de:Lcre‘e‘, of $uit as"-pra'yed for.
l. Ex. ﬁw-m: Copy of CNIC. | |
| 2. Ex. PW-1/2: Copy of MNIC.
5. PW-OZ, is tllqév..'stavtemén_‘.t of thé.Maroofg Kharj. He is. bréth_er, of -
plaintiff. He sﬁpported 'At_he sténce of the plaintiff. He requested for |
\; | decree of suit as prayed fér. |
L. Ex. PW-2/1: Copy of his CNIC -
éo ‘ Qn the- other hand, -representative for NADRA', Irfan Hussain

corded his statement as DW-01. He produced family tree Ex. DW-1/1. |
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.. counsel for the parties were heard and available record perused. .

My Issue wise findings are as under: -

S :lssixe.'N'o. ‘0-2::A o |
8. Plaintiff has alleged in his plaint that hi-ls; correct name is lZélihak-. |
and his correct date ofv_b’irAth 1s 010 1”.19,5.9.which have been .wron.lgl:y
| :’ep‘rered,iﬁ _llllis:ll",é'(‘;'(;)'r-d;wli_{-h ipl%gg.'j'd-élfenf_laﬁ't as Rainak and ‘his.d%fé. of birth

B as 1.975. That due .to‘ "tl%é;\;/rbngz enﬁ‘y of d;;ite va b.ii"th,‘ théré is-unnatural

age difference between plaintiff and his sons.

9. Plﬁintﬁf ap_péared v'a.l-nd- x;ecorded his.‘statvemen:t as PW-01, who
 produced his'é-ldMNiC-';vhic'h'is,Ex. PW-1/2 while his CNIC is Ex. PW-
-.,1/1; w‘herein his date of birth isborrectly written as 01.01.1959. He
A lﬂu"ther stated. that. _h,isfSons. are illiterate'valj'd they needs to apply for
CNIC, but due to ‘hi.'s' -wrbn_g.d-a.te of _bilrth‘and. name. in the NADRA
: 'rec'ord, ihe same Will creaté complications for-tiqe_rn in future. Brother of
the plaintiff Maroof Khan recorded his statement as' PW-02, who also
. supported the s‘tan»c'e _Of tlj'e. plaihtiff. On the other' haqd, Irfan Hussain _. '
répresentative of defendant recorded‘ his statement as DW-01 and

roduced family tree which is Ex. DW-1/1. During cross examination

DW-01 also admitted that as per MNIC, date of birth of plaintiff is

,‘ri’é.\OI'.OI.rll959 and there is unnatural fagél difference between plaintift with
% his elder sons. | | | |

10. It is established from the MNIC oflthe plaintiff that his correct .
Q‘;I‘ I _ date of birth is 01.01.1959 instead of 1975, furthérmore the CNIC of the

family tree of thé plaintiff available on the case file as Ex. DW-1/1

clearly shows that name of the plaintiff is written as Rainak which seems



S 13 Case file be consigned to the Record Room after its completion

| pages, eac’::hfhas‘beén chec}ééd;'COerCted whe’re necessary and signed by’-

‘me. . - | 010@

Zainak vs Assistant Director Nadra. .. Case No. 83/l - - Pagedof4

‘to be clerical frlistalge'_on the part of .the, defendant and. needs = ®

- rectification, therefére, correction be made and correct name of the

plaintiff Zainak be entered-in the record.of the defendant.

~ Issue No. 01 & O3l':

Both _th‘es.ei.‘;i"s'su'és“ are i_r:iterliﬁkéd; hence, taken together for

~ simultaneous discussion.
- 11, As sequel tQ?'lny..:ﬁndihgs~_-Qnrissue’No‘.j02,_=the plaintiff has proved -
- his case -th‘ro'ugh Qogent.-évidén.c;_efthat_‘his'corr‘ect name is Zainak and his. -

“correct date of birth is. 01011975 inlslté_‘_:a'dv of 1975. Issue No. 01 & 03 .

are decided in positive.

RELIEF: =~ -

12, As sequel to my ‘above issue-wise findings, the plaintiff proved

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

hde‘c'reed as prayed for withhric").order as to cost.

and compilation.

a!
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