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01/07/2024

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

The appeal of Mr. Nacem Ullah resubmitted today
by Mr. Afrasiab Khan Wazir Advocate. It is fixed for
preliminary hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on
03.07.2024. Parcha Peshi given to the counsel for the |

appellant.
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‘The appeal of Mr. Naeem Ullah received today i.e on 13.06.2024 is
incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the
appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- According to sub-rule-4 of rule-6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tribunal rules 1974 respondent no.1 & 4 are un-necessary/improper
parties, in light of the rules ibid and on the written direction of the
Worthy Chairman the above mentioned respondent number be
deleted/struck out from the list of respondent.

2- Three copies/sets of the. appeal along with annexures i.e. compiete in
all respect for Tribunal and one for each respondent may also be
submitted W|th the appeal.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
®
Appedal No.é/) %/2024

NAEEM ULLAH

.....VERSUS.....
HOME DEPTT:
| INDEX .
S. NO. : DOCUMENTS .| ANNEXURE |PAGE,
1. Memo of appedl I R 13
2. Affidavit e 1Y
3. regularization order dated A C- 4
03.08.2018 :
4, Municipal . . corporation BC :
certificate & service record & 1-9
CNIC & Matric Certificate .
Suit No.98/1 dated 22.09.2018 ‘D&E
& Judgment & decree dated ' fo— 39
14.07.2021 e
Revision pefition No.987/2021 F (1 gb
& Judgment dated 20.10.2023 | °->7
Departmental appeal dated] = G €/
22.02.2024 . , : J '
Vakalainama N R
APPELLANT
Through:

AFRASIAB N WAZIR

ADVOCATHIGH COURT
s, Office: . ‘ _ 3
ROOM NO. B-16, GOVT COLLEGE.
CHOWK, NIMRA PLAZA, PESHAWAR. '
CELL: 0312-9888752 )




EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR - -

Appeal No. %OZ /2024

Mr.NaeemUllah, Assistant Director IT (BPS-17},
Home Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

........... APPELLANT.
VERSUS

- The Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs department Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. "
2- The Additional Chief Secretary, Home & Tribal Affairs
department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
......... RESPONDENTS.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVIC TRIBUNAL ACT-1974, READ WITH ALL ENABLING
PROVISION OF LAW AND RULES, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

APPELLATE  ORDER _ DATED _ 29.05.2024 WHEREBY  THE

DEPARTMETNAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT TO CORRECT THE

DATE OF BIRTH OF THE APPELLANT IN SERVICE RECORD i.e THE

CORRECT DATE OF BIRTH OF THE APPELLANT IS 01.09.1983

INSTEAD _OF01.09.1981, IS _REJECTED ON NO JUSTIFIABLE

GROUNDS. ' '

1

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

ON FACTS:

1- That the appellant is law abiding citizen and is performing his
duties with zeal and zest since appointment in department
and till dated no as such complaints has ever been made
against him.

2- That initially appellant was employee in the project and later
his service is regularized vide order dated 03.08.2018 in
computerization of arms licenses and since regularization he
is performing his duties against substantive post. Copy of the
regularization order dated 03.08.2018 is attached............... A.

3- That the appellant is having issue in the date of birth in the
service record etc.and his correct date of. birth as per
municipal corporation certificate issued to him is 01.09.1983
instead of 01.09.1981 which is wrongly mentioned in the



municipal corporation cerfificate issued to- him is 01.09.1983 -
instead of 01.09.1981 which is wrongly mentioned in the
service record. Copy of Municjpal corporation ceriihcote &
CNIC & Matric Cerfificate are attached..........cccoceneeiene. B, C.

That the dppellant feeling discontentment he filed suit for
correction of date of birth .before the Learned Civil Judge

“XVIIl being unnatural difference between him and his brother

age i.e of 47 months which decreed in favor of the

~appellant vide judgment dated 22.09.2018, later on appedl

was dismissed by the Addifional District Judge-X' Peshawar
mentioned in the said judgment. Copy of the Suit No.98/1
dated 22.09.2018 & Judgment & decree 14.07.2021 are
altached as aNNEXUre ........ccceeeieeiriinieeiesinieiisioiennnna. D&E.

That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the above-
mentioned judgment & decree, he filed revision petition

- No.987-P/2021 before the Honorable Peshawar High Court

7~

Peshawar which is allowed and leaving the appellant to go
to proper forum for comection of date of birth being civil
servant, the operative part of judgment is as under; in view
of the above, the impugned judgment and decree of the
learned lower fora, dismissing the suit of the petitioner, is sef.
aside, leaving the pelitioner at liberty to seek his relief before
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa service fribunal for rectification of

= his date of birth as the dtspufe relates fo the terms and

conditions of service, if so desired. Copy of the Revision
pefition No0.987/2021 & Judgment dated 20.10.2023 is
aHached.............., .......................................................... F.

After fhat the appellant moved representation dated
22.02.2024 to the respondents for correction of his date of
birth in the service record as per municipal corporation
certificate issued to him which is still pending. Copy of the
deparimental appeal dated 22.02.2024 is
attached......ccciiviiinierieiinciniiniiiinnnionn Crreersesecttanrearonssens G. .

That the appeliant further feelmg aggrieved and having no
‘other alternate and efficacious remedy but to file this instant
service appeal on the following grounds inter alia.

ON GROUNDS




A-Because, the inaction of the respondents by not correcting.
the date of birth of the appellant whose correct date of birth
is 01.09.1983 instead of 01.09.1983 in his service record is
against law and norms of natural justice hence liable to be
cormrected. . '

" B- Because, the appellant has not been freated in dccordohce
with low and violated arficle 4 & 25 of the consfitution of
Islamic republic of Pakistan 1973. -

C Because, the action & inaction of the respondents is arbitrary
and autocratic in nature hence against the norms of natural
justice.

D-Because, the comect date of bith of the appellant is
01.09.1983 as per municipal corporation certificate issued to
him and Peshawar high court Peshawar have set aside the
judgments and decree passed against the appellant in
lower fora , even than the respondent are not correcting the
dated of birth in his service record.

E- Because, that appellant c:nd ﬁis brother is having unnatural
difference.in their ages which needs to be comrected but the
respondent are reluctant to do so.

F- Because, the comect date of birth of the appellant is
01.09.1983 while the wrong date of birth i.e 01.09.1981 is
mentioned in the service record which is liable to be
corrected. . - '

G-Because, 1he'oppellom‘ seeks permission to advance any
- other grounds at the time of regular hearing.

It Is, therefore, most humbly. prayed that on acceptance of
this insfant service appeal the inaction of the respondents may
please be declared illegal uniawful and ineffective upon the rights of
the appellant and the respondents may please be directed to
incorporate his actual date of birth i.e 01.09.1983 in his service
record as per municipal corporation birth cedificate, instead of
01.09.1981. Any other relief which this Hon’ble Tribunal deems
appropriate may also be awarded in favor of the appellant.



Furthermore, the appedl of the appelldni may very graciously be

accepted as prayed for.

THROUGH:
AFRASIA
ADVOCTE

CERTIFICATE:

It is certified that no earher appeal has been filed befween parti
Hon’ble Tribunal on the same issue.

efore this

Fxe

- AFFIDAVIT:

I, Mr, Naeem Ullah, $/O Azeem Ullah R/O Mohollch Achar, Deh Bahadur, 1ehs:l &
District Peshawar, Do hereby solemnly affirm ond declare that the content of this
appeal are frue and comect to the best of my knowledge and. helief and
nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble tribunal. ’
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Governmens of

~18/Vol.-

ber Pakhtunkhwa Employees (

" Government of Kh .akht
Home & Tribal Aﬁ‘ibi:: lgepart‘:::::v *

Dated Peshawar, the August 3%, 2018

f

—

039404 In compliance of the Provincial

_—
egulariwipn of Services) Act, 2018, the

provincial Govemment is pleased to notify Regularization of Services of the follow
ng (94) Nos of

Emplayces wo
provided under section 4 of the ibid Act.
T R T WIS Ay
1. | Nacem Uilah e *:r = tlos {BFS, 7,
[2_] Waild Khen Aglsiant Divecor- [T (BPS-17
3. Asim Subhan Sisg Programmer (BPS-16)
4 [ Janas Khan Assistant mer (BPS-16
5. Imran Khan Assistans mer (BPS-16
% Muhammad Kashif fesisan, Brs-16
. 2. Muhammad Rehan & Prograsmer (HPS-16)
~5— | Sadiq Ullah 2] Asslstant Programmer (BPS-16) _ |
9| Fawad Ahmad Asiistant Programmer (BPS-16) |
76T Syed Mohsin All Shah Assistant Programmer (RPS-16) _|
11, | Huma Magscod Assistant Programmes (BPS-16)
12 ] Saiman Khon Assisiant mar (BPS-16
13. ] Abdullah Assistant P BPS-16
19, | Asmar Ullah Ass stin ProRIagneL BFS.16
5. | Summer Hayat & r(BPS-16
76T Mati Ulleh Khan Asslstant Programmer (BPS-16) |
17. 1 Arshad Igbal AseEAn BPS-16
18, | Wagar Hassan Asslaant rogrme (B2 S
. T Al Programmer (BPS-16;
35— Zeeshan Tahir A;}m Programmet (BPS-16)
31, Muhammad Faisal sl Progremmer (BFS-16)
g. :’luhamuwd Asif Assii%:- m :1;‘;:1:;
. uhammad Taimur Khattak
1 24. | Zahir Jamal An ] ggﬁ ' e
35, | Yasir Wahab o Froam er(BES 13
26. | Yasir Noor Muhammad Asslsmni e
57| Muhammad Usman Khan Assisiant mer (JPSs
28. | Afnan Bin Sultan B e Opator (B e
29, | Faridoon Khan Computer Operal (B9
30. | Adil Nawaz Cmmpuw Opemor“ (BrS-8)
31. | Zubair Ullah Computer OWLBPS-IG)
32. | Muhammad Saud All Computer wgg:?
33. | Muhammad Shahab Computer Operator (BPS- )
34| Muhammad Shoalb Khan Computer Operaior (ae&:g)
35. [ Salman Ali Shah Computer Operator (B?S-lb)
36. | Sheeba Rahcem Comgmeromor(BPS-lé;
37, | Sajid Amin Computer Operator (BPS-16)
38. | Muhammad Nihal -Computer Operalo? (BPS-16)
39, | Ikram Ullsh Khan Computes Operator (BPS-16)
40. | Fahed Jan Khan Compuier Operator (BPS-16)
41. | Abdul Waheed Computer Operatos (BPS:16)
42. | Azlz Ur Rahman Computer Operator {BPS-16)
43. | Bibi Shahina Computer Operstor (BPS-16)____
44. | Adnan Ali Shah Computer Opernior (BPS-10Y
45. | Sajjad Muhammad Khan Compuier Operatos {13PS-16)
:3 m"h:ld Computer Operator (BPS-16)
.| Mu Tdrees Computer Operator (BPS-16)
18." Kaleem Ullsh Corﬂ%ier Operuior (BPS-10)___
49. [ Asif Kaleem Computer Opersior (BPS-10) 4
50._| Zain Islem Computer Opersior (BPS-16)

rking under the project “Computerization of Anms Licenses® wief
wef 07.03.2018, og

é‘

pagelof2




o
iy HGO or ot of K |
w31 | Waqss Ahmad me & Tribal Affyb"-l’nkhm
__i&_ Daud Khan airs De nkhwa
33, [ Akhiag Almad Compute partment
53| Abdul Fahee Cfﬂf"-“-":"-g&&‘sin
ﬁ—m&mﬁ _g_m&-—'kn:?m)
56. | Mohammad Mub : Mﬁmm
57 sim A Shashi Compuier Operates T m— =
.| Shafi em S :
o oo S s
ad MUSIa: -omputer Oper 16)
T — = o
.| Rahat | Computer Oper o (HFS:
62, il Wah Computar Oosraior @Psio
63, Muhmma_f‘%%‘(l%m _C_',‘Qﬂipmo r (BI85 6;
4. | Muhamm am Computer parator (BPS-16)
T ad Ishag Khan Eompuler Opersior (3PS £
63, | Rasth : Comiter 0 Fator (BPS-TE)
61 M anif o O e
: uhammad Zaki er Operator 6)
68._| Kaleem Uliah £ Khan o G e
69. | Shahzeb m{% ¢
70. | Hameed Ul Computer rator (BP'S-16)
7Y, [ imean S Lsh Computer O, calor (BIS-16)
| Aw Shahzad Comput peralor (BPS-16
Awals Kharak uter Operator )
73. ]fg,had—xh‘a:: Computer ?PS- 6)
74. | Muhammad Computer Optratoe S0
75, | M nmad Yasin Computer O erator (BPS-16)
uhammad Uzair K C porator (BPS
76, s r Khan Compute -16)
76, | Admn Zia Compurer Oporator (475 0)
. | Bakht Ama
78. 'l"owsccrd\:umd g"""’w opcn_:g!&% ]
79, [ Shamshad K omputer o 6)
80. | Noor Iﬂ\ma‘\mm Computer Operatar (g e
8. | Fahad ! mad _Computer Operator Ps-18)
T EasA ghal " Computer (BPS-16)
83 Na\mbh”z‘;sd Computar ,alo: T ' | |
84. | Sher ,\mma gmn r Operator gggg- 6) - ‘
8S. | Tarig Azi cﬂmputer Operator (gps.] o)
:g- Mu.‘;am"::d Shoalb cz‘:‘%“:" gg:ramr (Bf’ls:lg;
. 1 H r Opera
83, L e O e e P10
§9. | Vasir Shar ompuier Opersios (BFS-
C PS-16
90. Muhamrmc{{) ' o Operator (395‘16'; '
. Khan__ puter Operator (BPS-
S—1F T Mulk | Computer Operator 5:16)
.| Farhad Ali Com erator (BPS-16)
St Naseem Ul & puter Operator (BPS-16)
T izh omputer Operator (B = ).
rad Utlah grl.Vcr(Bps.s) -16)
, 1 Naib Qasid (BPS-3)
‘nds :N & Secmrywm 'Sd- 1
3 v of - !
Copy fo rd Home & Tribal Aléf‘;iyg“ Pakbtunkhwa :
I' P rfncipa;‘sec”e‘a’y 102= w“‘ﬂ%ﬂll
tart G ster Khybe
3. PSto ChisfS encral Kiyber Pakhiunths er Pakhnunkines ¥ eshawar
4. PSwo S“ef ecretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhw “ ) .
5 PSto Secre:my Establishment & Adwn Dea
5 PSioSecreiary Law Department, o tment, Peshanear.
7. PSio Segman' Finance Department, Peshawa
8 Mana retary ST & IT Deparmaem' P " el
5. PStoHo Gowt. Printing Press Peshéwae:wa ' gk‘%
T e e camesal) o Pakhtunkha. |
ene '
11. PA to Additional Sccr:?;p;yf;g:e ?pdrmwm.
. v, & Fin), Home Department. A
_ \
(HUMAIRA MEHMOO
i o%acnow omcsg‘mag.’;
: 1'-92{0238&:140.091'9210201
pageZof2
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“Roll No.__ 123704

Renewed

‘(‘\ '4
&tu IF‘ fii

Peshawar N.W.F.P. Paklstan :
Secondary School Certificate Examination’

SESSION 1937 (ANNUAL)
(SCIENCE GROUP)

QQ THIs IS TO CERTIFY THAT Naeem Ullah / R
S_on/Daughter of _ B " Azeem Ullah
and a student of _ Govt f-'lv’igh School Landi ze}"_b&:b Peshawar .

has passed the -Sscshdary School Certificate Examination |

of the Board of Inté’rrﬁe'diateand Secondary Education, Peshawar.heldin April 1997

asa Reguiarcandrdate He/She obtained 579 - . 'Msrk's out of 850
- ‘and has been placed |n Grada T-B__] Representing Very Good-

The Candldate passed in the foilownng subjects . -
1. English 3. Islamiyat 5. Mathematics - 7. Chemi'stry
2. Urdu 4. Pakistan Studies 6. Physics 8..Biology

‘He/She has been awarded Grade . E on the basis of internal
. assessment.by the Institution concerned. I
*.Daté of birthaccording to admission formis, First September, -
- . -onethousand fing hundred and Eighty One -~ ( 01-9-1981
' 9; . Issued,u, in lieu of Oc No.000890 \
AN

Assft. Secrat,

28th Ju. A 199%\)»1 This certificate Is Issued without a!ferarlor{ or'erasure.
" 1 S .

-




Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkfiws, Peshawar
Monthly Salary Statement (March-2024)

Personal Information of Mr NAEEM ULLAR d/w/s of AZEEMULLAN
Personncl Number: 00744590  CNIC: 1730115625889 NTN:
Date of Birth: 01.09.1981 Entry into Govt. Scrvice: 17.04.2015 Length of Service: 08 Years 11 Months 016 Days

Employment Category: Active Temporary ‘ . .
Designation: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR (IT) 80789205-GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKH

DDQO Code: PR5996-Computerization of Arms License RegAct)

Payroll Section: 006 " GPF Section: 001 Cash Center: : B

GPF A/C No: » GPF Interest applied . GPF Balance: - 429,341.00 (provisional)
Vendor Number: 30295764 - NAEEM ULLAH 7900030603 FIBL 220267 )
Pay and Allowances: Pay scale: BPS For - 2022 Pay Scale Type: Civil BPS: 17 Pay. Stage: 6

Wage type Amount Wage type R Amount

0001 |Basic Pay 635,590.00 1210 | Convey Allowance. 2005 5,000.00
1897 { Housing Subsidy Allowance 18,465.00 1974 | Medical Allowance 2011 1,846.00
2317 {IT Professional Allw 2021 30,370.00 2347 | Adhoc Rel Al 15% 22(PS17) -} 5.935.00
2379 | Adhoc Relief Al 2023 30% 18,651.00 C ' 0.00

Dedactions - General : . :

‘Wage type Amount . Wage type . . Amount
3017 | GPF Subscription -6,350.00 13501 | Bencvolent Fund: : <1,500.00
3609 | Income Tax 4,674.00 4004 |R. Bencfits & Death Comp: -900.00

Deductions - Loans and Advances

. I Loan I Description Principal amount | Deduction Balance

Deductions - Income Tax ) )
Payable: 53,95038  Recovered till MAR-2024:  39,931.00 Exempted: 0.70- Recoverable: 14,020.08

Gross Pay (Rs.): 145,857.00 Deductions: (Rs.): -13,424.00 Net Pay: (Rs.): 132,433.00

Payce Name: NAEEM ULLAH
Account Number: 02677900030603
Bank Details: HABIB BANK LIMITED, 220267 TEHKAL BALA, PESHAWAR TEHKAL BALA, PESHAWAR., PESIIAWAR

Leaves: Opening Balance: Availed: Earned:. ' Balance:

Permanent Address:

City: PESHAWAR Domicile: - ' Housing Status: No Official
Temp. Address: . '

City: ’ Email: nacemullahi981@gmail.com

System generated document in accordance with APPM 4.6.12.9(82882/24.03.2024/v3.0)
* All amounts are in Pak Rupe,
¥ Errors & omissions axcepted (SER VICES/21.05.2024/23:41:33)
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Lo

. IN THE COURT TVIL JUD

In re: Suit No. /2018

[y

Naeem Ullah s/o Azeem Ullah
' R/o Mohallah Achar, Deh Bahadur,
Tehsil and District Peshawar............cc.coeeoeiine ereeeenaeas Plamtlff

/ V'crsn.s-
1 iat lar

.€Board of Intermediate and Secondary Educaﬁon, Peshawar through its

C~11airtnan.

(ad

Secretary Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education, Peshawar. Q\ .

g

(W]

Controller of Examination Board of Intermediate and Secondary
‘Education, Peshawar. |

4. NADRA through its Dlrector General Blue Area Fazal-e-Haq Road
 islamabad.,

5. Regional Director NADRA, KPK, Phase-V; Hayatabad,

Peshawar............... vrianes ereans erenees e Defendants

SUlT FOR:
a) Declaration to the effect that the plaintiff’s actual and correct date of
 birth s 01.09,1,983 which has mcorrectly been recorded as
01.09% récord of defendants, the same is required to be.

corrected accordingly and the refusal of defendants to correct the

same is illegal, without lawful authority, thus inefféctive_upon the

plaintiff’s rights.

b) Grant of Permanent mandatory injunctio'n directing the defendants to
correct the wrong and incorrect date of birth of the plaintiff as

01.09. 1983 in their record and refrain from refusmg the same.




. .*Q' . o Value for purpose of jurisdiction and court fee for:
Relief “A” Rs.200/-
Relief “B” Rs.130/-

- Court fee exempted

Cause of action has arisen to the plaintiff within

732 o Ry
A e e oy

. the territorial jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Court

;L for the last few days when the defendants :
o refused to correct the plaintiff’s date of birth. >
"f‘? d fr
’ Il
- Respectfully Sheweth: . |
o C e
// b/ g
i 1 That plamtlff 1s permanent resident of vxllage Achar Deh Bahadur
o . District Peshawar,

- 2. That plaintiff was born on 1* September, 1983 in the village Deh ' /

Bahadur District Peshawar and got lns early education in Govt. ngh
School Landi Arbab, Peshawar and passed his matriculation
examination from the same school and secondary school certificate
was issued to him by defendant No.2. (COpy of the same is annexed

herewith to be read as a part of the plaint).

That the date of birth was wrongly mentioned as 01.09.1981 in the
atoresaid certificate as well as in his CNIC. The plaintiff’s father

being an illiterate person-it seems that wrong date of birth was

A5

- : * recorded in the school record at the time of admission by the school

staff, which the plaintiff could not notice due to oversight.

4. That recently when the plaintiff noticed the said mistake he contacted
the defendants for correction of the same but they refused to correct
- the same and there being no other remedy available the plaintiff is

constrained to file the instant suit.

5. That fefusal of the defendants to correct the date of birth of the
plaintiff is illegal and without lawful authority thus ineffective upon”’

* the plaintiff’s rights.
T e ALY




/3

6. That value for the purpose of jurisdiction, court fee and date of cause -
of action are given in the heading of plaint. This hon’ble court has got
jurisdiction to enteftain and try the suit. R

It is therefore respectfully prayed that decree as prayed for in

the heading of plaint may very graciously be passed in favour of

plaintiff and against the defendants with cost.

Plaintiff

Through

Asghar Ali ;' /// (' ¢

Advocate High Court
Peshaw# | ’ o \\/

i"-.‘ S
o

VERIFICATION

| Benay -
Verified on oath this _\e ks Dayof ™~ -_=:= , 2018 at Peshawar

that the contents of the suit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge
and belief and nothing has been concealed from this hon’ble court.




5

aeem Ullah : _ . (Plaintiff) |

IN THE COURT OF CIVIL JUDGE, PESHAWAR

A “’\

VS

BISE & others S (Defendants)

- Decl'aratory Suit

ertten Statement/Cognovnt on Behalf of Defendants# 4.5

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above mention suit is pendlng in the honorable Court and fixed for \"}

heanng onf /6 /2018.
2. Thatthe plamtlff instituted the present suit for correction of date of birth.

3. That the plaintiff is an educated person and accordmg to NADRA policy the
date of birth of an educated person will be recorded as per Secondary School
“Certificate of recognized education board, which has been entered
accordingly. ‘ |

4. That the plaintiff is reqmred to prov1de his modified. Secondary School
certificate with correct particulars and date of birth for the correction of date

of birth in his CNIC, which will not disturb his fainiiy composition.

It is therefore humbly prayéd that by acceptance of this cognovit the suit of

the plaintiff may please be decreed with above observation.
Defendants# 4,5
Date: 4 /¢ /2018

Verification: ~ It is verified that the contents of the cognovit -are true ancl
correct and nothing have been concealed from this honorable court.- -

De(:ﬁnts# 45
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S T FORM OF ORDER SHEET ~
¢ COURT OFA'CIC.‘OO
CASE NO OF.
SERIAL NO. OF ORDER
OR PROCEEDINGS, ORDER OR OTHER PROCEEDINGS WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGE OR MAGISTRATE
DATE OF ORDER OR AND THAT OF m OR COUNSEL, WHERE NECESSARY
PROCEEDINGS -
1 . .

Order...03 |
11/04/2018

Case file received from the court of learned SCJ,
Peshawar. .

Counsel for the plaintiff present. He admits and verifies
the contents of the plaint and the document(s) annexed thereto
as true and correct. It be registered. -
Ty Defendant No.4 be summoned through registered cover

while remaining defendants ordinarily alongwith copies of

plaint for 22[ 442 ¢. Plaintiff is directed to submit postal %

envelope and Ad card within 3 days.

(W Z)‘

Civil Judge-XVIH,
ﬂa"/ 9 j _Peshawar. ~ - 7
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I CASE NO..covvrr LBoflofrrrrr OF corrn RO G .
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- FORM “A” 77
N ~ FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of _ Y)ies g/@l L\\A_M« C7— -XV/// )y 4 Logesecrr—
Case No. g9 2;/ L of é\_e/ 8. ° '
SERIAL NO. OF ORDER |
OR PROCEEDINGS, ORDER OR OTHER PROCEEDINGS WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGE OR MAGISTRATE
DATE OF ORDER OR AND THAT OF PARTIES OR COUNSEL WHERE NECESSARY
PROCEEDINGS |
1 P

or — 8

%7 e }V 0 O b MW// /Z’/ﬂo‘/f
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Ordery}...9 |
22/09/20118

Plainti(T alongwith counsel present. Statements of
PW—1| & PW-—2 recorded and closed.  Arguments
heard.

. Vzdc my detailed e\-palte Judgmem of today,
which is separately placed on file consisting of (03)
pages, it is held that an ex-parte decree is hereby. passed
in Favour of plaintift’ against defendants as prayed for.
Defendants are directed to correct the date of birth of
plaintiff as 01/09/1983 in their record as per law and
rules. |

File be consigned to the rccord room alter

necessary completion and compilation.

' Announced
22092018 | W
- : Miss Shahnaz, .

~Civil Judge-XVILL,

Peshawar
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I[N THE COURT OF MISS SHAHNAZ,
CIVIL JUDGE-XVIIL, PESHAWAR

~

Suit No.98/1 ol 2018

- Nacem Ullah S/0 Azeem Ullah R/o Mohallah Achar, Dch Bahadur, Tehsil

& District Peshawar..oeieereioeneieirnrnrecinnanes teresrssensncnnserensn( Plaintiff)
VERSUS
BISE, Peshawar through Chairman & 0thcrs....|............_(Defcnd:_mts)
Date of institution................. . 11/04/2018 \0
Date of DECision......coousrererreren 22.09.2018 4

SUIT FOR DECLARATION AND PERPUTUAL INJ UNCTION " .

"JUDGEMENT:

,rg?."" September 2018

A suit broughi by Naeem Ullah Son of Azeem Ullah (herein alier

herein after called defendants) lor declaration and perpetual injunction.

Brief facts of case are that corrcct date of birth of the plaintll is
01/09/1983 which is wrongly incorporated in the record of Lhc delendants
as 01/09/1981. That plaintiff”s father being an illiterate person mistakenly '
entered the wrong date of birth of the plaintiff in his school record at the -
time of admission. Thal defendants were asked time and again to correct his
date of birth but in vain, hence, the suit is hand. o
| Defendants were duly summoned. Defendants. No.4 & 5 appeared

and submitted written statement in the shape of cognovit while no one

121 sedred on behalf of defendants No.! to 3, therefore, were placed and
TR Tgedcd against ex-parte. |
(Examiner) Plaintift" was directed to produce his cvidcnce,'wl]icl1 he availed up
Sheti Court pmggalisfactibh and closed evidence. Arguments heard & record pei'u'sed.'
PlaintifT in order to prove his stance dp_pearecl in the witness box as
Pw-1land stated on oath that his correct date of birth is 01/09/1983 and date

of birth of his brother namely Naseem Ullah is 26/03/_0982. That his father




being illiterate person entered his date of birth as 01/09/1981 at the time of’

admission in the school. That due to wrong entry of plaintifI”s date ol birth.

in the record of the defendants. there is 7 months unnatural difference
between the age of plaintifl and his clder brother. He produced copy his

CNIC. Matric Certificate, CNIC of his brother as Ex-Pw1/1 to Ex-Pw1/3.

Azeem Ullah, father of the plaintiff appeared and recorded his

statement as Pw-2 and supported the stance of plaintilT. le produced his
CNIC as Ex-Pw2/1. . | |

- ~ Perusal of CNIC of pl‘aintiff’s brother namély Naseem Ullah which
is ix-Pw1/3 reveals that his date 6E’ birth is 26/06/1982 while as per SSC

. . R ——
certilicate plaintiff which is Ex-Pw1/2 his date of birth is mentioned as

01/09/1981. Comparirig plaintiff and his brother date of birth, there is
unnatural age difference about 7 months. Hence, an ex-parte decree is
hereby passed in favour of the plaintiff against defendants as prayed lor.
Defendants are directed to correct the date ot bu‘th of the plaintift as
01/09/1983 in thelr recond as per law and rules

File be consigned Lo the record room alter necessary completion and
compilation. e *'

Announced _—
22" September 2018

(MI‘ S'Shahnaz)
- Civil Ju(lge-XVlll

Pwhﬂwar )
[ 1F el o

CERTIFICATE E2 s:.aém{'

‘Certified that this judement consists of (02) pages. Fach page has been

read over, corrected and signed by me wherever necessary

§S Slmhnaz)@f
Clvzl Judge-XVI

Peshawar

amape gy S TR,

Led

. a5
- DR P
ar. R
( ey P
STt .
S

CERTIFIED TO

L

{1 xamin:
Copymg Agency L/
Peshawar
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1n re: Suit No. 12019

" Naeem Ullah s/o Azeem Ullah
‘R/o Mohallah Achar, Deh Bahadur,

Tehsil and District Peshawar.......... [ UTUTRUORUTROUPPPN ....... Plaintiff .-"h Rt a '
. Versus
1. Board of Intermediate and Secondary Educatlon, Peshawar through its o % 2
Chairman. o | /
2.

Secretary Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education, Peshawar.
3. Controller of Examination Board of Intermed:atc and Secondary
Education, Peshawar.

4. NADRA through its Director General Blue Area Fazal-e-Haq Road

Isfumabad.
5. Regional Director NADRA, KPK Phasc-V Hayatabad
Peshawar...... e ereiraeres ....Defendants
SUIT FOR: T

-a) Declaration to the effect that the plamtlff’s actual and correct date of
birth is 01. 09 1983 WhICh has mcorrectly been recorded as
P
01.09.1981 in the record of defendants, the same is reqmred to be
corrected accordingly and’ the refusal of defendants to correct the
same is illegal, without lawful authority, thus ineffective upon the

plaintiff’s rights.
. AND -

b) Grant of Permanent mandatory injunction dn‘ectmg thc defepdants to
correct the wrong and incorrect date. of birth’ of thc plaintiff as

01:09.1983 in their record and refrain from refusing the same.

et

.
;t

O ' R TN
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\{'alue for purpose of jurisdiction and court fee for:

"o Relief “A” Rs.200/- "
S ~ Relief“B” Rs.130/-
K Couri fee exempted
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Vide my de ailed ex-parte judgment of today, which is separately
placed on file LOl]Hl‘»lm" ol (03) pages, it IS”I]le that an ex-parte, decree is
hereby passed m favour of plaintitl” against dc.lcnddms as prayed los.'
Defendants are ! dm.ctui Lo correct the date of birth of plaintiftf as
010971983 in thcu record ¢ a}s, per Lm and rules. .

File be wnsu,md to the record room alter its necessary mmplumn

Announced:
22/09/2018

(Ml?llli\lth\

Civil Judge-XV
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- Civil Appedal No.__ /2020 mmwqu %‘ o ‘Cm“p\e'ﬁ :
* : “1 ¥ hd\lgaf

~ Naeem Uliah Son of Azeem Ullah, ‘
. R/o:Mohaliah- Achar, Deh Bahadar . . ;
" Tehsil and District PESROWT . vervrsinreniinssrnsnnesns Appellant " ".‘,

VERSUS

R P E’ocrd :df"~.lnterm'edicté & ‘Secondury' :Educdi-ion‘,: : G
']Peshcwar-’rhrough jts Chairman ' - D

S 2. 'S’ecre'tdry -Board of Iritermediate & ‘Secpnéofy'

H ' A Education, Peshawar ‘

tl | . |

1 .. 3. Controller of Examination, Board of 'Inter‘ma‘did""t_e' &
e , i S’econdory:Educo’rion,’Peshcwor— ' A

Fczul—e—Haq Road, lslcmobad

5. ‘Re»gloncl Director NADRA, Khyber Pdkh#urﬂihw'a;
Phase-Y, Hcyatobcd Peshowcr .

A TTESTED ........ verrerseeeey Respondﬁnis

' APPEAL.U/S 96 OF 1HE .CODE. OF cwu .
“*"“‘-“""‘?:Pnjocebuns, AGAINST THE! lMPUGNED
JUDGMENT & DECREE DATED 21.01:2021

ssm!‘\ﬁ\: -

4. .I NADRA #hrough ils Director General Blue - Area., .




© - PASSED ‘SBY‘J‘HE"~LERRN'EDrGlVlL-u;'!Ub:GEA,_ SR
 PESHAWAR, WHEREBY SUIT OF THE .

- APPELLANTIS DISMISSED.

. Pr'aiel‘ ,
On acceptance of . this Ap.peol. the
,E ~impugned Judgment & Decree. daied o
. - 21:01.2021. passed by the- Ieumed Clvil - =
© " Judge, Peshawar may Kindly' be -set A
v ﬁs‘ldé: and’ Decree. s .prciyed'. iin the :

o :‘si}'it‘/piol.‘ril:f":ﬁ'tay :.be‘-ipusse'd:%'in-'.;[uyo_ur‘::sdf 3

©* fhe appeliant

Succmc1ly stated the focts gwlng nse io ihe

' :ﬂlmg.ofr'rhe instant appeal are as: under .

- 1., That ihe- appeilon’r/plomﬁﬂ ﬁled'o
-declorohon &
'iHon‘ble' Civil

. “comection. of his

st for L
perpetuat m;unchon before the -
/Tial Judge, Peshawur for'-;:

date of birth .

e (Hxa |
- Dl.stnct CourtPes%mwar l

o the

PR FET R




e o WA e T S e i 1R .

- - - »
. .

aside the above said Decree through the .

instant appeal inter dlic on the following

- grounds hereinafter mentioned.

GROUNDS

A. That 1he |mpugned Judgment & Decree: hcve

passed . by the learned Trial -Couri

'»comple’rely drsregord of !ow and fcc’rs of ‘rhe:i'_é_'f'::f:- -

©ocase.

- B “Fhat fhe |mpugned Judgmem‘ and Decree is’ a
';?result of mxsreading ond non—recdmg of. 1he o
evrdence availdble on- ’rhe record. The"fQ
- Appellant’ throughi - ordl and documentaryi
;evidence completelyestablished his-case’ but-:_:iﬂ
ATTESTE”\e Iecerned Trial- Court: negaied the’ facts ond'_-.g.‘ -
: , 2t Iow cwcnlcble on the- record and drsmrss suri of
ptiner) o

AT

’-\ ™~
;z‘.. (2.

- Dlsum e w,jﬂe appellcznt in utter.violation of law.

C That the ﬁndlngs of the:ledamed Trial: Court-‘.}','_':'
. Oponissue:No.3 are dbsolufely emoneous: and:'f' :
’ ndf;tendblenunde'r the eyes of law. The main
stance/plea of the responden’rs/defefndcﬁis.in -'::

‘,i’rheir"-.Wr'iﬁen Statement is taken in FQrd ~N_.o.1ll'- T

‘indulgence  of this Hon'bleCourt :for}seﬁi'ri'g"-.f

ke St e e e e




~défen‘ddhfs)fe’sboﬁdeﬁts' tecord ‘as. 01:09.1 983 L

instead.of 01:09.1981.

" “That the respondents were summoned out of .

whom, ‘respondents No.4.and '5 .S(th;i.iﬁéd:'fﬁ‘

Cognovit by accepling the claim of -the: -~

':dpApellc‘nnf ‘while .the respondem‘s‘ No:1 ~1o=”3' £

‘;contested the suit by submit’rmg ihe jomt.j'—:‘

'Wnﬁen Siatemen’r

:T’hof“tdf'ifér the submission of the Wnﬁen i
‘-'S]‘die'mem‘,ais'sues ‘were framed qn'd,-;:fhjé iédse B
L wcsiaxed for evidence _bf:par'fie‘s;' in: respense

: 16" 'which ‘the -appellant ‘and re;Aponcii'eﬁfs': o

e ‘produced their respecﬁve'-evidence.:

'"porhes arguments were -heard ‘& 1he Iecrnedi‘.i;
Cwnl/TnaI Judge vide Judgmenf/decree deed‘i
"51.01.2021°  dismiss  the suit  of fhe ! -

.appellan’r/pluihﬂff;' {Copy of judgment _:;8;'{._.'*_."_ “

) -"d'ecree-:ﬁﬁeef are attached)

'E,Thczt belng aggﬂeved of the Judgmem‘ 8 B

':decree dc’red 21 OI/‘ZO-

- Thait aﬁer the closure of the evidence of 1he LR

S’A‘En

the oppf lont seeks.;?_' o
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 GROUNDS:

A

indulgence of this Hon'ble Court: for:setfing - -
aside the above said Decree 1hro'ugh'._1he-§' :
‘instant appeal inter dlic on the following :;

-_grounds hereinafter mentioned. i :

That the impugned Judgment & Dééreesﬁ:a\'r,'e'f-é B

‘_pcssed by the ‘learned Trial® Court

'.comple’rely dlsregcrd of law «and- facts. of ihe '

-case.

. _~evudence compleiely estabiished hIS case:but

- c

1ot tenable

“That 'fh'e"impugned'Judgmen’ffdnd:Decréé."-is:i:f -
resulf of mlsreadmg and- non-reading :of - ’rhe“é‘: R
]evadence avullclble on the  record.’ The_ jVS:;.-.’"'

"Appellonf through -oral . and documem‘ary g

' D, the Iearned Trlcl Court negcted 1he facts. ond f;; L
5-lc1w available on 1he record and disrmiss suuf of -

- :the cppel}cni in uh‘er violation of Iaw

?Thcn‘ the findings of the learned- Tnal Courili,

: lupon issue No.3 are: absolutely erroneous cnd

‘ {stdnce?plea of the' respondents/dafendcnts 1nf‘;

iReir Wiitten Stafement is taken m‘-Farc.No_.]‘l o

under the eyes of law: The: mamj;. :




“of the- preliminary objection - rs"gdrds"-é:"’r'lié-
‘condifion mentioned in  BISE, Peshawadr: " -

‘calendar, but neither the same calendar s =

produced before the Trial Court nor.exhibi}éé. .

© Similarly - the same is nelther prp\j/ide:-:fnbr”f.'f'
‘admissible under article 70 and 119-6f Qaﬁbhl F

-&-Shahadat - order; 1984 but astonishingly the . .

| _-'-S"Clme--‘is- not taken.into consideration. by. ihe N

- leamed Trial- Court-and"passed the Decree i

“violation of mandatory. prowsmns of low. R B

“.D. ‘That the _appellant/plaintit ca"r_égbxiéj;cfxllyz;

“stated in the. plaint .ds well-as in"his isttii'eﬁaeﬁ - _
recorded:as PW-1 regarding the filing of form R

W TLEDW School Staff - (respondenis) whuch

j - expressly -admitied by the DW-I n his cross
' exclminchon, but despite .of the’ cbove ihe Sy

} jscme ‘stance/evidénce: is. not- 1aken mfo : '
- ;.-Indu!gence by the . learned Trial CourI &;_

e possed the decree in- an erroneous’ manner, DA

- similarly-under -the: law jt was the duty of the co

- responden’rs/defendanfs to prove: s;gnature of

| "b~‘ihe -appellant. PW-1- and " his- fafher (PW-2J
" |peing‘iliterate os. pleaded in. plcnnf} but ihe .

o learned trial Judge. placed wrong. burden '
--‘.upon the cppellan’r and-, ‘rherefore wrongly:..';;. .

--adjudicated issue No.3- c:gcunst the: oppell?h’r
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o effec’nvely rebut.the ap

Tho’f The cppeitant has- proved un-nctural gop .
between his and brother's age 1hrough -

cogent-&refiable documentary ev&dence and |,

~ the same s admitted by ihe respondenis by
not putting a single question regarding that iny e
thecross examinafion of the appeliont but - o
despite -of the above, the learned iriot_-judge y |
ignored:this fact /evidence and passed -the
~Decree -and Judgment in ufter violc:’riorf.‘_jolyc R

low.

Thc’r the-learned -Civil Judge gave efoneous . -
finding::upon the -issue No:2' regarding. the : i
-guestion. of - limitation. As unnm‘ural gap. is
proved- by’ plcuntlﬁ/cppellonf through cogent : )
& reltabie evidence, therefore cause of acﬂon R

arise/arose’ in favour - of the appeilcmt e

'con’rmuously, ‘hence suit .of the. plaintiff-is not b

;bc:rred by limifation-and is wn’fhln fime.-

. That there ‘was sufficient evidence: ted by 'rhe :

s _oppellant to-prove the issues raised in the: sud o

danis have: fcu!ed

.and-the responden‘ts/defen
pelicn’r 5 evidence

‘That-the appeal. is

~'purpose.;of court fee and jurisdiction. 1 -

properly vulue for thef-_}‘j -




" L That-this Hon'ble Court has. got ample <&
| © jursdiction fo adjudicate upon the instant -

appeal. L
SR That 4he: dppeliant -craves fo.urge additional " -

-grounds-at the time-of arguments.

It s, therefore; most-humbly prc\'/ed‘:fllidl s

I | R ' ondcéeptance of this Appeal, the impugrned

B .-Judgment & Decree dated:21 01.202] passed .
by:the learned ‘Civil. Judge, Peshuwcr may

: ~ kindly-be set aside.and Decree as: proyed in :

e -A.,-the suﬁlplalm‘ may be passed:in fovour of- lhe-.;j-',' :

'. ‘Aappellcnl

ﬁvT'TEmB Any other rellef lo whnch the cppellc:n’t |s '
i ' 2 ] AlG: 2021 found fi t in: law ;ushce -and: equﬂy may also. be'l. £

Appellant

: Through 1% : » it L
. : N SRR ekl T

L . - Aziz-Ullahi ‘Khan: Shlnwan
- Dated17.02:2021 . - ‘Advocate-High' Courl

':-'VERIFICATION ‘ |
' s verified:on: oath that ihe. con’renl of: uppeol are
. . frue.c¢ind correct fo'the pestiof my-knowledge be: pelief B
. ond behdlf and: nothing-hastbeen kept conceoled from— S
© the: knowledge of 4his Hon'ble Court. ) ) / SR




Order ~— .

~14/07/2021

: Annouriced: -

i% Bmint:r}

"IN THE-COURT .OF ABDUL-MAJID
-ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE-X, PESHAWAR
Civil Appeal : 08/13 of 2021
Naeem Uliah Vs BISE & 04 others

“-Counsel for appellant ..present. Argurnénts-.jheé”rd‘ :'a‘nq
- record perused. ' .

‘Vide my -detailed judgment of today, consisting. upon 07 .5:.

" . pages, placed on fi Ie, the court holds;

" The .appeal is disinissed and .order,- Judgment and}.f_f,
; decree-of the learned trial court- dated 21/01/2021 fs'_}, :

upheld. Parties are left- to bear theirown cos

: Drigiha! -record be returned ~_aion_‘gwitﬁ chpyl.é‘(:if _.‘chiél-"-':‘
.+ judgment, while instant case file be-consiged-to:record -
. 'room after-its necessary completion andcompilation.: : .-

‘ 14/07/2021 , ,
" ABDUL MAIID-
- Additional District Judge—x
: Peshawar )

SUEE Peshawor




~INTHE COURT OF ABDUL-MAJID; .~ . ;
ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE-X, PESHAWAR ~.

Civil Appeal No : 08/13 of 2021

Date of instilution : 17/02/2021
Dale of Decision ; 14/07/2021 '

1 Naeem Uliah S/o Azeem Ullah resident of - Mohaliahf.-‘

Achar, Deh- Bahadar. Peshawar. »
——Appellant. - -
\VERSUS-. '

1 ‘Boafd of Intérmedidte & Secondary Educaflonb" ;
* Peshawar through its Chairman and 04 others. .

 Judgrment
14107/2021 o

f 1. This’ appeal is® dlrecled against 1he orderljudgment dated;“.:

o _ 21/01/2021 -passed by learned CM! Judge—XVIllgi

.. Peshawar- wherein Suit #: 9811(Neem) ftied of lhe""
S‘TE@ appeliantwas dismlssed. )

/ Y 92? The appellant prayed for’ setimg aside - the lmpugnedilg'; -

! i) é‘ judgment decree and arder and seeks decree: his favourf
~Airicieor f’eéhawz!: o
" as prayed for.

3 Momentanly the. plalntlff filed a suit for declarauon and.ij .
.y

i
Mld& B " pesiear

©-01/09/1983, huwever the defendants have- entered thef ;

-—-—Respondéhtég b

. pémmanént/mandatory injunction against. the defendams-ﬁ i

AN W L
Mﬁﬁ"“‘r‘“ﬁ” to- the effect that correct date -of .birth’ of p!auntiff s’ 2
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same in their record as~01109/?.931.' which is-wrong ,a]‘id L

ineffective upon his right and liable to be corrected. The: . | .

defendants are bound to make correction of date of bidh

of the plaintiff.

The-defendants were summoned. Initially defen‘dants‘##" .
& SINADRA submitted written statement in shape -of. "“ .

_cagnovits while defendants # 1 to 3 were proceeded ex-- S

parte .and the case was_ex-parle decreed in .favour of .

B plaintiff~VIde' order dated- 22/09/2019. Thereafter, ::thei__-;v;' -

- defendants# 1 to 3 filed application for satting {aside-f'ek—,‘f .

-parte-decreé, which was accepted and ex-parte decree

dated 22/09/2019 was set aside vide order:dated - -
13102/2019. The defendarits conlested the suilttby way-of . =

writien statement. .Frol pleading - uf the :pa'rtiés.: "the‘:i_ L

‘learned tna! .court framed the following issues. .

lssues

1. Whether the platnnffhas got a:cause of action? -. P

Whether-the suit of plaintiff is-within time?

3. Whether- the correct "date of " birth of plaintiffis’ T

01/09/1983 which has been incorrectly recorded in |

S ‘the record of defendants as 01/09/1381.

prayed-for?

5. Relief. -

Whefher the plaintifi is enmled to tha decme asif.;'

s b i At e = Ve <o 0 A1
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5. The parties were left to produce their

support of their respeclwe stances, which they did. The
leamed trial court aﬁer hearing arguments of both the
sides, dismissed the sl vide order dated 21/01/2021. -

‘Feeling dtssalnsﬁed the appellant challenged ahd

impugned the 1udgmen! decree and order by way of th:s f

appeal.

.. | have heard both the sides-and perused the relevant. . ¢

record. -

‘7. Parusal.of record would reveal that the appellanvplaintiff. - -

asserted that his correct date of birth is 04/09/1983 while |~

the .defendants have wrongly eritered the sem
" record 8§01/0
the suit of appallantlplamhﬁ on -the

matrlcula

thCh i not normai .an

‘as: ll'le‘-'-ﬁla‘mtiff o

apphed for his CNIC in the year 20

jdsscussmn on the

- appreciation of evidence by the tf

puidence In . %

e intheir 7 -
9/1881. -The: |earned trial Court: disn'nssed
ground 'that.gthe-_.

- tlon of plaintifil will be reckoned .in. 13 years

4 against the rules. of the .0
uit-of plaintff Is also time’ barred S

btairiéd his SSC.in. the year 1997 and
11, he filed this suit In' :

- /1.\“
i @aﬂ}aﬂml“‘m {e year. 2018, So this court will malnly focus its. -
W . ar . -_‘.
L P‘m;“ issues -~No.3iin which assessment! | -

Hal courtyssr Y“""J"" B

T e -
A s e P G W rr—— et P
. N = S T T A e R e S A SR RO

o e s A A S AR S o P e 5 o

A N R e T S e T "_’ «A--..‘,
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respondents regarding his date of birth, the appellant/ .. i

plaintiff based his case on the documentary evidence,

‘which is avaiiable as Ex.PW-1/1, Ex.PW-1/2 & Ex.PW-

A3, Perusal of EXPW-1/1 & EXPW-1/2, reveal date of - =

birth of the appellant as 01/09/1981. Appellant!p!airiliff-'

alleged It-to be wrongly entered by the defendants. The . -

plaintififappellant stressed uponthe Ex.PW-1/3, CNIC of .
‘his brother, wherein date of bith of his .brotf)er"' :
Naseemulilah -has beeanehtioned as 26/03/1582.:-50"

Y

there difference between.the birth of -plaintiff and: I'us'

brather is about.06 monlhs and 25 days. - The plamuﬁ' '
- . glleged that actually he is younger .to -his brothef but:in :'?I

©the CNICs he has been shown bigger to his. brolher The- . f

ATTESTEW of wrong daie of birth of the plaintiff was made: by-f_

"ﬂ-/!f his father alleged to be uneducated During-. cross.'

Digtx
\gﬁ\”"-}ﬂ‘l Peshawar

evidence produced by the plaintiff alongwith his father.to-- -

o' support the contentions.

/""'

Peshiunel -

there is unnatural difference “between the ages of '}WO‘- R

real-brothers. Admittedly the date of birth of plaintiff in- N

8. Challenging the record maintained by the defendants/

itner) exarnmatnon his father (PW-2) stated that correct date of i

‘birth sof the' plaintiff Is 01/09/1983. No other reliable -

\sm:l\“-"“““sb The only document en- which appellantlplamttff rnamly"_:,

stressed upon is Ex.PW-1/3, CNIC of his brother, ihat{
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CNIC was mentioned on the basis of SSC 'c:aﬂifit:ate’.";-,z -
Defendants/NADRA- have already submitied ‘cognovits "

*that -if the education testimonials are corrected, the A

NADRA has no objeclion on correction.

10.. The contesting defendants relied on stat_e'mentl_of DW-1 ',"" EE

"who- produced admission form of plaintif 'assEx.DW-"‘m
_which reveals the date of birth of plaintiff as: 01/09/1981 Bk
. The. appellanllplamtaff alleged that ihe form- was nevther,'-" '

’ .--ﬁlled nor signed by hirn rather the same was: fi lled;ﬂ.by:._';":.

“'; - : jﬁ : * schoot officials as per routine. _There is cutting'in da’lé'{of: : s

_birth-but same is to the exient of month i.e. 'Se‘ptemEér' L

~only - whlte the appellant alleges the years fo. change ;i.- s

. Signature - of plaintiff also available-on the- form Durlng K .

e ‘.‘ < . .cross examination, the "plaintiff has.not put a- smgle :} .
. - qguestion -on DWW regarding his s:gnature -or -His fathar"j'; vl

ATTE TED

- signature-over the admission form. .Even then the date w

: "-o{ bu‘th of a student is wrilten from record of 1he schuol i._'j

Exantiner) PR
"hslnél Court: chha-va@ ‘meaning’ thereby that the date of birth of the piall‘ltiff was T

. -entered as 01/09/1981 from his primary school bui&ha A

’(L/ l‘i'.v - plaintiff has not arrayed the primary school as party of: as . D
M o
N "wutness More so, the plaintiff did-not. produce hls bsrth PR

]udv, ) B
Al padDi "“;‘ :‘::fms certificate from his union council to show hIS‘dalE 30f4bll’th S
’ g5\ . :

" in year 1983. Thus the plaintif failed to substantiate his . -
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ATTE:ST}ED 1997 after: recewlng his SSC and then fmm 2011 after. .

Pashawal .
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" stance that ‘his -date of birth in his' SSC certificate is - =

' wrongly mentloned by ihe defendants.

" 41." More so, the date of birth of the plaintiff is ‘presumed o -
" be 01/03/1983, then he has obtained his SSC certficale o
. at the age of less than 15 years which ls against: lhe'_:' :
rules/calendar of FIe_fendantslBoard and the same is also’ * ¥

not appealed to a ‘prudent mind. The objection” is' L

- ‘ specifically:raised in written statement th'at. an vundera'ge-, :

" student i:e. l8ss-than age of 15 years cannci-appear:in . s

matriculation examination.

* 12, Apart from:above, the suil of the-plaintiff is aiso badly . o
» time barred. The plaintiff obtained his SSC-in the year -
. 1997:and: 1hereaiter oblained his CNIC in the year. 2011

‘but the- ﬁiéinﬁff slept over for such period firstly f.from'f,'i'fifv

e - mistake buit he has not 'expla‘med that when and how ihe

l" .
Voo noticed the istake. He has not annexed any. documems-': RS
4 & Sesslons Judge R

correction-of his-dale of birth. Hence on this .score- ,_toofv;':'-',.

. the plaintiffis barred {o sue. @ '

L e —————— = A £ 2 220

receimng ‘his -CNIC. The brother of -plaintiff - has alsoi':.f.
- eceived“his' CNIC in-the year :2009 ‘but he ,also kept—f-,,~
‘mum and. no objechon has been-raised. “The ptalnllff."'f.fg

alleged in-the - plaint -that recently ‘he noticed _the saidf--'j o

to'.show ‘that:he has approached ihe defendants- for':- '
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" 43. -Nutshel! of ~‘the‘ above discussion is that the appei!énl '
padly failed to prove his ~stan§é before the leamed trial
court lherefore the learned {iral courl has nghly
dismissed the suit. The argumenis and Ihe crux or
-appeal is ;meritless. The appeal is dismissed and order, _ . o

judgment- and. decree of the learned trial court dated . -

21/01/2021 is upheld. Parlies are left to bear their oiﬁn K f-
costs.

i 14." Original .-re;éord ‘be retuned - alongwith copy .of ‘-t'his -: _:~'~
judgmenl,-.Whilg instant case file be consigned to‘record

roomwafter-iis necessary completion and compilation.

Announced: . . . g \{' i

1440712021
“"‘” Dlsfm-t & S, -A0dul Majid,

A S atpistriol Judge-X, o
m@“{l Peshawar

o CERTiFchTE ,
Cemﬁed thal this - Judgment conslsts of seven pages PR

-gach-page. has been read.and. ‘signed by.me- after:_,.-" ‘

o ‘making necessary carrections. o .;‘/' :
. Dated: 140772021 - v
LT ' * Atol Majid, L
' N SR, Additional District-Judge-Xi .- .
Hon; ; : .,Bktriv:t&smmiisfrlaWar
f Dﬁ",d ol Lip '.A_‘».-. R e ‘7 ‘/b sanaia l“hmwj‘
ey L A\
g'/} R : CERTFFIEDTGBETRUH:OPY
-1‘ aied i , : 79;—"31;9!,‘ - . @7%?73‘ I'i . . ) -. ot
§ pated of Betivery R 2 T2 farhhon)
4 ' l- VEI'Y e oon ,..-..,_:.‘..‘-g'xuon-nvuz-{‘!:..j - : . copmeAgencyDis fil:tco’lﬂ
; . - : Peshawar.
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T pEETRELOARS
INTHE COURT OFABDUL MATD ,
ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE ~ X, PESHAWAR.

Civil Appeal : 08713 of 2021
Naeem Ullah Vs BISE & 04 others

Appea| No. _08/13 _ from the decree of the learned Civil Judge-xvm .
Peshawar in-Sults No. 98/1 (Neem) of 2018.

MORANDUM O AL

1. Naeem Ullah S/o Azeem Ullah resident of Mohallah-Achar, - -if
Deh-Bahadar, Peshawar. - h
-——Appe’l’lén?
VERSUS- : e
1 Board of Intermediate &- Secondary Education, - Peshawar'.
_through its Chairman and 04 athers.

' --Re'sponc‘l_énré_;' P

o The appel!ant above: named appeal(s) to the Court of Addmonai Dlstflct i .‘
Judge:X, at'Peshawar from the decrée of learned Civil Judge, Peshawar, In
_the- abiove civll- suit -dated __21 J01/2021 _ for the foilowmg reasons, i
namely -

’ _ Order of the' Iearned Civit Judge is |Ilegal against the law,’ facte &mé‘_t}z‘riel' . S:‘.-i:‘i'
_available on file and is fiable to be set aside.

This: appeal :ommg on for heanng on'the ___J,ﬁm_LZQZ.L—bEfDTE “the

~\\£‘- presence of iz Ullah & Asghar All Advocates for the':-appeila:nt(e),.: ';_‘
‘and ;Mr. Jan: Mghammad Advocate for respondent(s) M- 50T
‘ordered:- - o

ATTESTED

25 punsin
Lusss

.- (Igamiper) .
- District égm-t?esiuwar

S ——



"The appeal is dismissed and.order, ]udyment and decree. af tha
Ieamed trial court dated 21/01/2021 is upheld. Parties. arg Ieﬁ‘

ta :bear their own costs.”

-~

_ {Abdut Majid)

Addl: District Judge-X,

Peshawar.

. Given under my-hand thig14® July, 2021

: “Costs of Appeal:

: ‘l’he Costs of this appeal as detallecl below, amounting to Rs. Nil are: to be
| paidby’ Nil,

.{Appetlant

‘ Amount |Respondent ‘Amount: |
. 1-;.‘Slarﬁpjfor' ) 1. Stamp for power- I O
| ~memorandum of Nil NiF -
- appeal T
2, Do. For Power Nit | 2. Do. For petition N

13, Sérvice of Process: _‘

SN

e o

'-'--d of Fu,urm
; oAt 4y
j Angticanto

Nil 3. ‘Service of-process .
S 4. P'{eader‘s-feeon Rs. Nil 4. Pleader's feeonRs. - | Nil:: ,
Total il _Yotal _ Nt
Note: - -Counsel fee is not al/awed as the required certificate has nat been x
ﬁlmished

( Abdisl Magd - -

Addl; District Judge-X; -

Peshawar.

PR
i
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" CRNo. 2021

- Naeem Ullah s/o Azeem Ullah

" R/o Mohallah Achar, Deh Bahadur, oo

- Tehsil dnd District Peshawar.........coneneen sersrereseesns Petitioner
Versus

B 1.. Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education, Peshawar: thmugh i

: 2 Secretary Board of Intermediate shd Secondary Educatton. Peshawar. ©
© 3. Controller of Examination Board of Intermediate .’and ..Secondary L

. 4. NADRA through.its Director General, Blue Ares, Fnzal-e-Haq Rond

ol 5 Regtonnl DxrectorNADRA. Phase:V, Hayatabad; Peshawar _
T e s.Respondents: :

&Y

.-Chpirmau.

Educataon, Peshawar v

Islamnbud

. CIVIL REVISION PETITION U/S 115 OF THE . -
.- 'CODE -OF CIVIL PROCEDURE, 1908 Be

| ‘-:-AGAlNST THE JUDGMENT AND DECREE ©.

'PASSED-BY THE LEARNED - ADDmONAL?' b

* DISTRICT JUDGE-X, PESHAWAR: DATED S

14072021 WHEREBY THE APPEAL OF . -

' PETITIONER - AGAINST THE ' JUDGMENT -~

- AND DECREEOF LEARNED CIVIL JUDGE- &

XVII, PESHAWAR DATED ° 21012021

'WHEREBY SUIT OF THE PLAINTIEF/
PETITIONER WAS DISMISSED.

oull




Re.s‘pecgfully Slrewei'h, T
The petmoners humbly'submit as under:- =

RN l):'» B That the petmonerl plamhff hadl filed a civil suit for declaratlon tha

- 2): n ,That thereuﬁerwntten statement on behalf of" defendanls No 1 nnd 3

) S 'I‘hnt after framing the issues, evidence of the pnrt:es was rworded i

Prayer: oo RN
By acccpiing'-ﬁais Revision Petition; the impx’xgﬁed i
judgment and decree dated 14.07.2021 passed:by

~ the learned ADJ-X, Peshawar as well as judgment
and decree dated 21.01.2021 passed by learned

*'Civil Judge-XVII, Peshawar may very g‘raciotifsly

" .'be set aside and the suit of plaintifff petitioner may

_be decreed in favour of petitioner and againﬁt;ffhd L

- respondents with costs throughout.

: :petttiouer 5 nctual date of birth-is 01.09.1983 wluch hns-mcorrectl

‘.same is reqmred tn be: carrecleil uccordmgly and gtan- of perma !
m_;uncuon. which suit-was xmnally decreed- expnrte on 22 09 2018

»'-’::22.09 3018 and’ apphcanon dated <25, 1120218
. '_‘herewnh)

, “was filed. It may mermoned ‘here that: defendants/ r&spondems No.
-gnd 5 had filed ‘Cognovit and- ‘did ‘not ‘contest’ ‘the: cﬁse (Co;ues o
- " viritten statement by defendants No.l -to 3 and cognovxt o
g defendants/ sespondents No.2 and 3 are annexed hcrewzth)




~

4)

" non-reading. of ewdence hence umennblc and- hlble to: be reversed :

“That 'the;.inuin"':_ﬂéféﬁééiﬁf s~ contesting ‘défendarts/ tesponden ;
- No.1 to 3 in his ¢ase was that if‘the date of biith of plaintiff gives by :

- him in the plaint'is believed to e correct, then he would be less than
15 years of age- as such not eligible to appear in matri¢ exnmlnat'ion’: :

: - ms per rules, the plaintiff sfter: the close of defendant evidence came; :

A - -to know that miaity students who were less than 15 years of age were::
: ‘," -gilowed to appear. m ‘matricexamination as ‘ such- an appl:cntmn}
.- under Order XVII" ‘Rule 17 rend with section 151- CPC ‘was” ﬁle ,:

. ) * “vihich was- howeéver dismissed by the Jeamed trial court vide: orderé
‘gdated 11:12.2019; :(Copies of application, Teply end- order date :
~11,12.2019 are: annexed herewith). :

.i ‘are against the law, facts-andecord of the case, hence umenable

P ‘f'l’lmt findings' of both the courts.below are result of rmsreadmg nnd

e




: Hdefem!ants is- not only discriminatory but. also unconsutunonal Th

L ﬁowe’v‘er‘:ii -weﬁ‘ii‘ ] d‘the't the :(;I_ijeétidnwill‘b'é'cdmideéed}nt-'iiie -ti;r'r{'
“of final Judgment but: the same was' not-all- cons;dered in-the ﬂnal
R judgment. - The :{eamed trial: -court thus failed . 10:. exerc:se A b
':  jurisdiction-in: atcordance of: law- and justice the, seme is: therefore

L jllable to be dlsmss$ed

e ‘}?'-{nat ﬁndmgs of

- “That both the courts below failed to exercise their j.uri'sdict'i‘orfl i
accordance with-law and have committed illegality-and rirre'gulai‘ity;, ',';:

in the exercise of their Junsdicnnn

~ “That main defence of the respondents/ defendants No.l 103 was lhntfl- o
--in case the date of birth of plaintiff/ petitioner is believed-to be::
: "~ correct then he wgs less than 15 years of age thus- uot. eligible- tos ;':.

.- sppear in matrictlation examination as per their rules. ‘After closé of:. -
e “evidence plamnff came 1o know that several students: iwho" were
: ‘under ageas per ‘the defendants stand were allowed to appear. in the,f::‘
_matric examination successfully. The petitioner/ plaintiff was lhus-'i.;'
. gbliged to move:an application’ ‘under Order XVIII Rule 17 read wnh

; 'b: gection 151 of: CPC for recalling DW-1 (representntwel officia
" Svitness of defendunts) to produce the record of the: smdents detml

- of whom were; glven therein so as to prove that the- defence taken by

: both the ‘coirts below are ngamst ‘fadts’ of 'the eas o

* gnd law govemmg the subject and are not tenable in the eyes -of law';t B

= atall.

5 That the Judgrnent! décrees of bath-the courts below: dn not’ quahfyzf'-
“the requ:rcment of legal judgment, ‘which-is whoily extmneous,;ff
“ therefore, the stiftie are linble:to be interfered with, ST

- A That both-the Juﬂgments and decrees of learned courts below are 111 L
- outcome of 1rregulanty and illegality. : i




~ inisinterpretation and misapplication of law, thercfura, the saine: nrefr:

- “That the nnpugned judgments -and decrees are based on“

. liable to be set aside. -

" “That the impugned judgments and decrees are on the:face of i
_. -arbitrary .and unwholesome. The leamned {trial court as well.as: by
" .- Appellate Court:did not proceed-on substantial reason In fuct; both
= ‘,the caurts below ‘exhibited loss of application: -of the: Judlcxal mmd
) :‘- ~therefore, the .impugned judgment and decrees : i are‘_‘w:thout

' justification and liable to be set aside.

~That findings of. the learned frial court on' issues:NO. 2,3 and 4 and
- dffirmed’ by the appellate . court are : agamst Jaw;" id ‘materid

o ‘available-on record, hence untennble and hnble to be reversed

. Lk “That findings of the leamned trial court and affirmed by lhe appellut

: ~_"court on:the queshon of limiiation are- ‘lso-llegal} and agamst th

i f-f.' ':rectlﬁcatmnl correctxon

* - .white clear the" doubt and demands actunl nuthennmty ‘ats the part o

: “.That the pet:twner wis 8 pro_;ect employee’ sid nﬁer regulanzatxon
a _‘;_" ~of both (pentmuer/ brother) ifi 2018, the department: wlu]e preparmg.
.- Snlaries of both; noticed the unnatura! gapand mformed/ d:rectcd fo g

, : record and form submxtted 1o the Board" by Schonl Authomy 1
: :'01 09, 1083. Howew:r. dunng tross examination- m tnnl conrt. th
‘representative -of Board himself admitted that there ex:st unknown
7 cand identified: cuftmg} erasure - in-the form which make 1t-crysta

. Board fepresentative.
" “That f the.dates-of birth of the’petitioner and his ‘lder: brothier &5
'+ recorded:in theif CNICs and school certificates are-taken'as ‘corree

. “then -there is -difference of :’_éhly six months. in, the’ age’of bot

: :'Wlthcmt loss of tlme approached the court. .

H




o brolhers thus whnch 1s urmatural and unbehevable this
proved: through cogcnt, relinble and trustworthy - ewdence but buth

- . judgments and decrees are therefore, ligble to be set aside: -

' '~’E~Judge-XVIII ‘Peshawar may very graciously be: set as:de and the

g Sl!lt of. plaintiff/ petltmner may be decreed in: favonr of. pentloner

“* That any-other ground will be raised at.the time:of.-ai-"gumeétzé -\f\._'i'th

. .",.tlus revision -petition, the impugned judgment and decree :dated
'14:07.2021 passed by the Jeamed ASJ-X, Peshnwar s’
-.judgment .and - décree’ dated 21.01.2021: passed by enrn

- 14 and against the m;:ondems with costs throughiout. .

the learned courts below failed 40 take notice of the same: tl-ms fa:led

. in the exercise of their jurisdiction in accordance: with- law thetr

the permission of this Hon’ble Court.

It is, thercfore. most humbly prayed that on’ ncceptnnce o

.Cwll

Ry  Asghir Al
el AdvocatenghCourt :




CRNo_____ 201"

NneemUllah... rvreliveiressernbiaiasenserraneersenisererusareite

i Peshawm‘.
Controller"‘

‘f _.-Reglonal Dlrector_ .

Peﬁﬁbhi&r

Asghar Al; C
Advocate ngh Court

A



JUDGMENT SHEET ,
IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR
) [JUDICIAL DEPABRTMENT]

C.R.No. 987-P/2021

Naeem Ullah
versus ,
Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education,
Peshawar through its Chairman and others.

Date of hearing: | 20.10.2023,
Mr. Asghar Ali, Advocate, for the peﬁtfoner.

Mr. Seadatullah Khan Tangi, Advocate, Jor
respondent No.1. ‘ :

‘Mr. Shahid Imran Gigyani, Law Officer, Jor

NADRA.

K

‘ JUDGMENT
W{l‘he‘ plaintiff_, who lost before
the lower fora, is the pctiﬁonér, he'rein'l.

2. The facts of the casé, in brief, are that, the
petitioner broug;ht' a suit for ;ecﬁﬁcaﬁon éf his date
of birth, inc;)rporatcd in his Secondary School
Certificate, issued in the _yéar, 1997. A;:cording‘to'
plaintiff / petitioner, his actual date pf birth 7is

01.09.1983, whereas it was- inadvertently and .

 incomectly recorded os 01.09.1981 in his said

certificate. Aﬁgr a full dressed trial, the suit filed by




2

the. petitioner was dismissed vide judgment and
decree dated 21.01.2021 by the learned Civil Judge-
XVIII, Peshawar. Feeling discontentment from the
judgment and decree o;:' the ‘leamed trial Court, the
petitioner went in appeal, which was dismissed yide
judgmentv and 'decreg dated 14.07.2021. Being
aggrieved nf the judgménts and decrees of the
learned lowe; fora, ihe petitioner has landed up

before this Court through the instant petition.

3. During the course of a}guments, the learned

counsel appearmg on behalf of the respondents "'

pointed out that the petltloner isa cml servant and

the suit filed by him before the leamed Civil Judge,

Pesﬁawar for rectification of hlS date of bn‘th was -

factually and legally not mamtamable for want of

jurisdiction.

-

. 4, When the learned counsel for the petitioner

was confronted with the contention of the learned

counsel for the respondents, he admitted that




R,

3
petitioner is serving in the government department
as a civil servant.

5. In the circumstances, 1 am of the view that

the petitioner has filed the suit before the. w;dng_

forum, which was legally and factually not

maintainable for want of jurisdiction.

6. In view of the sbove, the impugned .

judgment and decree of the learned lower fors,
dismissing'the suit of the petitioner, is set aside,

Ieﬁving the petitioner at liberty to seek his relief

before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

for rectification of his date’of birth as the dispute
relates to the terms and conditions of service, if so

desired.
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' \ To | ' o ' '
- The Additional Chief Secretary, | q -

Home and Tribal Department
Government of Khyber pakhtunkhwa,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

Subject: Dcphrtmcnial Appeal for correction of date
of birth.

Respectfully submitted; , '
Brief facts giving rise to the instant departmental appeal are as
under:- :

1)  That the undersigned is working «sAssistant Director in Home
| Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar since 17.03 2013.

2) Thét earlier the undersigned filed a civil suit for correction of
date of birth, however, vide judgment dated 20.10.2023
passed by the Hon'ble Peshawar High Codrt, Peshawar
whereby the impugned judgment/ decree of the Jjearned lower
Fora dismissing the suit of petitioner (appellant) was set aside
and‘itv was observed that the petitioner is at liberty to seek his '
relief before the Proyincial Service Tribunai Knyber

Pakﬁtunkhwa. _

It is pertinent to méntion that prior 10 filing service
appeal in the matier in hand before the KP Service Tribunal, it
is mandatory to file departmental appeal before the

appellate authority to seek the desired relief otherwise

service appeal before the Tribunal is not maintainable.
(Copy of judgment dated 20.10.2023 is enclosed)

. 3)  That according to the birth certificate the actual date of
birth of the undersigned is 01.09.1983 however, the same
has wrongly been mentioned/ incorporated as 01.09.1981

in SSC certificate and service record, which needs to be
rectified as per the contents of birth certificate.
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4)

++'5)

6)

Dated: 22.02.2024

Ullah is 26.03.1982, therefore, the

| .which does not appeal fo a man 0

- placed on birth certificate and there i

. undersigned

That the date of birth of my elder brother namelf Na%em
wrong date of birth of the

undersigned i.e. 01.00.1981 seems. {o be unnatural becausé

there is a gap of only siX months between the two brothers,

f ordinary prudent.

p{e of lay that entry in NADRA record is

proof of age, lhérefo're, reliance can be vatidly

s no legal impediment {o

That It is settled princi

not conclusive

‘rectify the wrong date of birth.

That the issue of date of birth was promptly tackled by the -
undersigned by approaching the Court of civil jurisdiction in
the year 2018, however, vide ]udgment dated 20.10.2023 the

proceedings of lower fora were set aside on the ground of
jacking jurisdiction. hence, no faull can be aitributed to the
particu!arly when the Hon'ble High Cpurt allowed
the undersigned (appellarii) to seek relief from thé competent

forum i.€. KP Service Tribunal.

il submissions, it is,

g in view the aforesa
i, 10

Keepin
therefore, humbly ‘prayed {0 allow this dcparlmenlnl appen
correct the date of birth of the uhdcrﬁigq_cd as 01,09.1983 as per

Municipa! ‘Corporation, Peshawar. ’

Birth Certificate issucd by

‘Home Department, |
Civil secretartat, peshawar




NAEEM ULLAH

VERSUS
HOME DEPTT

Appeal No. -P/2024

———

On behalf of Petitioner/Appellant No. |

I/ we the petitioners/appellant hereby appoint Mr. Afrasiab Khan Wazir Advocate in the
above-mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds things. ‘
1. To appear, act, sign, fecord Statement and plead for me/us in the above-mentioned
" case in this court /Tribunal or any other Court /T ribunal in which the same may be
tried or heard, and other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith. L
2. To sign, verify compromise and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, appeals,
affidavits, and any other documents, as may be deemed necessary of advisable by
‘them for the conduct, prosecution or defense of the said case at its stages.
3. "To receive payments of, and issue receipts for, all money that may be or become due
and payable to us during the course or on the conclusion of the proceedings.
4. To do all other acts and things which may be deemed necessary or advisable during
the proceedings. ’

AND HEREBY AGREE:

a. To ratify whatever the said advocate may do in the proceedings.

b. Not to hold the Advocate responsible if the said case be proceeded ex-parte or
dismissed in default in consequence of absence from the Court/Tribunal when it is
called for hearing. _ : '

¢. An advocate shall not be responsible for any concealment, fraud, misrepresentation
made by the client before any tribunal, court or forum. '

d. That the Advocate shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the said case
if the whole or any part of the agreed fees remains unpaid. .

In witness whereof, /We have signed this power of Attorney/ Vakalatnama hereunder, the
contents of which have been read/ explained to me/us and fully understood by me/ us.

] »
» »

Office:

Rpom No, B-16, Govt College Chowk,
Nimra Claza, Pesfiawar.

Cell': 0312-9888752.




