
Appeal Panel – Tim Grogan (Chairman), Stephen Clegg, Alan Crawford, 

Mohammed Rafique and Tariq Hussain   

Summary 

The panel met on 22 February 2018 to adjudicate on the appeal received by 

the league secretary from TABS CC involving a match played on Sunday 20 

August 2017 between TABS CC and Karmand CC. The appeal was against a 

decision by the Executive Committee on 26 September 2017 to prove offences 

and impose penalties upon Ali Muzaffar, Zaman Khan and TABS CC as follows: 

Ali Muzaffar for a level 3 offence of intimidating an umpire; 6 

weeks ban and further 6 weeks suspended ban until the 

conclusion of the 2018 season. 

Zaman Khan for a level 2 offence of showing serious dissent at an 

umpire’s decision; 4 weeks ban and further 4 weeks suspended 

ban until the conclusion of the 2018 season. 

TABS CC to be awarded 0 points for the match which was 

awarded to Karmand and to have a suspended fine of £150 until 

the conclusion of 2018 season. 

The panel followed the appeals process guidance and considered the evidence 

provided by the Executive Committee which consisted of an umpire’s report, 

ostensibly prepared by umpire’s A Majid and N Maan. The panel had been 

informed they would be provided with a verbal statement from umpire A Majid 

and TABS CC secretary AB Mughal, both documents were missing. It was 

agreed to proceed with the appeal in the absence of these documents. 

However, a letter of appeal from AB Mughal was received. 

In chronology the appeal proceeded as follows: 

Representing TABS CC: AB Mughal (secretary), Kazi (captain), Zaman 

Khan (player) and Phil Gooder (character witness for Zaman Khan 

AB Mughal began by explaining that Ali Muzaffar was absent as he was in 

Pakistan and therefore unavailable to give evidence. He then went through his 

formal appeal letter, clarifying that his appeal was against the matters being 

proved, as he believed some evidence had not been considered. In addition, he 

stated that the penalties imposed had been harsh and that no consideration 

had been given to the clean records of either the players or the club.  



Zaman Khan explained that he was representing both himself and Ali 

Muzaffar, from whom he produced a written report. The following detail was 

established from this witness: 

(i) TABS had been dismissed for 136 during which Ali Muzaffar had 

been given out LBW by umpire A Majid.  

(ii) That when Karmand began their innings the umpires had 

unexpectedly and incorrectly changed ends 

(iii) That Karmand’s reply began with an appeal for LBW which was 

declined by umpire Nomi Maan 

(iv) The second delivery was hit for 6 at which point it was alleged A 

Majid confirmed to umpire N Maan that the batsman was batting 

well outside his crease and that his decision in relation to the 

LBW had been correct 

(v) That upon hearing this exchange Ali Muzaffar (fielding at slip) 

challenged the decision to decline the LBW (thereby admitting 

dissent) and raised the question of his earlier dismissal which he 

contended because he too had been batting well outside his 

crease (admitting a second offence of dissent) 

(vi) There was a heated exchange of views, between Ali Muzaffar 

and A Majid resulting in both individuals walking towards each 

other (by approaching an umpire in this manner increased the 

seriousness of Muzaffar’s dissent to level 2). At this point 

Zaman Khan and Ali Muzaffar allege there was a physical 

coming together and A Majid pushed Ali Muzaffar. 

(vii) Muzaffar admits he swore at A Majid about the push (admitting 

obscene language towards an umpire) 

(viii) Zaman Khan also saw the push and challenged A Majid about 

his behaviour. He agrees this was not his responsibility and he 

should have left the matter in rightful hands of his captain.  

(ix) Zaman Khan saw Kazi, the captain, then enter the fray and 

shepherd Ali Muzaffar back to slip 

(x) Zaman Khan denied swearing or using the insulting term 

behanchood towards A Majid 

(xi) In terms of Ali Muzaffar making fun of A Majid’s beard it was 

established this was mentioned to A Majid in terms of someone 

with a beard being better behaved and was in no way meant as 

ridicule 

Kazi agreed he shepherded Ali Muzaffar away from A Majid and confirmed that 

Zaman Khan neither used language of an obscene or insulting nature.  



Phil Gooding gave a character reference in terms of Zaman Khan which 

described him as polite, courteous and quiet. It was re[ported by him that the 

allegations of his swearing and using insulting language were surprising and 

out of character.  

 

Representing the evidence provided to the original hearing: Taj Butt 

(executive committee chairman) and Amir Majid (umpire)  

Taj Butt was asked why the panel had not received the verbal statements of A 

Majid and AB Mughal. He reported that the minutes were not available for a 

variety of reasons not least of which was the vagueness of some of the 

answers.  

In connection with the umpire’s written report Taj confirmed that it was the 

belief of the original hearing’s panel that it represented both umpire’s joint 

version of events and was considered as such by his committee. 

Amir Majid explained that Nomi Maan was absent in Pakistan and therefore 

unavailable to give evidence.  

He stated that Ali Muzaffar had walked aggressively towards him and that he 

(a Majid) had raised his hands to protect himself. He denied any physical 

coming together but claimed he was intimidated. 

He admitted he had been accused of pushing Ali Muzaffar but was adamant 

that this did not happen. 

Asked of his experience of abandoned matches he stated that he had been 

involved on one previous occasion when he had been a player. He admitted he 

had been physically involved and received a ban in consequence.  

A Majid also revealed he had heard Muzaffar swearing but was less clear in 

terms of Zaman Khan. Upon being pressed about the joint written statement of 

the umpires he reported that the version provided was prepared by N Maan 

and he could not confirm the accuracy of all the material detail it contained. He 

admitted he had not heard the term Behanchood used. Indeed, if he had heard 

this term aimed to him he would have been angered to a level he would have 

had difficulty in containing. 

He accepted he and his colleague had changed ends after the innings of TABS 

CC and was unaware this was not in accordance with the laws of cricket. In 

addition, he accepted he had also provided his colleague with information 

concerning the Karmand opener’s stance position regarding the LBW.  



PANEL FINDINGS  

A. The panel members were not persuaded that Ali Muzaffar had intended 

to intimidate A Majid or that A Majid had been intimidated 

B. In addition, the panel were unable to discern any evidence, either written 

or verbal, that Zaman Khan had at any time shown any form of dissent 

C. It was unanimously agreed that Ali Muzaffar had shown dissent on two 

separate occasions and by approaching the umpire both offences of 

dissent had been increased to level 2. They were also satisfied that Ali 

Muzaffar had used obscene language, in terms of his accusation that A 

Majid had pushed him. This formed part of a level 1 offence.  

D. By challenging the umpire, in terms of the alleged push on Ali Muzaffar, 

Zaman Khan was found to have acted inappropriately as he had 

challenged the umpire which was the duty of the captain and not within 

his responsibility. In consequence it was adjudged that this behaviour 

formed part of ‘any other misconduct, the nature of which is, in the 

opinion of the members of the appeal panel equivalent to a level 1 

offence.  

E. Having confirmed that offences had been committed by Ali Muzaffar, 

Zaman Khan and, therefore by implication, TABS CC the panel assessed 

appropriate penalties for which they gave full regard to the previous 

unblemished records of all three parties 

F. The panel considered the decision to abandon the match had been taken 

prematurely and that more effort should have been made by both 

umpires to involve the captains in order to resolve matters. As a 

consequence it was decided that the match be treated as rain-affected 

with both sides being awarded 2 points. This replaces the decision of the 

original hearing to award 6 points to Karmand 

G. It was adjudged that the decision at the original hearing to sanction a 

suspended fine of £150 on TABS CC until the end of the 2018 season 

was harsh and that this penalty be overruled.  

 

 

 

 

 

 



PANEL DECISION 

Against Ali Muzaffar 

1. Showing serious dissent at an umpire’s decision  

2. Showing serious dissent at an umpire’s decision 

3. Using language that, in the circumstances, is obscene 

Penalty: 2 weeks ban (from all forms of cricket). Ban to commence Friday 20 

April 2018 until midnight Friday 4 May 2018.  

Against Zaman Khan  

1. Other misconduct, the nature of which is, in the opinion of the panel 

equivalent to a level one offence 

Penalty: warned as to future conduct until the end of season 2018 

Against TABS CC 

1. Failing to control the behaviour of TABS CC players during a Quaid E 

Azam match against Karmand CC 

Penalty: warned as to future conduct until the end of 2018 season  

 

 


