
Appeal - White Rose CC 
 
The Appeal Panel were disappointed with several issues.  It was firstly necessary to 
establish just exactly what the club was appealing against?  What exactly was the 
club trying to achieve from the appeal?  What new evidence did the club have? 
 
White Rose confirmed they were not happy with the decisions made: 
 

 That Haroon Mohammad Arshad had played first class cricket and does hold 
the correct passport 

 Ineligible players - they have no knowledge of who R A Khan is and their 
player was Raheel Ahmed 

 Due to the above they request to have the 18 league points returned and  
 The fine of £150 should be cancelled 
 An opportunity to prove the club had not done anything wrong 

 
Time was spent listening to the evidence provided by White Rose CC.  They produce 
a photocopy of a page from Haroon Mohammad Arshad's passport and prints from 
players statistics whilst playing cricket in Hong Kong.   
 
Their next evidence was photos on a mobile phone.  Firstly Raheel Ahmed who was 
registered for them in the Quaid e Azam league and the same player who is 
registered for East Bireley in the Bradford League.  On the 17 June 2018 Raheel 
was playing for East Bireley and so could not be the R A Khan named on the 
scoresheet for OnQ. 
 
Having established that the evidence provided for Haroon Arshad had already been 
seen by the league, this evidence was dismissed as it was apparent that White Rose 
were seeking to present the same evidence to a new audience that was less 
prepared with the facts and evidence around the case.  Considering the evidence 
provided regarding Raheel Ahmed, agreement could not be reached that this wasn't 
sufficient.  Mainly due the nature of the device the pictures were on.  It was felt that if 
this was evidence that White Rose wanted the appeal panel to take seriously, they 
would have provided hardcopies and links beforehand so that the evidence could 
have been considered properly. 
 
In conclusion it was impossible to deal with the appeal.  It was felt the majority 
responsibility for the confusion had to levelled at the Quaid e Azam League. Our 
reasoning for this was:- 
 

 The league has to make sure the grounds for an appeal from a club are clear 
 In this case it was felt the appeal should not have been accepted 
 The club insisted they were not asked for the new evidence to be provided 

prior to the hearing. Whilst the league insisted the club would not hand over 
the evidence 

 The evidence should have been available before the hearing, otherwise the 
league should have refused the appeal 

 In the Chairman's email dated 10 July, he should have explained the 
allowable grounds for an appeal 



 The club should have been supported better throughout the appeals process, 
with written guidance.  It does appear that they were given verbal guidance by 
the league chair, but they have either not listened to this, not understood it, or 
the guidance was incorrect. Due to the verbal nature of this conversation, it is 
impossible to determine which of these was the case. 

 
Finally, half the deposit paid, the sum of £25, should be returned to White Rose CC. 
This is because the panel feel that the matter should never have reached the appeal 
panel, and there is ambiguity in regards to whether this failing was entirely down to 
the league, or whether White Rose chose to ignore all guidance and were attempting 
to mainly hold the same hearing, but to a different audience who were not allowed to 
prepare properly for the evidence that was presented to them. 

 
 
   


