
\ . 
I f 

_-r:--- _ 

BEFORE THE DISTRICT JUDGE, RAHIlVI YAR KHAN 

I II I \1 

( V 

1. Dr. Muhammad Sagir, Associate Professor , 

Departmc n t of Chemical Engineerin g, 1< I) waj a Farced 

RYK S/o Riasat Ali R/O Khwaja Farced University of 

Engineering and Information Tecbnology, !\bu Dhubi 

l~oad, I~Yl" Celt No. 03338/.j8-(66~:'; 

2. Dr. Muh;11ll111;Hl Eilal Tc111ir, Aasist ant Professor, 

Dcpa r tmc nt of Physics Khwaja Farced University or 

Engineering and Information Techno1ogy, RYK _ S/o 

Allah Ditta Tahir R/O Khwaja Farced University of 

Engineering and Information Techno_logy, Abu Dhabi 

Road, l~YK Cell No. 030098~:30] 0 

3. Prof. Dr. Muila111111ad Sulcrnan Tahir, Vice Chancellor, 

Khwaja University Farced of and 

Information Technology, Rahim Yar Khu n 

VERSUS 

P U\I NTfFFS 

J. Mr. Fa ru k h Iqbal, S/o Muhammad Iqbal Ahmad, F~/O 
House No.2, Street No.1, Jhang Road , Faisalabad. Cell 
No. 0333-6585482, mfarukhiqbal@~lllai1i~Q_ill 

DEFENDANT 

~_~. Mr. Nu mn ir Manzoor, S/n Ma nzoor 
Bouse No. 214-215, Bloek-F, Sb a.h 
Colony, Multan , District Mullan. 
4236868, 0333-8660826. 

Ahrnad , R/O 
Rukan-c-Alam 

Cell _No.03"35- 

PROFORIVIl~ DEFENDANTS 
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SUIT FQ~_ ~E~OVE_~_Y OF 500 MILLION~_YRO~VI_ Q_~.E_ENQ_~!'l_T 
NO.1 AS COlV1PENSATION ON ACCOUNT OF DEFAMATIO]Y,' - - . __ . - . --_. - --. __ ... - - - ··------1...,.- 
CAUSED TO THE PLAINTIFFS WITH MANDATORY· AND 
PI~RM_£\N~_NT nV~U)~~_TION AS CONSEQVENTIAL R~J.I[r~l' -. 

Respectfully Sheweth, 

1- That the addresses of the parties as given in the head 

note of this suit are correct for the. PUIJ)OSC of their 

servIce . 

2- That. the plaintiffs are highly qualified a ild working in 

. a well reputcdand prestigious educational institutions 

record. 

You - tu be through link 
Vick-o III: Po st c«] by 1":11"1"111\11 Iqb:d ()ii '.(/ Ike ·?'O)'O 

h 1.1 ps: / /www.yolltubc.com/vrltch?vo-=XN N kll-I<~OI fo 

Video ·U2: Posted by Farr ukh Iqbal on 12 .JllrJC<?O? 1 

hLLps:/ /www.youtube.com/w<JLeh?v.-.[\i3u/: 111~h land 

Video 41 3: Posted by Farr ukh Iqbal on 20 .( h J UI~C 2021 

11 til >::: / / \\'\\'W voutrrbc.r-orn / w;11 ch Pv .:\ 1) I ,'(_);; Mq[ ~U nr 
The defendant No.1 also posted ~llJ()V(' sn id videos 

on his C;1('chook nccou n t.T'hr- (kfcnd;lnl No .'] ('birrl('d ;1 

pb,c:i:11'iSIll 111 ,1 published rc scn rc h .ur icIc hy the 

plaintiffs in research journal 'Fuel'. 

4- That it is respectfully submitted that the proforma 
, . 

dcferidan I: No.2 was MSc student (Session 20] 6-20] 8) 

who completed his MSc in Chemical Ellglt1ccring from 

University of Gujrat, Gujrat under the su pcrvision 0 

_Prof. Dr. Muhammad Sulcman T<::1111r. J~c COTllpkl.<"t 

his'rescarch with title "Photo-Catalvtic '~~~,.l()n tf- , .. " 
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Carbon Dioxide into Methanol Using Photocatlyst 
,.. . 

(ZnFc201J-jTi02) Under Visible Ligh t I rrndia Lion". T Tl~' 

pu blishcd his first article from his M Sc thesis titled 

"JI:xpcrimcnl;11 Study of CO? Conve-rsion into Methanol 

by Synthesized Photocatalyst (ZnFc204/Ti02) using 

Visible Light as an. Energy Source", in .rn open Access 

journal "Catalysts" by MDPI as Nurna ir Ma11.Z00f, 
.. : 

'/ ,. , 
i. " v-. 

Muhammad Sadiq, Muhammad Naqvi, Umair 

1',\I.I:;zM' ~.:':"~~ . 

• i~~)) •• )·'i~ 
. I·'· \,.:-; 

- 
Sikandar and Salman. Raza . Naqvi in. 'year 2020 

(Received: 12 December 2019; Accepted: 14 .January 

. 2020; Published: 1 February 2020). The article is 

available online at hUps: Ilwww .. rndpi.eolu/2073- 

4344 Ll_Q/_21l.f} 3. 

5- That very interestingly defendant No.1 never objected 

about this article of proforma defcrid arrt No.2, neither 

he claimed his ownership despite' 01 t'11(' fact 1'1181- 

article directly belongs to his so-ca 11ee! M S thesis title 

which IS avn iln blc- 

dcfcridu \1 L No.l join hands with all l'o-authors of 

c1('f'(,ll<i:JllL I\I().~~ .u id p u bhs hcd ,lllOLhcr ; rt.iclc in Year 

2021 wi t.h which can bc accessed here 

11 ups: II c;_1_QL_grgL 10.10161 i .cncrgy.2020 . .l__1_ 89;:-)2,. 

6- That If defendant No.1 identifies his JVIS thesis as 

genuine wit h same tit lc, but he never object Oil ;111 

open <-lCCCS~ paper directly ptrb lis hr-d Iro m his tllCsis 

by dcfr-ndrmr No.2. The dcfC'nc1c-lili Nol jninccl hn ncls 

wi i.h co-a u thots of his 'MS thesis pa pc I ;\ 11d requested 

them to add his name in Lheir paper at third number. 

"This clearly shows the ulterior motives of defendant 

No.J to blackmail the- plaintiffs 

morality arid academic justice. 
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7 - That the article claimed by defendant No.1 was 
r 

published on March-2020 (First published: 12 March-: 

2020), nearly after the 2 months later of first article 

published by defendant No.2 and. the learn of co-. 

authors. Both as; articles. 

·.61·0~ and h Ups: / /www.mdl~.i.colll /2073- 

:134~1j_]_Q/ 2L 1 6 J.can be sec n on 1 n Lc 1"1 ic l. /\s per 

defendant No.1 own video which is available on 

YouTubc, he claimed that he completed his MS in 

2017 and his paper was rejected bymany times and 

was unable to publish his results for th rce years and a 

. person who copy his work quickly publish two papers. 

This all is very astonishing and improbable and does 

not appeal to prudent mind. If defendant No.1 is' 

competent enough and has clone his' thesis . with own 

hands, then he would have published it well before 

any. other can do it. 

:20~U, pl;lill.Lills subruiu.cd a paper to research journal 

'FIl<'I' ill Il'clnll:Il'Y 2020 w h ic.l : wu« pul>li.:l1ccJ LJl 

October 2020 & based on MSc thesis of defendant 

No.2 and the. paper of defcndrmt No.1 is published in 

March 2020. The defendant: No.1 claimed on the basis 

of his March 2020 publication that the plaintiffs used 

his plagiarized data in their publication. The plaintiffs' 
'. . . 

submitted the paper before publication of defendant 

No.I. The defendant No.2 must have lo explain that 

how and where he got the dataIor his t hcsis .and why 

lie d ir l rro! inlortn his supcrvis )1'. ln s.u-.l , .iituution tile 

dcklldc.l111. j\Jo.~~ would be responsible and for this very 

reason, he is impleaded as proforma dcIcn 

r ., .... '. ' '. 
.' I 

If') I 

, i : \ 
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must have to explain and justify his position because 

all happened due to his alleged wrong act. 

9- That there is every possibility that. dcfcridarrt No.1 

provided his unpublished data to defendant No.2 then 

he is also responsible and he has to explain and justify 

_,. 

his position. Fact is that the defendant No.1 accepted 

in his videos that he provided his unpublished data to 

defendan L No.2. 

10- '1']1;11 the defendant N6. J posted videos Oil socinl medic) 

and started threating the Vice Chancellor Prof. Dr. 

Muhammad Suleman Tahir and the plaintiffs : soon 

after his complaint and the purpose and motive of the 

. defendant No.1 is to defame the plaintiffs. 

11- That to whom defendant No.1 blamed for papers have 

already a huge number of papers and after his 

complaint the count IS growing whereas defendant 

No.1 was hardly able to publish one paper which hc 

got as quid pro quo from co-authors of defendant No.2. 

12- That it is reiterated here that the SilTlilC-.1rily report of 

thesis of Respondent 2 was obtained before the 

pr()(,(Tdill)'. ()r tlH':;is [wl r icl: W:I:, ic:;:; 111;111 I~;(X)) u nr l 

paper (less than 11 (Yo) at the time of lhcsls' and paper 

s u 1)111 i s s io n . Therefore, no such wror i« data was . , 
showed ~-11 Lh:11: time by any available source. In case if 

the claims of defendant No.1 is -gcnu inc, then he 

. should report about the t ltc s i s of dr fc ncla n t No.2 a nd 

his material to University. As per BEe Policy, the 

st.uclcn L is solely responsible U l case 0 r any Ia.u lt. 

l Iowcvcr, in the instant case the clu.i 111 () r defendant 

Nu.1 is bugus siucc a single uu« is Clilillled by both 

st.udcnt.s. III research papers dclc ncla nt. No. I 

cla irncd t l ia t these experiments were performed 

'- 
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UTM, Malaysia neither reported any of the 

experimental diagram of the equipment. 

13- That it is pertinent to mention here that the defendant 

No.1 had made a constant campaign on social and 

electronic media few of his You-Tube Videos and 

.. ~ 

Face book: sharing's are' attached (Anrrexure-E & F). 

14- That t.hc campaign launched by the defendant No:1 

is widely distributed / .circu lated in sh apc of You- 

Tube Videos and Posts on Facebook account of 

dele nd a 1'11.. The defendant's personal imagination 
. - 

without any certificate regarding .h is Thc si s in his 
, , 

personal capacity, caused "undue h ar as smc nt., 

bla.ckmail ing, loss of personal reputation and 

mental agony. 

15- That the plaintiffs have life time's i rn peceable clean 

record, enjoying an immaculate reputation in all 

spheres of life. The subject / contents of campaign 

via Youtube Videos and Posts on Facebook account 

is ricit.h c r tenable on facts nor in law and has no 

justification whatsoever. The malafidc campaign 

launched by the defendant No.1 is malicio us, false, 

baseless, incorrect just with an ill-will, unlawful, 

cruel and malafide efforts/ attempt on behalf of 

dcfcud a n t due to his Personal sz r u d.szc with the ~ <:) <:.> 

a c t ivc co u n ivn n c c or i l l-w i s h c r s or tile p l a i n t i ff 

C ; 1l 1 S l' cI II IH It It' h ; 1 r ~ '\ S Sill C t 11, b I; 1 c k II I i\ iii t I g , I () S S 0 l 

rcpu tat io n and loss of h ca l th to the _plai,lll ill. 

16- That above said false, baseless ;:HHI malicious 

ca m pa ign and defendant's pc r so n a I uct.ioris / 

stories, propaganda In his p cr s o n nl cupa city , 

rc s ul tcd in mcrit.al agony / rnc n tal torture to t~c 

p la in tiffs and their family, friends, relatiVO'~l'Vrt . ,. 

/ ,,"'" \\', 
~'I.'_.'''t. 

, .. 
('. , , . 
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h~H:1SS(,cI t h o rn in the ci rr lcs or 111(,;1' co l lcn gu c s , 

Ir ic nd s , rc lat.ivc s , acq ua i n tn ncc s .r n d mn d c then', 

target of hatred and ridicule arnong:::;[ the same. The 

pro blcrn s created as a consequence Lhereof, are 

bound to persist and will continue to create i11-;- 

effect viz-a-viz the plaint.ifts and their family for 

whole of their lives. 

17 - T'h a t. on account of aforesaid ugly ca rn pa.ign at the 

instance of the defendant No.1 and actions / 

stories, propaganda, the plaintiff's have been 

. irreparably injured In their crcd it, character , 
reputation and health and have been brought into 

public disgrace and contempt and 'have suffered 

indescribable isolation, persecution, rncn tal torture, 

h umilia tion and material loss. The ·pla:.intiffsare 

bound to suffer for ever and prospectively serious 

.n nd gnlvc mju ry , loss, damage. The plaintiffs 

conveyed their sense of shock and displease to the 

dcfc ud a n t but. the defendants in st.cad of being 

apol(~getic , showed which indi fference total 

circumstances have gravely aggravated the, tort 

cornrni ttcd by the defendants. 

18·- That plaintiffs have suffered irreparably on account 

of the above stated libelous, " defamatory, 

b laokm ai lirig , rna licio us and scan d a lou s cam paign 

a s well as actions / stories, 'propaganda of 

de lend an L through above said youtubc videos and 

posts on facebook account. Lega1 i nj ury .. clue to 

de [a 111 a 1 ion, s La 11 cl c r, hbcl~ lort, C01l S pnacy, 

c r i rn i un l co u sp uacy, mu l icc and ,-.IS 

n1~gr;)v;d('cI (Llrn~1gcs, i n Fl ic-I c d by (1)(' 

No.1 on t:he pln in tiff is beyond cn lc u 

~ '-'r ' I 

" , #" f I f\ fl. '[ . , .• ' 
.' , ..... , 
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of IT! oncy as the d arn aac b IS en o r mo'us and 

i rrr-t r ic-v.i h l.-. Ll owcvc r , I l u: plu i u t i lf 1(':~lric{s t.h c i r 

r ln i n: to t l ir- Iol lowina Sl1111S ;IS (LlIrJ;lr'(':~: •...... ~ , 

Injury Lo UIC reputation' of the 
plai n lift's 

I~s. i UU:' million each i) 

ii) Loss of service career reputation l~s. /1 OGC)oOOO / - eaeh 

iii) l~s. ?'()O()()OOO each Mcn l nl lorl urc, loss of health 

Leg,ll expenses iv) Rs. I ())., ooo /- 

TOTAL 0)000000/- Rs. 

That 011 20.06.2021 when t.h c p lai n t.ifts came to know. 

the a bo u L the uploadedc1efamatory viclco s on youtubc 

and face book account by the defendan L No.1 and 

pla in tiff s seen the defamatory videos; hence plaintiffs 

serve-d II p o n i.hc defend on t No.1 a legal n ot.icc dated 

28.6.2021 demanding damages on account Of 

defamation but defendant No.1 did not bother to 

respond the same. 

20. Tb a t t.h c cause of action arosc m favour of the 

plaintiffs and against the dcfe n d a n ts firstly on' 

20.06.2021 when the plaintiffs came to know the 

about the uploaded videos on youtube and Face book 

acco u n t and plaintiffs seen the dcfam a tory videos and 

secondly whcn the plaintiff served lcgn l notice to the 

d c lc n d u n L No .l on 2~.Ou.202 I w h c r c n s no response 

from the defenda.nts, within the period, st.ip ula.tcc III 

- .' ,,'\ _ .. ' 
~ I.~ 

.. \ ' .\ '\ \ ,r ' . . \ " 
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Icga.1 notice but d c spi tc (111 a b ovc fa'cu: t l i c d cfc nd an t ._ 
i s COil Iii I U 0 II sly c1 0 i n g t.h c S:J III C, hell c c t 11 i ~; ~-; 1.I i L. 

21. That the plaintiffs are working for gaill and. re si d irig 

at Ra h i m Yar Khan, causc of action a cr r uc d at Rahim 

Ya r Kh a 11, Lhcrcfore , this Honourab1e Court has got 

jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the m n t tcr . 

22.' That the value of the s ui t lor the purposes of court 

fcc and jurisdiction is fixed as Rs.SOO rn ill ion s, and 

r c qu i s i tc court fee of Rs.] 5,000/ _.' h a s been affixed on 

thc plaint. 

Under the above mentioned circumst.ance s, it 

IS, therefore, respectfully prayed that a decree for 

the recovery of Rs. 500 millions. as defamatory 

damages may kindly be passed with cost in favour 

of the plaintiffs and against the defendant and 

salanderous material on the social media may 

p le a se d be ordered to be removed and specifically 

.defendant Na.L be directed not to upload further 

defaming material/videos on youtube an d fac:~o~~1 

or on any print media against the Plaill~~ 
,,: ' ,., , ~ ~ I 

o ""\ ~ I t \ ,~ . .'.. - .. ~ '",. • ~ ,) .. 
Any other relief which this Honourable Court 

deems fit and proper may also be awarded, 
) '. I I ~ 
:, , \, I \ . I., ... 

PLAINTIFFS 
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Througl i: 

':' ABDUL BASIT AnIAN BALOCH 

""f' ';./ \" ._ Advocate S uprcmc Court 
VCHlfiC/\TION 

Verified on oaLiI ot /,ohill1 )Iar Khan this _ day of July, 20)1 LiIClI. t.he 
contents of the above paras NO.1 to 19 are correct to the best of my 
kl)()\'\t/('d!:(' (/Ild n'IlIili"ill!! Jl"rm No, :)0 to :» (/r(' trill' 10 til" /)(:',1 (II Illy 

/ 
',rJ )} \ 1> 

/ ': } 
/ 

-:0--:;::- 
·C------- 

belief· 
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BEFORE THB DISTRICT J'UDGE, RAlIIlVl YAH. KHAN - -.--- 

, ... , 

.: , ;,: 

'RS':"-' ',,' - ~ - ';,_.- 

I 
-: t , " ?'l. 

", ......• 

Su·t No. /2021 
PAKlSTA 

COU\, \ \:\ 1- 

In re:- 

Dr. Mu hrrmrnnr] S(lgir, ('{t~, 

Versus 
Farukh Iqbal, etc. 

-}.,' 'k ',' 

SUIT FOR RECOVERY OF 500 MILLIONS FRQIVI DEFENDANT ._-----_. - - .. -------- 
NO.1 AS COMPENSATION ON ACCOUNT 01 D,~FAMATION .-- _._- -_._-- - - .. - 

CAUSED TO THE PLAINTIFFS WITH MANDATORY AND _-- - 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION AS CONSEQUENTIA~_RELIEF. 

* * * 
A PLICATION 

UNDER ORDER 39 RULE 1 & 2 CPC EAD WITH 
SECT ON 151 C.P.C FOR INTERIM ELIEF. 

'k * ',' 

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:- 

1. That the above titled suit has been filed In this 

Honourable Court, in which no date of hearing has ,bee_n 

fixed so far. 

2. 'That the contents of the suit rnay kindly be read as 

an integral part of this application. 

, « r I r \ • {\, ,\ 
r ,""",' ~J " ; J 1 'J. 

" ,-,' ",'..... 'I 
I ; 
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:), That the petitioner has got good prHn;\ facie Cc:.1.SC, 

which is likely to be succeeded. 

4. Thn t 111(' bc11811.Ce of convenience 'lies H1 favour of 

the pct.i t.io ucr 

5. That if the respondent No.1 is not restrained from 

1-1p loading fu rthcr defaming matcr ial / videos () n youtu be) 

Iaccbood and print media in any .t 'ia.nncr whut.socvcr, 

the petitioner will suffer an irreparable loss and injury. 

PRAYE 

in view of the above submissions, it IS rnost 

respectfully prayed that till the final decision of the suit, 

dcfcn d an L No. 1. be directed not to ,upload furLher 

defarning material/videos on youtube and facebook or 

on any pr i n t media against the pl a in 1. i [fs in the 

su prcmc interest of justice. 

It is also prayed that ad-interim injunct jon .m.~T_::,~ 
. /_./;Z:4~~/~ 

also very graciously be granted. 7/ _;:---- 
PETITIONER 

THROUGH: 

~'lJ 
ABDUL BASIT KHK~BALOCH 

Advocate Suprerne Court 
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BEFORE TXiE DISTRICT JUDGE, RAHIlVI YAR KHAN 
"/ .. i 

':-, 

ri: JE.::' 
,y 

I" 1.1 -IA" 

Suit No , /20r,J 
Tn rc:- 

Dr. Muh amrnad Sagir, etc, 
Versus 

Farukh Iqbal, etc. 
.. ): * * 

\ . . " ( ',' . 
'!.... :--:: .... _)',.:' 

. ..... ". t,. 
,I ,/ 

_~UIT__FOR g§_cqy_~~y OF 500 MILLIONS_~O~y!_DEFENDANT 
NO.1 AS CONiPENSATION ON ACCOUNT OF DEFAMATION ----- -_ 
CA!L~~._l'_O_ TF!.~ PLAINTIFFS WITH :: .. JYI~NDJQ:ORY __ ~~p 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION AS CONSEQUENTll~L RELIEF~_ 

* * * 
APPLICATION 

UNDER PDER 39 RULE 1 & 2 CPC' READ WITH 
SECTION 151 C.P.C FOR !NTERI1V(REL!EF. 

-;: * * 

AFFIDAVIT 
Of Dr. Muhammad Sagir, Associate Professor, Dcpar trncrit 
of Chemical Engineering, Khwaja Farced University of 
Engineering and Information Technology, ],('n< S/o Riasat 
Ali R/O Khwaja Fareed University of }{:nginccring and 
Information Technology, Abu Dhabi Road, J~YK, Cell No. 
03338487665 

I, the above' named deponent do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare as under: 

1 . That the above titled suit has been riled in this 

I ... Ionourablc Court, in which no elate of henri ng has b .cn 

fixed so far. 01\ 

t'\ ( .•..• , .. ,. , r I,." 1 , J\. hI 
,,-. I '1< f· ~ '. .. L I)' •.•• .t:.,.. "" __ ,'" ., • ., t~.~ ;1/_ 

n i' ·1 /u=. t \ l \..,._ .. ' ,-, - . 
,\...- 
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2. That the contents of the suit may kindly be read as 

an integral part of this application. 

3. That the petitioner has got good prima facie case, 

which is likely to be succeeded. 

4. That the balance of convenience lies 'in favour of 

the petitioners. 

S. Tlrat if L11e respondent No.1 is noL rc suaincd Irom 

up lonrl iru> Fu rt hc-r dr-Inrni rur nln1'cri;ll/vi<'i('os 011 YOLlLlIbc, 

Iaccbood and print media in any mariner whatsoever, 

the petitioner will suffer an irreparable lo ss and injury. 

DEPONENT 

VERIFICATION 
'Verified on oath this __ day of .Iuly, 2021 ell. Ra hirn Yar 
Kh811 thnt the contents of a hove affid avi: ~IJ'C tr uc a nd 
correct: to the best of my knowledge and b(~li(.\L 

, r \ \ f ~\ '"' o~. , ,'I. \\''' 
i' ~",., . \ • \ 
I ' . . :~' r,'i ':';. _'; n ')'1 

, I. •.• ~ II 
I , ." I 


