
The Chairman, 

Higher Education Commission (HEC) 

Islamabad  

 

Subject:  Review Appeal Against the Decision of HEC Experts Committee bearing 
No. Ref: 3-1-268- P/QAD/HEC/2022/216 dated February 28, 2022 under 
Section 13 of HEC Plagiarism Policy 

 

Esteemed Prof. Dr. Tariq Javed Bunari, 

 

I submit my Review Appeal under Section 13 of HEC Plagiarism Policy against the decision 

of the HEC Experts Committee (Reference of Letter No 3-1-268-P/QAD/HEC/2022/216 dated 

28.02.2022-Annexure I). Although the said committee has firmly established that the paper 

was plagiarized yet it has ignored the material facts submitted by the undersigned in its Written 

Submission through email dated 03.01.2022, and accepted the few submissions of Prof. Dr. 

Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT) single sidedly without affording any opportunity to 

the undersigned to cross-examine and to invalidate his claims. This act of the said committee 

is against the spirit of Fair Trial/Fundamental Right duly protected under Article 10A of the 

Constitution of Pakistan.     

I have objections regarding the following Observations and Conclusion of the said committee: 

 

Observation I:  “the Written Statement of the Vice Chancellor, (KFUEIT) was received 

that he was not aware of the publication and his name was added without 

his consent” 

 

Observation II:  “the retraction was done on his request” 

 

Conclusion: “Since this complaint was against the Vice Chancellor (KFUEIT) and 

the committee after detail deliberation and investigation did not find him 

https://www.google.com/search?rlz=1C1YQLS_enPK908PK908&q=single+sidedly&spell=1&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwj5xIGV_N32AhVD6RoKHQKtAcEQkeECKAB6BAgBEC8


responsible for the said plagiarized paper and recommend no penalty 

against him” 

 

Grounds: 

 

i. The Observation I is false because Professor Dr. Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC 

KFUEIT) and the Corresponding Authors of the Plagiarized Research Paper, Dr. 

Muhammad Sagir and Dr. Muhammad Bilal Tahir (as Plaintiffs) filed a Defamation 

Suite 4985/2021 dated 05.07.2021 (Annexure II) before the District Court Rahim 

Yar Khan where in Para 8 of the aforementioned Suit it is stated  

 

“8. That Defendant No. 2 published a paper in January 2020, plaintiffs submitted 

a paper to research journal “Fuel” in February 2020 which was published in 

October 2020…” 

Secondly, Mr. Suleman Tahir sent an email to RMIT university on 26-06-2021 and 

claimed that I (Farukh) plagiarised his and his student data. His claimed was 

investigated by RMIT university. The letter of RMIT is attached in Annexure (III). 

Thus, it is crystal clear that Professor Dr. Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT) 

has already admitted in its Defamation Suite 4985/2021 dated 05.07.2021 before 

the Court of Law that he submitted the research paper to Journal “Fuel”, and in 

RMIT letter he admitted that data belongs to him and his research student and it is 

enough to establish that he was not only fully aware of submission of research paper 

but he had consented to do so. Thus, it is established that Professor Dr. Muhammad 

Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT) made a false statement before the HEC Experts 

Committee and the said committee accepted his claim as such without any 

verification.  

ii. The Observation II is also not true because the Plagiarized Research Paper was 

retracted from the Journal “Fuel” on my complaint. The representative of Elsevier, 

Kathleen Ahamed-Broadhurst, informed and congratulated the undersigned about 

the retraction via email dated 12.06.2021 (Annexure IV). The retraction note 

published by the Journal “Fuel” (Annexure V) did not mention it at all that the said 

retraction was done on the request of the Authors, whereas, there are several 



examples (Annexure VI) where it has been clearly mentioned that the retraction 

has been made on the request of the Authors. Annexure IV to VII clearly establish 

that the retraction from “Fuel” was not done on the request of the Professor Dr. 

Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT), and his statement before the committee 

is not true. The Committee simply trusted the statement of Professor Dr. 

Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT), rather it must had contacted the 

Fuel/Elsevier to reach any conclusion.  

iii. As the Observations I & II clearly establish that Professor Dr. Muhammad 

Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT) was fully aware about the submission of Plagiarized 

Research Paper to the Journal “Fuel” as per his submission before the Court of Law, 

and the retraction from “Fuel” was not done on his request, thus, Professor Dr. 

Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT) is guilty of Plagiarism and making false 

statement before the HEC Experts Committee, hence, he could not be acquitted 

from the charge of Plagiarism. HEC Committee ignored the material facts and made 

a defected decision on the peripheral grounds.   

 

Prayer 

 

It is respectfully prayed  

1. To consider the submissions of the undersigned after affording an opportunity of 
representation and investigate the conduct of Professor Dr. Muhammad Suleman Tahir 
(VC KFUEIT) before the HEC Expert Committee in the light of his admission in Para 
8 of Defamation Suite 4985/2021 dated 05.07.2021 filed before the Court of Law.  

2. To Declare Professor Dr. Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC KFUEIT) guilty of 
Plagiarism and making false statement before committee to deceit the course of justice 
intentionally  

3. To impose the due penalty against Professor Dr. Muhammad Suleman Tahir (VC 
KFUEIT) for his conduct plagiarism as per HEC Plagiarism Policy.   

 

Regards, 

Mr. Farukh Iqbal  

 

PhD Candidate, RMIT, Australia  



Tel +61414794268; Email: farukh.iqbal@student.rmit.edu.au 

Dated 24.03.2022 
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