T

AND: IGBAL KHAN

IN THE ;&na?ggnm

?:jf-;ff;;.f}i.;j?} "]' NO. 909/2009
~ NO.010/2009

BETWEEN: CHIEFREGISGTRAR = ¥
L ST e T e e T Appff:’,‘:ﬂﬂf

Respnndeni‘

Applicant . Ms V. Lidise
Respondent: Mr | Khan

Date of Hearing:
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EXTEMPORE RULING
ON APPLICATION TO VACATE HEARING DATE

1. There is before the Commission an application by way of Nolice of Motion fo vacate the
hearing dates allocated to the above matiers on the ¥ of December 2007,

2. The applicalion was set down for hearing on 3¢ of May 2010 for a period of 5 days.
3. These hﬂaring dotes were gllocated with the consent of the Respondent.

4. By letter doted 319 of March 2010 oddress to the Secrefary of the Commission the
Respondent sought 1o have the daoles vacoled on the bases that he had on
appointment with o medicol specialist on the 1% of April 2010 and o turther
appointment In May and June regarding his medical condition.

5 The Commision responded fo the Respondent by lefier dated 1 of Aprll 2010 in which
the Secretary to the Commission advise to the Respondent

“Your applicofion must be mode to the Commission formaiy and should be accomparied by o
medical réport from the treating specialist detaliing the need for the wgency of the hrealment. The
Commissionar will ofso need o heor argurment os to why, ¥ ihe heoring dale & vocaled, due o he
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; @:‘. svapencfir&g y@ur prac:ha ng e::eza‘ ifictife

munber and serfousness of the aﬂegafmn i
should not be made. ™ s B

That leter was followed by an amp!saaimh by chme mf Mo’éon on fh@ 1?51 ﬂ? .%prii 20
which was set for heoring tiefore the Commlss r'zd its now being dealt with icdm‘

The Respondent gives swom aszﬁ:ienca b&f’i}f@:fﬁﬁ Cammigs or o corect whﬂt he says
are errors s to dates in the r,xffidew%f_ The & f_mase cofrections Is that he says he
was seen by o doclor in M@ib&@ma o “h‘mz 1-6f March 2010 ond ihaf he wos seen by G
spacialist urologist on the &b of &m’% 2010 at the: s;:«@ﬂiﬂilst urml»ogs? deised hirn

that it would be necassary to réview hi f ;_;memis, that is ihe 4"‘ of Mazf and

4h of June,

gfh’e 31‘&"@ m;::h 2010 s';cs'fss' a‘hcﬂ tho

His ﬁ:ﬁmuemlng that ?he &Eter ff;) !he G{:&'ﬁm

April 2010,

I do not accept, on the evidence '!hcﬂ_s iﬁé{gﬁé"m& ihd‘f thers Is cny pressing necessily
for the Respondent fo atiend he medical appointment on the 4% of May 2010.

The only evidence to support such a contention i that contalned in o facsimlie medical
report tenderad to the Commilssion this morning [Exhibit R1] which stotes:

“Mr, Khan Is o potfent enrclied here, He was seen by the Urclogist Mr Drent lost
month he had request further investigation.
This he needs urgently to moke o diagnosis of his problem.
Test needed - Micturating Cystourethrogrom and flow mecsurerment,
This is been booked to be done on the 4% of May and M. Khan should moke
appropricte arangements 1o be here on fime for this to be done.”

Thers is nothing in that report that would suggest o me that the 4% of May & crificol
there is nothing 1o suggest that it could not take ploce on for example 110 of May or
somne other date,

O the boses of the evidence that's ploced before the Commission Fm of the view thot
the medical arangemaents for the 4% of Moy were made without taking acaount of the
nead for Mr. khan to be present at this Commission on the 40 of May or difemciively
ware made in an olfempt to dvoid the Respondent's allendonece af this Commission on
the 4% of Moy,

there are a very lorge number of complainks agairs! the Respondent some of these
complaints gre very serous and some of the compidints i estoblished may well lsad 1o




the Respondent's name being removad'_ fri mé'féééfﬁ?&étiii{)ﬁé{s or alfematively
may lead to some other serious or szgnmmrﬁ panr:ﬂiy ii}ﬁjﬂg nmposed upm him ‘

14. The Respondent has submitisd ih{:i it the' hec:rmg da%es ore va;:med then ;ae wollc
consent to order for the payment of ﬁasis ihmwn away by the Commissior s @ resul of
vacalion of those hearing dotes, Thot x:}f Gourse. mkes account of one of the issues that
arise on an application such as this, i éaas nat fcxke accaunt of the ovérall public inferest
issue which is significant due to ihé*e riumt::«ei' u:;nﬁ se‘r Dus*nasg c:,sf the aiiegahe}ns against the
Resporcient, :

15, | am consclous of the nead fr,sr !h& Re o} 1o be gzven a fmr heaﬂng c:rsci {am
conscious of the seriousness, as the’ responﬁeni;paiﬁfs out, of the dllegations. ugcérzs% him,
In bolancing the need for o fgir czmtj jus% heaﬁng agcmsf 1hs pui:uirc mieras? and
attempting to er on the side of o fdir ancf jus
going fo gmnf the request for an‘adjouimme

6. There Es (e z;sphan as _w & dd

further adioumimenis. The m
peiiod of 5 days unless that date causes some difficully for the Applacmnt

ORDERS
I, Hearing dates of the 3¢ to the 7% of May 2010 are vacaied.

7, The procesadings are adjounead for heating on the 21 1o the 250 and fhe 28" to the 29
of June inclusive 1o commence at 9:30 am on the 219 June 2010,

3. The Respongent is pay to the Commission, prior fo 4pm on the 30% April 2010, the sum of
$5000.00 by way of costs thrown away by the Commission, in the eveni the costs are not
paid the Respondent's practicing cerlificate is suspended uniil such fime os the cost are

poid without further order.
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 JOHN CONNORS Wi R 28 APRIL 2010
COMMISSIONER




