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4 
To omit 

~VIarch 2005 

Proposed 

in Corrunittee, to move the following amendmeats: 

clause, and the following clcmse: 

4 Ne,N Ze:aYanull Law Society to 101rmn,Dte:: IJ11llirJP!os,e of thlis 

Act 
(1) The follmvimg criteria are r,ekvant to the implementation 

the the A,ct (without limiting 

(a) a l:nvyer being pre}udicia1 the importance 
conflicts ua,~,·,v,n vvhen providi_n_g legal services to 
or her clients: 
the uu.u~·~= of crure by a 

(c) ovemi.ding dluties as .an officer of 
High Court to his or her dudes under ertacit-

a hnvyer should act the interests or her 
clients: 

requires, to ,determine the 
relevant to impiem,_entation 

A,.ct, 

the words "wii:h the approval of 
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clause. 

lProposed 21111umdiments :t,o, 
Lawyers ,mml. Cmn,~yancers EHi 

from subcfause ( 1) the words 
and 

90 
To omit the the ·,,'4,,iw,,-,u" of the Nfinister and"' and 
after consultation with such 

clause. 

(,'lause 

(1) the approved the IVIinister)" in both 

Explanatory 

swtutory dlu:ties This issue is 

clauses 7 and 9 i!i: misconducI or unsatisfactory condiuct 

and 
Lavv 
dure to 
proposed by the 
set Rules. 

du,ties, The beti:,er approach is to 
Zealand. Lavv 

approach taken in other '~''"'''"'u,u·~·u 

~u,~,m,,w Act 1988 and ,JVC'U"c'LC 

'}lellington, Ni\v Zealand: ?ublished under 
House ofFtepr,esentafr,1es--2085 

of the 
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