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JUDGMENT ON SENTENCE

. The Respondent has been found guilty of two counts of professional misconduct and five
courts of unsatisfactory professional conduct,

2. itis submitted on behalf of the Bespondent that he has been a legal praclitioner for over
20 years and Is the President of the Fii Law Society and therefore an appropiats penclly
is 0 publc reprimand.

3. This submission is supported by the fact that this i the 1# ime that he has come before o
disciplinory tribunol and thet the allegations hove no slement of dishonesty.

4. The Applicant submils thol o public reprimond is not oppropriate and that the
Respondent being a senior practifioner and being President of the Fili Law Society are in
fact mggrovating fachors.

3. The mallers on which the Respondent has been found guilly are not matters of
dishonesly bul are matters of carslessnass or poor practice,

4. In his evidence the Respondsnt says that of the relevant period he was axpedencing
significant personal upheaval which impached on bis professionnl g;erfsrm-gﬂce‘ This may
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o protect the communily ¢
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professional standards for the bensfit o
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maney making operation and fhe panalfies

i is not the role of this Commission fo be J operation and the per
The need 16 protect the public and
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reason why fhis Resgindent should

ciam of the opinion that the conduct of "ihé".ﬁaépandenf calls for o smcll monetory

benally rather than a public reprimand in the light of the position that he holds within the
legal profession. - '

. The conduct of the Respondent is in many respect. concerming and whilst # does not

cisplay dishonesty it shows o lack of appreciation of practice monogement prnciples
and the obfigafions of legal practiioners under the Trust Aceount reguiremeants,

There &5 also displayed a disturbing Jack of undensionding of conveyoncing and real
property principles.

These Issues can in my opinfon only bae addressed by some further fraining.
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1. The Respondent is fo undericike riot less 1h
legai education in edch of the follow
Praclice Munagement. The study Is &
syllabus or pragramme i 1o be
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2. Qrder 15 to be complied M!‘hmiw fo 30"
practiciing ceriflcate s to'be susperide

fuherorder.

3 The Respondent i fo pay 10 the Comel
onea month lali 1

- without furfher o

4. The Respondent is fo pay o the Commission for payment oid fo the Applicont wilness
expernses totalling $1.428.75 being Jagal Reddy §692.95, Indar Deo $48.00 ond Ha Lol
$668.00 such payment s 1o e made within one monih faling which the Respondent's
procticling cerlfificote shall be suspendsd without fulther order,

5. BY CONSENT with respect fo compiaint 3 the Respondent shall prepare ol necsssary
S documents, amange thelr execution by ol relevont parfies ond ragister the hansfer with
the Registror of Tilles to frarsfer one cuarar acre of lond from Sigo Monl Noloker and
Chin Sami Nedeker 1o Hor Prasesd Lo, The considerafion is the sum of $9260.00 already
held by the Respondent, Had Prasad Lol shall meet off necassary suvey cosls ond the
cost of extraction of frash Hitls documends,

6. The Respondert shall compiete the fransaction referred to in 5 above within 3 monihs of
complefion of the necessory suvay,

g
? : 7. The Chiof Registrar sholl supaivise the performance of orders 5 and 6.
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