
LED 

JOHN MCCARTHY, 
CILERK 

WHEREAS, 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

IN SUPREME COURT 

the Director of Lawyers Profebsional 

Responsibility has recommended the repeal ok Rule 6(c), Rules 

on Lawyers Professional Responsibility, to kvoid 

inconsistency between statutory authority and the Rules on 

Lawyers Professional Responsibility, and 

WHEREAS, this Court has carefully considered the 

Director's recommendation, and is fully advised of the 

implications thereof, 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. Rule 6(c), Rules on Lawyers Profes 

Responsibility, is hereby repealed effectiv 

2. The Director of Lawyers Profession 

is authorized to cooperate with the Attorne 

completing the review process in any review 

Rule 6(c) prior to July 1, 1981. 

Dated: L\%Ob3\ , 1981. 

BY THE COURT: 

n 

k 
Chief Justice 

ional 

July 1, 1981. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Upon approval of Minn. Stat. S481.15, ub. 3, the 

Court, by November 1, 1976 Order, adopted R le 6(c), Rules 1 

Lawyers Professional Responsibility, which p 
rovides: 

*'Attorney General. The Director shall 
notify the Attorney General of ea h complaint 
made to him or reported to him by a District 
Chairman. The Director shall 

I 
inf rm each com- 

plainant that if he is not satisfied with the 
disposition made by the Director, he may take 
Ihis complaint to the Attorney General. Unless 
otherwise directed by this Court, the Director 
may allow the Attorney General access to 
files, records, and proceedings of the 
District Committees, the Board, and the 
Director, subject to the Attorney General's 
agreement to keep them confidential as 
provided in Rule 20(a). Upon petition by the 
Attorney General, a Panel may make any dispo- 
sition specified in Rule 9(e). Upon appeal by 
the Attorney General, this Court may direct 
the Panel to make any disposition specified in 
Rule 9(e) or may take any other action as the 
interests of justice may require." 

Since Minn. Stat. $481.15, Sub. 3, ha 5 been 

repealed, effective July 1, 1981, Rule 6(c)1, if it remains 

on 

in 

effect, will be inconsistent with that rep al. e The Court has 

made an independent examination of this ma ter and has 

determined that Rule 6(c) should be 1 repeal d effective 

July 1, 1981. I 

The Director should have continuing a thority, however, 

to cooperate with any investigations initi ted by the 

Attorney General pursuant to Rule 6(c) pri 
I 

r to July 1, 1981. 

This will enable the Attorney General to c mplete 
i 

his 

responsibilities concerning files transmitted him pursuant to 

Rule 6(c) prior to July 1, 1981. 


