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CONFLICT OF INTERESTS- COUNTY ATTORNEY - EMINENT DOMAIN

An AssistantCountyAttorney, with the expressonsenbf all concernedyiven aftera full
disclosureof thefacts,mayrepresenpropertyownersin eminentdomainproceedingsn which
the countyis in no way involved.

QUESTIONS

First, wherean AssistantCountyAttorneyhandlesll proceeding$n eminentdomainfor the
countyof hisemploymentandis atthe sametime, with the knowledgeandconsenof the
Commissionerg€ourtof saidcounty,activelyengagedn the privatepracticeof law, would it be
unethicalfor saidattorneyto defendclientsin proceedingsn eminentdomainbroughtby cities
andothercondemningauthoritiedocatedanddoingbusinessn saidcounty,butin which cases
the countyis in noway involved,andsaidattorneyhasno connectiorwith saidcondemning
authoritiesnor doeshe haveanyaccesgo their files or confidentialinformation?

Secondlywould it beunethicalfor saidattorneyto representlientsagainsta city or other
condemningauthorityin acondemnatiortasewherethe authorityis participatingsaidproject
jointly with the State

Thirdly, wouldit be unethicalfor saidattorneyto representlientsin condemnatiorcases
wherethe condemningauthorityis a countyotherthanthe onewhich employssaidattorney?

OPINION

Underthefactsassumedhn eachof thethreequestionsit appearghatthereis no conflict of
interestbetweerthe countyandthe attorney'sotherclientsandthereforeno violation of Canon6.
However the attorneyshouldobservehe requirement®f Canoné by disclosingto his clientsall
the circumstancesf his relationsto the parties,andanyinterestin, or connectiorwith the
controversywhich mightinfluencetheclientin the selectionof counselandby notdivulging his
clients'secretr confidencesWhetherthe attorneycanmaintainsatisfactoryrelationswith
clientson oppositesidesof the docketis a matterfor his own goodjudgmentandnota question
of ethics.(9-0.)



