SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY
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| tThe biSciplinary Review Board having filed with the Court
‘ 1ts dec151on in DRB 06-308, concluding that as a matter of

d refiprocal d15c1p1ine pursuant to Rule 1:20-14, KRISTEN K. TOLKND

of PKILADELPHIL, PENRSYLVANIA, who was admitted to the’bar,of
thls State in 2001 should be suspended from the practice of law
‘”fbr a\périod of one year based on discipline imposed in the
o Commonwéalth of Pennsylvania for conduct that in New Jersey
viclates RPC 1. l(gross neglect), REC 1.3 (lack of diligence), REC
'1‘4(&}(fa11ure to communicate with client), REC 8.4 (b) (commission
d’of crlmlnal act that reflects adversely on attorney's fitness as
lawyer), _gg 8.4 (c) (conduct involving dishonesty, deceit or‘
: mmsrepresentatlon) and RPC 8 4 (d) (conduct prejud1c1a1 to.
administration of justice);

And’the Disciplinary Review Board having further concluded
that prior to reinstatemént to prac;ice law, respondent should be
réduiied»to submit pioof of her fitness to practice as attested

to by & substance abuse counselor;
‘:Anddréspondent haying failed to appear on the Order to Show
dZCauéé iéédgd‘in this matter;

And good cause appearlng,

It is ORDERED that KRISTEN K. TOLAND is suspended from the



“practiceﬂof law for a period of one year and until the further f
'brder‘of the Court, effective)immediately; and it is further |
ORDERED that prior to reinstatement to the practice of law,

’_respondent shall submit proof of her fltness to practice’ as
attested to by a substance abuse counselor approved by the Office
of Attorney Ethics; and it is further

) ORDERED that the entire record of thls matter be made a-
permanent part of respondent's file as an attorney at law of thls
State; and it is further

| ORDERED that respondent comply with Rule 1:20-20 dealing
with‘Suspendea attorneys; and it is further
| ORDERED that pursuant to Rule 1:20-20(c), respondent’s
A'failnretto comply with the Affidavit of Compliance requirement of
Eg;g 1:20—20(b)(15) may (1) preclude the Disciplinary Review
Board'fromdconsidering respondent’s petition for reinstatement
for a period of up to six months from the date respondent files
proof‘of compliance; (2) be found to constitute a violation of
RPC 8.1(b) and ggg}8.4(c); and (3) provide a basis for an action
for cbntempt pursuant to Bg;gllzlo—z; and it is further B

QRDERED that respondent reimburse the Disciplinary Oversight

kCommlttee for approprlate administrative costs and actual

»,expenses incurred in the prosecution of this matter, as prov1ded

in Rule 1:20-17.
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