SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY
D-36 September Term 2005

» IN THE m'rm or
«}._wmr ELLEN NEGGERS, , | v £
AW MTORMY AT LAW MW |

. (Attorney No. 021851995)

_ The Discapllnary Review Board having filed with the Court
‘1ts decislon 1n DRB 05-24%, concluding that WENDY ELLEN NEGGERS

24 '0£ MORRISTOWN, who was admitted to the bar of this State in 1995

kd’should be suspended from the practice of law for a perlod of one
"1year for V1olation of RPC 8.4 (b) (committing a crlmlnal act that
xreflects adversely on the lawyer s honesty,’ trustworthlness or

'fltness as a lawyer); 4 , ,

: And the Disciplinary Review Board having further concluded

/‘;that prior to reinstatement to practlce, respondent should be
e=required to submit proof of her fitness to practice law and of -

y,dcontlnued partlclpatlon in a drug rehabilitation program and
'iahould be subject to random drug testing;

And the Court having determined from its review of the

urgfmacter;that a three month suspen51on is warranted,

And good cause appearlng, _
"It is ORDERED that WENDY ELLEN NEGGERS is suspended from t:he' '
“*practice of law for a perlod ‘of three months and until the
ydfurther Order of the Court,geffectlve 1mmed1ate1y, and it 13

”>further

; ORDERED that prlor to relnstatement to practlce, respondent
5fsha11 prOV1de proof of her fltness to practlce law as attested to
’~by a mental health profe531onal approved by the Offlce of
Attorney Ethics; and it is further
| ORDERED that respondent shall prov1de to the Office of

k%.r?AttorneY Ethics proof of her continued part1c1patlon in a drug



rehabllltatlon program and shall submlt to periodic random drug
_dtesting on ‘a schedule to be determined by the Office of Attorney
'Ethice unitil the further Order of the Court; and it is further
ORDERED that the entire record of this matter be made a

‘Fpermanent part of respondent's file as an attorney at law of this

| ,State, and it is further

,,d ORDERED that respondent be restrained and enjoined from |
:‘practicing law durlng the period of suspen51on and that

re;&  ,eﬁkaomply with Rule 1:20-20; and it is further

L ORDEREB that pursuant to Rule 1: 20 20(c), respondent’s

. fa lure to comply with the Affidavit of Compllance requirement of
Rule 1: 20- 20(b)(15) may (1) preclude the Dlsc1p11nary Review
Board from considerlng respondent s petltlon for reinstatement
for a period of up to six months from the date respondent flles
proof of compliance; (2) be found to constitute a violation of
Rﬁ& 8. 1(b) and RPC 8. 4(c), and (3) provide a basis for an actlon
for contempt pursuant to Rule 1:10-2; and it is further

ORDERED that respondent reimburse the Disciplinary Oversight
Committee for approprlate administrative costs 1ncurred in the

prosecutlen of this matter.

¥

WITNESS,*the ‘Honorable Deborah T. Poritz, Chief Justice, at
Trenton, thls ‘6th day of December, 2005.

K OF THE SUPREME COURT




