
SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
D-249 September Term 1998 

IN THE MATTER OF 

IGNACIO SAAVEDRA, JR. I 

AN ATTORNEY AT LAW 

The Disciplinary Review Board on July 9, 1999, having filed 
1. 

with the Court its decision concluding that IGNACIO SAAVEDRA, 

JR., of UNION CITY, who was admitted to the bar of this State in 

1972, and who was suspended from che practice of law for a period 

of three months effective February 10, 1997, and who remains 

suspended at this time, should be suspended from the practice of 

law for’a further pericd of three months for violating EEC l+.l(aI 

(gross neglect), E X  1.3 (lack of diligence), BE% 1.16 (c) 
(failing to continue client representation after being ordered to 

do so by a zribuna;! , ar-6 E K  8 . 3  (d) (conduct prejndicial to the 

administration of justice); 

And the Disciplinary Review Board having concluded further 

that prior to reinstatement respondent should be required to 

demonstrate his fitness to practice and to complete successfully 

the Skills and Methods Course offered by ICLE, and that on 

reinstatement to practice respondent should be required to 

practice law under the scpervision of a practicing attorney for a 

period o? twc years; 

And good cause appearing; 

It is ORDERED that IGNACIO SAAVEDRA, JR., is suspended from 

the practice of law for a period of three months and ui-til the 

further Order of the Court, effective immediately; and it is 

further 

ORDERED that prior to any application for reinstatement to 

practice res,pondent shall submit proof of his fitness to practice 

law; and it is further 



ORDERED that prior to any &lieation for reinstatement 
respondent shall submit proof that he has successfully completed 

ten hours of courses in professional responsibility and a course 

in professionalism for attorneys offered by the Institute 'for 

Continuing Legal Education; and it is further 
-n. 

ORDERED that on reinstatement to practice, respondent shall 

practice law under the supervision cf a practicing attorney 

approved by the Office of Attorney Ethlcs for a period of two 

y e a r s  an3 until further Order of the Court; ard it is fcrther 

ORDERZD cha: the entire record of this matter be made a 
5). 

. I  

permanen: part of respon-dent's file as an attorney at law of this  

State; and it is further 

C E E Z E 3  that respofident be restrairec ar.d enjcined f roK 

practic5ns law during the period of suspension and that 

respondent Comply with U 1:ZO-20; and it is further 

O 3 D P . X  that respondent reimburse the Sisciplinary Oversight - 
Committee for agpropriate administrative costs incurred in the 

prosecution of this matter. 

WITNZSS, the Honorable Deborah T. Poritz, Chief Jcstice, at 

Trenton, this 7Zh day of December, 1999. 
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