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J.
Attorney Ethics.

waived his

To the Honorable Chief Justice and Associate
Supreme Court of New Jg~sey.

Esq., appeared on behalf of the Office of

2C: 21-15, and one count of falsifying or tampering with records,

contrary to N.J.S.A. 2C: 21-4(a).

On            13, 1988, a two-count was

by the Union County Grand Ju~y (Ind. No. 88-

01-0038).    Co,~t one hL~ with misapplying approximately

$25,000.00, a client’s proceeds from a sale of real estate, which

was re~ired to deposit as escrow funds in a

interest-bearing account for the benefit of his

Instead, respondent deposited them into his personal accost with

Inter Communi~ Bank on November 15, 1985. On that s~e day, he

This matter      before the Board on a           for
/

by the of Ethics, on

respondent’s of one count misapplication

entrusted to a client, to N.J.S.A.



$21,250.00. On the date that

$983.27 remained in respondent’s personal

drew two

checks were paid,

account.

In count two, was

records in March 1986, when he allowed his

in a estate to an of Title,

that there was an               lien against the

The crimes are of the third and fourth degrees,

On 5, 1988, to the two

At the he in

1985, he knowingly misappropri~ed funds that he was to

in trust for (TI to 8-8).I

also a client in a

real estate closing in which there was an outstanding lien on the

he knowingly allowed the client to sign an Affidavit of

attesting that no lien existed (TI 8-9 to 23).

On May 20, 1988, was sentenced to an

term of four years’ 400 hours of community service and

a fine of $2,500. Respondent was tem~rarily suspended from the

practice of law by Order dated September 8, 1986.

The of now Board

recommend to the Supreme Court that respondent be disbarred.

CONCLUSION AND Pd~COM~ATION

A criminal conviction is conclusive evidence of respondent’s

IT1 denotes the
5, 1988.

res~ndent’s guilty



R. 1:20-6(b) (i).                            no to

an of to

~lilt. In re Brick~;, 90 N.__~J. 6, I0 (1982). to be

determined is the extent of the final discipline to be imposed ~.

1:20-6(b)(2)(ii). Respondent’s of

in on

as a lawyer, the result of dishonesty, deceit and

misrepresentation. ~___qC 8.4((b) and (c).

In one count of indictment, is charged with

misapplication of entrusted funds, contrary to N.J.S.A. 2C:21-15.

has misappropriated

$25,000.00

In re 102 N.J. 160 (1986); In re

81 N.J. 455 (1979).

The Board no circumstances. ~ne

of in the Court and the

bar as a the

misappropriation cases. 81 N.J. at 461.

the Board unanimously recommends respondent be

Three mem~rs did not participate.

The Board further recommends be

the Committee for

administrative costs.

to

Dated

Chair
R. Tx

linary Review Board


