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The Disciplinary Review Board having filed with the Court its decision in

19-4, concluding on the record certified by the Board pursuant to Rule 1:20-

4(f)(default by respondent) that Marshall L. Williams of Philadelphia,

Pennsylvania, who was admitted to the bar of this State in I984, should be

suspended from the practice of law for a period of two years for violating RPC

1.1(a)(gross neglect), RPC 1.3(lack of diligence), RPC 1.4(b)(failure to keep a

........... client re~s~ab!y in_fo~’~_d _ab~0ut th~ status o~ ~atter an~ pr_o~pfly .comply .....

with reasonable requests for information), RPC 3.2(failure to expedite

litigation), RPC 3.3(a)(1)(false statement of material fact to a tribunal), RPC

3.4(c)(disobeying an obligation under the rules of a tribunal), RPC 3.4(d)(failure

to make reasonably diligent efforts to comply with legally proper discovery

requests by an opposing party), RPC 5.5(a)(1) and Rule l:21-

1A(a)(3)(unauthorized practice of law; failure to maintain liability insurance



while practicing as a professional corporation), RPC 7. l(a)(false or misleading

communications about the lawyer, the lawyer’s services, or any matter in which

the lawyer has, or seeks a professional involvement), RPC 8.1(b)(failure to

cooperate with disciplinary authorities), RPC 8.4(c)(conduct involving

dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation), and RPC 8.4(d)(conduct

......... pFejudi_cial ~pthe ~0~ipi_~ra~i~p p~jus~e); ..............................................

And good cause appearing;                                           ~

It is ORDERED that Marshall L. Williams is suspended from the practice

of law for a period of two years and until the further Order of the Court, effective

March 12, 2021; and it is further

ORDERED that respondent comply with Rule 1:20-20 dealing with

suspended attorneys; and it is further

ORDERED that pursuant to Rule 1:20-20(c), respondent’s failure to

............ ~o~ply wi~h ~ ~ffidavi_t 9~ ~o~p.!ian~ r_e_qu~r~ent_o~ Rule ! ;2~0(b_)(~) .....

may (1) preclude the Disciplinary Review Board from considering 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. l(b) and RPC 8.4(d); and (3) provide a basis for an action for contempt

pursuant to Rule 1:10-2; and it is further

ORDERED that the entire record of this matter be made a permanent part



of respondent’s file as an attorney at law of this State; and it is further

ORDERED that respondent reimburse the Disciplinary Oversight

Committee for appropriate administrative costs and actual expenses incurred in

the prosecution of this matter, as provided in Rule 1:20-17.

........ ~!TNESS, th~ Hooprabl~ Stuart Rabn~r, Chief.Ju.sti_c~, a_~ Trenton, ~hi.~

9th day of February, 2021.
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