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j&' L g ' SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY
| 'D-121 September Term 2005

~ (Attorney No. 023611989)

VThe-DisCiplinary Review Board having filed with the Court

;its decision in DRB 06 036, concluding on the record certlfied to

D

'% ‘ the Board pursuant to Rule 1 20-4 (£f) (default by respondent), that‘

i;smnqgg A, MALAT, formerly of HADDON HEIGHTS, who was admitted to

qthe;baraof»this State in 1989, and who has been suspended from

the practice of law since April 7, 2003, pursuant to Orders of

cheJCOurt'filed on March 12, 2003, and September 8, 2003, should
) i :
“jbe suspended from the practice of law for a period of six months

*l

'rpfviolating ggg 1. 1(a)(gross neglect), RPC 1. 1(b)(pattern of

Qneglect), REC«1.3(lack of diligence), .RPC 1.4(b) (failure to keep

m'flent reasonably informed about the status of a matter and to
= promptly comply with reasonable requests for 1nformatlon), RPC
B 1. 4£c)(failure to explaln a matter to the extent reasonably
;necessary to permit the client to make 1nformed dec131ons
‘“; ?regarding the representatlon), RPC 1.5(b) (failure to communicate

the*basis or rate of fee to client in writing), RPC

i
. i

'v8 I(b)(failure to cooperate with dlsc1p11nary authorltles), RPC




; ‘ 8.4(é{(conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or
imisﬁépresentation), and Rule 1:20-20(14) (failure to maintain

- filesy documents and other records of pending matters during

" And SAMUEL A.'MALAT-having,been ordered to show cause why he

[ g

&

—-—-——~shou1d.not_be*dlsbarred_orﬂotherw;seﬁdlsC1n11ned

And the Court having determined from its review of the
'ﬂmatﬁer that a one-year suspension from practice is the
apprppfiate diséipline for‘réspondent’s unéthical conduct;
~ And goédfcau8¢ appearing;

it'is ORDERED that SAMUEL A. MALAT is suspended from the
:practice of law for a perlod of one year and until the further
,ﬂOrder of the Court, effective immediately; and it is further
‘GRDEREDNthat respondent shall continue to be restrained and
x}~feﬁjoihed ffoﬁ-practicing law during the period of his suspension

Fand contlnue to comply with Rule 1:20-20 deallng with 'suspended

: ”% attcrnBY8' and it ‘is further

ORDERED that pursuant to Rule 1:20-20(c¢), fespondent’s
f;ilu£§ td comp1y:with the Afﬁidavit of Compliance requirement of 
-gglg f?Zb—éd(b)(lS) may (1) preclude the Disciplinary Review
”4Boa£d ffcm conéidering respondent’s petition for reinstatement
-,‘tfér;a period of up to six months from the date resﬁondent files
#   proof of'cbmpliance; (2) be found to constitute a-viélation of
ggg,ﬁ.llb) and RPC 8.4(c); and (3) provide a basis for an action

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




wetahall provide proof of his fitness to practice law as attested to

: ”xﬁby~awmen£a;shea1th profe981ona1 approved by the Office of

{f;};zu@e_éision of a practlcing attorney approved by, the Office of

;Attorney Ethics until the further Order of the: Court, and it is
ﬂ;,further
GRDERED that the entire record of this matter be made a

;_,permanent part of respondent's flle as an attorney at law of this

fg,ﬂjstate, and it is further

DRDERED that respondent reimburse the Dlsc1plinary Oversight

"”¢ommittee for approprlate adminlstratlve costs and actual

expenses incurred in the prosecutlon of this matter, as prov1ded K

_in Rule 1:20-17.

WITNESS, the Honorable Deborah T. Poritz, Chief Jﬁstice, at

PFTrenton, this 21st day of June, 2006.
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