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SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY
D-148 September Term 2006

‘\\,nr.iu omms . warte,  SEP 21 2007

,;m me! m-r ‘LAW W
H : )
-

(Attorncy Eb. 040781996)

1“@he¥nistiplinary Review Board havinq filed with the Court its

' decision in DRB 06-344, concluding that as a matter of reciprocaly
“cdlscipline pursuant to Rule 1:20- 14(a)(4)(E), JAMES WﬂITlo a/k/a
~“~cgaﬁu!a B, WBITE, of EWING, who was admitted to the bar of.chis State

';cln 1996, should ‘be suspended from the practice of 1aw for a perlod

i fofrsix months based on discipline imposed in the State of New York

that. in  New Jersey constitutes violations of RPC

:vﬂl 15(a)(comm1ng11ng and negligent misappropriation of 'client

ifunds), RPC 1. 15(d) and Rule 1:21~ 6(recordkeep1ng v1olat10ns) and

“knule 1:21- 6(c)(1)(I)(2)(mak1ng prohibited cash w1thdrawals from

;".‘trust account),

And the Disciplinary Review Board having further concluded v

that prlor to relnstatement to practice, respondent should be

‘“}red to complete courses in profess1ona1 responsibility and
trust accountlng and that following reinstatement, respondent
should supmit quarterly trust account reconciliations to the Offlce
of Attb;néy Ethics for a period of two years;

And good cause appearing:



It is :QRDERED that JAMES WHITE, a/k/a JAMES E. WHITE, is

hereby suspended from the practice of law for a period of six

"~fnmanths, eﬁfectlve 1mmed1ately, and it is further

ORDERED that prior to reinstatement to practice, respondent

'Lfshall enroll in and successfully complete twelve hours of courses‘

approved'by the Office of Attorney EtthS, and it is further

ORDERED that after reinstatement to practice, respondent shall

o£ hxs trust account for a period of two years and until’ the'

rf’gfﬁfurther Order of the Court; and it is further

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

| frrsaspended attOrneys, and it is further

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

i'faiiure to comply with the Affidavit of Compliance requirement of

h,’Rule I*QO~20(b)(15) may (1) preclude the Dlsc1p11nary Review
‘;Board from consxderlng respondent s petition for reinstatement
; fer a perlod of up to six months from the date respondent files
~ proof of compliance; (2) be found to constitute a violation of
‘*”Rééﬁéti(b) endrggg 8.4(o); and (3) provide a basis for an action
foor contempt pursuant to Rule 1:10-2; 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
‘vState, énd it is further

ORDERED that respondent reimburse the Disciplinary Oversight

n 5professxona1 respon51b111ty ‘and attorney trust accountlng'

it to the Offn.ce of Attorney Ethics quarterly recOnCﬂlatmns ”




- '?f"é'CiS:rknittee for appropriate administrative costs and actual
o expenses incurred in the prosecution of this matter, as prov;xded

,:;; 1n,Ru1e 1:20-17,

WIWESS, ‘the Honorable Stuart Rabner, Chief Justice, at

ton, this 18th day of September, 2007.
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