AN ATTORNEY AT LAW

" (Attorney No. 004151983) :

SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY
D-117 September Term 2005

»:_[N THE-MATTER-OF— i ] '5 u:. _ U .
VIJAY M. GOKHALE, :  MAY 02 2008 | ‘
~ | . ORDER

TheaDisciplinary Review Board having filed with the Court
its decision in DRB 05-341, concluding that VIJAY M. GOKHALE of

ISELIN, who was admitted to the bar of this State in 1983, and

‘ v»whb theréaftgr was temporarily suspended from the practice of law

by’Orde:’of the Court filed September 18, 2003, and who remains
suspéndéd'at this time, should be suspended from the‘practice of
law fbr‘auperiod-of one year for violating RPC 1.1(a) (gross
ngglect), RPC 1.3 (lack of diligence), RPC 1.1$(b)_(fai1ure to
promptly pay funds to third parties), Egé 1.15(4d) (recordkeeping
violations), ggg 1.16(a) (1) (failure to withdraw from |

represehtation); RPC 8.1(b) (failure to cooperate with

disciplinary authorities), RPC 8.4 (b) (criminal act that reflects

adverselykon a lawyer’s honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a

lawyer), REC 8.4(d) (conduct prejudicial to the administration of

justice), and Rule 1:20-20 (future activities of.suspended

- attorneys) ;

And the Disciplinary Review Board having further concluded

that prior to reinstatement to practice, respondent should be

'required to satisfy the deficiencies for which he was temporarily



suspended in 2003 and successfu11§ coﬁplete the Skills and

Methods course offered by the Institute for Continﬁing Legal

Education, and ﬁhatibn‘réiﬁstéﬁeﬁ;ht;vhé éhéﬁidlbebreqﬁited‘td
- préctice’under the supervision of a practicing attoinéy for a
“period,of two years;
And good cause appearing;
‘~JI£ is ORDERED that VIJA? M. GOKHALE is suspended from the
préétice of law for a period of one year and until the further
Oorder of the Court, effective September 18, 2003; and it is

further

ORDERED that prior to reinstatement to practice, respondent

shall submftkproof to the Office of Attorney Ethics that he has
successfully cbmpleted.the Skills and Meﬁh&de course offeréd-by‘
the ihstitute'fcr ContinuinQ’Legal Educaﬁion; and it is further
ORDERBD that prior to reinstatemeﬁt, respondent'shall
'demonstrate that he has complied fullyiwith the Office of

Attorney Ethics in its investigation and that he has accounted

for and proﬁeriy disbursed the client funds in his trust account;

and it is further

‘f6RDERED that on reinstatement, respondent shall practice
 ﬁnder_the‘supervision of-a practicing attérney approved by the
Office of Attorney Ethics for a period of two years, and until

the further Order of the Court; and it is further

ORDERED that respondent continue to comply with Rule 1:20-20

fdealing with suspended attorneys; and it is further




‘ R ORDERED that pursuant to Rule 1:20-20(c), respondent'

failure to comply w1th the AffldaVlt of Compliance requirement of _

= - - —

Rule'lzzo-zo(b)(15) may (1) preclude the Disciplinary Review
mBoard 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. 1(b) and RPC 8.4(c); and (3) provide a basis for an action
'for contempt pursuant to Rule 1:10-2; and it is further

ORDEHED that the entire record of this matter be made a
: permanent part of respondent's file as an attorney at- law of this’

iState, 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.

"WITNESS, the Honorable Deborah T. Poritz,‘ChieffJustice, at

Trenton, this 28th day of April, 2006.

~ The foregoing is a true copy of the
orldnal on ﬂla in my office.
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