SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY
D-100 September Term 2005

IN THE MATTER OF

AN ATTORNEY AT LAW »= HAR312036

(Attorney No. 001991984) MM

TheaDisciplinary Review Board having filed with the Court
its decision in DRB 05 316, concluding that STEPHEN D. LANDFIELD,
formerly of MORRIS PLAINS who was admitted to the bar of this
State in 1984, and who has been suspended from the practice of
law sinee-November 1, 2004, pursuant to Orders of the Court filed
October 1, 2064, May 12, 2005, and January 27, 2006, should be
suspended from the practice of law for a period of three months
for violatlng RPC 1.1(a) (gross neglect), RPC 1.1(b) (pattern of
neglect), REC 1. a(a) (failure to cemmunicate with clieht),vand
RPC 1.16(4d) (fallure to return an unearned fee); |

And the Disc1p11nary Rev1ew Board further hav1ng concluded
| that respondent’s reinstatement to practlce should be conditioned
on his satisfactien of the requirements imposed in the Orders of
.suspension;‘ ‘

And good cause appearing;

It is ORDERED that STEPHEN‘D. LANDFIELD is suspended from
the practiee of law for a period of three months and until the
further Order of the Court, effective imMediateiy; and it is
further ' :

ORDERED that respondent shall not be reinstated to practice
until all disciplinary matters pending against him are concluded
and until respondent has satisfied all fee arbitration
determinations, as ordered by the Court on October 1, 2004, and

May 12, 2005; and itkis further



e
L]

ORDERED that prior to reinstatement to practice, respondent
shall provide proof -of his fitness to practice law as attested to
by a mental health professional approved by the Office of l'
 Attorney Ethics; and it is further | S

'dealiﬁg w1th suSpended attorneys, and it is further
bﬁDERED that pursuant to Rule 1: 20- 20(c), respondent'
z’ f3110§£ to ccmply with the Affidavit of Compliance requirement. of
waxxhle "1:20- -20 (b) (15) may (1) preclude the Disciplinary Review
| Board fram considering respondent’s petition for reinstatement
for a period of up to six months from the date respondent files
proof df compiianee;»(Z) be found to constitute a violation of
ggg‘s,i(b) and RPC 8.4(c); and (3) pro&ide'a,basis for an action
- for contempt pursuant to gglg 1:10-2; and it is further
| ORDERED that the entire record of this ﬁatter ve made a

permanent pait of respondent's file as an attorney at 1aw of this

State; and J..t is further o “,

ORDERED that respondent reimburse the Disciplinary Oversight
Committee for appropriate adminlstratlve costs and actual
expenses 1ncurred in the prosecution of this matber, as prov1ded

in Rule 1: 20 17.

WITNESS, the Honorable Deborah T. Poritz, Chief Justice, at
Trenton, this 28th day of March, 2006. A

Tiig foregoing is a rue copy O w.
original on file in my .

CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT




