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REPRIMAND

On September 18, 2018, the Professional Conduct Committee issued a
Diversion Order. The Attorney Discipline Office has flied a Motion to Impose
Reprimand for Breach of Condition of Diversion, specifically, that Ms. Randall
take courses qualifying for at least six hours of CLE credit beyond the
minimum requirement. On October 13, 2019, Ms. Randall informed
Disciplinary Counsel that she has “decided not to complete any more CLE’s
and I have resigned from the NH Bar Association effective October 1. I
understand that that the reprimand may be imposed.”

The Motion to imposed is attached as Exhibit A. Ms. Randall’s conduct
violated Ruies of Professional Conduct 1.1 and 8.4(a), as stipulated.

A Reprimand is appropriate. The sanction is in accord with the purposes
of attorney discipline. See e.g., Conner’s Case 158 N.H. 299, 303 (2009);
Richmond’s Case, 152 N.H. 155, 159-60 (2005). The sanction is also in accord
with the ABA Standardsfor Imposing Lawyer Sanctions (2005) (“Standards”).
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Having approved the stipulated sanction, the Committee approves the
agreement that Shelley M. Randall shall reimburse the Committee for all costs
of investigation and prosecution of this matter.

November’, 2019

____________________

David M. Rothstein
Chair

cc: Sara 5. Greene, Disciplinary Counsel
Shelley M. Randall, Esquire
File
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10. At the time of speaking with Ms. R, Ms. Randall did not believe Ms. Randall fell 

into any of the categories above. Ms. Randall was not yet the Minor's attorney. 

and Ms. R was no longer his guardian or custodian. (DCYF was the Minor's 

custodian after he was removed from foster care with Ms. R). 

11. For this reason, Ms. Randall did not review the paperwork that Ms. R. brought 

with her concerning the Minor's court case, nor did she contact the Minor. Her 

concern at the time was that she not run afoul of the confidentiality provisions of 

the statute. Based on Ms. R's assurances that the mlnor disagreed with the 

CASA recommendation that he be Jn the residential placement, Ms. Randall filed 

the Motion seeking to be appointed counsel.' 

12. The Motfon filed by Ms. Randall contains the following representations: 

a. "NOW comes [the minor] in the above matter and by and through retained 

counsel, Shelley Randall Esq., respectfully requests this Court appoint 

counsel for [the Minor] in the above. entltted matter as follows."; 

b. "Upon information and belief, [the Minor] wishes to be returned to his former 

foster parent's home."; 

c. "Upon infonnation and belief, Seth has made this wish known to his assigned 

CASA GAL who has indicated a move back Into his foster home is not In his 

best Interests.• 

1 Ms. Randall's Motion was predicated on RSA§ 169-C:10(11)(a), allowing for 
appointment of counsel for a neglected or abused child where the child's Interests 
confUct with the "recommendation for dispositional orders of 1he guardian ad titem." 
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