IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL, : No. 3186 Disciplinary Docket No. 3
Petitioner No. 59 DB 2026
. Attorney Registration No. 324900
(Philadelphia)
PAOLO RAINES SHIPMAN,
Respondent

ORDER

PER CURIAM

AND NOW, this 8" day of October, 2026, upon consideration of the
Recommendation of the Three-Member Panel of the Disciplinary Board, the Joint Petition
in Support of Discipline on Consent is granted, and Paolo Raines Shipman is suspended
on consent from the Bar of this Commonwealth for a period of three years, retroactive to
May 19, 2026. Respondent shall comply with the provisions of Pa.R.D.E 217 and pay
costs to the Disciplinary Board. See Pa.R.D.E. 208(g).

A True CO&Y Nicole Traini
As Of 10/08/2026

Attest: WW%W

Chief Clerk
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania




BEFORE THE DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL, : No.59DB 2026
Petitioner :
V.
Attorney Reg. No. 324900
PAOLO RAINES SHIPMAN, :
Respondent :  {Philadelphia)

JOINT PETITION IN SUPPORT OF DISCIPLINE
ON CONSENT PURSUANT TO RULE 215, Pa.R.D.E.

Petitioner, the Office of Disciplinary Counsel, by Thomas J. Farrell, Chief
Disciﬁlinary Counsel, and Jeffrey M. Krulik, Disciplinary Counsel, and Respondent, Paolo
Raines Shipman, who is represented by Samuel C. Siretton, Esquire, file this Joint
Petition in Support of Discipline on Consent Pursuant to Rule 215(d), Pa.R.D.E. and
respectiully represent as follows:

1. Petitioner, whose principal office is located at Pennsylvania Judicial Center,
Suite 2700, 601 Commonwealth Avenue, P.O. Box 62485, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania
17106, is invested, pursuant to Pennsylvania Rule of Disciplinary Enforcement
("Pa.R.D.E.") 207, with the power and duty to investigate all matters involving alleged
misconduct of an attorney admitted to practice law in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
and to prosecute all disciplinary proceedings brought in accordance with the various
provisions of the aforesaid Enforcement Rules.

2. Respondent, Paoclo Raines Shipman, was born in 1989. He was admitied

to practice law in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania on October 17, 2017.
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3. By Order dated May 19, 2026, Respondent was temporarily suspended
pursuant to a Joint Petition to Temporarily Suspend an Atiarney.

4. Respondent is subject to the disciplinary jurisdiction of the Disciplinary
Board of the Supreme Court.

FACTUAL ADMISSIONS AND RULES OF
PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT AND DISCIPLINARY ENFORCEMENT VIOLATED

5. On or about August 18, 2020, Respondent placed a telephone in the
bathroom of his family’s home in Asbury Park, New Jersey.
6. Respondent put the telephone on the record setting so that he could record
individuals using the shower.
7. Respondent recorded an underaged individual taking a shower; she was
naked and her breasts were exposed.
8. Respondent kept screenshots from the recording on his cell phone.
9. On December 27, 2024, Respondent's then-girlfriend, Margaret Rogers,
informed police that:
a. she had found sexually-explicit photographs of females on
Respondent’s cell phone; and
b. she recognized one of the females as an individual she knew who
was under the age of eighteen at the time the photographs were
taken.
10. Police officers interviewed the underaged individual, who told them she did
not know Respondent had been recording her and had not given him permission to do
SO.

11. Respondent was arrested on February 10, 2025.
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12. When interviewed by police, Respondent admitted setting up the telephone
in the bathroom and recording the underaged individual.

13.  On February 2, 2026, Respondent pled guilty to Endangering the Welfare
of Children, N.J.S.A. 2C:24-4(a)(1), in the Superior Court of New Jersey in Monmouth
County. The offense involves “sexual conduct which would impair or debauch the morals
of the child.” Id,

14. By letter dated February 20, 2026, Respondent, through counset,.timely
reported his conviction to Office of Disciplinary Counsel ("ODC"), as required by
Pa.R.D.E. 214(a).

15.  Prior to his sentencing, Respondent was ordered to participate in a mental
health evaluation by the New Jersey Adult Diagnostic and Treatment Center, in
accordance with the New Jersey Sex Offender Act ("NJSOA"), N.J.S.A. 2C:47-1 et al. !

16. On March 31, 2026, Conor Hogan, Ph.D., a licensed psychologist,
conducted the court-ordered evaluation.

17. In his report, Dr. Hogan found that Respondent was not eligible for
sentencing under the purview of the NJSOA “[d]ue to [a] lack of evidence supporting a
finding of repetitive and compulsive sexual behavior.”

18. Respondent obtained a report from Barry Zakireh, Ph.D., a clinical and

forensic psychologist, who also evaluated him.

1 Pursuant to N.J.S.A. 2C:47-1, the New Jersey Department of Corrections is required to
complete a psychological examination of an offender convicted of certain enumerated
sexuat offenses, including N.J.S.A. 2C:24-4(a). The purpose of the evaluation is fo
determine whether the offender's conduct was characterized by a pattern of repetitive,
compulsive behavior and, if it was, to determine the offender’s amenability to sex offender
treatment and willingness to participate ‘in such treatment. N.J.S.A. 2C:47-1; State v.
Lynch, 352 A.3d 934, 936-37 (N.J. Super. 2025).
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19. In his report, which was initially prepared on January 7, 2026, and then
updated on May 27, 2026, Dr. Zakireh offered his opinions that Respondent:

a. met the diagnostic criteria for Generalized Anxiety Disorder and
Panic Disorder;

b. did not meet the criteria for any paraphilic, sexual, or personality
disorders; and

C. presented a “low risk of sexual recidivism.”

20. OnApril 30, 2026, ODC and Respondent filed a Joint Petition to Temporarily
Suspend an Attorney, requesting a temporary suspension pursuant to Pa.R.D.E.
214(d)(5).

21. By Order dated May 19, 2026, the Supreme Court granted the joint petition,
and ordered that Respondent be placed on temporary suspension.

22.  On May 22, 2026, the Superior Court of New Jersey, pursuant {o a
negotiated plea agreement, sentenced Respondent to parole supervision for life and
placed him on the Megan’s Law registry.

23. By his conduct, as set forth in paragraphs 5 through 22, supra, Respondent
violated the following Rule of Professional Conduct and Rule of Disciplinary Enforcement:

a. RPC 8.4(b), which states that it is professional misconduct for a
lawyer to commit a criminal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer’s
honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a lawyer in other respects; and

b. Pa.R.D.E. 203(b)(1), which states that grounds for discipline include

the conviction of a crime.



SPECIFIC JOINT RECOMMENDATION FOR DISCIPLINE

24. Petitioner and Respondent jointly recommend that the appropriate
discipline for Respondent’s admitted misconduct is a suspension from the practice of law
for three years, retroactive to May 19, 2026, the date he was temporarily suspended.

25.  Respondent hereby consents to that discipline being imposed upon him by
the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. Attached to this Joint Pefition is Respondent’s
executed Affidavit required by Pa.R.D.E. 215(d), staling that he consents to the
recommended discipline, including the mandatory acknowledgments contained in
Pa.R.D.E. 215(d)(1) through (4).

26. Petitioner and Respondent respectfully submit that the following are
mitigating factors in this case:

a. Respondent has shown remorse and acceptance of responsibility by
pleading guilty to his crime, agreeing to be placed on temporary
suspension, and entering into this Joint Petition;

b. Respondent has fully cooperated with ODC in its investigation of this
matier;

C. Respondent has no record of discipline since being admitted to the
Pennsylvania Bar in 2017; and |

d. Respondent has no prior criminal record.

27. Respondent further submits the following as additional mitigation:

a. since August 2025, he has been engaged in weekly cognitive

behavior therapy through Better Help, an on-line therapy service;



b. he is working with his probation officer to start weekly group sex
offense therapy with Rutgers Behavioral Health; and
C. he is planning to enroll in a Sexual Trauma and Psychotherapy
Program at the University of Pennsylvania.
28. Where a disciplinary matter is predicated on a criminal conviction, the sole
issue to be resolved is the extent of the discipline to be imposed on the respondent. Office

of Disciplinary Counsel v. Eilberg, 441 A.2d 1183, 1194-95 (Pa. 1982). Determining the

appropriate measure of discipline requires consideration of “the events surrounding the

criminal charge,” as well any mitigating factors. Office of Disciplinary Counsel v. Christie,

639 A.2d 782, 785 (Pa. 1994).
29. Cases in which respondenis have been convicted of sexual offenses
involving minors have imposed a wide range of sanctions based on the specific

circumstances. In some cases, the conduct may warran! disbarment. See, e.qg., Office of

Disciplinary Counsel v. Patrick Francis Lomax, No. 40 DB 2023 (S.Ct. Order 7/26/24)

(resignation after Lomax was convicted of multiple felonies and misdemeanors in two
cases including, inter alia, invasion of privacy, photographing or filming a sex act of a
minor, and possession of child pornography, and was sentenced to nine to eighteen years
imprisonment to be followed by probation). In other cases, suspensions of anywhere from

six months to five years have been imposed. See, e.q., Office of Disciplinary Counsel v.

Christie, supra (five-year suspension where Christie pled guilty to thirteen misdemeanor
sex offenses involving minors, based upon providing two minors with alcohol, showing
them x-rated videos, and masturbating in their presence; mitigation included remorse,
cooperation with criminal and disciplinary authorities, testimony that Christie’s criminal
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conduct was caused by an involuntary psychiatric disorder for which he had entered
treatment and that he was a "low risk of recidivist behavior,” and no history of prior criminal

or disciplinary sanctions); Office of Disciplinary Counsel v. Brad J. Koplinski, No. 100 DB

2022 (S.Ct. Order 1/23/28) (five-year suspension on consent where Koplinski entered a
guilty plea to 15 counts of possessing child pornography based on possession of 43
pictures of child parnography or vchifd erotica and was sentenced to 14 to 30 months’
incarceration; mitigation included remorse, acceptance of responsibility, agreeing to being
placed on temporary suspension, voluntarily entering inpatient rehabilitation after his

arrest, continued therapy, and no prior discipline or criminal record); Office of Disciplinary

Counsel v. Clayton William Boulware, No. 97 DB 2011 (D.Bd. Rpt. 5/16/13) (S.Ct. Order

9/4/13) (six-month suspension, followed by probation for three years with conditions,
where Boulware pled guilty to two counts of invasion of privacy based on his attaching a
video camera to his shoe and using it to video up the skirts of females, one of whom was
a minor; mitigation included acceptance of responsibility, cooperation with ODC,
testimony from a therapist that he had worked diligently to deal with the issues that had
caused him to engage in the behavior, testimony from the therapist that the conduct was
“unprecedented and anomalous,” and no record of discipline).

30. The most closely analogous case to the instant matter is Office of

Disciplinary Counsel v. Roarke Thomas Aston, No. 33 DB 2024 (S.Ct. Order 9/4/25), in

which Aston received a three-year suspension on consent, with two years stayed, and
probation subject to conditions. The primary misconduct involved Aston having pled no
cantest to Endangering the Welfare of a Child, in violation of 18 Pa.C.S. § 4304{a)(1),
based on his having surreptitiously recorded his minor stepdaughter in a state of undress.
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1d., 1 5-10. Aston had been sentenced to two years of reporting probation for his criminal
conviction, and was not subject to Megan's Law reporting requirements. id., Iff 11-12, 71.
Aston also had two recent convictions for driving under the influence of alcohol, had
lacked diligence and failed to communicate in two client matters, and had inadvertently
violated Pa.R.D.E. 217 while on temporary suspension by using checks for an account
titted, “Aston Law.” Id., ] 17-59.2

31.  Aston had substantial mitigation, including: having no record of discipline
or prior criminal convictions; his cooperation with law enfarcement in his criminal cases
and with disciplinary authorities; his- agreeing to a temporary suspension of his law
license; his admission of wrongdoing, acceptance of responsibility, and expression of
remorse for his conduct; his clients had not suffered any permanent harm from his actions;
he had reimbursed the legal fee he had received; and he provided letters of support from
other attorneys and former clients. Id., [ 61, 82. In addition, if the case had proceeded
to a hearing, Aston would have testified to having taken significant steps to address his
issues with abuse of alcohol that were “at the roct of his criminal convictions and attorney
misconduct.” Id., §62. These steps included both in-patient and out-patient treatment,
attending individual and group therapy and counseling sessions, adherence to a drug
regimen program to address his alcohol consumption, random urine testing, and wearing
a monitoring device to detect alcohol consumption. Id. The criminal conduct involving his

step-daughter was remote in time, as it occurred prior to 2016, and Aston was not arrested

2 The joint petition in Aston described the misconduct in the two client matters as
“‘unremarkable allegations involving the lack of diligence and failure to communicate or
adequately explain matters to a client in which neither client suffered harm or loss of any
rights,” and the violation of Rule 217 as “"de minimus (sic) and ... inadvertent.” id., 1] 68-
69.
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until 2023, after his wife found the recording device in the pocket of one of his old coats.
d., 191 5-7.

32. Respondent’s criminal conduct was similar fo the primary misconduct in
Aston, as he was also convicted based upon his having surreptitiously filmed an
underaged individual in a state of undress. There are also similar mitigating factors,
including that, like Aston, Respondent has no prior criminal record or record of discipline,
agreed to a temporary suspension, cooperated with ODC, admitted wrongdoing, and
expressed remorse for his conduct. Respondent has also indicated that he is involved in
mental health treatment, and—although not as remote in time as in Aston—his arrest
ocourred four years after he surreptitiously filmed the underaged individual. Although
unlike Aston, Respondent has been placed on the Megan's Law registry, and is subject
to life-time parole supervision, Dr. Zakireh's report offered an opinion that he was a "low
risk of sexual recidivism.” Dr. Hogan similarly noted a lack of evidence to support a finding
of “repetitive and compulsive sexual behavior.”

33. Based upon the above precedent, and considering both the nature of
Respondent's misconduct and the mitigating factors, Petitioner and Respondent submit
that a suspension of three years is appropriate discipline. This discipline is within the
range of sanctions imposed in other cases where respondents were convicted of sexual
offenses involving minors, will require Respondent to prove his fithess should he seek
reinstatement, and will serve to protect the public and maintain the integrity of the legal
system. See Inre lulo, 766 A .2d 335, 339 (Pa. 2001) (goals of disciplinary system include

“protection of the public, integrity of the judicial system and deterrence”).



WHEREFORE, Petitioner and Respondent respectfully request that, pursuant to
Pennsylvania Rules of Disciplinary Enforcement 215(e), 215(g) and 215(i), a three-
member panel of the Disciplinary Board review and approve the Joint Petition in Support
of Discipline on Consent and file a recommendation with the Supreme Court of
Pennsylvania that Respondent receive a suspension of three years, retroactive to May
19, 2026.

Respectfully submitted,
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

THOMAS J. FARRELL,

Chief Discjplinary Couns
9] 2426 ﬁ /J/?/ R

DATE Jeffrey M. Krulik
Disciplinary Counsel

08/20/2026 Cholo “Raines Shipman

DATE Paolo Raines Shipman -
Respondent

DATE Salfiuel C. Stretton, Esquire

Counsel for Respondent
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BEFORE THE DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL, : No.59 DB 2026
Petitioner :
V.
Attorney Reg. No. 324900
PAOLO RAINES SHIPMAN, :
Respondent :  (Philadelphia)

VERIFICATION

The statements contained in the foregoing Joint Petition In Support of Discipline
on Consent Under Pa.R.D.E. 215(d) are true and correct to the best of my knowledge or

information and belief and are made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.S. §4904, relating

to unswarn falsification to authorities. i ///
82426 / SM

DATE Jeffrey M. Krulik, Esquire
Disciplinary Counsel

08/20/2026 Cholp “Raines Ofipman

DATE Paolo Raines Shipman
Respondent

DAT?/M /%

Samuel C. Stre iton, Esqun’e
Counsel for Respondent



BEFORE THE DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF THE
SUPREME GOURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

OFFiCE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL, : No. 53 DB 2026
Petitioner :
V.
Attorney Reg. No. 324900
PAOLO RAINES SHIPMAN, :
Respondent . (Philadeiphia)

AFFIDAVIT UNDER RULE 215(d), Pa.R.D.E.

Paolo Raines Shipman, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and hereby
submits this affidavit consenting to the recommendation of a suspension of three years in
conformity with Rule 214(d), Pa.R.D.E., and further states as follows:

1. He was an attorney admitted in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, having
been admitted to the bar on or about October 17, 2017.

2. By Order dated May 19, 2026, he was placed on temparary suspension.

3. He desires ta submit a Joint Petition in Support of Discipline on Consent
Pursuant to Rule 215(d), Pa.R.D.E.

3. His consent is freely and voluntarily rendered, he is not being subjected to
coercion or duress, and he is fully aware of the implications of submitting this affidavit.

4. He is aware that there is presently pending an investigation regarding
allegations that he has been guilty of misconduct, as set forth in the Joint Petition in Support
of Discipline on Consent Pursuant to Rule 215(d), Pa.R.D.E., to which this affidavit is
attached.

5. He acknowledges that the material facts set forth in the Joint Petition are true.

6. He submits this affidavit because he knows that if charges predicated upon



the matier under investigation were filed in the pending proceeding he could not
successfully defend against them.

7. He acknowledges that he is fully aware of his right to consult and employ
counsel to represent him in the instant proceeding. He has retained, consulted and acted
upon the advice of counsel, in connection with his decision to execute the within Joint
Petition.

it is understood that the statements made herein are subject to the penalties of 18
Pa.C.S.A. §4904 (relating to unsworn falsification to authorities).

Signed this 20day of _ August | 2026.

VJM@ (;’Qm'/ws QS%I‘[:ZV}L[UL

Paolo Raines Shipman

State of Texas, County of Dallas

Sworn to and subscribed

before me this 2 day

of August , 2026. I
o Jenmifer Frazier
Nolary Public, State of Texas
“omin. Expives  93-16-2030
Nota ic Notary D 131492357

Notarszed Online with NotaryLive.com



Notarized by: Jennifer Frazier

Time: 2026-08-21 00:06:10 UTC

URL: https://notarylive.com/tu/cdp/¥KBX58
Access ID: XK8X58

Pin: UJ4U7C




BEFORE THE DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL, : No.59DB 2026
Petitioner :
v.
Attorney Reg. No. 324900
PAOLO RAINES SHIPMAN, :
Respondent :  (Philadelphia)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that | am this day serving the foregoing document upon all pariies
of record in this proceeding in accordance with the requirements of 204 Pa. Code §89.22
(relating to service by a participant).

First Class Mail and email, as follows:

Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire

Law Office of Samuel C. Stretton
103 S. High Street

P.O. Box 3231

West Chester, PA 19381

strettonlaw.samstretton ail.com .
3 i J
Dated: 251?/4)7 26 \

Jeffrey M. Krulik, Edquire”
Disciplinary Counsel

Attorney Registration No. 57110
Office of Disciplinary Counsel
1601 Market Street, Suite 3320
Philadelphia, PA 13103

(215) 560-6296




CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

I certify that this filing complies with the provisions of the Public Access Policy of the
Unified Judicial System of Pennsylvania: Case Records of the Appellate and Trial Courts that
require filing confidential information and documents differently than non-confidential

information and documents.

Submitted by: Office of Disciplinary Counsel

////{v

Name: Jeffrev M. Krulik, Disciplinary Counsel

Signature:

Attorney No. (if applicable): 57110
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