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Allegations 

 

1. The Allegations against the Respondent were that:  

 

1.1  Between 22 October 2009 and 24 April 2017, he made at least 227 improper 

withdrawals from client account resulting in a minimum cash shortage of 

£1,504,056.12. He misappropriated the monies for his own purposes. He therefore 

breached any or all of the following:  

 

1.1.1  Principles 2, 6 and 10 of the SRA Principles 2011. (“The 2011 Principles”)  

 

1.1.2 Rule 20.1 (a) of the SRA Accounts Rules 2011. (“The 2011 Accounts Rules”);  

 

and in so far as the conduct preceded 6 October 2011: 

 

1.1.3 Rules 1.02, 1.04 and 1.06 of the Solicitors’ Code of Conduct 2007. (“the 2007 

Code of Conduct”)  

 

1.1.4 Rule 22 (1) (a) of the Solicitors’ Accounts Rules 1998. (“The 1998 Accounts 

Rules”)  

 

1.2  From between in or around 2013 to 2016 he used client bank account as a banking 

facility for his own purpose, and thereby breached any or all of the following:  

 

1.2.1 Principles 6 and 7 of the 2011 Principles.  

 

1.2.2 Rule 14.5 of the 2011 Accounts Rules.  

 

In addition, dishonesty was alleged as an aggravating factor with respect to 

Allegation 1.1. 

 

2. The case proceeded under the Solicitors (Disciplinary Proceedings) Rules 2007. 

 

Background 

 

3. The Respondent was admitted as a solicitor on 1 November 1988. At all relevant times 

the Respondent had been a partner then member at Pitmans LLP (the Firm) of 47 Castle 

Street, Reading Berkshire RG1 7SR. He joined the firm in 1995. He became a partner 

in 1996 and an equity partner in 1997. The firm became an LLP in November 2011 

when the Respondent became a Member. He was head of the Firm’s Commercial 

Property Team and specialised in acting for developers in the residential property 

sector. He was dismissed from the firm on 30 April 2017. At the time of the hearing the 

Respondent remained on the Roll of Solicitors but did not hold a current practising 

certificate. He was serving a sentence of imprisonment at the time of the hearing.  

 

Application for the matter to be resolved by way of Agreed Outcome 

 

4. The parties invited the Tribunal to deal with the Allegations against the Respondent in 

accordance with the Statement of Agreed Facts and Outcome (SAF) annexed to this 
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Judgment. The parties submitted that the outcome proposed was consistent with the 

Tribunal’s Guidance Note on Sanctions.  

 

5. In the SAF the Respondent admitted all the Allegations including the allegation of 

dishonesty. The proposed outcome was that the Respondent be struck-off the Roll and 

that he pay £17,000 towards the Applicant’s costs.  

 

Findings of Fact and Law 

 

6. The Applicant was required to prove the Allegations beyond reasonable doubt.  The 

Tribunal had due regard to the Respondent’s rights to a fair trial and to respect for his 

private and family life under Articles 6 and 8 of the European Convention for the 

Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. 

 

7. The Tribunal reviewed all the material before it and was satisfied that the Respondent’s 

admissions were properly made.  

 

8. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (December 2020). In doing so 

the Tribunal assessed the culpability and harm identified together with the aggravating 

and mitigating factors that existed.  

 

9. The Respondent had made admissions to serious matters involving large sums of money 

and dishonesty. There were no exceptional circumstances advanced by the parties or 

apparent from the papers. The Tribunal therefore agreed that the appropriate and 

proportionate outcome was for the Respondent to be struck-off the Roll in order to 

protect the public and the reputation of the profession.  

 

Costs 

 

10. The Tribunal was content to order costs in the sum agreed between the parties.  

 

Publication 

 

11. The Respondent was serving a sentence following a conviction for matters which were 

related to the Allegations set out above. The Respondent’s co-Defendant in those 

proceedings was still awaiting trial. The Respondent had applied for this Judgment not 

to be published until the conclusion of the co-Defendant’s trial as there was a concern 

that publishing the details of these Allegations could prejudice those proceedings.  

 

12. The Applicant did not oppose the application.  

 

13. The Tribunal considered the need to maintain the principle of open justice and the need 

to ensure that publication of the Judgment did not in any way cause prejudice to ongoing 

criminal proceedings. The Tribunal noted that the substantive hearing of these matters 

had been adjourned on several occasions since 2018 due to the ongoing proceedings 

against the Respondent and the need to avoid prejudicing those proceedings. It was 

therefore logical that the principle was extended to ensure the integrity of the 

proceedings against his co-Defendant.  
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14. The Tribunal therefore directed that this Judgment not be published or disclosed to non-

parties without leave of the Tribunal. It has further directed that the parties notify the 

Tribunal when the criminal proceedings against the Respondent’s co-defendant were 

concluded in order that it may then publish the Judgment. 

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

15. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, ANDREW GEORGE DAVIES, solicitor, 

be STRUCK OFF the Roll of Solicitors and it further Ordered that he do pay the costs 

of and incidental to this application and enquiry fixed in the sum of £17,000.00. 

 

Dated this 3rd day of March 2021 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

 
S Tinkler 

Chair 

 

 

 

 

 

 

JUDGMENT FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

  03 MAR 2021 
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