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Allegations 

 

1. The Allegations against the Respondent in the Rule 5 Statement were that:- 

 

1.1. Between 18 February 2015 and 6 March 2015, he withdrew £1,500 in cash from a 

bank account at Barclays Bank Plc held by Mr D, a client of his employer for whom 

he had been appointed the sole attorney, for his own personal use. In doing so he 

breached all or alternatively any of Principles 2, 4, 5, 6 and 10 of the SRA Principles 

2011.  

 

1.2. Between 3 October 2015 and 17 June 2016, he withdrew a maximum of £4,600 in 

cash from a bank account at NatWest Bank Plc held by Mr D, a client of his employer 

for whom he had been appointed the sole attorney, for his own personal use. In doing 

so he breached all or alternatively any of Principles 2, 4, 5, 6 and 10 of the SRA 

Principles 2011.  

 

1.3. He failed to protect, either adequately or at all, four rings given to him by Mr D, a 

client of his employer for whom he had been appointed the sole attorney. In doing so 

the Respondent breached all or alternatively any of Principles 2, 4, 5, 6 and 10 of the 

SRA Principles 2011. 

 

1.4. In addition, Allegations 1.1 and 1.2 were advanced on the basis that the Respondent’s 

conduct was dishonest. Dishonesty was alleged as an aggravating feature of the 

Respondent’s misconduct but was not an essential ingredient in proving the 

Allegations. 

 

Documents 

 

2. The Tribunal had before it the following documents:- 

 

 Rule 5 Statement dated 23 November 2018 

 

 Respondent’s Answer dated 4 January 2019 

 

 Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome (“SAF”)  

 

Factual Background 

 

3. The Respondent was born in 1950 and was admitted to the Roll as a solicitor on 

1 October 1990. At the time of the hearing the Respondent held a Practising 

Certificate for the 2018/2019 practice year free from conditions. 

 

4. The Respondent was, from 1 April 2013 to 28 September 2016, an associate solicitor 

at W & L Legal Limited t/a Wright and Lord Solicitors (the Firm), 63 Victoria Street, 

Morecambe, Lancashire, LA4 4AF. From 2 December 2016 to 6 January 2017 he was 

a principal of Lewis Mitchell Solicitors incorporating Ruth Moores, 18 Railway View 

Road, Clitheroe, Lancashire, BB7 2HE. From 9 January 2017 to 31 August 2017 he 

was employed as an assistant solicitor at Progression Solicitors Limited (PSL), 

11 Queen Street, Ulverston, Cumbria, LA12 7AF. Since 1 September 2017 he had 

been employed as an associate solicitor at PSL. 
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Application for the matter to be resolved by way of Agreed Outcome 

 

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

accordance with the Statement of Agreed Facts annexed to this Judgment. The parties 

submitted that the outcome proposed was consistent with the Tribunal’s Guidance 

Note on Sanctions. The Statement of Agreed Facts invited the Tribunal to permit the 

withdrawal of Allegation 1.4, that being the dishonesty allegation attaching to 

Allegations 1.1 and 1.2. The Respondent had admitted the remaining Allegation and 

the basis of the application to withdraw Allegation 1.4 was proportionality. The 

proposed sanction was that the Respondent be struck off the Roll.  

 

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 beyond reasonable 

doubt that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made. In light of those 

admissions the Tribunal did not consider it proportionate to require the Applicant to 

prove an allegation of dishonesty. The Tribunal noted that the Respondent had stated 

that he had stopped practising and had stated his intention not to do so again. In the 

circumstances the Tribunal granted leave for Allegation 1.4 to be withdrawn.  

 

8. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (December 2018). In doing 

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

aggravating and mitigating factors that existed.  

 

9. This was a serious case in which the Respondent had been acting for a client who was 

85 and vulnerable. The Respondent had been in a position of trust that went beyond 

the usual level of trust that should exist between a solicitor and a client. The 

Respondent had access to his client’s property and money and so the public and the 

profession required there to be the highest standards of transparency. The appropriate 

sanction for this serious breach of trust was a strike-off.  

 

10. The Tribunal considered whether any exceptional circumstances applied in this case. 

None had been advanced and the Tribunal found nothing in the evidence before it that 

amounted to exceptional circumstances. The Tribunal determined that the Respondent 

should be struck-off the Roll and it therefore approved the proposed penalty in the 

Statement of Agreed Facts. 

 

11. The Tribunal noted the agreed position regarding costs and saw no basis to interfere 

with that.  
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Statement of Full Order 

 

12. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, GEORGE JAMES STANLEY 

LONSDALE, 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 £3,193.50. 

 

Dated this 15th day of August 2019 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

 
 

H Dobson 

Chair 

 

 

 

 

 

FILED WITH THE LAW 

SOCIETY 

 

16 AUGUST 2019 
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