
 

 

SOLICITORS DISCIPLINARY TRIBUNAL 

 
 

IN THE MATTER OF THE SOLICITORS ACT 1974 Case No. 11949-2019 

 

 

BETWEEN: 

  

 SOLICITORS REGULATION AUTHORITY Applicant 

 

and 

 

 ELIOT LOPIAN  Respondent 

 

______________________________________________ 

 

Before: 

 

Mr P. Lewis (in the chair) 

Mr R. Nicholas 

Dr S. Bown 

 

Date of Hearing: 24 July 2019 

______________________________________________ 

 

 

Appearances 
 

There were no appearances.  The matter was dealt with on the papers 

 

 

______________________________________________ 

 

 

JUDGMENT ON AN AGREED OUTCOME 

 
______________________________________________ 

 

 



 

 

Allegations 

 

1. The allegations contained in the Rule 5 Statement against the Respondent made by the 

Solicitors Regulation Authority (“SRA”) were that: 

  

1.1 On or around 13 September 2017, without their knowledge or authority, he entered 

the signatures of MR P, Mr HS and Mr GS on a Form TR1, transferring the title land 

identified as Plot A from Mr P, Mr HS and Mr GS to his clients.  In doing so he 

breached all or alternatively any of Principles 2 and 6 of the SRA Principles 2011 

(“the Principles”). 

 

1.2 On or around 13 September 2017, he submitted an application to Her Majesty’s Land 

Registry which contained information which he knew, or should have known, to be 

untrue.  In doing so he breached all or alternatively any of Principles 2 and 6 of the 

Principles. 

 

1.3 In a telephone conversation on 13 April 2018, he informed the solicitors acting for Mr 

P, Mr HS and Mr GS that he was unaware as to how the Form TR1 dated 13 

September 2017 had been executed, when he had entered the signatures of Mr P, Mr 

HS and Mr GS himself.  In doing so be breached all or alternatively any of Principles 

2 and 6 of the Principles.   

 

2. Dishonesty was alleged in respect of all the allegations. 

 

3. The Respondent admitted all allegations including that his conduct was dishonest.  

 

Documents 

 

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

 

 Rule 5 Statement dated 18 April 2019 

 Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome dated 21 July 2019 

 

Factual Background 

 

5. The Respondent was born in 1983 and was admitted to the Roll in October 2009.  He 

did not hold a practising certificate.   

 

6. The Respondent was a Principal at Gunnercooke LLP from 21 December 2015 to 

7 August 2018.  Gunnercooke LLP acted for the sellers of Plot A.   

 

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

 

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

accordance with the Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome annexed to 

this Judgment. The parties submitted that the outcome proposed was consistent with 

the Tribunal’s Guidance Note on Sanctions.  

 

 

 



 

 

Findings of Fact and Law 

 

8. 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 

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

Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. 

 

9. The Tribunal reviewed all the material before it and was satisfied beyond reasonable 

doubt that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made.  

 

10. The Tribunal considered its 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. The Tribunal noted that the 

Respondent had admitted all the allegations including that his conduct was dishonest.  

He had forged the signatures on official documents and submitted them to HMLR.  

That such conduct was dishonest was plain.  Given the serious nature of the 

Respondent’s misconduct, in that it involved admitted dishonesty, the Tribunal 

considered that the only appropriate and proportionate sanction was to strike the 

Respondent off the Roll of Solicitors. 

 

11. Having determined that the proposed sanction was appropriate and proportionate, the 

Tribunal granted the application for matters to be resolved by way of the Agreed 

Outcome. 

 

Costs 

 

12. The parties agreed that the Respondent should make a contribution to costs in the sum 

of £2,500.00.  The Tribunal considered the costs application to be appropriate and 

proportionate, and ordered that the Respondent pay a contribution to the costs in the 

agreed amount. 

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

13. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, ELIOT LOPIAN, 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 £2,500.00. 

 

Dated this 29th day of July 2019 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 
P. Lewis 

Chairman 

 

JUDGMENT FILED WITH THE 

          LAW SOCIETY 

          31 JULY 2019 
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