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Allegations 

 

1. The allegations against the Respondent, Igor Leonidovich Krivoshekov, made by the 

SRA are that:-  

 

1.1 Between 7 December 2016 and 13 June 2018, while a partner in Akin Gump LLP (“the 

firm”), he submitted expense claims to the firm, to a minimum value of £968.70, in 

relation to expenses which were not incurred for the purpose stated by the Respondent 

when making the claim. In so doing he acted in breach of Principles 2 and/or 6 of the 

SRA Principles 2011 (“the Principles”). 

 

1.2 By submitting as expenses amended electronic taxi receipts from 13 May 2018, 

totalling £55.55, which had been altered to show his own name as the person ordering 

the taxis instead of the original recipient, he breached Principles 2 and/or 6 of the 

Principles. 

 

2. Dishonesty is alleged with respect to the allegations at paragraphs 1.1 and 1.2 but 

dishonesty is not an essential ingredient to prove those allegations. 

 

Documents 

 

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

 

 The Applicant’s Rule 5 Statement signed and dated 10 July 2019 with exhibit JRL1. 

 

 Joint Statement of Agreed Facts and indicated outcome signed and dated by the 

parties on 12 September 2019. 

 

Factual Background 

 

4. The Respondent was admitted to the Roll of Solicitors in February 2012 through the 

Qualified Lawyers Transfer Test having previously been admitted to practice law in 

Illinois, USA in 1997.  Between December 2016 and June 2018 he was a partner in 

Akin Gump LLP, London.  As a partner he had control over his expense claims in 

respect of which he would: 

 

(a) Submit a receipt to his assistant with notes endorsed thereon indicating the business 

purpose for the claim. 

 

(b) His assistant generated an electronic reimbursement request in the firm’s expense 

system which the Respondent approved.  It was then sent to the firms finance team 

for reimbursement. 

 

5. In late May/early June 2018 the firm undertook a preliminary investigation in relation 

to the Respondent’s expense submissions.  He was called to a meeting in that regard on 

13 June 2018 at which he admitted that he had improperly submitted expense claims.  

He resigned from partnership shortly thereafter. 
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6. Further to his departure from the firm a more extensive investigation into the 

Respondent’s expense claims was undertaken.  It revealed that during his tenure as 

partner within the firm, the Respondent inappropriately claimed expenses which 

totalled £24,650.05.  These conclusions were presented to the Respondent who 

acknowledged, through his legal representatives, the personal expenses incurred which 

he sought to claim reimbursement for through the firm.  The Respondent accepted a 

reduction in the capital owed to him by the firm in the total sum of £24,650.05. 

 

7. The firm reported the Respondent to the Applicant with whom the Respondent engaged 

throughout the investigation.  The Respondent accepted responsibility for his 

misconduct at the outset of the investigation and acknowledged the seriousness of the 

same. 

 

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

 

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

accordance with the Statement of Agreed Facts and 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 

 

9. 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. 

 

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

doubt that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made.  

 

11. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (December 2016). In doing so 

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

and mitigating factors that existed. 

 

12. The Tribunal determined that the Respondent’s admission to allegations of dishonesty 

required the sanction proposed namely that he be struck off the Roll of solicitors. 

 

Costs 

 

13. Costs were agreed in the sum of £3,000.00 which the Tribunal concluded was 

reasonable and proportionate. 

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

14. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, IGOR LEONIDOVICH KRIVOSHEKOV, 

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 £3,000.00. 
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Dated this 23rd day of September 2019 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

 
 

J. C. Chesterton 

Chairman 

 

      JUDGMENT FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

              23 SEPT 2019 
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