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Allegations 

 

1. The allegation against the Respondent made by the Solicitors Regulation Authority 

(“SRA”) were that, while in practice as a Solicitor at Allington Hughes Limited 

(“the Firm”): 

 

1.1  On 15 January 2019 the Respondent caused and/or permitted the wrong completion 

date to be reported to the Welsh Revenue Authority to avoid a late registration penalty, 

he therefore breached any or all of Principles 2, 6 and 7 of the SRA Principles 2011 

(“the Principles”). 

 

2. In addition, the allegation above was 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. 

 

3. The Respondent admitted the allegation including that his conduct had been dishonest 

 

Documents 

 

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

 

 Form of Application dated 30 March 2020 

 Rule 12 Statement dated 30 March 2020 

 Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome dated 10 July 2020 

 

Factual Background 

 

5. The Respondent was a solicitor having been admitted to the Roll in October 1978.  At 

the time of the allegations the Respondent was employed as a Solicitor at the Firm 

where he practised in Conveyancing, Landlord and Tenant – Residential and 

commercial property.  The Respondent held a Practising Certificate free from 

conditions. 

 

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

 

6. 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 

 

7. The Applicant was required to prove the allegations on the balance of probabilities.  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. 

 

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

admissions were properly made.  
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9. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (November 2019). In doing so 

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

and mitigating factors that existed.  The Tribunal found that the Respondent had 

knowingly and consciously amended the date on the TR1, following its submission, so 

as to avoid any penalty.  The Respondent knew that the amended date he had provided 

was incorrect and untrue.  The Tribunal agreed that such conduct was in breach of the 

Principles alleged and was also dishonest.  Public confidence in the profession and the 

reputation of the profession required no lesser sanction than that the Respondent be 

removed from the Roll. The Tribunal found that the proposed sanction of striking the 

Respondent from the Roll was appropriate and proportionate in all the circumstances 

 

Costs 

 

10. The parties agreed that the Respondent should pay costs in the sum of £2,979.00. The 

Tribunal determined that the agreed amount was reasonable and appropriate. 

Accordingly, the Tribunal ordered that the Respondent pay costs in the agreed sum. 

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

11.  The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, JOHN MARTIN LEWIS, 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 £2,979.00. 

 

Dated this 3rd day of August 2020 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

 

 

D Green 

Chair 
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