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______________________________________________ 

 

 

JUDGMENT ON AN AGREED OUTCOME 
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Allegations 

 

1. The allegation against the Respondent is that, by virtue of his conviction for matters 

set out below the Respondent  breached either or both of: - 

 

1.1  Principle 2 of the SRA Principles 2011; and 

 

1.2  Principle 6 of the SRA Principles 2011. 

 

Documents 

 

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

 

 The Form of Application dated 29 May 2020 

 Rule 12 Statement dated 29 May 2020 

 Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome dated 21 August 2020 

 

Factual Background 

 

3. The Respondent, born in 1951, is a Solicitor having been admitted to the Roll of 

Solicitors on 1 July 1980. The Respondent remains upon the Roll of Solicitors, with 

his most recent practising certificate being for the year 2017 - 2018, which was free 

from conditions.  

 

4. The Respondent was a Director at Jeary & Lewis LLP from 1 November 2017 until 

7 September 2018. 

 

5. On 7 September 2018, the Respondent was charged with 12 counts of historic 

indecent assault against children. In early 2019 he was charged with an additional 4 

counts of the same.  

 

6. On his own admission, the Respondent was convicted:  

 

 At Southampton Magistrates Court on 16 October 2018 for 12 offences of 

indecent assault on boys and girls under the age of 16 

 

 At Southampton Magistrates Court on 11 March 2019 for 3 offences of indecent 

assault on boys and girls under the age of 16. 

 

 At Southampton Crown Court on 14 March 2019 for one offence of indecent 

assault of boys and girls under the age of 16.  

 

7. On 18 April 2019, the Respondent received a combined custodial sentence of 8 years 

and 8 months, comprising of:  

 

 64 months imprisonment for Case No: S20180234 (16 October 2018) (4 counts in 

respect of a boy under 16, 8 counts in respect of a girl under 16) 

 

 40 months imprisonment for Case No: S20190070 (11 March 2019) (3 counts in 

respect of a girl under 16)  
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 6 months imprisonment for Case No: T20197030 (14 March 2019) (1 count in 

respect of a girl under 16).  

 

8. The first two sentences were to be served consecutively, with the latter to be served 

concurrently.  

 

9. The Respondent was also to be placed on the Barring List by the Disclosure and 

Barring Service and is to sign on the Sex Offenders Register indefinitely. The 

Respondent is currently serving his custodial sentence. 

 

10. The Respondent admits that by virtue of his conviction for the offences set out above 

he breached both Principle 2 and Principle 6 of the SRA Principles 2011. 

 

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

 

11. 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 

 

12. 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 their private and family life under Articles 6 and 8 of the European 

Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. 

 

13. The Tribunal reviewed all the material before it and was satisfied on the balance of 

probabilities that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made.  

 

14. 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.  

 

15. The Respondent’s convictions were as a result of repeated serious sexual offending on 

young people: described by the sentencing Judge as a gross breach of trust. 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 

 

16. The parties agreed that the Respondent should pay costs in the sum of £1,300. The 

Tribunal determined that the agreed amount was reasonable and appropriate. 

Accordingly, the Tribunal ordered that the Respondent pay costs in the agreed sum. 
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Statement of Full Order 

 

17. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, MICHAEL PHILIP PULSFORD 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 £1,300.00. 

 

Dated this 4th day of September 2020 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

 

 
R Nicholas 

Chair 

 

     JUDGMENT FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

       04 SEPT 2020 









21 August 
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