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Allegations 

 

1. The Allegation against the Respondent was that while in practice as a Solicitor at 

Carson Kaye Limited, which trades as Carson Kaye Solicitors (“the firm”); 

 

1.1 Between March 2016 to February 2017 she conspired to defraud; concealed, 

disguised, converted, transferred and removed criminal property; and made a false 

instrument with intent it be accepted as genuine. In doing so, she breached all, or 

alternatively, any of Principles 2 and 6 of the SRA Principles 2011. 

 

Background 

 

2. The Respondent was admitted to the Roll on 15 August 2013. The Respondent was 

practising at Carson Kaye Limited (trading as Carson Kaye Solicitors) from March 

2016 to 28 February 2017 as a Consultant and was based in the Firm's office at 

154-160 Fleet Street, London, EC4A 2DQ where she conducted criminal Legal Aid 

work. The Respondent last held a practising certificate for the practice year 2018 to 

2019, which expired on 31 October 2019. 

 

3. The Applicant relied on the Respondent's conviction at Inner London Crown Court 

for the offences of conspiring to defraud and conceal, disguise, convert, transfer, 

remove criminal property and making a false instrument with intent it be accepted as 

genuine on 22 January 2020 as evidence that the Respondent was guilty of that 

offence and relied upon the findings of fact upon which that conviction was based as 

proof of those facts. 

 

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

 

4. The parties invited the Tribunal to deal with the Allegation against the Respondent in 

accordance with the Agreed Outcome annexed to this Judgment. In the Agreed 

Outcome the Respondent admitted the Allegation in full. The proposed sanction was 

that the Respondent be struck off the Roll. The parties submitted that the outcome 

proposed was consistent with the Tribunal’s Guidance Note on Sanctions.  

 

Findings of Fact and Law 

 

5. 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. 

 

6. The Tribunal reviewed all the material before it and was satisfied that the 

Respondent’s admissions were properly made. The Allegation was based on a 

criminal conviction for a serious offence of dishonesty at the Crown Court, which had 

resulted in the imposition of a suspended term of imprisonment.  

 

7. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (December 2019). In doing 

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

aggravating and mitigating factors that existed. The Tribunal considered that the 

matter was so serious that a strike-off was the most appropriate sanction. There were 
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no exceptional circumstances advanced by the parties or identified by the Tribunal. 

The Tribunal therefore approved the Agreed Outcome in the terms proposed.  

 

Costs 

 

8. The parties had agreed that the Respondent, who was of limited means, should pay 

£337.50 to the Applicant in respect of costs. The Tribunal was content to agree to this 

arrangement given that it followed a careful review of the Respondent’s means.  

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

9. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, BABITA ATTRA, solicitor, be STRUCK 

OFF the Roll of Solicitors and it further Ordered that she do pay the costs of and 

incidental to this application and enquiry fixed in the sum of £337.50. 

 

Dated this 15th day of January 2021 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 
P Jones 

Chair 

 

 

 

 

 

 

JUDGMENT FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

  15 JAN 2021 
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