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Appearances 

 

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

 
______________________________________________ 

 

 

JUDGMENT ON AN AGREED OUTCOME 
 

______________________________________________ 

 

 

 



 

 

Allegations 

 

1. The allegations against the Respondent, George Edward Nosworthy, made by the 

Solicitors Regulation Authority Ltd were that, while in practice as a solicitor and 

principal at Cree Godfrey & Wood (“the Firm”):  

 

1.1 Between March 2010 and February 2020, in respect of the administration of the Estate 

 of Person IY (deceased), he overcharged the Estate;  

 

1.2 Between July 2010 and April 2019, in respect of the administration of the Estate of 

 Person MK (deceased), he overcharged the Estate;  

 

1.3 Between 1995 and February 2020, in respect of the administration of the Trust of Person 

SC (deceased), he overcharged the Trust; and  

 

1.4 Between July 2007 and March 2020, in respect of the administration of the Estate of 

Person MR (deceased), he overcharged the Estate.  

 

 In doing so, Mr Nosworthy breached any or all of the following:  

 

For conduct before 5 November 2011: any or all of Rules 1.02, 1.06 and 2.03 of the 

SRA Code of Conduct 2007 and Rule 22 of the Solicitors Accounts Rules 1998;  

 

For conduct between 5 November 2011 and 25 November 2019: any or all of Principles 

2 and 6 of the SRA Principles 2011 and Rule 20.1 of the Solicitors Accounts Rules 

2011;  

 

For conduct on or after 25 November 2019: any or all of Principles 2, 4 and 5 of the 

SRA Principles 2019 and Rule 5.1 of the Solicitors Accounts Rules 2019. 

 

2. Allegations 1.1 to 1.4 were advanced on the basis that Mr Nosworthy’s conduct was 

dishonest. Dishonesty was alleged as an aggravating feature of his misconduct prior to 

25 November 2019, but was not an essential ingredient in proving the allegations.  On 

or after 25 November 2019, dishonesty was pleaded by way of a breach of Principle 4 

of the SRA Principles 2019. 

 

3. Mr Nosworthy admitted all the allegations including that his conduct was dishonest. 

 

Documents 

 

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

 

• Rule 12 Statement and Exhibit HLV1 dated 26 July 2022 

 

• Respondent’s Answer dated 1 September 2022 

 

• Statement of Agreed Facts and Outcome dated 31 October 2022 

 

 

 



 

 

Background 

 

5. Mr Nosworthy was admitted to the Roll in July 1965. He was the Firm’s Compliance 

Officer for Legal Practice (“COLP”), Compliance Officer for Finance and 

Administration (“COFA”), and the Money Laundering Reporting Officer (“MLRO”).  

The Firm’s main areas of work were residential property and probate and estate 

administration.  

 

6. Mr Nosworthy’s Practising Certificate was suspended following a decision to intervene 

into his practice (and that of the Firm).  Matters the subject of these proceedings came 

to the attention of the Applicant following receipt of the Firm’s accountant’s report for 

year ending 2019 which identified instances where high levels of fees had been charged 

but the Firm had failed to provide the information to show that those fees were properly 

required and that the bills had been delivered to clients.  

 

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

 

7. The parties invited the Tribunal to deal with the Allegations against Mr Nosworthy 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 

 

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

Tribunal had due regard to its statutory duty, under section 6 of the Human Rights Act 

1998, to act in a manner which was compatible with Mr Nosworthy’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. 

 

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

probabilities that Mr Nosworthy’s admissions were properly made. 

 

10. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (10th Edition/June 2022).  In 

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

aggravating and mitigating factors that existed.  Mr Nosworthy admitted that he had 

dishonestly overcharged clients over a significant period of time, resulting in a total 

overcharge in the sum of approximately £474,108.88.  The Tribunal considered that, 

given the serious nature of Mr Nosworthy’s misconduct, including his admitted 

dishonesty, the only appropriate and proportionate sanction was to strike him off the 

Roll.  The Tribunal did not find any exceptional circumstances that would justify a 

sanction other than striking Mr Nosworthy off the Roll. Accordingly, the Tribunal 

approved the sanction proposed by the parties. 

 

Costs 

 

11. The parties agreed costs in the sum of £36,157.00.  The Tribunal found the costs to be 

appropriate and proportionate in the circumstances.  Accordingly, the Tribunal 

approved an order for costs in the agreed amount. 

 



 

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

12. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, GEORGE EDWARD NOSWORTHY  

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 

£36,157.00. 

 

Dated this 9th day of November 2022 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 
 

R Nicholas  

Chair 

 

 

 

 

JUDGMENT FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

  9 NOV 2022 






























	12356-2022.Nosworthy.AO Judgment.041122
	AO signed by both parties - 31.10.22.pdf



