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Allegations 

 

1. On 29 July 2020, in his role of a director of a business called 350 PPM Ltd (the 

Company), he acted with a view to gain for himself or another, or with the intent to 

cause loss to another, made an unwarranted demand with menaces, contrary to s.21(1) 

of the Theft Act 1968. 

 

2. He thereby breached any or both of Principles 2 and 5 of the 2019 SRA’s Standards 

and Regulations. 

 

3. The Respondent admitted the allegations set out above. 

 

Documents 

 

4. The Tribunal had, amongst other things, the following documents before it:- 

 

• The Form of Application dated 28 March 2024. 

 

• Rule 12 Statement dated 28 March 2024 and exhibits. 

 

• Agreed Outcome submitted 6 August 2024 

 

Background 

 

5. The Respondent was admitted to the Roll of Solicitors on 1 February 1991. 

 

6. The Respondent had not been employed as a solicitor since 1994. He had undertaken 

an interim consultancy role at Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP around 

June 2021. 

 

7. On 18 October 2021, his consultancy services were terminated. 

 

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 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 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. 

 

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

probabilities that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made. 
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11. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (10th edition). In doing so the 

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

mitigating factors that existed. 

 

12. The Respondent appeared before the Crown Court at Bournemouth upon an indictment 

charging him with Blackmail. He was convicted by the jury and sentenced by the Judge 

to 1 years’ imprisonment suspended for 2 years, and 240 hours unpaid work. 

 

[Note: paragraph 13.2 of the Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Agreed 

Outcome states, imprecisely, the sentence to have been ‘2 years’ suspended’] 

 

13. Notwithstanding matters of non-agreed mitigation and the insight shown by the 

Respondent, the nature of the criminal offence upon which he was convicted spoke for 

itself. 

 

14. The Respondent’s misconduct could only be viewed as extremely serious, and this fact, 

together with the need to protect the reputation of the legal profession, required that 

Strike Off from the Roll was the only appropriate sanction. 

 

Costs 

 

15. The parties agreed that the Respondent should pay costs in the sum of £4,158.00. 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 

 

16. The Tribunal ORDERED that the Respondent, Michael John Potter, 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 £4,158.00. 

 

 

Dated this 21st day of  August 2024 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

R Nicholas 

 

R. Nicholas 

Chair 

 

 

JUDGMENT FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

  21 AUG 2024 


















