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Allegations 

 

The allegations against the Respondent, Alison Haley Griffiths, made by the Applicant are that, 

while in practice as a Solicitor at Regulatory Law Limited (“the Firm”): 

 

1.1.  Between 1 December 2018 and 20 February 2021, while acting under a Lasting Power 

of Attorney for Client A, abused her position by misappropriating £49,482.52 from 

Client A’s bank account, contrary to section 4 of the Fraud Act 2006. In doing so she 

breached any or all of: For the period up to 25 November 2019 

 

1.1.1  Principle 2 of the SRA Principles 2011, 

1.1.2  Principle 6 of the SRA Principles 2001; and 

1.1.3  Outcome 11.1 of the SRA Code of Conduct 2011 

 

For the period from 25 November 2019 

 

1.1.4  Principle 1 of the SRA Principles 2019; 

1.1.5  Principle, 2 of the SRA Principles 2019; 

1.1.6  Principle 4 of the SRA Principles 2019; 

1.1.7  Principle 5 of the SRA Principles 2019; and 

1.1.8  Paragraph 1.2 of the SRA Code of Conduct for Solicitors, RELS and RFLS 

2019. 

 

1.2  Between 1 March 2021 and 1 October 2021, while acting under a Lasting Power of 

Attorney for Person B, she abused her position by misappropriating £35,790 from 

Person B’s bank account contrary to section of the Fraud Act 2006. In doing so she 

breached any or all of; 

 

1.2.1  Principle 1 of the SRA Principles 2019; 

1.2.2  Principle 2 of the SRA Principes 2019; 

1.2.3  Principle 4 of the SRA Principles 2019; 

1.2.4  Principle 5 of the SRA Principles 2019; and 

1.2.5  Paragraph 1.2 of the SRA Code of Conduct for Solicitors, RLS and RFLS 2019. 

 

1.3  In addition, allegation 1.1 is advanced on the basis that the Respondent’s conduct was 

dishonest. Dishonesty is alleged as an aggravating feature of the Respondent’s 

misconduct in respect of the period up to 25 November 2019 in respect of allegation 

1.1, but it is not an essential ingredient in proving the allegation. 

 

2.  The Applicant relies upon the Respondent’s convictions for the offence of Fraud by 

abuse of position contrary to section 4 of the Fraud Act 2006 on 4 August 2023 and 

6 December 2023, as evidence that the Respondent was guilty of those offences and 

relies upon the findings of fact upon which those convictions were based as proof of 

those facts. 

 

Admissions 

 

3. The Respondent admitted all the allegations. 
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Documents 

 

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

 

•  The Form of Application dated 28 April 2025. 

•  Rule 12 Statement dated 28 April 2025 and exhibits. 

•  Agreed Outcome dated 25 July 2025 

 

Background 

 

5. The Respondent is a solicitor having been admitted to the Roll on 1 August 2003. 

 

6. The Respondent had commenced her employment with the Firm in February 2018 and 

was designated as an authorised signatory in October 2018. She worked in the firm’s 

Wills and Probate division. According to SRA records, which rely upon solicitors 

providing accurate information and keeping their employment records up to date, she 

also served as a Director for the Firm from August 2019. These records also indicate 

that she was employed at the Firm on the date of the offence relating to the first 

allegation and for one month during the period of the offence relating to the second 

allegation. 

 

7. The Respondent ceased working at the Firm in April 2021 and according to the SRA 

records, she is not currently employed in legal practice. 

 

8. The Respondent does not hold a practising certificate for the current practicing year. 

Her last practising certificate was for the year 2019/2020 

 

9. The conduct in this matter came to the attention of the Applicant when it received a 

report on 9 April 2021 (the Report) from the Firm’s director and Head of Legal, Iain 

Mason (“Mr Mason”). Mr Mason notified the Applicant through the report, that on 

8 April 2021, the Respondent had admitted to fraudulent behaviour in respect of her 

role as attorney for a Client (Client A), in that she had taken approximately £20,000 

from her. Mr Mason reported the Respondent’s conduct to Wiltshire Police. 

 

10. In summary, following Wiltshire Police’s investigation, it was identified that between 

1 March 2021 and 1 October 2021, the Respondent had misappropriated £49,482.52 of 

Client A’s funds through ATM withdrawals and direct bank transfers to her own 

account. The money was used to purchase goods and even finance a holiday. 

 

11. The Respondent was interviewed by Wiltshire Police on 24 June 2021. During the 

interview, she confirmed she was not under duress to spend the money and acted 

independently. 

 

12. In or around September 2021, additional issues were brought to attention, when 

Person B’s family were contacted as care payments for Person B could not be made due 

to insufficient funds. A report was made to the police and following further 

investigation, it was discovered that the Respondent had misappropriated funds from 

Person B, whilst also acting as a Lasting Power of Attorney. This took place between 

1 March 2021 and 1 October 2021 and a total of £35,790 had been misappropriated. 
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13. Upon conclusion of the Police investigations, the Respondent was charged with fraud 

by abuse of position contrary to section 4 of the Fraud Act 2006. The Respondent 

entered guilty pleas in relation to the offence against Person B on 4 August 2023 and 

on 6 December 2023 regarding the offence against Client A. This is evidenced in the 

Certificate of Conviction dated 4 August 2023 and 6 December 2023. 

 

14. The Respondent subsequently appeared before Salisbury Crown Court on 

2 February 2024, where she was sentenced to 24 months imprisonment on each account 

to run concurrently. 

 

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

 

15. 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 (11th Edition / February 2025). 

 

Findings of Fact and Law 

 

16. 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 his private and family life under Articles 6 and 8 of the European 

Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. 

 

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

probabilities that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made.  The Tribunal 

considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (11th Edition / February 2025). In doing so, 

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

and mitigating factors that existed. 

 

18. The Respondent was convicted of fraud by abuse of position contrary to section 4 of 

the Fraud Act 2006 having entered guilty pleas to all counts detailed on the Certificate 

of Conviction and was sentenced to 24 months imprisonment on 2 February 2024 at 

Salisbury Crown Court. 

 

19. Within the sphere of regulatory and disciplinary conduct there could be no mitigation 

to minimise the harm. The Respondent’s misconduct could only be viewed as extremely 

serious and no sanction less than a strike off would be sufficient to protect the public 

and the reputation of the profession. 

 

Costs 

 

20. There was no application for costs by the Applicant. 

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

21. The Tribunal ORDERED that the Respondent, ALISON HALEY GRIFFITHS, 

solicitor, be STRUCK OFF the Roll of Solicitors and it further Ordered that there be no 

order as to costs 
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DATED AND FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

This 18th day of August 2025 

 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

R. Nicholas 

 

R Nicholas 

Chair 
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