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Allegations 

 

1.  The allegations against the Respondent, Paul Simon Green, made by the Applicant 

within that statement are that, while in practice as a solicitor at Barlow Robbins LLP 

(“the Firm”), a Recognised Body, and insofar as while in practice, as a solicitor at Judge 

Sykes Frixou, a Recognised Body, he: 

 

1.1.  Between 1 January 2010 and 30 August 2010 conspired to make untrue or misleading 

representations in connection with the purchase of ‘Property 1’, in breach of sections 1 

and 2 of the Fraud Act 2006, including representations to Santander and others as to the 

true identity of the purchaser of ‘Property 1’ the identity of those who would be 

contributing to the purchase price, the source of the monies that comprised the deposit 

and the identity of those who would be making payments towards the mortgage, 

contrary to section 1(1) of the Criminal Law Act 1977. 

  

 In so doing he breached any or all of Rules 1.01, 1.02 and 1.06 of the Solicitors’ Code  

of Conduct 2007. 

 

1.2 Between 31 May 2010 and 30 October 2015 converted property, namely money, which, 

as he knew or suspected, constituted or represented Mr James Alexander Green’s 

benefit from criminal conduct, contrary to section 327 of the Proceeds of Crime Act 

2002. 

 

 In so doing he breached any or all of Rules 1.01, 1.02 and 1.06 of the Solicitors’ Code  

of Conduct 2007 (for conduct before 6 October 2011) and Principles 1, 2 and 6 of the  

SRA Principles 2011 (for conduct after 6 October 2011). 

 

2. In addition, allegations 1.1 and 1.2 are advanced on the basis that Mr Green's conduct  

was dishonest. Dishonesty is alleged as an aggravating feature of Mr Green’s 

misconduct but is not an essential ingredient in proving the allegations. 

 

Documents 

 

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

 

• Rule 12 Statement and Exhibit NG1 dated 21 May 2025; 

 

• Respondent’s Answer and Exhibits dated 28 May 2025; 

 

• Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome dated 24 October 2025. 

 

Professional Details  

 

4. The Respondent is a solicitor admitted to the Roll on 2 January 2008. 

 

5. At the material time in respect of the first allegation, the Respondent was employed by 

the Firm as an Associate Solicitor in its Dispute Resolution department, between 

1 January 2010 and 30 August 2010. 
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6.  In respect of the second allegation, the Respondent was employed by the Firm between 

31 May 2010 and February 2015 and was then employed by Judge Sykes Frixou 

Limited as a partner in the Dispute Resolution department, between 1 March 2015 until 

30 October 2015. 

 

7. The Respondent remains on the Roll but does not currently hold a practising certificate.   

 

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 to the civil standard, namely on  

the balance of probabilities. The Tribunal had due regard to its statutory duty under  

section 6 of the Human Rights Act 1998.  

 

10. Having reviewed all the material before it, the Tribunal was satisfied on the balance  

of probabilities that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made.  

 

11. In determining sanction, the Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanctions 

(11th Edition, February 2025). It assessed the Respondent’s culpability and the harm 

caused, alongside the relevant aggravating and mitigating factors. The Respondent had 

admitted all of the allegations, and the Tribunal found that his dishonesty constituted 

an aggravating feature. 

 

12. Having found the Respondent’s conduct to be dishonest, the Tribunal noted that, save  

in exceptional circumstances, such a finding will ordinarily result in an order striking 

the solicitor from the Roll. The Tribunal was satisfied that this case did not fall within 

the small residual category where a strike-off would be disproportionate. Accordingly, 

it determined that the appropriate sanction was to strike the Respondent from the Roll. 

 

Costs 

 

13. The parties had agreed costs in the sum of £3,000.   The Tribunal found the agreed sum 

to be reasonable and proportionate. Accordingly, the Tribunal ordered the Respondent 

to pay costs in the agreed sum. 

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

14. The Tribunal ORDERED that the Respondent, PAUL SIMON GREEN, 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 £3,000. 
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Dated this 4th day of November 2025 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

H Hasan 

 

H Hasan 

Chair 
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