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Allegations 

 

1. The allegations made by the SRA against the Respondent, Sohail Bashir, are that whilst 

in practice as a solicitor:  

 

1.1 On 15 February 2020, distributed an indecent photograph, namely one Category B 

video, of a child, contrary to sections 1(1)(b) and 6 of the Protection of Children Act 

1978.  

 

1.2 On 15 February 2020, had in his possession three extreme pornographic images, which 

portrayed, in an explicit and realistic way, a person performing an act of intercourse 

with a live animal, namely a dog, which were grossly offensive, disgusting or otherwise 

of an obscene character and a reasonable person looking at the image would think that 

any such person or animal was real, contrary to sections 63(1), 7(d) and 67(3) of the 

Criminal Justice and Immigration Act 2008. 

 

In doing so, the Respondent breached any or all of Principles 2 and 5 of the SRA 

Principles 2019.  

 

2. The Applicant relies on the Respondent’s convictions on 8 May 2024 for the allegations 

listed at 1.1 and 1.2 above, with the Certificate of Conviction dated 29 July 2024, as 

evidence that the Respondent was guilty of each offence 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. 

 

Documents 

 

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

 

• The Form of Application dated 17 June 2025. 

• Rule 12 Statement and exhibit AS1 dated 17 June 2025. 

• Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome dated 20 January 2026 

 

Background 

 

5. The Respondent is a solicitor having been admitted to the Roll on 15 May 2008. At the 

material time of the Respondent’s arrest on 21 August 2020 and subsequent 

convictions, the Respondent was practising as a consultant solicitor at Allied Law 

Chambers Solicitors Ltd (‘the Firm’) until 14 March 2024.  

 

6. The National Centre for Missing and Exploited Children, based in the USA, notified 

the National Crime Agency in the UK that on 20 June 2018 they had identified that a 

Facebook account under the name of Sohail Bashir, along with the associated email 

address, had accessed a Category B video involving a child.  

 

7. Following further investigation by the Police’s Sexual Crime Unit the Respondent was 

charged with possessing extreme pornographic image/images portraying an act of 
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intercourse with a dead or alive animal and distribution of an indecent photograph or 

pseudo photograph of a child on 14 March 2024.  

 

8. The conduct in this matter came to the attention of the SRA on 7 May 2024 following 

a report made by an external consultant instructed by the Firm.  

 

9. On 8 May 2024 the Respondent notified the SRA that he had enter a guilty plea and the 

matter had been adjourned for sentence. A certified copy of the Certificate of 

Conviction, dated 29 July 2024 was obtained by the SRA which indicated that the 

Respondent had first appeared before the Magistrates’ Court at Manchester for plea on 

8 May 2024. At that appearance, the Respondent entered guilty pleas to the matters and 

was subsequently convicted. The Magistrates’ decided to commit the Respondent to the 

Crown Court at Bolton for sentence. The Respondent was bailed unconditionally to 

appear before the Crown Court at Bolton. The Respondent appeared and was sentenced 

by the Crown Court at Bolton on 25 July 2024.  

 

10. The Certificate of Conviction reflects that the Respondent was convicted on 

8  May  2024 of the Offences set out at Paragraph 1 above.  On 25 July 2024, at the 

Crown Court at Bolton, the Respondent received the following sentence: 

 

• A term of imprisonment of 6 months, suspended for a period of 2 years  

 

• Required to register with the Police for a period of seven years.  

 

• Subject to a Sexual Harm Prevention Order for a period of seven years, terms of 

that Order include the prohibition of contact with a child under 16 years of age via 

electronic means and possessing or using any computer or storage device which is 

capable of storing digital images with the consent of the Police  

 

• Required to attend rehabilitation activities up to maximum of 30 days; 

 

• 180 hours unpaid work, to be carried out within twelve months from the date of the 

sentence. 

 

11. In his sentencing remarks dated 25 July 2024 HHJ Clarke set out the seriousness of the 

Respondent’s conduct. HHJ Clarke, stated  

 

“I have no doubt that by the commission of these offences you will lose your 

professional status” and that the Respondent “…on 15 February 2020 [was] 

responsible for distribution to three other people of what is described by lawyers 

as a category B image. It is a very young girl disrobing herself, that you sent 

out via a WhatsApp group chat to three others. In addition, and on the same 

date you were in possession of an extreme image of a woman having intercourse 

with a dog, which was an example of 70 such images”. HHJ commended the 

work of the United States National Crime Centre for Missing and Exploited 

children “…for having identified your IP address and Facebook page and 

sending that intelligence to this country so that the Greater Manchester Police 

could then in turn investigate your illegal activities”.   
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12. HHJ Clarke also noted the significant impact that the Respondent’s conduct had on the 

subject of those images. He said  

 

“the distribution of such images as you sent out cause incalculable harm to 

those people who are the subject of those images who become aware that their 

images have been uploaded onto the internet or shared amongst others and can 

be viewed essentially for all time and that is why it is so serious that only a 

custodial sentence can be justified for it”.  

 

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

 

13. The parties invited the Tribunal to deal with the Allegations against the Respondent in 

accordance with the Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed 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 

 

14. 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. 

 

15. 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. 

 

16. The Respondent was convicted of serious offences involving indecent images of 

children pursuant to the Protection of Children Act 1978 and possession of extreme 

pornographic images, which portrayed, in an explicit and realistic way, a person 

performing an act of intercourse with an animal that were grossly offensive, disgusting 

or otherwise of an obscene character contrary to the Criminal Justice and Immigration 

Act 2008. The Respondent was sentenced for these offences at the Crown Court at 

Bolton on 25 July 2024.  

 

17. 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 

 

18. The parties had agreed that the Respondent should pay costs in the sum of £2,680.00. 

The Tribunal considered the Applicant’s costs schedule and determined that the agreed 

amount was reasonable and appropriate. Accordingly, the Tribunal ordered that the 

Respondent pay costs in the agreed sum. 
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Statement of Full Order 

 

19. The Tribunal ORDERED that the Respondent, SOHAIL BASHIR, 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 £2,680.00. 

 

DATED AND FILED WITH THE LAW SOCIETY 

 

This 10th day of February2026 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

L. Boyce 

 

L. Boyce 

Chair 
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