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Allegations 

 

1.  The allegations against the Respondent, Mr Mamon, made by the SRA are that, while 

in practice as a Solicitor at Ivy Solicitors (“the Firm”):  

 

1.1  On or around 24 October 2022, he provided inaccurate and/or misleading information 

on an application for Professional Indemnity Insurance (Pll) when he signed a proposal 

form to say that he was the sole signatory on the Firm's client account, when this was 

not true, thereby breaching any or all of Paragraph 1.4 of the Code of Conduct for 

Solicitors 2019 and Principles 2 and 5 of the SRA Principles (“the Principles”). 

 

1.2  Between 31 October 2022 and 29 January 2023, he failed to notify the SRA that the 

Firm had entered:  

 

1.2.1  the Extended Policy Period (“the EPP”); and/or  

 

1.2.2  the Cessation Period (“the CP”).  

 

The Respondent thereby breached any or all of Rule 8.1 of the SRA Indemnity 

Insurance Rules 2019 (“the Indemnity Insurance Rules”) and Principles 2, 5 and 7 of 

the Principles.  

 

1.3  Between 1 December 2022 and 1 June 2023, he carried on practice at the Firm and/or 

allowed the Firm to continue to practice, when the Firm did not have a policy of 

qualifying Pll, instead of effecting an orderly closure, thereby breaching any or all of 

Rules 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 4.1 and 4,2 of the Indemnity Insurance Rules and Principles 2, 

5 and 7 of the Principles.  

 

1.4  Between 31 October 2022 and 1 June 2023, he failed to maintain or produce proper 

books of account, including appropriately recording dealings with client money and 

completing client account reconciliations, thereby breaching any or all of Rules 8.1 and 

8.3 of the SRA Accounts Rules 2019 (“SRA AR”), Paragraph 4.2 of the Code for 

Solicitors 2019 (“the Code”) and Principle 2 of the Principles. 

 

2. In addition, allegations 1.1, 1.3 and 1.4, were advanced on the basis that the 

Respondent's conduct was reckless. Recklessness was alleged as an aggravating feature 

of the Respondent's misconduct but was not an essential ingredient in proving the 

allegations. 

 

3. Mr Mamon admitted the allegations in full, including that his conduct was reckless as 

alleged. 

 

Documents 

 

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

 

• Rule 12 Statement and Exhibit JW1 dated 1 September 2025 

• Respondent's Answer dated 27 September 2025 

• Statement of Agreed Facts and Proposed Outcome dated 1 May 2026 
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Background 

 

5. Mr Mamon was a solicitor having been admitted to the Roll in March 2014. He did not 

hold a current Practising Certificate. The conduct in this matter came to the Applicant’s 

attention following a request by the Applicant for Mr Mamon to produce a copy of the 

Firm’s current PII certificate. 

 

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

 

6. The parties invited the Tribunal to deal with the allegations against Mr Mamon 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.  

 

Findings of Fact and Law 

 

7. 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 Mamon’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. 

 

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

probabilities that Mr Mamon’s admissions were properly made. 
 

9. 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. Mr Mamon had provided inaccurate 

and misleading information on the PII proposal form, allowed the Firm to practice 

without PII in place, failed to notify the Applicant of the Firm’s difficulties, and had 

breached the Accounts Rules. Mr Mamon was an experienced solicitor who had direct 

control for the misconduct. The admitted conduct posed a significant risk to clients and 

the reputation of the profession.  

 

10. In view of the seriousness of the misconduct, the Tribunal determined that sanctions 

such as a Reprimand or a Financial penalty were not appropriate, they not being 

commensurate with the seriousness of Mr Mamon’s regulatory failings. The Tribunal 

determined that there was a need to protect both the public and the reputation of the 

profession from future harm by Mr Mamon by removing his ability to practise but did 

not consider that those factors justified striking Mr Mamon off the Roll. The Tribunal 

determined that public confidence in the profession required Mr Mamon to be 

suspended from practise. The parties proposed a suspension for a period of 2 years. The 

Tribunal considered that the proposed sanction accurately reflected the seriousness of 

the misconduct. Accordingly, the Tribunal approved the proposed sanction. 

 

Costs 

 

11. The parties agreed costs in the sum of £24,727.30. The Tribunal considered the agreed 

sum to be reasonable and proportionate taking into account the matters investigated. 

Accordingly, the Tribunal ordered Mr Mamon to pay costs in the agreed sum. 
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Statement of Full Order 

 

12. The Tribunal ORDERED that the Respondent, MOHAMED FAISAL MAMON,  

solicitor, be SUSPENDED from practice as a solicitor for the period of 2 years, to 

commence on the 7th day of May 2026 and it further Ordered that he do pay the costs 

of and incidental to this application and enquiry fixed in the sum of £24,727.30. 

 

Dated this 12th day of May 2026 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

L. Boyce 

 

L Boyce 

Chair 
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