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Allegations 
 
1. The Allegations against the Respondent were that: 
 
1.1  between August 2014 and August 2015, he abused his position as the executor of Client 

A’s estate by fraudulently misappropriating approximately £274,462.63 from Client 
A’s estate.  

 
He thereby breached either or both of:  

 
1.1.1  Principle 2 of the SRA Principles 2011  
1.1.2  Principle 6 of the SRA Principles 2011 

 
1.2  In addition, Allegation 1.1 was advanced on the basis that the Respondent’s conduct 

was dishonest. Dishonesty was alleged as an aggravating feature of the Respondent’s 
misconduct but was not an essential ingredient in proving the allegation.  

 
Documents 
 
2. The Tribunal had before it the following documents:- 
 
Background 
 
3. The Respondent was admitted to the Roll of Solicitors on 15 January 1980 and his SRA 

ID number was: 119504. At the material time, the Respondent was on the Roll of 
Solicitors but was not practising as a solicitor and did not hold a Practising Certificate. 
At the time of the hearing the Respondent remains on the Roll of Solicitors and still did 
not hold a current Practising Certificate. 

 
4. The Respondent pleaded guilty to the offence of fraud by abuse of position contrary to 

Section 4 of the Fraud Act 2006 at Wolverhampton Crown Court on 11 October 2017. 
On 5 October 2018, the Respondent was sentenced to 32 months imprisonment and, on 
26 July 2019, the Respondent was made subject to a confiscation order under the 
Proceeds of Crime Act 2002. 

 
5. The Applicant relied on the Respondent’s conviction as evidence that the Respondent 

was guilty of that offence, and relied upon the findings of fact upon which that 
conviction was based as proof of those facts. 

 
Application for the matter to be resolved by way of Agreed Outcome 
 
6. 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 
 
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 
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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. 

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

probabilities that the Respondent’s admissions were properly made. 
 
9. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (8th Edition, December 2020). 

In doing so the Tribunal assessed the culpability and harm identified together with the 
aggravating and mitigating factors that existed, noting that the Respondent did not 
advance any mitigation in these proceedings.  

 
10. The Tribunal was entirely satisfied that no sanction other than a strike-off was 

appropriate to ensure the protection of the public and the profession. The Respondent 
had pleaded guilty to a serious offence of fraud by abuse of position in the course of his 
work as a solicitor. The severity of the Respondent’s conduct was reflected in the term 
of imprisonment he had received at the Crown Court. The Tribunal did not identify any 
exceptional circumstances and it therefore approved the Statement of Agreed Fact and 
Outcome and made an Order in those terms.  

 
Costs 
 
11. The parties had agreed that the Respondent would pay the Applicant’s costs in the sum 

of £2,355.00 and the Tribunal was content to make a further Order in those terms.  
 
Statement of Full Order 
 
12. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, Andrew Eastham, 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 £2,355.00.  

 
Dated this 26th day of August 2021 
On behalf of the Tribunal 
 

 
 
C Evans 
Chair 
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