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Allegations 

 

1. The allegations against Mr Hills, made by the SRA were that, while in practice as an 

Associate Solicitor, and later as a Partner, at Hatten Wyatt (“the Firm”):  

 

1.1 Between 2 November 2017 and 27 April 2018, on up to six occasions he retained 

monies paid to him by clients and failed to promptly pay those monies into the Firm's 

client account thereby failing to account to the Firm to whom the monies were due. In 

doing so he breached any or all of Principles 2, 4, 6 and 10 of the SRA Principles 2011 

(“the Principles”) and/ or he breached Rule 14.1 of the SRA Accounts Rules 2011 (“the 

SAR”).  

 

1.2 Between 13 February 2018 and 2 June 2018 he prepared up to 16 applications for Grants 

of Probate, administered the oaths himself and on up to eight occasions he retained the 

oath fees for himself. In doing so he breached Principles 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6 of the Principles 

and failed to achieve O(11.4) of the SRA Code of Conduct 2011 . 

 

2. In addition, Allegation 1.1 was advanced on the basis that Mr Hills’ conduct was 

dishonest. Dishonesty is alleged as an aggravating feature of his misconduct but was 

not an essential ingredient in proving the Allegation. 

 

Background 

 

3. Mr Hills was a solicitor and was admitted to the Roll in 1990. He joined Pengelly and 

Rylands Solicitors, based in Tenterden, Kent, as an associate solicitor on 22 May 2017. 

Pengelly and Rylands Solicitors had been incorporated into Hatten Wyatt ("the Firm"). 

However, the Pengelly and Rylands' branch office continued to trade as Pengelly and 

Rylands. Mr Hills was made a salaried partner on 24 January 2018.  He worked at the 

Tenterden office, where he specialised in Private client work.  

 

4. He was dismissed from the Firm in July 2018.  

 

5. Since July 2018, Mr Hills had not practised as a solicitor, though he had remained on 

the Roll.  

 

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

 

6. The substantive hearing in this matter was listed for 28 November 2023. On 

20 November 2023 the parties invited the Tribunal to deal with the Allegations against 

Mr Hills 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. The timing of the application required the 

parties to seek leave of the Tribunal to consider the Agreed Outcome out of time.  

 

7. The Tribunal noted the considerable delay in the proceedings having reached the 

Tribunal. It was unfortunate that this application had arrived at a late stage in those 

proceedings. However, the Tribunal was satisfied that it would serve no useful purpose 

to refuse to consider the Agreed Outcome at this stage and so it granted the application 

for leave.  
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Findings of Fact and Law 

 

8. 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 Hills’ 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. 

 

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

probabilities that Mr Hills’ admissions were properly made. 

 

10. The Tribunal considered the Guidance Note on Sanction (10th Edition, June 2022). In 

doing so the Tribunal assessed the culpability and harm identified together with the 

aggravating and mitigating factors that existed.  

 

11. The Tribunal was satisfied that this was a serious case of dishonest conduct on multiple 

occasions. There were no exceptional circumstances advanced and the Tribunal was 

unable to identify any. The medical evidence provided was well short of what would 

have been required to amount to exceptional circumstances. The only appropriate 

sanction that would protect the public and the reputation of the profession from future 

harm was that Mr Hills be struck off the Roll.  

 

12. The Tribunal noted that the costs had been agreed between the parties. The Tribunal 

was content to make an order in the sum of £15,000 as agreed.  

 

13. The Tribunal therefore approved the Agreed Outcome in the terms proposed.  

 

Statement of Full Order 

 

14. The Tribunal Ordered that the Respondent, PAUL DOUGLAS HILLS, 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 £15,000.00. 
 

Dated this 19th day of December 2023 

On behalf of the Tribunal 

 

P Lewis 

 

P Lewis 

Chair 
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