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PUBLIC PETITION NO. PE1388 

 
PLEASE REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTES AT THE BACK OF THIS FORM. 

1. Name of petitioner 
William Burns on behalf of “Crusade For The Protection Of True Democracy” 
2. Petition title  
Repeal of the Solicitors (Scotland) Act 1980 
3. Petition text  
Calling on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to repeal 
the Solicitors (Scotland) Act 1980, end self-regulation, and remove the 
independence of the legal profession, bringing it onside with true democracy. 
4. Action taken to resolve issues of concern before submitting the 
petition 
Every MSP has been provided free of charge a copy of the book “Legal Hell” 
by Angus M. Brown, a True Story illustrating how self-regulation is 
incontrovertibly wide open to corruption. Mike Rumbles MSP verified in a 
letter to the author, who is one of his constituents, dated 12 July 2009, that he 
had distributed the book to every MSP. (Incidentally, 660 books have also 
been gifted free of charge to every MP at the Westminster Parliament.) 
 
This specific matter of policy and a superabundance of specifics were 
submitted to the Justice 1 Committee of the Scottish Parliament between 22 
June 2001 and 17 April 2002 for the “Regulation of the Legal Profession 
Enquiry” and can be found at: 
www.scottish.parliament.uk/business/committees/historic/justice1/inquiries-
02/just1-lps-index.htm
 
My own submissions can be found at No 19 on the page.  Representatives of 
the Law Society presented their own submissions and were also allowed to 
make oral presentations, unlike members of the public, creating an unfair 
imbalance in their favour.  
 
Many members went down various avenues to attain justice, but the common 
stumbling block is the Solicitors (Scotland) Act 1980, which allows the Law 
Society to protect its members through this self-regulatory legislation. 
 
On behalf of a campaign group, I was invited, along with one other person, to 
give evidence on the general principles of the Legal Profession and Legal Aid 
(Scotland) Bill at the Committee’s meeting on Tuesday 9 May 2006.  This was 
in support of our earlier written submissions, which can be viewed at: 
www.scottish.parliament.uk/business/committees/justice2/reports-06/j2r06-11-
Vol02-03.htm#4
Our particular submissions appear halfway down the page. 
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5. Petition background information  
The action requested in the petition is necessary because, hitherto, decisions 
have been made by, for example, previous Justice 1 and 2 Committees, 
loaded in favour of a self-regulated legal profession, detrimental to the best 
interests of the public.  Section 1(3), in particular, of the Solicitors (Scotland) 
Act 1980 epitomises the limitless scope the Law Society has to protect its 
members at the expense of the public, which states:  
“The Society may do anything that is incidental or conducive to the exercise of 
the functions [i.e., the promotion of- (a) the interests of the solicitors’ 
profession in Scotland; and (b) the interests of the public in relation to that 
profession] or the attainment of those objects.” 
 
Section 1 of the Act states, verbatim: 
1.--(1) The Law Society of Scotland (referred to in this Act as “the Society”) 
shall continue to exist and shall exercise the functions conferred upon it by 
this Act. 
(2)  The objects of the Society shall include the promotion of— 

(a)  the interests of the solicitors’ profession in Scotland; and 
(b)  the interests of the public in relation to that profession. 

(3) The Society may do anything that is incidental or conducive to the exercise 
of these functions or the attainment of those objects. 

(4)  Schedule 1 shall have effect in relation to the Society. 
 
Schedule 1 of the Act, under the heading “Powers”, at 10 (e) and (f) state, 
respectively: 
The Society may— 
(e)  accept any gift of property for the purposes of the Society; 
(f) accept, hold and administer any gift of property or hold as trustees any 

property for any purpose which the Society consider to be for the benefit of 
solicitors in Scotland or their dependants or employees or any substantial 
body of such solicitors or dependants or employees. 

 
The use of the  adverb “anything“ in Section 1(3) above is not restrictive and 
does not limit the application or reference of the term and to what extent the 
Law Society can and does protect its members at the expense of the public.  
In fact, the Law Society has a vested interest in protecting its members.  This 
creates a conflict of interest between Sections 1(2a) and 1(2b) because, if the 
Law Society is to choose who to protect, either a fully paid up licence member 
of the Society, or Joe Bloggs, their loyalty will naturally, and almost invariably, 
come down in favour of one of their members. 
 
Furthermore, Schedule 1(10) (e) and (f) could reasonably be viewed as an 
invitation to prosperous solicitors to proffer gifts, monies or properties to the 
Society in exchange for quid pro quo favours. This additional bond of 
fellowship between the Society and its membership does nothing for the 
confidence of an aggrieved client with a justifiable complaint against a 
solicitor.   
 
The 1980 Act is, therefore, potentially and actually a distinct conflict of 
interest.  The aforementioned Section and Schedule alone leave the 1980 Act 
wide open to abuse. Self-regulation in any way shape or guise is the pivotal 
enemy of any true democracy; therefore any civilised society. It is not only 
undemocratic it is antidemocratic, anti-society and hostile to a public 
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unconversant with all the nuances of our ambiguously cryptic laws. 
 
There have been no Bills passed or laws enacted since 1980 that does 
anything to remedy this stark conflict of interest and there have been no 
recent announcements made by the Scottish Government that might have a 
bearing on our petition. 
6. Do you wish your petition to be hosted on the Parliament’s website as 
an e-petition? 
YES  
7. Closing date for e-petition 
31 December 2010 
8. Comments to stimulate on-line discussion 
Angus Brown’s personal experiences are explained fully in his book “Legal 
Hell” – Corruption Vs Democracy, a true story, a copy with which every 
member of the Scottish Parliament has been provided free of charge and shall 
be used as part of our submissions to the Petitions Committee. The book 
demonstrates how easily lawyers, architects and anyone unscrupulous 
enough can collaborate to frustrate and financially ruin any member of an 
unwitting public. Mr Brown’s case is but one of the increasing number of 
people who have fallen victim to this potentially and actually oppressive, 
antidemocratic legislation. Why has Parliament put the legal profession into 
this splendid isolation by being the only profession bestowed with 
antidemocratic, self-regulatory powers? The Law Society has had these 
domineering privileges since the enactment 30 years ago of the Solicitors 
(Scotland) Act 1980. 
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