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VIEWPOINT

Must a judge believe in God?

he late Professor Robert

Heuston, Regius Professor of
Law at Trinity College Dublin and
judicial biographer, considered
that judges ‘ belong to a priesthood
for ever’. Justice Cardozo, one of
the great judges of the US
Supreme Court, noted that ‘the
earliest judge was the ruler who
uttered the divine command and
was king and priest combined’.

Judges, wrote Sir John
Fortescue, himself a member of
that priesthood, sit and ‘then
study the law, read Holy Scripture
or use other contemplation at their
pleasure’. That was, however, in
the reign of Henry V1. Lord Chief
Justice Hale once stated that
Christianity was part of the com-
mon law. In fact, the early courts
of the common law (the shire
courts) were presided over at first
by the great regional officers of
the king called aldermen, and the
bishops of the region sat in court
with the aldermen as there was no
separation between ecclesiastical
and secular matters.

Given the origins of the judi-
cia office and the Irish constitu-
tional imperatives (considered
later), must a solicitor or barrister
who is considered suitable for
judicial office (and a judge
aready appointed) believe in
God? God, in this context, does
not mean a God according to
Catholic, Protestant, Jewish,
Muslim or other beliefs, but a
supreme being — the creator and
ruler of the universe.
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Every person appointed a
judge in Ireland must ‘make’ and
‘subscribe’ pursuant to article
34.5.1 of the Constitution a
solemn declaration in the pres-
ence of Almighty God. The judge
solemnly declares that he or she
will, to the best of his or her
knowledge or power, execute the
office of judge without fear or
favour and will uphold the
Constitution and the laws. The
declaration concludes with the
following words of the appointee:
‘May God direct and sustain me'.
It is of significance that the judge
not only makes but must also sub-
scribe to the declaration. One
meaning of ‘subscribe’ is to
declare assent. Any judge who
declines or neglects to make such
a declaration shal be deemed,
according to the Constitution, to
have vacated his or her office.

Humble obligations

The preamble to the Irish
Constitution opens with the invo-
cation of ‘the Most Holy Trinity
from Whom is all authority, and
to Whom, as our final end, all
authority both of men and States
must be referred’. The preamble
‘humbly acknowledges all our
obligations to our Divine Lord,
Jesus Christ’. Article 6 of the
Constitution, a seminal provision
in the organisation of our democ-
racy, stipulates that all powers of
government, legislative, execu-
tive and judicial, derive under
God from the people.

Blasphemy, the crime that con-
sists of offensive attacks on
Christianity, or the scriptures, is
designated as a specific offence
under the Constitution. The fami-
ly is recognised as ‘a moral insti-
tution possessing inalienable and
imprescriptible rights, antecedent
and superior to al positive law’.

Article 44 of the Constitution
provides that ‘the State acknowl-
edges that the homage of public
worship is due to Almighty God’,
shall hold ‘Hisnamein reverence,
and shall respect and honour reli-
gion’. Freedom of conscience and
the free profession and practice of
religion, subject to public order
and morality, are guaranteed to
every citizen. The State is also
obliged not to impose any disabil-
ities or make any discrimination
on the ground of religious profes-
sion, belief or status.

Last year the Constitution
Review Group considered that the
requirement to make the judicial
declaration in its present form
could be thought to discriminate
against people who do not believe
in God or who believe in more
than one God. The Review Group
recommended that the reference
to God in the judicia declaration
be deleted.

True religion

Sir Alfred Denning (as he then
was), a Lord Justice of Appedl,
wrote in The road to justice
(1955) that a judge on his
appointment did swear ‘by

Almighty God’ and, accordingly,
affirmed his or her belief in God
‘and implicitly his belief in true
religion’. Denning wrote of the
‘great precepts of law and of reli-
gion’ and how close they were to
each other.

A Christian people

Judge Brian Walsh in Quinn’'s
Supermarket v Attorney General
[1972] IR1 said that the
Constitution ‘reflects a firm con-
viction that we are a Christian
people’ because ‘the preamble
acknowledges that we are a
Christian people’. Chief Justice
TF O’Higgins in Norris v
Attorney General [1984] IR36
said that it could not be doubted
that the people so asserting and
acknowledging in the preamble
‘their obligation to our Divine
Lord Jesus Christ, were proclaim-
ing a deeply religious conviction
and faith and an intention to adopt
a Constitution consistent with that
conviction and faith and with
Christian beliefs'.

All the evidence appears to
point to the conclusion that a
judge must believein God. Asone
who has not been anointed, | can-
not determine the issue. On this
earth, the issue may fal to be
determined by persons who are
often infallible — partly because
they have the fina say — the
judges of the Supreme Court.

Dr Eamonn Hall is Chief Legal
Officer with Telecom Eireann plc.
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Hanahoe damages sends an
o
important message

he £100,000 damages award-

ed to the partnersin the solic-
itors' firm Michael E Hanahoe &
Co by Mr Justice Kinlen in the
High Court on 14 November sent
a very strong message. It is now
clear that the courts will not allow
to go unpunished such a sinister
and intimidatory act as the
advance leaking to the media of
the fact that a warrant had been
issued and would be executed
against afirm of solicitorsin rela
tion to a very high profile case.
Theleak was calculated to create a
media circus which could, and
did, severely damage the reputa-
tion of the solicitors' firm con-
cerned.

Malicious intent

That the intention was malicious
cannot be doubted. ‘This was a
wilful act done to damage the
Hanahoes', Mr Justice Kinlen
found. ‘ The court is satisfied from
the evidence of various senior
solicitors, including former presi-
dents of the Law Society, and
from the Hanahoe brothers that it
has done them considerable and
probably irreparable harm’, he
continued. ‘People came in and
abused them and they were per-
ceived by the media as being
involved in the murder of
Veronica Guerin and in money
laundering'.

It is difficult to conceive of a
more damaging perception that
could be created about a firm of
solicitors. It represented an outra-
geous smear of along-established
firm which Mr Justice Kinlen
found ‘had and has the highest
reputation in lega circles. That
press photographers and reporters
actually arrived outside the
Hanahoes' offices in Parliament
Street in advance of the Gardai
revealed something deeply rotten
in this Garda operation. The exact
source of the tip-off has never
been identified. The court
appeared to accept that it was not
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‘Agents of the State’”: detectives leaving the offices of ME Hanahoe & Co

officially sanctioned, although
Mr Justice Kinlen was unim-
pressed by the rather perfunctory
internal Garda inquiry subse-
quently conducted.

Official intimidation
Solicitors everywhere were out-
raged by what was done to this
firm. Some viewed it as an offi-
cially-sanctioned attempt by the
Gardai to intimidate all firms of
solicitors who regularly act for
the accused in crimina law
matters.

Mr Justice Kinlen's strong
judgment not merely seeks to
some extent to redress the dam-

age to the firm by means of his
award but also makes a statement
about therole of criminal defence
solicitorsin protecting fundamen-
tal rightsin our democracy. Itisa
powerfully expressed statement,
and his words deserve to be quot-
ed herein full.

‘It is essential in our society
that lawyers of the highest abili-
ty should be available to provide
afull and proper defence to per-
sons accused of criminal
offences. Unfortunately, public
opinion does not always accept
that principle and sometimes
lawyers are identified with their
clients which clearly violates

Principle 18 of the United
Nations Basic Principles on the
role of lawyers. It is a funda-
mental right in a democratic
society that an accused person
be fully appraised of all charges
made against them and that they
have the choice of legal repre-
sentation. This right is embod-
ied in article 6 of the European
convention of human rights. It
would undermine our society if
that were not so. The courts
must protect these standards.
Sometimes criminal lawyers are
wrongly accused of colluding
with their clients and sharing in
the profits of crime. These are
very serious allegations and
should not be accepted until
there is proof to establish them.
The vast mgjority of criminal
lawyers provide wonderful
work to secure liberty and to
protect our democratic institu-
tions. Sometimes a lawyer
might be regarded because of
his success as an enemy of the
State. They are, in fact, a bul-
wark to protect justice and the
people and are essentia in any
real democracy.’

Outrageous treatment
The Hanahoe brothers and all of
their staff were treated outra-
geously by some agents of the
State on 3 October 1997. The
£100,000 award of damages is
the least that the firm deserves.
Mr Justice Kinlen'sringing state-
ment about the essential work
that criminal lawyers do to pro-
tect freedom and democracy is a
timely reminder to lawyers and
society as a whole that intimida-
tion by the State must always be
resisted, as it has been success-
fully in this case.

We al owe a debt to the
Hanahoes for bringing and win-
ning this action.

Ken Murphy is Director General
of the Law Society.
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VIEWPOINT

North-South bodies:

a loss of soverelgnty’

Probably the most important
aspect of the recent Irish pres-
idential election was the focus on
the fact that Mary McAleese is a
Northerner, born and bred in
Belfast. Despite the anti-Northern
diatribe from some commentators
and politicians, the people of
Irdland soundly rejected a parti-
tionist mentality and elected a
woman who brings flair, intelli-
gence and charisma to the highest
office in the State.

Having been born and bred in
Belfast mysdlf, it istruly satisfying
to see such a development. The
reason for such satisfaction is sim-
ple: one of our own has made it to
thetop. This can bethe case, by the
way, just as much for unionists as
nationalists. When the likes of
Brian Mawhinney rises to the top
of British politics in the
Conservative Party, the (unionist)
people of Belfast are entitled to be
proud of the fact that one of their
own has made it. Equally, I'm sure
that | remember the people of Cork
being proud of the fact that Jack
Lynch became Taoiseach.

Hurricane Higgins

Now, we can al love Van
Morrison’s music, or glory in the
sporting heyday of George Best
and Alex Higgins, but the election
of a Belfast lawyer as President of
Ireland is different. Thisis politics.
Itisnot just that Mrs McAleese has
been chosen by the people of
Ireland to be their Head of State.
Thisisfundamentally a declaration
by the people of the South (since
only they have the vote) that they
accept the notion enshrined in the
Condtitution that Ireland is an enti-

ty encompassing the whole idand.

Without getting too involved in
the poalitics of the Northern peace
process, there is one issue which
this election highlights: the
involvement of Northern Ireland in
‘Irish’ politics, economics and law.
Since this column is intended to
comment on European law, | will
discuss only one important matter:
the extent to which executive
power should be transferred, in the
event of a settlement in Northern
Ireland, to North-South bodies
responsible for implementing
European Union programmes and
initiatives.

Pressure on the
Government
This question was astutely raised
by former Taoiseach Garret
Fitzgerald in his Irish Times col-
umn on 15 November. Dr
Fitzgerald asked whether, because
so many of Northern Ireland’s EU
interests coincide with those of the
Republic rather than with those of
Britain, there might be pressure on
the Irish Government from a
Northern Ireland administration to
share alarge proportion of this most
important part of foreign policy.

Isit right to regard such a devel-
opment as a loss of economic and
political sovereignty? My opinion
is that it is emphatically wrong to
regard it as such. Insofar asthiswill
hopefully be part and parcel of an
overall settlement to the Northern
constitutiona problem, it is wrong
to look at any one part of that set-
tlement in isolation from the rest of
the package.

Since aresolution of the political
crisis which has afflicted the North
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Conor Quigley: the South is not a
wholly autonomous entity

for the last 30 years can only beto
the benefit of theisland asawhole,
the establishment of North-South
bodies must be regarded as being
to the benefit of both parts of
Ireland. Thus, in exactly the same
way as entry into the European
Community involves a pooling of
economic sovereignty for the com-
mon good, from which al partici-
pants benefit, so the establishment
of North-South bodies will repre-
sent atransfer of power which will
enhance the economic status of the
South as well as that of the North.
Moreover, as the election of
Mary McAleese confirms, it must
be recognised that the South is not
a whally autonomous entity sepa-
rate from the North in any case.
Northernersfigure frequently in al
aspects of Irish public and private
life, whether it be in politics, busi-
ness, trade unions, education, law,
culture, sports or whatever. Many
trace their ancestry to other parts of
Ireland and have relatives through-
out the country. They are part of
the Irish people and have given as
much to the development of
Ireland at home and abroad as any

other part of its people.

In thisway, the establishment of
North-South executive bodies
does not involve the same notion
of a transfer of sovereignty as
entry into the European
Community entailed. The latter
involved fully sovereign states
agreeing to enter into a new form
of international partnership. In the
case of North-South bodies, on the
other hand, at least as far as the
South is concerned, the main
intention must be to give effect to
the stated constitutional imperative
of seeking to develop Ireland into
asingle national territory.

Will of the people

Whatever changes may be made
to the Irish Constitution in order
to reflect the new political
arrangements and to endorse the
principle of consent, it is unlikely
that wholly separate political
states will be established north
and south of the border. Thus, the
Irish Constitution will continue to
reflect the wish of the Irish peo-
ple to establish an Irish nation.
North-South bodies should there-
fore be regarded not just as a
means of reflecting the aspira-
tions of northern nationalists but
as an integral part of the modern
Irish nation. The granting of
executive powers to such bodies
cannot logically be considered as
aloss of sovereignty.

Conor Quigley is a barrister at
Brick Court Chambers, Brussels,
specialising in European Union
law. He is the author of European
Community contract law (Kluwer
Law International).
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Competition Authority advertisement

From: Professor Patrick McNuitt,
Chairman, Competition
Authority

refer to the article on the Comp-

etition Authority’s recent adver-
tisement for alegal adviser in last
month’s issue of the Law Society
Gazette (November, page 11).

From: John G Murphy, John A
Snnott & Company, Wexford

egarding the review of the NI
Law Society video Thetrials
of William Browne (Gazette,
November, page 38). May | first
quote briefly from the review:
‘Al practitioners, especial-
ly sole practitioners and
two or three man opera-
tions, should watch this
video. It does not provide
the solutions, but it does
clearly describe the prob-
lem. It serves to raise con-
sciousness among solicitors
and their staff of the every-
day potential to leave one-
self open to negligence
actions'.

| hope many of my colleagues
will join with me in roundly
rejecting the notion that practi-
tioners in one, two or three man
operations are not aware of ‘the
problem’ or ‘the everyday poten-
tial to leave oneself open to neg-
ligence actions'.

This facile claptrap from the
Law Society is typical of the
apparent notion in the Society
that all one hasto do istalk about
or write about a problem to solve
it (see, for instance, the mish-
mash generalisations in the ‘risk
management’  documentation
which has issued from the Law
Society over the past few years).

As the principal of a rurd
office, it is my experience over
amost 20 years that the vast
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In relation to the specific adver-
tisement to which you refer and in
reply to the substantive points on
digibility and experience, | would
like to point out the context in
which the advertisement occurred.
In October 1996 the Authority
advertised for two vacancies for
legal advisers with the intention of

appointing a solicitor and a barris-
ter. On the basis of that competition,
a solicitor has recently been
appointed but, because of a number
of factors, no suitable barrister was
appointed. It is to fill this specific
barrister vacancy that the advertise-
ment you referred to was placed.
The Competition Authority un-

Out of touch clap-trap

majority of my colleagues in the
country are extremely conscien-
tious in keeping up-to-date with
legidation which is in itself risk
management. While | have no
interest in muddlinging between
various sizes of solicitors' firms,
it is also my experience that in
many of the larger firms, very
young people are assigned to
tasks for which they are clearly
inexperienced.

| intend no personal criticism
of the author of the review. |
have found him to be a most
courteous individual. The tenor
of the article, however, isto me
typical of the ‘out of touch’ atti-
tude of the Law Society, with
some few notable exceptions,
for too many years. Flying visits
around the country by the
President (any President) may
be good for afew jars and a lit-

Dumb and dumber

From: Michael Murray, State
Solicitor, Limerick

was present in the District Court

when the following plea of mit-
igation was made on behalf of a
farmer charged with driving his
tractor on the public road with-
out tax and insurance.

Solicitor for the accused: ‘My
client is a farmer whose car was
broken down and he took out the
tractor in an emergency'.
District judge: 'What was the
emergency?’

Solicitor: ‘He had to go to the
funeral of a very sick friend".

From: Qisin Murphy, Actons
Solicitors, Dublin

urther to a recent conversation
| had with a client:

The question: ‘Was their propos-

al put to you in writing?'

My answer: ‘No’.

Response: ‘In that case it's not
worth the paper it's written on’.

From: John Mark Downey, Patrick
F O'Reilly & Co, Dublin

he following is an extract from
an Irish Times report on 14
October 1992.

Judge commends Garda action
Six Kildare gardai were com-
mended by the President of the
High Court, Mr Justice Spain, for
displaying what he described as
‘great courage and bravery’ in
dealing with a gunman who had
just wounded a leading family-
planning consultant. At an earlier
hearing, the court was told that
the doctor had performed a
vasectomy on the gunman, caus-
ing him much pain.’

Michael Murray wins the bottle of champagne this month

derstands and appreciates the roles
of a solicitor and of a barrister. As
lawyers, they each have different
advocacy training and experience.
For the avoidance of doubt, let me
assure you that the Competition
Authority does not discriminate in
its appointments or indeed in any
other area of its activities.

tle chat but, beyond that, is a
useless and financially wasteful
exercise.

So please, members of the
Council, drop the ego and as the
review putsit ‘get alife’. We, the
‘sole practitioners and two or
three man operations’, have one:
try to give us a hand with it.

And no, | haven't watched the
video; | could make such avideo
once a week!

I don’t like
Mondays

From: Kieron Wbod BL

I n my research for a book | am
currently writing, | discovered
that section 46(a)(ii)() of the
Consumer Credit Act, 1995 says
that a creditor may not visit or
telephone a consumer without his
consent at any place ‘ between the
hours of nine o'clock in the
evening on any week day and nine
o’clock in the morning on the fol-
lowing day’. Since Sunday is not
aweek day, does that mean that a
consumer may be pestered at any
time until 9pm on Mondays?

A bottle of the finest champagne
will go to the reader who sends in
the funniest contribution to Dumb
and dumber each month.

our examples of the wacky,
weird and wonderful to
the Editor, Law Society
Gazette, Blackhall Place,

bublin 7 or you can fax us on
671 0704.
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NEWS

Impact of controversial
court rules delayed

Controversial new superior
courts rules — viewed as
unfair and possibly unconstitu-
tiona by both branches of the
legal profession — are unlikely to
have any effect for several
months, according to Law Society
President Laurence K Shields.

The rules (Sl No 348 of 1997)
came into force on 1 September.
They require that the solicitors of
personal injury plaintiffs hand
over expert reports and other
statements to defendants’ lawyers
within three months of serving
notice of trial.

The change in introduction
date results from an additional
new rule signed by the Superior
Courts Rules Committee on 20
November, to which the Minister
for Justice John O’Donoghue
gave his necessary concurrence
on 26 November. This reverses

the effect of aHigh Court practice
direction which had previously
sought to give SI 348 retrospec-
tive effect.

In a letter to all solicitors, the
President saysthe ruleswill apply
only to High Court proceedings
taken after 1 September 1997,
and to documents which come
into existence after the same date.

‘It is unlikely, therefore, in
practice that compliance with Sl
348 will be required in any cases
for a considerable number of
months to come’, he says. ‘The
new rule reverses the effect of an
earlier practice direction which
sought to have SI 348 apply to
proceedings already in existence
on 1 September, 1997’.

The introduction of the rules
sparked furious opposition from
the Law Society and Bar Council,
who have united in apush to have

them amended. The slow-downin
their introduction has created
some breathing space for both
sides of the legal profession to
meet anew Superior Courts Rules
Committee sub-committee to
push for further changes.

The President now believes
that the changes demanded by the
profession will be made. ‘I
believe that the Law Society and
Bar Council representations in
this regard will receive a fair and
sympathetic hearing’, he states in
the letter.

A key change of approach
being sought by the Society will
be a relaxation of the confiden-
tiality surrounding the drafting of
superior courts rules. This would
alow the Law Society and the
legal profession the opportunity
to constructively criticise draft
rules before they are made.

New officer team for Law Society

Anevv officer team has taken
the helm of the Law Society
for the coming year. The new
President is well-known Dublin
solicitor Laurence K Shields, who
has pledged to monitor new legis-
lation through a parliamentary
and law reform executive which
he plans for the Society to
appoint.

Shieldsisthe managing partner
of LK Shields, Salicitors. A grad-
uate of UCD, he was admitted to
the Roll of Solicitorsin 1972. He
has been a Council member since
1978, and has chaired anumber of
the Society’s most important
committees.

Top three: the Law Society's new
officers (left to right): President
Laurence K Shields; Junior Vice
President, Geraldine Clarke; and
Senior Vice President, Pat O'Connor

The Senior Vice President is
Mayo man, Pat O'Connor. He
was admitted to the Roll of
Solicitors in 1974. The coroner
for the Mayo East region, he is
principal of P O’Connor & Son, a
Swinford-based firm with two
offices in Kiltimagh and
Belmullet.

Geraldine Clarke has been
elected Junior Vice President. She
was admitted to the Roll of
Solicitors in 1978. She is a part-
ner in Gleeson McGrath Baldwin
on Dublin’s Anglesea Street.

(See also New President
promises winds of change, page
12)

Retirement trust deadline nears

The final deadline for making your
1996/97 retirement contribution is
approaching. Members who want
to get tax relief for the 1996/97
year of assessment have until 31
January 1998 to contribute and
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claim the available relief.

Full tax relief can be claimed
for each year of assessment on
retirement contributions of up to
15% of net relevant earnings. This
goes up to 20% for those aged

over 55. Anyone interested in
becoming a member of the trust,
should contact Kim Lloyd or Brian
King on 01 604 3629 for an
explanatory booklet and applica-
tion form.

BRIEFLY

ECJ seminar

The Academy of European Law
(ERA) will host a seminar on
Litigation in the European Court
of Justice on 12 and 13 January
1998 in Luxembourg. The speak-
ers will include David Keeling of
the Office for Harmonisation in
the Internal Market, and London-
based barrister Philippa Watson.
The conference will cover the
court’s role, different types of
proceedings and procedures.
Participants will visit the court on
the second day of the seminar.

VHI offers new options to
members
The VHI is offering members a
healthy bonus to their existing
policies. The insurer has added
extra benefits to Law Society
members under the Options
scheme. The Options have all the
benefits of Plans A to E, and
include some extra benefits
available on subscription. These
include:
« Substantial extra out-patient
benefits
»  Wider hospital access for
heart surgery
» Major enhancements to
maternity benefits
e Special student rates.
And if you are paying your pre-
mium at the individual rate, you
can join the Law Society’s group
scheme and get a 10% discount.
For more details, contact Ann
McDarby at the VHI (tel: 01 799
7073).

Partnership study backed

by new fund

A new legal education fund is
backing the first comprehensive
study of lIrish partnership law.
Michael Twomey, a graduate of
University College Cork and legal
adviser in the European
Commission, has taken on a PhD
in the subject with the help of the
Rodney Overend Trust Fund. The
new fund was set up by the part-
ners of A&L Goodbody in memory
of their late colleague, Rodney
Overend. It will be used to give
cash aid to post-graduate law stu-
dents.
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Florence' 9%

Law Society Annual Conference

(Top) View of the
Duomo from one of
the conference hotels
(Right) Panoramic view
of Florence dominated
by the Palazzo Vecchio

16-19 April 1998

Florence is proving to

be a popular choice of
venue for the 1998
annual conference. An
unprecedented number
of advance bookings have
already been received.

If you are thinking of
attending the conference,
avoid disappointment
and book now.

The River Arno and the Ponte Vecchio

Advance bookings can be made by for-
warding a booking fee of £200 per person
travelling to Mary Kinsella, Law Society,
Blackhall Place, Dublin 7 (tel: 01 671
0711). Mary will be happy to answer any
gueries you may have.

We can also offer travel options to dele-
gates who would like to travel to Italy in
advance of the conference or stay on in
Italy afterwards.

ADVANCE BOOKING FORM

Name:

Firm:

Address:

DX:

Tel:

Fax:

No of persons travelling

| enclose cheque in the sum of £

Please enclose booking fee of £200 per person travelling

representing bookingfeefor — persons
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Plans to curb rig

ht to silence

‘could lead to Garda abuses’

ew proposals to curb the

right to silence and lengthen
detention times will give Gardai
free rein to mistreat criminal sus-
pects and produce unsafe convic-
tions, a leading crimina practi-
tioner has warned.

The new proposals — contained
in the Report of the steering
group on the efficiency and effec-
tiveness of the Garda Sochana —
were endorsed by Justice Minister
John O’Donoghue, who has
pledged to make them law.

They include giving the Gardai
power to detain al serious crime
suspects for up to 48 hours.
Currently suspects are held for up
to 12 hours under the Criminal
Justice Act, 1984, unless they are
held under the Offences Against
the State Act, 1939 or the Drug
Trafficking Act, 1996.

The report also proposes limit-
ing the right to silence by intro-

Business not

he Celtic Tiger could be

reduced to a mewling pussycat
by atechnology crisisin just over
two years, but most Irish business-
es are doing nothing to deal with
the problem. These are the shock
findings of a Price Waterhouse
survey of Irish business' plans for
the Year 2000 crisis.

The survey found that 71% of
leading companies, financial insti-
tutions and Government depart-
ments believe that the Year 2000
is either serious or fundamental to

interrogation

ducing a narrowly-worded statute
declaring that a suspect’s refusal
or failure to answer ‘relevant
questions’ will alow a judge or
jury to draw inferences from that
during atrial.

Commenting on the proposals,
Law Society Criminal Law

Committee  member  James
MacGuill said they were a direct
attack on citizens' rights and on
the principle that the State must
prove a criminal charge beyond a
reasonable doubt.

‘The safeguards are there for a
reason’, he said. ‘There were
abuses in the past. This is
designed to help the Gardai get
convictions simply by getting the
suspect to confess, and not
through investigation.

‘It's a fact of life that people
are mistreated in Garda custody.
Confessions are got by assaulting
suspects, misleading them or
threatening them. This results in
unsafe convictions'.

MacGuill called for the recom-
mendations of the 1990 Martin
report to be implemented. Among
other things, the report suggested
that all Garda interrogations
should be taped and filmed.

ready for Year 2000 crisis

their organisation. But almost half
the organisations had no formal
written plans to dea with the
problem and had no idea how
much it would cost them to pre-

pare for the crisis. Some estimat-
ed the cost at £10 million.

Many businesses and large
organisations will have to change
their computer systems to recog-
nise the Year 2000. Because most
computer systems recognise only
two-digit dates, they will switch
back to zero at the end of the cen-
tury. This will cause havoc in
business' databases, financial
records and information which is
linked in any way to a date which
includes the year.

Sex assault case may spark more

Sex assault victims are more
likely to sue their attackers in
the future following the landmark
‘Bonny and Clyde’ case where a
woman who claimed she was sexu-
ally assaulted by her former boss
won £140,000 in the High Court.
Law Society Director General

DECEMBER 1997

civil actions

Ken Murphy subsequently predict-
ed in the Irish Times that the case
will ‘rightly encourage other vic-
tims of sexual assault to seek jus-
tice through the courts for such
disgraceful and unacceptable
behaviour'.

‘This is a landmark decision in

Irish law on sexual assault’, he said.

Monica Reilly claimed she was
continually assaulted by her for-
mer boss William Bonny when she
worked as a lounge girl in his pub,
the Bonny and Clyde in Dublin’s
Newmarket. He denied the allega-
tions.

BRIEFLY

Property VAT changes guide
The Revenue Commissioners’
Guide to 1997 VAT changes on
property is now available.
Copies can be obtained from the
Revenue forms and leaflets ser-
vice (tel: 01 8780100). Anyone
looking for more information
on the subject should look up
Michael O'Connor’s article in the
September 1997 issue of the
Irish tax review.

Murphy takes

arbitrators’ chair

Roderick Murphy SC is the new
chairman of Chartered Institute
of Arbitrators’ Irish branch.
Murphy is a member of the
International Court of
Arbitration in Paris. The insti-
tute has over 400 members in
Ireland, and over 100 cases were
referred to it for settlement last
year. The chairman’s role is to
appoint arbitrators to conduct
and determine disputes.

CLASP reception

Concerned Lawyers for the
Alleviation of Social Problems
(CLASP) will hold its annual
cheese and wine reception on
Friday 12 December at the
King's Inns. The Salvation Army
and Father Peter McVerry are
examples of the charities helped
by CLASP. For tickets and infor-
mation,  contact Josepha
Madigan (tel: 01 668 9143) or
Suzanne McNulty (tel: 01 679
3565).

Compensation Fund

payouts

The following claim amounts
admitted by the
Compensation Fund Committee
and approved for payment by
the Council at its meeting in
November: James C Glynn,
Dublin Road, Tuam, Co Galway -
£300; Michael Owens, 5 Lower
Main Street, Dundrum, Dublin
14 - £6,676; Malocco & Killeen,
Chatham  House, Chatham
Street, Dublin 2 - £500; Dermot
Kavanagh, 2 Mary Street, New
Ross, Co Wexford — £1,030.

were
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New Preside

winds o

The new Law Society President, Laurence K Shields, talks to Conal O’Boyle about
his background and what he hopes to achieve in his presidential year

here but for the Grace of God goes
T another accountant. In 1967 Laurence

Shields was actually registered to study
commerce at UCD but changed his mind at the
last minute.

‘My father was not at all satisfied that |
would make it in accountancy and was encour-
aging me to try to follow in his brother’s foot-
steps as a solicitor. | woke up in the middle of
the night before | wasto start college and decid-
ed that the next day | would switch from com-
merceto BCL'.

While he was in college, the young Laurence
was apprenticed to the Dublin firm Orpen & Co
(subsequently Orpen Franks) and had to go into
the office every day before cycling off to hislec-
tures. One of the net results of this arrangement
was that, unlike his classmates, Laurence proba-
bly won't be haunted by old pictures of himself
wearing flowers in his hair and feeling groovy.
On the plus side, he won second place in the
UCD degree examinations and consistently
topped the class in the Law Society exams.

By the time he was 21 he had finished his
degree and qudlified as a solicitor. In 1972
Shields left Orpensto join William Fry & Sons
and remained with that firm until 1977 (having
been made partner in 1975).

A
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At this point, in a move that today might be
regarded as somewhat precipitate, he decided it
was time to set up his own practice, along with
three colleagues.

‘At that stage | had been qualified for five
years, he explains. ‘| didn’t have any respon-
sibilities — except to myself and my clients —
and | was confident enough in my own abili-
ties. But it's a decision you would make very
carefully nowadays .

‘The partnership of Lysaght, Dockrell,
Shields and Farrell (now known as Dockrell
Farrell) lasted from 1977 to 1987, when
Shields again decided to go it alone.

‘| was getting married in 1987 so | reviewed
everything in my life. | decided to leave and set
up LK Shields & Partners with four people
who worked closely with me. The firm’s now
caled LK Shields, Solicitors, and there are 50
people working there'.

Professional achievement

Perhaps not surprisingly, Shields regards the
success of this firm as his greatest professional
achievement: ‘Setting it up from scratch and
seeing it thrive and prosper is very fulfilling'.

Adapting to change seems to be a pattern in
Shields' professional career, and looks likely
to be a theme for his year as Law Society
President. So how does he think the solicitors’
profession must adapt to the demands that the
twenty-first century will put on it?

‘The profession needs to look outwards',
he says. * We have to be much more conscious
than perhaps we were in the past of the needs
of our clients and to make sure that we are
satisfying and fulfilling their needs. | think
we have a tendency to tell people what our
services are rather than making sure that our
services in fact meet their requirements.

‘Obviously over the coming years the mar-
keting of our servicesisgoing to be abig area
of change, too. When | was an apprentice,
marketing was non-existent; 29 years later it's
essential’.

And if the profession must become more
responsive to its clients, he adds, so too must
the Law Society.

‘The Society has to make sure it is still rel-
evant to its members, and it needs to find out
very clearly what services members wish it to
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nt promises

provide and how it should go about providing
them. | know some people seem to think we are
nothing but a regulatory body at times, but we
are trying to balance that eguation. We must
focus much more on giving service to members
as well as regulating them.

‘We aready provide a great many services
and we hope to increase those over the next
year or two. That's why we appointed a new
members’ services executive.

‘Equally, that is why we are now advertising
for a parliamentary and law reform executive —
because we believe that it's in the members
interests, and the public interest, to be promot-
ing law reform. We are dealing with the law
every day of the week and we are better placed
than most to see those areas of law and proce-
dure that need to be changed.

‘I recognise, of course, that in my 12 months
as President we are not going to change the
world, but we can put in train processes that
will improve the Law Society and ultimately
improve the image of the profession’.

Over the next year, Shields has committed
himself to making contact with as many mem-
bers of the profession as possible and involving
them in consultations. He has already written to
the secretaries of every bar association in the
country, asking them to come up with one idea
for law reform and one suggestion for what
they would like to see the Law Society achieve
in the coming months.

So far the responses have been reasonably
predictable, with the recent amendments to the

superior court rules and services provided to
lending institutions without charge topping the
list. But the new President is not disheartened:
‘If that's what the bar associations wish to
achieve, then progress in both those areas has
to be achieved'.

Council meetings outside Dublin
Other planned initiatives include holding some
Law Society Council meetings outside Dublin,
with the Council meeting in Galway in May and
Cork in June. Loca bar associations will be
invited to meet the Council at these regiona
sessions.

Shields has also proposed an open forum
where ordinary members can put their viewsto
Council about the Law Society and what they
feel it should be doing for them. It would also
be an opportunity for the Society to tell mem-
bers about the work it is doing on their behalf.

‘At this point in time', he says, ‘it isjust a
concept of an open day because the AGM does
not give enough time for a meaningful and
open discussion. There's simply not enough
time between 6pm and 9pm on an
evening to deal with the serious
issues facing the Society’.

Younger members, too, will
be feeling the winds of change.

‘I have asked the Younger
Members' Committee to have
a complete rethink about its

NEWS ANALY SIS

change

remit and to look again at ways of involving
younger members of the profession in the
Society. | believe that the whole area needs to
be restructured because there is great energy
and enthusiasm out there on tap and it should
not be beyond our ingenuity to try to encour-
age and involve those people’.

But it's not going to be al work. The new
President is keen to revive the social element
that seems to have falen into abeyance in
recent years.

‘We are hoping to host a twentieth anniver-
sary ball next June to celebrate our 20 years
working in the Blackhall Place building, and
all members will be invited to participate.
Twenty years in this building is something
worthy of celebration and something we
should be proud of. Blackhall Place clearly has
its drawbacks, but overall | think the solicitors
profession should be very proud that it has
such a prestigious headquarters'.

A Law Society Ball? Maybe there's till a
chance to wear those flowers and feel groovy
after all.
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As the number of people doing
business over the Internet grows, so too
does the number of court cases arising
out of this new form of communication.
Dai Davis looks at some recent landmark
Internet cases from around the world

Shetland Times v Shetland News

This Scottish case is unusual in that, unlike many of the cases

involving the Internet, it does not concern allegations of one com-
pany wrongly procuring the Internet address of another. Instead, it is a
copyright dispute revolving around the Internet practice of using ‘ hyper-
text links'. These enable an Internet user who is issuing information at
one particular Internet address to transfer automatically to another
Internet site merely by pressing a single key. A hypertext link therefore
enables ease of movement on the Internet from one site to another.

The Shetland Times is the main newspaper circulating in the Shetland
Islands. It was founded in 1872 and has a circulation of 11,000. Thisis
quite significant since the entire population of the islandsis only 23,000!
The Shetland News is a 250-page el ectronic newspaper which was set up
approximately a year before the dispute.

The dispute came to court in October 1996. Shetland News had a‘ news
headline’ section on its web site. It had linked that site directly to articles
posted at the web site run by the Shetland Times. Shetland Times alleges
that Shetland News was breaching its copyright. The case came before the
Court of Session which is the top Scottish civil court (from where an
appeal lies only to the House of Lords). Unfortunately, however, the case
was merely one in which atemporary injunction was requested and there-
fore the legal arguments were not as well-rehearsed as they would be had
afinal injunction been sought.

The Court of Session held that copyright infringement was arguably
occurring and granted an injunction which bound the Shetland News from
‘storing or including in any service operated by [the Shetland News] on
the Internet, any headline, text or photograph from any edition of the
Shetland Times newspaper or [the Shetland Times] Internet web site’. The
legal grounds for granting the injunction must, however, be questionable.
It isto be hoped that this case will return to the court on an application for
afinal injunction when more coherent reasons will be given for extend-
ing (or withdrawing) the injunction.

Harrods Ltd v UK Network Services Ltd and others

This caseisthe first case relating to Internet web site addresses that

has reached the UK courts. There is along history of Harrods pro-
tecting its trade mark and trade name both in the UK and overseas. Harrods
had registered the UK domain name ‘Harrods.co.nk’. However, it had failed
to register the equivalent United States (and international) domain name
‘harrods.com’. When it came to do so, it found that it could not because the
defendants had aready themselves registered ‘ harrods.com’.

Harrods claimed that there was a breach of both its registered trade mark
rights and unregistered trade mark rights (that is, their rightsrelating to pass-
ing off). The High Court decided on 9 December last that Harrods was suc-
cessful in its arguments. The judgment in favour of Harrods was given in
default since the defendantsfailed to turn up! Although the value of thelegal
precedent is somewhat diminished by this (since the case was never fully
argued), it is nevertheless salient to note that the defendants arguments
were not worthy enough of justifying their expense and bother of turning up
to fight the case.
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COVER STORY

t cases

American Civil Liberties Union et al v

US Attorney General

This is perhaps the most significant Internet case being litigated
in the United States. The US legislature passed the Communications
Decency Act on 8 February 1996 in which it attempted to subject abuse
of the Internet to the criminal law. Three judges of the US district court
unanimously condemned the Act as unconstitutional. The judges found
that the Act was not consistent with the first amendment to the US con-
stitution which protects freedom of speech. Although the first amend-
ment was not limitless, they said, it was nevertheless breached in the
present Act. The controls within the new law were disproportionately
stringent.

Whileit isdifficult to distil the precise reasoning of the judges (who all
gave dlightly different reasons in their judgments), one of the main
groundsfor rejecting the Act was the vagueness of the legislation. In addi-
tion, they said that the Internet was becoming a very important medium
for people to exchange ideas and this meant that it was difficult to justify
control of the Internet.

Another reason given by the court was the fact that the Internet pro-
vided a medium for ‘ordinary’ people to give their views and ideas.
Ordinarily, such people did not normally have the opportunity to give
their views, since they were unlikely to be rich enough to own a televi-
sion or radio station or a newspaper; it was, therefore, even more impor-
tant to allow uncontrolled free speech on the Internet since this may be the
only real way that ordinary people can express their ideas.

Church of Spiritual Technology v a number of

Internet access providers

This case involved both copyright infringement and breach of
confidentiality. The plaintiff, the Church of Spiritual Technology (which
was related to the more well-known Church of Scientology), held the
copyright in a number of unpublished works of L Ron Hubbard. One of
the defendants published large parts of these works on her home page on
the Internet. The home page was stored and made available to other users
by the Internet access providers.

The case was heard by a district court in the Netherlands on 12 March
1996. The court held that there was no continued copyright infringement
for two reasons. First, the portions of the work that were taken could bejus-
tified as ‘citations' within the meaning of the Dutch copyright legislation.
Furthermore, the plaintiff claimed that the works were confidential but this
was found to be untrue, since the works that were complained of had
already been published in a US court case.

The case against the Internet access providers was also flawed since
the court held that the Internet access providers could not be held liable
for copyright infringement by the subscribers. There was a possible
exception to this rule where there was a clear-cut infringement and the
access provider had been warned by the copyright owner that action
would be taken against the access provider. Since there was clearly not
a clear-cut infringement in the present case, that exception did not

apply.
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COVER STORY

State v Lars Licht

As the name might suggest, this case

was a Swedish case. It was decided on
22 February 1996 by the Swedish Supreme
Court. The case was one of copyright infringe-
ment in which the defendant, Mr Licht, was
accused of a crimina offence by permitting
computer software that belonged to a third
party to be uploaded onto, and subsequently
downloaded from, the bulletin board service
which he ran.

The case was important in that it determined
whether a bulletin board owner could be liable
in these circumstances, despite the fact that he
had not actively permitted the infringing
copies of the programs to be made.

The defendant was acquitted on the grounds
that he could not be criminaly liable under
Swedish copyright legislation merely by taking
a passive role and alowing third parties to
access his bulletin board service. It was only if he had taken some positive
measures to permit the copyright infringement that he would be liable.

The court went on to say that it may be difficult to take action against
abulletin board owner who takes some active measures to prevent upload-
ing and downloading of the computer programs in breach of copyright,
but where those active measures are insufficient. The court said that it
would be perverse that someone who takes some measures to prevent
copying would be at a greater risk than someone who, as in the present
case, had taken no steps at all. At the same time, the court acknowledged
that the result of the case was that copyright owners would lose effective
means to protect their works.

Peinet Inc v Kevin O’Brien

This was a Canadian case. Kevin O'Brien carried on a business

under the name ‘Idand Services Network’. The plaintiffs, Peinet
Inc, had the Internet domain name ‘peinet.pc.pa . They claimed that the
defendant’s use of the domain name ‘peinet’ would be confusing with their
own corporate name and their own domain name. The defendant was, like
the plaintiff, an Internet access provider. The plaintiff alleged that the defen-
dant had infringed its unregistered trade mark rights in the name Peinet.

However, the court held that the plaintiff had not proved that it was like-
ly to lose any goodwill. The court was not persuaded that there was likely to
be any confusion. Indeed, there was no evidence of actual confusion, despite
the fact that the defendants had been using the domain name ‘peinet’.

The case appears to have been weakly argued by both parties and one
of the comments the court made was that the plaintiff had failed to prop-
erly explain the Internet and I nternet jargon to the court. The court seemed
to hold this fact against the plaintiff when giving its judgment!

Intermatic Incorporated v Dennis Toeppen

The facts of this case are fairly straightforward. ‘Intermatic’ was a

trade mark which had been registered since the 1940s by Intermatic
Incorporated. Mr Toeppen registered the domain name ‘intermatic.com’
(along with some 250 domain names based on famous US trade marks). He
then tried to extract money from Intermatic Incorporated before releasing
the right to use the domain name.

Intermatic Incorporated refused to pay and instead took proceedingsin
the United States to require Mr Toeppen to release the right to use the
domain name. The court did not have much trouble in holding that
Intermatic was a famous mark and that, since it had been used exclusive-
ly for over 50 years by Intermatic Incorporated, could not be ‘acquired’ by
Mr Toeppen in this manner. Mr Toeppen was ordered to release the
domain name to Intermatic Incorporated.
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Maritz Inc v CvberGold Inc

This case was decided on 19 August

1996 by the United States district court
for Missouri. The case is an interesting exam-
ple of the so-caled ‘long-arm’ legislation of
certain US states. The plaintiff, Maritz,
claimed that there was an infringement of his
trade mark ‘ GoldMail’. Although the plaintiffs
were based in Missouri, the defendants were
located on a web site at Berkeley, California.
The web site address was ‘www.cybergold.
com’.

Of course, people throughout the world
(including those in the State of Missouri)
accessed this web site, which was available to
al users of the Internet. In a preliminary
judgment on the issue, the court held that
Missouri’s ‘long-arm’ statute did permit the
case to be tried in Missouri. Since this was
only a preliminary decision on whether the
court of Missouri had jurisdiction, the substantive issue (of whether
there is a trade mark infringement) has yet to be decided.

United States v Robert Thomas and Coleen

Thomas

This was another example of the US courts having to determine
the proper jurisdiction for Internet disputes. In this particular case, a
bulletin board was run in California by Mr and Mrs Thomas. The bul-
letin board contained pornographic material. The material did not
infringe the laws of pornography in California but was an obscene
image within the pornography laws of the State of Tennessee. The bul-
letin board operator was prosecuted in Tennessee for inter-state trans-
portation of obscene material.

The US supreme court upheld the conviction of a lower court in
these circumstances. The court stated that the (morality) standard that
should be applied was the standard of the place where the trial took
place — that is, the standard of the state where the bulletin board con-
tents were downloaded.

ProCD Inc v Zeidenberg
Although this case revolves around the enforceability of a

shrink-wrap licence, it is nevertheless of interest from an
Internet point of view. ProCD spent a substantial sum (over $10 million)
compiling a nationwide telephone database in the United States. It dis-
tributed the database on CD and permitted the general public to purchase
it for $150. Businesses were supplied with copies of the CD, but at a
higher price.

The copies which were distributed to the public were sold by way of a
shrink-wrap licence. This is a licence printed on the cellophane of the
packet which requires the person opening it either to accept the terms or
else to return the product, in which case their money will be refunded.
What Zeidenberg did was to purchase the consumer product and then
form abusinessin order to resell the product by allowing accessto it over
the Internet. This was a breach of the terms of the shrink-wrap licence.
ProCD sought an injunction to stop Zeidenberg breaching the terms of
the shrink-wrap licence.

The case came before the seventh circuit court of appeal which held
that the shrink-wrap licence was enforceable and could be used to prevent
Zeidenberg from doing what he intended. The case is important not |least
because it is the first to rule directly on the enforceability of a shrink-
wrap licence.

Dai Davisisa partner in the Leeds office of the UK solicitors Eversheds.
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no fee method of payment has been in

place for persond injuries, insolvency and
European human rights cases. Although lawyers
are alowed to double their fees, the Law Society
recommends that increased fees do not swallow
more than 25% of the client’s damages.

In September of this year, the Policy Studies
Institute published areport based on areview of
200 conditional fee arrangements from a selec-
tion of 121 firms, all of which were personal
injury speciaists. The findings of the survey
were diverse, but significantly were accepted by
Legal Affairs Minister Geoff Hoon as a substan-
tial vindication of the experiment. The study
showed that the Law Society model agreement
was used in virtually every instance, and that the
25% upper limit had been accepted by the pro-
fession. A fear expressed by some before the
survey was published was that the maximum
uplift of 100% would become the norm, but this
has been shown to be without foundation: the
report found that the uplift of 90-100% was
charged in only one out of ten cases.

But the news was not all good. In six out of
ten cases where the chances of winning had
been assessed as very good, the success fee
appeared to be too high. A surprisingly high
proportion of cases were regarded as having a
low chance of success in spite of the fact that,
in general, persona injury case have a high
success rate. The report concluded that ‘this
may indicate that some solicitors may be over-
estimating the chances of failure and therefore
charging a higher success fee'. The average
uplift charged was 43%, yet the average risk of
losing in personal injury cases is nowhere near
as high an average as 43% (thisis evident from
the low premium charged for the Accident Line
Protect policy, where a plaintiff can cover him-
self against the risk of losing a case by paying
a premium of £85).

F or thelast two yearsin Britain the ‘no fodl,
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The British Lord Chancellor’s address to the annual Solicitors’ Conference in
Cardiff in October caused a storm in legal circles: sweeping cuts were to be made to
Britain's legal aid system while the ‘no foal, no fee’ system was to be extended

to all areas of civil litigation. Sinead Conneely discusses the background to
the changes in the UK

There have been suggestions that conditional
fee arrangements have widened accessto justice
because, in three out of four cases, the client
would not have qudlified for legal aid. But even
if this is so, it is impossible to say that these
cases would not have gone ahead regardless.

Nor does the Bar Council appear to be partic-
ularly supportive. In his speech to the Annua
Bar Conference, Bar Council Chairman Robert
Owen reiterated his concernsthat conditional fee
arrangements had the potential to create a con-
flict of interest between the litigant and the
lawyer giving advice, giving the lawyer too great
afinancia interest in the outcome of the case.

By contrast, the Law Society has recom-
mended an expansion of the scheme from the
start: an editorial in the England and Wales
Law Society’s Gazette suggested that ‘ the quiet
success of the scheme so far, which is largely
down to solicitors, makes an early and signifi-
cant expansion of the scheme wholly sensible’.

The Lord Chancellor appears to be aware of
this division of opinion. He suggested in his

MAIN POINTS OF
THE CHANGES

» 'No foal, no fee’ to be extended to all
civil proceedings, except family cases,
from next April

» Legal aid to be withdrawn from claims
for money or damages

» Legal aid to be available only for crimi-
nal, family and social welfare cases

» In order to qualify for legal aid, cases
must have a 75% chance of success

» Contracts to be introduced in civil cases,
with the Legal Aid Board ‘buying’ ser-
vices from lawyers at agreed prices.
Contracts will be withdrawn from firms
that repeatedly overestimate their
chances of success in court

address to the Law Society in October that bar-
risters have been reared in a culture where they
are paid ‘win, lose or draw’, while conditional
fee arrangements are well understood and
accepted by solicitors. Nevertheless, he was
adamant that ‘change is inevitable and desir-
able’, regardless of the fact that it may disturb
the financial future of some.

The centrality of insurance

The simple question of whether or not the
insurance companies would be prepared to go
into the markets and offer reasonably-priced
premiums is pivotal to the success or failure of
any conditional fee system. The schemeis unat-
tractive to clients without insurance, as vulner-
ability in relation to opponents costs remains.
The Association of British Insurers’ Deputy
Director, Tony Baker, has said that where you
widen access to the law and extend the avail-
ability of litigation ‘insurers will have to act,
and premiums will go up’.

It is not entirely clear that insurers are com-
mitted to the system, or indeed what consulta-
tion, if any, has been undertaken with them.
However, there have been contrary indications
in recent days: it seems that many insurers are,
in fact, keen to participate, but will only under-
write cases handled by expert solicitors and at
least one article has appeared in Insurance Day
hailing the Lord Chancellor’'s proposas as
‘goods news for insurers'.

In his address to the Law Society of England
and Waes Cardiff conference, the Lord
Chancellor, Lord Irvine of Lairg, confirmed the
press rumours that the Government intended to
extend conditional fee agreements to al civil
proceedings other than family cases by April
1998. Hejustified thismove in terms of accessto
justice for the middle classes, and the need to
provide an incentiveto lawyersto take more care
in their advice, their assessment of prospects and
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Britain’s Lord Chancellor, Lord Irvine of Laing: wielding the axe over English legal aid

the steps they decide to take in litigation. But it
could be argued that the extension of conditional
fees is merely a means of sugar-coating the real
change, which is the abolition of legal aid in
money and damages claims which will now fall
under the conditional fee agreements instead.
While the Lord Chancellor stressed the need
for consultation with the professional bodies,
this appeared to be for the sake of the detail.
There is little room to manoeuvre on the deci-
sion to extend the scheme as such. The Lord
Chancellor’s efforts to convince the profession
took two routes: the first was to put the benefits
of conditional fees in terms of an increase in
business for lawyers, while the second — more
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controversially — suggested that public cyni-
cism towards the profession was at its height
and that this system would give lawyers a
chance to ‘compete in public esteem with
teachers, nurses and doctors in terms of what
they put into society’.

The Middleton report

October aso saw the publication of the Review
of civil justice and legal aid by Sir Peter
Middleton GCB. This report appeared to have
been seen and approved by the Lord Chancellor
a the time of his Law Society address. Here
again, conditional fees were listed as an alterna-
tive to legal aid, athough his approach would

not remove these cases from the remit of the
Lega Aid Board entirely, but merely allow the
board to take account of the availability of a pri-
vate arrangement in a particular case. Moreover,
he considers that the time is ripe to reconsider
contingency fees (that is, where a fee is a pro-
portion of the amount recovered rather than an
uplift to the norma hill).

Middleton believes that there is no essential
difference in principle between conditional and
contingency fees, and, indeed, there have been
strong indications that the Government may
have thisin mind also (Lega Affairs Minister
Geoff Hoon has said publicly that contingency
fee arrangements ‘may in fact have a place in
our legal system’). Middleton refutes the sug-
gestions that the negative experience of contin-
gency fees in the United States is likely to be
repeated in the UK. Considering the cost-shift-
ing rule and the fact that juriesin Britain do not
generaly set damages, he feels that such con-
cerns could be misplaced.

The aftermath

Some vital questions remain unanswered, par-
ticularly the commitment of both the insurance
industry and the legal profession to the propos-
as. Without the loyalty of both, any schemeis
unlikely to succeed. Contingency fee arrange-
ments cannot apply in criminal, family or pub-
lic law work, where legal aid must continue.
Moreover, it has been suggested that there is a
chance that the work of lawyers will be com-
plicated as conflicts of interest become more
likely. Increased litigation will mean inevitable
delays in an aready overcrowded system.
Nevertheless, a decision has been reached, and
it appears that lawyers in the UK have been
presented with a virtual fait accompli.

This short article seeks only to forewarn
solicitors in Ireland of the issues which are
likely to arise in any debate on the subject.
Let’s hope the Irish Government keeps a firm
eye on the progressin the UK before it seeksto
implement any similar strategy over here.

Snead Conneely BA LLB (NUI) LLM (Cantab)
is a research assistant in the company and
commercial law team of the UK Law
Commission.
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ADVERTISEMENT

Communications
technology and the Irish
legal industry

Experience overseas indicates that the legal industry in Ireland can be
among the first to be able to enjoy significant cost savings and to exploit
new service developments arising from the technical advancements of a
modern digital telephone network

ervices such as e-mail,

electronic file transfer,
paging systems and video-
conferencing are enabling
people to communicate in
new ways, amost instantly,
and over any distance, at
much lower costs than con-
ventional communications
channels. At its most basic,
the simple installation of e-
mail facilities means that an individual has the power to receive and
send any computer-generated file which could be a short message, a
document or a photograph, to any number of other e-mail users. And
the mail can be despatched in encoded format, thereby barring any
unwanted recipients from seeing it. These security features, com-
bined with ease of use and low-cost of service, have accelerated the
adoption of e-mail by many Irish solicitors.

The introduction of videconferencing is expected to provide an
effective alternative to travel. An example of this has recently arisen
in Britain with regard to Her Majesty’s Prison Service. Three quarters
of Britain’s 120 escaped prisoners | ast year made their break whilein
transit. The UK prison service now plans to use videoconferencing
for pre-trial hearingsin criminal cases, according to arecent report in
Communications week international. It is said that the prison service
hopes to reap huge time and cost savings by beaming the accused’s
image into the courtroom from jail.

Aside from the cost savings that can be gained through videocon-
ferencing, the adoption of the technology in a courtroom environment
demonstrates the security advantages conferred by using videocon-
ferencing. This security may be an attractive proposition for Irish
courts. In Cdlifornia, virtual meetings between prisons, courts,
lawyers and probation officers save the state $300,000 annualy. In
Australia, every courtroom is equipped with video links.

The potential usefulness
of videoconferencing in
Ireland is not confined to
the courtroom. Today, every
solicitor that has to journey
between Dublin and Cork
or Limerick regularly in
order to attend business
meetings has also the alter-
native option of exploiting
video technology to achieve
the same purpose, making the physical journey, in many cases,
unnecessary. The ability to videoconference arises as a result of the
on-going installation of high capacity ISDN links throughout the
Irish telephone network. With | SDN-compatible equipment installed
on computers at both ends of the network, the user can take full
advantage of anew generation of telecoms services. And the advan-
tages are many, with the capability available on standard equipment
aready to carry out, for example, on-line searches of the Land
Registry, and the Companies Registration Office or to surf the
Internet in search of precedent cases from local or other jurisdic-
tions. This service is available today from LawLink on a nationwide
basis.

The cost of these facilities is relatively inexpensive. The simple
fact is that by using electronic communications links a person can
avoid the investment of time, energy, and the risks to personal safety
and security inherent in undertaking an unnecessary journey. Telecom
Eireann has appointed LawLink as an authorised distributor to pro-
mote advanced communications services to members of the Law
Society of Ireland.

For more information, contact Eugene Smyth, Head of Reseller
Channels, Telecom Eireann (esmyth@telcom.ie), or Andrew Fraser,
Director, LawLink (lawlink@ifg.ie).
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PRACTICE

1

Working
on Quality
Street

How can you make sure that you are delivering a quality service and that your clients
know all about it? The easiest way is for your firm to win one of the two hallmarks
of quality, I1ISO 9000 or the Q Mark. Barry O’Halloran finds out what’s involved and
speaks to some firms that have achieved it

early al Irish manufacturers have at

least one of two recognised quality

marks: the internationally-rated 1SO
9000 or the Q Mark, the standard promoted by
Excellence Ireland (formerly the Irish Quality
Association).

Systems like this are all very well when
you're making CDs and computer parts that fit
a standard set of specifications, but are they rel-
evant to a solicitor’s practice where every situa-
tion is different? Do they really make a differ-
ence in litigation or conveyancing?

The short answer isyes. Both the 1SO certifi-
cation and the Q Mark alow you to lay down a
set of procedures which are followed for every
client, and will help make sure that nothing gets
missed. Introducing a quality management sys-
tem will not make you a better legal adviser, but
it could leave you with happier clients.

Failure to communicate
Last year's annud report of the Law Society
showed that solicitors failure to communicate
with their clients was the ‘single biggest cause of
complaint’ from the genera public. Implement-
ing a quality system could improve communica
tion with clients and help you to get a clearer
understanding of what they are looking for.
According to the Law Society’s Director of
Finance and Administration, Cillian
MacDomhnaill, these quality marks are effec-
tively management systems which help to ensure
that you and your staff or partners are consistent.
‘It's a documented management system’, he

DECEMBER 1997

says. ‘Theideaisto develop various systemsin
the office for dealing with each case and client.
The documents are drawn up and then the prac-
tice is audited every six months or once a year
to ensure that you are sticking by the rules.

‘For the smaller firms particularly, it forces
them to put a case management system in
place. A clear procedure is laid down for
everything that must be done which includes a
consultation note, |etters that have to be written
and all the relevant dates, including statute
bars. It reduces the chances of a cock-up.

‘Another benefit is that clients will recog-
nise the practice’s quality mark. Because some
large organisations and businesses have these
management systems in place, they insist that
al their suppliers do the same to ensure consis-
tency throughout the chain of supply.

‘This means they could insist that their
solicitors also put these systems in place. That
is not happening here much at the moment, but
it is happening in the UK and that is sure to
spread to Ireland. That could affect large firms
with large commercial clients. You might have
to get 1SO or the Q Mark to survive'.

Norman MacLachlann of trade mark agents
MacLachlann and Donaldson agrees that 1SO
makes the practice ‘ better and more efficient’.

More competitive

John Purcell of the National Standards
Authority of Ireland says quality rating will
make firms more competitive. ‘It can be very
valuable for them’, he argues.

With an eye on thistrend, the Law Society is
this month launching a drive to encourage
more firms to go for one or other of the quality
ratings. All memberswill be getting a pack that
includes a comprehensive series of questions
and answers about 1SO 9000 and the Q Mark.

By the beginning of this year, around a
dozen Irish practices or corporate law depart-
ments had one or other quality mark. A number
of others are working on it or considering it. In
Britain, an estimated 100 practices have the
1SO 9000 rating.

Streamlined system

Pat O’Connor, the Society’s Senior Vice
President, introduced the Q Mark to his Mayo
practice, P O’ Connor and Sons, five years ago.
‘Because | was getting so heavily involved in
the Law Society, | knew | would be away quite
alot’, he says. ‘I wanted to document the pro-
cedures that would have to be followed by the
staff when | was away.

‘The advantage is that you have a stream-
lined system in your office. The staff and solic-
itors know what they should be doing. It isalso
agood way of building ateam focus and moti-
vating peoplein the firm’.

The system is applied right across P
O’'Connor and Sons three offices in
Swinford, Kiltimagh and Belmullet. The firm
has applied it so rigorously and successfully
that it won Excellence Ireland’s overall prize
for quality in the service industry in 1995 and
1996. The firm was the second solicitors
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practice in the country to get the Q Mark.

Streamlining and laying down a standard set
of procedures was very much on Peter
McDonnell’s mind three years ago when he
amalgamated three firms to form Peter
McDonnell and Associates (up to recently
known as MJ O’'Neill and Son). He used the
1SO 9000 mark to do this.

‘It helps you to decide what you are doing
and what the procedures are. It is aso very
good at getting you to focus on what you are
actually doing and what's paying the bank
manager. You are forced to decide what's pay-
ing and what is not’.

Way of life

The firms say that after implementing the sys-
tem, it becomes integral to the way the compa-
ny handles its work. ‘You have to apply your-
self at first, but then it becomesaway of lifefor
everyone', says O’ Connor. They also agree that
quality certification is a good marketing tool
and can attract new customers.

There is very little difference between 1SO
9000 and the Q Mark, according to McDonnell,
who introduced the latter standard recently.
Both involve writing down al the steps that
have to be followed and then following them.
But 1SO is an international standard, recog-
nised in 300 countries around the world, while
the Q Mark is only recognised in this country.

The other difference is the way they are
audited. 1SO is audited twice a year by inde-
pendent consultants. They can simply decide to
cal in without warning, but McDonnell says
they generally phone a few days in advance to
let you know they are coming.

The Q Mark is audited once a year by
Excellence Ireland. The same rules apply. Both
systems have to be internally audited twice a
year. This means that someone has to be homi-
nated to take responsibility for ensuring that
everyone else in the firm has been sticking to
the procedures. And everyone means everyone:
so even if you arethe firm’s principal, someone
still has to keep tabs on you and pull you up if
you fall down on the job.

The externa audits take one day to com-
plete. 1SO 9000 is controlled by the
International Organisation for Standards in
Geneva, but there are a number of certification
bodiesin this country with the right to carry out
audits.

To obtain certification, you apply for regis-
tration once you have written down and imple-
mented your management system. The docu-
mentation is sent to the relevant body with the
application. The certification body will then
tell you if it has any deficiencies.

Once these have been dealt with, the body
then sends out an assessor to audit your busi-
ness. If no mgjor discrepancies are found, you
get your certificate; if there are problems, these
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have to be ironed out before you join the select

band of quality-rated solicitors.

It takes an average of eight months for a
practice to reach the standard, depending on
size, commitment and if the firm is getting out-
side help from one of the growing number of
quality consultants in this country.

Broadly speaking, the auditors look for two
things:

« That your management system is written to
1SO or Q Mark standards and addresses all
the requirements of these standards, and

« That your business complies with the proce-
dures.

Remember: your quality certificate can be lost.
All registered businesses are periodically re-
assessed to ensure they are sticking to the system.

Implementing the system

There are two basic categories of cost: imple-
mentation and accreditation. Implementing the
system includes the time taken to evaluate your
current practices and making the changes that
are needed. The cost depends on the size of the
practice and how well it already conforms to
1SO 9000 or Q Mark standards. The work can
be done by an in-house team or by hired con-
sultants.

The accreditation fees also depend on the
size of the practice and the time it takes the cer-
tifying body to audit the business. These fees
generaly range between £600 and £1,200 for
the first assessment. After that thereis an annu-
a charge of £600 to £1,000.

Itisnot strictly necessary to hire outside con-
sultants, but the Law Society recommends that
you do, asthis cuts the time taken to get accred-
itation. Interpreting the standard’s requirements
could take alot of time and effort, even though
it is not impossible to do this on your own.

MacDomhnaill says that it is a good idea to
discuss your plans with a qualified consultant
who can then give you a package tailored to
your needs. One way of going about this might
be to go to a firm that has certification and get-
ting them to tell you who helped them imple-
ment their system.

Finally, if you are going for certification, be
sure that you and your staff are fully committed
to it. These systems demand that everybody
plays their part, and if some people are found
wanting, you could fall at the first fence.

Pat O'Connor: ‘ISO is a good way
of building a team focus and
motivating staff’

Cillian MacDomhnaill: “You
might have to get ISO or Q Mark
to survive’
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SOLICITORS BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION

SBA: the year
IN review

The work of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association must remain confidential and
for that reason it cannot get the publicity it deserves. The Association is currently
giving financial assistance to 60 people, 52 of whom reside in the 26 counties, two in
England and six in Northern Ireland. Geraldine Pearse describes the SBA’s work

here are currently
22 directors, three
of whom residein

Northern Ireland. They
meet monthly in
Blackhall Place, with a
meeting in Belfast every
other year. Although the
meetings take place in
Blackhall Place, the
Association is entirely
separate from the Law
Society. The work of the
directors, who provide
their services entirely on
a voluntary basis, con-
sists in the main of
reviewing applications
for grants. They also
keep the income and expenditure position
under regular review and employ a firm of
stockbrokers for advice on investments. The
directors make themselves available to those
who may need personal or professional advice,
a service which recipients have found very
helpful in the past.

An analysis of the age profile of those cur-
rently in receipt of grants from the Association
is shown in Figure 1. The beneficiaries are
those to whom the grant is made payable.
Those beneficiaries themselves are supporting
atotal of 66 dependant spouses and children.
Accordingly, the total number of people cur-
rently benefiting from financial assistance pro-
vided by the Association is 126.

At the start of the Association’s financial
year on 1 December 1996, the total number in
receipt of grants was also 60 people. However,
during the year one of these died and five no
longer required assistance, mainly because
either the beneficiary or his or her spouse had
obtained employment.

The six new beneficiaries in 1996 are sup-
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over the last year

porting a total of 17 other dependants indicat-
ing that in recent years applicants tend to be
from the younger age groups and have young
families. Because of the increase in the num-
ber of dependants, larger individual grants are
necessary. Thisis apparent from a comparison
of the number of persons assisted and total
grants paid out in recent years. For example,
70 peoplereceived atotal of £131,931in 1992;
in 1996, 72 people received atotal £187,260.
The Association has been extremely fortu-

FIGURE 1
AGE PROFILE OF BENEFICIARIES
Age No of beneficiaries
30-39 years
40-49 years...
50-59 years...
60-69 years
70-79 years
80-89 years
90-99 years

nate in the past three
years. It has received
single legacies  of
£50,000 in 1995,
£20,000 in 1996 and
£37,000 in 1997. But for
these, the Association
would have a very large
deficit indeed. Legacies
of this magnitude have
been unprecedented and
may not be repeated.
They will only enable
the Association to con-
tinue payment of grants
out of income until the
annual subscriptions
paid by members of the
profession North and
South are received in early 1998.

The grants are provided solely for mainte-
nance and day-to-day living expenses.
Sometimes they are provided on a loan basis.
In that instance, applicants are asked to sign a
form of loan agreement undertaking to repay
the loan whenever the applicant isin aposition
to do so or on his or her death if there are suf-
ficient assets.

Because of theincreasein demand for assis-
tance, donations are very welcome. The
Association is very grateful to all those who
contribute by way of annual subscription paid
with the fee for their practising certificate, to
the Law Society and organisers of special
events and for donations from individuals and
bar associations. The less fortunate members
of the profession and their dependants who
benefit from such generosity are extremely
grateful and their regular letters of gratitude
are testament to this.

Geraldine Pearseis secretary of the Solicitors’
Benevolent Association.
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heaper and more advanced technology
C has freed workers from the office prison

and allowed them to choose where they
serve their time. Personal computers, tele-
phones, modems and faxes have turned the
home into the workplace of the 'nineties.

Over 100,000 Irish people do some or dl of
their work from home or some other remote
location. An estimated 15,000 of these are full-
time teleworkers. In Europe around two million
people now work thisway. The EU believesthat
because most continental companies are small —
the average size is seven workers —teleworking
can boost their competitiveness.

Following the 1994 Bangemann report on
Europe and the global information society, the
EU set out to convert ten million peopleto tele-
working by the year 2000. But, despite its
efforts, many people are still unsure of what
teleworking actually is.

Its main characteristics are the distance
between the employee and the employer or cus-
tomer, and the technology which connects
them. Many teleworkers operate from their
own homes athough this is not an absolute
requirement; alternatives include call centres,
back offices, mobile working and telecottages.

Obvious advantages

Teleworking benefits employers and workers.
One of the most obvious advantages from the
employer’s perspective is a reduction in over-
heads because less office space is required
when a section of theworkforceis operating off
the premises. But even more important is tele-
workers' increased productivity, which can be
anything between 10% and 40%.

Because location is not an obstacle, employ-
erscan tap into awider skills base than is possi-
ble with traditional working practices. They can
also access specialist skills which are needed
only occasionally. The single biggest advantage
for workersis probably that they spend lesstime
commuting. Teleworking also alows more flex-
ibility for people with family and other commit-
ments. For rural people, it increases opportuni-
ties for getting work. But its main downside is
the lack of contact with colleagues.

A 1995 survey commissioned by Forbairt
and Telecom Eireann found that 34% of Irish
people were willing to telework. The same
report predicted that a growing number of
small firms and individual professionals would
use teleworking more over the coming years.

While many teleworkers are professionals,
few appear to be solicitors. Phoning around
severa of the bigger firms revealed that while
most people think teleworking is a positive
idea, they have not really considered it in any
depth. Many people believe that it will become
more of an option in the future, but only for
certain types of work. At the moment, it
appears that solicitors who are using technolo-
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Telework

world

More Irish people are avoiding traf
superhighway to the office. Grainne Rotl

gy to operate from home are doing so only to
get through extra work rather than to reduce
their workload.

One personnel manager in alarge solicitors
firm said that, while nobody in her officeisyet
teleworking on a formal basis, she believes it
makes perfect sense if the technology is avail-
able. Because of the benefits of providing more
office space as well as an alternative to com-
muting, she fully endorses teleworking. But
she pointed out that law firms are unlikely to
be innovators in this area.

Another personnel manager said that a num-
ber of her firm's solicitors had expressed an
interest in working from home in the evenings
and on weekends, rather than as an alternative
to working in the office. She argued that tele-
working is not really suitable for most solici-
tors because they have large numbers of clients
and many in-house meetings.

Availability of staff

One common theme that seemed to emerge
was that availability of staff was akey issuefor
firms. If you have acentral location, clients are
accustomed to dropping in at any stage during
the day. This facility would be greatly reduced
if alarge number of staff were working outside
the office.

John Shaw, former chairman of the Law
Society’s Technology Committee, believes that
teleworking could become more common in
the future. ‘It would probably be suitable for
solicitors who are working on large transac-
tions but | think that it has a relatively limited
application at this stage’, he says. ‘ Some solic-
itors can currently plug into their office net-
work and work at home on weekends'.

Don McAleese of Matheson Ormsby
Prentice believes that teleworking will certain-
ly become more widespread in solicitors’ firms
in the future. ‘If you think about it, the
telecommunications facilities are in place’, he

it works fi
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ars of the

unite

fic jams by taking the information
n1ery looks into the future and finds that

‘om home

says. ‘Incoming calls can be patched through
to teleworkers while traditional office facilities
such asthe library are becoming lessimportant
as more information can be accessed electron-
ically’. But he warns that supervising younger
solicitors will be an issue if teleworking
increases.

Teleworking law firm

While none of the Irish firms seem to have
embraced teleworking fully, London-based
lawyers Davis & Co recently won BT's Work
smarter award for its teleworking system,
which involves personnel spending most of
their time working from their own private
offices at home. The firm was set up 1993 and
now employs 45 people, including 20 solicitors.

Partner Christopher Davis said earlier this
year in the British Teleworker magazine that a
law firm is amost the ideal organisation for
teleworking because solicitors tend to work
amost entirely on their own. But the magazine
believes that Davis & Co is the only City law
firm relying on full-time teleworking.

Teleworking cut Davis & Co’s overheads
and allowed the firm to offer cheaper and more
competitive rates to its clients. According to
the magazine, the firm charges around £150 an
hour, compared with normal London rates of
between £170 and £350 an hour. In addition to
being able to provide reduced charges, the firm
has the potential to grow without having to
invest money in its infrastructure, which
makes big difference in a city where premises
can cost up to 20% of your turnover.

The main legal issues relating to telework-
ing involve health and safety, planning regula-
tions and data protection. Teleworkers aso
need to find out about their status as either self-
employed or employed on a PAY E basis. Other
concerns include VAT, medica insurance and
pension schemes. The latest edition of the
Teleworking handbook by Imogen Bertin and

Alan Denbeigh includes a chapter on staying
safe and legal.

Although the Health and Safety Authority is
entitled to inspect al workplaces, including
those in the home, teleworkers are rarely
inspected because they are not on the HSA's
register. However, al health and safety at work
laws apply to teleworkers operating from home
and a HSA inspector can inspect a home-based
workplace without applying for a court war-
rant. The most relevant piece of heath and
safety legislation for teleworkers is probably
the EU’'s Display Screen Directive
(90/270/EEC).

The law says that homeworking is not per-
mitted without planning permission, but thisis
rarely enforced as any changes are usually
deemed to be temporary. Decisions as to
whether any change is material are based on
aterations to the property’s appearance and
whether the change will cause a nuisance or
increased traffic.

While the data protection laws are very com-
plex in the UK, they are relatively straightfor-
ward in Ireland, where only those who are
directly involved in processing financial or per-
sonal data as the primary part of their business
must register with the Data Protection
Registrar. But teleworkers are obliged to pro-
tect any personal data held on computer.

There is some confusion about the distinc-
tions between the self-employed and PAYE
workers in the eyes of the Revenue
Commissioners. Self-employed people have a
contract for service while PAYE employees
have a contract of service. But the Revenue
Commissioners can decide that contracts for
services are actualy contracts of services and
charge PAYE, PRSI and pendlties. Thereisalso
a certain amount of confusion when the same
teleworker is generating both PAYE and self-
employed incomes.

Reclaiming VAT

If an Irish VAT-registered teleworker carries out
aservice for a VAT-registered company located
in another EU country, no VAT is charged. This
is seen as a particularly important rule for Irish
teleworkers because of the relatively high VAT
rate here and the bureaucracy involved in over-
seas clients trying to reclaim any differencesin
rates. But the Teleworking handbook points out
that this VAT category is not widely known in
the regiona Revenue offices.

Teleworkers should also be aware that their
social welfare rights are considerably reduced
after a year of self-employment. If their
employers are not paying PRSI, they will prob-
ably need to take out their own health insurance
and pension schemes.

Grainne Rothery is a freelance journalist
specialising in technology issues.
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COMPANY AND
COMMERCIAL LAW
Companies (Amendment)

Bill

A Bill is planned for early in the
new year to deal with certain mat-
ters relating to examinership and
audit, two of the areas covered by
the first report of the Company
Law Review Group, which report-
ed in 1994. No date has been indi-
cated for its introduction, but
Spring 1998 is now considered
the most likely time.

Directors’ reports

The Oireachtas has continued its
approach to the amendment of
company law by diverse mesnes
statutes. This time it is the
Electoral Act, 1997 and the
Prompt Payment of Accounts Act,
1997 which provide amendments:
the former requiring disclosure of
political donations of over £4,000
in the directors report, and the
latter requiring auditors of state
bodies and companiesto report on
compliance with the latter Act.
The Government has announced
that it proposes making changes
to the Electoral Act: where better
to make them than in the forth-
coming Companies (Amendment)
Bill?

Companies

Registration Office

The Companies Registration
Office (CRO) is proposing to
introduce a new computer system.
It is anticipated that this new sys-
tem will go live on Monday 19
January 1998. Staffing levels have
also recently increased at the
CRO and there are future staff
increases planned for next year.
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Company law precedents
Since the 1996 specia general
meeting of the Law Society, a
working group of the Company and
Commercial Law Committee has
been working with a publisher to
put together a set of commercia
law precedents for use by Irish
prectitioners. In the meanwhile, the
attention of practitioners is drawn
to the extensive precedents pub-
lished by Butterworths and FT Law
and Tax (formerly Longmans)
which are available for consultation
inthe Society’slibrary. While based
mainly on English law, they can be
of considerable.

Paul Egan

EDUCATION

Law Society prizes

AlB Conveyancing Prize

£500 for best conveyancing result
on Professional Course in any cal-
endar year.

Law Society Conveyancing
Prizes

£250 for second best conveyancing
result on Professional Coursein any
calendar year. £150 for third best
conveyancing result on Professional
Course in any calendar year.
Butterworths Prize

£250 book token for best result in
property in the final examination —
first part annually.

Findlater Scholarship

£500 for best result on combina-
tion of Professional and Advanced
Course results.

Guinness & Mahon Prize

£250 for best taxation result on the
Professional Course.

Halpin Prize

Debating prize awarded through
SADSI.

John B Jermyn Prize

£50 for best result in probate.

King's Hospital Prize

£100 for the highest results in the

leaving certificate achieved by a

King's Hospital student.

Overend Scholar ship

£250 for best result in the final

examination — first part.

Patrick O’ Connor Memorial

Prize

£200 for best result in equity in the

final examination —first part.

JP O’Reilly Memorial

Scholar ship

Award of up to £10,000 awarded

annually to contribute towards the

cost of attendance at an MBA

course.

Law School bursaries

Any student who feels that his or

her own or available family

resources are inadequate to fund the

Society’s course of study should

make an application for a bursary.

Application forms are available

from the Law School reception.
Education Committee

TAXATION

Thefollowingisacase summary,
prepared by Brian Bohan, which
the committee believes the pro-
fession should be aware of.

Hurlingham Estates
Limited v Wilde &
Partners

Management buy-out; solicitor
acting in acquisition of shelf com-
pany and shares, assignment of
lease, shareholders and service
agreements etc; solicitor claimed
his remit was limited by excluding
any duty to advise on tax; structure
of the scheme led to charge to tax

BRIEFING

which could have been avoided;
client sued solicitor for recovery
of tax, associated costs and inter-
est.

Held: An agreement to limit a
solicitor’s duties had to be clear
and unambiguous to have any
legal effect; such limitation is not
a norma term of a solicitor’s
engagement. Any reasonably
competent solicitor practising in
the field of conveyancing or com-
mercia law would be expected to
be aware of the tax trap. The solic-
itor had a duty to advise the client
of the existence of that trap.

Facts of the case
Hurlingham Estates Limited was
a property development company
which was owned by S and his
wife who were its directors. S and
another individual G were parties
to a management buy-out of
another company, ALM Limited,
by its key employees, T and his
wife. The four parties agreed:

1. To increase the share capital of
ALM from 2 to 1,000 shares to
be held 51% by Mr and Mrs T
and 49% by G and S

2. To execute a shareholders’
agreement

3. To enter service agreements bet-
ween ALM and Mr and Mrs T

4. To acquire an ‘off the shelf’
company to acquire the lease of
the premises in which ALM
traded, for £200,000, from the
lessor (which also owned
ALM) and for T and hiswifeto
acquire the two sharesin ALM
for £1

5. For Sto lend to the shelf com-
pany agrester part and G aless-
er part of the £200,000 required
to purchasethe lease, at interest,
repayable by instalments

6. For ALM to indemnify the
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Diplomé in Legal French

he Law Society is delighted to announce that the third

Diploma in Legal French programme will commence in

January 1998. The diploma is offered jointly by the Law
Society and Alliance Frangaise Dublin. Certified by the Paris
Chamber of Commerce, the diplomawill be taught by native French
lawyersand lecturers. The diplomaisapractical qualification, which
provides a comprehensive study of the French legal environment.

Course participants
The course is open to solicitors, barristers and apprentices.

Course content

The courseisdivided into Legal French (Francais Juridique), which
constitutes two thirds of the course, and General French (Francais
General). The main modules will cover the French legal system,
civil law and commercial law. Language modules will complement
the legal syllabus.

Course aims

It is envisaged that on completion of the programme, successful par-
ticipants will be in a position to conduct business ably and profi-
ciently with French-speaking lawyers and business people. They
will also have acquired an excellent knowledge and understanding of
the French legal system. Practitioners will benefit from the applica
tion of their professional and language skills and apprentices will
enhance their career prospects by undertaking the programme.

Fee
The course fee is £850 per person. This is inclusive of al course
materials and examination fee.

Venue and timetable

Lectures will be held at the Alliance Francaise, 1, Kildare Street,
Dublin 2 and at the Law Society, Blackhall Place, Dublin 7. The pro-
gramme will commence in mid-January 1998 and conclude in mid-

November 1998. There will be a two-week break at Easter and no
classes during July or August.

Information session

An open evening will be held a Blackhall Place at 6.30pm on
Wednesday 12 November 1997. The Course Lecturers and Co-ordi-
nators will attend to answer any questions you may have.

Entry criteria and admission tests

Participants will be required to demonstrate a high degree of fluen-
¢y in French prior to starting the programme. The minimum entry
qualification is Leaving Certificate honours level in French (or
equivalent).

Admission will be based on a pre-course language assessment. As
the programme is highly interactive, numbers will be limited to 20.
Places will be offered in order of merit.

Assessments will take place on Friday 28 November at 6.30pm
and on Saturday 29 November at 10.30am at Blackhall Place. The
assessment fee is £15 and an application form is attached.

Preparatory course
This year, for the first time, a preparatory course will be offered to
individuals interested in taking the assessment examination. The aim
of this course will be to assist students in achieving the entry criteria.
The course will be run from 22 September to 15 December 1997.
Classes will take place on Monday evenings from 6.30pm to 8.30pm
at the Alliance Francaise, 1 Kildare Street, Dublin 2. Apart from
improving general French, the course will highlight legal vocabulary
and will include some sessions with Legal French teachers. The
course fee is £160 per person.

For further information contact: Deirdre Fox, the Law School, the
Law Society, Blackhall Place, Dublin 7 (tel: 01 671 0200, fax: 01
671 0064) or Luke Brockie, Alliance Francaise, 1 Kildare Street,
Dublin 2 (tel: 01 676 7116, fax: 01 676 4077).

Diploma in Legal French
PRE-COURSE LANGUAGE ASSESSMENT APPLICATION FORM

| wish to apply for the pre-course language assessment on:

Name: Position:
Firm:

Address:

Telephone: Fax:

Friday 28 November at 6.30pm [ | or

Signature:

Saturday 29 November at 10.30pm [ ]

| enclose £15 assessment fee (cheques made payable to Alliance Francaise)

The final date for receipt of applications for language assessment is Monday 21 November 1997.
Please return application and cheque to: Deirdre Fox, Law Society of Ireland, Blackhall Place, Dublin 7.

Dated:
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shelf company against all liabil-
ities on the lease

7. For ALM to repay to the shelf
company the £200,000 |oan and
interest and, on payment of the
last instalment, the shelf com-
pany should assign the lease to
ALM.

The clients met the conveyancing
and commercial partner of Wilde
and Partners, instructed him of
their agreement and asked him to
act for them on the transaction. He
agreed to do so. He agreed to
acquire the necessary off the shelf
company, to act on the acquisition
of the shares and the assignment
of the lease and to draft the share-
holders' agreement and service
agreements.

Later, the clients informed their
solicitor that they had agreed that
Hurlingham Estates Limited
(which was to occupy a neutra
non-profit and non-loss-making
role in the transaction) would take
the place of the shelf company as
assignee of the lease and that
Hurlingham should grant a sub-
lease to ALM on the same terms
as those contained in the lease.
The solicitor agreed to act for
Hurlingham on the same terms as
he had agreed for the proposed off
the shelf company.

The solicitor raised a number of
questions directed to taxation mat-
tersin preliminary enquiries to the
solicitors acting for the lessor and
the indemnity against corporation
tax which was given in response
was incorporated by the solicitor
in the documentation. Later, the
solicitor gave advice on the liabil-
ity to pay VAT in respect of the
rent payable under the lease and
he undertook to research certain
taxation questions raised by the
lessor’s solicitors. Finaly, he
advised that a sum was payable for
stamp duty.

The structure of the scheme
was such that it exposed
Hurlingham to a charge to tax
under the UK equivalent of sec-
tion 83(1) Income Tax Act, 1967
on a proportion of the premium. It
also incurred associated costs.
That charge to tax and those costs
could have been avoided if a dif-
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ferent structure had been adopted.

Hurlingham claimed damages
against Wilde & Partners to
recover the sums expended
together with interest.

The solicitors contended: a)
when accepting instructions, the
partner acting had obtained the
agreement of the clients that his
remit would be limited by exclud-
ing any duties to advise on tax and
that the clients would seek tax
advice elsewhere; and b) that even
in the absence of such alimitation,
the solicitors had been under no
duty to advise or warn Hurlingham
of its exposure to atax charge. The
solicitor confirmed that he had no
knowledge of tax law and was
unqualified to give tax advice or to
appreciate any tax risk save in the
simplest situations.

It was held that:
1. An agreement to limit a solici-
tor’s duties had to be clear and

unambiguous if it was to have
any legal effect; the client had
to be fully informed as to the
limited reliance he might place
on the solicitor and the reason
for it

2. Such alimitation was not a nor-
mal term of a solicitor’'s
engagement

3. The clients might be better
advised to go to another solici-
tor who was not so handicapped
and could be retained with no
such limitation on his duties.

It was pointed out that there was
no written record of the alleged
limitation nor had the alleged lim-
itation been recorded in the solici-
tor’s attendance note of the meet-
ing. It was not confirmed in a sub-
sequent letter. The solicitor’s evi-
dence was unsatisfactory and
unconvincing and the judge took
the view that he assumed the full
role in the transaction and the

Postal polls on general
meeting resolutions

The AGM 1997 (held on 6 November
1997) approved of an amendment to
provide for the following.

1. That any resolution presented and
debated at an annual general
meeting or at a special general
meeting could be the subject of a
poll of all the members of the
Society or (where appropriate and
reasonable having regard to the
subject matter of the resolution) of
a relevant geographic section of
the members of the Society.

2. That such a poll could be called for
immediately prior to the taking of a
vote on the resolution by:

i. the chairman of the meeting
(usually the President of the
Society), or

ii. at least 25% of the members

present (being not less than 21

in number) at the particular

annual general meeting or spe-
cial general meeting, or

a request in writing to that

intent signed by at least 100

members of the Society present-

ed to the Secretary of the Society

(the Director General) at least 48

hours prior to the meeting

3. That a memorandum summarising

the arguments advanced at the par-
ticular meeting in favour of the res-
olution and a memorandum sum-
marising the arguments advanced
against the resolution (not being
longer than 500 words each) would
be circulated with the voting paper
as part of the poll procedure

4. That the voting papers would be

sent out to members within a peri-
od of not more than 28 days fol-
lowing the passing of the resolu-
tion and would be required to be
returned by a specified date being
not less than ten days thereafter

5. That, if approved by a majority of
those voting, the resolution would
be deemed to be a resolution bind-
ing in the Society and if not so
approved would be deemed to be a
resolution not passed at the meet-
ing in question

6. That the form of voting paper both

for a poll on a resolution presented
to and debated at an annual gener-
al meeting or special general meet-
ing or for a poll by the Council
under existing bye-law 5(5) (on an
issue or issues connected with the
business of the Society) would be
scheduled to the bye-laws.

responsibilities to be expected of

asolicitor.

The judge also held that any
reasonably competent solicitor
practising in the field of con-
veyancing or commercia law
would be expected to be aware of
the concealed trap (in section
83(1) Income Tax Act, 1967). The
solicitor had the duty to advise
Hurlingham of the existence of
that trap and should have appreci-
ated that Hurlingham needed his
advice and guidance in relation to
the tax liability.

The judge also commented that
the other remarkable feature was
that the solicitor was unaware of
the provisions (of rules 1.1 and 1.2
of the current A guide to profes-
sional conduct of solicitors in
Ireland: conflicts of interest) pro-
hibiting solicitors  accepting
instructions from two or more
clients where there is a conflict of
interest between them.

Some of the comments of the
judge are worthy of mention:

« ‘I find it difficult to compre-
hend how a solicitor possessed
of no real knowledge of tax law
can be allowed to occupy such
a position, at any rate in a case
such as the present, where he
does not have the necessary tax
law back-up’.

 Inrelation to the lack of awrit-

ten record of the limitation of
the solicitor’s duties:
‘Common-sense requires that
all these matters should also be
recorded in an attendance note
of the meeting and should sub-
sequently be recorded in aletter
to the client’.

« ‘A solicitor is ordinarily
retained to advise on matters of
law and not of business, and
accordingly, in the absence of
unequivocal instructions to
advise on a matter of business
will not (save in exceptiona
circumstances) be held to have
any duty to advise on a matter
requiring a business decision’.

- ‘A solicitor retained on a trans-
action may not be under a duty
to advise on some legal aspect
of the transaction, for example,
taxation because it may be rea-
sonably apparent to him that
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advice on that aspect is not
needed by the client and
accordingly is not within his
remit, but within the remit of
someone else, for example, a
substantia client's expert tax
department. Turning to the facts
of this case, there were no spe-
cific terms of the solicitor’s

retainer limiting what would be
the ordinary duty of a solicitor
instructed on such atransaction.
There was no specific reference
to tax on 29 May 1991, but that
does not mean that Mr Rowe
did not assume responsibilities
to advise asto tax’.

Taxation Committee

Correction
In the last issue of the Gazette, a briefing on professional indemnity insurance
was published. At paragraph 3(b), the statement was made that the minimum
level of cover of £350,000 for each and every claim, excluding costs and expens-
es. The statement ought to have stated that ‘the minimum level of cover of
£350,000 each and every claim including claimant’s costs and expenses, but
excluding the insured's costs’. We apologise for the error.

LEGISLATION UPDATE: NOVEMBER 1997

ACTS PASSED
No Title of Act and date passed

36 Interpretation (Amendment) Act, 1997 (4/11/1997)

Provides that where a common law offence is abolished, abrogated or repealed
by a statute, proceedings for any such offence committed before such abolition,
abrogation or repeal may be instituted, continued or maintained in respect of
such offence as if the offence had not been abolished, abrogated or repealed.
Necessitated following uncertainty over the legality of provisions of the Non-
Fatal Offences against the Person Act, 1997, which abolished certain common law
offences, replacing them with new statutory offences.

Commencement date: 4/11/1997

Seventeenth Amendment of the Constitution Act, 1997 (14/11/1997)
Inserts a new sub-section 28.4.3 in the Constitution which provides that the con-
fidentiality of discussions at meetings of the Government shall be respected in all
circumstances except where the High Court determines that disclosure should be
made either in the interests of the administration of justice by a court, or by
virtue of an overriding public interest pursuant to an application in that behalf
by a tribunal appointed by the Government to enquire into a matter of public
importance. Addresses the issues arising out of the Supreme Court decision in
Attorney General v Hamilton (No 1) [1993] IR 250.

Commencement date: 14/11/1997

37 Merchant Shipping (Commissioners of Irish Lights) Act, 1997 (18/11/1997)
Empowers the Commissioners of Irish Lights to provide radio-based aids to marine
navigation and gives retrospective effect to these powers, where appropriate.
Avrises out of a Supreme Court decision, Keane v Commissioners of Irish Lights,
18/7/1996, which held that the Commissioners’ powers under the Merchant
Shipping Act 1894 could not be interpreted to include the provision of radio-based
aids to marine navigation which were unknown at the time of enactment.
Commencement date: 18/11/1997

SELECTED STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS
359 Refugee Act, 1996 (Sections 1, 2, 5, 22 and 25) (Commencement) Order
1997

360

409

410

44
44

i —d

443

444

445

Appoints 29 August 1997 as the commencement date for sections 1, 2, 5, 22 and
25 of the Act.

Dublin Convention (Implementation) Order 1997

Gives effect to the State's obligations as a party to the convention determining
the state responsible for examining applications for asylum lodged in one of the
Member States of the European Communities done at Dublin 15/6/1990 (Dublin
Convention). Among other things, it puts in place procedures for determining
whether an application for asylum should, in accordance with the terms of the
convention, be dealt with in the State or in another convention country.
Wireless Telegraphy Act, 1926 (Section 3) (Exemption of Mobile
Telephones) Order 1997

Provides for the exemption of GSM and TACS mobile telephones from the
requirement to be licensed under the Wireless Telegraphy Act, 1926.

Wireless Telegraphy Act, 1926 (Section 3) (Exemption of Cordless
Telephones) Order 1997

Provides for the exemption of cordless telephones from the requirement to be
licensed under the Wireless Telegraphy Act, 1926.

Hepatitis C Compensation Tribunal Act, 1997 Regulations 1997

Hepatitis C Compensation Tribunal Act, 1997 (Number of Ordinary
Members of Tribunal) Regulations, 1997

Hepatitis C Compensation Tribunal Act, 1997 (Establishment Day) Order
1997

Appoints 1 November 1997 as the establishment day.

Hepatitis C Compensation Tribunal Act, 1997 (Reparation Fund)
(Appointed Day) Order 1997

Appoints 1 November 1997 as the appointed day for the purposes of section 11
of the Act.

EC (Application of Open Network Provision to Voice Telephony)
Regulations 1997

Gives effect to Directive 95/62 the purpose of which is to provide for the har-
monisation of conditions for open and efficient access to and the use of fixed
public telecommunications networks and public telephone services and the avail-
ability throughout the Community of a harmonised voice telephony service.
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Practi

notes

Guidelines for conveyancers: re Safety Files

Background

The regulations on foot of which Safety
Files must be prepared and kept are the
Safety, Health and Welfare at Work
(Construction) Regulations 1995 (‘the
regulations’) which came into effect on
1 March 1996. The regulations were
made on foot of the Safety Health and
Welfare at Work Act, 1989 (‘the Act).
The words Contractor, Client, Project
Supervisor, and Safety File are defined
in the regulations and are intended to
have the same meaning in these guide-
lines where used with capital letters. It
should be borne in mind that ‘construc-
tion work’ under the regulations means
nearly everything you could think of in
relation to a building - conversion, fit-
ting-out,  repair, commissioning,
upkeep, redecoration etc. ‘Structure’ is
equally widely defined.

These guidelines ignore any possible
direct operation of the relevant EU direc-
tive and concentrate solely on the regu-
lations as introduced in Ireland. There
are subtle differences between the 1992
directive and the regulations which may
give rise to legal argument in the future,
but while a commentary on this might be
very interesting it is not really appropri-
ate for this document.

A Client who commences a project
after 1 March 1996 is required by the reg-
ulations to appoint a Project Supervisor
for the design stage and a Project
Supervisor for the construction stage.
There is a duty to appoint a competent
person as Project Supervisor. Where more
than one contractor is engaged in a
Project, the Project Supervisor (construc-
tion stage) must have a Safety File pre-
pared and on completion of the project
must give this to the Client. The Client
must keep the Safety File available for
inspection by any person who may need
information in this Safety File for the pur-
pose of that person complying with
duties imposed on them under the rele-
vant statutory provisions. This includes
the Act and/or regulations on health and
safety made under the Act or the

DECEMBER 1997

European Communities Act, 1972. The
obligation to keep the Safety File is open
ended and is not just to keep it for a par-
ticular period.

The Safety File is a reference docu-
ment and must contain relevant health
and safety information to be taken into
account during any subsequent con-
struction work following completion of
the project. The Safety File is akin to a
safety maintenance manual. The inten-
tion is that the Client would be given
the Safety File on completion of the
project and would arrange to carefully
'keep’ it and would transfer the original
Safety File to any future purchaser of
the completed project. It is envisaged
that the Safety File would be updated
as a building is altered but of course the
work on the building (such as a fit-out
or an extension) may itself be a project
and a new Safety File may have to be
prepared for it. It may be thought that
any new Safety File which involves the
alteration of a building should be
retained by the same person who is
'keeping’ the Safety File for the original
construction of the building. The regu-
lations do not deal with this. If the new
project is a ‘fit-out’ and is carried out by
a tenant, the owner of a building will
be obliged by the regulations to ‘keep’
the Safety File prepared in connection
with the construction of the building
while the tenant will be obliged by the
regulations to 'keep’ the Safety File pre-
pared in connection with the fit-out of
the same building.

The Client can give the Safety File in
respect of a project to a successor in title
whereby the successor is statutorily
obliged to 'keep’ the Safety File available
in the same way as the Client was. Giving
the Safety File to a successor in title dis-
charges a client from the obligation to
'keep’ the Safety File available. The
Client is not obliged to give the Safety
File to a successor in title. That may be
what was intended but the regulations
do not require this. Neither it seems is a
successor in title obliged to accept deliv-

ery of the Safety File. We would expect
purchasers to insist on getting the Safety
File because it will be an asset which will
make it easier to alter the building or its
services, and will facilitate the purchaser
in fulfilling its duties under the relevant
statutory provisions.

There is of course an indirect ‘encour-
agement’ to a Client to hand over the
Safety File to a successor in title. The
Client is obliged to ‘keep’ the Safety File
available forever whereas if it is given to
the successor in title the obligation to
‘keep’ the Safety File is discharged. It
remains to be seen how effective this will
be where the person charged with 'keep-
ing' the Safety File is a company which
has got into financial difficulties and the
Safety File cannot be found when the
building is being sold.

Sanctions

Where the Act or the regulations
impose a requirement on any person
(whether an individual or a body corpo-
rate), failure to comply with that
requirement leaves the person open to
prosecution by the Health and Safety
Authority.

A person convicted on foot of a sum-
mary prosecution in the District Court
can be fined up to £1,500. On indict-
ment there is no limit to the fine and
there is power to impose imprisonment
of up to two years in certain circum-
stances.

Section 48(19) of the Act states that
where an offence by a corporate body
‘is proved to have been committed with
the consent or connivance of, or to have
been attributable to any neglect on the
part of the director, manager, secretary
or other similar officer ... he (or she) as
well as the body corporate shall be
quilty of that offence’.

The Act obliges all employers to
identify the hazards and assess the risks
to safety and health in the workplace as
part of a safety statement which they
are obliged to prepare. Section 12 of
the Act also requires that the directors’

report under section 158 of the
Companies Act, 1963 must contain an
evaluation of the extent to which the
policy in a safety statement has been
fulfilled during the period of time cov-
ered by the report. The detailed provi-
sions included in the regulations under
the Act clarifies the obligation on the
directors, and directors should note
that, apart from criminal prosecution
for non-compliance with the Act or reg-
ulations, there is also the possibility of
disqualification under the Companies
Act, 1990 for breaches of health and
safety laws. A director has been disqual-
ified under similar UK legislation.

In our opinion, developers and
builders who neglect to prepare and
keep a Safety File for a project are
unlikely to receive sympathetic treat-
ment by the courts.

A typical Safety File will contain:

1. The most recent revisions of con-
struction drawings of the structure
or structures

2. Specification detailing methods of
construction

3. Specification detailing fire safety
features

4. Asbuilt drawings showing services in
the structure or structures including
wiring, plumbing, gas etc

5. As built drawings of the layout of
services outside the structures
including wiring plumbing, gas etc

6. Any information available on mate-
rials used which are known to be
hazardous

7. Instructions for routine maintenance
especially where it may require par-
ticular safety measures

8. Maintenance manuals for all plant
and equipment installed

9. Names and addresses of suppliers of
plant and equipment installed

10.Names and addresses of contractors
or suppliers of various important ele-
ments in structures (such as windows,
balconies, handrails, fire alarm etc).

O
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Solicitors should bear in mind that a typ-
ical Safety File for a substantial office
building may be large enough to fill a
large suitcase and may present certain
logistical problems if the Safety File is
being handed over on the closing of a
sale. It is important however that solici-
tors ensure that the handover of the
Safety File is dealt with correctly and
that the handover is documented.

The arrangements envisaged by the
regulations are fine in relation to a self-
contained commercial property such as
an office block or factory building and
in relation to those developments the
regulations are working quite satisfac-
torily. This is the first attempt to set out
guidelines for practitioners.

New commercial buildings

A solicitor acting in connection with a
new commercial building should:

1. Check if the regulations apply

2. If they do, should make sure that a

Safety File is going to be available to

be handed over to the purchaser
3. Try to arrange to have the Safety File

handed over by the ‘Client’ to the pur-
chaser on the completion of the pur-
chase. Make sure that a documentary
record is made of the fact that the
Safety File was handed over so as to be
able to establish this as a fact should it
ever become an issue; advise the pur-
chaser as to the obligations to keep
the Safety File available and to ensure
that it is updated to reflect all relevant
alterations to the building. A specimen
document to record the handover is
set out in the appendix. This document
envisages a handover from the Project

Supervisor (construction stage) to the

Client and then on to a purchaser at

one meeting. The handover may take

place on separate occasions and the
specimen can be easily adapted to
meet the particular circumstances.

Some solicitors may prefer to deal with

each handover separately
4. If the entire building is being leased

include provisions in the lease oblig-
ing the lessee to:

a) provide updates for the Safety
File in relation to all relevant
alterations to the building -
including fit-outs
provide a duplicate copy of a
Safety File in respect of any work
which is itself a project carried
out to the building by the lessee
in respect of which the lessee is
obliged to keep the Safety File
¢) hand over any copy Safety File

given to the lessee by the owner

together with any updates to the
same and any original Safety File

b
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in respect of any project carried
out to the building by the lessee to
a successor in title - ie, on a sur-
render, assignment or forfeiture of
the lessee’s interest in the lease

A solicitor acting for a lessee may
seek to amend the lease to oblige
the lessor to make the Safety File
available when required. It can do no
harm to include this provision but
this is not really necessary as a lessor
is obliged by the regulations to make
the Safety File available to anyone
who needs information from it. A
lessor may deliver the Safety File to a
lessee on the granting of a lease
although it is felt that most owners
will not do this because of the risk of
it not being available when the
owner needs it in connection with a
sale. For example, if the lessee is a
company and goes into liquidation it
may be difficult for an owner to get
anyone to take an interest in deliver-
ing back the Safety File. If, however,
a lessor does deliver the Safety File to
a lessee it would seem reasonable to
provide in the lease, or in a separate
undertaking for safe custody, an
obligation on the lessee to update
the Safety File to reflect all relevant
alterations to the building, to ‘keep’
it safe and to make it available to the
lessor on any change of ownership so
that the lessor can hand it over to a
successor in title thereby discharging
the obligation to ‘keep’ the Safety
File. It should also oblige the lessee
to make the Safety File available to
any other person entitled to infor-
mation from the file for the purpose
of complying with duties imposed
under the regulations. It is unlikely
that a lessee would be prepared to
keep a lessor indemnified against
any failure to do any of this. Also it
should be borne in mind that dele-
gating the task to the lessee (on the
basis that it may perhaps be the log-
ical person to look after the Safety
File) does not remove the obligation
from the person charged with the
responsibility for the time being to
‘keep’ the Safety File.

5. Where a number of leases are being
made (for example in the case of a
shopping centre) it will probably be
impractical to give a copy of the
Safety File to each lessee and the
suggested provisions to be included
in the leases will require to be
altered accordingly.

A solicitor acting for a vendor of a new
building should immediately check

whether the vendor wishes to deliver
the Safety File to the purchaser and if so
that he will be able to deal with any of
the above requirements which are rele-
vant and should provide in the contract
that the purchaser will accept delivery
of the Safety File.

New apartment block

The usual contract providing for the sale
of the freehold of the entire develop-
ment and the common areas when the
last apartment is sold should include a
provision that a Safety File will be hand-
ed over to the management company on
completion of the sale. It should go on to
impose an obligation on the manage-
ment company to accept delivery of the
Safety File. At contract stage solicitors for
purchasers should ask for confirmation
that a Safety File is being kept and will be
handed over to the management compa-
ny in due course. The location of the
Safety File at the date of completion is
not important because during the course
of construction it would normally be kept
in a site office which will usually disap-
pear when the building work is finished.
Solicitors should however insist on being
told who the Client is and where the
Safety File will be kept by the Client until
it is handed over to the management
company. The Client will normally be the
developer.

New housing

In our opinion it is clear that the devel-

opment of one hundred houses is one

‘project’ within the meaning of the reg-

ulations. It has been argued that a

development can comprise a number of

different ‘projects’. We agree that this
may be possible in some situations but
we do not accept that it could relate to
each house in a housing development.
Take for example a typical house
building project. A house builder we
will call Surebild Limited is involved in
the development of a site by building
100 houses thereon and selling the
same. In our opinion, the project is the
overall development - that is, the build-
ing of 100 houses and their infrastruc-
ture. The Client is Surebild Limited and
the Project Supervisor it is obliged to
appoint will prepare the Safety File and
give it to Surebild Limited which is
obliged by the regulations to ‘keep’ the

Safety File available. A typical housing

project (of 100 houses) would include

the following:

1. The house plots which will be indi-
vidually conveyed to house pur-
chasers

2. Roads, footpaths, grass margins

3. Public open space.

The public open space is often just ded-
icated to the public with the freehold
remaining with the developer. The
roads, footpaths, kerbs and grass mar-
gins are ‘taken in charge' by the local
authority and the freehold interest
often remains in the developer also.
There is therefore no ‘successor in title’
of the entire project.

We can see no basis on which a pur-
chaser of one house of the 100 houses
forming part of the project is entitled to a
copy of the Safety File nor is Surebild
Limited obliged to give it to a house pur-
chaser. A house purchaser should clearly be
entitled to see the file that Surebild Limited
is obliged to keep provided that they ‘need
information’ from the Safety File.

How can Surebild Limited discharge
its liability to 'keep’ the Safety File by
giving it to someone else? Clearly if it
gave every house purchaser a copy of
the entire file and also gave a copy to
the local authority as successor in title to
the roads, footpaths, grass margins and
open spaces it should be regarded as
having discharged its obligations. This
may not be practical. It certainly should
be considered, because the obligation
to 'keep’ a proper Safety File and have it
available for inspection is quite unat-
tractive to a developer (and perhaps
also to the other parties concerned) on a
long-term basis.

From a common-sense point of view
one could argue that a house purchaser
should get a ‘mini-safety file' containing
a copy of all the relevant information
regarding his own house and so much of
the roads and common areas as may be
used for providing relevant services to
the house. This is in effect what is sug-
gested by the Health and Safety
Authority in their guidance notes dated
October 1996 (page 48). However, this
almost certainly does not discharge
Surebild Limited from its obligation to
‘keep’ the Safety File. There is little point
in going to the trouble of giving these
mini-files to house purchasers unless it is
going to remove the obligation from
Surebild Limited to 'keep the Safety File’
as well. It could be argued that if a mini
file is given to purchasers it will save the
Client having to produce the Safety File
for that person when they want to alter
the house. However, it is just as likely
that the purchaser will have lost the
mini-file by the time it is needed and the
fact that a developer who is a Client
could demonstrate that he had given all
the necessary information to the pur-
chaser already would not discharge the
obligation to keep the original Safety
File, and make it available to any pur-
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chaser or subsequent owner of a house
who needs information from it.

In our opinion the regulations need
to be changed to enable a housebuilder
to discharge itself from its obligations to
‘keep’ the Safety File if it gives each
house purchaser anything a house pur-
chaser should reasonably require to
know regarding the house they pur-
chased which should contain and gives
the local authority such details as it
should reasonably require to know
regarding the roads, footpaths, open
spaces etc such as ‘as built' drawings of
the layout of services or suchlike.

For the moment solicitors acting for
house purchasers should try to establish
at contract stage that they will be given
on closing a letter confirming who the
‘Client’ is and where the Safety File will
be kept and may be inspected. A letter
confirming this should be obtained on
closing.

Please note the setting down procedure

in the Dublin Circuit Civil Court. Prior to

lodging a notice of trial, a plaintiff must:

1. Ensure all interim matters such as dis-
covery and all third party procedures
are completed

2. Have obtained and complied with
advice on proofs

3. Ensure that all witnesses and parties
are available at the trial date

4. Advise the Circuit Court Office of the
type of case, its duration and
whether it is an assessment or not

What will happen if the Safety File
is lost?

A Safety File is obviously a useful docu-
ment which the owner of a building
will try to keep safely and which a pur-
chaser would like to get. However, it is
inevitable that from time to time
Safety Files will be lost or not kept up
to date. A building should not be
unsaleable just because its Safety File is
not available, or is deficient. A person
who purchases a building in respect of
which the Safety File is not forthcom-
ing is not liable to any sanction. A
Safety File not being available will
result in more care and extra cost hav-
ing to be taken or incurred in altering
the building. There is no obligation on
the purchaser to do their best to
replace the Safety File although that
may be a good idea if it is at all possi-
ble. If a Safety File is fully or partly
destroyed solicitors should try to record

what happened and this record should
be placed with the deeds for future ref-
erence. The preparation of a safety
statement may be more difficult in the
absence of a Safety File.

What should solicitors advise pur-
chasers in relation to Safety Files?
Solicitors should advise purchasers to
get the Safety File in relation to a
building checked as part of their pre-
contract ‘due diligence’. The best per-
son to examine the Safety File on
behalf of the purchaser would be who-
ever is going to survey the building for
him. The surveyor would need to be
briefed with the planning history of
the building so as to see if there are
any obvious omissions from the Safety
File, and the survey should extend to
the areas of safety, health and welfare.
Solicitors should leave the examination
of Safety Files to persons who have the

Dublin Circuit Court

5. Ensure that the defendants are ready
to proceed. A defendant may not set
down a trial without the leave of the
County Registrar on notice.

Note: the next available date shall be

given by the Circuit Court Office

unless a specific date is requested.
Michael Quinlan, County Registrar

Checklist to accompany

notice of trial

The following is a check list which must
be completed by the solicitor for the

plaintiff before tendering a notice of

trial for filing in the Circuit Court Office.

The check list shall accompany the notice

of trial.

» Has a 12-month period elapsed since
the date of the accident (personal
injury claims only)?

 Has a defence been filed by all defen-
dants? Alternatively, confirm that
judgment has been obtained against
the defendants in default?

» Has a letter been obtained from the
defendants and third parties declaring

necessary training.

Should solicitors for purchasers
seek certificates of compliance in
relation to Safety Files as they do
in relation to planning?

We do not recommend that solici-
tors should seek ‘certificates of compli-
ance’ to confirm that Safety Files con-
tain everything they should contain
and/or that it has been updated to
have regard to all alterations made to
the building or its services.

Should the Law Society General
Conditions of Sale be altered to
provide a warranty by the vendor
as to compliance with the regula-
tions?

We do not recommend that the
General Conditions of Sale should
include a warranty that the Safety File
or Safety Files are complete.

Conveyancing Committee

their readiness for trial. Alternatively,
has the plaintiff obtained an order
from the County Registrar waiving the
necessity for this letter?

» Have proofs been advised and are all
proofs in place?

e Are all pre-trial issues resolved
between all parties (such as discovery,
particulars etc)?

« Estimated total number of witnesses
giving evidence on all sides?

 Estimated duration of trial?

Litigation Committee

Use of professional notepaper in debt collection matters

Members are reminded that a solicitor
should not agree to operate in a situation
where he is merely a token solicitor. He
should not allow his name and status to
be used by third parties, to enable third
parties to conduct a legal practice.
Section 59 of the Solicitors Act, 1954
provides as follows:
1. A solicitor shall not wilfully -
a) act, in business carried on by him
as a solicitor, as agent for an

unqualified person so as to enable
that person to act as a solicitor,

b) permit his name to be made use
of, in business carried on by him as
a solicitor, upon the account, or for
the profit of, an unqualified per-
son, or

¢) do an act enabling an unqualified
person to act as a solicitor.

2. This section shall have effect subject to
the provisions of this Act and to any

exceptions that may be made by regu-
lations under section 71 of this Act.

It would not be correct to supply a client
with professional notepaper to enable the
client print a standard letter of demand on
the solicitor’s notepaper, following which
the letter issues from the client.
Information relating to the debtors
must be sent to the solicitor’s office, the
letters printed on the solicitor’s profession-

al notepaper in the solicitor’s office and
the letters issued from the solicitor's office.

The proper supervision of the matter
is essential. In a private practice situation,
only employees of the firm can be under
the necessary supervision.

If a solicitor is employed in-house, only
staff reporting to the solicitor can be consid-
ered to be under the solicitor's supervision.

James MacGuill
Professional Guidance Committee

Solicitors

Financial Services

A Law Society company

¢ Independent investment advice for your client
¢ Commission and client loyalty for you

¢ Membership fee : firms with 1-2 solicitors: £50 plus VAT

firms with 3+ solicitors: £75 plus VAT

CONTACT LIZ O'BRIEN AT THE LAW SOCIETY, BLACKHALL PLACE, DUBLIN 7 (TEL: 01 671 0711).
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Due to proofing errors in last month’s issue of the Gazette, these two practice notes were printed incorrectly.
Practitioners should note that the following are the corrected versions of these practice notes

Obligations of vendor’s solicitor in relation to the explanation
of non-monetary burdens which appear on folios or appear
as ‘acts’ on Registry of Deeds searches

General

It would appear that a vendor’s duty in
respect of prior burdens affecting regis-
tered land is the same as the vendor's
duty would be in respect of prior acts
appearing on searches in the Registry of
Deeds against unregistered land. The
simplistic explanation ‘does not affect’
would not be acceptable in relation to
unregistered land and a similar explana-
tion should equally be unacceptable for
registered land.

Land Registry

From time to time, especially in regard to
housing estates, there appears a burden
registered such as the following:

‘The property is subject to such of the
conditions relating to the use and enjoy-
ment thereof contained in deeds of
transfer made between AB of the one
part and the registered owners of this
and other property formerly part of the
folio x of the other part'.

Difficulties arise in practice in that the
vendor’s solicitors are reluctant to furnish
the instrument creating the burden and
further because there is none with the
title they are not prepared to certify that
it does not adversely affect. In most cases
the instrument is the transfer lodged with
the application to have the transferee
registered as the first registered owner.
The transfer contains the usual covenants,

The Conveyancing Committee has
been requested to publish to the
profession the following practice
note by the Revenue Commission-
ers

‘Residential property tax: certificate
of clearance
Practitioners are no doubt aware that
residential property tax has been abol-
ished with effect from 5 April 1997.
However, the existing tax clearance
arrangements in the case of sales of
houses above a specified value threshold
are being maintained.

The value threshold relating to the
residential property tax certificate of
clearance procedure is £115,000 in 1997.
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conditions, exceptions, grants and reser-
vations applicable to such an estate. In
order to avoid such difficulties, it is sug-
gested that the better practice should be
that the transferee should retain a copy of
the completed transfer with the title doc-
uments and this could then be furnished
with the other documents when furnish-
ing title on a sale of the property.
However, if a copy was not retained, the
vendor's solicitor should obtain a copy
from the Land Registry.

If there are similar burdens on the
original grantor's/transferor’s title, a
copy of the instrument should be with
the prior title and is usually contained in
a booklet of title with a written explana-
tion of the burden.

There are, however, other cases
where the burden is not as informative
as the above - for example:

AB became registered with a
covenant in the instrument of registra-
tion in the following terms: ‘AB hereby
covenants with CD not without the
prior consent in writing of CD to trans-
fer during the lifetime of the said CD
the lands hereby transferred or any part
thereof’,

However, the burden appearing on
the folio showed only the following: ‘The
covenants specified in instrument X
relating to the use and enjoyment of the

property’.

This is not very satisfactory and,
despite an exchange of correspondence
with the Land Registry, the Land Registry
have stated: ‘Please note that it is gener-
ally our practice to register covenants by
reference to the instrument (see Rule
105 of the Land Registration Rules 1992
in this regard)’.

However, Rule 105 sets out two
options as to how the burden may be
recorded:

1. By reference to the instrument; or
2. By setting out an extract therefrom
or the affect thereof.

It is submitted that it would be far
preferable for the extract itself to be reg-
istered rather than a mere reference to
the instrument which a third party look-
ing at the folio must then take up. There
is, of course, the added difficulty that
there is no entitlement on anybody’s
part to take up the instrument without
the consent of the registered owner (see
Rule 188). However, it is the stated policy
of the Land Registry to register only by
reference to the instrument, the purpose
being to reduce the drafting and
engrossing times and increase productiv-
ity in the Land Registry and that such a
policy shall continue until the arrears of
dealings have been significantly cleared
after which time it may be reviewed.

It would appear, therefore, that

Residential property tax

Tax clearance procedure

The new threshold, which relates
exclusively to the tax clearance proce-
dure, applies to house sale contracts
executed on or after 5 April 1997.
From that date, where the sale con-
sideration for residential property
exceeds £115,000, the vendor must
provide the purchaser with a certifi-
cate from the Revenue Commission-
ers indicating that all residential
property tax due for years for
which the tax was in operation
has been paid. Otherwise the purchas-
er must deduct an amount (‘specified
amount’) from the purchase price and
remit it to the Revenue Commission-
ers.

Applications
Practitioners are once again requested to
make applications for residential proper-
ty tax clearance certificates immediately
a contract for sale is executed and well
in advance of the closing date. Failure
to submit an application until days before
the closing of a sale will prejudice the
timely issue of the clearance certificate.
It should be noted that where a cer-
tificate of clearance is not furnished by a
vendor on the closing of a sale, and the
sale consideration exceeds £115,000, the
purchaser is obliged to deduct a 'speci-
fied amount’ from the consideration and
to pay it over to the Revenue
Commissioners. The specified amount is
1.5% of the difference between the sale

the only satisfactory solution for the
time being is for the vendor to
include, by way of title, copies of all
instruments appearing on the folio.

It is the intention of the
Conveyancing Committee to keep the
matter under review and to keep it on
the agenda for any future meetings with
the Land Registry.

Registry of Deeds

With regard to acts appearing on Registry
of Deeds searches, the explanation where
applicable ‘does not affect’ is not accept-
able. The vendor's solicitor should check
the relevant documentation to ensure
that the ‘act’ does not, in fact, affect the
property in sale. Unless the vendor’s solic-
itor has personal knowledge of the partic-
ular transaction, the fact that an ‘act’
refers to particular lands such as ‘Site 7
Black Acre’ does not entitle the vendor's
solicitor to assume that ‘it does not
affect’, for example, Site 2 Black Acre and
enquiries should be made.

When it is established that the act
does not affect the property in sale, the
explanation should read ‘affects only Site
7 Black Acre; does not affect Site 2 Black
Acre’.

It is not unknown for such acts to
affect other property - and it may be nec-
essary to inspect the relevant memorial.

Conveyancing Committee

price and the market value exemption
limit (as at the previous 5 April), multi-
plied by the number of years that the
vendor has owned the property, up to a
maximum of five years. It is not accept-
able for a vendor to give an undertaking
to a purchaser that a certificate of clear-
ance from residential property tax will be
provided after the sale has been closed.
A leaflet (RP5) relating to the opera-
tion of the certificate of clearance from
residential property tax is available from
tax offices or from the Capital Taxes
Division in Dublin Castle. Assistance or
information regarding the clearance cer-
tificate may be obtained by calling (01)

6792777, exts 4308, 4626 and 4628."
Conveyancing Committee
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News from the EU and International Affairs Committee

Edited by TP Kennedy, Education Officer, Law Society

Draft notice on agreements of minor importance

draft notice was published
on 30 January 1997 (1997

0J C29/3) relating to the revision
of the notice of 3 September 1986
on agreements of minor impor-
tance which are not caught by the
provisions of article 85(1). The
objectives of the amendments
were to:

« Enhancethelegal clarity of the
text in order to facilitate its
application

» To adapt the text to the current
state of development of
Community law and to make it
more realistic from an econom-
ic point of view

« To avoid imposing unneces-
sary administrative burdens on
undertakings and on the ser-
vices of the Commission dueto
requests and notifications of
agreements which manifestly
could not exert any appreciable
influence on competition.

n Saturday 1 November, the

EU and International Affairs
Committee held its inaugural
European law seminar. The aim of
this venture was to provide solici-
tors with an easy facility to
become aware of recent EU law
developments in a number of dif-
ferent practice aress.

There was an enthusiastic
response and 87 solicitors and
apprentices signed on for the
seminar. Many of those attend-
ing had travelled some distance.
The committee is considering
repeating this seminar in loca-
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The draft notice attempts to
define certain categories of agree-
ments which can be said with a
sufficient degree of probability
not to be covered by the provi-
sions of article 85(1) — that is,
agreements which are not likely
to significantly affect inter-state
trade or to have as their object or
effect an appreciable restriction
on competition. Although the
meaning of ‘appreciable effect’
on competition is defined using
quantitative criteria (as in the cur-
rent notice), the draft notice no
longer contains a turnover thresh-
old for the parties (previously 300
million ECU). The Commission
explained that it is unjustifiable to
reserve the benefits of a de min-
imis notice only for small and
medium-sized undertakings.
From now on, even large under-
takings should be able to benefit
from the application of the notice,

provided that their market share
remains insignificant.

The draft notice distinguishes
between horizontal agreements,
which pose a greater risk for
competition, and vertical agree-
ments. It sets the approachability
threshold at 5% and 10% respec-
tively, while stressing that these
figures are simply of indicative
value. The Commission noted
that the restrictive effects of ver-
tical agreements often constitut-
ed a factor of minor importance
compared with the positive
influence which such contracts
may have on the development of
dynamic competition in the sin-
gle market.

In the case of mixed horizon-
tal/vertical agreements or where
it is difficult to classify agree-
ments as horizontal or vertical,
the 5% threshold is applicable.
Moreover, the Commission

European law healthcheck

tions other than Dublin.

Much of the seminar was run
with two sessions being conducted
simultaneously, to allow those
attending opt for practice areas of
their preference. The following
papers were given:

« EU law in practice: Vincent
Power (A&L Goodbody)

« Product liability developments:
Sean Barton (McCann
FitzGerald)

- Implications of the switch to the
Euro: Bryan Sheridan (A1B)

« Consumer law developments:
John Larkin (William Fry)

« Public procurement develop-
ments: Sarah Johnson (Lee
McEvoy)

« Employment  developments:
Gary Byrne (BCM Hanby
Wallace)

« Environmental law develop-
ments: Deborah Spence (A&L

Goodbody)

« Amsterdam Treaty — practical
implications: John Handoll
(William Fry)

» Practical difficulties in enforc-
ing judgments and serving sum-
monses in other jurisdictions:
Petria McDonnell (McCann

holds the view that the said
agreements do not fall under the
prohibition of article 85(1) if the
market shares indicated are
exceeded by no more than one-
tenth during two successive
financial years.

The draft notice pays particular
attention to small and medium-
sized enterprises, recognising that
agreements between undertakings
of this type are rarely capable of
significantly affecting trade or
competition within the common
market. The Commission thus
indicatesin chapter |11 of the draft
notice that, even where the thresh-
olds are exceeded, it will not gen-
eraly institute proceedings to
apply the provisions of article
85(1) to such agreements.

Michael O’'Neill is Jean Monnet
Lecturer in European law at
University College Galway.

FitzGerald)

« Competition update: Denis
Cagney (Matheson Ormsby
Prentice) and Damian Collins
(McCann FitzGerald)

Copies of these papers can be pur-
chased from TP Kennedy in the
Law Society. It is hoped to hold
this ‘healthcheck’ on an annual
basis. The committee would wel-
come any suggestions about topics
to be covered or the format for the
seminar. Any suggestions should
be given to TP Kennedy (tel: 01
671 2000).

LAW SOCIETY GAZETTE 39



BRIEFING

he Court of Justice has recent-

ly handed down two impor-
tant decisions narrowly upholding
the monopoly position of state
companies. In the first case, the
court upheld the retail monopoly
for alcohol in Sweden. In the sec-
ond, the court rejected an applica-
tion by the Commission, seeking a
finding against the Netherlands,
Italy, France and Spain regarding
their national monopolies on the
import and export of electricity.

Public Prosecutor v Harry
Franzén (case 189/95)

This case arose from proceedings
taken against Harry Franzén in the
Swedish courts for unlawfully
selling and holding alcoholic bev-
erages in breach of the Swedish
laws on alcohol (Alkohollag
1994:1738 of 16 December 1994).
This law gives the state a retail
monopoly of alcoholic beverages
through Systembolaget. This body
operates 384 monopoly shops and
also sells through other outlets. It
can only obtain supplies from
holders of production or whole-
sale licences, the issue of which is
subject to restrictive conditions by
the Swedish Alcohol Inspectorate.
Its purpose is to limit the con-
sumption of acohol beverages for
heslth reasons.

The Swedish court asked the
Court of Justice whether thisretail
monopoly was compatible with
the Treaty of Rome. The Swedish
retail monopoly of alcohol was a
sensitive issue in its negotiations
over accession to the European
Union.

State monopolies upheld

The court held that the system
by which Systembolaget selected
products was operated in a non-
discriminatory way. Beverages
were not selected on the grounds
of their origin but on their acohol
content. Despite the small number
of retail outlets, the monopoly,
did not compromise the obtaining
of supplies of national or import-
ed beverages by consumers. The
monopoly was in place for public
health reasons. Thus, the retail
monopoly did not contravene the
free movement of goods provi-
sionsin the treaty.

However, the court questioned
the Swedish legidation alowing
only traders holding a production
or wholesale licence to import
alcohalic beverages. This hinders
trade between Member States as it
creates additional costs for import-
ed alcoholic beverages which are
not borne by Swedish drinks. Such
an obstacle could not be justified
on grounds of protecting public
health. This aim could have been
achieved by measures less restric-
tive of intra-Community trade. The
court, therefore, held that those
provisions of Swedish law were
contrary to article 30 of the Treaty
of Rome.

Commiission v Nether-
lands (case 157/94),
Commission v Italy (case
158/94), Commission v
France (case 159/94), and
Commission v Spain (case
160/94)

In 1994, the Commission sought
afinding by the court against the

Netherlands, Italy, France and
Spain concerning their national
monopolies on the import and
export of electricity (and, in the
case of France, gas).

In the Netherlands, con-
sumers are entitled to import
electricity for their own needs,
but for voltages exceeding 500
volts only the state electricity
company is authorised to import
electricity. In Italy all electricity
generation, import, export or
transmission was restricted to
ENEL, the state company.
Imports and export are subject
to the grant of a licence by the
Minister for Public Works. In
France, likewise, al electricity
generation, import, export or
transmission was restricted to
two state companies. In Spain,
also, the electricity system is
managed by a state company.

The Commission argued that
these national rules conferring a
monopoly on import and export
of electricity were liable to
restrict trade between Member
States. Thus, the rules were con-
trary to the principle of free
movement of goods and to the
requirement that  national
monopolies of a commercial
character should be operated in
such a way as to eliminate dis-
crimination between nationals
of Member States (article 37).
Producers in other Member
States were prevented from sell-
ing electricity within the
Netherlands, Italy, France or
Spain to customers other than
the state electricity companies.

Likewise, a customer in these
states is unable to choose his
source of electricity supply from
other Member States.

In the case of Spain, the court
held that the Commission had
not proved the existence of a
statutory monopoly. In the case
of the other states, the court held
that the free movement of goods
was impeded by the exclusive
import and export rights.

The states invoked article
90(2), which allows non-obser-
vance of the treaty rules by
undertakings entrusted with the
management of services of gen-
eral economic interest, where
such rules would prevent them
from duly accomplishing their
particular tasks under economi-
cally acceptable conditions. The
states argued that any change in
the way national electricity sys-
tems were organised would be
detrimental to the objective of
national energy policy and man-
agement of the national sys-
tems.

The Commission had confined
its submissions to legal consider-
ations and had not addressed the
special feature of the national
systems. The court accepted the
article 90(2) defence. It said that
it was not in a position to consid-
er whether other means were
availableto the Member States or
whether they had exceeded the
limits which they should observe
when entrusting to an undertak-
ing tasks of general interest to be
carried out under economically
acceptable conditions.

Austrian judges visit to the Law Society

On Monday 6 October, a
group of 50 Austrian judges

and judicia trainees visited the
Law Society. The EU and
International Affairs Committee
was pleased to co-ordinate and
host this visit. Each year a group
of Austrian judges and trainees
visits a different country to learn
about itslegal system and to com-
pare its operation with the
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Austrian system. Since Austria
joined the European Union, the
focus has been on visiting EU
Member States to learn about the
operation of EU law.

While in Dublin, the judges
attended lectures in the courts and
the King's Inns. The committee
provided them with a workshop on
the implementation of European
law in Ireland and a brief reception.

Frank Heistercamp from Matheson
Ormsby Prentice gave the group a
brief overview of thelrish legal sys-
tem and the Irish legal profession.
Brendan Heneghan of William Fry
then presented a paper on the
implementation of European law in
Ireland. Both lectures were well
received by the participants and a
vigorous questions and answers
session followed. The evening was

rounded off with a wine reception
where the Austrians had an oppor-
tunity to meet members of the Irish
solicitors' profession.

The committee would like to
thank Frank Heistercamp and
Brendan Heneghan for their
papers and the then Law Society
President Frank Daly for hiswarm
words of welcome at the wine
reception.
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Draft directive on the sale of goods

draft legislative act whose

progress should be monitored
by practitionersisthe proposal for a
directive on the sale of consumer
goods and associated guarantees
(1996 OJ C 307/8), published in
October last yesr.

According to article 1, thisdirec-
tive's purpose is the approximation
of the law, regulations and adminis-
trative provisions of the Member
States on the sale of consumer
goods and associated guarantees in
order to ensure a uniform minimum
level of consumer protection in the
context of the internal market. This
provision also includes definitions
of ‘consumer’, ‘consumer goods,
‘seller’ and ‘ guarantee’.

Goods must be in conformity
with the contract of sae, as set out
in article 2. Article 3 sets out the
obligations of the seller, stating that
the seller shdll be liable to the con-

sumer for any lack of conformity
which exists when the goods are
delivered, or which become mani-
fest within a period of two years
unless, at the moment of conclu-
sion of the contract of sale, the con-
sumer knew or could not have been
unaware of the lack of conformity.

Article 4 sets out the consumer’s

obligations. The consumer must
notify the seller of any lack of con-
formity with the contract of sae
within a period of one month from
the date on which he detected, or
ought normally have detected, the
lack of conformity.

Article 5 deals with the issue of
guarantees and states that guaran-

Conferences and seminars

Academy of European

Law

Topic: Litigation in the European
Court of Justice

Date: 12-13 January 1998

Venue: Luxembourg

Contact: Dr Gavin Barrett (tel: 0049
651147100)

AlJA (Association of Young
Lawyers)

Topic: Annual congress

Date: 20-25 September 1998

Venue: Sydney, Australia
Contact: Gerard Coll (tel: 01 6761924)

European Institute of Public
Administration

Topic: Schengen’s final days?
Incorporation into the new TEU,
external borders and information
systems

Date: 5-6 February 1998

Venue: Maastricht, the Netherlands
Contact: Jacqueline Zijlmans (tel:
0031 433296320)

tees shdl legally bind the offeror
(seller or producer) under the con-
ditions laid down in the guarantee
document and the associated
advertising and must place the
beneficiary in a more advanta-
geous position than that resulting
from the rules governing the sale
of consumer goods set out in the
national provisions applicable.
Article 6 states that any con-
tractual terms which waive or
restrict the rights in this directive
shall not be binding on the con-
sumer. Finaly, according to arti-
cle 7, the terms of this directive
do not preclude Member States
from adopting more stringent
provisions which give a higher
level of protection.

Michael O'Neill is Jean Monnet
Lecturer in European law at
University College Galway.

Recent developments in European law

ASYLUM

EU rules for processing asylum
applications
The EU Member States had concluded a
convention for deciding the state
responsible for examining applications
for asylum (OJ C 254, 19 August 1997, 1).
An application for asylum by an alien
will be examined by a single state in
accordance with the specified criteria.
Where the applicant has a family mem-
ber who has refugee status in a Member
State, that state will examine the appli-
cation. Where the applicant has a resi-
dence permit or a visa issued by a
Member State, that state will examine
the application. Alternatively, where an
applicant has irregularly crossed the bor-
der into a Member State from a third
state, that state will examine the appli-
cation (unless the applicant has lived for
six months or more in a Member State
from which he is applying). Where none
of the above are applicable, the Member
State with which an application is
lodged will examine it. However, if the
applicant requests, any Member State
may examine the application on request
from another Member State on humani-
tarian grounds.

The convention provides that a state
which starts to examine an application
can transfer it to another state on the
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grounds that the latter properly has
jurisdiction. This convention is subject to
ratification by the Member States and
will enter into force after ratification.

Mergers

The Commission had approved, under
the Merger Regulation, the acquisition
of Woodchester Investment plc by
General Electric Capital Corporation.
Both companies are involved in financ-
ing of assets, in particular, equipment
and vehicle financing. The Commission
found that the merger will not result in
any significant combined market share
in the financing of assets sector.
Therefore, it decided not to oppose the
merger.

DIRECT EFFECT

Directives

In McBride v Galway Corporation, High
Court, 31 July 1997, Quirke J looked at the
criteria for invoking a directive in a direct-
ly effective sense to decide a case. The
case concerned an attack by way of judi-
cial review on a proposed location of a
sewerage plant for Galway City. The appli-
cant claimed that there had been a failure
to comply with the requirements of two

EC directives. The court found that the rel-
evant provisions of the directives were not
unconditional and sufficiently precise and
thus could not be relied upon by an indi-
vidual litigant before they were trans-
posed into Irish law.

FREE MOVEMENT

Persons

The Commission has recently proposed
an extension of regulation 1408/71 on
the application of social security
schemes to employed persons and their
families moving within the EU to third
country nationals. The regulation
ensures that persons moving within the
EU do not lose their social security rights
and do not become doubly liable for
social security contributions.

LITIGATION

Brussels convention

On 31 October, the House of Lords gave
judgment in Kleinwort Benson v
Glasgow City Council. This judgment
brings a long-running litigation saga to
an end. The point at issue was whether
claims arising from a void contract could
be considered as falling within the arti-
cle 5(1) exception for 'matters relating
to a contract’, or within article 2 - the

general rule giving jurisdiction to the
courts of the defendant’s domicile. At
first instance, Hirst J held that it came
within article 2. This was reversed by a
majority of the Court of Appeal which
held that quasi-contractual matters did
fall within article 5(1). The House of
Lords has now, by a 3/2 majority, held
that the claim came within article 2. The
majority held that the case concerned a
void contract, no contract was in exis-
tence and the claim could not come
within ‘matters relating to a contract'.
The minority sought to uphold the Court
of Appeal decision.

In Pearce v Ove Arup Partnership Ltd
& Ors [1997] Ch 293, the English High
Court ruled on the application of the
convention to copyright. An English-
domiciled plaintiff sued a number of
defendants, the first of which was domi-
ciled in England for breach of English
and Dutch copyright. The defendant
sought to have the action dismissed on
the basis that acts of breach of Dutch
copyright were not justiciable in the
English courts. Lloyd J ruled that the
English courts did have jurisdiction. He
held that copyright actions came within
the scope of the convention.
Furthermore, under article 6(1) where
there are a number of defendants, a
plaintiff can bring the action in the
home jurisdiction of any one of them.
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Disciplinary Tribunal /

he Disciplinary Tribunal is a

statutory body wholly inde-
pendent of the Law Society of
Ireland. The Tribunal was estab-
lished under section 6 of the
Solicitors (Amendment) Act,
1960 as substituted by section 17
of the Solicitors (Amendment)
Act, 1994. |t consists of ten solic-
itor members and five lay mem-
bers and its powers are mainly

Disciplinary Tribunal

Solicitor members
Walter Beatty (Chairman)
Clare Connellan

Andrew O Donnelly
Terence Dixon

Michael Hogan

Donal Kelliher

Eugene McCague

Moya Quinlan

Grattan d’Esterre Roberts

Lay members
Pauline Coonan
Sean McCarthy
Mary Morris
Marie O'Brien

Jacqui O'Dowd

Between 1 November 1996 and the
31 October 1997 the Disciplinary
Tribunal met in divisions of three on
22 occasions. One general meeting
also took place during the period
under review.

The following applications were
considered by the tribunal during
this period:

Law Society
Prima facie case found ................ 12
Awaiting prima facie decision ...... 3

At hearing........ccccovcenrcenrsinninns 12
MiSCONAUCE ..o 3
Adjourned ......... w2
Awaiting inQUIry .......cccoceeeeeeereenne. 7
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confined to receiving and hear-
ing complaints of professional
misconduct against members of
the solicitors'  profession.
Misconduct includes, inter alia,
unethical conduct, breaches of
the Solicitors Accounts
Regulations and conduct tending
to bring the solicitors’ profes-
sion into disrepute. This latter
category embraces most com-
plaints which come before the
tribunal. The proceedings before
the tribunal are formal and a
high standard of proof is
required as a decision of the tri-
bunal may well affect the liveli-
hood of a respondent solicitor.

While the majority of solici-
tors are seeking to provide a
quality service for their clients,
the tribunal nevertheless encoun-
ters anumber of complaints each
year from members of the public
who are dissatisfied with the per-
formance of their solicitors. This
year was no exception, and it will
be noted from the above table
that the tribunal received 22
direct applications from mem-
bers of the public.

The Tribunal recognises that
making an application may not be

Private
Prima facie cases found ................. 4
Prima facie cases not found .......... b

Awaiting prima facie decision .....13

At hearing......

No misconduct

Adjourned ..o 1
Awaiting iNQUIrY .....coccoeeeeereeicreninens 2

Orders made by the Disciplinary
Tribunal pursuant to section 7(9) of
the Solicitors (Amendment) Act, 1960
as substituted by section 17 of the
Solicitors (Amendment) Act, 1994:

Censured, fined £2,000 and

costs awarded........ccoceveeeeereieeeenenens 1
Advised, admonished and
costs awarded........ccooeveeeeereieeeenenene 2

an easy task for some members of
the public due to the standard of
proof required, the emotional
stress and scarcely any knowl-
edge of the tribunal’s procedures.
In order to assist the public and to
alleviate any difficulty real or oth-
erwise, the tribunal has tried to
ensure that clear and comprehen-
siveinformation is available to all
members of the public wishing to
make a complaint in respect of
their solicitors’ conduct.

However, there are a number
of areas where the tribunal cannot
be of assistance to the public. For
example, the tribunal cannot give
legal advice or advise a solicitor
on how to handle a case. Further,
it cannot interfere with court pro-
ceedings or decisions.

Different clients require differ-
ent kinds and amounts of informa-
tion and it is essential to outline to
them the main steps which need to
be taken, together with some indi-
cation of the time scale involved.
Furthermore, communication
should be on-going to ensure that
clients are kept fully informed of
progress. However, in the majori-
ty of cases before it, the tribunal
found that respondent solicitors

Applications from previous year

Law Society.....cccuserrserssanssansnes 14
(/[ alo] aTo [V el R 6
No misconduct.......cccceueueieurieieicnnne 1
Adjourned ..o 7
Private.... 17
Prima facie cases not found ........ 12
(/[ alo] aTo [V el R 1
No misconduct.......cccceueueieurieieicnnne 2
Adjourned ..o 2

Orders made by the Disciplinary
Tribunal pursuant to section 7(9) of
the Solicitors (Amendment) Act, 1960
as substituted by section 17 of the
Solicitors (Amendment) Act, 1994:
Censured and ordered to

make restitution..........ccccoeeeeuennne 1
(Appeal filed under section 7(ll) of

had failed to respond to clients
and/or the Law Society in atime-
ly manner or at all. In one partic-
ular case, the respondent solicitor
admitted he had failed to reply to
13 letters written to him by the
Law Society and that he had
falled to attend meetings of the
Registrar’s Committee on three
occasions. Further, the tribunal
took a very serious view of a
respondent solicitor’s conduct
which included, inter alia, mak-
ing misrepresentations to the Law
Society and a lending institution
in addition to failing to respond to
the Society’s correspondence.
The respondent solicitor was
before the tribunal in respect of
two cases and in both matters the
tribunal recommended that his
name be struck off the Roll of
Solicitors.

As Chairman of the Tribunal,
| would like to take this opportu-
nity to re-iterate that every solic-
itor has a duty to reply promptly,
fully and accurately to clients
and to the Law Society in
response to enquiries directed to
them.

It would appear from the
cases coming before the tribunal

the Solicitors (Amendment) Act, 1960
as substituted by section 17 of the
Solicitors (Amendment) Act, 1994.)

Advised and censured..................... 1

Awaiting presentation to the
High Court

Reports of the Disciplinary Tribunal
under section 7(3)(b)(ii) of the
Solicitors (Amendment) Act, 1960 as
substituted by section 17 of the
Solicitors Amendment) Act, 1994.
Recommendation:

Strike off* ..o 1
Strike off with costs* .........ccceueneen. 2
Strike off with restitution .............. 1

Prohibited from practising

on his own account...........c.ccceuenee. 1
(* reports in respect of the same
solicitor)
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A\nnual Report 1996/97

that some respondent solicitors
may be unable to cope with the
responsibilities of private prac-
tice. They complain that difficul-
ties arise because of the amount
of time spent in court and an
excessive workload. In one such
case, the tribuna has indicated,
in its report to the President of
the High Court, that in its opin-
ion the respondent solicitor is not
fit to practise on his own account
and recommended that he be pro-
hibited from so practising.

The tribunal has held that fail-
ure by a solicitor to honour an
undertaking is professional mis-
conduct. Undertakings should
not be given lightly and should

Subject matters of
complaints

Solicitors Accounts Regulations
Conveyancing

Probate

Civil claims

Main grounds on which the

tribunal found misconduct

» Misappropriating clients’ funds
which were used by the solicitor
for his own benefit.

» Allowing deficits to arise in
client funds in breach of the
Solicitors Accounts Regulations.

» Improperly drawing money
clients’ funds in breach of regu-
lation 7 and 8 of the Solicitors
Accounts Regulations.

» Failing to account to client in
respect of monies deducted
from clients’ funds.

« Falsifying the books of account
and in some instances traded
off the books of account there-
by making an accurate assess-
ment of liabilities to clients
impossible to ascertain.

» Failing to maintain proper
books of account in accordance
with the Solicitors Accounts
Regulations.

» Failing to file an accountant’s
certificate and a final closing
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only be given in circumstances
where a solicitor knows he can
comply with its terms. Failure to
honour an undertaking not only
brings the profession into disre-
pute but also undermines the
profession’s ability to operate
efficiently.

In two cases which involved a
number of breaches of the
Solicitors Accounts Regulations,
including the misappropriation
of clients' funds, the tribunal in
its reports to the President of the
High Court stated that in its
opinion the respondent solicitors
were not fit to be members of the
solicitors’ profession and recom-
mended that their names be

accountant’s  certificate in
respect of a former practice in
breach of regulation 21(1) of the
Solicitors Accounts Regulations.

« Causing claims on the Society's
Compensation Fund.

e Misleading the Compensation
Fund Committee by advising all
files and client funds had been
handed over to a colleague
when this was not the case.

e Misleading the Compensation
Fund Committee on a number
of occasions by stating that a
final closing accountant'’s cer-
tificate would be furnished in
respect of a former practice,
when this was not the case and
when the solicitor knew he
could not do so.

e Practising or purporting to
practise at a time when the
solicitor had no practising cer-
tificate and was prohibited
from practising as a solicitor.

« Failing to comply with the
terms of the High Court order in
respect of costs.

« Failing to comply with payment
in respect of the certificate of
taxation issued on foot of an
order for costs.

» Failing to represent a client at a
court hearing.

struck off the Roll of Solicitors.
Every practising solicitor is
expected to file an accountant’s
certificate within six months
from the end of his financia
year. The importance of lodging
an accountant’s certificate and
maintaining proper books of
accounts cannot be emphasised
enough as this enables the solici-
tor to ensure that he is complying
with the provisions of the
Salicitors Accounts Regulations.

Under section 9 of the
Solicitors (Amendment) Act,
1960, the tribunal has the power
to remove, at his own request,
the name of a solicitor from the
Roll of Solicitors. This usually

» Failing to comply with an
undertaking to discharge a
client’s mortgage out of the
proceeds of the sale of property
and to furnish the purchaser’s
solicitor with the vacated mort-
gage.

» Failing to provide an adequate
explanation to the Society as to
why the complainant’s case did
not proceed on the appointed
date.

» Failing to honour an undertak-
ing in that the solicitor failed to
proceed without delay to stamp
and register all documents con-
nected with a case, and to keep
the building society (or its solic-
itors) advised of progress.

» Misrepresenting to the Society
that the delay was occasioned
by the failure of his clients to
discharge fees and outlay when
the solicitor in fact had suffi-
cient funds in his client account
at the date of the completion of
the conveyancing to stamp and
register the title documents
concerned.

» Misrepresenting to the Society
that the reason for the delay in
registration was that a number
of queries were being dealt
with.

arises when a solicitor wishes to
be called to the Bar. During the
period under review the tribunal
made three such orders.

In the past year Mr W Brendan
Allen retired from the tribunal
and | would like to thank him for
his hard work and dedication not
only to the tribunal but to the
Disciplinary Committee of which
he was a member since 1 April
1985.

In conclusion, | would like to
record my thanks to the members
of the tribuna and to Ms Mary
Lynch, Clerk to Tribunal, for their
hard work and support during the
past year.

Walter Beatty, Chairman.

Failing to comply with a notice
served under the provisions of
section 10 (1) of the 1994
Solicitors (Amendment) Act.

Failing to comply with a direc-
tion of the

Committee to furnish corre-

Registrar’s

spondence to the Society in a
timely manner.

Failing to furnish to the Society
confirmation that payment
had been agreed and/or paid
in accordance with the direc-
tion of the
Committee.

Registrar’s

Failing to reply to a colleague’s
correspondence.

Failing to reply to his client's
correspondence or to deal with
his client's affairs in a timely
manner or at all.

Failing to provide an adequate
explanation to the Society as to
why the complainant’s case did
not proceed on the appointed
date.
Failing to respond to the
Society’s correspondence in a
timely manner or at all.

attend at the
Registrar’s Committee meeting

Failing to
when requested to do so or to

give an explanation as to his
failing to attend.
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ARBITRATION

Arbitration (International
Commercial) Bill, 1997

This Bill, as presented by the
Minister for Justice, Equality and
Law Reform, aims to enable the
State to adopt the United Nations
Commission on International
Trade Law (UNCITRAL) Model
law on international commercial
arbitration. The Model law,
adopted by UNCITRAL on 21
June 1985, specifies that the term
‘commercia’ should be given a
wide interpretation so as to cover
matters arising from all relation-
ships of a commercial nature,
whether contractual or otherwise.
It further aims to provide for: def-
initions; rules of interpretation; a
form of arbitration agreement;
details of the composition, proce-
dures and location of an arbitral
tribunal; a mechanism allowing
an arbitral tribunal to rule on its
own jurisdiction; and the making
of an award. If passed, the Bill
would also amend s34 of the
Arbitration Act, 1954, relating to
the award of interest in arbitration
proceedings which are outside the
scope of this proposed legislation

COMMERCIAL LAW

Credit Union Act, 1997
(Commencement) Order
1997 (SI No 403 of 1997)
This order brings most of the
Credit Union Act, 1997 into oper-
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ation with effect from 1 October
1997. The parts of the Act
brought into operation are: parts |
and I1; part 11 (other than ss46-
52); pat IV (other than
s68(1)(C)); parts V and VI; part
VIl (other than ss120(5) and
122(1)(f)); parts VIII-XIV; and
schedules 1-5.

Stock Exchange Act, 1995
(Determination
Committees) Rules of
Procedure 1997 (SI No

380 of 1997)

These rules prescribe the proce-
dures to be followed by determi-
nation committees appointed
under s65 of the Sock Exchange
Act, 1995. They further provide
that a chairperson of each deter-
mination committee shall be
appointed.

Investment
Intermediaries Act, 1995
(Determination
Committees) Rules of
Procedure 1997 (S1 No

381 of 1997)

These rules prescribe the proce-
dures to be followed by determi-
nation committees appointed
under s74 of the Investment
Intermediaries Act, 1995. They
further provide that a chairperson
of each determination committee
shall be appointed.

Goodman v Kenny
(Kinlen J), 30 July 1996
Contract; loan; debt; summary
summons; motion for summary
judgment; money-lending; stamp

duty; plaintiffs claiming repay-
ment of sum advanced to defen-
dant; agreed security not provid-
ed; monies coming into control of
third party; defendant claiming
plaintiffs failing to lodge monies
into account designated by his
agents; defendant claiming provi-
sion of security a precondition of
liability; defendant claiming
lodgement of monies into desig-
nated account a precondition of
liability; defendant claiming doc-
uments chargeable to stamp duty
and inadmissible; documents
adjudicated by Revenue Commis-
sioners; whether monies lodged
into account designated by agents
of defendant; whether precondi-
tions to defendant’s liability;
whether plaintiffs carrying on
unlicensed money-lending;
whether defendant entitled to
challenge adjudication of Rev-
enue Commissioners; whether
proceedings instituted in Cyprus
concerning same cause of action;
whether genuine issues of fact
between parties; Moneylenders
Act 1900; Moneylenders Act,
1933; Supreme Court of
Judicature (lreland) Act 1877,
s28(6); Stamp Duties Act 1891,
s12(5).

Held: The court must refer a
motion for summary judgment for
oral hearing if it is satisfied that
there is a genuine issue of fact
between the parties, but is obliged
to give judgment for the plaintiff
if satisfied that the matters
advanced by the defendant are
advanced for the purpose of
delaying and avoiding judgment.

COMPANY LAW

O’Keeffe v Ferris
(Supreme Court), 19
February 1997

Winding-up; carrying on business
with intent to defraud creditors or
any fraudulent purpose; court dec-
laration; persons knowingly
involved made persondly liable
without limit for company’s debts
or liabilities; sanctions for convic-
tion on indictment; legislative
provision to have effect notwith-
standing person concerned might
be criminally liable; constitutional
guarantee that no person to be
tried on any criminal charge save
in due course of law; whether civil
proceedings under s297 in reality
criminal in nature; conditions
before person amenable under
section; whether section created
criminal offence; indicia of a
criminal offence; whether civil
proceedings really disguise for
attempt by Oireachtas to impose
criminal sanction in civil context;
purpose of section; whether proof
of fraud confined to criminal pro-
ceedings; punitive element; loss
of limited liability protection for
shareholders and repayment; pro-
portionality of sanction imposed;
whether  sanctions available
infringed Constitution; Constitu-
tion of Ireland 1937, article 38(1);
Companies Act, 1963, s297.
Held: Section 297 of the 1963
Companies Act did not create a
criminal offence; it did not
involve civil proceedings being
dressed up to involve criminal
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procedures, and the sanctions
available did not trench on the
Constitution in any respect.

CONSTITUTIONAL

Seventeenth Amendment
of the Constitution (No 2)
Bill, 1997

This Bill has been passed by both
Houses of the Oireachtas. (See
also (1997) 15ILT 126.)

Eighteenth Amendment
of the Constitution Bill,
1997

This Bill, as presented by TDs

Jim O’ Keeffe and Paul McGrath,

aimsto amend Article 12.4 of the

Constitution by the substitution of

the following text for the existing

sub-section 2°:

‘Every candidate for election, not

a former or retiring president,

must be nominated either by:

i) not less than 20 persons, each
of whom s at the time a mem-
ber of one of the Houses of the
Oireachtas, or

ii) by the councils of not less than
four administrative counties
(including county boroughs)
as defined by law, or

iii)by not less than 20,000 citi-
zens, each of whom is entitled
for the time being to vote in an
election held under this arti-
cle, such nomination to be
made in a manner prescribed
by law.’

Barry v the Medical
Council (Costello P), 11
February 1997

Medical profession; disciplinary
procedures; constitutional right to
fair procedures; whether decision
to hold fitness to practise pro-
ceedingsin private was ultra vires
committee’s powers; misconduct
alegations against practitioner;
statute establishing medical coun-
cil and fitness to practise commit-
tee; provisions governing func-
tions of council, committee and
registrar; allegations of improper
conduct against doctor; applica
tion made pursuant to statute to
fitness to practise committee for
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inquiry; council’s decision on
inquiry based on committee's
findings; council decision subject
to High Court confirmation or
variation; decision of fitness to
practise committee to hold inquiry
in private; whether committee
entitled to rule that the inquiry
should be held in private; whether
committee had discretion as to
whether hearing in private or pub-
lic; whether committee's findings
had any legal effect on the right to
practise; whether council’s deci-
sion on committee's findings had
any legal effect on right to prac-
tise; whether the proceedings were
prosecuted and the decision made
in circumstances inconsistent
within the objective separation of
functions of ‘prosecutor and adju-
dicating  tribunal’; whether
absolute right to a public hearing
in al cases; qudification of right;
whether right could only be denied
where evidence of confidential
nature being given relating to doc-
tor/patient relationship; whether
right to public hearing should give
way to the rights of others should a
public hearing infringe those
rights; whether special circum-
stances where publicity would
prejudice the interests of justice;
whether risk that proceedings
against practitioner might not take
placeif hearing held in public; cir-
cumstances of the case; whether
impartial hearing obtained; nature
of the proceedings; whether analo-
gous to criminal trial; whether cir-
cumstances surrounding employ-
ment of certain legal representa-
tives unfair and prejudiced the
interests of justice; Medical
Practitioners Act, 1978;
Constitution of Ireland 1937, arti-
cle 34; European Convention on
Human Rights, art 6.1.

Held: While it might be the case
that there was a right to a public
hearing before a professional dis-
ciplinary body, when this right
conflicted with a right to privacy,
the right to privacy should in the
circumstances prevail.

The Irish Times Ltd v
Ireland (Morris J), 18
February 1997

Courts; trial of accused on crimi-

nal charge; constitutional right to
trial in due course of law; consti-
tutional provision that justice to
be administered in public save in
specia and limited cases as may
be prescribed by law; constitu-
tional right to freedom of expres-
sion; right of the media to report
proceedings; trial of several
accused on drug importation
charges; significant media atten-
tion and inaccurate reports of the
case; plea of guilty by one
accused on arraignment; all
accused in custody; order made
by trial judge limiting contempo-
raneous reporting of the proceed-
ings; whether trial judge had
power to ban or limit reporting of
criminal trial; manner in which
any such power to be exercised;
whether trial subject to reporting
restrictions held ‘in public’; con-
flict of constitutiona rights; hier-
archy of rights; whether accused's
right to a fair trial ranked higher;
origin of common practice by
media to restrict reporting in cer-
tain circumstances; whether nec-
essary to limit reporting to ensure
fair tria; circumstances of the
case; whether a ‘real risk’ of an
unfair trial if contemporaneous
reporting allowed; whether dam-
age caused could be remedied by
trial judge in directions to jury or
otherwise; whether wishes of
accused or prosecution to be con-
sidered by trial judge in reaching
decision; whether order valid;
Constitution of Ireland 1937, arti-
cles34.1, 38.1, 40.6.1%().

Held: Before atrial judge presid-
ing over atrial imposed a ban on
reporting, he had to be satisfied
that there was a ‘real risk of an
unfair tria’ if contemporaneous
reporting were permitted, and that
the damage which such improper
reporting would cause could not
be remedied by the trial judge,
either by appropriate directions to
the jury or otherwise.

Criminal Evidence Act,
1992 (Section 29)
(Commencement) Order

1997 (SI No 371 of 1997)
This order brings s29 of the
Criminal Evidence Act, 1992 into
operation with effect from 6
October 1997. The section pro-
vides that evidence may, with
leave of the court, be given from
abroad through a live television
link by a person other than the
accused.

Allen v O’Suilleabhain
(Blayney and Murphy JJ),
11 March 1997

Personal injuries; quantum; future
loss of earnings; relevant multi-
plier; whether adjustment to be
made to award where damages
exempt from tax, if plaintiff being
compensated for loss of income
which would be liable to tax;
whether principle limited to dam-
ages for wrongful dismissal or
breach of contract of service; pay-
ment to persons permanently and
totally incapacitated by reason of
mental or physical infirmity from
maintaining themselves; provi-
sion in Finance Act exempting
from tax income from investment
of payment for such injury;
whether entire of adjusted figure
exempt from income tax; general
damages; pain and suffering;
comparison with other awards in
cases of severe persona injuries;
whether amount awarded was
excessive in the circumstances;
factors to be taken into considera-
tion in reaching afair and reason-
able award; Finance Act, 1990,
s5.

Held: Where damages (or the
actual or notional income to be
derived from the investment
thereof) were exempt from tax, an
appropriate adjustment or reduc-
tion in those damages had to be
made if the plaintiff was being
compensated for aloss of income
or profits which would have been
liable to tax in his hands. The
principle applied in every case
where the failure to make an
appropriate adjustment in assess-
ing the damages awarded would
result in awindfall for a plaintiff.
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ELECTIONS

Electoral (Amendment)
Bill, 1997

This Bill, as presented by
Brendan Howlin TD, aims to
make provision for polling day in
the extraordinary presidential
election and the referendum on
the Seventeenth Amendment of
the Constitution (No 2) Bill, 1997
(as to which, see also (1997) 15
ILT 126 and above). The Bill also
aims to make certain alterations
to polling days and to the role of
the Minister for the Environment
and Local Government in elec-
toral matters.

ENVIRONMENT

Environmental Protection
Agency Act, 1992

(Control of Volatile
Organic Compound
Emissions Resulting from
Petrol Storage and
Distribution) Regulations
1997 (SI No 374 of 1997)
These regulations transpose ele-
ments of Directive 94/63/EC (of
31 December 1994) into domestic
law with the effect of introducing
controls on volatile organic com-
pound emissions resulting from
petrol storage and distribution at
terminals. The regulations provide
for the operation of a system of
permits by the Environmental

Protection Agency. Other provi-
sions of the Directive are trans-
posed into domestic law by the Air
Pollution Act, 1987 (Petroleum
Vapour Emissions) Regulations
1997 (as to which, see below).

Air Pollution Act, 1987
(Petroleum Vapour
Emissions) Regulations
1997 (S1 No 375 of 1997)
These regulations transpose ele-
ments of Directive 94/63/EC (of
31 December 1994) into domestic
law with the effect of introducing
controls on petroleum vapour
emissions (volatile organic com-
pounds) resulting from the storage
and distribution of petrol which is
intended for use as fuel for motor
vehicles. The regulations provide
for the monitoring of compliance
by service station and mobile con-
tainer operators by the relevant
local authority. Other provisions
of the directive are transposed into
domestic law by the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency Act, 1992
(Control of \olatile Organic
Compound Emissions Resulting
from Petrol Sorage and
Distribution) Regulations 1997
(asto which, see above).

EMPLOYMENT

Organisation of Working
Time Act, 1997
(Commencement) Order
1997 (SI No 392 of 1997)

This order appoints three days —
namely, 30 September 1997, 30
November 1997 and 1 March
1988 — as the days on which cer-
tain specified provisions of the
Organisation of Working Time
Act, 1997 shall come into effect.

Flynn v Primark (Barron
J), 12 February 1997
Remuneration; discrimination;
workers doing like work; lower
rates of pay for predominantly
female complainants than male
comparators; aleged discrimina
tion indirect in nature; practice
complained of affected signifi-
cantly more women than men;
Labour Court determination that
discrimination in pay based on
grounds other than sex; rates
achieved separately through col-
lective  bargaining  process;
whether pay practice impugned
constituted prima facie discrimi-
nation; whether discrimination
prohibited by EU law; onus on
employer; function of national
court with jurisdiction to make
findings of fact; whether Labour
Court failed to consider whether
or not there was an objective justi-
fication for the difference in pay;
whether appropriate date concern-
ing objective justification was the
date of the claim; whether matter
to be remitted to Labour Court for
consideration and determination;
Anti-Discrimination (Pay) Act,
1974; EEC Treaty, art 119.

Held: It was the function of the
national court, which had sole

jurisdiction to make findings of
fact, to determine whether, and to
what extent, the grounds
advanced by an employer to
explain a pay practice, which
applied independently of sex but
which in fact affected more
women than men, could be
regarded as objectively justified
on economic grounds. The
Labour Court’s function was not
to consider merely whether there
was a reason unconnected with
sex for the difference in pay, but
whether that reason was objec-
tively justified on economic
grounds and not merely an indi-
rect means of reducing the pay of
agroup of workers exclusively or
predominantly of one sex.

Central Bank of Ireland v
Gildea (Supreme Court),
14 March 1997

Case stated; respondent employed
by appellant as security guard;
dismissed for  misconduct;
Employment Appeals Tribunal
found he had been unfairly dis-
missed; appeal to Circuit Court;
case stated to Supreme Court asto
whether respondent had been
employed ‘by or under the State’
and was thus excluded from oper-
ation of 1977 Act; Unfair
Dismissals Act, 1977, s2(1)(H);
Central Bank Acts, 1942 and
1989; Civil Service Regulation
Acts, 1924 and 1926.

Held: A person employed by a
semi-State body created by
statute is not a person employed
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‘by or under the State’ for the pur-
poses of the Unfair Dismissals
Act, 1977.

GARDA SiOCHANA

Church v Commissioner of
An Garda Siochana
(Costello J), 18 March
1997

Plaintiffs were gardai who, acting
on information received, carried
out drug search; proceedings
issued claiming search illegal;
suggestion that information had
been given maliciously; plaintiffs
refused to reveal identity of infor-
mant; defendant ordered them to
reveal information or face disci-
plinary  procedures; whether
defendant’s order was ultra vires;
whether information was privi-
leged on grounds of public policy;
whether defendant had been guilty
of delay.

Held: The law of evidence has no
application when considering
whether an order of the Garda
Commissioner, to revea informa-
tion, isultra vires his legal powers.

MARITIME

In re ‘Blue Ice’ MV (Barr

J), 21 March 1997

Arrest of vessel; plaintiff claiming
that owners of vessel in breach of
contract of carriage; plaintiff
obtaining and executing warrant
of arrest for vessel; defendant
applying for discharge of warrant;
whether plaintiff having ‘ good and
sufficient reason’ for causing
arrest of vessel; whether fair, stat-
able case sufficient; Admiralty
Court (Ireland) Act 1867, s47.
Held: A warrant for the arrest of a
vessel will not be discharged on
the grounds that the plaintiff does
not have ‘good and sufficient rea-
son for having caused the issue
and execution of the warrant of
arrest’ within the meaning of s47
of the Admiralty Court (Ireland)
Act 1867, where the plaintiff
establishes a fair, statable case in
support of his claim.
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PRACTICE &
PROCEDURE

Rules of the Superior
Courts (No 7) of 1997 (SI
No 348 of 1997)

These rules provide for an addi-
tion to 039 of new rr45-52, mak-
ing provision for a new system of
disclosure and admission of
reports and statements between
parties, pursuant to 45 of the
Courts and Court Officers Act,
1995. The rules came into opera-
tion on 1 September 1997.

District Court (Fees) Order
1997 (S1 No 369 of 1997)
This order revises fees payable in
connection with all types of pro-
ceedingsin the District Court. The
order revokes all previous district
court fees orders and came into
operation on 1 October 1997.

Uwaydah v Nolan (Barron
J), 21 February 1997
Service; summons served on
defendant’s wife; whether mode
of service good; whether sum-
mons could be validly served
when defendant normally resident
or domiciled outside jurisdiction;
Rules of the Superior Courts
1986, 09, r15.

Held: Submission to the jurisdic-
tion of the court is dependent on
presence within the jurisdiction
rather than normal residence or
domicile.

Irish Press plc v EM
Warburg Pincus & Co
International Ltd
(McGuinness J), 12 March
1997

Security for costs; company;
arguable case; sufficient resources
to meet defendant’s costs; appli-
cation refused; Companies Act,
1963, s390.

Held: Where acompany has suffi-
cient resources to meet the defen-
dant’s costs, an application for
security for costs will be refused.

O’Malley v Ceann
Combhairle (O'Flaherty J),
14 March 1997

Ceann Comhairle amended Déil
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question without consultation
with member who tabled ques-
tion; plaintiff claimed that this
was contrary to Daéil Standing
Orders; whether decision of
Ceann Comhairle could be judi-
cially reviewed; whether this
would be contrary to doctrine of
separation of powers.

Held: It is inappropriate for the
courts to interfere with the inter-
nal working of the Déil except in
the most extreme of circum-
stances.

Shannon v McGuinness
(Kelly J), 20 March 1997
Locus standi; judicial review
sought of District Court’s dis-
missal of criminal proceedings;
applicants not party to proceed-
ings; applicants to give evidence
in proceedings as witnesses,
application to withdraw criminal
proceedings on instructions of
Director of Public Prosecutions;
whether applicants lacked locus
standi in judicial review proceed-
ings; whether applicants’ interests
had been adversely affected by
the operation of the orders made
in the District Court; merits of the
application; Rules of the District
Court, r66.

Held: Where the applicants for
judicial review of the District
Court’s dismissal of criminal pro-
ceedings at the Director of Public
Prosecution’s request were mere
witnesses in those proceedings,
they failed to show the necessary
locus standi to bring the applica-
tion.

O’Brien v Fahy (Supreme
Court), 21 March 1997
Limitation of actions; negligence;
personal injuries; plenary sum-
mons issued just before expiry of
limitation period; summons out of
date when served; order renewing
summons; defendant’s motion to
set aside renewal; what plaintiff
had to prove in seeking renewal
of summons; whether plaintiff
had good reason for renewal;
lapse of time before defendant
knew clam to be brought;
whether prejudice to defence the-
oretical or actual; balance of jus-
tice.

Held: In order to have a plenary
summons renewed, a plaintiff had
to show that there was some diffi-
culty in service or other good rea-
son for renewal. A lapse of more
than four years without knowing
that a clam was to be brought
was enough of itself to imply
prejudice for the defence.

TAXATION

Taxes Consolidation Bill,
1997

This Bill, as presented by the
Minister for Finance, is the
largest single piece of proposed
legislation in recent years, with
over 1,000 sections covering
some 1,600 pages. It seeksto con-
solidate enactments relating to
various taxes, including capital
gains tax, corporation tax and
income tax.
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TELECOMMUNICATION

European Communities
(Satellite
Telecommunications
Services) Regulations
1997 (SI No 372 of 1997)
These regulations give effect to
Commission Directive 94/46/EC
(of 13 October 1994) amending
Directives 88/301/EEC and
90/388/EEC (of 16 May 1988 and
28 June 1990 respectively). The
aim of this directive is to provide
for the liberalisation of the mar-
kets for satellite communications
services, networks and equip-
ment.

TORT

McKenna v Best Travel
Limited trading as
Cypriana Holidays (Lavan
J), 17 December 1996
Negligence; personal injuries;
package holiday; duty of tour
operator and travel agent;
implied terms of contract for sale
of package holiday; plaintiff pur-
chasing holiday to Cyprus from
defendant tour operator through
defendant travel agent in
September 1990; option to pur-
chase trip to Bethlehem from
Cypriot agent of defendant tour
operator; plaintiff injured by
stone thrown at bus in
Bethlehem; whether defendants
negligent; whether defendants
taking reasonable care for safety
of plaintiff; whether breach of
implied terms; whether breach of
s39 of the Sale of Goods and
Supply of Services Act, 1980;
whether duty to warn plaintiff of
dangers of destination; whether
defendants liable in respect of
criminal activity of third party;
extent of duty; duty of care of
tour operator; duty of care of
travel agent; whether plaintiff
negligent; damages; assessment
of damages; deductibility of
compensating benefits; plaintiff
suffering loss of teeth and bone;
plaintiff sustaining scars to face;
plaintiff awarded compensation

by lsraeli Compensation Fund;
whether compensation
deductible from award; Sale of
Goods and Supply of Services
Act, 1980, s39; Civil Liability
(Amendment) Act, 1964, s2;
Social Welfare Consolidation
Act, 1981, ss68(1), 306(A).
Held: A person may be liable for
the criminal activities of a third
party where the criminal activity
is reasonably foreseeable. The
court held that a travel agent and
tour operator were negligent in
failing to warn a client of the
dangers of travelling to
Bethlehem at a time when they
ought reasonably to have known
that inhabitants of the West Bank
were hostile towards westerners.
The court held that in the unusu-
a circumstances of the case, the
sum awarded to the plaintiff by
the Israeli Compensation Fund
was not deductible from the dam-
ages awarded to the plaintiff.

O’Brien v Armstrong
(Supreme Court), 19

March 1997
Negligence; road traffic accident;
personal injuries; defendant

approaching blind bend on nar-
row stretch of road; continuous
white line for some distance;
accident black spot sign posted at
bend; plaintiff attempting to over-
take; plaintiff claiming defendant
increased speed and pulled out to
the right; High Court dismissing
action; appeal to Supreme Court;
whether defendant ought reason-
ably to have anticipated that
plaintiff would attempt to over-
take; duty of defendant; whether
plaintiff negligent.

Held: The driver of a truck
approaching a blind bend on a
stretch of road so narrow that it
was inevitable that he would have
to move out to his right could not
reasonably have foreseen that the
plaintiff would attempt to over-
take him at that point and was not
negligent in failing to see that the
plaintiff was attempting to over-
take him.

The ILT digest is reproduced by
kind permission of the Irish Law
Times.

DECEMBER 1997



Law Society President Laurence K Shields being congratulated on his
election by his predecessor Frank Daly at Blackhall Place

Soccer blitz raises £1,200
for benevolent fund

On the charlty baII the Sooetys soccer-playmg younger members netted
£1,200 for the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association recently

he Younger Members
Committee scored for the
Solicitors  Benevolent Fund
recently when it raised £1,200 for
the charity in its annua soccer
blitz. Good wesather allowed tough
competitive games to be played
between teams from Dublin, Cork,
Kildare and Meath. Two teams
from the Bar aso competed.
Kildare-based Reidy Stafford’'s
team had much better luck than
the county’s All-Ireland side

DECEMBER 1997

when it came out on top after a
tough final against Sherlocks,
Dublin.

The committee would like to
thank all the firms which entered
ateam and every one who partic-
ipated on the day for their sup-
port. The trophies were kindly
sponsored by Terry Oliver,
O'Sullivan Keogh Accountants,
and the committee would like to
thank Mr Oliver for presenting
them on the day.

PEOPLE AND PLACES

New Council members

Helen Sheehy

Helen Sheehy is a solicitor with
Dun Laoghaire  solicitors
Partners at Law. She obtained her
BCL from UCC in 1981. Shewas
entered on the Roll of Solicitors
in 1985, obtained a Masters
degree in commercial law in
1994 and became a trademark
agent in 1996. She joined the
council of the Dublin Solicitors
Bar Association in 1990 and has
been its honorary secretary since
1996. She is a member of the
Gazette Editorial Board.

Hugh O’Neill
Hugh O'Nelll qualified in May
1980. A partner in Marcus
Lynch Salicitors, Dublin, he was
the Dublin Solicitors’ Bar
Association nominee on the Law
Society Council for two years.

Maeve O'Driscoll
Maeve O’Driscoll has been
qualified for six yearsand in that
time has worked in both Dublin
City and Cork County for her
family firm PJ O'Driscoll &
Sons, where sheis athird gener-

ation practitioner. She has been
the litigation officer of the West
Cork Bar Association for the
past two years. In her appren-
ticeship days, she was the elect-
ed representative of her class on
the Law Society Education
Advisory Committee.

o

i
Peter Allen

Peter Allen was educated at
Castleknock College, Dublin.
He qualified as a solicitor in
1980, and first worked with the
firm of John C Sinnott &
Company, Enniscorthy, Co
Wexford, for a year. He then
returned to the family firm of
MacDermot & Allen, and has
been principal there since 1988.

i érr--;*
A ¢ éiﬁafm‘

David Martin
David Martin qualified in 1978.
He works for the Dublin-based
firm of Gore and Grimes.

Angela Condon
Angela Condon qualified in
1973. She works for JB Healy
Crowley and Co in Killorglin,
Co Kerry.
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Class of 52 still going strong Visit to EU

olicitorswho passed their finals ~ brated 45 years in the professon  are aready looking forward to H - H

and/or got their parchments  with adinner at the Law Society’s  meeting again in 2002 for their Insltltultlons
during Michaelmas term 1952  headquarters. The event was a  50th anniversary. The group’s own Saturday 14 February to
recently got together for a reunion  resounding success. All the partici-  resident photographer Fionnbar Saturday 21 February
a Blackhall Place. The group cele-  pants were in excellent health and ~ Callanan photographed the class.

he Law School isagain, in

1998, organising an edu-
cational visit to the institutions
of the European Union for
apprentices and a number of
solicitors. The group will be
accommodated in the Irish
Ingtitute of European Affairs
in Louvain and will visit the
European Courts in
Luxembourg, the European
Parliament in Brussels and
may also visit the European
Court of Human Rights in
Strasbourg. The total price for
the trip will be in the region of
£325 for apprentices and £375
for solicitors (prices are sub-
sidised by the EU) which will
include return flights from
Dublin to Brussels, seven

2 ARE R A HiE o b s Y . , .
Front row (from left): Frank Keane, Patrick OR Markey, Mary King, Nora McDowell, Colm Price, Eileen Bourke, nights’ accommodation and
Margaret Callanan, David Punch full board.
Back row (from left): Tim Ryan, Brendan O’Flynn, Enda Gearty, Jack Phelan, Reggie White, Brian Price, Brendan Those interested in attend-
Boushel, Brian K Overend, William Corrigan, Laurence O'Reilly, Fionnbar Callanan ing should pay a booking

deposit of £100 on or before
Friday 12 December. There
will be a draw among those
apprentices who pay booking
deposits and the winner will
travel for free.

Application forms or fur-
ther information can be
obtained from TP Kennedy,
Education Officer, Law
Society, Blackhall Place,
Dublin 7 (Dx 79-Dublin), tel:
01 6710200.

Sound man: Niall Farrell presenting a
copy of his Sound law tape to Law
Society President, Laurence K Shields

(Right) Pictured at the launch of
Insurance law in Ireland (left to right):
Mr Justice Michael Moriarty; the

OTE author, Austin Buckley (seated); David
Wl I I iam Fry Givens, Oak Tree Press, publishers;
and

Celebrates 1 50 years Coyle Hamilton chairman and

chief executive, Ronan Fearon

This year marks the 150th anniversary of the found-
ing of William Fry, Solicitors. The firm recently held
ablack tie ball for all its staff and their partnersto cel-
ebrate the occasion. Pictured at a reception to mark
the occasion were (left to right): Houghton Fry,
Oliver Fry and Brian O’ Donnell
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BOOKS

Book reviews

Personal sketches and recollections of his own times

Sr Jonah Barrington
Ashfield Press (1997), 26 Eustace Street, Dublin 2. ISBN: 1 901658 04. Price: £29.95 (h/b), £19.95 (p/b)

S ir Jonah Barrington, barrister,
politician, judge, historian
and writer, was born near
Abbeyleix in 1760. Clever, witty
and perceived to be full of the
social graces, he was returned to
the Irish House of Commons as a
member for Tuam in 1790.

As a barrister he appeared in
some of the celebrated cases of his
day — some of which he describes
in this book. One such case was
his defence of Theophilus Swift, a
fellow barrister, who had been
greatly upset because the fellows
of Trinity College Dublin did not
do justice ‘to the cleverest lad in
Ireland’ — Swift's son, christened
Dean Swift. Swift wrote that the
fellows of Trinity College were

perjurers, profligates and impos-
tors. He added further insult by
writing that the fellows, who were
clergymen, and obliged to be celi-
bate according to the statutes of the
university, were acting flagrantly
in the face of the Holy Evangelists
and the virgin queen and lacking in
morality, religion, common decen-
cy and good example.

An information was granted
against Swift, the barrister, and he
was prosecuted for grosslibel. The
case came before the King's Bench
and Barrington cross-examined
some of the fellows including Dr
Barret, described by Barrington as
‘a little, greasy, shabby, croaking,
round-faced vice-provost’ who
knew nothing on earth ‘ save books

and guineas, never went out, held
but little intercourse with men, and
none at al with women’. Swift
was found guilty of publishing that
certain persons, fellows of Trinity
College, had been living conjugal -
ly with certain persons of an
entirely different sex and was sen-
tenced to 12 months imprison-
ment.

Barrington became a judge of
the Court of Admiralty in 1798
and received a knighthood in
1807. Sir Jonah was extravagant
in his lifestyle and was charged in
1828 in the House of Commons of
malversation in office. This
involved the misappropriation of
court funds. An address for the
judge's remova was made to the

Crown by petition of both Houses
of Parliament and he was
removed from judicial office in
1830. He left the country, never to
return, and died at Versailleson 8
April 1834.

Personal sketches is a vivid
and racy portrait of a remarkable
and ingenious people: the politi-
cians, lawyers, judges, scholars
and citizens in Ireland during the
late 1700s and early 1800s. Full
of wit, satire and humour, Sir
Jonah presents us with a passion-
ate, provocative and riveting win-
dow into a fascinating period of
Irish life.

Dr Eamonn Hall is Chief Legal
Officer with Telecom Eireann plc.

An eye on the whiplash and other stories

Henry Murphy SC
Ashfield Press (1997), 26 Eustace Street, Dublin 2. ISBN: 1 901658 10 4. Price: £16.95 (h/b), £9.99 (p/b)

his book contains many hilar-
ious accounts of the life of a
struggling barrister trying to
establish his career. The short sto-
ries revolve around Dermot
McNamara BL receiving his first
briefs from Arnold O'Rellly, a
middle-aged solicitor, most of
whose endowments have been
channelled into his body rather
than hismind. Arnold’s briefs nor-
mally contain a bundle of papers,
not in any particular order, which
purports to contain al the infor-
mation a barrister needs for the
case, but rarely does.
Dermot is charitable enough to
compare Arnold to Mrs Gandhi.
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Herecalls Mrs Gandhi saying that,
whereas there was atime long ago
when she had all the answers, now
that she was older she only had
questions. Arnold, too, only had
questions — normally to Dermot at
home at 6.25pm each evening
when he is feeding his twin
babies.

The storiesinvolve anumber of
routine court cases and the court
hearings which often escalate out
of Dermot’s control with surpris-
ing and unpredictable results. One
case involves a dangerous driving
charge against the voluptuous Ms
Wilkinson, for whom driving
within the speed limit had al the

excitement of a Vatican encyclical
on sexual morality.

Thereisalso the case of William
Dunne who issued proceedings
against his publican for serving
him too much alcohol, followed by
the nightclub waitress who suffers
whiplash when opening a bottle of
Chateau Neuf du Pape.

In between the many witty and
ironic lines, certain nuggets of
truth emerge about the legal pro-
fession. Dermot admits, early on
in his career, that one of the hal-
lowed traditions of the Bar is the
pursuit of money. This tradition is
passed on from generation to gen-
eration by word of mouth. In fact,

the more enlightened recruits to
the Law Library do not even have
to betaught thistradition. It is part
of what they are.

Lawyers and non-lawyers will
revel in these hilarious anecdotes
of the court system in operation.
Thisisthe perfect Christmas pre-
sent for anyone looking for light
relief over the holiday period. If
Henry Murphy SC continues
with  his writing, Dermot
McNamara could become the
next Rumpole.

John Costello is a solicitor with
Dublin solicitors Eugene F
Collins.

LAW SOCIETY GAZETTE 51



BOOKS

=
o)

Information technology law in Ireland

David Kelleher and Karen Murray
Butterworths (1997), 26 Upper Ormond Quay, Dublin 7. ISBN: 1 85475 825X. Price: £50

his book has been published

at an opportune time.
Information technology is a
rapidly growing industry and is
making a large contribution to
Ireland’s growing economy. New
technologies, the Internet and the
World Wide Web are changing
the way we do business and com-
municate with each other. The
purpose of the book is to clarify
the legal structures within which
information technology law oper-
ates.

The authors take a global view
of the various legal issues affect-
ing information technology. Due
to the breadth of the task, many
issues are not dealt with in any
great depth but are included to
give the reader a full picture.
Having said that, however, it is
clear that a large amount of

research work has been done and
there is a wealth of material con-
tained in the footnotes. It is
indeed an excellent starting point
for the student, and a handy refer-
ence book for the practitioner.
The thing | especidly liked
about this book isthat it contains
straightforward explanations of
the technology involved and does
not use computer buzz-words
which are incomprehensible to
the general public. It is clear that
the authors are as much at home
with technology as they are with
the law, and the basics — such as
definitions of ‘computer’, ‘soft-
ware', ‘information technology’,
‘multimedia and so on — which
allow the reader to understand the
rest of the work are very well
covered. The source materials
used are surveys compiled for

and by the computer industry,
computer magazines, economic
journals and newspapers, as well
as the usual legal precedents and
legislation.

The book concentrates on
intellectual property law, comput-
er crime and privacy and data
protection, but has short seg-
ments on competition law, trade
secrets and confidential informa-
tion, evidence, electronic com-
merce, liability for defective
computer products and services,
and computers in the workplace.

Intellectual property, and more
particularly copyright law, is
responsible for protecting the
information technology industry.
In Ireland, we are still dependent
on the 1963 Copyright Act, pro-
mulgated before the computer
even existed, for the bulk of our

copyright law. Specific protection
was accorded to computer pro-
grams by the EU Council
Directive on the Legal protection
of computer programs which was
transposed into Irish law by regu-
lations made in 1993. These regu-
lations are considered in depth
and very well done.

Most importantly, this book
shows how general law applies to
information technology, and that
information technology law is
really an amalgam of intellectual
property, criminal, tort, employ-
ment law and competition law.

| found the book to be easily
read and | would recommend it to
students and practitioners alike.

Helen Sheehy is a solicitor with
Dun Laoghaire solicitors Partners
at Law.

Psychiatric detention: civil commitment in Ireland

Tom Cooney and Orla O’ Neill
Bailkonur (1996), Delgany Post Office, Co Wicklow. Price: £23.95

his extremely well-research-

ed book contains a detailed
commentary on the present law
and the need for substantial law
reform in the whole area of both
voluntary and involuntary admis-
sions to psychiatric hospitals.

The book analyses the Mental
Treatment Act, 1945 as amended
and the Government White Paper
on anew Mental Health Act (July
1995), but argues cogently that
the White Paper, despite its mer-
its, fails to take the rights of per-
sons experiencing mental disor-
der seriously enough.

The authors analyse many
decided casesin the mental health
area, including both Irish cases
and cases of the European
Commission and European Court
of Human Rights. They also
examine how the European con-
vention on human rights and fun-
damental freedoms and the

DECEMBER 1997

United Nations charter, should

affect domestic law.

The authors suggest new safe-
guards to protect people being
admitted voluntarily to psychiatric
hospitals under conditions that are
not, in fact, voluntary. They have
even drafted a statutory bill of
rights of psychiatric patients which
attempts to remedy the defects, as
they seeit, in the White Paper. The
controversia issue of the right of
involuntary patients to refuse treat-
ment is also aired.

Thereisauseful summary of the
present wardship legidation, with
suggestions for reform, such as:

« A provision for prompt dis-
charge of awardship order with
periodic reviews of the ward's
health, if necessary

« A provison whereby a ward
would not lose &l individua
rights where some capacity
existed

« A provision for persona care
guardianship where decisions
could be made for individual
patients by guardians without
reference to the wards of court
office, such aswith an enduring
power of attorney

« A provision for a guardian to
make decisions regarding men-
ta hedth care for a patient
without the authority of the
High Court. The guardianship
order would indicate in specific
terms which forms of treatment
the guardian had power in any
given case to give substitute
consent on behalf of the ward

« A provision for an advocate
who would represent the
patient in learning about, pro-
tecting and asserting the
patient’s rights within the
healthcare context and to act in
consultation with the patient,
where appropriate. It is sug-

gested that an advocacy service
would be placed on a statutory
basis, with an advocates office
appointed to act as advocates
in appropriate cases

« A provision for an adult care
order as suggested in the White
Paper, whereby a health board
could seek the court’s approval
to the placement of the person
with a mental disorder in the
care of a relative, a health
board or a voluntary agency.

This book is essentia for anyone
interested in law reform in the
mental health area. The practi-
tioner will also find invaluable
information for enforcing the
rights of individuals with amental
disability.

John Costello is a solicitor with
Dublin solicitors Eugene F
Collins.
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BLACKHALL PLACE, DUBLIN 7
FAST o FRIENDLY # EFFICIENT » COMPETITIVE PRICES » MEMBERS OF EXPRESS SERVICE

PHONE CARMEL OR RITA ON
01 671 0711, EXT 450 (FAX: 671 3523)

Private limited company — ten days, £150
Guarantee company — ten days, from £98.40
Shelf company — ten minutes, £245
Non-resident company — ten days, £150
Single member company — ten days, £150
New companies, using complete nominees —
ten days, £165
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L egal Costs Accountants

Connolly L owe House
3 Inns Quay
Dublin 7

Telephone: (01) 873 5266 (4 lines)
8721798 6775275
6716068 677 4755
677 4024 677 9240

D.D.E. Box No. 100

Fax: (01) 677 9466
ConnollyL owe@Securemail.ie

Wishing all our Clients
a very Happy Christmas
and a Prosperous New Year




PROFESSIONAL INFORMATION

LOST LAND
CERTIFICATES

Registration of Title Act, 1964

An application has been received from the
registered owners mentioned in the schedule
hereto for the issue of a land certificate as
stated to have been lost or inadvertently
destroyed. A new certificate will be issued
unless natification is received in the Registry
within 28 days from the date of publication of
this notice that the origina certificate is in
existence and in the custody of some person
other than the registered owner. Any such
notification should state the grounds on
which the certificate is being held.

(Register of Titles), Central Office, Land
Registry, Chancery Street, Dublin

(Published 5 December 1997)

Regd owner: Patrick (orse Patrick J)
Coleman, Muckinagh, Strokestown, Co
Roscommon; Folio: 6817, Townland:
Muckinagh and Drumagissaun; Area: 11a
1r 14p and 1a 1r 24p; Co Roscommon

Regd owner: Michael Duffy; Folio: 22528;
Lands: Letterkenny; Area: 6a 1r 5p; Co
Donegal

Regd owner: Dorothy O'Reilly; Folio: 1812;
Lands: Maudlings Barony Naas North; Co
Kildare

Regd owner: Ellen O'Nelll of 68 Baaly
Park, Dundrum, Dublin 14; Folio: 6007L;
Lands: Townland of Balaly in the Barony
of Rathdown; Co Dublin

Regd owner: Patrick D MacConville &
Kathleen MacConville, Cummeen, Strand
Hill Road, Sligo; Folio: 19519; Townland:
Cummeen; Area: 0a 1r Op; Co Sligo

Regd owner: Ailish Byrne; Falio: 832L; Co
Meath

Regd owner: Michael O'Reilly, Shanaglish,
Gort, Co Gaway; Folio: 32091F; Co
Galway

Regd owner: Edward Clegg, Folio: 12279;
Co Monaghan

Regd owner: Andrew Moloney (Junior),
Skehana, Clarecastle, Co Clare; Folio:
20238; Townland: Skehanagh; Area:
9.950 acres; Co Clare

Regd owner: Joseph Cooney, Carnmore,
Oranmore, Co Galway; Folio 20884F; Co
Galway

Regd owner: Vincent Leavy; Folio 9873;
Land: Aghnagore and Cloondara; Co
Longford

ENGLISH AGENTS:

Agency work undertaken
for Irish solicitorsin
both litigation and
non-contentious matters —
including legal aid.

Fearon & Co,
Solicitors,

Westminster House,

12 The Broadway, Woking,
Surrey GU21 5AU.
Tel: 0044 1483 726272
Fax: 0044 1483 725807
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Regd owner: Thomas Begley; Folio: 4650;
Land: Ballybinaby; Area: 21a 2r 34p; Co
Louth

Regd owner: John J Monks of Balbutcher
House, Ballymun Road, Santry, County
Dublin (The Forest, Cloghran, County
Dublin); Folio: 15690; Lands. Townland
of Forrestfields in the Barony of
Nethercross; Area: (Hectares) 1.577; Co
Dublin

Regd owner: Roger Forde, Gaurus Road,
Rodevan, Ennis, Co Clare; Folio: 5134F;
Townland: Rosslevan; Co Clare

Malcolmson, Kathleen, deceased, late of
Ervey, Kingscourt, Co Cavan. Would any per-
son knowing of the whereabouts of awill of
the above named who died on 29 October
1997, please contact FN Murtagh &
Company, Solicitors, Main  Street,
Kingscourt, Co Cavan, tel: 042 67503, fax:
042 67429

Frost, Patrick Joseph (otherwise Padhraig
Seosamh), deceased, Iate of 30 Murphystown
Road, Leopardstown Heights, Foxrock,
Dublin 18, and formerly of 291 Sutton Park,
Dublin 13, and formerly of Tuam, civil ser-
vant. Would any person knowing the where-
abouts of a will of the said deceased or who
has any information relating to awill of said
deceased, who died on 24 October 1994,
please contact Kearns Price & Co, Solicitors,
2 Lr O'Connell Street, Dublin 1, tel:
8742131, fax: 8740709

Higgins, Helen (also known as Fradley,
Helen), deceased, late of 51 La Touche Road,
Bluebell, Inchicore, Dublin 12. Would any
person having knowledge of a will executed
by the above named deceased who died on 6
September 1997, please contact Ms Nora
Ward of A&L Goodbody, Solicitors, 1
Earlsfort Centre, Hatch Street, Dublin 2, tel:
01 6613311, fax: 01 6613278

EMPLOYMENT

Solicitor semi-retired, interested in part-
time/locum position. Box no 100

Attractive job and Salary in Kildare. Solr
2/13 PQE, experience in commercia leases,
computer literate, own car, flair. Part 1: com-
mercial, conveyancing, litigation; part 2:
research, writing, editing, recording, market-
ing. CV and letter now to Patrick J Farrell and
Company, Newbridge

A solicitor with aleast two years post-quali-
fication experience is required for busy South
West practice—mainly probate, conveyancing,
district court and general legal work. All appli-
cationsin writing to Box no 101

Round Hall Sweet & Maxwell requires a
Lega Editor. Editors are responsible for pro-
gressing publications of &l typesthrough pro-
duction. The candidate now being sought will
have particular responsibilities in monitoring

legal developments for the Irish Current Law
Monthly Digest and allied publications.
Applicants should demonstrate a meticulous
eye for detail, an ability to interpret and
pregis law, willingness to work to deadlines
and the confidence to deal with authors and
externd editors. Basic information technolo-
gy skills are essentia. Full training will be
given to the right applicants, who should hold
aprofessional legal qudlification, and have a
desire to make a career in law publishing.
Please apply in writing enclosing a CV, stat-
ing your current salary (if any) and explaining
why you feel that a career in legal publishing
is right for you, to: Aideen O'Regan, Round
Hall Sweet & Maxwell, Brehon House, 4
Upper Ormond Quay, Dublin 7

MISCELLANEOUS

Northern Ireland agents for al contentious
and non-contentious matters. Consultation in
Dublin if required. Fee sharing envisaged.
Offices in Belfast, Newry and Carrickfergus.
Contact Norville Connolly, D&E Fisher,
Solicitors, 8 Trevor Hill, Newry, tel: 080
1693 61616, fax: 080 1693 67712

Personal injury claims, family law, criminal
law and property law in England and Wales.
We have specidist departments in each of
these areas, and offices in London (Wood
Green and Camden) and Birmingham. One of
our staff isin Ireland for one week in every
month. Lega aid available to clients that
qualify. Contact David Levene & Company,
Ashley House, 235-239 High Road, Wood
Green, London N22 4HF, England, tel: 0044
181 881 7777, fax: 0044 181 889 6395, and
The McLaren Building, 35 Dale End,
Birmingham B4 7LN, tel: 0044 121 212
0000, fax: 0044 121 233 1878

London solicitorswill advise on UK matters
and undertake agency work. All areas.
Corporate/private clients. Ellis & Fairbairn,
26 Old Brompton Road, South Kensington,
London SW7 3DL, tel: 0044 171 589 0141,
fax: 0044 171 225 3935

Agents — England and Wales. We are will-
ing to act as agents for Irish solicitorsin civil
and crimina litigation. Contact: Olliers,
Solicitors, Alderman Downward House, 2/3
The Birtles, Civic Centre, Wythenshawe,
Manchester M22 5RF, tel: 0044 161 437
0527, fax: 0044 161 437 3225

THE SPECI ALI STS
W TH THE
EXPERTI SE TO PROG
VI DE
TOP CLASS
LEGAL SECRETARI ES

Seasons Greetings

Northern Ireland solicitors. Will advise and
undertake NI-related matters. All areas corpo-
rate/private. Agency or full referral of casesas
preferred. Consultations in Dublin or else-
where if required. Fee sharing envisaged.
Donnelly Neary & Donnelly, 1 Downshire
Road, Newry, Co Down, tel: 080 1693 64611,
fax: 080 1693 67000. Contact KJ Neary

Northern Ireland solicitors providing an
efficient and comprehensive legal service in
al contentious/non-contentious matters.
Dublin-based consultations and elsewhere.
Feeapportionment. M L White, Solicitors, 43-
45 Monaghan Street, Newry, County Down,
tel: 080 1693 68144, fax: 080 1693 60966

Tax consultants offer a complete tax adviso-
ry service covering the problems which may
arise from income tax, VAT, CGT and CAT
within a legal practice. Dermot Byrne &
Associates, Larch House, 44 Northum-
berland Avenue, Dun Laoghaire, Co Dublin.
tel: 01 2808315, fax: 01 2843092

LOST TITLE DEEDS

Ryan, Richie, deceased. Would any person
holding or knowing the whereabouts of title
deeds of the above-named to a dwelling at
Market Street, Bantry, Co Cork, please con-
tact O'Mahony Farrelly, Solicitors, Bantry,
tel: 027 50132, fax: 027 50603 (Ref
KL/71308)

THE REGISTRY OF WILLS SERVICE

Concern has been expressed by some practition-
ersat the overhead imposed by theregistration of
existing wills. It iswidely accepted that registra-
tion fees for future wills are not a concern as the
outlay can be advised and charged to the client at
the time of making the will.

Inrecognition of this concern, the cost of reg-
istration of wills (made up to and including the
31st day of October 1997) has been reduced to a
fee of £1.00 plus VAT @ 21% per will, total
£1.21.

This reduction will apply provided registra-
tion takes place prior to the 28th day of
November 1997 next. After that date, the normal
registration fee will be payable.

The Registry of Wills Service Limited
TuckeysHouse, 8, Tuckey Street, Cork
Tel: +35321279225 Fax: 35321279 226

James Hyland
& Company

FORENSIC ACCOUNTANTS

26/28 South Terrace,
Cork
Phone (021) 319 200
Fax: (021) 319 300

Dublin Office:
Carmichael House
60 L ower Baggot Street
Dublin 2
Phone: (01) 475 4640

ﬁ%@'@%@.%ﬁqﬁz Fax: (01) 475 4643
Tel : 662 7557 Fax: 662 E-mail jhyland @ indigo.ie
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PROFESSIONAL INFORMATION

Employment register/vacancies

The following is a list of current
vacancies which have been
notified to the Law Society
recruitment service. An updated
list can be obtained at any time by
fax or post from Geraldine Hynes,
Career & Professional Development
Adviser (tel: 01 671 0200).

Ref 6.51 DUBLIN 7:
Conveyancing and general practice,
newly-qualified. Woods & Co, 41
Arran Quay.

Ref 6.60 DUBLIN 2:
Conveyancing and general practice
(min two years' pge). Brophys, 38-40
Parliament Street.

Ref 6.73 DUBLIN 2:
Litigation and general practice,
recently-qualified; Denis Murnaghan
& Co.

Ref 6.74 SLIGO:
i) Litigation and (ji) general practice;
Damien Tansey & Co.

Ref 6.75 CO WEXFORD:
General practice; Anthony O'Gorman
& Co, Gorey.

Ref 6.77 IFSC:
Commercial lawyer; two-six years’
pge. Orix Aviation Systems Limited
(David Power).

Ref 6.83 DUBLIN 15:
Conveyancing and general practice;
Seamus Maguire & Co,
Blanchardstown.

Ref 6.84 GALWAY:
Conveyancing and general practice
(min two years' pge). Patrick M Keane
& Co.

Ref 6.86 DUBLIN 2:
Solicitors with civil litigation
experience; written applications to
Dr EG Hall, Telecom Eireann.

Ref 6.88 DUBLIN 12:
General practice (min two years' pge).
Michael Hayes & Co.

Ref 6.91 LIMERICK:
Experienced conveyancer (full-time or
part-time). Mai McMahon, Hartstonge
Street.

Ref 6.93 BANK OF IRELAND TRUST
SERVICES:
Recently-qualified solicitors (six
month contract). Applications to
Bridget Kenna, Personnel
Department.

Ref 6.97 LIMERICK:
Locum solicitor for general practice
Jan-Apr 1998; Geraldine Thornton,
O'Connell Street.

Ref 6.98 JERSEY:
Recently-qualified solicitors required

Law Society

'EMPLOYMENT
_REGISTER

If you are a solicitor

looking for a job, you
~ should place your CV
on the Society’s

Employment Register

If you need to

recruit a solicitor on

a full-time, part-time

or locum hasis,

o . why not use this
: Register? -
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by trust company; Applications to
Kevin O'Connell, Atlantique Trust Ltd.

Ref 6.99 LONGFORD:

Litigation and general practice; John J
Quinn & Co.

Ref 12.1 DUBLIN 2/14:

Litigation & conveyancing locum; Dec-
Mar. Brendan J Dillon, Dundrum.

Ref 12.2 CO WICKLOW:

Litigation, recently-qualified;
Augustus Cullen & Son.

Ref 12.3 STOCK EXCHANGE:
Investment funds listing adviser; suit
recently-qualified solicitor with some
commercial experience; applications
to Hilary Griffey.

Ref 12.4 DUBLIN (BLACKROCK):
Conveyancing and probate;
recently-qualified; Michael Sheil &
Associates.

Ref 12.5 SLIGO:

Conveyancing and general practice
(temporary position). Howley Carter &
Co.

Ref 12.6 CO WEXFORD:

General practice; Nolan & Co, 31
South St, New Ross.

Ref 12.7 DUBLIN 2:

Litigation and employment law (tem-
porary contract); min three years'
pge. William Fry (Boyce Shubotham).

Ref 12.8 CO CLARE:

General practice; Patrick F Molony &
Co, Ennis.

Ref 12.9 CO CLARE:
Recently-qualified (temporary con-
tract); must be computer literate.
Applications to Rose Hynes, General
Counsel, GPA Group plc, Shannon.

Ref 12.11 CORK:

Experienced locum for general prac-
tice, Jan-Mar '98. Gerald Y Goldberg
& Co (Anne O'Mahony).

Ref 12.12 CO KERRY:

Tralee Law Centre; temporary posi-
tion; tel: Eamonn Purcell, Legal Aid
Board, 01 6615811.

Ref 12.13 CO CAVAN:

General practice; Mel C Kilrane & Co,
Bailieborough.

Ref 12.14 DUBLIN 22:

Locum solicitor required, Jan-Jun '98.
Applications to Hugh Cunniam,
Clondalkin Law Centre.

Ref 12.15 BUILDING SOCIETY:
Conveyancing solicitor, recently-quali-
fied; applications to Aisling Pierce,
INBS, Grand Parade, Dublin 2.

Ref 12.16 DUBLIN 8:

Senior property solicitor with com-
mercial experience; applications to
Michael Carroll, CIE Solicitor's Office.

SOLICITOR
LINK

Completely CONFIDENTIAL
service to help solicitors wishing
to buy or sell a practice or
merge with another firm
or share overheads

FOR FURTHER DETAILS
Contact Geraldine Hynes at the Law Society, Blackhall Place, Dublin 7
(tel: 01 671 0200; fax: 01 671 0064)
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