RESPONSE BY THE GLASGOW BAR ASSOCIATION
TO0
CONSULTATION DOCUMENT: ADVICE FOR ALL ETC.

The Glasgow Bar Association represents a large majority of Solicitors appearing in Glasgow
Courts. It has many members who practise civil and criminal law.

Civil Matters

1.

We agree that a consensual based approach, based on co-operation between local authorities,
the Scottish Executive, the Scottish Legal Aid Board and the Law Society would be
beneficial but we do not consider that a new national co-ordinating body

needs to be created in order for consensus to operate effectively.

2

Local authorities require to liaise closely with SLAB and their local Bar Associations who
represent not only the “private sector” but also Council supported and Law Centre Solicitors
who already fulfil a pivotal role.

3
No. The Scottish Legal Aid Board already fulfil this function. The establishment of a new
body will, of necessity, occasion significant costs with no clear or discernable benefit.

4.

As previously explained, a national body is not required. The Law Society and Scottish Legal
Aid Board are already more than able to fulfil these functions if provided with the necessary
funding and support from the Executive.

=g

See above responses.

We see grave risks in this approach. Members of the public may be misled into believing that
they are receiving the best advice from a qualified practitioner when this is not the case.
Members of the public should not be discouraged from seeking proper legal advice simply
because of their own impoverished condition.

6.

“Matchfunding” is not sufficiently described or expanded upon to allow a detailed response to
be given. We would however be concerned that an increased burden would be placed on local
providers, whereas PFLA should always be adequately funded by central government.

7

(a) We would agree that local authorities will require to plan in partnerships with local
providers (see question 2). We would comment that “best value” does not mean the cheapest
available option. We are concerned by the suggestion of grant funding, contracts and direct
employment of solicitors as this appears to us to raise inherent conflict. The solicitors

- primary responsibility must be the provision of quality independent advice, tailored to meet
the clients needs irrespective of the financial implications of the advice and whether or not the
preparation of a particular case by a particular method would exceed the grant available.






