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Justice Committee  
 

Scottish Civil Justice Council and Criminal Legal Assistance Bill 
 

Letter from Iain Hingston to the Committee 
 
I am a Partner with the firm of Graeme Murray and Co in Aberdeen. My business is 
significantly dependant on criminal court work. I was a Procurator Fiscal Depute for 
6 years and joined this firm in 2006. I have seen, in even that limited time, the 
deliberate attack upon my profession and my colleagues, orchestrated largely by 
SLAB. I do not require to state to you the importance which should be placed on 
what we do, being as we are an essential element of the justice system and the only 
line of defence against the state and police and their often unjustified prosecutions 
(and persecutions) of this country’s citizens. I believe in what I do and I had hoped to 
make a career of it.   
 
With each passing year, however, it seems this is ever more unlikely. I will not dwell 
upon (nor reiterate in detail) the oft reported fact that my profession has seen an 
effective 20 year pay freeze and, indeed, cut in some cases. I continue to work, as 
do my colleagues, not because we cannot do anything else but because I know what 
I do is important. What I am not prepared to do, however, is to lie back on this 
occasion without acknowledging and protesting certain key proposals in this Bill and 
the way in which certain politicians and SLAB have sought to force these upon us. 
Much is made of “fairness” in our system but rarely are we criminal defence lawyers 
included in that. It is hard enough in this climate of ever-increasing diversions away 
from court proceedings to operate a business (with all the essential operating costs 
that entails) without the nightmare that would be contributions recoverable by the 
profession. Like many of my colleagues, I rarely recover contributions in ABWOR 
cases beyond a letter or 2 to the client. I realise that, effectively, I will never see that 
money and the cost of pursuing it far exceeds the sum concerned. However, were 
that to apply to summary legal aid, the vast majority of my and my colleagues’ 
business, then I am left with certain options, none of which prove attractive. The 
position would have to be that I will not appear unless the contribution has been 
paid. In some cases, it will be. In many, it won’t, particularly given the ludicrous 
threshold of £68 of disposable income above which contributions fall to be paid. In 
that case, I either (a) appear anyway as “some money is better than none”, an 
attitude SLAB and certain politicians are relying upon, and I have an obligation to the 
court above all else; (b) delay cases until my contribution is paid or (c) withdraw from 
acting.  
 
It has not yet been explained to my satisfaction why SLAB, who I understand already 
collects civil contributions, cannot undertake this role, other than they don’t want to. 
Combined with the aforementioned threshold, this is a direct attack on the legal aid 
system and reduces, rather than increases, the access to justice that SLAB is 
obliged to provide. It has been known for some time that SLAB wishes to “kill us off” 
but we are still here. The PDSO is not the cost-effective and all-encompassing 
solution that SLAB would have you believe. Independence is essential and that is 
only provided for by an independent bar. Passing this Bill in this form will have dire 
consequences for that, putting firms out of business and further limiting access to 
justice for this country’s citizens. 
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When this matter is looked at on Tuesday, please consider these points and the no 
doubt countless others from colleagues across the country. As a profession (and 
professional debaters), it is often difficult to get a consensus – for the avoidance of 
doubt, we are united here. 
 
Iain Hingston 
Partner 
Graeme Murray and Co 
9 November 2012 
 


