Attorney-General’s Pro Bono Co-ordinating Committee
Notes for CHULS

15/16th November 2006
I attended one meeting of the full AG’s committee and one meeting of the Law Schools Sub Committee since the SLS Conference in September 2006. Some issues were discussed at both meetings so this report is a composite of both meetings.
1.
Pro Bono Week

There was report on this year’s Pro Bono Week and a draft copy of ‘The Review’ was circulated and there was a discussion of the circulation of the magazine. 

The date for next years PBW was settled as November 2007. There was some discussion of the date which has been changed to allow some reshaping of the event and to allow greater participation by students (the traditional June date being after the end of term for many universities or in the middle of examinations) 

2.
Website

The PB website (www.probonouk.net) has been updated by the web manager (Angela Lunn lunna@irwinmitchell.co.uk) and there was a discussion of what the website might do/achieve. Any universities wishing to post information on the website please contact Angela.

3.
Specialist areas

The full committee discussed aspects of IOLA (interests on lawyers’ accounts) and cost recovery for those undertaking professional legal work pro bono. Negotiations with the Inland Revenue continue but it seems likely that these lengthy negotiations will soon be completed.  A new charitable foundation ‘The New Foundation’ is being established and is a possible recipient of costs recovered in an action where the professional advisors acted pro bone (also a possible recipient of IOLA funds).

4.
Law School issues
Law Works (formerly the Solicitors Pro Bono Group) has conducted an extensive survey on PB Activity (see talk by Richard Grimes) and the AG’s Committee has expressed enthusiasm for encouraging all universities to engage in some form of PB activity. However, there is no hard cash to support any such activity (nor is HEFCE likely to change the banding of Law) and the most positive suggestion was that the informal links which universities have developed to exchange information on PB be expanded to include something akin to mentoring.

The private providers of legal training (the College and BPP) are both represented on the Law Schools’ sub group and the survey is a useful summary of how much is being done by the publicly funded sector. However, I continue to sound a note of caution (allied to enthusiasm) on behalf of the university sector given the funding regime is very different from that of the private providers.

The AG is re-instating the Pro Bono Awards – see the website for details (or www.lawworks.org.uk)
The committee is likely to set up a parallel International Committee but details are at present sketchy.

