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(c)

Do you think the Law Society should explore this concept in further detail?

Is a Residential Conveyancing Client Charter a good idea and do you have any
comments on the content?

What are your views on how membership of any scheme should be policed?
What sanctions should be applied and who should apply them?
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In principle, do you think it would be in the interests of conveyancing
solicitors and their clients for the Law Society to develop a membership
scheme that involved the use of revised conveyancing forms and protocol
and was supported by an electronic infrastructure that supported the
forms and protocol?

Should the scheme be called ‘TransAction Plus’ and would you be
interested in joining?

What elements of TransAction Plus would you see as a pre-requisite for
you to take up the scheme?

What aspects (if any) of TransAction Plus would deter you from joining
such a scheme?

Should accreditation form part of the TransAction Plus scheme? If not,
would you be interested in accreditation as a separate scheme?

Do you believe that the Law Society should explore opportunities to
promote the unique role of a solicitor to clients? Should this form part of
the TransAction Plus scheme?

What are your views on how a membership scheme should be funded?

In the light of your own firm's strategic plans, for how long do you
anticipate that a membership scheme would be viable?

What fee would you be prepared to pay to join the membership scheme?

Would you prefer to pay a fee per conveyancing transaction or a fixed fee
per annum or a combined cost?

Do you agree with our assessment of the advantages and disadvantages
of the conveyancing portal?

On balance, would you be in favour of the Law Society developing a portal
to support TransAction Plus?
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