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Week Three: Admission to the “Profession” (Chapter 3) 
 

REQUIREMENTS FOR ADMISSION 

 Legal Profession Act 2004 (NSW) s4(1) – definition of admission to the legal profession 

o Admission by a Supreme Court as: 

a) a lawyer, or (b)a legal practitioner, or (c) a barrister, or (d) a solicitor, or 

(e) a barrister and solicitor, or (f) a solicitor and barrister 

 

 Legal Profession Act 2004 (NSW) s24 – eligibility for admission 

 Legal Profession Act 2004 (NSW) s25 – suitability for admission 

 Legal Profession Act 2004 (NSW) s9 – suitability matters 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 According to Ross (52) the test of ascertaining if an applicant is a ‘fit and proper person’ or 

of ‘good character’ is a negative one – presumed to be good unless evidence otherwise. 

 

 Failure to disclose relevant matters is generally regarded as demonstrating lack of fitness to 

be admitted to practice as it shows a lack of honesty and candour.  

o It can lead to refusal of admission or, where the lack of disclosure is discovered after 

admission – removal of the applicant’s name from the Roll of Practitioners. 

 Despite this, disclosure doesn’t necessarily preclude admission 

 

 Generally – events of dishonesty, lack of honesty or candour with the court, convictions for 

other indictable offences – and offences that point to a wilful disregard for the rule of law, 

or an attitude of contempt towards the justice system are regarded as most serious. 

 

 Re Davis (1947) 75 CLR 409:  

o Didn’t disclose conviction for break, enter and steal which was 8 years prior 

o Despite that it occurred in unusual circumstance, court found lack of candour in 

disclosing was a bar to admission – until 32 years after initial application 

 


