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A recent Queensland Court of Appeal decision serves as a timely reminder that admission to the legal profession is about more

than academic qualifications.

In Ali [2026] QCA 100, the Court refused admission to an applicant whose history of sustained dishonesty - combined with a failure
to demonstrate genuine insight and rehabilitation - left it unable to be satisfied he was a fit and proper person. The case reinforces
an important principle: past misconduct does not automatically bar admission, but how an applicant addresses that misconduct can

be decisive.
The legal framework for admission in Queensland

Admission to the legal profession in Queensland is governed by the Legal Profession Act 2007 (QId), which requires that an

applicant satisfy the Supreme Court that they are a “fit and proper person” for admission. This involves more than meeting

academic and practical training requirements; applicants must also disclose any matters relevant to their character and suitability.

The Act imposes a strict obligation of full and frank disclosure, requiring applicants to reveal any conduct that may bear upon their
honesty, integrity, or fithess to practise. The Court exercises a protective function, assessing whether an applicant can be entrusted

with the responsibilities of a profession founded on trust and integrity.
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What is early consideration of suitability for admission in
Queensland?

For applicants who may have concerns about their suitability, Queensland provides a mechanism to address those issues in

advance.

Under section 32 of the Act, a person can apply to the Legal Practitioners Admissions Board (the Board) for what is often called
“early consideration” of any issues that might affect their suitability for admission. In simple terms, the applicant asks the Board to

indicate whether a particular issue - on its own - would prevent them from being considered a fit and proper person.

After considering the application, the Board can:

*make a declaration that the issue would not, by itself, prevent admission;
«decline to give that assurance; or

erefer the matter to the Queensland Civil and Administrative Tribunal (QCAT).

It is important to understand that this process is optional. Applicants are not required to seek early consideration before applying for

admission to the Court.

It is also not determinative. Even if the Board provides a favourable declaration, this is not binding on the Court, which makes the

final decision about whether a person is admitted to the profession.
What happened in Ali?

Mr Ali had completed a Juris Doctor and Practical Legal Training and was therefore academically eligible for admission. The central

issue was not qualification, but suitability.

The Court considered a number of disclosed matters, primarily connected to Mr Ali’s financial and taxation affairs between about
2008 and 2018. That conduct included making false or misleading statements to the Australian Taxation Office, fraudulently
claiming a substantial tax refund, creating false invoices, and falsely representing his academic qualifications to the ATO. The
Court described his conduct as deliberate and dishonest and noted that the dishonest conduct was repeated over a lengthy period

and extended into years in which he was undertaking tertiary studies, including legal studies.

There were also earlier criminal convictions from 2009, including wilful damage, stealing, dishonestly gaining a benefit, and assault
occasioning bodily harm. Although serious, the Court made clear that these matters were not the principal focus of concern. The

more significant issue was the extended and calculated nature of Mr Ali's dishonesty in his financial and taxation affairs.

Somewhat notably, Mr Ali had made five applications to the Board for early consideration of his suitability matters from September
2020 onwards. On each occasion the Board refused to make a declaration in the terms of section 32(2) of the Act. Instead, the
Board gave Mr Ali practical guidance about what steps might assist him to support this application. Those suggestions included

undertaking further ethics-focused study, obtaining mentoring within the profession, and undertaking volunteer work at a community



legal centre.

Mr Ali did not meaningfully engage with the Board’s recommendations. While he had made some limited attempts to contact
practitioners and organisations, the evidence did not establish sustained or genuine engagement of the kind suggested by the

Board.

In early 2024, Mr Ali sought to have his application for admission heard by the Court. His application was opposed by the Board
and adjourned by consent until a date to be fixed. In January 2026, Mr Ali sought to have his application re-listed for hearing. At the
time of Mr Ali’s application before the Court, the central issue remained whether, in light of his history, the Court could be satisfied

that Mr Ali was presently of such character that he could be trusted with the duties of a legal practitioner.
Why the Queensland Court of Appeal refused admission

The Court’s role in determining whether an applicant is fit and proper to be admitted as a lawyer is protective, not punitive. Its
primary purpose is to safeguard the public both in their dealings with legal practitioners and in ensuring they receive competent and
trustworthy representation. More broadly, it serves to protect the integrity of the legal system and maintain public confidence in the

proper administration of justice.

The Court’s reasoning in Ali is notable because it does not suggest that any past dishonesty will permanently bar a person from
admission. On the contrary, the authorities recognise that individuals are capable of reform, and that even serious past misconduct
does not necessarily prevent eventual admission. However, in Mr Ali's case, the difficulty lay in the combination of profound past
dishonesty and a continuing lack of judgment and insight. It was this interplay (rather than the conduct alone) that led the Court to

conclude that Mr Ali was not presently a fit and proper person for admission to the legal profession.

The Court also had regard to a number of additional factors in reaching its conclusion:

1. Duration of the conduct

First, the duration of the dishonest conduct weighed heavily against Mr Ali. His conduct was not
confined to a single incident or a youthful lapse in judgment. Rather, it extended over a prolonged
period and involved repeated, deliberate acts of dishonesty. Importantly, relatively little time had
passed since this conduct ceased, which left the Court unconvinced that there had been sufficient
opportunity for genuine rehabilitation to be demonstrated.

2. Absence of demonstrated reform

Secondly, the Court was not persuaded that Mr Ali had demonstrated genuine reform. While he
asserted that he had reflected on his conduct and developed an improved understanding of his
professional responsibilities, these assertions were unsupported by objective evidence. The Court
was critical of the fact that Mr Ali effectively asked the Court to accept, on his word alone, that he
had changed. In the absence of independent corroboration, his assurances were given little



weight.
3. Failure to engage with the Board's guidance

Finally, the Court considered Mr Ali's response to the practical guidance provided to him by the
Board and other practitioners. He had been given clear and constructive advice about the steps he
could take to better understand the ethical obligations of legal practice and to demonstrate that
understanding to the Court. However, his apparent failure to properly engage with that guidance
was itself concerning. It pointed to an ongoing lack of judgment, insight, and appreciation of the
standards expected of a legal practitioner.

Taken together, these factors reinforced the Court’s ultimate conclusion that Mr Ali had not yet demonstrated the level of insight,

rehabilitation, and trustworthiness required for admission.
What Ali means in practice and key takeaways for applicants

In our experience, applicants with suitability concerns often fall short not because of the underlying conduct itself, but because of
how they approach (or fail to properly address) those issues. The decision in Ali is a clear warning that where an applicant has
significant suitability issues, especially sustained or calculated dishonesty, the focus will turn quickly to evidence of reform, insight

and rehabilitation.

Whilst there is no “one size fits all” approach, Ali carries some key takeaways for applicants:

1. Full and frank disclosure is non-negotiable - attempts to minimise or selectively disclose issues are often more damaging

than the underlying conduct.
2. Time can heal - sustained good conduct over an extended period can demonstrate genuine change.
3. Evidence of rehabilitation, insight and accountability is important rather than mere assertions.

4. Credible referees or mentoring can strengthen admission applications.

Getting advice on suitability for admission in Queensland

Admission is not simply a procedural or technical exercise - it requires careful strategic consideration of disclosure, supporting

evidence, timing, and how best to demonstrate genuine insight and present fitness in light of past conduct.

Gilshenan &Luton Legal Practice regularly assist applicants with complex suitability issues, including where dishonesty, criminal
history, or academic misconduct raises real barriers to admission. Early, strategic advice can be decisive in how those issues are

addressed and ultimately assessed by the Board and the Court.



This blog is of a general nature and should not be relied upon as legal advice. If you require further information, advice or
assistance for your specific circumstances, please contact us.



