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Executive summary  

1. This document outlines our response to our Principles of Qualified Lawyers 

consultation. 

2. The short consultation proposed amendments to our Principles for Qualified 

Lawyers seeking admission in England and Wales after the Solicitors Qualifying 

Examination (SQE) is introduced. The principles outline our overarching 

requirements, our approach to exemptions and the recognition of professional 

qualifications, professional experience and language knowledge requirements. 

3. The proposed changes are required so we can be sure that the professional 

experience or qualifications of a qualified lawyer provides them with the 

necessary skills, knowledge and competence for practice as a solicitor of England 

and Wales.  

4. They were also designed to make sure that our principles align with Part 1 of our 

Authorisation of Individuals Regulations ('SQE admission regulations') and that all 

qualified lawyers are competent in the English or Welsh language. 

5. We proposed to: 

5.1 Remove the requirement for qualified lawyers seeking an exemption from 

the SQE to be from a jurisdiction we recognise. 

5.2 Make clear that qualified lawyers can demonstrate the language 

requirement in either English or Welsh in line with our Authorisation of 

Individuals Regulations. 

5.3 Extend the language requirement to qualified lawyers who are exempt from 

parts of SQE2 (as well as the whole of it, as originally drafted) where we 

have serious and concrete doubts about their language knowledge. 

5.4 Remove the word “test” from the language requirement section. 

6. The consultation included draft principles which set out our proposed 

amendments. We also asked for views on our proposed guidance for qualified 

lawyers on how they can demonstrate competence in the English or Welsh 

language. 

7. We will proceed with our proposals having analysed each consultation response 

and considered how we can mitigate potential risks. We have included final 

versions of our principles and guidance for demonstrating English or Welsh 

language knowledge in this document.  

https://www.sra.org.uk/sra/policy/sqe/principle-admission/
https://www.sra.org.uk/sra/policy/sqe/principle-admission/
https://www.sra.org.uk/solicitors/standards-regulations/authorisation-individuals-regulations/
https://www.sra.org.uk/solicitors/standards-regulations/authorisation-individuals-regulations/
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8. The consultation did not identify any additional impacts or qualified lawyers from 

protected characteristic groups that prevent us from proceeding with our 

changes. 

9. We will now apply to the Legal Services Board (LSB) for approval of these 

changes. We will do this through our second SQE application which will be 

submitted to the LSB in summer 2020. Subject to approval, our revised principles 

will take effect once the SQE is introduced. 

10. We also published an initial impact assessment alongside our consultation. This 

document builds on that initial assessment and includes our final assessment of 

our changes against the Equality Act 2020, the Better Regulation Principles and 

our regulatory objectives.  

Who did we hear from? 

11. The consultation was launched on 26 March 2020 and closed on 6 May 2020.  

12. We promoted the consultation to our stakeholders through our social media 

channels and our newsletters. We contacted each jurisdiction we currently 

recognise for the purposes of the Qualified Lawyers Transfer Scheme. 

13. We received 17 responses. Respondents included the Law Society of England 

and Wales (TLS), the Junior Lawyers Division (JLD), Comisiynydd y Gymraeg / 

the Welsh Language Commissioner, the New Zealand Law Society, the New 

Zealand Council of Legal Education (NZCLE), a firm and a number of individuals.  

14. We are grateful to everyone who took the time to respond to our consultation. We 

have reviewed all the comments we received and have given each one careful 

consideration in developing our final policy positions. 

Our final positions  

15. In this section we outline each consultation proposal, a summary of the 

responses we received, our next steps and how we will mitigate any risks we 

have identified.  

Consultation proposal 1: Remove the requirement for qualified lawyers seeking 
an exemption from the SQE to be from a jurisdiction we recognise 

What we proposed  

16. We proposed to remove the requirement for an overseas jurisdiction to be 

recognised by us when a qualified lawyer is seeking exemption from the SQE. 

Our objective is to make sure that the professional experience or qualification of a 

qualified lawyer is equivalent to the SQE, or the relevant part of it.  
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17. We said that we would do this through assessing their qualifications and 

experience against the content and standard of the SQE, or the relevant part of it. 

18. This emphasis on qualifications and experience means that we do not need 

separately to assess the features of the jurisdiction in which the qualification was 

obtained or in which the lawyer has been practising. Recognising the jurisdiction 

itself is not therefore a necessary part of the process. 

Summary of responses  

19. 12 of the 17 respondents supported this proposal, including the New Zealand 

Law Society. The JLD suggested that removal of this requirement could: 

19.1 enable qualified lawyers from all countries, irrespective of jurisdiction, to 

qualify and make England and Wales the jurisdiction of choice  

19.2 increase competition and choice by encouraging best talent from diverse 

backgrounds to enter the market  

19.3 support the aims of the SQE by increasing access to the profession. 

20. The JLD also expressed concern that this change could increase the burden on a 

qualified lawyer, who does not have the support of a regulatory or professional 

body to make an application for exemption to us.  

21. TLS also agreed that our proposed change could help people from all 

backgrounds to be able to enter the profession based on merit. However, they 

were concerned that since the individual has a clear interest in the outcome of the 

application, this could increase the possibility for false or partial information being 

provided. This could undermine the integrity of the SQE. 

22. Two individual respondents disagreed. They felt that to maintain high standards 

for qualified lawyers, applications for admission from qualified lawyers should 

include an assessment of jurisdiction of origin. This would make sure that the 

jurisdiction offers a valid academical credential, or a valid qualification route. 

What we will do next 

23. We agree with respondents that our change could encourage more qualified 

lawyers to seek qualification, increase access to competent solicitors and support 

access to the profession. We will proceed with the removal of the requirement for 

qualified lawyers seeking an exemption from the SQE to be from a jurisdiction we 

recognise. 

24. Our assessment of the qualifications and experience of a qualified lawyer 

provides the evidence we need to evaluate whether they have met the standard 

we expect. Recognised jurisdiction status does not offer this assurance. We 
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recognise the concern that the evidence needs to be genuine. Where a qualified 

lawyer is from a regulated profession, we will continue to require a Certificate of 

Good Standing from their home jurisdiction as part of the admission process.  

25. Our principles also state that a regulatory/professional body or an individual 

qualified lawyer may make an application to us for recognition of a professional 

title. We will continue to recognise professions which we have recognised 

previously, for the purpose of entitlement to exemptions from the SQE. Their 

actual exemptions will depend on the equivalence in content and standard of their 

qualification to the SQE or parts of it.  

26. A regulatory/professional body applying for recognition for the purposes of 

exemption from  the whole of SQE1 and/or SQE2 or individual components of the 

SQE for their profession will need to undertake a mapping exercise and submit 

evidence to us showing how their members' professional qualification is 

equivalent to the SQE. An individual qualified lawyer without a regulatory or 

professional body can also make an application to us. 

27. We will review this mapping exercise to make sure that the content and standard 

of the qualification scheme is not substantially different in content or standard to 

corresponding areas of the SQE. 

28. We will provide guidance to support regulatory/professional bodies in completing 

this mapping exercise. This will be issued before the SQE is introduced. At this 

stage, it is difficult to identify whether any qualified lawyers will be impacted by 

this change as suggested by the JLD.  

29. Our approach is proportionate. Assessment of the qualifications and experience 

of a qualified lawyer provides the evidence we need to evaluate whether they 

have met the standard we require rather than relying on jurisdiction and requiring 

an individual to sit all the SQE.  

30. Our changes could also increase the number of qualified lawyers who could apply 

for admission by removing the requirement of being from a recognised 

jurisdiction. 

31. Given that this requirement will only take effect once the SQE is introduced, it is 

difficult to assess the likely burden on qualified lawyers from protected 

characteristic groups.  We will also provide information to support an individual 

qualified lawyer without a regulatory or professional body in making an 

application to us and monitor this for any unintended consequences through our 

overall SQE evaluation. 
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How we will manage risks 

32. The JLD suggested that some qualified lawyers seeking recognition of a 

professional title that they hold and which confers practice rights in England and 

Wales or in an overseas jurisdiction which has not previously been recognised by 

us and has not been the subject of an application to us by the 

regulatory/professional body, could be burdened by having to make an 

application to us. 

33. We recognise this risk. We must make sure that all qualified lawyers seeking an 

exemption from all or part of the SQE are competent to practise. Any impact on 

an individual qualified lawyer is therefore justified in order to protect the public. 

However, we will make the process as straightforward as possible and will 

provide guidance to help individuals making an application to us. We will monitor 

our approach to make sure that it is as manageable as possible for individual 

applicants.  

34. We understand the concerns raised by TLS about the potential for individuals to 

submit misinformation. We will put in place a clear, robust, and objective process 

for the assessment of applications from individual qualified lawyers, for example, 

contacting employers of qualified lawyers to confirm details that have been 

provided. 

35. We have not identified any detrimental or disproportionate impact on qualified 

lawyers from any protected characteristic group because of this change.  

36. We will communicate our changes with qualified lawyers and jurisdictions once 

the LSB has approved our changes to help them understand what is required.  

Consultation proposal 2: Assessing the Welsh language knowledge of 

qualified lawyers 

What we proposed 

37. We regulate solicitors in England and Wales and recognise that they may speak 

English, Welsh or both. Regulation 6.2(b) of the SRA Authorisation of Individuals 

Regulations provides that one of the eligibility requirements for a practising 

certificate is that the applicant has sufficient knowledge of written and spoken 

English or Welsh, depending on the language they use. 

38. The principles, as originally drafted, suggest that a qualified lawyer can 

demonstrate that they meet the language requirement through the medium of 

English, but do not mention Welsh. This is therefore inconsistent with that 

regulation and our policy intention. 
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39. We propose to amend the principles to make clear that qualified lawyers can 

demonstrate their language knowledge when applying for their practising 

certificate in either English or Welsh.  

40. This change makes sure that Welsh speaking candidates who wish to 

demonstrate their language competence in Welsh are not disadvantaged. 

Qualified lawyers will be entitled to practise across both England and Wales 

regardless of whether they have demonstrated their language knowledge in 

English or Welsh. 

Summary of responses 

41. 12 respondents, including the Comisiynydd y Gymraeg / the Welsh Language 

Commissioner, the New Zealand Law Society, the JLD, the TLS and a firm, 

welcomed our proposal on the grounds that it would enable proficient Welsh 

speaking qualified lawyers to seek an exemption from the whole or part of the 

SQE and meet the language requirement once the SQE is introduced. 

Comisiynydd y Gymraeg / the Welsh Language Commissioner said our change 

ensures that the bilingual society of Wales is reflected, and our approach adheres 

to the core principle of the Welsh Language (Wales) Measure 2011 of not treating 

Welsh less favourably than English. 

42. Three individual respondents disagreed with this proposal but did not provide 

their reasoning. One respondent suggested the SQE itself was a sufficient test of 

language competence. One respondent chose not to comment.  

What we will do next  

43. We will amend our principles to make clear that qualified lawyers who are exempt 

for whole of part of the SQE can demonstrate their language knowledge when 

applying for their practising certificate in either English or Welsh.   

How we will manage risks 

44. Our proposed change is designed to address the potential disadvantage that 

Welsh speaking qualified lawyers could face in seeking admission once the SQE 

is introduced. It will allow Welsh speaking qualified lawyers seeking a whole or 

partial exemption from SQE2 to demonstrate their language knowledge in Welsh. 

45. The consultation did not raise any negative impacts about assessing the Welsh 

language knowledge of qualified lawyers. Nor have we identified any impacts on 

qualified lawyers from any protected characteristic group. 

46. We will engage with Welsh solicitors, firms and representative bodies to inform 

them of changes to our principles for qualified lawyers. We will provide guidance 
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in Welsh on the range of ways in which they can demonstrate their language 

knowledge when applying for their practising certificate.  

Consultation proposal 3: Extend the language requirement to qualified lawyers 

who are exempt from parts of SQE2 

What we proposed 

47. Our principles as drafted, allow us to apply a language requirement to qualified 

lawyers whose professional qualification(s) or professional experience we have 

recognised as equivalent to all SQE2. 

48. We proposed to extend the language requirement to apply to those qualified 

lawyers who may be partially exempt from SQE2. This is because a qualified 

lawyer who is exempt from part of SQE2 may not have demonstrated all four 

elements of language competence (listening, speaking, reading and writing) in 

the part that they have sat. Therefore, we may be left with serious and concrete 

doubts about their competence in the English/Welsh language. 

49. For the avoidance of doubt, in the event the transitional arrangements for the 

UK’s exit from the EU are still in force, qualified lawyers who are seeking 

admission on the basis of Article 10 of the Establishment Directive 98/5/EC 

(having practised as a Registered European Lawyer for a period of at least three 

years) will not be subject to an English or Welsh language requirement. 

50. We also said that this change would future proof our principles against the final 

design of the SQE assessment. Under the SQE admission regulations, qualified 

lawyers may be exempt from whole assessments within the SQE, but not from 

elements within an assessment. The model we have piloted for SQE2 envisages 

a single assessment with one overall pass/fail decision based on candidate 

performance across a range of tasks.  

51. However, depending on the final decision taken about the design of SQE2, and 

bearing in mind that the assessment design of any exam may change in the 

future, we wish to ensure that our principles allow us the flexibility we need to 

require evidence of language sufficiency where we have serious and concrete 

doubts, should this be required. 

Summary of responses 

52. 14 respondents agreed with our proposal, including a law firm, Comisiynydd y 

Gymraeg / the Welsh Language Commissioner, the New Zealand Law Society, 

the JLD and TLS. Respondents considered that language competence is required 

in order to provide competent legal services and to maintain trust and confidence 

in the legal system. One respondent agreed but suggested that a qualified lawyer 

would also need to submit evidence of their experience.  
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What we will do next  

53. Our objective is to ensure that all qualified lawyers meet the required standard of 

English or Welsh language competence we and the public expect. We will 

proceed with amending our principles to extend the language requirement to 

qualified lawyers who are exempt from parts of the SQE2. Our approach will also 

encourage the widest range of qualified lawyers to seek qualification whilst 

enabling us to maintain the high standards we expect. 

54. We will provide guidance to qualified lawyers to outline how language knowledge 

can be evidenced. We will publish this before the SQE is introduced. Visually 

impaired candidates will be able to discuss guidance with our Contact Centre by 

phone. 

How we will manage risk 

55. Our criteria for demonstrating English or Welsh language knowledge is designed 

to be flexible whilst maintaining high standards of language knowledge. However, 

in some cases, a qualified lawyer may have to incur cost to demonstrate English 

or Welsh language competence through an English or Welsh language 

proficiency test. 

56. We also said in our initial impact assessment that if we implemented this change, 

it could result in indirect discrimination on grounds of race or nationality for 

applicants born and/or brought up in a non-English or Welsh speaking country. 

57. We anticipate these risks would only impact a small number of qualified lawyers 

but set out several measures to mitigate them including:  

57.1 Only applying the requirements where we have serious and concrete doubt 

about the applicant’s language knowledge in English or Welsh. 

57.2 Targeting the requirements at those elements of English or Welsh 

knowledge which they have not been able to demonstrate through taking 

relevant elements of the SQE2. 

57.3 Developing flexible ways in which an applicant can demonstrate English or 

Welsh language knowledge if required. 

58. We do not consider that our proposal presents a significant or disproportionate 

barrier to admission for qualified lawyers who may need to incur a cost. Our 

objective is to ensure that all qualified lawyers meet the standard of language 

knowledge that is necessary for them to be able to provide legal services in 
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England and Wales competently. For this reason, we consider our proposal and 

any cost incurred by some qualified lawyers justifiable. We note that the TLS 

agrees that whilst our change may disadvantage those qualifying from a non-

English speaking country, they believe it is a necessary addition to maintain and 

ensure standards. 

59. We will regularly review our language knowledge requirement as part of overall 

evaluation of the SQE. This will help us make sure that there are no unintentional 

barriers to qualified lawyers who cannot demonstrate English or Welsh language 

knowledge outside of our guidance. We will also assess the application of this 

requirement. 

60. We have not identified any impact on qualified lawyers from other protected 

characteristic groups. 

Consultation proposal 4: Do you agree with our proposed approach to 

demonstrating English or Welsh language competence and proposal to remove 

the word “test” from our principles accordingly 

What we proposed  

61. We included draft guidance for qualified lawyers on how they can demonstrate 

English or Welsh language knowledge. 

62. We proposed to remove the word “test” from the language requirement section of 

our principles. We consider that it is unnecessary as a “test” does not reflect the 

flexibility in how a qualified lawyer can demonstrate their language knowledge if 

required. 

Summary of responses 

63. Most consultation responses, including individuals and a law firm, agreed with our 

proposal to remove the world “test”.  

What we will do next  

64. We want to be flexible in how a qualified lawyer can seek admission and to 

maintain our obligation to make sure that all solicitors have the required standard 

of English or Welsh language knowledge.  

65. We will remove the word “test” from our principles. We will publish on our website 

the revised principles should our wider amendments be approved by the LSB. 

66. Neither we, nor respondents to the consultation, identified any negative impact of 

our proposal to make this change. We will inform stakeholders when our revised 

principles once they are available on our website.  
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Consultation proposal 5: Do you have any further information on our proposals 

or how we propose to implement them to inform our impact assessment 

What we proposed 

67. We asked for views on the impact of our proposals and on our initial impact 

assessment.   

Summary of responses 

68. Most respondents did not provide any information on the potential impacts nor 

provided comments on our initial impact assessment.  

What we will do next  

69. We have not identified any impacts that prevent us from proceeding with our 

positions outlined in this document. Where a risk has been identified, we clearly 

set out how we will mitigate it.  
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Analysis of our proposals in relation to the Equality 
Act 2010, our Regulatory objectives and Better 
Regulation Principles 

70. We have outlined in our response, how we will mitigate the impact we identified in 

our initial impact assessment. We have not identified any additional impacts. We 

state how we will mitigate the impact of increased burden on individuals seeking 

an exemption from a jurisdiction without a regulatory or professional body in 

paragraphs 27.  The consultation did not raise any further specific Equality, 

Diversity and Inclusion impacts. 

71.  In this section we consider the impact of our final policy positions on our 

obligations under the Equality Act 2010, to promote the Legal Service Act 

regulatory objectives and the Principles of Better Regulation. 

Impact of our final positions in relation to the Equality Act 2010 

Protected Characteristic  Impact  

Age The consultation did not raise any evidence 

to suggest that the proposed changes to our 

principles would have a differential impact 

because of the age of a qualified lawyer. 

Disability  The consultation did not raise any evidence 

to suggest that the proposed changes to our 

principles would have a differential impact 

because the qualified lawyer has a disability.  

Marriage and civil partnership The consultation did not raise any evidence 

to suggest that the proposed changes to our 

principles would have a differential impact on 

qualified lawyers in respect of their marital or 

civil partnership status. 

Pregnancy and maternity  The consultation did not raise any evidence 

to suggest that the proposed changes to our 

principles would have a differential impact on 

qualified lawyers who are pregnant or on 

maternity leave. 

Race  We recognise that there may be indirect 

discrimination on grounds of race or 
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nationality for applicants born and/or brought 

up in a non-English or Welsh speaking 

country. We have outlined the measures to 

mitigate the impact in paragraph 54. Our 

approach is a proportionate and justified 

response to the issue and is in the public 

interest. 

Removal of the requirement for recognition 

of the jurisdiction in which a qualified lawyer 

holds a professional qualification could 

increase the number of qualified lawyers who 

could apply for admission from a wider 

number of jurisdictions. This is a positive 

impact. 

Religion or belief  The consultation has not raised any 

evidence to suggest that the proposed 

changes to our principles would have a 

differential impact because of the religion or 

belief of a qualified lawyer.  

Gender The consultation did not any evidence to 

suggest that the proposed changes to our 

principles would have a differential impact 

because of the gender of a qualified lawyer. 

Sexual orientation  The consultation did not raise any evidence 

to suggest that the proposed changes to our 

principles would have a differential impact on 

the sexual orientation of the applicant. 
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Impact of our final positions on the LSA regulatory objectives 

Regulatory Objective  Impact  

Protecting and promoting the 

public interest 

Applying the English or Welsh language test 

requirement to qualified lawyers who are 

partially exempt from SQE2 protects the 

public by making sure that they meet the 

standard of language knowledge necessary 

to provide competent legal services in 

England and Wales. This helps increase 

confidence in the legal system. 

Supporting the constitutional 

principle of the rule of law 

Our changes support this objective by 

making sure partially exempt lawyers from 

SQE2 have the English/Welsh language 

competence needed to practise effectively, 

and therefore to uphold the rule of law. 

Improving access to justice Our change enables a Welsh speaking 

qualified lawyer to demonstrate Welsh 

language competence, addressing the 

potential disadvantage they face in not being 

able to do so.  

Recognising professional qualifications 

rather than the jurisdiction of a qualified 

lawyer could encourage qualified lawyers 

from jurisdiction we currently do not 

recognise to seek admission.   

Both changes remove unnecessary barriers 

to entry that offer no real public protection. 

As a result, the public could have improved 

access to legal help. 

Protecting and promoting the 

interests of consumers 

Applying the English or Welsh language 

requirement to qualified lawyers who are 

partially or fully exempt from SQE2 means 

that we make sure they meet the standard of 

English or Welsh language knowledge 

necessary to provide competent legal 

services. 

Promoting competition in the 

provision of services 

Recognising professional qualifications of 

qualified lawyers rather than their 

jurisdictions could help increase competition 

and provision of legal services by enabling a 

wider range of qualified lawyers to enter the 

market. 
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Encouraging an independent, 

strong, diverse and effective 

legal profession 

Our changes contribute to a strong and 

diverse profession. They ensure that all 

lawyers have the necessary level of 

competence in the English/Welsh languages. 

In addition, they reduce unnecessary barriers 

to entry from a diverse range of jurisdictions: 

focusing on professional qualifications could 

increase the number of qualified lawyers 

seeking admission.  
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Impact of our final positions on the Better Regulation Principles 

Better Regulation Principle Impact  

Proportionate  Our changes are proportionate to the risk we 

have identified. The language requirement 

only applies to those where we have serious 

and concrete doubts about their competence 

in the English/Welsh languages.  

Removing the requirement for an overseas 

jurisdiction to be recognised by us when a 

qualified lawyer is seeking exemption from 

the SQE removes an unnecessary regulation 

that offers no real public protection. 

Accountable Subject to LSB approval, we will publish our 

revised principles for qualified lawyers so 

that individuals are clear on how the English 

or Welsh language requirements apply. We 

will also publish our criteria for demonstrating 

competence in the English/Welsh languages, 

so applicants are clear on how they can 

demonstrate language knowledge if required.  

Consistent Our changes ensure consistency between 

our principles and SQE admission 

regulations. Our revisions also enable us to 

take a consistent approach to the admission 

of qualified lawyers, for example, those that 

have been partially and fully exempt from 

SQE2. 

Transparent  As above. Our requirements will be clear, 

consistent and published. We will engage 

with all jurisdictions and qualified lawyers to 

explain our proposed changes.   

Targeted  Our changes are a targeted response to 

protecting the public. We will only target the 

English or Welsh language requirement at 

those elements of language competence 

which a qualified lawyer has not been able to 

demonstrate through passing relevant 

elements of the SQE2 and in relation to 

which we have serious and concrete doubts. 

Our focus on the qualifications and 

experience of qualified lawyers seeking an 

exemption from SQE2 rather than their 

jurisdiction means our approach is focused 
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on assuring competence whilst increasing 

flexibility in qualification.  
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Final versions of principles and guidance for 
demonstrating English and Welsh language  

Final principles 

The Solicitors Qualifying Examination (SQE): approach to qualified 

lawyers seeking admission as a solicitor of England and Wales  

The principles 

Overarching requirements  

1.  Qualified lawyers who wish to be admitted as a solicitor of England and Wales 

will need to:  

a. Hold a legal professional qualification that we recognise which confers rights 

to practise in England and Wales or in an overseas jurisdiction.  

b. Demonstrate that they have the competences set out in the Statement of 

Solicitor Competence (SoSC), and the knowledge of English and Welsh law 

set out in the Statement of Legal Knowledge either on the basis of the 

principles set out below and/or through successful completion of the SQE.  

c. Have a degree or qualifications or experience which we are satisfied are 

equivalent to a degree.  

d. Satisfy our character and suitability requirements.  

2.  We will recognise the knowledge, skills and competences that qualified lawyers 

have gained through professional qualifications and professional experience.1 

This recognition may relate to SQE1 and/or SQE2 in totality, or individual 

components2 which make up SQE1 and/or SQE2. We will only recognise 

professional legal qualifications or professional experience as equivalent to an 

individual component of the SQE where the knowledge, skills and competences 

for which a qualified lawyer seeks recognition correspond to the whole of an 

individual component. There will be no recognition available for only part of an 

individual component as it is not possible to assess all candidates on a reliable 

and accurate basis where some candidates are only being assessed on some 

aspects of a component.  

Recognition of professional qualifications  

3. For us to recognise a qualified lawyer's professional qualification as equivalent to 

part or all of the SQE (SQE1 and/or SQE2), they will need to demonstrate 

 
1 Recognition of part or all of the SQE will be granted to candidates who hold a legal professional title we recognise 

(a professional qualification). Where recognition is granted, the qualified lawyer will not be required to sit the 
corresponding components of the SQE assessment(s). 
2 “Component” of the SQE means an individual assessed element of the SQE for which a separate standard is set 
and a mark provided. 
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that the qualification they hold is equivalent to SQE1 and/or SQE2 in its 

entirety, or individual components of the SQE in the following ways:  

• Content: the professional qualification will need to cover content which is not 

substantially different to the areas of English and Welsh law set out in the 

Statement of Legal Knowledge and the competences set out in the SoSC. 

  

• Standard: the professional qualification will need to be of an equivalent 

standard – ie it will have to assess to a level which is comparable to level 

three of the SRA threshold standard.  

Recognition of professional experience  

4. Where qualified lawyers have acquired professional experience in legal practice3 

through practising under their home title and/or in their home jurisdiction, we will 

consider whether the knowledge, skills and competences developed by this 

professional experience are equivalent to corresponding parts of SQE1 and/or SQE2. 

For us to recognise a qualified lawyer's knowledge, skills and competences acquired 

through professional experience, they will need to demonstrate that the knowledge, 

skills and competences acquired are equivalent to the whole of the SQE, or individual 

components of the SQE in the following ways:  

• Content: the knowledge, skills and competences acquired through the 

professional experience will need to cover content which is not substantially 

different to the areas of English and Welsh law set out in the Statement of 

Legal Knowledge and the competences set out in the SoSC.  

 

• Standard: the knowledge, skills and competences acquired through the 

professional experience will need to be developed to a level which is 

comparable to level three of the SRA threshold standard.  

5. As a starting point, we envisage that qualified lawyers will typically have a 

minimum of two years' professional experience in order to show us that they have 

satisfactorily developed to an equivalent standard the competences assessed by the 

part(s) of the SQE for which they are seeking recognition. However, some candidates 

may be able to demonstrate to our satisfaction that they have developed the 

respective competences to an equivalent standard within a shorter period of 

professional experience or through lifelong learning (or through a combination of 

both).4 They can still apply to us for recognition by submitting formal evidence and we 

 

3 Periods of professional experience in legal practice which are undertaken either pre or post qualification can be 

taken into consideration. 

4 ‘lifelong learning’: all general education, vocational education and training, non-formal education and informal 

learning undertaken throughout life, resulting in an improvement in knowledge, skills and competences, which may 

include professional ethics.  

http://www.sra.org.uk/threshold
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will review the evidence to assess whether their knowledge, skills and competences 

meet our content and standard requirements.  

English language  

6. Where necessary,5 there will be an English or Welsh language requirement 

imposed for qualified lawyers whose professional qualification(s) or professional 

experience we have recognised as equivalent to all or part of SQE2. This will take 

place post-admission, at the point applicants apply for a first practising certificate. 

Notes on the principles 

Regulatory/professional bodies  

7. A regulatory/professional body may make an application to us for recognition of a 

professional title.   

8. We will continue to recognise professions which we have recognised previously. 

However, a regulatory/professional body applying for recognition for the whole of 

SQE1 and/or SQE2 or individual components of the SQE for their profession will 

need to undertake a mapping exercise and submit evidence to us showing how their 

members' professional qualification is equivalent to the SQE.  

9. We will review the mapping exercise the regulatory/professional body has 

undertaken and recognise the professional qualifications of a regulatory/professional 

body as equivalent to the SQE or individual components of it, where we assess that 

the content and standard of the qualification scheme is not substantially different to 

corresponding areas of the SQE. We will look at the content and standard of the 

profession's qualification scheme only,6 and whether the recognition sought covers 

the entirety of an individual component and/or the whole of SQE1 and/or 2.  

Individuals  

10. Qualified lawyers who are seeking admission will have to contact us and 

demonstrate how their professional qualification or professional experience is 

equivalent to the SQE, or part of it, based either on the areas of recognition agreed 

with us by their regulatory/professional body, and/or their individual circumstances. In 

order to do this, they will be required to submit formal evidence, including an 

 
5 in cases of "serious and concrete doubt" about the applicant’s language knowledge in respect of the professional 

activities which they intend to pursue as per the European Union (Recognition of Professional Qualifications) 

Regulations 2015.  

6 ie - we will not look at features such as the assessment methodology or the format of the assessment.  
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explanation of how their professional experience has enabled them to develop the 

competences in relation to which they are seeking recognition.7  

11. Qualified lawyers may make an application to us for recognition of a professional 

title that they hold and which confers practice rights in England and Wales or in an 

overseas jurisdiction which has not previously been recognised by us and has not 

been the subject of an application to us by the regulatory/professional body. If the 

qualification has not already been recognised sufficient information will need to be 

provided to enable the mapping exercise referred to in paragraphs 8 and 9 above to 

be carried out. 

12. Qualified lawyers of EU Member States other than the UK, have the choice as to 

whether they seek admission on the basis of Directive 2005/36/EC or Directive 

98/5/EC. Typically, candidates seeking establishment on the basis of Directive 

98/5/EC will need to effectively and regularly pursue an activity in the law of England 

and Wales, in England and Wales under their home-country professional title for a 

period of at least three years. 

  

 
7 In practice this could be achieved either on the basis of confirming to us that they are a member of a profession 

which has pre-agreed areas of recognition in place (based on the standard qualification route of the profession), 
and/or by submitting evidence in support of 'less typical' periods of professional experience. 
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Guidance for demonstrating English and Welsh 
language competence 

English and Welsh Language Competence 

Our approach 

• To ensure candidates who have been exempt from part or the whole of SQE2 
and as result about whose English or Welsh language competence we have 
serious and concrete doubts can demonstrate that they are competent in the 
four areas of English and Welsh language – reading, writing, listening and 
speaking – and satisfy the requirements in regulation 6.2(b) of the SRA 
Authorisation of Individuals Regulations before they are issued with a 
practising certificate 
 

• To allow a range of ways to demonstrate competence whilst ensuring 
standards. 

Acceptable evidence of English or Welsh language competence 

Applicants will be able to demonstrate they are competent in English or Welsh in one 

of the following ways: 

• Applicants can demonstrate their successful achievement of an English or 
Welsh language assessment which fulfils the following core requirements: 

o The assessment is at a high level, ie The Common European 
Framework of Reference for Languages (CEFR), Level C2 
 

o Applicants have been assessed on their reading, writing, listening and 
speaking ability 
 

o There is a system of independent assessment report verification (i.e. a 
means by which the SRA can independently check candidates’ results 
against the providers’ own records) 
 

o There is ID verification throughout the testing process to ensure the 
security of its tests and test results including established methods to 
deal with candidate identity fraud 
 

o The assessment must have been passed within two years prior to 
application for admission.  
 
(In addition to the core requirements above, English or Welsh 
language assessment organisations will need to provide evidence to 
demonstrate that they have in place an appropriate policy and process 
for dealing with requests for reasonable adjustments and for ensuring 
the standard, validity and reliability of the assessments.) 
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• Applicants demonstrate that their degree has been taught in English or Welsh 
and is equivalent to a UK FHEQ Level 6 (eg bachelor's) degree, through 
provision of a certificate issued by UK NARIC which confirms this 

 Applicants demonstrate that they hold a FHEQ Level 6 (eg bachelor's) degree or 

higher from a university recognised by NARIC in a country in which NARIC has 

stated that all higher education takes place in English or Welsh 

 Applicants show that they hold a FHEQ Level 6 (eg bachelor's) degree or above 

from a Government recognised UK university. 

 

  

https://www.naric.org.uk/naric/default.aspx
https://www.gov.uk/check-a-university-is-officially-recognised/recognised-bodies
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