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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF LAW STUDENTS 
16th June, 2020 

PRESS RELEASE 

RECALL ADVERT FOR 2020/2021 ADMISSION TO THE GHANA SCHOOL OF LAW (GSL) 

PROFESSIONAL LAW COURSE (PLC) (ENTRANCE EXAMINATION); AND STOP ALL 

IRREGULARITIES TO RESOLVE LEGAL EDUCATION CRISIS 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The National Association of Law Students (NALS) has taken note of the publications of the 

Independent Examination Committee (IEC) of the General Legal Council (GLC) titled 

“Entrance examinations for admissions to the Professional Law Course of the Ghana 

School of Law for the 2020/2021 Academic Year” published on Thursday June 11th 2020 by 

the Daily Graphic at page 35. NALS wishes to express its concerns over certain great 

irregularities contained therein or associated therewith:  

 

2. NALS RESPONSE/POSITION  

2.1. NALS calls for the immediate recall /withdraw of the said advert on the grounds under-

listed (in order of the paragraphs in the advertisement): 

2.1.1. Undetermined Examination Date, time and venue 

NALS notes that in 2018 and 2019, 65 and 53 days‟ notice respectively of the conduct of the 

exam was made. However, the 2020 advert, Paragraph B, has no date at all. NALS is opposed 

to this and calls for its withdrawal and amendment to disclose an ascertained date, time and 

venue. Sufficient notice, including date and venue, is a right, and not a privilege, is a 

reasonable expectation and fair to persons desiring to sit the exams. A minimum of 50 days‟ 

notice is the reasonably established practice hitherto, which projected points to August 2020. 

However, given IEC‟s reputation (i.e. lack of certainty), NALS finds the advertised aberration a 

cause for worry and is unable to accept same. NALS recalls, with regret, that in August 2018, 

IEC gave 14 days‟ notice commanding applicants who had written the July 2018 exam to, at 

the end of the 14 days, write the hitherto unknown supplementary entrance exam. NALS does 

not desire a repeat of such uncertainty and unpredictability. IEC owes a duty to give sufficient 

notice, without which, its notice is defective and/or allows capriciousness, which GLC must 

guard against if it is committed to doing substantial justice. The exam is not only for persons 

who obtained LLB in Ghana (as noted in the advert) and in Covid-19 era where Ghana‟s 

borders still remain closed since March 2020, with a rising infection rate, such uncertainty 

and/or unpredictability must be avoided.  

2.1.2. Deviations /Non-compliance with Legal Profession (Professional Law and Post-

Call Law Courses) Regulations 2018 (LI2355)  

a. Defective Eligibility and Qualified applicants:  

The advert, Paragraph D, in part provided that “…Final year Bachelor of Law students awaiting 

their final results from the Faculty of Law of Universities...” are also “…eligible to write the 

entrance examination”. However, Paragraph E(7)(c)&(d) of the same advert require applicants 

to provide certified true copy of LLB certificate and final LLB transcript respectively, which are 

only available to persons who have obtained LLB degree. These requirements are to be met 

“as at the time of applications” (i.e. June 11 to July 10 2020). Meanwhile, faculties of law of 

Universities in Ghana will complete their processes for the award of LLB degrees and final 

transcripts after August 2020. 

Aware and mindful of the difficulties that in the past students were subjected to as a result of 

such arrangement and giving regard to GLC‟s own LI2355 made based on the decision of the 
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Supreme Court in PROF. STEPHEN KWAKU ASARE VRS ATTORNEY GENERAL & 

GENEAL LEGAL COUNCIL (Suit no. J1/1/2016) that no arrangement be made by 

administrative fiat, NALS finds the advertised eligibility an irregularity it cannot support. Until 

and unless LI 2355 is repealed, NALS calls for strict compliance with Regulation 2 of LI2355, 

which stipulates that only a person who “…has obtained a Bachelor of Law Certificate… and 

obtained passes in the prescribed subjects specified in the First Schedule” is “eligible to apply 

for admission to the School to undertake the Professional Law Course”.   

NALS calls on all final year LLB Students (and parents of such persons), not to make 

themselves accessories for such non-compliance or violation of LI2355. NALS will not 

oppose GLC considering and including LLB degree candidates for admission in the immediate 

future, if same is contained in a more progressive LI, as NALS has been canvassing for.  

 

b. Undecided number of candidates to be admitted:  

The advert‟s admission process, Paragraph E(5)(i), says GLC determines the number of 

candidates to admit. Regulation 1 of LI2355 states: “Admission to the Ghana School of Law 1. 

The Council may (a) determine the number of students to be admitted to the Professional Law 

Course each academic year; (b) allocate quotas to all universities that the Council has 

approved to run the Bachelor of Laws programme; and (c) conduct an entrance examination for 

admission to of students to the School”. Due to recent developments, NALS calls on GLC to 

now declare, disclose and include in any advert for applications, the number of students 

determined or estimated to be admitted this year and the criteria used for the 

determination/estimation (and this should be the norm for subsequent years). To wit, what is 

the expected vacancies applicants are applying to fill? In Covid-19 circumstances which have 

compelled GSL to hold online classes, are admissions still being limited to „mortar and bricks‟ 

classroom space? Students should know than gamble (in uncertainty, doubt and speculations).  

Regulation 1 of LI2355, discretional in totality, reasonably indicates, as NALS expects, that the 

admission process is for GLC, firstly, to determine and announce publicly the number to be 

admitted in each academic year, secondly, to allocate quotas to all law faculties, together with, 

thirdly, conduct the entrance exam for the admission. GLC is to exercise all three discretions 

together or none at all. Since March 15th 2018 when LI2355 was passed, three years 

implementation, GLC continues to fail, refuse and neglect the provisions in Regulation 1 (a) & 

(b) but insists on 1(c) alone. NALS is not pleased and does not desire GLC to hide the 

numbers to be admitted; nor the failure over the period to allocate quotas to law faculties to 

manage the numbers as it so desired and canvassed Parliament for. NALS expected that 

persons seeking LLB, admitted in 2018 to graduate in 2020 or 2021 and 2022, would have 

been spared from joining the thousands of LLB holders made casualties of GLC‟s inaction. 

NALS thus demands this remedy and is vehemently opposed to GLC „picking and choosing‟ 

what, when and how to comply with its own law, Regulation 1 of LI2355. One must definitely 

wonder why GLC has till date not equally opted not to conduct entrance exam in the same 

manner as it does not disclose determined numbers for admission and Law Faculty quota. 

 

NALS recalls, with regrets, the worrying developments as far as GLC assurances have been, 

which, properly regarded, were misleading or deceptive. In particular is the contradiction of the 

two (2) incumbent Deputy Ministers of Justice and Attorney-Generals by the current Chief 

Justice in respect of this matter. To wit, between September 2019 and October 2019, after the 

release of the 2019 Entrance Exam results, where only 128 out of 1820 candidates were said 

to have passed, the two Deputy AGs claimed on the Multimedia broadcasting platforms that 

GLC had planned for over 1000 students, for which reason it had space at UPSA, but due to  
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the alleged "poor performance" (which we dispute till date) GLC admitted only 128. However, 

his Lordship Anim-Yeboah at his vetting for the office of Chief Justice informed Parliament‟s 

Appointment Committee, in answer to the mass failure, that the GSL/GLC budgeted to admit 

only 500 students. Hitherto, GLC neither had a budget allocation in the 2019 Budget, nor 

contracted with UPSA or any other institution(s) to accommodate 1000 students as the Deputy 

AGs alleged. Further, her ladyship Sophia Akuffo, immediate past Chief Justice, in her address 

at the 2019 Call to the Bar, said that GLC was to start the Law Village construction and same 

was to be captured in the 2020 budget. However, the Finance Minister‟s statement to 

Parliament had no Law School capital expenditure whatsoever under Ministry of Justice‟s 

allocations as her ladyship prophesied.  

 

Indeed, the 2020 Budget Statement stated at page 190: “Legal Education Programme 1067. 

Mr. Speaker, the Ministry, through the General Legal Council (Ghana School of Law) enrolled 

311 lawyers to the Bar. The Council successfully disposed of 78 disciplinary cases out of 88 

Complaints received. In 2020, the Ministry through the General Legal Council (Ghana School 

of Law), expects to call 416 law students to the Bar, dispose of 85 disciplinary cases.” 

So, if the Professional Law Course (PLC) now a two year programme, with a repeat policy 

which makes current PLC students become backlog occupying the available spaces, then, the 

above GSL output outlook causes only 500 vacancies to be up for admission in 2020 

(reasonable inference), in place of the 416 to be graduated out of the current estimated 800 

total law students (both professional and post-call). 

c. Uncertain Pass-mark Policy:  

The advert‟s Paragraph E(5)(iii) states that admission is to be offered upon attainment of the 

Minimum threshold mark set by GLC. NALS calls on GLC to include this pass mark in the 

notice, to end or avoid any randomness with the pass mark i.e. shifts based on wishes to cut 

out the duly performed numbers. To wit, GLC may later come out to announce 60% as the 

pass-mark in order to avoid admitting students. NALS regrets this posture which is more 

interested in celebrating annually students‟ failure than students‟ excelling. The narrative 

always is that only a certain number of students are capable of passing, mysteriously. NALS 

calls on GLC to ensure that its assigns do not continue to „kneel on the necks‟ of the results of 

law students, so that the aspirations can breathe and not suffocate to death prematurely. It is 

recalled that, after the heated process leading to Parliament‟s passage of LI2355, Mr. Kwasi 

Prempeh-Eck, Director of Legal Education, in May 2018, was forced reluctantly to say the pass 

mark was 50% (for the first time). This disclosure was a remark in addressing a forum 

organized at GIMPA by its LSA. If not so, same remains shrouded in opacity.  

 

d. Illegal condition precedent for application submission:  

The advert‟s Paragraph E(7)(a) and E(9) states that applicants must sign and submit an 

undertaking not to challenge results and that the decision of GLC in respect of the published 

results shall be final. NALS is vehemently opposed to these illegal requirements, for they are 

contrary to LI 2355 and established practice in education. Regulations 3 and 5 of LI 2355 

states:  “Application for admission to the school 3. An application for admission to the School 

shall be (a) made electronically on the website of the School or made in writing in the form set 

out in Form Three A of the Second Schedule; and (b) accompanied with a Declaration Form 

set out in Form Three B of the Second Schedule”. “Disqualification to undertake the 

Professional Law Course 5. A person is not qualified for admission to undertake the 

Professional Law Course where that person is for any justifiable reason considered by the 

Council to be unsuitable for admission” (underlined for emphasis). 

Thus, the now required undertaking, neither set out as a Form in the Second Schedule nor a 
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known Form of LI 2355 is plain illegality. Non-submission of same illegal undertaking in no way 

qualify as a justifiable reason for GLC to consider a person as unsuitable for admission. 

NALS is following the pending suit before the Accra High Court (Human Rights Division) in 

respect of challenging the legality of the undertaking and finality of published results for last 

year's exam, which the court is yet to hear. NALS‟ expectation is that the outcome will result in 

setting aside the said undertaking for applicants to be allowed to seek remarking, with 

published marking scheme. The repetition of the undertaking is thus a prejudicial conduct, 

which NALS insists is totally wrong. It is trite law that a matter before the court must be 

determined first before GLC proceeds with another entrance exam. NALS will therefore take 

the appropriate steps to draw the court's attention to this and obtain the apt remedies. 

Meanwhile, NALS is completely surprised to see the current advert directly disregard 

Parliament‟s position for remarking policy at a set fee of GH¢500.00. NALS regrets to see that 

GLC disregards all recommendations from stakeholders.  

Notwithstanding, NALS reiterates that the only fact that will make the conduct of the exam fair 

is when applicants‟ can seek remarking if dissatisfied or believe the failure is intentional. All 

law students must therefore neither sign this illegal and unfair undertaking nor submit 

themselves to this process. No law student should by conduct admit the undertaking into 

legality and render nugatory the case in the Human Rights court. Signing this undertaking will 

take away the morale right to protest and the public empathy if students are subjected to same 

or worse predicament as last year. No law student applicant for the professional law course 

should still cry in the immediate future, if anyone goes ahead to sign this regrettable 

undertaking, and thereafter problematic results are released. Nothing prevents GLC from 

allowing remarking and publication of marking scheme for every exam in the interest of fairness 

and transparency like other reputable exam bodies. The injustice suffered for signing the 

undertaking last year, as a condition precedent for the validity of any application, which GLC 

has repeated, will not be accepted.  

CONCLUSION 

GLC must begin to do more to demonstrate clearly enough commitment to ensuring access to 

the Professional Law Course. If GLC has elected not to strictly comply with or desires to have a 

profound deviation from LI2355 provision, then GLC as well must elect not to conduct entrance 

exam at all. To conduct entrance exam under LI2355, GLC must withdraw and suspend the 

2020 call for applications for admission, strike out the above irregularities substituting 

same with date and venue, number to be admitted, without any illegality and wait until 

Final year Bachelor of Law (LLB) Students have obtained their results in accordance 

with Regulation 2 of LI2355, which requires only LLB holders to apply and excludes LLB 

candidates. If GLC is deviating, varying or amending or suspending  in part the operation and 

observation of LI2355, in the interest of progress, it is only fair to do same in accordance with 

law, to save it from appearing to be „picking and choosing‟ aspects of the law to comply with. 

GLC holds students to a high standard. Students and the general public must equally demand 

and hold GLC to same or higher standard. For it is the microscopic deviations from, and non-

compliance with, the laws imposed on GLC, through administrative fiats which adversely affect 

students, that become huge disregards or violations resulting in lawsuits like Prof Asare case. 

 

Meanwhile, NALS has also taken note of the publication titled “Outcome of the Joint National 

Accreditation Board (NAB) – General Legal Council (GLC) Monitoring visits to Law Faculties” 

published yesterday Monday June 15th 2020 by the Daily Graphic at pages 24 and 25. NALS is 

studying same to state its views in another statement. Thank You. 

 

ISSUED BY THE LEADERSHIP OF THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF LAW STUDENTS 


