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Legal  Services Board  Draft Business Plan  2020/21  

 

Response of the Junior  Lawyers Division  

The  Junior  Lawyers Division  (‘JLD’)  is  a  division  of  the  Law  Society  of  England and  Wales.  

The  JLD  is  one  of  the  largest  communities  within the  Law  Society  with approximately  70,000  

members.  Membership  of  the  JLD  is  free  and automatic  for  those  within its membership group  

including  Legal  Practice Course (‘LPC’)  students,  LPC  graduates,  trainee  solicitors,  solicitor  

apprentices,  and  solicitors one to five years’  qualified.    

  

The  JLD  has  reviewed  the  Legal  Services Board ('LSB')  Draft  Business  Plan  2020/21  and  

consider  that  the  following  comments  may  be  useful  to the  LSB.  The  JLD  did not  feel  it  

necessary  to  answer each individual  question.    

 

Q5  - Do you  have any  comments  on  our  proposed business  plan  and work  for 2020/21?  

Are there any  workstreams that  you  disagree with?  Is there any  work  that  you  think we  

should pursue  that  is  not currently  included?  

 

&  

 

Q7 - Please  identify  any  elements of our business  plan that  you  think present  an  

opportunity  for more  detailed  dialogue and/or  joint  working  between  your organisation  

and the  LSB.  

 

The  JLD  welcomes the  opportunity  to work  with the  LSB  where possible,  to monitor  the  

regulators’  performance against  the  2017  regulatory  performance framework  and  the  ongoing 

assurance  of  competence and training,  specifically  as to  how  these objectives relate  to  the  

difficulties that  may  be  faced  by  junior  lawyers  during  their  early  careers.  

 

It  is important  to note  that  the  JLD  responds  to  this consultation  in the  context  of  its  consultation  

response in  February  2019,  and  the  subsequent  correspondence which  followed  relating to  

the  issues highlighted  therein - particularly  the  SQE.  In  this  respect,  the  JLD  is encouraged  by  

the  foreword of  the  LSB’s  Chair  when she writes,  “we wish to  make  more  of our  sector   



 
 

 

 

 

leadership … This will  involve being  much  more open  about  what  we think the  issues are  in  

legal  services  regulation,  exposing  gaps  and  weaknesses,  and  doing  so  much  earlier  in  the  

policy-making  process”,  and the  LSB’s  commitment  to  “undertake  a  wholesale review  of  the  
materials and processes  [it]  use[s]  for  statutory decisions…to alter  regulatory arrangements.”  

 

The  JLD  hopes to see  the  LSB  to engage with it  collaboratively  when developing  strategies  

and particularly  in respect  of  issues for  which the  JLD  has a direct  interest,  such  as  the  LSB’s  
“five-year  policy  objectives that  [it]  set  [itself]  last  year  - on  public legal  education,  ongoing  

competence and technology”,  and dealing  with “a major application from  the [SRA]  for the  next  
phase  of  its  proposals  for  significant  reform  of  pre-qualification education  for solicitors.”   

 

The  JLD  reminds the  LSB  of  its  comment  in the  2019  consultation  response  that,  “Given  the  
strength,  breadth  and nature of  opposition  to  the  SRA’s SQE  application,  the JLD  is  concerned  
that  either  the  LSB  misapplied  the  refusal  criteria or  that  the  refusal  criteria themselves are  

inadequate.”   

 

The  LSB  is  referred  to the  JLD’s  February  2019  consultation  response  for context,  and  the  
subsequent  correspondence  regarding  the  SQE a t  Annex  A.  

 

Paragraph 14  of  the  current  LSB  consultation  states:  

 

“Fulfilling  a commitment  we  made  when  agreeing  our  current  three-year  strategy,  we  

will  undertake  a wholesale review  of  the  materials and processes we use  for  statutory  

decisions,  including  our  Rules for  applications  to  alter  regulatory  arrangements.  This  

includes specific consideration of our  expectations regarding  evidence  and 

assessment  of  impact.  We  recently  wrote  to  regulators  to  set  out  a  concern  about  the  

poor quality  of  some rule change applications over the  last  twelve months. We have  

received  applications which are incomplete,  lacking  in supporting  evidence  and  

rationale or have  not  highlighted  all  the  changes requested  clearly.  Our  review  will  

therefore  include consideration  of  formal  mechanisms to achieve  greater  consistency  

in the  quality  of  the  applications we consider.  We  will  seek to engage  with stakeholders  

at an  early stage  and will  consult  on  any proposed changes  to  our  current  rules  and  

guidance.”  

 

The  JLD  asks  the  LSB  to identify  the  scope  of  the  “wholesale review”  it  says it  will  now  be  

undertaking,  to include the date by  which it  will  be  completed,  and the  parties involved.  When  



 
 

 

 

 

doing  so,  the  JLD  also asks  the  LSB  to publish a  copy  of the  correspondence  it  has issued  to  

the  regulators  setting out  its concerns,  and  (if  this  is not  contained in that  correspondence)  the  

standards  the  LSB  expects and  how  it  intends to ensure such standards will  be  met  in future  

(and  the  consequences  it  may  apply  for  a  regulator’s failure  to  do  so).  The  LSB  will  agree  that  
complete transparency  in  this review  is essential,  particularly  in the  overall  context  of  the  

broader  professional  and  public reaction  to  the  SQE.  

 

It  seems self-evident that  the  LSB  should defer  any  consideration of  any  application by  any  

regulator  over which it  has oversight,  including  but  not  limited  to those referred  to in paragraph  

13  of  the  consultation,  until  after  its wholesale review  has been  carried  out;  in order to ensure  

that  the  consideration and outcome of  any  such  application(s)  can ha ve any  integrity.  Failure  

to do  so  will  risk  undermining  the  profession  fundamentally  with its professionals and the  public  

- and,  when facing  “significant  reform  of  pre-qualification education  for  solicitors”  (i.e. the  

SQE),  such  lack  of  confidence  could realistically  resound for  decades.  

 

The  JLD  stands immediately  ready  and  willing  to  assist  the LS B  “at  an  early stage”  to ensure  

(i)  the  future  competence of  solicitors  across the (entire)  jurisdiction  is  strategised  with full  

consideration,  efficacy  and  transparency,  and  (ii)  it  holds  sufficient  confidence in  its  processes  

regarding  applications  by  the  regulators  such  that  the  imminent  SRA  application for  the  SQE  

can  be  reasonably  and  proportionately  considered - or  otherwise deferred  until  such  a time  as 

that  can  happen.  

 

The views  expressed  in this consultation  response are those of  the  Junior  Lawyers Division  

and do not  necessarily reflect  the  views  of  the  Law  Society of  England and Wales.  

 


