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Kentucky Office of Bar Admissions denied Yisa’s application, finding that his Nigerian legal education was not
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analysis by noting that Yisa’s law degree was

not provide enough information about Mr. Yisa’s

essentially an undergraduate degree, and that Yisa

LL.B. courses to make an informed determination

had received five years of schooling (or 159 credit

about the quality and substance of his education.”

hours) after high school while graduates of Kentucky
law schools receive seven years (approximately 210
credit hours). The court found some merit in Yisa’s
argument that the relevant rule requires a substantially equivalent education and is not concerned with

The court concluded that Yisa’s legal education
was not substantially equivalent to that provided
by a Kentucky-approved law school and denied his
Motion for Review.
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and in favor of protecting the public.”
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ted to practice in New York and Connecticut, and

conviction. However, the record also showed that

had practiced law in the United States for several

Cook misrepresented the circumstances of the crime

years prior to applying to take the Massachusetts

when he was in prison in order to obtain an early
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release, that he misrepresented the circumstances of

The court also found deficiencies in the record

the crime when he applied to college in 1993, and

Yisa supplied, noting that “the record before us does

that he again misrepresented the circumstances of
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the crime when he first applied for certification of

in response to the report of the members of the

fitness to practice law. The board denied Cook’s

Court’s Committee on Character and Fitness who

application for certification, and Cook appealed his

had interviewed him. After several extensions, the

case to the Supreme Court of Georgia.

applicant filed a 93-page affidavit with numerous exhibits, some of which asserted procedural

The Court concluded that Cook had not carried

irregularities.

his burden to prove either that he had fully and
completely rehabilitated himself since his convic-

The Court concluded that the procedures fol-

tion or that he had the requisite character and moral

lowed by the Court satisfied the relevant statutes
and court rules and affirmed its

fitness to practice law. The
Court denied Cook’s application for certification of fitness in
October 2008 and reconsideration was denied in November.
Petition for writ of certiorari
to the U.S. Supreme Court was
denied in March 2009.
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prior determination that the
applicant had not established
the character and general fitness
requisite for an attorney and
counselor-at-law. The Court
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cation “demonstrated a course

ACCUMULATED SINCE

of action amounting to neglect

APPLICANT’S

1983.” THE
MAE FEDERAL

of financial responsibilities with

SALLIE

CURRENTLY

respect to the student loans he

$480,000
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AND
TOTAL

PRIVATE

LOANS

APPROXIMATELY

The applicant’s Sallie Mae federal and private loans currently
total approximately $480,000
including interest. The Court
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mous applicant for admission
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to the bar was denied by
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the Supreme Court, Appellate
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Division, Third Judicial Department in April 2009

The applicant’s motion to vacate and for other relief

on the basis of financial irresponsibility. The

was denied.

applicant then moved for an order vacating
the decision or in the alternative for re-argument.
In July 2009, the Court granted the motion to the
extent that the applicant could submit information by affidavit or other documentary evidence
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