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District Court Sections (A) and (B) provide essential,

comprehensible and comprehensive legal advice, with

practical recommendations, to law enforcement

agencies regarding their investigations for cases to
be tried in the District Court.

Apart from advisory duties, the Section is also

responsible for preparing for and prosecuting

trials, plea and sentence hearings, plea days,

bail applications at the Court of First Instance,

as well as handling appeals and reviews at the

Court of Appeal and the Court of Final Appeal
arising from these District Court cases.
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Some notable cases handled by the Sections in 2025 are highlighted below.
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In HKSAR v Luk Kin-ting [2025] HKDC 2083, the victim girl was a 12-year-old
Form 1 student whilst the defendant was a 39-year-old solicitor at the material
time. The girl became acquainted with the defendant via a social media
platform. On two occasions, the defendant brought her to his residence and
had sexual intercourse with her, during which he took photos and videos of the
girl which amounted to child pornography. The defendant also made multiple
requests to the girl to send him photos of pornographic nature. The defendant
pleaded guilty to two counts of “unlawful sexual intercourse with a girl under 13",
two counts of “making child pornography” and one count of “procuring another
person under 16 for making pornography”, and was sentenced to a total of 43
months’imprisonment.

EEBFRITEE 3F L.Y.F. [2025]HKDC 1855 2 »
WERIEMIE " BREMRTE 16 U THREBME
HEBEERBEA"F BRABSHRE—R12RLEX
EARMmAIREE o £ X AR IR SIRBERER
FEEM 17 RIS L 190 SRIEMB o KE—H
T EHFBRRWETEERXBV12EZBREY Bt
AL REBREBRA MRE o WERIIEIE » #HH
ABHAL 0

In HKSAR v L.Y.F. [2025] HKDC 1855, the defendant was charged with two
counts of “inciting a child under the age of 16 to commit an act of gross
indecency towards him”. The discovery of the incidents stemmed from
the suicide of X, a 12-year-old girl. After X passed away, it was discovered
from her mobile phone that she had sent 190 nude photos to the 17-year-
old defendant. Subsequent investigation revealed that the defendant had
also asked X's 12-year-old friend Y to send him multiple nude photos and
videos of herself. D was convicted on his own plea and was sentenced to
Detention Centre.
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In HKSAR v Ho Wing-hang [2025] HKCA 801, a 42-year-old tutor was convicted
after trial of one count of “indecent assault” of his then 11-year-old student
and was sentenced to seven months’ imprisonment. He was acquitted of two
other counts of “indecent assault” of the same boy. The boy did not testify and
the prosecution case mainly relied on the CCTV footage which captured their
interactions during the tutorial. The defendant appealed against his conviction,
while the Prosecution appealed against the acquittal of the other two charges.
The Court of Appeal dismissed the defendant’s application for leave to appeal
against conviction and allowed the Prosecution’s appeal against the acquittals
on the basis that the trial judge’s findings were perverse, set aside those
acquittals, and ordered a retrial of those two charges.
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In HKSAR v Wong Ping-leung [2025] HKDC 1199, the defendant, a medical
doctor, issued over 6,600 Medical Exemption Certificates ("MECs") between
February and June 2022 through a computer system maintained by the
Hospital Authority. He had not conducted proper and adequate assessment
on four of the persons who were issued with MECs on their suitability to
receive COVID-19 vaccines, and those persons were not in fact unsuitable
for vaccination by reason of the medical conditions input into the system.
The defendant pleaded guilty to four counts of “access to computer
with a dishonest intent to deceive” and was sentenced to a total of nine
months’imprisonment.
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In HKSAR v Chan Ying-tung and 2 others [2024] HKDC 1631 and HKSAR v Tse
Tsz-ching and 3 others [2025] HKDC 1829, two male victims were assaulted,
blackmailed and robbed by the defendants after having sexual intercourse with
D1in a hotel room. Naked photos of one of the victims were taken. As a result,
money was transferred or withdrawn from the bank accounts of both victims.
Charges including “conspiracy to blackmail”, “false imprisonment”, “robbery” and
“money laundering” were laid against the defendants. Three defendants were
convicted on their own pleas and four were convicted after trial. Depending
on their culpability and personal circumstances, different sentences were
imposed on each of them. Amongst them, D5 and D8 were sentenced to 39 and

42 months'imprisonment respectively.
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In HKSAR v Iu San-san [2025] HKDC 1481, the defendant was an off-duty
Police Inspector who ran a red light at a traffic junction and collided with a
taxi, causing the taxi to spin out of control and hit a pedestrian nearby. The
pedestrian suffered serious fractures in her leg as a result. The defendant was
convicted after trial of “causing grievous bodily harm by dangerous driving ” and
was sentenced to a 240-hour Community Service Order and a disqualification
order of two years.
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