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Magistrates’ Courts
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The Magistrates’ Courts Sections (A), (B) and (C) advise on and prosecute
a broad range of criminal offences at the Magistrates’ Courts, from
conventional crimes such as sexual offences, dangerous drugs, dishonesty
offences, child abuse, and road traffic offences to emerging crimes
including money laundering, animal cruelty, and doxxing.
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Some notable cases handled by the Sections in 2025 are highlighted below.
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In HKSAR v Chan Tsz-kin [2026] HKCFI 650, after being injured in a traffic
accident, the defendant applied to the Social Welfare Department for Traffic
Accident Victims Assistance and submitted false medical certificates in
support. He was prosecuted for one count of “fraud”. He pleaded quilty,
repaid the full amount to the Department, and was sentenced to five months’
imprisonment. The High Court dismissed his appeal against sentence, affirming
the custodial sentence as appropriate to reflect the seriousness of abusing a
public assistance scheme.
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In HKSAR v Jia Peng and another TMCC 2408/2025, two Chinese Mainland
students were each charged with “attempting to obtain services by deception”.
They were final year undergraduate students at a local university who failed
to achieve satisfactory English test results to fulfil the university’s graduation
requirements, so they arranged for impostors to sit overseas TOEFL tests on
their behalf and submitted edited TOEFL score reports to the university. The
university discovered the offences upon noting that the candidates shown
in the TOEFL reports did not match the students’ appearances. The two
students were convicted upon their own pleas and sentenced to three months’
imprisonment each.
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In HKSAR v Chiang, Filomeno [2025] HKCFI 5217, a police officer was charged
with one count of “ill-treatment or neglect by those in charge of a child". He
used a blanket to cover the body, including the head, of his nine-month-old
son on eight separate occasions, lasting from 14 seconds to one hour and
48 minutes. His son passed away on the last occasion. The defendant was
convicted and sentenced to 14 months’ imprisonment after trial. His appeal
against the conviction and sentence was dismissed.
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In HKSAR v Yu Lingke KCCC 3027/2024, the defendant was witnessed by his
roommate to have kicked his roommate’s cat twice in the stomach, causing
the cat to slam into a clothes dryer. The cat was sent to a clinic but died the
next day, with the cause of death undetermined. After trial, the magistrate
ruled that the defendant had no reason to kick the cat and his actions must be
cruel. The defendant was convicted of “cruelty to animal” and sentenced to five
months’imprisonment.
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In HKSAR v Wong Lok Martin ESCC 3400/2024, after an acquittal in an indecent
assault case in which the victim X had testified anonymously, there was online
discussion about the case. Using an online forum account, the defendant
encouraged others to expose X's identity. He was then charged with one count
of “inciting another person to disclose personal data without the data subject’s
consent (doxxing)’. He was convicted on his own guilty plea. Taking into
account his remorse, previous clear record and other mitigating factors, the
Court sentenced him to 120 hours of community service.
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To safequard the proper administration of justice at summary level, the Magistrates’ Courts Sections would initiate reviews in
appropriate cases to ensure decisions accord with legal principles and, where necessary, conduct subsequent appeals in higher courts.
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In HKSAR v Chau Po-kong and 4 others [2025] HKCF1 1735, five defendants were
found playing mahjong in an unlawful gambling establishment located at a room
in an industrial building. The magistrate, in acquitting the defendants of the
charge of “gambling in a gambling establishment”, failed to take into account the
relevant statutory presumptions under section 19 of the Gambling Ordinance
(Cap. 148). As a result, the Prosecution applied for a review under section 104
of the Magistrates Ordinance (Cap. 227) on the basis that the magistrate erred
in law. After review, the magistrate set aside the acquittal, convicted the five
defendants of the said charge on the basis of the statutory presumption and
sentenced each of them to a fine of HKS4,000. The five defendants’ appeals
against conviction were dismissed. Applications for leave to appeal to the
Court of Final Appeal made by four of these defendants were also dismissed by
the Appeal Committee of the Court of Final Appeal in FAMC 17-20/2025.
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