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Complaint cases related to handling of exhibits

BRIR (HE&AE): 583 Photo Credit (cover and this page): Sing Tao Daily
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According to the Police General Order, police officers are required to follow the correct procedures
when collecting, storing and returning the exhibits. Among the complaint cases examined by
the IPCC, some of them were about police officers being alleged of “Neglect of Duty” during the
handling of exhibits, such as incorrectly returned or failed to properly store the case exhibits.
Hence, this cover story features three complaint cases related to handling of exhibits.
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Case 1: Wrongful return of case exhibits

B'= Background

E—TERBEP - IBFARGEREREZIEN In a “Theft” case, the Complainant was arrested for stealing bicycle

B B T T o AT RS IR AT PR I 8RR parts from his former employer’s shop. The Police seized a large

AREASBEEM . MEFEENE  BHFA number of bicycle parts from the Complainant’s residence and his
L/ [

mini storage unit. The Complainant was convicted and sentenced
to imprisonment by the Court. After being released from prison, he

WE TR R HIAT B AHBIER - R AD

FRAESTCIERTRENMAEEETHRE learned from his friend that all the bicycle parts seized by the Police
ZIEE - BRFAEBHNEEZTHEEBEAN had been returned to the shop owner. Claiming that some of the
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The Complainant alleged that the Police
inappropriately handled the case exhibits which
included a large number of bicycle parts.

(Photo Credit: Sing Tao Daily)

bicycle parts were his personal property, and did not belong to his former
employer, the Complainant lodged a complaint alleging that the officer
in charge of the case (Complainee 1) failed to handle the case exhibits
appropriately [Allegation: Neglect of Duty].

CAPO’s investigation

After being convicted, the Complainant appealed to the court. As he
lodged the complaint to CAPO while the appeal hearing was pending,
CAPO suspended the complaint investigation according to “Sub-judice”
procedure. Upon the dismissal of the appeal, due to the Complainant’s
absence from the appeal hearing, CAPO re-opened the complaint
investigation and attempted to contact the Complainant by various means
but all in vain. CAPO thus classified the allegation as “Not Pursuable”.

IPCC’s observation
Investigation Report and Queries

The IPCC, having examined the exhibit list and court case records, opined
that the complaint allegation would likely be classified as “Substantiated”,
thus disagreed with the classification of “Not Pursuable”. The IPCC also
noticed that, although the crime team provided all seized exhibits to the
bicycle shop owner for identification and listed those identified items in the
brief facts to be presented to the Court, the bicycle shop owner could only
confirm his ownership of some of the exhibits during the trial. Therefore,
the Court merely ordered the identified exhibits to be returned to him and
no disposal order was issued on the handling of the remaining bicycle
parts. The crime team, however, returned all bicycle parts seized from
the Complainant’s premises, including those not covered by the court
order, to the shop owner. The IPCC considered that the exhibits in this
case comprised bicycle parts which were presented in court but without
court disposal order as well as those not presented in court. The crime
team should not have handed all exhibits to the shop owner, when the
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ownership was not clarified. Furthermore, the Complainant had
already applied for an appeal against conviction, in which there might
be dispute on ownership of the bicycle parts. As stipulated in the
Police internal guidelines, the case exhibits should only be returned
after the lapse of the appeal period and when there is no dispute in
ownership. As a result, the IPCC raised Queries to CAPO, requesting
further investigation into the appropriateness of the handling of case
exhibits by the crime team.

CAPQO’s Reply

After two rounds of Queries, CAPO registered the officer in charge of
the case as Complainee 1, and the investigation officer of the theft
case who made the decision to return all exhibits as Complainee 2.

Complainee 1 stated to CAPO that she only took over the theft
case after the Complainant had been convicted and when his appeal
was pending. According to the case documents, Complainee 2
had reported to Complainee 1 that all bicycle parts had already
been returned to the shop owner. Although Complainee 1 was only
informed after the wrongful return of the exhibits, as the officer in
charge of the case, she should be acquainted with the relevant Police
internal guidelines ( i.e. the case exhibits could only be disposed of
after the determination of the appeal). Yet, when Complainee 1 was
aware of the wrongful return of the exhibits, she did not instruct her
subordinates to take remedial action as soon as practicable and
retrieve the relevant bicycle parts from the shop owner. It was not until
five months later that the Complainee 1 took action and instructed her
subordinate to collect the exhibits that had been mistakenly returned.
In view of the above, CAPO reclassified the allegation against the
Complainee as “Substantiated”.

Complainee 2 explained to CAPO that the shop owner asked him
to return the bicycle parts as soon as possible, as their value would
be depreciated. Having considered the sheer size of the exhibits,
Complainee 2 reckoned that it was unlikely that the appeal court
would request a physical examination of these bicycle parts. Hence,
he decided to return all bicycle parts to the shop owner. He admitted
that he failed to obtain prior consent from the officer in charge and
clarify the ownership of the bicycle parts before making this decision.
CAPO was of the opinion that Complainee 2 should act in line with the
Police internal guidelines and take a cautious approach when dealing
with case exhibits. Complainee 2 should not draw his own conclusions
regarding whether the appeal court would opt to physically examine
the exhibits, nor should he return the case exhibits during the appeal
period. Coupled with the fact that he failed to ascertain the ownership
of each exhibit, and made a hasty decision regarding their return, the
allegation against him was therefore reclassified as “Substantiated”.

As CAPO subscribed to the IPCC’s view that the allegations against
both Complainee 1 and Complainee 2 should be reclassified as
“Substantiated”, and they should receive warnings without Divisonal
Record File (DRF) entry, the IPCC endorsed the findings of the instant
complaint.
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Case 2: Failed to properly store exhibits
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The Complainant alleged that the officer
in charge of the case did not store his
computers properly, leading to possible
interference by others.

(Photo Credit: Sing Tao Daily)

Background

Based on intelligence, the Police suspected that the Complainant
had published child pornography on the Internet. After investigation,
a crime officer arrested the Complainant for “Possession of Child
Pornography” and “Publishing Child Pornography” at his home, where
three computers were seized. As no child pornography could be found
in the computers upon preliminary examination at the scene, the crime
officer decided to pass them to the Technology Crime Division (TCD)
for forensic examination. Upon seizing the computers as exhibits at
the scene, the officer attached “anti-tamper” tapes to them. Before
sending the computers to TCD, he placed them under his desk in the
office.

After examination by TCD, approximately 60,000 photos and 630
video clips of child pornography were found to have been saved in
the computers. As a result, the Police charged the Complainant with
the above two offences. During the trial, the Complainant denied
committing the offences and indidated that the Police had mishandled

ESEEEN o 5=+ =Hj » 201848 IPCC Newsletter o Issue No.23 » APR 2018




HENE

Cover story

MIATER » Bald - RAGRIETE - WIRE
BRIEEMMIZFERRE o R ARMEBRRZ
TERAYERTFER  FiltB AR R
FARBEEBRAMTR  ZERBAEER
BREMATER - BETF I REE AL
HARENREEBER R BIRFANER
M AR - B AR AT -

/

HEBERFARRFERRIEZEERMTNES
(HIEFAN) B EEIEWATE [FE : B2
B=<r) -

R ERRIRE

RIFERRRBR - PIRFACRKRDNEEREFR
&Y - A EBRSBNES L T8
BH - BREANEE L&Tﬁﬁ(ﬁﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂ?&fﬁ AR
HESEEY LR TR - ERRFALER
REIRHFRERAR - B EREM LA ?%E?E
IR o BoRflP - ERAEMAMELARE
AN BT E - RN T A AR IR -
ER B mE  RFERKBEEIER I
miBgE] -

BR
I

EMEHE

EL SR RMNERED RPBYI AR BHILER
AMTTRMZE T8 - BMEHZ A LB RIE
-%mﬁiTﬁﬁ°ﬁF<¥% aply - A
EMIEXTENERT ° R - WERFAR
Emﬁﬁﬁkf”i% EMRTEYE  RM
REFMREEBCHRAR TEREAERH
IEZE

ELeRAERFERRE [R2ZBT] fEiE
DR [WEBEE |  BR/ERFATRE
BYRRFTES  ARSBRFAREE AR
WRERECEDMBARLEN  HtBZEEH
WHRAZIN—IB [ RERBREZABE] A9 [
Bi2BEST ] 81T - KBEEeRLEN - 85
LR ENER - WHEHEIRFAEL I
MmEBEEHLEAESBEREEERF -

his computers. The Complainant argued that the seized computers
were not stored properly so that someone might have planted the
child pornography photos and video clips on them. The Court
commented that though the handling of the exhibits by the Police
was unsatisfactory, it would be improbable to plant such a large
quantity of child pornography on the computers without being
noticed. Hence, the Complainant was convicted.

Subsequently, the Complainant approached CAPO and alleged
that the crime officer (Complainee) had led to his computers being
tampered. [Allegation: Neglect of Duty].

CAPO’s investigation

CAPO was of the view that the Complainee had taken reasonable
steps to safeguard the exhibits by promptly sticking the “anti-tamper”
tapes on them when they were seized at the scene. Should anyone
tamper with the computers in the course of delivery and storage,
the “anti-tamper” tapes would leave marks on these exhibits. When
the Complainee handed the computers to TCD, he confirmed that
the “anti-tamper” tapes remained intact. At the hearing, the Judge
also clearly pointed out that the computers had not been tampered,
and excluded the possibility that someone could have planted the
pornography. Based on these two points, CAPO classified the
allegation as “No Fault”.

IPCC’s observation

The IPCC considered that though the Court clearly indicated that the
exhibits had not been tampered with, it did comment that the exhibit
handling process was unsatisfactory. According to the Police General
Order, all exhibits should be stored in the Property Office. However,
the Complainee did not follow the correct procedures for storing the
exhibits in the Property Office. Instead, the computers were placed
under his desk for several days before they were sent to the TCD.

The IPCC agreed with CAPO in classifying the allegation of “Neglect
of Duty” as “No Fault”. However, the IPCC was of the view that
the Complainee failed to handle the exhibits properly, offering the
Complainant a chance to argue that someone had planted the child
pornography in his computers. Therefore, the IPCC recommended
that an additional “Substantiated Other Than Reported” count of
“Neglect of Duty” be registered against the Complainee. After
Queries, CAPO finally subscribed to IPCC’s view, and the Complainee
was given an advice without DRF entry.
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Case 3: Inappropriate handling of exhibits
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The Complainant was dissatisfied with police officer for

not verifying the photocopies of the Accounting Records
with the original document upon seizing the exhibit.

(Photo Credit: Sing Tao Daily)

Background

The Complainant was hired by a food company to sell seafood and
would enjoy a 10% share of daily profit as remuneration. The employer
(shop owner) - with support from the accountant, alleged that the
Complainant failed to return a profit of over HK$80,000 to the company
after deducting his remuneration. Suspecting the Complainant might
have embezzled the company’s property, the shop owner made a report
to the Police. When conducting preliminary enquiries, the investigating
officer (Complainee) did not collect the Accounting Records (Accounts)
as an exhibi. He made copies of the six pages from the Accounts
covering the company’s revenue records for the period concerned, and
returned the Accounts to the shop owner. After in-depth investigation,
the Complainant was finally arrested and charged with “Theft”.
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Upon arresting the Complainant, the Complainee took a further
statement from the shop owner and seized the Accounts as an
exhibit. After sealing the Accounts into an exhibit bag, he locked
it inside his drawer in preparation for the trial. During this process,
however, the Complainee did not carefully examine the six-page
photocopy covering the company’s revenue records and failed to
notice the alteration made in one of the pages.

During the trial, the Complainant’s defence counsel challenged that
there were discrepancies between the photocopy of the Accounts
provided by the Police and the original exhibit (i.e. some alternations
were found in the original Accounts). Despite being the only one
having access to the Accounts, the shop owner denied having any
knowledge of the discrepancies in the documents. After the trial,
the Count ruled that there was a case to answer and considered
that the shop owner’s statement was incredible. Due to the benefit
of the doubt, the Court acquitted the Complainant.

The Complainant was dissatisfied with the Complainee’s failure
to appropriately handle the case exhibit and did not verify the
photocopies of the Accounts with the original document upon
seizing the exhibit. Therefore, he lodged an “Allegation — Neglect of
Duty” to the CAPO.

CAPO’s investigation

After investigation, CAPO considered that the Complainee failed
to verify the exhibit against the photocopies of the Accounts he
made earlier; and improperly kept the sealed exhibit in his locked
drawer instead of depositing it in the Property Office. Therefore,
CAPO classified this allegation as “Substantiated” and suggested a
penalty of “Advice without DRF entry”.

IPCC’s observation

Whilst agreeing to CAPO’s classification for the allegation,
having taken into account the Complainee’s long service and
experience in the Force, IPCC considered that the penalty of
“Advice without DRF entry” was insufficient in addressing the
seriousness of the case. After deliberations, CAPO subscribed
to IPCC’s view and gave the Complainee a “Warning without
DRF entry”.
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In recent years, the results of IPCC’s public opinion survey revealed that
young respondents are less knowledgeable about the IPCC’s functions.
Hence, in November 2016 the IPCC launched a school programme to
introduce the IPCC and Hong Kong’s two-tier police complaints system to
the younger generation.

Since the programme commenced, the IPCC has been invited by the
Department of Journalism & Communication of Hong Kong Shue Yan University
and the Department of Journalism of Hong Kong Baptist University to speak
in their General Assembly and a major course lecture respectively. During the
talks, which were well received, the IPCC introduced the functions and roles of
the IPCC and shared complaint cases with over 500 university students and
lecturers,. Furthermore, the IPCC has already visited 21 secondary schools
and primary schools, reaching out to over 2,700 teachers and students through
more than 30 visits. During Liberal Studies classes and morning assemblies,
the IPCC’s principles and procedures for reviewing complaint investigation
reports were illustrated through showing episodes from the IPCC Files series
and games. On these occasions, IPCC Members and representatives from
Secretariat vetting team also shared their experiences in reviewing cases.

The participating teachers and students were very enthusiastic. In particular,
they were very interested in the nature of complaints, case investigation
procedures, classification of investigation results, the rights and obligations
of citizens, and how to become a member of the IPCC’s vetting team.
Questionnaires were distributed to all participants after every presentation to
understand their views of the activities and to evaluate the effectiveness. The
majority of students agreed that the activities enhanced their understanding
of the IPCC, and over 80% of students could correctly indicate the functions
and vetting procedures of the IPCC.

To promote the school programme, the IPCC took the initiative to
visit the District Principals’ Association (DPA) during the early stage of
the programme, introducing IPCC work and school programme to the
principals, to salicit their support and participation. The Council visited 14
DPAs, and thanks to the positive response from principals, the Secretariat
received invitations from a number of primary and secondary schools.
Through in-class activities and presentations, the IPCC aims to enhance
students’ understanding of the IPCC’s values - i.e. independence,
impartiality and integrity - while ensuring they recognise their rights and
responsibilities when making a complaint.
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Secretariat delegation’s visit to oversight bodies

in Australia
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Group photo of IPCC’s delegation and the Law Enforcement Conduct Commission (New South Wales)
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Mr Richard Yu (Secretary-General) led a delegation comprising Ms Cherry
Chan (Legal Adviser), Mr Anthony Ser (Senior Vetting Officer) and Miss
Sofie Wu (Vetting Officer) to visit four oversight bodies in Australia from 13
to 21 November 2017, namely the Commonwealth Ombudsman, the Law
Enforcement Conduct Commission (New South Wales), the Independent
Broad-based Anti-Corruption Commission (Victoria) and the Office for Public
Integrity (South Australia).

Duringthe visits, the IPCC delegationintroduced the two-tier police complaints
system in Hong Kong, as well as the challenges and opportunities of the
system to the management teams of these organisations. The delegation in
turn gained an understanding of complaint mechanisms applied by various
States of Australia. Additionally, the delegation drew lessons from these
counterparts through exploring the similarities and differences between the
complaints systems in Hong Kong and Australia from a macro perspective.

Unlike the Australian oversight bodies the delegation visited, which are
wholly operated by salaried employees, the IPCC in Hong Kong, apart from
hiring salaried Secretariat staff to support its daily operations, also enjoys the
support from 28 Members from a wide spectrum of society. Appointed by the
Chief Executive, members are responsible for reviewing complaints against
the Police Force. By drawing upon Members’ professional knowledge,
critical thinking and analytical skills, the IPCC can further uphold its values
of independence, impartiality and integrity, and ensure Complainants and
Complainees are treated fairly.
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Special feature

BMAFRESNE
The Commonwealth Ombudsman

BYRERZESE(HZFIZEM)
The Independent Broad-based Anti-Corruption Commission (Victoria)
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YNERIE 34N (=22 )
The Office for Public Integrity
(South Australia)

All these four Australian oversight bodies are responible for receiving
complaints, while some of them also investigate corruption related complaints.
They usually communicate with the police by way of recommendations to try
to reach consensus, and only on rare occasions, invoke statutory powers
to perform their duties. In Hong Kong, although all complaints are received
and handled by CAPO, the IPCC administers an Observers Scheme that
endows Observers with independent role to observe the collection of
evidence by the Police. As a result, the IPCC can play a monitoring role
in the early stages of an investigation; while in the course of examining an
investigation report, the IPCC may interview any person in relation to the
complaint case and leverage its statutory power to raise queries, ask for
further information or even request CAPO to re-investigate.

Through visiting the oversight bodies, it has revealed that there is no “one-
size-fits-all” approach in monitoring complaints against the Police. The
mechanisms vary from one place to another, depending on their distinctive
historical backgrounds and social needs. Since its inception as an
independent statutory body in 2009, the IPCC has been actively carrying
out its statutory functions and the two-tier system has proven effective.
Looking forward, the IPCC shall remain alert regarding the development
of oversight bodies around the globe, in order to learn from others and
enhance the service quality of the Police. The IPCC will also do its utmost
to maintain an impartial police complaints system to serve Hong Kong’s
general public.
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Recent activities

20179 A E2018F4AMNEE)
Activities from September 2017 to April 2018

9A SEP

FRRESESE  MIRKEENAEEMEREGENRERFEER
FREF 5 EBoon Tapanadulft £ K HEEITRERESE @ iMmHELRH
BARRFZMER -

Mr Herman Hui Chung-shing, Mr Richard Ho Kam-wing and Mr Richard Yu (Secretary-General) met with Mr Boon Tapanadul,

the Ombudsman of Thailand, as well as the delegation from the Office of the Ombudsman of Thailand, during their visit to Hong
Kong. Both parties exchanged views on monitoring and handling of public complaints.
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The 22" issue of the IPCC Newsletter was released. Mr Larry Kwok Lam-kwong (Chairman), accompanied by Mr Daniel

Mui (Deputy Secretary-General, Operations), hosted a media briefing to present two complaint cases arising from criminal
investigations, and statistics concerning tactical complaints.

20175913 E
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From September 2017 to March 2018, Miss Lisa Lau Man-man (Chairman of the Publicity and Survey Committee), Ms Ann So Lai-
chun, Mr Clement Chan Kam-wing and Ms Ann Au Chor-kwan, together with Mr Richard Yu (Secretary-General) and Ms Rebecca Luk
(Deputy Secretary-General, Management), paid visits to eight District Principals’ Associations (including Tai Po District, North District,
Central and Western District, Islands District, Southern District, Tsuen Wan and Kwai Tsing, Eastern District and Yau Tsim Mong District)
to introduce the two-tier police complaints system and the IPCC School Programme to attending principals. Since the introduction of
the programme, IPCC has met with a total of 14 District School Liaison Committees, to rally more support from the education sector.
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Recent activities
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During this meeting, the Police provided the latest complaint
statistics and shared the procedures, experiences and effectiveness
of using Body Worn Video Cameras for frontline operations.
Noticing that a number of complaints had been lodged some time
after the incidents were reported, the IPCC recommended that the
Police consider extending the period for which they retain footage
recorded by Body Worn Video Cameras to facilitate evidence
collection.

Mr Richard Yu (Secretary-General) was invited by the Department of Journalism and Communication of Hong Kong Shue Yan

University as their keynote speaker in the General Assembly,

to introduce the role and functions of the IPCC. He was also

interviewed by the Shue Yan Media Lab, to explain the IPCC’s independent and impartial vetting procedures.
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A new round of school visits commenced with the start of the
new academic year. From October 2017 to March 2018, 18 talks
were delivered to 14 schools, during which representatives from
the IPCC Secretariat introduced the work and statutory functions
of the IPCC to students through case sharing, group discussions
and games.
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Recent activities

11A NOV

MEENMEREEEREABTBREFETTIENEREEERE  NHEEE
SHBENAR - WHBANGR THRIRFER - REKESBERENER -
Mr Richard Yu (Secretary-General) was invited by the Department of Journalism of Hong Kong Baptist University as their Guest

Speaker for a major course lecture. In addition to introducing the functions and role of the IPCC, he discussed with students
several complaint cases and the use of Body Worn Video Cameras by the Police.

AR B ERTEFZERR
HELL  SRABREIESR
B A MEZ T AR
L AT OERMER
WiE - BREBARFEER
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IR - IR ERIED ZEBNMERBRFERHIE

Mr Richard Yu (Secretary-General) led a delegation comprising Ms Cherry Chan (Legal Adviser), Mr Anthony Ser (Senior Vetting
Officer) and Miss Sofie Wu (Vetting Officer) to visit four oversight bodies in Australia, namely the Commonwealth Ombudsman,
the Law Enforcement Conduct Commission (New South Wales), the Independent Broad-based Anti-Corruption Commission
(Victoria) and the Office for Public Integrity (South Australia). During these visits, the Secretariat delegation gained an in-depth
understanding of the complaint mechanisms of these Australian counterparts, and introduced the two-tier police complaints
system in Hong Kong to them.

BEEREEZERRELED
MILEERRZ (BEEE2016/17
TEsReE) - Big - SIMEE
EERE HWERKIBERE

The IPCC Report 2016/17 was submitted to the
Legislative Council by Hon Chan Kin-por (Vice-Chairman)
on behalf of the IPCC. On the same day, Mr Larry Kwok
Lam-kwong (Chairman), accompanied by Mr Richard Yu
(Secretary-General) and Mr Daniel Mui (Deputy Secretary-
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IPCC Press Conference
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General, Operations), hosted a media briefing to present
an overview of activities and statistics regarding the IPCC

in the past financial year. Several Members attended
this event, and exchanged views with the media
representatives during a networking lunch that followed.




Recent activities

12A DEC

BEE® L B ERKHIRRAG IR - WM REF
SR AL - AR ETBRI AT IR IR R AR -

During the joint meeting, the Police updated all attendees on the
latest complaint statistics, and introduced the newly established
Anti-Deception Coordination Centre and its effectiveness in
combating and preventing deception cases.

HMEFFHMEAANZEERMERRKX—FZ28  Mr Larry Kwok Lam-kwong (Chairman), 6 Members and representatives
TLEA )\ D E S Kk A SEE R L EF L FELASE|  from the Secretariat visited the JPC Camp at Pat Heung, Yuen Long. They
S TOMBL] ) TEREFREENDE were briefed by the Force on the aim of .s.et‘ung up t.h(.a Junior Police Call
N T  ahHEE | Scheme, as well as the background, facilities and training concepts of the
LZHEEINRE  UELHFROHER - &RiEA JPC Camp
FIsRIES - '

EHERAMESS LERSF1AE2 ARG
g YRAEESHNEHRERE - EHAARRE
EFRHERRANBERIBER -

During the joint IPCC and CAPO meeting, the Police reported
on the complaint statistics between January and February;,
and gave a presentation on the Force'’s accreditation of
training programmes. Views on the contributions of these
programmes in preventing complaints against the Police
were exchanged.
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EEenEE (EHNBE20185F3H23AR)
IPCC Observers (Updates as of 23 March 2018)

HEHREIEEEHZE Newly appointed IPCC Observers:

1. BREELL Ms Jenny CHAN Heung-lin 8. BESINEA Mr LUK King-kwong

2. BLEIESAE - MH Mr Baldwin CHENG Shing-fung, MH 9. FERL+ Ms Jacqueline WONG
3. AREEL - MH Dr CHOW Kam-wai, MH 10. BRI A Mr YAN Mou-keung

4, FEEEL Dr Shirley FU 1. BERSL Dr YEUNG Wai-hong

5 f{AFHEE Mr James HO Tsz-kong 12. kB L Ms Christina YIU Po-nga
6. MEEESTE - MH Mr Matthew LAM Kin-hong, MH 13. RIEF L Ms Avon YUE Nga-fong
7. TEFET Ms Vivian LEE Ying-shih

(fE#AE2017F11 A1HZE2019F10A31H Appointment period from 1 November 2017 to 31 October 2019)

BESHNEE S EE Re-appointed IPCC Observers:
1. SEZMESA - BBS MH - JP MrDaniel CHAM Ka-hung, BBS, MH, JP 11, Z&R(E 54 Mr Vincent LO Kai-fu
2. [AmshEE Mr Calvin CHAU 12. aEREE Mr LUI Chi-ho
3. EPARMRSEAE - MH Mr Mathew CHENG Muk-lam, MH 13. BESEL+ Mrs Virginia MA LO Kam-wah
4. RFFELZLT - MH Ms Joanne CHONG Sze-pui, MH 14, RE®BRZL - P Ms NG Ling-ling, JP
5. BElfEEAE Mr Alex FAN Hoi-kit 15. B mEHE Mr NGAN Siu-lun
6. AXEEEE Mr James Mathew FONG 16. EEIZER A Mr PUN Kwok-wah
7. JEEREEE Mr Clement FUNG Cheuk-nang 17. HRIBREE Dr Michael TSUI Fuk-sun
8. EEFR{CEL - MH Dr Charles KOO Ming-yan, MH 18. EREELT Dr Michael YAM Chi-ho
9. BIHREE Mr Benjamin LAU Man-tung 19. REERAE Mr YUEN Tat-tong
10. BUEARFEE Mr Billy LAU Wai-kwong

(fE#AE2017F11 A1HZ2019F10A31H Appointment period from 1 November 2017 to 31 October 2019)

EHERERMNEEZEEEH S Retired IPCC Observers:

1. BRBEE&ELEE Mr Patrick CHAN Ka-chun 8. Z=Jof§+ - BBS DrJohn LEE Sam-yuen, BBS
2. EETHEL Dr Gary CHENG Faat-ting 9. FKWEE Mr George TAM Siu-ping

3. RERE Mr Anthony CHIU Ling-cheong 10. THEELRSE Mr TING Kin-wa

4. BEMSEE - MH Mr Charles CHOW Chan-lum, MH 1. E=RAEE - MH  DrAlbert WONG, MH

5 HERKE Mr Simon HUI Hing-tak 12. =Mt Ms Macy WONG Mei-sze

6. FAIXfER4E Mr HUI Man-kit 13. BAZEmM%EAE P Mr WU Chor-nam, JP

7. mBAREAE Mr Edward KO Ming-tung

(fEHARR2017F10A31B /@)W Terms of appointment ended on 31 October 2017)
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