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This HK 1967 Riots article above may interest those in justice.

Court to Home Affairs.

 In 1967 the writer was a police prosecutor in Central Magistracy. One can 
recall some cases I prosecuted. Narcotics, serious traffic and the more 
exciting 1967 'riot cases'. The court was very busy daily in 1967 prosecuting 
the cases  associated to the disturbances until the following year. I can only 
remember the more important cases prosecuted. One can never forget 
Magistrate Mr. Paul Corfe before whom I prosecuted the case of 
manufacturing of  illegal arms at Fortress Hill whose defendants were 
weighed off for six years imprisonment and who added three months to one 
defendant for contempt of court.(See above) There is another article in draft 
which will include the 'Corfe'  contempt of court sentence. It is an interesting 
facet of the law.

Over a period I recall several magistrates hearing cases in Central Magistracy. 
I believe it was five or six.

My memory was jogged by the SCMP 23/7/2015 article above regarding Tsang 
Tak Sing who has just been 'retired' from his political appointment as 
Secretary for Home affairs.

Following his 1967 court conviction I was a humble Principal Assistant 
Secretary in Home Affairs myself and long before his appointment.

In the SCMP article see the little piece below (‘Put Up Posters in Class- 
Rooms’) Tsang was convicted of placing inflammatory posters in some
school class rooms. According to the SCMP he was sentenced on 10
October 1967 and found guilty by Magistrate Mr. T.J. van Rees and
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sentenced Tsang for two years imprisonment and was incarcerated in Hong 
Kong’s Stanley ‘Guantanamo' Prison.

I now remember well chubby and cheerful Mr. T.J. van Rees who
sentenced Tsang to a two year spell in the nick. I was definitely
prosecuting in Central Magistracy in October 1967. I cannot be totally
sure, of course, but it is more than quite possible that the writer was the 
prosecutor presenting Tsang's case!

What is a bit strange in the case according to the SCMP the press and
public were barred from the court to protect witnesses testifying in the case! I 
believe that was correct, I feel, but I cannot recall the reasons behind it now. I 
never thought about it again until Tsang’s  government political appointment.

 I recall Mr. van Rees well enough who was easy going and a bit
quicker to make up his mind in finding defendants guilty compared with
Mr. Corfe who was extremely careful and measured.

In retrospect, I think I might have said then to Magistrate van Rees in
mitigation that Tsang Tak Sing was young and 'radicalised' and had not been
charged for any form of actually planting bombs or assault on others.
In the circumstances, I think the sentence to two years imprisonment was too
harsh. It would have been better to have channelled his young path into
something more positive and balanced thought instead of becoming bitter 
over the Colonial government's treatment instead of becoming a
rabid Beijing sympathiser? But no mercy on those who planted bombs killing 
and injuring civilians including children!

Prosecutor


