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| am pleased to present the 2011-2012 Annual Report, the
sixth and the last during my tenure as Chairman of the Legal
Aid Services Council.

2011 was a year worth remembering. On 27 May 2011, the
Council held its first Cross-strait Legal Aid Conference. The
purpose of the conference was to provide a forum for sharing
information and experience about legal aid practices in the
Mainland, Taiwan, Macau and Hong Kong. It also provided
networking opportunities for legal aid practitioners and
policy formulation personnel of the four places. The Council
was honoured to have the Chief Justice, the Honourable
Geoffrey Ma, and Chairperson of the International Legal Aid
Group, Professor Alan Paterson from Scotland, as keynote
speakers. The Honourable Mr Justice Johnson Lam, Judge
of the Court of First Instance of the High Court, also spoke
at the conference luncheon. Other speakers included the
Director and the Deputy Section Chief of the Department
of Legal Aid of the Ministry of Justice, the People’s Republic
of China; the Chairperson and a representative of the
Legal Aid Foundation, Taiwan; the Director of Legal Affairs
Bureau, Macau; Assistant Director of Legal Aid (Application
& Processing) of Legal Aid Department, Hong Kong; and
members of our Council. The conference was very well-
received. More than 110 attendees including officials of
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legal aid authorities, legal aid practitioners, academics, and
representatives of non-governmental organizations from the

four places participated in the conference.

In the previous report, | mentioned that the Council
submitted its recommendations on the scope of
Supplementary Legal Aid Scheme (SLAS) to the Chief

Executive in December 2010.

In March 2011, the

Administration, after taking into account the Council’s
advice and recommendations as well as views from relevant
stakeholders, presented its proposal to the Panel on
Administration of Justice and Legal Services (AJLS Panel) of
the Legislative Council. Details of the Administration’s views
are given in the “Review of Supplementary Legal Aid Scheme”
in Chapter 6. The Council is pleased to know that legislative
amendments to the Legal Aid Ordinance and Regulations
to give effect to the expansion of the Ordinary Legal Aid
Scheme (OLAS) as well as the SLAS are in progress and will
hopefully be passed before the end of the 2011/12 legislative

year.

Pursuant to Section 4(5) of the Legal Aid Services Council
Ordinance (Cap.489), the Council is the Chief Executive’s
advisory body on Government policy concerning publicly
funded legal aid services provided by the Legal Aid
Department. The Council shall advise on, among other
things, the feasibility and desirability of the establishment
of an independent legal aid authority. As mentioned in the
last report, the Council had invited all the firms/ institutions/
universities that had submitted their Expression of Interest
(Eol) to undertake a consultancy study on the matter to
submit their proposal. Out of the six proposals received, the
Working Party on Independence of Legal Aid, after detailed
examination of the proposals, recommended to the Council
to appoint Deloitte Consulting (Hong Kong) limited to
undertake the study. The objectives of the consultancy study

are:
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(@ to examine the overall feasibility and desirability of
establishing an independent legal aid authority in Hong
Kong;

(b) to compare various operational models for
administering legal aid services in Hong Kong to
examine their merits, demerits, costs and benefits;

(€ torecommend the best model for administering legal
aid services in Hong Kong; and

(d) to propose an implementation plan for setting up an
independent legal aid authority, if an independent
authority is recommended.

The Council approved the recommendation and the
consultancy study commenced in late 2011. The Consultant
has completed both the study of overseas practices and
consultation with stakeholders and is working on the
report, which is unfortunately behind the Council’s planned
schedule. The Council will make recommendations to the
Chief Executive after considering the report of the study.
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RER - RREAEBERERSEE R In an effort to enhance the scope of legal aid services to
THRRERHER - the community, the Council has asked the Interest Group

e _ (IG) on Scope of Legal Aid to study the desirability and
RMELEEEEDRE AREX viability of providing legal advice to people detained by

\r%@%ﬂzﬁ%@’bﬁm ﬁ%'ﬁﬂ&f} law enforcement agencies, notably the police and the
RS %’D{'JE/E:Z%%D%E/A% ’ %]j"f Independent Commission against Corruption. At present,
MATRUERE RHA RILA AT many of these individuals do not have any ready legal advice

e BRI ARZEBALEEREA  \\pe, they are first detained and they may not be aware of

B Iy @ﬁj 5§§5§§Eﬂ H%E?’Et‘@%:? their legal rights and privileges when they are interrogated by
TALBRERABABEIBERE  he law enforcement agency concerned during the period of

BBEEBHERBEANMAS B their detention. This situation is unsatisfactory. The IG, with
{Pﬁ@ﬁ‘?‘ ’ @’J\%EE/‘J\&;_%\% Qﬁléﬁi? members coming from a wide spectrum of the community,
REE jﬂl {Fﬂﬁmﬁﬁ”_@ﬁiﬁiﬁ is studying a possible pilot scheme. Stakeholders including
B BUSERY  MEZERSXEEER  ojovant government departments and the two legal
{08 IMEURLEE 2 54aTah » R/ T 5|8 professional bodies have been invited to participate in the
BENBRRRNESR « KBE2012%F  gofieration. To bring focus to the issue and to solicit views
SREM T —EMaE - MEERREA  fom 3 wider spectrum, the Council organised a seminar on
AR EEE AR RRITHE subject in May 2012. It is hopeful that a pilot scheme
REE  EEKERMNEE2RE—E
BENER -

will be worked out for submission to the Administration for
consideration in the coming months. It will be an important
step in the area of criminal legal aid.

RBARBELAF BN AREE
o FARORAARAEEBEEEE | sna)l soon retire from the Council after nearly six years of
RHBEPEHNEERRMNSS B e My heartfelt appreciation goes to the members
FRRIRBLAAT LS ~ MBAEER 2 5 the Coundil for their invaluable contributions and
ABEEBRBRDRE  TRIDEFMR support during my tenure as Chairman. They have been
FRIOFINE - R HRAHEER very generous in volunteering their time, knowledge and
RERNERIE  FEZEERER experience for the betterment of legal aid services in Hong
8 ERRRALHRMBFHE - {m Kong. It has been a pleasure and my privilege working with
{HET\E%EE P HEARBITE X thom | am also very grateful to the Council Secretariat for
AR - 5%&\Ijj i EEP _JEE"‘ZE%E’J% their dedication and professionalism. | would also like to
= &Eﬁ'b‘xﬁgﬁrﬁm ' #ERE  thank staff of the Legal Aid Department, the legal profession
AR BREZEERDHAL A 50 the many stakeholders who have contributed to the
BHEERBERIAANTS  8RERM ok of Councl in different ways. Rule of Law is one of the

i most important cornerstones underpinning the success of
Hong Kong. | am confident that the Council will continue to
work towards upholding the rule of law by ensuring access
to justice and equality before the law for people of limited
means.
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