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DISCIPLINARY INQUIRY
ALLIED HEALTH PROFESSIONS ORDINANCE, CAP. 359

Date of Inquiry : 1 June 2026 (Mon)

Respondent : Mr LEUNG Tak-wong, Registered Part I Radiographer
(Diagnostic) (Registration No.: RD101937)

Charges against the respondent

The charges as extracted from the Notice of Inquiry sent to the Respondent on 28
October 2025 are as follows:-

“That you, being a radiographer registered in Part I of the register (Category:
Diagnostic), were convicted at the District Court on 1 December 2022 of the
offence of Riot, which is an offence punishable with imprisonment, contrary to
section 19(1) and (2) of the Public Order Ordinance, Cap. 245, Laws of Hong
Kong, and were sentenced to imprisonment for 30 months.”

Decision of the Radiographers Board

The respondent is a radiographer registered in Part I of the register (Category:
Diagnostic). In the present inquiry, he is represented by legal representative,
whereas the Secretary is represented by Legal Officer. Both parties did not call
witnesses. Legal Officer relied on the bundle of documents to support her case
against the respondent.

According to Legal Officer’s case, on 29 September 2019, the respondent, together
with other persons, took part in a riot at the area of Queensway, Admiralty; and was
convicted at the District Court on 1 December 2022 of the offence of riot and

sentenced to imprisonment for 30 months.

According to the Reasons for Sentence provided by Legal Officer, the circumstances

-1-



relevant to the respondent’s offence were as follows: -
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In the present inquiry, the respondent admitted that he was convicted of the offence as
alleged.

According to section 22(1)(a) of the Allied Health Professions Ordinance, Cap. 359, if
the Board is satisfied that a registered person has been convicted in Hong Kong of an
offence punishable with imprisonment, the Board may make a disciplinary order

against the person.

Upon considering the documents adduced by both parties and upon hearing the
submissions by them, the Board is satisfied that the respondent has been convicted at
the District Court on 1 December 2022 of the offence of riot, which is an offence
punishable with imprisonment. The Board therefore determines that the allegation in
the Notice of Inquiry has been proved to its satisfaction.

Sentence

The Board understands its responsibility to ensure that the professional conduct of all
registered persons meets adequate standard in order to maintain public confidence in
the profession. At the same time, the Board believes that society needs to provide
opportunities for young offenders to rehabilitate, allowing them to utilize their

knowledge and skills and contribute to the society.

The respondent has a clear disciplinary record, and there is no evidence that he has
any other criminal record. At the time of the offence, he was 22 years old. There is
no evidence that he played a leading role, nor was there any evidence showing he had
damaged any property. He did not carry any offensive weapon or unlawful
equipment on him.

According to the Reasons for Sentence provided by Legal Officer, the judge had this

to say in considering the appropriate sentence: -
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The respondent submitted two mitigation letters from his former and present
employers respectively. Both provided positive remarks regarding his background,
-



character, personality and work performance.

After taking into account all the relevant circumstances of this case and the
respondent’s mitigation submissions, the Board accepts that the respondent has deeply
reflected on his misconduct and shown genuine remorse. However, the Board takes
the view that the offence of the respondent was a serious one. The Board decides to
order the name of the respondent to be removed from the register for one month and
such order shall be published in the Government Gazette.

(Dr Danny CHO Hing-yan)
Chairman, Radiographers Board
1 June 2026



