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The Medical Council of Hong Kong

DISCIPLINARY INQUIRY
MEDICAL REGISTRATION ORDINANCE, CAP. 161

1% Defendant: Dr CHIU Ming Yu (-4 5%24F) (Reg. No.: M12926)
2™ Defendant: Dr CHUANG Wai Man Vivien GHEEHE4) (Reg. No.: M12790)

Date of hearing: 26 May 2026 (Tuesday)

Present at the hearing

Council Members/Assessors: Dr CHOI Kin,'Gabriel
(Chairperson of the Inquiry Panel)
Prof. LIANG Hin-suen Raymond, SBS, JP
Dr CHOW Wai-man, Rudolph
Miss LAU Queenie Fiona, SC
Mr CHONG Sing-kee, Keith

Legal Adviser: Mr Stanley NG

Defence Solicitor representing the Defendants: Dr David KAN of
Messrs. Howse Williams

Legal Officer representing the Secretary: Mr Johnny CHAN,
Government Counsel

1. The charge against the 1% Defendant, Dr CHIU Ming Yu, is:

“That he, being a registered medical practitioner, was convicted at the
Kowloon City Magistrates’ Courts on 6 April 2023 of the offence of theft,
which is an offence punishable with imprisonment, contrary to section 9
of the Theft Ordinance, Cap. 210, Laws of Hong Kong.”



2. The charge against the 2™ Defendant, Dr CHUANG Wai Man Vivien, is:

“That she, being a registered medical practitioner, was convicted at the
Kowloon City Magistrates’ Courts on 6 April 2023 of the offence of thefft,
which is an offence punishable with imprisonment, contrary to section 9
of the Theft Ordinance, Cap. 210, Laws of Hong Kong”

Facts of the case

3. The name of the 1% Defendant has been included in the General Register from
2 January 2001 to the present. His name has been included in the Specialist

Register under the Specialty of Orthopaedics & Traumatology since 2 May 2012.

4. The name of the 2™ Defendant has been included in the General Register from
8 July 2000 to the present. Her name has been included in the Specialist Register
under the Specialty of Clinical Microbiology and Infection since 7 March 2007.

5. On 6 April 2023, the 1%t and 2™ Defendants were each convicted after trial of the
offence of theft by a Magistrate of the Kowloon City Magistrates’ Courts in Case
No. KCCC 1147/2022 and were each fined $5,000.

6. On 21 October 2024, the 1% and 2™ Defendants’ appeal against their convictions
was dismissed by a Deputy High Court Judge in Case No. HCMA 223/2023.

7. The 1% Defendant reported his conviction to the Medical Council (“Council”) by
an email dated 2 May 2023.

8. The 2™ Defendant reported to the Council her conviction by an email dated
3 May 2023.

Findings of the Inquiry Panel

9. There is no dispute that the offence of theft was and still is an offence punishable
with imprisonment in Hong Kong. By virtue of section 21(1)(a) of the Medical
Registration Ordinance, Cap. 161 (“MRO”), our disciplinary powers against the

1%t and 2°¢ Defendants are engaged.
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10.

11.

12.

Section 21(3) of the MRO provides that:-

“Nothing in this section shall be deemed to require an inquiry panel to inquire
into the question whether the registered medical practitioner was properly
convicted but the panel may consider any record of the case in which such
conviction was recorded and any other evidence which may be available and is

relevant as showing the nature and gravity of the offence.”

Briefly stated, the prosecution case, which the trial Magistrate accepted, was that
on 23 April 2022, at AEON Supermarket, 7 Tak Fung Street, Basement level,
Whampao, Hung Hom, Kowloon (JLEEAT 'L 7 S m{CEIMEE T AkHE
(FEEEERAT ) (“Supermarket”™), the 1% and 2™ Defendants were
shopping together in the Supermarket. They went to the self-checkout kiosk for
payment. The 1% Defendant was responsible for scanning the items, while the
2™ Defendant was responsible for putting the items into shopping bags. After
they left the Supermarket, both the 1% and 2™ Defendants were intercepted by a
security guard of the Supermarket at the parking lot. The security guard had been
following them for some time. The 1% and 2™ Defendants were brought back to
the Supermarket. It was discovered that the 1° and 2" Defendants had only paid
for some items of a total value of $697.40. They had however not paid for nine
items, namely one watermelon, one honeydew melon, two packs of puddings,
two packs of blueberries, one pack of sashimi, one pack of sushi, and one pack

of chicken, of a total value of $1,632.80. The police later arrived and arrested the
1%t and 2™ Defendants.

In convicting the 1% and 2™ Defendants, the Magistrate had these to say:
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In upholding the convictions of the 1% and 2™ Defendants, the Deputy High
Court Judge acknowledged that the appeal was a rehearing on the materials
before the trial Magistrate. In his view, the trial Magistrate was justified to find
that there was dishonest intent on the part of the 1% and 2" Defendants, and that
they were acting in concert in committing the offence.

Given the verdict of the trial Magistrate and the dismissal of the appeal against
convictions by the Deputy High Court Judge, we are entitled to take the
convictions as conclusively proven against the 1% and 2" Defendants.

Accordingly, we find the 1% Defendant guilty of the disciplinary offence as
charged. We also find the 2" Defendant guilty of the disciplinary offence
as charged.

Sentencing

16.

17.

18.

19.

In line with our published policy, we shall give the 1% and 2" Defendants credit
in not contesting the disciplinary proceedings today. However, given that there
is hardly any room for dispute in a disciplinary case involving criminal
conviction, the credit to be given to the 1% and 2™ Defendants must necessarily
be of a lesser extent than in other cases.

We bear in mind that the primary purpose of a disciplinary order is not to punish
the Defendants for the offence for a second time but to protect the public from
persons who are unfit to practise medicine and to maintain public confidence in

the medical profession by upholding its high standards and good reputation.

It is clearly stated in section 27.2 of the Code of Professional Conduct
(2022 Edition) that a particularly serious view will likely be taken in respect of
offences involving dishonesty.

It is essential in our view to maintain amongst members of the public a well-

founded confidence that any registered medical practitioner whom they consult



will be a person of unquestionable integrity, probity and trustworthiness. Any |
person who lacks these essential attributes can hardly be a fit and proper person

to practise medicine.
I*" Defendant (Dr CHIU Ming Yu)
20. The 1% Defendant has a clear disciplinary record.

21. We have considered the character reference letters as submitted and his

contributions to the medical profession.

22. We accept that the 1 Defendant deeply regretted what he did and the offence
was one-off. In our view, the 1% Defendant has learnt his lesson and the chance

of committing the same or similar offence in the future will be low.

23. Having considered the nature and gravity of this case and what we have heard
and read in mitigation, we order that the name of the 1* Defendant be removed
from the General Register for a period of 4 months. We further order that the

operation of the removal order be suspended for 24 months.
2nd Defendant (Dr CHUANG Wai Man Vivien)
24. The 2™ Defendant has a clear disciplinary record.

25. We have considered the character reference letters as submitted and her

contributions to the medical profession.

26. . We accept that the 2™ Defendant deeply regretted what she did and the offence
was one-off. In our view, the 2°¢ Defendant has learnt her lesson and the chance

of committing the same or similar offence in the future will be low.

27. Having considered the nature and gravity of this case and what we have heard
and read in mitigation, we order that the name of the 2™ Defendant be removed
from the General Register for a period of 4 months. We further order that the

operation of the removal order be suspended for 24 months.



Remark

28. The name of the 1% Defendant is included in the Specialist Register under the -
Specialty of Orthopaedics & Traumatology. The name of the 2" Defendant is
included in the Specialist Register under the Specialty of Clinical Microbiology
and Infection. It is for the Education and Accreditation Committee to consider

whether any action should be taken in respect of their specialist registrations.

Dr CHOI Kin, Gabriel
Chairperson of the Inquiry Panel
The Medical Council of Hong Kong



