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1.
The Bar’s Advanced Legal Education programme (“ALE”) is unusual: it is quality education for pupils/practitioners free of charge (save for a nominal disbursement fee of $100 for some workshops). 

2.
The ALE’s continuation depends, firstly, on the generosity of those on the giving end, and secondly, on the efforts by those on the receiving end, in particular, the pupil barristers.

3.
We are forever grateful to Mr. Michael Sherrard, CBE, QC, for his unfailing support in leading our advocacy programme again in September 2004.  Many thanks also go to our senior members and friends from the judiciary, who have made huge contributions, many repeatedly, by giving lectures and leading workshops.  

4.
As heavier emphasis is now placed on advocacy training in both universities’ Professional Certificate in Law courses (“PCLL”), the Bar has to ensure our ALE pupils compulsory programme is truly “advanced” legal education for them.  In that connection, we have been considering additions and/or alternatives in terms of training providers and methods, as well as the contents of the individual lectures and workshops. We are accumulating considerable “localized” materials by way of adaptation and hopefully we can soon develop a set of our own training materials unique for the Bar of Hong Kong.
5.
While the majority of the pupil barristers take ALE seriously, it is regrettable that a small number of them still appear to have taken the ALE for granted and have failed to demonstrate the kind of attitude and gratitude expected of them as beneficiaries.  There have been reports of unexplained non-attendances, lateness and poor performances.  This is so notwithstanding the circulation of a reminder by our Chairman Mr. Edward Chan SC advising pupils on the correct attitude.
6.
However, what is perhaps most alarming and disappointing is the discovery of two cases of plagiarism which took place in one of our ALE drafting workshops. Two pupils were found to have copied very substantially from the model answer distributed to other pupils attending such workshop previously.  The incident was reported in the press and had brought the Bar into disrepute.  The two pupils involved had been duly admonished and their respective pupillages have been extended by 3 months by way of penalty.
7.
Meanwhile, the Bar continues to participate actively in the current reform in professional legal education. In view of the need to ensure this level of basic competence is met at the entry level, at one stage,  and prior to the setting up of the two Academic Boards at the universities overseeing the PCLL reform, the Bar was about to seek legislative changes to enable it to introduce a Bar Entrance Examination.  However, we have agreed to temporarily withhold the introduction of the Bar Entrance Examination to see if the reform at the PCLL can help prepare the students attain the level of competence the Bar requires of its entrants. 
8.
In this connection, since 2001, we have been examining the PCLL courses offered by the universities and held numerous meetings with the stakeholders. We have come to the clear conclusion that those who want to become a barrister have to receive a more specialised training at the PCLL in order to prepare them properly to become barristers, which is yet to be provided by the two universities.
9.
In line with our objective, we have laid down detailed benchmarks for the two universities to meet.  The two universities are trying to meet these benchmarks but are responding in quite different manners.  While City University is yet to come up with a reformed curriculum acceptable to the Bar, the University of Hong Kong (“HKU”) has responded positively to the Bar’s requirement.
10.
“Streaming” is going to be introduced in 2005 at HKU.  In other words, there is going to be specialised training in litigation (both pleadings and advocacy) for those who opt for the “Litigation Stream”.  We believe this is the right direction to ensure more focused training and preparation for would-be barristers.  We are also looking into our ALE rules to ensure the attainment of the “Litigation Stream” at HKU is given weight as an ingredient in the completion of pupillage.  Discussion with HKU on the provision of the necessary “make-up” course for the non-Litigation Stream graduates seeking to join the Bar is already underway.
11.
In May 2004, the Government has given approval to the Chinese University of Hong Kong to set up a new Law School.  The Chinese University planned to start its LLB in 2006 and PCLL in 2007.  I am the Bar’s representative in the relevant planning committee, which is under the able chairmanship of Mr. Anthony Neoh SC.  In principle, the Bar welcomes the addition of a new law school as the extension of legal education must be good for the rule of law.  However, we have also registered our caution that we do not necessarily need more lawyers at this stage and the quality of the entrants into the PCLL and eventually into the professions must not be compromised by reason of the increase of LLB graduates. 

12.
Last but not least, I would like to thank all members of the Special Committee, especially those who have taken the time to review university teaching materials, the Director of Legal Education and Alice Ng for their hard work in the past year. 

Wong Yan Lung, SC

Chairman
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Over the past few years, there has been a steady increase in the number of people choosing to qualify at the Bar.  As of December 2004, there are currently over 100 pupils undertaking pupillage.  The Hong Kong Bar Association has employed its resources effectively to meet the extra demand for ALE courses, with a 50% increase in the number of ALE events held in the year 2004 compared to 2003. 

Apart from the core skills based workshops focusing on advocacy, drafting and professional conduct; and talks on substantive areas of law and practice, presented by both members of the Judiciary and the Bar, and by visiting overseas Q.C.s.; we have organised a number of Duty Lawyer Orientation Visits (previously only open to full practising members and those with in limited practise) and a mini-marshalling in the Magistrate’s Court.

Both the Duty Lawyer Orientation Visits and Magistrate’s Mini-marshalling have enabled pupils to gain a better understanding of and be better prepared for practice as a junior barrister.  From the reports submitted by the participants, the events have proved both invaluable and insightful.  I would like to express our sincere thanks the Duty Lawyer Service and the Judiciary for accommodating us.

Once again, we were honoured to have invited Michael Sherrard C.B.E., Q.C., Director Emeritus of Middle Temple Advocacy, to come and run his superb Pupils Advocacy Course in September.  Michael’s passion and love for the skill of advocacy is infectious and his wealth of experience as an outstanding advocate and as a Master Trainer has benefited members of the Bar immensely over the years.  We are indebted to Michael for his time, knowledge, wisdom and kindness. 

Good relations have been continued with the Prosecutions Division of the Department of Justice.  We have maintained our quid pro quo system in relation to their in-house programme and our ALE programme.

Looking ahead to 2005, we are aware of and adapting the ALE Programme to the changing needs of the profession.  A greater focus will be placed on bilingualism – in particular, a number of talks and advocacy workshops have been organized on advocacy in Chinese (Cantonese) in the beginning of 2005.  

I would like express my sincere and deepest gratitude to everyone who has helped and supported the ALE programme throughout the year and helped with its success.  In particular, all those who have generously given up their time to assisted in the ALE Programme as speakers and trainers, and especially those individuals who have generously helped out on more than one occasion.  These include not only members of the Bar, but also members of the Judiciary. Without them, there would not be an ALE programme.  

Acknowledgements are made to the Special Committee on Legal Education and members for their valuable input into the programme. Lastly, but not least, a special thanks to my assistant Alice Ng, for her continued invaluable help and assistance in the running of the ALE Programme, and also to all the other supporting staff of the Bar Secretariat who help so much in their individual ways.  

Wong Ka-Chun

Director of Advanced Legal Education
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