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Prime culprits endangering national security must be severely punished in accordance with the faw
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After a trial spanning two years with over 150 days
of public hearings, fair and transparent rulings and
mitigation proceedings, sentences are handed down
today for Jimmy Lai Chee-ying and his affiliated
companies in respect of their convictions of offenses
endangering national security. This solemn moment has
long been awaited with anticipation by all Hong Kong
citizens and justice—seeking forces around the world,
who have hoped that a fair and impartial Judiciary would
uphold justice to mete out severe punishment to the
principal culprits for wreaking havoc to destabilize
Hong Kong. As the hard-core instigator and ringleader
of anti—China and destabilizing Hong Kong activities,
Jimmy Lai's crimes are numerous and the evidence is
conclusive and irrefutable. Severely punishing him
according to law fully upholds and safeguards the dignity
of the rule of law and demonstrates the Hong Kong SAR
Government's strong determination to safeguard
national security in accordance with the law.

The Lai case is the most significant major
prosecution since the implementation of the The Law of
the People's Republic of China on Safeguarding National
Security in the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region
( Hong Kong National Security Law ). Through ironclad
facts, solid evidence, and a judgment that " leaves no
room for a reasonable doubt ", Hong Kong's Judiciary
has exposed Lai's heinous acts of using media
platforms to wantonly advocate violence, incite hatred,
and even brazenly solicit foreign sanctions against the
country and Hong Kong, and delivered a verdict of
historical significance. In its 855—page judgment, the
court clarifies the facts one by one to confirm Lai's role
as the prime culprit in organizing, planning, and funding
activities that endanger national security, and holds that
his actions have far exceeded the boundaries of
freedom of speech and have posed a serious threat to
national security and Hong Kong's social stability.

The trial and today's verdict in the Lai case
highlight the SAR  Government's  unwavering
determination to safeguard national security and defend
the rule of law. From law enforcement and prosecution
to adjudication, all relevant departments of the SAR
have fulfilled their respective duties, handling the case
strictly in accordance with the Hong Kong National
Security Law and related legal procedures. This
illustrates Hong Kong's Judiciary's strong sense of
responsibility  and high—level = competence in
safeguarding national security.

The trial and sentencing process of the Jimmy Lai
case also sends a clear message to the outside world:
there is no room for compromise with the principal
culprits who gravely endanger national security, and any
attempts by external forces to smear or interfere are
doomed to fail. Throughout the trial, anti—-China and
trouble—making external forces have never ceased their
interference. Under the pretexts of " press freedom "
and " human rights ", they politicized an ongoing judicial
proceeding and even fabricated rumors from thin air to
openly call for " Freeing Jimmy Lai ", in an attempt to
exercise pressure on Hong Kong's Judiciary. These
external interfering forces have not mentioned a single
word about Lai's crystal clear and substantiated criminal
acts, but instead gone to great length to fabricate
rumors about a " humanitarian crisis " or " [Lai's]

deteriorating health ", exposing their hypocritical and
feeble natures. This serves as strong counter—evidence
to the fact that the trial

of the Lai's case was
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unassailable in  both evidence and
procedure. The United States and
Western countries sticking up for Lai
are notorious for their wanton violations

of the rule of law and applications of
double standards, and — as such — are
completely unqualified to sit in judgement
on Hong Kong, a " model student " in the rule of
law.

Justice may be delayed, but never denied. The
black—clad riots 2019 still left many Hong Kong
residents with lingering fear. During that period, Hong
Kong fell into unprecedented chaos in peacetime, street
violence ran rampant and public facilities were severely
damaged, and ordinary citizens were even deprived of
the basic freedom to go out to work. Such turmoil and
chaos must never be allowed to recur. All social sectors
of Hong Kong and the general public have paid keen
attention to today's verdict with the hope that
punishment would be commensurate with the
crimes committed. This meant they expected the
verdict in this case could serve as a powerful
exemplification  for  safeguarding national
security and a strong deterrent against all acts
attempting to jeopardize national security.

Punishing Jimmy Lai severely is not only
for bringing justice to the victims of the
black—clad violence but also for restoring
lasting peace and stability to Hong Kong
society, so as to enable the city to go all out to
promote economic development and improve
people's livelihoods, moving towards a bright
future through a major transition from chaos to order.
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e Culprit (&5 > £30n.)

A person who has done something wrong or against the law.

5I4) : 1. The police quickly identified the real culprits.

2. The culprit pleaded "not guilty".
* Heinous ( #EHESRI » § ASHER ad).)
Very bad or evil; deserving of hate or contempt.

54 : 1. They are capable of the most heinous acts.
2. These murders were especially heinous.

®Recur ( /R4 » B v.)

To happen again or many times.

514 : 1. The same ideas recur through out her books.

2. If the symptoms recur, visit your doctor.

* Commensurate ( % 18§89 adj. )
Corresponding in degree, amount, or size.

54 : 1. | am looking for a salary that is commensurate with my experience.
2. His efforts were not commensurate with the results.
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e Hand down ( %1 » #1&)
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To announce an official decision, especially in a court of law.

54 : 1. The court handed down an eight—year sentence.
2. The judge will hand down his verdict tomorrow.

* Mete out ( ii#% » #8F )

To give somebody a punishment.

4] - 1. Justice was meted out to the criminals.

2. The teacher meted out punishment by making students do

push-ups.
o Stick up for sth/sb ( 3z3¥ - 124 > € )

To support or defend somebody/something.

54 : 1. Stick up for what you believe.
2. | can stick up for myself.

* Wreak havoc ( &R EERIR )
To cause great damage.

514 = 1. The virus wreaked havoc on my computer.

2. A violent storm wreaked havoc across the east coast.

* Sit in judgment on/over ( EMNFFEY) - $5IEELEL )

To make ajudgment on someone or something, especially when you

have no right to do so.

Ta

f5l%8) : 1. It's not for me to sit in judgment on their personal lives.
2. How can you sit in judgment over someone you hardly

know?
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In accordance withF <k 8 ~ B FEFEHEE -
AR ETEIFTE 5 in accord withBII3#EEA [£------—
¥ /18| » EEHin agreement withs{consistent
with® $23F o 40 : His actions were not in accord
with his words. (fttEISi7AR— -0 )

—Kns  WERFRMEREGEESRBEAELM
8 » i Ain accordance with the law @ 0 : All cases
will be handled any in accordance with law. ( Fr &
REHEUCEIEE o ) WRFEMERBESEFS)
#6 (AR EMEEE ) » 5 Ain accord
with the law @ #0 : The police officer's O
action was in accord with the law. ( $%Z II—_
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