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Commission of Inquiry into the Diaphragm Wall and Platform Slab Construction
Works at the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

Friday, 7 December 2018

(10.06 am)

MR WONG CHI CHIU, KOBE (on former affirmation in Punti)

Examination by MR PENNICOTT (continued)

MR PENNICOTT: Good morning, sir. Good morning, Professor.

Apologies for the slight delayed start. I had something
administrative that cropped up right at the last minute
that I had to deal with.

Mr Wong, good morning.

Good morning.

When we finished last night, I indicated I had one more
topic to cover with you, and that's what I'm going to do
now. It relates to the retrospective records that you
were involved with, or the preparation of those records
you were involved with, this year.

However, the starting point is the internal review
that was carried out by MTR, by Mr Carl Wu, in
January/February 2017. I'd like to go to that review,
please, at B7/4516.

Mr Wong, we can see from page 4516 that the review
was to examine the construction records to confirm that
the steel reinforcement and coupler for the EWL track
slab had been installed in accordance with the
requirements of relevant quality assurance and quality
control regimes.

We can see from item 2 that you were interviewed for
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Works at the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

the purposes of the preparation of this report. Do you

recall being interviewed?
IEHE ©

Did you see a copy of this report back in 2017, early
2017, Mr Wong, after it had been prepared?

HRME - ABTTIF AR -

Right. Paragraph 5 of the review on page 4518 deals
with the quality assurance scheme of couplers; do you
see that?

& o BEE] -

And there's a reference to the QSP, and then there's

a reference further down to the key requirements of the
QSP, that is:

"Leighton to provide full-time supervision of
mechanical coupler works by a T3;

MTR to provide ... 20 per cent supervision of the
splicing assemblies by a T3".

I just pause there.

Then over the page, at 4519, there's the heading,
"Review of quality assurance and quality control of
steel reinforcement and coupler installation™, then
a series of bullet points, and the second bullet point
says:

"Leighton's quality control supervisors to carry out
full-time supervision of splicing assemblies on site and

maintain inspection records
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Then there's a cross-reference to appendix C of the
QSP, and then the third bullet point:

"MTR's quality control supervisors to carry out
20 per cent supervision of splicing assemblies on site
and maintain records ..."

And another cross-reference to appendix C of the
QSP.

Mr Wong, I think we're agreed that it's those

records that are referred to there that are missing?

IEHE ©
In your witness statement, at paragraphs 47 and 48 -- if
you go to that, please; it's B1/432 -- you say:

"During the course of the internal review in 2017,
Mr James Ho asked me and Mr Jeff Cheung if there were
any records as per the QSP, including record sheets for
the coupler installation in the EWL slab. After Mr Ho's
enquiry, I proceeded to ask Leighton to obtain the
relevant records, which were not in MTR's possession.”

Pausing there, did you make that enquiry of Leighton
in order to assist Mr Wu in preparing the report, or did
you make that enquiry after the report had been prepared

as a follow-up action?

WEfE (AEH LR internal reviewliiFE » (EEKIER T —{r4C
#% > pEinterviewse Z1% - WA NGEAMBGH - AEESEHEERCE -
Z#&AEfollow-up action B HESHAAEHIM EEGERIEFEEER
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CHAIRMAN: Sorry, could I just get that clear in my head,

and thank you very much. It was put to you that your
obligation under the QSP to conduct a 20 per cent
supervision of splicing and to maintain records, there
was a failure in the sense that the records were not

maintained by you; is that right?

HEPEEZ DD N R PR R A R SRR 2 - HREE L Sl THE IR
ZAHE{E coup le r Z AL {E R 2L - FrLLFTS | FR 25 AiE i iz - WE—{n4d
#frEHcontractor EFFHEAL - 2R HHIBIMTRELFI S K countersignif »
T LARERZ UM (E4C 3k % R cont ractor AE (I - FTLASAAEMRMAE internal
reviewlRHg » BfZ M A GIRRES -

CHAIRMAN: So you had joint records, is that -- sorry.

MR PENNICOTT: But the point is, is it, Mr Wong, that during

the course of the carrying out of the work and your
inspections, you had no document to countersign at that
point in time?

TRE B GG — B O B A 17 0225 2 i Enake surelt
RRETEEORES © MERZ A E F TR - (R BB 58 - R R ra 4R g
PREAAAERHE - FE L E]stah 7 fklisteel fixingMfinspectionfhifk
i ConE team > HIxIKtlengineer&FT » T LA TR BIFEEIREL
FUEEM—(Ecoupler ZZHEREERIL » & HIGFT LRSS T —(BAC SR 1T F

— BRI TPt (40 %5 countersign » AT H{AEaroutine
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M A0 S < e Do 1] B e -

CHAIRMAN: All right. Sorry, again, I do apologise, but I'm
falling behind again. It strikes me as quite plain.

MTR is to have 20 per cent supervision of the splicing
operations, and to maintain records. Now, question one,
did you maintain records in that regard? You don't have
to explain around it. Answer -- it's quite simple --
you did or you didn't.

A, CEHEEGHAERE - BESREGRIGOSPEE Eappendix BMEHEZ LT -

CHAIRMAN: All right. Did anybody else, to your knowledge,
working with you, maintain the sort of records required
by the QSP?

A, WMREEEEIIHES o RERIGGERRIE - BT - BT

CHAIRMAN: All right. Who maintained the records in respect
of the diaphragm walls?

A. ‘BHHEMAIntrafor o

CHAIRMAN: All right. And you countersigned those records?

A. IEHE-

CHAIRMAN: You're talking now about the actual couplers in
the diaphragm walls, in the cages? Because once the
diaphragm walls were actually embedded, then Intrafor
didn't have anything more to do with it?

A, ko IENE -

CHAIRMAN: So, once Intrafor were out of the picture, as

I understand it, there were two lots of couplings to be
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dealt with: the splicing, into the diaphragm wall, and
at the joints, within the slab itself; right?

A, TEFER - A[EERLIERE ?

CHAIRMAN: Once the diaphragm walls were properly embedded
and Intrafor were finished, there were two lots of
splicing operations still to be done: into the diaphragm

walls, and within the slab itself, at the joints?
A.  IEHE -
CHAIRMAN: Now, were records, to your knowledge, kept of

either of those two operations, by MTR?

AL ST o ATHEME--TEFERE . RSV M ARIEE A RIEEE LKkeep
ME{E QS PE HME{Eappendix B » KAk Intraforfifdiaphragm wall
MEEHH: - Mi{appendix BfAHIIntrafor KA EIH B 25100 $1Ef
supervision » F{EBIZES » 2B EEEIFBIMTRELE S5 F countersign »
L ol UL

CHATRMAN: I understand that.

A, L HBEEEEEE 20 0 (5 FTPAS [ HEIEEREERAE - EWL slab
WERHRF (% - ERME—{rappendix BHEHMAHISIATAAEL > ArllChairmany
FIMTRA TTHEF I appendix BUE » (57T} - BEHRASEHCHAR M
FHRE% record photo °

CHAIRMAN: All right. But Leighton did, and presumably you
had to sign 20 per cent --
MR PENNICOTT: No, Leighton didn't. That's the point.

CHAIRMAN: I know, but in theory --
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MR PENNICOTT: Had they done.

CHAIRMAN: Yes —-- that's what you were meant to do? If you
say Leighton were meant to keep the records, you had
an obligation to be able to do 20 per cent supervision

and to demonstrate that fact by way of records?
A. B - IEHE - BHERBERT. ..
CHAIRMAN: So did you do that?
A, HERTHARIREEEHEVL slabE{THi{lHcouplerZZEEERIL -
CHAIRMAN: All right. When you were doing it, did you do

that?

A, EREWLETHAR] - A Gk —(EE— H R KA (A A B R EE AR
(EBME{E coup le rBEZZEE58E o {H{x S THEIRIRE LI TIE(E formal 1 yiEf
inspection > HILAEE » AR IRQS PEEEITE K AT SRR HefERIER - Fr LARRR
WREREE o ARG (oA SRR AR B [F  coup ler Z4E - (HARE]
RPEEHE H BB IRE T e IRE M FrU T T —(E formal 1yl
inspection °

MR PENNICOTT: But you see, Mr Wong, where we've got to is
this. As I understand it, you accept that you carried
out routine surveillance of, amongst other things, the
coupler -- the installation of the rebar into the

couplers, on a routine basis, but kept no records, other

than the photographs; right so far?
A. IEHE-
Q. Mr Louis Kwan has told us that when he did the formal

inspections, consequent upon the RISC forms, he didn't
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formally inspect the coupler connections. So there is
a question as to who was formally inspecting the rebar
into the coupler installations, and you say, as

I understand it, a T3 was responsible for that type of
inspection.

1ERE

The question is: who are the candidates for that T3
position? Can you identify them? I mean, Mr Kwan was
a T3, as I understand it, but he told us that he wasn't
formally inspecting the couplers on his formal

inspections. So who was doing it?
BCETRIEDESE » MAQS PERIHIME— (I TI(RIEZ A E IR E P —(ir T3} - A&
HHF PR EE[E SE B RE oy #HA TI3MEE - HEH HH—ESER Bl ERE]
WCPELRHHERIRMAMLESE - B REEEE% - 3k £F] > Fsenior
inspection of works Dick Kungf{BEHIFEWIHinstruct¥k @ 5K
FH—{Eformal inspectionZEUFEEEEIH UL couplerfinspection o
Pt AU AR SR (% - FRAAABEEIME{E couplerZtic » JREA R fulfil QSP
f20%Etcountersigniiiffi{flappendix B¥frecordZh °
{EAEFIEE SR PEEREE A GEt - B8 AW R IPEEWL slab
s - - Bl At r e et fengine » lHFMIConE teanBf[E% - EIRHMEED
TR IR A T (E coup le rERRIL - FTLUERF - IRIBHIE T =]
s # B senior{(RBKA HANELZHE -

So your expectation was that you would be doing the

day-to-day routine inspection and surveillance of the
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coupler connections on the EWL slab, but you believed
that a T3, at some point, presumably later, would carry
out a formal inspection of those connections? That was
your expectation and belief?

A. IFHE-

Q. And, at that stage, assuming that were to happen,
prepare the necessary records, pursuant to the QSP?

A, IFAE -

CHAIRMAN: And the 20 per cent supervision would be recorded
by who?

A, JERZEE HERE T3 -

CHAIRMAN: All right. So your routine supervision, when you
were doing it, was not part of the 20 per cent
supervision; that was more of a formal type of checking,
is that right, the 20 per cent, and that was to be done
by a T3 officer, and you're not gquite sure of the
identities or identity of that or those officers?

A, IEfE FE -

CHATIRMAN: Thank you.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, Mr Wong -- would it have been
possible for a T3 officer to attend the site to do those
inspections without you knowing about it? Would that
have been even possible?

A, HEEE -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Without you knowing who he or she
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was, without you knowing the identity of that T3
officer; would that have been possible, given that you
were on site all the time?

A, BCEMEE > EHEGIBEEER - HERE A TIMERE > EHCH
FTHERE B R fEIRA MU E couplerZ QS PEEAEIELT3 - WATHFBIE (L
HAEE > FTLAIREREE - BB A4 s HE B e F sConE(ERT 2%
g - N REBL AT S iR E O &R - B TR RIRIEE
IEEAKES EH Y > AT AT AR R 28 (5 1~ — B A RS A S AZ B S R IR [ = o
—ZIEABRECERME(E coup 1 e rEEERIES -

CHAIRMAN: You see, the difficulty that I have at the moment
is that Mr Louis Kwan, I think, has said that he was
never given the job of formally inspecting the coupler
installations when he was completing the RISC forms;
right? He thought somebody else had been given that
obligation, and I think you're saying, effectively, the
same thing; that you did routine, you did not do
a formal inspection of the coupler installation, because
you also imagine that there was somebody else who was
assigned.

Now, who would have been the person responsible for
assigning that T3 officer?

A. Chairman  {REBGE—($5RMEALTS ?

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

A, BAHEHCP -

CHAIRMAN: And who was the CP?
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MR PENNICOTT: Jason Wong.

A. Jason Wong @ EET3WEsenior » B(FE TS » T5&E HiFJames Ho » {4
IEEE °

CHATIRMAN: Thank you.

MR PENNICOTT: Mr Wong, as we are going to see in a moment,
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one of the problems is, as you've said to the Chairman
just a moment ago, the 20 per cent
inspection/supervision should have been done by a T3
officer -- that's what you said in answer to the
Chairman's question just a moment ago -- but we will see
in a moment, won't we, that when it came to prepare the
retrospective records, it was your inspections that were
relied upon to achieve the 20 per cent?
%
So that takes us neatly to the next part of the story.
Please could you look at H14/35070.

I understand, Mr Wong, this is a document that you
prepared; is that right?

IEHE ©

And a document you prepared, I believe, in late May or
early June of this year; is that correct?

T -

In your witness statement, as I understand it, you say
about this document the following. Sorry, Jjust one

moment.
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You say at paragraph 54 -- you need to keep that
document to hand, please, if you can:

"Mr James Ho later followed up on this issue and
asked if MTR had any internal records of our site
surveillance in respect of the couplers in the EWL slab.
I confirmed that I had conducted routine site
surveillance in respect of more than 50 per cent of the
couplers in the EWL slab, but there were no written
records as such. There was, however, a collection of
site photos of the rebar fixing and coupler installation
works taken during our routine site surveillance of the
EWL slab works."

And 55:

"Having reviewed those site photos (which had been
uploaded to the SCL project server contemporaneously),

I then compiled an Excel spreadsheet summarising the
dates and locations of the photographs taken."

Mr Wong, the document that we're looking at, or we
were just looking at, is this the Excel spreadsheet that
you're referring to in paragraph 557
% > IEHE
I don't know if you can be given a hard copy, the bundle
from which this -- can you actually be given the bundle,
SOrry. (Handed) .

I just want to make sure that we don't miss

something here, Mr Wong.
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The photographs that you say you looked at to assist
you in preparing this spreadsheet -- just look in the
bundle -- can you identify the photographs at all or
not? If it's not immediately apparent, Mr Wong, just
tell us.

AR & A LRV EEE fy 258 -

Yes. You see, I think this is a document -- this is

a photograph somebody has taken of your document. 1In
fact one of the government officers, as I understand it,
who inspected some documents back in June, took

a photograph of this document. Do you understand?
rE BEHE — B A 220k — iR G —Esummary ?

That's my understanding. That's why it looks as it

looks.
ZiEMEE(Ereply statement®ilFE » I BRHIBEFHAE —(HEINEEA &
SO —SRIHIEEAREE > (% -

Right. But, in its original form, this document,
Mr Wong, was the spreadsheet accompanied by the

photographs that you looked at?

s BB EIE— R Z1% - BAREUHRIEEZRACFA 4 > James
Holf -

With or without the photographs?

ST - EIFEZTT

All right. Did you keep yourself a copy of the sheet,

a hard copy of the sheet that you prepared, together
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with the photographs, or indeed a soft copy of the
spreadsheet, with the photographs?

Hard copy@i AR @ (EEME{Esoft copyftMEZIHALRI111 20 site
officeZEH °

Right.

Sir, the reason I'm slightly belabouring this point
is that despite the search that we've carried out, this
appears to be the only copy of this document that we
have in the files, and it's obviously been disclosed by
the government as part of an exhibit to one of the
witness statements.

We are not aware that it has been disclosed by the
MTRC, with or without the photographs, and that's why
I was just exploring that point with Mr Wong.

Now, Mr Wong, just looking at this sheet, it says at
the bottom "more than 60 per cent of the installed
couplers were inspected in the mentioned areas".

How does one derive the 60 per cent figure? How

have you calculated the 60 per cent?
WEfE /R e thi{Harea » by areaksr ML - BlxatuH{EA% -

I'm still not quite there, Mr Wong. What you've listed
there, by reference to a series of dates, are various
areas on the EWL slab, one on the South Approach Tunnel,
and a small number on the NSL, slab I assume that is.

I just don't get, from that information, how you

calculated 60 per cent. And sorry, I should say, some
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are on the western wall, and I assume but I don't know,
where it doesn't say "western D-wall" it perhaps means

"eastern", but I'm really not sure. Can you explain?
BRE NUR(ER > SB—TTalbfAal(E H 7 MEZ st (AR AN E Hir e 0 1
B il{Harea - BIAEMIE - . . .
Right.

FEEWLEEarea C o {HbayHl{&iibay number » B{&EE—1THERN]

fHC1-208f > {ElocationgtfaMfi{Ebottom layer » B[MZME(EEHE -
Right. Pausing there, is that the East Wall or the
West Wall? On the first one, sorry.

WIS A (E - - > AR --sorry @ (REF T HEMESE T2
Where it says "C1l-2", to the right of that you'wve got
"bottom layer" under the heading "Location". 1Is that
the East Wall or the West Wall?

VEEIEZ A EIEFTA R - EEEE{#construction jointMf -
Right. So pause there. If that is right, that the
Cl-2, the first item on this list, is the bottom layer
of east, west and construction joints, how many

photographs did you look at to establish that?

WEIFHFEsite officeMi{flserverMifEHERLEM » KRG HAZE /S TE
S
Right. And the next one down is the EWL slab, area C,

Cl-3, but this time specifically the western D-wall?

(R i 6 e A S o [ R B B R T Yy RN ES D B i e
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Q.

ElEAE coupler Z4EA M EREZEE - RIMATRBEEIREREA R - A
%I EA —EE R E—HEcoupler - NE{EAIRR I AT E - BtEAISE
#F 5 PG coupler -

Right. ©Now, as a general question, where we see "bottom
layer" on this sheet, as per the first item, can we

assume that you're talking about the eastern wall, the

western wall and the construction joints?
TEHE

And so, in order to arrive at the conclusion that all of
these areas constituted more than 60 per cent of the
installed couplers, or areas where the installed
couplers were to be found, presumably you must have

calculated the total number of couplers?

[FE > BARORAEEPy area » BMAEEAERAE B - ML/ ERE
inspection > MRHEEEGMAEFN60S > AMMHI - Ve(EHAREL - KNAE
HEF AR (E summa r yIRERFE - SEEFRE AT AF 2230 > BT ABRESa 41 48
BT BRI R EEWL AR VE R KL - FrLAE(Epercentagefh—{&
R 5 AR

Right.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, again, but the percentage then of

60 per cent, from what you're telling me, if it was done
by taking the number of bays, might suggest that there

were certain bays which you didn't inspect at all?

FHRE CAS B C--HA NP - AWERTTE - (EAEFNRE F 11T
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BRI TIRAE - N Ry A HAh F S S B A R L & -

CHAIRMAN: I understand that. It's just you said that the

60 per cent as a rough figure might be done by taking
the number of bays. So, if you had ten bays, on your
basis, you would have inspected, say, six, that would
have given you 60 per cent, but that would have left
four bays where perhaps there was no record of any
inspection?

It's probably an overly simplistic question. I'm

just trying to understand how you worked out percentage.
WElfE Sk ffbase onfkMfrecord photo » [EARIETE S5/ METURH
AZEBEERATREIRE » K AR - IE—EgaZEME -

CHAIRMAN: All right. Then the other final question --

again, it's probably overly simplistic and forgive me --
is how does a photograph prove that you inspected

a particular percentage of the individual couplers?

RECAGHZEHAWGREER - G HAB—RAESE - Fbdank—E
REEEE threadii{E & EEE - VE(ER ARG ER —E(hchecklEl] » 5N
LRI —Wgeneral views(FH —WERTESL » (EGRMEMEEZEE
FECACE AT S - WE(E B R A RS BRI » A REE
AN (EcouplerZ24t » [ fQSP BOSAFIIIEit raining B H h—{Enf%
bt inspector ERFMEELHSESBE A FE EER B 1R . 55 T EE(E

maximum tolerance > BM{& ANHH{ESZE » FTLUH0E. . .

CHAIRMAN: I appreciate all of that. I'm just looking at

accuracy of records, I suppose, and perhaps, because I'm
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from the age of just writing stuff down, I find it a bit
difficult. I imagine myself, by way of analogy, going
to the front of a renaissance cathedral in Europe and
looking at all the saints, the statues. The fact that

I take a photograph of one statue at the front of that
cathedral doesn't mean that I have necessarily inspected
60 per cent of the statues. Do you see the point I'm
making? And if I then go to my photographic book two
years later and people say, "How many statues did you
look at?", I'd probably have difficulty trying to
remember. And it seems to me, in principle, this is the

same sort of situation, you see.

BHEWE - AT AT F R E A S B A 72 B - FRERAE - B
PHF IR EE R inspector teamMitR K AR - HOsE BB BRI Pk
so N HEEEIR A 7L {Eincident » E&HE R rectifyd - FHEE > 3

HAE Lt 2 FisE recor B fTRIEEL » fheertifyfEfhokay®f -

R R . . .

CHAIRMAN: All right. So you kept, did you, a record each

day of how long you had actually spent on site?
BCETGEH /DD SO ERs A A ERRFRE - R AIRDIERE A A RB
HHCHinspector of worksWiiHE - KA =(EESEWIC: » HAFE

R RS R - —Bifsite diary s Z > Fifkprogressif
summary ; = {4 —Mrecord photo g = {FHEE base onfkE

— H i R EAS HRE R record » BTAAR AW - sbiF RELEEA(E
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S P A -
DABA A WEEEE - FROEIE 3R THRE508: 308 %]16: 00 » FufgihAz
3 FIE A A R IR G 509 : S0EEXRE17: 00 - FrcH —(HEHE &
BZAt > BTRAAERAN Foffl - #4F AR [ AT e e st A FEE O e,
MR PENNICOTT: All right. Mr Wong, how easy would it be for
you to identify the photographs that you looked at in

preparing this schedule, if I asked you to go and do it

now?

A, WIR(RERM - EZERE LA E R TR - A{Efolder » FIEZIHE
= o

Q. Right. One reason I ask you that question is this.
I would be interested to know what photographs you
looked at in relation to the last item on this schedule,
the photograph or photographs taken on 11 January 2016,
in relation to the EWL slab, area B, bay 4/5, top layer;
do you see that?

A, FAEF -

Q. The reason I'm interested in that is that bay 4/5
doesn't have a top layer of rebar, because it has
through-bars and there are no couplers there. Hence my

interest to see the photographs that you looked at.

A. JHERVEHE -~ FHfdiaphragm wallZ4h » HEE# A {Econstruction
jointHii{flcouplerZdEig % » BGHEEGIUE S HHgAHEH » 1%

EXEA > BAHEERface to area C1-5@ HFE A#&area Biffbay 3
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EPRAE -
Q. That's why I'm interested to see the photographs,
precisely what it is you're referring to.
So you're saying, as I understand, this has got
nothing to do with the D-walls; this is just to do with

the construction joints, is it?

A, WERIREREEGRE 27T - (ERUE - - A G B # 5 E Ehh A R
o —EgitEsSINilarea B bay 3 BiEEFlarea CLEEZCL-S -

Q. I don't doubt what you're telling us, Mr Wong, but the
point is that -- that sort of point illustrates the fact
that unless you've got the photographs and you can
identify what it is you've looked at, it's impossible to
work out, without the photographs, how you've arrived at
that 60 per cent. It's just impossible, because we
don't know whether we're looking at the D-wall east
side, the D-wall west side, the construction joints,
whether it's one side or both sides. We simply don't

know, without the photographs, do we?
A, LARREEAERERM -

Q. Well, don't do the exercise unless asked.
Can we move on, please. Could I ask you now to go
to page B7 --
MR BOULDING: Sir, I hesitate to intervene. I'm just trying
to be helpful. 1I've just been told that all of the

photographs are in bundle Bl17, pages 24203 to 24373.
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CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much.

MR PENNICOTT: Sorry, is that all the photographs that

relate to this sheet, the spreadsheet?

MR BOULDING: That's the understanding of the note I've just

been passed.
MR PENNICOTT: All right. So that will be 70-odd
photographs. Let's have a look. Bl17.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, could I, Mr Wong, just -- we have

discussed this and I don't wish to belabour it, but

would you agree that it's perhaps not the most accurate

system that you've explained to us, for recording things

some time later?

A. Chairman > YI8R—{#+ 7 {F4HEEAC 8%

B —EF B —(Eretrospectivelffrecord o

HAR - - B (R (A

Hﬂu}

- H

CHAIRMAN: But even retrospectively, this is not exactly

X

=

By

high-tech, absolute record-keeping, is it? 1It's a bit

vague. I don't mean that in a condescending way at all.

I'm just saying, looking at the way you've explained 1it,

for example, how long you spent on the site in a day,

where you were, things like that, it seems to me that,

at best, what we're looking at is a sort of estimate.

Would you agree with that?

A. [EEMEE> Chairman  [EEADIRAANEET - & HIF;201 8F R EZH B IE(E

recordWiiif{e - HEWEE BELFRMAATT R ERIEE L - AT

FERAEIEE o MEPRIERE B2 [F RO IR
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CHAIRMAN: I appreciate that, absolutely. Sorry, I may have
interrupted the interpreter.

INTERPRETER: We are finished, Mr Chairman.

CHAIRMAN: Apparently not. Thank you.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, I'm inclined, if that's the right
reference that Mr Boulding has given to us, to leave it
for re-examination, because I've looked at the first six
photographs, I've looked at the dates, and the dates
don't appear on that schedule. So, as I say, 1if that's
the right reference, no doubt it can be dealt with in
some other way, but I'm afraid I can't struggle through
all those 70 photographs, trying to match up the dates,
and certainly the first six don't appear on the
schedule.

MR BOULDING: Sir, I'm happy to consider that, but I just
point out my understanding is that these are the
photographs which are referred to in paragraph 59 of
Mr Kobe Wong's witness statement on page B435.

MR PENNICOTT: I'm happy to ask him the general question of
whether that's right.

Mr Wong, I'm going to give you a file containing
some photographs, with dates but without any
annotations, without any indication what area we're in,
and ask you to confirm. (Handed) .

Do you see that photograph? Flick through them,

Mr Wong, please, if you would.
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I don't know if you've seen enough yet, Mr Wong, but
the general question is this: are these the photographs
that you looked at to prepare the Excel spreadsheet that
we have been looking at?

KIHEZ (% - & (RIE—THEWIE -

Right. I'm not going to pursue that any further at this
stage, because there's obviously a huge amount of
information there. There's no indication on the
photographs as to the areas, but obviously Mr Wong
presumably must have been able to work it all out from
the exercise he carried out.

Mr Wong, can we move on in time, as it were, because
I think we now need to look at the next document that
you at least signed. Could we please go to B7/4537.

We can see that on this page, 4537 -- Mr Wong,
you've signed this document?

4 > IEHE

Did you prepare it?

PrepareffiZ{fDerek Ma -~ [FZH--MEfk > IE—{pfE%EfAIkpreparel -
All right. As I understand it, this is essentially

an index, or summary, of the various sheets that follow
this document in the file. If you just flick over the
page, you will see the individual sheets for different
areas. Do you see that? So one starts with Al, A2, and

so forth.
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A.

% BRE] -
Right. You can confirm that that sheet at the front is

essentially a summary or an index of the following

sheets?

T -

Mr Ma has explained to us -- that's Derek Ma has
explained to us -- that he received a soft copy of

a template from Leighton, that he modified the document.

Following discussions with Michael Fu he added the
words -- if you look at the first sheet, at 4538, he
added, or rather Mr Ma added, the words:

"This form serves a retrospective record of coupler
installation.™

Do you see that, at the bottom of the page? Do you
see that, Mr Wong?

BhEl > BHE -

All right. Then he handed the document to you, but
without any of the manuscript on the documents that we
can see on page, by way of example, 4538.

So, pausing there, are the manuscript annotations
that we see on these sheets, from 4538 and onwards,
yours, Mr Wong?

TR -
Just taking -- let's look at 4539, a slightly better

example. We're in area A2; do you see that, Mr Wong?
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A.

Q.

Q.

[E%{karea A bay 2 °
Yes, area A, bay 2, yes, that's right.

And area A was an area that you were responsible for
inspecting, Mr Wong-?
T -
You have, we can see, struck through the letters "NS" in
relation to the top rebar and the bottom rebar on this
page?

TERE -

And in making, as it were, that striking-through, what
did you rely upon? What was your thinking? What

allowed you to delete the letters "NS"?
HHAEE R record photo » NIIHEEHAMEEAZEAM - FHEAZE—
(&I T8 A A — W coup le r 2R - I EHAREIRE C[RIH IR
[ i it A 2K MR i 10 ] R FERZ 5 T PA5E & covee r BB AR SRR i
g o BB A S OREHE(E NS -

Did you also delete items 5 and 6 on page 45392

WIS AIEE RDerek#H L - N/GIRIE(Harea A bay 2WE—{E{E -
Ifritem S[Eitem EHLATEARLITMAEL - Fr LAk EREFUN(E -

All right. Sorry, sir.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, I do apologise again. So your handwritten

deletion of "Not satisfactory" then is based on memory,
essentially, is that right, together with the
photographs?

IEHE ©
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CHAIRMAN: Because you're saying, "We didn't remember any

A.

problem with the coupler installation.”" That's to gquote
what you said a couple of minutes ago. So basically,
a lot of these records were based on recollection going

back a good many months?

1ERE

CHAIRMAN: Okay.

MR PENNICOTT: Having made the manuscript additions to the

various sheets, Mr Wong, my understanding is that there
was a discussion between yourself and your colleagues,
including Mr Ma, that the document should all be
backdated to 10 February 2017; is that correct?

TERE -

And, in your own words, Mr Wong, what was the thinking

behind that?

e (8 H - (25 2

Yes.

H

Ry HIRF 32 01 8 4.6 H IR E4LFAVE R HA P Jproperty projectBEmf] -

En}

T HAFEtitle JREPIE{4inspector of works @ EHHAFEtitlefhsite
rep. ’ site representative - ] EIE{flretrospective record:
HERAE M - AT E 7 =& H R R E RN E - WHE
HIFHAFERE H T EEEHEER20154 - NRE—{Hfsretrospective
record » FTLAR&RS HEEA R (5201 7 IE(E 2 H 1 05% (4 £ o r [B EA HBH A
HME{Einternal reviewlf o ATLIREME(EH FAEWE201 74 -

So there was an attempt to tie it back to the internal

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

26
Day 30



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Commission of Inquiry into the Diaphragm Wall and Platform Slab Construction 27
Works at the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 30

A.

review that we were looking at at the outset this
morning?

1ERE

CHAIRMAN: So would you agree what you were attempting to do

A.

was to make it look as if these documents had been
compiled in February 2017, at or about the time that the

internal review came out?

|
il

MR PENNICOTT: 1In paragraph 64 of your witness statement --

but don't lose the sheets -- you say this:

"As mentioned earlier, at the time of signing the
checklists, I did not check them in great detail, given
the limited time available. I am now aware that the
coupler checklists are not entirely accurate, as some of
the diaphragm walls covered by the checklists did not in
fact have any couplers in the top layer rebars as
a result of a change in detailing from the use of
couplers to through-bar lapping. Although I was
definitely aware of this change in detailing at the time
of the works, I unfortunately did not notice the
inaccuracies within the checklists when signing them,
until it was instructed to find and collate all site
photos showing construction details of the east
diaphragm wall, and was subsequently told that this was
for the purpose of identifying parts of the diaphragm

wall and cast-in couplers which had been trimmed away."
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So if we go back to B7 and the sheet at 4561, Jjust
to illustrate the point that you have made, on the sheet
that we see at 4561, it relates to area Cl, bay 3; do
you see that? So it's C1l-3.

A, H=FEl-

Q. On the sheet we see references to Tl, T3 and T5.

A, fhe
Q Denoting rebar with couplers.
A, fre

Q. And in fact there are no couplers in the top part of
Cl-3 because through-bars were adopted.

A.  BHEREBEFATREEEER - BEHTEH -

Q. Yes. And so you were showing, on this sheet at least,
having recorded inspections of couplers which you could

not have inspected because they weren't there?

A, FAFHTHEERE R TR - SRAIEGE IR G TEE - RAEST B - FTLAETR
formHEHUAII T RERIET » fI{F4ited - (a0 -

Q. So, Mr Wong, just to round this off, having completed

these sheets, as I understand it, you handed them back

to Derek Ma; is that right?
A, IEHE -

MR PENNICOTT: Then, obviously, we know what happened

subsequently.
Thank you very much, Mr Wong. I've got no further
questions. Thank you very much.
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MR TO: ©No questions from China Technology.

MR CHANG: No questions from Leighton.

MR CHOW: Mr Chairman, there are some questions from the
government, but I see that we are at 11.23. Perhaps
it's a convenient moment for us to take the morning
break, so that I can start after the break.

CHAIRMAN: Yes, certainly. 15 minutes. Thank you.

(11.22 am)

(A short adjournment)

(11.43 am)

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, I just want to ask one thing, Mr Wong.
Over the tea break, just looking back at the records
that you prepared and to which you put your name, would
you agree that, essentially, they were based on fallible
memory and records that were not highly specific?

A, EUE BEEIE - EGEEEEER S -

CHAIRMAN: All right. Were you quite happy to sign these

records?

A. Chairman  {REEUWEMEETEFER. . .

CHAIRMAN: No, my question is quite clear, I think. When
you were asked to sign these template records which
you've been shown, were you happy to do so, and to

backdate them?
A TRERBHREF » EHHE RS Janes HOWISER » A LITHA
gy AT A& . ..
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CHAIRMAN: That's a different question. My question is not
who asked you to sign. My question is: were you —-- as
an individual, at that moment in time, with the
knowledge that you had of the nature of these records --
you happy to sign them?

A, ARANEEE - fTHEE -

CHAIRMAN: All right. So you were happy to sign?

A. R

CHATIRMAN: Thank you.

Cross-examination by MR CHOW

MR CHOW: Good morning, Mr Wong. My name is Anthony Chow
and I represent the government. The government has some
questions for you in relation to the evidence that you
have given so far.

Mr Wong, my first question is that I recall that
this morning you mentioned that you were told by your
superior that the steel fixing work will be inspected by
the construction engineer, and you also told that it is
not your job to look at the couplers installation. Do
you still recall that?

A. fhoSle IERE e

Q. Can you tell us the name of your superior who said this
to you, who was it?

A. Dick Kung-

Q. Thank you.
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This morning, when you were asked by Mr Chairman as

to who would be the responsible officer in the position

to appoint the specific T3 to be in charge of the

inspection of the coupling works, and you mentioned two

possible positions. One is the CP; do you recall that?

A, fRoTEE -

Q. You also mentioned the name Mr Jason Wong; do you recall

that part of your evidence?

A, fRo 78R

Q. An alternative would be a T5, and at that stage you

mentioned the name James Ho?

A, fRo 78R

Q. We have received evidence from the construction manager,

Mr Kit Chan, who told us that you were the person

supposed to carry out the duty of the gquality control

supervisor for inspecting the couplers installation

work.

To be fair to you, may I refer you to that

particular part of the transcript: Day 26, page 105,

line 5, when I asked Mr Chan:

"So you are telling us that for the purpose of the

QSP, the quality control supervisor designated to take

care of the supervision of the ductile couplers
installation was Kobe Wong?
Answer: Yes.

Question: So it's not Derek Ma?
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Answer: No. Derek Ma is an engineer who's
responsible for rebar checking. The coupler
installation checking, based on the arrangement at that
time, material time, are the inspectors."

So our understanding of Mr Kit Chan's evidence 1is
that, to him, it was quite clear that you were the
person who was supposed to carry out that duty.

Am I right in thinking that, at the time, he never let
you know you should be discharging that duty; is that

correct?
1EHE - BT T - - FTHERaE e A e E s U -

For the purpose of the record, can I also refer you to
the site supervision plan, at bundle B6/4081. This is
part of the site supervision plan dated November 2015.
This shows the various personnel under the CP stream,
and Mr Kit Chan, at that point, first of all, was
qualified as a T5 TCP, and at the same time he was also
the CP representative; do you see that?

] -

So, as far as you are concerned, based on what you have
told us this morning, he would have the authority to
appoint the candidate for taking up the position of the

quality control supervisor; is that correct?
TEHEE

Now, I would like to move on to the retrospective

records. Can I refer you to paragraph 49 of your
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statement, at bundle Bl, page 433, please. If I may,
I would like to remind you what you have said in those
paragraphs, 49 and 50:

"After the first media report in late May 2018
regarding allegations of defective steel works under
contract 1112, various MTRCL members of staff (including
Mr James Ho, Mr Derek Ma, Mr Louis Kwan, Mr Arthur Wang
and myself) began to gather evidence in response to what
has been alleged in the media report, and I assisted
with collecting and collating the relevant site photos
from MTRC's project server. Other than collating and
providing some relevant site photos, I had no
involvement at all in the preparation and drafting of
the MTRC report dated 15 June 2018.

Shortly thereafter, in or around early June 2018,

I ran into LCAL's Mr Edward Mok and Ms Mini Lo and
learned that they were preparing the record sheets for
the EWL slab at that time. I naturally asked if they
were willing to sign those record sheets, but they were
adamant that they were not prepared to sign any
retrospective record sheets after the event."

May I ask why would you ask them whether they were
willing to sign the retrospective record sheets at that
point?

R Ui sk (i i Em #5250 - A Mg R EEFEE g 1E

o S

g% -
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Q. So am I right in thinking that, as far as you are

concerned, it wouldn't be right for them to sign on the

record sheets which were prepared retrospectively?

A, (RERE--FER IR % —ZE 7

Q. As far as you are concerned, would it be right for

someone to sign on record sheets which were prepared

retrospectively?

A, AIRME{ELCE Al RS —(ECsk - THRERZTHE - N REREve S A

Wi{E{4retrospective » (EfT[EHREH—(Eretrospective » E4EA L

PEAZIE, -

CHATIRMAN: Well, with respect, there was. You yourself have

said that it was

dated 2017 in order to give the

appearance that they were made at that time. That's

what you yourself have admitted.

A. HAE - BEHEEEHEIR2018FHEE 7 & IEFfinspector of works

A AR E R EEaE L R e B s ret rospectiveff recordMi{EF AT DUE

SR o (BB EE (E E R A o] LU S > BfR20154 -

MR CHOW: Is it your evidence now, so long as it is put on

the face of the document, telling people that this is

a retrospective record, it would be okay for you; is

that right?

A, WREG BRI BIHEGRERMT  BIEE

Q. Okay. Now, paragraphs 52 and 53 of your witness

statement, bundle Bl, page 433, where you said:

"Afterwards,

Mr James Ho told me that Leighton had
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by then retrospectively prepared a set of record sheets
for the EWL slab, although I had not actually seen

a physical copy at the time. He asked me whether I was
willing to countersign those record sheets, and

I vehemently said that I was not willing to do so in

these circumstances when Leighton had failed to keep any

contemporaneous record sheets as required by the QSP.

Furthermore, I distinctly remember raising the

concern that I was only a T3 site supervisor for the ELS

[slab], such that I did not consider myself to be the
competent or appropriate person to sign the so-called
record sheets retrospectively prepared and provided by
LCAL."

Now, what you said in paragraph 53 is not entirely
clear to me as to your concern. Your concern, am I --
which one is it? You thought it would be wrong to
create inspection records retrospectively, or your
concern is you consider yourself not an appropriate
person or not competent to sign on the record sheet?
Which one is your real concern, the former or the
latter?

TG LR R FRE (A (12 T 3 [ P e A3/ T 1 i 25— {18 LE A UL
Okay. Perhaps, at this point, can I ask you to go to

look at a document: bundle H14, page 35067.

Right. Do you have any -- at the time when Mr James

Ho asked you whether you were prepared to sign on the
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set of record sheets, did he show you similar document
as we see now on the screen?

SIS TR -

How about the other document, at bundle G12/9883,
please? How about this one?

SN THR S o

So, basically, your conversation -- on that occasion,

Mr James Ho simply asked you whether you were prepared
to sign something called a record sheet, without showing
you what documents he had in mind; is that right?

IEHE

Now, this morning Mr Pennicott has already taken you to
a summary table that you prepared, at bundle H14,

page 35070.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, just before we move on there -- in

A.

an affidavit or an affirmation, you have said that there
was a time when you were very strongly opposed to
signing these record sheets, but this morning, to me,
you have said that in fact, in contemplation, looking
back on everything you have said this morning, and
reassessing the situation, you were happy to sign; is

that right?

Chairman » IE4FESE - A[IER]DIEHE— ?

CHAIRMAN: All right. 1In this affirmation, you've said you

were strongly opposed to signing at that time; yes?
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A, I > BRI HE . ..

CHAIRMAN: You have said to me, after we have debated the
issue for a good period of time this morning, that
looking back on everything, yes, you were happy to sign

at that time.
A. Chairman  FREBGREIIS EHEGIEHIZHEHE—{0%frecord » MITALEE S
HOMi—fFinternal®record

CHAIRMAN: All right. Thank you. So you thought that these

were Leighton records you were signing?
AL HRSEE— (D RIREE S (f e

CHATIRMAN: Were you asked to sign the Leighton records?

A, ZREIAeAE R R o EREERERE ORI AEE S G Rirecord -

CHAIRMAN: My question is a simple one: were you, at any

time, asked to countersign Leighton records?
A. Chairman  {FEENNZEEIEHYretrospective recordlY » EI&EfA—15

record ?

CHAIRMAN: ©No. Please listen to my questions. I do try to
make them simple, and my apologies if I am being
overcomplicated. Were you at any time asked to sign or
countersign Leighton records of a similar kind to the

records which you in fact signed?
A, IR (GEEIACHE > BAEG %

CHAIRMAN: So you were asked to sign, were you, or did you
merely make a statement to that general effect, that if

you were asked you wouldn't?
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A, H A fAEAEE -

MR CHOW: Mr Chairman, actually, in paragraph 52, he
actually mentioned he was asked by Mr James Ho to sign
them.

CHAIRMAN: I know. I'm just wanting to see where there's
consistency or not, if you see what I mean.

MR CHOW: Sorry.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much.

Thank you. Yes, Mr Chow.
MR CHOW: Mr Wong, you recognise this document that

Mr Pennicott took you to this morning?

Q. You yourself prepared this document; correct?

Q. So everything that we see on this document was, to
a certain extent, typed up by you; is that right?

A, f&e

Q. At the bottom of the page, it was your signature as
well?

A, f&e

Q. Now, based on what you have just told us, that so long
as we put on the face of the document telling people
that this is a retrospective record, it will be okay; do

you recall that part of your evidence?

A, REWEHE -
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Q.

Do you agree with me that there is no indication on this
document telling people that this document was actually
prepared in early June this year?

% 1788 -

And as a matter of fact, this document was prepared by

you not until June this year; correct?
% IEHE - RAIE(E R —(E summar yHREL -

Fair enough.

Now, can you tell me why, at that point, in June
2018, a few months earlier, you still put your job title
as IoW?

WUE L FEZ T S5 -
You told this Commission that since November 2015, you
have been promoted to the position of a senior IoW; do

you recall that?
1ERE -

Now, if I can refer you to one of the emails that you
issued shortly after you had been promoted --
bundle Cl2, page 8127 -- on 15 December 2015, when you
talk about the incident of bar cutting.

Now, that happened shortly after you had been
promoted. We can see that you have not been slow in
telling people that your new position is senior

inspector of works II-civil; am I correct?

{REEHTah T NIEE AatE s ABE ? sorry » INRETHEIEtit e
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“senior inspector of works II” -

Yes, we can all see that.

Then can you tell me, once again, after more than
two and a half years you have been promoted to a new
position, you would make a mistake, as you described
earlier, by claiming yourself to be an IoW when you
prepared the summary table, using your title more than
two and a half years ago and during the time when you

were looking after the EWL slab?

BAAEHREEME(Esummary tableMFRFERAITEEVE - FTEREHHE CIERAL -

Can you also tell us -- if you can go back to the
summary table that we have just looked at -- bundle H14,
page 35070 -- can you also tell us why you did not date

this document when you signed it?

WE— {3 XM HEH—HRE - —(#summaryBEf; o —{Hsummary » HEHRA
N RIE R H T -

Let me give you some background of how the government
got to look at this document. This document was shown
to the government inspector in early June this year, to
look at the records, the contemporaneous records, in
relation to the inspection of the couplers installation,
and this document was shown by people in the MTRC office
to the government inspector, and at the same time the
government was informed that in relation to the couplers

installation, it was sensitive at the moment and that's
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why copies could not be made for the government, and in
those circumstances an inspector took out his phone and
then took a photo, and that is how we got possession of
this document. So this is the background; right? Do
you follow me?

A. 1§ HH-

Q. At the time when you prepared this summary table, do you
know whether this document would be shown to the
government or not?

A, HREEHIE

Q. This document was prepared by you. Was it under the
instructions from James Ho?

A. f& IEHE-

Q. What did Mr James Ho tell you when he gave you the
instruction to prepare this summary?

A. [EEBRGHEBIMTRIEZZ EFHEZE —(finternalfrecord °

Q. So do you expect that what you are going to prepare
would be shown to persons other than Mr James Ho?

A, EWFERIE

Q. Then did you ask Mr James Ho as to what information that
you were supposed to include in the document that he

asked you to prepare?
AL ABFTHFAHE A {7 SO RERZ A R A ER B DL (AR ey
record photoMff » FFT#H LEVEMEETE R L2 -

Q. Do you agree with me that, given that it is your concern
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not to mislead people into believing that this is

a document made contemporaneously, you would have put in
some note on the document to make sure that whoever
would come across this document would not be misled? Do

you agree with me?

)|
il

Now, regarding the supporting documents for compiling
this summary, you refer to a set of photos saved in the
company's server; do you recall that?

% 788 -

Part of the photos, as I understand your evidence this
morning, were taken by you yourself?

%> TEHE -

There were also other photos taken by other inspectors

or colleagues of MTRC; is that correct?
T -

So, when you prepared this summary, had you exhausted
all the photos available to you in the company's server
for compiling this table?

WIS FHFENE— (T summary - FOFRERTE H CEIH -

I see. Can I now -- we will come back to this later on,
but at the moment I would like to refer you to the
checklist that you have signed. Can I just remind you
what you said in paragraph 55 onwards, in relation to

this set of retrospective records.
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Now, paragraph 55:

"Having reviewed those site photos (which had been
uploaded to the SCL project server contemporaneously),
I then compiled an Excel spreadsheet summarising the
dates and locations of the photos taken. A hard copy of
that spreadsheet was provided to Mr James Ho for
consideration, but he considered that the summary was
not sufficiently detailed, and he asked if I was willing
to prepare and sign a more detailed set of records. At
that point, I was assured by Mr Ho that the proposed set
of records would only act as an internal record.
I understood this to mean that it was only for the use
of myself, Mr Ho, Mr Derek Ma, Mr Louis Kwan and
Mr Arthur Wang, and would not be circulated to any other
parties.

Thereafter, I understand that Mr James Ho instructed
Mr Derek Ma to prepare a first set of checklists
entitled 'Checklist for on-site assembly of EWL slab to
D-wall/slab couplers', a hard copy of which was printed
out and handed to me at the Hung Hom site office.
During the discussions with Mr Ho and Mr Ma,
I understood from Mr Ma that the checklists prepared by
him covered around 20 per cent of the rebars/couplers
installed on site. Above all, Mr Ma assured me once
again that these checklists would only act as

an internal retrospective record of my recollection not
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to be circulated to any parties outside our team of
Mr Ho, Mr Ma, Mr Louis Kwan and Mr Arthur Wang.

During the same discussions, it was decided that the
checklists should be dated with a date after the
internal review, ie 10 February 2017, as these
checklists were prepared with the intention of
responding to and addressing the recommendations
therein. As far as I was concerned, I was sure that
those checklists could not and should not be dated back
to 2015, as they were merely a retrospective internal
record for the purpose of satisfying myself that we had
carried out sufficient site surveillance in respect of
the coupler installations."

Further, in paragraph 59, you said:

"Based on my memory of my site surveillance
activities at the time, and having previously reviewed
the site photos taken by myself and other
supervisors, I was satisfied that we did carry out more
than enough site surveillance covering the coupler
installation works, and I proceeded to fill in those
checklists. I did not check the numbers or drawings
referred to in the checklists in detail, as Mr Derek Ma
prepared the checklists and I relied on the information
he had incorporated therein. Moreover, I was under the
impression from Mr James Ho that he urgently required

those checklists."
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A.

Q.

Now, may I first ask you what did Mr James Ho say to
you, to give you an impression that he was urgently in
need of that set of checklists? What did he tell you,
insofar as you can recollect?

A S SE R R LR » Wl —ZHE(RERTR TR e (84 5% -
Did he tell you why he was in need of it urgently?
AT -

All right.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, could I just ask one thing which puzzles

A.

me. You have said in this affirmation that you were
assured that the records were only intended for a very

small group of people who worked with you; correct?

IEHE

CHATRMAN: If that was the case, and they were purely

A.

internal records, why would anybody have to sign them?
Why would anybody have to date them? They're just
internal records for you and three or four other
co-engineers to be able to assure yourself of whatever
it was you wished to be assured of. Why were you, in

particular, required to sign?

NE{E{4James HoMFHELK -

CHAIRMAN: All right. You didn't think it a bit strange,

especially when you had to date it as well, because it
seems to give a certain formality to documents which

you've said you were assured were only for internal
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records, to be seen by just four or five people?

RRy & HLF A (R SRR 2 B TR SR A Al ESE - ATlUF A
WA —ZIAIE e — (e (A BRI -

CHAIRMAN: All right. Thank you.

MR CHOW: Now, Mr Wong, in paragraph 57, when you talk

about -- when you try to explain why the document was
backdated to 10 February 2017, you refer to an internal
review and you said the intention was to respond to and
address to the recommendations therein.

Now, this is the problem that I have, and with due
respect, I don't quite follow it. What happened, at
that stage, in early -- from the end of May up to early
June, as you and Mr Derek Ma have described what
actually happened, if I may gather, sort of give you
a summary -- it's that at the end of May, there were
widespread reports regarding problems with couplers in
the Hung Hom Station, and because of that, you were
asked by James Ho as to whether you were prepared to
sign on a set of record sheets, which you refused. Do
you recall that?
sofe o (&0 IEHE
Then you refused to do so, you were asked to prepare
a summary sheet by Mr James Ho, you have just told us;
right?

IEHE ©
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Q.

And Mr James Ho found that a summary sheet in such form
was not sufficient, and therefore he asked you whether
you are ready to prepare a more detailed set of records.
Do you recall that?

1M - TERE -

Then you have Mr Derek Ma, all of a sudden, prepared

a detailed set of records for you; do you recall that?
if e

And asked you to sign; right?

% > IEHE

All right. Then you also mentioned to us that Mr James
Ho somehow gave you the impression he was urgently in
need of that set of documents. Do you recall that?
i e

How would a person believe that the purpose of signing
that set of documents was to address a report which was
published more than one and a half years ago, the

internal review report, in such circumstances?
{RESEMHEMAME20 174 MAE 2 H 1055 » (A0K ? a[BE Al LIRS > 23 7

Given that a serious event happened from the end of May
up to the moment you were asked to sign on a set of
detailed records prepared by Derek Ma, my suggestion is
that a reasonable person would not honestly believe that
the purpose of signing that set of documents was to

address a report that was published more than one and
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a half years ago. Do you agree with me?

R — {4 sk et - P2 il - FAPC B project
division : [EH{Eretrospective record » WEFREFHHfE » HE—EE
2015 - LUB—EETE 1% - RREVESEHRVE(5R201 742 HIE(E
H - ARELEGE S - BTLARERFE N - - #0208 - E— M (h— P ER S - Ik -
SR - SRAIE L R 2 i [F] S5 25 S5 e -

Now, this morning, Mr Pennicott also showed you details
of the relevant part of the internal review report; do
you recall that?

& > 3085 -

The specific part that has been shown to you includes

a recommendation section; do you recall that?

% St -

If I may call up the same document -- bundle B7,

page 4519 -- now, under section 5.1, "Recommended
follow-up actions", the second bullet point requires you
to:

"Confirm the frequency of Leighton and MTRC
supervision were in compliance with the requirement of
the QSP, and were recorded on the record sheet ..."

Do you see that?

%o HE -
Do you agree with me that what is recommended in this
report is to ask you or the MTRC staff to go away and

confirm that proper supervision has been provided and
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A.

there were records recording the supervision provided?
It never asked you to go away and prepare a new set of

records to cover that?

IELFEE » AIEATDART 2K 7

CHAIRMAN: I agree, it's a little ambiguous.

MR CHOW: All right. Okay. Then I will move on.

CHAIRMAN: All right.

MR CHOW: ©Now, earlier, in relation to this recommendation,

you also told us that actually, action was taken at that
time. Somebody went to ask Leighton as to whether they
had kept a contemporaneous record, and they were told by
Leighton that it did not exist; do you recall that?

if e

So action was actually taken in response or in

an attempt to address this particular recommendation set
out in the internal review report; right?

e

At that point, shortly after the report was published?

IEHE ©

And upon being informed by Leighton that no such record
existed, the matter was put at rest, at that point, and
no further action was taken by MTRC or your team?

4 > IEHE

Can you think of any justification that all of a sudden,

one and a half years later, in early June 2018, there
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was a need to prepare a whole set of inspection records

just to address this particular recommendation?

AL ECERRE(E H o L PR E AR A A A o (R A R {1
recordiffi{E 77 HE# - -k EEHVAE G 520154 » FrbALE]
respond ' date back®FEEHH TFHEEHZ2017EE -

CHAIRMAN: No, I think the question is: can you think of any
reason why, in June 2018, when no action had been taken
for over a year or so in respect of the recommendation
in this report, you would then suddenly be asked to
prepare records which apparently were to meet
a recommendation in the report?

MR CHOW: Thank you, Mr Chairman.

A, EEIFfTHEERRKSBIEGRNE -

Q. In paragraph 57 of your statement, you actually go on to
say a second reason:

"... I was sure that those checklists could not and
should not be dated back to 2015, as they were merely
a retrospective internal record for the purpose of
satisfying [yourself] ..."

This is where I would like you to explain to us.
Why would there be a need, after so many years, to put
so much effort in creating this set of documents for the

mere purpose of satisfying yourself?
A, EEFER S FF S WRE-Fh-

HHETE— BB GEIERE i —EREEHREHE20154
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BIE(E{&—(fretrospectivelffinternal - — N EEEE 4 » AL --[E]3E
WEAE (Z S A FRABR TR IR AT — ([ - — S Srneg it A% X [E] B AS: R ([ i T R AR
B (AEEIEZ G > ME A= (Ecouple rff 4245 -

Am I right to say that what is more appropriate would
be -- perhaps you can disagree with me; right? -- what
you should have put is "as they were merely

a retrospective internal record for the purpose of
satisfying the government that we had carried out
sufficient site surveillance in respect of the coupler
installations"; would it be more appropriate for you to

put that, as opposed to satisfying yourself?
S - R E(EAC SR (LB RT3 - HE (R for —(EA B - $FT
THEAE S EMARHEGE 5 HA - - BIADIIR E C4H B DIINEEA P A2 R -

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, could I ask: if you had been told that

they may be used externally, that is perhaps to be
considered by government, what would have been your
reaction, as to the request for you to put your
signature onto these records, that signature, in the
normal course of events, certifying that you saw them as

being accurate and good faith documents?
HE > ARGEESIMNAB A HMERT - BB - BEE AR gz R i &

BRI AREHE -

CHAIRMAN: But you didn't know who that was?

A.

& ATEEIGRE UFFEEE -

MR CHOW: We know that the set of documents that you have
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signed, the checklist that you have signed and backdated
to 10 February 2017 was subsequently submitted by MTRC
to the government on 15 June 2018, this year. Are you

aware of that fact?
FIBRERME DA S gat tachBE E i {E repor t i -

So are you saying that before today you were not aware

of this fact? So I just told you; is that the position?

o= T A 6 5 F2 3 FBURHE(E S S - By H 5 5 BUR IR - FRAGIEH
— N Eat tach S 20 (R B3 S Bl (EHR SEEdratt -

At any stage before today, were you aware of the fact
that the documents that you have signed were submitted

to the government?
% FIE - URIE(EMUE [ FEZ B &E s N\ R RE -

Okay. In paragraph 63 of your witness statement, you
mention that at one point you returned to the site
office and you couldn't find the hard copy of the
checklists that you had left on your desk. Do you
recall that? Paragraph 63, page --

%ol ke

Can you tell us what was the purpose of your visit on

15 June this year?
#ixJames HoZIRPIR KA —HERIEHEEE -

And as at that point you realised that the set of
documents you signed disappeared, is that correct, as on

15 June?
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A.

WHR PR » BARAIEFMAMEEAL - Blfkoriginal copylEH, » —{H
scanned copy °

Yes. So you realised that on that day; is that right?

So did you ask Mr James Ho what has become of the
original set of documents that you signed, why it
disappeared?

& HIEZATRIZIR - N T s H B I ZR e KR -

Right. Let's go to have a detailed look at the
documents that you have signed. Perhaps bundle B7,
page 4555, please.

Right. So this is one of the checklists that you
have signed. We see that at the lower part of the
document, there are six items, which suggest to the
reader that those are the items that you have checked in
particular; do you agree with me?

HE - {Hfpitem 5 - 6MHEIERZAATEL - K RMA S AEURY: EZ (% -

Yes, I know that. Now, do you agree with me that based
on the description of the first four items -- well,
perhaps you can take a look at the description first and
then I will ask my question.

Okay.

All right. Do you agree that on the basis of the
description, it is quite clear that what you were

expected to do is to supervise and look at the coupling
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installation process?

[EE -

You agree?

[EE -

So am I right to say that you have not supervised or

inspected such process for all the coupling installation

works?
B PR RS 2/ D/ DR AT DL — TR BEARIE VU L tem > {EE5— (o
“coupler fully screwed & fitted’ - HEHHAEZEW{#Ecoupler
SRR — (B 0 L - BROEEE A B = (E A5 (& thread » —{ExRE
ff5couplerZEM - —{EERUAMFIMEE threadf » HARMRERLAETIZ
HENER, -

I — (S —H"fsite surveillance®Mm - Bl4EF—Hith#
MR > FLE P A (i i B AR — (B (A R - m]RE R EI RV (ERERE -
HEREEHEMEREGETA - R EGG (I EE R N
BOSAH EME{Ethreaded bar » 4fflend > (E@&%—{fiplastic cap
B — (B OREE » REBIRAL R - PoEr R T AZRE PR - (B
EELIBAEE R - AR — IRt A &P (BB 55 =18 - MR{E S (4
L ERERIES R e L A AT AN

B R —EERIE - Bl
ARIE > EA L RRRREE AR CEHRE  metre/( » fimetre » —
{6 T\ B frEEIHEHR L -

SR AL & 18— k- - PR AV A BB R etshl ) - (Emt e L
a2z > —fr TN Ep{E AT > 55— AL T MR {E R - BIAME R, - 3
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B shER AR ET - PR GRS AT R EE A S IR - PR Ry R - Bl
e — (BT - RRE—(EREEEE - HEIREAL  BEES - HEK
BT B E » HE TS AZ o HE A SR BRI R
IR EHEE (8 A (a5 IR(EBAEME AU 5T RO » IRSTR D2 -

WEME(EIRFFE] - PRAUEREE Y - B (R W (i B8 T B 2o - el
e TE M (E coupler BEIHT - BEMIHER - - [EIIGR - FABE LS E A
TN —EE T SR e - e g 2ot T R R E T —(E=RUE
FHE T~ (BRI TR SR - B ELAE e 1% - (BB IH
EfrE » HAeEFTHEEM—(Evisual inspection > Alfafi&iten 4
WEMEHE -

Refer® NHEME footnote » (B4 maximumig %5212 1. 5B - I
— R AL R (ERE R thread GIEG X1 . SIE - WIRTEM
IR 22 ST RO H B E AR ] DU O S 5T R R EEWE P&
item#{fhsatisfactory » (RITRIE » (FokmE g -
Mr Wong, believe it or not, I knew you were going to say
that, but I'm not going to investigate with you at this
stage. T will come back to it.

But you haven't answered my question. My question
was you have not supervised the coupling installation

work for all the couplers in the EWL slab. Can you give

a simple answer to that? You have not?

100%{5%T > FEIHEAIETRZEL o PR AIR RehAQs PIEER205E50%
BARE MY - - Fe[FIHE IR H R s m] DU e Ve (E 20K - BIE L > i
GEETHEIL00% » WERMFH (% ] DAHERE L
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Q.

Okay. That's enough for my question. What I'm trying
to get at is -- sorry.

Do you recall that at one stage you signed on
a number of checklists which you considered represent
20 per cent of the total number of couplers, and later
on, when your team realised that 20 per cent was just
not good enough because the EWL slab required
50 per cent, then you signed a further checklist? Do
you recall that process?
el -
And those checklists were not prepared by you, they were
prepared by Derek Ma; is that correct?

TERE -

Now, if you have not inspected 100 per cent of all the
couplers, how can you be sure there's no checklists
which are location-specific, prepared by Mr Derek Ma,

were the locations that you actually inspected?
DRUBsHf AN 4T 8% > record photo o KRB Mp AR (BT H: > AN A
[EEE A > B AR T EFHME > base onIR[EHHFEEinspectorf
EXAT AR record photo » #i&ALlcoverEIF Z i MH50% » HliA
KEBEIE—{#internal record e

While we are on this checklist, you mentioned to us that
this checklist was actually prepared by Derek Ma, and --

do you recall that?

sLfe e
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Q.

A.

Can you give us an explanation why Mr Derek Ma made the
same mistake as you did, by referring to you as an IOW,

instead of a senior IoW?

PR B & LIS OB A a8 - [RIHRROEAR » P AT A B0 E I € 1t 1 elfé 5
FTHE0E ©

So you are suggesting that two separate persons making
the same inadvertent mistake was a coincidence?

WEE -

Do you agree with me that that would give an impression
to people reading your report that those are at least
documents prepared close to the time when the works were

carried out when you were an inspector of works?

Fi LAE(E (% —(flretrospective record e

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, what rank did you hold in February 20177

A.

A senior inspector of works II.

CHAIRMAN: Okay. Now, you've said that you backdated it to

2017 to give the impression that that's when it was
prepared, as a retrospective document at that time, and
would it not follow that you would then give the rank

that you had at that time?
HE 0 TR R AR RS - AIR20174 » WAEZLFE “senior

inspector of works II" -

CHAIRMAN: All right.

MR CHOW: Now, I would like to look at another summary sheet

that you prepared. Actually, we have already looked at
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it this morning. I wonder whether we can put the two
documents side by side. The first one is the first
version of the summary sheet, bundle H14, page 35070.
While we keep this document on the screen, if we can
then call up another document, at bundle B7, page 4537.
These two documents we have looked at already this
morning. The one on the left, if we can scroll down to
the bottom, again, this document was not dated by you
when you signed, and again your position was somehow
wrongly described. So this is again a coincidence;

right, is that your evidence?

PRI R e — {77 — - B & S i T2 — (7 - Wi (o B RAHHEREE - FoAH(E
Derek Maf& EERE(EIE—{ Z528E08 2 18t a /e My - FrbMERER
SEFRIEE €1t 1 e HIF R Tow - [FIEFRESIFEHE - FE T E
fEtitleFTFEVETOWESToW » Fr DAMHRE B ER AL - F- PRI R4 1E
% °

Mr Wong, I want to ensure that I clearly hear what you

said. You said Mr Derek Ma has mistaken your position

even in June this year. Is that your evidence just now?
EFRATTREER T ? HEEREERA -

Well, this -- I thought that's what your answer was just

now.

W% o PR R RS AR IR S (AR MERER (2 (R T 4B g - (B RTRET TRl 00
FEREATTHLTT HEE -

Now, if we compare the entries in these two summary
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sheets -- now, the one on the right is an earlier
version -- or perhaps I should ask you: is the one on

the right an earlier version of the other summary sheet
on the left?
% 1788 - 5 T E1E R FHAEE -
Right. ©Now, first of all, what we have noticed from the
earlier version is that, first of all, some of the dates
were wrong. For example, for area Cl, bay 3, you
indicated that the date of your couplers inspection was
on 4 August 2015; do you see that?
RE -
If we look at the layout plan where we have set out all
the dates of concreting -- I understand, Mr Chairman and
Professor, you got a hard copy of that document
yesterday. Yes.
Do you have a hard copy of the layout plan?
Could Mr Wong be given a copy, please. (Handed) .
According to the hard copy of the document 24199,
the rebar fixing works for Cl, bay 3, did not commence
until 22 August 20157?
% > BRE] -
Right. This is one of the entries in your earlier
version of the summary which is apparently wrong; do you

see that? Do you agree?

W e 2B 1] 3 (L B gl (R R ATV SR - W RAEI R T30 - P o
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{EE AN - PRt H B (A Pa T EAE A (E coup 1 e r ZZERRAAYE - {H {0k
UEfsummary tablefEid - C1-3(EIERFIGEE A8 H 2258 - HEAEMKE
SR EMEPET{E couple rEZEEE » [Ef5ARBALEMEUITE R E MR =5 s (&
Fida » FTLMEVE(E H T [FEE{E H -HiEse o 8 Ko gl LG # e H 4571
SRAHHEREHE - IAREEG—EZE8 H 49855 - IHEMEAH LM - (B
AE TR - FTEERR E T rebar fixing » FrLARRAE

{ERFEEA AR - S EIRRREEARARE -

MR BOULDING: Sir, if you want to look at the photo, I'm

told it's at B24216.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

MR CHOW: Yes, Mr Wong. What can we see from this photo,

which shows the commencement of the reinforcement for

the slab?
WEsRAH > (RBKASEREETR ? Okay © WEiAH » 4F B BAVE (4 Ph e S
B> INRIRBERE - A —EEER > flfi{Awaterproofing membrane >
AMAME 57K EROEE > DR R e {18575 7K 3 (P T e Sy L3R

i HA S AR W (E = EME(E couplerZZst » msFRMH{Esummary » HH{H
8 F 45 EZ IEIERL(RaEIETR » BN E LocationEARIEIHktdiaphragn
wall > FTAERMEAFIIAEZE « REEEETRAIEIRED - /1R E1H %P
coupler > HEMPAMILE - BLinl A PieE —(HERBEIRES > A E0E(E
rirE&IAfE couplerf - IEIERL AU IHERE S H 4B EAARBIMAHURIZE B
AR > Fir DARGE(E A 2 T FE A B sk Braavi (& 0 TEARREs H 2258 » Al

REA {3558 FH ASRERFIIAER A 38 H B A (A B il e e ek
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ST E B ZEE » sorry » EE#EicouplerZiE -

Mr Wong, are you saying that the way we should read your
summary table, when you put an entry of 4 August 2015
for bay Cl1-3, it should not be interpreted as the date
when you carry out the couplers installation check for
the slab, but simply the couplers on the west diaphragm
wall has been exposed; is that right? Is that how we

should read your summary table?

HEREPEZ K BRI - (R 72— (8 Hr 5k 5 [=] S i
coupler » HEWE—(EHELRNE R RIGLR H & e sk S e -
FrDAFRME(E Locat ionFFAEAHEE “western diaphragm wall” >
EHEERNBE(EA Effwestern diaphragm wall > {HAHEEH A
for EWL slablf e

Can I ask one more question before the lunch break. So
4 August, the second entry in the summary table,

4 August 2015, you put this date for that area was based
on the photo that we are looking at; is that right?

IEHE

So 4 August 2015 is not the date when you carried out
the alleged inspection of the couplers connection works
between the reinforcement of the slab and the diaphragm
wall. So it's not the date when you carried out the
inspection; is that right?

MEAF RS > IR DB (R 7

What we see from this photo are just exposed couplers,
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exposed horizontal couplers, on the diaphragm wall; is

that right?

A, HHBE A EES - N, ..

Q. Let's —--

A, ROREREGEMRE 0 EfA. ..

Q. Yes, please.

A. IE{Esummary8 H4F5E—5EAH » FARBEVEEWL slabfEly » western
diaphragm wall vertical®E HHiFHEEZrss » WE4AH K concern
WS » BIfARAEA T Ak - EAME(ER)R > (fwestern D-wall
vertical - FTEEE] - FEEUE - TEEE - VE(E(RIYEEE > PHEE - PHiE
[E R EME(Edetal 1IE—FE -

Q. Oh, sorry, that must be my fault --

A, FEREE MERXE -

0. —-— because for the second entry --

A, fTFEE - TTRTEE > (RAFERENEE - WE(E (& o

Q. -- what you put under the location is the western
diaphragm wall.

A, (R (R e

MR CHOW: TIt's my fault, sorry.

Mr Chairman, perhaps it's a convenient moment for
the lunch break.

CHAIRMAN: Yes, certainly. Thank you. 2.15. Thank you.

(1.03 pm)

(The luncheon adjournment)

(2.21 pm)
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MR CHOW: Good afternoon, Mr Wong.

A.

Q.

Good afternoon.
Before the lunch break, we were looking at the two
versions of summary table that have been produced.

Can I have the two versions put back on the screen,
side by side, please. Bundle H14, page 35070, and the
next one is bundle B7, page 4537, please.

Mr Wong, the version on the left is an earlier
version that you compiled yourself; right?

TERE -

And the one on the right was compiled by Mr Derek Ma;
correct?

1EH# -

For compiling the second version, before Derek Ma
produced this table, have you had any input into the
compilation of this second version?

B —If)record photo e

The photos that you now mention, were they not the same
set of photos that you referred to earlier, when we
talked about the first version -- it's the same set of
photos that you relied on in producing the first summary

table; is that right?
R — (BT 2% > il record photoEREM A E Caoll & &5 —(E
FRCAIER IR - A B iE R E CEE R M inspector Bf[FZ -

Okay. Now, this morning my learned friend Mr Boulding
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informed or indicated to us that the set of relevant
photos can be found at bundle B17 from page 24303 to
24373. So the set of photos comprising more than --
well, roughly 70 photos are the full set of photos that
Mr Derek Ma relied on in producing the second summary
table; is that right?

TR -

Before I move on to another topic, I'm just trying to

understand some of the entries in the second version.
If we take area Cl, bay 2 as an example, if we look

at the version on the left, Cl, bay 2, the first entry

shows the date of inspection of the bottom layer of the

EWL slab on 3 August 2015; is that right?

IEHE

And the third entry on the same table shows a date of
inspection of the top mat of the same day, right, on
14 August 20157

IEHE -

But if you look at the second table on the right, for
the same area, Cl-2 -- now, Mr Derek Ma, looking at the
set of photos, produced two different dates, 7 August
2015 and 13 August 2015. Can you explain why there was
such a change on the dates, when both of you were

supposed to be working on the same set of photos?

RS —ERA - BlfrEtw/c TR A E SRt > N RyAFDerek
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MafEZEMHIEE table - [EMHEELHSEAA 8 H 757HE - A RENIFEVEE M
[ESEZEIAE TS 2 0 AT DME H (B RERENGRA 73 BIEE o PRI Ry (o [ B e s R
HEHE—E Al — HWE - A ECE AR [F] — B -

Perhaps if we look at another area, area C2, bay 3. 1In
the earlier version, for this area, C2-3, which is about
the ninth entry, shows the bottom layer on 14 September,
and then further down, about the sixth entry from the
bottom -- no, that one is for western diaphragm wall.

So there is only one entry showing the inspection date
of the bottom layer on 14 September.

If we now look at the later version for the same
area, C2-3, so now it's indicated in the later version
as on 29 September. So are you saying that Mr Derek Ma
works on -- while going through the set of photos,
realised that the dates that you had put were probably
incorrect, and therefore he inserted a new date? Is

that what you reckon to be the case?
H M e e S ) - N — R - BMRED R TR E(E -
HFHE# 4base onHlifilfrecord photo » FlI#IC2-3 » KFEEIH 145% »
MATEZ A — RGO H 14598  BREFEIFAABEVEME(EC2 - 3fbot tom layer
L o MEAESSSNTRE AR RIS AR H 2955 » B -— Rt iE i LIS —

%@ggC:g__ugﬁ?%/EE\ P e e

CHAIRMAN: Sorry to interrupt. Weren't these meant to be

photographs of inspections, or have I got that wrong?

Sorry, Mr Chow --
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MR CHOW: I think this question has never been asked.

The set of photos that you are now telling us you
relied on showed the time of inspection of the couplers
at those locations?

A. IERE-

CHAIRMAN: Well, on that basis, are you saying that there
were two different inspections? Because the one
photograph shows an inspection on one date and the other
photograph shows an inspection some considerable time
later; would that be right?

A, HugE o AERmETEIR s - EEE & EEE G e -

CHAIRMAN: Yes, but C2-3, as far as I can see, you've got
14 September and then the 29th; is that right?

MR CHOW: Yes.

CHAIRMAN: So you've got inspections quite different in

time.

A, WEER G base on{EEE - BIAE SRR, 22 I B SE0E (ERF e, - 40
REC2-3%FEE_+H » tEZRGE—HHEA AEMfEs1te
surveillance » [EWEEH A - BIREREA A & L0 {E
coupler®@fZ8s » FDIHEES (A —H o MHARFAEWE[Ebot tom mat
HHEFZ(ELlayer ] » ifs— H SEHEEE S -

CHATRMAN: Thank you very much. I appreciate that. In
which case, we are obviously at odds then. What you are

saying to me is that these photographs are not of

a particular inspection date, a formal inspection; they
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are just of the work as it progresses. That must be the
case then; is that right?

A.

)|
il

CHAIRMAN: Okay. So what were these documents being held
out as? On this basis, this document is a summary of
shots of work in progress; that's right, isn't it? Not
of any particular special inspection time, for example
when the RISC document was asked for, but just shots of
work in progress?

A, [FE-

CHAIRMAN: All right.

A. HEFMIE(EcouplerZii{fsbase onffflsite surveillance e

CHAIRMAN: Okay. So if one photograph is two weeks ahead of
another one, then presumably the coupling of reinforced
bars into the couplers would have been at different
stages too?

A. IEHE HRE. ..

CHAIRMAN: So if you say this is a checklist to confirm that
they've all been properly installed, that can't be
right, because one set may show it when it's only Jjust
started the installation process; another may show it
later. In other words, they are shots of work in
progress. They are not confirmations of the completion

of work satisfactorily. That must follow, mustn't it?

A, [N RHuE— Nt X A e Crofd (e S (8B A% - AU — H e
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R - PRBER S REORoE ([ - - BT ETE [ coupler 224 » H EHEIRE(E
{2 4E o » BEMEST—(Effofficiallffinspection °

CHAIRMAN: All right. Please forgive me. I know I sound as
if I'm labouring all this, but I'm obviously just not
smart enough to really follow this, but if you'wve got
a checklist, the coupler installation in bay Cl-2 has
been dealt with correctly, then you can't have one
photograph taken one week and another taken three weeks
later, because by then, either in the beginning or the
end, it's all covered with concrete, or the work hasn't

been completed. Do you see what I mean?

A. FHAH - Chairman ' Hfysteel fixingBfUE(E L EREH G—(EIFE
HHSEERESSERL 0 BEE AR —(Ebottom mat > {EEESEREEE—(ETEFEE
WEREFE » AT AMGFRBIEE (e FE AR - it (s & — H ok & S ET e
F(EME{E couple rBF L AEFFIBRT S HUSIEL - Ftlloase onlfifyfH » HERELH
THEEEEE - AAET—-HEEE Rt —-HEgEE  §-HlgK
75 o

CHAIRMAN: All right. So what you're saying, for example,
then is one photograph may look at the bottom layer or

the bottom mat, another at another date may look the top
mat?

A, fke

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: If I can just take that one step
forward, Mr Wong. So, really, what these photographs

are showing, in your view -- tell me if I've got this
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right -- is that surveillance activities took place on
couplers on these dates, that's what they show, and
that's all that they show; is that right?

A. ke

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Thank you.

MR CHOW: So, in other words, the dates shown on this
checklist by reference to photos cannot represent the
actual date of the coupling installation or the
completion of the coupling installation at that
location; right?

CHAIRMAN: Well, that's two different -- I think you've put
two alternatives there.

MR CHOW: What I'm trying to say -- a particular photo shows
certain couplers or certain splicing assembly; right?
Now, the date of the photos does not represent the date
when you inspect and you were satisfied with the

coupling works at that location; am I right?

A, HHETRS o T HIEB KA © couplerlf » IR & Liw
BRI - - TEIETA R - [FER R #A —Mrecord photo » BlfA
PR ERERdLg out FHHEEA - Frllfg—HXME ARG AL -
e EG—(EGTREZ AL > MYE{Erecord photofsXIMkIEIER
(B [FIHE SO S AR — (& S (IR0, - Pt DA (% TRt A 5 2 W8 S (s AL nf
record photoMfEf74: gL -

Q. All right. Can I then refer you to one of the photos

that you relied on, in bundle Bl17, page 24228, please.
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Q.

Can you tell us, by looking at these photos, how can

one say where the location was?

RAHAGWE(Efinal namefaAITHEELocation®f » RIRIEIEMARMEE
{7 S et 2 A ] -2 S o P e e e B 17 B P MR (R S e (B -

I see.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, could I also point out that if you look

at the soft copy that's on the system in relation to
this, in B17, as disclosed by the MTR, it tells you

which area is by a series of annotations.

MR CHOW: I'm grateful.

MR PENNICOTT: It has just not, I'm afraid, come out on the

photographs that we've got here.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much.

MR BOULDING: I agree with that, sir. 1It's the photos file

in B17.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

MR CHOW: Thank you.

Now, without the benefit of seeing what is shown on
the soft copy, can you advise us which -- what are we
looking at? Are we looking at the slab reinforcement or
what, in this photo, when we look at this photo?
WETRAHER/E B MEZ it (5 — (B ARSI, - T/ T2 L N T (B IERZ — (&
construction jointIBUEE o
Okay. When you say on the left side, what -- are you

orienting the photo up --
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A.

Q.

- R

All right.

W% > TR KR YRR TRAHEE /T8 - (Eh— (BTG EE TE S -
MRRETES A — = =~ WU~ > HEAEEEcouple rlffZe45HE -

Right. And the reinforcement that we see on the right

side of the photo are part of the slab reinforcement; is

that right?

TR -

So it shows the slab reinforcement being screwed or
having been screwed into the couplers embedded in the
diaphragm wall; right?

TERE -

Now, we also see some of the small diameters
reinforcement -- well, as I can tell from the photos,
the U-shaped -- this is a U-shaped kind of
reinforcement, vertically; do you see that?

hHE -

Am I right to say that those are part of the stirrups,
or can you tell? Or vertical shear link, perhaps?
Shear link.

So you would no doubt agree with me, if we see shear

link having been installed, as far as the horizontal

reinforcement is concerned, it was considered as having

been properly screwed into the coupler; right?

IEHE ©
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Q. If I can now refer you to another photo, just the
page before, 24227. Would you be able to tell us
whether the photo in 24227 is a blown-up part of the
same photo of 242287

A. ke

Q. DNow, the couplers -- the splicing assembly at the very
bottom, left-hand side of this photo, does it appear to

be satisfactory to you?

A WE—fd > A S - RIMA R R R <A 425 o B L R [E e — (R 2

Q. Yes.

a. EAHEEG—(Etype BEEHE » type BEEG LR E T ME(E
couplerMiRE » FTbIMISREREtype BRI A IS AL » IRSEREE

1% - AR RE R DETRAE - 0 Ba LRy, -

Q. Mr Wong, can you confirm to us, other than the one at
the bottom, all the rest of the couplers are type A

couplers?

A, ARESEVETRM - BESCHSI AR REWE T — =1 Fi 0 —F
ruEhfmtype AKE - TiHA{EEZ R type BEREL -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, Mr Wong, how do you know it's
a type B?

A, ARBERGEHAARERGEEVE(ERME - ALy S&AIUER TR - 585
Bt —(Etype BIEE - UEFRBEE A I HESE R o &KHA — R GG RET]
WEEEHE -

MR CHOW: Are you telling us that you remember this
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particular piece of reinforcement and that is what

happened?

1!

A, o BAREC A SRR (E GO - N RAEA AT 5 - FARIS A (E%E
o AR E Htype ARES > Wp—(EH T IEERZ UK KB EE
SR (R VE— - oF LHRIER - P DU RS A i R A (G EE [F] =5 - HU(E

BIGHENE - RS EHESR—(Etype BEAEL -

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, can I just -- I would like your
professional assessment, with the benefit of hindsight.
This doesn't seem to me to be a particularly good method
of record-keeping. Your memory, trying to be reminded
of particular photographs -- would you agree, it's a bit
unsatisfactory as a method of record-keeping?

A, KEE > REEG(ERTEGTE -

CHAIRMAN: Well, you say "not the best way" -- we are going
to get an expert giving evidence as to oversight and
procedures, and he will no doubt look at this, and do
you expect him to be impressed?

AL JREEE R AR EZ R ] DUMEUIS B -

CHATRMAN: Yes. Thank you.

MR CHOW: Mr Wong, I would like to move on to the five
incidents -- although this subject matter has been
thoroughly dealt with at various stages, but I won't be
long on this topic.

Can I refer you to the relevant part of your witness

statement. The first incident, paragraphs 69 to 73. 1In
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paragraph 70, you say:

"During this first incident, I noticed one or two
non-compliant threaded rebars (which I suspect had been
cut by a portable wire cutter, such that they were
shorter than the rebar length required by BOSA) on the
ground, at a time when there were rebar fixing works in
progress in the area. The threaded ends of the

non-compliant rebars (which were intended to be used

with 86 millimetre long couplers for type A connections)

were shortened by half, compared to the length they

should have been. I do not know who was responsible for

cutting the threaded ends.

I immediately contacted Leighton's site supervisor,
Mr Chan Chi Yip, and asked what was the deal with the
threaded rebars. Mr Chan Chi Yip assured me that he
would resolve the problem immediately."

The question I would like to ask you is, when you
informed Mr Chan Chi Yip, did he sound surprised, when

you informed him of what happened?

CHATIRMAN: After a couple of years, though, I don't know

that we're assisted by a very, very subjective memory

test there. 1I'm not saying the question is improper.

I just don't know the degree to which it will assist us.
MR CHOW: I will move on.
CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

MR CHOW: Now, this incident, when you put down what you
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said in paragraph 70, you seem to suggest that the bar,
of which the threaded part has been cut, although it was
lying on the ground, you seem to suggest that they were
intended to be used and screwed into couplers. Is that
what you intended to tell us, because you further
mentioned that "when there were rebar fixing works in
progress in the area"?

e

So you would no doubt agree with me that, in those
circumstances, it is a clear case that someone intended
to cheat?

[EE -

So that does not occur to you that it is a serious
matter and has to be dealt with seriously by a more

senior level within the MTRC organisation?

LA DR R 5 A B 7 (TS — IR » [@l#icontractor
TSR EET RN A AVEE(E incident - 17 HERUE(ETE H (A& - B
REF|—{Ehold pointhf - FrlAEFTF A _EEEH: -

Now, for the second incident, you said -- perhaps before
that, what was your understanding at the time as to the
reason why the threaded bar has to be cut on this first
incident?

BT E R (E R A

You didn't ask, but did you have an idea as to the

reason why?
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A.

WIESFE HIFA TR E] - (HAARIEREERE AR - BmEHGEDR -
Okay. Perhaps I can remind you -- now, in paragraph 72
you said:

"Shortly thereafter, Leighton notified me that the
workers would start rectifying the rebars, and
I personally went down to site to oversee the
rectification process -- the workers used an electric
concrete breaker to hack off the concrete around the
couplers concerned, and then installed new couplers and
compliant rebars (new couplers had to be used because it
was impossible to install a compliant rebar into the

original couplers).

Do you see that?
TEHE -

So am I right to say that the reason for cutting part of
the threaded rebar was because there was a problem with
the couplers in question, and a compliant rebar could
not be screwed into the couplers, and that must be the
reason on that occasion?

[FE -

So it also implies that having cut away part of the
threaded rebar, notwithstanding the coupler in question
was defective, the cut bar could have been screwed into
the defective couplers, otherwise the steel fixers would

not have cut the threaded rebar; do you agree with me?
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A.

HUE(E AT R -

Now we can go back to the checklist that we have looked
at. I promised you this morning I would come back to
it. Bundle B7, page 4555.

The first four items, in the lower part of the
checklist -- you remember we had some discussion on it?
% e
Can I ask you, when Mr James Ho gave evidence in this
Commission, were you listening to his evidence outside
this courtroom?

RIEFHE -

May I remind you of Mr James Ho's evidence given in
re-examination then? Day 27, page 50, when Mr James Ho
was re-examined by Mr Boulding.

At line 23, Mr Boulding asked:

"You were taken to a document -- I think it's
B7/4538, and if that could be blown up a little bit
there; thank you -- do you remember being asked about
items I think 1, 2 and 47?

Answer: Yes.

Question: You can see that the first item is,
'Couplers fully screwed and fitted'?

Answer: Yes.

Question: Am I right in thinking that you can only
check that when the rebar has been properly screwed into

the coupler?
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Answer: Yes, correct.

Question: And if we were to look at 4, 'Complete
splice between coupler/rebar', again would I be right in
thinking that you can only check that that's been done
properly after the rebar has been properly screwed into
the coupler?

Answer: Yes.

Question: Now, let's have a look at 3, together,
for example, 'Has thread been cleared of foreign
materials (for example concrete gels)'; do you see that?

Answer: Yes.

Question: Now, just assume, will you, that the
thread had foreign materials on it, for example concrete
gels. Do you have have a view as to whether or not that
rebar could have been properly screwed into the coupler?

Answer: It cannot.

Question: Similarly, looking at 2, 'Has coupler
been cleared of foreign materials (for example concrete
gels)', if it had not been cleared of those materials,
do you have a view as to whether or not the rebar could
have been properly screwed into the coupler?

Answer: Again, it cannot be properly screwed."

Now, this morning, when I asked you to look at the
several items set out in the lower half of the
checklist, and my question, my original question, was

whether on the basis of the description here you were
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supposed to monitor or supervise the couplers
installation process. Your original answer was "yes",
but subsequently you went on to say something along the
line as Mr James Ho said in re-examination. Do you
recall that?

sof e

We have just now looked at the first incident, and you
agreed with me that as far as you were concerned, the
problem in the first incident is because of the
defective couplers, and if the threaded bar has been
cut, notwithstanding the defective couplers, the cut bar
can still be screwed into the couplers; do you recall
that?

Hikg a] DUHEI AL -

So am I right in thinking that the reason why you were
specifically -- or those four items were separately set
out in the checklist, one of the reasons is to avoid
exactly the kind of situation that happened in the first
incident, which is to monitor and supervise the
installation process, to avoid the possibility that any
cut rebar could have been screwed into defective

couplers? Do you agree with me?

_.ﬁ.o
SIS

In the third incident, and the fourth and fifth
incidents, your evidence set out in your witness

statement suggest that they are of a similar nature; do
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you recall that?

S

It would suggest to you that someone who intended to
cheat on the first incident, similar intention to cheat
actually did not stop; it continued?

MEAF RS > AR DA 7

In the first incident -- you agreed with me already --
the conduct by whoever it was actually has an element of
deception, trying to cheat MTRC or Leighton, we don't
know, so -- do you agree with me?

BB —R--WARTEREEEGFEA > B — R incident iR —E
i (BB S A2 » (BHOKE OIKERIE » TR(EFIERE -

Mr Wong, we are just normal human beings. Given the
fact someone cut short part of the threaded end with

an intention to use it and screw into a defective
coupler -- well, it appears to me it won't be difficult
for somebody to form an opinion that that person,

whoever it was, intended to cheat.

B RER R — X incident » F(ASIRFE SHS G T IRERERIT
Wenfr—{EER35 » AT AR — (TR - PR EEE S IR (EE S AR
EESHEL S AR > BT ARG RN 2 3B G BRI 4R A B -

Now, Mr Wong, if I may recall to you what you just said,

the transcript of today at [draft] page 68, line 1 -- my

question was:

"So you would no doubt agree with me that, in those
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circumstances, 1t 1s a clear case that someone intended
to cheat?
Answer: I agree."

Wasn't it your answer?

N R ER RBE T AME S - HrTraE R > B UEARA L EIEE R ER

IR AR ([ K T SR (EED(F - B LAFRIE o] DA S B 8o {18 T A (v (=] -

Right. Let's go on. Now, do you agree with me that
Leighton's inspectors or supervisors would have spent
more time on site supervising the work than the staff of
MTRC?

A] LA -

From what you describe as to what happened in the five
incidents, it appears to me, at least, on each occasion
it was your team who discovered the non-compliances. It
was never Leighton's on-site supervisors; is that

correct?

ST D > IE CAREME LR > BHGTHEGsupervisorEHCH
T35 > IATHEENE - [ESHE - (EE AT REIENE - BT RIEIF4H
Wy - (EEER B A RIS ER PR G S - EE&BEY -

In relation to these five incidents that you mention,

they were discovered by you or your team members; right?
1ERE -

Since Leighton's staff spent more time on site than your
team, and further given that for these five incidents

that we know of, each and every time it was you or your
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team member that discovered it, has it ever occurred to
you that the problem might be much more widespread

on site, not isolated incidents?

& HIF TSI AR B O 1T SRV R DI S -

Right. Let's move on.

Am I right to say that you managed to spot these
five incidents of non-compliance, it's because every
time you either discover there is a gap between the cut
ends of the bar at the couplers, or you see a cut bar
lying on the floor?

e

So am I right in thinking that if any cut bars had been
screwed into couplers, you would not have been able to
spot those non-compliant splicing assemblies?
WHRBERGTE 2 1% - EGEEEREE T R R @121 . 5 GREERRE
EZRTAEAT Mt reatment BEERE - SE0R & HIGH 1T REERE
GURRERR AR > S v DB EE -

Now, this morning you mentioned to us your normal
working hours; do you recall that?

i e

You said from 9.30 to 5 pm; right?

& 1755 -

Now, we have evidence that occasionally the steel fixers
may work overtime; you were aware of that too, right?

Kz -
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Q.

Can I assume that on those occasions, you were not

required to stay behind to look at their work; right?
KNATEIYL » FAZLHHAMFESEEHEEove rnigh t ME{E K AR -

There is evidence from Mr Jason Poon who told this

Commission, under paragraph 42 of his statement -- for

the purposes of the record, it's bundle D1, page 22 --

he said after September these activities, namely cutting

the threaded part of the bar, were carried out at night.
Do you think this was possible, for this kind of

activity being carried out at night and not noticed?
BMAIREE - IR S e @ (g rE e - - R AT R - - E AR R
WEMYEIE R EIERE - (IRETEMEE - HE R EA S - AEIRE
WA HOEL > P RERL R R EEis D AR - DR Ryl 68l 2 12 Ferth
Bfinspectorfh A L Pe— L FEFKEMRE(EEE > Harea AKE
area C - W{E/{x[F EEEEFELE DR - WreEE 2 1% > i -
Lastly, I would like simply to follow up on one of the
questions raised by Mr Chairman this morning.

Earlier on, when Mr Chairman asked you whether you
were happy to sign on the set of retrospective records,

when you were asked by your senior to do so, your answer

was you were happy. Do you recall that?

HHHA - WRMER T VD HEE R B AREE R AR T LR

retrospectivelfinternallfrecord » AIRIELEE S 4 G TEEEALE
— e -

Now, if the retrospective record was prepared by
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Leighton, you were unwilling to sign, but if it was
prepared by MTRC, you have no problem in signing; right?

Is that what you are telling us-?

HETEE{Aforfkinternal » forfilH C—{ENERSCM: » BEAME{EQSP
FTHE s fappendix B » FrPATRIE /B R AEHBEIE(ELC % -
I see. Can you take a look at paragraph 52 of your
witness statement, page 433, please, where you said:
"Afterwards, Mr James Ho told me that Leighton had
by then retrospectively prepared a set of record sheets
for the EWL slab, although I had not actually seen
a physical copy at the time. He asked me whether I was
willing to countersign those record sheets, and
I vehemently said that I was not willing to do so in
these circumstances when Leighton had failed to keep any
contemporaneous record sheets as required by the QSP."
So the way I read what you said in this statement is
your particular objection is because Leighton failed to
keep any contemporaneous records as required by the QSP;
right?

1ERfE » TEAE -

So, from your point of view as a senior inspector of
works, you will agree with me, no doubt, proper keeping
of contemporaneous records is important for the purpose

of ensuring quality control/quality assurance; right?

==z
SIS
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Q.

And that's exactly why we need a proper record-keeping

requirement under the QSP; agree?

Right. But when you were asked to sign on the
retrospective records prepared by your company, MTRC,
you knew that they were prepared without the benefit

of relevant contemporaneous records; right?

& HIFHZAEFTE—(Eret rospectivelffrecordifiiffe - A AA—(H
record photo » FTLlE HEFHER AT sha - LEHE > B > 3K
EAEQS PEMANITS » T REFgie BB AHRA record photo © [F]
PN R BB (AL > RS — T ({18 A SRS (R0,

Am I right to say that you ought to have the same
concern when you signed on the set of checklists
prepared by Derek Ma, instead of happily signing on it;
right? Because those set of documents were not

contemporaneous records. Do you agree?
Fr LA Je A FR LR (2R A8 S5 FRERIH 5% - (EERE ANt 55 PR (& 5 —(E
retrospectivelENE A -

Ah. Actually, I recall what you said this morning is so
long as there is something on the face of the document
saying that it is retrospective, then you find it okay

to sign at some later date; do you recall that?

FSHIFTR K retrospective record  KAEELEIEAERK » —F
MBS EE T 52201 SR o

Can I just ask my last question, I promise. When you
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were asked by Mr James Ho as to whether you are willing
to sign on a set of retrospective records prepared by
Leighton, you told us that at that point Mr James Ho did
not show you the retrospective records that he was
talking about; right? Do you recall that?

A. ke

Q. So you never found out whether Leighton has put a kind
of note, just like what you have done, on the set of
retrospective records, telling the whole world that this
document was made retrospectively? You never bothered
to find out; right? You simply rejected to sign on it?

A, BRIREFERMCASREGFEEE record -

Q. Why?

A, NEHEMARMEZ(EREN - G R E KRB T3 -

Q. That is the only reason; right?

A, {RY > FRE Y- - ATE ] DS 7

0O
<!

es.

A,  EHHERGEFEEREE S EEE countersignFE SIEFEILE—record

EE

Fo'5 FI 32 01 SEEIFIFBETT R R » [l S S E BRI (el
OSPEMHFTTEIKEAT3 °
MR CHOW: Thank you, Mr Wong. I have no more questions for
you.
Mr Chairman, I have no more questions.
CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much.

MR SO: Sir, I apologise, I do understand that China
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Technology did indicate earlier that we have no
questions. I wonder if we may crave leave to ask just
two very brief questions arising out of the government's

cross—-examination?

CHAIRMAN: Yes, certainly.

MR SO: Thank you. I do apologise.

Cross-examination by MR SO
Mr Wong, I'm Simon So, I represent China Technology.
There are just two very short questions I wish to ask
you about.

Take the situation when you were inspecting the
coupler-to-coupler installations. When you saw that
there was one threading exposed in the rebar, could you
tell whether that particular rebar, the threadings had
been cut or whether the threadings had not been cut?
AR LR AR couplerEH » RHRAIETEE(EL -

In the course of your inspection, would you unscrew
a particular thread in order to check whether any of the

threadings were being cut?

RIEG R IE BRI - FoEhht - FHnseA —RIEEEA—type B
WEIFHEYE A - WE A BEREE - P EGIEHR - RABIRHEEREH -
damageWrMR{E T » EEEFrm - fREAUE -

So the short answer is you would not unscrew each and

every rebar to check whether any threadings were being

cut?
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CHAIRMAN: Well, that would be, would it not, sort of

self-defeating? You might as well then say why screw

them in if we've got to screw them out again?

MR SO: To check it.

CHAIRMAN: Just have somebody standing there watching all

the time I think would be the best, which again we
accept is impractical in the world.
MR SO: Thank you. That's the gquestion. Thank you.
CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
MR CONNOR: I have no questions, sir.
CHATIRMAN: Thank you.
Yes, Mr Boulding.
Re-examination by MR BOULDING
MR BOULDING: Thank you very much, sir. Good afternoon,
Professor.
Good afternoon, Mr Wong. I just have one or two
matters that I'd like your further assistance on,

please. I'd like you to cast your mind back to

yesterday, I think it was, when you gave evidence about

the second rebar cutting incident. Do you remember

being questioned about that, Mr Wong?

A. EfEe

Q. And the transcript records you saying that it was still

one or two rebars. Are you sure about that?
A, EfF-

Q. The transcript records that there was a debate by
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reference to photographs produced by Mr Edward Mok as to
whether the second incident was the same incident as
Edward Mok was talking about. Do you remember being
questioned about that, Mr Wong?

ESE

Do you remember saying that you could not categorically
say that was the case as your recollection was not good
enough?

1188 > NS —Rincident » IIEHIAIEHENE I AL —
Right. The transcript records you saying, at page 147,
line 6:

"For the first and second incidents, I think the
situation was very similar, so on the ground, I would
say. And I think in the vicinity of that, I think there
were some bar bending activities."

Do you remember giving that answer?

% -

What did you mean by the phrase "on the ground"?
HaEZ/ /DU incident B > FRABE(ER SRR - HedF PR 2] —(E w5 Rk
R B E A B — (B R —HareaEm - FTAIREL AR H
B HF G supervisorffREE - IRIEGKARIE » BEEFEHEAN
RHTEIRELE - F—REEMEErect 1 fyIFIRHE - [EABEHITL - HGES
AR - EGIE (M couple R — T8 & HURIRE T st BE A 1
BRISGMHEER » T5E—KIFIHREE ARSI - B (A= 2o 0o e S -

Ffibl--on ground > RARIEXRGSE FER Fhexact LyHREEHaHH
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{EEEE--E{Afixing--steel fixing arealfffENY » EHEH—(E
bund el A IRIEIITEL - N AIEEENSR T - T GaCHH 2 -
That's gquite useful, but I don't think you've answered
my question as to what you actually meant by the phrase
"it was on the ground". What did you mean by "on the

ground"?

M {ffKon the ground  WAHBEZAEGREGER T L -
Do you mean the cut bar was lying on the ground?
(BT -

Well, was the bar that had been cut lying on the ground;

is that what you mean?
e
Okay. You mention that they replaced the coupler. Do

you know why they had to replace the coupler?
% > IERE - R0 > Al -

Yes, but do you know why they had to replace it?

AT EPERE BRI (BB EB)(E IR > FREEE] - Ry FTREE

{ElcouplerEmA M EYIREEAE M—(F E w274 -

I see. Let's move on and turn to a document that you've
been questioned on quite a lot. It's at H14,
page 35070.

Now, as I understand it, Mr Wong, this is the
spreadsheet which you refer to in paragraph 55 of your

witness statement; that's correct, isn't it?

(N
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Q.

A.

Did you prepare this yourself, Mr Wong?
TEHEE -
Across the top of the document, we've got a bar, and do

you see the first entry is "Date"?

% e

What does that relate to, Mr Wong?

WEME H HAREMEREAE » Mi5Rrecord photoifH{AE— HHREL -
I see.

Then we've got the reference to the area, bay and

location, have we not?
% -
Do I understand that that identifies the location in

which the photograph was taken?

e

Then, in the final column, we've got "Pass" or "Fail".
What does that tell us, Mr Wong?

e

What does it tell us, Mr Wong?

WEE & RHMAA &R --BI405E —1T - 201548 H35% > area C» HI{REWL
area C bay C1-2 - {EMi{EE > bottom layerMi{flcouplerlfzZrit
HEBERRE -

Okay. And the photographs which have the date in the

first column, are these the photographs that we can see

at bundle B17, starting at pages 242037

-
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Q.

Do I understand that these photos run through to 243737
e

Did you take all of these photographs, Mr Wong?

WERE—% > IRFEHEEEMBEE > Blfkinspector teamHANEMFAIREL -

I see. Can we look, please, at bundle B17, but go into
the photo file, what's termed the photo file. Can we
open it? No, that's not the correct file.

Yes, that's the one. In this photo file, do we see

the specific area in which the photos were taken?
WE—RIHMEE final name HELFEMT—FRt{hfTEarea C3-3Wf - FrliEk
F—RAERB - E--TEiRMH F AL B (R C3-3WE » HAMAHEN %
I see. So if we go back to H35070 -- thank you -- and
let's go down the left-hand side, and do you see that
you've got two entries for 2 October 20157
& > BRE] -
If we go to the second one, for the EWL C, C2-3 western
wall, am I right in thinking that that would be photo
B17/24211? 1It's the bottom right-hand corner.

Now, we can see the photo, but in order to establish

the area I fear we need to go back to the photo folder

in bundle B1l7.

MR PENNICOTT: It's on the screen.

MR BOULDING: I see. Can you see it relates to C2-37?

A.

BEE] » RAUIREZ S —REFEIHdetail » FBIFAH > —EG— (@I

WEATEE - BIANERIM B BE —5RHB24211 - Fr AT SMARF 2 - sARHE
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Q.

WEIE 2 (i (E e 5 > HE R R - B Bt E(E R final name
A FEE T o T e B e L,

WFRFE LG UEEF % B AL EIE 7] {5 - HE o] DR RAE &
RFIEE H T - DIEEIERIEE - HER—E G R T3EEL - B DU IEm ELie (4t AH
WRRFH: > A AT o SCERR(E R RE G TRIE R - BHERSE
SR RE —E & - F—H 52 -

Do I take it that you are satisfied that the photo at
B24211 is the photo that is referred to on H35070, the

second entry of 2 October 201572
TEHE -
Now, do you know whose hand or fingers can be seen in

that photo, Mr Wong?

W & FHE AR -

Can you tell me what you're doing there, Mr Wong?

W —TRAHME & F AR R > SRR 2V TRAE — {18 2 B RS 2258

{EFE# HIREE ST 3 > VE(EEZ (h—(Etype BMfconnection » FrLUMEMH({E R
& BREEMHIC RARIERZ ARLA S OZORIER « Fr AE(E St (hag AV e h

h A (E MR E L E s -

Does that explain why you have put the word "Pass" in

the last column of H350707?

1188 > 1ERE - AR AR SRR ITAvE R —REE B, - IREFEEERZR
P 2 L RO 8] £ P AT AR — R - B AS Lh e {4 Smuf e B3 5.0 7 0 &
REMEWL C2-3pL AR -

I see. You tell us you carried out these inspections.
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Do I understand correctly that these inspections to
check the couplers were carried out progressively, day

by day, over a period of time?
IEHE ©

Why did you carry out these inspections of the couplers
day by day, over a period of time? Can you explain to
the Chairman and the professor why you adopted that

approach, please?

N R EMRE R T2 - (BB AR M A R I 5 O (E SRR e 225 -
WHETM Rk —(EPEEE L —(EE B 2 - B s ARG hE
SR HA& B = HAR ST B dn (6 e 245, -

MER2Z45E » [E%585Ecoupler » [EAE{—(EHEEE - Mtk
steel fixing  (EEJEIRMEIRHE > TRELHETTVEME(E LT i 225 - Ry
EAZEEE(Ethrough bari » AAMREFREEEESEBLEH - SEAEB2 -
B2V & - - A A G ki IR e 2 A G T 2R IR > B2 21k - X
TEFNEB2WEM 5 5E » (B e - - A0HLA R -

FTLAE G (B I — 2B R S i e 2 e pe ey - (B A E—H %y
TEH— BRI HEcE G ARMEENFELIR - BTl GFEEE—HE A S EH(E
ZEEMEETE N

If we were to stay with this entry for the time being
and go to B24212, am I right in thinking that that's

a close-up of the photo we looked at a couple of moments
ago?

IEHE ©
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Q.

And again, on the basis of what you have recorded in
that photograph, do I understand that you concluded that
the word "Pass" should go in the far right-hand column

of the document at H350707?

IEHE ©
Just to try one more, if we look at the entry -- let's
go up —-- 35070 for a moment -- let's go up to the entry

of 15 September 2015.

Have you found that?
e
We can see that that relates to the EWL, area C,
bay Cl-4; correct?
(N
But here do I understand that you are inspecting the
eastern diaphragm wall bottom layer?
IEHE -
If we go to the photo folder in B17, and look for photo
B24231 -- if we can just see the caption at the bottom,
please. Can you move the photo up a bit, please. The
other way, please. I want to see the area it relates

to, please. It was on the earlier photo.

MR PENNICOTT: That's it.

MR BOULDING: Do you see there "Cl-4"; do you see that

caption there, Mr Wong?
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Q.

Q.

Does this show you that this photo, with a date of
15 September 2015, is a photo which relates to the entry

of the same date in document H350707?
T ©

If we scroll through to photograph B24239, do we see
a further seven photographs taken of the same area on

the same day?

T -

For present purposes, I'd like to go to photo B24232.
e

Can you describe to the Commissioners, Mr Wong, what

we're looking at here?

e A 52 IV (51— (Il A A e i 77 (B A c oup 1 e rERRERRER, » AER AR
TWRJEHES © FRAHENA TE s (A G - (B 5 HR R st 5T EWL
s 1abWi& i - BxEFALE RS &coupler » {E{RMIE(EZEE > MA{EFM
fiUfBL ; FR(EBA E—{Ecoupler - {EME{EIRE B3 » AIBLIAHE - =
M RAD S E B R WL (B S - WRIE—SRAH TN BE S B (B 2R ARG B
FRYE » (B —FREE(EH A ZE couple r % HIBREE T 8L /D 48— (& 2108 - Fip
LA —SRAHZR Ve (B MBS Sk 2 2 h e AR,

I see.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, can I interrupt at this

point, because I'm trying to understand this photograph,
and it may help me, Mr Wong, if you can tell me what
those red strips and the blue strips are on the right;

what are those?
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A. 4EME{&{Ahydrophilic strip @ EEtalffi{&{sregroutable trip -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Okay. So are they running
vertically or horizontally?

A. 4raEREEEAffAhorizontal o FTHH ©

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: So therefore do we need to turn this

photo through 90 degrees -- that's better. Now
I understand.

AL R - — (AR o R £ AR (e A it T EE S O ] 7 AR o

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Okay. That's better and clearer for
me. Thank you very much.

MR BOULDING: Okay. Again we see, do we not, that you've
got a "Pass" against this particular area in the
document at H350707

A. ke

Q. You were also asked questions about retrospective

records in the context of why they were dated February

2017. Do you remember being asked questions about that
date?

A, EfF-e

Q. And in answering various questions, including questions
to the Chairman, you said -- and this is, for example,
[draft] page 39 of the transcript -- that you understood

that you should not backdate the records to 2015. Do

you remember giving that answer?

A, fro fho RS
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Q. Can you explain to me why you had that understanding,

namely that they shouldn't be backdated to 20157

A, REWE—{ES %201 SAEIEERHEE RS T HER 5
1 > (HRUETERZ 535S HHE H 7R prlA&dmstsm o MEW{#retrospective

recordUHAH BT EEH KRS > Tl lgdssmaE iR

Fit AT (B R (B ([ S 3k (B HERL RS 2 0 L S,

CHATIRMAN: Sorry, can you help me:

UL > T 0 A e — (0 S IR

P LR EAR20174E

why not 20157

A, WIETLIEEESF A --BfalE(#retrospective recordfFBHEEH—(E

& recor AL - FrLAH TG G (AifhE Hikpik

B8, | -5 -

CHATIRMAN: Yes.

(IR BRI

MR BOULDING: I think the transcript has misrecorded that

for the time being.

Am I right in saying that you said

it's clearly something that you shouldn't prepare after

the works? 1Is that what you said?

A, (HRIEEZA--FE R 2015598, - NRYE(ErecordiB{Ai42 01 SAEAEMHES -

Q. Okay. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN: Well, the record was not prepared in February

2017, was 1it?

A. {2 RAEEHRERASC&KHELEIE(fproject divisionWg(ffldepartment -

[EIEIERE — K FE B EW retrospective record » ATLAFRRIEFEL L =]

FESA - HEMEEH T REGEEREEN - AREESR

SR — - SR

20174 HE{Einternalfreview » RIMANE R A EL EEE » & HES

FRABEESIE201 74 ©
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CHAIRMAN: All right. So that was the intention, to make it

appear as if it had been prepared at about that time?

B LR (A B (A R,

CHAIRMAN: Okay. Why didn't you just make it the date on

which you looked at the documents and agreed to sign
them? Because that was the date when you signed. That

would have been the straightforward way, would it not?
B - N A& BN EpR B OR B - Fr A T4 O R S e i w5
W 5 - R ERRIRIm R M - HIEEE GEwHEs W -

CHAIRMAN: I mean, with the greatest of respect, Mr Wong,

a cynic might say -- and I'm not a cynic -- that
backdating by a couple of years, that is something that
requires thought, but signing the current date is what
you do automatically. In other words, the backdating

was a deliberate, contemplated decision.

T L& HOB PR B E KB 5t 5 —(Hretrospective record  REBFk--
A AGRER - [N R BRA P EEBHVE M (Eproject division » BEBHIEMHE(EED

[ PORBELE TR —WCE - FTLUE Bl R _E =7 R E(E H 4

MR BOULDING: Then finally, Mr Wong, do you recall being

asked various questions about your qualifications to

undertake certain tasks on the project?

Am I right in thinking that you're qualified as a T3

under the RGE stream?
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A, IFHE -

MR BOULDING: Thank you very much, Mr Wong.
Chairman, Professor --

CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, Mr Boulding.

Questioning by THE COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I just have one question, Mr Wong.
On the spreadsheet, the summary spreadsheet that you

prepared -- could we just have it on the screen. What

document number is it?

MR BOULDING: H35070. I think that might be the one you are

after.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Let's have a look and I'll tell you

if it is.

MR PENNICOTT: The first one?

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes, the first one, the one Mr Wong

prepared. Put it on the screen and then I'll ask my
question of Mr Wong, because I'm just puzzled by
something.

Got it. Very good.

Can I ask, Mr Wong -- you prepared this sheet,

didn't you? You told us you prepared this?

A, f&-

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Why didn't you have a column that

gave the photograph number for each entry?

A, WREHEIAE - KD EVERER > BTABSTI TV H - RRa{E H
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O 5 P ] LUK A AR LR R - - BTDAH AT 50 -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: No, but you told us that for each of
these lines you looked at a photo. That's how you got
this information. So you must have had the photograph
number.

If I were preparing a sheet like this, I think
I would have put the photograph number. Isn't that

sensible?

A, WA > RRyE FHRE 00—l 2 =] A {i A it S e i A e H s R
FeRVESEREHC —(HfolderEm » MERBEMHRIHGIRKEL certityEfhE
H--EfEcouplerZEfhcertify » ArLl-—{E{AH X EHHHH 2 F R —(E
FREEFHATRAR - EGHEERIEREEIfinal namelffiE HEIFFEMCLR
1t O 4175 [ SER o ] | -0 EE > FRAFHE 5 m] DARR s LE R > P AR — %13
FTRNF LR EARE - N RIS BT - BB FEZEFTE(E summary

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I understand. So you are telling us
that the photograph numbers came later; at the time, the
photographs didn't have a number?

A.  IFEHE-

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Right.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, that's our understanding, that the
photograph numbers, I'm afraid, were put on subsequently
and I don't think they would have been around when this
exercise was done.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Okay. That's a fair answer. Thank

you very much. It was just puzzling me. That's fine.
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Thank you.

CHAIRMAN: Can I ask just one question. From what
I understand, in order to reach your "Pass" or "Fail",
you would have had to have taken a series of photographs
of each particular thing, such as the bottom mat or
something like that; would that be correct?

A, fke

CHAIRMAN: Because the photographs, unless you were using
a wide-angle lens or a fish-eye lens, that would then
distort -- I'm an amateur photographer -- absent that,
you're only ever, at best, going to get a portion of the
work that was being done, correct, at a particular
moment in time?

A. IEHE - REEERANRRIEEAE.

CHAIRMAN: That's right. So did you think of perhaps
putting down "photographs X and Y through until", and
give the other numbers, so you can immediately see,
"I've given a pass to this particular area because
there's a series of 20 photographs which confirm it"?
Because you give one photograph number or identification
only.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: There's none.

CHAIRMAN: Oh, there's none.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Just the date.

CHAIRMAN: Just the date, yes, which is the question from

the professor. But it would help, don't you agree, if
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we could see how many photographs you had taken in order

to reach your conclusion?

A. FREEGRIE—SHEREEREE  WRMAMAREE --Chai rmanBEE E A
—ITERZ AT LIS E Effpass » ERERIE—SEHAEES X - B
EHIE IR ARt & A H T EAE 7 2 o ERAEREFT A (E a r e a [F A
location > EUEfile nameMdfEHIRFIEE - Fr A3 T FE 4w fIniAmE (E4E A
EH—{Enunbering » FUAHE Ryik(E HF-0EEFout =] LRS- - FrAERERT
2 b —(EENE S 4R — 2 -

CHAIRMAN: All right. Looking back on it now, and I've
asked you in part this question before, and this is my
last question -- it's a cumbersome procedure, isn't it?

A. ChairmaniF [ "HH ) (RAHE R SR RS T A 2

CHAIRMAN: Yes, it's a lot easier if you've got a written
record, perhaps backed up by photographs, something you
can just go to a book, or go to a computer, click, and
there it all is, meeting the obligations of the
quality --

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Supervision.

CHAIRMAN: -- supervision, vyes.

A, f185 0 5RE BEEARAE —(HrecordEHE A —Mrecord photolf » HZFE

video °

CHAIRMAN: All right. 1I'm not suggesting we go into the
realm of video, but I'm just talking about something
written down or put onto a computer, with details, is

readily and accurately sourced, and it's a good
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confirmation and, if you wish, photographs to back it

up. Would you agree that that's a better system?
A, AR FrARMEREAE E i {Edescription » FMIMHEAATTH H—(E

random checklffi{flcoupler installation e

CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
Peter, any more?
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: No, that's all from me.
CHATIRMAN: Thank you very much, Mr Wong. Thank you for your
assistance. Your evidence is now completed.
WITNESS: #F > IEZZAfR o
MR BOULDING: Sir, my next witness is Mr Andy Wong, I think.
Would it be convenient to take the afternoon tea break?
CHAIRMAN: Yes. We'll just have 15 minutes. Thank you.
(4.01 pm)
(A short adjournment)
(4.16 pm)
MR BOULDING: Chairman, Professor, my next witness is
Mr Andy Wong.
Mr Wong, good afternoon.
WITNESS: Good afternoon.
MR WONG KAI WING, ANDY (affirmed in Punti)
Examination-in-chief by MR BOULDING
MR BOULDING: Thank you, Mr Wong.
It's correct, is it not, that your full name is Andy
Wong Kai Wing?

A. Okay. Yes.
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Q.

Splendid. Now, you have produced, have you not, two
witness statements for the assistance of the Commission
in this matter; correct?

H— (B 7 L -

Well, there's one witness statement and one reply
Statement; correct?

We'll have a look at them. Let's go to B448,
please, do we there see the first page of your first
witness statement, on the monitor?

FE] > (B {Fm]EA] DA 2E 2
Of course you can. So that's the first page of your

first witness statement, is it not?

I o
Then if we could go down to page B461. There we see, do
we not -- the previous page, 460 -- your signature under

the date of 12 September 2018; correct?

EXak

But I understand there are one or two corrections you'd
like to make to this, so we'll pick those up, please, at
page B461.1.

e

Subject to that correction, are the contents of your
first witness statement true to the best of your

knowledge and belief?

1FEHE > yes o
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Q.

Then you've also produced a reply witness statement, and
if we can adopt the same procedure, please, starting off
at page B13672, there we can see, can we not, the first
page of your reply witness statement?

Yes.

If we go on to B13673, which is the next page, I trust
we can see your signature, can we not, under the date of
12 October 20187

e

Are the contents of that statement true to the best of
your knowledge and belief?

(N

Now, Mr Wong, it's become conventional to try to locate
you in the MTR organisational hierarchy. For that
purpose, can we look first at B572. If we come in, the
third column from the left, and scroll down a bit, there
do we see your position in the MTR organisational chart

as at August 20157

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, does it say "Effective

1 September"?

MR BOULDING: Yes. It says "Effective September", does it

not, under your name?

[[IJ_I

EO
Then if we could just pick up one more reference -- we
move on eight or nine months, I think -- B576. If we go

down, this time you're in the second column in from the
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left, and do we see "Andy Wong, AIoW, concourse
modification (night shift)"?
A. 1% > concourse {4 °

Q. If we go to the top left-hand of the document, we can
see that's the management organisation chart as of
31 March 2016; correct?

A. ke

MR BOULDING: Mr Wong, what's going to happen now is that
you'll be questioned first, I suspect, by Mr Pennicott,
who is the lawyer assisting the Commissioners. Then
various other lawyers in the room get the opportunity to
question you. The professor and the Chairman can
question you at any stage they consider it's
appropriate, and then it might be the case that I ask
you some questions at the end of your evidence. So
please stay there.

WITNESS: #Ff » EZ% -

Examination by MR PENNICOTT

MR PENNICOTT: Mr Wong, good afternoon. Thank you very much
for coming to give evidence to the Commission this
afternoon, and as Mr Boulding has indicated, my name is
Pennicott and I'm going to ask you a few gquestions on
behalf of the Commission, and I'm hoping that there will
only be a few and that we can deal with this relatively
quickly.

Mr Wong, for the period September 2015 to December
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2015, my understanding is you were the assistant
inspector of works and your primary area of
responsibility was areas C2 and C3?

I o
You deal in your witness statement with two incidents,
which you call the first incident and the second
incident; yes?

Yes » {4 yes o

The first incident is one which lots of people in this
room are very familiar with. It's the one that gave
rise ultimately to NCR157.

Yes.

What you very helpfully do, in one of your attachments
to your witness statement, is you identify for us where
the incidents, the two incidents you talk about, two
place.

So could we go to B1/463, please. If we could blow
the top right-hand corner up of this, please. Thank you
very much.

The first incident, Mr Wong, as I understand it, is
the incident that --

First incident.

Is the first incident, the one on the left, and it's the
one we know about; that's the NCR no. 1577

Yes.

You identify essentially two separate locations for the

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

108
Day 30



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Commission of Inquiry into the Diaphragm Wall and Platform Slab Construction
Works at the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

incident?

N S o Il VB G R e et S e A= e == 72 L e A
Yes, indeed. And as I understand it we've got part of
the incident happening on the diaphragm wall and the
other part of the incident happening on the construction
joints?

Slab to slab.

Slab to slab, yes. Okay.

Just so we can see in a moment when we come to the
second incident, the second incident that you deal with
in your witness statement, we can see, were two
locations on the construction joint, slab to slab?

(A
Now, dealing with the first incident, could I ask you to
be shown the photographs, starting at B10/7457.

Mr Wong, these are photographs that we've been
looking at quite a few times during the course of the
Inquiry so far and, as I understand it from your witness
statement, these four photographs were taken by you?
Yes, photo by me.

You say in your witness statement, at paragraph --
there's no need to look at it; I'll read it out and we
can focus on the photograph -- you say:

"The 1st photograph shows two steel bars not

properly screwed into the coupler.”

(N
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Q.

Can you identify the two that you're talking about,
please?

(Indicating). You see?

If you can point there, the lady over there will put the
hand on it for us on the screen.

Yes, that's right. 1It's those two.

Fhighlightlf
That's fine. All right. Thank you very much.

Then, at 7460, you say in paragraph 25(2) of your
witness statement -- again, no need to look at it; I'll
read it out again:

"The 2nd photograph shows a wire cutter lying on the
fixed steel bars in area C3, bay 2. This was the
location where I found one of the cut ends of the
threaded steel bar."

Is that right?

Bk

o ERSTETUEMRS - BB wire cuttersIEIEEEE  SIMEE T
T N VB8 R T L AR A BT A e -
All right. 1Indeed, if we go now to page 7458, back two
pages, you say in your witness statement:

"The 3rd photograph shows a cut end of a threaded

steel bar resting on my hand."
%
We can see —-

Right-hand side.
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Q. We can see that very clearly.

Then, lastly, so far as the photographs are
concerned, 7459. You say:

"The 4th photograph" -- this is paragraph 25(4) --
"shows three shortened threaded steel bars not properly
screwed into the couplers."

A, fke

Q. Again, can you identify the three that you are referring
to?

A. (Indicating) .

Q. Can you hold that up so that we can --

A, fho BEIBEAE] ?

Q. We just want to get the hand.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Can we have it the same way up?
Rotate it.

A. [REIEREE]? (Indicating) .

MR PENNICOTT: So it's the three at the back of the
photograph that we're looking at. Yes, that's one, and
then to the left -- yes, that's the second one -- and
then to the left again --

CHATIRMAN: That's it.

MR PENNICOTT: -- that's it.
A. fre
Q. Okay. Thank you very much.

Mr Wong, can I ask you this: when you took these
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photographs, were there any workers in the vicinity?

A, TABA - [EHEL TSR S E (R TI2AEE - A3 —(EHspot testlf-

INTERPRETER: I can't hear.

A, ERERGEHREARE - S8 ALK -

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, but were there any steel bar fixers in

the area when you took these photographs?
A. A% Ao
0. Fang Sheung workers?
A, fke

Q. Did you speak to them?

A, CEEGIRTT o PERETTERE S LS FEEWhat sAppH EEE] - ARIAVE(E

case °
Q. Right. That was Mr Kobe Wong-?
A. ke

Q. Did you not feel it appropriate to speak to the

Fang Sheung workers? I appreciate that you wanted to
contact your superior, I understand that, but did you
not think it might be appropriate to have a word with

the Fang Sheung workers and ask them about the problem

that you had identified?

A. k> BES{EprocedurefEZGIIEM L5 B MEATT4LHEarrange

FEC PO - N R AIRIEREE TG > nJREAEZE -

Q. All right, understood. I don't need to discuss it with

you, Mr Wong, in any detail, but we know that as

a consequence of you identifying these problems, they
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were quickly rectified, as I understand it, on site, on
the same day, and indeed you took some photographs of
the rectification -- some photographs of the
rectification works as they were taking place?

A. {&>yes-o

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, perhaps you were going to
take him to this, Mr Pennicott, so forgive me -- is this
the incident that led to the issue of an NCR?

MR PENNICOTT: Yes.

A. (Nodded head) .

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: It is?

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I thought so.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, I wasn't going to go to the NCR again.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I just wanted to check it's the same
incident.

MR PENNICOTT: It is the same, yes.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Good.

MR PENNICOTT: But just to -- one point that perhaps hasn't
come out perhaps quite as clearly as it does with
Mr Wong's evidence is -- as I understand it, Mr Wong,
correct me if I'm wrong, in the plan that we had a look
at just a moment ago, there were two separate locations,
and as I understand it -- tell me if I'm wrong -- the
photograph we've got on the screen at the moment is the

one by the diaphragm wall?
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A. %o UB{E{&A{ED-walllf > {4 o

Q. Yes, and the other photograph that we saw at 7457 is the
one on the slabs, the connection joints?

A. IE{EFtslab to slablif o

Q. Slab to slab, yes, indeed.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Again, so that I can understand it,
how many bars in total are we referring to as being cut
in this incident? How many bars?

A, AN HE o five-o

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Five in total in both --

A. Yes.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Five in total, which is the

combination of both areas; it was five bars in total?
A, HETE - HEMEZGE @R - KNREHcornerirBEL - A --
JES{4D-wall corner  UE{fE{4slab to slab @ BM&[E—I&E @ [E—{&
baylf o
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes, okay. I understand. It's in
the same bay. Thank you.

MR PENNICOTT: As I understand it, looking at your plan,

just a little distance apart?

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Okay. I understand.
MR PENNICOTT: All right. Now, if anybody wants to ask you
about the first incident, they will in a moment. I'm

going to move on to your second incident, which you deal
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with starting at paragraph 30 of your witness statement,
where you say:

"Sometime between 16 December 2015 and 31 December
2015, during regular site surveillance in area Cl bay 5
or area C3 bay 3, I saw that there were 5 or 6 threaded
steel bars that were not screwed into the couplers.
These steel bars were located at the slab-to-slab
(construction joint) connections.

Now, Mr Wong, first question: did you think to take
any photographs of these particular non-screwed-in

rebar?
HAEE - (AfEmh--HEH /DD - RIBIREE A - EZHRCL bay 5
WEE - BEFAEVE 2 i H Y% bR » FREDGH » remember o {5{45%% B BROJEFERS
FREAHER » B (A1 6 FE EAGRL he aE » FrlAsiiE RUEHAE » EIFHRA -
HMHAFT B EE AR E1E o TRIUVERISCE fol Lowlf{E - —HAVEIIRLREL - A
A > A BA0F hverbal Ly BAIET FE] » 17T HEREEHK
I -

Since your witness statement, as I understand it, you've
now narrowed it down and you think it is Cl1, bay 52

Yes.

And that's because you recall the concreting was being

done at that time-?
& {50 -
Okay. I think I'm right in saying -- but we can be

double-checked if I get this wrong -- that the
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concreting in C1-5 took place on 23 December, so that's
within the period that you've mentioned in your witness
Statement?

% e

All right. Again, you tell us that you informed Mr Kobe

Wong about this incident.

And he instructed you to follow up with Leighton?

You go on to tell us that you were or Leighton were able
to remedy two or three of the bars that you saw, because
they were sufficiently high up, as it were, towards the
top.

H > top level » {4 -

But there was nothing that could be done with the three
steel bars that were further down or beneath the top
layer?

% REEEAMR - f1lFE XA Hprepare

Right. So had the concrete pouring actually started,

Mr Wong, when you picked this up?

%o (& 5 RS OPRYEPIFRE 1008 LA full -t ime i {EE] -
Understood. Okay. But the upshot was there was nothing
that could be done about three of the steel bars, and
the concrete therefore was poured and those bars were

left not quite properly connected?
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MR PENNICOTT: Okay. Thank you very much, Mr Wong. I have

no further questions.
Questioning by THE COMMISSIONERS

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, can I just ask you, if I may, Mr Wong,
your Jjob was as an assistant inspector; correct?

A. {4k yes-

CHAIRMAN: Just briefly, tell us, what was the essential
purpose of your job?

A, FGTIEELFRE —document Bt dai l yskZ I A& Eserver 24} »
GHKE > FAE TR R/ RSB - BA g (@S —2mAE
overtimelf - 11 1BEEE o 534N T (EIfstE - FutiRE T 2% @ 3t
Hi L FKobe WongHflbriefingi@iIF S HA B S HIH B » HY{EFR
LS A s 1 te XA - BRSO A NMEM L 2 E (R LA - -5
TAHEE » EUHESE  FEEEEE G TIEA 1T & PR - IR
s BT AR, -

CHATIRMAN: And couplers?

A, BRARIE > EHeTTTassign QS PIET 3 - (HATRA G EhEN < ATERIAEE —
{EHAR S SOR T 30 - e & & BMIRAAIEEE - gl B & B
NMEBAETT BB EE physicallfffil ME - BM{AHE MME » touch{E » B
push{EMF » BR{FEEE NMEalfaligniiFstablelfstablelf - FREIFITHEE
oA ST BT - B (R visua L REREMEEL I —(Hsteel fixing
Ewor kIEE o

CHAIRMAN: Were you on site, other than going off for lunch

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

117
Day 30



N

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Commission of Inquiry into the Diaphragm Wall and Platform Slab Construction
Works at the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

and things like that, the whole time?
A. &k TfTteatime » FIREMEE > BREF full-timelritEBEEEE - F6BEHIHNA
CHAIRMAN: All right. How big an area would you normally

have to supervise?

A, BfEEE--CEGE - FaEhc2FC3 > AMHE t renchMi{E{Z EHA1000K
HOE I,

CHAIRMAN: Okay. So you would patrol, if I can put it that
way, backwards and forwards, or stay in particular areas
that there was particular type of work being done?

A, R WERATRIE > KBS Epetrol » —REKAERS -

CHAIRMAN: Prior to this first incident which you reported,
the one where we have a photograph of you holding a cut
thread in your hand, had you come across many incidents
of rebars not being properly put into couplers or there
being anything that worried you?

AL TR TR o BRR R cu tBEIRAR TR - REEAVEEL - (EATRED
HIRERRE - BRIE DR R R -

CHAIRMAN: Okay. But prior to that incident, which
understandably caused you some difficulty, had you seen
anything at all that you felt worthy of bringing to the
attention of anybody concerning rebar -- sorry,

concerning couplers, on this site?

A. AW EABEEG--EFfE 2% EEAEWNEM—EfEshear key » i
HRIEK KL exposelffifiicoupler iVt » FIRERRE - EHAMIEITA
I AU hydraul i cHEIE -~ FI/K Z25EE - 554 Mfnds (4R A 1B
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breakingWiMEREL - BreakingMiMmiAtEE G+I1E - FTHEL - 2R
hydraulic - BUEEEL - (EHIBREES RAFAFEE - IEE G - FHAR DL
exposelff Iy fbEEEE -

ERAFAT » FRITFEL > Ficheck shear keylfifHilF » HABEGIE
Hefcouplertf » {Hiifkso far - HITRIHIEMVENT - R EARGEH

protect{F{Hlcouplerf -

CHAIRMAN: Excellent. Thank you very much indeed. I just

wanted to get an idea of your daily routine and the fact

of what you were doing.

BHTIAE » BEICED Ve o BRIEZr 4 ~ KA - ZAIRHEERE » fR{Eprogress »
B NEE e > B FTactivity®f - FiE repor t & FHE L EIEE

TRIEHEE -

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, could I -- I do apologise -- then also ask

you this. When you worked in C2 and C3, and you had
this 100 metres to patrol during the day, would you be
assisted by anybody else from MTR? Would you be
assisted by another inspector, or was that your

particular area?

R{Echart » HEFST Aunderiklf » MY A EIUHIToe Wonglf >

REHARGGRLE] > —FFjoint inspections FEIHEE -

CHAIRMAN: All right. And Joe Wong was with who; MTR?

A. MTR.

CHAIRMAN: All right. And what about Leightons; would you

see them on the site during the day?
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A, HE BE) AHEGEE—Fjoint inspectionZcheckMfl » WIFR{E
M ARSIEH]form—-H{ARISC form A » Fi&@{fiinspectionif - {H{%
inspectionft/EfRVEGHEI shear keyE & MHT cleaningMEIyEeE » 5k
connectifiifjcoupler[@fHinspectionifiiifisteel fixingHErIEEIFRMHEL

CHAIRMAN: Obviously, whoever cut these threads, and we have
that photograph again of you holding one, that was
a deliberate act and would have taken not a couple of
seconds but would have taken probably a minute or two.
How easily do you think the workers might have been able
to do that, if they were intent on doing it? Was it
easy to avoid detection, put it that way?

A, FREER > BB AEEME HEY o BAikE h R 0 BE
IARMIE TR AT R - FRARHTE (R A {18 (A 0 A\ PERER - [FJHRAE ] o Per ey 3
VAN - (BAEit iningfRE - BE-—(ERLIR18RE1 8 372 - k1 okh
FIWALE - & HIMAIROTEL » PR KA » B4 MAIE A% > ARG -
Bt g EEE - RIS > IEE AR e &4 -

CHATIRMAN: Thank you very much.

MR CHANG: No questions from Leighton.

MR SO: One question from China Technology.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

Cross—-examination by MR SO

MR SO: Witness, you just told us that in the draft
transcript, [draft] page 136, line 8, when you were
answering Mr Chairman's question:

"I won't speculate on the motive, but if we look at
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the photos provided by China Technology, and also my

photo records, I know who those two people were on that

particular day."

Can you tell us who those two people were?

CHAIRMAN: ©No, I don't think that's necessary. The purpose

of this Ingquiry is not to apportion blame for criminal

conduct, or civil liability. I would be content if you

were to ask: who did you think employed them? That

question has been asked before and it's important

because we have a number of organisations working

on site and one should be differentiated from another,

in the public interest. But I'm not interested in

getting close to issues of criminal or public liability.

MR SO: Of course, sir. 1In that case I will rephrase my
question.

CHATRMAN: Thank you.

MR SO: Regarding those two people -- as you said, you can
recognise who they were -- can you tell us which
organisation do they belong to?

AL FRBRVESEZAN  TAAEER > WE(ERE (507 AR T\ ROEE - oA R (AT (%

MR SO: Thank you. No further questions.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

MR CONNOR: No questions from me, sir. Thank you.

MR CHOW: Mr Chairman, the government has a few questions,
but I will try to finish before 5.00.

CHAIRMAN: That's all right. If we have to go a bit after
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5.00, it's all right.

Cross-examination by MR CHOW

MR CHOW: Mr Wong, my name is Anthony Chow and I represent

the government. The government has a few questions for
you.

In relation to the first incident, in your statement
you mention:

"Within an hour after my call with Leighton's site
staff ..."

Am I right to take it that on that occasion you have
waited for quite some time before there's anyone from
Leighton to come and attend to the problem; is that
right?

— I FEEE AT RET TR IR A AE TR MARHERR - - HES A (A~ {18 S 5 22— (I8l $3 5
around * EL{EprocedureftGFTEETHMEE L 5] - X EEFlarrange
PR R fol LowlEFEE - FRAEEIIFTERL G IH A veri fyHIE(Hcase

WEE o Fir AL T RE sk /T — (0t - FEeR A rl e N -~ ERERE - RAE
R 2 1% o (EfPEEHE T A Kexpose & MHl—FFH - A IIEAIHAIFMER L -
AJBE r andom# & i ELERME S AT HEN) - SR/ DS - R AIIRE]

WIS - EHEA W S Fexpose L replaced » R E M Z IR i

R X replacedmMiE B - AME--FE—H » FESRMAUCTATS 2 6Bhxt

E&&closeFH(Hl--followHK{Ecase o

For the second incident, in paragraph 33 you also

mentioned:

"After my phone call with Kobe Wong, I immediately
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A.

Q.

called Leighton's site staff ..."
Now, does it mean -- well, we understand on that
occasion they were about to start concreting; is that

correct? Or they have already started?
CARIGEIR AR -

You need to call Leighton staff -- does it mean there
was no supervisor from Leighton around, supervising the

concreting work?

B - N R BA LR - ST 8RS - AR ErE - - IR ERLEH A
> (ERE - R BE—EERBEERE - EAM S rest » BB HI WS
il o AR R s E (i concrete truckZHIE » A LUERE SR
i BB S E -

My last question is we have heard evidence about hold
point inspection and procedure, and our understanding is
that one could only proceed to the next step if the hold
point inspection was satisfactory.

Given that, in relation to the second incident,
Leighton was doing the concreting, and we can deduce
from that that they have passed at least two hold
points, one in relation to the rebar inspection and the
other one is pre-pour inspection; am I correct?

(Nodded head) .

The fact that a problem was --

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, what was the answer to that?

MR CHOW: Oh, he was nodding "yes".
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COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: You have to speak, Mr Wong, because
otherwise it doesn't go on the transcript.

A, TEFER S HAETEEREERTE - % -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Ah.

A, WEFTRVEAIRERE - N E—#g#lspeaking » —HSEEE - ERFMERE. . .

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I fully understand, Mr Wong, and
I'm sorry, I've just interrupted you, but the transcript
said "nodding head", and that was taken as being a yes,
I think, by Mr Chow. So we may need to get "yes" or
"no" answers as a minimum.

A, FexfFA(Ebreak » WLk, ..

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I think you probably ought to pose
the question again, Mr Chow.

MR CHOW: Yes. On the second incident, when it happened,
Leighton was doing concreting; right?

A. [F-

Q. Am I right to think that being able to start concreting,
Leighton had passed two hold point inspections, the
rebar fixing inspection and the pre-pour inspection; is
that correct?

A, B {BEERAD/DHER > BEMEMRE inspection - HRIREIET - B ATEE
SR > B [Emanho 1 e BB - A HEE EHAINE > FTLAECBrBRIEE
BERTAE A ({2 (R FTAEH AHIBINIGE - NG > FTLA-- B full-
time supervisionfEVEHEEF  HLMAUHEERE - (5 o IENS ? HI(A(RYIEY] ©

I -
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Q.

On that particular occasion, do you think that was the
reason? Was there any manhole around? You mentioned
manhole; right?

B > EWFIEG - EREEENEGA AW NBEGEE A A B
reason{REIHEEE

Yes. Right.

[EIERER 7T ?

So, on that occasion, the possibility about having
someone doing work for manhole and because of that sort
of tampered with the reinforcement, that is not what

happened on that particular occasion; correct?

U > MHKIE (A Rmanho le Bt E AL - (AN R{E A fEMwo rkmanshipifSIE
FFIER o

Right. After that incident --

Wk > 1% » ' & transferlfFEconcourse » ATLAELFTTinvolve&ZE
HE{E s labMf{fconstruction workfE » R EW{EE42355 » Fx3I15EEAK
S -

All right. I was going to ask you whether there was any
following up action on the part of Leighton in reviewing

the hold point inspection procedure, that sort of thing,

but perhaps you have no knowledge?
WL > AL > (B FSEE R S ARG EEE - R A ERRtop layerMEEE
% BMRT2EE T3S ~ HANEE] - A MG SRR -

INTERPRETER: Sorry, I can't catch the rest.

MR CHOW: Sorry, it's a fault on my part. What I'm trying
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A.

to get to is -- given that the hold point inspection has
been passed, but yet we still find problem in the
reinforcement at the time of concreting -- in such
circumstances, I was just wondering whether there was
any review on the part of the MTR on the hold point
inspection procedure, so as to avoid a similar incident

being happened in future?

BRI 2L 515 ey -

MR CHOW: Thank you very much, Mr Wong.

Chairman, I have no more questions.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much.

Re-examination by MR BOULDING

MR BOULDING: Mr Wong, good afternoon again.

You were asked about your duties, and do you
remember telling the Commissioners that you had a duty

of constant surveillance?
e
Can you just tell me what that duty of constant

surveillance would involve, please, Mr Wong?

B i Hpreparefildai 1y - & BN BLIEIHRAE(E (Br i A
2RI FEEHbrief ing FH - EAIMHE I IEZ EIFIF TR - BT
bendingE(&assecurationZ FHE » FRERFHE(HIRIREprogress
MHEET - FREGEREFL AL B AL - [FIEBA AL S - [FIHERERS T v (E (il
Wi EE A WE &R BCEE S 2 o PR PRTE -

Tell me this: what did that constant surveillance
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involve, if anything, so far as the couplers were

concerned?

BRARIE L A S - -G I dut yIREE - EERASHN AR > 5t
—EZBRIFTAY - PR T checklist Z4h » i@ verbal 1y AKEh--
check MEMEFATT SAEAEES - (R4RIEMATRME (EEEE Y - FRADE BT -

Ry H 5% B T, -

Can you tell the Commissioners how you would check for
compliance?

B4 o FREESCEREE  Bivisual o visual BEE B AR AR AT IS
RZ I > TERER— 2 E T L R FE &by handsiE (Rl Lpush
B > B MEBIEREME » W15 Econnect5/) » (E{AMEFSH ~ [BEal ignEiHIE
stablelf »

Did you ever watch the rebar being screwed into the

couplers?

o UeHA - VeI REE SR HE T - R AH—({Ecoupler connection
ES i R

I see. 1Is that something you did throughout the whole

of your 100 metres that you covered in C2/C3?

& [FE—WFE - EEZAMWE =40 AL - 4-{UE H o F 2 258 B0 EwhEi A -+
J\EABARIEE - B LA EEGEE b e il - Bk & g FrE /X supervision

PRSI T (05 -

MR BOULDING: You did your best. Well done.

I have no further questions for you, Mr Wong.

I don't know whether the Chairman or the professor have.
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CHATIRMAN: No.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: No.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

MR BOULDING: Thank you very much, Mr Wong.

CHATRMAN: Mr Wong, thank you very much.

WITNESS: [EEZAA -

CHAIRMAN: Your evidence has been completed, and may I say
it's been a pleasure.

WITNESS: HERZIA -

CHAIRMAN: So I think we are finished for the week. Thank
you very much indeed. We will resume on Monday morning
at 10 am. Thank you.

(The witness was released)

(5.05 pm)

(The hearing adjourned until 10.00 am

on Monday, 10 December 2018)
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