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Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near 1
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 09

Thursday, 6 June 2019

(10.02 am)

MR TAM CHI MING, JOE (on former affirmation in Cantonese)

Cross-examination by MR BOULDING (continued)

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

There is just one matter that I'd like to take up
with Mr Tam.

Good morning, Mr Tam.

B
It in fact arises out of a question that Prof Hansford
put to the witness yesterday.

Mr Tam, you will remember, won't you, that you were
taken to Leighton's RFI 1510 yesterday. That's at
CC3333.

Do you remember being taken to this yesterday,

Mr Tam?

%

We can see, can we not, that it's a request for
information, and if we look at the bottom left-hand
corner, it was indeed reviewed by you, was it not?
% e

You recall, do you not, drawing the Commissioners'
attention to item number 3, about halfway down the
document? Do you see item number 3 there:

"If the stitch joint detail is similar to SCL1111

drawing, we found below queries ..."
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And number 3 for present purposes:

"Please provide RC detail for the stitch joint."

Do you see that?
(Nodded head) .
And that's a query you raised, 1is it not?
BRE] - BEE] > BEE -
You were then taken to MTR's reply to that, and perhaps
we can turn that up because it's not a memory test:
CC3341.

Do you remember being asked about this document
yesterday, Mr Tam?
sife e
Is that a yes?
Yes.
If we look at it, we can see, can we not, that it's the
reply, and it's from Ms Kappa Kang --
/NI
-- to Mr Joe Tam, and it's dated 6 June 2016; do you see
that? Do you see that?
Yes.
And it goes to Mr Ian Rawsthorne, just to the left of
the date?
(Witness nodded) .
Then if we look at the message, do you see the message
there:

"For item 1, 2" -- and it's 3 I'm particularly
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interested in -- "3, 6, please refer to advanced DAmS
sketches of DAmS 390 for construction. Formal DAmS will
be issued to you shortly."

Then if we go down to the bottom of the document,
please, we can see that there was an attachment. Do you
see that, Mr Tam?

FE -

And the attachment was the advanced DAmS 390; correct?
RE -

Thank you.

Then, just to make it clear where the learned
professor comes in, perhaps we could have the transcript
for yesterday put on the screen, please, and then if we
could go to page 159. Thank you.

If we could look, please -- I think we can pick it
up at about line 23, and you are asked:

"Do you see that? So that's the answer you got for,
amongst others, number 3 ...2"

So here you are being asked about the answer 3, are
you not, that we just looked at in the MTR response to

the RFI; correct?

So, just reading on, if we can -- you say "Yes" and then
the question is put:
"And then presumably you looked at the DAmS, the

drawings?"
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And you nodded at that point, and then the question
continues:

"And did they satisfy you that you -- sorry, were
you satisfied that you had been given the information
that you asked for?

Answer: I saw what rebars we received, but then
they drew the same symbol for the other size, so
I thought both were the same and we could use them.

Question: Okay. So that was the conclusion that
you drew?

Answer: Yes.

Commissioner Hansford: Does it show the bar
diameter?

Mr Pennicott: Well

Could you look at the drawings, Mr -- could you tell
us, Mr Tam, what you looked at in order to derive that
conclusion?"

Then the Chairman chips in but you interrupt and
say:

"There are more drawings to DAmS 390", then there's
a bit of Chinese.

"Mr Pennicott: They are there not? Okay."

Then Commissioner Hansford says:

"Just while we are pondering that, it's interesting
to see ..."

Then things move on.
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It's slightly unclear, but am I right in thinking
that you suggested, in response to Commissioner
Hansford's question, that the DAmS drawings did not show
the bar diameter? Is that what you were suggesting?
Sorry » AIBEAIDIFEE S —?

Yes, of course. I've taken you to the transcript of
your evidence yesterday. We've read that together. And
what I said is whilst it's not entirely clear, it
appears to me that you suggested, in response to
Commissioner Hansford's question, whether the DAmS
drawings show the bar diameter, you said they did not.
They did not. 1Is that the answer you gave the professor
yesterday?

& FTERER 4o

Well, thank you for that clarification.

In the light of that, perhaps we can have a look at
DAmS 390 which you were not in fact taken to.

If you would be kind enough to go to CC3343, and if
that could be blown up.

There we see in the top right-hand corner, do we
not, "DAmS/1112/C/0390; do you see that reference there?
FE -

Then if you would be kind enough to go on to CC3349,
which is a part of this document, and if the drawing in
the bottom right-hand corner could possibly be blown up,

that would be useful. Do we see, in red, that we are
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looking at DAmS 390? For example, there's a little
triangle to the left of the title; do you see that?
HE] -

Then, to pick up the title, so we know exactly what
we're looking at:

"Reinforcement details of double track tunnel
expanded section due to stitch joint at NSL uptrack
chainage 100+463.789 to chainage 100+465.289 before
casting stitch joint".

Do you see that title, Mr Tam? Do you see that
title?

BRE] > BEE] -

It tells us, does it not, that we are looking at the

drawing for the location at those chainages; correct?

e

Now, what else does this drawing show us? If we look at

the drawing, do you see the black dotted line, for

example, going across the top; do you see that?

HE -

I'd be right in thinking, would I not, that they are the

longitudinal rebars that require connections to the

couplers; that's correct, isn't it?
%

Now, to cut to the quick, if we were to look at the

left-hand side of the drawing, and do you see a little X
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A.

about halfway up? Do you see an X? And then
immediately to the right of that, once you've found the
X, I trust you will see the reference "T32-150 EF"; do
you see that?

FLE] -

Thank you very much. That's very kind.

If we were to look at the top of the drawing, we can
find another little X, can we not, and we go down, and
again we see "T32-150 EF"; do you see that?

e

I could go on, but what I suggest to you is that this
drawing shows that the longitudinal bars for the stitch
joints were T32s. That's what the drawing shows, does
it not?

e

MR BOULDING: Thank you.

Just for the record, Commissioners, you'll probably
recall that counsel for the government, in his opening,
took you to another drawing of the same location -- that
was bundle reference BB481l; transcript Day 2, page 6,
line 20 -- to demonstrate very much the same fact.

I hope that's helpful.

Thank you very much indeed, Mr Tam.

MR CHOW: Good morning, Mr Chairman. Good morning,

Professor. I have a few questions for Mr Tam.

Sorry, Mr Chairman. In the light of my learned
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friend Mr Boulding has just pointed out to the
Commission and the fact that the drawing DAmS 390 has
been shown to Mr Tam, I think I need to also point out
that if we look at -- just now, I have compared
immediately the drawings that I have taken an earlier
witness to, showing similar reinforcing details, and

I have compared the chainage. Actually, these two
sections show the reinforcing details at the same
chainage range. I recall one of the questions raised by
Prof Hansford is whether this drawing shows the
reinforcing details on contract 1111 side. Then

I recall at that point I have checked the chainage of
the interface.

The chainage of the interface is actually shown at
drawing BB484. According to that -- if we can quickly
turn up that drawing -- if we focus on the lower part —--
ves, this is the elevation plan view, and the vertical
dotted line in the middle shows the location of the
interface, and if we follow the line downward, we see
that the chainage is at about +466.289. In other words,
the section that we have just looked at actually shows
the reinforcing details within contract 1112. It
doesn't show the reinforcement details on contract 1111.
In other words, the diameter of the reinforcement shown
at that location may or may not represent the same

diameter of the bar used by Gammon.
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I think this is really to assist the Commission.
I think it is fair to at least point this out to Mr Tam.
Of course I don't know what MTR is going to do with that
drawing, but this is the point -- since it is related to
another drawing that I have shown to another witness,
I think it is appropriate for me to point this out as
well.
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Thank you, Mr Chow. I'm not sure if
this is a question to the witness.
MR CHOW: No.
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: But, nevertheless, what Mr Boulding
took us to was the response to the RFI.
MR CHOW: Yes, I know. I appreciate that.
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: And the RFI related to the steel --
the interface, didn't it?
MR CHOW: Yes.
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Thank you.
MR CHOW: Yes, I appreciate that.
Cross-examination by MR CHOW
Q. Good morning, Mr Tam. I represent the government and
I have a few questions for you.
To begin with, I would like to refer you back to
paragraphs 11 and 12 of your witness statement, please.
In paragraph 11 of your statement, you said:
"The type of the coupler and rebar to be used at the

three stitch joints was not specified in the working
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drawings prepared by MTRC ..."

Then you go on in paragraph 12 to mention about
construction drawings.

My first question is: what is the difference between
working drawings and construction drawings?

Sorry * {REEAHE --sorry - WIEWEHLIE -

Paragraph 11 at CC83.

& > (R E{fconstruction drawing[E#working drawingFgIElf
vapill U A

That's correct.

BAEE ) #{4E construction drawing -’ {4

In paragraph 11 you said:

"The type of the coupler and rebar to be used at the
three stitch joints was not specified in the working
drawings prepared by MTRCL ..."

Heae i fram gR[m — ey -

So the construction drawings referred to in paragraph 12
were also prepared by MTRCL as well?

I& o

You highlight this fact in paragraphs 11 and 12. You
are not suggesting that the use of Lenton couplers ought
to have been shown on those drawings, are you?

HARAEH T -

All right.

A~ ~ e A A WA T Ryt (A S HPG i EE T 0ER S5 TR e[ [ AR
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Q. Okay. Now, we have seen a lot of drawings for
contract 1112 as well.

A. Mmm.

Q. And as far as I can see, the use of BOSA couplers --
BOSA couplers -- were not mentioned in any of those
contract 1112 drawings either, and you have no problem

with that; is that correct?

A. Sorry  {RIESEHsEMAHOMEE ST FIBOSARSTIIRE - IEMEIERE » (40K ?

Q. Yes.

A, HEREFEHAV/DVEFRREME - EERMAHET- - Z AT
interface meetingfAIBIEUEN W > % - AIRIEMEZE R - A0k
FERZ - - BIA IS — AT - -— (PR 4R - IMREE R4 RIEZ
FrAE ~ B E s — (0 SRR e A - e AR TE(E
TRy 120K 2 SRR EENT - (ROKIEZ B S L (5 W 5 e R 5
—Ifjreminderi4fEFREEE - BEERFMOE 7 WEERL -~ (Bt RERLHEL -
5k -~ (EBIE AR U > Fr DAMEBE A1RERI BT UK E HEPTaEeg - 2
15 - BfHA1Ron the other way round®f > {RIRIEZL G AMFIIE ?
WEERE IR A -

Q. Mr Tam, I would imagine that you have been working in

the construction industry for quite some time; is that

correct?
A. fre
Q. It is rare for the designer or the employer to specify

the brand of the materials to be used by the contractor;
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is that correct?

A, HESHE G AMTEICA e IR - AR R o iR (REE—E T -

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

CHAIRMAN: My understanding seems to be that perhaps what's

being implied is that the brand of the coupler, being
Lenton, would dictate the diameter of the rebar, and if
that's the case then there should be some indication or
may be some indication of the brand of the coupler,
because ipso facto you would know the diameter size of

the rebars.

MR CHOW: Yes.
CHAIRMAN: Have I misunderstood that?

MR CHOW: ©No, not at all. It is also my understanding as to

what Mr Tam is saying. But at the same time, Mr Tam
seems to make a complaint against the MTR for failing to
indicate on the drawing as to the brand of couplers used
in Gammon, so I would like to explore with him what is
the practice in the construction industry, whether it is
a fair complaint against MTR.

Mr --
B BOEGREERET > BB REEMTIEET - A B (a0 R g
Z80 0 ARATLAKIE > FTad iR 247 > Vel (h— (Y - BlfRanE
Mr PennicottfEFBtIHEE » AR —(HjuniorfF--—{EsenioriF
JuniorBiEIEE AU > AH I E —(E FEREEEE - AR 247 -
U (&gl <0 S SE A

Right. In the case of contract -- in the case of your
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company's own contract, contract 1112, you were aware at
the time that the use of a particular brand of couplers
was not imposed by MTRC, it was up to Leighton to
propose whatever brand of couplers they would like to

use; is that correct?
R IR R A Tt g < T P R I MR A i T et B O R IBFMR AR 2
I said it is for Leighton to propose to MTRC as to which
brand of couplers to be used in Leighton's works.
(N
So that -- you also told us yesterday that, at that
time, you were aware of Lenton couplers.

Do you recall that?
(N
Am I right in thinking that by knowing this particular
brand of coupler, Lenton, you were also aware that the
profile of the thread are different from the profile of
the thread for BOSA couplers?
e
Now, that being the case, it seems to me that, at that
point, you had no basis to assume that Gammon would use

the same couplers that Leighton used, ie BOSA?

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, is that meant to follow on from the

earlier question, Mr Chow, or is this a separate,

independent question?

MR CHOW: It follows on from my earlier question, because
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Mr Tam at that time was aware of the existence of
Lenton, he was aware of the fact that the profile of the
thread would be different from the profile of BOSA
couplers, and that's why I continued to follow up on
that and suggested to him that, at that stage, he would
have no basis to assume Gammon would have used the same

couplers on Gammon's side of the contract, of the works.
P E A E I » (& HEBOSAMELIE » (BBt E ] LentonY i » {REEMA
EHSF SRR Y U~ AR (A s 1z e WG > 47 (UAR AR ETE—(Esize - H{ARMH
BOSAMHE o

So you admitted that, at that stage, you were aware that
it is possible, because of a different size of the
reinforcing bar being used, different types of couplers
may be used by Gammon?

%

So it follows that, as a responsible construction

manager, at least you would have checked with Gammon?
Fir AR IBKEERF T -

Mr Tam, if you were in Henry Lai's position, seeing that
the colour of the cap was yellow as opposed to the red
and blue that BOSA used, would you have taken out the
yellow couplers and checked what kind of couplers were

being used by Gammon? My question is --

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, I'm sounding argumentative this morning;

I don't mean to be. I don't know that that necessarily
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assists us to say "if you were in Henry Lai's position",
because of course Mr Tam can't really put himself in
Henry Lai's position. He's got very long years of
experience.

MR CHOW: I will rephrase.

CHAIRMAN: I think that's more of a question of submission,
in fact, for the Commission.

MR CHOW: Perhaps I will rephrase my gquestion, Mr Chairman.

Mr Tam, if you see that the cap used by Gammon for

the couplers was yellow as opposed to red and blue,
would it occur to you that you would have to get closer,
to take a closer look at the couplers cast by Gammon?

A, WFATHEEE] - AIREE - ARKAEC -

Q. So would you expect Henry Lai to do that?

A, WHE--4FEER > EMEESRFEEGIHEM - Nydepends onfEA%S
RFFEIIAEE > WAL -

Q. Mr Henry Lai told the Commission that at that point he
has no experience and he received no training from
Leighton as to how supervision of coupler assembly
should be done and how he should inspect the coupler
assembly. This is evidence from Henry Lai; right?

Were you aware of his deficiency at that time-?

A, IEHI-

Q. I would like to move on to

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, Mr Chow, just for my reference, did
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Mr Henry Lai say that he had received no training at all
or no supervision at all? I'm not rejecting what you
say in any way. I'm just querying it.

MR CHOW: Sir, according to my recollection, he did give
evidence to that effect. Perhaps those instructing me
can start looking up the transcript to identify that.

CHAIRMAN: 1I'm not suggesting you are wrong in any way
whatsoever. My impression, without going to the black
and white of each word, was that there was some sort of
introduction to what he had to do, but the level of the
training was left somewhat vague in his answer.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes. I think Mr Chow's question was
specifically referable to coupler assemblies, as I
understand it.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR CHOW: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: I think Mr Chow might be right specifically
in relation to coupler assemblies.

CHAIRMAN: Good. Perhaps we could be assisted at some later
stage, because it's actually quite important. If part
of your job is to make sure that the connections are
done correctly, you would expect there to be some form
of training.

On that subject, in part 1, if I can call it that,
of this Ingquiry, there was a fair amount of emphasis on

the fact that people went to BOSA and learnt all about

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near 17
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 09

what the couplers were and how they should properly be
engaged with reinforcing bars, but we don't seem to have
heard anything -- in fact, I think a couple of people
have said they haven't gone to BOSA.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, as you will perhaps remember, I have
asked I think two or three witnesses that very
question --

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: -- simply because of what we heard in part 1
of the Inquiry, but we got a negative answer to the two
or three witnesses I put that point to.

CHAIRMAN: Yes. I'm sorry to raise that, but it is quite
important and it refreshes memory as to the fact that
the evidence so far here, in this Inquiry, 1is nobody
went to BOSA. So any lack of actual second-hand
training, if I can put it that way, would also be
relevant.

Yes, thank you, Mr Chow. I'm sorry to have
interrupted you.

MR CHOW: Not at all, sir.

Mr Tam —--

A. Sorry.

Q. DNo problem. I would now like to go to paragraph 6 of
your fifth witness statement at page CC6536, please. In
this section, I believe that the purpose of your

evidence is to support your assertion that to chip off
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the covering concrete of Gammon's couplers was supposed
to be the work of Gammon, not Leighton. Is that
correct?

% e

And you specifically referred to a particular provision
in the specification. If we turn over the page, under
paragraph or 6.2, you said:

"to carry out joint inspection of the waterproofing
system, couplers and protection measures to couplers
provided at the interface work, and make good any damage
identified during inspection "

Do you see that?

{& > WE{Elspeclfrequirement °

Yesterday you told us that you are not sure whether the
joint inspection has actually taken place. Do you
recall that?

% HEERERERFE formflljoint inspection > NEAEMAY%

— R R EEE - HERRE - - R ARIERIE &R - 2 H - EH

B S - HE R -

I see. All right. 1In other words, you are confident
that the joint inspection referred to in this particular
provision has taken place, it's just that you don't know
when, by whom; is that correct? 1Is that what you are
trying to say?

HHEEwARE - BAEEormEllfSRE - REMEMEESEA -
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Q.

From what is stated in this particular provision, the
purpose of that joint inspection is to confirm that the
couplers installed by Gammon were not in any way
damaged; do you agree that was one of the purposes?

% e

So would you agree with me, to confirm that, whoever
attended on behalf of Leighton this joint inspection
would have looked at -- would have perhaps removed the
yvellow caps to look at the condition inside the

couplers?

HA] UG RLR - - FE VRS B TR A B LR AR - B g 2]
ATERGHE - HE EAEEEATSRA LA HE - sy EsE
WML E (RHE T (BT AT (R > B T abRoR ~ fFEC Ik »

U E R R e M (IR - ik S5 TS B — W > 555 - - A -
IEEHUE  HERRREEILER A formfg—{finspection » FLIEFR S,
b > FcheckHHEM - NAHEMERREETH > fRcheckEHE] » FAE -
All right. Now, during the first part of this Inquiry,
we have received evidence from various witnesses about
how couplers were exposed and what sort of problems one
may encounter after exposing these couplers. What

I gather from those evidence is sometimes debris or
cement paste might have got inside the couplers, and
because of that the threaded bar cannot be properly

screwed into the couplers.

Would you agree that that may be one of the problems
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Q.

with couplers?
= o
So would it be reasonable for someone who carries out
joint inspection, of which the purpose is to ensure that
the couplers were in proper order, to enable screwing of
the threaded bar, one would have at least opened the
yellow cap and looked inside the couplers to ensure that

at least there was no cement paste, for example, that

had accidentally got into the inside of the couplers?

PO Bt T B R E A E R R B s 4 AL > [FHfPA
fiprotection boardBfEA [ - FA b AWHES - (fEEighaHE--
sorry > F{EZEMRE & APt e P HW - WelEf TR > fReh
FTVEEEER - MRk S & AR

I would like to move on to —--

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, before you move on, Mr Chow,

could I just ask one question --

MR CHOW: Sure.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: -- in relation to the point that you

have just taken us to.

Mr Tam, in this paragraph in your fifth witness
statement, paragraph 6, you say that "the main
contractor for SCL1111 [should]"™, and then you list some
things he should do, and in 6.2 you are saying:

"... the main contractor for SCL1111 to carry out

joint inspection ..."
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Is that right? That's what you are saying?
A. (Nodded head) .
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: But if it's a joint inspection,
presumably it's not just the contractor for 1111, it's
also the contractor for 1112, isn't it? Otherwise, it's

hardly a joint inspection. Is that right?
A. ke
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: So this joint inspection is

a responsibility of both contractors; is that correct?

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Thank you.
MR CHOW: Thank you, Professor.

Mr Tam, I would like to refer you to paragraph 14 of
your third statement, at page CC84, please. In
paragraph 14, you refer to minutes of the interface
meeting held on 2 September 2016, in which -- well, you
also set out the attendees, and then you also confirm
that the use of T40 rebar and the Lenton couplers was
mentioned during that interface meeting. Do you see
that?

A, Rtk

Q. Then you go on to say that this matter was reported to
you at the time. Can you tell us who reported the
details of the interface meeting to you?

A. Jim Wong. Jim Wong.

Q. We now know that this important message somehow was not
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communicated to the frontline engineer responsible for
the interface work. What I would like to ask you is
whether there is a system of internal communication

on site to ensure that important information like this
thing would be passed on to the relevant person
responsible for the work.

IEEEA -

So, at that time, there was a system of internal
communication on site to enable that to be achieved; 1is
that right?

(N

But for whatever reason it didn't work on this
particular instance; is that what you are saying?

%

Yesterday, you mentioned about the INCITE system. Is
that the internal communication system that you have in
mind?

e

You also mentioned yesterday that you would expect the
engineers to log onto the system and check for

themselves the documents uploaded onto the system?
AR CFH - BRI SRR - (A% % —Mcircular system >

FiEEmeeting minute(FFA correspondence » FBfi UL - 5t

GAE(EsystenfE > (EEiE EKassigniBM AEE —tean NEHT - ff

team AFt e REE—(E--IE—Fl - LEE{Ecirculation - FTAEE
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team member responsible forWEfSEmimMy AGtEr RE] » FIE AT
fElsystemZclicklefl » c1ickUEELMRTERE » ME(% - NIRRT IE ] IEREf -
You mention your boss. For this particular matter, the
information received at the interface meeting, recorded
in minutes, who was this boss who was supposed to assign

who should read what?

Sorry » HAH- -5 GO A (E & 55 N (E&assign—uilf 5 --Rll{%
FiH correspondencellf#] - [E#i&sh-—E# & EWaction » B AL
referencelEiElf - WizFTA A FIEVAMEE W - E ARG A=HIe(E
meeting minutet{HIE AL BisystemEHIHIR - FElifithrough

fEemai IR A LULE] » gL (h—(Hdeficiency®fsd: - UE(EFAHGERL A

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, are you saying that the

interface minutes were not on INCITE?

oAl > LR > UE—({r

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Because I think Ms Regina Wong told

us they were all on INCITE.

fAReginaBIMHN - R AFBIMEEIHCE -1 m sorry » FERZIHEE > iR
Regina B GalRIEE » 55— R LA (E - - TR & a t tendiffi{E
interface meeting® - FEHEMEEERLHFMGEIIMII11E#ELI112
FEETE o A -~ TR0 i - - PRI AT B s en iy > FRBEFEE FEINCITE
AFHER » BRAEFMcirculation » EAIFIE—{7 > particularfe—{7

LR R - BRBER IR - sLRIHES - R F. . .

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I understand what you are telling

me, but I also understand that we've been previously
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told that by putting in some keywords, all of these
minutes of these interface meetings would be easily --
I think the word "easily" was used -- retrieved. But
perhaps we should try it for ourselves.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, you have said just now that normally the
minutes were uplifted to INCITE, but you couldn't find
these particular minutes, and "afterwards", to gquote
you, "we found it", that is the minutes. Are you saying
you found the minutes on INCITE or that you found the

minutes by looking somewhere else?

A, FRERMAEES LERE - RERFE S lemai 1 - ULEEFE I > WE(IIE (%
email #HEIEE - WEMGHEEFEDE - [FEFHREEIEER - Rk 245
FEHRPEFVERRE - POpk B R AR - HEH R EEEEEE—{y - HA8
e Al 7y R i AR o

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: So Henry Lai wouldn't have been able
to find it either, then?

A, HMHER-

CHAIRMAN: 1In fact, Henry Lai had a double handicap because
there was evidence earlier -- it may have come from
yourself -- that you yourself had no knowledge that
Henry Lai had even been told that he should go directly

to INCITE and he would find everything he needed in

circulation there.

A. [E(% > sorry IEB(REF...

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I think I'm right in saying that --
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MR SHIEH: I think Mr Chairman was referring to his question
raised yesterday at page 166.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR SHIEH: When you asked "were they", meaning the
engineers, "unambiguously and clearly, as fairly young
junior, young engineers, instructed that whenever they
had this type of work which had an interface element,
that they should go back over the relevant minutes in
order to try to draw from the minutes whatever they
needed to do their work?", and the witness said,

"I don't think so, no."
I thought that was that little exchange.

CHAIRMAN: I think that was it, yes. Thank you. That's
helped a lot.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: But before we leave the point, in
order to do that, the engineer would have to know that
those minutes existed, and I think Henry Lai told us he
didn't know there were interface meetings.

MR PENNICOTT: That's right.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Did you know, Mr Tam, that Henry Lai
was unaware of interface meetings?

A, FREEXMEREAD -

MR CHOW: Mr Tam, now, looking back, do you think Henry Lai
or an engineer responsible for the interfacing work
ought to have been invited to attend the interface

meeting?
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A.

HERBRFEEIEE - Wyinterface meeting@ A i ZIEFEIE 5 -
A EEEHIUER - - R AT S ER CA2A A 2 HE » RO
EFEETMEE A - - EREEE A L2 8 mEERE —WESE A28
ZIRHBOGEE,  BEEAIRE W circulation A -

Now I would like to move on to another topic, regarding
rebar testing.

We know now that 7 per cent of the rebars ordered
and delivered to site have not been sampled and tested.
You are aware of that; right?

Right. You can take it from me that this is the
position, at least this is what the Commission has been
told by other witnesses in your organisation. What
I would like to ask you is: is there any requirement in
Leighton's project management procedure to ensure that
all the rebars delivered to site are properly sampled
and tested before these rebars are being used in the
works?
A AVRMEZYE > AVE(E R -
Can you describe how this works?
IRa I 2t (R B pa B A e RIS - (40K 2
(Nodded head) .

AR PR L AV 53R - BRI S rE F A A EE -
IEEEfcolour code ARF(EIEFEEstatuskf » FIAIERE] 1% » Fbt—
FRAGENEE — B - fIE (> S AsEE M- -l testing » B
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engineerZFff{sampling > onceffflsampling passiE /1% > FLe&IE Sk
—FHEALD > {Elsystem Fgen.Wfcode HEIHE - IESIM—FEBHAM » ik
FHRPEE (EpassELE » passEt4EER] » WER -2 > FLEE RS E H0 -

So, if this system works, then we would not have got
into a situation that 7 per cent of the reinforcement

not having been tested but have been used in the works?

iR

Now this has happened, has Leighton reviewed its system
to ensure that it will not happen in future?
CEEIET - EAR

What was done by Leighton to improve that?

e A1 1T 28 HL B Rt R oA A H e R Sal S e — 1A - [ERMREEER

Pl

% /b RURyBERE T (1 FEE b (A A (E Er iR 4 A ek it 77 > 4Fclose
proximityBE )y - SEEE R D) st E A SR 2 ME - M2 e R —{H
tbitisolate®iith )7 » SCE(EEHiE DI -
Right. I would like to move on to site diary.
Yesterday, Mr Speed was shown one of the site diaries,
and he told the Commission that the site diary was
prepared by MTRC and was confirmed by Leighton.

Can I perhaps take you to the site diaries that we
have looked at yesterday, at CC443, please.

Mr Tam, this is the kind of document that you have

looked at before; right? You were aware of the

existence of these diaries?

-
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Q.

You see that some of the information contained in the
site diary are quite detailed, for example the number of
workers working on a particular location and the type of
workers being deployed; do you see that on the
right-hand side?

FLE] -

Am I right in thinking that these -- such detailed
information were actually provided by Leighton to MTRC?
WEAIE - (STH A AR - RMAE BARIE M A STREUE (BT - Efk
HHEERH . . .

I'm referring to the information contained in the diary.
Mmm .

I'm suggesting to you that such detailed information was
actually provided by Leighton to MTRC. Do you agree
with me?

HE2WA—EE - NG ERFHE -—even thoughtGHE T
¥ HOHEHSEE --on site level @ {EBERE s —IR AN -
REGHWER » SIS AR TRt LA ER - BUHERES
T IREF S oL 2

Perhaps I will ask you this: has Leighton ever provided
to MTRC details of their labour deployment on site on

a daily basis?

H o

Because this is one of the requirements in the General

Specification of the contract between Leighton and MTRC;
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is that correct? Or you want me to refer you to the
particular provision of the General Specification?
Bundle C3, page 2068, please.

Can we scroll down a little bit? I'm not sure
that -- yes. Clause G4.15.1 requires Leighton to
"submit to the Engineer on a daily and weekly basis, or
at such other times as may be requested, concise returns
of all vehicles, Contractor's Equipment and labour
on Site categorised respectively by vehicle type,
equipment type and trade and identifying each individual
operative's name and his direct employer."

Do you see that?
FER
And under clause G4.15.2 -- well, perhaps before that,
"the Engineer" referred to under provision G4.15.1, to

your understanding, is MTRC?
4.15.2 > {RIKIF 2 IRE% . . .

4.15.1. You see in the first line --

"The Engineer" refers to MTRC; right?

So under clause G4.15.2, Leighton is further required to
"supply a weekly report detailing quantities of major
items of work completed on a daily basis."

Do you see that?
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A.

Q.

Right. Then can I assume that Leighton has complied
with this requirement, that is to report to MTRC details
of the works performed during the week?

%go

So, in the case of the construction of the original
stitch joint at the interface, Leighton has reported to
MTRC about the construction work, the concreting work,
the steel reinforcement work. Can you confirm that?
A -

Just to complete the picture, can I refer you to

bundle BBR1l1l, page 7648.4873, please. Yes.

This is one of the documents disclosed by MTRC. It
is one of the site diaries. The part which is clouded
shows that -- it's an entry recording the casting of
concrete for stitch joint wall between bay 7 and 1111 of
NSL Tunnel. Do you see that?

R B -
Can I assume that if there was no hold-point inspection
for this particular part of the work, MTRC would have

realised that?
s - 14 -

And if Leighton has proceeded to concreting without
prior approval from MTRC, MTRC no doubt would have

realised that as well?
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MR CHOW: I have no more questions for Mr Tam.
Thank you, Mr Tam. Thank you very much.
MR PENNICOTT: Sir, just for the record, in the transcript,
the date of that last site diary entry was 28 July 2017.
CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
Pypun?
MR LAU: No questions.
CHAIRMAN: Thank you.
Re-examination by MR SHIEH
MR SHIEH: One short matter to follow up in re-examination.
Mr Tam, can I ask you to look at CC6, page 3333.
That is the RFI that we have looked at. Do you remember
seeing it, the RFI?
A. (Nodded head) .
Q. It should be actually on the screen in front of you.
A. Yes.
Q. We have looked at this RFI before; remember?
Can you look at item number 4. It says:

"Please also advise the following,

4. Please advise the 60 millimetre differential
vertical movement ... and confirm no horizontal movement
require."

Can you look at the answer at page 3341 in the same
bundle. Yes. It says in the middle:

"For item 4, no horizontal movement is required for
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A.

stitch joint. If the [plus or minus] 30 millimetre can
allow 60 millimetre differential movement ... it would
be acceptable."

Can I just ask you to clarify whether or not to your
understanding that question and that answer related to
the Omega seal or to the structures?

{4 > Omega seal °

MR SHIEH: Thank you very much. I have no further

questions.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much indeed, Mr Tam. Your

evidence is completed now. Thank you for your
assistance.

(The witness was released)

MR CHANG: Mr Chairman and Professor, the next two witnesses

Leighton engineers doing inspection work in the SAT EWL.
The first one is Mr Sean Wong.

Whilst we are waiting for Mr Wong, perhaps we can
call up the corporate chart to put Mr Wong on site.
That will be in the part 1 bundles, bundle C7,
page 5531. We should be able to identify Mr Joe Tam
towards the right, that's where the Chairman's hand is,
and if we go down "SAT", then the third entry from the
bottom is Sean Wong.

Mr Wong, good morning.

MR WONG YUEN SHING, SEAN (affirmed in Cantonese)

Mr Wong, you have prepared a witness statement for the
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A.

purpose of this enquiry. If I can refer you to

bundle CC6, page 3799. This is a document titled,
"Witness statement of Sean Wong", and if we go all the
way to page 3808, we can see a signature. Can you

confirm that to be your signature?
IEHE ©

Do you confirm the contents of this statement to be true
and accurate?

%o \TLL -

Do you wish to put forward this statement to the

Commission as part of your evidence?

ALY -

MR CHANG: Let me explain what's going to happen. Questions

will be coming from different barristers across the
floor, starting with the gentleman in front of me,

Mr Pennicott, who acts for the Commission. There might
also be questions from other lawyers, and also from the
Commission itself. So please be seated.

Examination by MR PENNICOTT

MR PENNICOTT: Good morning, Mr Wong, and thank you very

much for coming along to give evidence to the Commission
this morning. I appreciate you are no longer working
for Leighton.

Mr Wong, as always, can I just, for everybody's
benefit, give a bit of history to your involvement with

the project, as I understand it, and indeed your history
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with Leighton.

First of all, you were initially engaged by Leighton
in 2011, and up to October 2014 you were employed, as
I understand it, on other Leighton projects. Is that
right?
T -
In November 2014, you started working on the project
that we are concerned with?
1188 -
You worked on the project up until December 20167
1188 -
And throughout that time, from November 2014 to December
2016, you were working on the S-A-T, the SAT as we call

it, EWL area; is that correct?
A — A Bk fEE Lengineering team§iEHE - HERIFHIAIHSAT
U TP TEE, =
Can you remember which month it was?
B - (HARECRAEREWLITE RN - EHHA SRS -
All right. It probably doesn't matter. Could we --
because this is the first time we have really looked in
any detail at what happened on the SAT -- can I ask,
first of all -- could you be shown BB8/5227.

Something is going to flash up on the screen now,
Mr Wong. There's probably no need to look at the hard

copy for the purpose of these questions.
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This is just an appendix to one of the MTR witness
statements, actually Mr Fu's supplementary statement.
We can see at the top a drawing of the whole project
area, or most of it. The red box then indicates the SAT
area, the green being the EWL and the blue being the
NSL. Do you see that, Mr Wong?
FeBEE] -
Then if we could go next, please, to page 5230, so three
pages on, please. We see the SAT EWL track level broken
down, on this diagram, into its wvarious bays. Do you
see that, Mr Wong?
HeBEE] -
Can I ask you, were you responsible for any particular
bays, or did your responsibilities encompass all of the
bays?
WENFEUETAGES 2MEWEE - NG UEEIE T ESsBLL
PABERATSIR - Fhr]RET ~ 8B BLTTHEE] -
Right. So they would have been done post-December 2016,

in general terms?
Slabli - 4 o fES BT IEEIbay 5 BECH » #ORMEEE > BLi1Rslab
Wi > BLRElbay 7~ bay 8KRM - MESWEEHRLECH

Okay. We will see in a moment that -- and we are
hearing from him after you -- a Mr Saky Chan was also
an engineer in this area. Is that right?

A -
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Q.

So was he also responsible for all of these areas; you
didn't split your duties up between the different bays?

How did it work between you and Mr Chan?

B BGRB8 - (R Ry SATURRRE RS HAISEWLEL » ATREHTIT &A1
utilitiesf{(8 » AIREMAERIELET A RERIE G & F R ATEE
PR (E AR - FTRE AR L - SRR - RS EIER
EWLIEETAZ » AT RAZRBE RS (B AR — 75k > B EE SR E FTE Lk -

I understand that. That's very helpful. Thank you very
much.

Could I ask you, please, to go to paragraph 13 of
your witness statement, on page CC3801. Mr Wong, there
you are saying:

"In these informal inspections [and I'll come back
to those in a moment] ... we would check coupler
connections, arrangement of the rebar, condition of the
formwork and falsework and other miscellaneous items
prior to concreting. When checking the connections
between rebar and couplers, I looked to ensure that
every rebar was fully screwed in or only a few threads
were showing out of the coupler. I understand that it
was impossible to fully screw every rebar into the
couplers. Sometimes, despite the best efforts of the
sub-contractor's workers, a few threads could not be
screwed into the coupler."

Mr Wong, did you regard it as acceptable if a few
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threads of the rebar were showing outside the coupler?

DIBGECH - BB A EE —EMET G HRARE - mik--PaEE

P2

Hinformal inspection®iiHERLRENH — EWIEEE - FBSHATLL
REZIE, -

Why -- on what basis did you find that acceptable?

N EERESEEED - FH 2 &t A Hjoint inspection » ALL
FlFHEE LR E -

Were the couplers, so far as you can recall, that were
being used in the SAT, BOSA couplers?

(A

Did you ever receive any instructions, attend any
courses, run by BOSA personnel?

AT

Did you have occasion to read any leaflets/documents
prepared by BOSA about their couplers?

FeiFBBOSAE catalogue °

Right. Did you read BOSA's catalogue before you started

working on the SAT area?
% BOS AMTHRAAIE < LR S —K > BRIEEZAR LT TR -

Okay. So you did at least read it once, and so you had

some general idea of the BOSA couplers?
Eﬂféf‘ﬁ% 0 ﬁ;ﬁ ﬁﬁmwuﬁ °
That was supplied to you by somebody else at Leightons

or by BOSA themselves?
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A, NRATRAEECREHEARGIE - Fot LR INCITEMEE R MEHE CHE
ATTRBBOSARESL (AN - H R IR0 -

Q. Very good. Right.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Was it easy to find on INCITE?

AL BB REFMEEREEEYE o R RA I ke ywo r ARt show BRI G
E - B SR BOSARRELER A Z i SR » PR Ry (E 4 B A & A& 2% - {Hix
WISRAR AT REHRL B — A 47 2B 4R - FIREGIZOORIR " HID% , - FTREATA
e ATHiIlti" » AW AGEE A "shear stud"--ME{% > "stud anchor" >
A ARG A" anchor"—{E~F - AR IRER AW - (RIS IE [E L
keyword » 5 Al DU AP LA 21 - - tH BRI -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes. Thank you.

MR PENNICOTT: So you need to know the right question or the
right word.

In paragraph 12 of your witness statement,

Mr Wong -- and I said I would come back to it -- you
say:

"I would often undertake informal inspections
together with MTR's construction engineers/inspectors of
works. This would happen if we met each other on site
or arranged to look at the works before the formal
inspections."

Then you also, in paragraph 16 of your witness
statement, say:

"I was responsible for a number of the formal joint

inspections for rebar fixing and pre-pour checks at the
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SAT EWL area. I would typically perform these
inspections when none of the junior engineers were
available."

So, first point: you were involved in both the
informal, routine inspections, and also some of the
formal inspections, that is both?

AL WISRNEERER TP - RIS o

Q. What can you not recall?

A. HWHERA28#Ejoint inspection » HINESEHEFEEE joint
inspection  {H&#H for SAT EWL areal@fE4% TFEjoint
inspection WS > IWIEICHHATTSEM -

Q. Are you talking about the formal inspections, so that is

the hold-point inspections with MTR's engineers?
A. T8

Q. Right. So you do recollect carrying out informal
inspections for rebar in the SAT EWL area, but you are
not sure about the formal inspections for rebar?

A, fmRo fTEE -

Q. Right. We will come back to that point in a moment,

Mr Wong.

In paragraph 14 of your witness statement, you set
out, under the heading "Formal joint inspections", the
formalities associated with that type of inspection, and
you say at subparagraph (c) in paragraph 14:

"Prior to or around the time of a formal joint
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inspection, Leighton's engineer would notify MTR (by
issuing a [RISC] form)", as we call them for short; do
you see that, Mr Wong?

FeHEE] -

And at subparagraph (h) you say:

"It was standard practice for work to proceed after
verbal approval was obtained from MTR following a formal
joint inspection. This allowed works to continue
without delay. Thereafter, MTR's construction
engineer/inspector of works would complete the RISC form
to record their approval and return it to Leighton
later."”

So it seems there that what you are suggesting,

Mr Wong, is that Leighton issue the RISC form; that
triggers the inspection taking place; and then the MTR
would fill in -- you would expect the MTR to fill in the
RISC form after that inspection, but you would proceed
on the basis of verbal approval and not wait for the

RISC form to come back to you?

1188 °
However -- and we'll discuss this in a moment,
Mr Wong -- there were times or occasions when you, that

is Leighton, would not have issued the RISC form before
a hold-point or a formal inspection; that's correct, is

it not, Mr Wong?

HR R -
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Q. Yes. And when that happened, or when the RISC form was
not issued, how would you, in those circumstances, set

up the hold-point inspection with MTR?

A, R > W AEBJunior engineers(EINE H I TEEE LML
TAZENE » BLHELREEL -

Q. So by telephone?

A, fRofT8E -

Q. On the SAT area, were there any WhatsApp groups set up
for the purpose of, amongst other things perhaps,
setting up hold-point inspections?

A, A —{EwhatsAppRFaH - (EAHFEE(GEEE — H ERETIE - flEsE
AN\ F L FREE R AR H A - - BM& H E B F S - R EE
HURRGRE - BARORGRE - RBHIE 4 EWhatsApp group/EEYE] -

Q. Okay.

CHAIRMAN: Assuming that you don't set up an inspection by

way of a RISC form, how would you do it?

A TR LR E HLAE(E & =R TARATE R - BhoE 2 1% > (EEE
okay > I T 2 &L & i EMHERAZE » PRI EE G SR
et - EHR—fIER

A
2 )

* W H e RS THE R -

CHAIRMAN: So you just make an appointment, Jjust a telephone
call or something like that, not necessarily through any
formalised WhatsApp network?

A, —REMHREEE L - BTV fiwhat s App REERIREM appo intmen tEEREE

MR PENNICOTT: Paragraph 16, back to paragraph 16 of your

witness statement, Mr Wong, which I read out a moment
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ago.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, I'm just looking at the time.

MR PENNICOTT: Can I just deal with this point and then

break?

CHATRMAN: You can, absolutely.

MR PENNICOTT: 1In paragraph 16 there, the second sentence,

A.

you say:

"I would typically perform these inspections Y

And I know you've qualified that now, Mr Wong,
because we're talking about the formal inspections.

". when none of the junior engineers were
available."

I understand from the documents I've looked at that
one of the junior engineers was a gentleman called --
was it Carl Pat; 1is that right? Does that ring a bell
with you?

% 788 -

And Wilson Wong?

1188 > & -

So, as I understand it, your approach to the formal
inspections is that you having carried out perhaps
routine informal inspections, by and large the formal

inspections were carried out by the junior engineers; is

that right?

o B A -

MR PENNICOTT: Right.
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Sir, that would be an appropriate moment now.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you. 15 minutes. Thank you.

Excuse me, Mr Wong, we are about to have the morning
break. 15 minutes. Because you are in the middle of
your evidence, you are not entitled to discuss your
evidence with anybody else at this moment in time.

Okay?

WITNESS: I understand.

CHAIRMAN: When you have completed your evidence, then you
can discuss it with whoever you like, but not until
then.

WITNESS: I understand.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, before you disappear, can I just hand in
these two documents -- well, it's one document each --
oh, you've perhaps already got them, I'm told.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Have we?

MR PENNICOTT: You are aware, of course, that we've got the
NAT summary table, just on one sheet --

CHATIRMAN: And a SAT summary table.

MR PENNICOTT: You've now got the SAT summary table as well.
(Handed) .

CHATRMAN: Thank you.

15 minutes.

(11.34 am)

(A short adjournment)

(11.55 am)
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MR PENNICOTT: Mr Wong, what I'd like to do now is look with

you at a document that you refer to in paragraph 18 of
your witness statement. If you could just look at that.
You say:

"Leighton has disclosed a table summarising the
records of the formal joint inspections for rebar fixing
and pre-pour checks for the SAT EWL area ... I have not
confirmed the accuracy of this table.”

Now, Mr Wong, first of all, can I ask you this.
Since your witness statement, which was provided to us
on 17 May 2019, have you had time to look at and
consider that table-?

WA HEEE - (HAEKRE conf 1 rmlEEF] -
Okay. At least you've had another look at it. That
might be helpful.

Can we have a look at it, and you've been given,

I hope, an A3 copy of it because it's an awful lot
easier than it is looking at it on the screen. You'll
obviously understand the categories of information that
are set out on the summary table.

The first thing to note, can I suggest, Mr Wong, is
this: that in the SAT EWL area, whilst we see the
numbers 1 to 24 going down the left-hand side

Sorry, perhaps others need to see it on the screen.
I'm sorry about that. CC4397.

There were in fact, because there are a number of As
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and Bs that you can see there, 29 pours in total; do you

see that, Mr Wong?

] -
And seven of those pours -- and this ties in with
something you mentioned to us earlier -- were done in

January and February 2017, after you had left the
project; do you see that?

HE] -

And so, as a matter of arithmetic, 22 pours were done

during your time on the site, at the SAT area?
BEVE(EZR - 14 -

And in relation to those 22 pours, Mr Wong, looking at
the column headed "Responsible engineer", you appear to
have been the responsible engineer in relation to seven
of those pours. And I'm taking the ones -- the two at
the top, where we just see your name on its own, as it
were, and I'm taking the five where you are listed
together with Mr Saky Chan. Do you see that?

FeHEE] -

Right. My understanding is that in relation to the RISC
forms that were issued, only RISC form 10170, at lines
or numbers 2 and 3, only in relation to that RISC form
were you the responsible engineer. All the others,

there was no RISC form issued. Is that correct?

IEHE -
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Q.

Can you explain why five of the entries, it says both
your name and Mr Saky Chan? Why is that? Why are you
both said to be the responsible engineer for those areas
or bays?

HEUEERIEGIEERE » FEIE B BB 4% 2 > EER R
B GV FSTHE — B FRIRE B IR AR B ema 1 1 BE AT IS4
WHRHBIER > FTAIERC S (Especi fickfareafiiffiF B HEE -
FitAF conf i rmlBEWE(EFR AHEENZ -

I see. All right. Because it seems to us that there
are two possibilities. Either you and Mr Saky Chan were
jointly responsible for the particular area concerned,
or the compiler of the table was not sure -- one or the
other -- was uncertain.

B NEFEE IR > PRERIUE (BB H RS, -

All right.

Now, in paragraph 16 of your witness statement --
don't lose the table; we're going to need it -- and you
did, I accept, qualify this earlier, Mr Wong -- you say,
insofar as the formal inspections are concerned:

"I would typically perform these inspections when
none of the junior engineers were available."

As we saw earlier. We will look at it in a moment,
but you did not inspect at the hold point in relation to
RISC form 10170. Take it from me; we'll look at it in

a moment.
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Then what we have is all the other areas where your
name appears, there's no RISC form.

Now, do you remember inspecting, formally inspecting
at the hold points, any of the other areas where your
name appears, or is your evidence, as I think you
indicated to us before the break, that you don't recall
carrying out any formal inspections?

WIRFRN B L - JIESCR -
Okay.

In paragraph 17 of your witness statement you say:

"For the formal joint inspections that
I conducted" -- so you've qualified that now -- "I would
usually issue RISC forms around the time of the
inspection or in the days thereafter."

Now, so far as the rebar is concerned, rebar fixing
is concerned, Mr Wong, we have not been able to find any
RISC form that you issued. Does that accord with your
recollection, in relation to the rebar?

AJIE A LLEE B — 2R 2

Yes. In relation to the rebar formal inspections, in
respect of which RISC forms ought to have been issued,
we have not found any RISC form that you personally
issued. Does that accord with your recollection of the
position?

HIESC MR (AR B R E AL - P AREE (R 5O -

All right. Let's just look at a couple of the RISC
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forms.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, just --

MR PENNICOTT: Not at all.

CHAIRMAN: -- paragraph 18 says:

"I did not submit a RISC form for five out of the
seven rebar fixing .

MR PENNICOTT: Yes.

CHAIRMAN: Which tends to suggest he did it for the others.
Whereas what seems to be the evidence now is there
aren't any at all.

MR PENNICOTT: Correct. When we finish the exercise, I was
going to come to this.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry.

MR PENNICOTT: Not at all, sir. It's fine. I don't think
it's too difficult to work out what the witness is
saying, and perhaps he can confirm it now.

Mr Wong, if you look at paragraph 18 of your witness
statement, and you look at (a) —-- you say:
"I did not submit a RISC form for five out of the

seven rebar fixing inspections

Do you see that?
A. (& BAREEGSEMEERFEE indicate » IERFEIIEcon firmfl
accuracy of the table » RESTEMIEILGHZLR - KBIHZLFER] -
E&Fe &S E{E" [the] table indicates that I did not

submit RISC forms" > FRERLE—(EFREETHEENE > RECD
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confirmfEE] o

Yes, because your name appears seven times and against
five of them we've got "N/A", then we have the RISC form
10170 at the top, which is the same RISC form twice, and

that's how you've got your five and your seven?

CHAIRMAN: Yes, but the Commission legal team has not been

able to find one signed.

MR PENNICOTT: No, that's right, sir, because we are now

going to look at the one where it might be implied that
Mr Wong has signed it, but as we will see, he didn't.

So could we look at BB13/9219.11, please. If we
could just blow up the top right-hand corner, just to
make sure we've got the right RISC form.

So this is the one that's referred to at numbers 2
and 3 on the summary table, 010170, and we can see that
this time -- it's signed, or the name of the Leighton
person who initiated the form at part A is the person
I mentioned before the break, Carl Pat. Do you see
that?

P -

Who was one of your assistant engineers?

%o f788 -

Then if we scroll down, we see that the form went to
Mr Kobe Wong, who appears to have given it to Kappa
Kang, a ConE II, who has indicated that the inspection

was carried out on 21 March 2016.
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Then if we go towards the bottom, we can see it
there, Carl Pat has signed that off; do you see that?
HHE -

After Carl Pat has signed that form at the bottom there,
do you know what is supposed to happen to the various --
I think the blue, white and yellow copies of this RISC
form? What's supposed to happen next, Mr Wong; do you
know?

WERA > WMRESLHFYE - (BHIECHEHETRGE 1% - g L
INCITERE » FRE4INC I TE S HE F]e—{55 MEE o

Right.

Sir, I'm not going to take you to it, but we've
looked in the MTR RISC register and we've got another
example here that we had with Mr Jeff Lii, where whilst
the RISC form is referred to and the description is
given, the boxes to the right are simply left blank
again. So the RISC register does not record the fact
that Kappa Kang apparently did the inspection on the
21lst, but we at least have the RISC form.

Now, Mr Wong, at paragraph 19 of your witness
statement, you say:

"The reason why I did not submit those RISC forms is
that I was constantly busy supervising the works,
completing inspections and attending to other necessary
tasks. I did not have time to review all of the RISC

forms that I had issued in order to consider if I had
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missed any and simply forgot to issue the ones that are

outstanding. MTR's construction engineers/inspectors of
works did not demand that RISC forms be submitted prior

to formal joint inspections."

And so forth.

Mr Wong, I don't want to be unfair to you, but you
seem to be painting a picture there that you were all
too busy to issue the RISC forms. But, if this table is
anywhere near accurate and reliable, you were only
responsible, during the course of about 14 months, for
issuing -- so far as the rebar is concerned -- six or

seven RISC forms, as a maximum. Do you agree-?
WIEFRFAREFEWL construction » FAfA 42 HoAl T2 (IR0 -

I appreciate that, Mr Wong, but if one looks at the
dates where we have no RISC form, where you are
described as the responsible engineer, there's one in
March 2016, one in May 2016. I accept there are three
in June 2016. And then there's one in October 2016. It
just doesn't seem to me, with respect, Mr Wong, to be
justified when you say that you were simply too busy to
issue this relatively modest number of RISC forms. Do
you agree?

PIERRASIR A DA H o — - PR AR o — {8 TARE 3 B B gl 7 > e
B ERIEE D D FF# issue RISC formif/ D2 RuE{EEER/V - Btk

PR —EE QR TAR - {RffApre-pour check > {Ri{ELFZHAM
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tHRISCform » [FIHEM > SATHIFZEH: - FIH AT e it s B Bz
HERRHE A 2 T - JNEVE I SR TR - MRS et R
TR - - FEE R (T (i s suelf /D formifi gk AR TIELF /D -

Q. So far as the pre-pour RISC forms -- and I'm not going
to spend much time on this -- the number is similar, if
not the same. I mean, again, on the chart, broadly
speaking, the responsible engineer for the pre-pour
check is the same as the responsible engineer in
relation to the rebar fixing. Do you see that? So,
again, the number of RISC forms is virtually the same;

do you see?

A, RECE] - BGPTSR (5 - RME(E A e e
inspectiontEFEAIE—{EH TAZETLESHHpre-pour check®f » FrLA
TR IR EHEE {162 PR A5 5 L R ] SR o (A P e A [ O,

MR PENNICOTT: All right. Thank you very much, Mr Wong.

Sir, I have no further questions.
Cross-examination by MR TSOI

MR TSOI: Good afternoon, Mr Wong. I act for Wing & Kwong,
who were the rebar fixers for the NAT. I know that you
worked in the SAT, so the rebar fixers there was

a company called Fang Sheung.
A, T

Q. In your witness statement, you have very helpfully set
out your work, and if I can take you to paragraph 4 of

your statement. I think it accurately summarises the

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

52
Day 09



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

work explained therein. You say this:

"My usual working hours on the project were from
8 am to 6 pm. My main work responsibilities include
resolving any issues arising out of the construction

drawings, coordinate with and supervise the

sub-contractors, conduct both routine and formal joint

inspections with MTRCL ...", et cetera, et cetera.

Do you see that?
HeBEE] -
There is one particular topic I would like to explore
with you, which is before the rebar fixing work
commences, your interaction with the rebar fixing

sub-contractor.

W EEE —(EEEEERERE - A% AHexperience/D/ DIEEET{H -
WERG S WEE - EGERAREGER - [EHE i (E
general notesMfZK > FlgIMi{Eoar size diameter K% -
Hlap lengthHH & - WAL 1% - (EXUERERE - & HER
st EREREECT - BIREEScAiRE - 1B bayHiiElE - Hoist S ETE
5T C I AL ARMAEIE - PR eI B FR B L iRt > wEny
Bl - Bl aeE(E A X EIBIE(E - st S5~ EE - (ERgEC
J& RA B T BERBAMEM(E8 - BEEERRRL - Biffoend -

Thank you very much. Can I just ask you: when would

this meeting take place in relation to the commencement

of the rebar works itself?

—R--IHE > SEEZ (R IE Sl bl inding Z & » #&58blinding
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Gl RBHA M - -BlAiextend KEBE - Bi5E(Hlextend 2% » FHL

ML TR 5 -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry to interrupt you, Mr Tsoi, but

A.

not everybody in this room might understand what the
word "binding" means. Do you mean "blinding" or
"binding"?

Blinding, concrete blinding.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: You mean blinding, don't you? Could

you just explain blinding, because it's not a word that
we've used much, if at all, in this Commission so far?

What is the blinding?

it - - N A ASZEWL  t rough{RELEFR A r K0gE > P& fif—niZ
JE A > R BE— (B B KR - - B V- e R > Ry B SRR s oK (=] SR 0
AR e % — /& 5 ommE O PR LT - ShPEE i SRty -
Z 1% PG _E TR RIS ek > oA {E S Omm B LU fib 1 inding

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Thank you. That's very helpful.

A.

So, after this thin layer of concrete had been put in
place, then you would have the meeting with the steel

fixing sub-contractor's representative; is that correct?

&> 7786

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Thank you.

MR TSOI: I'm sorry, it's perhaps my fault. Can I just be

slightly more accurate. So this meeting, would this be
the day before the rebar fixing work or two days before,

a week before? Can you inform us as to the time
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duration between the meeting and the rebar fixing work?
Hae RO —EER - WAFTEES 2% - REFEEPDIKE - HAREE
FizKioe 2 1% » Jo R IERUBCERSRIER - THoREY— (I 2 HA A -

After this meeting but before the rebar fixing work is
to commence, would you go and inspect the location again
where the rebar fixing work is supposed to commence?
PIEAAr R - BERERE0E 2

We know that at a certain time the rebar fixing work at
a certain location has to commence; right?

B (e

Now, you said that a week before that, there would be

a meeting with the representative of the rebar fixing
sub-contractor?

e

In that week, would you go to that location again to
look at the site, to check if everything is okay or
anything like that?

G o R BB R BRI 7K S W S IR -

Okay. Would that be a day before the rebar fixing work

commences, or two days or ...?

— R - R il —H# g A —({Elwaterproofinglfjoint
inspectionlf » FTLIER--FRIBAITREHRFAEIGRE - (B4 —RREEa g
HEinspectionM4fEMEE o

So it's that inspection I'm interested in. So, in that

inspection, the inspection that takes place one or two
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days before the commencement of the rebar works, so
either you or one of your junior engineers would attend
that inspection?

1788 -

Together with a representative from the rebar fixing
sub-contractor?

MEARIER - 38 5 [RIF /KA EEOER - Bl — (e i EERSSE 2 1% - (ErEE
REY-- PG % ool - B H T T(E RS EEMERGE T RE R H 18 - %t
IE€r A inspect ionPEH -

Exactly. So the rebar fixing sub-contractor would
probably send an individual to that location one or two
days before they are due to commence the rebar fixing
work, to just check on the location; is that right?
HAERBE > BAREEEinforndk -

If that rebar fixer representative who went to that
location saw any problem, such as a broken coupler or
things like that, would you expect him to inform one of

your junior engineers or inform yourself?

@.0

=
Am I correct to say that because they -- for example,
let's take the example of the broken coupler. They have
no power, they can't change the coupler, so they have to
inform one of your junior engineers?

sCHEIRTEIMER TR AR » s o] DURSRIEAT RS - 2o TR E g A, -

Yes.
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A, EMREEEEFEE - SEEGEEHE > RHEEE

MR TSOI: That's all I want to ask. Thank you very much,
Mr Wong.

MR BOULDING: We have no questions for this witness. Thank
you, sir.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

Cross—-examination by MR KHAW

MR KHAW: Mr Wong, I represent the government. There are
just a few points relating to perhaps just two
paragraphs of your witness statement that I wish to
discuss with you.

If we can take you back to paragraph 13 of your
witness statement. I understand that Mr Pennicott has
already asked you some questions in relation to this
paragraph. Maybe you can have a look again, then I will
ask you some questions.

A, fRo BEUE

Q. After you were referred to this paragraph, Mr Pennicott
asked you, "Did you regard it as acceptable if a few
threads of rebar were showing outside the coupler?"

Remember that?

A, EfE-e
Q. DNow, here in your statement, you told us that, first of
all -- you said:

"I understand that it was impossible to fully screw

every rebar into the couplers."”
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Can I ask you on what basis did you have that

understanding?

R FRIBAR(E 2 o] Mlffper fect » TG A HME(E - - AMAEEE FEHE
8 —— B[ [T SR OB S o SR e [ B S U (5 — {8l — - B 2 iBffdominant
BE B (B R S5/ MRS - -2 E B N E B [E R
TAfEEEH BN o B DHRERPMERI R4 % - AR AT

REA RIRL B =R THA RIS » Mo (il 5 o EE AR AT RE R (AeE R — ~ W

fEper cent > FEFGEFEEHRITA

I'm not sure whether I understand you correctly. So you
yourself have actually tried the BOSA couplers and also

the connecting rebars, did you not? You tried to see

whether it could be completely screwed in; did you try

that?

BAERE  FAHBEXGEKECHEF —XEMEE[Ecouplerif » TEC
HEMELE - FTLAFREEE --FEH Cinformal inspectionlfff{z > FKEC
A BB AR AR (A 2 SR -

So, according to your inspections, most of them were

fully screwed in?
& > @RERER--BIMARLF VER P HIER] » BUARSM ~ =EHES] - 25
HFHA -

But am I correct in saying that, according to what you
said in your statement, for the purpose of inspection,
you would allow some threads of the rebars to be

exposed? You would give that allowance, is that
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A.

A.

Q.

correct, for the purpose of inspection?

BeaoHHh (25 DB E R - SRR > N R R R A S E]
Wt > B EASA—(E A RE - S informithEi#E senior
ARG B0 — ~ W(EAMEEIELES - FE ORGSR » G HHT -

I'm sorry, Mr Wong, maybe I'm a bit pedantic here, but

I understand your answer regarding quantity. If you are
not talking about a big gquantity of not-fully-screwed-in
rebars, you think that that's acceptable. I see where
you are coming from. But in terms of each coupler
connection, I would like to know, because you were
responsible for doing the inspection -- I would like to
know, from your point of view, for the purpose of
inspection, in respect of each coupler connection, would
you agree that you would allow a few threads to be
exposed?

R AREE(E R > PIEESTE -

Thank you.

CHAIRMAN: I think -- sorry, my understanding is -- Mr Wong,

would you correct me if I'm wrong here -- that when you
made the formal inspection, the vast majority, to use
your phrase, of couplers were fully screwed in, so that
no threads were showing, but there would be a very small
number -- you used the expression "two or three" --
where perhaps one or two threads were showing, and in

the overall context you would be prepared to accept
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those one or two threads?

MR KHAW: Further, in answer to Mr Pennicott's question, you

told us why you regarded that as acceptable. You told
us about the small quantity and also only one or two
threads were showing at that time. Do you remember
that?

if e

In your answer, you also told us that you regarded that
as acceptable because there would be formal inspection
with MTR. Do you remember that?

sife e

So, during the formal inspection with MTR, did you ever
raise this issue that you discovered some couplers, some
rebars, not completely screwed in? Did you further
discuss that issue with the MTR representatives during
the formal inspections?

WHESC R RIIEA(E formal inspection A » {E{AIEZTTIE A -
The next paragraph of your witness statement that I wish
to very briefly discuss with you is paragraph 25, where
you try to explain the reason why couplers were used in
place of lapped bars at certain construction joints. Do
you see that?

& 1755 -

You have told us that it's for practical reason, because
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couplers would need to be used in place of lapped bars
in order to maintain access to different areas of the
site. That's what you told us; right?
{4 > TERE -
You have highlighted this particular point. Do I take
it that you were aware that the use of couplers instead
of rebars at those construction joints is considered
a deviation from the original drawings?
% AT AR5 A (5] S 8RR B e AR, -
That's a point that I wish to explore with you a bit
further, that is on a site, obviously, as an engineer
you have to deal with different scenarios happening at
different times, and you may need to come up with
a particular method which may not be wholly consistent
with what you can see from the drawings.

What I would like to know is when you come across
a situation where there is a use of materials which is
not completely consistent with the accepted drawings,
what would be the protocol from Leighton as to what the

engineers should do in such circumstances?
WRAFNEREF - FERE AT EE - Pt - — @ B g i —(Eplanf -
BIAnan SRS Ry R 2 - UEERGAR SR (E A7 B 5 B coupler » BERREH(AIE{E
level ~ REfRIE(E A » FEGEMAEplantil - H5 > SIEBEEEREsite
agent[di#construction managerlfapproval » ZREEEE send(f

emai LS EHEEL TARAT - 85 (B8 S - -8 S J o i ntll — ARkl Eak e

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

61
Day 09



[

N

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

fE I PR fiAE — — (K —E I B FT R (E U AR T 1T > REHEBokayle -

et e & -

MR KHAW: Thank you. That's very helpful. Thank you very

much. I have no further questions.
MR LAU: ©No questions from Pypun.

MR CHANG: No re-examination.

CHAIRMAN: Good. Thank you very much indeed, Mr Wong. Your
evidence is now completed, so you can go now.
WITNESS: Thank you.
(The witness was released)
MR CHANG: The next Leighton witness is Mr Saky Chan. You

have seen his name appearing in the SAT pour summary.

The corporate chart, if we can call up part 1
bundle C7, page 5533. Again, we can see Joe Tam.

the end of the SAT limb, that's Saky Chan as the

At

assistant engineer. And if we can go to 5535. Again,

Joe Tam, SAT, and down the line, "Engineer Saky Chan".

By then, he was promoted to become the engineer.
May 2015.
MR CHAN KWOK SING, SAKY (affirmed in Cantonese)

Examination-in-chief by MR CHANG

That's

MR CHANG: Mr Chan, you have prepared a witness statement

for the purpose of this Inquiry. Can you be shown

C6/3838. This is a document titled, "Witness statement

of Saky Chan". 1If you go all the way to CC6/384¢6,

is a signature. Can you confirm that to be your
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signature?

A, fkre

Q. You confirm this to be your witness statement; correct?

A, fkre

Q. And you confirm the contents of this statement to be
true and accurate?

A, IFHE -

Q. And you wish the Commission to accept this as part of
your evidence?

A. HLLe

MR CHANG: Can you please remain seated. There will be

questions from others in this room, starting with the
gentleman in front of me, Mr Pennicott, who acts for the
Commission.

Examination by MR PENNICOTT

MR PENNICOTT: Mr Chan, as has been indicated, my name is

Ian Pennicott, I act for the Commission; I've got a few
questions for you.

Sir, I'm afraid there's going to be a bit of
an "action replay" on some of this, but I'm only going
to raise what I regard as maybe two or three important
points with Mr Chan.

Mr Chan, thank you very much for coming to give
evidence to the Commission today.

Now, you started on the project in April 2015; 1is
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that right?

% e

At that time, you were an assistant engineer, but very
quickly, the following month, in May 2015, you were
promoted to engineer; is that right?

% 1788 -

And you worked on the project up until November 2016,
when you left the project?

& 1758 -

We've just heard from Mr Wong, your former colleague,
Mr Sean Wong. He left in December 2016, you left in
November 2016. Have you any recollection as to who may

have taken over from you and Mr Wong, after both of you
had left?
AEEHRaymond Tsoi » FUMEGEERHHIREEEL - (ERLHRII AR
team > [Ext7TeEFhlhand over® L TIF - EHHUER AVEHuHE—
teamEHEBAMCLE - IIBRMEM Z R TIE A FERE -
Thank you. I think we're hearing from Mr Tsoi next
week; 1is that right?
That's fine and helpful. Thank you very much.
We've heard from Mr Wong that, as we know, the SAT
area, EWL area, 1is divided into a number of bays, and
he's told us that you worked together, there was nobody
responsible for any particular bay, but you had joint

responsibility for the whole area. Do you agree with
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that?
[FE -
Can I ask you to look at paragraph 13 of your witness

statement, please, where we will see some words that

look familiar. You say at paragraph 13 -- that's at
3840 -- that, and this is by reference to informal
inspections:

"... we would check briefly the coupler connections,
arrangement of the rebar, condition of the formwork and
falsework and other miscellaneous items prior to
concreting. When checking the connections between rebar
and couplers, I looked generally to ensure that the
rebar was fully screwed in or only a few threads were
showing out of the coupler. I understand that it was
impossible to fully screw every rebar into the couplers.
Sometimes, despite the best efforts of the
sub-contractor's workers, a few threads could not be
screwed into the coupler."”

If a few threads were showing, Mr Chan, did you

regard that as acceptable?
U FRIER TS A EAS AT DA, - (E(ADLIRESC IR » BT R AR T e
HE > BRI forma 1 B E I formallffinspection » HHA
EieEEREE  HABEGIRIEMN inspect 1 on B B EFPHIFIEE T(F
AR A B e PR AR - AR RLE - - H 0 T (kR 0eR
RILARBIEE - TN GBS 2 - SR E OB EE i formal Bf
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Q.

inspection » HRIFIRGAIETE & - PN & RHEIR—E 24 -
I understand that, but in paragraph 13 you are talking
about whether or not the rebar was fully screwed into
the couplers or only a few threads were showing out of
the couplers. Is it your evidence that -- and then you
say:

"I understand that it was impossible to fully screw
every rebar into the couplers."”

I mean, did you or did you not see examples of where

the rebar was not fully screwed into the couplers?
AT REECHE - 21T > BRIRETTnistake B RCH » WIBHE -
R R K - EAIRIRREHE R - TG EREEE S -
Okay.

Mr Chan, the couplers that were used were BOSA

couplers, we understand. Is that your recollection?
e

And did you receive any information/attend any courses
run by BOSA?

11 BAISEEIE > BHRIAUEEER--E% > IAEER > 377
Wit - (BEAEARE - BB AR TNC T TE R A E k- - E a4 L
R o BAKEERARB{E R catalogue ©

Okay. And you read the catalogue before the works --

before the rebar fixing works started?
—z

—5E o

As I understand it from your evidence, your witness
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statement, you were involved in both informal routine
inspections, as you mention in paragraph 12, and also
the formal joint inspections?
% BAIRATEEEE E IR St E A i U 2 RIGIFEEIRER - FRfrsE
EERE (G2 SR T3 AR - PRt & A (R PE#E inspector—25(T » UEM
MR IREAES S - (BAIEEEE - & A% -- AlEform
FHEBZ inspection » WEEFAIEREEGITTIRE » AT AFRIEH 5 -- Bk
WIBECE E RAraEet T IEE ) R -
Let's just focus on the informal joint inspections with
the inspectors of works. As you are doing your site
walks -- when you say inspectors of works, you mean
representatives of the MTR; is that right?
1188 -
All right. And those were inspections that were not
documented, they weren't triggered by RISC forms or
anything like that; they just happened on an informal,
routine basis?
& 1788 -
Mr Chan, in your witness statement, at paragraph 18, you
make reference to a table summarising the records of the
formal joint inspections. You say you have not
confirmed the accuracy of this table, which we are going
to look at shortly.

Can I ask you this. Since 17 May of this year,

2019, when you signed your witness statement, have you
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had an opportunity to look at the table again and review

it and check its accuracy?

WA - (BN TREEEFE » N ARV KRR
BIHIER B E R FTAECEAIR1008[FEE—FE -

All right. And when you were doing that review, when
you read it again, did you look at any of the documents

that are referred to in the table, such as the RISC

forms? Did you look at them?
{TAEECH 7T P IR B (BRI E A EEY ©

The actual copy. Did you actually look at the document
itself, the RISC form itself?

% F7%F - FATHRE RS - BRI F R - - Rl a8 B check(E5 -
B N AT ] LUE E (SR B E B E (B A mi stake il - SREEE A
WA TR -

All right. So your checking exercise was just -- the
objective of your checking exercise was to make sure
there were no obvious mistakes in the table?

1788 -

All right. 1If we could look at the table, please. It's
in front of you there in A3 size.

Mr Chan, we can see from the table that so far as
the rebar fixing inspections are concerned, you issued
five, as you say in paragraph 18 (a) of your witness
statement, five such RISC forms, and those are the ones

where you are said to be the sole responsible engineer.

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near 69
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 09

Do you see that?

MhiE s ?

Well, that's a good question. I should have pointed you
in the right direction. 1If you look at this table, you
will see the column shaded brown at the top, the last
one is headed "Responsible engineer"; do you see that,
Mr Chan?

& > BEE] -

Now, as I read this table, you issued RISC form 9790 at
the top; do you see that?

% 788 -

Then you issued RISC form 10633, which seems to
encompass three different areas or bays; do you see
that?

106337 EVE=MH » 1 » (5> 5 7788 -

And then issued three further ones, 10635, 9161 and
9363; do you see that? Or at least you are said to be
the responsible engineer for those?

& 1788 -

Then also further down, there's 9364. I actually make
that six, Mr Chan, but don't worry about that.

& EF -

The ones that haven't been issued, where it's got "N/A"
in the column to the left of "Responsible engineer" are

those where both you and Mr Wong together are said to be
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the responsible engineer; do you see that?
PSAFNEHER -
Yes. What's your understanding of those items where
both you and Mr Wong are said to be the responsible
engineer? Do you know what that means? Why is it both
of you appear there and not just one of you?
PRI R WE A= (5 HAR AG R T FRBBRIER, - B DAIR AR R B E R B AR ST -
All right.
WEE A F 2.2 - - B (FEH che c ki R ETA R - .
Okay.

Could I just ask you to look at one RISC form,
please. That is RISC form 9364. BB13/9219.859.

This is the RISC form 9364, Mr Chan. It seems to
bear your name; do you agree?
[FE - [FE -
It appears to have been passed to Kobe Wong, who was one
of the senior inspectors of works at MTR; do you agree?
[EE -
And -- I pause -- possibly an inspection was taken, was
carried out by Kappa Kang, one of the MTR's ConE IIs; do
you see that?
BhE] -
The reason I pause is because there's no date inserted
as to when that inspection took place; do you see that,

Mr Chan?
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A.

Q.

AR DU L 2
Of course.
WRIEFEBERLT » [EZ{HR12H199t A Minspectionf » IEH Aform
WERHRF (2% ©
Yes.
{EARIRIE B IE & A 17 R i R e A BB iR form » BIRZ AT

B RAF R agree AT LAARLEE, - EARformElBEST A > FTLILE
A HEM -
Yes. Well, I'll get the opportunity of asking Ms Kang
at some stage. She can explain why no inspection date
is on this form, which I think is necessary.

But, in any event, the fact is you have issued the

RISC form and it does -- the RISC form does appear to
have ended up back with you, Mr Chan. If we look at the

bottom, you'wve countersigned it, albeit in March, some

three months later; yes?
&0 7785 -
Once you had signed that off, Mr Chan, what would you

have done with the form?

DIFRFRAD > WA = (- - R Emoment » FIEAIFH EWETES » (HIAMEZ
WEsRR I E— EE W st A G WA INCITEE RIGE - ERIEEERERZEZ
HAIRE - fEZ AR Tidocument controller  {E{&ELIMEBIAELR H{EE
FPIRHEERE - (BfARTIRE - ERE INCT TERRGHYE —HRE - VEE
MR ECIT [E R H A R -
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Q. Okay.
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CHAIRMAN: Sorry, was INCITE also a site to which MTR had

full access?

WEfEHRIEFE -

MR PENNICOTT: Okay.

This is not for you, Mr Chan. It's just a point.
It's not perhaps a big point.

Sir, the other RISC form I was going to look at with
Mr Chan is the RISC form at item 13 (b), 10635. But
despite the best efforts of my team, we have been unable
to locate it, either in the Leightons disclosure or the
MTR's disclosure. Normally, we are successful if we
look in the WSP material, because of course they have
been reviewing all of this material on behalf of the
MTR, but on this occasion we've drawn a complete blank
on both sources, so I can't look at it.

Can I then just ask you this, Mr Chan, finally. In
paragraph 19 of your witness statement, you say:

"The reason why I did not submit those RISC forms 1is
that I was constantly busy supervising the works,
completing inspections and attending to other necessary
tasks. I did not have time to review all of the RISC
forms that I had issued in order to consider if I had
missed any and simply forgot to issue the ones that are
outstanding."

Mr Chan, would you agree that if one looks at the
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number of RISC forms that needed to be issued in
relation to the rebar fixing, they are not great in
number?

A, HAEFDIRTZ—I?

Q. Yes. The number of RISC forms that needed to be or
should have been issued in relation to rebar fixing is
not a big number?

A, BFEREE - REVNRIE ] DUE A EEE -

Q. All right. But just looking at the table, Mr Chan, as
you say, you've managed to issue six out of 12 or 13

rebar fixing RISC forms.

A. fhe
0. So we're only missing half a dozen or so, six or seven
forms. It's not a huge number, is it, Mr Chan?

A, frofrotre
Q. So are you still maintaining that the reason that they
were not issued was because you were too busy

supervising the works and dealing with other matters?

A, HEMENECH  ERERESZECH  FREGIE—ZIFERIE 0T LU E %0k
EIFHEZ AT - - R EFEE GRS TUAASE G HMEn i stake SFIfTHE »
BRI AVE T s R Ve IRIERES & E R - ([EGREERE

—

S o

Q. Okay.
A, [FIHERER R R R - FREDEFOFH AR SAT EWLIEE - FREN & =R (E

SATIEHAtut 111ty [E A HAMh - - HAE B TAF -
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MR PENNICOTT: Thank you, Mr Chan.

Sir, I have finished. I see it's 1.06. I don't
know how long my learned friends are going to be, or
indeed whether they have many questions for Mr Chan. If
the indication is that it's going to be very short, then
I would propose that we continue, if it's Jjust going to
be 10 or 15 minutes. If it's going to be longer than
that, obviously we should break.

The point being that we have Mr Sebastian Kong next
from the MTR, and whilst we can probably let him wait
for a bit after lunch, we have got to finish him today,
although I have to say we don't think we will be that
long with Mr Sebastian Kong. So I'm really in everybody
else's hands as to how they want to deal with it.

MR TSOI: We have no questions for Mr Chan.

MR BOULDING: We have no questions either, sir.

MR CHOW: Sir, I have just one or two questions. It will
take about five minutes.

CHAIRMAN: All right. Just continue then. Thank you very
much. I'm taking a wild guess but I don't think Pypun
are going to have too many.

MR CHOW: I can have Pypun's five more minutes then.

Cross—-examination by MR CHOW

Q. Good afternoon, Mr Chan. Earlier, you confirmed to --

when you were being asked by Mr Pennicott in relation to

the summary table -- you still recall that? -- in which
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it sets out the details of various RISC forms and it
indicates a number of the RISC forms that you have not
issued -- do you recall that table?
% e
You also confirmed that you had a chance to look at the
table again, but you still cannot confirm the accuracy
of the table?
1788 -
Because you are not sure whether your memory serves you
well; do you recall that?
e
That being the case, I would like to know -- in
paragraph 20 of your statement, at page 3844, where you
refer to those incidents that you were alleged to have
forgotten to issue the RISC form -- for those incidents,
you however confirm that MTRC's construction engineer
was contacted with each hold point was reached, and the
MTRC construction engineer/inspector of works conducted
the formal joint inspection, and under subparagraph (c)
you further confirmed that verbal approval from MTRC's
construction engineer/inspector of works was always
obtained before work was allowed to proceed or concrete
to be poured.

Given that you are not sure of the accuracy of your

memory, on what basis do you make these confirmations?
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A.

R R P8 15 - - R Rl e - —PHFPRAEEE - TG FEEBEELA - RIAREE
{EBHERESRIEF formal Hiemai 1 EGEFHEMRISC formFIREHELLT -
B4 —E G EFF|inspector B BB TAZATEHE(BEVE © confirm
TR DAY - B G B - 5 RIBAE - FRERE(E -
All right. Can he move on to paragraph 26 of your
statement. You say:
"MTRCL's staff was well aware of, and agreed ..."
This is a paragraph where you talk about the change
of lapped bars to couplers; right? Where you said:
"MTRC's staff was well aware of, and agreed with,
the use of couplers at the construction joints instead
of continuous lapped bars."
Then the last sentence of your paragraph, you say:
"They would also have inspected such couplers during
the formal joint inspections for the construction
joints."
Are you suggesting that you are actually not certain
but you believe they would have checked during the

formal inspection?

B EAREM L inspection » ABGIIRGIEEL - NATIFA
sCIR MR EIRARIEEE (2 - IR (EREIF S E—ZamE > 5--IHK
A PRI - — DR R Pt 5 WS sy it - g B B TS PR AT - A A
HME - KiRE M section - fREHIEZ EARZ REIGER » R
R > H#% D (Ecoupler > BRE— TR0k - BRSO SE

MR —EBIE > TRE AR — {8 - - P& 4 B E fhformal inspectionlfEj o
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MR CHOW: I have no more questions.

MR CHANG: No re-examination.

CHATIRMAN: Good. Thank you.

MR SHIEH: 1In case it assists -- because a number of
questions have been raised about the routine of
submitting RISC forms and the operation of INCITE --
I think previously it had been mentioned that the
operation of INCITE and the procedure for submitting
RISC forms, especially how the quadruplicate set works,
there is actually a police statement by a Leighton
witness in English which sets out the process step by
step. I'm not going to read it now but in case the
Commission wishes to have a feel as to how it actually
operates on the shop floor, can I give the bundle
reference?

CHAIRMAN: Yes, of course.

MR SHIEH: It is bundle CC1l0, page 6212. It is a police
statement by a Leighton engineer by the name of Wong
Ho Lam, where he sets out step by step how the RISC
forms are generated and what buttons are pressed, how
many copies are generated, who signs what, and then
physically it went to where and how it comes back and
how it's scanned.

CHAIRMAN: Good. Thank you very much. That could be of
great assistance. Thank you, Mr Shieh.

Good, Mr Chan. Thank you very much. Your evidence
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is completed and you may now go. Thank you for your
assistance.
(The witness was released)
Following the normal routine, Mr Pennicott, what
time should we --

MR PENNICOTT: Can we say 2.30, since it's 1.15, or nearly
1.157

CHAIRMAN: Certainly. Return at 2.30 this afternoon. Thank
you.

(1.14 pm)

(The luncheon adjournment)

(2.32 pm)

MR BOULDING: Good afternoon, sir.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR BOULDING: I am now calling the first of the MTR
witnesses, a Mr Sebastian Kong. He is very grateful to
the Commissioners for accommodating him because he is
off to do charity work in Jordan, building houses for
the underprivileged.

With that introduction, perhaps, Mr Kong, you can
take either the oath or the affirmation.
MR KONG SAI KIT, SEBASTIAN (affirmed in Cantonese)
Examination-in-chief by MR BOULDING
Q. Thank you, Mr Kong. Please could you give your full

name to the Commissioners?

A, T
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Q.

Are you going to give your evidence in English or
Chinese, in which case I need to put my headphones on?
3 > [E2%Z > Chinese °
We know that you've produced a witness statement for the
Commissioners' assistance, and if we go to
bundle BB8/5242, I trust we see, do we not, the first
page of that statement. Is that correct, Mr Kong?
& 1758 -
If the operator could kindly scroll down to
page BB8/5247.

Do we there see your signature, Mr Kong?
% 1788 -
Are the contents of that statement true to the best of
your knowledge and belief?
% 788 -
Is that the evidence that you'd like to place before the
Commissioners in this Inquiry?
% HE -
I wonder if we can go back to page BB5242 and look at
paragraph 2. You tell us you graduated from Imperial
College, London with a master's degree in civil
engineering in June 2013, you returned to Hong Kong and
you joined MTR in August 2013 as a graduate engineer on
a three-year graduate scheme.

Then in paragraph 3 you tell us what you did during
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the period 2014 to around July 2015, and looking at 3(a)
you say:

"For the period from August 2014 to January 2015
[you worked] under Ms Carman Fu (acting senior
construction engineer) ..."

Now, it's become the convention, Mr Wong, to flash
up on the screen an organisation chart to see exactly
where you were at or about that time. Perhaps we could
go to B2/565.

If we look at that screen, if we can just 1lift it up
a little bit, please, do we there see you, Mr Kong,
almost in the middle of the page?

& 1788 -

And we can see the reporting line goes up to Carman Fu,
acting senior construction engineer; correct?

% 788 -

If we go to the top of the screen, left-hand side, we
see that was the organisation chart as at 4 November
2014. Do you see that?

%o HE -

Then you tell us, in your paragraph 3 (b), that:

"For the period from January 2015 to July 2015,

I worked under Mr Joe Tsang Wing Wai ... and Mr Ben Chan
mainly for the work at the Hung Hom Stabling
Sidings."

Do you see that?
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A, fRo fTHE -
Q. Just to fix your position by reference to the

A.

organisation chart, could we go to B566, please. If we
could just expand that a little bit, do we there see
your smiling face immediately above the letters
"HHS/NFA"?

% 1788 -

We can see, can we not, that the line of reporting goes
up first to Ben Chan; correct?

e

And then immediately above him we've got Joe Tsang;

correct?

&> 1786

MR BOULDING: Thank you very much, Mr Kong. That's all

I want to ask you for the time being.

The procedure now will be that you're going to be
asked gquestions by Mr Calvin Cheuk, who is counsel for
the Commission of Inquiry. Various other lawyers in the
room will then have the opportunity of asking you
questions. The learned Commissioners can ask you
questions at any time they want. Then it may well be,
at the end of the process, that I will ask you a few

questions in closing. Do you understand that?

WITNESS: HHH -

MR BOULDING: Please sit there, Mr Kong. Thank you.
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Examination by MR CHEUK

MR CHEUK: Mr Kong, thank you for coming here to assist us.

I am one of the counsel for the Commission and I just
have a few questions for you.

We have just seen you reported to two MTRC seniors.
One, the first one, is Carman Fu, I believe?
%o 788 -
That's during the period from August 2014 to January
20157
e
And that's in relation to diaphragm wall and not NAT,
SAT or HHS; correct?
% 788 -
Then afterwards, from January 2015 to July 2015, you
worked under, as shown here, Ben Chan?
% 788 -
And your work was mainly concerned with HHS; correct?
f&% > 1788 > HHS °
Because in your witness statement you say "mainly".
I was just wondering what about -- is there anything
else? Because under this corporate chart, it also

includes NFA. Did you do anything in relation to NFA?
A BA 5 - EAEEENrA arear ] -

When you say there was other work, what was that in

relation to, in terms of geographical area?
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A.

HEFHBREHAS 2 4h - FhE A EH S B N monitoring [/
instrumentation °

I see. Thank you.

Now can we turn to CC9/5254. Mr Kong, I'm sure you
are familiar with the geographical demarcation of HHS,
but I wonder if you can help us, because HHS is a vast
area, I wonder if you can help us by telling us: did you

focus on a particular area or you covered the whole HHS?
PEGHERE TIER A EAAREERS area » (EIAMRIEE AL 1120 {H
R S E SRR L2 £ 2 fffaccommodation block®Bi T2
HRIE A D Dtrack slab @ B4R EE B shade i Biareald#/ /D

BE > underpassilf » Bl{4under{Etrack slabMffE -

So mainly the yellow part?

e

And a little bit the green part?

% 7785 -

And that covers the whole HHS, including -- can we turn
to the next page -- this 52557

% 7785 -

Then your involvement with contract 1112 stopped after

July 2015; correct?
& f186 -
And you became involved again in November 20187

&> 7785 -
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Q.

But that's mainly to help out with the preparation for
the first part of this Inquiry?

% 1788 -

And until recently, in March 2019, you were not involved
in the actual construction works of contract 11127

% 1788 > FTinvolveH -

And from March 2019 you became involved in the actual
site work again-?

FEAEFWEopening uplf TR » 4 -

The above sums up your involvement with HHS and

contract 11127?

|
il

Therefore our focus is actually between January and July

20157

Now let's go back to BB8/5244, your witness statement.
Here, you explain, when you started your posting with
Ben Chan, he showed you how to conduct a rebar
hold-point inspection; correct?

& 1755 -

Then you say you followed that practice when you
subsequently conducted hold-point inspection on your
own; correct?

1785 -

Can I ask you, how many times did Ben Chan show you how
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to conduct the hold-point inspection, roughly?

A, HIEREGR--ECEWEERES o BHRERPEEVE =20 2D -
Q. Let's call it that this is a demo period; okay? Did you
ever see Ben Chan fill in a RISC form before or soon

after the hold-point inspection?

A. KHWAEfi1l inflRISC formMfHH(E » #iMkoffice £ill inMf » FpFeHE
TYEEFEEIEEiI11 in{ERISC form—-Bl&FBtiH5E{(Einspection
RISC form{RIEMHHF{E

Q. But for yourself, you did not see him actually fill in

any RISC form during that period?
A, FRMEfiI1l in HEAKTHEEELLILL infifjdescriptiondiE{fldetail °
Q. And he did not, presumably, following from your answer,

explain to you how to fill in a RISC form?
A, EAFEFRERBERISC formAMEABHEEE % -

Q. But he did not take you through the process, like
demonstrate to you, "This is a RISC form and therefore
I fill in, in front of you, so that you would know how

to do it next time"?

A. AEshow - FREEMERS RLIE A E A M SE M E - - B A EFRAHE{E demolffs i te
inspectionZ & FHEFMIERIMERRISC form > (E{R--FRIESCIEA AL

ELZt% - 2 EFREEBR--5 RRISC formil[FEHGERGIEY - (HAR(E

Q. So you are saying, after the demo period, he did show
you, explain to you, how to fill in a RISC form, but

although he didn't actually fill in that form, because
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that's just to show you, for explanation purpose?

& 7785 -

Did he explain to you the purpose of RISC form?
E{frdfexplicitlylfE# » EHE--REHEFNERISC formMEfE FMEFEH
ufi 18 F R0 - AR -

Can you tell us, how do you understand the purpose of
the RISC form?

RISC formil{RHm-- BRI - S5 A A S & s P
hold-point inspectionf@H T ~ BFEEHEE{Eresul tif -

Apart from following Ben Chan's demonstration, did you
attend any other training such as, say, BOSA's training
on couplers? Did you do any of those?

17 o

After the demo period, when you started to do it on your
own, were you confident that you were able to do the job
properly?

HAiEL -

How would you describe your relationship with Ben Chan?
Would you regard him as a boss or something else, like

a mentor or friend? How would you describe the

relationship?

HMRE—(EZEAT > Blff—{Ementor » {4 -

And you worked with him most of the time; correct?
& f186 -

How about Joe Tsang: did you work with him, talk to him
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often?
thi/ Vg - B E RS Ben LT AR L2 F0Efy - (% -
So far as you know, did Joe Tsang also carry out

hold-point inspections, or just you and Ben?

BIGELH > JoeftfTiiiEhold-point inspection » BIMAIETRMEFERS Tl A

And, in your witness statement, you describe you
encountered the problems of lack of RISC forms; correct?
& 1758 -

Was that very frequent?

WEERL4T - - PEAFA M EEEE - EGAAHEE 4 - [EEER G
P ARSIt - AIREA =0 — 28— FEENAE AL - AGEREE -
What I can tell you is that from the evidence we have
collected so far, I think more -- around only 30 per
cent to 40 per cent of RISC forms were filled in. Does
that accord with your own experience, in terms of

filling in the RISC forms?

WHVARIZIRE CREECTE - sl B BB g bR 171 220 > PRk s
WERFB (R > BIAR R ES#E 30 IRISC form »

So your evidence is that, in your own experience, you

filled in more than 40 per cent of RISC forms in your

own hold-point inspections; is that correct?
ZIES o (f e
When you first encountered the problem of lack of RISC

forms, did you talk to Ben or Joe Tsang-?

LA PerEF T - - s Ben [F L H At [F B A A B (E R - BIAIEAIF (4
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HASHE » FTPAFE—J o inFl{E t e amflif it » HE A AE - -RHALIEH L [E
Bt - - [FE [ Beni#EUE(E - - &A -

And what was his response?

{ERteh-- bl fHElexact conversation¥fFEMAE - (EIREEB AT
BERTERE - EEEM--8EERF-—(Efi&take further action
ek - BlfafEtake note ofWEAMY -

How would you describe Ben Chan's attitude towards the
problem? Do you think he took the issue seriously, when
you talked with him, raised the issue?
PESHEHZTEE -
And of course, now you know that, you can take it from
me, there's a high percentage, right, more than
60 per cent or around 60 per cent RISC form in HHS area
is missing. Do you still maintain that opinion, that
Ben Chan was serious in terms of dealing with the RISC
form problem?
Fe[FERE - -RIMAH AT DATH G - s EmetiRgi - el B SR aE e (i R - -
17 P P[] e S R RE P B AT LR, -
If we go to your witness statement, paragraph 10, 5245,
the fourth line from the bottom, at the end, you say:
"Mr Ben Chan and I kept each other informed as to
any issues identified at the site and which areas had or
had not been inspected."
Okay, just focus on the second part. I want to ask

you questions how you two kept each other -- which areas
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had or had not been inspected; okay? First of all, did

you or Ben Chan keep any note or record for the area

that you inspected?

A.  HERTEHEELERSW BBV e - G- -Gt a: 0

daily conversationMf » ptEFEIN R T Eit kB EGF A g A (E

weekly progress meeting®f > Wi{flprogress meeting AHIHE

Tl G R R A B AT bR - BT A EEBE & T e (E s

YO  Ffupdateffiprogress chart » HFRMEET R -

Q. Not written record as such, but you are talking about

discussion --

A, fRoTTEE

Q. -- frequent discussion?

A, 78k 178 -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry to interrupt, but you

mentioned a progress chart. Was this a marked-up

drawing?

A, frRo TG -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Do we know what's happened to that

now?

Was that drawing kept in the system somewhere?

A. JEZAFWE > fi{flweekly meeting ’ Mi(serverfE - {Hfksorry » 8

clarify—%L » gf&aM{Edrawingf] %45 1] inspectd| » HAE&

- - [N Ry (i char t JWA (o T80 - PRl aEs EGAEEalk

IHBEN - - B A A G HIEE [ (A A i inspection » S{HH -

MR CHEUK:

Just to follow up -- I hope I don't understand
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incorrectly —-- that progress chart you mentioned did not
record which area you or Ben Chan had completed the
formal inspection; correct?

Effexplicit1yMf ML > % -

It's more a record in terms of progress?

% 1788 -

General progress?

& 1758 -

Then my question is this. We know that, we see that,
HHS is a vast area. I just wonder, was it possible
that, say, Leighton might have missed out some areas
without any rebar hold-point inspections and you and

Ben Chan did not know?
UEEr > PR R MBS g (AP [E 1S — P GeIEE - Sohnfied ) e e bt gk & (A
We—{E--%EH - [Eforecast{EHBM&E IR RN - HEFH & XHE
—-BMEAI FYE &Y - - B R & A rout ine inspection » BRI
TG - REUERY:  si—EGEMEETTE " BARIEE 2 RS, - [
HRERIE A B e E e - BRI G O TR 4 - BlRNRE
W% PR - BRI SRR -

So you are saying through routine inspections and
through site discussions or meetings, you are confident

Ben Chan and you will know the progress of each pour of

concrete?
& B --BEM{ARGEs i teE{ETFR > fF -

In this -- get back to your paragraph 10, the last bit,
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last sentence -- you say:

"I wish to also point out that while rebar fixing
hold-point inspections were usually carried out by the
ConEs, Mr Victor Tung Hiu Yeung (senior inspector of
works ...) also at times provided assistance on request
and carried out hold-point inspections for relatively
simple rebar fixing works, especially during periods
when the ConE team had a large number of other daily
tasks to attend to -- for example, the review of
Leighton's submissions (including but not limited to
material submissions, RFIs and submission of
construction records) and attendance at various site
meetings."

Let me ask you this. According to your
understanding, hold-point rebar inspections should be
conducted by engineers rather than IOWs; is that
correct?

A, o BAFEERT o e

Q. So --

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, just help me, remind me, "IOW"? I have
a mental blank.

MR CHEUK: Inspector of works.

CHATRMAN: Thank you.

MR CHEUK: And the reason is that IOWs or senior IOWs, they
usually do not hold a university degree in civil

engineering; is that correct?
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A.

Q.

A]DAMH AR > 5 o

And the engineering side will be like you. After
university graduation, you joined the engineering side
and started to work from there. That's a totally
different stream; is that correct?

% 1788 -

So was that a concern of you or Ben Chan that

a departure from the norm was carried out at the site,
ie the hold-point inspection was not conducted by the

engineering stream but the inspector of works stream?
PR Rt & Hsp (s B A AR R L (A 2 - - AR R 22 R E i ho 1d-point

inspectionMfiFE: » i WENY AL & E AR LR BT E 8 - HEE hrlge

V|

sl F A columnBESS, - BRECE LG - O FREE A - - HARtb i %
Bfengineering judgementZff - AH - MEWE# relatively® 5
WA - FAREEYHEE SRS - THZEVictor » SFEFETE Y -
EBE % --FeE rmake surefEBHEMEAIE - FAERLIHEE checkE] -
So, from your evidence, you seem to suggest it's your

decision to ask Victor Tung to do the rebar hold-point

inspection. Is that correct?

HEFTA®hold-point inspection » B{4&HHSHHT F2&}{4Ben Chan
E--EMAEE--1SIHELBen ChanX Uk - —Bifalk - HUBE N 3E--Hlk
HMtavailability > AJREEH CICEIRHE > (Edi & delegateF 3 > WE
HABICIEEF 5 - Pt G T REEEREEEHVictor BUL - IREN A AsE A --

BfriE{aidelegateAEER -
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Q. You suggested it but the final decision rested with

Ben Chanv?

Q. Thank you. Let's move on to a slightly different topic.
Did you encounter the use of couplers at HHS?

A, IRMARFTT o

Q. I see. That's why, if we go back to 5245,
paragraph 9(ii) of your witness statement -- here, you
talk about how Ben Chan demonstrated to you how to
conduct a rebar hold-point inspection, and does not
include the inspection of couplers?

A, fRofTEE -

MR CHEUK: I have no further questions. Thank you.

MR TSOI: We have no questions for Mr Kong. Thank you.

MR SHIEH: No questions from Leighton.

Cross—-examination by MS PANG

MS PANG: I'm very grateful to my learned friend Mr Cheuk
because he has basically covered all the questions that
I intended to ask. I believe I only have one or two
follow-up gquestions to ask.

Mr Kong, in your witness statement, you spoke about
the issue of late submission or non-submission of RISC
form on the part of Leighton, so I would like to ask you
a few questions on this topic.

At paragraph 15 of your witness statement -- perhaps

you can take a look at that, in BB5247 -- here you

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

mention -- I only need to ask you to look at the last
bit. Here you mention that you have chased the Leighton
inspectors for the response and, as far as you can
recall, they submitted some but not all of them. So

am I right in understanding that some RISC forms would
be submitted to you retrospectively?

%o 788 -

I'm just curious: how would you deal with these
retrospectively submitted RISC forms? Would you still
have a record of when inspection was carried out,

et cetera?
N REFREMMEEhold-point inspectionMiRFELE R —EMTR * 5
FH4erEiiflgeneral condition photolf » #I5{HEretrospectively
ABEIERISC form » FEBAIDURIEH O - - H CBEEHACHE FI i T2
s E CESRAC SR EI A fEMhserve rBE—I R » AIfE(fHAM inspector
At A recal 1 FMH{E inspect ionlfiBFE -

So in short, you would fill in those retrospective RISC
forms based on your own photo records; is that correct?
o TEfh-

Thank you. That's helpful.

Then in the next paragraph you mention that you were
not involved in follow-up action taken because back then
you were a graduate engineer. I would just like to
clarify with you: did you in fact know, at that point of

time, I believe it's probably 2015, if any follow-up
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action has been taken on the part of MTR on the missing
RISC forms?

AL DIFRFTATL - WEPERRE R - - BCE ERIER] - MEREERE (%A T - - DLIRATAL - BRFERZTT
formalWfaction » BfanJREve rba l BCE (ABH &I EE - SLHVA
tRE AL -

MS PANG: Thank you. I believe that's all I need to ask
you.

MR LAU: ©No questions.

MR BOULDING: Thank you, Mr Kong. I have no questions.

Sir, I don't know whether you do.

CHAIRMAN: No. Thank you very much.

MR BOULDING: Could he be released, please?

CHAIRMAN: Yes. Thank you so much for coming in. I wish
you all the best in Jordan.

MR BOULDING: Good luck! Thank you.

(The witness was released)

MR SHIEH: Next, we have Mr Jim Wong from Leighton. I think
he is now being located.

MR JIM WONG FUI YU (affirmed in Cantonese)
Examination-in-chief by MR SHIEH

Q. Good afternoon, Mr Wong. Welcome to this Commission of
Inquiry and thank you for coming to assist us.

You have made a witness statement for the purpose of
this Ingquiry. Can I ask you to look at bundle CC1l0 at

page 6514.

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near 96

the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 09
2
A. ko
Q. You can see this is the witness statement of Jim Wong;

do you see that?
e
If you turn to page 6517, at the bottom you can see your
Chinese signature?
e
Do you put the contents of this witness statement
forward as your evidence in this Commission of Inquiry?
(A
Can I ask you to look at an organisation chart, at CC2,
page 526.

This is an organisation chart as of May 2017; do you
see that?
e
If you look at the top of the page, you can see the blue

"MTR" box; you can see that?
FE
Now, around 8 o'clock, around 8 o'clock to that blue

box, are you able to locate your name?
& Al -
So does that represent an accurate description of your

position in the organisational structure?
WEFEEIE(E (5 1 7 A0 Wi 2

Yes.
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MR SHIEH: Can you remain seated. I don't know which

gentleman in front of me is going to ask you questions,
but counsel for the Commission will be asking you some
questions, counsel for other parties may also ask you
questions, and so may the question and Mr Commissioner.
After all that, I may have some follow-up questions to
ask you. So please be seated and answer all these
questions.

Thank you very much.

Examination by MR PENNICOTT

MR PENNICOTT: After a brief respite, it's me.

Mr Wong, good afternoon, and thank you very much for
coming along to give evidence to the Commission. My
name is Ian Pennicott, I'm one of the counsel to the
Commission, and I've got a few questions for you.

Mr Shieh took us to an organisation chart in May
2017. My understanding is that at that point in time
you had been promoted to construction manager for the
concourse, and you remain the construction manager for
the project as at this date. Is that right?

I o
With regard to the period of time that we're primarily
concerned with, as I understand it, you were the senior

site agent responsible for the North Approach Tunnels,

and that was in the period October 2014 to November
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2016. Is that correct?

A, [F-o

Q. Can I ask you, did that -- sorry, did your
responsibilities extend to the shunt neck?

A. Sorry?

Q. We know you were the senior site agent for the North
Approach Tunnels area. I was asking whether that

extended to the shunt neck area at all or not.

A, RAMGNATEINFAREAL B - BT LARIE (A IE R R (AR L 2 HES -
HFEFETERATR S - FROG AR TR > sorry -

Q. I'm sorry. The area, the North Approach Tunnel areas
that we are talking about, are the track slab areas, the

HHS, the NFA, and the accommodation blocks. You

understand?
A. HHF -

Q. DNow, just above the NFA is an area called the shunt

neck.
A. ke
Q. I just wondered whether your responsibilities extended

to that shunt neck area or not. If they didn't, tell

me.

A, HRFH TR > N AR TIFTA SRR v (E e - Pk
T e A L

Q. All right. Can you remember over what period of time

the shunt neck was included in your area of
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responsibility?
UHHEZ (1 65FRE - (AW - 1 64EREMAPRIFBHAAMER > (EABAREEI1 1L LML -
Right. Understood.

The reason I'm Jjust asking that question, Mr Wong,
is simply this: that we know that you were designated to
attend a series of interface meetings with the
Gammon-Kaden Joint Venture, the contractor next door.
You will no doubt recall those meetings.

-

What I was wondering was why it was you that was
designated by Leighton to attend those meetings. Can
you explain why you were chosen to attend the interface
meetings?

R By &R work arealfaMi{E N BHEL - (EEEMLIL11EGE
interface®fTfF » FTAEREUAHHEIRAMUEM inter face &k -

Can you tell us briefly what interface matters that you
were primarily concerned with?

HEWRESATZ AR > AR Ailjutility o (E0HIHEE Sk
IR S A B0 - (RIS 28 IRIP A (ERREM wa terproof ing i {ir & -
RN TR » 3 M RAEEETE © B SehEeg -

All right. And they all fell within your
responsibility, and so it made sense for you to be one
of the people who attended those meetings?

ATLIH 3

Right. Now, we know that in addition to you, Ms Regina
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Wong also attended many of the meetings, and she tells
us that you asked her to attend with you, and I assume
you agree with that?

& > 7786

And she explained why that was and I'm not going to go
over that.

She also explained to us that the way in which the
preparation of the minutes of the meetings worked was
you would take it in turns with the Gammon-Kaden Joint
Venture to prepare the minutes, and when it was your
turn or Leighton's turn, she would prepare a draft of
the minutes for your approval and comment.

Do you agree with all of that?

EIF - TRt (i (SOVE (B S SR AT SR EE -

Right. And she prepared a draft for your comment and
approval, when it was Leighton's turn?

e

Could I ask you, please, to turn to paragraph 7 of your
witness statement, at CC10/6515. You say there,

Mr Wong:

"According to my record, the following team members
of Leighton have received the minutes of the interface
meetings, but I cannot locate records showing that the
minutes to the interface meeting no. 19 were sent to
other team members ..."

Then you helpfully tell us, in the box, who were the
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email recipients.

Then, at paragraph 8 of your witness statement, you
say:

"Apart from email distribution, I note from the
letter dated 9 April 2015 from GKJV that the minutes to
the interface meetings held on 5 December 2014 and
6 February 2015 were enclosed with the letter ...", and
so forth.

So that's emails to those people in paragraph 7; two
minutes of meeting sent under cover of a letter; and
then at paragraph 9 you say:

"I understand that the minutes to the interface
meetings might also have been circulated via the
contractor submission form early on "

Now, that's a Leighton system, is it, the contractor

submission form?

% o AIGTARE—(E 247 - B - - (E(RVE(E (fsubmi t FMTR » DRI {EHF
formallf—(# submis s ionEEENT o

Right. So that's a contractor submission form going

from Leighton to MTR, sending a copy of the minutes; is

that right?

e

When you say "early on", what do you mean by that?
MEZ Gt - - R R IR H E RIS BUEMIAC BRI - Pt R R TRk A
sk FRBNZATAM EAT D RS R A ek sendiE B KL
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"early on™{RUE{EE B - (RFT—HEEEE -
Q. Do you mean before you became involved in attending the
meetings?
A, WEERR - WERS - HEREVGEIEE - 1 IECEE R %
BHAIEA > FIEAE - BEiEsure > (RH] -
Q. Okay. Then you say, going back to paragraph 9 of your
witness statement:
"... or through MTR's ePMS system ..."
And that is your understanding but you don't have
direct knowledge of that; is that right, Mr Wong? You
don't know whether they were in fact put on the MTR's

ePMS system?

A, IWGHEWLEH - EEEEMWCSFERACH: - Fr AFRAIEAEMI S 74
BN R RIEEC R R Z RTAATUCAEE submi t > TRIEPE(E S EAIHEE -

Q. All right.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, can I just ask here -- you are saying, as
I understand it, that the minutes, as far as general
circulation is concerned, went through MTR's ePMS
system. Are you able to say anything about the INCITE
system?

A. INCITE WEfHH&HEHRIEGIIERE - FrATE e - [N R esss
e NRIRIBARHELE - BOFHRAIEEBAEAMICSE » KthroughlE(E
INCITE > 4B 7MTIR o

CHAIRMAN: The CSF is --

MR PENNICOTT: Contractor submission form.
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CHAIRMAN: Okay. But the actual minutes, you are not sure?

A, EROCHAEDIRER - BEGHVECSE » AW » submi tWERf - HAAH)
WATHE] » HEFRMEE] -

CHAIRMAN: The only reason I ask is because -- and I'm open
to correction here -- my memory suggests that certain
earlier witnesses spoke of perhaps INCITE being the

portal that might carry these minutes and would

therefore be open to everybody to look at.

A, MERBRAVE > Asubmit FEE - FRAEEAE A LAREE - E&HEGR-- Rk
AT FAVER 24 - T e POV [ A BN - TH & A
IIHIEE 2285 - Rb--IEARIEE > GoRW - FIERMEREE AFIE -

CHAIRMAN: Yes. I'm not talking about other contractors.
I'm talking about everybody working within Leighton.

A, AT RFIFTA RN nute(GEBTEIEE Z45 - FRATDAHEE » (G-

CHAIRMAN: All right. This is not a criticism, it's
an observation, and we haven't heard a lot of the
evidence yet --

A. Yes.

CHAIRMAN: -- but what we seem to have at the moment is
a lack of definition as to what actually happened to the
minutes so that everybody who might have a requirement
to take note of those minutes could track them down.
Are you able to make any comment in that regard? Are

you able to disabuse me of that impression?

A, WERACHGHVAIRemail sendEHMTR 1111MAT » 4NSR(A111 1HHEEE
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GHACHE G by email sendWEiBIRIEL - ZIRIEH R » EZLA A AL
TAFETEL(ECSE » AREERFERE - N RTIRAC RS RIS » HiEsurefh

R TER: > B AR, -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I think, Mr Wong, the question is

A.

not whether the minutes were available to MTR or to

contractor 1111. The question is whether the minutes
were available to Leighton staff. So the question is:
were the minutes available or accessible for Leighton

staff to see?

W& INC I TESE [ MEMmi nut et o] AFASTE & T Rl s 20Ef -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Are you telling us some of the

A.

minutes would be on INCITE but some may not be on

INCITE? 1Is that what you are telling us?

IEAZIH sur e EEE o

MR PENNICOTT: Let me just have one last go.

At some point, Mr Wong, whether the minutes had been
prepared by Leighton or whether the minutes had been
prepared by the Gammon-Kaden Joint Venture, they became
finalised. When they were agreed between Leighton,
Gammon-Kaden and the MTR, they were finalised; yes?

e
And the question is, so far as Leighton is concerned,
was there a set procedure as to where those finalised

minutes should end up?

JEZ BALMAE INCITEE » EZ{Athrough®EINCITE AE -
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Q.

So the procedure was they should be inputted, if that's
the right word, onto the INCITE system; that's what
should have happened?

Yes.

And your evidence, and your answers to both the Chairman
and Prof Hansford, was that, on occasions, that
procedure perhaps was not followed and it didn't happen,

on occasion?
AR UE(H -
Right.

Can I ask you please, Mr Wong, to go to
paragraphs 12 and 13 of your witness statement, where
you make reference to the minutes of the interface
meeting held on 5 December 2014. That's meeting
number 8, which you did not attend. And you set out
part of what is recorded in those minutes. And you say
in paragraph 13:

"At the time" -- and I'll come back to that in
a moment -- "I was aware of the possibility that
couplers other than BOSA brand couplers might be
necessary for the stitch joint interface, as GKJV might
have used another brand of couplers. However, it was
not brought to my attention that GKJV set out in their
contractor's materials related submission form ... that
Lenton brand couplers were proposed to be used in the

construction of SCL1111's section of the tunnel.
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I therefore did not know that Lenton brand couplers
would be used at the stitch joint interface."
Now, as I understand it, Mr Wong, you are saying
that in the context of the position as at December 2014;
is that right?
A. ke
Q. Because the first meeting, interface meeting, that you
attended was on 9 January 2015.
Could we please look at those. That's at CC2/772.
You will see, Mr Wong, your name recorded there as
attending this meeting; do you see?
A, RE.
Q. Along with Regina Wong and five other colleagues from
Leighton?
A, RFEle
Q. And Ms Wong explained to us that the reason that there
were so many people there at that particular meeting,
which was quite unusual, was because there was
an important discussion about a cofferdam. Do you

recall that?

A. JE

w

B ke

Q. Okay. When you attended this meeting on 9 January 2015,
Mr Wong, did you have occasion to look back at the
minutes, and more importantly the annexures to the

minutes, of the previous meeting that had taken place
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about a month before?

BRSO K -

All right. 1I'm not going to press you further on that.
Moving on significantly in time and going to

paragraph 14 of your witness statement, Mr Wong -- as

I understand it, you accept that by the interface

meeting held on 18 January 2016, that's number 19, you

knew -- this is the last couple of lines of

paragraph 14 -- that Lenton brand couplers would be used

in the construction of the GKJV section at the stitch

joint. Do you accept that?

HE - WA GIEBERE - MifEclarify » & - FillEEEclarifylfk -

Right. So whatever the position may have been earlier,

at least by January 2016, you were aware that Lenton

brand couplers would be used by the GKJV?

Kl -
Would this also be right, that you knew -- and we can
look at the minutes if necessary -- that somebody, I'll

put it openly to start with, had to check the
compatibility of those couplers with the materials that

Leighton would be using at the stitch joints?

)|
Gt

Who did you believe at the time would be responsible for

doing that compatibility check?

HEWEAEFGNET - CASEER ARG - B AR E (I EE -
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At LA {Emomen t 17 BIHF & AR AL o

I appreciate there was no check at that time, Mr Wong,
but at that time, January 2016, did you have any
appreciation, in your own mind, as to who would need to

do that compatibility check?

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, do you mean as an individual?

MR PENNICOTT: As an individual, yes, I'm sorry.

An individual or -- as an individual, let's start with
that and move away if necessary.

I {Emoment » RIE

But presumably, a matter of common sense, the person who
would need to at least do the compatibility check was
somebody who was going to be involved in the
construction of the stitch joints?

{RIEEFRTRE > AIRER] DA 26— ? Sorry ©

Of course, yes. As a matter of common sense, a person
or persons who would carry out the compatibility check
would be somebody who was involved in the construction
of the stitch joints?

e

For example, an engineer who was going to be ordering
the materials for the stitch joint, and in particular
the rebar -- they would need to know, wouldn't they?
JfEE 3% st L] — - e RZ Al AR IR P F check » checkZEWEZ A& » KRR FH

aam o [l ERZ AT A AR 1 1 1 1 e — A BB e -
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Q.

Mr Wong, if one accepts the point that a compatibility
check needed to be done, and that's what's recorded in
the minutes, how did you expect the necessity for that
check to be communicated to those in Leighton who needed
to know about it?

I {Emomen t R 75 ZMIE(EEIE

But presumably you would accept there would come a time
when it needed to be done, and when that time arrived,
how would the necessity for the compatibility check be
communicated to those people, relevant people, within
Leighton?

WAEB R BAmeeting °

Sorry, what sort of meetings are you referring to,

Mr Wong?
B AU SRR L ZE - — (B e PaE Emomen t (577 -~ P {AARA - - REFBEM
eI Eh {EIY Wi -

Yes. The last meeting that you attended, Mr Wong, was
on 9 September 20167

e

Meeting 21.

& > 21 XERE RN - 1788 -

When you -- and then after that, shortly after that,

I think in November, you went off to another project or

to do other responsibilities?

-
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Q.

By the time you left in September 2016 -- sorry, by the
time of the last meeting that you attended in September
2016, were you still of the view that it was still too
early to do the compatibility check?
I (Emoment (P ARATRE - [FIHE 2 1&MPH & SHHG -
You mean other interface meetings?
% e
There was one more meeting after you left, and that was
on 6 January 2017, and that was it, no more.
HERBRIEG S8 - 21877 1B RS = -
All right. Do you recall telling anybody else at
Leighton about the fact that the GKJV were going to be
using Lenton couplers? Forget about the minutes of the
meeting. Did you actually inform anybody, and in
particular do you recall telling Mr Tam, Joe Tam?
HEEE KM - REAES -
Right. Could I ask you, please, to be shown the RFI,
request for information, at CC6/3333.

Mr Wong, I don't know --
Yes.
-- 1f you just look at the RFI itself on the first page,
so that I can ask you this: is this a document you've

seen before?
ZHTRE o

Did you see it -- sorry, it was issued in May, I think,
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2016. Did you see it at the time, back in May 20167
JEZA -

Right. Do you recall being consulted about information
and details that were required by Leighton in respect of
the stitch joint and that detail being required from the

GKJV? Do you remember being consulted about that?
IRt TR AT A M 7 (AROR(EFE RIS ? Sorry » IREEEELE -

Let me start again. It's my fault.

This is a request for information going from
Leighton to the Gammon-Kaden Joint Venture. Leighton --
it's going to MTR, but it's going to end up -- the MTR
are being asked to provide information about the

Gammon-Kaden details of the stitch joint; all right?
TR > R PR A SRR 3 1 1 1 2R > P DASRIt LN E (I RE T 55 85,

Right. And so Leighton are making a request for this
information, and my question to you was: were you
consulted about what information needed to be obtained?
A LA PR A SRR ) - RO BRI, -

We know you need that information, Mr Wong.

Sorry?

But my question is, were you consulted by the people
that prepared this RFI about the information that was
needed? Do you recall?

BRI -

Can we just go down to the foot of the page, please.
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The RFI, you can see, was prepared by Billy Ng. It was
reviewed by Joe Tam and also reviewed by Mr Plummer. Do
you see all that, Mr Wong?

FLE] -

Now, thinking back to May 2016, do you recall having any
conversations with any of the three gentlemen listed

there about information required from the GKJV?

HHee AEEBLLLY{H » R BEEIEMIHEIE S, > Malcolm Plummerik
AR FENEHEE > N5 A BEARESEETRMSI > Joe Tam#iARLL

Gdetai LR > BEBiL11y[MAMEGRMSE - (HARIELS -

MR PENNICOTT: All right.

Sir, I see the time and I apologise to everybody for
going on so long. I see it's nearly 3.50. I think I'm
finished, but can we have the tea break now just in case

there's anything else I think I need to ask?

CHAIRMAN: Yes, of course.

MR PENNICOTT: Ten minutes will be fine.
CHAIRMAN: Ten minutes. Thank you.
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: The warning.

CHATIRMAN: Yes, thank you.

Mr Wong --

WITNESS: Yes.

CHAIRMAN: -- we are having a brief adjournment now, just

ten minutes.

WITNESS: 14
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CHAIRMAN: But while you are giving your evidence here in
the tribunal, you are not entitled to discuss your
evidence with anybody else outside. Okay? That
includes any lawyers you may have dealt with or anybody
else. All right?

WITNESS: HAH » {B&AERDIAE TR ?

CHAIRMAN: Yes. Just don't get into a discussion with
lawyers there. All right?

(3.50 pm)

(A short adjournment)

(4.05 pm)

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, thank you for that. I indeed do not
have any further questions.

CHATIRMAN: Thank you.

Cross-examination by MR TSOI

MR TSOI: Mr Wong, I act for Wing & Kwong, the rebar fixers
in the NAT.

Can I go back to the interface meeting minutes with
you at BB1l786. We see your name there. This is the
last interface meeting you attended, on 2 September
2016; is that right?

A. Yes.

Q. DNow go down. If you turn the page over to item 19.3.3,
you see the heading "Interface materials"; right?

A. Yes.

Q. If you read the contents there:
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"The following material submissions ... would be
used at 1111/1112 interface boundary advised by GKJV in
previous interface meeting", and there's a list there;
do you see that?

FLE] -
At the end, after the list, you see:

"LCAL will check with their supplier regarding
compatibility in later stage."

Do you see that?

HE -

If you go to the right, you see "LCAL/MTRC1112" were to

take action; do you see that?

RE -

At this point, you have agreed that LCAL will check with
their supplier regarding compatibility in a later stage;
yes?

% FE - MR EPEEL -

Yes, so you agree, at that stage. Is that right? That

this will happen later?

e

So, when you agreed this is the action to be taken, who

did you have in mind would check the compatibility?
Iz {Emoment - fRESE] » AR ARG FEE 4] -

No, but you must have a person of rank in mind. Is it

going to be a senior site agent like yourself, a site
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agent, a senior engineer, an engineer; what rank of

person?

I {Emoment - I E FE AT AR - WHEGHERRIHAELE
PIkEE - BRIER - RMEEECEAW S Sl AR > W {Emoment
HAREHREA NEG L

Thank you for that but please answer the question. When
you say compatibility, what rank of individual did you
have in mind would do the compatibility check: senior
site agent, site agent, senior engineer, engineer; who?

HaME{Emoment K E » KiE °

Yes, I know it's undecided, but who did you have in
mind? It's not decided, I know, because it's going to
happen later, but who did you have in mind? Because

it's part of the action.

6 N ORISR coupling » Hb—E S AR e R FRENE [ - -
WERKHIEE - A R BB R L > RIAIE & ah (A i (1 - - 1 (Emoment
PR TE BN SN > N R ARFER B EEF -

Let's not be too eager to pull in the rebar fixers. I'm
asking you, from Leighton, who from Leighton, which
rank, what type of individual would be doing the
compatibility check, from Leighton? Forget about the

rebar fixers. Who from Leighton?
Bt sEE - (A {Emome nt PR TE (RIBE A MIE » UE{E (F {1 Z 220 i -

Mr Wong, answer the question. I know it's undecided.

Who did you have in mind, what rank of person: senior
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site agent, site agent, engineer; what rank of person?
Who did you anticipate -- not decided -- anticipate,
from Leighton? Don't pull in the rebar fixers yet.

From Leighton.

WIERASTHEH » FLrlae 2k T AR (4 Ci2ATEE site agent »

Thank you. It would be a site agent or an engineer
working at the interface; is that right?

AT A] DL — AR (E R 2

It would be a site agent or an engineer of Leighton who
is to work at the interface; is that correct?

e

In these meeting minutes, there's no mention of having
Leighton meetings with the rebar fixers. Do you agree
with that or not? Well, it's not there. You can read
it. Yes?

PAERFRE IR E R - RIS R -

In none of the minutes, of the interface meeting
minutes, has there ever been mentioned there would be
an interface meeting inspection with the rebar fixers.

Do you agree or not?

MAE(E &3 - ARF1111 » FrDUAST IR B SR - R EIE g A 5550
—(flinterface meeting--—{fimeeting[EHELFE/\EIE » FIEHIE -
Yes. So are you ready to answer the question: in none

of the interface meeting minutes has there ever been

mention there will be future meetings with rebar fixers
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about the interface; "yes" or "no"?

e

And, as you know, the rebar fixers were never invited to
attend these interface meetings; correct?

HIERIE -

Well, you attended most of them.

No, no, no.

You attended most of them. Did you ever see a rebar

fixer there?
RERTY » KEGH S BUERAT - BIMGARTERIN - Fe(E g - UElEd - HAEVE
TERSERR - F DAFRIER] -
Let's look at a document called the interfacing
requirements specification with civil contracts. We can
find that at BB420.

Have you seen that document before?
HEME -
Let's go to page BB425.

1.7, I think.
e
Do you see two rows, one is said "By 1111 contractor"
and one is said, "By 1112 contractor", the heading at

the top?
RE . BE -
So you are the 1112 contractor; right?

(N
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Q.

And it says this:

"Provide access and attendance to 1111 Contractor
for joint inspection of the waterproofing system,
couplers and protection measures to couplers provided at
the interface work."

Do you see that?

FE -
And do you see:

"Accept and maintain the waterproofing system,
couplers and protection measures to couplers provided at
the interface work."

Do you see that?

FE -
So there was to be a joint inspection with the 1111

contractor, which is GKJV; right?

W8 ST -

Yes. Right. So nothing mentioned about joint

inspection with the rebar fixers; do you agree or not?
Do you agree or not?

NE{flinterface meetingff--interfacelfPST7s#iE -

Yes.

EAREAFRILBEE subcont ract FTEEY Tif -

Where in the sub-contract does it say there has to be

an interface meeting?

FRIERE > TIEAT -
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CHAIRMAN: Sorry --

A, FrDAIRIETEEUEREY - (HIATE(EPSTTE -

CHAIRMAN: -- just bear with me a second. The interface
meetings between the contractor for 1111 and the
contractor for 1112, were these interface meetings
between contractors only, or did you have occasion to
have sub-contractors physically present at these
meetings as well?

A, [HERET - WRARJoint inspectionMifHyk Al AE

CHAIRMAN: Fine. So in the meetings themselves you wouldn't
have sub-contractors present, but you may, with
consequent inspections, have sub-contractors present?

A.  JEZR -

CHATIRMAN: Okay.

Sorry, Mr Tsoi. I just needed to clear it up in my
own mind. Thank you.

MR TSOI: Absolutely.

Have you ever had a joint inspection with GKJV and
Leighton and the rebar fixers to look at the couplers,

you yourself?

A, HEAFEBLIIIMEGERE - BEEGR--RNAIREEGHEinter facelfpPs -
B HMERE A& EE1111HE —#joint inspectionlf o

Q. So the answer i1s "no"?

A, UEPRAORE RN RoR R EME(E couplingf & » joint inspection

FTLAAT -
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Q.

A.

Right.

I e AT RR R -

So, going back to that clause, 1.7, we see there should
be a joint inspection between GKJV and the Leighton
side, right, a joint inspection of the couplers; right?
X EAAIHE -

Right, and you've read this before?

WEEETE L > 1786

Right. So who did you anticipate would attend this

joint inspection from the Leighton side?
A[fEfRsite agentE(FE{hengine - BHEH--KEFEMH Emoment A ERS -
Pt DABRIE R feE (A B -

And it would be a site agent or an engineer working at

the interface with these couplers; right?

{EMEEME A - ROMKE B CEHR0N - RAUEEKEN T - ErEAg
invitefr A {ERE T HIRE — 7 25 e (A A e -

Yes, but answer the question: from Leighton, from
Leighton, would it be a site agent or an engineer
working at the interface who would attend the joint

inspection, from Leighton?

FIESEEVE - ..

No, you haven't.

. B TmakeEIE(Edecision i » PR A RAA HEMOY I - FAMEREES -

I'm not talking about the decisions made. I'm talking

about what you anticipated. When you read that clause,

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

120
Day 09



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

you anticipated it was someone from Leighton who was
going to be a site agent or an engineer from Leighton
attending the joint inspection; right? That's what you
said. It's not decided but it's anticipated.

WIRARTRTE » FRARTHSTEY R - #Rconfirm » BEFHETEIUE ?

No. You agreed with me that you anticipated someone
from Leighton would attend the joint inspection, and it
would be a site agent or an engineer. You said that
already. So are you retracting that answer?
AIREFRBHS B FEVEIR - TAABER T G ARAplank] » HoRAplan
HixARHplan e

What plan?

PR B B (% —{[E R R (l mome n t BETE RN - FREEFTplan® » WE(EA &
FRZ G TR A H fplanning »

I'm talking about anticipation. Who did you think --
anticipate, not decide; you haven't decided, I know --
at the point, who would be doing it from Leighton's
side? You must have thought of the rank of person;
right? Or you never thought of that?

s {Emoment » iEfsacritical®fitem » FAFEE » KEEE -

So you never gave thought to who would do that joint

inspection from Leighton, not even the rank of persons?
IR {Emomen t KR5S ©
And you are the only two individuals who attended the

September interface meeting from Leighton?
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A.

MR

MR

MS

MR

MR

MR

MR

1788 - EARIREE ARG - A & G -

TSOI: Thank you, Mr Wong.

BOULDING: No questions from us. Thank you, sir.

PANG: This is going to be a historical moment because
this is the first time in this part of the Ingquiry that
the government has no questions.

SHIEH: May history repeat itself!

PENNICOTT: Often! Pypun?

LAU: No questions.

Re-examination by MR SHIEH

SHIEH: Just by way of very brief re-examination. It's
really to deal with a matter of a gap in time, because
when Mr Pennicott started his questioning, he asked you
about your position in the organisation in 2014 all the

way down to 2016; do you remember, Mr Wong?

- — AR (e T - - BMAIGNAT(E L E - BLR20144E 10 HE(F(201 6FFE11H -

Thank you. Can I ask you to look at an earlier
organisation chart, which is in bundle C7, in the
earlier part -- the hearing bundles in the earlier part
of these proceedings. Bundle C7, page 5538.

Now, you can see this is an organisation chart as of
September 2016, do you see that, on the top left-hand
corner? Do you see that, September 20167
& > BRE] - BRE] - BRE] -

So that would be shortly before you left the NAT

project; yes? About two months before that; do you
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agree?
A, [FE-
Q. And if you look at the top, "MTRC" blue box -- can you
find that, the "MTRC" blue box on top -- and then if you

look at around 4 o'clock from the blue "MTRC" box, under
"NAT", you can see your name, "Senior site agent
Jim Wong"; do you see that?

AL HBEE] -

Q. So that would represent your position within the
organisational structure as of that time; correct?

A, ke

Q. And then look at 5531.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry. I'm sorry, Mr Shieh, can we
go back to --

MR SHIEH: 5538, yes.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Because I just spotted -- so Henry

Lai reported to you, Mr Wong; is that correct?

A. FfsHenry LaiffH AWEEF] > & (EE(REHEreport 3L - EfA
reportAFREN (3E%) i -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes, he reported to you via Mr Chan
Hon Sun?

AL BREM -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Thank you.

MR SHIEH: Then 5531. 1If you look at the top left-hand

corner, this would be January 2015; do you see that?
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A, RFEl-

Q. That would be a couple of months after you joined the
NAT project; yes? Because you joined the NAT project in
late 2014; yes?

A. ke

Q. This is January 2015. And to locate you in this
chart -- again, if you look at the top blue "MTRC" boxk,
and this time you look at about 5 o'clock, further
down -- I'm sorry, 4 o'clock -- you can see —-- below
Joe Tam, you see "NAT" and then you see your name?

A, fRo RE -

Q. And that accurately represents your position within the
hierarchy as of January 20157

A. ke

MR SHIEH: Thank you very much. I have no further
questions.

CHAIRMAN: Good. Thank you very much indeed, Mr Wong. Your
evidence is completed now, so you are free to go. Thank
you.

WITNESS: [IEF% - IERZAR -

(The witness was released)

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, I think I am pleased to report that that
concludes our business for today, and indeed the week.
We haven't done too badly in terms of timing; it's

nearly 4.30.
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So the position is, as I understand it, we will
resume on Monday morning. There are three more Leighton
witnesses to be called, and they will be called first
thing, obviously one after the other, on Monday morning.
That's Mr Ronald Leung, Mr Alan Yeung and Mr Raymond
Tsoi. Then, when they are completed, we will obviously

then be returning to the MTRC witnesses.

CHAIRMAN: All right. Good.

Could you, just for our benefit, give us an estimate

of how we are doing time-wise?

MR PENNICOTT: Well, sir, I think we are doing very well.

I don't know how everybody else thinks. But I would
anticipate the final three Leighton witnesses not being
particularly long, and we will certainly comfortably
finish them on Monday, and I hope also, with a fair
wind, complete Mr Michael Fu, the next MTR witness, on
Monday as well.

Then there are, after that, about six or seven
further MTR witnesses which I would certainly hope to be
able to complete, say, by Thursday, Wednesday/Thursday,
of next week. Then, as we know, we've got three
government witnesses and two from Pypun.

So, sir, I think we are doing extremely well and
I certainly don't see any problem in achieving a finish
date of the 19th. 1Indeed, as I think I may have said on

another occasion, optimistically we may even save
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ourselves a day and possibly even more. But I certainly
see no problem at all at the moment, unless I am
completely misreading the situation.

CHAIRMAN: There's always hiccups.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, there are unexpected events.

CHAIRMAN: Even taking those into account, we seem to be
making a fair wind.

MR PENNICOTT: I think so, sir, yes.

CHAIRMAN: Just one other thing. This morning, you made
mention of a way forward, perhaps, with final
submissions.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN: I don't know if you want to mention it now or
not.

MR PENNICOTT: 1It's probably as good a moment as any, since
we've got a bit of time.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: When you say I mentioned it, I mentioned it
to you, sir, not to anybody else.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: Certainly my view is, and I think it's a view
shared by others, that when we do eventually conclude on
or before 19 June, it would be beneficial to the
Commission, and indeed probably beneficial to all
involved parties, including ourselves, to prepare

written closing submissions dealing with all the wvarious
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matters that this part of the Inquiry is concerned with,
all the factual evidence in relation to the second part
of the Inquiry, and that could be done within a number
of weeks. There doesn't seem to be any great urgency in
getting those submissions in, but if a sensible period,
a reasonable period, is given, it seems to me that would
benefit everybody.

We certainly don't, it seems to me, want to be
coming back and writing final submissions on this in
several months' time. I think everybody would benefit
from getting the submissions on paper within, let's say,
perhaps three or four weeks from the close on the 19th.
I haven't got any specific date in mind but obviously we

can look at that.

CHAIRMAN: And then positions perhaps reserved in case

anybody feels they want to make oral submissions, or we
feel that we would like to receive oral submissions in

respect of things.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN: But meanwhile we've got fresh written submissions

which have concentrated the minds of all the parties.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes. Certainly for my part, I would just

want to, while everything is reasonably fresh in the
mind, get on and commit those submissions to writing as
soon as possible, but I recognise, of course, that

people may want a little bit of a break after this
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hearing, and as I say, there's no great pressure. They
don't have to be in within a week or two weeks. I think
a period of three to four weeks, something of that
order. As I say, I'm pretty flexible myself on that.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Just so I understand, do they
therefore constitute part 1 closing submissions --

MR PENNICOTT: On the factual material.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Because there will subsequently be
experts.

MR PENNICOTT: Of course, and one can envisage a situation,
certainly from the Commission's point of view, for
example, we might make our submissions on the factual
evidence, but then sort of have a sentence which says,
"This is likely to be the subject matter of project
management expert evidence", which will be heard in the
next round.

CHAIRMAN: 1In which case, that also points the way as to
what may arise and how to anticipate it.

MR PENNICOTT: It does, sir, vyes.

CHAIRMAN: He would like to emphasise to counsel that I've
mentioned this now because it was Mr Pennicott who
raised the matter as a suggested way forward, no more
than that. Obviously, he was checking with us first.

For myself, speaking personally, not having gone
into it in great detail with my co-Commissioner, I think

it's worthy of being considered by counsel, and what
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I would like to do -- what we would like to do, rather,
is to put it to counsel to liaise with Mr Pennicott, as
counsel for the Commission, and hopefully the way
forward in that limited regard can be agreed by
everybody and we can Jjust be informed.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN: So nobody's binding anybody to anything at the
moment, but it seems like a sensible way forward, and we
just put it before you to liaise with Mr Pennicott.

Good.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Can I just raise one very small
point. I think just before lunch, Mr Pennicott, you
drew our attention to the police statement of Wong
Ho Lam?

MR PENNICOTT: No, I didn't draw your attention to that.

Mr Shieh did.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Mr Shieh. Will we be hearing from
Wong Ho Lam, or was it just for our information?

MR SHIEH: Just for the Commission's information, because
Mr Wong Ho Lam is not on the live witness list. This is
a police interview statement that he had given and it's
part of the materials that have been included in the
hearing bundles, but I don't believe that it is
contemplated that he be called as a live witness.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I understand. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN: We've got that. Thank you. That's just
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an assistance to us, in case we need it. Thank you.
MR PENNICOTT: That's right. I did mention -- I assume it's
a gentleman -- his name some days ago, that if one looks

at the list of people --

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes, it hadn't registered it was the
same one.

MR PENNICOTT: He's one of them. The counterpart, if you
like, at the MTRC, and I also mentioned this, was a lady
by the name of Audrey Fung. Her police statement is in
the bundle. She also explains from the MTRC's point of
view how the register was filled in.

So if one puts Mr Wong's police statement together
with Audrey Fung's police statement, one gets a pretty
comprehensive picture of the RISC forms, how it's
suppose to work, and then how the register is supposed
to work. So you put the two together.

CHAIRMAN: It sounds excellent.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: And I imagine that's an area the
project management experts may well wish to look at.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, sir. I don't want to burden you over
the next three days, but if you were to have
an opportunity of reading those two police statements --

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: -- and you felt that either or both of those
people -- the Commission would benefit from either or

both of those persons being called as witnesses, then
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obviously arrangements can be put in train.

CHATIRMAN: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: I personally was going to review certainly
Audrey Fung's statement because I am still a little
unsure about certain blanks in the register, and it
wasn't really until, I confess, Mr Shieh mentioned
Mr Wong's police statement at lunchtime that it now
occurs to me perhaps I ought to be looking at that
statement as well. But obviously if you, sir, have any
time over the next three days to look at that, it might
be helpful.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes.

CHATIRMAN: Yes. Thank you.

Mr Chow?

MR CHOW: Thank you, Mr Chairman. There is one short matter
I would like to finish off before you rise for the day.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR CHOW: You will recall that this morning, when
I questioned Mr Joe Tam, I mentioned to him that the
evidence that we received in relation to the experience
and knowledge about inspection and supervision of
couplers.

CHATIRMAN: Yes.

MR CHOW: And you indicated you would like assistance as to
the exact location of the transcript reference.

I managed to locate the transcript reference.
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CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

MR CHOW: If I can quickly provide you the location. It is
in Day 5, page 5, from line 1 to line 7; and also from
page 125, line 23, to page 127, line 9.

Unless, Mr Chairman, you want me to take you to take
a look at the transcript, otherwise --

CHAIRMAN: No. That's really excellent. Apart from
anything else, thank you for remembering it. There's
been a lot going on. Thank you.

Good. I think we are free for the weekend.
Gentlemen, thank you very much indeed, and gentleladies,
of course.

(4.38 pm)

(The hearing adjourned until 10.00 am

on Monday, 10 June 2019)

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig



Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

INDEX
PAGE
MR TAM CHI MING, JOE (on former affirmation in ....... 1
Cantonese)
Cross-examination by MR BOULDING (continued) ..... 1
Cross-examination by MR CHOW ........ceieeeuenn. 9
Re-examination by MR SHIEH .........cuiiiieuneen.. 31
(The witness was released) ..v.i vttt eeeeeneen. 32
MR WONG YUEN SHING, SEAN (affirmed in Cantonese) ....32
Examination by MR PENNICOTT ...t eineneennnnss 33
Cross-examination by MR TSOI .....iiitenenennnnn 52
Cross-examination by MR KHAW ........iiieneennnn 57
(The witness was released) v ettt eeeeeneen. 62
MR CHAN KWOK SING, SAKY (affirmed in Cantonese) ..... 62
Examination-in-chief by MR CHANG ........ceeee... 62
Examination by MR PENNICOTT .......iiiiiiennennnnnn 63
Cross-examination by MR CHOW ........covieieunnn. 74
(The witness was released) v vttt eeeeeneenn 78

MR KONG SAI KIT, SEBASTIAN (affirmed in Cantonese) ..78

Examination-in-chief by MR BOULDING ............. 78
Examination by MR CHEUK .........iiiiiiiiinnnnnnn 81
Cross-examination by MS PANG ......citevienennns 93
(The witness was released) v ettt eeeeeeeenen 95
MR JIM WONG FUI YU (affirmed in Cantonese) ......... 95
Examination-in-chief by MR SHIEH ............... 95
Examination by MR PENNICOTT .......c.iiiieienenenenns 97

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig



O J o Ul b W

DNV NNNR R R PP
LoD WNRE OWOWUoU s WN O W

Commission of Inquiry into the Construction Works at and near
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

Cross-examination by MR TSOI ...t unweeeennnn 113
Re-examination by MR SHIEH .........cciiieunnn.. 122
(The witness was released) v v ittt et eeeeeenen 124

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

134
Day 09



