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

Wednesday, 12 June 2019
(10.01 am)
MR BOULDING: Good morning, sir. Good morning, Professor.
MTR's next witness is Ms Kappa Kang Pu.
Good morning, Ms Kappa Kang.
WITNESS: Good morning.
MS KANG PU, KAPPA (affirmed in Cantonese)
Examination-in-chief by MR BOULDING
MR BOULDING: It's correct, is it not, that you have
provided a witness statement in this Inquiry for the
learned Commissioners' assistance?
A. Yes.
Q. If we could go to BB14/9463, do we there see the first
page of the witness statement that you've prepared?
A, RFE e
Q. If you would be kind enough to go on to page BBR14/9467.
A, RE-
Q. Do we see your signature below the date of 28 May 20197
At fTEE -
Q. Are the contents of that witness statement true to the

best of your knowledge and belief?
A, T

Q. Now I'd like to fix your position, if I may, in the
overall organisation of MTR on SCL. For that purpose,

could I take you, please, to bundle B2 at page 582.
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A.

You can see there, can you not, Ms Kappa Kang, the
MTR SCL project management organisation chart as of

16 January 2017; correct?

(R
Then if we go down the far left-hand column -- come in
one set of photographs, if you will -- do we there see

your photograph next to Chris Chan's photograph?

1758 » 1788 -

If we look at the line of command, you tell us in your
witness statement, do you not, that you reported to
Chris Chan and ultimately to Joe Tsang; 1is that correct?
1188 -

Thank you very much, Ms Kappa Kang. What's going to
happen now is that Mr Pennicott or Mr Calvin Cheuk,
counsel for the Commission, will ask you some gquestions.
Then various other lawyers in the room get the
opportunity to ask you questions. The learned
Commissioners can ask you questions at any time they
like. Then it might be the case that I'll have one or

two questions for you at the end. Do you understand?

HE -

MR BOULDING: Please remain seated there.

WITNESS: Thank you.

Examination by MR PENNICOTT

MR PENNICOTT: Ms Kang, good morning.
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A. Good morning.

Q. My name is Ian Pennicott, as Mr Boulding has just
indicated, and I act for the Commission; I'm one of the
lawyers for the Commission.

First of all, thank you very much indeed for coming
along to give evidence to the Commission this morning,
and secondly, Ms Kang, if at any time you wish to have
a short break, please tell me and we will have a short
break.

A. Thank you.

Q. First of all, can I just ask you a few introductory
questions, which are these. My understanding is that
between August 2010 and August 2013, you were a graduate
engineer with the MTR. 1Is that right?

A. Yes.

Q. And during that period, as I understand it, you worked
on the Express Rail Link and the South Island Line
project?

A. Yes.

Q. In August 2013 to May 2014, you were, I believe,

a ConE III, a construction engineer III; is that right?

A. Yes.

Q. And can you tell us what responsibilities you had in
that period?

A. I was assigned to SCL1112 project in that period, and

I was assigned to be responsible for the concourse
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modification works during that period.

Thank you very much. Then, as I understand it, from
around about June 2014 right up until June 2018, when

I understand you left the MTR, you were a construction
engineer II, ConE II --

Yes.

-- initially responsible for the NAT area but then, from
about mid-2015 onwards, also for the SAT EWL area; is
that right?

Yes.

And, as we've seen from the organisation chart that

Mr Boulding took you to, you reported to Chris Chan and
Joe Tsang?

Yes, during that period.

During that period. Thank you.

Can I then, Ms Kang, deal with two -- a couple of
topics that you don't refer to in your witness
statement.

Mm-hmm.

I'm going to deal with them very quickly --

Okay, no problem.

-- not in any great detail. The first is that you
attended very regularly between January 2015 and January
2017 a series of meetings called interface meetings. Do
you remember that?

Yes.
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Q.

And I think you acknowledge that you attended most of
those meetings, not all of them but most of them?

I'm not sure but I need to check the records.

Okay. We can perhaps do that if we need to. And

Mr Chris Chan, who gave evidence yesterday --

Mm-hmm.

-- when I asked him a few gquestions about those
meetings, indicated that he thought that since you were
working with him as the ConE II, that it was just a good
idea in principle --

Okay.

-- that the two of you attended those meetings? Do you
remember —-- I don't know whether you were here yesterday
or not.

Yes, I am here yesterday, I was here.

So you perhaps heard him say that.

Mm-hmm.

Was that your understanding of why you were asked to
attend those meetings, that is that as the ConE II,
matters may arise that may be relevant to your work?
Yes, know more about the works.

And one of the topics, the many topics that was touched
upon/discussed at those interface meetings were the
stitch joints?

Mm-hmm.

In the sense that, as we've seen with a number of
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witnesses, including Mr Chan, the Gammon-Kaden Joint
Venture provided certain details of the splicing
assemblies that they were going to use on their side of
the stitch joint. Do you recall that?
Mm-hmm. Yes, should be.
Is that a matter that you paid particular attention to,
Ms Kang, or not?
Can I see the minutes?
Yes, of course you can. Let's look at CC2/772.

Ms Kang, I've taken you to this one because it was
the first one you attended on 9 January 2015.
Okay.
You can see your name there.
Mm—-hmm.

We can provide you with a hard copy or you can use the

screen.

Yeah -- or I can use the screen? Okay, no problem.
Thank you.

And if we could scroll down, please -- there we are,

thank you very much.

I see it.

In this particular minute, 9.4.1, Ms Kang, we can see,
under the second bullet point, there is a material
submission from the GKJV, and it refers to mechanical
splicing system of rebar resubmission, and that minute

repeated itself in many future meeting minutes --
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A. Mm-hmm.
Q. -- in broadly the same wording; it did change from time

to time.

So do you remember that topic being discussed?
BARE AR IR B MARE RS » WA 1 temfilF A discussiBEL - VE(E &4
EH1111EEAE{submission » FiinformEfStE » IE{ysubmission®)
passlf HAETE » (EiH® checkWfi{f--check with the supplier
regarding the capability in later stage ° WE{E{4&FRIETHHAZ -
Yes. And at the time, Ms Kang, of this meeting and the
subsequent meetings, was that a matter that you paid
particular attention to?

At that time, I didn't pay special attention to this
sentence.

Okay.

I wonder whether it is the first time to mention this
item in the meeting?

It was mentioned in one earlier meeting or perhaps two
earlier meetings, but I'm taking you to this one because
this is the first one you attended.

Okay, yes.

What I would like to do, however, is take you to one
other meeting in this series, which is meeting 19, which
we will find at CC2/847.

B> 19 15 -

And this is, you can see, meeting number 19, and it took
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place about just over a year later than the previous
meeting we just looked at, and it's 18 January 2016. Do
you see that?

FLE] -

If we could scroll down, please, and go to page 849.

I'm afraid, Ms Kang, it's a bit messy because of the
Track Changes, but if we just read this minute here, it
says:

"The following material submissions which would be
used at 1111/1112 interface boundary advised by GKJV in
previous interface meeting "

And then the second bullet point is the only one we
are interested in:

"Mechanical splicing system of rebar ... T40 coupler
is BOSA; others are Lenton ..."

Do you see that?

] -

Okay. Ms Kang, were you aware, at the time of this
meeting, during the course of your duties on the project
as ConE II, that Leighton were using BOSA couplers?

Were you aware of that?

REE (TR AR AR (e {18l 12 B FH e 2
Generally.

Generally. BOSAEfcoupler > EFZ(ZEL -

And you were aware that not just in the stitch joints
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but generally speaking in the various areas of the
project, Leighton were using BOSA couplers?

HE S ipay attention--special attention to which
brand they use °

Right. There's a mention here in this meeting minute of
Lenton couplers.
Mmm .

Did that mean anything to you at the time, Ms Kang?
AR > PR AL (RE FI T i coup ler & HIWE » (H{ATIE K]
into detailsIEFEEFEicoupler& A EERHIREEH -

Right. So you had no knowledge at the time of the

differences between a BOSA coupler and a Lenton coupler?
1788 REFECEPEfTFdetail discusslifispec.®H & installation
procedurelfiii{flinterfacing meetingllf -

Okay. All right.

Okay, Ms Kang, the second matter that I just want to
mention very briefly, hopefully without going to it, is
that in May 2016, Leighton sent a request for
information, an RFI, number 1510, to the MTR, and you
had some involvement in dealing with the answer to that

RFI. Do you remember that?

JEZ EEARF I — R & - - & consolidateffreplyHEEf > forfiA
BERFT » BEANAT ~ SATECE KA E larea » MIRATHLIREEMEERFT » F
AR R (RIBERFT

Of course. It's CC6/3333.
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This is the RFI at 3333, and you will see from 3341,
I think it is --

A. Yes, yes, I see it.

Q. -—-- the answer.

A. The answer? {4 1185 » BEF -

Q. Right. And our understanding so far is that whilst you
sent the answer under cover of this email or in this
email, Mr Chris Chan was largely responsible for
drafting the wording of the email. Is that right?

A, ke

Q. Okay. Thank you very much. You can put one that away.
Thank you very much.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, could I just ask —--

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN: -- who did you think would eventually check
regarding compatibility?

A. FR{&F5coupler s (4B » compatibility ?

CHATIRMAN: Yes, as per the standard statement that started
to appear in the interface minutes.

A. RAEFAE([Eminute » FiEfEide (5checklfi{ficompatibility of the
couplerlf o

CHAIRMAN: And it wasn't reduced down to any particular
personalities at any stage or any particular team within
Leighton?

A, TR(EFRMEELE > WFRAGTIE R ANEEE - BAR(E 2 Eu(E Erami A\ st g
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iRFEcheckFE(flcompatibilitylf -

CHAIRMAN: All right. So, from your perspective as an MTRCL

A.

person, Leighton had assumed responsibility and they
would presumably discharge that responsibility at some
stage?

1186

MR PENNICOTT: Now, Ms Kang, can I move on to ask you a few

questions about routine inspections of the works.

Ms Kang, did you yourself carry out routine or informal,
as they are sometimes called, inspections of the rebar
works generally? I'm not talking about the stitch
joints yet. Generally speaking, did you carry out
routine, informal inspections of the rebar?

Routine inspection, you mean? Routine inspection ’ 4l
RHMiroutine inspection  HEHREHARBEL 5WEL - HLHS
progress of works  fsafety  Bfenvironmental » YIFEFH
W TR S EARsE) reba r BRERERIH AR - PRIHAT & [F]HF B —Hob (2
conditionM} » general condition °

Right. And would you carry out these types of
inspections, routine inspections, on a regular basis?

H % HATSE -

How often, perhaps, during the course of the week would
you go on a site walk and carry out a routine
inspection?

HE dependslf » [R routine inspection @ YR {iEsafet yiHEs
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inspectionftFHEIGFEUZEMR —ETHEL - AW -2 & HAM
progress of works ’ FJRERF b concernl] » BLITIRLLELZMY -
— (B R VIEZ R ~ =2 0 BEEEEL AR -

Q. Thank you very much. And what did you see was the
primary purpose of carrying out those inspections? Why
were you doing them? What was the purpose of those
inspections?

A, HEBRGFOIRIESGHEEEE » routine inspectionfh—{flgenerallf
condition ofpfEMIRES > EL—({Eengineer - &R HIF %
M EEEERE T 0 Bi[Elprogress of works ~ safety * environmental »
i compliance » &H EPZEHEEE o

Q. All right. Would the routine inspections include
looking at, in particular, the connection of threaded
rebar into couplers?

A, HEEEEHEE/RiEicouplerBfconnectionf » FifkdfFgeneral iHiE
g -

Q. Right. Ms Kang, were you in the habit of taking
photographs during the course of any of these routine
inspections?

A, HEAW-

Q. And once you've taken those photographs, what would

happen to them?

A, EMHZE - RERE forfiH Crecord® » MIERAMEETRRE - HEE

G sendHIEMIMHIGEI HE A 7 EinhatsApp grouptfgsendttiZs » Bt
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EEAARFRA » VelERF o
Okay. Just break that down a bit. Would you only take
a photograph if you detected a problem or a potential

problem?

P general photolffEl&E s - (AR A R HIEL - A RREEE

photo » Fi& sendi L HMiwhatsApp groupHAhESEARRIEE -

And if you didn't send the photographs to the WhatsApp
group, what happened to the other photographs that you
didn't send?

K EforH T recordif o

So you wouldn't send them to some general MTR storage

facility for photographs; you would keep them for your

own record, is that it?

& > TECEHE A > NREEERE - AEEEEEIE H full-timelf}
i > G4 ZMprogress photo (BB &HE Eserver » TBHHA (E
serverlll|"Site photos" » &—HWsE EareaBiHIEH S EEAH S HHEEE -
But you didn't put your photographs on that server; is
that right?

1188 °

Now, in addition to the informal or routine inspections

that took place, Ms Kang, I understand that you carried

out formal hold-point inspections. Is that right?
1785 -
And in particular you carried out hold-point inspections

of the rebar?
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A. Yes.
Q. And our understanding at the moment, I think confirmed

yesterday, was that the general/usual division of
responsibility was that the engineers, such as you,
would carry out the hold-point inspections on the rebar,
and the IOWs, the inspectors of works, would carry out
inspections of the pre-pour concrete. Is that your

understanding?

HIEFHKRER - N AR AR 112858 > (RConE II team[FHEEMH
&carry outfflrebar inspectionlf o

In what circumstances would the IOW, as opposed to

a member of the ConE team, carry out a rebar hold-point
inspection?

% R E— iRm0 &R AR 0E © Mk TAZAT SR A IE [ case
NATHE{ TRZETEE A Chris Chan[F# » AR FIEFRIESH] WA E
@ delegatelf HEYILRBEEEL - Sorry » I would like--EWE RS
STOW[E]HHE Wi E A TOWIEE -

Right. Okay. So I think the answer to my question then
is that ordinarily, if you or Chris Chan were available
as engineers, you would carry out the rebar formal

inspections, but if not, then an IOW, at whatever level,

may be requested to do that inspection?
% e
All right.

Could we please look at BB9/6363. Ms Kang, this is
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a document prepared by the MTR, and it contains various
details in relation to the NAT area of the project. Is

it a table/schedule that you have seen before?
WEHE R o

Okay. You will perhaps appreciate then that in the
green areas, green shaded areas towards the top -- and
I'm focusing on the "Rebar fixing" columns; do you see
that? --

Mmm .

-- there were a number of RISC forms issued/submitted in
relation to the wvarious —-- certain bays in the NSL

area -—-

(A

-- between about January 2016 and July 2016. Do you see
that?

FE -

There were nine in total, and it is our understanding
from having looked at those RISC forms that so far as
the rebar inspection is concerned, you were responsible
for at least seven of them. Have you had an opportunity
of looking at those RISC forms recently?

H o

And do you agree with me that you were responsible for
doing the rebar inspections for seven, at least seven,

of those items?
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A.

Q.

WEE -
That's helpful. It will save us looking at them. Thank
you to those who showed you the schedule.

Ms Kang, however, there is just one point I wanted
to ask you about in relation to those seven or eight,
and it's this. You are presumably aware or were aware
that the MTR kept a RISC register. Is that something

you were aware of back in 2015/20167?

IREENIRIFRISC formBfregister » RMEARFFLIEATHIEEL - 4 EAFRUA
ffiremedial worksMERE(E > ZEUES FEEFENRHE - A M FE remedial
worksWERFE » FLEF--FRAFEMRISC formMihistor yBEHFEE - B HE
FHEEEIRISC registertH » FELAIEMEERISC registerifEFuEL
server F[EEE o

All right. Mr Tony Tang, who's going to give evidence,
hopefully, later today has told us in his witness
statement that it was the responsibility of either the
construction engineer who did the inspection or the IOW
who did the inspection of updating the RISC register and
recording that the inspections had been carried out. Do

you agree with that?

HIER AR » Fer] DB ERUARISC formfpl{Elprocedure » —f%
UWRISC form: FEMIEMIRISC form > & from FMESIOWEE » Hi{k

Kobe Wong®E{4Victor Tunglf » Fffifinspection 2% » HEAFIEIE
jRform » FERXEHKobeEFHVictor » ZIEMHINEFEEL T follow upge

Can I ask you, please, to be shown a page of the RISC
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register. It's at BB13/8815.168.

Down the left-hand side, please could we find 10259.
Scroll down a bit. There we are.

Ms Kang, can I just draw your attention to the
number -- someone has helpfully put the hand on it; do
you see that -- 10259? Okay? Ms Kang, that is one of
the RISC forms, indeed it's the first RISC form, on the
schedule at BB9/6363, which you were -- one of the ones
that you were responsible for.

It's easier to see it on the screen, actually.

e
If we can go to the right, please -- thank you very
much -- we see that the various columns, where just

above some initials and a "P" for pass and an "N" for no
and a "Y" for yes -- against this particular RISC form
on the schedule, all the boxes are blank. Do you see
that?

RE -

And my understanding is that those columns represent the
person who did the inspection, that's "YW", whoever that
may be; P is a pass; N is that no follow-up action is
required; and Y is closed out. We can pick that up from
the columns heading at the top.

Mmm .

So are you saying that you had no responsibility, so far

as you were aware, to fill in those boxes?
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4
A, fiEE e
Q. So who do you say was responsible for filling in those

boxes?
N BRI EA (A AT sToW], » IWEEREGEEER CHEE - A5Gk
HIMAA administrative assistantZIEE} - WE{EFRIEELE -
Okay. So your position, your evidence, is that you were
not responsible for inputting anything into this
schedule?
Yes.
All right. That's going to save some time.

Can I ask you to go back to the schedule, please --
The summary?
-- the summary schedule, please.

Ms Kang, can I just draw your attention, as I did to
Chris Chan yesterday, to this point. As I mentioned
a little while ago, the RISC forms that we do see
towards the top of the page were issued during the
period, as I indicated, 13 January to 26 July, and
thereafter, in this particular area, in the NAT NSL and
EWL areas, not one single RISC form was issued after
26 July, leaving aside the remedial works.

Were you aware of that situation, Ms Kang?
FiEaware LEFEFTTEE » [Baware » ‘EHfEaware o
Right. Do the contents of the table in that respect

surprise you?
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A.

Q.

A.

%o 788 -
Why didn't you insist on Leighton issuing RISC forms to

trigger rebar inspections, Ms Kang?

HERIARS - B AIFE/TRISC formMiRF{e: - FUELA = AL TE R

TR E DRI SR » (EETEESTFRBAT  4FEf - LF0EE - FRIErAF P S BRI, -
i Hescalate toFfsenior » HiChris Chan » Joe Tsang @ K%
JFA - - E R HE A discussiontf - KFH fully aware[FsK(E
RISC formEiféklack of RISC formlf o {HALME{ENGRT X TT ASEEFH »
MEE Hseniorsh ARSI TRISC form @ FRMERBRIREL - Frll—fdk
Zi% - WARERSHengi nee riBEREEE AT AE S — H ZRHBH - TP E LIBHET -
I understand, Ms Kang, from those who are lucky enough

to speak Cantonese, that you mentioned --

Do I need to speak in English?

No, you don't, not at all, Ms Kang, but I understand you

mentioned Chris Chan during the course of that answer;

is that right?

PR (GEE) -

MR BOULDING: It would seem there's something wrong with

that translation.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes, that's what I've been told.

A.

Q.

I can speak in English?

You can speak English if you wish, Ms Kang, it's

a matter for you, but the alternative is to repeat your
answer, or I1'll repeat the question and you can answer.

Thank you.
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CHAIRMAN: Perhaps, Mr Pennicott, you can repeat the

question.
MR PENNICOTT: My question was, Ms Kang -- I'll put it
again; just think about it -- the question was: why

didn't you insist on Leighton issuing RISC forms to
trigger the rebar inspections? That was the question.
Would you like to repeat your answer?

I think, at that time, the ConE team and the inspector
teams were fully aware of the condition, the lack of

the RISC form or late submission of the RISC form, but
no senior asked me -- my senior didn't ask me to

suspend the rebar inspection just due to the lack of

the RISC form or late submission of the RISC form. So

I still conduct the rebar inspection when I received the
call from Leighton's engineer. That's my answer. Thank
you.

Thank you. And when you say, "No senior asked me", 1is
that a reference to Chris Chan?

Chris Chan[@Joe Tsanglf » {EBfE{4Fsenior o

Right. Just a follow-up question on that, Ms Kang. Did
you yourself receive telephone calls direct from the
Leighton engineers?

H o

And if you received a direct call, did you just
automatically then carry out the rebar inspection or did

you first of all, before you made that decision, discuss
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A.

it with Mr Chan?

E—UEE request for inspection®fEE:E @ WE FEIChriss
- Wh{EhFksenior » WEEGEFFERMAEMIFRIGIERof ficel] -
WL - -TRELME LEREEL - P AR & 5557 Fesenior HIE -

Okay.

Now, Ms Kang, can we now turn our attention to the
stitch joints, and indeed the shunt neck joint. Let's
start with the shunt neck joint.

My understanding of your evidence so far as the
shunt neck joint is concerned is that you cannot
remember whether you carried out the rebar fixing
hold-point inspection. Is that right?

% FIELRELR -

The rebar inspection of the shunt neck joint we
understand from -- on this schedule, and if you look
down at item 45 --

%o 788 RE -

-— probably took place on either 4 January or 5 January,
on the basis that the rebar was completed on the 4th and
the bay was concreted the following day, on the 5th. Do
you see that, Ms Kang?

BhE] -

Do you know whether you were in Hong Kong on 4 and

5 January 201772

RIBEE > IRA BUE(ERF A% New Zealand honeymoon > FfPAE
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SCISHFERE -

How long were you away for?

16 days.

Now, with that answer in mind, can I ask you, please, to
look at a document, but before we do that can I just
remind you, Jjust in case you've forgotten -- you were

a T3, as I understand it, Ms Kang, a T3 under the RGE
inspection stream. Do you remember that?

NAT structure®fT3HE » RGE stream®fT3 » 178f -

Right. And, in that capacity, you had to fill in lots
of sheets; do you remember that?

Yes.

If we could first of all pick up the reference so the
Commission has it. In BB4 at 2299, there's a letter of
15 April, Ms Kang -- I'm not suggesting you've seen it
before, but it goes from Andy Leung to the Highways
Department, and it's submitting the site supervision
plan, do you see that, for the NSL tunnels and EWL
structures in NAT; do you see that?

] -

Right. Then if we go over the page to page 2301,
please, we see your name appearing as one of the two
T3s; do you see that?

R -

And so far as the frequency level of site inspection is
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concerned, it says "5 (full time)", and as I understand

that, Ms Kang, what that really means is you were
full-time on site, not necessarily full-time
supervision, but full-time on site. Is that your
understanding?
UERERE(EE RS » (R -
I think that's all we need really to look at for this
purpose, Ms Kang.

The next documents we are going to look at are in
a couple of places and unfortunately I have looked in
the less convenient one but never mind. Could you
please be shown BB9/6449.
& HE -
Ms Kang, this is not for you, it's for the
Commissioners, but sir, you may recall from part 1 of
the Inquiry that we looked at a number of similar
documents with witnesses during the course of the
Inquiry, and here are some more.

Now, Ms Kang, at 6449 --
%

-— so far as I can tell, this is the first sheet that

you compiled or completed, and the sheets go on in the

bundle right the way through to 6524, and stretch

therefore from 18 January 2016 to 6 April 2018. As

I understand it, you were the T3 for the whole of that

period; is that right?
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A, fke
Q. So, going back to 6449, we see first of all, down the

left-hand side of the document, Ms Kang, under the
heading, "Item number" with the hash sign, we see "G2",

"G3", "Go6", and so forth; do you see that?

A, BRE -

Q. Do you know what those refer to, "G2", "G3", and so
forth?

A. 1{BEfE#Zfsarefer toFBHEUFA —{72009 site supervision plan:
(EEEHFRGE streamffT3ZEEHIE N responsibilityZ{HEt - IE(HE
JERZ ABEARIAGL ~ 2 ~ G3--FIRESTG2MHER » {ERLAEETE(Eworks A REFR
(IR ~ carryl¥lfduties - Wl R -

Q. Yes. That is entirely right. And I'm not going to go
to it but the reference for that, if anybody wants it,
is B5, that's the old bundle, 2676 to 2770.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, Mr Pennicott -- when you say "the duties",

rather than me going to it, they describe what sort of

duties? Like, for example, what G5 meant.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, can I, for example --

CHAIRMAN: Just to bring me up to speed on it.

MR PENNICOTT: Gl and G2 don't appear but they are simply

routine duties, but G3 says, for example:
"Verify non-conformity and instruct rectification
works immediately. Notify all relevant parties in

respect of the non-conformity and monitor that

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 25
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 12

rectification measures are properly carried out."
It's that sort of thing.

CHAIRMAN: Yes, that sort of thing.

MR PENNICOTT: One recognises that this is under the RGE
stream, which is the registered geotechnical engineer,
so some of this is quite technical, and I'm not --

I emphasise I am not using these sheets or Ms Kang's
position as a T3 in support of any contention that she
was responsible alone for inspecting the rebar. That's
a different matter entirely.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: All I'm doing is, having looked at these
documents, what they do help us to ascertain is when
Ms Kang was on the site.

CHATIRMAN: Good. Thank you.

MR PENNICOTT: Do you understand that, Ms Kang?

A. Yes.

Q. Just to pick up on another point, Ms Kang -- if there
was a weekend and you weren't working, presumably we
won't find a reference on these sheets?

A, fmRoTTEE

Q. Similarly for a public holiday?

A. Yes  figE o

Q. What about if you were on annual leave; what would

happen then?

A, HeEEnk b
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Q.

Right. Could I ask you, please, to go to, by way of
example only, page -- just to make sure I've not missed
something -- 6475.

Now, you will see at the foot of this page, Ms Kang,
that you've put "Kappa" on 4 October; do you see that?
Yes.

The initials that we then see along the rest of the
columns, are those your initials or somebody else's?
1188 -

Sorry, they are yours?

Mine, my signature.

All right. Well, that's a relief. Good.

To get to the point where we had left off a moment

ago, if we go, please, to 6482.

FE -

If we look at the dates along -- towards the top, we see
the dates of 22, 23 December, then I assume there were
some public holidays over Christmas, and then we see
28 and 29 December; do you see that?

%o HE -

Then there is a gap to 9 January; do you see that?
Mmm .

And subject to one point --

Yes.

-— I will mention in a moment, is that simply because

you were not on the site at least for some of that
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period?

Yes.

Okay. All right. And we know that, as I indicated
earlier, the shunt neck bay track slab at least must
have been -- well, I say "must have been" -- should have
been inspected on 4 or 5 January?

o f78E -

And it appears that you were not there?

% 788 -

But can I point out this, Ms Kang, so again we don't
miss something: there was an interface meeting on

6 January 2017 which you are recorded as attending.
PAHE. ..

I can show you the minutes if you wish. Do you have any

recollection of being at that meeting on 6 January 20177
R RZ H BB E M docunent » 2 HILHE AL IRVEIE MR- - 7
double checki » HHi H EABIEEAE - FrLAFE que r yHH(E
meeting minutes recordfRHiWEFERE - FIREAZ FIMEMIESE - RAH
H{Efsdraft by two contractors : {[ERJEEMESIE S deleteF IS -
Fr Ll {limeeting minutes®irecord&M AR Hmt4me; - (HixMi—H
INEZ AR IE AT PRI, -
All right.

Ms Kang, in an endeavour to shortcircuit things,

when you mentioned, as you just did, that you were

looking up documents yesterday, you discovered the same
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problem, you double-checked and you are sure you were
out of town, did you look at these documents that I'm

now showing you as part of your research yesterday?
WE(ESTHRE - TE(EfTHE - ZEHK GBS interfacing meeting
minutesMf{frecord -

All right. ©Now, that was the shunt neck.

Now, so far as the three stitch joints are
concerned, I have looked through all of these sheets,
with perhaps one exception in relation to a particular
wall, and it appears that you were in Hong Kong and on

the site when the rebar fixing had been completed.
NE(EFE Echeck—check » [NEF. ..

I was afraid you would say that. So let's just test it
this way.

Yes, no problem.

If one looks at -- let's do the internal stitch joint
first, 1112/1112 stitch joint. If you could go, please,
to BBR9/6495, we see that -- we know from our chart that
the rebar started on 29 May, which doesn't appear on
here in your sheet. But the rebar to the roof of that
stitch joint -- sorry; yes —-- finished on 29 July, which
is also, if we go to 6501, not shown on your chart,
largely because it was a Saturday.

e

The concreting we can see on that stitch joint did not
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take place until sometime later, on 9 September. Do you
see that?

Yes.

And so, on one view, the rebar inspection presumably
could have taken place anywhen between 29 July, or

30 July, perhaps, and 8 September?

Yes.

So, Ms Kang, do you have any recollection at all of
carrying out the rebar inspection on that internal

stitch joint between those dates?
FTENZR -

Do you positively say that you didn't inspect that

stitch joint, the rebar in that stitch joint?
HEEUTEcoT eI 2RI » a5 H 55k - HE& %
try my bestffirecall my memoryMHfEX:R » EEHMEGREEE A
UEEAS o RUB AT AN B - HEHH{&Fkwitness statement AHI#IE
B Wb frebar inspection®fpracticefRUEIES - TE
[FChrisi » —feE - AT GEE M - BHETREE % -
usually#i&send#&H{iiWhatsApp message » HiakIBEYEE L EREH -
Ws(EWwhatsApp group AHEE @ A (ErecordFfEConE team[EHHI0W
KL > P AL A RS (- FE e H I Z IR E AT HUAYE(E rebar
inspection » FTDIEEIE CFHERYE » BHRVEMTRIE] © MTREFR
ME{EEYEESIOW Victor TungibB@{EVEiF%WhatsApp messagell -

Fhcheckli{EffWhatsApp message > FtRIER|FRIGIER(E BEFHRA

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 30
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 12

sendf i inessage B - ARDIIRIBREE » W base onffiifimessage >
FRUE ] LU RE F L (A0 18] 31 5 Fep A e, =
All right.

With regard to the NSL 1111/1112 stitch joint,
that's the interface stitch joint, we can see that the
rebar, from our sheet at number 51, was carried out on
5 and 6 July.

% -

If we look at 6499, in the other file, in B9, we can see
that you were at least present on site on 5, 6 and

7 July; do you see that?

BEZ AR T -

Yes. Again, Ms Kang, thinking back, do you have any
recollection at all of carrying out the rebar inspection

at that interface stitch joint?

WEAESLRS - ARIEERH DD SRR A ERMENA--Fifk1112
AEEMAL BB AEE - ANAT » NFAFESESATE > FRUCHE(E tunnel
structure > PHFHEcooling tower » transformer room »
utilities » BLAFZWHAEIGEL - (R H G EKrecallF®FE—(HexactB
L ERATTRBEEIE - HEG » Hiftry my best > FHZRIEFEES -

But, Ms Kang, these stitch joints are very discrete,
particular areas. They are not unique because there are

three of them. But --

-- they are special, they are different to just the
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ordinary run of bays that you would be expecting on
a day-to-day basis. They are different. Does that not
help you to remember whether or not you inspected these

areas?

HEWAREEMEME - Hlistitch joint{ABR—{E4FFFHIEHIIE - 4F
critical@FH{Fspecialllf—{Econstruction detaillfg » ¥k NIE(&
KRS - R 2 I IR BRI (U B T RE E R — (20 metredf

30 metreWfoaylfftg > UEf#lstitch jointIF--HTHFILEMAMY - FEZ
{4 Locat ionREf o IREEAIR—(ELF R AL E - PstiEmH e --
AT TUEE R ZIEREN S - BARSVE(E(LE - (R - TR BUE(E A B -

Right. Just to complete the exercise, Ms Kang --

Mm-hmm.
-- the EWL interface stitch joint -- if we look at our
sheet, the track slab -- it's 58a on our sheet here --

was carried out, the track slab was carried out between
22 January and 24 January, and concreted on the same
day, 24 January, that's 2017. And we can see from
page 6484 in BBY9 that you were present on the site --
1788 -

-- on those dates or on that day. So this time,
obviously it's the EWL stitch joint -- it hasn't got

a roof, it's just in an open trough.

1788 -

Again, any recollection at all of inspecting the rebar

there? 1It's the same answer?
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A. Same answer. {1&°

Q. 1If you are feeling okay, Ms Kang, we'll probably be
breaking in about ten minutes anyway, so you're okay.

A. > thank you: 143§ > okay > thank you-

Q. Could I ask you, please, to be shown a photograph, in
BB14/9505.

A, RFEl-

Q. Ms Kang, this is a photograph we understand to have been
taken by Mr Tony Tang. I understand it was taken on
24 January 2017. And I understand, therefore, that it
was taken at the EWL stitch joint essentially, it
appears to me, after the track slab rebar had been
completed. Do you see that?

A, BEE-

Q. First of all, Ms Kang, do you know which is Gammon's
side and which is Leighton's side?

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: That's my question.

A, REEFMEVE(ERE(E A EHA take I - fTlIFk#E cannot say °

MR PENNICOTT: Right. Having shown you this photograph,
Ms Kang, does it jog your memory as to perhaps whether
you saw and inspected this area back in or on 24 January

20172
A, REMARERCHS o BEVER 0 2017451 H 24570e lE H - - B 2 S HEAL
[FI R fRORET A R 2

Q. Maybe they were, Ms Kang, but the problem we have is
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this. Mr Chris Chan is quite clear in his own mind that
he did not carry out the inspection of any of the stitch
joints, although there is some contrary evidence from
Leighton which perhaps contradicts that. You can't
remember whether you inspected the stitch joints.

I understand Mr Tony Tang's evidence is that he didn't
inspect the rebar of the stitch joints but he does
accept that he did the pre-pour checks.

And so we are left wondering who amongst the MTRC's
personnel, if anyone, inspected these three stitch
joints. That is our problem, Ms Kang, and that's why
I'm asking you these questions.

HHH » BHH > thank you°
Okay.

Ms Kang, can I ask you, please, to be taken to the
exhibit to your witness statement. That's at BB14/9468.
Yes.

This is exhibit 1, where you attach a number of WhatsApp
messages. And, as I understand it, those are WhatsApp
messages that you have retrieved with the assistance of
Mr Victor Tung. Is that right?

1785 -

If one, as it were, looks then at page 9473, where
you've scheduled out various areas -- my understanding
is, just trying to piece them all together, that the

first one, the first WhatsApp message, relates to
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number 5, 28 October?

Yes.

The next one relates to the first of -- is it

18 November, you see on the right-hand side, before
94717

For bay 6 and 7 --

Yes.

—-- should be 13 November.

I see. Beg your pardon, yes. Which is the other one,
it's either the 1st or the 18th-?

HAMNEZTHE{E18th November » bay 2 °

Right, so it's the 18th. Yes.

So, Ms Kang, with regard to -- so we can get three
WhatsApp messages that tie into numbers 5, 7 and 8 on
the schedule. 1I've had some difficulty understanding
where the other areas actually are.

Let's just take you one at random -- the second one,
9 September; do you see that?
9H 95k - BHE -

It says: "MTR Kappa: rebar of sp4 was inspected.
Targeted to pour on Monday."

Do you recall where that is?
"spd4" means sump pit 4. FWEEHGKEEVEEAEWLE(HNSL—{E
sump pit-e

NSL sump pit, okay, all right.
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CHAIRMAN: Sorry --

RIEEIE(AEWLE(ANSL » I need to check the drawing because

my memory. But it's a sump pit for the tunnel structure.

MR PENNICOTT: All right. Then one we were particularly

puzzled by was number 4, 6 October, where it says, "MTR
Kappa: rebar at bay 9 and 10", because we haven't
managed to find anywhere that has a bay 9 and 10, but we
are ready to be corrected.
FRHfE > EZ{ANFARL{ANorth Fan Area ® North Fan Areaif{4HHS
HEME(EAE=APALERL > Anoise enclosurel}firE » EZHATEAE
fuEScAbay 9[FEHbay 100 -
Right, so that would be in the NFA?
1788 -
Understood. Thank you very much.

And I imagine that number 6 is the same location as
number 2 but a different aspect of the work. This was
a wall this time.
%> it’s a walle
All right.

So, as I understand it, Ms Kang, what you've done
here is you've, with Mr Tung's assistance, or the
assistance of his phone, tried to list out every message

where you can see that your name appears and you were

involved?

5 > 1788 -
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MR PENNICOTT: Understood. Okay.

Sir, I am happy to say that I have finished, so

perhaps we could have a break now.
CHATRMAN: Yes. How long would you —--
MR PENNICOTT: 15 minutes is okay.
CHAIRMAN: Good. A 15-minute break.

Ms Kang, when you are giving your evidence and we
have these breaks, you are not entitled to discuss your
evidence with anybody else during those breaks; okay?

WITNESS: Okay. No problem.
CHATIRMAN: Thank you.
WITNESS: Thank you.
(11.27 am)
(A short adjournment)
(11.49 am)
Cross—-examination by MR TSOI
MR TSOI: Ms Kang, I act for Wing & Kwong, the rebar fixing
sub-contractors. I have a few questions for you.

Can I just turn your mind back to one of the answers
that you gave this morning, in relation to the issue of
routine inspection carried out by yourself. I think
your answer was you would do two or three times a week
of these routine inspections on the site. Is that
right?

A. At least.

Q. At least two or three times.
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Now, in relation to the coupler connection, you said
this: that we would not look in particular about the
coupler connection. Can I ask you about that answer.
You obviously know that the Leighton engineer would
carry out daily routine inspection; is that right?

TS TAZATERL i H # R AR R, -

Right, and they would carry out a daily routine
inspection?

BAEH - R AISEEETARZED -

So if there was any issue in relation to coupler
connection, would you expect the Leighton engineer to
inform you about it?

°

So perhaps is that why you would not concentrate in
particular on the coupler connection on your own routine
inspection, perhaps because you would rely on the

Leighton engineer to inspect those things?

IRt AR AR (ST TAZED - st react I H CHirole KBRI R
A ERI o

Right, but in relation to coupler connection, is it the
case that because if there was a problem you would
expect the Leighton engineer, in terms of any problems
with the coupler connection, to inform you, so when you
did your own routine inspection you won't look in

particular at the coupler connection? Is that a fair
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b=

way to put it?

WAHE TR B REEprojectBEA - GEFFIARTE - G -
EH(AMTREfengineer. . .

Right.

. BCEEIEE RIG T e ng i nee r BRE HAM ] AER (A

Right.

Next I want to ask you about your interaction with
the Leighton engineers in situations where you will be
requested via mobile phone, I think, to conduct a rebar
fixing check, but when there's no RISC form; right? So
that's the particular situation I want to ask you about.

So in terms of procedure, you would receive a phone

call from a Leighton engineer?

AL > AIRFTRISC form » —fEMAUCEIE S -

Right. And in that situation, after you receive the
call, you said you would inform Chris Chan?

1188 -

And then you yourself would attend the rebar fixing
hold-point inspection?

WG IR R E G engineer — A fifhold-point
inspectionMf o

So I want to ask you about that. So in terms of the
rebar fixing check, is it only you from MTR or is it you

and an inspector of works from MTR who would jointly

conduct the rebar fixing check?

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

38
Day 12



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 39

the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 12
A, —IREEE - MEZ(GIR - B - fSiHEengineer > HIAEEIRE Chris—7%

W o AOSRERBER A AR S - — A R ME(E inspection] -
And if you did conduct the rebar fixing check with

an inspector of works, who would that normally be?
il hIoWst (A Tony TangWf > FECHEH > #--HAhsTowskE
ATOWHEL A& -

So this is the rebar fixing check, not the pre-pour
check?

% 785 > F785 - BAERN -

Now, it's no criticism against you whatsoever, but it's
just that Mr Tang has said in his witness statement that
he did not conduct rebar fixing checks in relation to at
least the three stitch joints and the shunt neck joint.
So obviously, if it were the case that you did inspect
them, you didn't inspect it with him?

i FiEEwitness statement{fhahll ={EA BEFTT--EFHK
InspectionWIfREFEE % - {Efhgeneral ik - (EAVAREEEEL > Eik
BB AE (B A mRfR i = (87 B A5 Rt -

Will there be situations where, when MTR is requested to
conduct a rebar fixing hold-point check, that only one
representative of MTR would be present? So let's say
the construction engineer I or construction engineer II,
like yourself, or an inspector of works, but just one

representative from MTR; would there be situations like

that?
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A, HVAWL o NREFS - - AR EZ (T RE B A Htiwor ks B flL > H ik

IEAS IRz - EAEEE C—E A L FEE i eng inee rBHEHFHEL -
Then can I pinpoint on that type of situation. So one
would -- a construction engineer like yourself would
receive a call from a Leighton engineer, and then if
there's no one else that could accompany you from MTR,
then you would go and inspect the rebar fixing works at
the hold point?

ARG -

Now, we know that your practice is, after you have
conducted a rebar hold-point inspection, you would take
a picture of it and then you would WhatsApp it to

a group in MTR to say that you've inspected the works.
Is that your practice?

% IB—EsE L - (Hff(Enessage@ sendH KK -

Did everyone from MTR who conducted rebar fixing
hold-point check do the same thing, or it's not
necessarily the case?

HE G —E L - EAREEA Riflmessage from Tony®f -

So can I just get this right, that there would be
situations where although an MTR representative may have
conducted a rebar fixing hold-point check, he does not
in fact necessarily have to send a WhatsApp to other
members of MTR to confirm that he has conducted the

check? There might be a situation like that?
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A. TE{EGKREpractice » @sendfiWhatsappHZ » FEH L Mpractice >

HoA A\ BEE—E L -

After the hold-point inspection for the rebar, we
understand that some further works will be CAFrried out
at the location and then there will be what we call

a pre-pour hold-point check. Now, you yourself did not
conduct the pre-pour hold-point check; is that right?
{Réfipre-pour check?

Yes.

WEE - HERY 0 TEEE (G duty

As you understand the situation, is it the case that

a Leighton engineer would sometimes call up the MTR
inspector of works to conduct this pre-pour check?
AJREAIR Effrdetail » {RERIE [ inspector &AM -

What I'm trying to understand, Ms Kang, is that could
there be a situation where a Leighton engineer would
call an inspector of works from MTR to conduct

a pre-pour check, when the inspector of works has not
been informed whether there had been a rebar fixing
check completed already? That's the situation I'm

trying to drive at. Could there be such a situation?
HER R URAE BRI - [FIT- - IRIESRIT AR - R 2 -
EARIF20E o R E 75 - BE5EE 0 W Racceptablelf
condition » (EMAILFEEEGEN - [E#lwell knownfi A VE(ERR AEAI

Z1% > &, sendffimessage i > FLEAKHEIE » Fisupposeft L&
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e BET AT 0 MaBESR > BTEIChr i s3I - MISRTR > 1% AT EESHE A
AR RIELE eSS - R IERZ AN RISE R ER A - (AEF - DE(E (P g -

I thank you for that answer. It's very clear to us what
your practice it.

Yes.

I've got no question or quarrel with your practice.

e

Because we have a situation here where Mr Tony Tang
confirmed that he did the pre-pour hold-point checks for
the three stitch joints and the shunt neck joint, but he
did not conduct the rebar fixing hold-point check for
those locations. So we now have a situation, as
confirmed in his evidence, that there may not be

an inspector of works who conducted the rebar fixing
check, you see. So I want to ask you about those kinds
of situation.

Now, because we know from the Leighton side, most
likely it is going to be the same Leighton engineer who
conducts the rebar fixing hold-point check, and it's the
same engineer who would then conduct a pre-pour check,

you see.

Rt s rebar inspection[d@flpre-pour checkfSiEEN G—{E A
==

From the Leighton side, yes.

PROR—(EE ? (% > MRkt - (A—{E -
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Q.

I can tell you that's been confirmed, for example, by
Mr Henry Lai who said that he did the rebar fixing
hold-point check and also the pre-pour check.

#--H1H > okay °

So the situation I'm trying to explore is whether it's
a possibility -- because of course the MTR pre-pour
check individual, the individual from MTR who's
responsible for the pre-pour check, he may rely on
information being passed to him by the Leighton

engineer, you see.

WIEFEE - TG EEE checkiE B AR E (A BEEE - /RIS
ERGEIH ARG T2 AT A E NP TE ?

No, not quite. Perhaps you should wait for the

question. Sorry, that was my fault; it's completely my
fault.
The situation I'm trying to explore is -- because

the Leighton engineer would sometimes directly contact
the inspector of works to do a pre-pour check, and it
happened in this case, could it be the case that the
Leighton engineer would call up the inspector of works
of MTR, no fault of MTR's, right, but the Leighton
engineer says, "It's ready for a pre-pour check",
without the inspector of works actually knowing or
confirming that the rebar fixing check has been
completed satisfactorily. Could there be a situation

like that? ©Not the fault of MTR or your own, but
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because of the request from the Leighton engineer.

A. Sorry: WHAD/DIBEH » FAREE EAISTHEE CAZE B R ToWnY . . .

Q. Yes.

A, IREGEFIEEE > EgEFRION  (GFEEE - ToWgIESIENEERA
Bhoess - LTASEE T > KA AZpre-pour checki&AFRM], ?

Q. Not right. Can I clarify that?

A. NIELE > F-- yes, I listened the English...

Q. No, sorry. Okay, it's my fault.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: We need gaps so we can get --

MR TSOI: I'm so sorry, I'm having a conversation with the
witness. I shouldn't do.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: You are, yes.

MR TSOI: I'm so sorry.

MR SHIEH: I thought the witness has not misunderstood, but
anyway

MR TSOI: Maybe I misunderstood myself which is usually the
case. Okay.

In a situation where the Leighton engineer calls up
the inspector of works directly for a pre-pour check --

A. Yes.

Q. ~—-- because the Leighton engineer supposedly had already
conducted the rebar fixing check -- we know that because
it's the same engineer --

A. Okay.

Q. -—- 1is it not natural that the Leighton engineer, when
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asking for a pre-pour check, to tell the inspector of
works, "The rebar fixing check is done, you can now come
for a pre-pour check"? Because it's the same engineer
from the Leighton side.

Yes.

So that would be normal, because you can't ask for

a pre-pour check unless you have done the rebar fixing
check?

Yes, but the IOW, the inspector of works, should be
well known whether the rebar inspection was carried

out or not, to carry out. Then he can carry out

the next step of the works.

Exactly. So, if the Leighton engineer who conducted the
rebar fixing check calls the inspector of works and
says, "We have done the rebar fixing check, it's now
done, you can now come and do the pre-pour check",
that's possible, isn't it?

Yes. He can contact him directly, of course.

Right. That's what I'm getting at. Then the inspector
of works would go and do the pre-pour check; that's
normal?

Yes.

Right. So, in fact, it could be the case, it's
possible, not that it happened all the time, it's
possible, that the inspector of works took the word of

the Leighton engineer to say that the rebar fixing check
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has been done, and then he then goes on to do the
pre-pour check?

It's possible?

Possible? {RBKAWEMEAJRENE » (RDKLF ?

Again, I wish to emphasise, I'm not putting fault on MTR
whatsoever. But it's possible?

But the IOW has a responsibility -- have the duty to
check whether the rebar inspection had been carried out
or not.

Yes.

Yes.

But he can check that with the Leighton engineer.

And also -- he should check with MTR engineer or other
inspector of works.

Yes, in the normal situation, in a perfect world he
should, but he could also just believe the Leighton
engineer; is that right?

I can't comment.

It's all right. As I say, I'm just trying to explore
the situation, the possibilities, without any fault on
MTR whatsoever. Right.

In terms of situations where there is no RISC form
request but there's a request for inspection, would you
say that MTR, to a certain extent, would rely on the
Leighton engineer in relation to the information about

works? So, for example, the rebar fixing is ready or
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the pre-pour check is now ready to be conducted?

A.  HEEeR KAERMEYHATull-tine on sitel} > (B H&send
4% - Wlffiprogress photolfflfi{EWhatsApp group » &HANGHE
daily summary of daily progress ® A#FH > Hsummary ° A HHI
bullet point » HEBEEST —{E Awell knownWf{fprogress of
worksHf » MEIRISEE » FeIEEH Jepends onfalHengineer{&ifEH
progressEEHEHIKRE A& F L E Estage -

Q. Perhaps as a final question: if those responsible in MTR
conducted the rebar fixing checks at the three stitch
joints and the shunt neck joint, would one expect there
to be photographic evidence sent by those individuals to
an MTR group, to confirm that they have completed the

rebar fixing check in those locations?

A, BRSuHEEAIR A GErebar inspection@E g sendl— (&l for
recordif - WE(ERL(hFkfpracticel » HAth NEBLHUTTIENE - - Efha—1H
practicelffHEfl -

Q. So there may be no evidence that they did in fact

conduct the rebar fixing check?

A, FTEEHE - FTLAUE(E AR APt AR - - B DARE S AR AR B
FHEME record -

MR TSOI: That's all the questions I want to ask. Thank you
very much.

WITNESS: Thank you.

MR SHIEH: Mr Chairman, in the normal course of events it

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

47
Day 12



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 48
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 12

should be our turn, but in view of the way the
government has put some of its questions, I don't want
to say "no questions" now, only for me to ask to reopen,
so can I ask to decide after I have heard the

government's questions?

CHAIRMAN: I can certainly see that. That's seeking to save

time, as opposed to gain a tactical advantage. There's
no tactical advantage in the Commission of Inquiry as
such. It's not an adversarial contest.

Yes, are you happy to proceed now?

MS PANG: Yes, I don't mind going first.

CHAIRMAN: Good.

Cross-examination by MS PANG

MS PANG: Good afternoon, Ms Kang.

A.

Q.

Good afternoon.

My name is Ellen Pang and I represent the government.
I have a couple of questions I would like to explore
with you.

First of all, just for my benefit, I would like to
understand a bit more about your duties as an engineer.
You mentioned earlier that you would conduct routine
inspection and we know that you also carried out
hold-point inspection for the rebars, and we know that
you attend interface meetings. So is that all that you
would need to cover as an engineer, or are there also

other works that you would need to do as an engineer?
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A.

As an engineer, we need to make sure that

the construction project deliver within -- to meet the
programme. Sorry. {4 HBtEIE(EEE {%deliver{fiprojectt] -
Femt LI R B it (4 make sure construction--#IHEFK{%
constructionlg » Ffaccording--§ilf4¥HiG5Etin accordance with
many regulations ® according with approve plans * drawings
[EHE A make sure{fifitfffsafety ~ environmental * compliance >
TP AT S UEEEE - R0 - EEEfduties -

That's a lot to do. Would you say that hold-point
inspection or conducting hold-point inspection is

a matter that you would normally prioritise, because if
you don't do the hold-point inspection then it might

affect the progress, so would that normally take

priority over other work?
PG LB oW IEE 2 B2 (530K Eprioritise » PEEFLIE
IHHERSHIET - R IRA i il gk i ca 115 » Zff{rebar inspection -
{RATREE HEEduties » HHAMImeetings » {RENEAHFENRFEHAL
B EEEEHEEMUEErebar inspectionlf - MG ek G R HAM A
(I S rebar inspectionlf o

I understand. Perhaps one last question on this topic.

Would you say that conducting rebar inspection is a main

part of your duties?
e dmiduty » AOKESEETY ? #i s —(HEZEE duty -

Thank you. Ms Kang, have you ever attended any training
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sessions given by BOSA?

T2 A ERE A BOSAEftraining ©

If I remember correctly, you joined MTR as a graduate
engineer; right? I'm just wondering who gave you
instruction or who told you how to conduct inspection of
the connection between rebar and couplers?

TTANZEEIK -

To you, what would be a proper connection between

a rebar and a coupler, or how would you determine if

a rebar has been properly connected to a coupler?
WIS (ERF 2 > IREE(5R2016 ~ 17z - A TUEMEknowledgeAAIfE
coupler®Fihrebar 4Bt B Bsproperly connected °

So is it the case that when you conduct hold-point
inspection for rebar works, you would only focus on
spacing, number of rebars, et cetera, but you would not
check that a rebar has been fully screwed into

a coupler? Is it the case? Or perhaps it might be
easier if you tell us what you would look for when you

are conducting a hold-point inspection for rebar.

Rebar inspectionBiG e EipmyEl 2 mitaEHZupdatefworking
drawing®i#F{&llconstruction drawings @ #fmake sure{BE¥RIGI
bar size »bar diameter » bar spacing : length spacing - lap
lengthffalign with construction drawings > We{E L {ZEEHEELE o

So is it right to say that you would not focus

particularly on the connection between a rebar and
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A.

a coupler? That would not be your focus?

% FEEE--Egenerallf MEATTEGHE 7  (HAE G hdetail
M % checkf o

I see.

From the evidence we have just heard, it appears
that there are, if I can say, three candidates who may
conduct rebar inspection for the stitch joints and also
the shunt neck joint: Chris Chan, yourself and Mr Tony
Tang. Is that right?

FAH{EConE team[dHinspector teamffA]LIHEL » ConE teamif
ffEChris ~ FR[EHIEBEfsenior construction manager ° §tf4a--
senior construction engineer Joe TsangW®f » #1REHteam
MARE - HRFEEAE R Kenneth Kong ? MEf&Victor Tung » TK
HTony Tang i FEATOWRER A « B » Ha(GuyAaRL AN, -

So all of these people may have conducted hold-point
inspection for rebar?

% 788 -

I would like to focus on Tony Tang. Do you recall that
I think my learned friend Mr Tsoi has asked you whether
Mr Tony Tang was involved in the hold-point inspection
for rebars, and your answer to him was he was involved
in the rebar inspection. Do you recall that exchange?
B > G -

I'd just like to clarify, if you can recall, which area

Mr Tony Tang was responsible for insofar as rebar
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inspection is concerned. I ask you this because Mr Tony
Tang mentioned in his witness statement that he was only
responsible for rebar inspection for the NFA area but
not the other areas for the NAT. So I'd like to see if

you can help us on that.

HEKRE G speci fy[E——-—{E@ZBENFAS ENATEE HEutilities

WESRIEL - (AT E B AR (RIA R 1 1 1 2FEE 2 P > BN (A ] DLL 0L -

A HiB{EWhat sApp message sendlfMi{EWhatsApp group @ i
BRI EEE A B - (HARIEC A Eexactflocation ¢

So you can only say that you have a general impression
that he was involved in the rebar inspection, but you
cannot say whether he has been involved in a particular

area or not?

AJRE--BUERIHER - R EsfsFprepareffiwitness statementIEHF{E -
E A --FESCE IS A What sApp messagefsfromifi{Evictor
TunglffWhatsApp grouplEEREL » anE{EWhatsApp grouplIERIER
ZHIEVAEETony TangH sendiEF{IUMHEA inspecti@iE(E A EEY -
AlREE Fcheck#{Hexact -~ IREHGE(E i BB - FIRE g Hcheckd -

I see. So moving on to how a hold-point inspection is
actually carried out -- I would like to focus on the
communication within the ConE team and between the ConE
team and also the IOWs. You recall telling us earlier
that sometimes you would receive a phone call directly

from Leighton engineer about rebar inspection; that's

correct, right?
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A.

Q.

(Nodded head) .

And we have also heard from Mr Chan yesterday that
sometimes he would receive a phone call, and if he's
unavailable then he would delegate to you. As far as
you're aware, that happens as well; is that right?

BN RIER IR - P& B B (RBR S -

Would there be a situation where a Leighton engineer
contacts an IOW directly for rebar inspection? I'm
talking about rebar inspection.

WEfE PSS 4 S iE & H R E L - FTRE » VB2 che c k& (S TH TAZA

HIT BRI A B, -

Is it fair to say that there is no fixed point of
contact on the part of MTR for rebar inspection? So
sometimes it might be Chris, it might be you, and
possibly IOW?

1188 -

After you finish conducting rebar inspection, if there
is no RISC form, how would you record the result of the
inspection? For example, pass or fail, and on some
occasions you might have some notes to add; where would

you record that information?

R AR SEadH A > M) & send @ (EWhat sApplifElgroup i -
HEHE--HEEH O E cake HWMHEEL - SLE - - WRZZEEM - A
H{AM S (Er AR EmR (E A E - ATRE- - IR AR B 24 (G PR el s — M H

B - E T HIMETRIRERS - YE(Efhacceptablel] -
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Q.

Right. That's helpful.

Can I ask you to had take a look at one of your
paragraphs in your witness statement at BB9465,
paragraph 11. We have looked at this with Mr Chris Chan
yesterday, so you might have an impression. The last
sentence on this page:

"After I conducted a rebar fixing hold-point
inspection, I would usually inform the ConE team or
inspectors of works, or both, by way of a WhatsApp
message, or orally in person or telephone call."

Now, first of all focusing on the means of
communication, do you agree that while you may send
a WhatsApp message reporting on the results of the
inspection, sometimes you may —-- or you may not do so
for every single occasion; there would be occasions
where you only reported orally or in person?

1188 -

And here you say you usually inform the ConE team or
inspector of works. So am I right in saying that you
would not notify everybody on every single occasion, so
there would be occasions when you only notified the ConE
team, not the inspector of works? It is possible, is
it?

WRHrWhatsApp groupkisk » fEZConE team[FE I EHEEHSH] -

HATTENER R R G R e —(EpartyBEIE ? N AsfEpracticedf{l
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BESCEIEE - &5 Chris » ChrisHU{AAIEL > BIECH &R -
WEE 7 0RE - BT S RIS, -

Hficasesh » AIREA —part » IEHIW - B E G T{EEHEEEE
HE -
Perhaps I will ask this. Can you rule out the
possibility that there would be a situation where you've

only informed the ConE team but perhaps not the IOW?
Could that happen?

AR R TIE SR, -

Would you accept that, in that situation, how does MTR
ensure that every single area has been inspected either
by ConE or IOW or both? If you would not -- or you may
not communicate with each other on every single
occasion, then is there a mechanism, or how can MTR
ensure that every single area has in fact been
inspected?

PAHSUEE 8 — A RS ETR KA A, - (IR B AIREEIAS A 155 > 5L
f#ConE teamil - [EAERIHER - (EEHEMRZEHEQRGIRGHE P8 T
TEEREf formwor kR E(EME K A filpre-pour checkBiiis - (EREZEL
HUEEEE L ver i fyGRPREAIE[EI B R HUfrebar inspection @ St@

SEM TG -

CHAIRMAN: I think the gquestion may be how would they

verify.

PEMTR ConE team@BiffEEEl > IE{fimessage pass--Is this your
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question?

CHAIRMAN: ©No. You have said, I think, "Now, the inspectors

would be on site, and when they are requested to do

a pre-pour check, they would have to verify whether

a rebar hold-point check had already taken place." So
they receive a request, "Can we do a pre-pour check?"
They need to make sure that there has already been

a hold-point rebar check. Question: how do they check

that out?

EHENR K sendffWhatsApp > {ERJAENAWhat sApp AT 4L 2
frEffU#Arebar inspection » WHERIEEEMmessage » BT LT
{EEEEEFConE team] » B HEHWHAAIAE —({EHoffice » [EHMFZ A
LE Rt - wEE T IRE T EEATEE inspect ionl ? (B CAREEE AR

WENE o M —(E 4R B communi cation B ELAXA] DUMEIVEE SR

CHAIRMAN: Could I ask this: was it then part of the

A.

inevitable procedure that if a request like this was
received for the pre-pour check, that the inspector of
works would always go back to the MTR ConE team and say,
"Can you confirm that the rebar inspection has already

taken place"?

MRHEEAERMEEFHATT inspecti - [ERtiERx EUHE L -

CHAIRMAN: But there's nothing built into the system that

says they must do that?

A. HAH{Eprocedure wiser[FERLTTRSIHILEL -
CHAIRMAN: So somebody comes along -- I'm just wondering if
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people may just assume that if they are asked to do
a pre-pour check, then there must have been a rebar
check earlier?

A, AR ME(EE e S G IR EREL -

CHAIRMAN: All right.

MS PANG: Ms Kang, if there is a RISC form, then the IOW
would be able to tell from the RISC form that rebar
inspection has been completed so he need not check with
you separately; is that correct?

A, EMHEE > FERISC formfhon timelMizE - FAHEHLAILAcheck{FEIE] -

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, could I just ask one question. You have
to forgive me asking this because I'm not an engineer,
but some major projects which require teams of people to
operate, in the command centre, if I can call it that,
they might often have a big chart up on the wall where
everybody could go to the chart and you would see, you
know, "Bay 20: delay" or something; "Bay 21: hold-point
check on rebars confirmed on the 15th", a ready source
of visual reckoning. Anything like that in your offices
there? Because you shared offices with Leighton.

A, HECEFHTER o

CHATRMAN: Thank you.

MS PANG: To follow up on my earlier question -- so, if
there is no RISC form or if a RISC form is not submitted
on time, then you said you would expect the IOW to check

with the ConE team. You've told us earlier --
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basically, you have given us a list of people who might
be responsible for conducting rebar inspection. So you
are expecting the IOW to go through the list and check
with each of them to see if a rebar inspection has been
conducted? Is that what you are saying?

PR R G A R B RIS B2 Ml (R 28 o bR oa y B 7T i rebar
inspection - (EREEZZEHE L check » veri fylfi{EbayRPKE AR
inspectiEmEf o

Ms Kang, would you accept that in an ideal world where
RISC forms are submitted on time, then the IOW need not
do that? That you would agree with me. So presumably
there would have been nothing built into MTR's system to
require an IOW to check with the ConE team separately
before a pre-pour check, it's not a specific requirement

in PIMS; would you agree with that?

WEETTEEFF Hdetail check FMHE{EMEEME{EPIMSE & ffgeneral
specificationBFTVE({EZKEL - R AVE(E{GE I responsibility »
FRUBENERS RA R (SRR - MR B T (4 e -

Do you recall that my learned friend Mr Tsoi asked you
earlier about a situation where an IOW was not involved
in the rebar inspection; do you remember that?

(Nodded head) .

Do you specifically recall situations where Tony Tang or
other IOWs calling you up to ask, "Hi, Kappa, it would

be nice to do a pre-pour check for this area; have you
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already completed the rebar inspection"? Do you recall
those situations?

A, IEVAETEMmemory i - VA EINGUATTERL T Fover i £y} - IREER(HIK
TonyE & (h—{Especi £y {E AL - FRERECHEEL - (E(AIRABCEEEI
e -

CHAIRMAN: You remember that, do you?

A, o WECEATRWESE » HARIECSHEE AT IREL -

MS PANG: So presumably for those areas you have not sent
a WhatsApp message to the group and that's why the IOW
needs to check with you; right?

A, BMHEGEBEAGESEECE - EEverifylf -

Q. Right. Ms Kang, if you had sent a WhatsApp message to
the group, and I assume the group would also include
IOWs; right?

A. (Nodded head) .

Q. If you had sent a message, then presumably they would
know you had inspected; right?

A. (Witness nodded) .

Q. So my question is, for those situations when they had to
call you separately, would you accept that you did not
send a WhatsApp message informing everyone that you

conducted rebar inspection?
A. Sorry  WIEHKHRELRTE -

Q. Perhaps I can try again. So the WhatsApp group would

include both members from ConE team and the IOW; right?
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A.

Q.

Q.

A.

Yes.

So if you had sent a message to the group saying,

"I have conducted rebar inspection for area A",

et cetera, then the IOW would also be able to see that;
right?

Yes.

And if they had seen that, they need not call you
separately to check who did the rebar inspection for
area A7

Mm-hmm.

Would you agree?

Yes.

MS PANG: I think that's all that I need to ask.

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, just one final question from me. Looking

A.

back on all of this now, it appears to me, as

a non-engineer, that without the RISC forms being filled
out as they should have been prior to hold-point
inspections taking place, once they were no longer
therefore operative, the other methods for checking who
had done inspections and who hadn't were all a bit

casual. Would you agree with that or not?

)|
Gt

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Can I just say it appears to me, as

an engineer, that they were a bit casual.
I have one question for you, Ms Kang. Did you ever

receive training in PIMS?
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A. FERES 5 —(fgraduate engineer AMTRAEJinduction

course forWE(HPIMSEL » (ERHLEAELEE - #ih—EEBEE P -
whad T ORI ATAE AT DAMA i B R FMSI e document | {Bf%fTgo

into details-°

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: So at most you received one hour

A.

training on PIMS?

BAE R BAER -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN: I suspect -- Mr Shieh, is there anything that

arises?

Cross—-examination by MR SHIEH

MR SHIEH: I have one topic to explore with the witness.

Ms Kang, earlier on you remember you were asked
about whether you were in Hong Kong during certain
periods in January 2017. Do you remember?

Yes.

And you referred specifically to an interface meeting
minute that you had reviewed I think before coming to
this hearing and you said someone might have forgotten
to delete your name from the list of attendees on behalf
of MTRC. Do you remember that?

Yes.

Can I ask you to look at that document. It is at BB3,

page 17091.

& HE -
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Q.

I believe that it is this document, this set of minutes,
which Mr Pennicott in front of me was intending to show
to you, which is dated 6 January 2017, which shows your
name. You see your name there, Ms Kang?
Yes, I see.
This is the document you reviewed, correct, which you
say incorrectly shows you were present when in fact you
were not?
Yes.
Thank you. Can I just then cross-check a certain
document with you: BB9/6482.

You remember looking at this document earlier this
morning?
Yes.
Now, this document showed that you were present on site
on 29 December 2016; correct?
Yes.
It showed, again, that you were on site on 9 January
2017; correct?
Yes.
Now, you said that you were in New Zealand on honeymoon
for I think 16 days; correct?
Yes.
Now, there was not 16 days between 29 December and
9 January, so can I perhaps suggest to you that maybe

you had misplaced your -- could it be that you had
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misplaced your 16 days of honeymoon? It's not -- that
period of honeymoon doesn't actually cover 4 or
5 January but covered maybe a later period in January?
Could that be the case?

A. I need to check. I remember it's during Christmas to
early January.

Q. Right, no, because -- we can count, but --

A. Yes.

Q. But anyway

A. I am also

MR SHIEH: I have no further questions for you, Ms Kang.
Thank you very much.

WITNESS: Thank you.

MR BOULDING: I have no further questions. Thank you very
much, Ms Kang.

Sir, I don't know whether you've got any further

questions, or Professor?

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: No.

CHAIRMAN: No. Thank you very much. Your evidence is
completed now. Thank you for your assistance.

WITNESS: Thank you so much.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you. You can leave now.

(The witness was released)
MR BOULDING: My next witness, sir, is Mr Tony Tang.
MR TANG SIU HANG, TONY (affirmed in Cantonese)

Examination-in-chief by MR BOULDING
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Q. Good afternoon, Mr Tang.

A. Yes.

Q. I assume you are going to give your evidence in
Cantonese?

A, fmRo T

Q. You have produced two witness statements for the
assistance of the learned Commissioners in this Inquiry.
Please can we go to the first statement which is at
bundle BB1/121.

There do we see the first page of your first
statement, Mr Tang?

A. fkoe

Q. Then if we can go on to page BB138, there do we see your
signature under the date of 2 May 20197

A, f&o IEHE -

Q. Then if we could go back, please, to page 121. We see,
do we not, in paragraph 1, that you tell the learned
Commissioners that you are an inspector of works on the
SCL project; correct?

A.  IFHE -

Q. Then in paragraph 3 you give, do you not, a potted
history of your career with the MTR from when you joined
in 2010 through to the current time?

A, fmRoTEE

Q. Then if we can look at your supplemental statement,
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please, and if we can go for that purpose to BB14/9495.
There do we see the first page of your supplemental
witness statement, Mr Tang?

1ERE

Then if we go on to the second page of that document,
9496, do we see your signature under the date of 3 June

20197
T ©

I'm right in thinking, am I not, that in that
supplemental statement you qualify the evidence set out
in your first statement so far as what you say could be
seen in various photographs to which you refer? Does
that summarise what you do?
% 788 -
Now, subject to those qualifications, do you confirm
that the contents of those statements are true to the
best of your knowledge and belief?
TERIEHE -
I just want to ask you one further question, and that is
by reference to the MTR organisation chart. We'll find
that at B2/582.

If you look in the top left-hand corner, you can
see, can you not, that this is the organisation chart

for MTR as of at January 2017; do you see that?

W] -
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Q.

A.

Then if you look at the top, you will see Michael Fu at
the very top as construction manager, but just come
down. If you follow that line down, do we there see
your face, a photograph of your face? I think you're
the fifth photograph down; is that you, Mr Tang-?

% BEE] -

And do we understand from your evidence that you report
to the senior inspector of works who at that time was

a Mr Kenneth Kong?
TEHE

Thank you. I have no further questions for you at this
stage, but Mr Pennicott, who is the counsel to the
Commission of Inquiry, will ask you some questions
first. Then there are various other lawyers in the room
who have the opportunity to ask you questions.

Prof Hansford and the Commissioner can ask you questions
at any time. Then it might be that I'll have some
further questions for you in due course. Do you

understand that?

HE -

MR BOULDING: Please sit there and listen carefully to the

questions.

Examination by MR PENNICOTT

MR PENNICOTT: Mr Tang, good afternoon.

A.

FL ARG
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Q.

As Mr Boulding has indicated, my name is Ian Pennicott,
I'm one of the counsel to the Commission; I'm going to
ask you some questions. First of all, thank you very
much for coming along to give evidence to the Commission
today.

Mr Tang, as I understand it, you were an inspector
of works on the SCL project, and on contract 1112, from
June 2013 right up to date; is that right?

IEHE

A period of some, now, six years. And since around
September/October 2013, you have been responsible
primarily for the NAT area but also the NFA; is that
right?

B IR RAEZ A E s ta temen t #GHYE - JEZIERE -

Right. And I think also you say in your statement that
you've had, since about April 2018, some involvement
with the HHS area?

IEHE -

And I imagine, by the time you arrived in the HHS area
in April 2018, essentially all the civils work had
finished; is that right?

KRBT HRTERL °

Right. ©Now, can we just understand this point, Mr Tang.
My understanding is that your evidence is that you were

not involved in the formal rebar fixing inspections in
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the NAT area, including the three stitch joints and the
shunt neck joint. Is that correct?

YIENATEFEWL[EHENSL > & ©

Right. But you say in I think your second witness
statement you had some limited involvement in formal
rebar fixing inspections in the NFA. Is that correct?

Have I understood that correctly?
TEHE -

So that we understand it, what was your limited
involvement in the formal rebar inspections in the NFA?
What part did you play?
HERTEHGERM engineer KA T HRIFHEEL - EAUNRAR--HN
IHENS LEL B EWLIERRHiE - Pt & - - A SR K - iy 2
progressiEH > AT LI EHFTVEEFE 7] LAREE—AM - BIfREL -3
R E AR - N RASE M —(E rebarfhold-point
inspection  (h—M4HEFEREstructure » IREMUFZHIFR] - (RIH -
Right. My understanding is, from your evidence, that so
far as the NAT areas are concerned, including the stitch
joints, your expectation was that the formal hold-point

inspections of the rebar would be carried out by one of
the engineering team. Is that right?

1186 °

Right. That might be a ConE I or a ConE II; is that
right?

1186 -
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Q.

Okay. As you tell us in your witness statement, you --
and I'm focusing on the NAT area generally at the
moment, Mr Tang -- conducted routine daily surveillance
on site, and you tell us what aspects of the work that
you focused on. That's the general works being
constructed, general progress, general site management,
and safety; those are the matters that you focused on?
1188 -

What you did do during the course of your site
surveillance, Mr Tang, was take lots of photographs. Is
that right?

e

Right. 1Indeed, a bundle that we have in the hearing,
BB10, has 594 of your photographs, or something of that
order, practically a whole file full of photographs. We
are going to be looking at some other photographs in

a moment.

Okay » #f °

But, as a general point, Mr Tang, what was the purpose
of taking all of these photographs? Were you required
to do that? Did you do it as a matter of interest?

What was your purpose in taking all these photographs?
HEMESRIER—EE - BE R TE ST T{EE g -
FLRIE S H R A 7T — UL - — (RBRE AR (AT IE R - TR

FERIRRE » FrDAIRE - -F routinelffinspection » FE—--IK T
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—HEM L RTINS - BT S E A A -

Right. Were these photographs taken on principally your

mobile phone or did you have a special camera, or what
did you use?
HE R A E CREF--E- -5 > Gk > B ORI > 5
BERAVE Y - - BIMARIGIE [ - P88 Ve I ER i E AL AN ERES A -
P& HAR RyWnat sAppELE G S - FTLATRPR Ry OB AE T - e 2 it AR Ieg oty -
Wi S - -8 (4 - FVETHERZE -
Okay. I understand. And am I right in thinking that
all or at least most of those photographs would be
uploaded onto the MTRC server?

L 0 R e

All right. Now, in paragraph 15 of your witness

statement, first witness statement, starting at the very

bottom of page BB1/123, you set out, in a series of
subparagraphs, your evidence in relation to the RISC
form process. Do you see that, Mr Tang?

R -

Right. I just wanted to ask you about subparagraph (7)
on page 124. You say there:

"The IOW/ConE would update the RISC form register
recording: (i) who conducted the relevant inspection;
(1ii) outcome of the inspection; and, (iii) whether
re-inspection was required, or the RISC form had been

closed out."
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Do you see that, Mr Tang?
BhE -
Now, when you say, "The IOW/ConE would update the RISC

form register", do you mean the IOW or the ConE that had

actually carried out the inspection?

HIEE R R A SR IOWLF B ConELF » {Eff5EMAE inspection » [EFIA R
EEFHRLorm » IR formHEHFT 1% » (hFERMEHregisterE
st o ATEHA{lE s tatus{RBEES -

Who inputs the information into the register, Mr Tang?
PRIRMERRA » BRAARIEAL [F] S 2 SR (E - - B L Sf{Ehol1d-point
inspectionMif FIEHA T -

I ask you this, Mr Tang, because we've just heard from
Ms Kappa Kang, who indicated to us that she did not at
any time input any information into the register. Now,
she carried out a lot of hold-point inspections, it

would appear. She says that once she had filled in the

part C of the form, she would have given it back to

an IOW, such as yourself, to allow you to do -- or the
IOW, not necessarily you personally, Mr Tang -- to input
the information. Is that wrong?

JEZ 75tk formBE B - JEZ % ek formfR T HAE » sTOW -
All right. So would it be the SIOW, perhaps, who

inputted the information into the RISC register?

WEAEFR T % - - B ER e e - [Ny - - HE R fregisterffiE—(ir

FEIEET L HMHEE inspection  BAREZMEIFEIELATE  KEF#
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check—checkMiE AT » IR{EFEcountersignify MEKIEZS
part#% » @Xcountersign@iEform °

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, can you help me again. Which form are we
talking about?

MR PENNICOTT: The RISC form, sir.

CHAIRMAN: Because we are talking about a register and
a RISC form.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes.

CHAIRMAN: My understanding was you got the RISC form and
you took information and you put it into a separate
register.

MR PENNICOTT: Correct.

CHAIRMAN: 1I've got a little confused as to the two.

MR PENNICOTT: That's entirely right.

Mr Tang, can we just test the process in this way.
Can I ask you please to be shown the RISC form at
BB1/329.

Now, this is, or should be, RISC form 10625. Do you
see that, Mr Tang?

A, BRE] -

Q. Right.

Sir, for your information, it's one of the RISC
forms on the NAT pour summary.

If we scroll down, we can see -- a bit further down,
please -- that so far as MTR is concerned, the rebar

inspection was carried out by Kappa Kang, the ConE II,
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on 19 May 2016, described as "satisfactory". Do you see
that, Mr Tang?

HE] -

Right. Then if we could please look at the RISC
register, at BB13/8815.175.

If we can focus on the RISC form 10625 that we've
just looked at -- do you see that, Mr Tang?

HE] -
So submitted, it says, 19 May, which is right.

If we can then scroll over to the right-hand side of
the register, rather than seeing what I thought we might
see, "KK", which is Kappa Kang, in the "Inspection by",
we see your initials, "TT"; do you see that?

% 788 -

Can you explain what's happened?

AIREAMtyping error » HEIE(Hregister FB IS AIMEZ (RIF f o rmiEfir
% 0 Fr--MafE S mT LR EE] -

Do you recall yourself, Mr Tang, inputting information
into this register?

WHIH A -

So is this a situation where Ms Kang may have passed the
RISC form to you, you've inputted the information, but
you have incorrectly recorded your own initials rather

than Ms Kang's? Is that a possibility?

Ak -
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Q. Okay.

CHATIRMAN: Is this an opportune moment?

MR PENNICOTT: Just one more question, sir.

CHATIRMAN: Of course.

MR PENNICOTT: There are -- and I can show you some examples
if necessary, Mr Tang -- a number of instances where --
I think we may even be able to pick one up here on this
page, by coincidence -- instances where the various
columns under "Inspection”" and "Action require" are
blank. There's one there. You need to scroll to the
left just to pick up whether it is a separate item.
A bit further, please. Yes.

And presumably, Mr Tang, if there are no entries in

the "Inspection”™ or the "Action" column, somebody has
omitted, forgotten to input the information from the

RISC form into the register; is that right?

A, HUEERKE -

MR PENNICOTT: Okay. Sir, that would be a convenient
moment.

CHATIRMAN: Good. Thank you.

How are we doing time-wise?

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, we are doing well. I just wonder --
I know it's 1.05 and we have a witness in the witness
box, but I wonder if it might be worth just mentioning
what the proposed plan is for the rest of the week.

CHATRMAN: Yes.
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MR PENNICOTT: -- which I know we discussed briefly this
morning.

Sir, I have taken the view, for a number of reasons,
that the work we should do for the rest of this week is
to complete all of the MTR's witnesses. An optimistic
view would be that we might complete them tomorrow
evening, Thursday, or perhaps the more realistic and
perhaps a little bit pessimistic view is we will
complete them sometime on Friday.

Sir, I am of the view that when we complete the
MTR's witnesses, whenever that may be, we should, as it
were, adjourn and then resume with the Pypun witnesses,
followed by the government witnesses, on Monday morning.

I have mentioned that to one or two of my learned
friends, not many of them, certainly not all of them.

Sir, so that's what I would recommend. On that
basis, I am very confident that the two Pypun witnesses
and the three government witnesses will certainly
comfortably be dealt with in the three days next week.
Indeed, I think it more than likely that we can finish
those five witnesses in two days rather than three and
I think that's a view that's shared by others.

So, sir, that -- I thought I should just mention how

we are doing on timing -- is one answer to the question.

CHAIRMAN: That's good to hear, that we are within our

schedule.
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MR PENNICOTT: I think we are, sir.

Another by-product of that approach is it will give
Pypun some certainty that they will be required on
Monday morning and won't be perhaps hanging around on
Friday, depending on of course where we get to with the

MTR witnesses.

CHAIRMAN: All right. Good. And I think this afternoon we

are going to adjourn just a little early.

MR PENNICOTT: A little early, sir, maybe by 10 or

15 minutes.

CHAIRMAN: Right. We will run through until 4.45, and being

as we are not being squeezed against a wall for time and
it's now nearly quarter past -- it's 1.10 one -- we will

resume at 2.30; would that be all right?

MR PENNICOTT: Yes.

CHATIRMAN: Good. Thank you.

Mr Tang, you are in the middle of giving your
evidence at the moment, and this is a statement that
I give to all the witnesses: during the breaks that
occur, you are not entitled to discuss your evidence
with anybody else, okay, including any lawyers or
friends or anything like that. Okay? You have to, you
know -- in other words, it's not like a football match.
You can't go outside and have the coach come up and say,
you know, "You should do this", or, "You should have

done that." Do you understand me?
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WITNESS: Sg&¢HEH -

CHAIRMAN: Thank you.

(1.10 pm)

(The luncheon adjournment)

(2.34 pm)

MR PENNICOTT: Mr Tang, good afternoon.

A.

Q.

P e
If we could please look at paragraphs 16 and 17 of your
first witness statement. That's at BB125.

After having given the description of the RISC form
process in paragraph 15, you then say:

"However, it should be noted that the majority of
the formal hold-point inspections that I conducted in
NAT were carried out without the relevant RISC forms
being in place at the time. This was because on many
occasions, I received phone calls from Leighton's
frontline staff (including Regina Wong, Isaac Ng, and
Henry Lai) requesting that I conduct the necessary
inspection on their promise that the relevant RISC forms
would be submitted shortly thereafter for my signature.

In order not to hold up the construction progress at
site, I acceded to these requests and conducted the
necessary inspections, and where I was satisfied with
the conditions, I gave the relevant permission for works
to proceed to the next stage, with the understanding

that I would receive the corresponding RISC forms
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shortly thereafter for my signature."
So, in short, Mr Tang, you permitted, as
I understand it, Leighton to verbally initiate the

inspection process; is that right?

& B AE Al (B RS 5 SRR ] P 7 I formdl, > H:

Wﬁ}

34
S %A DA -
Yes. But by doing that and adopting that approach, you

in effect relaxed the RISC form process?

A SRR R - B RSN (B ARG

Did anyone authorise -- sorry, did anyone at MTR

authorise you to adopt this approach?

TTO

So you did this on your -- off your own bat, was it,
Mr Tang?

R E B R AT IE a] LLsE 20 D/ DRlfE A formifE{EFZ 7 2

Of course, but I'd like you to address the question as
to why you thought you were entitled to adopt this

approach.
R HE A formMi{E 2 Pk L AR Y - H Bk P nihs A\ R A4k -
FSTEIAINCITE  gen.{HRISC formiREEHME > FREGHE engineer
BE A formifffiy [F SR 5 & —myMH BRI - FHAUEBEL - - 18 document
control » FIMAEEEsystem register » FHER{E - -MEMI form{AH
(B - - F 0 5 (4 —document control » FEAZEFMHHEEAA

register > register5g » BRHFHANE » KEFHcountersignlfform
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Wl 55 SefFIRE S - HETE(E AR ER LR - B AR R
B — (BT AL AT 1T -

What I'm interested in, Mr Tang, is this. You adopted
this approach which you have described to us, and I'm
assuming, but tell me if I'm wrong, that your senior,

your boss, knew about it. Is that right?
BAREHE AT EXETREE R - Bk IR (e - Jut--FEc 4
Dick Kung > REAEEZFYEVU(E S A formfS -kt » (H A E I (E VU (E i
HEH ARG RS - H AR H PR R - A RER LR b/ -

At one point, I think Kenneth Kong was the senior

inspector of works; is that right?

IE{#Kenneth Kong {ADick Kung & {44f—-fEZREMRLSF10 HIE
e RO -

That was October 2015. Did Dick Kung know about this

process?

{R¥EfARDick Kung > (AR ?

Yes.

Ef4Kenneth Kong ? Dick Kung#lEf » HEFH -

Right. Who took over from Dick Kung-?

Dick KungiEWE 1% ° Ei%{4Pedro So - Pedro SoHE(E{4--EHERL
P HABRAMMAE > —(E{&UHDick Kung » —f#llPedro So -

Did Pedro So know about the practice, the approach?

IE

%

HIE

Did you discuss it with him?
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A.

Q.

WEEF T OENS - e AL - HEEEZEEA -

Right.

CHAIRMAN: Could I ask you Jjust one question. The evidence

A.

indicates that a lot of the RISC forms that were
promised to you either came very late to you or did not
come at all. Did that alter your attitude towards

allowing further inspections without RISC forms?

IRIG (R IGTAME ST - (R0K 2 2 Tkl 5T ?

CHAIRMAN: About the RISC forms coming late from Leighton or

A.

not at all, and whether that changed your attitude.

o

11> BEMAHE AR - B EREREREDOT I - POEESEME(E

MR PENNICOTT: 1In your witness statement, you do mention

Mr Kenneth Kong, who you spoke to prior to him sending
an email of 24 March 2017, which we've looked at

a number of times. So did Mr Kenneth Kong, in his
position of senior inspector of works, did he know about

this practice generally?
JEZ A -

Okay. In paragraphs 18 and 19, and indeed for the next
few paragraphs in your witness statement, Mr Tang, you
explain how you dealt with the RISC forms that you did
receive, and in particular how you would record a late
submission, if that was appropriate. Do you recall all

that?

sfs
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Q.

Right. Then, at paragraph 25 of your witness statement,
you say this:

"For most of the inspections that I conducted in NAT
(other than the North Fan Area), Leighton never
submitted any RISC form."

Mr Tang, you -- I can show you the document if
necessary, but you may be aware that on the NAT area,
after about July 2016, no RISC forms at all were
submitted so far as the rebar is concerned and I think
the pre-pour inspections as well in the NAT area. Is
that something that you were aware of in 2016 or 20177
JHIMEE -

Right. And you say in paragraph 25:

"Between 2016 and 2017, I made repeated oral
complaints to Henry Lai, Chan Hon Sun, and Joe Tam
(construction manager of Leighton) in relation [to] the
outstanding RISC forms, but to no avail."

Now, so far as Henry Lai is concerned, you say
"repeated oral complaints" -- was this over a long
period of time, Mr Tang, or a number of complaints in
a short period of time? Can you explain to us the
nature of the repeated complaints you made to Mr Lai,

first of all?
HEEHenry LailEFeEEEH{TM¥hold-point inspection » F

WAL IRERGHEER T EREHERISC form SLFAFHERISC
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formfif o | FrLAHEUE(EHUE R A BB A EE - BIREEEE
BREHTE > BUEHIGCR AL 1 e HIEEDATEE - HERREATT
BEEER - TR A Joe Tam » RIS A ELESR » FinTk
TR A LIEHERES] > AEH I E -

Yes. Just focusing on Henry Lai for the moment, what

was his reaction to your constant and repeated
complaints?

EF—XEE T4 FEERTFERW - - HERE AR
WhatsApp & [EEH » NETEMAIHEERE -

All right. So far as Joe Tam is concerned -- obviously
he's more senior, he's the construction manager of
Leighton for the particular area we're concerned with --
what was his reaction when you spoke to him?

EES RS - (EG & Henry Lailfffg » #AIH -G LT -

All right.

Then you refer to the email that was sent by
Kenneth Kong. And, as I understand it, Mr Tang, from
your evidence, it may well have been as a result of
a conversation that you had with Mr Kong that he sent

that email. Is that right?

FEHIFKenneth KongWbifets st FHEREH T LHEIE - 3571
RISC formlEHEmy HLEHS (- —200 - SLESEMVEIRIETTH - RAHEIH
RISC formMifilE » Halm (Eaia -

Right. So it was possible that the email that we've

seen was prompted by your discussions and your
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complaints to Mr Kong; is that right?
WEEFRELRLEN SR LIy - R PR E S IR EERE - Se 21z (B T
WHIZIE Rsend{flemail F¥I5 o | Bfsend®HmA4GHH @ [EFR{Esend5E
Z1% o (E[EHGEH T8 FAMVEIEE o 0 o HEE - BIAIATECISIERRE -
All right.

And as you say in paragraph 27, first sentence, of
your witness statement:

"Unfortunately, despite [your] repeated oral
complaints and Kenneth Kong's written protest, the
situation did not improve."

And you stand by that evidence, Mr Tang; is that
right?

UEAFREIE o ATUER LR — 2K ?

Yes. You say that despite your oral complaints and
Mr Kong's protest in the email, the situation did not
improve. And you stand by that, as I understand 1it,
Mr Tang; is that correct? You are still of that view?
1188 -

Now, moving on to the stitch joints, Mr Tang -- my
understanding is that you personally carried out the
formal hold-point inspections in respect of the
pre-pours to all three stitch joints. Is that right?
WECEAT R - 8% A DI ARSESRAETE -2 WECERGA -
Right. What about the shunt neck: is the position the

same, that you carried out the pre-pour check to the
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shunt neck joint?

e

I wonder if you could look at that sheet that's just in
front of you there. 1It's BB9/6363.

If we look at item 45 on the sheet, towards the
bottom of the page, Mr Tang, you will see that the shunt
neck bay 3 track slab, the commencement of the rebar and
indeed the completion of the rebar was on 4 January
2017. Do you see that?

6] -

And the concrete was poured, if you go to the right-hand
column, on 5 January, the following day; do you see?
1188 -

So I deduce from that that you must have done the
pre-pour inspection either late perhaps in the day on

4 January or perhaps early in the morning on 5 January.
Would that be right?

HOIEMEE -

Right. Mr Tang, do you -- this all happened in a very
short space of time so far as the track slab in bay 3 is
concerned, Jjust over two days, it would appear. Do you
have any recollection, specific recollection, as to who
did the rebar hold-point inspection as opposed to the
pre-pour?

RURUEE#ED L 788 A4 » (R N3 AEE—IWRISC formMfEh - HEHL
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WIEEER— L TIZAT A -

All right. Do you recall what steps, if any, you took
to ascertain whether the rebar fixing hold-point

inspection had in fact taken place?

Histiore-pour ZH > FHEEE - &G EHHE —mHEEEengineer
FEREREVESEAR - B H EYE(EE R AR E B H (5 m] BE— Iy AR Al S B 1G T
WERSRE > HlfkHenry Lai > IWEGRHEFTEAFEFEEEL - RIEETE
stiZsconfirmB IR ERVERITE -

Do you have any recollection of whom you may have spoken
to in relation to the inspection, rebar inspection, of
the shunt neck at bay 3 track slab?

WEfE T tLENSR -

And I assume that you have no record of any conversation
or anything of that nature?

HFT > WRIEELEEE - FrLlWhatsApp 2 ERfTHY - BRI TR 8 -
All right.

Again, Mr Tang, if we look at item 58a on this
schedule, you will see that this is the EWL stitch
joint, the interface stitch joint on the EWL track slab,
was carried out so far as the rebar is concerned between
22 and 24 January, and again the concrete was poured on
24 January. Do you see that?

HE] -
Again, Mr Tang, do you have any recollection of who

carried out the rebar inspection in relation to that
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item?

JERZ (TR IR TRZED - FREARSTEN B S Ted TR B EE 77 S TAZE -
Again, let's just get this clear, Mr Tang: your evidence
is that before you carried out the pre-pour inspection,
you would have found out from somebody that the rebar
inspection had taken place; is that right?

% e

Did you make that an invariable practice of yours, to
make sure that the rebar inspection had taken place,

before you were prepared to do the pre-pour inspection?
R EMpre-pour--ME{Epre-pour inspection » FAHREVEEEHE
Econfirm@ B [FEEHS - SeHEE TFEE{#pre-pour -

All right.

Now, Mr Tang, you tell us in your witness statement
that -- and we've touched on this earlier -- you were in
the habit also of taking a lot of photographs. We've
discussed that briefly earlier. Do you remember that?
g -

In paragraph 36 of your first witness statement, you say
that during the course of your daily surveillance, and
in your hold-point inspection, that's the pre-pour
inspection as I understand it, you took various

photographs in the stitch joints and the shunt neck?

#A

And you say in paragraph 36 of your original witness

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
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project

Sstatement:

"... the now known defective coupler connections at
the three stitch joints were not readily apparent to the
naked eye during my daily surveillance."

Then you make reference to the photographs that are
included.

Now, in paragraph 4 of your second witness
statement, I think you have now qualified that
observation. That's at BB9495. That's BBl4. Because
you now say:

"I have now had an opportunity to study the photos
taken at the three stitch joints during the rebar fixing
and concreting works of the track slabs as retrieved
from MTR's server. I wish to clarify that having now
carried out a detailed and close examination of these
photos and upon reflection, it is possible that some of
these photos may show defective coupler connections."

Obviously I recognise that you make that
clarification while reiterating various points that you
make in paragraph 5.

Unfortunately, Mr Tang, I'm going to need some help
from you to identify the photographs which you say may
show defective coupler connections; all right? For
which purpose, we need to go to, as I understand it,
B14, starting at 9499.

First of all, Mr Tang, can I just confirm with you,

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

87
Day 12



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

as it were, in overall terms, what we are about to look
at. First of all, Mr Tang, I understand that the first
five photographs -- that's 9499 to 9503 -- are five
photographs dealing with the shunt neck. Can you just
first of all confirm that?

ENEE o

Then we have two photographs, at 9504 and 9505, which
deal -- or the subject matter of which is the EWL stitch
joint. Is that right?

e

We will look at some of those in a moment. I'm Jjust
trying to get the parameters.

Then, Mr Tang, from 9506 to 9512, there are seven
photographs dealing with the NSL 1111/1112 stitch joint,
that is the interface stitch joint in the NSL area. Is
that correct?

I -

Then the remainder of the photographs, from 9513
onwards, that is up to page 9532, all concern the
internal 1112 stitch joint?

IEIEE -

Now, back to the shunt neck photographs, and we'll need
to take these in a particular order to understand the
sequence, I think. So if we could start, please, with

9503. This is a photograph, one of the few, that is
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A.

Q.

actually dated in this series, dated 24 December 2016.
Do you see that, Mr Tang?

HE] -

Christmas Eve. What work can we see being done in this
photograph?

WE(E{HME—waterproofingBE T &

Okay. Just to confirm, this is in the shunt neck joint,
in bay 3 shunt neck?

E o

All right.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Can I just be clear: is the concrete

A.

we're looking at part of contract 1111? The far end of

that waterproofing, is that 111172

IEHE -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Right.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes. So we are looking north.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: We are looking north, yes.

I understand.

MR PENNICOTT: Then the photograph at 9502, showing

a similar situation, no date, but we assume taken
probably on the same day.

Then we fast-forward a number of days. If we go to,
I think, just to pick up the date, but I'm not sure it's
the first one in the sequence -- if you go to 9501, we

are now at 5 January 2017; do you see that, Mr Tang?
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A, BEE-

Q. It seems to me that the sequence is in fact 9499 goes
first.

A, [F-e

Q. Then possibly 9500, which perhaps is the last one.

A, JEZ(AME950--TE(E{A--last one > B{49501 7 1%F9500 » {ERFF

Q. Yes, understood. Yes. So the last one is 9500, where
I think we can see, can we not, the concreting works
taking place?

A, fT8E -

Q. Okay. First of all -- perhaps the only question I need
to ask after all that -- we've not been able to detect
any possible sightings of defective rebar in those
photographs. 1Is that right, Mr Tang, or have you been
able to spot something?

A. HEshunt neckIFELFHBLEARIRIEEEL -

Q. They are at least helpful photographs to pinpoint the

dates when this work was carried out, so that's very

helpful.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, just so that I understand

that -- so each of these photographs is dated, then, is

it

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, it's qgquite complicated. In this

sequence that we've been given in this file, only very

few are dated. However, if one takes the additional
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step of going to the folders that have the site diaries
in, whilst I don't think they are part of the site
diaries, there are lots of photographs in the same
folders. From there, one can sometimes pick up the
dates of the photographs. Indeed Mr Lam is, as it were,
tracking as I am speaking the photographs that are in
the box in the diaries.

For example, we know that 9499 -- assuming that the
annotation in the diary box is right, the 9499
photograph was taken on 4 January, which would seem to
fit.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: It fits.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: And the next one, where the
concreting is --

MR PENNICOTT: Is 5 January.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: -- is presumably 5 January?

MR PENNICOTT: Correct. That's right.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Okay. I understand.

MR PENNICOTT: Yes. It is, by reference to the other file,
5 January, yes, that's right.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: So, sorry —-- so we understand or
we've been told, Mr Pennicott, that between 9499 and
9500, two hold points were passed?

MR PENNICOTT: Correct. That is right, yes. Both the rebar

and the pre-pour. That must be right, yes.
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COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Well, that's what we've been told.

MR PENNICOTT: Told, yes.

Then moving on, Mr Tang, could we go, please, to
photograph 9504. As I understand it -- which we cannot
track a date for, but we will perhaps propose a date in
a moment, as a matter of deduction. What I understand
we're looking at at 9504, Mr Tang, is a shot of the EWL
stitch joint. 1Is that right?

A. [F-e

0. First of all, can you tell us which side is Leighton's
and which side is Gammon?

A, AHERMEE > BOMlEG--rg REARE O waterstop » MlERIAR1111
Bfcontractif » HELLEZ S 73] -

Q. That's very helpful.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: We are looking west.

MR PENNICOTT: We are looking west, sir.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: At the Polytechnic building in the
background.

MR PENNICOTT: We are indeed, sir. A very good spot. We
had worked that out as well, at least -- I say "we" --
those either side of me had worked that out.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Yes.

MR PENNICOTT: So on the left-hand side -- L for Leighton,
left for Leighton -- the south side, we can see a series
of rebar going into what appear to be holes in the

concrete. Mr Tang, on this photograph, can one detect

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

92
Day 12



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

any potentially defective rebar, rebar fixings?

A, HEREEN - REEFRTERRM - BElHR G AENE T AMREITE
TR E coupler il - BlfsZexposedfifcoupler » fRIEAE] MK
HEHOREMEIE - LU A5 {E on progress% -

Q. Right. When you say "at the bottom" -- we can zoom in
or we have a gadget that points us at these areas.
(Using magnifying device).

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: It's the far end, underneath the
scaffolding, I think.

A, fRo ATk

MR PENNICOTT: All right. And what about on the Gammon
side: are there any problems here? (Using magnifying
device) .

A, HERME- - AR - BEEM R - -BIMA AT R G R —mynH gy - (24T FE
st HEMMRER S GESETT - BOUT4raware » BI{AT R EHAH)
HARERIEE - HE R E P B Ayt (hah T AH e F S 58 R BT
MZEFTE—Mcoupler H{BRIEEES -

Q. All right.

Then if we go to the next photograph, which is the
one I showed Ms Kang this morning -- sir, we can
reasonably confidently tell you that according to the
MTR, this photograph was taken on 24 January 2017, which
is the date, according to the sheet, when the rebar on
the track slab of the EWL stitch joint was completed.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: And indeed the date of the
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concreting.

MR PENNICOTT: And indeed the date of the concreting, that's

right.

First of all, Mr Tang, I think I'm right in saying,
am I not, that we've now switched around and we are
looking in the other direction; is that right?

TR -

So Gammon now left, Leighton right?

(N

So we can see at the far end, presumably the east end,
the vertical rebar for the eastern wall; is that right?
1188 -

Back to the question -- or let's, before we get there --
is this, in your view, to your recollection, a photo of
the completed rebar in the track slab area of the EWL?
HECRHGIETRIE » FesendiF--BfaHwhatsApp send » FAARFT--4{M
HE HapproximatelfHI# % Hper cent completelfff - WLl °
Right. Do you recall what percentage that was?
HECHEZ A8 0E 90 EF -

All right. But as was just mentioned -- obviously, one
is assuming that the details on the table are correct --
this was the date upon which not only was this rebar

completed, but also, as Prof Hansford just mentioned,

the concrete was also poured.

JEZAR[EI HE > FifE&E{#Hconcrete pour summary > (R o
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Q. So, to adopt Prof Hansford's observation a short while
ago, between this photograph, whatever time it was
taken, and the end of the day, another two inspections
should have taken place, that is the rebar fixing and
the pre-concrete pour?

A. ke

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Well, actually, it's between this
photo and not the end of the day, because --

MR PENNICOTT: No.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: -- you've got to allow time for the
concreting.

MR PENNICOTT: That was my next question.

This area, Mr Tang, I appreciate was about 2 to
3 metres across, of that order; is that right?

A, HECBIEZAARK - (& -

Q. 2 metres. Okay. How long would it take -- if you have
any knowledge of this -- how long would it take to

concrete this sort of area?

A. YEFKEEFEEEconcrete pour » fE%30 metrefiZokay @ BH&LIE
roughlytHfif » 30 metre/HFREIE » HiA -

Q. Yes. So how long do you think that would take to pour?

A, FEFBGEORRTIR-- A REEE E - N AR ORIETTE - AJ RS T4 -

Q. Yes. But assuming a reasonably continuous operation,
which I understand this normally would have to be, we're

just talking a few hours or what?
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A. %{EEEZokay °

Q. Okay. Now to the question: do you say that any
potential defective connections can be seen in this
photograph?

A, HEHE -

Q. Can you point to anything in particular? (Using
magnifying device).

A, AR -EGAER M R P RIETRA » B -—14% > # - -G AT -
FEN FEMEEMA (R - (R0 > WERE - i MEELRE] -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, what is it we're looking at?
I can see where we are looking, but what is it you are
pointing out to us?

A, TTREY RE|— T BRI I -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Really?

MR PENNICOTT: By and large would you agree, Mr Tang -- this
is the Gammon side -- it is difficult to see any
couplers themselves, but the rebar does appear to be
going into the concrete or into the wall?

A, ANEEA]DARE % —JE R ?

Q. Sure. If one just runs one's eye up there and uses the
gadget if necessary, you can see that the rebar appears
at least to be going into the wall, into the concrete,
and we can't see, it seems to me, any particular
couplers obvious. But nonetheless the rebar does seem

to be going into the concrete; do you see?
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A, KERST -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Sorry, Mr Tang, based on your
previous answer, can you point out any threads here?
I'd just like to see what you think is a picture of
a thread being exposed. It would be helpful if you
could point that out to us.

A. (Using magnifying device) BMRMEHETRAHEE AT » HERMKR A
FH - - RIE(EN B i MEMER T TRE G RESE] - ARMREATFZIFHEE
FEE—HERAEE R - TREE RE - A -

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Can you put that back again, sorry.

A. (Using magnifying device)EfE » Fg—{& - 1% o

MR PENNICOTT: And on the Leighton side, any potential
problems running down the Leighton side, on the right,
Mr Tang?

A, (STHME RGBS RTRA - BUEZ TR -

Q. All right.

Now, on the next series, 9506 to 9512 -- now,
Mr Tang, you've got the hard copies of the photographs
in front of you there, and I would invite you, to try to
make this process a little bit quicker, to just look at
the seven photographs that we've got there of the
interface NSL stitch joint and invite you to point out
any potential defects on any of the photographs. Take
your time.

A. JE:Z{4BBO511 o
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Q. Right. So what are you pointing out to us -- what do

you wish to point out to us, Mr Tang?

A, e --TerRAR A A B A R BRI (R Se Bt - (EREI RO B L

YIE (using magnifying device) > Afs B8 E ST -~ Btk

BRI o R 8G - BIMAGRIERH T -
COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I'm not sure my eyesight is good
enough.
MR PENNICOTT: We should also have started by asking: is
that the Leighton or the Gammon side we're looking at?
A, TEEGEMMEE > NAHE REE SRS S E - ...
Q. Yes, I can see the waterproofing.
A. .. EMRE Cwaterstop - HEYF 0 ANE -
Q. Thank you.
So, looking at the photograph in the diary box, we

are told that this was taken on 6 July 2017.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Which is the date for completion of

the track slab steel; is that right?

MR PENNICOTT: Correct, sir. And obviously, if that's
Gammon on the left, we are looking -- we can see the
East Wall in the distance, I guess. Although we just

have "wall" on the sheet.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: And the track slab i1is shown to have

been concreted two days later.
MR PENNICOTT: On the 8th, yes, that's right.

Mr Tang, are there any other points in relation to

A Court Reporting Transcript by Epig

98
Day 12



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 99
the Hung Hom Station Extension under the Shatin to Central Link Project Day 12

the seven photographs that you would wish to draw the
Commission's attention to as showing potential defects
in the fixings?
A, EAhAdY L LR - ARSI ST E T IEEBB O S 1 1M Al RE & RS 5 -
Q. Okay.

Then if we could go, please, to 9513. We are now
moving on to the internal stitch joint. And presumably,
looking at 9513, Mr Tang, this is rebar still in
progress, is that right, or would that be its completed
situation?

A.  {RATEEMEE(ARBBOS13 » fABK ?
Q. Yes, I do.

A, JERZERAOME -

N
o*

Q. Concrete pouring? All right. Sorry.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Just so that I can understand, this
orange pipe that we see laying on top of the steel, is
that for the pumping of the concrete?

A. ARG OREE > 1188 -

MR PENNICOTT: Sorry, yes, Mr Tang is clearly right. This
photograph, we are told, is taken on 7 June, which
tallies with the date at line 54 for the concrete pour
of the track slab on the internal stitch joint.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: Indeed. Reinforcement having been
completed the previous day.

MR PENNICOTT: It appears so, yes. Yes.
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A.

And at 9514, I assume that is the concreting
operation continuing. This time, with plenty of people
in sight.

Then, Mr Tang, I think one can move over a number of
photographs, because one can't actually see much, if
any, rebar in place, but can I just ask you this. 9516.
This is obviously taken, Mr Tang, before the rebar had
started; would that be right?

1188 -
What is the worker doing on the right-hand side there?

BHEETRM > EZ B s R R e B coupler® » B4 -

All right. So some preparatory works before the rebar
starts?
% 788 -
Okay. Now, if you go to 9519 -- sorry, sir, I should

have mentioned, at 9516, the date of that photograph is
31 May.

Now, 9519 -- again, Mr Tang, can I just ask you to
flick through the remainder of the photographs and take
your time, and draw our attention to anything that you

think is relevant to potential defective connections.

HAREF TR M FERZ AT BEE 2 -

MR PENNICOTT: Right.

Thank you very much, Mr Tang.

Sir, I have no further questions.
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COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I have one question at this point.

A.

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD:

Mr Tang, you have shown us or you have pointed out to us

where you should be able to see some defective couplers.

There was one photograph, the bottom left-hand corner,
where you said, "You should be able to see defective

coupling with some threads exposed"; is that correct?

o

visible to those doing the pre-pour hold-point
inspection?

HEWNREMpre-pourfifd » HERE focusii{amz MK - 5% MK
Bhr - EENMR -7 OB SRR > R A EE A EE
s & engineerfifif - WHELocustFfg MK > IRELT/ D EHWE -

BRI

COMMISSIONER HANSFORD: I see. Thank you.

MR PENNICOTT: Sir, can I just -- I've just been helpfully

reminded that before lunch I put a point to Mr Tang
which was not wholly accurate. It was all to do with
what Ms Kang had said in terms of where the RISC forms
or to whom the RISC forms were passed when the engineer
had filled in the details on the RISC forms.

What she actually said was that when she received
a RISC form, it would be from the senior inspector of
works, either Kobe Wong or Victor Tung, and that when

she had completed the form she would hand it back to
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Kobe or Victor.

So not back to you, Mr Tang, but back to one of the
senior inspectors of works, and I think that's probably
consistent with your understanding of the position; is
that right, Mr Tang-?

A, A[EADIEGEL R 2 IBFERE -

Q. Yes. 1If the engineers, having filled out a RISC form,
returned it to anyone, it wasn't you they returned it
to, it was to one of the senior inspectors of works?

A, EEER e

MR PENNICOTT: Thank you very much.

Sir, I see it's 3.40, so maybe ten minutes. I'm not
sure what others -- who else has questions.

CHAIRMAN: Could I just check on that?

MR TSOI: I have some questions, Chairman.

CHAIRMAN: Okay. And government?

MR CHOW: Yes, we do have several questions.

MR PENNICOTT: Ten minutes.

CHAIRMAN: Ten minutes. Thank you.

(3.40 pm)

(A short adjournment)

(3.56 pm)

Cross-examination by MR TSOI

MR TSOI: Mr Tang, I act for Wing & Kwong, the rebar fixing
sub-contractor in this case, and I do have a few

questions.
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Can I first of all ask you about your interaction
with the Leighton engineers, when you were asked to
conduct the pre-pour hold-point checks.

As I understand the situation, is it this, that
a Leighton engineer, perhaps Regina Wong or Henry Lai,