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China-born athlete sues fozr breach of coniract

le was here to

Mother says that full-time training was
not part of agreement with SAA

REPORT: AMANDA YONG
ayong@sph.com.sg

AS your son in Singapore to un-
dergo full-time training or
part-time training?

This was the question posed to Madam
Zhang Ping, 54, whose son, China-born
athlete Luan Wei, is suing the Singapore
Athletic Association (SAA) for breaching
promises made in a 1999 agreement.

This question took up more than a

third of Madam Zhang's cross-examina- -

tion by SAA's lawyer, Senior Counsel Giam
Chin Toon, yesterday.

One of the atleged promises was that
the 544 would provide Mr Luan with Eng-
lish tuition and arrange for him fo attend
school in Singapore, or train and attend
school in China.

It was also
agreed he would be
provided education
up to university lev-
el, he and his moth-
er claim.

The SAA denies
the promises were
made and that
there was any
breach of contract.

Mr Luan, 27,
who became a Sin-
gapore permanent
resident in 2003,
claims the SAA did
aot fulfilits promis-
es made at a meet-
ing between his par-
ents and SAA officials in Shanghai in May
1998.

He is claiming damages for loss of op-
portunities that he suffered in his educa-
tion and athletic career.

The shot puttes, then 16, was one of
several Chinese athletes handpicked by
the SAA to come to Singapore under the
Foreign Sports Talent Scheme,

Mr Luan was then studying and train-’

ing at a sports school in Shanghai and
coached by a former Qlympic silver medal-
list. He and his mother claim he came fo
Singapore because of the alfeged promis-
es.

He aerived in Singapore in July 1999.

Four years later, Mr Luan was dropped
from the scheme by the SAA after falling to
mect targets set by the association.

In June 2005, he started legal action
against the association.

Madam Zhang had told the court on
Tuesday that her son was supposed to
train and study in Singapore in line with
the agreement.

But the SAA's position is that Mr Luan
was invited to come to Singapore for
full-time training as it was seeking candi-

dates prepared to become professional
full-time athletes.

Yesterday, Mr Giam questiored Mad-
am Zhang about court documents dating
back to September 2005 in which her law-
yers had stated that Mr Luan's training in
Singapore was full-time.

He told the interpreter whe was trans-
lating the English document into Manda-
rin for Madam Zhang: “Explain to her that
we asked her lawyers to clarify whether
the training was part-time or full-time.

“Your lawyer said full-time. So your
lawyer was wrong or you were wrong?”

Madam Zhang remained sitent. “*One of
you must be wrong,” Mr Giam said.

Pressed for a reply, she said she could
have made a “verbal mistake” and that “it
cowld have been an error that oceurred”
during “our exchanges because of the lan-
. guage.”

Madam Zhang had
earlier said that she
could barvely under-
stand English.

Mr Giam pointed
out that her lawyers
had aiso mentioned in
the same reply that
Mr Luan trained six
days a week and rest-
ed on Sundays.

He asked: “In other
words, full-time train-
ing. Agree or disa-
gree?” She agreed.

Mr Giam asked:
“So your evidence yes-
terday and today that
itwas not full-time training is wrong?"

No, what I said was not wrong, she
replied.

Sounding exasperated, Mr Giam told
her to decide whether or not it was
full-time training,

She said that in a discussion with SAA
officials on 15 Apr 1999, they had prom-
ised schooling and training for her son.

“This was a prerequisite,” she said. It
was the SAA that suggested that Mr Luan
"study and train at the same time".

Mr Giarn put to Madam Zhang that “it
could not be that he came here to train
and study at the same time because he
was a full-titne athlete.”

She agreed, but added that full-time
training was not part of the agreement.
But when Mr Luan arrived in Singapore,
the SAA put him through full-time train-

ing.

Mr Giam then said: “I put it to you that
your evidence today is inconsistent with
your stand taken in 2005 because it's
full-time training, because the agreement
was full-time training.”

She disagreed,

The trial continues ‘tgr:lay.
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