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- This report has been prepared by Surface Performance Ltd with all reasonable care, skill
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party relies upon this report at their own risk.
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2.0 INTRODUCTION

Surface Performance Ltd carried out slip testing on Monday 22nd June 2020 to a '12/8 Lowpro

Yellow Grid Sample’ sample provided for testing by Oxford Plastics.

The sample was supplied by the client and received at the laboratory on 18th June 2020 and

identified with Surface Performance Ltd sample number 2327-B.

The sample was conditioned for a minimum 24 hours prior to testing at an ambient air temperature
of 21-25°C and 40-60% relative humidity in accordance with ISO 291 Class 2 (non tropical

countries).

3.0 TESTING METHOD

3.1 Slip Testing; Carried out in line with the requirements of The HSE 2012 document
“Assessing the slip resistance of flooring” using a pendulum skid tester.

3.2 Testing was carried out at 1 x locations, in three directions, in both wet & dry conditions.

3.3 Testing was undertaken using a calibrated Munro slip tester using Slider 55 and Slider 96.

Slip testing is outside the scope of UKAS accreditation
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4.0 REQUIREMENTS
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Specification limits are taken from The HSE 2012 publication “Assessing the slip resistance of

flooring.” (www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/geis2.pdf)

High Slip Potential 0-24
Moderate Slip Potential 25-35
Low Slip Potential 36 +

5.0 LOCATION PLANS

5.1 TEST LOCATION PROXIMITY PLAN

The diagram below identifies the test directions on the sample provided.
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6.0 TEST RESULTS

6.1 Slider 96 Results

Lab: 12/8 Lowpro Yellow Grid Sample

DRY DIRECTIONS: CLASSIFICATION - LOW SLIP POTENTIAL
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Direction Slip 1 Slip 2 Slip 3 Slip 4 Slip 5 Slip 6 Slip7 Slip 8 Median
(of 4-8)

A 59 58 59 59 59 59 59 60 59

58 57 57 57 57 57 57 57 57

C 65 63 64 64 65 65 65 65 65

WET DIRECTIONS: CLASSIFICATION - MIODERATE SLIP POTENTIAL

Direction Slip 1 Slip 2 Slip 3 Slip 4 Slip 5 Slip 6 Slip7 Slip 8 Median
(of 4-8)

A 37 35 35 34 32 31 31 31 31

45 43 41 41 40 40 40 40 40

C 40 39 37 35 35 34 33 33 34
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6.2 Slider 55 Results

Lab: 12/8 Lowpro Yellow Grid Sample

DRY DIRECTIONS: CLASSIFICATION - LOW SLIP POTENTIAL
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Direction Slip 1 Slip 2 Slip 3 Slip 4 Slip 5 Slip 6 Slip7 Slip 8 Median
(of 4-8)

A 85 85 85 86 86 87 87 86 86

92 92 92 92 92 92 92 92 92

C 82 82 83 85 85 85 85 85 85

WET DIRECTIONS: CLASSIFICATION - LOW SLIP POTENTIAL

Direction Slip 1 Slip 2 Slip 3 Slip 4 Slip 5 Slip 6 Slip 7 Slip 8 Median
(of 4-8)

A 54 53 53 52 51 51 51 51 51

47 45 45 45 45 45 45 45 45

C 45 44 43 43 42 42 41 41 42
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7.0 TEST PHOTOGRAPHS
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8.0 Laboratory Comments
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This surface was tested with both Slider 96 and Slider 55 on the basis that the profile can give a
wide range of slip resistance values with different footwear. The raised peak on the grid created
some variation of results and some abrasion which resulted in regular checks of the footprint during
testing. The contact area chosen did create a range of results but the results reported are the lowest

slip resistance that would be experienced.

END OF TEST REPORT
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