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REPORT NO: 28153

Issued by

TESTSAFE AUSTRALIA

Dealing with

LOAD TESTING

CLIENT: Monarflex Containment Systems

ADDRESS: PO Box 3140
UMINA NSW 2257

DATE OF APPLICATION: 13/7/2006

JOB No: M10368

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION: “Monarflex Airflow Scaffold Sheeting”. Open
weave polypropylene containment netting for use on

scaffolding structures
MANUFACTURER: Monarflex
TEST SPECIFICATION: Client specified load test
REPORT ISSUED BY: P s V|
\ | (J/Kent)
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REPORT NO: 28153

TEST DATE:

TEST EQUIPMENT:

TEST PERSONNEL:
WITNESSES:

TEST METHOD:

[

Test 1:

TEST DETAILS

14/8/2006

Crane Scales, AND, s/no. T5000054
Stop Watch, Jadco, s/no. SW-1

M. Kovacs, J. Kent
R. Marfieson (Monarflex)

A test frame to simulate the vertical sides of an assembled
scaffold was constructed, this frame being orientated parallel to
the ground for testing purposes. The scaffold sheeting was
attached to the frame in the correct manner as specified by the
client. An excessive load of 320kg of sand placed in a cylindrical
bag (1500 x ©350mm) was attached to a crane scale and
suspended from an overhead crane. The scale was zeroed with the
bag suspended and the bag then lowered slowly onto the centre of
the sheeting. The load being supported by the sheeting was read
as the negative load shown on the crane scale. Refer to
Photographs in Appendix A.

TEST DATA

Orientation: Sheet placed on top of test frame and tied at 1 metre intervals

Load at Failure:  100kg

Mode of Failure:  Attachment ties failed

Point of Failure:  Two cable ties adjacent to the test load snapped whilst one cable tie
on the side opposite to the test load loosened with the strap “pulling
through™ the locking teeth. Refer to Photos Al — A3.
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Remarks:

2. Test 2:

Orientation:

Load at Failure:

Mode of Failure:

Point of Failure:

Remarks:

100kg Pomts of Failure

70kg Pomt of Failure

Figure 1. Showing points of failure for test 1.

The first attachment to fail did so at 70kg when the tie started to
loosen/pull through. The load being supported by the sheet, however,
continued to increase until two more attachment points failed with the
ties snapping at 100 kg

Sheet attached to underside of test frame at 1 metre intervals using
re-useable cable ties.

100kg
Attachment cable ties failed

Two cable ties adjacent to the test load loosened/pulled through.
Unlike test 1, no cable ties snapped.

Refer to Figure 2, and Photos A4 & AS
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Test 3:
Orientation: Sheet attached to underside of test frame and attached at 1 metre
mtervals. Cable ties were the single-use type.
Load at Failure:  40kg
Mode of Failure: ~Attachment cable ties failed
Point of Failure: Same as for test 2- two cable ties adjacent to the test load
loosened/pulled through. Unlike test 1, no cable ties snapped.
Points of Failure
Figure 2. Showing points of failure for Tests 2 & 3.
Remarks: Failure load was significantly lower than that of test 2.
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