
GRENFELL TOWER PUBLIC INQUIRY 

FOURTH WITNESS STATEMENT 

OF ADRIAN WESTLEY PARGETER 

I, ADRIAN WESTLEY PARGETER, of Kingspan Insulation Ltd, Torvale Industrial 

Estate, Pembridge HR6 9LA, WILL SAY AS FOLLOWS: 

1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 I am Director of Technical, Marketing and Regulatory Affairs GB at Kingspan 

Insulation Limited ("Kingspan Insulation"). I refer to my First, Second and Third 

Witness Statements where ! provide further information as to my role at Kingspan 

Insulation. 

1.2 The facts and matters set out in this statement are within my own knowledge unless 

otherwise stated, and I believe them to be true. Where I refer to information supplied 

by others, the source of information is identified; facts and matters derived from other 

sources are true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 

1.3 I am providing this further statement to respond to various requests, made by the Inquiry 

in their letter of 5 October 2020, that statements previously made in correspondence 

prepared by Kingspan Insulation’s solicitors, Gowling WLG, be confirmed in a witness 

statement. 

1.4 Before turning to the detail of nay statement, I would like to express nay deepest 

sympathies again to the bereaved families, survivors and everyone affected by the tragic 

events which occurred at Grenfell Tower. 
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2 

2.1 

2.2 

3 

3.1 

3.2 

EMAIL FROM ANDREW LITCHFIELD OF GOWLING WLG ON 20 

OCTOBER 2017 AT 1752 

In this email, Mr Litchfield explained that following enquiries within Kingspan 

Insulation "Kingspan are not aware that their K15 insulation product has been 

involved in previous fires which have led to investigations about its performance, or 

fire resistant properties or which have resulted in any action". 

I confirm that to the best of my knowledge and belief, this statement was accurate as at 

20 October 2017 and remains accurate. 

GOWLING WLG LETTER OF 10 JUNE 2019 - DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 5 

Paragraph 3.49 

Paragraph 3.49 of Gowling WLG’s letter dated 10 June 2019 provides information in 

relation to a meeting on 14 September 2017 which was referred to in the Inside Housing 

article "Leaked notes warn of "doctored" fire safety tests on materials for high rises". I 

provided detailed evidence in relation to this meeting and the notes referenced in that 

article in section 11 of my Second Witness Statement. 

I confirm that the meeting was an internal Kingspan Insulation business development 

team meeting ~vhich ~vas arranged by Alistair Lambie (National Business Development 

Manager) for his team. The meeting was attended by Alistair Lambie, Dave Roebuck, 

Graeme Irvine, Steven Bryant, Danny Greco, Gary Johnson, Tim James, Lindsay 

Wilson, Paul Guest, Martha Brown and Jonny Wright (attended for part of the meeting 

only). They are all members of the business development team. Lindsy Anderson 

(Marketing Manager GB at the time of the meeting and now Digital Marketing Manager 

GB) and Mark Swift (National Kooltherm Product Manager) were also in attendance. I 

also attended the meeting to provide an update on K15, as explained in section 11 of 

my Second Witness Statement. 
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3.3 

3.4 

3.5 

Paragraph 3.60 

Paragraph 3.60 of Gowling WLG’s letter of 10 June 2019 relates to any complaints 

about the promotion, advertising or marketing of K15. I confirm that to the best of my 

knowledge, since 1 December 20141 when I took on the position of Head of Marketing 

(subsequently becoming Head of Technical and Marketing in May 2015 and later 

Director of Technical, Marketing and Regulatory Affairs GB in May 2019), any 

significant query, complaint or contact regarding the marketing etc of K15 should have 

been brought to my attention. 

I confirm also that to the best of my knowledge, I do not recall Kingspan Insulation 

receiving any press queries of the nature listed in the schedule of queries provided at 

Appendix 5 of Gowling WLG’s letter dated 10 June 2019 (attached as Appendix A to 

this witness statement) at any time between December 2014 (when I took on the 

position of Head of Marketing) and the Grenfell Tower fire on 14 June 2017. 

Schedule of BS 8414 tests involving K15 between 2002 and June 2017 of which KIL 

is aware 

Paragraph 3 of the Inquiry’s Document Request No. 5 asked for a schedule to be 

provided containing the following information: 

"A comprehensive list or table setting out every test carried out to BS 8414 of which 

Kingspan is aware, whether or not Kingspan was the test sponsor, between 2002 and 

June 2017 inclusive and where the tested system incorporated Kl 5. This list must set 

out all tests, wherever the test took place, including any which were terminated early 

and/or where no test report was provided. Where a test report was provided to 

Kingspan, all issues, re-issues, drafts, final and revised versions of any report are to be 

listed. 

As a guide, the list or table must include the information set out below: 

1 I note that in previous witness statements, I indicated that I started this role in November 2014. I have since 

confirmed that I in fact started this role on 1 December 20"14. 
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(a)    Test date; 

(b) Test sponsor," 

(c) System tested," 

(d) Testing, House/Organisation; 

(e) Test Result, 

Date of related Report(s); 

(g) Report Number(s); 

(h) Date of any correspondence regarding a test failure; and 

(i) Date & Report number of any linked BR 135 classification report." 

3.6 A copy of the schedule provided in response to this request is included as Appendix B 

to this witness statement. 

3.7 I confirm that this schedule is complete to the best of my knowledge and understanding. 

Other than some limited knowledge in relation to the test undertaken on 7 July 2014 (as 

described in paragraph 3.38 of my Second Witness Statement), I have no direct 

knowledge of any of the tests conducted prior to May 2015 at which time I was 

appointed as Head of Technical and Marketing (Great Britain). My knowledge and 

understanding in relation to these earlier tests is therefore reliant on information 

retrieved as a result of the disclosure and document review exercise undertaken by 

Gowling WLG to assist the Inquiry. 

4 GOWLING WLG LETTER OF 17 JANUARY 2020 

Paragraph 3.2 

4.1 Paragraph 3.2 of Gowling WLG’s letter to the Inquiry dated 17 January 2020 provides 

information in relation to BS 476 testing of the foil racer of K15 and K15 Black in 2016. 

These tests and their Class 0 summary reports are detailed at rows 42-44 (K15 in 

February 2016) and 47-49 (K15 Black in May 2016) of the spreadsheet of BS 476 
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4.2 

4.3 

testing submitted with Gowling WLG’s letter2. I note that the testing of K15 Black is 

not relevant to K15 or its classification and I therefore address in this statement, only 

the testing of K15 in February 2016. 

Daniel Ball (Technical Advisor) prepared the samples for these tests. He has confirmed 

to me that for the K15 tests undertaken in February 2016, the foil facing used in each 

of these tests was selected and prepared in accordance with standard procedure: 

(a) Samples of the foil facing were selected from stock, meaning that the samples 

were taken from the roll of foil facing which was being used for K15 being 

manufactured on the Kooltherm production line. 

(b) Paragraph 4 of BS 476-6 1989+A1:2009 requires that the sample tested is 

225mmx225mm in size. Samples are therefore cut to this size, typically 

allowing roughly 10-20mm extra on each side to ensure that samples are big 

enough to allow the test house to wrap the foil around the test substrate and 

secure it by either tapes or staples. 

(c) There is no minimum thickness for foil facer samples specified in the BS 476 

test standard, which only specifies a maximum thickness for any samples being 

tested to BS 476 (which is 50ram). The standard foil facing used on K15 (being 

that which was tested) is approximately 0.5mm thick. 

(d) Nothing was done to the sample to "build it up" prior to testing. After a sample 

was cut, the sample was then sent to the BRE for testing. I understand that the 

BRE would have then fitted the samples to the appropriate substrates (I 

understand that calcium silicate boards are used for this purpose), with BRE 

cutting the Ibil as necessary to ensure the right fit. Kingspan Insulation is not 

involved in this process and so I cannot comment further. 

The Inquiry has asked that I confirm "the names of all those involved in arranging each 

test and in selecting and/or providing the samples of the product for testing". I confima 

that Daniel Ball selected and provided the samples to the test house for each of the tests 

2 AP4/I: Schedule of BS 476 testing relevant to K15, version 3: {KIN00022205} 
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detailed in paragraph 4.1 above. Adrian Brazier, as Technical Projects Manager, would 

have provided supervision and oversight of Daniel Ball in relation to these tests. 

4.4 The Inquiry has asked that I confirm "the name(s) of those with ultimate responsibility 

for arranging each test andJbr the selection and provision of the samples of the product 

for testing". As Daniel Ball confirms in paragraph 3.13 of his witness statement dated 

15 October 2019, he arranged these tests on his own initiative. I confirm, however, that 

in 2016, as Daniel Ball’s direct line manager, Adrian Brazier had overall responsibility 

for supervising Daniel Ball’s work in relation to arranging these tests and for the 

selecting and providing the samples of the product for testing. In my role as Head of 

Technical and Marketing (Great Britain) at the time, I was generally involved in high 

level strategic planning of testing, along with other members of the senior management 

team. As explained in paragraphs 5.4 and 5.5 of my Third Witness Statement, although 

I was not involved in the decision to undertake testing of the foil facet in 2016, I was 

involved in the decision in June-July 2016 to rely on the testing undertaken in February 

2016 to support K15’s Class 0 classification. 

4.5 The Inquiry has asked that I provide "a list of the names of all those involved in the 

decision to car~ out testing to BS 476 on the foil facer only of K15" and "the name(q) 

of those with ultimate responsibility for that decision". I understand that Gowling 

WLG’s letter of 17 January 2020 provided the following response to this question: "In 

2016, those involved in the decision to carry out testing to BS 476 on the foil facer only 

of Kl 5 were Adrian Pargeter, Daniel Ball and Arron Chalmers. Adam Heath and 

Adrian Brazier were aware of discussions around this testing but were not actively 

involved in these discussions". 

4.6 On closer analysis, I understand that answer to be correct in relation to who was 

involved in the decision to rely on the testing of K15 foil facer to support K15’s Class 

0 classification. However, as explained in paragraphs 5.4 and 5.5 of my Third Witness 

Statement, I was not involved in the initial decision to undertake the foil-facer testing 

in February 2016. This decision was taken by Daniel Ball with supervision from Adrian 

Brazier, as confirmed above. 

4.7 The Inquiry has also asked that I confirm "the names of those employees of the Building 

Research Establishment or Exova Warrington who were involved in carrying out, 
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4.8 

4.9 

approving or authorising each test". Having reviewed the relevant test reports, I 

understand that the following test house employees were involved in these tests: 

(a) The tests at rows 42 to 44 of KIN000222053: Alan Tulwey, John Hunter, Sheila 

M Warbus and Richard Jones. 

(b) The tests at rows 47 to 49 of KIN000222054: Alan Turvey, Richard Jones and 

Sheila M Warbus. 

I do not know if the relevant test reports contain a complete list of all the test house 

employees involved in these tests and I do not know which of the individuals listed 

above were responsible for each individual task e.g. carrying out the tests and approving 

or authorising the tests. 

Paragraph 9 

Paragraph 9 of Gowling WLG’s letter dated 17 January 2020 provided the following 

information in relation to which individuals would be best placed to assist the Inquiry 

with any further questions in relation to the topics addressed in the letter: 

Para 

Para 3 

(BS 476 

tests) 

Relevant 

individuals 

Daniel Ball 

Adrian Pargeter 

Title 

Technical Project Leader 

Director of Technical, 

Marketing and Regulatory 

Affairs GB (Head of 

Technical and Marketing 

Product changes/tests 

for which they can 

assist 

2016 tests (rows 42 to 44 

and 47 to 49 of the 

BS476 Spreadsheet) 

2016 tests (rows 42 to 44 

and 47 to 49 of the 

BS476 Spreadsheet) 

3 Ibid. 

4 Ibid. 
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Adrian Brazier 

Gwyn Davies 

(Great Britain) from May 

2015 to May 2019) 

Ivor Meredith 

Technical Project 

Manager 

Justin Davies 

Linzi Hobbs 

Malcolm 

Rochefort 

Divisional Technical 

Director Process 

Technical Project 

Manager (employment 

ended 19 August 2015) 

Divisional Certifications 

Manager (Technical 

Projects Manager in the 

Ducting    and    Pipe 

Insulation part of 

Kingspan, in 2007) 

Technical Processing 

Manager 

Technical Director (retired 

in December 2014) 

2016 tests (rows 42 to 44 

and 47 to 49 of the 

BS476 Spreadsheet) 

2004, 2007 and 2016 

tests (rows 11 to 13, 15 to 

16, 42 to 44 and 47 to 49 

of the BS 476 

Spreadsheet) 

2004 and 2007 tests 

(rows llto 13and 15to 

16 of the BS 476 

Spreadsheet) 

2007 tests (at rows 15 to 

16 of the BS 476 

Spreadsheet) 

2004, 2007 and 2016 

tests (rows 11 to 13, 15 to 

16, 42 to 44 and 47 to 49 

of the BS 476 

Spreadsheet) 

2004 and 2007 tests 

(rows llto 13and 15to 
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Paras 4- 

7 

(Major 

and 

Minor 

Changes 

to K15) 

Para 8 

(BS 

8414 

testing) 

Gwyn Davies 

Linzi Hobbs 

Malcolm 

Rochefort 

Ivor Meredith 

Adam Heath 

Adrian Pargeter 

Divisional Technical 

Director Process 

Technical 

Manager 

16 of the BS 

Spreadsheet) 

All Major Changes 

Processing All Major Changes 

Technical Director (retired 

in December 2014) 

Technical        Project 

Manager    (employment 

ended on 19 August 2015) 

Affairs Regulatory 

Manager- Fire 

476 

All Major Changes 

Tests from 2004 to 2015 

Tests from July 2014 to 

2017 

Tests from May 2015 to 

2017 

GB Technical, Marketing 

and Regulatory Affairs 

Director 

4.10 

4.11 

The Inquiry has asked that a witness statement be provided "from the individual at 

Kingspan which confirms his/her view that the particular individuals listed in this 

section were in some way involved in the particular tests" on which they are said to be 

likely to assist with further questions". 

Given the time period and scope of information covered by the above table, I do not 

believe that there is one individual at Kingspan Insulation who would be able to confirm 

first hand that the listed individuals were in some way involved in each particular test 

or the product changes. However, in relation to each of the individuals who remain 

employed by Kingspan Insulation, I understand that they have each confirmed that the 

table is accurate. In relation to those individuals who are no longer employed by 
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5.1 

5.2 

5.3 

Kingspan Insulation, I understand that the information was collated by Gowling WLG 

by speaking to relevant current employees to the extent they were able to comment on 

the involvement of prior employees and by reviewing documentation relating to the 

relevant tests. 

LETTER OF 31 JANUARY 2020: SCHEDULE OF BS 8414 TESTS INVOLVING 

K15 COMMISSIONED BY KINGSPAN INSULATION AT BRE PRIOR TO 14 

JUNE 2017 (VERSION 2) 

Paragraph 8 of the Inquiry’s Document Request 8 dated 19 December 2019 requested a 

schedule incorporating the following information: 

"With reference to every test to BS 8414 carried out by your client at the BRE on any 

systems incorporating K15 prior to 14 June 2017: 

plvvide a precise technical description of the properties of the tested insulation 

product," 

confirm whether or Kingspan ensured that the insulation product tested was the 

same as that being offeredJbr sale at the time; 

if it was the same, list the steps taken to ensure that the product tested was the 

same as that being offered for sale; and 

(d) identify those responsible for carrying out those steps by reference to individual 

names and to their roles". 

A final copy of this schedule was provided to the Inquiry on 31 January 2020 and is 

attached to this witness statement as Appendix C. 

I confirm that this schcdulc is complctc to thc bcst of my kno~vlcdgc and undcrstanding. 

I have no direct knowledge of any of the tests conducted prior to May 2015 when I was 

appointed as Head of Technical and Marketing (Great Britain), other than some limited 

knowledge in relation to the test undertaken on 7 July 2014, as described in paragraph 

3.38 of my Second Witness Statement. My knowledge and understanding in relation 

to these earlier tests is therefore reliant on information retrieved as a result of the 
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5.4 

5.5 

5.6 

5.7 

6.1 

disclosure and document review exercise undertaken by Gowling WLG to assist the 

Inquiry. 

I set out in the following paragraphs some further information and context in relation 

to (i) the BS 8414 tests carried out since July 2014 (the "Later BS 8414 Tests") and 

(ii) the BS 8414 tests carried out prior to July 2014 (the "Earlier BS 8414 Tests"). 

The Later BS 8414 Tests 

In order to respond to paragraph sub-paragraph (a) of the Inquiry’s request, my team 

looked for the batch numbers of the product used in each test as this allowed us to 

retrieve information from our central record keeping systems regarding the technical 

properties of that particular batch of product. 

For the Later BS 8414 Tests, we hold comprehensive records and have been able to 

establish the batch numbers and therefore the technical properties of the tested product. 

For example, you will see in Appendix C that for every test carried out between 21 

April 2015 and 26 August 2016, exactly the same type of foil and foam was used to 

make up the tested product and that this was the same product as was sold on the market. 

The Earlier BS 8414 Tests 

We do not hold such detailed records for these tests. Wc ~vcrc unable to identify batch 

numbers for the product used in the Earlier BS 8414 Tests and we were therefore unable 

to identify relevant information in our central record keeping systems which would 

allow us to provide the detailed technical information for these tests. 

LETTER OF 20 MAY 2020: SCHEDULE OF BS 8414 TESTS UNDERTAKEN 

ON K15 POST 14 JUNE 2017 

The Inquiry’s Request for Documents No. 8 asked that Kingspan Insulation provide a 

schedule setting out the following information: 

"Every test carried out to BS 8414 on any system incorporating K15 between 14 June 

2017 and today’s date, whether in this jurisdiction or overseas and whether terminated 
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early or not. This list is also to include any tests deemed "indicative" by Kingspan or 

for which test reports were not issued. 

The spreadsheet is to contain at least the following information in respect of each such 

test: 

(a) The date of the test," 

(b) Whether the system was tested to BS 8414 Part 1 or to BS 8414 Part 2; 

(c) The name and location of the testing facility; 

The sponsor (whether Kingspan Insulation Lid or whether in parmerskip with 

any other organisation); 

(e) A clear description of all elements of the tested system; 

A clear explanation as to whether the K15 tested on each occasion was K15 as 

sold to market at the date of the test or is a previous/different iteration of the 

product," 

Whether the test was intended in any way to replicate, as far as possible, any 

test to BS 8414 carried outprior to 14 June 2017. If so, please identify the date 

and reference number of the relevant previous test," 

(h) The result (in terms of whether or not the criteria in BR 135 were met); 

(i) Whether or not a test report has been issued," 

(!’) The reference number of each such test report," 

(k) The date of issue of each such test report, 

(1) Whether or not a classification report to BR 135 has been sought," 

(m)    Whether or not a classification report to BR 135 has been issued," 

(n) The reference number of each such classification report," 
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6.2 

6.3 

6.4 

6.5 

(o) The date of issue of each such classification report," and 

Whether or not a~v test report, test data or classification report listed has 

previously been provided to the Inquiry. If so, please identify such documents 

by specifying all relevant reference numbers." 

A copy of the schedule provided in response to this request is included at Appendix D 

to this witness statement. 

I confirm that to the best of my knowledge and understanding this schedule sets out 

details of every test carried out by Kingspan Insulation (including in collaboration with 

Mitsubishi Chemical Corporation) to BS 8414 between 14 June 2017 and 6 May 2020 

on any system incorporating K15. As indicated in the schedule, a number of these tests 

were designed to replicate in part the BS 8414 test conducted by the Department for 

Communities and Local Government on 13 August 2017 of a system including 

"insulation material of rigid phenolic foam", which Kingspan Insulation understands to 

have been K15. This is referred to as "DCLG Test 7" and details of this test have been 

included in the spreadsheet for ease of reference. 

I confirm that to the best of my knowledge and understanding, this schedule includes 

all such tests undertaken by Kingspan Insulation in the UK and overseas and whether 

terminated early or not within the specified date range. It also includes all indicative 

tests and those carried out using non-standard versions of K15. 

Separately, I am also aware of a small number of additional BS 8414 tests of systems 

incorporating K15 which third parties have undertaken during the identified period. In 

some instances, Kingspan Insulation has supplied K15 insulation for use in these tests. 

In contrast to the programme of testing undertaken in collaboration with Mitsubishi 

Chemical Corporation, Kingspan Insulation was not involved in the design or choice of 

materials used in these tests and I do not consider that Kingspan Insulation partnered in 

any way with the sponsors of these tests. I am aware of the results of these tests and in 

some cases such information has been provided pursuant to the terms of a Non- 

Disclosure Agreement. I understand that this information was previously drawn to the 

Inquiry’s attention in paragraph 2.4 of Gowling WLG’s letter of 20 May 2020. 
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7 SCHEDULES OF BS 476 TESTING RELEVANT TO K15 

7.1 Paragraph 2 of the Inquiry’s Request for Documents No. 6 dated 7 October 2019 asked 

Kingspan Insulation to provide the following information: 

"A table setting out every test to BS 476-6 and every test to BS 476-7 carried out, at any 

stage, on K15. This is to include (but need not be limited to): 

(q)    the organisation which carried out the test," 

the jurisdiction in which the test was carried out and/or in which any related 

report was issued; 

(s) the date on which the test was carried out," 

(t) the date of any related test report," 

(u)    the identifying number of any related test report; 

the name of the individual or individuals, within Kingspan, with responsibility 

for commissioning/arranging the test," 

whether the test was carried out to the fidl relevant test method or whether it 

was considered to be an "indicative" test," 

whether, in each case, the product was tested as a whole or only in part. If the 

latter, please clearly identify which part was tested," and 

(y) a clear description of the result." 

7.2 I understand that three versions of this spreadsheet have been provided to the Inquiry, 

with the version provided on 17 January 20205 being accurate and complete. 

7.3 This spreadsheet was compiled primarily by Adam Heath with my supervision. The 

information contained in the spreadsheet was compiled through requesting copies of/ 

information about any BS 476 testing undertaken by the Technical Projects, Technical 

5 Ibid. 
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7.4 

7.5 

7.6 

7.7 

Processing and Research & Development teams in Pembridge. He also requested 

equivalent infomaation from relevant teams in Castleblayney (Ireland), Australia and 

KICE (Continental Europe). 

Searches were also undertaken by Gowling WLG to identify any further BS 476 test 

reports which had not been identified as part of the internal collation exercise described 

above. 

Once a complete spreadsheet of all reports was compiled, relevant individuals within 

Kingspan Insulation determined whether or not testing was relevant to K15. As this 

information was gathered, this lead to amendments to the earliest version of the 

spreadsheet submitted to the Inquiry as it was confirmed that certain tests did not in fact 

relate to K15 or related only to R&D versions of the product. This was confirmed by 

cross-referencing the batch numbers of the product tested to the SAP system to 

understand exactly what was tested. 

Adam has had very little direct involvement in BS 476 testing and given the time period 

covered by the Inquiry’s request, compilation of the spreadsheet has in many cases 

relied on the review of documentation alone. ! had no direct involvement in or 

knowledge of any of the tests undertaken prior to May 2015 when ! took on the role of 

Head of Marketing and Technical (Great Britain). Since that date, I have had limited 

involvement in the testing undertaken by Daniel Ball and Arron Chalmers who are / 

were part of the Technical Projects team, as further described above. 

Version 1 - 25 October 20196 

The original version of this spreadsheet was provided to the Inquiry on 25 October 

2019. I understand that certain intbrmation was still "TBC" at this stage. 

Version 2 8 November 20197 

6 AP4/2: Schedule of BS 476 testing relevant to K15, version 1: {KIN00022310} 

7 AP4/3: Schedule of BS 476 testing relevant to K15, version 2: {KIN00022306} 
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7.8 

7.9 

The second version of this spreadsheet was provided to the Inquiry on 8 November 

2019. ! understand that the following updates were made in this version (shown by red 

text in the spreadsheet): 

(a) Information relating to three indicative BS 476-6 tests conducted on 8 August 

2017 (rows 56 to 58 of spreadsheet) was removed because on further 

investigation it was confirmed that these tests were undertaken using a different 

product that does not relate to K15; 

(b) The information relating to the indicative BS 476-6 tests previously stated to 

have been conducted on 4 October 2017 (rows 70 to 76 of spreadsheet) was 

updated and the "TBC" data was inserted; and 

(c) A further BS 476-6 test conducted on 9 May 2012 was inserted into the 

spreadsheet (row 31). 

Version 3 - 17 January 20208 

The third version of this spreadsheet was provided to the Inquiry on 17 January 2020. I 

understand that, as a result of further information which came to light in the intervening 

period, the following updates were made in this version (shown by red text in the 

spreadsheet): 

(a) The information relating to the three tests whose corresponding test report 

numbers are 260243; 306833; and 306831 (rows 22, 25 and 26 respectively) 

was removed because, on further investigation, it was confirmed that these tests 

were undertaken as research and development, using a trial product which is 

different to K15 as sold on the market; 

(b) The information relating to the test at row 57 of the BS 476 Spreadsheet was 

removed because, on further investigation, it was confirmed that this test was 

not undertaken on K15; 

8 AP4/1 : {KIN00022205} 
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(c) The information relating to the tests at rows 78 and 79 of the was removed 

because we have identified that these entries were duplicative of those tests at 

rows 76 and 77; 

(d) For good housekeeping, so that the Inquiry and Kingspan Insulation had a clear 

record of all tests that were investigated for the purposes of pulling together the 

spreadsheet, we reinstated test report numbers and test dates for tests for which 

information had been removed in the previous version of the spreadsheet (ro~vs 

80 to 82 in the spreadsheet submitted to the Inquiry on 8 November 2019) when 

it was confirmed that the tests either did not relate to K15 or related to a trial 

product; and 

We added in columns recording the date on which the test report was disclosed 

to the Inquiry and the PROD and KIN numbers (where known). 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. 

I confirm that i am willing for this statement to form paz~ of the evidcncc before the inquiry 

and fi~r it to be published lu~he Inquiry’s web site. 

Signed 

Adrian Westley Pargeter 

Date: 3 November 2020 
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Gowling WLG letter to Grenfell Tower Inquiry dated 10 June 2019 

Adrian Pargeter Fourth Witness Statement: Appendix A 

Appendix 5: details of complaints, queries or other contact from any individual or orqanisation (which is not the ASA) in respect of Kinqspan’s 
promotion, advertisin,q or marketinq of K15 since 2005 

Date of Source of Detailsofenquiry Date of Kingspan Response 
press enquiry Kingspan 
enquiry response 
27 June Channel4 28 June 2017 
2017 News 

An email from Channel 4 News relating to a report 
focussing on K15 which Channel 4 were intending to 
broadcast. The specific questions asked by Channel 
4 were: 

1. Do you accept that K15 is a combustible material 
even though it can meet fire safety standards if 
used in an appropriate cladding system? 

2. What is your response to fire safety experts who 
state that combustible materials should not be 
used on high rise buildings (over 18m)? 

3. Is Kingspan confident that all of the high rise 
cladding projects supplied by the firm meet BR 
135 standards? 

In light of the Grenfell Fire, will you continue to 
stand by your marketing materials which state 
that Kingspan K15 can be used as an alternative 
to non-combustible materials in high-rise 
cladding systems? 

"Statement to Channel 4 
Kingspan shares the continuing shock and sadness around the events at 
Grenfefl Tower, and our thoughts are with aft those affected. 

We recognise that this terrible tragedy has raised understandable concerns 
about the implementation of building regulations, the adequacy of those 
regulations, the materials used in building construction and refurbishment, 
and how these impact one another. As a responsible supplier of insulation 
products in the UK these are issues that we take extremely seriously, as 
they impact all our lives. 

To that end, Kingspan supports a full and wide ranging investigation to 
estabfish the facts of what has happened in the recent tragedy as the only 
basis for a more considered debate and review of building safety and 
regulation for the future. Kingspan is fully committed to engaging with all 
stakeholders and to taking all appropriate actions to ensure the optimum 
safety of buildings, including high-rise residential tower blocks. 

In relation to your particular queries: 
Kingspan believes that large scale testing of complete systems is the only 
robust approach to fire testing. Small scale testing on individual products 
lacks this rigour and has the potential to significantly mislead, alarm and 
misinform future policy. Similarly, in our view, a reliance on so-called non- 
combustible materials ’deemed to’ pass without any ’in use’ fire testing 
represents a significant gap in current fire safety regulation. 
Kooltherm K15 is not a cladding material but it has been successfully tested 
by BRE as a component in a range of ventilated rainscreen systems, to 
British Standards 8414-1 and 8414-2, as required by the Building 
Regulations for buildings above 18 metres. 
K15, has the advantage of excellent fire performance; importantly it does 
not readily propagate fire and ultimately it self-extinguishes whilst 
substantially mitigating smoke release. Our research, using large scale fire 
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4 BBC 
October Newsnight 
2017 

12 Inside 
March Housing 
2018 

"In the 2015 version of your Routes to Compfiance 
document you cite the Pendleton Together project in 
Salford as a case study. 

Could you tell us if that project was based on a 
desktop study or some other route to compliance? If 
it was a study, could you tell us who did it?" 

"I’m working on a piece at the moment about the 
history of large-scale testing. I came across an 
advert for K15 from 2006 entitled ’What’s lurking 
behind your facade ?’ 

5 October 
2017 

13 March 2018 

tests on ventilated rainscreen systems shows that systems containing 
Kooltherm K15 can display similar fire performance to systems containing 
mineral fibre products that are deemed non-combustible. 
Fire safety is an extremely complex area. The safety of a building is 
influenced by a wide range of factors including height, use, 
compartmentafion, sprinkler installation, fire and smoke detection, means of 
escape, flammability of building contents, proximity and exposure of utilities 
such gas lines as well as the combination of materials used in exterior walls 
and internal finishes. 

As a conscientious and responsible manufacturer Kingspan produces 
products that comply with the applicable (CE) product safety standards. 
Similarly, compliance with fire safety regulations for buildings is the 
responsibility of building designers, building contractors, building control 
and building owners, and responsibility for ensuring the adequacy of those 
regulations rests with the GovernmenL 

Kingspan remains confident that properly installed and specified our 
products deliver reliable and energy efficient insulation solutions and we will 
continue to provide appropriate information to customers to ensure they are 
aware of the appropriate routes to compliance using Kingspan products. 
The use of Kooltherm K15 boards or indeed any competing insulation 
brands to complement cladding that is not compliant with Building 
Regulations would never be acceptable to Kingspan or any other 
responsible provider." 

Response provided to BBC, as follows: 

" - our assumption is a DTS would have been used but Kingspan wasn’t 
involved in doing one or paying for one, so we don’t know who might have 
done it 

- route to compliance is best confirmed with the architect (Michael Hyde and 
Architects) or contractor (Keepmoat) who worked on the project. They are 
more likely have visibility on the specifics of each element of system and 
route to compliance usecf’ 
"Kingspan takes the fire performance of its products extremely seriously, 
and for many years has invested in extensive research and testing. Testing 
carried out on K15 has always sought to ensure that it has been subject to 
the most stringent available test for its appropriate use in external cladding 
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14 June The Daily 
2018 Telegraph 

That referred to an 8414 test using K15, which, it 
seems from an NHBC presentation in 2013, was 
done in May 2005. 

This was 11 months before Approved Document B 
changed to make 8414 testing an alternative to non- 
combustible insulation. Previously, it had been an 
alternative only to cladding panels that were not 
class O. 
Why did Kingspan do this test before it was even a 
route to compliance?" 

"The Telegraph intends to publish an article on the 
fire safety advice given to customers using the 
Kooltherm K15 Rainscreen Board and/or Kooltherm 
K5 External Board insulation systems. 

We will write that from 2001 to May 2018, Kingspan 
gave significantly reduced prominence to the fire 
safety standards of both products. 

We will write that the nature of the fire safety advice 
given changed to such a degree as to potentially 
confuse customers and members of the public. 

And we will write that Kingspan failed to provide 
customers and the general public alike with sufficient 
additional warning - ie. beyond reprinting the product 
brochures - that the fire safety advice for both 
products had been altered in the ways described. 

I would therefore be grateful if you could answer the 
following questions: 

Please confirm that Kingspan was involved in the 
following projects, as indicated in company 
reports and your website. Castle Street, Dover 
Fairways, Isle of Wight The River Studio, 
Warwickshire Jaguar, Warwickshire Primark, Fort 
Kinnaird, Edinburgh Riverside Museum, Glasgow 

N/A 

systems." 

No formal response provided. A number of the queries were misguided as 
they were based on non-UK product literature. The Daily Telegraph did not 
publish the associated article. 
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Emirates Royal Docks/Air Line London 20 
Fenchurch Street, London Barnsley College, 
Barnsley Falcon Wharf, London Olympia Park 
Marks & Spencer, London London Arena, 
London University Hospital Coventry Queen 
Elizabeth University Hospital    Glasgow 
Kingswood Academy, Hull Notre Dame Catholic 
College, Liverpool Queen’s University, Belfast 
Moseley School Birmingham Stonehenge Visitor 

Centre, Wiltshire 

Please could you also tell me which of the above 
listed projects involved the use of Kooltherm K15 
Rainscreen Board and/or Kooltherm K5 Extemal 
Board. 

The March 2001 product brochure for Kooltherm 
K5 External Wall board states prominently on the 
front cover that the product has a "Class 0 fire 
rating" and a "Class 0 fire rated insulation core". 

However, the May 2018 version of the same 
document does not provide the same 
information until page 10 of an l 1-page 
document (not counting the contact 
information on the final page). 

Why was this information moved to a 
position of reduced prominence in this way? 
When was the decision to do so taken? 

The June 2006 product brochure for Kooltherm 
K15 Rainscreen Board states on page 1 (the 
front page) "Class O/low risk fire rating). 

The November 2008 product brochure for 
Kooltherm K15 Rainscreen Board also states on 
page 1 (the front page) "Class O/low risk fire 
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rating). 

The December 2016 product brochure for 
Kooltherm K15 Rainscreen Board states on page 
3, "Class O* (in accordance with the Building 
Regulations in England, Wales and Northern 
Ireland) * Applies only to the Kingspan 
Kooltherm® insulation core." 

The July 2017 product brochure for Kooltherm 
K15 Rainscreen Board in Ireland does not 
include any reference to "Class 0" or to a "low 
risk" fire rating. It instead states on page 7: 

"Kingspan Kooitherm® K15 Rainscreen Board, in 
the constructions specified in Table 3, has been 
successfully tested to BS 8414-1:2002 (Fire 
performance of external cladding systems. Test 
methods for non-loadbearing external cladding 
systems applied to the face of a building) and BS 
8414-2:2005 (Fire performance of extemal 
cladding systems. Test method for non- 
Ioadbearing external cladding systems fixed to 
and supported by a structural steel frame), in 
accordance with the performance criteria set out 
in BR 135 (Fire performance of external thermal 
insulation for walls of m ulti-storey buildings)." 

Lastly, the October 2017 product brochure for 
Kooltherm K15 Rainscreen Board states on page 
9 that the product has a "Class 0 fire rating". 

(a) Why was Kooltherm K15 Rainscreen 
Board’s fire-rating given such prominence in 
2006 and 2008, but not in subsequent 
editions of the brochure? 

(b) Why did the December 2016 brochure apply 
the "Class 0 rating" only to the core of the 

KIN00024385_0022 

K
IN

00024385/22



Gowling WLG letter to Grenfell Tower Inquiry dated 10 June 2019 

Adrian Pargeter Fourth Witness Statement: Appendix A 

product, and not to the coating? 

Why was the same distinction not made in 
later editions of the K15 product brochure ? 

Why does the July 2017 Irish edition not 
make any reference to the K15’s "Class 0" 
fire rating/low fire risk, while citing three other 
British safety standards - BS 8414-1: 2002, 
BS 8414-2:2005 and BR 135? 

When was this decision taken? 

What is the meaning of the phrase "has been 
successfully tested to" in the example given 
above? How does this compare with meeting 
the standard required for the product to be 
considered "Class O/low risk? 

What was behind the decision to include the 
"Class 0 fire rating" statement in the October 
2017 edition of the brochure ? 

Having substantially revised both the 
prominence given to- and the nature of the 
fire safety risk information given between 
2008 and 2017, what additional steps did 
Kingspan take to inform its customers of 
those changes and to explain the reasoning 
behind them?" 
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Letter from Gowling WLG to Grenfell Tower Inquiry dated 10 June 2019 

Appendix 2: response to para,qraph 3 of Request 5 
Schedule of tests involvinq K15 conducted to 

BS 8414 standard between 2002 and June 2017 of which Kinqspan Insulation Limited is aware 

Test date Test sponsor System tested Test house Test result Test report number Date and version of Date & number of any linked 
test report(s) / BR 135 classification report 

letters 
Kingspan 

Cement particle board BRE Global Ltd Pass 220876 8 December 2005 
P101812-1000 Issue 1 

31 May 2005 
Insulation Limited (28 September 2015) 

Kingspan 
20 December Insulation Limited, 

Metsec/Sotec 60ram BRE Global Ltd Fail 
Internal report only: 

7 January 2008 N/A 
2007 Sotech and IJM00371 

Metsec 
Kingspan 

No report or other 
Insulation Limited, N/A 

1 April 2008 
Sotech and 

Metsec/Sotec 60ram BRE Global Ltd Fail documents N/A 
identified 

Metsec 
No report identified: 

N/A 
9 April 2008 Kingspan Offsite 

Kingframe and Stoventec 
BRE Global Ltd Fail letter from BRE ref 4 August 2008 

render board 
241103 

No report identified: 
6 June 2008 Kingspan Offsite 

Kingframe and Hardie 
BRE Global Ltd Fail letter from BRE ref 4 August 2008 

N/A 
board 

241105 

Fail (early No report identified:    14 August 2014              N/A 7 January Kingspan 
8mm Trespa FR HPL BRE Global Ltd letter from BRE ref 

2014 Insulation Limited termination) 
291718 

19 March Kingspan Trespa decorative 
BRE Global Ltd 

Fail (early 
293940 N/A 

2014      Insulation Limited       rainscreen board                       termination) 

7 July 2014 
Kingspan 

Insulation Limited 
Taylor Maxwell Standard 

Classico terracotta tile 
BRE Global Ltd Pass 297099 

26 June 2014 
Issue 1 

10 September 2014 
Issue 1 

14 April 2015 
Issue 2 

291642 Issue 1 
(5 March 2015) 
291642Issue 2 
(14 April2015) 

No report identified: 
18 December Kingspan 

Carea panel BRE Global Ltd Fail 
thermocouple data 

2014 Insulation Limited available (ref 
Undated N/A 

PN301077) 

23 March Carea Fa£~ade Carea mineral composite BRE Global Ltd Pass 302995 14 May 2015 P100769-1000 
2015 grooved panels Issue 1 (8 June 2015) 
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Test date Test sponsor System tested Test house Test result Test report number 

21 April 2015 

7 July 2015 

15 July 2015 

26 January 
2016 

Kingspan 
Insulation Limited 

Taylor Maxwell Tampa 
terracotta tiles 

Isosystems & 
Aquarian 

Cladding Systems 

BRE Global Ltd Pass 303930 

Stofix Oy Brick Slip panels BRE Global Ltd Pass 303931 

Not available1 

Kingspan 
Insulation Limited 

BRE Global Ltd 

BRE Global Ltd 

Gebrik panels Pass 

Pass 
ArGeTon Tampa terracotta 

tiles 

P100838-1000 

P100184-1000 

Date and version of 
test report(s) / 

letters 
25 August 2015 

Issue 1 
17 September 2015 

Issue 2 
3 July 2018 

Issue 3 
5 November 2015 

Issue 1 

Date & number of any linked 
BR 135 classification report 

297211 Issue 1 
(21 September 2015) 

297211 Issue 2 
(3 July 2018) 

P100576-1000 
(13 November 2015) 

21 September 2015 
Issue 2 

18 July 2016 
Issue 1 

28 November 2016 
Issue 2 

28 November 2016 
Issue 3 

P100838-1001 Issue 2 
(21 September 2015) 

P100184-1001 Issue 1 
(22 July 2016) 

P100184-1001 Issue 2 
(28 November 2016) 

P100184-1001 Issue 3 
(2 December 2016) 

26 August Kingspan 3mm Thick Pure Aluminium 
BRE Global Ltd Fail Unknown2 N/A N/A 

2016 Insulation Limited cassette 

1 This test was commissioned by a third party who, to the best of our knowledge, only shared with Kingspan issue 2 of the test report and BR135 classification report. 

2 The test report was not commissioned by our client in 2016 as it did not satisfy the requirements of BR 135. Our client has subsequently commissioned the test report 

associated with this test. Once available, it will be disclosed to the Inquiry. 

KIN00024385_0025 

K
IN

00024385/25



Adrian Pargeter Fourth Witness Statement: Appendix C 
Letter from Gowling WLG to Grenfell Tower Inquiry dated 17 January 2020 

Appendix: Response to para,qraph 8 of Request 7: Schedule of BS 8414 tests involvin,q K15~ commissioned by Kin,qspan at the BRE prior to 14 
June 2017 

Test date 

December 
2004 

31 May 
2005 

2O 
December 

2007 

1 April 
2008 

7 January 
2014 

Test 
sponsor 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited, 
Sotech 

and 
Metsec 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited, 
Sotech 

and 
Metsec 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

System Test Test report 
tested result number 

Insulation 
N/A 

only 

Cement 
particle Pass 
board 

Metsec/Sote 
Fail 

c 60mm 

Metsec/Sote 
Fail 

c 60mm 

Fail 
8mm Trespa (early 

FR HPL termin 
ation) 

No report 
identified 

220876 

Internal 
report only: 
IJM00371 

No report or 
other 

documents 
identified 

No report 
identified: 
letter from 
BRE ref 
291718 

Properties of the 
tested insulation 

product 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

Was the tested 
insulation 

product the same 
as K15 being 

offered for sale 
by Kingspan 

Insulation 
Limited at the 

time? 
TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

Steps taken to ensure that the 
tested insulation product was the 
same as K15 being offered for sale 
by Kingspan Insulation Limited at 

the time 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

Individuals / roles 
responsible for 

steps taken 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 

TBC 
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Test date 

19 March 
2014 

7 July 
2014 

Test 
sponsor 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

System Test Test report 
tested result number 

Trespa Fail 
decorative (early 
rainscreen termin 

board ation) 

Taylor 
Maxwell 
Standard 
Classico 

terracotta tile 

Pass 

293940 

297099 

Properties of the 
tested insulation 

product 

Trial Product 

Thickness: 80mm 

Foil: unperforated 
50micron or 100micron 

Foil/5x5 scrim/glass 
mat 

Core: R330UF-1, 
Calcium Carbonate & 
polyol blend added. 
Alternative blowing 

agent 

Trial Product 

Thickness: 80mm 

Foil: Perforated and 
unperforated 50micron 
Foil/5x5 scrim/glass 

mat 

Core: R330UF-1, 
Calcium Carbonate & 

polyol blend. 
Alternative blowing 

agent 

Was the tested 
insulation 

product the same 
as K15 being 

offered for sale 
by Kingspan 

Insulation 
Limited at the 

time? 
No 

No 

Steps taken to ensure that the 
tested insulation product was the 
same as K15 being offered for sale 
by Kingspan Insulation Limited at 

the time 

N/A 

N/A 

Individuals / roles 
responsible for 

steps taken 

N/A 

N/A 
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Test date 

21 April 
2015 

Test 
sponsor 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

System Test Test report 
tested result number 

Pass 
303930 

Properties of the 
tested insulation 

product 

Standard K15 

Thickness: 140mm 

Taylor 
Maxwell 
Tampa 

terracotta 
tiles 

Foil: Perforated 
25micron/5x5scrim/gla 
ss mat standard facing 

Foam: R330UF-1, 
Calcium Carbonate & 
polyol blend. Standard 

blowing agent. 

Was the tested 
insulation 

product the same 
as K15 being 

offered for sale 
by Kingspan 

Insulation 
Limited at the 

time? 
Yes 

Steps taken to ensure that the 
tested insulation product was the 
same as K15 being offered for sale 
by Kingspan Insulation Limited at 

the time 

When preparing for a BS 8414 test, 
Kingspan requests K15 from stock, 
which is then sent to the BRE for 
testing. 

K15 is not specifically manufactured 
for the purposes of testing (unless 
trial products are being tested); 
instead, samples of the product to be 
used in tests are simply requested 
from the stock supplies. The rest of 
this stock is used for sale on the 
market. This approach ensures that 
the product tested is consistent with 
the product being sold on the market 
at the time. 

In order to ensure there is stock 
consistency, Kingspan follows the 
below steps: 

In terms of manufacturing, K15 is 
made according to the 
manufacturing Standard 
Operating Procedures ("SOPs") 
which have been described in 
detail to the Inquiry in our letters 
dated 25 October 2019 and 8 
November 2019 which both 
enclosed a spreadsheet showing 

Individuals / roles 
responsible for 

steps taken 

Ivor Meredith - 
Technical Project 

Manager 

Ivor Meredith was 
responsible for 
requesting the 

product from stock 
to be sent to the 
BRE for testing 

KIN00024385_0028 

K
IN

00024385/28



Adrian Pargeter Fourth Witness Statement: Appendix C 
Letter from Gowling WLG to Grenfell Tower Inquiry dated 17 January 2020 

Test date 

26 
January 

2016 

Test 
sponsor 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

System Test Test report 
tested result number 

ArGeTon 
P100184- 

Tampa Pass 1000 
terracotta 

tiles 

Properties of the 
tested insulation 

product 

Standard K15 

Thickness: 140mm 

Foil: Perforated 
25micron/5x5scrim/gla 
ss mat standard facing 

Foam: R330UF-1, 
Calcium Carbonate & 
polyol blend. Standard 

blowing agent. 

Was the tested 
insulation 

product the same 
as K15 being 

offered for sale 
by Kingspan 

Insulation 
Limited at the 

time? 

Yes 

Steps taken to ensure that the 
tested insulation product was the 
same as K15 being offered for sale 
by Kingspan Insulation Limited at 

the time 

the SOPs for the manufacture of 
K15 from November 2002 to 
September 2018. SOPs are 
used by Kingspan to ensure 
consistency in the manufacture 
of K15. 

2. In addition, K15 is manufactured 
in accordance with ISO 9001 
standards. 

Together, the manufacturing SOPs 
and compliance with ISO 9001 
standards creates uniformity of 
manufacture across different batches 
of K15 and different thicknesses. 

As above 

Individuals / roles 
responsible for 

steps taken 

Daniel Ball- 
Technical Project 

Leader 

Daniel Ball was 
responsible for 
requesting the 

product from stock 
to be sent to the 
BRE for testing 
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Test date 

26 August 
2016 

Test 
sponsor 

Kingspan 
Insulation 
Limited 

System Test Test report 
tested result number 

3mm Thick 
Pure 

Aluminium 
cassette 

Fail Unknown1 

Properties of the 
tested insulation 

product 

Standard K15 

Thickness: 140mm 

Foil: Perforated 
25micron/5x5scrim/gla 
ss mat standard facing 

Foam: R330UF-1, 
Calcium Carbonate & 
polyol blend. Standard 

blowing agent. 

Was the tested 
insulation 

product the same 
as K15 being 

offered for sale 
by Kingspan 

Insulation 
Limited at the 

time? 
Yes 

Steps taken to ensure that the 
tested insulation product was the 
same as K15 being offered for sale 
by Kingspan Insulation Limited at 

the time 

As above 

Individuals / roles 
responsible for 

steps taken 

Daniel Ball- 
Technical Project 

Leader 

Daniel Ball was 
responsible for 
requesting the 

product from stock 
to be sent to the 
BRE for testing 

1 The test report was not commissioned by our client in 2016 as it did not satisfy the requirements of BR 135. Our client has subsequently commissioned the test report. 

associated with this test. Once available, it will be disclosed to the Inquiry. 
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Dsteoftest TestHouse Location of Test Commissioned by 

39 October 201¯ BRE Global Ltd UK Kingspan Insulation Ud 

39 October 2017 BRE Global Ltd UK MSsubishi Chemical 
Corporation 

23 October 201¯ Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

27 October 201¯ BRE Global Ltd UK Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

27 October 201¯ BRE Global Ltd UK Mitsubishi Chemical 
Corporation 

37 November 2017 BRE Global Ltd UK Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

33 December 2017 Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ud 

12 December 2017 Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

35 February 2018 BRE Global Ltd UK Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

12 Februa~? 2018 Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

3O April 2018 Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ud 

32 May 2018 BRE Global Ltd UK Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

10 May 2018 Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

18 July 2018 Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ltd 

35 August 2018 Exova UAE Kingspan Insulation Ud 

36 June 2019 BRE Global Ltd UK Kingspan Insulation Ud 

81adding Panel System tested 

’AGM panel with a core filler of fire retardant polyethylene" rive~ fi×ed 
#ith 20mm open joints. Stone wool cavity barriers, full fill vertically 
and intumescent horizontally. 

Mitsubishi Alpolic/fr ACM panels Booth M uirie Limited i"BML")400 
rivet fixed with 4ram open joints. Stone wool cavity barriers, full fill 
vertically and intumescent horizontally. 

Mitsubishi Alpolic A2 ACM panels BML 400 rivet fixed wSh 20m nl 
3pen joints. Stone wool cavity barriers, full fill vertically and 
ntumescent horizontally. 

Mitsubishi Alpolicffr ACM panels BML 400 rivet fixed with 20ram 
3pen joints. Stone wool cavity ba~Tie~s, full rill vertically and 
ntumescent horizontally. 
Mitsubishi Alpolic A2 ACM panels BM L 400 rivet fixed with 20ram 
3pen joints. Stone wool cavity barriers, full fill vertically and 
ntumescent horizontally. 

Mitsubishi Alpolic A2 ACM panels BML 100 hook on cassette 
system. Stone wool cavity barriers, full fill vertically and intumescent 
qorizontally with open state cassette inseds Stted into the cassette 
3anels. 

Mitsubishi Alpolicffr ACM panels BML 400 rivet fixed with 10ram 
3pen joints. Stone wool cavity barfiers, full fill vertically and 
ntumescent horizontally. 
3ram Aluminium Panels BML 100 hock on cassette system. Stone 
~’ool Cavity barders, full fill vertically and intumescent horizontally 
~ith open state cassette inserts fitted into the cassette panels 

Mfisubishi Alpolicffr ACM panels BML 100 hook on cassette system. 
5tone Wool Cavity barriers, full fill veRically and intumescent 
qorizontally with open state cassette inseds Stted into the cassette 

~litsubishi Alpolic/fr ACM panels BML 400 rivet fixed with 20ram 
ripen joints. Stune wool cavity ba~Tie~s, full fill vertically and 
ntumescent horizontally. 

Mitsubishi Alpelic A2 ACM panels BML 4O0 rivet fixed with 10ram 
ripen joints. Panels are sized 1150mm in height and 998m in width. 
Stone wool cavity barriers, full fill vertically and intumescent 
qorizontally. 

102.5ram Facing Brickwork with a 50ram cavity. Stone wool cavity 
~arrie[s, full fill ver[ically and intumescent horizontally. 

Mitsubishi Alpelic A2 ACM panels BML 400 rivet fixed with 10ram 
3pen joints. Stone wool cavity ba mers, full fill vertically and 
ntumescent horizontally. 

~litsubishi Alpolic A2 ACM panels BML 100 hook on cassette 
~yetem. Stone wool cavity barriers, full fill vertically and intumescent 
qorizontally with open state cassette inseds fitted into the cassette 
3anels. 

Dri-Design 2ram Aluminium Cassette. Stone wool cavity barriers, full 
vertically and intumescent horizontal with open state cassette inserts 

gram Eternit Equitone Natura fibre cement tiles rivet fixed. Stone 
~ool cavity barriers, full fill vertically and intumescent horizontally. 

nsulaDon Tested 

’Insulation material of rigid phenolic 

<ingspan understands that standard 
<15 was used during this test 

Standard K15 (100mini 

Slanda~d K15 (100ram) 

Trial 100ram K15 with intumescent racer 
Reseamh & Development only) 

Standard K15 (100ram) 

Standard K15 (100mini 

Standard K15 (100mini 

Standard K15 (100mini 

Standard K15 (100mini 

Standard K15 (100mini 

rria1100ram Phenolic P Foam 
nsulation (internal Research & 
3evelopment only) 

Standard K15 (100ram) 

Standard K15 (100ram) (one small area 
~as g0m m) 

Standard K15 (160ram - board of 
lO0mm + board of 6gram) 

Slanda~d K15 (160ram - board of 
100ram + board of 60mm~ 

Standard K15 (100mini 

Standard K15 (60ram) 

ntended to Replicate a Previous Tes~? 

Jnknown 

~’es - DCLG Test 7 (~w 2) but wSh joint size on the ACM panels 
;Iosed to 4ram. 

fes - DCLG Test 7 (row 2) but wSh the the ACM switched to an A2 

fes - DCLG Test 7 (row 2) but phenolic insulation switched to a 
rial version of K15 with an intumescent facer 

~es - DCLG Test 7 (row 2) but cladding panel changed to an A2 
&CM and system moved to a Part 2 test arrangement meaning that 
3rackets were mounted to hor ~.ontal C-channels fixed back to the 
Steel Frame Structure 

fes - DCLG Test 7 0ow 2) but the cladding panel was changed to 
in A2 ACM and the formation of the panels was switched to a 
;assette. Open state cassette inserts f~ted into the inside face of 

fes - DCLG Test 7 (row 2) but the joint size on the ACM panels 
Nas closed to 4ram. 

~es I DCLG Test 7 0ow 2) but the cladding panel was changed to 
~ 3ram Aluminium panel and the fornq ation of the panels was 
~witched to a cassette. Open state cassette inserts fitted into the 

fes - DCLG Test 7 0ow 2) but the cladding panel was changed to 
in A2 ACM and the system was moved to a Part 2 test 
]nangement meaning that brackets were mounted to hori~ntal C- 
;hannels which were fixed back to the Steel Marne Structure. 

rh~s was a repeat of the test conducted on the 27th October 201 . 
br which no report could be issued (row 6). 

Yes - DCLG Test ¯ flow 2} but the phenolic insulation was 
~witched to a tdal version of KI 5 with a modiSed core 

fes - DCLG Test 7 (~w 2) but the cladding panel was changed to 
an A2 ACM and the system was moved to a Part 2 test 
~angement. The panel joints were also closed to lOmm. As such 
3~ackets were mounted to ho fiTontal C-channels which were fixed 
sack to the Steel Frame Structure. The sloe of the ACM panels 
Nas also reduced, creating mere joints in the system 

Yes - DCLG Test ¯ (row 2) but the cladding panel was changed to 
~n A2 ACM and the system was moved 1o a Part 2 test 
~rrangement and panel joints were closed to 1 Dram. Due to double 
nsulation layer, 6Dram deep top hats were used in the in~ial 
nsulation layer and the brackets were mounted to these. The 
100ram insulation ovedayed this a~angement. 

Yes - DCLG Test ¯ flow 21 but the cladding panel was changed to 
~n A2 ACM and the system was moved to a Part 2 test 
]nangement, using a cassette panel anangement. Due to double 
nsulation layer, 60ram deep top hats were used in the in~ial 
nsulation layer and the b~ackets were mounted to these. The 
100ram in,~ulalion owrlaved this arrannern~nt, 
’4o 

Yes - BS 8414-1 Test conducted in May 20O5 (Report number 
~20876). Changes fiom 2005 test included barrier layout (changed 

match DCLG test programme) and barrier material (original 
3a~Tiers no longer available). Panel layout also copied DCLG test 
anangement. Bi~d beaks used in panel joints. 

58 8414 Report Num ber and Date 

S 137611-1037 ( DC LG test 7) Issue 2.1 
12 September 2017 
This report was previously disclosed 
o the Inquiry as an exhibit to Adrian 
)a~getefis first witness statement. The 
eport is exhibit APt41] 

~107017-1000 Issue 1 
14 December 2017 
PROD0019371] 

)109971-1000 Issue 1.0 
18 Janua~ 201¯ 
Disclosed directly by Cowling on 16 
=eb[uary 2018 so no PROD number 

0LR1408 Roy.0 24 Jan 2018 

PROD0019249] 

~o report could be issued as the test 
aborato~ forgot to instrument a layer 
3f thermocougles in the insulation layel 
3fthe construction. Test repeated on 5 
:ebruary 2018 (row 11). 

)109973-1000 Issue 1.0 
)1 March 2018 
PROD0017958] 

)109939-1000 Issue 1 
11 Janua~ 2018 
PROD0017307] 
3LR1448 Rev.O 
13 Ma~ch 2018 
KIN 00000477] 

3LR1453 Roy.0 

~0 May 2018 
KIN 00000465] 

)109938-1000 Issue 1 
t5 July 2018 
PROD0018350] 

)109938-1000 Issue 2 
14 August 2018 
KIN00000594] 

3LR1480 Rev.O -24 September 2018 
This report has not pleviously been 
3isclosed, though dlafts of it have 
)een. It is included in Doc Request 8 
~isclosure to Inquiry] 
3LR 1515 Rev.O -7 November 2018 
KIND0020832] 

12065-1000 Issue 1 - 26 October 

KIN00020833] 
3LR1558 Rev.O 14 January 2019 
PROD0019375] 

3LR 1567 Rev.O 21 August 2019 
PROD0019380] 

3 LR 1547 Rev.O 29.11.18 
PROD0019374] 

~114679-1000 issue 1 - ¯ Febru an2 

This report has not p~eviously been 
fisclosed. S is included in Doc 
Request 8 disclosure to InquiryJ 

Tested to B$ 8414 Part I 

Part 

Part 

Pa~t 2 

Part 

Part 

Were the BR 155 Criteria 

No classification could be 
issued (terminated early) 

Y 

Y (based on the 
thermcouples that were 
instrumented) 

Y 

Y 

Y 

No classification could be 
issued (terminated early) 

Y 

Y 

No classification could be 
issued jterminated early) 

No classification could be 
issued (terminated early} 

Y 

BR 135 Classification Repo~ 
Number and Bate 
NfA 

P107017-1001 Issue 2 
11 January 2018 
[PROD0017319] 

~lease note that the front cover 
ofthb report incorrectly cSes 
the issue date as 1 lf01~2017. 
This is a typo in the report] 

P109971-1001 Issue: 1.0 
04 April 2018 

[PROD0018261] 

internal Research & 
Development purposes only 

the test laboratory forgot to 
instrument a layer of 
the[mocouples in the insulation 
layer of the construction. Test 
repeated on 5 February 2018 

P109973-1001 Issue 1.0 
04 April 2018 
[PROD0018262] 

P109939-1001 Issue 
11 January 2018 
<IN 00008577/PROD0006492] 

SR0810 Roy.0 

15 March 2018 
[PRODO018124] 

SR0811 Roy.0 

30 May 2018 
[KIN00000464] 

P109938-1001 Issue 1 
14 Aug ust 2O 18 
[KIN00000562] 

No report issued as t~t was for 
internal Research & 
Development purposes only 

P112065-1001 Issue 1 
31 October2018 
[KIN00001773] 
SR0966 Roy.0 14 Jan 2019 

[KINO0002068] 

P114679-1001 issue 1 - 5 
March 2020 
[This report has not previously 
been disclosed. S is included in 
Doc Request 8 disclosure to 

KIN00024385_0031 

K
IN

00024385/31



Appendix to Gowling WLG’s letter to Inquiry dated 20 May 2020 Adrian Pargeter Fourth Witness Statement: Appendix D 

27 June 2019    Efectis UK Kingspan Insulation [_td 40ram Granite panels, on stainless steel Ioadbearing brackets and 3art s~andard K15 and par[ s~andard ~o 3ending - EUI - 18 - FF - 000131 Part 2 Y Pending 
"est[aints <15Black 190ram K15Black and 90ram 

standard K15) 

24 July 2019 BRE Global Ltd UK Kingspan Insulation Ltd 13ram Trespa Meteon FR dyer fixed. Stone wool cavity barriers, full Standard K15 (80ram) ~es - BS 8414-2 Test conducted in March 2014 (Report number "ending - P114901-1000 Part 2 No classification could be N~’A 
’ill vertically and intu~qescent horizontally. ~93940) issued (tenlqinated early; 

34 Novembe[ 2019 AI Futtaim UAE Kingspan Insulation Ltd 13ram T[espa Meteon FR rivet fixed. Stone wool cavity barriers, full Standard K15 (100maq) 9es - MHCLG test 101856.002 dated 17/0712019 at FPA. In this 9LR1709 Rev.0.4 Februa~ 2020 Part 1 No classification could be NfA 
Elemental Mate[ials =ill vertically and intunqescent horizontally. :est switched 190maq stone wool for 100m aq K15 and adjusted This report has not previously been issued (teraqinated eady) 
Technology (was 3avity width and panel dimensions accordingly. Jisclosed. ~ is included in Doc 
Exova) fiequest 9 disclosure to Inqu0y] 

KIN00024385_0032 

K
IN

00024385/32


