
Contractors urged to avoid wood 
FENCING contractors are 
being urged to find alternatives 
to wood when installing new 
fence posts given the tendency 
for traditional materials to rot. 

The suggestion is being 
made by the Association of 
Fencing Industries (AFI) -
the trade body representing 
fencing installers - which 
recently conducted a survey of 
its members to investigate the 
problem. 

The reliability of wooden 
fencing posts has been called 
into question ever since 
a ban on copper chrome 
arsenate (CCA) treatment was 
introduced by the European 
Commission in 2006. 

Instead, most post makers 
now supply so-called UC4 
timber - which involves kiln 
drying and the application of a 
preservative. 

More than 200 responses to 
the AFI survey were received, 
with more than 75% saying 
they had experienced post 
failures between 2006 and 
2012, rising to 90% since 2012. 

A third of respondents said 
replacing rotten posts was a 
weekly or monthly task, while 
around 80% said they had 
looked at concrete, steel or 
plastic alternatives to wood, 
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or reverted to creosote-treated 
timber. 

This is despite the fact UC4 
post suppliers often offer a 12 
to 15-year guarantee for their 
product. 

The AFI says these 
"guarantees" do not cover the 
full replacement cost, and 
often come with so many 
caveats and conditions as to be 
of limited use. 

"lf the treatment industry 
believes in its end-product, 
then it needs to provide proper 
guarantees, covering the fulJ 
cost of replacement," an AFl 
spokesperson said. 

"As it seems it is not prepared 
to do this, AFI has no choice 
but to recommend installers 
only use chemically-treated 
timber in ground contact 
where this is a specific 
requirement by the client." 

They are also advised to 
make the client aware that post 
failure due to fungal attack is 
not the responsibility of the 
installer. 

But the move has been 
criticised by the Wood 
Protection Association (WPA), 
which insists the preservative 
systems used by its members 
are effective "when applied 
in accordance with 

manufacturers' instructions treatments in certain segments 
and installed correctly". of the market," Ewbank said. 
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than others". 

But while the WPA and 
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Wood Protection scheme, including costs of 

Association replacement, in practice it was 
hard to deliver as it would need 
significant buy-in from the 
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in ground contact over associations which might be 
recent years and this has contractually binding on their 
had an adverse effect on members' actions. 
the perception of post-CCA UK Farmers Weekly 


