B WOOD FINISH NEW TEST

Performing

Richard Hare launches our second long-
term exterior woodfinish test, introducing
some distinctly different market entrants

and reporting on their first six months

rmed with the
performance
benchmarks for the

various generic types of
exterior woodfinish on the
market derived from the first
4¥; year phase of our test
programme (see last month's
CB) we're in a position to
evaluate some others.

We've now begun the
second phase and it'll be
interesting to see whether the
results support or contradict
those we've observed so far.

We have four new entrants,
plus teak oil, and they went
up on the test rig in early May
last year, just as the others
did over four years previously.
With almaost continual rain
during high summer — when
UV should have been
attacking our test pieces —
they've got off to a light start.

The new products

The newcomers are UV-Tech
(a two-tin varnish), Blakes
Classic (a conventional
single- pot varnish), Blakes
Seatech (a water-based
varnish) and Uroxsys, a new
microporous flexible
polyurethane from New
Zealand that we expect to
perform similarly to Coelan,
one of the stand-out products
of our previous test, as well

as in the supplementary
Mediterranean trials. The
Blakes Classic (aka Hempel)
conventional varnish was also
tested in the Med, the results
of which were published in
CB226 - so it'll be interesting
to see how it fares against
the three conventional
varnishes already assessed
in Phase 1, not to mention
Blakes' own water-based
gloss varnish, Seatech.
Indeed, will Uroxsys
perform as well as Coelan?
And how well will UV-Tech
compare to Deks Olje?
We're re-visiting oils too
with Topps, an off-the-shelf
builders’ merchant teak oil.
How will it compare against a
marine market dedicated oil?

The five candidates: from left, A, UV-Tech; B, Uroxsys; C, Blakes
Classic; D, Blakes Seatech; E, Topps teak oil

Test rig rules: the 18-month trial

A 'pass’ product is one that maintains its
integrity for more than 18 months, the
reason being that this sits comfortably with
the 12-month maintenance cycle.

Failure is deemed to be when the film
becomes detached and/or bare wood is
exposed. In other words, serious remedial
action is needed imminently. This applies
as much to the end-grain as to the surface.
Hairline cracks along the very sharp upper
corner have been allowed so long as they
do not affect the quality of the surrounding
finish, or its adhesion to the substrate. We

allow this relaxation for practical reasons —
a sharp corner would not be found on a
properly shaped wood component aboard
a boat. Hence we consider it unfair to use it
as a stick to prod an otherwise good
product into the abyss. That said, it has
served us well in Phase 1 of our test
program to sort the more flexible products
from the more brittle ones.

Oil type products are included for
comparison, but are not expected to meet
this criterion. They tend to survive only a
few months and need regular re-dressing.
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PRACTICAL WOOD FINISHES UPDATE W

PRODUCT TECHNICAL DESCRIPTION COATS AREA COST COST DAYS TO RESULTS
(1) (2) per litre (3) perm? APPLY 6 MTHS

TWO-POT VARNISH

A UV-TECH (4) Alya-vased + tung oil & others Evo Ol 18 19 £18 £1420 10 PASS
Varnish: 6 15 £24 £9.60

FLEXIBLE POLYURETHANE

B UROXSYS Alpnatc flexible PU 5 8 £30 £18.75 2 PASS

SINGLE-POT VARNISH

C BLAKES (HEMPEL) CLASSIC Oi-pased, alkyd varnish -] 19 £21 £5.53 5 PASS

D BLAKES SEATECH ‘Watarborns polyurethane 5 12 £24 £10 2 PASS

oIL

E TOPP'S TEAK OIL Bsfi=vad to be linseed ol 3 12 £12 £3 3 FAIL

(2) Claimed m*/litre on single-coat &
(3) 2007 basis.

opted to apply UV-Tech using the
applied fewer coals overall .

(4) Claimed Evo Oil coverage is 0.5-2.2m* which on average works out at 1.25I/m?* or 0.8m?*; Evo Classic Varnish is claimed 1o be 200ml/m?
which works out at 5m#/ll, This is D222 o0 2 #40, bult-up system, nol on a single-coal basis. Since we don't know how many oil dressings were involved we
Suls a5 we did for Deks Olje in Phase 1, thereby delivering a meaningful comparison. It may mean thal we

(1) Primer(s) included where applcabis.
235 win tha exception of UV-tech.
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UV-TEC

0 UV-TECH

UV-Tech is a two-tin
combination oillvarnish
product from Denmark.

Available direct from the
manufacturer (v .uv-tech.
net), UV-Tech comprises a
‘saturating’ oil base coat with
a varnish topcozt. The
company clairs o achieve
10-years of non-yallowing
and fading s¢ org as the
surface is mairtained
annually.

In common with some
other products, we are
warned against applying the
varnish in direct sun.ght, a
curious caution since most of
us have no a'ternative but to
do exaclly that.

Since the coverage
instructions are a iittle vague
(see below), we've applied
the same schedule that we
previously used for Deks
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lje. a product against which
UV-Tech might reasonably
be compared.

Application notes: 15
dressings of Evo Basic Qil
were applied at roughly two-
hour intervals. No clear
instructions are given on how
many applicalions are
needed other than 10-30
dressings, Basically, if we
keep slapping it on wet-on-
wet until the wood becomes
‘saturated’ or, in reality, a
definite film develops, we've
kept our side of the bargain.
Given Deks Olje's application
recommendations, and our
desire to make a fair
comparison, we opted for 15
dressings at roughly 1-2 hour
intervals, night-time
excluded. Our application
spanned three days.

The resulting film was
allowed to cure completely
over three days, whereupon it

was given a light de-
nibbing with 120-grit
paper, wetted with Evo
Basic Qil.

UV-Tech states that on
virtually impermeable
species like teak and iroko
15 dressings ought to be
fine but about 30 — or more
- should be applied on
‘absorbent’ species like
khaya, Given what we've
learned lo date we
challenge the need for
these extra doses. That oil
is expensive stuff!

Given the performance
of the two ‘penetrating’ oils in
Phase 1 of the test
programme the khaya test
pieces performed fractionally
better than the iroko with
identical application
schedules.

After leaving the lightly
abraded and well oiled
surface overnight - or
however long it takes to dry
to a satin finish — we moved
on to stage two, the top coat
system, of which we applied
six coals, one per day.

The 21-coat application
took 10 days.

Recommended ongoing
maintenance: Two coats for
the two subsequent years
and one thereafter. Light
sanding beforehand.

Performance after six
months: Totally intact on
surface and all four edges. It
refains & high gloss and has
darkened slightly to a rich
nutty colour

marine

ALIPHATIC

e UROXSYS
MARINE

Aliphatic flexible
polyurethane

This single-product system
appears similar to the two-
product Coelan and is also
claimed to combine superior
flexibility with the appearance
of varnish and the
microporous benefits of
exterior woodstain.

Unlike Coelan, a dedicated
primer product was not
available in time for this test
although its availability is
imminent. We may test the
‘two-product’ version of the
system in a Phase 3,
probably next year. It is
claimed the primer improves
the system considerably and
reported experiences of
using Coelan with and
without its primer would seem
to confirm this. It comes with
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