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ENGLISH VS. METRIC.

ditor of the Canadian Journal of Fabrics:—

Sir,—In your cditorial, entaitled “The Commg System  of
waghts and Measures,” you tacitly assume that the metric
»w the “coming” system. This assertion is frequently made.
nut so far T have faled to find any cvidence to support the
wsumption.  Because a few autocratic governments m Europe
nave in the past hundred years forced their subjects to use
the Metric System in the stores and marcket places, it by wo
means follows that this system is to become the world's
~tamdard.

In many industries, notably textile manufacturing, the at-
tempt to drive out the old and drive in the metric standards
has failed miserably, even in France. This is true not only
in the silR, but also in the cotton, woolen, worsted, linen,
hemip.and jute industries. I do not ask you to accept this on
my authority. You can find the proof in cvery Continental
textile book and journal and in the proccedings of the Paris
Metric Yarn Congress of 1900, where the members pictured
the present Continental chaos in unmistakable terms.

You refer to this congress as follows:

At the recent International Congress. at Paris, held
to promote a universal standard of yarn counts, it was
agreed by the British rcpresentatives that such a uni-
wversal system should be in nletric terms and no other.

The fact is that the two English representatives were sent
to the congress with instructicns not to participate in the
proceedings nor to commit the English Government in any
way, but merely to listen, observe and report.

Further on you say:

Considering the conservatism of British manufac-
turers, the report of the Yarn Congress, referred to, is
a striking testimony in favor of the Metric System.

That statement is rather amusing. That congress, with
the cxception of these two English representatives. was com-
posed almost entirely of members from the Continent. The
congress did noi represent nor profess.to represent British
opinion in the slightest degree.

The thirty auestions you refer to were proposed by the
American Chamber of Commerce. at Paris, which i§ strongly
pro-metric, and answerced by the Socicte des Tneenicurs Civils
de France, which is still more strongly pro-metric. 1 ask you
to publish both questions and answers to show your readers
the damaging admissions they contain regarding the fallacy
of the metric contention.

T ask vou to note carcfully the following statements from
metric sources as to the present conditions of textile weights
and. measures on the Continent of Europe, more than a cen-
tury after the Metric System was feonded:

M. Lamoitier, I'Industric Textile. Paris, October,
1002: Ah! These Americans are not considerate of our
fcclings and they are right. We are as much in the
anarchy of weights and measures for the textile industry
as at the time of the Revolution. for we have the denier
of Montpelier and of Milan for silk, with the aune as a
unit of length.

M. Yamoiticr, PIndustric Textile. Paris, October,
1002: Tt (2 mew metric law), would put a stop to the
chaos which the Americans ridicule. * * * In shor:
(this for-the Chauvinists and consequently for all of us).
they would not ridicule us any more. It is not pleasant
to he thus continually ridiculed by Joreigners. especi-
ally when they have reason for doing so.

’

M. Lamoitier, UIndustrie Textile. aris, Octubet,
1902: And what do we find here? The yarn count in the
north of France ts o length and in the centre a weight.
What is more, it is a weight for organzine and a length
for organzine waste! I will tahe my oath that the manu
facturer of Rouen, if he has not studied cach section
separately, has no idea what is the standard of Reims
or the denier of Lyons or Milan, Aud un the other hand
the manufacturers of Reims and Lyons are likewise puzzled
in making comparisons of the diverse numberings of the
diverse materials.

M. Desire .edville, Paris Metric Yarn Congress,
1900: We hope no new burdens will be imposed on the
industry {woolen), but if we look thefacts in the face
we will find that notwithstanding the decree of 1810, and
in spite of the scrious efforts put forth by the industrial
socictics by many districts, we still have the ancient units
of weights and measures, and we scarcely comprchend
each other when we talk of spinning at Reims, Roubaix,
Elbeuf, Sedan or Vienne, where the skein still measures
1.420, 710, 3,600, or 1,500 metres.

M. Lamoitier, 'Industrie Textile, Paris, October,
1902: After having cstablished the Metric System is it
not truly ridiculous that more than 110 years later we
should be still using the English yard, the old or French
pound, the denier of Montpelier or of Milan, the ancient
aune, the many different skeins, ete.?

M. Lamoitier, P'Industrie Textile. Paris, October,
1902: And this is the reason whw they arc right in mock-
ing us when they say we do not use the Metric System
for numbering yarn and for weaving calculations. Nothing
is more arbitrary than to reckon the yarn by the thousand
metres and the width of the cloth and the picks of the fill-
ing by the inch. It is nonsense and a derision: Notce also
that while T speak here only of France, I could say as
much oi all Europe.

M. Boucher-Feyerick, Paris Metric Yarn Congross,
1900: We Belgians export enormous quantiticsof linen yarn
to England, Asia and Egypt.and we cannot adopt the Me-
tric System without risking the loss of this trade. Our cus-
tonmiers in the countrics named are familiar with the Eng-
lish system of numbering. and if we do not give it to
them our competitots will. and we will lose the market.
T speak not alone of mysel, but of all Belgian spinners.
Wec cannot change.

Baron Cantpni, Paris Mectric Yarn Congress. 1900: Tt
is necessary to remember that nearly all the exports of
cotton yarn are from England, and we can do nothing
if that country does nat adopt the system we favor
* = * The difficulty will always be in exporting to un-
civilized lands. where the people have been accustomed
for a hundred years to English measures and numbers.
and where articles of cotton are frequently used as cur-
Teney.

M. Louis Guerin, Paris Metric Yarn Congress, 1900°
It is practically impossible for us (the French), to scll
linen By any other than the English standard. # * & I
the law of 1810, providing for the mectric standard, is en-
forced, we shall be the first to complain of that which we
have asked for.

In the face of such admissions as these, it is uscless to
deny that the attempt to force the Metric System on Con-
tinental Europe has been a failure. The partial success at
tained has resulted only in confusion. The truth about the



