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“Business as Usual”

ABOUT A MORATORIUM.

. In these strenuous days engineers in Canada are in-
;]slurmg as to the meaning and scope of a moratorium. It
d temporary and emergency measure and provides for
€ Postponement of the settlement of certain debts. Its
dration and the debts to which it shall apply are specified
morgovefrnment pf‘oclam.atiOn. The tim‘e and scope of
iOnatorlum laws in various gountnes, since the declara-
o of war, have varied considerably. In England the
- Pratorium first was declared for one month to September
i Then it was extended another month to October 4th,
Ough of 8,000 replies received to an inquiry of Mr.
ag‘;}i’d George, Chancellor of the Exchequer, 4,500 were
ClareI:jSt' an extension. A moratorium h.as not been de-
Proviy in Canc:xda; but th? necessary legislation has been
shOuIded for its declaration, if thqught necessary. It
T be made clear that a moratorium does not canoe.l,
advis_-erely postpones a debt. - In ‘England, the press is
'ng the people to pay their debts whenever possible.

at is good advice.

ENGINEERING ENGLISH.

Dr. Chas. H. Snow, Dean of the School of Applied
e of the University of New York, once said in an
Tess to an assembly of young engineers: ‘‘The success
€ engineer is influenced practically as much by a

’
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C?)o“.'ledge of English as by a knowledge of mathematics."

5 :llng from one whose prominence in the advancement
» rlglr.leermg education has marked him as an authority,
udience had, therefore, no occasion to disbelieve.

ho Itt must be true that too many engineers do not know
°Meso use good Engl.lsh. The appeal for a remedy
the ;. not from professmnal_cranks _always looklrfg for
tr .nimPOSmble and never satisfied \.mth any attainable
. he“g, but fx:om reasqnable, practical men, at or near
to try ad of their pfof.essxon—{n.en whose chief desire it is
_therefoto bettex: existing conditions. The appeal cannot,
i ay re, be disregarded by our engineering §chools. .If
t intes that advancement is nee.ded on their be.half in
not €rests of engmee'ring education, that perfecthn has
uniteden reached or the time at hand for a relaxation of
E°Uche;t¥ort in this direction. ~The subject has been
is | upon occasionally in these columns. The motive
e“ginezo- Mmeans a reflection upon the present status of
of Ing, but it is an endeavor to emphasize that one
the € sorest needs in our engineering schools to-day is

n : e :
°ed for adequate instruction in English.

Paing ‘_’adequate” is meant suﬂicient_ attention being

Carrjq it thf‘oughout the entire technical course (and

hag 1 © ©Ven into the graduating thesis) until the student

| Writtencome proficient in the subject. Every spoken and

Ceive eport which he is called upon to make should re-

wg,di Proper consideration from the instructors as to its
0% and its grammatical construction,

Let us place the facts clearly before our engineering
schools and the students themselves. Among the most
important deficiencies noted by practising engineers in the
technical graduate is his inability to express himself cor-
rectly and forcibly in either writing or speaking. The
English spoken by many graduates of technical institu-
tions has occasionally been termed atrocious, their letters
are awkward, misspelled, and ungrammatical, and their
ability to write reports, specifications and contracts is de-
plorably lacking.

Who is to blame if all this is true? Who is re-
sponsible for the lack of good English among our en-
gineers? Why is there a need for engineers to know good
English? What is the remedy? These are questions that
received some serious consideration at the meeting in
Philadelphia some weeks ago of the Society for the Pro-
motion of Engineering Education, an organization to
which a great deal of the advancement of engineering
education is due.

Three factors within the institutions of learning are
concerned, viz.: the department of Engineering, the de-
partment of English, and the student. All three, in-
dividually and collectively, are to blame. The student,
entering from the technical school, is not generally well-
prepared, and his weakest subject is, invariably, English.
Those technical schools which boast of courses of instruc-
tion in English confine it largely to the first year. To the
student it appears of minor importance. He is seeking
instruction in engineering and studies English as spar-
ingly as possible. The result is that the subject is
neglected, and when the stage is reached where it no
longer forms a part of the curriculum, it is ignored
outright.

The department of English recognizes this atti-
tude of the student towards the subject and makes no at-
tempt to alter it, for the instructor in English is, generally
speaking, no more in sympathy with his engineering stu-
dents than they are with his subject. He knows little or
nothing of engineering and makes no attempt to acquaint
himself with such a woefully practical study. Is it any
wonder that this class of engineering students seek the
merest margin of a past in his subject? Does he, with
his disinclination to associate with such uncultured stu-
dents, desire to restrain the delinquent ones for another
term under his instruction?

The department of Engineering is disposed to non-
chalantly observe that the student is extremely deficient
in his English, and that it is regrettable since in the study
of engineering there is no time for him to retrace his
steps over past studies. Further, the department errs in
not recognizing the value of English to the student and
in not putting more of it into his work. More than this,
the lack of co-operation with the department of English
removes the last stepping stone toward retrievement.

It would appear, therefore, that upon the co-operation
between the departments of Engineering and English,
hinges a matter of gravest importance in the training of
the engineering student. It is a mutual problem, and to
turn out thoroughly efficient engineers it must be solved.




