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It rcqiiiros no :ir<,nim('nt to show that no oiio of tln^so six tortus is uppro-

priatf. The unit of tinio in not a day in the ordinary Honwo ; it \h indood nuicii

more llian an ordinary day. Afcordin^ to our lial»il of tlioui^dit, aday in

invarialily asaociatod with ulternntioiiH of li^ht and darkness ; and each day,

niorcitvcr, haH a (h-linili' rchitiouHhip to sonu! locudily on th(! Hurfaccof t hiM-arth.

The day as we eoiunioidy underHlaiid it iH eKsentially hxal ; and (hirin^n' eadi

rotation of the j^loheon its axin, oecupyinija period of twenty-four iiours, tliere

uro as many (hiys as there are spots on sea and on hind dilferini; inh)n^itude.

These nund)erh'HS days are separate and distinct, each liavinsj^ its noon and
nn(hii^lit, its sunrise and suusi't. The time-unit is an entirely different con-

ception ; it is equal in length to a day, ami must from its luiture hesynehronous
with some one of the inhnite lunuher of local days; hy (he resolutions ot' the

Washin_u;tou C'onferenee it is identilicd with the civil day of (Ireenwich ; hut

while tlu- hitter is simply a local division oi" time limiti'd to the Greenwich
Meridian, the unit measure is, on the other hand, not so limited ; it is equally

related to all points on the earth's surface in every latitudes and hini^itudc.

Under this aspect, tlu; wider fuiietionH and general character of the unit

measure remove it from the category of ordinary days, as we understand the

faiuiliar expression, and to ohviatc all (h)uht and uncertainly regarding it, it is

in the highest degree desirahle that the universal time-unit should hi! distin-

guished hy some appellation hy whicth, apart from its local relationship, it may
always he indisputahly known.

It was iiord Chief lustice (-oke who said tluit ** error is tlie parent of con-

fusion ;
" as the primary ohjcM-l of time reform is to ohviate coid'usion, wc should

take every precaution to preclude error. Is it not therefore expedient that we
filiould adopt means to se<!ure a proper and appropriat(> desigmition for the

unit mi'asuri! and ahandou as misnomers each one of the terms whicii have
hitherto I lecn api 'ied to it y In a paper on the suhject of time reckoning,

])uhlishcd in the transactions of this Society in 188(3, the unit measure is

<letlned. its uses descrihiMl, and it is likewisv? pointed out that its distinctive

ai)|»ella(iou remains undetermined. 1 consider it to he my duty to draw attention

to the want, and while it would he an act of priisumjition on my part to

propose a name, 1 will Ncntun^ the rejnark that in the general inti'ri^sts of

ficience an etfort shoidd ht^ made to supply it. It has heen found expedient to

derive technical terms from a <'lassieal (Etymology, and 1 iteg leave to suggest

that the same ruhnnight he followed in this case with ohvions advantage.
Whatever name he chosen, if derived fr<»ni a (Jreekor Latin root, the word
would in all countries have the same detiniti; meaning, and could reailily he

incorj»orated into all languages, if such a \\t»rd l)e adopted as will (dearly

express "a uuit measure of time" it will gradi ally come into general use, as

in the parallel cases ot "telegram,'' "telegraph," "photograph," "lithograph,"
etc., nn(l hy this means all naliomilitiiis will lie cmihled to give expression to

one and the same meaning when they refer to time reckoning in its hroad
signiticanci!.

1 iiumhiy suhmit that the Royal Society of ('anada will confer a general

henetit and act lK!coinii.^!;ly hy taking the iidtiative in ohtaining an apprp-

priate designation for the unit measure of time.

If that view he concurred in hy this S(»ction of the Society, I respectfully

suggest that a s[)ecial committee he appoirife(l to consider the suhject, witli

instrueti is to report during the present session.


