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is preserved. s an cxample of a comvlete wnroject we can tolke the
folloving draft (fig.7):
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Let us nake the varp grey, except for #o¥ =wrich is blue, ard “w' which
is uavy t/hen sleying one should not consider the ends in the frame b
as longins to the warp at all. I 2. if the sleying calls for two ends
per uent, tﬁen sley all grey {(x) 2 per deant, and the otror colours
herover coavenient, except that two onds threaded through frome 4
should not go into the same dent.
The trendling should start with 4,1,4.5 - 5 tinmes, then &,31,5L,
1,4,3 - twic», then comes the crossins of the twn onrdv rs wvhich is
always tricky. Tho crossing cannot b2 t2ly symmetrical sinco we
have to hove one s2t of colours or thoe oth:r on ftop. Cne of nany ways
of crogsing 1s as follovs:
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where - dis bluc, navy, and all otﬁcr treadles - groy. Then we
continuc Ath 414143 un to the nout borler.

Iv would scom that for a good job we noxd two werp beams: one
for the grevy rrovad, and the other for tre blue ard navr floats, because
there is much less take-un in weaving on tho vertical floals than on
the tabby ground. In practice however we do not want the floats to be
stretchel as tizgttly as the tabby ends. The difference in the talie-up
dust compensates for the desired effect of the pattorn standing out on
a flat ground. Fer that natter it is advisabls to start a noew warp of
this kind by weaving for a vwhkile on treacles 1 and &4 which loave the
pattern warp alone and produce the desired slack.

The frane & in countorbalancaed looms hes o tendency to rise
too high bectuce there are so few ends vhich it operates. It is a good
idea then to tic it with two cords t, the loow freme so tact it could
not rise any higher than thoe other frames. Thus arn unnccescary s*rain
on the pattern warp will be avoided.

The basis for the abeve project is the draft on fig. Je o4 similar
project can bo made with draft on fig.5. The treadlinz must be changed

ordinsly.

WEAVING TERMINCLOGY

¢ have recoived the fellowing romarks fronm ifrs.llary il Atwater,
and w2 have her rormission for their publication:

“"Tes, tho vasue way our tectnical terms arc used is Vory
annoying. Peopls cannot say what ther mean whon the words thcy have to
usc mean a dozen different things. To have to define as once gocs along
takes so much space. I varticularly dislike Yigemi-dazmask? for ovcrs%ot.
Nothing could be much less like damask tran the ovorshot weave. “nd
I aiso dislilic Ylace weave for the Spanish oponwork or cyelet weave
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s particularly mislceading becausc
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which is anything but lacey. Thi
thoere is a real lace veave.

ST aprco that it would be boetier to usce the vord Yharncss' in
the Tnclish nanner as you suggoest, rather then for a haddle-frenc as it
ig custon with us. Lut I think it is rathor hopceless to try and malic the
change. I made a mistoke whon I christened the “Zronson’ weave as I dis-
coveorad aftor the nane and the weave had bocome fadrly current, and
though I hravoe tried cver since to get it back to its propur title I have
had no luck, so I cuvnposce it will countinuc to be V"Bronson®., is long as
people us» a word for onc single thing, and others regornize it as
neaning thet thing, ouns can't rorlly cguarrel with it. It is when people
) the scme word for half o dozon difforsat things - as “flagsr weaving®
is uscd - thut I fecl something should bo done.
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"Origins and names inter:st me. I sot thc name of tho "Dd””r—
and—-wintory weave from an o214 ipt i in
of the Pennsylvania Muscum of By
Hicracikle wcxv“d as the 3candinevian nan
and I was usi v oculte differ
thought 1t . have an fmeric
I found guite vy o ~nt when I was loo for SO“‘tHlnm )
nomed in ordsr “dlu fer dit. nances have nothing to

recommend thomn
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Vicavers who try to find mcans for golf-cxpression in the nattern
rather thean din the intricacics of woaving tochniques arce often frustrated

by thce tochnical limitations of & weaviug loonm. ¥Froodom »f ﬂcﬁiwn 1cans
so many hoddle-frames pr one block of pattern, and ono bloclk is not
much for sclfi cupression, and neithor arc five or for that natter oven
ton bleocks. Cn the othor hand so called froo tochniques’ ave in nost
cases despoerately slow, so slow that no amount of artistic irnsviration
can be cxpected to survive the drudgery involved.

This conflict botween the artistic tomporamont and the toch-
nical limitations of hand-wecaving has been solved lonsg ago by the un-
known inventor of the Draw-Loom, a loom whcre cach heddle can be opera-
ted scparately. From our »noint of view however such a loom has soveral
dravbacks. First it is not on the market and probably vill ncvoer be.
Its construction is involved and very oxponsive. Then it requires slave
labour in the feorm of a draw-boy who oncns the sheds or combinations
of sheds. IMinally it takoes days or wouelis to make the necussary tic-up
for any particular pattoern. It would not be too bad if we were to repeat
this pattern hundrads of times, but who wonts that?

On the other hand if we arc willing to sacrifice somc of the
advantages of a full blown draw-loom, we can compromisc on something
vhich will still give us a complete freodom of pattern, which does not
require a draw-boy, and which can be operated at a reasonable speoed
without & permancnt tic-—up for cach puttoern.



