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Now, Magnus knows as well as you and anyone else that I don’t advocate only vague adjectives and subjective metaphorical language http://www.sexyloops.com/index.shtml to describe the action of a fly rod – much less the specificationss of a fly line. And because I called the action of the Z-Axis 690-4 ‘chewy’, doesn’t mean I’ve lost my bearings completely and would call a rod’s action ‘pink’.  Magnus is just messing with us there. – setting up what philosophers call a straw man http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Straw_man  

What I really think, and I’m pretty sure I said so several times in those discussions, was that numbers themselves don’t do any better unless we have a good handle on just what those numbers represent. Even when we use numbers we still need descriptive words to give meaning to them. And what might those words be?  

For those of you snoozing at the back, the whole thing started decades ago when the AFTMA dropped the old line designations, such as HCH and so forth, and adopted the ‘new’ AFTMA line taper/weight code - such as DT6 and WF9, although this still has some problems with it.  (And I’m as interested in the techy specs of a fly line as much as anyone). Anyway, this led to rod makers calling their rod actions a 6wt or a 9wt, which turned out to be a load of horsefeathers. I mean, we can get by with it all right, but one guy’s 6 wt cannon is another guy’s 4 right?.

So, to address this vexing issue, Bill Hanneman dreamed up his Common Cents System for measuring things like the rod’s Action Angle and Effective Rod Number, which are expressed in numbers not words.  Magnus likes it, and for the record so do I.  It’s just that it’s going to take some time for us all to get our heads around these new numerical descriptors.  For the foreseeable future we’ll still be using descriptive language to get our minds tuned to those numbers.  Otherwise, what the hell does ERN 9.5 mean to you?  Nothing.  Just like calling a rod a wt 6 doesn’t tell us shit from shinola. All we know is that in the hands of the ‘average’ caster, whatever that means, a rod so called will cast a wt 6 line the regulation 30 feet.  So will a radio antenna. What ERN 9 tells us, at least, is that that rod really is stiff – unlike calling it a 6wt.

So, if I say the difference between actions of the XP 691 and the Z-Axis 691 – both very fast rods with similar Effective Rod Numbers –  is a kind of ‘chewy’ quality to the Zed when applying power, you’ll just have to wonder what I could possibly mean by that. 

(By the way, I did expand on ‘chewy’ a bit, saying it was a progressive stiffening as you applied power.  It’s firm but very smooth though - even ‘creamy’ - right at the sweet spot when you get a good length of line out.  Give me a number for that and, you know, I’ll use it). 

(By the way, by the way - for you mystical numerate types, 42 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/42_%28number%29  is the answer to the essential mysteries of the universe). 

