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I got some American cashmere a few years back at a fiber festival, and it’s nothing like

the sweaters I have. The closest I can compare it to is the quiviut I bought--silky, soft,
luscious. It’s the real thing. It feels nothing like the microfiber yarns I have or nylon
spinning fiber I've seen.

educational interesting funny (1) agree disagree love (1)

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28)
reply to Bina's post #417
418

I wrote a blog post on that topic for Blog Action Day. Since I started seriously knitting
and started going to fiber shows, I've become a lot more aware of where my fiber comes
from.

educational interesting funny agree disagree love

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28)
reply to spinningkat's post #415
419

Doesn’t surprise me at all. To be honest, I'd rather have the quality :D

educational interesting funny agree (3) disagree love

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28)
reply to Bina's post #417
420

1 reply

I think you have knit the nail on the head (ha ha). It is all about educating ourselves
about fiber-the differences in sources, their quality, prices-who raises fiber responsibly.
Spinning your own yarn is a good source of that education and enables us to make
informed decisions when we purchase yarn. And for me,raising fiber is an education in
itself. I understand how tough it is, yet fulfilling. It is very hard to make a living at it for
one. And I have learned how to classify fiber-really good to know.

educational interesting funny agree (1) disagree love

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28)
reply to spinningkat's post #420
421

1 reply

That’s why I keep shaking my head at the idea our fingers can't tell the difference
between a synthetic microfiber and real cashmere. Microfiber feels, I don't know, like it's
sucking away moisture and has this odd oily-but-fuzzy feel. Cashmere heats up in the
fingers immediately (well, it does for me) and doesn‘t have that weird moisture thing
going. There’s no comparison.

educational (1) interesting funny agree (7) disagree (3) love

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28), edited 1 day ago
reply to Bina's post #421
422
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I picked up some Louisa Harding yarn that was supposedly like, 54% merino, 13%
cashmere and 33% microfiber, and was just thinking “so where is the cashmere?”
because I couldn't feel it AT. ALL. I'm amazed people are so duped, but have to remind
myself T would have been too before I learned to spin and started working with so many
types of fibers and making my own blends from distinct single fibers. (Once you've felt a
bag of pure, high-quality cashmere by itself it’s unmistakable.)

Found it: it's Louisa Harding Kashmir DK and the stats are supposedly 55 merino / 10
cashmere / 35 microfiber. It's more like 55 merino, 45 microfiber. Looks like post 99 in
this thread already covered that. :)

ilovesmekitty ¥
5173 posts (32)  Why can't fiber arts be a skill I can get paid for? It's what I've bent all my focus on. Sigh.

Stupid skewed priorities.

educational interesting (1) funny (2) agree (4) disagree (2) love

posted 1 day ago {(Wednesday, July 28), edited 1 day ago
reply to ilovesmekitty's post #422
423

1 reply

I've got some of that I (luckily) got at half-off online to make sweaters for my
grandparents, who worship at the church of machine-washable synthetics. Not that they
hate natural fibers, they just don’t want the work to take care of ‘em, which I can
understand. I thought it felt soft, but definitely could tell it had the synthetic content. Will
have to check my “cashmere senses” when I get home.

A

-

novalibra
84 posts (16)

EDIT: I double-checked and I got it at 75%, which is a small relief (at least my wallet’s
not getting hijacked, y'know?)

educational interesting funny (1) agree (2) disagree love (1)

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28), edited 1 day ago
reply to novalibra's post #423
424

Heh. T opted not to buy it; shouldn’t have said “picked up” but maybe “picked up and put
it back down.” :P

ilovesmekitty ™ It is soft, but for a 50/50-ish blend $4+ per skein was more than I wanted to pay.
5173 posts (32)

educational interesting funny agree disagree love

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28)
reply to ilovesmekitty's post #422
425

1 reply

I got some KFI Cashmereno years and years ago (before the DB line came out by a
couple of years). It pilled horribly, and I could see a teeny bit of cashmere in the pills. I
still wear the sweater, but it sure looked old before its time. I decided after that not to
Bina buy anything with just a bit of cashmere, figuring that’s the bit that comes out in the
2972 posts (15) pills.

-

educational interesting (1) funny (3) agree (3) disagree (1) love
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posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28)
reply to ilovesmekitty's post #422
426
1 reply
I'm actually making a sweater out of that.
beki‘t‘ck)‘ +~ It does have a nice drape, but I couldn't feel the cashmere either. I do kind of like the way

the microfiber feels though. Is that wrong of me?

973 posts

educational interesting funny (1) agree (1) disagree love

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28), edited 1 day ago
reply to bekito's post #426

Not wrong at all; it feels soft! :)

2 I've got a sweater prototype in Berroco Comfort on the needles right now—I'm usually very
ilovesmekitty anti-synthetic because it makes me sweat profusely and smell horribly (think of wearing

v synthetic shoes without socks vs. leather ones) but it's just that soft and inexpensive and
5173 posts (32) won't be next-to-skin—and it’s flying off the needles.

educational interesting funny agree disagree (1) love

posted 1 day ago (Wednesday, July 28)
reply to Bina's post #425

http://www.ravelry.com/discuss/yarn/1221067/426-450 7/30/2010
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hadn’t thought of that, but I bet it would be the only thing to worm out. Double ripoff! lo}

_ educational interesting funny agree (1) disagree love (1)

5173 posts (32)

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29), edited 1 day ago
reply to Bina's post #417
429

1 reply

What if we use this whole situation to have a serious conversation in the yarn-
using community about price, sources, our impact on the environment, and
supporting farmers as much as we support mills and shops?

here are many people who are interested in these matters, and there are several groups
. . on Ravelry about organic / green / fair trade aspects (for example

MonaNicleoid  http://www.ravelry.com/daroups/greencraft or http://www.ravelry.com/qroups/qreenies or
b http://www.ravelry.com/groups/crafting-on-earth or

5941 posts (5) http://www.ravelry.com/groups/organic-knitters-and-spinners ...)

On the other hand, my impression is that the majority of knitters just don't want to worry
about things like that, they are no different from the mainstream consumerist society.

educational interesting funny agree (5) disagree (1) love

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to MonaNiclLeoid's post #429

430
3 replies

I know that some of us are concerned about that. I have a thing about trying to by mostly
American-made yarns and local fibers, and I know others who do similar stuff. I will admit
to a weakness for Berocco Vintage, even though it has acrylic and nylon in it, but it’s just so
[ | dang nice for people who need washable stuff, and I'm not always perfect on my yarn

£ buying, but it's my goal all the time.

I know that we've had articles in yarn mags about it and have groups here, but I was
2972 posts (15) - °Y s . .
thinking that the conversation needs to get bigger, be more real to the average knitter.
This, since it hits so many of us in the pocketbook and stash, might just be the watershed
moment.

educational interesting funny agree (4) disagree love

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to Bina's post #430
431

I but local fiber and spin and I think that helps , but I also buy yarn from other countries. I
think there is a positive to evrything.... It makes good neighbors which in the scheme of
things is pretty important.

soulful ¥

2327 posts (4) ) . i
educational interesting funny agree (3) disagree love
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| posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)

2 On another note... Got my Debbie Bliss Cathay and LOVE how it’s knitting up.

soulful educational interesting funny agqree disagree love
2327 posts (4)

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to Bina's post #430
433

1 reply

f I could have hit 100 agree’s to your comments I would have. This is a watershed

{ moment. As consumers, we should not tolerate misiabeling and misrepresenting a product

| to the public. It hurts those yarn providers-the mills, manufacturers and farmers-that do
work hard to provide quality yarn for our enjoyment and for the enjoyment of those we knit
B for. It is stealing revenue from those folks. And I disagree with the statement”... my

~ impression is that the majority of knitters just don’t want to worry about things like that,
they are no different from the mainstream consumerist society.” As a yarn shop owner of 4
years and now a yarn wholesaler for the last 3, I have found knitters more discriminating in
their purchases as well as more informed. The volume of this thread speaks to that. I hope
the powers that be are listening to us.

spinningkat
299 posts (7)

educational interesting funny agree (12) disagree love (1)

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to spinningkat's post #433
434

reply

I don’t want to sound too negative, but honestly I think it is easy to overestimate our
individual impressions. How many Ravelry members read this thread? How many will care
about the topic in the long run? How many knitters are on Ravelry at all? How many knitters
. : buy their yarn at small dedicated shops?
MonaNicLeoid  Mind you, I'm on the other side of the Atlantic, and things might be different here anyway,
v but the majority of knitters I've met have very simple criteria for buying yarn: value for
5941 posts (5) money and easy maintenance. And my general experience is that those who care about how
and where everyday items are produced are still pretty much a minority.

‘educational interesting funny agree (11) disagree (3) love (2)

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to Bina's post #430
435

2 replies

I know that we’ve had articles in yarn mags about it and have groups here, but
I was thinking that the conversation needs to get bigger, be more real to the
average knitter. This, since it hits so many of us in the pocketbook and stash,

e might just be the watershed moment.
MonaNicl eoid

b

5941 posts (5)

Again, I don't want to knock this debate, but I doubt it will get much bigger, because
otherwise all kinds of environmental and fair trade topics would be much bigger.

It is just a minority of knitters who can afford stuff like Debbie Bliss and Louisa Harding
anyway - again I'll have to point out this is my European perspective, I don’t know what it's
like in the US, but here those are perceived as luxury yarns, and your average knitter still

hitp://www.ravelry.com/discuss/yarn/1221067/426-450 7/30/2010
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buys some wool/acrylic blend at the local department store. And if you point out to people
that their great bargains (be it yarn or anything else) have probably been produced with a
lot of exploitation involved, most will refuse to listen, or declare they can‘t change the worid
anyway, or claim they can't afford anything else.

educational interesting (1) funny agree (7) disagree (3) love

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to MonaNicleoid's post #434
436

1 reply

. We all have our own view of a given topic based on our personal experiences. And I think

you would find a different picture on the other side of the Atlantic. In answer to your

= questions, there are nearly 700,000 knitter and crocheter subscribers to Ravelry, according

to the latest counts there have been over 10,000 readers of this thread alone. And I think

most knitters would say that at one time of another have purchased yarn at a dedicated
it “Nyarn shop. Yarn Crawls are quite popular. I for one make it a point to visit yarn shops when

spinningkat I travel. After owning such a shop for years in a small village type community-I had

299 posts (7)  thousands of names on my mailing list-and have personally met and helped shop for yarn.

And the passion demonstrated in this thread and many others speaks to the fact that many,
perhaps most knitters care about the product they work hours with as they produce their
projects.

-

educational interesting funny (1) agree (4) disagree (2) love

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to spinningkat's post #436

437

1 reply

As to this thread and who reads it:
http://www.ravelry.com/discuss/yarn/topics/1221067/readers ;)

My impression from various discussions here on the main forums was that big cheap craft
stores are quite popular in the US, too, and that there are big companies who specialise in
low budget yarns. So there must be different sides to the story.

Of course we all have our personal views, and actually most of my knitting friends do care
about environmental aspects and fair trade a /ot, just like me (well, we share similar
political attitudes, so that’s kind of logical). But I know this can’t be the majority - even
though it's a majority of the knitters I know - because otherwise the yarn we use would be
available at every corner, which it is not.

» N feou

-

2941 posts (5) Take for example my mother-in-law and her sisters, who all knit, too, and I think they
represent the “typical” German knitter. They are all upper middle class and have a larger
disposable income than me. However, they share the common attitude that everyday stuff
should be cheap, and that clothes should be easy to care for. Wool for a self-made sweater
should be cheaper than a store-bought sweater. And the store-bought sweaters they look at
are all sweat-shop produced. So, they want a sweater’s worth of yarn for something like
€20 (~ $25), and they shake their heads in disbelief at the undyed “ugly” Shetland yarn or
organic wool they see me using, or the silk and mohair yarns which you can’t even throw in
the washing-machine and tumble-dryer.

educational interesting (7) funny agree (8) disagree love (5)

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29), edited 1 day ago
reply to MonaNicleoid's post #435
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1 reply

Again, I don't want to knock this debate, but I doubt it will get much bigger,
because otherwise all kinds of environmental and fair trade topics would be
much bigger.

So true! About 2 or so pages ago I posted this big post about how “do people care as much
 about what happens to animals they eat as animals they knit from?” and ended up just
closing the firefox tab instead of posting it because I just thought, “Sigh, if anything my

ost will get a million disagrees, get flagged, and the debate will go south from there,” but
it’s true. I've altered a lot of my lifestyle based on supporting my ideals because I am finally
at a point in my life where I can't ignore things that I find unpleasant. I don’t iike being lied
ilovesmekitty ~ to about what I am buying or where it comes from. Many many many more people don’t

- alter their lifestyle; they put the blinders on and ignore what is happening, and they are
perfectly happy.

5173 posts (32)

Most people only care about stuff if it's comfortable and easy. If it's too difficult to do the
right thing or stand up to injustice, most people will put the pitchfork down and go back to
whatever they were doing before. It’s up to those who feel strongly enough about it to fight
for what’s right to effect change for everyone else.

educational (1) interesting (2) funny agree (11) disagree love (4)

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29), edited 1 day ago
reply to ilovesmekitty's post #438
439

That sounded way more soapboxy than I intended it, but am dealing with some things out

, in the real world that just underline how apathetic the majority of society really is about
Lovesmekitty  stuff like this.

A d

5173 posts (32) edycational interesting funny agree (3) disagree love (8)

posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
reply to MonaNicleoid's post #437
440 '

1 reply

Take for example my mother-in-law and her sisters, who all knit, too, and I
think they represent the “typical” German knitter. They are all upper middle
class and have a larger disposable income than me. However, they share the
common attitude that everyday stuff should be cheap, and that clothes should
be easy to care for. Wool for a self-made sweater should be cheaper than a
store-bought sweater. And the store-bought sweaters they look at are all
sweat-shop produced. So, they want a sweater’s worth of yarn for something
like €20 (~ $25), and they shake their heads in disbelief at the undyed “ugly”
Shetland yarn or organic wool they see me using, or the silk and mohair yarns
which you can’t even throw in the washing-machine and tumble-dryer.

I can so relate to this. My family is English although we now live in the USA. My mother and
grandmother (both avid knitters) had the same philosophy. All through my childhood (in the
late 60s and 70s) I remember my mother and grandmother comparing the cost of a store
machine knit garment with what it would cost them to knit something similar. That is how
they decided what would be knit by them and what they would purchase. I remember
hearing them exclaim ”...the yarn alone would cost more than the price of this sweater!”

Now when they did knit (which seemed to be a lot) it was ALWAYS with an acrylic yarn I've

http://www.ravelry.com/discuss/yarn/1221067/426-450 7/30/2010
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not seen for years but I still have an afghan made of it. I can’t bear to get rid of for
sentimental reasons, but it is so scratchy you could scrub pots with it...(hardens with every
wash and I am not a fan of having to use fabric softener - in fact, fabric softener makes me
itch). Anyway, this particular acrylic yarn (it was not RH because I remember they said they
didn’t like RH) was in all the (rather icky) colors of the 1970s, lots of muddy “off” earth
tones, and it had a sort of shiny-sparkle to it -- it was strange stuff. Nothing like it on the
market that I've seen now. They loved it.

I remember them both saying how they USED to knit with wool, but wool was so hard and
scratchy and awful and was SO difficult to take care of, that these new acrylics were SO
much nicer. It occurred to me (years later after I'd grown up and was choosing fabrics and
yarns and fibres on my own to use) that perhaps their collective experiences in WWII in
England of knitting hats (the government would provide specific wool (all yarn is called
“wool” in England, at least it was back then) which was a rather prickly strong thick wool for
the women to knit socks and scarves and I think helmet liners (or something like that) for
the servicemen. They had to use the army green or the RAF blue only and I can imagine
that after years of knitting with that stuff, the newer yarns years later that didn’t felt and
were in different colors, were marvelous. And felting, when I was growing up, was
something extremely unfortunate that happened to your favorite sweater by mistake that
-| transformed it into something your dolly could wear). When this happened it was usually
accompanied by some scathing remark about how Aunty So-and-So should know BETTER
than to knit a little girl’s sweater out of WOOL because it SHRINKS.

GothCrone ¥
423 posts (3) S0 my mom (grandma passed in the early 90s) who still is an avid (terrific) knitter -makes
great stuff..out what I think is reaily crummy yarn most of the time... she still adores
acrylics (and the cheap acrylics)....some things are just fine out of it..but some that I would
have loved to have kept that she knitted for my children, with color work and intarsia type
stuff and just beautiful work (I should be so skilled as she is!) is made of the worst

material . . and it kills me. Because they’ve NOT held up well. She assumed (no matter what
I told her) that I would NOT hand wash a garment made from a natural fibre. That is just
not true. I would have. I do.

And I get very disapproving looks when she sees me knitting and it is anything other than
acrylic ... I think she thinks it is wasteful to use anything but the most bargain basement
yarn. I don’t understand it...but I try.

That being said, I'm not a yarn snob. I use acrylic. It all depends on what I'm making.

educational interesting (2) funny agree (1) disagree love (6)

., Posted 1 day ago (Thursday, July 29)
.. reply to GothCrone's post #440

441

" 1 reply

Sigh. You could get a cheap sweater for $10, but that doesn’t make it good. Quality costs,
- o sl but it’s worth it. You have to think of value, and not just price. And as it’s been said time
novalibra and time again - if you're going to invest all that valuable time in it, do you really want to

54—&5—:16: use bad materials? It'd be like da Vinci working in acrylic paint instead of oil.

educational interesting funny (1) aaree (5) disagree (3) love (2)

posted about 22 hours ago
reply to novalibra's post #441
442

It'd be like da Vinci working in acrylic paint instead of oil.

http://www.ravelry.com/discuss/yarn/1221067/426-450 7/30/2010
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Not a very good comparison. Qil paint is more expensive but not necessarily any better than
acrylic (how “good” a paint is mainly depends on pigment count.) The major difference
between oil and acrylic is that oil is oil-based, so smells (not really in a bad way), takes an
exceptionally long time to dry - we're talking sometimes days or weeks, depending on
thickness of paint - which can be a plus or a minus depending on your working style, and it
also requires you dilute it with paint thinner and use thinner to clean your brushes. Acrylic
does tend to be cheaper, it dries much, much faster (in a matter of minutes) which can be
either a plus or a minus depending on working style, it can be diluted with water and
brushes can be washed with water.

Practically, the major choice (apart from expense) for an artist to make is how quickly they
want the paint to dry. Someone who prefers the blending of ‘live’ oils that stay wet and

. malleable for a much longer time prefers oils. Someone who wants the paint to dry quickly
nd isn't as interested in wet blending on canvas prefers acrylics. Neither is superior, they're
ust different. It would be like me saying that all artists who draw in biro will produce worse
rt than people who draw in expensive felt pens. Which is clearly bollocks. A person with

ero artistic talent could own a set of expensive pens and produce an appallingly bad
rawing; equally, a pro who has worked for many, many years to nurture their artistic

alent could produce something incredible with a biro in a few minutes.

-

pixieface
2748 posts (10)

Two artists of equal skill drawing with expensive pens versus cheap biros won't necessarily
make worse art with the cheap pens. It will just be different art, because the tool is
different. You'll get a different effect.

And I'm pretty sure that da Vinci would have tried out acrylic paint had it been available to
him. He may have even preferred it. We’ll never know. But to suggest he’d produce worse
art because of acrylic paint is pretty ridiculous. The type of paint changes the working style,
but not the talent or experience of the artist. He would still have been great. And if acrylics
had suited his working style - if he’d enjoyed the paint drying quickly - he may have made
even better art than he did. I guess we'll never know.

educational (3) interesting (3) funny (2) agree (12) disagree (2) love (3)

posted about 22 hours ago
, reply to pixieface's post #442

Excellent point--acrylic paints cannot be compared with cheap quality acrylic yarns. I prefer
L1 oil painting, because I work on paintings for an extended period of time and it suits my
painting style, but many artists prefer acrylics as their medium of choice. Others like
watercolor. And for all types of paint, just like all types of yarn, there is a continuum of
quality from extremely cheap and poor quality student grade paints to high-end, superior
quality professional paints.

KitKate68 ™
2126 posts

educational interesting funny agree (6) disagree love (5)

posted about 22 hours ago
reply to KitKate68's post #443
444

You managed to condense what I wanted to say - in a ginormous post, as I'm prone to do -
into a few sentences! :D You rock! I agree entirely:

hd

pixieface
2748 posts (10)

And for all types of paint, just like all types of yarn, there is a continuum of
quality from extremely cheap and poor quality student grade paints to high-
end, superior quality professional paints.

http://www.ravelry.com/discuss/yarn/1221067/426-450 7/30/2010
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Oil doesn’t necessarily mean good, while acrylic means crap. :)

educational interesting funny agree (4) disagree love

posted about 22 hours ago, edited about 22 hours ago
reply to pixieface's post #442
445

1 reply

However, I've always been able to tell the difference between acrylic and ail paintings.
There’s just a quality to oil that cannot be reproduced in acrylic - maybe due to the
particular wet-blending, layering, and glazing that oil allows. Acrylic paint looks, to me, the
same way that acrylic yarn feels - slightly-to-severely fake. Maybe your construction and
technique will be fabulous, but materials are materials. You can’t tell me that Michelangelo’s
David would look the same made out of concrete. I adore the natural aesthetic of marble
and oils pigmented with crushed minerals and metals; others would prefer the

g modern/urban/synthetic look of concrete and spraypaint. Da Vinci’s work is amazing

§ because of a technique allowed by oil paints - if you transferred him to another material he

would not be able to achieve the same quality of light and color and I think his work would

fall flat. You can't transfer an aesthetic directly across a range of materials.

In short, I stand by what I said, and I'll say it again: you work with bad materials, you're

V&l going to get a bad product. Perhaps I should add, bad materials for your purpose. If you
novalibra ™ want something luminous, you go for oils. If you want something flatter, go for acrylics. If
84 posts (16)  You can't tell a difference in the work and think materials don’t matter, well, I don’t know
what to say, because you would be selectively non-discriminating and trying to argue about
which elements of a piece are artistically important is so not productive.

(Yes, I know acrylic works for some of you, but not for me, in palette, feel, or function, and
by the latter I mean warmth and wicking. So therefore, I'm calling it bad. Please, don‘t mail
me about “killing the acrylic,” this or that acrylic yarn you love, or about the evils of hand-
washing. It's been tried. You want nice things, you have to take care of them special.)

Edited to add: Great art requires both good/appropriate materials and good technique. A
Bohus sweater in acrylic would be a joke, no matter that you got all the technique was spot
on.

educational interesting funny (2) agree (2) disagree (16) love

posted about 21 hours ago
reply to novalibra's post #445
446

1 reply

However, I've always been able to tell the difference between acrylic and oil
paintings. There’s just a quality to oil that cannot be reproduced in acrylic -
maybe due to the particular wet-blending, layering, and glazing that oil allows.
Acrylic paint looks, to me, the same way that acrylic yarn feels - slightly-to-
severely fake.

Okay, well, I've come across elitist issues in art quite a lot, and generally speaking people
who say, "I can always see the difference!” are wrong. I usually see this argument being
played out between traditional and digital, rather than between oils and acrylics, but it's
basically the same thing. People often say how all digital paintings look fake, how they can’t
reproduce the ‘life’ of a traditional painting, it’s cheating, etc etc. It’s elitist, and frankly, it's
crap. It's not even remotely true. Digital and trad painting is not really very comparable -
they are different tools and mediums. The “it doesn’t have the same life!” argument is also
bollocks. I once conducted a survey among artists, in which I presented them with a
selection of paintings and drawings, some of which were digital and some of which were
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traditional.

Not a one of them - even those who complained the loudest about digital being fake and
tacking life and ‘cheating’ - not a single one of them could correctly answer which pieces
were traditional and which were digital. And it wasn't just digital paintings being mistaken
for traditional, either; traditional paintings were mistaken for digital.

So I don't really buy the whole, “acrylic is just fake and doesn‘t have the life that oils have!”
argument. I don't believe it to be true. Perhaps you personally prefer oils over acrylics, but
that’s a personal preference; that doesn’t make oils better, or have more life, or be less
fake, or anything at all. It just means you prefer them, in a similar way to the way you
might prefer strawberry over vanilla. I am not, for the record, saying that you are not
entitled to your opinion or preference - far from it! I am merely saying that your own
personal observations do not apply to the rest of the world; nor do they equal acrylic being
more fake and not as good as oils for everyone, ever.

nd since the argument can’t be applied to all paintings or all observers of paintings, it's not

eally a valid one. Oils are not better than acrylics, they're just different. Michaelangelo’s

avid made in concrete wouldn‘t be the same piece of art at all. You indicate you would not

ke it as much. (I probably wouldnt like it so much either.) But I would bet every last

- penny in my bank account right now that there are multiple people in the world who would
prefer it - and think the artistic statement made by it more profound or important to them -

pixieface
2748 posts (10) if it were made from concrete.

Therefore saying concrete is lesser than marble is also not a valid argument. It's cheaper,
sure, and it has different qualities, but as a medium for art it could well be superior to
marble in many artistic endeavours. There are pieces of work that would be superior in
concrete than in marble. (How about these casts taken of the interior of houses, for a start.)

So saying da Vinci’s work wouldn’t have been as good in acrylic is erroneous, without
evidence or substance, except for your own personal preference. You, personally, would not
like his work as much if it were in acrylic (assuming you could tell the difference.) Lots of
people - perhaps even including da Vinci himself - might have liked it more if he worked in
acrylic. You can’t know.

educational interesting funny (2) agree (15) disagree (2) love (6)

posted about 21 hours ago
reply to pixieface's post #446
447

1reply

5 1 can tell the difference - I go to artwalks, I'm a member of several museums (thank god for
£ & the Western Reciprocal agreement!), and worked at my college’s art department, in short, I
regularly view art in-person - and there’s a huge difference for me. I don't know what

|| artists you selected for your study, what medium they work in, what they're education,
experience, and exposure to art is, which things you selected and/or if you displayed live
pieces/prints of both mediums or showed them on a display, but your sampling does not
hold true for everyone.

v

novalibra

m:m: The thing is, I was relating the oil vs. acrylics to yarn for clothing, which is more often

meant to be beautiful than to make an artistic statement in the way that a concrete David
would. I don‘t go around wearing acrylic Bohus as a statement or ironic comment, for
example. I want my clothes to be functional, flattering, beautiful, and artistic, in that order.
I want them to be quality, which means I use yarns that are spun in certain ways, made of
certain fibers, because they will last, be warm (or cool), breathe, and look a certain way. I
don't believe in quality polyester garments as a rule. My time and person deserves better, I
think. Anyways, I would compare fine art to clothing rather than shock/pop art. There is art
to beautify, and then there is art to provoke. I hope my clothes beautify rather than shock.
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If acrylic was so interchangeable with oil, then I think oil would have died out regardless of
price points. But the fact is, it isn’t - and I don't believe da Vinci could have done what he
did with acrylic paint. He used glazes to make coloring, and used pigments which age
differently that pigments in acrylics, all of which combine for a total effect. You cannot
reproduce art from one medium to another. Da Vinci, working in acrylic, could not have
made the Mona Lisa as he did in oil. I also see huge variations in color palettes when
looking at acrylic vs. oil, the same way acid-dyed fiber looks very different than naturally-
dyed fiber. Sometimes an acid-dyer can mimic this, but they have to pay attention because
natural dyers have the equivalent of a 16-color crayon box, while acid dyers have a 256-
color crayon box (this is grossly simplifying the matter, but I hope the concept comes
across).

educational interesting funny aaree disagree (13) love

posted about 20 hours ago
reply to novalibra's post #447

448
2 replies

I think you missed my point entirely. There is a massive difference between these two
statements:

“I prefer X over Y.”
"X is better than Y.”

The first is merely a statement of preference. People who like X agree with you, people who
like Y don't, but everyone gets to enjoy what they like and everyone is happy.

The second statement is a statement of fact. It implies, heavily, that people who prefer Y to
X are wrong, presumably because they are ill-educated, inexperienced, or just plain stupid.
It's a sweeping generalisation that will never hold true for everyone, because people are
different.

s You may prefer oil to acrylic, and that’s great. I'm happy that you know what you enjoy and
- prefer. You may prefer your clothes to be made from certain things; and that’s great, too.
You know what you want, and how to get it. It makes you happy. And all this is fantastic.
(That’s the point of being able to choose, after all.) You can say, quite happily, “I prefer X to
Y” without anyone (except people who can't make the distinction between a statement of
preference and a statement of fact) getting upset.

pixieface
2748 posts (10)

But saying that oil is better than acrylic is a statement of fact, and since it’s a question of
preference it’s not ever going to be a correct statement. You personally prefer it and think
it's superior. That doesn’t mean it is. It also doesn’t mean your opinion is wrong - but it is
just that; an opinion. Not a statement of fact. Da Vinci, had he had access to acrylics, might
have painted some incredible, beautiful paintings - and let’s be honest, he probably would
have since he had acres of talent and was a pretty incredible guy. You would not have liked
them as much as his oil paintings. So you could say, “I prefer da Vinci’s oils to his acrylics”
happily, but saying, “da Vinci’s oils are better than his acrylics” is just not ever going to be
accurate, no matter how much you think your opinion is right.

(Side note: everyone thinks their opinions are the right ones, or they wouldn't hold them.
And yet people don't agree on almost everything, ever.)

1
I appreciate the distinction is a subtle one, but it is there. Truly, I'm not saying your opinion
is wrong. I'm just saying it’s an opinion, not a statement of fact.

http://www.ravelry.com/discuss/yarn/1221067/426-450 7/30/2010



Ravelry: GRsesrspi00BeAsR BYlss BArwment #p@sc Rled SAE3Y1R. froe 66 of Ploe 11 of 11

educational interesting (1) funny agree (13) disagree (3) love (7)

posted about 20 hours ago, edited about 20 hours ago
reply to pixieface's post #448

449

1 reply

I thought that Novalibra was saying that oil and acrylic are different, not that one is
ualitatively better than the other. I agree with her, while it may be possible for an artist to
se one medium to mimic another (say, using acrylic as if it was oil paint) and achieve a
imilar result, it would be a) difficult as the paint behaves differently and b) nonsensical, as
he artist would be limiting the medium. So I doubt Da Vinci would have painted the Mona

- Lisa in exactly the same way if he’d used acrylics instead of oil paint.

- This is all a bit off topic though, and while the discussion over acrylic versus natural is also
offtopic, I can't help thinking from my own experience and the anecdotes posted recently,
that many of the knitters who prefer acrylic yarn, and are more likely to choose yarn based
on cost rather than quality are from an older generation of knitters. I wonder if it would be
true to say that younger knitters are more likely to consider issues like fair trade,
sustainability and ecological concerns when assessing the ‘value’ of products they consume,
including yarn? (The idea gives me hope, at least.)

educational interesting funny agree (2) disagree (5) love

posted about 20 hours ago
reply to pixieface's post #448
450

1 reply

§ Being brief (Ill be back on the ‘net later tonight, maybe tomorrow), I'm still saying that you
gt || Cannot accomplish with one medium what you can with another. da Vinci’s aesthetic would
e | be wildly different in acrylics because you cannot do the same things with them. His style
would fall short in that medium, just like I think clothes fall short in cheap yarn.

7
Z A I think humans, as organic/biological beings, are better-flattered by natural materials. I
novalibra think synthetic materials contrast and clash with humans, rather than harmonize. Except for
84 posts (16)  outliers enjoying shock/clash value, most people want their clothes to work with their
physical aesthetic. I'm sorry I wasn't more explicit, but when comparing da Vinci‘s materials
to yarn materials, natural is superior to synthetic. cutting short g2g punch out and head
home!

-

educational interesting funny agree (2) disagree (13) love
< _previous page
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posted about 20 hours ago
reply to Erynnis' post #449
451

This was her original statement:

You could get a cheap sweater for $10, but that doesn’t make it good. Quality
costs, but it's worth it. You have to think of value, and not just price. And as
it’s been said time and time again - if you're going to invest all that valuable
time in it, do you really want to use bad materials? It’d be like da Vinci working
in acrylic paint instead of oil.

To me that’s a direct statement of “acrylic sucks and is a bad material, oils are great.”
Which is just not true. Yes, you can get different effects from acrylic and oil. No, the Mona
Lisa wouldn't have looked identical had it been painted in acrylic. That doesn’t mean da
Vinci’s paintings would have been qualitatively worse had they been painted in acrylic - they
just would have been different, because he’d have been working on a different medium with
pixieface ~ different qualities, and utilising different skills to use that medium.
2748 posts (10)
Some people might not like acrylic paintings much, and prefer oils, and that’s fine because
it'’s a statement of preference. Stating as a fact that acrylics are “bad materials” and not as
good as oils is attempting to declare that to be fact, when it quite clearly isn’t a fact at all.

What’s better, apples or oranges? Personally, I prefer oranges because I'm mildly allergic to
apples, even though I love the taste of apples I can’t eat them. Should I then say, “Oranges
are superior to apples, apples are just bad food and inferior quality, wouldn’t duck a
I'orange suck if it were made with apples?” No, because that would be silly. And pretty rude
to people who prefer apples. It's fine for me to prefer oranges, or to prefer apples, and even
to believe that my opinion on the subject is the correct one (why would I hold an opinion if I
didn't believe it were the correct one to hold?), but stating one is qualitatively better than
the other as if it is fact is ridiculous. It implicitly insults everyone who holds a different
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opinion. And it's often pretty elitist, especially if the oranges cost twice as much as the
apples.

educational interesting (1) funny (2) agree (13) disagree (2) love (6)

posted about 20 hours ago, edited about 19 hours ago
reply to novalibra's post #450
452

1 reply

Well, T can see we're never going to agree on this. You've decided that your opinion is a fact
and want to state it as one.

I'm sorry I wasn’t more explicit, but when comparing da Vinci’s materials to
yarn materials, natural is superior to synthetic.

I don't agree with you and I don’t think I can. Not because I don’t think your opinion is
- valid, or that you have no right to hold it, or because I genuinely believe synthetic materials
0 be superior, or anything of the sort; but because I can't agree with an opinion of
reference stated as fact. It leaves no room for people of differing preferences. I can’t think
f a way to express this better without repeating myself indefinitely, so I think we're going
0 have to agree to disagree.

: Incidentally, I don‘t personally have a preference between oil and acrylic. I've painted with
pixieface ¥ both, and also with ink, watercolour, enamel, wall paint (both matt and shiny, interior and
2748 posts (10) exterior), spray paint, food colouring, dyes, varnish, bleach, ketchup, and any number of
other things you can name that are liquid and leave marks. Also with a wide variety of art-
making digital programs, many of which have countless different digital media. All of these
things have different properties and are suitable for different things; they produce different
effects, and require different working methods. I choose the one suitable to the task. I
would never presume to say any of them are superior to any other, they’re just different.
Different strokes for different folks. I think that’s what you're missing here: that it’s pretty
silly to state as fact that one medium is superior to another. Liking one better for yourself
and saying so is very different to saying one is better than the other, because of the implicit
insult in the latter statement.

You know what, I edited this to make it seem less rude! Sorry. :3 I honestly don’t mean to
be rude. I'm just trying to point out a subtle distinction that I feel is important.

educational interesting funny (1) agree (14) disagree (2) love (8)

posted about 18 hours ago, edited about 18 hours ago
453

1 reply
Wow... I just read this whole thing. Ooo-wee!

Don't think T was ever interested in the yarns named anyway. I've always made it a point to
stay away from Noro because I don‘t like how it feels. Never seemed to care much for the

. : . Debbie Bliss stuff. For some reason, though, the name Knitting Fever seems really familiar
atigrinkt and relevant to me. I can't think of what the heck I bought recently that would have been
- associated with it. -ponders-

494 posts (2)

I think it’s good of Cascade to demand that other yarn companies are truthful in their
product’s fiber contents. Even knowing they did it because they have a special interest in it.
But, at the same token, they seem a little sue-happy as of late. They sued Knit Picks
recently, from what I remember. Something about them having their company and product
names embedded in their site’s HTML coding so that Knit Picks would come up higher on
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search engines or something. I don't recall how long ago that was, but there was a
discussion about it here on Ravelry.

educational interesting (2) funny agree (5) disagree (3) love

posted about 18 hours ago
reply to CatnipTrinket's post #453
454

1 reply

Knitting Fever distributes Araucania, Debbie Bliss, Elsebeth Lavold, Ella Rae, Ester Bitran,

- Euro Baby, Euro Yarns, Katia, Filati, KFI Baby, Knitting Fever, Laines du Nord, Louisa
Harding, Mirasol, Mondial, Noro, Online, Queensland Coilection, Sirdar, Sublime, and Viking
of Norway.

2173 posts (32) I could swear there are others, but those are all the ones on their site.

educational (2) interesting funny agree disagree love

posted about 17 hours ago, edited about 17 hours ago
reply to ilovesmekitty's post #454
1455

reply

I know I have some Araucania. Well, not in my stash. It's a shrug now. But that was some

time ago. I was looking at the site linked that had the list of some of the products they sell,
| but nothing, except the first name, seemed familiar to me. This is gonna bug me all night
until I figure it out! LOL

CatnipTrinket

494 posts (2)

Well, time to go stash digging! No, really. I'm looking for why that the name is sticking out
to me so much. I'm not just making up an excuse to molest my yarn, I swear!

educational interesting funny (2) agree disagree love

posted about 17 hours ago
reply to CatnipTrinket's post #455
456

It could be you might have seen their tag on a sample in a yarn store. That's where I see
- _ : “Knitting Fever” specifically more an on the yarn labels (some of the labels don’t even say
ilovesmekitty  KFI anywhere on them).

»

2173 posts (32) educational interesting funny agree disagree love

posted about 16 hours ago
reply to MonaNicleoid's post #435
457

1 reply

There basically, in my opinion, are two groups of knitters in the US: those on-line and those
who aren't. I run into knitters from both groups all the time. There are still many isolated
knitters who buy books and magazines but never think to use the internet for their craft and
so buy their yarn only at the big box stores they know about. It's always fun to be there on
their first trip to a yarn shop. :)

Anyway, I think that those who are on-line tend to be a bit more in the loop on the yarn
market gossip, tend to hang out in yarn shops when available, and tend to be part of the
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conversation a bit more (through Ravelry, guilds, etc.). The isolated knitters just don't know
all this is going on, and I could see those as being the ones more like how you describe.

Here in the States, though, if you tell someone that they didn‘'t get what they paid for or
that there’s a huge controversy surrounding whether what’s on a label is actually in the

&8 yarn, you often get a pretty ticked off person. Especially these days, when we're all trying to
stretch our yarn dollars more, people would not be happy if they found out Lion Brand, say,
| had hardly any wool in their Wool-Ease (soooo not saying that, just using a big-box
comparison!) or if that cute baby yarn had something else in it entirely and not the
microfiber they thought it did.

Bina
2972 posts (15)

educational interesting funny agree (7) disagree (1) love

posted about 4 hours ago, edited about 4 hours ago
reply to Bina's post #457
458

Amen! It seems over the 25 odd years I have been knitting...for the 1st 15 years I was in

& LNE Secluded group-knitting on my own, not even considering that knitting could be a social
pastime. And certainly not in any loop. Fast forward-I started a knitting group and teaching,
| bought a yarn shop-sold a yarn shop-now have a yarn wholesale business. So I have walked
in the shoes of many perspectives of this issue-having been both types of consumers, and

: now someone who makes her living selling yarn. Integrity cannot be dismissed. Whoever
=34 you are-no matter what yarns you like-it is important we expect and even demand that
spinningkat ¥  labeling be truthful for all the reasons mentioned in this thread. Is suing someone the

299 posts (7)  answer? I am not a fan of the tactic-but somehow we need to make it known to the Debbie
Blisses and KFI's of the world that the knitting community-at-large deserves truth in
labeling and they need to pay attention to what they are selling-ignorance is not a valid
excuse. They need to show respect for those that purchase their products.

educational interesting funny agree (2) disagree (2) love

posted about 3 hours ago
reply to pixieface's post #452
459

Fine. You took my metaphor, sorry, simile wrong from the start, calling what I said
“bollocks” and determined to take offense and defend... acrylic paint? On the idea that da
Vinci’s skill set would transfer over to acrylics because he was such a genius?

4 Some mediums are better than others for different purposes. I think oils were better for da
§ VVinci’s purposes than acrylics, and so compared it to some yarns being better for

B handknitting things than others. You've already agreed that the Mona Lisa wouldn't be the

| same in acrylics, but you assume it would be just as good. I assume it wouldn’t be.

In the meantime, I've explained my (tangent) beliefs about materials. If I gualified
- everything I say with I think and I feel and in my opinion I'd go crazy. I hope that as aduits
novalibra ™ we can all understand this and if we have an issue, ask for clarification rather than

84 posts (16) delivering condemnation.

If you’re finding insult in my words, it’s because you're looking for it. Not content with, "I
know where she’s going with this,” you’ve decided that with my original comment I'm
condemning a medium. After responding with my beliefs on mediums, you decide I'm elitist.
For preferring traditional/natural materials? I could say the same about people who love
acrylics, but I don't, because that’s silly and biased. For some, machine-wash is king. That’s
fine. That’s why the yarn I bought to make my grandparents’ sweaters with is half
microfiber. For them, that’s what they like, and I respected that. I'd rather make them a
sweater they will like then make one they didn’t or not make one at all because I hate
synthetics so much.
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I feel so personally attacked by you that I was upset all the way home yesterday. I'm really
done with this. I don't need that kind of stress in my life over someone I don’t know who's
taken issue with me based on one simile. I don‘t like feeling that I have to triple-check
everything I say before I hit post.

This is novalibra, signing out on this “discussion.”

educational interesting funny (1) agree (1) disagree (9) love (2)

posted 33 minutes ago

reply to K2P2YOKS5's post #1
460

1 reply

I've read most of this thread and 1 think it brings up a lot of important questions about the
materials we use in our craft. I'm kind of glad that even though I've tried most of the
brands listed, I wasn‘t really a fan of any of them.

1 I'm wondering what we, as consumers, can do if we suspect a label to be incorrect. Say,

LadyEponine I've bought a yarn that is listed as 100% merino on the label, but I believe that it’s pnly

1270 posts 100% wool, not merino, or that it’s 75% merino and 25% acrylic? Assuming that this
matters to me, what steps can I take to ensure that the content of the yarn I bought is
correct? Obviously, I can’t sue a yarn company over one ball of yarn, especially without
some degree of proof. So what steps could I take?

educational interesting funny agree disagree love

posted 28 minutes ago
eply to LadyEponine's post #460
61

think currently there are no steps, short of writing the company a letter or having it tested
ourself. The first isn't likely to accomplish much if the company is being dishonest, and the
nd is prohibitively expensive, so also not likely.

iloves y”
- That’s part of why this lawsuit is so important. Maybe companies will now have to account
5173 posts (32) for what they claim they are selling through some kind of accredited test.

educational interesting funny agree (4) disagree love (1)
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