“ATTRACTIVE, BUT RESTLESS AND VOLATILE’—-—AMERICAN

TTRACTIVE and attracted, but rest-,
less, volatile and never educated|
" with thoroughness.”

That seems to sum up the opinion of Ox-
ford ‘“dons ” regarding American Rhodes!
scholars at Oxford, if letters published in |
- the last report of the Carnegie Founda-

tion are to be believed. In view of the]
recent controversy as to how the Ameri-
«can Rhodes scholars are looked upon at.
Oxford and how they themselves look!
upon that ancient English seat of learn- |
-ing, the letters are most interesting. ‘

They are intimate in character, showing |
.- minute and keen observation. Originally '’

they were not intended for publication, |

having been written as reports to the |
- executive officerg of the Rhodes Trust,.‘
-who were desirous of knowing exactly
what the situation at Oxford was in so!
fir as the men benefiting from the fund .
. left by the late Cecil Rhodes were con-|
cerned. XIventually, the letters from the,
tutors were turned over to the Carnegie |
. Foundation by Dr. George R. Parkin,,
- Gerleral Representative of the Rhodes.
Trust, in order that they might be in-
cluded in the Foundation’s annual report. |

Refore giving the extracts from these |
Jetters, it may be well to explain a few
- terms used by the tutors, for the benefit
of American readers unversed in the tech- !
¢ nicalities of Oxford English.

An “ open scholar’” is a2 man who gets'
~ an entrance scholarship in open competi-.
tion. Such scholars are the pick of the
' boys from the secondary schools. A
** commoner ”’ is a man who has not ob-
tained a scholarship at entrance, * Honor
- Moderations ”’ is a serious examination in
Latin and Greek. By *‘ Pass Modera-
" tions ” is meant small examination in the
- same subjects, also in log‘lc or elementary
.tiaa.themahcs.

Here are twenty-one excerpts from the
“letters ;written by Oxford *“dons” about
American Rhodes scholars: "
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1. "A. “has done well in athletics and .
T'§s a distinctly popular man in college.
"Bepo*ts about his work are fairly satis-.
like most of these

fa.ctory, but he is,
.Amermans, rather a dilettante and does
” not care very much for the grind.””

2 ¢ B is quite regular, punctual, and
respecta.ble He is one of those who

t Rhodes scholars that would bhe useful.

cha.f'» at the dlsmpline and rules—not un-
- ;eas_ona,bly,

well satisfied. The American scholars

I think—and we have re-. 'who have come to us are intelligent and

. <
leased them. a bit. No less than four of
our Americans this last year have broken
off in mid-course and gone back. Only
one was a Rhodes student; but it shows
the tendency. They ara attractive and:
attracted, but restless, volatile and never
educated griindlich.”

3. *“The Rhodes scholars who have
come to this college from the United
States are in point of natural ability ful-
ly the equal of our ordinary open schol-
ars; in point of energy, seriousness, and
force of character they are, In my judg-
ment, dJdecidedly their superiors, Thelr
early tralning, on the other hand, has
been less thorough, and of this they are
themselves consclous.”

4, 1 gather from the reports of the
tutors in this college that the American
Rhodes scholars are quite up to the level
of the average British undegraduate in
ability, and rather above it in industry
and interest in their work.”

5. *I may say honestly that I have
nothing to report as to our American

They vary a good deal. As regards the|
undergraduates, they live a good deal
apart and have never 1identified them-
selves with the life of the college as the
colonists have. On the other hand, 4
should say that they have as a rule more
capacity, and certainly more definitely
formed characters, than these last.”

6. ‘““ Let me say that we have no cause
for complaint as to the general conduct
of the Americans whom we have in this
college. At first we were a little un-
eacy about them, particularly ahbout those
who were above the average in age. We
thought that they might resent the neces-
sary, but to them unfamiliar, rules of
the college system. We thought also that
they might tend to form a clique apart.
I am glad to say that these fears have
evaporated.

‘ There were some slight difficulties at!
first; but these have been entirely cver-
come, largely owing to the good sense
and good feeling of the scholarg them-)
selves. They are at present quite in
touch with the social life of the college,
and they accept college discipline as a
matier of course,

*“ About their work we are mot quite so

>

interested in many subjects. But they

seldom .or never settle down to do a long'

spell of thorough work., They have near-
ly all ceased to develpp by the time they
graduate in the States, and do not really
feel inciined to g0 much further. It must

be remembered, also, that they have not:

the same Incentive to work as a colonist
scholar. The latter knows that honors
gained at an ¥nglish university will be
of some help to him in after life. The
American, on the other hand, feels that
his future career does not depend in any
appreciable degree upon our examina-
tions.

“In any case, whether these arse the
right {mpressions or not, our American
scholars seem inclined to drift from one
subject to another, taking a bird’'s-eye
view of each, and resting content with
t.hat-"

7. “The American Rhodes scholars are
certainly as a body more strenuous and
serioug than the ordinary undergraduate;
and I should say that, apart from early
tralning, they compare very favorably
with the ordinary scholar.”

8. “ The American scholars in this col-
lege do not offer a wide basis for induc-
tion; but my impression would be that,
while the men from the best universities
are quite as good as all but our very
best home products, those from the in-
ferior uriversities have the disadvantage
of thinking they are good when they are
not—which is about what the ordinary
public school boy suffers much from.”

8., “ With regard to the Americans in
particular, I should say that they vary
more than the others. While the only
Rhodeg scholar we have had who has
failed In Pass School is an American,
and also the only one I remember who

‘was serlously reproved for idleness, my.
impression is that another Ameritcan lis:

at present our very best Rhodesg scholar.
I think that their.early training makes
them in some cases superficial and inac-
curate; but their is plenty of intellectual
vigor and acumen. I do not think that

Oxford could expect to get the pick of

American universities, as we do, I hope,
of colonial; and the distribution of col-
leges is such as to favor the weaker
American coileges. But having said that,
I still am strongly convinced that ‘the
Americans in college both do and get
good.

“ Taking a more general view, I would
compare the American scholars with our
average—good commoner for abllity and.
energy. They seem to me to lhack ac-
curacy and (ag a rule) the power of hard
grind; but they are intelligent, interested
in thelr workyand quite as industrious as
the average young Englishman.”

10. “* Our American scholars are intel-
ligent, keen, and alert, and there has not
been.a hint of slackness or idleness since
they first came. In some respectis they
started at a bit of a disadvantage. Thelr
American course Is wider than ours, but,

'not so thorough at any point, and they,

have had to alter their methods a little’
and readjust their point of <view. At|
present, therefore, results are an unfairI

‘test; but I am quite sure that the men.
‘are working, -and working well.

‘'minded and
iman. He is also able and clear sighted,

“No doubt many of the American
Rhodes scholars come up with a curious
superficiality of training and a diffuse.—‘
ness of Interests which have made it hard
for them to decilde on a career or even |
on a definite course of study. No doubt,
also, one hag come across an instance!
of slackness or extravagance among them.
But it would be wholly unfair on that'
account to say that the American Rhodes'
scholars have done little good here except_'l
in the way of athletics. If they are not
as clever as our open scholars, they are
certainly in industry and seriousness of
purpose the equals of any body of men
in Oxford.”

11, “X can report well of C, both as to
his studies and life, He ig.a very high-
seriously disposed young

and very willing 1o admit any misconcep-
tion under which he may have, acted.

Goqd man all round though he ig, yet he

has well illustratéd the truth of what 18
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so often seen and said, that the Ameri-
cans begin with being too knowing, One
thing C especially recognizes as new to
our Oxford thoroughness;
he had never seen anything of the kind
‘before. An extra year would have done
him immense good.”

12. * D has been reading for honors, and
T never wish for & more satisfactory
pupil. His essays were always thorough,

thoughtful, and well expressed. His work
showed a rare combination of originality

and. ingenuity with sound Jjudgment and
common sense. In college life he was a
strong influence, and always for good.
Taking him all round, we have had no
better man in college since he has been
with us, and few as good.”

13. “E is an intelligent man &nd had
no difficulty with the ordinary examina-
tions; but his knowledge was vague and
he had great difficulty in expressing him-
self fully, or clearly, or precisely. That
1s the general impression I have gath-
'ered about the .American scholars—that

'they -have a general knowledge, but have

|

been taught nothing very precisely, and
have not been accustomed to write and
express themselves clearly and with pre-
cision, They do not appear to study a
subject as a whole, as we do, but, after
attending courses of lectures on a portion

'of a subject. they ‘appear to drop that
.and. never revise it again.

They never

'appea.r t0o have any comprehensive exam-
‘ination on the whole of a subject.”

14. “*With regard to the American

'Rhodes scholars I think that their train-

ing in America has In most cases en-
‘couraged smattering in a large number
~of subjects. As a general rule, they know
nothing well, but know something about
a great many things--the kind of knowl-

edge you might get from attending pub-

lic lectures. Moreover, apparently even
in sclentific studies they have not been
accustomed to keeping thelr hold on work
for any great length of time. The examina-
tions appear to be in work which has not
been done wvery long before the date of

the examination intended f0 test it." AB &
(Y

D

consequence, they at first find the Ox-
ford system difficult, for the double rea-
son thdt they are expected to get up a
subject thoroughly, and are tested by an
examination much longer and more severe
than that to which they have been ac-
custohed and on an extensive range of
work, some of which has necessarily been
done a considerable time before the ex-
amination takes place. The men natural-

ly differ in ability.”

. 15. *“It is difficult to generalize as to
'the capacity of the American Rhodes
'students. Some few are men of large ca-
pacity and have evidently been well
trained. They are zsccustomed to getting
up the details of a complicated subject.
Others have evidently been trained In
getting up =80 large a range of sublects
ag is required for an Honor School, The
degree is in many cases what is especial-
ly sought, and by the shortest cut.”

16. ** With certain exceptions, the Amer-
ican Rhodes scholars have been inclined
to be rather too mechanical and depend-
ent in their work, and generally to get
up, rather than get into, things., Generally
they have shown little sense of scholar-
ship, and their American training does’
not seem to prepare them for the Honors |
work., In certain cases, they seem singu-
larly uneducated. One notices among
both the abler and ordinary students the
same general characteristics—a great
power of making a good show of a small
amount of Knowledge, a readiness to be
content with surface generalizations, often
effectively put, without-probing the mat-
ter to the bottom. The Oxford standard
of accuracy and detail is quite new to
them. They are, however, quick and orig-
inal, and soon take to an exacter standard
and a more thorough way of working.
Many of them make the mistake of think-
ing that they are qualified to begin re-
search work, either when they first come
up or after rushing a trial school in two
years or less, not realizing that one must
have more than a superficial knowledge
of what is already known of a subject be-
fore adding mew Knowledge thereto.”

17. *We must remember that the Rhodes
scholars are'generally older men; and this
explains, in part at least, the more mature
character of their work. On the other
hand, the fact that they have most of

them taken a degree ‘elsewhere before
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 coming here explains a certain staleness
and the absence of freshness and vigor.”

18. *‘ The Rhodes scholars who have come

to me are on the average below the open
scholar standard. Their training seems
to lack thoroughness.”
1 19. “The Rhodes scholars who have
come to me have done well. I do not
think, however, that their general culti-
vation is high, and I doubt If their general
knowledge 1s wide. But they are good
men, they know what they are after,: and
in most cases ¢ deliver the goods.” "’

20. '* The American scholars whom we
have had differ very much in respect to
ability and force of character as well as
in their previous training; but of all of
them, even of the ablest, I think it may
be sald that they have suffered for the
want of training In correct methods.
This would apply to those who have come
here to study science, medicine, law or
history, quite as much as to those who
have .read classics. What they lack is
the sort of training that Honor Modera-
tions gives to our Honor men and Pass
Moderations, or A 1, fo our Pass -men.
They seem to me never to have learned
| how to face a real problem; they have
| preferred to study too many subjécts, of
most of which they have acquired the
merest smattering. The effect of this. is
'the Intellectual demoralization, quits’
la.part from the waste of time involved.

! 21, ** As to theé American Rhodes schol-
yars, - am much impressed by the men
' personally. They are above the averags,
| I think, as regards keenness and indus-
1try. I should describe them as thorough-
1y good fellows, but I do not think they
'compare with the better average under-
| graduates as regards scholarship and
training. It will be understood that I
speak of no given individual, but of a
‘general Impression, when I say that they
seem very deficient in scholarship in a
wide sense. Some are terribly rough in-
tellectually, with Ilittle or no lterary
sense and very limited command over ex-
pression. In the composition of an Eng-
'lish essay they have, as a rule, almost
everything to learn, Their linguistic at-
tainments are also, as a rule, slender,

‘““ But they are quick to learn ang. very
Industrious, and by the end of their time
here are decidedly above the . average
Honors-reading undergraduate.,”” =~ =




