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PART ONE .

WRITTEN AND ORAL ENGLISE,




CHAPTER I.

INTRODUCZION.

This thesis 1s not undertsken with the false,
- pre-conoceived ﬁotioﬁ th&t radicai changes mugt be 1nsfant1y
‘made in the ourriculum of the English department. If changes
dré to come, they maat‘ot necessity come slowly. Advances into
new fields should always be made only aftéf.caréfnl study o:
the situation. o |
| ) It ie with a belief that the English depart-

ment hggfgoﬁs§¢ the need'of some change in éﬁ@:} hothodslif
their aimavaio tb be accbmpliahed, and 1t ia in a‘spiritvof :
Gooperation that this thesis is undertaken, in the hope that
& better understanding of the needs of the students may be
gained, | | | : :

Thet there is a diversity of opinion emong
our gradnates‘aa to the merita of'the English courses given
at this University may be clearly ascertained ﬁy a»giimpse at
the comments of s few busineas man writers: "Thefe is no
doubt of the greﬁt}value of English to the business men, It
is worth dollara‘to himvevery day to be able to exprdsa himaelt
quickly aﬁd well;". A lewyer expressed himself thus: "The legal
profesaion»ia in need of thg/:tudenta of English., A lawyer

makes a bad showing if he does not use the correct words, or

if he uses same worn-out expression, such as ‘awtul,' 'lot,"



-8

'bit,' eto. A man that uses good English has good society
open to him." A.aupoxintonﬂont of minia,hero_in Arizong values
his courses in English most highly and is free to state that:
ﬁny Freshman English course at the U, of A, (University of
Arizona) was of more value to me than all my previous instruc-
tion through the lower schools oombindd." 30 we see that the

 lnglish diﬁartmant,does'havo,its gtanah,deféndera, and thgrq
are those who feel that thenoonraos‘oftored aré:all that,thqy
ahon;d be. QAt'lo#qt,.thoae people are gsatisfied.* |
. | There is another group that feoln g little
differently about the worth of these subjests, Here is one

‘graduate who recalled with no degree of pleasure those courses -
he took in this department. He says: "I was 'exposed' to one
semester of Exposition, but 0scapod Argumoqtation and English_,
literature., I cursed the conrse.in Exposition from_staft'to
finish, derived no benefits from taking Prpshmgn_work-as'a
Senior, and considered the three units as time entirely lost
and wasted, Moreover, I still think so." Another slumnus
takes rather a more considerate view of the situation, though
he sees some good 1# the work. He informs me that: "In my
opinion, the present-day method of teaching English is advan;
tageous to a very emall class of people., So much of it is purely
a matter of words and construction, which are positively use-

less at the present; may I say 'ancient' and harmful.'"

*Quotations taken from remarks made unsolicited on the ques-’
tionnaire blanks, '
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Then we have the viewpoint of one of our graduates now a studen;
of law at Harvard. He does not mince words in‘his tirade against
the present method of teaching English. He says: "I consider
college English a failure, I have found very Low éoilege men.
and woren able to spesk the English language oorrectly. Con-
gldering the time spent in the study of ' the subject, every
student should be faultless in his diction. Too much time is
spent in studying major premises and minor premises and what
not, but not enough time in drilling in the fundamentals of
gremmsr. English courses in college are.a failure when one
comparea'the result with what might befadcomplishod;' It is
"g grain of wheat hid in a bushel of chéff.“ It gives a little
of the outward show and form of learning yet neglects the sub-
stanco."l In 6onclnaion.he goes on fo state, thét in_hia opinion
thé college men ﬁith an A,B. are the biggest axamplos 6£ mis-
applied energy and effort that this whole world affordse, He
’auggests that the English department exclude from the list of
"required work" all courses in "Argumentation,"” "Harrativé,“
' etc., and replace them by courses in the fundamentals of
‘grammar, | |

This student is supported in his views, in
part at.least. by a graduete who is now & special representa-

tive for a manufacturing concern. This gentleman takes this

\

l--Lawrence Searing,




stand: "I believe that English themes, a8 required of the
Freshmen in the University of Arizona have no praotical value.

. I recommend a swbstitution of courses in letter-writing and

”.commercial Engliah "

Thia theaia aima to point out the uses mede

of written and oral Englilh by the graduatea of thiﬂ Univer-

sity. It further aima to ahow the authora most road by these

same alumni,
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CHAPTER II.

WRITTEF ERGLISH. -

TABLE I. | |
TYPES OF ENGLISE WRITTEN BY THE DIFFERENT GROUPS.

: : : ' T : :
Authors : A.B. : B,S. :Business: Prof, :Teachers: Engi- : All :
:per cent:per cent: Men : Men : : neers ;Gradustes
: 3 __:per cent:per cent:per cent:per cent:per cent
Magezine . 7 i 13 : 3 : -8 : 6 : b : 10
articles,..: 8 oo ; L : : ST -
Newspapers.,.: b 2 1 : 10 : - 8 s 12 : 0 : 3
_Tranalations; 3 ;; 0 ; 0 ; 0 ; o) ; 0 : 1
BookS.......: O : 3 : O : 0 : O : 0 : 1
Pamphlete...: & : 6 : O : 3. : 2 1 11 i 4
Bditorisls..: ©O0 : O : O : O : O : 0 : 2
Total . 17 : =28 : 13 : 19 : 20 : 16 : 21

It is evident from Table I that only one-fifth
,i of the grﬁdnatos of this University ever write articles for publi-
“cation. It is of interest to note that the B. S. students write
‘for publication more than any other group. Among them are the
epecislists in their fields who write articles on soiéntifio
problems in agrioulture, mining, and various phuséa of engineering.
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TABLE II

oF LETTERS WRITTEH BY THE DIFFEREHT GROUFS

Letters : A.B, i B. 8. :Bnéinoanz Prof. ETodchornzﬂnéi- : All
per year :per oent:per oent: men : men 1per cent: neers :graduates
: o : :per cent:per cent: :per cent:per cent
010 : o . : o0 o t ot o0 i o07i 0
10-26 i 0o : 0 : 1 : 0 i+ 0 i 1
26-50 : 3 i 1 i o :+ 0 : 0 i B
0-00 . : 11 i 9 -+ 11 : 9 + 8 i 0 i 9
100-260 : 87 i 86 i 21 i 30 : 34 : .46 : 36
260-500 - 26 D25 2 3L+ 39 1 48 i 1 i 26
500-750 : 8 : 13 : 20 : 6 + 8 ‘i 6 i 11
760-1000 : 7 i 6 i 5 i 4 i+ 0 i 11 i 6
1000-2500 : & : 10 i & i B : O & 1l i 8
2600-5000 : 3 ; 2 ;3 i 6 + o2 i1 ; 2
Total.......; 100 :100 :100 :100 100 : 100  : 100
Teble II clearly indicates that all of the

alumi are called upon to writailetters for one ruaéon or anofher

‘after gradnation.

This is only natnral in a locial ordor lnoh

as the one 1n whioh we live.

Our Univeraity takes for granted that all of

these graduates know how to write a good letter, both business

and personsl, before they get to college.

For those who B0

believe I quote herewith the opening paiagrafh of a letter
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received from the vice-principal of an scoredited high school

in California, "In the etudy that you sre making in English,

have you worked up anything along the line of = »1ist vof selec-
“tions of English to illustrate the different standards 'of'

| .Enlgliah,. {whioh'yo:'uyhavoi'individuéla to-raf§ in orh: to deter-
mine the.approéiation of fhe individﬁal, ratinsn?" - |

| . PABLE III,.
BUSINESS LETTERS WRITTEN BY THE DIFFSRENT GROUPS

—'Egsine'_é‘é

: Dusiness :Professlomal: ALl
Lettera ':  men : men - : graduates
- per cent . : per cent : per cent - : per cent
10 i1 i 8 i 3
I I R )
B i 16 Y P
50 : 18+ 16 P14
85 i 22 : om 20
10 ; 26 A i s
Tptal.....;.; 100 P 100 ;100

As business letters make up a fair share of
our graduates' correspondence it is interesting to note in what

proportion it is used by the business men themselves, profess-

_ional men, end the body of alumni as a whole.
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CHAPTER III.

ORAL ENGLISH.

TABLE V. . _
'TYPES OF ORAL ENGLISH USED BY THE DIFFERENT GROUPS
: AB. : B.S. :Business: Prof. :Teachers: neers :graduates
Types :per cent:per cent: men -: men :per cent;per cent:per cent
: L. :per cent:per cent: : :
Dictation...: 37 : 53 : b2 : 63 : 38 i. T2 : 4T
Formal,...: 23 s 14 : 17 23 : 26 : 17 : 18
Infdrmal,.: 67 : 74 : 60 80 : 96 : b6 69

It is interesting to note the wide-spread .
use that businesa>and professional men make of orsl Engliah.
The fact that so many of thqn make informal apeqohea is due in
great part to their business men's organizatibhx which meet fre-
gquently for dinners and luncheons, at which 1n£brmni speeches
are part of/the'program. The fact that teachers make 80 many
informal speeches is accounted for to a great extent by their

frequentvappearanoeh at assemblies and other ‘school gatherings.
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TABLE VI.
LIST OF AUTHORS IN ORDER OF POPULARITY

N : K 3 , R
Author : tRank : of Author :Rank of.
' 3 :Readers: - : . sResaders
Harold Boll Wrisht..: 1 26 :Winston Churohill...L 13 : 3
Edna Fexber.ecececcee: 2 19 :Robert Chambers.....: 13 : 3
Viotor H‘ﬂso....._.“.. 2 . 19 :Br.tt mt'oooo.oooo: 13 : 3
Peter B, Kyme.......t: 3 : 18 :A,8 M Hutchinson....: 13 : 3
Jack London........'.: 3 H 18 :ROBCrt K.ahle-.ooo-‘- 13 R .3
Chas, Dickens.......: 3 : 18 :Deana NorriB.........: 13 : 3
Sinclair lewis......: 3 : 18 :E,Phillip Openheinm,,.: 13 : 3
Rafael Sebatini.....: 3 : 18 :Upton Sinclair......: 13 : .3
Zane Grey.oo.‘ooooooo: 4 e 16 :Robt, L, StOVOnﬂﬂn..... 13 . 8
Ibanez BlaBGO...e0e.% b 12 :G. Boe2CiOesceeccseost 14 ¢ 2
Sir Walter Scott....: 6 H - 10 :Kall canQ...........:, 14 i 2 -
mk Twain..’.......z“v : 9 H.: Dm.(....l‘.il..‘.: 14 : 2
Anna Douglas R T - :E.An. Dell...vscecees 14 : . 2
Sedgwiok...ece000: 7T : 9 :DeMaupassant........: 14 : -2
Joseph Conrad--Eng..: 7 9 :Tho®, Dixon.........: 14 ¢ -2
Lew Wallace.,.......:. 8 : - 8 s:Peodar Dostoyenski,,: 14 2
Emerson Hough.,s.....: 8 ¢ ‘8 :GiDbbB.cceevrcrscoseest 14 1 B
Alexander Dumss,....: 8 8 :Elinor Glynn..ec.ec.: 14 ¢ 2
Anatole Prance......: 8 8 :Thos., Hardy..eeceeeest 14 : 2
"Dorothy Canfield....: 9 : 7 :Henry Sydnor Harri- : :
Gene Stratton Porter: 9 : o BON.csovevececanes 14 ¢ B
ThacKerY.veeeeoeeeeet 9 ¢ 7 :FPsnnie Hurst........: 14 : 2
Wj.lla Cathez‘...._....: 10 $ o 6 Joaeph I:incOln,...... 14 R ] 2 )
George Eliot........: 10 : 6 :Poolo....;....;.....:‘14 : 2
H, L, Wilson...eee0e3 11 - ¢ 6 :E, H, Porter........: 14 : 2
Owen Wister.........: 11 5 :Mary Roberts Rine-~ : :
N&th&ﬂi@l H&Wthorﬂ.@.. 11 : 5 . to.o-ut.“.o-no 14 : 2
Rudyerd Kipling,....: 11 : 5 :Wm, Shakespeare.....: 14 : 2
H, G, WellB.ceevveeoest 11 ¢ - B ~Walpolo.............. 14 : 2
Davidaon.-‘....‘....: 12 : 4 :;. webeter......'...: 14 : 2
Eo M. mrton,...o..: 12 : 4 SLOui'Qfx- Alcott.oo.:ls : l
Gertrude Atherton.,..: 12 : 4 :M, P, Artsyboskev.,.: 15 : 1
Rex BeBOhR.e.ssecseest 12 4 :Austin.......cc00.008 26 ¢ 1
James Cabell........: 12 4 :Tempo Bailey........: 156 : 1
James Oliver Curwood: 12 H 4 :B, BGW!‘...........: 15 H -1
A. Conan Doyle......: 12 4 :BalZB0.cccecocsccesss b ¢ .1
John Galsworthy-Eng.: 12 -4 :Florence Barecley....: 16 : 1 '
0. Honry.ceoeoeeecast ig 4 :Sir J. M, Barrie....: 1b : 1
L, KingsleF.eseososss 1_2 . 4 :Frederick R.Becholdt: 156 * 1
Stephen BOL@&OOGk.OO: 12. : 4 -Bemt.........-.... : 15 : 1
Count Leo Tolsioi...: 18 4 -? Beng8oNn.eeeeeoas 16 ¢ 1
. : : Continnoa next D, 7. 3
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PABLE VI,
(Continued)

LIST OF AUTHORS IN ORDER OF POPULARITY

~ Author tRank : -'of: : - . Author :Rank : . of
3 :Readers: : : :Readorn
" Conrad Bercovici....: 16 : 1 . :Theodore Dreisar....: 16. : 1
'BOJGI...........;.... 15 : 1 ’thB Eddy........;:ls. : 1
Bourronghso vee e s vens 15 : . 1 L 'Waldo Emﬁrlon. s00 00 . 15 H 1
3 B‘ﬂtler......-....: 15 : 1 ‘Warrm Enbianoooo oo 2 15' : 1
Don BYI‘Z!OB...‘........ 15 . 1 . ‘:?arker,Eetch.....,.‘.‘...: 15 H 1
G ‘K. Cheateraon"‘Mu: 16 : 1 +E, M, Forster.. so e 15 H 1
wilkie co:l.lim.. seves 15 H . 1 . :H. A. h&nk. *0 000 0008 . 15 : l
Ruth M, Comfort.....: 16 : 1. :A, Predericks.......: 16 : .1
_cr°°k.ooo'o'60'dooacaoo. 16 . 1. :hoqm’ Futnoll._.,...: 15 e 1
‘cooperoooooo..oooooo: 15 : 1 .’c W Gihb‘rt.oooooo:w.' : 1
Bannett CaPPleBtonO.: 16 H l 011701' Goldﬂmith.. ce o 15 . 1
" Corcellii....eocevees 6 ¢ 1  :Anns R, Green,......: 16 : 1
‘Marion Crawford.....: 16 : 1 :John Hergesheimer...: 16 : 1
'C, W, Dawaon,......o: 16 ¢ 1.  :Stephen MoKenna,,...: 16 : 1
H, F. Daycdooooooooo: b H 1 c:Arthur Train...,.,...:l5 . 1
Floyd Delle.vsescoess 16 ¢ 1. :Lew Wallac@...eeoceo2 16 : 1.
DeMOyen...e.ieo0vesset 16 : 1 :W, E, Woodward,..,...: 16 : 1

In utndying Taﬁle VI, one is, 1mpreslod firat

"by the regnlarity with which Arizona graduates read the "best

sellers " and by the absonne of Engliah ‘authors among the moat

‘ popnlar writora.~

‘ The fact that Harold Bell Wright is 80 fro-
quently read by our slumni may be accounted for in part by the

- fact that he lives in Tucson, that he 18 & "bost.sollor," and that
there still exists a class of padplé who iiko to have the’emotionn

laid on thickly, like jam, they revel in a sort of sentimentalized

theology, and never weary of a hsro or heroino ‘who suddenly knools

in pubiie plnoea and bursts forth into fervent prayar%

1--Bookman 40: 498-800,




With the other authors listed no explana-
tion seems necessary. The Americsn authors are all contem-
porary writqrs and are known by followers ofvmodern fiction.

TABLE VII.

RANK OF TEN MOST POPULAR AUTHORS IN 1924.1

Title : Author th P M A M Jb;Jﬁ Aus O N D
If Winter Comos.......fA.s M, Hutchinson: 17 1111111¢235 5 6
This Freedom.......... A 3. M, Hutohinaon X x xx xx x x 6 1 1 2
Helen of the Old Houae H B Wright....:z 2 3 b 5 b VO 0 0 0 ‘0 0
‘Her Father's Daughter..Gene S, Porter.,:3 3 4 2 7 9 00000 O
Main Strest...........:Sinclair Lewis., {446 200000000
Babbitt................Sinclair Lewis. . § x x i x x x x x 3 3 1
The Pride of Palomsr..: Peter B. Kyne...f 5 7 9 010 0 0 0 0 O 0
The Brimming Cnp.......Dorothy Canriela 6 88 8 00 0O0O0O0 0 0
Rough Haven...........~Dorothy Canfield x X X X X .x xX x x x x10
To the Laat Mhn........Zane Grey........x' 6 2 3 2 3 8 0 0 0 O O
BrBEB. . seinseanseass.iChas.G.Noxrris...ix 7 6 4 3 4 4 4 0 0 O 0
Three Soldiors........:John Dos Paasos.;x 91010 0 0 0 0 0°0 0 O
The Girla..............Edna Forbor......x 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O0-0 O

l Q

In comparing Tebles VI and VII, it is noted
that in the selection of authors,Arizona's graduates read prac-

tioally;; the same authors as the general run of the public the

country over.

| ‘1--Boékman egf"fgg"zel 520, 65@?“?73‘“§T“§63‘"31? 4’1 539,
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Table VII gives the oontemporary'writers;

- of fiction, prepared by & representative committee of:euthore,

Btudente,.end oritics. In compiling this list, = report is

taken from 200 libraries in ‘all parts of the United Statee.

" It is found that the best "circulators” sre elso the best '
"pellers," whieh 48 proof of the easential unitormity of the
reading taates of all sorts and conditions of Americans,

. ' Therein too 1ies the proof of our democ-

reoy. There oan be no rigid cless distinction no sharp di-

vergence of 1ntereets no irrepressible warfare or unhridgeable

gulf between clase and olass .when all alike worker and
capitalist, highbrow and lowbrow farmer artiean, merchant,

and manufacturer are reading “If w1nter COmee " and "The Outline-

of History with the eeme enthnsiaetio interest.
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TABLE VIII
PERCENTAGL OF ARIZORA GRADUATES READIHG THE DIFWEREHT HAGAZIHEB

Magazines ; Cradustes
' _por cent
Literary Digeat..............; 79

Saturday Evening PoBt.....c..: 71

American.....ccec0000000c00008 68
Business and Professional....: 43
Lifeoadoocooaionéooooooo‘oo..: V41
Cosmopolitan. ....coc00c0eesess 35

Household Magazines...c.ceo.: 36
. Atlantic Monthly.“.t..."‘... 34
Review of ReviewB....cce0e00es: 26
Judsel.!..l......‘..t.....‘... 19
mhertyo..............00..00.. 16

l‘ Harperaibilﬂ.COQOOOOOO(.. O.ll 13
Goographic.......}"..........: 11
‘Bookmntt000...0.0.0.....0.0.: 11

 Hew RepubliC..iceeccccaccconet 1l
Seribners8..cccccceccsscococnet
Movie MegazineS....eeve0ceesat
00111'r8000000000000-‘0.00000:
worlda work....“....OOC..D.‘.:
.Science......................:
True Story..i.......'.OCIOIOOO
Fraternal MagazineB...ccceeee’
Century‘.‘.‘O.C.O...O........O
Anerican Mercuryeeecececsceeeccet
Western StorieB...cccoceceeccnes
Travelo......“’..o.o.......0‘0:
Religio“Q.Qool......O.‘l..Ol:
Time....;........o...-.......:
Hature-ooooocoooo.¢-0ooooaooo:
International Studio...eeceee
Ania..I.O..O‘.l00......0.....:
Sporto..."".l..............:
Smrt s.t.....-.o....."......
Mentor.‘.0......0..00.00...0l.
Nation......................o.

et 1 = 0O 1O 1O 10 1O 20 19 10 20 R OV b 1 1N O T O

B
B

less
Current Opinion.....ccecceeest
survey....O....I.‘...CO..".D.
Adventureocooooo0000000..0.-0:
Arsosyocoocoooo000001000000002
Hearst's International.......:

-t




;237.
Table VIII shows the percentage of graduatoa

- of Arizona .who road the difforont nagasinul.
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' PART THREZ

| SUMMAKY AND RECOMMENDATION.
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CHART III,
- APPLICATION OF TRAINING IN ENGLISH %
100
90
80
70
60
69% | -Write
Informal Letters 60
Speeches . ,
40
47% . _ . -
Dicta- - ' - 30
tion . | . : : ,
- 20
Published 18% , , : L ,
Articles Formal : . 10
dpeeches L : -
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' We have seen that only 20 per cent 0f the
graduates of this university ever write for publications; that
leaves a great.majority7w;th nothing much to write dut letters,
and they must write them as best they know how and without train-.
ing in this institution, . | |

| All of us write letters, business or peraén@l,
after graduation. The present order of society is such that
it beocomes a necessity for us to employ this means in sociel
intercourse in its several phases. | |

The University seems to assume that all
college students know how to write letters. "They all write
letters, surely: they know how," seems to be the prevalent opin-
ion. But this assumption is wrong. Not all college students
knawAhow to write letters, in spite of the fact that they do
write them. We could not say that every boy who participated
in the great national past-time knows how to play baseball,
or that everyone who can 8it on a horse knows now to ride one.

. These assumptions, on the face of the thing, are ridiculous and
- 80 it seems to me is the sssumption that all college students
“know how to write letters just because they do write them.

What are the first essentials of letter-
writing? I would say that business letters should embody clear
expression, dﬁfinito”atatonants, and brevity. It has béen
pointed out in previous chepters the‘probable losses accruing
from inability to write business letters embodying the three

qualities mentioned, -
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" Persomsl letters should be something differ-
ent and apart from a business letter. They lhould'cuquy.clcir
expression, personal touch, and gﬁcd,rlcgible'ponnannhiﬁ.~
 Everyone realizes, I'm sure, the Aitroronbo in the missions of
thess two kinds of letters and can readily see how the two
should be different.

I 40 not believe that theme writing is good

"} training for letter-writing.  It’hgl its purpose in training
’ for expression and technique, but inoh trainihg is not diréotly

" applicable to letter-writing. In the matter of business let-
ters, it does not train for 5rovit7, nor does it frain for ex-
pression in words} and expressions suited to~bu§1n.na letters.
In'writing themes there is not a training in the natural, per-
sonal touéh,"that makes torsonnl letters mean what they should
to the recipient. There 16 a great deal of practice in hand-
writing, but this is 6fton of a careless type and the student's
- hand-writing often d;toriorqtel during college years, rather
than 1mprov1ng;
| | _ We ocan not say that the writing of themes
18 good training for the writing of letters. The ability to

write good themes does not oarry with it the ability to write
| good lqttorn. There should be some definite training in the
art of lottor-writing.

| The need for training in public speaking

- needs no tnrthaf comment, It is evident beyond all rango.ot
doubt that the university graduate does f£ind a definite need
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- for such training. !ho course is. offered in this nnivorlity

and I believe it is woll oonduetod- therc should de nnasnroa
adopted to get more ntndcntl to tako advantaso of it.
In tho traininc cf 8 .student to be ablo to

"'cuotat." lottorl uuuu- and th. uko bnt littlo training

. should be n.oosoary. as it is nnroly s mattor of adaptation '

after one haa formnd tho ability to think clearly and in le-

' quential ordor and pnt that thonsht 1nto vorbal oxproeaion.
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.LI!IBAT“RB.

, ! Throo ainn ot the Dopartnsnt of Englilh are:
.rirat to aoqnaint tha ltndonx with the anthorl- aooond to toaoh

'tha atndont how to 1ntorprot doacription anA toehniqns- and_

third to teaoh tha etudont to approoiatc good 11toratnro. We

}varo intereated in knoving to what extent the departnont hal '

‘ ooompliahod ita ains. Ono look at. tho rolnltn of onr aurvoy
would tend to ahattor all taith in the proscnt nothod of toaoh-

- ing literature. N _ ’ . 4

| o 4‘Am§h§.tha qnthbra iho enjoy tho,gréataat

pOpnlgritj»with the general rqéding public there does not appesr

the neme of one 0f the suthors studied in courses in English

. litoratui§.1 We are primarily interested 1n‘the Arizona group

and all we can qai for them is that, in spite of thQir training,

' thqy.aro vor& much liki the rolf 2 Their taste lo§ma to be

about the same, not nnoh better, not much worse, than that of

the 3enoral public tho trained and the nntrainod the high-

. brow and the low-brow; but as one suthority says, “"therein lies

the proof ot.onrvdénporaoy."a

1--Tablo VII.
2--Table VI,
' 3--qukman 60.
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. ‘ . Why do we teach literature? We have read
the Department's ansaor to that. why should we teaoh litera-
ture? Bocause literature widens the rangc ot onn's obuarvation.‘
. It widens the range of ena's participaticn in tho attaira of msn.
It widens the range of one's thonght. It olevates ons'a thought
1t enables one to live. And because it dooa these things, read-
ings should be 8o diversified as to cover the vast field of -
phases of 1ife essential te_tﬁo full-orbed men. Following such
& plan, the oirriculum in this field will be a2 rich prosrém of
fital experionooa,~sgtia£ying in itselfkas experience, and yet
a major means to the achiovoéent of most of tho’abilitioa,
at#itudos,-intoreqta, appreoiatioﬁe, and the like whioh”a man
should havq.l S ,

o - Men and iomen are educated for ifty yéQré
of responsible adult life; not for the four years of relativqu‘
irresponsible college life. ;4toratnre:iu to e&noate for life.
Réading,habits’are to be formed in ways end under oonﬂitions |
in whioh they are oxpeotod later to tnnntion.g R ' ‘
| Do wo not turn rather a deaf ear to our

college training after we get out into the work-a-day world?
It would 8eem 80, after reviewing the reportu of our gradnates.

It_ou; taetgsraro-elovated and we have been taught to appreciate

1--Babbit -~ How to Make a Currioulun pPP.76-80.
2--Samo pp 86.
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good literature, and to interpret description and technigue,
how cen we justify the place of Harold Bell wright‘at‘fho heead
of the lilt of authors most often read by our alumni? And how
can we account for the almost ‘total obscurity of W1lliam Shakos-
peare, ‘of whom we were tanght 80 mmuch in high sghool and oollogo?
j Does such laok of popularity among college graduates speak for
the success of the présant method of teaching literature? Is

1t to the oredit of our institutions that Micheal Arlen, Hall
Cane, Thomas Dixon, Fannie Hurst, Elinor Glynn, and Mary Rbbérts
Rinehart are all read as often as Williem Shakespeare and more
often then Oliver Goldemith or Relph Waldo Emersont’. If so,
‘then surely the method is wrong, for it would seem thﬁt'td

train students in Engliahiliterature only serves to make them
closer adherents to our American authors. ,

| Our graduates have signified their prefer-

ence for American literature over the English authors, How
_much has their training in English literature helped them in
'aolecfing‘their aufhorh of cbntemporary litérafuro -~ the litera-~
:ture they read almodt exclusively? Very littie,hiflany, if we
can believe the reports of these alumni. How, thon,-cah we
Jnatifylone or two years of required work in English literature
fo:'every student who hopes to graduate? For'mor-"profitable,
'1t seems t0 me wonl&-be a.course in contemporary Americén litera-

ture.

' 1--Table VI,
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. The instructor, in giving a course in -
American literature, would have an advantage in having at his
disposal a host of material, good, bad, end indifferent, from
which to choose., He would find in his classes a material
interest which should meke the course the more pleasant and |
profitablb; But above all alse,'he would have the opportunity
of acqua1nf1ng the students with the writers of noveib, of
~ romance and fiction so that they‘might have Ehoaen;before
graduation some good American authors, whose booke they wounld
'reélly‘anjoy and from whom they would derive the benefits that
good literature can givé. Under the present system, I believe
many studente leave school absolutely ignorant of the contem-
porary literary artists, and for that reason are forced to pick
at random from the bulk of offerings thrown on the market.
Little wonder, then, that they fall for the cheep artistis;
titles anﬁVbook’cqveré can be made alluring,'and I wonder how
many bf us spléot our books in many instances solely on such
criteria?t When one may go four or five years to a nniyereity
 and never once hear ﬁantioned'in the class room the names of
our American writers, then something is wrong.
| It is time we began to appreciate our own
art and 1ook for the good in it. Every graduate of an Amer-
ican nnivereity ghould have at least a speeking acquaintance
with the works of American writers, he should know who some
| of the good writers are and what they write. There is no

literature more Americen than our own. Nowhere will we find
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Americen life, temperament, society, habits‘_enatoms,'tréits
and charscteristios more frankly snd openly plctured than in -
our own literature, fiction, novels, and romanees. Our uni-
versities are for the treining of Americanse; let them see to
~it, then, that the future Americans know and understand
America; The Department of English can do its shere in re-
quiring that students know American authors, their works, and
read them.
| } In the list of authore the graduates read
most, it will be seen that the training in English literature
hae not developed for them a desire to read the best litérature.
Instead, they read the "best sellers.” It may be that through
gensratidns of training, a taste fbr English literature may be
developed, but the results to date seem most discouraging.

‘ Why require English literature of every stu-
dent whether he be interested or not? The answer of the
Department is: "To develop an appreciation for good literature,
to teach students to interpret technigue and description, and
to ueuuaint the . .8tudents with the authors, .

-From all indications the.studont‘s approeia-
tion of "good litoratnro" i8 not materially bettered; his
| interpretation of technique and description seems to bo~o£~fhn
" worke of the contemporary authors, while it seems that nis

escquaintance with the authors is but a passing ecquaintance.
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