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“jt cannot be stated too plainly tnat——""%
too ready to welcome—— ' =0One

May, 1028.
R T & se style, but few examples”
g | “Wvaminers are only
St}rle {_115' Examiners d4dre : : _ ‘ o
of the most noticeable things in this paper was the rooted

objection”; “Any conceivable term’’; ‘“Infinitely better”;
«in numberless papers'; ‘“high time”; ‘“‘a gross case of
‘his fault” (not a gross case ot jam!); “young people, of
course, are gross little materialists”. (Why “of course™?
Wordsworth and other simple souls hold the OppOBite

their minds, certain criteria of good pro 2 |
will complacently accept their standards, if the ' »
played in their own comments is to be taken.ﬂ? a samp h.
They criticize candidates for the use of jargon, g:as i
ornate alias and circumlocution. The inﬂuenf:e of Qu?llel'
Couch still seems to be at work on the examlrters. _'111&}
seem to have made a belated discovery of “Studies 11:1
Literature”, and are still blind disciples ot the author.

. ; is breezy view.) +
o] {ff us,'se.*;rerla l y;:;‘fe;g;’u? :Znh:ferlic:lg gil:lscebcom}e The examiners draw attention (0O the use Ol 111‘01::.0uns
?Sii’e“c?;]ecf;:;;jrtgai Quille’l' Couch is not to be taken as without an obvious antecedf-ent. and to the use of.' ﬂugly
: participial phrases”. Here is an extract from their own
the final arbiter of style. Latin— English: “The next step is to frame in the mind an outline

English idiom—to a greater extent than, say,
not merely tolerates, but demands, judicious use of ornate
alias. has a distinct place for circumlocution, and even
admits of some gush and jargon. Ior my part, 1 See
nothing particularly objectionable in many of the usages
criticized by the examiner, e.g.

“Man’s apparel”; “male attire’; (both are better than
coat and breeches) “a fine type of man” (for “a fine man”);
“another point in Richard’s character’”. The examiners,

of what they intend to say and to jot down headings,
taking care that, etc.” What is the antecedent of “they”?
The participle “taking” has not a very safe anchorage, but
it is not so obviously adrift as ‘“‘speaking” in the next
example: “Speaking generally, these questions were
least satisfactorily answered of all’.

Here are some more examples in which the syntax is at
least ques:tionable: “Direct their energies to answer the

presumably believing that Euclid has a monopoly oi the question”: “To train pupils in passing off as their own the
word “point” say with unction that ‘“Characters do not views of other people is an unsound moral training” (to
have points.”. 1 leave it to someone else to defend train is a training); “a not dissimilar error to this".
“feathered songsters” which figured (the “figured” is the Another sentence from the report is as follows: ‘“‘Some
examiners' journalese) in many essays. Such methods, did not more than give a synopsis of the novel they had
one admits, may become objectionable, but for examples studied in writing the essay. Similarly, candidates must
of unprovoked assaults on propriety and simplicity of dic- realize that being asked to comment on a quotation is not
tion, one need not look beyond the language of the exami- the same as being asked to give the reasons for Richar%ﬂ
ners’ report. [I's deposition, and still less to give a character sketch’w
It would be profitless to analyse in detail the twenty Richard.”. “Did not more” is an obvious slip; “in writin
pages of this murky effus'on, but a few examples will show the essay” should, one presumes, immediately follﬁ-f' h ‘j
that the intensely specialized literary training, which the “some’’; “similarly” does not apply at all; the rest of tne%
examiners have no doubt received. has not freed their sentence will become intelligible to diligel;t readers if th&y-f:
style from the very faults which they consider capital supply the words “is it the same as being asked” a.ttar{

offences in a young student. “still less”

They are surely victims of auto-suggestion when they |
criticise verbosity thus: “Reference again has to be made
to the verbosity which in particular characterized the
gnswers to this question. A citation of {act can speak for
itself.” Incidentally, the “‘in particular”, one supposes
s'fhnuld read with *“this question’ Another verbose extrac£
irom the examiners’ English is “The comparative absence'

The whole report abounds in ugly constructions and here '
are a few more samples: “Another common error of treaﬁ;""'
ment arose from a wrong appreoach having been made to'
the play”; “One candidate devoted a whole page of writing
to telling™; “In a few cases there was evidence that certain
passages had a quite definite appeal to the candidates.

of the culti = i’ 3 When this was the case, r e

of last yeat::ateillzzt;?l}al:;};nihi;l charam‘:enzerl the wmjl{ feelings in terms of mndaet:'it:h:l?ilittl;eygzii:-iissedmt:ii;
something by putting 1'121!:0 pracéiceethexalmfne-rs woRiG gam were given”; “In those cases, where suc;ess was achieved,
Couch. They might thus be saved T‘rgif t;slce]s ?rf ?)111{1e1- It was the result not so much of real merit as of its being
as also from this kind of journaleée: Rl vy T very difficult to say so much without occasionally hitting
Would the essay lend itself to grammatic the nail on the head; “The study of metre is becoming
sonally I see no grave objection to usin * thing of mechanical rule rather than a matter of feeling.”

dS a b % oe ; 13, T 'e .
: lank cheque, to be filled in fron ("thing™ and “matter” are both barren words, but why
competent critics ridicule if Ay ehibgall

“In only one case
al analysis.”. Per-
g the word “case”

1 the context. but

_ , and indeed 1t} T ‘s of
this rep 1€ Writers of 543
port do make undue calls e Db st . Ak L have taken up much space with what, 1 trust, is destruc-

word. The oo y X tive oritiotc
Only thos '8t of this extract is surely jargon, FH f11t1(_1mn because any other method of attack on the
€ who have read the report will believe that ‘Nglish examiners stronghold seems impossible.

examiners who : .

S advise candidafe-s | would sug TS0 |
I ates: 'y sl e : v _ gESt }10"“]’{;\(8 : ~ : T
lives severely anq g tes t6 “prune their adjec- r that the Board of Examiners

could be guilty of ) but obliterate their superlatives' leulfl no longer make English a compulsory subject; that
“T, y of the following 5 cxaminers in this subject should set their own house if
us Oof? ‘S‘IOV{-}II]y English and unsanctiopedq 1 - order and, with a proper realization of the inadequacy Of
ﬁ;ciagl‘?s ; the comparative absence of cult[' iR Sl pbresent methods, refrain from the attempt t qb ,;nto
1 ality ' strange j&l‘g(}n”- “stran . , l?a'teﬂ arti- the souls of young Deﬂple with a few J o Do :
strange candidate” ’ ge lasCII'Iatlon“; one In their ] t tli . b llﬂf:kneye{] questlﬂnﬂ-
' 4 1 repor 1ey talk of

Y ‘produced perhaps

s . ‘l -}..-'].
Wty - ©qually stran 1 dPs the
(Is there

‘the crying need for education
g | This sentence may possibly col-
I{- 1€ germ of a solution to the problem, if we can only
LISCOVv o : : : ’

‘5cover what education and Instruction are. or if the

examiners o £ ) :
“glaring tion nI“h ({.I“ tell us what education is without instruc-
. n tl]L‘]l‘ ”l’«'.":." ‘-—-‘F‘Tltf-.n(_ltm [I]P“‘L TI'll[‘r‘ V‘.Ttl;] H[T]]le incﬂn'

strangest re-

ge Was the common yse il ither than instruction’.



