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been reitersaved in articles and sneeches, bub only sporadic

abroad prugrems, and these fLragmentary endeavors have nobt yetb

‘neceszity of working with a new mtudent body every year, the

turnover in the faculty, and the comﬁlexity of other problems

involved have so far made it impoazsible to prepare the ground

'3

for an extensive research project. Our institutions seem

to be farther than ever from an agreement on concraete criteria

O

for the evaluation of existing foreign study programs, Which
could be utilized in establishing new ones. The discussion
goes on, or rather starts smew,. at almost every convention.
The topic of progran evaluation appears on many an agendag
but so long as the basid problems have not been studied;
attempts to find and formulate universal étandards are'doomedﬂ
Such an objective can be aschieved only By basic and conéistent
research, conducted by Jjunior-year-abroad programs with
relatively few fluctuations., They alone may hope for signifi-
cant findings that could eventually point the way toward
common guidelines,

When ¥illersville State College asked me to serve as

the first resident director of the Junior-Year-in-Marburg,
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basis of all
attitude, which most pronouncedly reflecct the gencral
e¢ffect of the Jjunior-year abroad on ths studeri's perscoew
glity, had to he measured ard eveluated Lirst. The infl
of the foreign acadeumic scene and his opinions about it
would have to be the object of a secondary, although in
part simultaneocus, study.

In order to0 learn more aboult the methods used by the
mddern-sciences in assessing the human rind, T coansulted
with the Institute of Psychology at the University of Marburg,
but soon realized that the project I propesed, although of
some interest to the Institute, would not f£ind the active

support I had hoped for «= the Institute was engoged in
O
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student's percepvion of the world sround kim snd 1iis Come
parison of the2 host country with his native land. Portions
of these questionnzires aimed at tabulating the student's
opinion of his new academic surrocundinzs in genezral and of
his own Junior Year in particular. Since the first Junior—
Year group was scheduled to arrive in Marburg only a few |
days after my first conference with the Institute of Psycho-
logy, we were pressed for time but succeeded in dfafting
several forms for polling and testing the American students.
With only minor altervations, the same set of guestion-
naires was used in three successive years (1963-1956),
henceforth designated as Year or Group I (1963-1964),
IT (1964-1965), and TII (1965-19566). During these three years
the basic structure of the academic study program remained
virtually unchanged. The student enrollment was nineteen
in Year I, nineteen in Year II, and tweniy~three in Year III.
The student bodies were recruited from the same geographical

area (mainly Pennsylvania and other states in the eastevn
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nis Fear in Marburg. In Year I, students gove theilr
from Yesar II on, complete snonymity of the tested
of

persons was assured by the use of symbols iniboad names.,
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In order to aveoid leadinys the students, all guestions were
L

presented in a random soguence. Answaers were x-marked on a

line with Y“IiLiY on one and Y“YNO" on Tthe othsr end. The

asked to check the point on the lins which corresponded

closely with their own opinions,
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computed and, using the "t-test'™ the relative sizanificance

of each reply has Leen established separztely for cach
acadomic yeear.

2) A quvsticnnaire with eighbty gueowtions, which was givan
to the participants shortly before their depariure from Mar-

2

burg. The gus-bions of this serlies ars qgquite varisd in their

structure, rauging fromw those reguiring only a chocli-nark
answver ©o Thuse requiring essay-type resvonses. Some of the

questions relate To the same issuces invesitigated in the
comparative study; most of the items, however, refer to
very practical and specific matters concerning the Junior-
Year-Lbroad Frogram.

3) Informal surveys, conduct=d bétween nine and ten months
after the students' reburn to America, concerning their

own evaluation of the Btudy-abroad Program. Thsese surveys
consisted of discussion aquesticns, intending to resgister

not only the former Jjuniors! prassnt attitudes and opinions,

vut alszso their retenbtion of lansuarzs skills and of factual

Ll

knowledsme, long range personality changes and career oubtloocks.

4) Supplementary material
a) dtudent semester reports in the form of short essays

subnitted at the end of each semzster. Their purpose was to
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of more or less marginal information.
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The groeac of The students guooticoned had never

been to Iurope veisre, Duit fach ons had obvicusly formed
an opirion about th: CLd Jorld based on oxpecta
vely derived freom the nesws media,. One of

the major objectives of this study was to detormine the nabture,
extent, and intunsity of such mreconcepbions and then to

obscrve and reasure the changoes effected by a one-~yvear sta:d

in Gormany.

The quustion "Is i of the Germsn neonle

chouvinistic?™ resultzd in 2 striking shift of opianion in

all rhree years..The medians of the fifty-eight recorded
answers registered at first bebtween 2.50 and 3.00, which
indicates that the participants were, on the whole, vnde-
c;ded when thoey camz to Varburg. At the end of the year
abroad the cumulative mzdian for the three groups combined
reached 3.71, a distvinctly negabtive reply. Computed soepa-
rately for each individual grouv, these changes wore on a
very significant5 level in Years I and IT and even registered

n Year IIT.

L

extremely significant i
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inas with 2.05
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at the first and 1.87 at the second teuting ropistored only

a rather hesitant "yes." Cnly Group IT show:d a streagthening
of its previous opinicn at the cnd of the year (very sig-
nificant: 1.89—=1.28).

"Is the averase German friendlv and hospitebls toward

(o4}

Americans?” On this matter the studints remained basically
undecided throughout the year with a slight tendency toward
the positive side. Only Group ITI showed a very definite shift
into the "yes™ section of the scale; their "yes" changed from
an almost "undecided" 2.00 to an extrimely significant 1.22.
The result obtained frecm this gussticn corresponds almost to
the decimal point to that from another guesticn ayppearing on
& diffcrent page ci the same set. The wording was identical,
except that the phrase "toward Americans' was omitted. This
questiocn can be counted only as a contrél muestion, since the

students can naturally be expectzd to have been subjective
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students' resactione to the opinions Ghey expressed in reply
to the two previcus questions., It sppeared only in the
guestiomnaires for the last twe groupz. The cumulative
medians of these are a 1.29 and 1.41 "yes,” respectively,
showing a minox (.12) shift toward “undecided”, which does
not register in the significance test. A comparison of this
result with‘the opinions expressed more elaborately in other
§uest10nnaires (especislly in the ones submitted ten months
after the students' return to America) proves rather re-
vealing (see below),

“are most Americans 'softies'?" met with indecision by

all three groups when they arvived in Germany. "Are most

corresponding question at the end of the year. Two Groups

(I and II) had, in the course of their stay in Lurope, dis-

covered (extremély significant) that America is by no means

the only nation that has been spoiled by modern civilization:
Qo lall responses had moved into the clear "no" section of the
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result certainly helips to interpret Lho subssguent questions
referring to the integration of the young Americansg into

the host society. Only Croup I scems to have participabed in
more exbra-curricular activities than they had intended to
(this group was much more socially oriented then Groups II
and III; ﬁhisg‘incidentally, could also be seen in their
somewhat lower acadcemic achievenents)., Ta Years ITI and IIT
there was a declded and extremely significant gap between
previous expecbations and reality (I1: 2.17 -2 3.329; III:
2.77 — 5,95)., The non-azcademic sphere appears to have failed

to provide the diversions they had hoped to find.

"Were there toc msny socital events at your home college

it difficult for you to et vour work done?¥ (first

that made

A

and "Yere there too many soclial events at Marburg

—sarn

questioning

that made it difficult for you to get your work done?" (second

guestioning). Since these two questions refer to two countries
end since each question appcared only in either the first ox

second test, the answers do not disclose a change of opinion,
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(Group IX: #4.61, fSroun I1T: 7.98). This they weporied, althoush
mzch lesa cmphoticallr, olso wa be tmie of theliv home collages
(Grouwp IT: 3.72, Group III 2.64)., The participants in Yeawr T
once azalin reveal:d thes somoewhat uousual charasizr of their

hey Found thie socizsl events ab home just a fraction

less disturbing than those at Marburg (home: 4,29, Warburg 4.00).

1t L £
If you had To chonse
& = L2 £

s zrasee

prefer a Germen Lo ap &

of testing the students would heve preferred a German room—
mnate. A very significant change within the "yeg" half of the
scale is reporied only for Ysar III (1,18 - 1.97), which,
like Year II (no significance rating here ), at the end of the
year no longer considexred it quite so important to share a
room with a German. Im Year I the students' opinion developed
in the opposite direction: more than at the beginning of

the academic year they desired a Germen roommate (no signi-
ficance rating).

“Do you think it at all pessibls theat you will gedb

married or engaged to a German while living over here?®

(first questioning) and "Do you think it at all possible that

you would get married to a Gexrwpan if you were to stay here for

another vear T(second questioning) - These questions wexe

approached rather reluctantly by all students. Although all
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ive of them did not chanie thglr opinlon, and only one nmoved

findings show fower and l=ess radical chanegss but otill reflect

what ssem to e widely differing individual, and rather

personal, experiencos.

It secemed very important to invastigate ths religious
views of the American students, since they wers brought upv
in a country which in general c¢lings rore closely to its
religioﬁs traditicns than do many huropean countries. Or the
three guestions concerning relisgion, two, controlliny cack

other, can be considerced Jjointly.

"Are Americsns mor: relisious than Gernans?! and "Are
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for oll perticipants were subjected to a hroed varisty of cutside

conducted a spzcial Junior-Year course dealing with coontemporary
Germany and gmphasizing current politicsl and social problems.
The students were necessarily influenced in this course not>only
azines, which served as textboous,

but also by the viewpoints and opinions expressed by their teacher.
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The questiocns which follow represen
that yielded especially relevant student responses:

"o wyou consider Adensuer one of Germany's ereatsst states-

men?® The second questioning showed a shift from a hesitant "yes®

to a decided "no."™ It is extremely significant only in Years II
and IIT (1.82--2.94 and 2. 09-=+3.59, respectively). Adenauer's
image in the United States, unlike that in Germany, has consis-
tentl& been that of a great statesman, a fact which is obvicusly
reflected by the students! positive at+itude upon btheir arrival
in Germany. Although Adensuer stepped down in the fall of 19835
following massive attacks, mainly from German intellectuals,
strong critici.m continued in 1864-65, when the ex-chancellor

O
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polling, extrenmcly significant in Year IIT (35.05-»1

very significanﬁ in Year IT (2.83-21.83), indicatos that the
students "did thelr howmswork." The
that they studiad the press reporbs end tocock note of the public
discussions on isnbternal changes in the Social Democratic Party.

Do you brlicws thaet a victory of thse £P) over Lhe CDU

would be dosirabl @?" In the first two vears after the imple-

mentation of the Junior-~Year program—-during Erhard's chancellor-
ship--the weakness of the ruling Christian Demccratic Party
became obvious, and there was great demand for a change, again
most eloguently proclaimed by students and other intellectuals.
Academic Yyear Groups IT and III once more proved their keen
intereét in politics by registering extremely significant

changes from "no'" to “yes" (two-group medians: 3.11->2.61).

nen they first arrived in Germany they in all probability
interpreted the term “Sccial Democratic“‘as a synonym of sociagl-

ist, i.e. akin to communist (as is still true for many Americans),
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years and Docame a mere deeided ¥no' at the end of cach year

Year I, while botn Years T¥ znd IIT registe

h
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zntb.” A1l but six of the twenty-two students tested in the
thiecd group indiecated sin enphabtlc JM"noY on the questionnaire.

"Irom your ghservations, is the average German cured of

-

Hitler?" Bven thougn there is no change of statistical signi-
ficance to report, the fact that the cumulative medians for all
three years under observation indicate only a slight "yes®
response in both tests (2.032-2.11) suggests that the average
American student was as skeptical in this respect when he left

as he had been at iis arriwval,

"Do you kaow any important reason why a Tevnited Germany

mnight pot be desirzble?" The replies to this question are of
special interest in that they show a change from "undeécided"

to "no®" in Year I (2.56+3%.,16) and from "no" to "undecided'in Year
ITI (3.48=2.50), the former being significant and the latter
extremely significant. The differences in the points of view
expressed by the Americans may be abttributed to the different
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cipants had ddscusnzed this gquestion with thelir American friends

in their correspondence and 1t appears equally improbabls that

)

©

they were influencsd by American news meaia, The change,
therefore, must be interpreted as a change in the persons

questioned rather than in the American public, whoszopinion

they were asked to record. Experience has shown thet after aboubt

‘six monthe American students are inbtegrated into thelr mnew

environment to such a degree that they feel qualified to judge
their host nation as criticsally as if they were natives of this
country. With the disappearence of initial inhibitions, the
responses to the sccond questioning seem to reflect the students’
true opinions.

"DHo you agree with the Americsn pelicy on Barlin?® dhen

they arrived in Germany, all three groups were generally in
favor of Washington's actions in and for RBsrlin (three-yesar
median 1.91=-2.34). Upon termination of the Junior-Year Frogram
only the median of Group I,witﬁg 2.61 reading, indicates an
extremely significant step across the undecided mark to the

fno" side., Tn the two other years, the median answers remained
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which puritan tradiibtions are practilically non-—-existent and in
which bthe pinctesntlh centuny

bheen replaced by libersl, vnconvsunltional treads would leave

“observable traces., 1t is elso understandable that the young

Americans, many of whomn sxperioenced indopendence from their
parents or student dsans for the first time in their lives
would not only erjoy this freedom so unfamiliar to them, bub
also, abt least occasionaliy, misuse it.

Little or no insi

nt wes gained from bthe question Do you

+hink smokines is bad in itself?" Lost students had not known

any restrictions in their use of tobacco at home, and the
three-year average mark is, ab the beginning as well as at the
end, somewhat on the negative side of the scale (2.88%2.97).

Cnly very slight changes appeared in their responses to
a parallel gquestion referring to alco i0l: at the end of the
Junior-Year Frogram the marks were almost without exception
in‘the‘extreme tno" section of the scale as they had been at
the first questioning (4.656%4.78). Other related questions,
however, reveal that there was a change in tThe students' |
overall attitude toward alccholic beverages. The replies to
the following question, for instance, are worthy of note:

"Should beer vending machines be nlsced on American

college campuses? There are beer vending machines in most of
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Bven though no significsnce was racorded, averags answars o
the question "Gan ~¥ou hold vour Liguor?' show thot the
parvicipants becams more accusboned to conswiing elconelic
beverages (three-year medion 2.1952.02), and the majority
.0f them (again withoub sbtatistical significancs) consideresd
it desiradble to teach Americans "oLow fHo drink more modorabtely

O
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rather than to abstein" (2.1422.04),.

Questions concerning the students' relabticnship with
members of the opnosite sex brought mer informative findings
than those concerning the use of tobacco and alcohol.

"Do you thiplk that American girls ars over-proteched?®

The three-year median, a 2.79 "no" in the beginning, shows

a uvnanimcus shift te a 1.68 "yes™, significant in Groups

I and III and extremely significant in Year IIX. The extremely
significant reting in Year ITI must be attributed mainly to a

radical change of opinion among the men, A separate evaluabtion
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men to resvaluate

e marTy has neovar
Sl malIy o aas nevar

ITE answered “not
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(4,12) to this guestion almost unanimeusly shorily after their

the year (4.27). That the girls repre-

sent bthe majority in this groun may account for this reading;
they seem to be willing te grant theiry fuiture hushands more

freedon then the yourng. men would allow their brides~to-be, A
change that resulted in Group I is the dnly one recegiving

an extremely significant rating. Strangely enough, in this
case the boys took a more decided step toward libsral views
in matters of sex than did the girls ( a change of 0.88

versus 0.55)

"Mire you acainst premarital relationsT" The three-year

median for the first questioning was 2.69, a mere 0.19 in
the "no" section of the scale. In the second questiocning,
however, it increased to 3,9, a very strong "no". Looking

b}

again separately at the two sexes, both men and women of
Group I made equal strides (0.78) toward the absolute "no"
mark, In Year II the males were overtaken by the females,
0.89 to 1.44, and in Year ITII (N.B.: the ratio between the
males and females tested was eight to fourteen; in Years I

and II sex distribution had been equal), the girls arrived

at a 4.43 "pno" -~ leading in the change by 2.08 points as
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while din Yewr I, the ansver vecsded £rom a weak "no' %o the
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neutral point of 2.50. fhe medien for all thrze vesrs also

brought almost ident
1

In conclusion, this study sezms to prove that confronting
American students with the different views on sexusl morality
that exist in Germany ( it is very likecly that results would
be similer in other Buropean countries) creates problems and
brings about major changes in the attitudes of young people.
The interpretation of these changes vary widely, but no matter
whether one considers the liberalizaticon of the students!
tﬁinking positively or negatively, the problems connected

with it ere serious and deserve exvremely careful consideration
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One gquestion comparing
catzg that the hicgh hopes for culitural nourishment which tho
arvivad in Turope were not satis-

of tho academic year was,

stay in Germusny?! This was followed
up by, “Did you 2o Lo coucerhs of classical music as ofton as

possible during vouy stay in Gerunany?? The three~yvear median

shows that the expccetations or intentions of the average
student were not fulfilled; indezd, the shift was from 1.4Q
on the affirmative side to 2.94 in the¢ nszegative half. An

1y significant rating is recorded in Year III, with
a divergence to 3.%2 from a hepeful 1.54.

The ovzrall rating of the guestion "Do zou liks to see

playvs and oreras?! indicabtes that tha young Americans' taste

did not experience a radical change during thoeir stay in
Germany. oignificant tabulations were made only in Years I
and II (sipgnificant and very significant, rzspsctively), but

strangely enough, they were diameftrically opposed: in Year T
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a relativel 1.51 and 1.64), This, I believe,

does not necessarily indicave that the American students con-
sideredthe German universities better than the American institubt-
ions frem which they ceme. It does, however, show their
preference for the German system at the tinme of tesﬁing. In
evaluating these data, one should not forget: (a) the juniors
sant to Marburg were a select group and came better qualified
for independent study than most other American undergraduates;

(b) some of them did not realize that the greater frecedom

they enjoyed was expected to be matched by more responsibility.

Implicit in the guestion, "Is the Zuropnean lecture systenm
D a s L3

conducive to studyine more intensively than the American course
system?" is the challenge to rate voth Systems according to
quality rather than to indicate a pr fercnce for either one.

The median answer of the three-~year period, originslly a weak

"no" (2.65), became a very strong "no" (5.47) at the end of
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sipnificant change was

1,72 "ves®™ in Year II to a 2.55 "no.," The cumulative
hre gars show:d 2 relatively minor shift from
all thrce years showsd =2 roelatively minor shift on

cided"™ mark to a wzak “yes® {(2.49-2.22). Individual

anong thie students' preferences may zccount for this

Mmoo

crpected

5] (;UiCrl’l 5

B.EG fHneM
4 from a

result of
the "unde-—

gifferences

outcome;

the significance of Year III wazs undoubtedly caused by the

female majority in the group, which was relabtively ©
the study progranm and became more ¢
tns

:,'" ear.,

seholasticslly

el

<

the German 'Gymnasivm! SupLxr

i1mid at

Durageous

ior to tue

Americon hirh school?" The American students had ore

learnad of the good guality of the sszcondary sciiools

which ar:s still bascd on the elite systom,

confirmed this opinion. Initial and final roesponses

viously

in Geruany

Their year abroad

weIe

in the "yes" half of thc scale, and thers was virtually no

difference between the two cumulative means (1L.65-1

.563).
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reported did not rate "significanh.'

abroad that their German cousterparts would Le clder than they;

neutral nark of the scale (1.96), which may indicate that the

students had gained rore coniidence in themselves. Deviations

2
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Changes seen in The answers to another gquestion, however,
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received an ex rabting in two years and a very
significant rating with the third group. ¥Vhen first asked the

question, "Do you think that German students work harder than

American students?" the Juniors in Year I, polling a strong

Yyes" 1.50), apparently highly overestimated the diligence

of German students, but altered this opinion markedly, as is
reflected in the decided "no" (3.05) of the second questioning.
Similar results, although not quite so emphatic, are seen in
Group II (2.28 - 3.33) and Group IIT (2.23 =~ 3,88).

"Do you sometimes think that the average German student

knows somuch more' than you?" For none of the groups can a

significant change of opinion be reported. The three-year
medians show a minor shift Tfyom 2.11 to 2.08 =znd hint that the
average Marbﬁrg junior 4id not deny the suvuperiority of the
native students, but considered his knowledge to be only
slightly inferior to that ol his German counterparts. As the

replies to the preceding question prove, our Jjuniors did not
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minded?" Our junicrs held their German conbtemporaries in high

esteem when they arrived : they attested to thelr bDroazd-
mindedness by polling a strong "oo" (3.67) to the above question,

They learned to respect them even more during their year's stay

in Yarburg, which is indicated by a curulative nmedizn of 4.C0
at the sccond questioning. Group I recorded an extremely signi-
ficaat change from 3.29 to 4.27.

“Are American students more internstionallv-nminded than

Germen students?' According to the initial repliszs to this

question German students are considerably more interested in
international affairs (%.72). This opinion prevailed even more
pronouncedly at the end of each session (4.08). An extremely

significant rating was registered in Year I (3.78->4.%3). The
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in vizr of tha fact That there are m forsign students
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German students?" (Lirst questioning) aad "....4id you £ind
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clal disceriminution among Geoman studasnts?’  Coming from a

country withh definite and seriocus racigl problems, our juniors
had exzpected to find little or nc discrinination against
students of other races in larburg, an opinion that may in

part have been caused by Gernsen press reports which are generslly
highly critical of existing prejudice in the United States.
During their year at Marburg, our students discovered that
visiting studeﬁts of other races are discriminated against in
Germany somewhat more frequently than they had expected. The
cumulative median remained on the “no" side but diverged from
an initial 4,05 to a much weaker 2.88 at the end of the
academic year. The findings were very significant in Years I
(2.67 > 2.66) and III(4,14 —> %,09) and extremely significant in

Year II (&4.33% -+ 2.89).
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28 of duelling fraternities

ers sttended fraternity nmeetings and parties as guests, the
three~year nedian, initially a 3.37 "ao", remained virtually
uachaﬂged in the final guesticning (3.34). A very sigpificant
rating was found in Year III, vhen the origiﬁally strong “no"
answer (5;45) drifted close to the "undecided” mark (2.68).
This result stands in contrast to the trend, however insigni-

ficant, toward a stronger "no" in Years I and IT.

"Do you consider members of German duelliing fraternities

immature?" Again a significance rating, this time extreme, was
tabulated only in Year ITI, when the median answer of 3.09
shifted into the "yes" half with a 2.00 reading. The three-year
median dropped from a strong 3.14 "no" to an almost "undecided"
2;55. in connection with this question and the immediately
preceding ones it must again be pointed out that the majority

of Group III consisted of female students,

"asre German conservative fraternities a potential threaf -

to democracy?" The relatively strong 3.28 "no," which becanme
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o Gerrmsn fretornitiess Lo change their nega-
tive to 2 vositive sbtandpoint (3.28-22.17: exiromely SlgnliLCdﬁf)
The overall madion also chonesd from a 2.92 Y"no'" to a 2.31 yesh
rating.

The lsast guestion in this series makes a direct comparison

between conditlons in Afmerica and in Germany. "Do American fra-

yearsindicates a significant chenge) reveal the general consensus:
Anerican fraternities are not quite so bad when measured againsty

the traditional German fraternitie
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them reguire K cr oa "no' smewer, some a percentage
reting, some 2 numericzl estimate, and others a comment. This
project did not attempt to tabulate objectively ¥the changes of
opinion thsat occurred ia the course of the year, it rather

own subjective assessments of their

to which these were altered or

modified during the preceding ten months. In addition, meny of

the questions aimed simply at solicibing comments from the
students concerning the organization of thelir Program.
Wwith only occasional modificsations, each of the three

groups was confronted with the same questions, and most replies
can be viewed cumulatively. As in the comparative test, guest-—
ions originally presented to the studenté in a random segquence

are here orvrganized according te subject matters.

I.

Subjective Effects on the Individual

"Miss the

Procram been a success for you rersonally?”

This question elicited a "yes" response from fifty-six students,

while two entered "no," and one remained undecided.
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institute thz Program, necst students in the initlal group had
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been admiftied withount sufficient consideration of thelr scademic
bacizground. One should, therelore, not be startled by the fact
that so few of them were sabisfied with the » progress in the
language, and that one of the two best students commented under
"General Suggestions," "I think that the nmost important improvew

ment that could be made is a mores carefvl screenin

according to acadenic ability."

"How much everyday German do you unlerstand (in percent)?®
Group I averaged eighty~eight percent, Groups II and IITX
arrived at ninety percent each.

"Do you speak everyday Germzn with greab ease, with ease,

or haltingly?" ".Jith great ease," sixteen; "with ease
thirty-cight; and "haltingly," seven (four of whom were from
Group I).

"How much academic German do you undersband (in percent)?"

Group I averaged sevenly~six percent, while Groups II and III

both agreed on eighty~five percent.
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I registercd niae, and Group I1, seven., Tiis rather unexpected

result may We tracsd to the higber academic demands Group IIT
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hed set for itseld as well asg to the preater shyvness within

"Do wou pelleve That you thinlk in Gexman? If ryes, when

Snsmmiie —— - ——— s J ot sy e

kN

st notice 1EYY Forty-sight marked the "yes,"

eleven the "mo." Cn the average, thinking in German was first

observed by the swdents after five or gix menths of their

stay in Germasny.

1

n with eagse?!" Pifty-seven reported Yyes,"

0

"o vou Tread Cerman

while only two answered "no." ".hen did you begin to read German

with ease?' ¥Vost participants noticed it at a time between six
and seven months after their arrival in Marburg,

"Tist up to five books-—-obhier than textbooks~~which vou

have read during bthe wvesr." Books by Brecht, Frisch, Dirreunmatt

Nietzsche, Thomas Mann, Kafka, and Schiller were among those
most frequently listed, while other authors mentioned included
B511, Rilke, Spengler, Borchert, Hochhuth, Stifter, AnreFrank,
Biichmer, the Brothers Grimm, Giinter Grass, and Karl Marx.

"Do vou get as much pleasurs from reading German books as
o) S — o} &2

you do from "nslish books?" "Yes," fifty-two, and "no," seven.

In connection with the language skill, the "German-only"

o rule of the program requires special attention. Beginning in
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ACTever, turnsd out to be one of

with the students, and when we fully zrezlized the fundanmental
difficulities that ¥ths pledge involved, we abandoned it, atb
least in its written form, ia Year II. Students were still

required to gpeak German a2t &ll times, but during the remaining

-

two years of my resident-directorship, the "German-only”™ Tule

O

was not enforced vigorously, nor were penalties introduced
(as is the case with at least two other programs in Germany).
It is revealing to see The students' answers to the questions
relating to the "German-only" rmle:

"Did you s eck Imglish within the group almost always,

often, or almost nsver?"

All grouﬁs combined Grouvp I only
Almost always 8 4
Often 26 12
Almost never 25 3

As can be seen, the results of Group I deviated considerably
from the average results., It is unlikely that this can be

ascribed sclely to the negative effect of the written pledge.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



The establisbed foct thah this g wealker
tham the obhers nay well bhave Doan bhe declsive faector for the
students' lamihy
WAL wiint Zroa tho mog
EMELIE T, ir Zis Rl
2ot majordty enter.ed Pat tho end of the year';
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Year T only. Sevaen replied, "not at all®; twelve, “somewhat';
no one of this group repcoried that the nledge had helped
"o great deal.”

After the written pledge Wés given up, the'"ords Ywritten

German—~only pledge" in the above gquestion were replaced dy

"German—only rule,™ beginning with Year II. Consequently,

the following replies in regard to the usefulness of the German-
only rule are from Groups II and ITI only: "Fot at all," two;
"somewhat," seventeen; "a great deal," twenty-two.

From the failure of the written pledge I concluded
that :any kingd of pledgecan only be effective if conveyed
psychologically by appealing to the students' reason, and I
refrained from reprimanding the offenders, limiting myself to
tne positive approach. The result was more rewarding, although
still far from perfect.

"Did you have more close friends in the group, among German

students, or among students from other lands?" Some of the

O
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"Did zou

iy T S
Twenty-thrase

the boys zeported having more dates than in America. Although
it should bz ncted that Temale students are in the minority at
Germen universities, age may be a far more important factor:
American Juniors are considersdbly younger then most German
studenvs, and this obviously put the American boys at a disad-
vantage,

"How many students do vou say 'du' to0?" It is well known

that the more conventional address ("Sie") is commonly used
among German students at the university level., Only very close
friends replace it by the familiar "du", usually after a fairly
long acquaintance. As a rule, the older person suggests the
chenge to the younger., Since our Jjuniors were among the youngest
nccupants of the dormitories, it can be assumed that thelr
ZFerman counterparts took the initiative in crossing the line.
It can, therefore, be cuomsidered quite significant that the
average Junicr-Year student was on the "du" basis with about

Q twenty-two Germans at the end of the year.
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21l thrze rears was 3.5. I this figure
seems low, one mast ta

Harburg in the years 1S53 to 19%€ was only #A8,000 28 &
student populaticn of approximabely £,0C0.

o

Mijere you sSabisfied with livirs in a dorm or would ¥ou have

preferrcd to live with 2 family at least for cne semegter?! Thir-

ty-two were comvletely satisfied with the arrangements made for

them by the Programn--they lived in the university-operated
dormitories. Thirteen would have preferred a change after one
semester, and fourteen, given a choice, would rather have stayed

with families from the beginning.

understandable

&)

“"Were xou homesick? If yes, when? It i

e

that Group I, the socially most active group, had the lowest
incidence of homesickness with three; wherecas Group III, with
its female majority, reached a maximum of nine. For all three

years combined, a total of thirty-seven '"no's" stands against

twenty "yes's," Among the comments by those who admitted to

RIC
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Comments amcng those who answored "ne"” inclivded: "I was =iways

a mepber of en Amoricen grouvp, «dweys reminded of ny nationality
considered an *Auslindesrin'"; "Didn't adapt enough, too damn
American,” The only comrzent accompanying a positive response
was, "Yes, as a connoissesur." Even though the environment of a
German university perhaps does not supply the best opportunity
for Americans to become familiar with everyday German family
life, it provides an almecst ideal situation for naturasl contact
with German students and an opporvtunity for genuine assinilabion
into university life with its svecial atmosphere., As the replies
to this question suggest, our students had no difficulty in
adjﬁstiﬁg to the zcademic and cultural life of the host country
and in beccming paxrt of it.

"Have yvou changed vour professional nlans?! Fifteen of the

sixty sbtudents answered “yes" to this question, forty-two

answered "no," and three were not sure, The following comment

RIC
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to be acczpted by the Fregrsm, many of those

sure stabted on the application form that they woere cendidates

hing profession. Tie students! semester reports

and the follow—up questionnaire (sze below), however, justify
the assumrption that German or related fields came to play a
mor: important vpart in the profsssional thinking of many

students only at the end of the liarburg year or even during the

year following their weturn to America.

"Did the diffsrence in moral sy d religious values briag

abiut g chance in your own attitudes znd onirpions?" The tabula-

tion of the "yes" and "no" angwers to this question resulted in
a near tie: thirty "yes," and twenty-seven "no," and three
"undecided.” If one compares these data with the ones obtained

from questions referring to morals in the first part of this
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neire Lacomes more chvious. Jhen ask:d to judge for himself

Duther or net his opinilons nsve chicaged, Tha polled person
e e e e e ee s -
generally shoews a 1lsck oiobjeetivity. vwhen forcad to regisber

Lhis opinions, however, by marking them on a scazle, he makes

The few guestions of the comparative study referring To
the arts (sece p. .} farnish no clear indic cn as to whether
of not the studénts experienced any gains or losses in this
field when studying-obroad, Concerning this mattzr, this report
must rely on the more subjective results of the "Program
"Bvaluation® questionnailre:

"Wave vou develoned more intersst and understanding for

the fine arts, the theater, and music?" With regard to the fine

arts, fifty-two answered “"yes," and only six reported “no."
There were two abstentions. "I was interested all along, but
increased my Lnomledﬁe about it," was the only unsolicited
comment.

With reference to the theater, fifty students replied "yes,"
and only six reported "no."™ Music, which was never included
among the Junior-Year special courses, received forty-seven
"ves's," ten "mo's)! and three abstentions.

Onc guestion asking the students to list cultural events
they had attended during the year drew so many different
answers that it would be 1mp0851b]e to list them here. They
ranged from visits to the most familiar German and European
museuns to such internatibnal events as the documenta exhibtit

ERIC
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T L;:, of of the two semasters.
Cf Gyouon I1, the aniversity lectures
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as more valusztle o them in the second semester, trvelve con-

2 A - 3 - e Y ey e - - o i 3 1 epes
sidered tho Juniopr-Year courses essential, but on

courses, distinguishing between those offcred in the first and
second semesters, Unly two thouvght that the Junlor~Year courses

had altogsther been more effective thsn The university lectures,

even in the second semester. Similarly in Year III, the over-

vhelnming majority asserted that, in the beginning. they gained

o

less from the university lecitures than from thelr special
courses: Fifteen voted in favor of the Junior-Year offerings
during the first semester, only four preferring tle university
lectures, while another four were unable To arrive at a decision.
For the second semester the university lectures received seven~
teen and Junior-Year courses only five favorable vote

These resnonses scem to indicate thet during vhe firsy
semester 'of study at the German university, our American students

had acquired sufficient confidence 1n their linguistic and

academic abilities to rate thelr intellectual gains from the
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university lecturzs iz the sscond sounmesgbhor Llsher Lhan thogse

derived from srnecisl courses, U3

cnee o pesulibe eall for comparie-

sonn with the

favored the Gorman end only Thirito=n

e R R
K by SySvely CIEN

wera uadszcidad., This chiodice is in axraeement with the rasults

ebtained from the preeading gquestion. Since in the first
semester our students wers supplied with tutors for the nost
difficult lecturss and sporadically in the second semrester,

these lectures were nmore profitable Lo them than to nmany a
German student. Pride in their indeed remarkable academic

progress may have contributed to their preference in this

natter.

"Do you sxvett Lo pleased, satisfied, or dissatisfied

e
with wour home college after this ycar?" Only six replied that

th.y would be plezsed, seventeen expected to be satisfied, and
thirty-seven to be dissatisfied with their home colleges. It
must be ztated that thzse findings camnot be taken as a
quality rating of the two university systems. The students'
written s=amesver revorts suggest a rather critical attitude
toward several aspects of the German university system,
especially toward its main pillar, the academic lecture. If,
in spite of that, they seemed to prefer the German over the
American system, their replies on the questionnaire may have
been influenced by other fasctors: their great respact for the
o intellectual standard of their German fellow-students {who,
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enbered thoir marks Yaot snouxh. AltLoush the
Progrem arranged some wzstings of the groers with Sernan pro-
fessors, tixz still hud reason to bo frustrated
as such commumication bebwesn Heachars and students was the
egxception rathor than the rale. T?;s ig o very comnmon phenome-

non, however, atb

felt more keenly by American uvndergraduates than by netive
German studenbs.
"Did you have Lo study herdsxr jn Afnerica or Cermany? The

majority of all the gr

requirenents at their Awmerican home college

8.8

than those at the German university. A tobtal of

apparently were more industrious

sure or modified the guestion in some way.

P

Although the follewing questions are of

often employed by reporters, i.e. somewhal

light on the students' thinking and may help to

ps (a total of thirty.-si

mere der

in Germany, while

the

vague,

%) rated the
manding
eihteen

Six were no¥b

type that is

they shed

interpret the

repiies to some of the more specialized questione.

O
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Criticism apvearin

less fraiquently included consgervatism, a tendency towsrd ex

reneralization, and indiffersnce to internal politics.
? ] T

Cne

student suggested, "If you take the negative characteristics

of Americens and enlsrge them, you have the Germans." It must

be said, on the other hand, that the same studesnt made a some-

what more positive statement when confronted with the following

question:

"WUhat pleased you mosk

==

in Germany with rzgard to (a) the

" counbry and () ths peonle?" His comment was, "Potentially, the

Germans are the uicest people in the worid.®

The bulk of our juniors seem to have been impressed, above

all, by the beauty of the German'
and "scenery" appearzd again and

laudabtory remarks concerning the

landscap

€.

again, fcllowed closely by

unusual synthesis of tradi-

tional and modern ways and the abundance of culbtural opportu-

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

nities. Last, but not least, many students listed aspects

The words "“landscape"



saeccietad witihy the ord Phowiiblicld LR othe eveoe
nresent possivility for hides, The oiovevesios oradllional
foll costumes, =nd bthe “wondc . uriigue ity of larburg.©
Fraguently the chaorzsofars a8
friendly, uwndersterding, hospitable, sxdl willing to help,
These gualibtics wers cornglemented by remsris abvoul The intel-
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ligence of the peonle, thelir diversita
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exnacht, The word "indushbricusness” was not onitiod from the
list.

"Have you discovered that your goonrociation of the

Statces has changed in sny w of the fthree groups uvnder

investigation, only six students said that thelr appreciaticn
of America had not changed, whilé three were unable to make up
their minds. The remaining fifty-onz added to their "yes" a
variety of commznts, and it is interesting to note that the
students of Year IT, almost unanimously, came to like the United
States more during their stay in Cermany: "Theré is no place
like home.™ "hAmerica does have cultural gréatness: authcrs,
orchestras, painters, td be proud of." M"ILittle things I took
for granted I will now appreciate more." "We must simply be
prouder of America, realizing ours is a superior socizty."
"T'm much more aware of its influence and place in the world
and proud and happy to be an American.'" 4 few students recos—-
nized America's role as a leading world power and some of
them (academic year 1964-65) even devoted a sentence to the
war in Vietnam, calling it an unavoidable responsibility of

Q . .
[]{U:he United States,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



- e L K —— R T - \ e . I P [ = y . _— .
severzl timeg: the great.or opporbuniities for ¢leser contacts

. . . . s
PR QR S S S
STIGQRITCS ana TZaQners

the Gormen univarsity.

The greatescoumber of skeptical comments was found in

D

Year I: "I know ncow that America is not the world,"™ "I realis
how spoiled T am....himerica is a land of steaks, cars, and hot
- showers.® "I finally have been forced to rsalize that not
everything the US is doing is worthy of praise.” In spite of
these critical remarks, it is evident that most of the students~—-
gven in Year I--learned to appreciate and love their native
country more than before, One student felt that he was now

much more willihg tQ defend his country because he sco often heard
it criticized. o nmatter whether the participants of the Study-
Abroad Program became more appreciative or morecritical of

the United States, the following student comment certainly
expresses wnat all of thém may have realized: "I never knew

how much American I really am.®
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report could Lo aryliced to Lhiorewil il oroun as woll as
te cthoer acalomic EaH i ebther counturlies, Tho
remaining gqueostions of Phis gueotlionanalre, on the other hand,

Tiilowsvills Junior-Yosye

and value to instiftubtions wishing to insbibube orogrsms in

“na basic

issueg pertaininzg to unliergrvadusta study abread are of a

This cxperimeontal cvaluasticz is primarily concerned with
finding the facts., Practical conclusions esnd workable guide-
(=) [ 4]

lines for futurs study-sbroad vrograms can be established only
by incorporating the results of very extensive general research
with the objectives pursued by the study-abroad programs of

individusl institubtions. There is, nonetheless, oae prerequi-

G

site of universsl validity that our investigation shows to be
épplicable to every vrogram, no matter what the findings of
future research may be: participants must be selected with
utmost care and caution. This axiom has been a commonplace
principle for a long ’L:ime.3 familiar also to the initiators.
of the Millersville Progran in Farburg. However, like all
programs sponsored by relatively small institutioﬁs, we ini-
tially faced a serious problem in the recruiting of students.

Liere was no reputzation at home or abroad that could be uti-

1 lized in promoting the project. In order to institute the
©
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gleven answered with regard to maturity (eight rscorded
"vos), There was 1ittle doubt, howevern about the participants

ability to live witl a groun: fourteen respcnded with a "yes

five with a "no." The opinions of Groups II and IIT aboub

their own academic qualifications indicate a noteworthy improve-
ment in the selection of students: twenty-seven of foxty con-~
sidered the screening to have been careful enough; thirtecen
disagreed. Thsa problem of maturity remainsd a critical point
throughout the three--year period, which may, in part, be explained
by the relative youth of the American Juniors. Cnly fourteen

of the forty considered the students mature enough, while

twenty-six did not concur with this view, Like Group I, Groups

- IT and IITI found no major difficulties in living amicably with

their fellow students: twenty-eight judged the other partici-
pants Go be capable of living with the groupr, . and only twelve

did not share this opinion.
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three or sven four years of colleze Gemmrn. Concerning the grade
averssge, only a fow considered an avarags of less than B
acceptable; cccasionally a C+ or an 4 was suggosted., #ith

determining the personsl
students proved to be as incapable

of making were the adrministrators.

Commsnts indicate that the partiec thenmselves rec

ipant
as the most vital criterion for the student

w

Some of the rscommendations included: "Acc.pt ents only

after personal interviews," "careful study of their autobio-

graphy," "careful psychological testing," and "“specific
recommendations from professors.,™

"Did the honecr system work?" Answers and comments to this

gquestion reveal that this issue is closely related to the

students' maturity. Because of the lack of a campus and because

O

E
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of the general liberty our juniors enjoyed, the honor system
was applicable only on tests and examiwations. In Year I, there
were eighteen positive replies and ¢nly one negative. In Year

II the group was unanimous with a "yes" count of eighteen,

whereas Group III recorded "ye8" fifteen, and "no® seven times. '

In interpreting these results, one must take into consideration

that many students (epproximately fifty percent) had nevér

RIC
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our studasnts

of the German studsnts lef:
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was the only av

independent trevel, a very important

experience abroad. Consequently, the

doned, but all three grcups were ask

"Do you think it g

approximately ninety

. . 7 \
Vool an honor syvation Tha
1 enAtdt doe Poand
oot Fovr amilts,’ Miv wae
§ rulas of bthe I'rogrom,
ic zespects of the
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studentst reacticons Lo tihe

ponrovided o second phase
e Spring rocessE, From the

o second orientaticn period
thie end of

in an oven discussion

agreed not to confine

percent
irposes, lloreover,
ail
portion of the entire
original plans were aban-

ed:

SEES] in the fall in order to keep March and Apnril free fox
independent travsl®" Forty-six in 211 three years vobted against,

favor of an exbtra session

~
(=

The year in Germany included
trips of varying length. Twe of the

in each of the three years were bus

March and April.
nunber of compulsory field.
long excursions scheduled

trips to the Harz Mountains
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including Hemburs and fibeck-wos plunned in Yearo T =nd IIT.

ents o the Khine River,

"Ds you Lhinls thot the £ollowing tmips should ba ineludod
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in future nrosrsus: (&) the Bhine River, (3 TOUNL AL 05,

c¢) RBeriin, snd (&) porshern Gernmnyt Mo cone considered the

trip to Berlin unnecessary, and only two students in the three

groups suggested Tthat thz excursion to the Harz MMounbtains,

highlighted by & visit to the frontisr between the two Germanies

could be zmiitted in the future. The field trip to northern

A

'GermaLyj which in Yeer I was combineld with the trip to Berlin,
seems to have been the least suécessful. Forty of fifty-seven
rated it wdrthwhlle; btad weather and fatigue may have contrib-
uted to the unfavorable reaction of the other Jjunicrs. Since
no obligatorr *our of the north was schedulezd in Year IT,
several students of this group saw nc part of Germany north

of the Harz lMountains--p:rhaps becavuse it is not regarded as

tourist country.

"What was the hisghligh% of your independent travel (a) in

o]

Germany and {b) sutside of Germany?" The most poepular places

e w——

within Germany were, in ordef of frequency, Munich, Berl%n,
Upver Bavaria, and the Elack Forest. Twice mentiocuned were Hei-
delbers, tne Alvs, Hamburg, and the Rhine, Kost of the cities
recorded only once are in northern Gesrmany. '

Although we strongly advised our students to 1limit theilr

E ikjwanderlust to German-speaking countries, many of them could
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Spain thrce timsz Hollond, Yuposlavias, Lngiand, and Tuxom—

burg were also listed, and two students roported that they had

venturaed as far afield ags Greecs znd Russia.

"If you had o live in Iurene, which would bo

of wour choice?" An overwhazlming majority of forty-e:

Gernany. OTther ccuntrieg nentioned. were, in order of frequency,

- Bwitzerland, Austria, England, Holland, and Bweden.

"hich Hurovess peonle do you believe most closely related

to the American people?" A majority of thirty-two chose the

German people, followed by fonr who considered the Enzlish their
closest kin, and by four others who voted for Scandinsvian
peoples; both the Gwiss and Austrians were mentioned twice,

the Italians once..Thirteen students were unable to arrive atb

a decision, and two generalized by saying "gll north Buropeans”
apd "young people in general."

IV. Health asnd Diet

One of the more critical issues concerning study-abroad
programs is the problem of the students' bhealth, which is, of
course, affected bv climate, environment, and food.

"How was your general health in comparison with your hezalth

; home?" Fleven reported that in Marburg they had been in
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“and thlrteen obae*ved a d"Clide imvthelr_physic l'weiiubelng,f7“e
"jThe follov1pg commehts 1adlcabe some OLJthe-reaSGns:-"lack of

j‘Vltamln.v, geneTQle ired," .I smohed tco’much/andﬁmyirdomf‘m

"ewag not he tce well enoubh" (bh‘s stu@en h d-a'room‘in a

'prlvabe aomc 10or one sem ster and moveo to & dormluory in the

secon& sene;cnr} "freqaently th a stomach acherwhlch:I_had;g'
never expevl need beeo“eu Three complalned aoou ex endedif
colds and one about aggva eted haJ fevev“

%he -mnsa JS eicellent 9ood

f."DQ'von think the. hooﬂ ;_
.Satisfacto *hdorﬁ" Tne resu]tﬂ' abulated are "e ce11ent"

o: "gooa" twehty—elght .“satlafactory“ cwentj—nlne ’"pOOr“{
:three.,Tne Narbur5 Iensa Sa rvese. 1ch Monday hvougn Bauurdey
fand supner mOndaj throubh Frlday. it ofLer -no brcakfast at

‘all and 1t remalns closed on bunddy. btudents llVlng 1n the“

?dormLtorles have the opportunlty o: preparlnw thevr own mealsi

:1n kltchenettes. A breat maaorlty (;orty—seven) OL~all three

.ﬂgroups took advantage of the klucuenette fa0111t1es every

vnlght rather than putelng themselves to the 1nconven1ence of

Ea two—mJla-trlp to the Mensa..Only eleven ﬁent to uhe;Mensai.f*w

ffbr the evenlngxmeals, thouﬁh not regular]y.ri

Tne amount of money allofted to the students for dally

‘meals was based on the very 1nexpen51ve Mensa nrlces ( thel“

ﬂequlvalent OL 78¢ to 35¢) and the cost of an average home—made L‘

,stuaent meal such as natrve German students customarlly

prenare for themselves.then one loohs at all three groups,

1;t lS ﬂVldent Lhat about flfty perccntnofvthe studcnts—- the;ﬁ’



-'?Qfgréatly with the

7aapuﬁ2% 2{50'pér_

>A1+hough pqe M nqa LCOQ doeu nou offer Lhe same variotv g

501 nutrlpnts and VTEdElDS as ao Aerlﬂar coi)e ,cafeuellan,
jGeT‘man ctudonbsslas;é;rulu. are.nv moré suncnnulbLe Lo dls—
ieaé_éfuhan Amer anvéfddéftsg Eatingfim tL@ H' éag;s:aﬁlj
'imporuanL experl nce for hll nat3Vu an&’fbrsiga étudcnts in
,_Gﬁiﬁéﬁy;ﬁf‘ admlplstrators of sfuav—abroad nrotram tﬂe Nen&a'”
{pricvsbbrqv1de an 1nvaluaole ba51s ;or chCulat¢n the COub of
lfdéd:Luha 1arbeﬁt olﬂ =le 1tcr 1n chw Huﬁgat ~Itiis the WOW—W
 *ﬁ>‘i}nsa food (suﬁsldlzed bJ Lhn-state) wnlcn makbs it ..
bp0551ﬂlerior Amer1can students to ccelvc a'ucn—month educatlon
}and tﬁo-way transatlantlc uransportdulon for aboub the same
'amuﬁnt oi money as lu rmqulred fo¢ tne acadwmlc‘year at_home}-
'One concludlng ramark most Suudenus, ospr01a11y glrlu;;gained

'aigood dnal of welghu, Walch they admlttad was caused by Lhelr

'predllectlonﬁ?or tne pastrj avallable 14 tha numerous Gnrman

, ondltor"'“
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8T8 the cuality and depth o

Program inferior to. the'samelggg OF superior te'the_st 1]~

:'fardsw‘f'your-US,colleme?“-Bec“use the word "depth" was omitted

'3ih YeareI;;onlg ?eais TT and IT I seemeto‘be relevents'althoueh:
:ecven‘b@re the Eudegcs’ ter ;ptat30ﬂo of the {oxd "qua11ty“
5iand “deoth" e;_ ntly varled cons1derab13. Of the forty
'persons queSuion0e¢ slﬁ checked “1n¢erlor, tﬁelve “the same
"'as and twentVtwo “sunerlor to., " @mr students! greet respect
.:for most of thelr Jcrmon profesqors or Junlor~Y:er iﬁstructbrs
is csxnced 1n otncr SGCtLOﬂ of "this stuqy'as wel¢ as in the
;students‘ semeSter'reports 3 For many of them the deflnlulon
of*"quelity and epth“ obv1ously depended frwatlv on the
’eamount ox spe01ilc asslgnments glven to them by thelr 1nstructors,

'v.tne bulk of bhese “8381gumeqts,,rhowever, were in accovd v1th

”e the Germag unlv slcy system, 1 e., they were sugbestlons for
Aﬁ”lndependent study rather than rcqulrements.

v,"WGs the sradlqg-et bavb re easier, the same, QT harder

s

'“th an. at your home colleee7" Ivery educator knows the frustra—

;1t10n resultlnv from the efforts to - a“rlve at:true austlce in
figradlng.4Tne res1dent dlrector of a study—dbroad program is in
ean even worse predlcament he must find common crlterla that
. can “be anplled by non—&merlcan unlver51tj proxessors to Amcrlcane
i:aunlors comlncr from. many dlfferept colleges. The most ‘he can

aim for under uach clrcum tances 1s a: gradlnb pollcy that

‘satlon, the Mlllersv1lle Program dld not reach the des1red

,?av01ds un&ue harshness or: lenlency._In the years under con81der—';f”



b gen ts hu in .,_‘11 1_: Qh'7"

e ee ups as a 1mc-u *no.
‘Gh 'Lh"l:‘ e groups. was nan S "no " i

i , thv s questlo_k,’ whlcb arparcntlv dlsregurded.‘:_f'

'e'prog ram, . \Vd& to ascertain. whether or

as so nopeles-u]y lost as. T.'O be unable to
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the most part unknowingly) cnwo*ﬂeq deY srudentsvwho werne

not majoring in Germawn or yelabted fields.’in Yea

.

T
'-thnre Was 2 tie betuecen "yes" and "anod renlieS} Those wWino

the reqg Ulre;ents of $helr home colleges

"QQ you think tuvtors should have been sunulisd for 21l

)

university legtuzes?" “The answers (six "yes," fifty-one "no")

-

5=

with ‘added comments Sesm to prove bhat the Program's pelicy of
limiting tuteors almost clusively to only the first semester
_ met with the students' approval.

YAccording Lo the standards of your kome coliege, are Lhe

e s

credits rou receive for thé courses alb Yarburg well deserved?"
‘”QLSOmé of'the'students were not af‘all sure. Five of them entered .
”JféaQuéStibn m“rk and made comments like "Some are and some are
a'not{"”hut fifty-one had no doubts that they deserved full aca-
 5démié:cfedit fdr_their work in Marburgo Cnly six voted '"no'-

among them*four of Group I.

—————

‘”“ﬁhat do you think the bhutnr QbﬂfCth‘ of a Jjunior-vear

 grogram- (a) studv of Gmrmdnyand the German lansuage; (b)

'fllberal educatlcn- (¢) a comblnatlon of both "“ Twenty voted in

l_fawor of - Garmanv and the Ge rman language, one favored a liberal
5;educatﬂon‘;and tnlrcy—nlne Ware for a comblnatlon of the two.

;ﬂAnDroxwmstelY how many hours per day aid you stu@z for

fiour”courses?“ Answers to this qu stlon vary so greatly that
}gan attempted comuutatlon of a st ablbtlcal mean would lead to
"1rrelevant rosults. Ind1v1dual alfferences in ablllty, diligehce;

Wand bcnolarshlp account for a span between one and seven houro’

o

F Y éuéflday.
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"Qpﬂvcthhiﬁg:that*g“year-,f°étﬂdw‘gt

f’moct va71 ]v-fdr'é'éonhémbrEV-: Wﬂﬁl;r, or,d Doqt—;radu

TEypenleneea CQUC&uO“S'{HOW Lhat thu>bet~~tﬁOhon in mos+ ;

*1nstanceh 1 ootnetlcd_~-solbt10n.wc ld b~ for a sLudent to

ﬁspend,hl aneor vce* aber& fol luwed Luter bv a post grauuete_ J

fyear.iour students"oplawon.(sophcmo e year;~+1 1ve,'3un10r-~wf

;yﬂar——flftﬁ ~OD c, QQd post~graauate——b~ven)r aoned = magarlty

elJ fevor o10 tn g nio ycar, walch is, 14 spite of all obaectel

-

_1ons the most- if ‘ne t tLe onlj fea51ble ybav’for many A ad~;

"{uatc year would 'malnl} b Cause of uhe stueents' greater [WV

fmaturltj, b more profluab‘e uo the 1nd1v1dual but undoubtedly

';the nunbev of Amerlcan s“uuents gpendln _a yeaLjof study abrOad

Would be reduc=a eubstantlaily 1f uneergraduates Were nc longer

’;aam1551ble at EuTOﬂean unlvercltles.‘(Compare alqo Dp. 89 92

'eﬂDo joa belleve tha* a natlve German Drofcssow Who han

_Eeacs _g the U u; would bef'.» =;~

-,serve as vee:ﬂenf dlv‘ctor°" Tnls phra81ng was used

erars I and II. mhree studbnts suggested tha+ the cru01al€

fpos1tlon of resmdent dlrectar could be fllled by a natlve German

5W1thout exnerlence 1n the Unlted States Thlrty-four“however,

fwould’endorsegOnly an educator who Iul 1s the res1dence

'requlrement stlpulated 1n the questlon.f;

,In'Year.III the same questlonlwas amended to cover:nOt&only,

fnatlve Germans w1th rtgard to Lhelr prev1ous U S experlence,

5but also ndtlve hmerlcans w1ﬁa;refer nce to thelr experlence at

gain
German unlver51t1es. The results showed/that ouﬂ Amerlcan stu—

;dents 1n thelr year;ln Germany'had;learned'”

'signlflcance?of the p051t10n 'f"re51den"d1rec o:
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in order of your Drmferenco

A runtext provided oy enic I

arity with the American

].._.l

{against three) considered fam

scénp1ssse £ial for a native‘Germsﬁ, si“btoeﬂ (a“”lnuu two,

and th ee unae01dcd)fr ed the experience at a German univer-

sSity as ‘& necessity for the aativ imerican.

T U i S e
w2

Up to this point, most questions in this report, however

*

specific, ave in some respects applicable to other programs,

- other universities, or even .other countries. Many further

.

‘1ssues of this 5 guestionnaire, on the other hand, deal with
© administrative aspects of the Millersville Junior-Year in
Warburg, which may be of little or nc interest to Teaders not..i..

thoroughly familiar with this specific study program. For the

-

sake of COmoleteness, however,»and as_possible suggestions fory
‘ future rssearch, some of the Quactions referring to aspects

,peculiar to the Marburg program are 1istsd below w1thout replles,

evaluation or interpretation.

P &~18

'"Do vou'think that tne»oraanization f the Progrsm pricT

Lo your dsparture from America was uood s&tisfactorv;'ngor?"i'

"Do Vou thin that the program 1n Cermanz 1tse1f Was,l

organized too much, Just risht ;or too litt1e°“

"Do you think that mow"o oersonal counsnling Was npeded°"

"Do vou think that a wonan was neaded as an additional

—_—

counselor°“

‘YList thé un:verSity orofeSSQrs whose c]assas x n gt gg g

“list tho tutors in ordor of zour Dreference._




JUG?OT~VHHT snecval’

"Coufoes accordl ‘to how much -

'"CQQ'vou supfe f, fny coufscs

u*at vou Wculd bavp lvkod_

>t0 tn» cu7710u3um9“_f
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FO “-2'- TP BUT w oY

,ADproximately"ten months after the Junicr-Year students
~had re ur“ed to the United States, i.e. shortly before their
,grada tlnn, the follow-up questionnaire was sent. Because of

fi,the»voluntary nature of this project, we could not expect all

‘students to retura the guestiomnaire, especially since each of

£

' ﬁ£é“fﬁenty~eight gquestions required essay-type responses. Thirty«
thfee,bf_ﬁhé sixty former_juniors9 i.e. fiftnyive percent,
f“feturned.théicompleted forms. The comments gi%é:a most inﬁer—
esting, Sometimes Surprising eva 49 ion of the Junior-Yeaf~in—vl'
{:Mérbﬁrg Program;_as the students, by virtus of being farther
‘rémbﬁediin'both time and place,. had obtained a new perspe¢tive
.fOn thenr Narourg hyocrlepce. Since this kind of survey does not
:ﬁlend 1tse1f to a sUatwatlc 1 computation of responsesg-it'seemed_v
:adv1sablﬁ to explain, annoiate, or'rebut the students! commehts.

’fIn some cases, practlcal SLES estlon and recommendations have

:;tbeen 1ncludcd ST ,"F;;

;"Whet ware the maein insights that vou gained from your year

i,abroad u1th r*fcxcnce to the:forﬂi?n culture?®

Bccause oz +hb dlver51ty of the replies to *his'question;_
;no prevalllng trend 1& the thlnklno of the sfudsnts is discern—
A”;lble. Common to many of the TeDll* was the assertion that the
 ipart1c1pant5 in tne Program for thc flrot time in'their lives,
; Lad galnea 1n81ghts into a. culture -different from.their own., A
 typ1cal commeﬁt was, "My feellngu,are too varied. AlJ 'insights'

Py

"come,fromvautotal_experlence and_enteraa total rblatlth My

[AFuiToxt Provided by ERIC




tinsights

previocus];

Itlaljfor Greer'e uO T-caily *{Der_Lence]'af,‘ : ore:\_bn", '

the :
Old
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In spite of a minority of such partial sbtatements, it

seems that most of the students, having achieved greater

maturity, had'le arned To aVCLd generalizations and "“toc be

“caubious 'in Judth g other people as individuals and as nations.”

o

Cne studant found the Germaas to be "often ¢0ld p=ople,” but
also‘reaorted theat she had had more friénds among them Than
among hﬂr COﬂtpkaTafle in the United States, A similar

rmer junior: "It was possible

P

‘.

observation was citsd by ancther fo
for'me to adjust to a new way of life, and I developed a

remarkac e sympathy for the people with whom I lived."

Pol;tlcal nroblemg were inbtroduced in students' remarks

astell'as references to the American way of life; several
’“forﬁer<Marburgérs,noted their increased consciousness of

‘ 1nLernatlona] ewen#s and their Qruetor Loler=nce toward "things
. LD

ﬂthat aren’t Amerlcan,
Statemean 1ndlcbt1nba way of thinking outside 0of the
1mainstréam areg of soecval 1nterest *T only got a taste of

"o;.durooean cultuve and T nov realize how restricted it wasS—-only

“_aGerman.} Another student cnaraccﬂrwzed what he felt to be the
:trauma of prcsent-day German society: "the tragic hiding and
ﬁ'repre581on of 1nbred 1deallsm and senolt1v1L7 (held together

'sllghtly bJ custom and aab t) in favor of a safer quest after

Amerlcan—llﬁe-success and a comlortable life in the new
E Deutsanand.:,

o "Nhat were the ma1n.1n81;ht° TOU. aclned from 701r ¥ear

27_abroad w1th reference to vour own culture?"

The ouestlon "Have you dlscovcred that your apprecmatlon

JAruitoxt provided by e
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H

of the United States has changed in any way?" which wa

(u

(o7

»saskea'priorrtc the stu.eﬁrs' arture from Germany (sse -

. 48)9 had cbviously CL&ll 2l the participants to come

bt
:I

28, Now, however, ten months

of
]

&

{

to the defé.use of the United St
"_aftér;theéylfeturn te America, there was a distinct tendency
famong th . 1 €O deginide rAmericén.culture in comparison with
' EuvopeaA culture;'Some found American culture laggihg "far
5behind’thét of Europe.?rothérs exﬁressed dissatisfaction with

‘t301r pr zent col] ge, atmosph ere, which apparcntlr-had a
eff

’Q“sther aeprcsslng ~after the liberal way -of life in
fMarburg .,..ungulfing, stifling,_and brimming over_with

Icomplacency. amerlcanq are conplacﬂl 5.1 An even more extrene
vv1eW 1s contalnad in th@ f0710W1ng qvocatzon' "AmorlcaJS

 ar nalve, They are’ lee chlldren. They are usu alTJ lavgely
:uncultured

"'The change 1n tnc maaor¢ty of former Marburg Junlors
fappears rathor appalllng 1f one. comDares tmelr attitudes with
Those nrevalllng at tne ena of tho year zn Germauy._ﬁeallzlng
'that thelr v1ews of thelr own "ulture had chap~ed nov qnly
; dur1ng theﬂr stay abroad but agaln since their return home ,
' s°vera1 studbnts descrlbed thp process that had taken. placé"
Eand noted observatlons like the following: "Notluntll T
i returned tc Amerlca a. 11ttle,‘Germanlzed‘ dia my culture
'faffect me, an& dld T becomc surprlsed at those agreeab]e and
'?dlsagreeable p01nts Wthh suddenly became magnlfled " Attempb—
flng to 1nuerprel the drastlc changes 1n the 5tudents' attitudes;,

find:
:one may very llkelj«thls the most Dlau51ble explanatlon- the




RN 4 A

‘Qf;.nostdlgla uhev folt for Amerlca au the end of the - jear abro 2d”

fahad now been reolaced bv a reel_nr of ﬂostargla Tor Europe;

.;Lheg agavnA1 gr tea‘ and conseouently uﬁderrat d the less
5ﬁformal wa” of llfe and tho greater conveplences in the Amerlc

}ﬂ01v171 atlon’ﬂhlrh bhej haa mis scd ourrnr tuelr staJ in Narburg

P

T

;InSUead th< greatﬁr emphasls on cul ure that theV'had experl~

{enred in Lurope had once more. beeome tbe Tocal p01nt in their

.ethlpk1hg. "I honestly oelleve I would Drcfor to soend mv years

fgw1thou tne hustle, grat cut~throat medlocrlt of. thls culture.

. Thls was a tyolcal state ent -reflectlng the attltude of a-
:madorrty—~an attltude Wth may 1n part have been hased on. elf—_d;
;deceptﬂon° Only Very.: few,students stlll admltted aporecwaulon

“of the forezgn culture'W1tnout negatlng the value of thelr own;rﬁ
i"I hav beon abl» to step back and v1ew my country through the

eyes of a forelgne ‘to see us a the Germans see us. I caa
:reoognlze now pos1t1ve and negatlve asnects of my own culture'

;because I now have a SLandard of comnarlson.

"Dld the students Who stayed home gawn anvthlng of 1mooru

ance'whlch Vou mlssed out on hv a01np abroadV"‘f

As 1n thelr responses to the preCedlng questlons,‘

all students were of the oplnlon that studylng abroad had had

con51derahleo1nrluence on thelr attltude not only toward Amerlcan:
culture 1n general but sue01flcally toward the atmosuhere of

}thelr home colleres; TLey no“;' lt suoerlor to those WhO hadnot had
da 81m11ar ooportunltj, and they drscounted the few advantagesd

aWLlCh the students had experlenced who had r-malned at home“
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sesm 1ess important . that other students have learned cxr

discoverad last year.” Somg of the former - Ju_vors admitted
quite frankly that the'students'ét“hsme hsd studi =d iﬁ_a
'"quother and mors har monﬂov°“‘maﬁmsr oﬁ even that they
b“greatl? increased their knowledge and familierity with ideas

~and factsz." They agreed, however. in theéir conclusion: they

would iéver_exchange-places with them, Ths only conpletely
snegative_reply'to the qusstion'was made by a student who
.,Suffersd'a.setwback"in ner grades becsuse of a few basic courses
that she hadfmissed. The most positive statement agai was
f?overly enthusia st¢c~'"Tf-I xould have had UO spe nd mj Junior~ -
:'Year at;aome.;,,I m t have quit collegu becauce I could not-
“have put ubywith-tg is medlocrluy for four yea:s.‘ |

"quf ware the main insiahts'that.vou'gained from your vear

~ it

-’abroad mlub rsLewence to your OWRD DEeIs conality"

i Althoush most of the roturnsd students had lived in colleﬂe
"}dormltorles befors g01ng to “urope, the year abroad was thu flrst 
;Textended Stay away 1rom home for v1rtually all of them. Desnlte
“th? rulesand rogulablons OL the Junlor—Year Program, a - groater
:idegree of 1ndepenaence had been.. requlrea of. them in Marburg ‘~J_f
?;than had been the case in America, Slnce there is no. campus a%‘
‘ the German un1versxty, students had had to prupare meny of thelr
“vown meals, to choose thelr own means of transportatlon, and to
‘ }create thelr own rbythm of dally llfe. | |

R 'uope of thcm correctly observed that they grew‘ﬁsfe maturé‘
fgln thlS. year 51mnly because they grew a yoar older.'All.forﬁer‘

Vfgunlors recognlzed hnwever, that the process of maturlng was '
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accelerated uonSL ceaoly bJ bhv unlqve exnerlence of bhelr

'yvar deOﬂd 8 1eral of Th part1cepant:frel °d oroudlv how'

’they dlecover d uhelr abielty to “fun0ulon-alone. . "Breaking'

away fro m the;environm al rut“ one of: Jnom con idered the
,ﬁmost,nouabl o “h‘ 2in ent of the harnl g‘e'n€rlence. A g°in

=1n seli assuraacv,Was emnhaelzed by aho her..A fe“,suudents

geVen wentioo fer as. to assert thdt they nad Lound Lhemselves ’.}"

g. Polqeg SOph‘ﬁulcathn, t0¢eranc b*oao—mnndeones

5and non— fOrA'uj were tbe m0°t freguently mentloned personal

'jln Marbu

Seachlevemente.'
All of th sea observ*“lons SUressed the growth of peruon—iff

‘alltj and the mauurng D“OCBSS, but oan one- student 1n all

three gcoups foand 1t noss;ble vo put 1nto proper perspectlve-"

and uO overcome consc1ous?y the almost traumatlc emperlence,,-“”“

whch was obV1ously shaved by dll of them-v"I found myself

*'anced bv?uhe,new‘culbure, wanulng to a swmllate 1t and shed

he 1nfamouu

.'ugly Amerlcan' 1mage. It became '1n' to be German,

HoweVer dlfelcultleu.arose when I stepped

ack_ont the snores of my own country wwthout reallzlng What
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About four ox five hesitantly recorted an improvement in

- relations with theiw fam_l*ss,'whicn scmetimes occurred only
éfter initial tensions had beoen overcemz. About ons-~third
described the atmosphere ét hdma as lsss harmonious than
before their yzar abroad. However, only a few of these students,
well aware of their increassd age znd maturity, attrivuted the
deberioration solely to thelr stay in Marburg. "My year in

.Marburg,“ oneg of them noted, "widened the gap. Now I have had

contact with pzople, places, and ideas thet my family hses never

known nor likely will evar know.! This realizsation by a male
student is so&ewhat in contrast to the rwmarkbof a foemale
student: "The weékly letters to and from home have bound me
closer to ny family than ever before. However, the new impressions
and insights gainéd into life....have caused a grave separation
both.religiousiy and culturally between us.‘ Another girl found:
"ty opiﬁions and. views on issues have become more decisive and
radical, whers before I never had opinicns, Cf course, my
opiniansare'contrary to those of my parents, but the basic
relationship has not deteriorated." In those cases where deter-
ioration was mentioned, it cannot always be traced to the student
more libsral attitude; sometimes the family simply grew weary
of being inceésantly exposed.to enthusiastic praise of every-
thing Buropean and merciless criticism of everything American.
Often orlglnal differences between parentskand children
seem to have subsided in the course of the ten months after the
student's homecoming: "The first few months wére very strained
becauseimy parents wanted to but could not really share myb
experiences--I particularly had to re-adjust, and now we Seen
o v
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'} to get'albng‘betpérfthan e§éf; Ith ac' p >; .éé‘an adulmlr
 Simi1ar,d°veLoDm.1tb re nortﬁd b ozhhrm uudenfs JuStlLv theJt;w
assumpti ion tnat, 7L genbral aftbr a vorlod ct ddausUment the E
 relat1onsL1D bet ».en pare hc gnd Sthd“nbo ratuvned to normal |

OI' ev<,n i mnrovea.

_.VHow,has:the‘ ear ab: influt cea Your folaulonshlng,j

e

On tﬁe WQOle‘ +he effm"b Of thv Year abroad on the
,Teducator—btvdant rul¢tlonsnlp at thc homb collegu seems
}‘haVb been qu1te he lshj, Only-g smdll anorlty reporuod _if;?ﬁ
i_change;Tand most of ohOS“ who dld notlce a shlft saW 1t Jf;: 

ftendcncy on thc part of the stud—nt‘té be mOTCFCrltlcal
{fambltlous; In v1ruually all Cdses t}0f4 ‘

3conf1d°nce had 1ncreased to - aUCh a dogree:tnatbuney now felL:

3;1nh1b1t10n3 ana also to questlon‘thelr teachers’ statbments

r.“flgh 1L out Wlbh thcm.i .Before 1ast Jear,.

 pOSlthe rasult "Thej now make me: workrharder dnd«eXDoctfa

flot more of me. TheJ challenge my posxtlons“and_I”challenge

1;the1rs. ThlS 1ncreasedexpectat10n inson asevwseems: - toihave
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i

had a negative zffect on the attitude of the stus
Utheir [E.e. the teachers'] oxpsctations completely isclated me
from other students....bths relabionship was very difficult fox
a time, since. T had to contianally 'prove myseif!' and at times
had hopad-~~they ware unrealistic.®

In only one instance did a stvlesnt complain that the aca~-
denic growth shz had exwefienced in Narburg had had distinctly

detrimental consequences. Resignedly she stated: "None tof m

" 1o : - .
professors] are as good as Doctors....}ger@ follow soms names

of her Harburg professoré}. Thie produces a Jack of motivation

on my part”gi

"Hovhes the yesr shroad influencdd your rslabionship

- your fellow-studznts?' (This question was prasentadto Group I only.)

The basic findings reported in the preceding paragraphs
baléo apply to the relationship with fellow-students. Those.who
noted chanées emphasized again thelr more ﬁature attitude
toward education and extra-curricular activities. No one used

the word responsibility, but it is obvious that those who replied

to this qﬁestion recogniéed and assumed more responsibilities
ﬁhan ever before, Realizing that this new attitude of his might
be misintsrpreted by his fellow-students, one former'Marburg
1jupior‘wrote:“1 must admit to a degree of status and aloofness.
This is not to imply snobbery dn my part, it is Just that 1
seem té have different interssts than others. ¥y old friends
are still friends." Readjusting to the American college |
campus atmosphere sé¢emed to be more difficult for another

student: "Trouble orienting at first. Then realizing the average

Aruitoxt provided by Eic
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dmericean student 1s still too busy socializiﬁ;"ﬁdhreélly
look around him." A S;mllar feeling‘waé displajed in the
,following'rémark: "oo..bend to asSoéiate With oldér students
L and sﬁudents-who do not dis Idj thea tvPlcal uhal owness’of
intelligence or of ambition.,.,“ The sense of respon51b111t¢
;:nallﬁdbd to above was reflected in This statement:""lﬂam‘more'
partlcular.about vhom~'T chodse as'a friend. My friendé.should

- owe sompthlnf to the world, not vice-versa,™

.1u:nce'did Yol r e*av abroad have on your liberal

education?™.

Inftheir replies the returnees pralsea the Warburg X
"fperiencéisa highly that unelr comjents recemble eulogles. =

- Eyten81ve COﬂtaCu Wlth students of other qudemlb d ipliqes'

'fand tne 1nsat1ab1e J.m:ellec,i'ua1 lQQUlolt veness of some o¢ our . -

"aunlorg may account for their atultudes in thls resneCU;_Lost
:of them seem to have. unders*ood ?ov Lhe flrst times in tnelr ‘
 .11v 35 the true meanlng of a llberal educdtlon. A few an“arently
- st1ll mlslnterpreted the word “llberal“ as a synonym of "unve—fffi
J*strlcted,‘ whlch was seen in thalr cr1t1c1um o? the strlctly |
;regulated Amerlcan college system. "AIter a year in Europe 1t
':became evxdant that my llberal arts college is not qulte that
i#ilbgral f was o;e of tne commenus. It Was paralleled by anonhor
ircmark “Last year was my llberal educatlon. | : o

| Agaln the SVudents asserted that the year ln ¢arbuxg
‘:broadened thelr horlzons lmmeasurably and gave them LnSlghtS
' 1nto a world of whose ex1stence they had th prev1ou%ly known.'

'-1"As far as acadomlcs are concerned the courses I took were




T
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prebty much restricted,” one of ithe former juniors conmented

and then contimusd, "The novelty of the experience and the

Similar thoughts were exprsssed by anobther student who called

Marburg "....a unified experience, not a sct of fachs to be

‘used. Therefore,” he concluded, "the aim of a 'liberal' education

was furthered, "
There was much appreciation of the fact that the Junior-
Year FProgram was not restricted to German language and literabture,

but offered courses in several other subjects in The general

arca of the humanities. As a result, most participants felt

they had become more open-minded, mors eager to learn aand to

acquire the ability to listen to the views of others. This,

i

Lo . .
according to one student, enablecdhim to compara the culture of
. . . 1

hisg ownbcountry with that of_Germanj,

Although the vast majority of ali three groups expressed
their apppgciation of the opportuhities for learning more aboub
politics, geographi; the fine arts, history, etc., there was
an isolated case in which a student complained abcocut a lack
of divérsity~in the offerings of the Program: "I found I know
relatively little or nothing about sco memy things because all
of our courses were in the same field," he remarked. In all
probabiiity.he was referring to the absence of the natural
sciences in the curriculum, for humanities and rclated fields
were well repfgsented. Another participant Had a completely

different opinion about the restricted scope of subjects

included in the Program:'"More_areas had continuity than ever



befoie;»much better than in Aﬂur¢ca Where onz course and

eems bl ooked«of* ffom the of hers

0

" academic 61 cipline

'Stlll anotner juniorQin'tne séme group found ahat her German

-f udS were 50 well-versed in &ll academio aresas theat, by

1=

‘econvers'ws with thenm, she

earned enough  to coupcnsete'for
what ehe thev ver epcobn. ed at home," | |
'ﬁﬂeilast twWo. quotations seem to be indicabive of the
_’common ekoerle ce - o+ all studeénts: "The year opened up my'mind
'more than dny othev yas ru—thoo, I sSUPLOS ,‘is-the purpoOse
*aof llbcral r=*ch,«cau“:|.on"1 snd: "}y entire 'Lebensphilosophie’
'"Wae uurned up51do ~down —-#heo readjusted_and modified after T
;returaed here. | |

'"hake an attemot io characzerl7e the academic atmosphere

_ﬁ the Maﬂburg P*orram. (ln comparison to vour home'colleaes

;wher oossmhle) |

”o_In'ma 1ng a éenoral comoarleon between the two academic
e wor1ds, tne btadents contraoted the hlgnly scholarly cllmate
v:at ohe German unlverSLty W1Lh ohe somewhat ~more uoc1allv

:ﬁorlcnted atmosohere of the Amerlcan CO¢1ego campus. They com—.

i:pared th 1nte1]ectual freedom at the Universitih w1th the
':pr1n01ole OT contvolled studles at the Amsrican colleme. Many
:_or most of tne former Marburg Junlofs reported tgat tney ex—‘
;inerlenced a tremendous shock upon thelr return to thelr home
?icolleoes, d State of mlnd best eyemnllfled by thls etatement'
- "Last year the. world was opened up .to me, but this year, upon
o;my return, I had to face readgusbment oroblems Whlle, as
ffone female etudent put it, Marburg was “almoet too aqre— |
‘>trlcted and 1nd1v1dua1 but worthwhlle for. one year9 her o

EKC
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home collece now fF red "a''pressure cocker' threc-term
f,atmosph fﬁi@u c¥er-enphasis on grades.® Lfter making a some~
ﬁwnau 51m11ﬁr_commencq_ona mdﬁc student added a few words aboutb

,;fgtudcnr &mb vss:az.:at Haﬁburg ocutside The classrooms and

L34
<
&
b
"

&g
iy
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 ilecture ha-ls wnaca,dealt>w th ", ...religion,

: . . étd.;»sométhing which is almost totally
| 'rbllege and universities." One Junior-
;Yﬂarmﬂbv Ld  tud~nt'who ittCﬁde a college wmtl very.high
' acaabm1c Suandgras fqund that, in spite of the higﬁméchmlérly
anu 1nfeLkaUal esseﬂm.ln which her Séhool Wasrheld9 m,,..fo

_thc most part Car mar ‘students far surpassed Lngpj Ambr¢can

_fellow”studgntu'nn bb1ng_5uuacnus.... ﬂere abt ani] bOlLG?

‘[bné} JOhld taﬁ demandb tbls vear unneces ary . and unbedwaole.

“Cha ICuerlZG tnn uﬁlVPToluJ professors as scholars and

’téééhere_?f o

The ndture of this questlon chdllengcd the -returnees to
7uake a closer 160k at the academlc env1ronm~nt in Marburg. Theixr

-responsos were, thercfore,_more spec1fwc and more obaectlve

ithan those to tne precedlng'questlors. Their p“alse of the
ischolarshlp oL‘tha German pro:essors was balanned by strong

riticism-of thelr qualluleo as educators. One student observed:

ALiis dlfflcult to compare Lhe Drofessors at a vaman univer-

ity cand: the teachers dt a smoll uollegc in Amerlca. Our pro—

ar Drobably bctter Laachers, for the most part but

‘can, hardly be con81dered ‘501olars.v At an outstand1n5 Am;rlcan

this wouldlprdbably bo ‘a - dlfferent story." The

'stude t relatlonshlp was brought 1nto the plcture.

n ‘rof ssors weﬂe often belleved to be more Der—'

A FuiToxt Provided by ERI
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‘neot usually approach a prof af

scnzl and more concerned, the greater respect enjoyved by

the German professors was considersd an impediment in the

- frequently for consulitsations and conferences, as Yone does

Little or nc doubt was expressed aboutb theAMarburg-

prorﬂsoo“'s schiolarship, The students held them to be "far

‘superior to American professors." "I found myself fe eling a

great deal more'awe than for ay Amerloan profs.," one returnee

aémitted. Their preparztion was -termed "better,™ +heir know—

~ledge of their field was called "wider, even more 1ntellectual

the r overall qualltnes far superlor to those here.‘ Onlj a

‘mlnorltyfor former Juniws raﬁed their Americsn prOressors

equal to the scholars at‘Philipps-—Uz:Liversity.j and those who

did so attended American colleges with a superiocr academic

repubation.

According to the position they took in assessing the

“'-,German professors, the Amerlcan Junlors must- be lelded 1nto

,\)

£Ric
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two major rouns. One commen ed most MarburGTDrofeSSOrs as
J : S I

it

"excellent teachers, and another group saw the American‘

college professors as better teachers; admltblnc, however,_

“that small classes and a better professorwstudent Tatio create

a pedagogically more favorable atmosnhere. Obviously,‘the

students ‘who refrained from cr1t101z1ng the German professors
1n this respeot did not take into account that partlclpants
in the Junior Program were allowed to_enroll onLy inrclesses

whose professors had excellent reputations as both scholars
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aand.teac1ers‘ Critically inclined students

)
o
C
o

c.
o
Cu
[

-

‘_tha 51tuation more reallStJCd 1y when they cbserved that the

o

o

'V~Gernan unzvors;ty rro zessor, un}ike the ;merican small colleg

[0

*gf~profossor, is alw~vs a scholar but qot necessarily a teacher.

"Cher dCt3117e the Junior-Year professors as scheolars

S ang, te“ hn"“ u

b

As na» b@en muntLoned the Larbura Progrem was designed

';to creabe a vﬁadual t*an51tlon from the controlled Ameri'cen

,educ tlonal ysnem to-tne far more liberal arrangement of

'"akademlsch‘ Er ; gﬁt ‘in Germany. Special courses, taught

;fby espe01ally wpll—quallfled German 1n structors, were therefore.
?made avallable to Tne Amerlcan groups. In selecting these |
fteachers, we took palns to choose only those who understood the
lpfoblems of Amecwcan 5 uden$5 with a limited hnowledgm of
EGerman,anq,who were,'at the same 1;,;i,me.ej true scholars, repre-—
toehtétiﬁéfofoé Germén university faculty. Little or no con-
oéideréﬁionoWasygiven to-théir acadenic position or rank. Some

‘,were o+ud1enrate inm Eochschu]dlenst (former hlgh school teachers

iappoxnted to the unlver51ty staff), others were young assistants
ito hlgh-ranklng professors, and others agaln, exceptlonally
:talented graduaba students. Even one department chairman and
;full professor of Gcrman.served as spe01al Junior-Year
‘)instructor.lQ;‘ | |

| The- studean‘ oomﬁents Onftheir special Jﬁnior-Year
olostructors range from relatrvely cautlous remarks to somewhatv

{exaggerated encomlums, as. thc follovlng eyamples suggest:

’“The Junlor—Year ins tructoro as a whole struck me much

FullText Provided by exic |18
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moxra favorablf boﬁh ag scholars and teachezrs., I know that i
learned much more from them than I did from the regular
professors.”

"The instructors were more on the level of an Aﬁerican

professor;<ﬁs persons and bteacners, all the instrucitors were

ot

i

most stimulastiag people. T have met.”

¢

veFy good and some of the

 "Phe Junior-Year instructors were not only dedicated and

well-versed but also made the material applicable for us. They

“were always well prepared for class and had something of value

to say."

"41l of the ims:tructors were not only the best of teachers,

but also living examples of the scholar who commands necessary

factS‘and avenues of information, hardly equalled by the run-

-

" of-the~mill teacher,™
V_Onlj a few comments on thé Junior-Year instructors con-
tained criticism: "At times they tended to ‘'teach down' to us
' too‘much," one superior student wrote, but then continued, "I
found these professors nonetheless excellent." Another remark
refefred to fhe pedagogical style of these instructors: “Tg
’:jwas basically German, and we had to get used.to it first.™
. Theugeneral'appreciation of the academic program expressed
by all Mafburg groups shows clearly that the students did
become gccustomed to German pedagogical methods, and that the
- Junior-Year instructors represented a vital link in the adjust-

“ment process; almost as importamnt were the tutors who assisted

- the hmerican groups in de£iving full benefits from the univer-

" sity lectures.

e
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‘:“Ewa ua LO the'ggality'gg*the'tﬁtors.n

wTutoﬁs.Were~suﬁblieﬁ'for‘the'magor unxvor51by lectureo

;ln whlcb uumlornYcar &"bd nts we re enro]lgd durxng thelr

if;rs‘ Marourr seme sUir;iAs‘a rule, thrbe tutors wers plde
7Students'.recommend‘de o tne Progv m bj ur01essors in chavgc

‘of tuP lwctures. NOSU of tbem had Drev1uusiy work ed With foreign‘:d:-

gstudents. In all LH¢PC ye vs, these tutnﬂs pTOV“ﬂ 1nd1bpensablef

;W1LhouL tnmm, ma 2 Anerlcaa Junlors could nOu have succ f lly

_partlc1pabed 1& veaular uDLVCvelty 1cctur s or semlnars. ThlS

ﬂls undcvscored bv tﬂe 1olloW1n sbudeqt commenbs-‘“TheJ w=ve

ssenblally and, éﬁi‘ tl?;canable for the moqt part ; "Ver}

;good dﬂd an- ekcelient and neCCbSdfy sunplument to tﬂe lecbares._%

;“Tae tm‘o*’c Snow a remarkable grasp 01 thelr Subaect and an

.opaness thau was condu61ve uO questlons.

Amono the mo t frequ nle reglstered crltlclsms was a

or elaboratlnm on p01nts presented in the lecture. ?”hree or

;attendlnw the?lecture he was assm5ned o dlccuss Wlth the groun.:ﬁ*jf

f(Thlstfdult was corrected after th Elrst year )
Pernaps thejmost controversmal questlon conCernlng tbelﬁ‘
tutors Was ralsed by one student When he stated '“They were
;very good but hey becamc a crutch.vNe re11ed too heav1ly

en them 1nstead of the unlver51ty professoro.ﬂ'b;nqeithereﬂ'

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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is no doubt aboubt the fact that tuters ars crucial for the
American Juniors' understending of thes lectures and yet at
the same time make theses students dependent upon their special

help, the Tutorial systenm nwst e retained, Tut should in no

half of thelr stay abrecad, the young
required to become fully integrated into the Cemen university
systamn,

“MComment on %

= amount of work reouirsd.,t

With rare exceptions the former juniors yeported that their

work load ia Marburg was, in general, lighter than that at their

home colleges, but few rated this as a deficiency in the Marburg

1,

Program. Some admitted Thelr satisfsction with the leisure

that allowed them to seek more private enjoyment, while others
welcomed the additional time availlable és an excezllent cpportu-
nity for extensive study. Five students praised the absence of
"ousy work" in Marburg, in contrast to the common préétice
during their current senior year at home. An equal number of

respondents. indicated their appreciation of other advantages

resulting from the lighter work load and were particulsarly

grateful for the opportunity to follow their university profes-
sors' suggestions for independent reading andlreSGarch.

To cite some of the more significant responses from thé
questionnairer "The amount of work I found to be a'véry‘perso—
nal thing. It was up to the individual, and I personally gained

great deal from the academic freedom I Was.allowed.“ - "It is
a relief not to have daily assignments, but only the most

disciplined student will be able to keep up with the material."

[AruiToxt Provided by ERIC




bLaltlme'§olpursue uhaL 1nterested me; Maklng good
 ;h1éé¢¢qu¢vmd som,?ddgustlngwat,zirsb but 1t prov1ded
fvuéédltralnlmgrln-yér onal arademlc devclopment Onu of tae S
g ‘1lfcd.studen s confcsqe _““or thosb poorer qtudbntu llke

'lt;‘aheer busv wo"“ for otbers. and

sed uﬂ“ as 1gnmenis as dumplnvuoii p’acas for




"How marvellous to look at the many aspects of a short period

of time or a few weeks, rather than the survey~type course.

The work we did encourages individval worlk and interest,t

o

5}

sore 0f the students who found words of great praise

for the "dupth™ of the work et the university were, obvicusly,

referring not so much to the work peosii

PP

£ them as to the

Séholarly lec?ures nregsented Lo them., The small number of
former Jjuniors, however, who comsidered the work to be of
insuffiéient depth indicated that their judgement was not
entirely objective: even during their yesr in Marburg, tie
Amefican system.with its emphasis on scholarly achievement in
the form of assignments satisfectorily done had still decisively
influenced their thinking., Only superior former Marburg students

recognized that the depth offered them in the university

lectures should, to the best of ecach individual's capability,

have been balanced by the profundity of the work accomplished,
even if this work did not entail specific assignments. A .comment
containing constructive criticism.deserves special consider-
ation: "I would suggest more papers with specific emphasis on
grammar,_fdrm, style, and fesearoh techniques., The additionsl

work and time which would be required for such papers seems

to be a very worthwhile investment which would help the American

E RIC

minors bridge the gap Separating them from their German fellow-

students.
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"oy did vour grade average at Marbure compare with your

Cprevious grede average alb vour home collemed!

A total of t"‘:’nuj-»one students noted that their Marbureg

Q
]
[0]

grades were lowsr than.thA “they nhad received previcusly, five .
of thase former juniors oalling them Ymuch lower." Oﬁly'five |

»partioipaﬁté,of all tureevr ouos,rrote that their grade averaqer
o was higgeredurimg' theit year abroad (one- called it ”muoh.hlgher“)

~and seven thonght"it o be about the_same. Looxlng at_tnese

R

eou]tsIbyv roups, one finds the greatest disappointment among

O‘}

the. stu&ents 1r.fear I ‘nine: out of eleven were dissatisfied
:Wiuh thelr o;rlclal Marour? record one. femalc SUUdenu usessad
:her grades to be about the same as at bomcg and one joung man . |
Inoted LLat ﬂlS' Jeraée rose from 2 7 to 3. 5 Of the @1ght
1studenbs of Group II reepondlng GO the qpeotlonl g, four ob~.
Ixscrved tbat tnelr marhs in Marburg were lover, three'audgedl
"tthem to have»oeen about ldbﬂblcal whlle one mencloned a sllght
1mDrovement Studento of Yrar III reglsterea nlne lower grade

‘[averaces in harburg analnst thrﬁe unchanged and three 1mproved

i "Comment or the fraolng svstem 1n }arourg. ;
VA common comnlalnt atout tne grad ng at Narburg;waS»that
:‘;the 1nstructors cons1dered the German gradln 'system'w1th 1ts
"numbers from one to Ilve to be the equlvaleqt of Amerlcan

} lettcr grades. One of the Amerlcans stated "If a BeTrledlgend

(5) 1s a good mark in Germany——wno wants a fd' 1n.the US7":
Iaomeone else remarkcd "I Pnow of everal people who recelved
Vv‘u‘s Whlch were transferred as ‘D‘su—a.tﬂ', 1n German is hlgher
"Imposs1ble to get an

'Ithan our; D:}, Stlll another_oomment:

A FuilText Provided by Enic [N




YAY——~0.K. with me, bubt hard on vhe people who could speak
good German."

Criticism of the Program's policy of equating German

" exchangeable. In many casss the students' disapproval may

Qg;ﬁ.  reflect nothing more than the lenient grading vraclic=zs of
‘ some American colleges, which make the more stringent handling
of this matber in Germany appear much more ausbtere than it
actually is.

There was an approximately even division betwecn those

in agreement with bthe grading system in Marburg and those who.

found it. too stringent. Cnly three students out of all three
'rgroups'admitted that their grades in Marburg were too high in.

comparison with the standards at their home colleges. All three--

and this may explain their reactions-- weretop-ranking stu-
dents. Several of those dissatisfied with their grades pointed

out that the grading system "ruined" them or "messed up [}heiiﬂ

’chancesvfor‘graduate school." There is definitely some valid-
1ty in the followxng comment, ‘which deserves special attention

bmcause 1t was made by a member-%hc 1ess uniformly structured

Group I{.“How much knowledge a person_has of German previocus
;ﬁéihié Ma&burg experlence must be considered.” This response
re#eals;aﬁ awareness of the lack of ﬁniform standards in the
fselébtion ofkstudents for_this group. In reality it represents
la cr1t1c1sm of the admlsswon policy of the Frogram rather than

of the gradlng svstem. The gradlng of thc Junlor~Vear students

Aruntoxt provided by Eic:
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was based on an eqgual scale for all patthujpants wwthout
regard for their backgrounds and nerce resulted in a wide
range of grades, especially in Group I, thﬁ least homogen»

eous of all the three grouws. Group II was of the most uni-

form composition and, accordingly, the responses showed an

'balmost unanimous approval of the grading syutemd While the

1ntellectua] oaeli.'catlone of the participants in Year III

soemed to be aoout equal, female students were in the majority,

”whlch y account for grzater gr rade consciousness. (¥ine of
the;responses 1nd1cateq that the former juniors considered
“their grades to be too low, one theught them too high, and

f”only'fourvwere satisfied w1tm their recorded grades.

"How are yo grades in Gem an this ye 7"

At the end of Lhelr senlox yeaxr at their homc 1n.st1tut10no9

' ncarly all roturnecs reported tndt thelr grades in GCtman ‘had
7'reached a very hlgh standlng v1th1n the grade structuro of .
~their collegcs. Since the questlon did notcall for a comparlson

'of grades in. Ccrman Wlth,those recelved in other subjects or

W1th‘prevlous German grades, v1rtually all students sxmply

”11 ted their grades in-German. Eight'of the thirty-three who

freturned the questlonnalre took no courses in German durlnv

thelr senlor year- five of them, nav1nv alreadj accumulated

suff1c1ent credlts in German, were taklng»only requlred

1,courees 1n other fields. A total of elghteen seniors rTe corded

an MAM: average in their German clas es (1nc1ud1ng three "A's

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

awarded for student teachlnﬂ) Three evaluated thelr work in:

_German aS»"B, one, a psvchology magor, recelved l"IB‘S" in




llt rauure and "Crs" in grammar, and toroe merely 1nd1ra ed

: an~improvement in their grades in Geérman.

"Compars vouxr knowledpe of German with that of Four

clasamat 5 whe did not study abirgad.h?

,a).gp the bsg zinnins of your senlor year

”jgall rcturqees oosewved a definit e SUPL riority in their language
'proflclency as wel] as in their knowledge of German culture
and 01v1llzatlon. Occasional mention was also made of greatere

1;famlllar1tywxu German 1it ergtutvq but the emnha81s was clearly'

'i}an attluude ot superlorltyvtoward thelr classmates or even
;etoward-thelr’lnstruotors: "I command a vocabulary which gav
d;me,a ieadfofaseve:al years.vMore 1moortants however, was my
75kqowledge of G fﬁan'colture.".—'“were it nd‘For my Marburg
.}background I don‘t see how I. would have been able to success—
fuily accompllsh student ueachlng.‘ A student maaorlng in
’?rellwlon commenued '"Ny knonledre of German was far superlor
dato that OL all others, 1nclud3n5 a German maaor who spent her
;aunlor year in Munlch w1th another Well—known program." And
'ftflnally a comment by a future hlgh school teacher, "My coop— :
eratlon ttach r's knowledge of German was atroc1ous. He evenv

:afhad a master k= degree but had never studied abroad

b) at the present tlme e .J k”m‘j§
One student Leclarcd hlmself unable to make a comparlson.

‘All othexsgudbcd thelr command of thb language even now to be

.jfar above that of thelr classmates.vblght howcver,‘observed

’With the exceotion ox those who had no basis for comparison,

Con llﬂ”ulstlc and culuur 2l aspects. Some seem to have deveWoped e
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afgradﬁai detériofatﬁéhiof ﬁﬁ¢ir,Skilié,_and.one expréssed :

dl satlsfactvon Wlth‘acr ‘peékinéfability,:which hadv"ccnstantly
dumxuﬁhea durln the year andf{ﬁaé}_nowvét'a very low stage."
’Slnce tnls answ er ca_c fronm 5 331de U'ﬁhosc achievements in

Max 1"bu:c'g) had alwavs bean oub apd1ng, it thuld nut be given
: jhndhc attu 1on, An OObe”VdUlon not~d bv a non-German maaor»

s DrobabTy mOT typlb 1 of mosb othmv former juﬁi¢rs: "I étill 
‘}sncak 1t in my creamu. |

v“g_ bg, L@vqk Youg reached, and were able to retain, the

.

J:]eVel of nr0¢1¢1enc You had honﬂd fur?”

|  :~TWenuy~ong 1nd10uteo au Jeast somo satlsxa0u10n wwth their.
“échlevemenfs 1n the 1anouage§ wh31; ght reglsuered dlscont nt
.of varlous naturﬁsg,wome smemed tn have coma~uo Gsrmanv with

,unrﬁallstlc hopes, othero were uaable co malntaln thb ncccssary.

fenergy to achlcvc thelx goals, and stlll otbers r=a11 ed too
”late that they had bcoa negllgent about seeklng contact with
fGormans.‘ .°' | | |

The magorluy of dll three grouns felt that th ir accom—

1pllshmgnta 1n the flﬂld OL Ge Qn lanbuagm had b&en grdtlljlﬂg,_b

'1ut‘nearly‘all studcnto 1ncluded in tnalr comments words of

"fconcern:about the dlmlnlohlng retentlon of the fluency acnweved'
‘iThlS they attrlbuted to a lack of practmce or, as one. studbnt
?fnut 1t f="dearth of those who can.sPeak German on ‘an. 1ntnl—

»lectual level “our oL tne elgat who had hooed for grdeer

S Well as Ior beuter retentlon eltad thelr own

';proflcluncy} 

‘ne llgwnce dS the prlmary factor r spon81ble ior thelr frust—
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of pro£101ency he nad at alned abnodd o*sexwhd ﬁnfincrease'ofq
hlS rncvleogc of “erman after nls.r axn ”4 ortunqtely, he

B

dld not oflcr an exolaou on for th is rathcr roUQue] oevelop—

menL=¢

graduete Jean abroad is ‘more effectnve'than an nndergradh

f“ﬁould vou rﬂOOnm nd o a fellow stndent'e tudy abroad

as an urdergraonote‘OZ’ aduate, and v1v?";

Appnoacoln& tne pro’LeL nrom Lhe stand101nt of maturlty

_jand lancua%e nroflcloncy nan? eaucauorQ conucnd tth a 5

year ahroad They admnt fres 1y ThoWever, thdt nloting'

studyvnﬂ abro d to grddcanks Would oeor ive large numbers of

Amerloan studenus OL thls valuable exmenlencc, s:ana most

7graduates are compelled to fe Ses) a 11v1ng as. soon as. DOSqlble
}after commencement day. Inoeed, once a studcnt comolet s his

'undergraduate educatlon, hlS youthful cntnu81asm for tho

unusual ofton dlmlshe? rdtner rapldly dnd he belleves he can

_o longer afford to spend a year awav from the domestlc scene,r“

cConsequenLly,,lf aoorcc1able numbers of Amerlcan studcnts are S

Lo studv abroad a aunlor-year abroad, malns tne onlv prac—

ence had to s‘

11tly endorSed Lhe

Ytlcal solutlon“to the problemJﬁHVen though thls has long been

feutabllshed,by educatlonal authorltles,'lt 1s none the less

reveallnv.' "earn what'those who have undergone the experl—ng,

on»the 1Sbue at the tlme of thelr graduatlon.‘ﬂu
About three-fovrths of the;former Uanourg gunlors elplle:-

djunlor year»as the best posslble year for4

Jstudy abroad 'buc recommended an adaltlonal graduate year

Jabroad 'Only a few favored graduace study abroad'alone.jTynlcal_

o

RIC
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comments are: "The experience of a ysar abrozd szrves as a
unigue generzl education which i3 of mcre benefit to the
undérgraduate then to the graduste, who has already hegun to
‘specialize in one arza of his field." ~ "The junior Fear is

ideal. The student has a change of pace from the American

system of study, he is eager and willing to learn, in most

The junior year was.emphasized as the year during which
students can profit most from the experience'of a liberal
‘edudation,abroad and -as an important step in the process of

-métﬁring. "Undergraduate studies play a major role in shaping

c~your future," one returnee maintained. "The more diversified

your education in the gradusate years, the better it will be

~ for your entire development." - Another student asserted: "In

general, the sooner he goes, the better his chances of becoming

fully integratéd.into the university life. We were Just about
- the right age.” One comment . emphasized the necessity of becoming

'fluent in the language, which, ﬁhe writer believed, could best

'be achieved by living in the country. The junior year, he said,
~would be a splendid introduction to the language and the culture,

while a graduate year, after an intervening year at home, would

" enable the student to learn more of the fine points he might

‘have missed as an undergraduate.

~While several former Marburgers modified their state-

7i;ments by replying that the choice between uﬁdergraduate and
lgpbst-gréduate study abroad depended on the individual, three
L;‘fespbnsés‘explicitly.favored a graduate year abroad: "One is

ERIC
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then theﬁaverage awe«of'the universityvstudent'in'Germam}aﬁde.
has a broad er educatlonal backgrounu.o..“or a junior9 re—~adjust-
-f~f ment to Amerlcan cellege _11i ‘15 xt”errLy Ql?fwcult and
Afrustrating¢“ —— A graduate is readwr for the 1ndependenc

study Ol a uu Lnl erswtv Alsoﬁ tq70h01051ually a person:. .

"who 15,'on the averave, d or 24 years o!d is more mature and
H,capab1e of adaustwng to th“ZSdblal demdnds of a sthdenuv0001eth:
- 1n EU¢OU€..‘7 | ' | o ‘_ '
f”he tnlrd stuacnu recommtndln@ studj ‘abroad for graduaues

d0n1§{1s 2 ooecral case, srnoe she magored in rellgron and found,.
_ithat shev"mlssed out nu‘many valuable courses.‘ She tonceded |
:howevere that 1t would be prelerabl for a uerman maaor to
Jifstudy abroad as- an undergradaate ratnor tban as . a graduate°

Some of the comments of those who favored two years abroadv;;g5u

*NareJ:“Flrst of all the aunlor Jear would propare hlm by'oro—,dffV

‘b“v1dlng him w1tn the faC¢lltleS to galn 2 proflclencysln theﬁgl~5ﬁ
;7elanwuage of hlS ch010e and to grasp the rundamentals of hlS
“fleld (whlch would be next to 1mpossrble in a small college)
~f-Arter thls 1ntroductory year and subsequent gear at: home,fI't:ﬁ
_dfeel tne student shoula be mature enoagh (academlca]ly andv
‘femotlonally) to undertake graduate study abroaa. : Two or threef
':fstudents pondered the p0551b111t iof a senlor year 1n Germany g
'f;followed by a year of graduate studj.t"Thls Would solve many

of our problems, espoclally for - those of us who would llhe to‘-d
'}return to Germany for further study and cannot afford 1t reallyi:
?fat the moment " The other student favorlng thls klnd of proaect7t

;fconcluded "The fact that one only beglns to scratch the surface~
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in the Junior year and must leave to complcte one's studies,

2]

seems ridiculous.® (It should y~w* aps be wmentioned that these

.

two students who suggzsted twO Years of study in Germany ware

young ladies who had become engaged to Germans during their

yedr in Maziburg. Both gavc meanwhile returned to Germany for
ah indefinite stay.)

3G, wWhat would

& the purness and degired length of shbawy?t
B AW S 2o & ol . - . fp d e - [ B S ot o
. Of the thirty-three responses thizty-two were a defininte

"33“" the remailning student was undecided, but ironically,

this young lady has, in the meantime, returned to Germany
“twice: oﬁce as a tourist and once as a gradusfte student. Seven-
teen expressed an intenticn %o continue their education at a
German university, two, a desire to teach at German schools;

ten planned to go back as.tourists; two hoped to obbtain zn over-
‘seas appointment with the army or as civilians. The desired
length of stay varied so'greatJy ( three months to indefinitely
that a conputation would be irrelevant.

"what do you plan to do after graduabion? Do your plans

include graduate school?"

Thirty-one of the thirty-three returnees who responded to
this survey indicated either-a desire or a definite plan to atst
graduaté school. Cne male student seemed certain that his future
plans would not include gradvate school, znd one expressed the
desire to bteach without mentioning graduate\school. The ﬁians of
‘sixteen students involved teaching as well as further study. This

number 1ncludes graduate assistantships but not Woodrow~dWilson

Aruntoxt provided by Eic:
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or NDEA fellowships. Five specified that they were noct in

. ' N s R . .
the field of German. ODVlousiywutﬂls becomes apyparent when

gty
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one looks at the students' transcripts-—-sew

had not previously intended %to major in Cel man had now, because

‘of their strength in this field
N L3

h

n
15N

fted to German.

"Tn looking back at the Program, do you feel that thers -

were too many Teaqu cenents and reﬁ%rictions, or do vou think

thmy were necessSary for the sucesss of the vear. db agd?®

This question specifically asked for elaboration and

-most ‘students complied. Twenty-seven of the thirty~three

‘f‘:eplies from all three groups generally épproved of the requiree

ments and restrictions imposed on the juniors while studying

7in Marburg. Two responses were irrelevant because the students -

,had,aﬁparéntly not read the question carefully enough. Three‘;
former Marbur ers mude 5pe01fﬂc recommendablons for changes

in regard to reqplrements and restrlctlons, and one felt that

_"the ”rogram was t00 reSUrlctlve in mauy respects.”

wSome of the favorable comments 1ncluded "We weré.not

_very,restricted in the second semester, and those restrictions

*i;imposed on us in the beginning were necessary....only they

can - keep an Amerlcan college student oriented." One student

'conceded Lnat the limitations wnre not necessary for herself

”’but "penhaps for the group as a whole." Others apparently

“had not notlced or rc;used to notlce the pressuﬂe 1mposed

jlji_E MC:: o
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upon.them° they referrbd to “few" or even "no" requlrements.'

A"In Group I two students felt that otrlct ru]es were qulte




necessary because the FProgram had newly been establicshed
one ¢f them commending the chanpges that "had to be made and

were made" after ths its opinion« Among
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in regard
to tThis matter., Its uccesée they realized, was due mainly
to its careful crganizetion. For this reason one former
junior cglled the limitations “heaven-sent" and continued,
"the other Americans grudzingly agreed cur was the better

program." As was Lo be ecxpected, thers were also some who
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had feit resbricted while they were abroad,
but had since become counvinea2d of the necessity of the direct-
Of the specific remarks, Grlthlsmag OT Sven comp iat s
atvtention. Two young men consgsidared it unwise
to require the entire group to live in dormitories (one of
thesa critics had been expelled from his dormitory for not
complying with house rules), Compulsory attendsnce in spécial
courses, assignment of written semester reports, and obligatory
participaticon in certain field trips were among the minor
poihtsvof criticism. In the only réélly'sericus conplaint a
'formervMarburg jurior first_termed the Frogram "restric?ive
in many respects" and then cdncerned himself with the possibly
st problematic aspect of the entire Marburg enterprise: ivs
German-only Tule. This student admitted having disregarded
the rule after a few months: "It made communication difficult
on the plane on which I am used to communicating. I'm probably

ERIC
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a stinker fof Wfiting the following, but I will ényway: those
that retained thé rule had véry little of.sigr"icance to say
amyway..,.I sacPificed perhaps a high proficiency in the
German language forla sharing of experieﬁce and Thoughts with
ny American friends...." |

It has been enphasized above (see pp. 36f.) bow important
thei"German~only" rule was in the pursuit of the Program's
‘essential objectives. The great number of dissents tabulated
1pdlcates that in this respect the onar 2 was not as success-
ful as had been hoped. Among the students' most frequently
c1tcd execuses was fhc1r Anability to converse with German
-contemporarlﬂs on the Tautcrs' level, Those abldlng by the
‘Germap only T'u"'O---—a 16N nlnorlty at flrst,vhvch 1nﬁr ased to
54% in YeastI and III~«were definitely sure of its 81gn1f1-

cance. They underscored the admlnlstratlon's coqv:cblon that’

the rule is a sine qua;non for any Jjunior-yesar-abroad program

that étrives,for excellence. The féllowiug gquotation in support
of the German-only rule Wént beyond the standing policy of our
Program,.but may well serve as an example for those student
voiceé that expressed opposition to the attitude of their

fellow junibrs who found exéuses for speaking English: "An

enfdrcement of the Nur-Deutsch~Prinzip would have been quite
benéficial. Not until they know they must speak German or.

leave, will most cooperate.”

‘ngg'what'basis should students be selected for the Marburg

Frogr am?"

Partlclnants in the year at Narburg wcre sel ected after




‘thelr recocdu and references nad been wvery carefully studied.

0f majorxr 1mL0rLaDce were eveluatilons made by their German -

teachers as well as general cham from teachars
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were reguired to submit
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in other departments. A1l applic
};_an duuoolograpnj with ar appended statement of purpose and,
vlf aL all Du&olbl they were interviewad personaliy.'The
 admLss1on T2 guirements with regard torthe:student% characler,
'maturity, scholastic aptitude, and proficiency in German,

i ﬁécéﬁe mb:e stringenﬁleaoh Year. This,grédual improvement was
i"cleérly réflected in the nature.of the studantsf Tesponses
“* ﬁithin the different gToups.

'Thé.aboVe qhestlvu on student selection was subdivided

-;1nto three pdr Cs:

a)“How shOuld a stucdent's nroficiency in German be

détermmned?“”

f:'_'Almqst all_msmbers of Group i streséedvthe necassity of
gféitensive'teéts, the results of'which were to be considered
';together Wlth recommbndatlono and/or the records of personal.
Lfi erv1ews. The exlsulng MLA tests were mentioned Sﬁvmral
f t1mes, the tcrms "standardlzed tests" and: "battbry of tests"
f'were usod ln the same connection. All seemed to emphasize the
%rnecess1ty for a unlversal te stlng method, which would dd
,;Justlce uO alL appllcdﬁs Two students believed that the
} stres5 should be on readlng comprehon81on tests as "spoken
German 1s easy enough to learn Oonce a person is in Germany.“
v!These two requeots, hOWber, wcre offset by those of two other

-former Junlors (who obv1ously had. had dlfflculty w1th the

N spoken language) suggestlng more emoha81s on the aural--ora1



part of the gst., One student of this group made
& recommendation, which w glso menbtioned by several part-

icipants of Groups IT and ITXI: disregard the app plicant’s

{

sy

current proficiency and test nis gbility Lo learn the lang-

uage.
"Though the anthor of this recommendation made no suggest-~
ions as to how a verson's sbility to learn a foreign language
can be tested, modern psyc >1orV'could ﬁrobabiy offer a |
solution. Perhaps in

the future psychological tests will be
utilized in choosing American Juniors for study at foreign
universities. For the Drcmm “those in chargs of adm15blOQS
must 1elJ orn. more conv“atlou31 methods and, ultimately, on
their own Jud"'“ nt. As one student in Group II stated,'theii-
applicant’s "desire to learn the language and willingness_td

nmix with the Germans" is one important criterion. To discover
this Mesire" and “willingness® through the student's autobio—»
graphical essay, a personal intexview, and recommendations,,

is one of the most critical tasks of the director of admissions,
The prbblems connected with tﬁe.applicant's command of Gefman
are fﬁrther illustrated through statemenﬁs‘ﬁy members of Gfbups
IT. and III: "I believe a person with little German background
will do as well as someone with a wide background if he has
_genéral ability. His German professor’s recommendationrshould
be counted heavily." —- “Fav morﬁ important than proflclency

is a sincere interesf-ln learning the language. -~ "Paul .

did excellently ih spite of ﬁever having spoken German before.

: I guess you have to base this on the college and its German
~ERIC
' w;;ﬁﬁ
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Tdénértﬁéntff And flnalWy*'"Somm:o; uhc b§5u stuacnts ;n our -
,_gruup were thc ones‘ who had abzo1utuly.no Germdn prOllCWGQ”J
 at uhe bcg14nv g.bf the- eal....a canaldgte ahoula be accented
1T he iéu con301enrloﬁb per son. and can dLmoneraue hl”h
kacademlc grade p]hg an: Qarncs@de 1re'uo.luarn-tne languaéé

"véflﬁfisrno WOTEQJ Lhat ug estlono cmnha5121ng capablllty

over prev1ouo pr0f1ClchV Were most freoucntly found 1n Grouos

fII and III, wh 1chroup I commonly stve Sﬁd the nsed of 1n1t1a1 i

ilanguage sklll In Year IIL—uan.lnalcatlon oP 1mproved

adm1551on stanaards--tnrae complalnts ware dlr cted agalnst

thc enrollmont of student whose Gorman was falrly Iluent at

.the’tlme o; flllhb fhelr appllcatlong--students o Cerman

'parentage or thracflon. Athheqa thre@'crltﬂcal stauements

ere made by persons w1th & somewhat lower pro?lclen y 1n the

a 5uaga, gealousy may have 1nfluenced bhelr audgment.:

;Of all;three groups, onlv two formpr Marburg aunlors_f;

made:roference to the ba81c prerequlslte for all appllcants-f -

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



. be considered. If a student's average

current eve
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Groups IT and ITIT s=zv
as an important “starti

best indicetion of the will

Generally, the former juniors in the latt

on the grade-point av

Various comments referred to the letter-g

"Grade average

think overall averzge

i

should bhe a% least
should carry at least a C average in all

have a B in Germsa,"” or, "I did not have

I did quite well," and finelly, "....the

is

or science grades, for example, this should be taken

account."

c)

an you suggest any way teo judge

grage tha

13y want to keen
reral students regaracd

ng-~-point® for selecnion

ingness to work."

er bwo years placed
n Group I had done.
Tade

requirenent, e.g.:

in German must bc important  (at least 3.

Aorer

i
=1

B-."2  or:e{Candidate

subjecﬁ ;but should
a B"averége but feel
overall picture must
low because of math

into

personal shbability,

‘maburity, sincerity of purpose, and cooue

O
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rativeness?®

A1l those respohding realized the im

of the Droblem involved in this que sblon?
of - the suggestions made revarted to the c
employed in screening applicants for posi

abroad. Personal interviews were most fre

portance and difficulty
and the majority
onventional means

tions or scholarships

quently mentioned;

autobiographical reéports and letters of reference were recom-—

%
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together with theirtcoilege dOSSlers: ¥ The high-school
cumulative file Wouldvlead to clues sbout the student.” One
must counter that such an investlg tion of the applicant's

‘ ejudices against a younr individusal
"whose perso Tity may, in th;'process of maturing, have under-—

gona. rather drastic changes.

At the end of tne gu65ulonna1res studentswere given an
OpDO‘LUDlthtQ comment upon or to crltieize any aspect of the
Junlor—Ytar_Probrdm. Their responsess originating chiefly
v:ffrom Year LTI, can be a1VLded 1nto elgh general categorics.
L Problens conneﬂtea w1th student housing were mentioned most
"frequtntly._51y timesin qll. “Lestlons of appronrlaue 11Vlng
quarters were followed CLObely by thOSu pertaining to the |
fdcurrlculum, the Getmanmonly rule, and travel, each of whlch
J'freceaved flve comments. Five former harburg Junlors limited
:thelr remargs to general pralse of the Program, four made
ddrecommendatlons for Iuture student selection, three suggested
&:a llberallzatlon-of rules,. and two made reference to the
students'rlntegrutlon 1nto the German host society.

N Of theicommenus on’ student hou81ng, three expressed
dlssatls;actlon with the requlremcnt*hat students f' live in
",dormltotles..In two. of these cases 1t was dnparent tﬂat the |
funder]ylné motlve of the former Junlors' cr1t1c1sm was dis-
"‘fcontenu w1tn dormltory rules. The thlrd comment came from a

hyoun@ lady WhO cons1dered the dormltory a “very ugly place
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for cdnfinemént.: The three: pos;tlve Tesponses psalsed the
dqrmitorie bscause of thb exec 11ent oppo i es they
-.offersfo* meeting Gevmtn sfuasﬂbs.'”Iz waslths one most

’fflmnorta : ector for'my'learnimg Germ an 1a5u yea; one'

’l

"former MaTDh“g r"ssse'tsd Ano*’*r udont moalfled her

*exﬁrLSsﬂon o¢ s ulSlaCClOJ w1th dormlbory life? uuggec*lng

fthat llvvnr Adnc aormluo ies: nad oeen grstLIV1ng, but that the

ﬁﬁmeﬁisaﬁ'gunlors sn01 1d b .ﬁsnreed out = 31tt1e more., “13

'*Tﬁo of the' siudents queotloned submltbsa 1deas for_"

'pCSSlb1 ‘solutlons to the problem of group Lovmat1on among

:Amerlcan Junlors,‘Sush v*oups dre, of course, bhe magor cause

or vLolatlons 01 the Germanmonly fule. One- of tnese tudnnts,

a partlclpant in Year I9 Droposea -8 rsductlon of the number

of speCLal Jun10r~sear courses. Tor reasons glven above (see

.

Year'5pe01al coursss are, at least 1n the *lrst semester,v

Group III student Who Suggested "Perhgps 1f the students"""
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consideration, five studentsmust be classified as such).

In one stabement, those who were fluent in German on arrival
were accused of "undermining the whole group as they did not
feel it necessary to put forth an effort." Another comment
called their presénce a "drawback® rather than a "benefit."
They, above all, wére asccused of violating the German—only‘

rule: "o those who found the language 'no challenge,' &s they

%}

jar]
o
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put it, it seeme cgical to speak English.” Two former juniors

¢
of

went so far as to request the expulsion of the notorious English-

]

speakers. It is revesling to read the explanation given by
One'of the students frequently accused of this offensé: "Some
“say that I often spoke too much English. This is not true. I
feel you cannot force a student to speak German. He should be
maturefénough to know that his stéy in Germany is that of a
student, but not a tourist.” (Gompare also pp. 36f, and 95.)
Some suggestions concerning the curriculum rsquested what

basically amounts to a more liberal handling of course select-

"ion. One student desired voluntary class attendance with the

*J

assing of exams as the only requirement, while another sought
a:broader participatién.of American students in univgrsity
seminars during the first semester. Both of these Suggeétions
merif'étﬁention, éven though they could obviously be realized
only:if the group‘sent abroad fully met the ideal standards of
 an.e1ite. ‘

The fact that group travel was favorably mentioned as

often‘as five times among these general and concluding

‘considerations, poiﬁts to the importance of this feature of
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a flnlorujear~abr04d rrOeram. The ﬂ“ganlzcd +Ti15:to‘the

-

Harz mounbains and especially to Bérlin evidently made a-

-

lasting-impression‘on the students. They u ed aagectlveu like

" "mo st enjoyable:" Cne student

o

“excelleht," e 5% memorable,” an
advised'all futu Marﬁurg juniors'to join; whénever possible,
AStA>(s£u. nt unlon) sightseeing tours; because tnev afford,
és'é moSﬁ'weloome oy—proauct, invaluable opportunities o
make_frlends with GCfﬂaﬂ suudonts. Q"‘ -

Some fo*mor knrbuﬂg Junlors concludmd uhﬂnr remarks with

'a‘féw wow"dq of thanks To uhP ddmelsL*atlon, Tncy n01nued to

'iwthe better organladtlon,of the Program as comparcd ro similar

;]enterprlses they knew of and»recommended the retentlon of -
.cerbvain features as, for example, the-low cost.and the Small
number: of participants. #hat had bncome appsrent in the evalu~'

ative study»undertaken'at the eqd of.uhe students' stay 1n"'

-uurope, could NOW ten monthg later, be Seen even moTe clcdrly-:."

i*fthu formpr Parthlpaan were cnthu51ast1c about Lhe unlqum
~7exper1ence of their. Junlor—Year-ln-Harburg and fully reallzed
'that it had connrlbutea de0151vely to thelr 1ntellecuual und

‘ persona1 gronth
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1 N 5 : “ . -
Stephen A, Freeman, Undercraduate pitudy Abroad. New York,

Institute bf Internaﬁional Hducation, 1454, pp. 5-6. (Dr. Frese-

man's ccucern'has proved to be well founded. More and more

programs'have been estsblished, particulariy in Turopean
'Tbountries,'and European universities, especially German uni- .
 'versities, have teken steps to control this unhealihy develop-

- menbt. At the University of Marburg, for example, bthere are now

-:iour Junior—Year'programs¢ and the Akademisches Auslandsamb

o found it necessary to up-grade entrance requiremenﬁs for American
undefgraduates seeking,admission to the university. All of

' them now must‘have a B average in all subjects, not only in
Germaﬁ. In addition, the written and oral lanpguage proficiency
Lilexamination$ formerly required of .individual students only, now

applies to organized groups as well.)

2The t-test is a statistical procedure to determine the

likelihood of the difference between two means occurring by

chance,

l?From bere on the following terms will be used to desig-
nate the degree of significance.found by the t-teéf:
':sigﬁifiCQnt - - - occurring less than ten times out of
| . | a hundred by chance
very significant ~ occurring less then five times out of
a hundred by chance
::éxtreﬁély-significant - océu:ring less than once out of a

hundred by c¢hance,
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It .is probably justified to assume that the same students
who were so skeptical of Adenaner in 1965-66 have, in the
meentime, modified their sttjtudeq 28 have most Germans‘7 With

the broadsr ocrspcctlve they have gained in the years after

_hls deathauo

5Thlu reputatlon bas cometlmes barred- from the- v1ew'or
,jthe ob erver the unrvers1ty s broad front of llberels9 whlch
fcounterbalances or even outwelghs'uhe’conServatlve elements.,

; mh1s is’ eVrdenced in the responses 01 our Groups T and IT to-

o,allegatlons made 1n a New York Tinmes artlcle of June 16 1965,
fentzuled ﬁ“arburg a Pellc of 0ld Gormany~—Un1versrLy Town N
{Bastlon of Intelleouual Goaservatlsm." In a sDec1al questlon—:v

‘nalre, io rueen of- the Few York Tlmes correspondent‘s assertlonszﬂ v

fwere rephrasod as questlons and presented to the students at the[t"“"
end Of thelr Narburg Year. The results were 1ndeed striking, =
fas can b” seen from the f°110W1n8 Selectlon' of the thlrty-threeo” "

;persons oartlclpatlng in the questlonlng, only -eight agreed W1th =

fthe Hew Yor& Times 1n consrdorlng Marburg a "stronghold of

fGermsny s 1nteﬂectual conservatlsm," twentj—one dlsagreed and
lfour'were undeolded Concernlng the unlver81ty, all but four

mof our Junlors (who had no oplnloa) were unanimous in reaectlng
fthe”drtnole'ﬁAcontuntlon tnat 1n comoarlson w1th other German
.unlvers1ties halburg s“values and customs [ar@ at best out-

{moded " and Wlbh the . exceotlon of eight "uade01ded " both

ﬁgroups strongly opposed thc Suatement that members of conserVatltev}ﬂf
ffraternltles w1th duelllnb soars, when strolllng through the rl,;|~~

“olty, are "accompanled obvrously by the prettlest glrls 1n




e exlcan v1%1uors diﬁ not agree

Wure "mo]dea to'a*p per conservatkve

.theﬂTim;§ qorr55| ndent) a dlullu;#,7

rgrprOfCSQO“ had otatwd Wltﬂ.fhl“ j—GnGI_

3_-"
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7A gquestion concerning Tne existence of an honor system
at the participents' heme colleges may be a worthwhile:

addition to future gquestionings.

8. -
. ‘one Junior-Year-shroad vro srams actually 1ncluae in

“: thelr currlculum courses presented in English,

9In spite of this defeatist attitude, this young lady

in the meantlme has completed her master's degree in German

with honors.

%Qﬁn~eﬁtremely rare combination of pedagogical talent and

‘scholarly excellence account for this unique appointment.-

11Lacn of these hed clearlv unated his intention not to

”;'magor Ld Lorman in hla original apbllcathl.

12See footnote 1 for the new *equlvements stlpulated by

_ﬁ?the Unlver51tj of. Marburg.

flﬁLest'this comment be misinterpreted, the reader should

e kncw‘that the American students were distributed over the
t;dormltorles as evenly as feasible~-an arrangement made by the'
 gdorm1t0ry admlnlstratlon as a matter of standing policy. How-
j;ever, because of tne 1arbe number of Amerlcan.students in
‘Marburg'(from other programs as well as ours), clustering of

Americans .could not be completely avoided.
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