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STAFF EDITORIAL

H
igh school was a 
breeze for many 
of  us at Wash. U. 
We could get away 

with nominal studying, and it 
became fashionable to put off  
studying until late at night. 
Even if  we had a fair amount 
of  homework, it was rarely 
challenging, so this was com-
pletely doable. While it may 
have resulted in the occasional 
night of  four hours of  sleep, this 
would be the exception, not the 
norm. Besides, most of  us had 
watchful parents hanging over 
our shoulders to make sure we 
completed our work on time.

Understandably, habits picked 
up in high school continue at 
Wash. U. It is common, how-
ever, to find that circumstances 
have changed such that old 
methods are no longer applica-
ble. On my freshman floor, one 
student almost had a scholar-
ship revoked because of  poor 
academic performance, and by 
way of  explanation he said that 
he wasn’t used to the rigors of  
collegiate academic life.

He survived, as many fresh-
men do, and is now doing 
fairly well. Most freshmen, if  
they aren’t entirely prepared 
for the college workload, learn 
to balance work and play by 
the end of  their first semester. 
Most, but not all. One friend is 

taking a leave of  absence in his 
junior year because after more 
than two years, he still has not 
figured out how to effectively 
study. Another, whom I hadn’t 
kept up with for a little while, 
dropped out after his sopho-
more year after spending too 
many semesters on academic 
probation.

The point is that it is entirely 
possible to skate by for years, 
even at a college level, practic-
ing procrastination, ignoring 
due dates and putting off  assign-
ments until the early hours of  
the morning of  the day they are 
due. Inevitably, though, such 
strategies backfire. Professors 
stop being lenient. The student 
delays starting assignments until 

later and later, then decides to 
wake up early the next day to 
finish them. Then he misses 
classes to do the previous night’s 
work, and is exhausted for the 
rest of  the day. Fortunately, he 
is fully alert by the next night, 
and is ready to not begin study-
ing until long after he should. 
Predictably, this translates to 
poor grades, and if  the cycle is 
given enough time and contin-
ues to its logical conclusion, a 
cessation of  studies at Wash. U.

It is never too late to reverse 
the trend. After a few brushes 
with missed due dates and slept-
through alarms, I have found 
the faculty at Wash. U. to be 
exceedingly forgiving. I suspect, 
admittedly (and thankfully) 

without firsthand experience, 
that even if  one’s grades are 
not quite where they need to 
be after a semester or two on 
academic probation, a sudden 
upswing halfway through the 
semester would be enough to 
deter administrators from revok-
ing student status. It would be 
a shame to pass up the amazing 
opportunity of  attending Wash. 
U., and even if  one is capable 
of  practicing extreme pro-
crastination without suffering 
devastating ill effects, it’s not a 
system worth employing for the 
rest of  one’s life.

Don’t coast
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S
tudent Life reported 
today on the state of  
the National Merit 
Scholarship Program 

(NMSP) at Washington 
University. The National 
Merit Scholarship Corporation 
sponsors a $2,500 scholarship 
for select finalists—Wash. U. 
participates in the NMSP by 
extending this scholarship, 
awarding these scholars $2,500 
each year from their sophomore 
to senior years, and by sponsor-
ing a $2,000 annual scholarship 
for every other NMSP finalist 
attending Wash. U.

Providing National Merit 
Scholars with university-specific 
scholarships is no longer the 
norm at other elite institutions, 

such as Harvard, Yale and 
the University of  California 
schools. New York University is 
the latest to pull out of  the pro-
gram, bringing the total number 
of  schools that no longer par-
ticipate in the NMSP to nine.

 There is a reason that schools 
like Harvard and Yale no longer 
accept the NMSP: they don’t 
give any merit-based aid but 
rather need-based aid only.

Schools like NYU, on the 
other hand, simply don’t think 
that giving national merit 
scholars money helps attract 
intelligent students. The 
University of  California and 
the University of  Texas-Austin 
have also stopped participating 
in the program because they 

don’t want to reward based on a 
standardized test.

The NMSP is something 
that Wash. U. has to pay out of  
its own pocket for each merit 
scholar, a total of  $7500-$8000 
per scholar. It is not paid for in 
full by a national foundation or 
similar institution. 

We believe that the money 
that is currently going to the 
NMSP would be better served 
if  Wash. U. simply expanded its 
own merit scholarship options 
to include entry to a similar 
program (that offered approxi-
mately $2500 to students) on 
the basis of  more than just test 
scores from 11th grade.

With so many intelligent and 
competent students attending 

Wash. U., it seems silly to split 
hairs over aid based on a test. 
Merit should be rewarded based 
on more indicative and substan-
tial factors than a standardized 
test.

 We understand that Wash. 
U. still feels it needs to attract 
smart students in order to stay 
competitive with schools like 
the Ivies. While merit-based 
aid should not be abolished, 
it should be given where truly 
deserved, and the PSAT is not 
the way to determine that, 
especially given its controver-
sial nature. These tests tend to 
reward people who can afford 
special SAT tutors and the test 
itself, making it counter-produc-
tive to the idea of  aid itself.

Merit-based aid needs to 
be based on something more, 
something beyond performance 
on a standardized test. Merit 
should mean the full pack-
age, a student who has not just 
performed well on standard-
ized tests but also managed 
to achieve a great deal in high 
school. There is a reason we 
are told to be well-rounded 
students, a reason we aren’t 
admitted based on test scores 
alone.

If  we want to continue offer-
ing merit-based aid, it should 
be based on the same high 
standards that we require for 
students to attend the school, 
not only the success of  a student 
on one test on a single day. 
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