MUSIC JURY'S REPORT OF CANDIDATES
by Mr. Bernsrd laylor
HUEBIC - SIRGING

I have listed the first six, who in ay opinion are most worthy of emcourage-
ment from the Foundstion at the present time:

1, MARY E, ROBBSt This is a most interesting voice end tulent, There is mo
doubt but that she has splendid possibilitises. There is 2 certain
nobility of attitude sbout her which is very remarksble., With proper )
guidence and sxcellent training, I feel that she is most promising.

2. LOUISE BURGE: Miss Burge agsin this yeer disclosed a most umusual voice of
warmth snd richness, She showsd & romarkable improvement in her singing 0
over last year. Feal th:t ahe deserves :nd should have aid in order te 1S0
continue her fine work, With sdditional work she will no doubt find a
place as an ocutstanding singer and artist.

3. PAULINE PHELPS: This voice is 2 real messo-sopranc of very plesasing aad J
sxcellent qualiity. One of the best volces ard tslents hesrd this yesr, I(‘(’D
Heas a feecl for singing end possesses both temperament and dramatic
feeling and instinet. Rer languages are good and she aings with style
and showmensbip,
4. CHARLES M. HOLLAND: Agnin this year, Mr. Holland displeyed s wvery excellsn
and distinctive tenor voice with rather umnsusl poseibilities. In spite
of the fact thot it did mot seem as impressive ns last year, it still
remeins an outstanding talent,

peculianr mennerisms, Miss Stewart, again this year, haz a voice of good
natural guality with fine poassibllities. Apparently she is well-liked
by the concert-going public, and since she is so detsrmined, it would be
most interesting to see what she could do if given a resl oppertunity.

6. JUNE McMECHEN: Has a lovely sweet volce and sings very well. S5he is 1
ertistic and intelligent and no doubt will find a spot in the
professionsl fisld with more training snd -xperience,

$. RUTH STEWAKT: Although still hendicapped by serious techmicel faults and rj
7

The follow ng is the report on the others hesrd, but they are not classified
in any definite order,

Cherlotte Holloman: A lyric sopranc who certsinly hss a flair for singiog, azad
whose voice is fundsmentally a good one. However, there is an edgy
quality to the volce and Lt is cmite throsty; needs much crreful work cn
her techmic, ;
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John Lash: Has & naturally good voice »ith no treining. This lack of training
is very appsrent in his singing; needs study bedly to properly function
as 2 singer. He is the teasher type, and should do well in this I'ield
with proper preparation. At present, volce does not justify much
encouragement.,

Kenneth Spencer: A seasoned singer with much experience :nd considersdle
professional success. Feel he at present does not need help.

Ines Lemon: Volce is extremely limited and her musiclanship is very poor;
shows no possibility for professional work,

Hortense Love: Although Miss Love sings nicely and zhows artistic tendencies
and is intalligent, her a2ge, etc, would not justify too much encourage-
mont, Doubt thet she will develop much more,

Dennis McNeils Nr, McNeil hes musical feeling and is intelligent, but unfor-
tunstely has no voice to speak of. Should mot be encouraged to become
a singer,

Geraldine X. Patterson: Has a decided [lsir for singing and ls intelligent,
but the voice is very limited, and she cannot get far in the professiomal
field, BShould prepaere herself to teach,

Floride K. Pettigrew: This is good material, Bhe has telent and = good voice
with a flair for singing. However, =t present, her technical equipment
is very faulty, hence she doss not do herself justice. Further technical
work would help her reveal her full possibilities ss a singer.

Mattye V. Porter: Hses done well with limited one year's study. Voice is
adequate for ensemble singing but does not justify sole professional

singing.

Luther B. Saxcn: Hus a volce of sweet quality which at present is very con-
stricted, Has evident feel for singing but would be useful more =s an
ensemble singer,

Edwerd Lee Tyler: HNaturally s very fine bass voice. His poor vooal productionm,
despite fourteen yosars of study, precludes much chance of his ever
becoming en outstanding singer.

Kathryn Werd: Although Miss Ward has improved much since last yesr, and the
fact that she sings quite well, her natural voice is just not a dis-
tinctive one.

Hope F. Wooley: Has a fair voice which 2t the present time scunds very stridemt,
dus to forcing snd poor technic. Has a flair for the Operatic stiyle
and since she has had only four years of atudy, would strongly recommend
further work. Is attractive and seems intelligent.

Nadine Waters: Had larymgities in New York, sc sang in Chicegoe. Her voloe anrd
talent simply does not justify further nncoumgommt. As unfortunate as
it seems to be, she should waste no nor sttempts Lo become &
professional singer, but should 4dvut. er wi.y:itions to her job 28 a
teacher, A '
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Marshall Scott: A sweet sympathetic quality of voice. Bings with considerable
style and musiocsl understanding. Due to his handicap (blindness), it
soems that he could do a redlo program of his own if he were given an
opportunity. He apparently needs firm and constructive guidance by some
man teacher who could do much to make him more commercially productive.

Berlene Basking Voice is limited in quality and range. BSings with breathy tone,
Has not encugh natural volee nor talent to justify much more encourage-
ment.

Ruth Anne Reese: Has a wolce of good quality, but is hampered by bad vocal
training. Hsasz some feel for singing but doubt that shs will develop
much more.

Margeret E. Tyness Due to throat trouble will sing later.

J. Henry Smith: Absent

La Julia Rhess Absant





