Robert T. English, Jr.

Mr. English began his connection with William and Mary in
1952 when he became bursar of the college's Richmond division,
Richmond Professional Instituté. In 1960 he moved to Williams-
burg as bursar (later vice-president for business affairs) of
the College of William and Mary, from which position he retired
in 1972. His interview mainly concerns financial and construc-
tion matters in Richmond in the 1950s and Williamsburg in the

1960s. Mr. English approved the transcript almost verbatim.
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——
Robert T. English , ¥ ¥,

May 13, 1975 ‘
it [ Richmond Protassionsl Thekibube.]

Williams: TYou went to R.P. I:,\Just about the same time that Admiral
Chandler came to William and Mary. From what other people
told you and from what you observed, what change did this
cause, if any, at R.P.I.?
English: Well, to begin with, Admirsal ‘Ghandler came to William and Mary
in '51>and I went to R.P.I. &’ July 1952. I think that
Admiral Chandler toing over  in Williamsburg was a help +e R.O.T
[Ford | éne thing, I think we got a bit more money Ftrom the
becouse
legis\stre ,in-the—eourse of the connectlon pothat—I—thinkes &3 coLise
dhat Admiral Chandler ran the show in w:Lll:Lamsburg and he
really ran it at R. P I. and also at Norf'olk which came into
Lasa patb oF Willem ond Mawg
emstence/‘ probably about the same time. But Dr. Hibbs, of
course, "was Mr. R.P.I. He stért.ed it from the very beginning
and did a tremendous job. The /(dmral didn't bog Dr. Hibbs
too much from the standpoint of operation becausexge had his
own way of doing things. But I think the relationship was very

good. I told you the other day about an incident. Dr. Hibbs

gave the college newspaper some story about tuitions which put

R, P I. in a better light than it did Willian and Mary, (ko

; \fiiow you that the /(dxnlral was ‘the boss Dr. Hibbs gave the

newspaper 'thls information and I bel:.ev he teid ~thep ‘tcf’@% MY Nane on .

{'}\cﬁ Sdm»ué(
Then{the Richmond newspapers picked it up an ﬂ%hen—hé called Bpe us

Hibbs down erg-<7 he didn't like it at all)«;?/ so he reprimanded



Hibbs)but. it didn't faze Dr. Hibbs because all he did was
turn off his hearing aid, a.nd he never heard what was going
on to begin with. But it was, I would say, a very goodi?ﬁ-ﬁg
lationship.

Williams: Before this time, had Dr. Hibbs had a great deal of autonomy,?
atse?

English: Definitely. Oh, yesl bee&&seﬂhe—fmi-g 9h, he had an advisory
board up to that time gg;_? course when W:Llllam and Mary took

@ the College o

over we came under the Board of Visitors oi‘ William and Mary.
But pr:uor to that tlmeﬁ Dr. Hibbs had had Leduisory beasd b
but Was simply ~ just that. The advisory board had nothing
to do with giving him instructions as to operations of the col-
lege.

Williams: He was described at one point as being something of an Yempire
builder® at Richmond. How would you respond’to this charge?

English: As an "empire builde'x&?j No, I wouldn't think so. R,P.I. was

LHe wasd

his whole life. ,\ﬁ‘he most dedicated person,but he was a very
modest man. I never thought about it--thst hei&gny ideas of
being an empire builder. No, I wouldn't think so. He was

very, very proud of R.P.I. but he operated so many years on an absolute

Y,
- shoestring that he was quite a financier , I:would say,

to have built that college on the meager resources he had

%e%mfs I said before; until R.P.I. became a part of Wil-
liam and I;amr) R.P.I. received very small appropriations from

the state of Virginia.

Williams: When you were there, was your budget submitted to Williamsburg



I~
ted
and then Williamsburg submig/ a lump budget te the General
den

.ﬂ.ssembly) or did R.P.I. operate indeper}‘tly financially?
English: We operated more or less independently)but we did bring

our budgets to William and Mary

Yo
first w;%h Admiral Chandler te—approvezand then for the
\ o approve,
Board of Visitors A Once the budget was set and we received

our appropriations/g/ we operated more or less independently
as to spending that money. We didn't, for example, have to

come to Williamsburg to get approval to buy a new truclge%’

e

N . We spent money and had complete control over

expendggures. It was quite interesting there. You know,
when you get to the end of a biennium)/g/' if you have any
money left over, it reverts. So I was quite proud of the
fact that -—:iourse I had a2 much smaller budget at R.P.I.
-- but we'd spend down to the very pemny. One year, I re-
call, that we spent douwn to about $5.60 --jnever will for-
get the figure -- and I went in to Dr. Hibbs, and :?faid,
"Dr. Hibbs," I said; "we came out pretty good this year

on our budget. We spent down to $5.60." 4nd he looked
at me}and he said, "You mean we lost that?¥ And I said,

Thet Il revert,”
"Yes .A‘“' He says, "All right, but don't let it happen again."

Lot
That actually happened. Then of course ” William and Mary,

with a budget oé—%&ii::’tamé—%afgof some S-mitiiom dollarse— 51”“’75000)000 “*o
$5,000, 030 .
" e _,@perating budgef) ) }/Je would spend down -~

one year to zero dollars) which was pretty hard to do. I always



Williams:

English:

#loo
felt that if we spent down todaJhﬁﬁdseé—éeila¥§?that that

was pretty good’ ﬁut it was hard to do. So, to answer
your question}eo. Chandler didn't get into the detailed
operation -~ tell us what to do or how to :spend any

—_—-

monexabut William and Mary did approve R.P.I1.'s budget.
How was it do you think, that Admiral Chandler had this
real interest in building up the divisions? Now, there's
an implicit bias in that question, I realize, but it seems

to me from what I've read that he did have a special interest

in the divisions % Norfolk and Richmond.

)
Oh, yes, ﬂb question about that. I think Admiral Chandler
ve
did have in mind-aﬁbuildingibﬁfquite a university{/no ques-
tion about tha?} Hewas lﬁér his own personal

satisfaction mayﬁé« doing ;ugood job =- but I think he had in
mind building a large university likq(University of North
Carolina at Chapel Hill)with the many branches that it had.

And I think Admiral Chandler probably had in the back of his
mind-£71ater on~é§’having more than those two branches in Rich-
mond and Norfolk. 'Aﬁé?ge went about it, in my opinion, in the

wrong way and g%t%iﬂgeinto the difficulty we - ‘talked about

the other day with the Council of Higher Education. The Council
A s (Sown)
of Higher Education was created more or less to keep duplication
' Cin Vlvednio,
of education throughout the other college31 i M:ll“

I've always thought there was too much centralization in Rich-
mond, Admiral Chandler and I agreed

with~him on this point. At that time the Council of Higher



Education was more or less meddling in%e? the operations of
a5 2 ~Hat .

the colleges a.nd matter of fact, we didn't need smy. But

all state institutions that were created - the,y"d get

bigger and bigger and more powerful and ; d never go

fus /«/*cpﬂo Oct?%\' 9((‘_3{'—34

out of ex.n.stence(i;The“c,?r\fﬂuo}wﬂz«a~ - that Tive ever
heard of in the state of Virginia was the Qolleges of
William and Mary > /

(E;ut as I tsa:td, he" g %rouble with the Council on
Education and/they had a lot of influence with the legiSlators,

and that's what caused the gjomg(S—fM in the @OUG\C}'Q’S =t

William eond M@‘j
n & macte

Williams: We'll get back to that in a litile more detall,l While Rich-
one ok +the

mond Professional Institute was simply/\dlvn,smol}f and before
it got into this colleges set»up; Wyou mentioned
financial help you thought the }&d?mral could prov:.dec)«é/ what
else was he able to do or was done for R.P.I. in the 1950/8
that wasn't done beforé}land?

English: I really don't know of anything,cany big contribution or change

Asa
in the operatlo%ﬁ,\mater of fact, to my knowledge, Admiral

Ghandlersngée-r came up to R.P.I. ~~ maybe oncewwhile I was
there . No)I don't know of any big contribution he made to
changing the policy or the operation of R.P.I. When I

said that R.P.I. received more appropriaztions { | larger appro-
priatiozi) I don't think it was due primarily to Admiral Chand-
ler as such&\ I hink it was due to the fact that R.P.I. was

then a part of William and Mary and that influence



-becaﬁsgags I pointed out before, with all due respect to
Admiral Chandler(end T think he did a wonderful job in a
lot of respects as president of the College of William and
Marﬁ}) I don't think he had a lot of influence with the
legislatori in getting money for William and Mary or for
B.P.I. o;j Norfolk biench . I think it was the fact

pacs x
that R.P.I. was g%coiiegg of William and Maryg wh.ch heﬁxmicgué

>
not so much Admiral Chandler.

Williams: Then after Dr. Hibbs retired('you said the other dg{{'this was
195§I§George Oliver who had been head of the school of éduca-
tion(:department of educatio%)at William and Mary came up.

Was there more or less or no change in the Williamsburg in-

fluence?

English: Well, of course, George Oliver and thes-Admiral Chandler were

very close, good friends and that's the way Dr. Oliver was

)
appointed.érovost -~ that was his title when he came up.

He had never had any experience before as head of an insti-
> Number of

tution. He had been atiWilliam and Mary forigievegryears)

and you said, I believe, he was the head of the department of
education in Williamsburg. I was only there a year with hinga
C; little over 2 year)and there really wasn't any change at

all Mt;from the standpoint of benefi%ing R.P.I.

because it tock Dr. Oliver thazhlength of time to get his
thst
feet on the ground, to find ou?Abeing the head of a college
theteere
wasn't all<&kew{ea)4 a lot of headaches. -A#& he found it

p

was a terrific job. Then of course before long he was made



president of R.P.I. He was a very fine perscn and I think
did a good job. I recell one time when he _/_first7 came
up there he naturally felt very important at being head
of that college, and my assistant at the business office
came to me one day and said, "Students are coming back
here for a refund for this, that, and the other thing

that Dr. Oliver has approved.'" Well, that was way off-
base, you know; as business manager that was my respon-
sibility to make the refunds, When I came down to

Williamsburg



Pr Cliver

Williams -

.English
Williams:

English:

Williams:

English:

Williams:

Engligh:

ke didn't want me to come; Warted me bo 513% . But

I never regretted coming to Williamsburg. It was a good
decision.

I get the impression, then, from what you've said, that in
the operation of R.,P.I. there was no great concern about the
Jc:a}wéan of William and Mary?

Tha'i;"s true. I would say so, no.

many way

It was anvery autonomous 1nst1tutlo%zfrom what yo& said.
Right. I think it Was~~of coursej%the salvation of R.P.I.
to become a part of Wllllam and Mary. At that tlmejz don't
think it would have developed as~§;:§£géi¥£g.as it did had
it not been for William and Mary?but it was{very smooth and
UO&IiM&u-tun 0&8V§tﬁcwr
Now as you say, you came up here in 1960 as the Colleges of
William and Mery were set up. Did you see in this two-year
period there was any change in the status of Richmong?
No.
Was the Colleges a help or a hindrance for R.P.I.

e hsd? )
really go on as ﬁhea*sam?;

or did it

I would say it didn't make a great deal of difference in the
change or operation of R.P.I. During that time when it was

the Colleges of William and Mary, Dr. Oliver's title was
mﬁPtﬁdm%Qj
changed and went from Ifrovost to pres:.der the w»esfzus re-

spective institutions ‘bﬁv—thefcame E \}us‘a— &5 toyDr. Hibbs
had
and I/\s;.dﬂtherc&mgfto Williamsburgy to board meetings,

‘:ﬁ\éj./ s WL\Q.{*-@
they presented their budget§y‘ae%&a%;g they conferred with



Williams:

English:

Williams:

English:

) was the ?o(,‘cg man,
Chandler on policy, (ihendier/\ and also he did

get into the details to a certéin extent in these con~
ferences ,but he wouldn't go up there and look around and
sazjéou‘re not doing this right:and sc on. So I wouldn't
say éhere was apgreat deal of change in the operation of
those institutions under the Colleges of William and Mary.

{4
There was some. Bubt F~demit—ihimk Admiral Chandler wagr 7

went to R.FP.I.

I believe you said the other day, though, that when you were
there that you and Dr. Hibbs had to come falrly often down
here.

Yes. We came down on an average of maybe every two months or
something like that foy the board meeting. We came
down to present the budget .

[¢handierd
but he«didn't call us down every week or something like that,-

We had o (?ve’:tists Leee hond.

Was there any desire on the part of R.P.I. to separate from
the Colleges sysvesr the way that there was in Norfolk when
agitation began for breaking up the Colleges system?

Yes, there was a desire because by that time R.P.I. had grown
a»lot)but @%?gzzh't as much emphasis put on that as there was
in Norfolk. In Norfolk, I think, the}¢gty of Norfolk was
very much interested in what at that time

was called the Norfolk branch of William and Mary. The

%ity of Norfolk and a group there were very much more in-



10

terested in forming a separate ent; = in Norfolk,
whe
and there—wad . &t Dr. Oliver was still

there them-end +# his advisory rede bosrd was inlerested | yes 5o
“arfd R.P.I. becorrgé”ﬁg seporste @v‘ﬁ:f{ﬁ 3 ﬁut not as much, theughs.
jgs Norfolk.
Williams: 7You don't think they pushed for it the way they did in Nor-
folk?
English: Noy; psbes moeh, And I think that's true

of any college that starts )@mi}m example Christopher
Newport is still a part of the College of William and Mary ,

but they're looking forward to the day -- and working --

to becoming separate. They are a four-year college now.

Awd I would sa;nwc/)t too many years before they w.ll be a s parshe C‘bHe&a
but right now it's to their advantage .

<& Gf\ the Southern Association of Colleges ) 2

to remain a part of the Gollege of William and Mary. My

guess woiald be uﬁ{f' certainly within five years they'd be a

separate college.

Williams: You spoke of the benefits that R.P.I. gained from being a

part of the college. What -weud® have been the benefits of
separation, do you think?  This is sort of a vague question because
I know that you haven't been on the scene,

e
English: What weﬁ%é—harve*‘beeﬁ,tthe benefits of being separate? I rezlly

[—

don't know »ealls of any benefits of being separate really. I
> PP F@ﬂ:)?les‘»‘uov\

don't know -- maybe their c@rpez*a%&:eﬂf‘, I would saygs ¢ b
?’ourse, you know now that R.P.I. is part of Yf.O.U.) Prior to
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-~Ethe
that time, I would say their anproprn.atmns i g aﬂy hacs been oble %o

-~ en e *‘?’(‘Cm The =toke
ger mere “Zhan we would have when we had btes % It ~off

b op Bebween Weee insbieobions | oppor than that I

brey—
055 b lT s 4 board mean
really don't ot eny gtest hepebil, exces-he e!vng J,bMe MoNY.

Williams: You've mentioned that in 1960 you came here aéTgou were
appointed as bursar by Ir. Paschalj)and I was surprised
the other day you said that you didn't know Dr. Paschall
before hand. How was it that you came to be appbinted to
this importent position?

Englisl: As Issaid, Mr. Sisson,whom you interviewed,was at R.P.I.,
and I succeeded him up there}and then he came down to Wil-
liamsburg’as bursar;, %é%&@@»if@hcma«t4fggs  ]

S0 when Dr. Paschall came down here as president of the col~
legg;%ﬂugh Sisson recommended me for the job. I'd never met
Ir, Paschall, never seen him)so the first day he was on the
job == that was August 16, 1960 ~-- he called me up iniRich-~-
mond and offered me the job. I often told him after that
that he started ouﬁf%akingia mistake)and that was the first
mistake he'd ewe® made. But it turned out to be a very hap-

py association.as far as I'm concerned. We worked together

7
for ten years)and I have great admiration for Dr. Paschall.
I think he did a wonderful job as president of the college,
particulariy with the[ﬁumber of&buildings he built during his
time as president. He had a lot of influence with the legi-~
slature)ané?l told him a lot of times he was a politician at

had in Richmeond
heart. HgAmade a lot of friends4when he was superintendent



Williams:

English:

12

of public instruction)in~§iehmﬁad?so he was very, very
successful in getting appropriations for buildings and so

on. I enjoyed immensely the years that we were associated.

He gave me complete freedom in my operation and always backed
me one hundred peq:bent>which mekes for a very happy associa-
tion.

You spoke of his gualities that he had and the connections that
he had in Richmond. Do you think that the board was very
conscious of these when they appointed him as presidenﬁg'.fhat
perhaps they hoped that he would be able to bring about some .,
Well, I never thought of it that way. That's a possibility,

of course. Before Dr. Paschall was appcinted-as president of
the college, he wag)eq;by virtue of his position as éuperinten—
dent of #ublic #nstruction>a~§he-w&3 a member of the Board of

Visitors of the College of William and Mary as well as on the
state

boards of all theAgollege?Bhy;mim$uema£“$ha%~§es§@km&»mék%wﬁey
hew-him--. He had been on the board, I think, for several

years so all the board members knew him well and knew that he

)
was a good administrator)and I'm very sure -~ positive -- they
also knew that he had glot of good connections in Richmond and
would certainly be in é position to help the college, yes. I
feel sure that - was one:6f the reasons that he was con-
sidered ‘or the joh . But he came down to William and
Mary with a—vers———I-woutdsoay—& with the Golleges—ofKil-
Famand-Maey,-wibh Admiral Chandler right here on campus --

Dr. Paschall came%%o an almost impossible sibuation. t could wzmw3



Williams:

English:

13

never have worked because Admiral Chandler was the type of
+o
man thath—~<ﬁ§ had&supervisqﬁi get into the details of the

operation>and I don't think Dr. Paschall rezlized when he
came down what the situation would be or he wouldn't have
come, I'm quite sure.

I was going to ask that.

I'm very sure of that because he-tidmob-hewve when he first

- —

came hergxhe wasn't really president -~ he was president
of the college in name only. Admiral Chandler was running

William and Mary and to a certain extent, R.P.I. and Nor-
##
folk, but morg%o William and Mary because he'd been right
osion
here. 1t was a negf;essessiagg it was a new set~up for him,

too., He didn't realize what he was supposed to do -~ what

#ho—Sesk was he supposed to do? (enerally, I would say, he
- made cotha ats |
would have gone out and travelled and raised money, , I would jot
d;éu\ '“i:' heu& ’
say he~h&§ithe abilitxkbut he wasn't inclined to do that)so

he was in the operations of running the College of William and
bf‘ou s on
Mary. That A a very unhappy situation, impossible
‘ whean

situation. As I think I told you the other day, thaQ1Dr.

Paschall and I came here we inherited a deficit of something
/199,000
around Paodo theusand—dotkars in the Athletic Asso-

ciation. It was up to Dr. Paschall ©to get rid of that

deficit)which the/Kémiral hadn't done for a number of years.

As a matter of fact, we did. We were fortunate to be—zbT&

save some money in operations and we paid off that deficit -
Several

- RESeVEPaIYTaRs ; Ek took us sevew years to do it.



Williams:

Englishsg

Th

You may have rea&(@r I have rea§>statements that the Col=-
leges of William and Mary hadn't‘had time to prove them~
selves, but from what you were sayingy they had time to

prove that éégg'didn‘t work.

I think so;feéﬂdon't know too much about the background of why
the Colleges of William and Mary were formed to begin with.

I think that Admiral Chandler had a lot, probably, to do with
that. But the way;gffzgi setfup ~- I think it could have
worked with a different person maybe. With all due respects
to Admiral Chandler qﬁ%ghd I want to make it clear that I

have a.lot of respect for him in a lot of ways. To this day,
I think Wegggéa good friends. 4s I told you, we had one
tremendous run-in one day)and after that we just got along
fine) I thinkf;omeone else with a different personality

had been‘the chancellor of the Colleges of William and Mary,
I think maybe it would have gone over and maybe it would have
been in existence to this day, it might haveié;me stronger.
But Admiral Ghandle?)eéjwith all due respects)wgfwas not the
man for that job because he didn't have the personality to
get along with the top people. He was %va through
and through; he was used to telling peop¥e what to do in-
stead of getting the cooperation and friéndship of people

in important positions. In my opinion, it was purely his
operation that caused the Gollegés of William and Mary to

be abolished; I'm sure of that, very sure ofiit because as

I said the other day he was opposed to the Council 6f Higher
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Education. Well, a lot of people were but when you're op-

)
pesed to somebody you don't tell them off i;lincertain terms
that they're useless, etc. and—sc opy That is, if they': are
in a position to have influence over your particular job Yov go
slong with thesm, but he had a tendency to do that ,and he had
a tendency to teil the legislators off. That didn't help
Willism and Mary in getting appropriations, new buildings,
ete. You know, you don't go about it that way. I think
if Paschall,for example, -~ if it had been the other way
around and Dr. Paschall had come in as the head of the
Colleges of William and Mary, I think he would have done a
mach better job in consolidating and establishing/ihe Col-
leges of Willilam and Mary. They have a similar set-up in
North Carolina which;;é;orked for years,so:the system itself
could have worked.

Williams: What was Dr. Paschall's main interest and role in ending
the Colleges set-up? Did he find this situation impossible
to work with and let it be known, in other words, that it

1m
wasn*§i92§sible?

English: Yes, he definitely did. He realized, I think, within months
after he came here that he'd gotien into an impossible situa-
tion. Soj;és, he let it be known. For example, when the
/édmiral had the run-in with the Council of Higher Education,
Paschall was a friend of everyone of them.

Williams: Because of his superintendent contacts?

English: That's right. He was a close friend, I suppose, of every member
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on that council at that time. He realized that this
thing was not géing to work, that he'd come down here as
president of the college, and he wasn't really president
of the college; the admiral was the president of the college.
So I am very certain that Dr. Paschall let it be knowm. I
told you the other day, the admiral to this day never really
figured out what really did happen. But what actually hap-
pened was that he created a lot of animosity with a lot of
people, and I won't say Paschall encouraged that but I don't
think he discouraged the feelings in Richmond to abolish
the Colleges of Wiliiam and Mary, and I don't think there
was enough room in the wagon for everybody to get on; they
were scrambling on. To the amazement of everyone it just went
through. You never heard in the state of Virginia of azny-
thin g like that happening before, but it did and in such a
hurry. It was a jolt to the admiral and to Sisson as well,
I'm sure.

Williams: Was the entire dissolution process accomplished (up until the
point the bill was introduced in the General Assembly) without
the admiral's knowledge then?

Ehglish: No, I think the admiral knew that something was going on. You mean
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before the bill was introducéd to the legislature?
Williams: Right.

English: Yes, I'm sure he did. He knew that there was a trend that
was building up a lot of oppositionitc the Colleges of Wil-
liam and Mary, but he was so convinced beyond a shadow of
a doubt ~- and so was Hugh Sisson -~ that nothing would come
of itf\ T don't thinkvhe really tried to get support to re-
taining the set-up, to defeat the bill. Ae@ I think he was
amazed when it went thinough the legislature ~- I know he
was ~- so rapidly. It must have gone through in January,
and thevbill was probably passed in the legislature in

[the Cellegesd
January or February) and :Lt/\was abolished the coming June ==
June the 30th. So it all happened in a hurry. To answer
your question, I don’t think the AGmiral had any.idea that
2 bill could be jé&‘mv\ “ e go abolish -~ particularly, since
the colleges had only been created two years before. It was
& brand new thing and as you said before, A your question - had
long enovy
it been in e;s(.:;.s1;<-3n<:ef1L to really establish itself -~ I don't think
really think it had . Ordinarily, the legislators would say,

7 34 114

let's give it a chance, you k:now, let's walt two or thtree years.
P

= they
%n@:.f &@ had waited maybe three more yearsy it might have

te

worked out, but they didn't give it a chance} they:ijust killed
it right then. They said, “we*ve made a mistakelin creat-
ing this monstrosn.ty>so 1et's kill it;" and they did.

Williams: Theq/’ you had bmv;ilathls time served as bursar at the college,

and contlnued until 71, I’be&mmﬁs&&ﬁ@% WL\KN ?{)e fOS'T’oN
o.S' vice ?res;dQ&f‘we{s estals ‘SA?d
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L‘ Ly e

Epgdshir——was—ereated-tmn == st have ; !

or 7l —Be-you krow-the-daiet—

Wills W S AEI P R

English:

Williams:

English:

+the 5305‘.153@“ oF
At that time -- well, previously they'd createdqthe?jice

fresident for/#cademic 4ffairs)\which Dr. Jones went into.
Ané Paschall wanted:to establish the other positions, but

and the q*caﬁsama) dinsion tn @ :Q}lMo}'\(ﬁ
he was afraid the Board of Visitorsawouldn’t go along“\

a2 thopersonel-diwiaion in Richmond would go aloag With
too rapiqjchangeﬁ in the administrative set-up at the col-
lege. So the vice president for academic affaifs was
first)and then in '71 they created the position of vice
president for business affairs and vice president for stu~
dent affairs --RGy“Lambert went into that. I believe thet those were
wagr the only two vice presidencies created theqbaﬁr%&ﬁﬁr
time—nd then later onythe job that Mr. Heemanf: is in now,
=4 vice pre;ident for develoPmentjdﬁ was created. It was

Just a change in title; it didn't change my duties anyy at
all. I continued to operate exactly as I had before.

One of your main duties or concerns apparently duTing the
period of thei§;:%ées§would have had 1o have been:;he develop-
ment and construction of the new campus. Would you say that
that fook most of your time?

Yes, it did because under Paschall we had at least two build~

ings under construction, I think; every year the ten years
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that we were together. When he came here, of course, there
Lonthe new campesT .
was only Phi Beta Kappa\ Then under construction at the time

we came was Yates Dormitory,which was a men's dormitory. Thefz
Loostl
uhe first big project was the litrary whlch -~ I've forgotten
$qa)ao oo
the cost of Hhose buildig.-something over~£eur—m&%&&ea in 211,
Then I think the next was & womens gymnasium. Then we built
that bridge aewress which is right in front of Dupont.s-we

built-thet—bridge to connect the old campus and the new.
we an &

Prior to that y%mp%ﬁm%%xrjgrszrﬂmxﬁﬂmiéamgfroaéj you know

150 h odet Se
where Yates Dormltorya Then, I thnk&f“@&S"IHVUiV&éﬁ&ﬂw%h@“ﬁg
construction was the Dupont Dormitory for girls, the new
gining hall, and of course the phys. ed. building)which is
now named William and Mary Hall. So all that was built un-
der Paschall. And then of course -- gosh, Itve 1&éft out

1

50 many'bﬁildings -~ academic buildings . One gust being

ok E’wxd er
completed noqi;-Qcourse the plans were drawn Dr. Paschall — -

A
his last building is being completed,but due the lack of
appropriations, it's been on the drawing board for about six
years, I think, and it was started -~ I did not get the bids
for that particular building =-- that's:the only one that the
bids Wer;fgvfscw\ after I left. So, I think that's Dr.
Paschall's big contribution to the College of William and
Mary. And yes, I spent a good part of my time on construc-
tion.

Did President Paschall fairly closely supervise or oversee --

supervise has a different comnotation -- did he take a lively
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interest in the construction?

English: No. He was interested, of course, in the planning )and he
did most of the plamning )but whezlvj;oo the standpoint where
we got the appropriations and the architect was employed
and told to go shead, it was my baby from then on. Some
of those buildings I doubt he ever went in from the time
the foundation was started until the openin%\fiﬁf}:shm:
Seriously, I doubt if he went inside. He j}lst didn't get
into that construction part of it} c,«:zunlessjﬁe was dragg%f.{ nj)
in— in the case of a dormitory -em when we built the
men's fraternity houses ,, We had a
terrible time with that; I'll never forget ‘&

The contractor was about two months behind )and we had some
boys who came in in September and we had no place to put
them. Foi' two weeks I had to put them in a motel in Wil-
liamsburg. Clyde Boyer)who was a good friend of)&the Gollege
of William and Mary,)was operating the Monticello ,\pear Richmond
Roadw-#s ek the name o &’

Williams: Where on Richmond Road is it?

English: It's wimhd beyond—the dewwrm on Richmond Road and it has
the big columms. Anyhow, he was operating that motel} and so
we put, I think, sbout twenty-five boys out there for two weeks.
He was such a good friend of the collegefl}r\lzbdidn‘t charge us
for it. L temembder that particular year Dr. Paschall was
speaking before the first faculty meeting:of the year, and he

)
told them, "I want you to know how the people in Williamsburg
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Teel about the college." And he told them that
Mr. Boyer had allowed us to put twenty-five or thirty men
out there for about two weeks}ggéﬂhe says:%nowing Bob English)
we haven't paid him a dime for the use of it.ﬁ That was a
great contribution to the college because I don't know what
in the world we would have done with those men at that
time. We would just have had to pay’ and 105% our
money on the deal.
Williams: Why were the fraternities moved out of the lodges? Was it
thelr own desire or was it the collegeg desire?
English: Well, those lodges, as you know, were very small and they
- ve s o gach:
could have only about A I thinkg four men'coulﬁa\ ™
Williams: Right. They weren't living quarters.
English: That's right330 the fraternities were very much interestéd in
having a’place where they could all be together. Then, too,
we needed those lodge%.sf’could use them for classrooms and
50 on, but the main reason was that the fraternities themselves
were interested in being able to live together as fraternities.
Williams: Was there any problem with selling this idea in Richmond?
English: HNo, because Richmond for many years had not contributed any
money to dormitories. All dormitories are built from bond
issues)so it's very easy to get approval from the division of
engineering in Richmond for dormitories because it wasn't go-
ing to cost the state of Virginia a éime}so those dormitories

3
were built with bond fun@;

Williams ¢ Nbﬁg?you said the fraternities desired these new living quarters.
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That's right.

)

Williams:

Englishs
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Why didn't this work in the case of the sordérities when
what was supposed to be the sorority dorms were built?
The reason it didn't work -- several reasons. Nuwber—onss=
The main reason was the cost. At that time construction
costs.had gone up so much that it was going to cost these
girls about double to live in this new sorority complex
that we built for that purpose with the idea that they
were going .in there. Number one was the cost; they just
didn't want to put out that much money. The second rea-
son was that they didn't like the location of the sorority --
it was too far from Richmond Road, etc. -end-se—ess So that j?jwﬁ&?”“@gﬁ
wo® the main reasoéithat the sororitiss voted not to go into
it. It cost us a little money because we had built them
with the idea that the sororities were going in there but the
way it's worked out now, I siid® think it's just a Wo&%h's
dormitory}except those two units -~ what do they call it --
Project Plus. Still operating, isn't it? They still have

that.
Had the sororities agreed to go in there beforgi?and)or had
it just been assumed we're going to build sorority dorms?

No, they never agreed5 f% Just assumed that they would go in

there, that like the fraternities they'd be interested in it.

most of-the-gielestiked the plans. But then the rumor was
that they didn't know whether they would like to go into them7

34~J%uxa\dé showed them the plans and worked with them. They
wanted too many thingsi”@ﬁtﬁber«eaeagthey wanted more recrea-
. S
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!
tion area in the basement and so on. Well, that would
A ’rgg P‘,c ek}l
have added money to #. Then when they found out how
much we would have to charge each girl, each sorority,
then they lost interest . Thwevld cost too muah
they'd rather stay where they were.
, been
Williams: Would the charge have a great deal higher than what most
A fooms &b the crol(@ge ?
students would have paid for boefdj i
English: Oh, yes. It would have been, as I recall, about twice as
+hen
:mmuch as the girls were paying new in the old sorority houses,
and it would have been more, much more that the girls are
NV
paying in the regular do:mitorjg.
k4
Williams: Was this because construction costs inflated so in the '60s®m4 703 ©
English: That's right. m-:thenlbhe%antéd kitchen equipment and all
egv'Pr ) Ahioh s
that kind of sﬁeﬁ%‘ 3/\&&-&&" very, very expensive. My guess was
=~ T might be wrong ~- I thought eventually the sororities
would go to them. I don't know whether they've given up com-
thiee
pletely on that now or not; it's been #me years since I've
been there)but I've always felt that eventually when they
saw how pretty that [scves.] was going to be
that the sororities would Want to go into Ithem; but they
did not. Those buildings they're  living in -- the old
sorority houses -= . eventually are going to have to be
4]
completely rg&mode]c/ﬁied or torn down. They're pretty old
and they're getting in . . bad condition. So I
don't know what thef snswer e “thsb s go\n\cf o e .

Williams: Why was it here in the 1960s,after so many years without
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construction on the William and Mary campus, suddenly an
entire new campus was built? What reasons would you cite?

English: I would sa&fégji;rimarily to Dr. Paschall. He was agressive
and he realized that no construction had been done at Wil-
liam and Mary for years. I think it had been thirty-some
years since a classrooéjﬁl%ﬁggen built . So I think it
was entirely Dr. Paschall being aggressive and the influ-
ence that he had with the legis1atur§9aagéhappened,probabiﬁ?ﬁ

i prebably A,

tohit iﬁﬂat a good time. Things were going good in the
state of Virginia;{aoney wasn't as tight probably. He went
all out and did it. Admiral - Chandler could've
done the same thing)but he wasn't iig some reason ‘wasn't as
interested in building the collegaﬁ anéd Paschall was., So I
think you'd have to give Dr. Paschall full credit.

Williams: I know there had been some plans drawn up while - Admiral Chand-
ler was still president,but you think Dr. Paschall really
does deserve a great deal of credit for this?

English: 1'd say he deserves all the credit. I don't know too much about
the plangﬂthaﬁi;g;lég;awn up or what buildings. Seems to me I
do recall that there were some:plans  but - - again maybe
Admiral Chandler didn't get it through the legislature. I
don't know why, but if he attempted to, I don't knOW<m?-Ehat

) ©
was before I came down here. But I do know that as soon as
Paschall came ~- right after he came here% his main interest
was construction and getting buildings; and we did., I think

thepedsferbig difference &s  the relationship, not only with
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the legislature)but with the department heads in Richmond.

For example, Carter Lowance jf before he came to William

and Iviaryﬂ was, as you know, - wefspecial assistant to tive
goverhors | so that helped us. Then lir. Kuhn, who for

many years was director 6f the budget, was a great friend

of Paschall‘gkandjgood friend of mine. We got a lot of

things through him. The division of engineering, which

at one time was?part of the budget office, was sepereted
2md-set up as a separate division,and they had to approve

all construction and all plans for buildings on campus and

so on. And although I think there's too much centraliza-

tion in Richmond of detailed operations of the college -~ I
think there was too much of tha{,\ﬂit did help to stand in
with those fellows because they could help us in getting ap~
propriations through and so on. For example, the division

of “engineering #€rom the very beginning of a project, they
have to approve the appropriationsi ‘that 's fobmdE number one - -
they have to approve ) so naturally they have to know some-
thing sbout the plans and so on. Once the appropriation is
gotten, they have to approve )J% we put it out for «Qbigsénd
that's more or less routine because we always accepted the
lowest bid@b&% x’fe‘d say,{(;,ae open bid;;nd when they want to
know which one tgould get it, we'd sa:}}“;hat's up to the governor's

", - ”
office \which is the division of engineering};’{and they would
approve that. And then every step of the operationg they were

in on , which I thought was too much control from Richmond,but
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Williams:

Englishs

on the other hand, they helped us a lot in getiting appro-
Leebuild "gS

priationsﬁ So we.were good friends with all those depart-
ment headséyé%ghe director of personnel means a lot to a
college in getting positions established. The state of Vir-
ginia has to establish certain positions. Dr. Paschall

was g great friend of John Garbérr‘who is still director of
personnel. For example, Whe

as bv&gst\
I was a classified employse. You

+#*
aégfor.a 1ongﬁime

v .

s

get to a cerdain point and you can't get any higher on the
pay scale of a classified position. So Dr. Paschall «& I
think was one of the first ones(bf the colleges in the

Lo start thsl
state he ‘threxgh the director of persomnel amé-
. ’ “the:

took me off a classfied position and pubt me oqﬂféculty pay-
roll 235  a member of the faculty, you pay them anything you
want. They have an overzll ceiling for personnel that they
have o stay witl;i: }‘zu;to if they wanted to they can pay one
faculty member $589660 a year -- if they wanted -- but they'd
have to stay in an overall ceiling. So knowing the director
of personnel -~ that helped him & lot in getting qualified
people.

In this building process, why was it that there was this dras-
tic departure in architecture from the new campus to the old
campus?

That's a good gquestion and a very easy answer: simply costs.

The cost would have been prohibitive to have kept up the archi-

tecture of the old campus. So we had to go to a much cheaper
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constructionswhich I think is very adequate and very at-

tractive, too. But cost was the main reason. We've had the

same architect at William and Mary for years and years.-—<&

Wright, Jones, and Wilkerson of Richmon%zeaé»ﬁubert

Jones has been the~apehiiee$g;the representative of the firm =< whe hag
~hie worked st William and Mary, I reckon, for twenty-five

years or more. So he has designed all of the buildings on

the new campus )’w@ his firm designed the

Qs
dormitories on the old campus)anéﬁmatter of fact, most of

.-
the building. ﬁaeﬂmmm—ﬁmmﬁm
Wres-Building. That's the reasony ———
+t—was construction costs. You just couldn't get the

money to keep up with that Georglan architecture.

Williams: At one point, the administration was critigized - noqi'l‘ll
read this so I'1l get the quote right -- "with having an
inordinate interest in physical expansion while ignoring
the deterioration of existing facilities, low faculty
salaries, heavy work loads, and few fringe benefits." How
would you respond to this criticism?

English: Well, I wouldn't say that was -exsetly ﬁrue} I wouldntt go
along with that. The great emphasis was put on the build-
ing>but at the same timqjél know that Dr. Paschall did every-
thing possible from the standpoint of faculty salaries to
bring their salaries up, because William‘and Mary wessfor some
reason»mié?had gotten into a class = not with V.P.I. and the

University of Virginia ~~ they stood apart because maybe they
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were better politicians than William and Mary were was,
so their salaries were way shead of William and Mary. We
were on a level with Longwood, V.M.I., the smaller col-
leges. Well, it took a number of years to bring up Wil-
solary level 5
liam and Mary“s«se&a?ie% but a great deal of emphasis
was put on that, I know. I read wheb-youw—just—said-in the
paper recently that we werg%%odeling the dormitorieﬁj
fhat the dormitories were neglected over a period of years.
Well, that migh' be true; to some extent they were neglected.
I knew thatbut we didn't have the money to go ahead and
régéodel those dormitories when we were getting money befassed
for new buildings. Some years ago we would get money from
the gformnonwealthﬁ from state funds to build dormitories 3 /‘6(0
we built some dormitories. :&f&:zpen they cut that out com=~
pletely; we don't get money any éére to build dormitories.
As I said before, it's all got to be from bond issues. But I
don't think they were neglected; I wouldn't buy that criticism
too much =<Zeither way§~4?from the standpoint of faculty
salaries or neglected dormitories. These dormitories,
-~«701d Dominion and Konroe)aé;they‘re old. Naturally, you've
got to replace the roof and rqé%odel them. Dr. Graves --
that's one of the things that he;iivery much interested in
from the beginning. These dormitories -~ I don't think they
have to be as swank, really, as he wants them to be. They're

spending a lot of money on dormitories. I know where they're

getting some of the money -~ they're using
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endowment funds)whichﬁ I think is a bad policy because it's
reducing ouv endowm eqty and when you do thai you're
losing interest on your investments, etc. So I know they're
using some of it. fﬁﬁﬁigheqﬁ I thin%ﬁfthey put in some bond
issues on some of these dormitoriesjwhich is going to increase
the room rent and so on. The trend several years ago -= I
don't know whether it's stopped now or not but we were

)

worried -~- before I left there the trend was for sggdents to
go off-campus == not only at William and>Mary5butj§ther col-
1egesjnct to live in dormitories. Therefore, we hesitated to
spend a lot of money5but evidently the trend must have
changed,the way they're spending money on these dormitories.

Williams: We've been dwelling here on construction. What other particu~
lar problems did youw have to deal with as bursar and later as
vice-president for business affairs? For example, inflation
and deflation in the 60s?

English: Our main problem, of course, always was not only appropriations
but the budget. Used to be that we worked on our budget
every two years)and then for many years before I left therﬁ)ge
we worked on it almost constantly. went to this meeting

#5 [IB:H"_&
the other day down therqénd as 1 tol@ﬂCarter k8 wasn't going
to be able to sleep that night because of all égggé problems
that he had. We always had problems with the budget)though
we were very successful because we always anticipated a cut of

10 or 15 pe;i}ent of what we requeste&}but we always took care

of that. TWe had enough in there so that when we took a <t
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of four, five, six million dollars it didn't bother us

too much. We were very, very fortunate in that respect.

I remember the first budget -- I'd just completed the bud-
get when Dr. Graves was appointed presidentoy He came here
in '71, so we'd just finished the budget for those two
years)and I think we took a cut of about éé I remember)of
six or eight million dollars. He was Just down here,and
he couldn't believe it. I said, "Don't worry. We're in
pretty good shape:ﬁgl‘m very happy with the budget that we

%)
received because we had anticipated thaggaﬁa'l don't like

to use the word “plugy but wﬁEthar"yan~p&%~&aeeaeugh§;we
made up so many of those budgets. that we knew the think-
ing of the budget office. We were always fortunate enough
to have enough left to operate. tgge biggest problem that I use to
have wes ﬁM:N_g allog ¢ Eyi"‘e:z‘:lil.;r,honest:!.y, that's the truth.- —
“hats gebt . ay Tewsid .
They gave watid the end of the blennlumé%iﬁt was a terrific
job to spend the money, get itcéa% 50 we wouldn't have any
money to revert.
Williams: Would you have gotten’the budget cut the next time the budget

came up if you'd let a lot of money revert back?

Englishs Oh, yes. Before I came here, William and Mary had for one
year ﬁ%§several thousand dollars that reverteé;?unspent. I
Just couldn't imagine giving back -- I'm too tight to

ive back any money to the state of Virginia once tbwas Fiven bo s,

so we would have to work. I would have to start in Marchg g7<anefai{3)

~Janaug®Ey a daily control on that budget)anézwhere we were go-
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when o
ing)so that by June 30th, the lasq%ouﬁh623~were put through)
atl #he

that we'd spent em—thed money. And you had to start early,
way back thg%?because in recent years the delivery lhirse
took so long, you know, and unless the merchandise was de-
livered and the invoice received and actually put through the
tressurer's office, we could lose that money. So that
was control of the budget. It took g great deal of my
time. I had very little to do witgkgzudents; I was on

I hed "
a lot of committees%mmeetings, too many meetings., I
spent sometimé half 2 day in meetings. I was on the
Adminiétrative ¢5uncilb I'd meet with the president{ bedore Cacber
Laﬂsyu&€;> practical%y ever?%éy and then with Carter
and then a lot of timesi+f§;z Carter waswiggfe,% I'd meet
with Carter and Dr. Graves. The meetingsatake a lot of

timesbut there was never a dull moment, I can assure you of

that. Premty—to—do-



