T. Edward Temple

T. Edward Temple has had a varied career since graduating
from William and Mary in 1937. With a background in both educa+
tion and municipal governmeRt, he became commissioner of admin-
istration under Governor Linwood Holton, having served previously
under Governor Mills Godwin. For some time he commuted to Wil-
liamsburg to work on his masters"inneducation and also served
on the Board of Visitors. His interview is especially valuable
for his candid comments on the years 1956 to 1964 on the board.
After his terms on the board ended he was appointed to the State
Council of Higher Education, and in 1973 he was appointed pres-
ident of Virginia Commonwedlth University, where he had been
vice-president for development and university affairs and acting
president. A few days later William and Mary presented him an
honorary degtorate.

This interview was taped in the president's office at V.C.U.
The transcript was approved as submitted to Dr. Temple, "believ-
ing that . . . changes will not necessaritly improve it," he said.

They were not needed.
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T. Edward Temple

March 2, 1976 Richmond, Virginia

Williams: I'll startowith a few questions about when you were a
student o fpob Sovi- association with William and Mary
in context. Now. when you came to William md Mary as
a student in 1933 until your graduation in 1937:-I won-
dered if you would talk about some of the evidences you
saw of the depression upon the students you knew, including
yourself.
Temple: Well, I recall, Emily, when I went to William and Mary I
Forby-Rve
came off of a farmsin southside Virginiaj about ,\ miles
from Williamsburg.L had never really been away from home;i:tz
graduated from a country high school. So when I went to
William and I'Ia.rr';‘rt (;T. ::?{?ose it was the biggest thing that
had ever happened/\ We were in the depression at the time.
I recall thdb I had one suit of clothes;,‘\‘ that's all;~and
when I entered William and Mary I entered because the dean
had given me a job and a scholarship. I soon found out

that that was not sufficient to carry me through.so I went

>
back to the dean and asked if he could find another job
for me, - I guess his comment was, "We have other students
here who need jobs also." °  <There were some logs behind
the old power plant at the :college )and he said, "We can
give you a job cutting up logs if you want that)" and I

accepted thata flost of my four years, I suppose, I spent
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doing all kinds of jobs, usually working until midnight
and doing most of my studying after midnight. So that was
really the impact of the depression upon me and a lot of
the other students who were really working their way
through schoo%bvlu.dobs, of course, back in those days
were very difficult to find.

You had said that one of your jobs and one that you ap-
parently derived a great deal of benefit from was work-
ing in the library for Earl Gregg Swem.

That is right. That was one of the first jobs I had --
working for Dr. Swem.l got to know him so well ~~ truly
one of the great men at William and Mary) A real scholar.
And the impact of that man upon so many students I sup-
pose. will never really be known. I can only cite my own
‘@as@: being so closely associated with Dr. Swem.and Mrs.
Swem,havingthe opportunity to do some proog:?eading of the

Virginia Historical Index, going to historical meetings with

Dr. Swem, and being the scholar that he wa§3flearned a great
deal just riding with him, going places, and being associated
with him in the library. "2?u1y I think he was one of

the great scholars of his time and made an outstanding con-
tribution to William and Mary and especially to the develop-
ment of the library.

What kind of a man was he?

A very small man physically, rather chub??,‘ Very serious,

Hel
very seldom did he joke, very precise. f’/\expected everyone
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who worked for him to be as disciplined as he, Dr. Swem,
himself. I might tell an interesting story: one morning
I was driving Dr. and Mrs. Swem to Richmond. A young
lady who lived at Toano was to meet us and she was sup-
posedito have gone  to Richmond with us.  The ap-
pointed hour for leaving was 8:00. The colkge bell rang
and the young lady was not thereé'ﬂn‘Dr. Swem said to

me, "Drive on, Ed, drive on." And Mrs. Swem said, "Why)
Emily's not here." And Dr. Swem's response was, "No
woman is going to hold up the progess of the College of
William and Man%" and we drove on to Richmond and left
the young lady. I tell this story because it was sym-
bolic of the preciseness of the man. He was so disci-
plined himself;and he expected people associfzfd with him
to be the same way. I guess that was one ofd%he impacts
upon my own life. I learned something about self-disci-
pline,I guess, as a result of being associated with Dr.
Swen.

While you were a student the Civilian Conservation Corps -
(%he CCC) had a camp on campus and I know made some im-
provements to the college. I wondered was there any min-
gling with the students on the part of the worllees™
Yes)and interestingly erough I went to work for the Civilian
Conservation Corps in the summer.: At the time I was sta-

tioned at Yorktown. I did seme work at Yorktown as a guide.

I later worked at Jamestown as a guﬁdf} had a great ex~
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experience7and learned some history incidentally during
that period of time. There was a mingling of the students
on campus with those who were involved in the CCC camp,

- v
f‘t the time that I worked @uring the summer)we had

students from other institutions. I recall two or three
young men from George Washington University and from other

places in the country who joined us there and we just had

)

a grand time workiné;fnot making very much mone%;But having

a very interesting time and a real learning experience.

And incidentally I was doing some research at the college
[Nabionsid

at the time for thgﬂPark Service at Yorktowqpfv* géving

Jjust left as a student -~ or actually my first year of

working there I was a senior, I guess ~- I had access to

the library. I knew how to usei;nd enjoyed the research

that I did there.

The president at the time . - you went was J.A.C. Chandler,

but for the balance of your years was John Stewart Bryan.

As a student did you sense a real change in William and Mary

from Dr. Chandler to Mr. Bryan?

Right. Probably one of the most pronounced changes took

place during that period of time. John Stewart Bryan was

a wealthy man. I recall our Christmas parties; they were

delightful. We had never been accustomed to anything of

that kind on campus. The students used to say that John

Stewart. Bryan had done so much to -- I'm not sure that I-

can define the word sufficiently to explain what it meant



at the time -- but we said that John Stewart Bryan was
"liberalizing" William and Mary as it had never been
liberalized before@-beea@ Ender Dr. Chandler the stu-
dent body was pretty well di/sciplinegj Dr. J.A.C.
Chandler was a great presidents )Igne of the finest con-
tributions made to the College of William and Mary was
made during his term as president of the institution.
Dr. Chandler had come out of a public school situation

hese
having been superintendent of schools/\in Richmond )and

>

he was able to make that transfer from public schools to
a college environment5 He did it well, But the student
body was pretty well disciplined at the time. I recall
one week two students were suspended because they had
witiskey in their room. Dr. Chandler was in Philadelphia,

)

tended classes those one or two days happened to be Dean

the students went on strike and the only student who at-

Hokeds som. (@ean Hoke was dean of the college at the time,)

But believe you me Dr. Chandler returned to Williamsburg;

)ﬂe had a meeting of the entire student bogy -- the men &-

in old Phi Beta Kappa Hall)dnd he set us straight. He got

everybody going back to classes. I just think that’s just

possibly an interestdng sidelight to the kind of man he
Cte

was ... well disciplined himsel%aanqﬂran the instituion

in that manner but made a terrific contribution to Wil-

liam and Mary as its president. £ course, John Stewart

Bryanwwas there only for a short time and then following

)
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him was another gentleman with whom I had no contact
Lichn Pendvetd,
at allA During those years following John Stewart
Bryan's departure from the college there was a gap of
when
tim%\l very seldom ever went back to the campus.
You went on into public education. Dr. Chandler was
also a public educatéyw. I wanted to ask you this:
I've heard it said that for many years William and Mary
had something of a grasai?oots system of support because
of its position as a teacher-training institution. This
support came from the district superintendents, from the
superintendentsoof schools, from principals in Virginia.
Was there a level of support that William and Mary could
command on the state level?
Absolutely. And that has been true up until about a decade
or fifteen years ago possibly, William and Mary did have
' a ' 4 /:&\3 e
the support. I guess -the large perceng\of the school
superintendents were alumn%{éﬁ Williaﬁw;nd Mary. A large
number of the high school principals and even elementary
school principals were. William and Mary had the best
school of education in Virginia at that time, largely
dominated by Columbia University people. 1In fact, during
my time as a student)when I was taking education>I
think all of my major professors were graduates of Columbia
University. 1T guess that that was not good because we

got only one perspective and that was largely John

)
Deweyds philogophy of education. During that time



the progressive school came into existence(}n the late
'30s and early '40%. The whole coneept of the pfogres-
sive school was based upon John Deweygs philosophy.-and-
~hat—was that you let the child do pretty much as éhe
ﬂﬂﬁﬂg?wanted to do in the classroom with not &oo much
guidance. It was free expression. I did my practice
teaching at the Matthew Whaley Schéolj Irtaught social
studéés one semester)and to apply that concept there
was not as difficult as applying the same concept to
the teaching of chemistry to a senior class; that was
most difficult. But William and Mary did have the sup-
port across the state of the school people, veryeex-
tensively as compared with the other institutions of
higher learning in this state.
Williams: How could they use it for William and Mary's progress?
Was there &_Mﬁﬁj"boihﬂbniaﬁl o on the state level?
Temple: We11j2¥z€§as. I think some of the finer contributions
to public school education... I guess those things were
motivated largely by the influence of William and Mary.
I recall one of my school superintendentS‘w%% had done
his undergraduate work at William and Mary,ka classmate
of former Governor Tucﬁi and found the need when he be-

d Che]
came superintendent of schoohkfound the need to go back

and get his masters’degre%)so here he was -~ a man about
=
rd
fifty returning to William and Mary on weekends to get
#

. ) . , .
his masters. But 9éuess what I'm saying here is that



there was a terrific impact of the College of William
and Mary,especially the department of education)l guess
it was called then,upon publiec schools in Virginia be~-

cause the better educatéms came from William and Marxg

el \

znd that, of course, is no criticism of the University
. 7,

N

of Virginia or any other institution in the state that
had schools of education or departments of education;)
But it just so happened that the influence of William and

‘Mary over that period of time that Dr. J.A.C. Chandler
was

w-4%1&wss~i€~s%amxedw@henffﬁ”ﬁheh“ﬁ@“ﬁ@ﬁame;Fresident)

coming out of a superintendency here in the city of Rich-
~- L quess . FUarted hen.
mond?and I think this was one of the things he brought to

A

the college: an interest in the department of education
and the contribution that &t could make. I recall as a
student we were constantly having superintendents coming
on campus to interview students, you know, who were pre-
(ond 3 [wete]

paring for teaching)« ?rincipé&gicoming on campus. At one
time I thought that every principal and every superinten
dent in the state graduated from the Qollege of William
and Mary. Of course, that was not txme; it seemed that

way sometimes,

Williams: But no 1onger)

you say);vudo you feel William and Mary com-
mands this basgs?
Eﬁ&ucatkm]

Temple: No, except to say that the college has a very finﬁxdepart—

ment at the present time,and I have great admiration for

)

the current dean. It has a good school of education)but



the competition is so keen from my own institution now.

(&irginia Commonwealth Universit%ﬁ‘and the University of

Virginia)and Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State Uni -~
E§tvkmam\emé.ﬁsm3]

versity. Thez\have a very fine, outstanding school of

education@’iotthe competition today is very keeqj ;t was

not back in those early days.

Williams: I'll skip on ahead to when you were on the board because
what I have to ask is related. One of the first items
that faced the board when you got on it was whether or
not to establish a school of business and a school of
education at William and Mary. (This isi%he late 'SOS.N)
The board turned the Admital down on this; why do you
think they did this?

Pemple: T think possibly there were several reasons. I recall
very vividly that we did turn him down. There was a
feeling amongst some members of the board that we were
not ready to move in that direction. There was a great
conecern on the part of some members of the board that
professional schools in the college would erode the
liberal arts concept that we had held to for so lon%)
f&d as I think back, I think maybe that was erroneous.
That was one of the reasons. A second reason--and I do
not know how much importance to attach to it -- was the
fact that the Admiral was at odds with some members of

the board at the time)and that might have impacted to

some extent upon the board in making its decision. I'm
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not just sure how important that was. I think the first
thing I mentioned a moment ago would possibly be the more
important of the two)and that was the fact that members
of the board were not inclined to move to professional
schools in the college.

A few years later, after Dr. Paschall came)the school of
education was implemented before the school of business.
Could you account for this change: Was it a change in

attitude)or a change in the board members, a change in

the president maybe?
Very much.

A?he basic reason for that change was the fact that Dr.

Paschall -- his background had been iqg;blic school edu-~

cation, having been a teacher, a high school @ﬁﬁﬂh@?ﬁl)

and finally%mu%m%?superintendent of public instructiong,

and this was a new thikust for William and Mary. I think

P

Br. Paschall was attempting to regain for the college

some of the prestige that we had in professional educa~

tion back in the days of Dr. J.A.C. Chandler)and the

fact that the school of education came before the school

of business, I think again is’obvious because of Dr.

Paschall's own background aﬁét:hvironment out of which

he came. So I would assdégn that as the major reason. Of
Cwhen

coursea\Dr. Paschall came to the college ~-it was sort of

a fresh appearance. Paschall was a very aggressive man --

maybe“aggressive“is not right, maybe he was more progres-

sive., He was able to articulate with members of the

General Assembly, communitcate with them, articulate the
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mission of the college. I think his inaugmaral address
set the stage for what he had in mind., Possibly no man
had ever served in public office in Virginia who had a
better relationship with the General Assembly of Virginia
than "Pat" Paschall}and I think the eyidence of that is
seen on the campus of Williamsburg today. when you look

at the very fine buildings on the new campus, for example,
and what he did in preparation for the buildings that

haue been built even since his retirement. So it was

a new and fresh approach to things at William and Mary.

tegether
Dr. Paschall and I had done graduate Workqat William and

Marzﬁﬁege%heﬂagad on one occasion in summer school several
others were s&ttin;'talking one day at 1unc%bg§d Dr. Pas~-
chall filled his pipe with tobacco, as was customary, and
stood up)and E—gue%% he said with all of the pride that
a man could make an expression, "You know, geniklemen,
I'd rather be the president of the College of William and
Mary than to be president of the United States." And as
I looked at him, tears came in his eyes ,and I said, "Pat,
repested
I guess youlre sincere, aren't you?" And he -said,"1'd
rather be president of this ancient old ecotbdgent than to
be president of the United States." It was my opportunity
to place his name in nomination for appointment to—the—
“beaxrd when the board made a unanimous decision to appoint
him as president of the institutdon. I recall at the

time Governor Almond was governor, if my memory serves
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me correctly. We—anneaneed—g.fter—g;%oard meeting.. . ?he

governor was in Williamsburg for some affair)and we(SevexaiWwwﬂ&aﬁ36§£&ﬁhmsp{>
talked to Governor Almond ~erseveral-memberz—uvf the

board—=~ and told him that we had that afternoon been

in session)and we had selected Dr. Paschall as the next

president. I guess Governor Almond said to us that he
was disappointed because he did not want to lose "Pat"
Paschall as superintendent of public instruction but
congratulated us on our good sense iagélecting Dr. Pas~
chall as the new president of William and Mary.

Williams: Had you discussed this, I assume, with Dr, Paschall be-
fore the meeting?

Temple: Yes, very much} yes, we had. And there were many people
who were considered) 7éop1e outside of the college. There
Candd
were several alumni who were very influentialﬂ'well quali-
fied to have been president at the time, But I suppose
in my association with alumni of William and Mary, no man
was more dedicated, more loyal to the College of William
and Mary than "Pat" Paschall., He had a dedicatisi that you
seldom ever see, He loved that college. Tt became, really.
his life for thirteen to fourteen years when he served as
president. He and Mrs., Paschall were married in the
ehapel)so almost everything from the time he came into
William and Mﬂr§ as a young student untilhis retirement — —
his whole li&e had been spent in association with William
and Mar%g :Even in the days when he was teaching in high
Z

school at Victoria and became'high“schggl principal he
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returned to William and Mary often. He said he felt he
was going to the shrine everytime he went to Williamsburg.

Williams: When Dr. Paschall was aninateq)Admiral Chandler@.t seems
from the minutegsupported this appointment very definitely.
Is that a correct impression?

Temple: Yes, ZSu‘UW&rdlg Admiral Chandler supported Dr. Pas-

chall. Admiral Chandler had made an incorrect assessment
of Dr. Paschally he thought that Dr. Paschall was coming
to William and Mary and almost become a staff person to
him. Dr. Paschall did not see himself in that roles }Ae
saw himself as president of the college. Back in those
days I think a great error was made. The new chancellor,
Adgmiral Chandler, had his offices on the campus at Williams-
burg )and I guess at this particular point I want to speak
in complete candor(:)Ieis the judgment of one person who loves
the collegei\fgeen associated with the college for a long
tim%}/gu’o it was very obvious from the very beginning that
Admir;‘l Chandler was not going to permit President Paschall
to perform as a president. I recall in those early days
that the Admiral constantly circumvented the president by
going to faculty, by talking to facul’ry) ﬁn some cases &yen
suggesting to faculty eva%that he, the Admiral, still ran '_
that institution. I recall one of the early visigco;i\%; - Paschalll
Danville where I ws city menager. Dr. Paschall came at the

)

invitation of my wife to speak to the Wednesday Club in -
andd '
Danville A spend: the night with vs. Dr. Paschall said to



h

me at the time that some changes had to made at the col-
lege in the organizational structure, that he could not
function as president with Admiral Chandler on the campus
tampering with and interfering with day-to-day administra-
tion of the college. The Board of Visitors did not have
this in mind. The Board of Visitors -- I think we were
very clear in trying to delineate the responsibilities of
the president versus the responsibilities of the chancellor.
Some members of the board were very unhappy about what was
transpiring. We sought to change it and did change it.
maKe to

Williams: This is a dangerous statement to-'a college president)but
I'm sure you've heard it said that after the board that
appoints a president retires>that president begins to lose
some of his support that he had when he came into office.
When you went onto the board in the late '50s, did you sense
that the admiral no longer commanded the support he must
have comm;nded in 19519

Temple: Well, the board that appointed Admiral Chandler gave him
100 percenf%%ngégér as I know every-single-members. One
A ® <.

member of the board who was instrumental in bringing Adniral

Chandler to the college was a former roommate of the admiral!

Se
3
a5 I understand it -- and I was not on the board at the

~— 9

time the gdmiral was appointed -~ but there was little or
no effort on the part of the board to search for candidatesg
4#mﬂ§§t a board meeting in Williamsburg this member of the

z

board who had been so closely associated back in student
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days with the 3dmiral said, "I know a man that can get

the college oug of the trouble. it's in." (&ou will re-~
call that the college had been through a period of tur-
moil in athletics and other things:>"His name is Alvin
Chandler. I know the man. He is not retired from the
navysbut possibly he is at a point that he could retire

and not lose too much in terms of service by doing so."

I was told later that this man went to the telephone and
made a call to the 2dmiral)and that was the beginning of
the interest on the part of Admiral Chandler in the College
of William and Mary and becoming its presidenty, end the
board made the appointment; ft was done without ;hy search
committee} 1t was done without any input from the faculty
andj%quar as I know without any input from the staff of
the college. It was back in those days wholly a board mat-
tegﬁ ! they attended to it in just that manner and they
made the gdmiral president of the institution

Now, thou;h, bj the time you came onto the board did he
still command this 100 percent:s%ﬁfmvh'?

Well, there were some of the same members on the board

who had been reappointed)and from those members, yes, he
did get the same amount of support. But I suppose several
of us were new members)and léppened to be one of those. I
felt a loyalty to William and Mar&lgno particular loyalty
to any one person,except as that person might perform and

P
then I was loyal to the persoQaput to be loyal per se just
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for the sake of being loyai;i had no committment to the

2dmira%9§nd several members of the board found themselves

in;th? s;me positianyand this is not to say that those of

us who were new members of the board did not want to sup-
when

port the admiral in every way possible . it was feasible
z A

to do so. It is a known fact that the ?dmiral was not very
much enchanted with my appointment. In’fact, word came to
me at the time I was being considered by the governor)that
Admiral Chandler wanted to know who this fellow Temple was
anyway <-never heard of me)and possibly that was true. But
he made comments to some of my friends which led me to be-
lieve he was trying to block my appointment to the board,
but ;Zuess ;f;rgot about that when I went onthe boar%K

I went there with a firm determination to give the best
service I could as a board member for my four years. I

was appointed for four years and then reappointed for an
additional four years}and then, of course, my service -
terminated under state law.

Why did Governor Stanley appoint you specifically)do you
think>in 19562

Governor Stanley and ;ﬁ;d been associated with each other
over a long period of time in educational projects and also

in the church. Governor Stanley was a Methodist and I was a

Methodist-- just as a sidelight to this discussion and to
& 7
Ve

pin: it down more firmly-in the Methodist church we have

district lay leaders for every district in the Virginia con-
- /—\ &\‘ U

“iy o y
4 e Ts Vveerinio Couder

o,

QTZV s Wie ?
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ference. I was the district lay leader for the Danville dis-
trict)where I was then serving as city manager. Governor
Stanléy3~——h5% home was in the Danville district. I named
some twelve or thirteen associate lay leaders)and Governor
Stanley was one of those. He made a great contribution to
the Methodist church)as he did to other things that he was
interested in. I got to know the goverror very well)and I
guess it was that fact)plus the fact that he knew of my
interest in education becsmse we lal talked about it on
numerous occasioms. VI know of no other reasons. I cer-
tainly was not a wealthy person, so he didn't put me on

the board for that purpose. But I think he thought possibly
I could make some small contribution because of my own back-
ground and my own interest in education.

To go back to this subject we began>and that is the Colleges
of William and Mary. It was at Admiral Chandler's initiative
that this system was formalized and set up in 1960. Why do
you think that he wanted this made formal? William and Mary had
had the branches in Norfolk and in Richmond for many, many
years. Why bthis new set-up?

I think it was simply because the gdmiral was looking to the
development of a large system, an educational institution
that would become larger than any institution of higher edu~
cation in this state. To be very honest, I felt theigdmiral
was trying to build an empire in higher education. One never

knows what the motivation of another is)but what transpired
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after that led me firmly to the conelusion that's what he
had in mind, that if he as then president of the William
and Mary system could control a large branch of William and
Mary in Richmond ywhich was a large metropolitan area, a
large branch in the city of Norfolk5which was another large
metro&?itan area, using as a foundation for this develop-
ment andigrowth the old college at Williamsburg... :;.f I
may use a common expression, he had it made.gnd that's
precisely what I think the fdmiral attempted to do.
Williams: Then the system depended ve;y much on the personality of
the %émiral.

Temple: That's right) féry much so. Admiral Chandler made a num-
ber of contributions to the college. He was a great orga-
nizer; ke was able to get the General Assembly during that
period of time to make appropiiations to the collegez9

gll/in-all I think Admiral Chandler did a good job as presi-
éent. He did not communicate with faculty well. He did not
articulate. He never really was able to transmignar to

4

translate, I shouldrsa§\the mission of that institution to

) A
the many publics that William and Mary was interested in as

an institution;:to the external publicsa<énd he was certainly
unable to do so within the institution. And that was a
major weakness at that time, something that some members of
the board felt ﬁefy keenly. I recall it was during the time

. . [Queer Blasheth T )
that Admiral Chandler was president that the queen«?ame to

the United States 6n.195%% a very beautiful occasion)and it
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was largely through his influence and the Jamestown Founda~
tioef%hat the queen came to William and Mary, appeared on
the campus at William and Mary. This type of thing the
2dmiral did well. He knew a large number of influential
;eople throughout the country. I spent a number of week-
ends at Williamsburg;as Quite often when he invited people
who might be interested in contributing to the college in
one way or another he would ask certain board members to
come down and spend the weekend. The gdmiral had that type
of--I guess he had that talent that he/could influence
influential people to come to Williamsburg)but for the com-
mon man who was just an alumnus of William and Mary, who
had 1little to offer in the way of financial support -- those
people did not get too much consideration back in those days.
And after all, every single person who graduates from an in-
stitution has, you know, a potential)anéff you can get all
of those people~~it matters not how small the contribution
may b;;if you can get them all contributing it adds up to a
lot of dollar§>\ I think Tom Graves today has taken that
attitude)and I think that's oné of the reasons for the suc-
cess in the development program at William and Mary today.
He's trying to get all of the alumni interested in giving to
the college.

One or perhaps many of the publics you referred to that the
college needed interpreting to were the officials here in

Richmond on a state level. What kind of relationship did the
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admiral have therél%nd I'm talking now about the period

z

1960 to 19625when he was chancellor of the Colleges of
William and Mary?

I would say that he had a fair relationship wifh the mem-

bers of the General Assembly. I guess he did the thing

that was human to do; he picked out the leadership. He
associated with the leadership. He didn't do too much to
communicate with others,but largely through influencing the
leadership in the General Assembly at  the time that he

was president he was able to sway the General Assembly --

and maybe that's not a good word ~- to influence the General
Assembly to make appropriations to the college. The‘gdmiral
was always alt odds with the state agencies that had ;;y
control or supervision over the college: personnel, pur-
chasing, budget. At times I felt -~ and this is just a
Jjudgment -~ that he almost had disdain for people in budget
and people in personnel. He just tolerated them and that

was it. So to summarize, he worked beautifully with the
leadership. He knew where the influence, the seat of power
wag)and that's where he went. Dr. Paschall on the other hand
and Dr. Graves today seek out all members of the General Assem-
bly. They work hard at it, contacting all of them. It doesn't
really matter whether they're in places of leadership in the
General Assembly or not; they want the support of all of them.
And I think that 's the difference between the people. But

President Chandler was fairly successful in getiing appropria-
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tions, using his own style. So evidently his style was not
all wrong.

When the colleges were set up then the board must have sup-
ported it an&igiate council must have supported it or it
wouldn't have gone through.

Yes. I'm not really sure on my dates when the two insti-
tutions -~ you're speaking now of R.P.I. and the Norfolk
division -~

tere part of the folleges.

When that merger came about I'm not really sureﬁénd you'll

’
X - .
have to refer to your dates 4aﬁ§§£§e /State/ Council of

Higher Education had come into beingf?iknwnmuc“ﬁnringmthab
period-of--time-I-duFecalltheComeit—of-Higher-Edueation
di.d--come-into-being vecause- I remember-theearly~days-that
Dr. Bill McFarlane was the first executive director of the
council Put the council back in those days was extremely

10
weak. It was not a good coordinating body. They were

struggling. Dr. McFarlane was trying to find really the
mission of the council>and I recall on numerous occasims
McFarlane and I sat down to talk about the role of the
council. I took the position as he did that the council
should become a very strong coordinating body. Really

we did not get too much help from the council during that
period with reference to the separation of the two branches

from the college at Williamsburg because the council really

at the time was in the formative years, just beginning.
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How then would you account for how this system was divided
in 1962?
I'm going to take some credit for it. Judge Hooker, formerly

a member of the State Corporation Commission and now re-

Lwas

tireq%<? man who was very astutggﬁ'ﬂe knew how to get things
done. He was very close to the General Assembly and to:all
members :of the assembly. Judge Hooker and I had talked

on numerous occasions about the future of R.P.I. and the
Norfolk division ) as we talked about the future of the
college at Williamsburg. We felt that these two branch
institutions had been tied to the college at Williamsburg
long enpughép ‘\iZuess the expression that we used was
simply this:f?t's time now for these two institutions to

be put on their own,with separate boards.s@® they should
z

) &
grow upyand they should serve the communities of which they

are a part. And then I guess there was a very selfish mo-
tive on the part of Judge Hooker and myself and that was
simply this: in asking for appropriations back in those

days we had to ask for appropriations to three institutions,

P

\
we felt at some time in the future the college at Wil-

- 7,

e L

liamsburg could be shortchanged and would not get the atten-
tion from the General Assembly that really the college de-
served if iéﬁéﬁko become the type of liberal arts institu-
tion that we hoped it would be. But the board at that

time took the position that William aad Mary should not ex-

ceed 5500 studentiiaﬁg_I recall -- if you go back and look
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at some of the mission statements -- that we talked about it
becoming "the best liberal arts college in the country." We
really believed that,and we believe. that William and Mary
has attained much of that today. That's what we hoped for)
but we saw this happening only by the separation of R.P.I.
and the Norfolk divisioQDi I think history proves pretty
well that we were right on that occasiony with R.P.I. today

a part of one of the great universities in the state, Vir-
EM@YM%& di‘v\sion)nawﬁ Universit
ginia Commonwealth University, anq\Old Dominion«eoiiegg'in
Norfolk. Both of these institutions now are institutions
standing on their own and serving the metropolitan areas

of which they are a parﬂ; William and Mary has progressed

©®
physically, academically, and otherwise)so I don't believe
anyone could objectively say that that was not the right
move to make at that time) rather than trying to make
William and Mary all things to all people by holding to
these two urban inStitutionsjwheA:effect William and Mary
itself is not an urban institution.

Could I ask you how you acted on this belied :?

Would you elaborate upon that’

How you acted on your belie® that R.P.I. and the Norfolk
division should be.Sé“yyiitexi&

As a result of that strong feeling on the part of at least
two of us at the time, we tried to persuade other members of

t he board)and there were many, many discussions and board

meetings devoted to this subject. We felt that we first
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wanted to convince othe members of the board that we were
right. In doing that, we were pretty slow to get them to
act. We were not getting much of a committment from other
members of the board. So I mcall one weekend Judge Hooker
rode on the train with members of the General Assembly from
Richmond to Roanoke -~ and it was customary back in those
days to take a weekend to go to Roanoke -~ and when Judge
Hooker returned he had a commitment from about -- if my
memory serves me right -- 90 percent of the members of

the General Assemblys in fact, he had thei¢ - signature
on the bill to break apart the William and Mary system as
it was then constituted. That's how we started. I think
some other members of the board who saw that this was
happening felt that maybe they should get on the bandwagonp
and then we began to get some support from other members of
the board)and in  the final analysis we had ma jority
support from the board. I guess it's possible some of those
members did not feel as keenly as Judge Hooker and I did be-
cause their motivation was entirely different; it came as a
result of pressure. . Judge Hooker and I -~ our moti-
vation came largely out of a feeling that this was right to
move in this direction if we were going to develop a system
of higher education in Virginia. And then I hold to another
bit of philosophy here that I think prevailed at the time.
ff the system of higher education in Virginia has been good,

if it has offered anythingxit has been partially because of
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the autonomy of the institutions of higher learning. I

hope we shall never get to the point that we pour all of
higher education into a common mold as has been done in

some other states. I like to think that eventhough there
are certain standards for persomnel, budget, and sofortis:
guidelines for physical facilities that all of us have to
abide by that there's no institution in Virginia like Wil~
liam and Mary. It's unique. There's no institution in Vir-
ginia like Virginia Commonwealth University; we are unique.
We offer eighteen programs that aren't offered anywhere else
in the commonwealth. The University of Virginia is unique)
and so is V.P.I. as a land-grant institution. I want to

see this uniqueness prevailyand I think that was one of the
factors that motivated me back in those days. And then I

mentioned a moment ago the fact that I served on the

Cf%EEPStudy Commission on Higher Educationi ﬁ%ain, I took

somewhat the same positiogagnd later I went on the Council
of Higher Education and ser;ed and still held to the same
basic philosophy. (& served on the Council of Higher Educa-
tion at the time that Dr. Prince Woodard was the director)
and interestingly enough Dr. Bob Ramsey)who has just come to
us a new secretary of education)was the deputy director of
the Council of Higher Education. You see, these good people
somehow return to Virginia after they leave{)

this perspective that you held in 1962 yo@fSeenborneout in
//

your present job as president of V.C.U. ?



Temple:

26

Well, it's been very interesting. I-never anticipated that
one day I would be president of this institution. “F~guwess
I had dedicated myself to govermment and thought I would

stay in govermment for the rest of my days but I guess

)
fate somehow got me into the position I'm in today; I

don't know why3but I'm here and enjoying it very much.



