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ELIZABETH C. RAMSEY

Liz Ramsey attended William and Mary from 1965 to
1969, then returned in 1973 for graduate work. During
her undergraduate days she was active in student govern-
ment, and in this interview she discusses the concerns

and attitudes of students she knew in this period.



Elizsbeth C. Ramsaey
June 10, 1976 Lexington, Va.

Williams: What was your motivation in 1965 in coming (%o
William and Mary)?

Ramsay: Thaté pretty easy to answer. My sister had gone to
Williem and Mary from the fall of '59 to the spring
of '63. Nancy really enjoyed William and Mary, and
she steered me in the direction of going there.
I went down to visit her a few times,and she took
me to a Sigma Pi fraternity party once. Her friends
were very instrumental in making sure I enjoyed
my visits there,and I think that's one reason I went.
My grandfather went to William and Mary, and a good
many of my mothers relatives had gone there. It was
a family connection essentially.

Williams: Do you think this was the sort of thing that others
also had?

Ramsey s It was, but I don't think it was a dominamt reason.
The impression that I rec@@ved from talking to people
in my freshman class was, for one thing, the girls were
academically a little superior to the boys at this time,
and I thingfiggggirls had a choice from a wide variety

of places where they could have gone to school. They



chéjse William and Mary primarily because of the
financial situation. It was quite inexpensive in
1965. You're talking of a tobal collsge bill'éf'a
year of ’fflaopw P "~ . in-state;

most of the students were in-state. It was sixby

Lin-state

pet:bentAwhen I was a freshman, Many of my friends
had been accepted at ‘Seven Sisters’and schools like

but
thaﬁ{4because of - finances and because they wanted

to be close to their families they ended up there.

Of course, you know that a large percentage of the

student body came from novthecn Virginia and eastern

Virginia, so fhoiimity and I think money)toojl}Ueve_f¥ﬁumns

+to come e William snd Mery L,

«;f I remember correctly, everybody's father was a
doctor, lawyer, civil servant, Army officer, NWavy
officé;4§;§; of thing. That's the kind of student
--ypper middle-clags~~ that was attracted to the
place.

Williams: The Flat Hat charged that the students 4t William and
Mary in that period were conformists. ...

Ramsey: I remember that editorial very well. Yes and no.
You've got to remember that in 195, you're talking
of prq:;nteegration days)and the student body was
not particulady heterogeneous. Now if thait's what

they mépt;/if I remember the editorial; that was the

basic charge) I think that that is a valid criticism.

I don't think that they were mindless sheep, however.



The student body was conservative because of the
kind of families from which they came.
fhost of the people AZ> went to schoof:izd roughly
the same upbringing and background that I had.
Surprisingly, one of the most vivid recollections
of my freshman year was";;?eing a minister's daughter,
I was told when I went to college that this was s Qod less \?\&Q&
because it was a state supporte d institutio%[ L wesnttteld this b g
my own family, or else my sister would never have
gone there} - But I rememMber that ther%i e&%tremely
religious peo;le there. Everybody on Sunday morning
went to church or mass! Tt was not at all strange
or unusual, This is essentially the kind of student
youfre talking about: strong hwome ties and an -essentially

(in the lste '60s),
conservative outlook. Later of course A this changed
a little bi," . ' ¥or one thing the
college intc;\grateds there was a little more
heterogenei.t:y;' But on the other hand, the type of
black student that was attracted to‘William and Mary
came out of the same sort of background. Race did:n't
make really make any diffsrence; you still had an
. essentially conservative student body.

Williams: How did the student body recsatve inte\j;;ration?

Ramsey: Very well.



When :I_ say "conservative! Imeanit in terms of
basic values; politically the students were very
liberal 4n that upper middle~class liberal sort -of
way--liberal but not too liberal. — po @ewl/’\ele\(j
free speech. The student body was much more willing
ﬁi\'ﬁeﬂ(‘&uc«\l‘

to receive i‘c.Aand accept it; it was the Administration

. ~
and the Board of Visitors that were the foot draggers.

A
The first black students-~I worked with some of them
in various things--were super people, but there was slways
this fear on the part of the Administration and on the
*l;he;%
part of the Board of Visitors tha'b,\dl n't want to
push too fast.@ will say this: getting black students
to come to William and Mary was extraordina.gi!y difficult
because any black student who had the academic
Celsenherel,
qualifications to come had full scholarships,\ I remember
talking to one young man who had a full scholarship
to Brown. Of course, there were a lot of black athletes
recruited, many of whom came and did extremely well,
both academically and athletically. It was hard to talk
W:H‘\Q«(\'ﬂl M\Cﬁg {w@/g’k\y o

them into it. Of course, #§ had the reputation s a
southern, white institution, Wa., had the same problen,

except %V%has been far more aggressive in their

recruiting of blacks) and they have a mor%substairtial



program for the less-gifted black studeny’ whereas
William and Mary, a school of some 5000, could really
(not} support that kind of program the way Wa, could.
At gyﬁgyou're talking about a thousand of so; at
William and Mary you wouldn't be talking about that
meny. In fact, in my junior and Senior years, 'the
¢ollege received a great deal of criticism from some

of the student activists (rand there were quite a

few on campu%}

R

J I had been on the Martin
Luther King Scholarship Committee, which was formed
to give scholarships to essentially noqz?hite groups ;
it didn'v specifically stipulate "black" bub the
N S the group
name of the scholarship implied that this wasiwhet
it was for. I worked with Dr. Martin Garrett and a
number of prominert people on the faculty on this
particular committee. Garrett was instrumental
in recu&ting blacks; he and Sam Sadler and Harriet .
Reéd and some of those people did a fine job with this.
I remember the criticism; I was stunned by this
because I had talked to many of the students who came

as potential scholarship recipients, . The reasons

for mot coming to William and Mary were very strong:



“

full scholarships somewhere else, an opportunity to

go to a school with perhaps a bit more academic prestige
in the‘seﬂse—e£—%§§:northeastern region. The main

reason we got the students we did was essenti}glly

they didn't want to go very far from home, which is

a perfectly valid reason to go to a collegﬁj

. These, young people had a great many choices shead

of them,and William and Mary was not the obvious. choice
for a black student. Personally I think intézgration
was one of the best things that happen%zo William

and Mary while I was down there. Of course, I grew up

in the south)and to see these barriers fall to me

was a very rich and rewarding experience; I was extrenel
pleased at this;and I would like to see this more,

When I went to graduation in 1976, I felt a great deal
of pride in theégﬁitution to see young black men and
women recehvingAtheir degrees. Their parents were
going through the usualj"A§%and and let me take your
picture'!“l thought that was just great, I wish William
and Mary had been in the forefront of it; that's the
only thing I regret: that we hadn't been more aggressive.
No college can be an outstanding college if it excludes
people of any raece or religion or creed)and I feel very

strongly about it. I guess that was my liberal cause



during the )6OS>~ not the war)but intengration.
(g

Williams: The Flat Hat also very strongly supported inte;ﬂ:gration.
N>

I want to ask you about the role in general of the
Flat Hat . You may have found a change in this in the
four years you were there. Was the Flat Hat leading
or reflecting or wut-of-step with student opinion?

Ramsey: I don't think a generalization can be made. I would
say on the whole when I first came there, The Flat
Hat was essentially a college newspaper like all
college newspapers. We had a good time at the dance,
the football team won[ of course that was in the old
yea;r%, 6ccasiona1i?\efaﬁ \gcalf:o]orial that spoke up on some
issue)but usual%rlfggm“éase%itorial that didn't make waves, Liss inelvded Wcia
who the beauty gueens were, what the fraternities

were doing this week{ that was one of the popular

sections of the paper, by the way)

Williams: Who got pinned?

Ramsey: Yes, they might have in '65-66.Towsrds the end I would
say that the Flat Hat di%ot really reflect student
opinion; it was out ahead of student opinion. Chris
Sherman went to the anti War demonstration, the big
one in Washing’e on where the girl put the flowers in

the barrels of the guns in front of the Pentagon. He



covered that. I wouldn't say that the whole article
was perceptive necessarily in the sense that Chris

was an dbsérver, not trying for an analysis. In my
opinion, the Flat Hat diverged. I thought the Flat Hat
was moving in the right direction,but they were moving
at the wrong pace, and I guess that's essentially it.
On the whole, I would say that the Flat Hat was probably
a little ahead of the student body, by '68-'69, clearly
sé. I have heard people say by '70-'71, it was a real
rag. In fact, in late '69, I was beginning to wonder
about the younger staff members, what they were doing
on the paper:. It seemed to be a personal platform,
which is okay, I guess; that's a side of journalism.

It was not a leader of student opinion (as it was)

in the early days. It's an inconsistent record; it's

up and down. Sometimes it was ahead, sometimes it was
behind, sometimes it didn't reflect anything. It did
make good reading on Friday aftermoons, however.

Williams: I was going to ask how it was recetved.

Ramsey s It was considered quite a thing to go downstairs
in the dorm and get your Flat Hat . Of course, your
freshman year everything is that way. You would walk
through the dorm and pick up a copy of the Flat Hat

and pefvse it, I don't think anybody ever



learned very much from it. On the other hand, it was
a good way to keep in touch with a lot of different
facets off‘ Sampus that you otherwise would not have heard
of e K

N
- various or.ganizations; where the
(W
meetings were, and what they did at their meetings--1I
think certainly it was a way to keep the student body

in touch with one another. ggfe thing that has to be

rememberedat this point Flat __;_a‘{ﬁ'.s that in

'65, you're talking about a completely different;

campus from what's there now. DuPont was in the. kaon(es.,

It's hard to believe , but being assigned to HuPont was

like being assigned to outer Siberia; there was no

"caf' out there; there was no William and Mary Hall.

Indwell was really Siberia! If you were in Yudwell

in 1965, you were more than likely a late Virginia ‘ -~
oy Co e BTNy s b @h. ¢ ¢

applicant or an out-of-state student, because all of

the out-—of-state students were assigned to Ludwell.

I didn't know why they didn't want . %o mingle with

those of us who lived in Jefferson. You're talking about

everybody living on the 81d @ampus. The only academic

buildings that were a_rg:ii}ew vampus were Phi Beta 'Kappa

Cere was?
Hall{ Andrews wasn't even built, no Math building, no
A g
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social Science building);'the fhysics building had

Just been built) Adair Gym had just been built.

The idea of making a trek to Adair Gym was justee.!

We hated it. Now today what do you think sbout it?
Then it seemed like forever. The library was completed
my freshman year; we moved into it the second part of
my freshman year. The life Sciences Luilding was built
while I was there, Andrews was built while I was there,
The #lath building was completed while I was there, but
$¢ dian't even move into it until after I left. The
"caf" was completed while I was there, but it wasn't
opened until my junior year, And of course » Juniors
and seniors didn't eat in the "caf" then. I never

ate in it except @t orientation one time, when I

was a student government officer. The campus was much
more self-contained; the students were in much more

' o5 wele ]

proximity, There were no fraternity houses «built,

while I was there))so that everybody lived in either
dorm complexes on the old campus or in the Sorority
houses, $o you're talking about three thousand students

within an area of half a mile).

-

¥rom the observat:.ons of an outsider, I would say <he aa/!%e C.cm\mwt—(;j
™

was« extremely close~knit commurity at this particular

time. You knew a great many people by sight. There

was no campus gost office and after 10 : 06 - classes

)
the whole student body would walk down Duke of



1

Gloucester Street with one thing in mind:  going
to the p.e. and seeing what was in that box! Usually
what was in the box was Time magazine or something
like that because I can't remember anybody got a vast
amount of mail. When someone did get a package it
immediately drew a crowd, especially if therewisa
thought that there might be cookies in the box!
Williamss Was there a great deal of dissatisfaction among the
students over expansion? Were students upset at becoming
a number?
Ramsey: No, not really. As I remember it, the uprme came sboub
 the landscaping and architecture; there was 3
big fight about the buildings looking right and the
destretion of the woodland. There was a ten-year plan ,
and the plan reported that the school would never get
any larger than £00Q- o~ 7¢35G ., Fhat was well
recesved by the student body. Nobody wanted the school
any larger, but the actual physical classrooms were
desperately nmeded. You're sorry you have to cut
down trees; it's too bad, but on the other hand,
let's face it, Washington Hall and Rogers Hall were
not sufficient. I do think that what has happé%?is
sads: the fact that students never go on the 81d CGampus .

(QQJQ Dr. Baldwin did a nice job over at the Iife sciences

building meking it look pretty with all the dogwood;i>
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had wam:}ehﬁd lawmed]
I-  _Jif there was this dissatisfactiogxat
A :

Paschall? On the landscaping and the architecture
Paschall was the one who was blamed; . Paschall
also gets the credit for sew Gampus.

I can't remember any real disgention about the expansion,
other than the cries that we didn't want to turn into a
megauniversity, which I think was a far~fetched fear}
Given the @a«nsi mo"l’l o . Cwv- . - state legislature
I doubt it would have happe%:fanyw% 811 the money
goes to Tech , gy%f and maybe Madison now. It seemed
to me that the studerts were happy . Lord, Swem — -
fﬁat was like a crystal palace if you had ever tried
to find any books in the old library! I'm surprised
people didn't make burnt offerings out 4n front of
Swem Library when it was opened.(&hey did. put

soa@st%ls in the fountains to celebrate its opening.i)

Qﬁ Interesting story; the statue of Botetourt that's in

the basement of Swem now..that of course used to be in

front of the Wren Building. It was moved away from the

Wren Building before I:-came there, but I remember it

from when my sister was there. It was taken apart and

crated and was in storage my first year in school.

I guess it was put into Swem in the winter of my freshman
. ] aﬁteﬂslbbj

year, maybe in the spring of my freshman year{Nto

protect it because Botetourt had been painted during

a ‘
various football rival ries and so on. Every year,
—
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according to legend, students would take a pumpkin

and sticlzibover Botetourt's head at Halloween ( headless
RJ Yrseman type of id&;. Of course, it was considered
protected down in Swem Library. The first Halloween
after they moved Botetourt down there, that very night,
Botebourt appeared with this pumpkin over his head.
Someone had gotten through all that security and put
the pumpkin over Boletourt anyway. He was also decorated
with Christmas greens and various strands of crepe paper.
Vijere students are concerned, where there's a will
there's a way. I always thought that that):was sort of
neat that somebody got through the elaborate security

down there to put the pumpkin on Bdetourt's head.

s Letme move us o & diferest suhjedt, and sk is De. Pogehall.
Williams: In the four years you were there. did you see a change

in the views of the administration? By the time you
left there were calls for Dr. Paschall's resignation
made in the Flat Hat .(He found out that a letter
was going to be printed and threaten to suspend the
signers >

Ramsey: I can't femember if that was after I left or not; I
heard of it at any rate. Yes, there was a change towards

Dr. Paschall, no question. When I first came there



n

I don't think anybody thought anything of Dr. Paschall
one way or another, excepi® that heigzsa very nice
gentleman, he had a lovely wife and a lovely house
anérzé over ‘st Christmas for cookies (jtgﬁﬁgs
reception for freshm@ﬁl He had no immediate impact on
the lives of the students, other than the fact that
he was out hustling cash for the €ollege. He was
adept at that)too?~obviously. The Board of Visitors
tock as much flé% as Paschall; there is no question
in my mind that the Board of Visitof%?'especially
agaiéi%he intéfhration thing. The students had a
tendency to blame the hosrd there. When it really
comes down to it, who makes policy for the ¢ollege?
Dean Lambert took a lot of heat>and Melvi%le Jones,
the vice-gpresident,took a lot of heat,too.\(WTme_
ottitvde. chonged , and T'm gomg o be very aanddid. By my
senior year you could not help hot like

As a passon.
Dr: PaschallA‘He was a very warm kind of person. I
think I - = always had a sympagé%kgﬁitude toward him
because I grew up in the same area of the state
from which he came. Dr. Paschall put off an awful
lot of students in the late 'G@Os by his very manner,
his very demeanor, which you've got to admit has

vanished from the Virginia scene. It's even vanished

from southside Virginiat that courtliness, exaggerated
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and yet sincere, that he displayed just irked a lot

of . students, especially those from urban, northern
environments. (The way Philadelphia would see Jimmy
Carter; it's exactly . the same kind of thing.
“I distrust him immediately because of the way he

talks .n>I do think though that Paschall outlived his
time there, but then on the other hand all college
presidents did this. Can you find a college president
that handled the disturbances well in the late '(Os-
to everyone’s satisfaction without gettiing his name
bezsmi;rched in the process? Do you remember Hayakawa
over at San Frangisco State? This was during the same
+ Eehis?)

period of time thaqwe were going through at William
and Mary. He took such a beating in the press. I think
Dr. Paschall simply could nct handle what was happening
at that collegej’ I'm not sure anybody could. By the time
Dr. Graves came through it was a different place.

The big issue was thepeviet! vles, the open doors in the
rooms and so forth, visitation. For a man of Paschall's
generation this was absolutely unthinkable. . Plus.
you'lve got these people in the state legislature in
Richmond who were ¢n the Flat Hat’s bacK all the time
and threatemyto cut off money becausec:'zthe Flat Hat .
Ana Faschall being essentially a political man knew

that if the €ollege was going to survive with money . . . .
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I sometimes wonder if the Law School's current problems
can't be traced back to this time period, There is
such a thing as resentment in the state legislature
being rePlected in  the budget figures, and anybody
who doesn't believ%gt is crazy. A lot of students

- =—-this was pidiculovs
denied the connectionahnd there were a lot of ridiculous
students running around at this time ,too, I might add.
I felt sorry for him because I think he tried to do

Woluts H%f%

the best he could by his ikes,but his likes weren't
good enough. Paschall was not a devfkous man,but

—r

e

he was not a man to tell you "no" to your face. I know

this too; it was considered ungentlemanly.

Dean Lambert~-I think the same thing there. %Eat always

bugged me was that moderate students with moderate ideas

were sho ved aside down there. The ‘@dministration. by

hot‘listeﬁing4t0“moderates had a tendency to force things

to the point where moderates no longer had a vedce.

I'm thinking about the demonstrations about the dorms:
T shouid clarPy s

Mhen I say "demonstrationgf«there weren't signs and

pickets; there was a threat to do that in front of

the Wren Building. Larry Peterson was in charge of

that. They had a sit-in. Everyone disobeyed the rules

one nigh?)and eveybody sat in the boy's dorm with

:1 their dates, which was illegal.
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Why did it ever got to thst W:n“t?.

A t seems to me that if I could put
a valid criticism against any administration

Tt weuld be ]
members «those of us with more moderate ideas should
have been listened to. Again +this was a pattern that
was repested everywhere. You cannot single out any one
person at William and Mary and say that they lac@%it.
zgese men were trying to deal with a situation that
changed from day to day and thr to hour, amd the students
themselves were not even surq&what they wanted.

”Wé want open dormsinae want to live offwcampuSauWas it
really important? That's the question I asked when I
Was an undergraduate down there; is it really important
whether or not you get to stay vernight in somebody's
room? If you're looking fosieducation, is it really
important? There was a lot of upheaval over something
I'm not sure was all that vital to the College of
William and Mary.

Do you think it was a symbol?

Oh, yes. A rebellion against authority. You're talking
again about a conservative student body; they don't
want £o0 overthrow the institution) they just want to

live in it more freely and more easily. I remember when

X
they burned the William and Mary Woman; that was quite

a night. Yes, it was definitely a symbol everywherg)

*‘G\E_‘wamen gtvdent's "\anclbaal/\.
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’i‘;ae rebellion against in loco parentis.

Did the &dministration have a phnalistic abitude?

Oh, yes, very much so; no question:

I was so surprised to read that when curfew was
Lwes thetl

cha.nged>the way it was changed,\ Dr. Paschall polled

the parents on it.

Yes, he did. I remember that now. They very much played

that game with us. It was very much parental~

type of guidance always being put down on us.

This is essenﬁally my conservative nature: I .= never

had a curfew as a student in high school. I was

supposel t0 be in by 12:00. or call my mother; one

or the other. My mother never said, "fou must be in

by suchwand-such a time .’ Imagine my shock when

I went Off to college and found out that I must be

in the dorm by 11'©0O & . I got all kinds of demerits!

It wasn't really a shock , but it did seem kind of

Mickey Mouse to me. I would have been in by J1.00,

anyvay. You Sontdoess 12 you 2 around all night;

at least I couldn't have. I still think there are a

~

lot of college freshman that dont exercise good judg :ment.
)

- Another thing about those curfews; there was a lot of

avoidance of them. There are always ways to get around

the rules. Again, was it really all that important?
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Williams: How great an irritant was curfew as a single issue?
Many students I've talked to say that this was just
symptomatic of everything that was wrong.

Ramsey$ Yes, it was symptomaﬁic)and that'!s all it can be.

I would imagine that some things may go back; there's
a lot of fadishness in this. There were problems here;
the Gollege did treat us badly on some areas. I -
Covld shovts

never\be excited, whether or not I could stay mﬂb
Uil 110G, In fact, many girls enjoyed the curfew
simply because if you were with a really turkey date
you didn't have to tell him, "Look, you ‘re a turkey.
I'm going home!  You could say, "Gee, it's five minutes
to one. Mrs. Monty)(is going to kill me if I don't get in
the dorm 1" Later yyou had to change the storye>

» Ldere was)
I+t savela lot of social pressure on us’ /\K@ question “thst
you had to come back home .\(g'll tell you something that
wag & burp uvi\d&r:y saddle the entire time I was at William
and Mary ﬁas the registration procedure. If you ever:
wanted to go through a . dehumanizing, ridiculous
experiergcg » that registration was ;i.t! I think tlst was one
issuz:tvlg :iudent body would have united and roared.
There was no pre::registration when we were there.
It was first come, fi’t\st servel, It was the biggest hassle
in the world7and every time we asked about changing iv

=2
) were]told it couldn't be denme, and that was the only

}
‘K h oLsemather | n \\ elfersen
%

~ Lok
Tant

L

¥

(&
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answer we got. I can tell you more horror stories about
registration,, , ¥o me that was the most cal]st way

to treat the students, because if you were serious
about your education, what is more important to you
than the courses you take? They would givéj:a(il these
things 3ike "Oh, somebody has to take T JQ. v
classes" I wasn't even trying to get out of the

% +0.0.:-.. classes, and I still couldn't get the
classes I wanted sometimes! I remember I had to cry

my senior year to get a classso I eould graduate.

What is this business, crying one'!s senior year?
6’0 wasn't a real cry, but it was a faérly good fake>
It was ridiculous to go through this to get a card

cut for a class.CI remember Dr. McCord, my advisor,

That was ridiawlous — —

having to pull some strings on that one>absolutely

no excuse for ‘the way they handled tha.t.}\

Williams: Why didn't that become a target for protest?

/\
Ramsey: Because it only happerf& twice a year.
A

Wepe
Williams: And the curfews ,\m'e ‘every night.
came
Ramsey Thatt!s right. Ybu see, the problem A because they tried

QN‘aV\8¢ ﬂ\@,g&}\edulc
to ~ in other words, they did it alphabetically.

So one year I was on the top of the list, I was the
first group in . If you that year had an easy time of

You
ih and got everything you wanted,qpuld;\‘really;?get
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upset about the prospect that maybe next year you might
have a hard time? TYou see the problem there. Boy, I
thought that was the WOrSte~‘I théught if anything symbol-
jaed dehumanization, that was it at that college for me,
and it could have been handled differently if some people
hadn't been lazy.

Let me ask you about something related to social rules:

the Sarah Brittingham case. How important was this to
students? It was a cause cglébre in the Flat Hat.

She was a good friend of Chris Sherman's.¥ 1 As a result
of the case/ She lost her editorship of the William and
Mary Review. Personally /I think/ it was a mountain built
out of a molehill, another case of overreaction on the part
of the administration to something that wasn't really that
important. Sarah was a finelyound lady; she had a great deal
of talent and a great deal of promise. It was a real tra-
gedy there. I think many of the students didn't really know
about her. There were some surprised faces when the Mortaf
Board people gave her the top award that spring as [pne

of 7 the outstanding senior women. There were something
1like ten or tw. ve named; they named her first. She was
outstanding, there is no question. Sarah as a person
changed a great deal during her college career. /The

court case/ was a case of overreacton. To think of somebody

¥ Flat Hat editor.
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having been kicked out of school for spending the
night with their boyfriend is just absurd now. I
think she got a raw deal.

Williams: Do you think she was scapegoated?

Ramsey: Yes, they tried to make an example of her.

It happex(l% all the :bime s even faith the . curfews,

Girls could avoid the curfewsi they were: .~ all that
anxious to do it, A sl the housemothers s if
there are still some alive! They all seemed nine hundred
when I was therel Ask : . how many bricks were in the
doors all ‘the time to keep the doors from closing

shut. That sort of thing went on. It really was a
scapegoat sort of thing.

Williams: Let me ask you about the dissatisfaction ?f?tcarson
Barnes.

Ramsey: That was later. I éan't comment:on that..:.

Williams: How did the Gollege @&dministration handle drugs on
campus?

Ramsey: You're really asking the wrong person that question.
I really don't know. My impression of drugs( and this
is probably wrong) was that -}i\eycame from the under
classes. This drifted into the Gollege around '68 ,
and it seemed to me that it was much more wide- -

spread among the younger students than it was aman X
those of us ne;aﬂy «wt, Who wants to be bothered by
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pot when you're a senior? We've all been through
first drunks and all that garbage. It seemed to
me that the Gollege was not particulstly hard on
the offenders. I never knew anybody who got busted,
(to use the term of the da;% and so I can't really say
anything about that. It was widespread at one point --
the light stuff, nothing heavy. It was pretty wide=
spread in the freshman dorms. I think the College handled
it with some sense for the most part. Actually I think
they turned their backs on the problem, which might
have been the sensible way to handle it, if you want
to call it a problem. Again it's something that
looks absurd in retrospect )too.

Williams: It's interesting to hear your comment and to put it
together with other people from later, especially
when you say that the under classes when you were
graduating were thjones that used drugs more.

Ramsey s You have heard differently on that?

Williams: Yes, that it peaked in the late & Os,

Ramsey: It did peak in the late - & Os , but I heard aboutigore
with the underclassmen tham I did with the upperclassmen.
I know a-lot of it did come from the high schools, because
we began to get kids in the fall of '68 who bmw@h‘b it
‘with them . It was very strong by my senior year,
and ,of course, this got mixed up with this open ’door /
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closed door . policy in the rooms. It changed
the social life dramatically, but that occured after I
left.
Why
I\Was it your year that the Commencement Speech became
an issue?
Again, 6 it's a symbol. I wish I knew the list of the
people we asked for begause it was a pretty good list.
Of course, the ¢ollege Administration had to approve
the list. Actually what happe! iéwas really an accident.
The &dministration delayed too long trying to get
somebody and then got stuck. I don't think it was
a deliberate attempt to thwart the wishes of ‘the
students, because we had some fairly conservative
people on that list, if I remember correctly. We
Lbe sfeach]

also had some radical people on that list. I—Fﬁ# Was Sused for T
paying off a political debt, those kids were always
angry about that. The students should be able to
listen to ﬁhc{éver they want to listen to; I'll stand

Qnyone
for that today. I don't mean this ea.gainst,L personally
or against the state of Virginia, but why would a
student from New Jersey want to listen to some
Virginia state judge give his commencement address?
Again 5 how important is it because nobody listens

to them anyway? In '69,-we didn't have a speakez;;,
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there was a big revolt about that,and the kids Yobed
but o heue individval QOY\‘?&“M@E‘%
not - - - to have a speaker,6 partlyiresentment over the
Spesierd.
fact that we copldn't pick our own, I'm sorry now
that L cant't look back and say,"I heard him a t
my commencement or " I heard her at my commencement"
were the last olass

On the other hand, we/\' <+ . to get our degrees
individaally. It was boring)but I'm glad; I sort of
liked that.

Williams: I've heard criticism of the Administration of the

' Ldelagingd.
period -For. the very tactic you alluded to, the You

th:l.nici?w%g not the case with the ' commencement Speaker.?
Ravasey: They let it blow over, whi.cl‘a\l:i\a‘s pretty much the order

of the day down :there. They let things get beytg nd

the point where they could handle them: the moderates

were ignored)and all of a sudden they had a problem

on their hands. This delaying was a constant tactic.

T good polities; look at how many

political people do that. You talk about political

people wher you talk about state university)too. ‘(es 5 Tt was @v@.uﬂ Qemmen,

So was cbshesklonns you don't tell them anything,

they won't know m@g’ to get angry sbout. ” .
om0 Hat e e o oy Saal e evplec.

should not move into the new . ,eomplex

because it would segrqate the sorerities from the -

mainstream of campus life. How would it have segrqated
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the sororities more than the new fraternity
complex?
Thetds

RawMsey : ?recisely why I think the Flat Hat made that comment
because that is exactly what happeflmgdthrg\fraternity
houses. When the fraternities were in the lodges(on Frabernibytow -~

I think you know to what I'm refexj:ing )
| they were fairly open organizations.
It was very common to go there with an independent
and go to a number of pargies and feel perfectly
welcome at all of themj The men may dispute this;,ﬁ.v
They had immense block parties and things like that.
It was a very open type of thing, Fhe fraternities
of course, lived with the other men. There was no
segtfsation of housing between fraternities and the
nongraternity people . There was resentment. I'm
not going to tell you that the frats and the nen:d ~frats
When the hooges were built--
didn't have problems; they had a lot.’\recall what
I said abbut the physical outlay of the campus at that
time~-the fragrrlities were in left f:i.eldJ and all of
a sudden the parties became closed. As a date I
noticed this; the parties became far more intrae
fraternity 1('a1;lher than in’oer fraternity. The men
Selves

did push them off this way . Jche,y warted the. heus es, aad T qoess they

should have Rad -them
‘:[t did tend to isolate them and then the divison between
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Greek and non-Greek became very serious within the male
student body because now the parties weren't open.
It!'s one thing to have a friend say, "Come on down to
the lodge tonight - ;” it's/{nother thing to say, "Come on
over to the house! There's a difference there.
Personally I think the social life suffered from the
fraternity:Bouses. I was never as happy in those
fraternity houses as I was in the old days in the
lodges, and it wasn't simply longing for the good

The good ofd deys
old  days. /\ & oy were. better. You would sometimes
house-hop; swerybody had friends everywhere: . - else
because you 1ived with other people from the time -
you were . a freshman until you were a senior \The
sororities—for one thing, the houses they lived in
(énd I'n:\:talking about the maintar{ ;ence s which was
ineredibly bad) were a very comfortable to live.
Only sixteen to twenty girls ean live in them » which
means that only seniors can live in them, which means
that you live with other people t,hmughout your collejge
career. Consequently you're not going to say,
"I don't like the Kappa Kappa Gammnt{}s)" because you
have lived with them. How can you say that about

your friends? In my senior year I never felt strange
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at all about walking into the Tri Delt house or the
Pi Phi house to see a friend. Theee was no barrier there.
If you had taken the sorority women and thrown them
in those cmplemés~- note again that the juniors and
seniorsdon't eat in the "caf";you would have seen
afracturng of the womans student body that would have
been reprehensible.l believe very strongly that

the only way I could have stood being in a sorority
in college was tnder the sibuation that I was ing
otherwise I would have thought that the whole thing
was garbage. I think to sepérate those girls from
the rest of the student body would have been a{j:ful.

‘. Thirdly, the eost of those houses
would have been prohibitive. The sororities could not
afford to move intc them . thfthly, the girls themselves
could not afford to live in them, which means the
sororities, which were not 2ll that exclusive in terms
of money, would have become extremely exclusive in
terms of money. It would have been the death of the
sorority system at William and Mary as we know it.

I think that wou]d have been too bad. If you believe
that they have any place at all on campus, to have

them Snd pobthem jn These Complexes
changed N would have been a trememdous tragedy,
not mly for the Greeks, but for the non«(Greeks as

well. I feel very strongly sbout that. At the time
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I was a student. I thought this. Today from the
standpoint of ten years later. it seems sort of paranoid )
but I wonder if there's a gram of truth tha?ihe
construction of those sorority complexes. and the
attempt to get the sororities into them. was all
really a plot to get rid of them altogether, because
it would have killed them in opinion. And you will
notice when the vote to move was taken not many
people were dying to get over there, were they?

Williams: Your statement about the administrdion was interesting
because I read somewhere that the administration was
pro~Greek.

The. Greeks d.dn“tthinll 'th@b,'thm@k.
Ramsey s I remember that. A lot of Greeks felt that the administration
A Testeirties and sofori. e

was out to get us because /L'bhey are a pain in the
neck in a sense: the maintanence problems are highj
you have io deal with the Greek organizations and
all the social stuff that goes along with that,
Plus there is inherent conflict within. the student
body whemever you've got a sizable porportion of your
student body Greek and a sizable pﬂgbortion not; the
tension is there. They needed the housing space; this
was a way to justify it. The @Qdministration didn't want
to be saddled with those old houses,and I think the

waspt all Ahete h&@&d abost bejn 9
&dministration/ . . saddled with taking
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care of anything for those sororities. I don't think
it was anything 2gainst the philosophy; I think a
lot of pecple in the administration felt that they
were worthless organizations and just a drain on the
¢ollege's money supply. You see, the sororities don't

maintain their own houses‘ s ’,:a’:f;‘gggt the downstairs o

-

I do know Administrdion people

that felt that way.j/\\/]}:\ “fontt Think that they were

particually high in the administration, when—I-leck®

Pt I was very.pleased personally when the

sororities voted not to move in them. because the

whole point of being in a sorority is to keep: -

it as cheap as possible so that it doesn't become

exclusive 4 = If you are going to make it exclusive

financially there's no point in being in a sorority.
sinwse that's a snob system, and I don't want any

part of thet. I'm nobt really sure that I'm pro-

Greek myself, to tell you the truth. I've seen the

good and the bad. After moving to Lé}d.ng'bon

Itve certainly seen the bad.

You said that the fraternities wanted to go into the

héuses o Why?

I think for the most part the lodges really didn't

give them space. They were tiny, and it limited their

membership. As it turned out, the financial problems
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of going to the houses also limited their membership;
they didn't get very far that way. I think that the
idea of having a real building of your own with a
real place to meet, a kitchen,and that sort of thing
appsaled to the guys. It would though because the
sororities aren't built around a party on Friday
night, whereas the fraternities are. The social
activities after the game, the fraternity party “—“Q\ra:*tsrmie,g
pretty much revolved/éround that,And of cousse, that
was so hard on the independents; there was nothing for
the independent. This gets into the qa&ﬁeitai business
again. The independents had a case there: ‘where do I
take my date? ”The answer was nowhere unless it was the
Williamsburg Theatre, and then the "Corner Greeks) " then

D

home again. I think the independents still have a
gripe on that point; I dontt thlnlthﬂgvi improved very
much foz{them from what T have seen. They've formed
dorm associations)but those are pretty loose and
never worked the way they should have worked. The
house was much more attractive to the guys just for
the party space. When they were finally built, the
guys didn't get the party space they wanted; they

really weren't much larger than the lodges.
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So I don't know if we really got ahead or not. That

doesn't really answer your question, but I don't really

know how to answef it. I wasn't all that close to the
scene,

fraternitygpi I think a lot of them were very unhappy

once they got there. I think there was divided opinion

among Greekse-that's the way to put it.

Williams: To go on to another thing that you were very much invole-
ved in }especially your senior year )and that was student
government. Let me ask you first: people criticized the
Sgudent Association as being frivolous-- maybe not your year .

Ramsey: They criticized it while I was there. as being frivolous««
and it was.The name tells you what it was-«a student associ=
ation; there was no government in there. There was no
attempt at government. How can you govern a school when
you have no autonomy? It was supposed to be a means of
commnication and also a means of providing some social
life and a means for providing an outlet for the philan~
thropist in us, I guess. In other words, it was supposed
to be a service organization and not a governing body at

yhowevet,

all. It diqhhave some voice with the administration, but

the administration was under no compulsion to look at us.
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It was during my period that the Board of Student
Affairs was established, and I don't think that had that
mech weight, either. The Board of Student Affairs, if
I remember correctly, was made up of the presidents of
the student body and the honor council and that sort of
thing. Those people were the ones who had the input.

'I'm not sure the Board of Student Affairs necessarily
gave them more {input}, although on paper it did give
them more. I'm not sure it necessarily did. I think
the Board of Student Affaits was good in that it at

between
least set up regular meetings . ' the student body and

A
the administration-wsure, thet was good. My argument
was that you had to have the Student Association to have
the B.S.A.,
You didn't feel that the B.S.A. was taking a chunck out
of the empire of the S.A.?
Well, I wouldyn't use the word, “empire." They didn't
have much of an empire. The Student: Asso¢iation could
(bebucen the B.5.4. and te shdert ko)
have served as a means of communlcatlong\and as . feedback .
I don't know if it ever did. The thing was unwieldy, for
one thing (the S.A., not the B.S.A.), because you had all

these people: some of them were not very careful about their nas$qeibdﬂﬁ

es”

)
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some of them were extremely adept at carrying out théir
responsibilities. Heck, we threw some good &ances, and we
had some service~oriented projects, for example, the Campus
Chest, which got a lot of money Btogether for varicus: good
causes. We instituted the midwinter's dances, anl that was
a good thing. Spring finals was put on by the S.A. That
sounds pretty trivial, and it was pretty trivial, I guess,
but on the other hand, the S.A. did some helpful thingg)
For example, the bock sale.
There's no question (and I'm getting to the main
point) that we discussed some very substantive issues in
at least
those meetings. Some real issues werq\aired at those
meetings. And I think that's all a student body govern~
ment can do with the kind of sibuation you had at that
college where we had no input in the decisionmaking.
We discussed some very subatantive things, and it did
some good; it always does some good.
Williams: As a forum.
Ramsey: Yes, as 4 fofummnas a lighéjning rod. Sometimes we took
heat that otherwise would have been directed at the admin~

istration. By going through us the whole thing: was muted swnd
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changed so that something positive could come out of
it. I think the S.A. was responsible. in part, for
changing the registration procedures. We worked desperw
ately to change the registration procedures, and we got
action on that, not while I was there, but for generations
to come.%'i think the S.A. did some godd work in the
ratings of the faculty when that was a big deal --
assigning values to . faculty memberf whether they were
good or bad. I personally think that's a nitwit thing.
We never got enough responses to make a clear sample,
KO percest oF
and so what if&the student body thinks somebody is bad
or geod? I could make a comment abbut that, too. But
I think that is a perfect example of [the S.A. as al
ligh{}ping rod. In other words, we diffused a touchy
situation; the students wanted to evaluate their proe-
fessors, and we gave them a way to do it. It wasn't
satisfactory; it didn't really work, but it was done,
and for ailot of people that was the satisfaction of
it. You could go over to the library and look at that
book~~I don't taink many ever did-~but you could. I
think word of mouth was more efficient. In a school

that small you know who's good and who's bad.
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I think that was a prime example where we took the heat

off the administration.

Waan!t diffusion just what was being said about the admin-

istration-~that they were trying to diffuse the opposition?

Yes and no. How important is it? Again, why get yourself

into an uproar about something that is not really all that

important? If we could diffuse an issue that was not

important, that really is a symbol for something else,

I don't think that!s necessarily bad. What is really

important is, "Am I - - getting a good education — ..

not whether I can keep my boyfriend here oyernight, but

am I getting a decent education?” And for most of the

people who go to that institution that is a major concern.

When you get into these other piddling things, like,"We

want the right to evaluate our professors because kids

at Berkeley are demanding this right," is that really

so terribly important? The ratings were there for anye

body who wanted to see them. We spent a fortune on them.

It was trememdously expensive. We hired a Washington

consulting firm to do all those computer programs for us.
Cwe covid say,

Then what can you cfiticize ?Afrhe book is ther; if the

student body isn't going to take the time to do the ratings
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then don't criticize the administration and dn't criticize
the S.A. because we put the mechanism there for ﬁ?u;
The students dbviously don't want it as mnch as £hey
thought they did. §o I think that was a matter that was
not important enough to make a big issue out of. I think
the S.A. did a good job of turning the heat off that pare
ticular issue.
Actually the most popular thing that we did was (éhow«
iné} the movie ' on Sunday afternoons. We showed cartoons
during exams. That sort of thing gets more attention
because the students on the whole really weé@'t interested
I don't think in whether their professors had a 3.6. rating
or a 2.8 rating.
When the B.S.A. was created by the Statement of Rights and
Responsibilities . . . #
Oh yes, I typed that,by the way, very late at night.
When the B.S.A. was created did you hope that it would be

a channel, a forum, more effieient perhaps than the SA.
because it had faculty and administrators on it?

The B.S.A. was a'logical accompaniment to the S.A. The
S.A. was like a tree whose branches didn't go anywhere.

Anything that the SA. did (meant) that Tim Marvin, the
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president of the S.A., had to trowp over to Dr. Paschall's
office and wait until Dr. Paschall wanted to talk with him.
Then he could present his point of view. You see, the B.S.A.
gave the president ‘of the student body legitimacy, arnd once
you have that legitimacy then you spesk with some force be-
hind you, and I think that was good. The B.S.A. never did
everything the students wanted it to; if you'ive read the
Flat Hat é@itorials you know about the high hopes that some
people had for it. But on the other hand, what are we
talking sbout here? We're not talking about the United
States Congress; were talking about a university. Stue
dents don't run the university. We are there only to
express an opinion about the way it's being run, and our
opinion doesn't really c amnt very much. I'm not sure
thatts bad or good.

Do you think students in the class of '72 would have said
the same thing=--~that students aren't there to run the
university?

Oh, of course they wouldn't. But I don't think they are
there to run the university. But this is the class of '69)
and most of the people of the class of '69 probably would

not have agreed with me on this point. But ask them now.
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N_vgn 179 ask the ki:J ds who graduated in '72 what they
think and see what responses you get. I think they should
have listened to us more. We had good ideas,; wk knew what
we were about, but still;, ‘it's not our university. If
the student body had had the power to make rules I really
wouldn't have trusted the rules they would have made. You're
talking about people without a vast amount of experience.
It 's like the dog that chased cars: if we had gotten it,
I don't know what we would have done with it.

Williams: You :said you typed the Statement of Rights end Responsi«
bilities--I got the impression that the final form of
the statement was something done halfway in the dark of
night. It was [bassedjin the middle of the summer --after
a great deal of agitdion; however.

Ramsey s This is the story: there were a number of those statements
of righis and responsibilities. The one I typed was the
second one. My junior year everyone was agitating for a
statement of rights and responﬁ@bilities; the emphasis,
of course, was on rights--very little on responsibilities.
That summer we received in the mail a handsomely printed

booklet?‘ and of course everybody went beserk. It had

*‘H\@‘ Gt mert S@&D(\o\léi hj “tk& bOQrd
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beensdone with very little input~-the administration was
alwayéevery vague about who actually wrote that thing (at
least to us it was very vague). So that winter we went
back to school , and the S.A. had "Time-Cut Day." Every-
body raised cain all day about various issues. Now here
is another example of the S.A. trying to do something
positive that again we got mixed student support for.
Most students went to classes. Most students didn't
really care. I went to some that were very stimulating.
They had some outstanding professors leading those things.
The Statement of Rights and Responsibilities was connected
to this, so everybody got to work, and there was student
input on the second versiogj not as much perhaps as there
should have been. But I remember in the spring Tim Marvin
coming over and saying, “Type this by morning.' No {ypos.
It has to be in Dean Lambert's office tomorrow morning."
(m‘«‘ sorerty Sigters aad T)

WéAfinished it about 3:00 / in the morning.

There were substantial differences from the first one.

But again, what's happened to all these statements of studest

rights and responsibilities in the last five or six years?
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In 1976, who cares? The ultimate test of time is if any-

body still cares, and I think the answer is, "No.#

But did it do any good in '69~'70?

I was gone by the time that thing was finally adopted. I

graduated in the spring of '69. I doubt it; it was a vague

document. It was one of these things the students said,

"We have to have it." The whole thing was set off by

an illegal"search and seizure’in the rooms. I think it

was popcorn poppers they were after or something like that.

Yew, did the student have a right to privacy in the roome-

that was a major issue. The Statement of Rights and Respon-

sibilities I don't think dealt with that tremendously well.

It was something everybody wanted)bpt no one really knew what
to write. How do you codify sometﬁing like that?

[Of course, that5 my age talking now. At the time I thought

it was a nice thing beoczuse it is good to have things written

down; at least you always know where you stand. There were

lots more important things there, though, 't han that. It

sure created a lot of stir. There was‘a lot of heat and

llghgzhing about it. It was the same thing: how substan-

tive was it? As a big issue, looking back on it now,
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hoﬁ really important was it out of four years of school?
But it did create a lot of heat and light, and of course
the Flat Hat had a field day with the whole thing .

This is the problem with the‘administration (and I guess
I'm having trouble pimning it down )=~this insensitivity.
Anybody could see that was the wrong way to handle that.
And the moderate students took it on the ears. If we
had been listened to in the spring of 168 then there
would not have been all that flack in the fall of 168.
They would not listen to the moderate side of the stu-
dent body.

Why do you think not? It looks like the sort of people
who comprised the administratid;;ould have wanted to have
heard what the moderate students were saying.

It happened everywhere, ,though. It happened in Congress.
This is '68-~the Democratic National Convention--who
1istened to the moderates there? They knew we wouldn't
go out and burn down Marshall-Wythe (which is what dHames
Blair used to be called before somebody changed itsv
which in itself was a cause éélébre while I was there in
school). The problem here was that we wouldn't burn any-
thing down; we!d say, "Yes, sir," "No, sir,""Three bags

full, sir," pull our forelocks and back out the door.
Vs
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They mistook this; I think that the administration tried

to fend us off and used delaying tctics’ “i$'11 blow over

if we're very quiet and don't mention it at the next partywe have For the.
Stodeits st Choatmas . ” e dida't bow eves.
AThe moderates would come back from the S.A. meeting, and

we'd say, "We talked about it." "Well, when are we going

to get some action?" And there'd be no action taken.

Soon thereé's Larry Peterson ﬁeader of the Students for

Liberal Action) \gumpin.g upeid down. The administration

Lareq and
played into his hands. . 7 Ernie Cote--~they were not

a

really radical people; they were pretty moderate, too.
: The admiaistration played into the hands of

(I want to make that point).,\ss’eople who liked to stir up
stufi;i“v‘:k% had this moral righteousness behind them
by not listening to those of us who said, "Why don't yov
let us sit dowm and talk to you about the Statement
of Rights and Responsibilities? ? They kigﬁéreduus -because
they could ignore us! We weren't going to do any damage
to them. We wouldn't go home and tell our parents bad
things~-we weren't that kind of people. And that's our
fault, too, you see. There's something to be said for
pushing hard for things, not keeping oﬁe's mouth shut.
Unfortunately that's the way of the world: if you don't

make waves no one will listen to you.
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How extensive do you think the support was for those who
did want to make waves? I imagine wa're talking here
about your senior year ('68-169).

Yes. Among the seniors? All we could see were the black
caps and diplomas at the end of that tunnel. What they
did to the clas%under us~=I don't know how many people
were really burned up about that. I can't judge this
because my perception is altered by what I know has
happened down there since I left. I would say on tle
whole that the students were concerned; it wasn't an
overwhelming, burning, driving concern. There was no
Columbia at William and Mary. But yes, the kids were
upset, and to a large extent they were mad because

they were frustrated. I think a lot of us who were so-
called moderates (I say "moderates;" I'm sure Chris
Sherman Editor of the Flat Hat} would say "conservativé’)
were angry because we felt we'd been slapped on the nose.
And then they dealt with people we felt they shouldn't
be dealing with. ¥es, the student body was conerned;
they at least wanted to have their ideas heard. I would
say that was pretiy widespread. Now division on tactics

was enormous; [there was) a real gulf on how to do it.
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I think everybody wanted to have this done; everybody felt
it needed to be done.

The second thing. that umed to bug me was the way
they divided the housing. Dean Mosely did an awful lot
to straighten that out. There was an administrator who
was a thoughtful person who used her brain. That helped
diffuse a lot of tension. A lot of students really thought
a lot of her; her door was always open to everybody. She
played with fifty~two cards on the table; if you didn't
like the way the cards were laid out)that was one thing)
but they were all out there~-at least that was always my
impression:

There ware some other people down there that I felt
could be dealt with,and one of those was Sam Sadler, who
at that time was in the admimsions office. Sam was always
playing with a full deck. I think since he's been dean of
men~~-I was amused when I was down there in graduate school,

vndergradusteas
bhecause %" : were making the same kinds of comments that
one always hears about deans of men. Ther's something inhere
ent in that job; it's a ligh§2¥ing post. You're going to
catch ﬁiot of flack in that job. Sam was always extremely
sympathetic towards the studants and the students' point

of view; there's no question about that. Sam doesn't play
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games with you. You may not like his decision, but he's
not a game player; he certainly wasn't when he was in that
position. I have the greatest amount of respect for him.

(@n the subjeét of registrationjthe registrar's office
was .- " mossbacked. There-was no evil intent; they
couldn't see a reason for change. They weren't the ones
going through all that mess. Those were the things (bousing
and registration) that bothered me; I felt those things were
really substantive. That bureaucratic garbage just irked
the fire out of me. I knew there was a better way to do
that stuff; in an age of computers there's got to be a
better way to do those things than we were doing them.
We'lve been‘talkingzggout campus issues; was this a time
when campuéjsggzswmore important to you than national issues?
No, the national issues were more important to me personally.
Was that generally true or not?
I can't tell you. I can't speak for anyone but myself and
my frimnds--you'd expect us to all have vaguely the same
ideas.
One student said to me that when the “mational issues and
the campus issues could provide a focus that < that's when

the student movement really got rolling.
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Ramsey: That would be after I left. That's a long time ago, and
there's too much water under the bridge on national issues.
I can't remember exactly what bothered us in '68«'69; it
all seems so petty compared with thé last five or six yeass.
fo 2168 to me was a big turning point in the (Vietnam) war.
I think most Americans really didn't know what was going on
until '68. That'!s when the escalation really took off. If
wu take a lock at the 169 yearbook, it's a stunning thing
to see how many kids were in R.0.T.C. That was a good way
to get out of military service in Vietnam; it was also a
good way to get into it if you weren't careful, but you
moral
could play those odds. The war was a very difficultﬂéssue
for me; I worried about it a great deal; it occupied a
good bit of my thoughts. at this time. (Discussion of
newspapers .) It was '68 when I decided the war was just
absolutely a waste of time and effort.
QY I think the William and Mary antiwar demonstrations
are something the college can be proud of. They were
tzmendously moving and effective-~although I didn't

participate in them. I'm not a participant in things like that.
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It was so hard to deal with it on any kind of level that

T couldn't really express how I felt about the whole thing,
I think their silent vigil for peace was an outstaading

way of showing their feelings. And again it's a typically
William and Mary way of showing itewnot that it wes unique
to William and Mary, but tle kind of studats I went to school
with didn't go around trashing things. I can still remember
the expressions on some of their faces; they felt very
deeply about something, and they expressed it in a most
constructive way. And they took a heck of a lot of abuse.

Williems: From . . .?

Ramsey: Townies, tourists-e~wow! Did they take it from tourists.
The kind of tourist that comes to Williamsburg is fairly
conservativeffxiadle-class, Republican~type anyway, I
guess.,

When Nixon came=-~boy, the students were burned about
that! If you're already angry and you see the administra«~
tion pulling the same thing on you that‘the national admin~
jstration is pulling in Vietname=yes, it's just lies, lies,
lies=~that's exactly how you feel. You know what I said
about the plot to destroy the sororities? Well, that's
probably preposterous. You can only come up with that kind
of plot in '68-'69. It was the only time anyone would

believe something like that. You felt like saying,



