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What would you say was the main concern of W&M students
in bthe early '60s? Jobs alter graduabtion? Soclial
life? Grades?

How involved or interested were students in national
issues such as the 1960 election, civil rights,
the Cuban missls crisis?

Yhat kind of attitude 4did the students have about &M and
their role here?

&
quwasfagsln 1960, how did students receive the new president?
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Wt~ =7 4.-Was there an observable change from Chandler? =
4, we s ~Was Dr, Paschall accessibie to students in early years?
QO‘W Ae& y y

~Did you see any change in the student attitude toward
Paschall by 19632

3

Did the system of the Colleges of William and Mary (either >
the establishment or the separation) have any begring j;
on the students at W&M, and if so, in what ways?

Were the students of the early '60s at all upset over -
soclial restrictions the way the students would be
in the later '60s? What were the "oppressive pole 4
icles toward student actiwities and self-expressgion®
that were creabting the "stultified, apathetic atmos-
phiere which hange over the campus," as charged by
the 1962 Flat Hat?

How deep was the feeling among the studerts aboub exXpan- ) A
sion? This shows up frequently in the FH.

What made the Flat Hat the good paper it wa#in the early '60s? éy
Was the FH leading or was it reflecting student opinion

in The early '60s?

Prior to the Blue Room incident was there any administra-
tive control of the paper?
-Wihat was the role of faculty advisors? How active were they?

~-Would your answer to the previous two questions be th

e
same for the period after the Blue Room?
Did the students see the communist speaker issue as a real \j>

issue of academic freedom or was it scmething deeper?

Was there disagreement on the editorial board about the
editorial? If so, on what grounds?
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Was there any thought of not running the editorial after \
the conversatim with Paschall and Lambert?

Was there pressure to retract the editorial in the next issue?

Was Paschall's resction typical? Did he see it simply as a
challenge to his authority? What did he object to: the
speaker or the questioning of the administration? What
was his explanation in the Blue Room?

Did many students know of the incident?
What was there in the nature of the BiuekRoom incident that
blew it out of proportiong = izET = e
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Had there not been a communist spegker issue, would there
have been another catalyst?

N

Was this the end of Paschall's honeymoon with the students?

Do you view the whole situation differently now than you
did in the fall of 19629

As a result of the Blue Room op verhaps other factors was
the accessibility of the administration (and the pres-
ident specifically) to the students as a whole or to
the FH changed? "

~Were students' attitudes changed?

TN

What effect did the Blue Room incident have on the editorials
or the staff of the FH as long as you were on it? Did /
it have an effect on the paper in succeeding years?

Was it true, as the Nov. 15, 1963, FH said in an editorial
note to the article by Bruce Potter, that failure to
understand the academic freedom controversy was fail-
ure to understand William and Mary? Why or why not?



513 Seminole Trail
Danville, Ky. LOuh22

1 January 1977

Emily Williams

Wiltiam and Mary oral history program
Williamsburg

Dear Miss Williams:

One of my New Year resolutions was to catch up on things which I have

put cff, this being example #l. I've numbered your questions, and will
key my answers to them to avoid repetition. (I've just read through the
old file of “lat Hats (it's extremely émbarrassing to see things you wrote
in "less mature" days) so everything is fairly fresh in my mind.

Here goes:

1, The early 60's at WM gegmed tp me a more "normal" time then the present.
Students viewed the colle® ace to prepare for a secure dater life, I
think, By the junior year at least we were thinking, if only vaguely, about
careers and job possibilities. For many of the men, including me, the ROTC
program meant that for at least 2 years after graduatéon we'd have a job--and
this was before Viet Nam, of course, so this kindof job was considered somewhat
dull but solid, secure, fairly profitable. Social life, I think, was more

important then than it is presently for students (the college I teach at--Centre--

is roughly analogous to W&M then--small, liberal arts, residential)., The
fraternities were immensely important, as were the sororities. From my individual
perspective, fhe Greek system was the bane of William and Mary 1life thenj; I later
wrote an editorial asking for a radical change into "eating clubs." They were
segregated as to types of students (Sigma Nu for animal jocks, Kappa Sif for jocks
with academic and social pretensions, Phi Delt for swimmers and "eool" dressers,
Pi Lamb for jews and northern liberals, SAE for those who became dangerous when
drunk, etc.) Certainly there was an element of sour grapes in my perspective on
them then--but they did seem to many non-Greeks as devisive, exclusive, and

wnfair,
The 1960 election caused a~paé%£§££§§@ stir on campus. I remember the debates

being telecast on sets in the union to packed rooms, and much talk after the

debates. When Bobby Kennedy came to Williamsburg he was ¥dgd booed by a faction

of stddents, led by #llen Greenfield as I recall, trying to disrupt his talk, which

they pretty well did, It was my thought that JFK never came to Williamsburg as

president because of this--although I have no reason except my intuition to say that,
Most other events, such as the Cuban missile crisis, were importart to people

on the Flat Hat, the "intellectuals," and others but not to the campus as a whole

as, say, political events were in the early 70's.

2. I recall that there was a great wave 6f good feeling when Paschall began his

tenure the year I began mine. Chandler was regarded, at least by students in the

know, as aloof, authoritarian, and slightly repressive. It was the feeling thatCZU“%é“
homaras. named Bresident only because of his father (this may be totally incorrect, but
I'm talking about perceptions, not facts). Paschall seemed more open, more folksy,

more accessible. By 635g:me ad tome to regard Paschall as a politician who was



a necessary evil for the college. He was equatad with parochial, rather than
national or even humane concerns. This was true, it was thought, both in his
vision of the college (we wanted it to be like Haverford or Princeton) and in
specific courses of action, such as integration of blacks. Perhaps he was doing
his job well, that is, getting money from the legislature. But to some, espscially
those on the newspaper, he was regarded as a mediocre person without the vision

to turn W&M into the scho~l we thought it should be. It was probably a serious
distortion of the real situation, but I thought of him then as a political hack.

gl

3. This had little bearing on students. It was regarded as ngg%\of many
administrative shuffles. There was some thought that these "lesser" colleges
Bhouldn't be part of William and Mary.

i. Generally students didn't take the restrictions on their own rights as
seriously as later students would do. Many students didn't feel as if they

had any rights . People like Al ‘olkman, who edited the paper my first year, and
Bruce Potter, a columist my last year, charged repression at various times, but
there probably wouldn't have been widespread support for their position. The
Flat Hat was probably the focal point for students who wanted change.

5. I think this issue was fairly important to most students. I can remember
students on my hall in Monroe dormitory who wouldn't have cared who was
President talké%?ZEP how the college was turning into a huge, impersonal thing.
It secemed to m ] %> th2 central issue facing the college; I wiiges that
my editorials wouldn't have much sway with Paschall,

6. I'mnot sure what made it good. A number of people associated wibh it had
worked on other papers in the summer, or had decided to go into journalism--people
such as Mason Sizemore (now w/ Seattle paper), Pete Crow (now owns his own papers
in Oklahoma), Allen Brownfield (syndicated solumist), Al V&lkman, Jerry Van Voorhis,
Sandy McNair., Perhaps it was good in the early 60's because it tried to lead
rather than follow campus opinion. The averace student then, as now, wasn't

much concerndd with events outside his life~-the paper tri=d to broaden his
perspective to staté and national affairs, Moreover, in the early 60's there

was a feeling of a dynasty within the Flat Egg—awhen I took over as editor I

first went bak and read the papers of Volkman (60), Van Voorhis (6L), Sizemore
(62), and others further back, realizing that my job was to carry on the tradition
established by these people. There was always a sense of real competition for the
top jobs on the paper, also, which made them seem more important than they perhaps
were. I always regarded myself, for instance, as much more impcrtant than any
president of the student congress couldf ever be. They were always fraternity

men who seemed part of the Paschall -"don't rock the boat" syddrone,

7. There was always someonéf cailed a "faculty advisor" I think, but he was

never of any importance. One year Dr. Cecil McCulley served in this capacity;

he would write long, single-spaced letters to the staff carefully ccmmenting on
various articles, erammar, etc.; the staff regarded this as quaint and a bit

silly. Prior to and after the blue room, the paper functioned pretty much on its
own. Paschall worksd things so that we were our own censor. None 8f us would have
worked on the paper any other wayg We were vefy aware of our rights as )
Journalists, and our opposition role to Paschall's administration; this of course
increased after the blue room.



8. I'm not sure I,understood very well what academic freedom was other than
an important phrase. But Sizemore, Roger Swagler, Jim Truxell (and I) and others
on the paper realized that this was a crucial issue in that it did show how
3£ Witliam and Mary was from campuses where int2llectual ferment was
more noticeabley In retroppect, I think I might now say that academic freedom
wgs challenged on purely political grougds--Faschall didn't want anything to happen

e
“ﬁu%¢uﬁsz that might upset conservative state legislators on whom he depended and with whom

he probably agree@/éh\ et (ssuss-

9. The Blue Room is so crucial, I think, to understanding the college md
Faschall ing} the early 60's that I'm going to give a couple of my impressions

in some detail, Wostly I remember the meeting itself, We were very suddently
asked (¥sked"is the wrong wovd,"commanded" is perhaps a bit strong, but close) to
appear one afternoon in the blue room,a place most of us didn't know existed.

We got there and Lambert was seated. I forget what he said, but I remember
Paschall coming in (maybe he was already therz—-I'm not sure now) and beginning
his tirade. I was struck by the fact that Paschall did 2%% the talking; there
was no chance for anyone on the paper to correct him , to give his side, to

give extenuating circumstances, wr anything. It was the decree of the
inquisition. Paschall himself was irrationally wild--I remember thinking that
the political cool and "honey" approach that I had respected him for being able to
use well had disappeared. I don't remember the content of what he said so much
as the way he haid it, and the représsive "vibrations" in the room. Had he
handled the situation differently, I think I would have understood no matter how

harsh his position was. But because of highanner, I thereafter regarded him as

an unprincipled, Machiavellian figure. I was never comfortable abound him after
he had done that., It is now some 1l years later: I still regard it as an
outrageous, unforgivable action. Because of it, I came té feel that there were
only two kinds of people in the world: people like Paschall, and people like those
I knew and wanted to emulate, (Of course this is ridiculously simplistic, but
events like the Plue Room often taken on that kind of!persgigtive.)

In the Blue Room BReschall, as I recall, said a series of things had happened which
could not continue. I thin“ he named 3, although I only remember two: announcing
a history professor's appointment at the college before the official date (his
name had already been put on his of fice door when we made the announcement), and
the editorial about academic freedom. Clearly it was that editorial that did it,
although Paschall probably felt the paper needed a strong reminder of its place before
that .

¢ Eeanen
I would guess that only about half of the stulents ever even heard of the incident.
Paschall's honeymoon was overfd before this as I remember; clearly, though, this
was the symbolic event.

Dean Lambert, whom I always admired and respe-ted (even during this whrle thing)
once told me that in 5 years what would be important tof me would not be specific
issues but the fact of having worked on the paper at all. He was wrong, I think.
After 13 years that single issue still seems important. Because kbt was the issue
which madé H%; ear that W&M was not Princeton, or =ven U.Va. We probably shouldn't
have thought 4% was I ReseCBdEs although we weregd aware that U.Va. was a
relative late—comerﬁ as was Princeton.

I think that after the “lue Room the paper became more pclarized from the stuient
body as a whole than previously.ﬁw@ommunicwfion between the paper &hd Paschall
was of course ended. Even the neft year when he fonce called me into his office
to chat, it was clear to me that this ritual was painful even to him,



I can think of one specific effect the blue room incident had on me personally.
Editors of the FH could name their successors pretty much rEyen,{though the

Student Cooperative Committee (I think that was the name)b e ¥ s elected them.
There wasn't a clear choice to succeed me. Midway in the year I determined that
Howard Busby--a person who hadn't really worked on the paper--could do it; I
indicated to him that he woudd be a possibility, and began to oroom him as best I
could, Very shortfly before the selection was made, I rzalized that Paschall would
e pleased with my choice, since Busby was a nice, competent, socially popular
student who could probably be "counted" on nof tp rock the boat, not to challenge
Pagchall in any significant way. I could see having dinner with the entire
Paschall family. So I did a really qukstionable thing: I decided Skip Bamen would
be my choice., At the time I think I rationalized my choice on the srounds that
Bamen was more imaginative, more likelv to do a really good job rather than a
competent one. In retréspect, I think I realized that Bamen would be less
acceptable to Paschall, and would zzxy better carry on the bhyadibhkommofixm
anti-~Paschall position of the paper.

One other thing. any‘students on the paper viewed Paschall as rather benighted
on racefg¥ matters, We knew that this was the time of sit-ins. William and Mary
had no blacks, and then a single black--a town student nammd Oscar Blayton. We
decided to do a feature on him as "Student of the Week." DBruce Potter was going
to do it, as I recall. For some other reason Paschall called him in; during thé
talk Potter mentioned that he was going to do a feature on Oscar. Paschall blew
up, charging that we were trying to incite an issue, and would needlessly
bring preat wrath on the College, (This was Potter's analysis of the meeting; I
had ssaawercason to trust him.WeiESses®®:-) On that one issue, Paschall, it
seemed to me, thought first of possible ill-effects on conservative (at the time
I thought stupid) legislators. Why, I thought, doesn't he admit openly that
the college tecognizes the historic wrong done to blacks, and is making efforts
to recruit them and integrate the campus. A man of vision, a man of realy
principle, I thought, wouldn't have wanted to keep even our one lone black
hush-hush, At the time I remember members of the philosophy department (I was
a major) bfinging up an ex-president of the college, a man whose name I
think was Thomas Roderick Drew (I may have it wrong). Anyway this man apparently
wrote a long treatiise proving that negross were inferior to whites and should
serve them. A Jeffersan: I thoughtZ wouldn 't have thought in these reactionary,

predictable ways. qu,zé b weet A J)%%amovu-

Looking back, I think that Paschall served a very importaht purpese to the

Flat Hat subculture of which I was a part. He served as a symbol of parochialism
and even stupidity for us; that was one thing most of us agreed on. I suppose

he functioned to unite us and make us work harder at turning out a paper.

I realize what I've just written about Paschall is one-sdded and probably vastly
unfair to the kman. On the other hand, what I've written was a widely-held percepticn
and therefore might be of interest to future historians or other peorle interested

in the early 60's. IRxIxzamxkgxsfxanyxkzipr I'll be happy to answer any additional
questions if they arise. Meanwhile, I hope the project goes well; I'd like to

do some research in the pericd myself when I retire in approximately 2006,

Cordially yours,

Wit 1y, Regedn—
Milton M, (Bucky) Reigelman
class of 8h



