MARY EDWARDS

Mary Edwards was a William and Mary student from 1969
to 1973, a crucial period in the student movement of that
era., While here Mary was one~of the more articulate student
leaders (she was the first student chairman of the Board of
Student Affairs), and in this interview she discussed stu-
dent concerns of the period. At the present she. .is a reporter

for the Newport News Daily Press.
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Mary Edwards

April 9, 1976 Tucker - Coleman Room
Swem Library

W lliams, I found a quote that might be a good point to start off
on., J& was made 193 Winn hegerten st Chatter \D&g v a Convooation,

She said that students were united only by their recog-

nition of rights as studentg)and I wondered if in the

[on

four years you found it true4 if you found it true 2t
one point and not at another?

Edwards: Therelggsdoubtless a lot of variety in feeling among the
students. The thing that comes to mind first when I think
about those times is a tremendous, exhilarating, heady
feeling of unity with students on this campus and a feel-
ing that you wre. lisedto students on other campuses. There

wids undoubtedly that. I think that is very important to
note because not only was that an impetus for what hap-
pened here>&é§ something which motivated people and pro-

b eings
pelled the action.but it ~ == up something that I think

)
is essential to recognize,and that is that much of what
happened was self-indulgent. Now, I don't mean to belittle
it in saying that because I think nevertheless everything

that was done was necessary. I don't mean to speak in such



vague termsi )ﬁhen I say "everythingf I guess I mean the
the speeches,

letter-writing campaigné&strikes, demonstrations, the sit-

ins, the talk§ the letters to the editor, the editorials,

a8 ~ -
everything The Flat Hatﬁ;uns and many people objected to

that at the timea it wa§ extremely controversial. Every-
thing any student did an vlace, I think, was right and
needed to be done. I make that a very blanket kind of
approval stil%3~%eeeusey—we%§§1z_£ecently read a very
interesting article in Harger%{Jthe Januvary 1976 issue,

I thingl It was called " Silence on Campus" by a profes-
sor in California)and he was tal%jzfézzfut how he dislikes
the present environment«—studentgA?efi?apathetic—~—how he
much preferved the days when students were enraged, des-
pite the excesses of the time)he said, 4nd that really
gaught me because I believe there were no excesses. I
firmly believe thaf-end—its-because one of the things that
united students was a terrible frustration in the face

of apparent insanity on the part of the government and
policies in general._,ﬁhings which could not be explained
rationally and which were intolerable, ztgf course, stu-

dents are a young bunch and inexperienced at dealing with

this, , ’ g
o - 1t
1

f ebt—imrthose—timesy DT wtamy—rebey I think that stu-

dents generally felt helpless and frustrated and angry im ehd weited



waa%iég%to express that. You want to leave your imprint

on things. 8o in the face of that how can you possibly
say that some things were in excess? I don't believe so.
The total impact of those years I think has altered the
course of the country. Those feelings could not be ignored.
That's the important thing. So at any rate, I think that
you're talking about the rights of students uniting stu-
dentqg%__

! Zhe rights of students were not the only issues. Winn s 1

believe, was perhaps zeroing in on a consciousness that was

explotted
there to be expteined at the time. It's part of the move-
in
ment that's, I think, culminatingA§he great consumer aware-
Aate MY

ness now. What . rightg that's something
that used to be ignored. People didn't ask those kinds of
questions. But in the '603)with civil rights, people began
asking those questions) %hd it bit by bit extended to every
abovk
part of life. Now there's not one thing you can nam%\which
those questions have not been asked) j%d I think that's a
very healthy thing.lgggg I was in school, I guess before
Eio W #M]
I camgm~~ I came in 1969 and I graduated in January of
1973*m7ﬁhen I came,jfhe Flat Hat was in the habit of print-
ing a certain essay by a college professor(ﬁnot here))but
I'm sure you're familiar with it -- ¥"The Student As Niggeﬁaﬁ
That was printed with regularity) }nd it was an inspiration

to people because it put an entirely new perspective on



suthotity.
being a student. It's the student versus -espirete. "What

are my rights as an individual in this 31tuat10n when I am
subject to the authority of the colleger hlS school was

a very interesting school to be at during this time because
the authority and the tradition of the gollege of William
and Mary is such that it was perhaps mo;e difficult to rail
against than at some other school. Maybe that's not true,
but I think the environment here -- the atmosphere —- the
tradition, all of that -~ the general quiet of Williams-
burg made it very much like waging a war in a fish bow}é%ﬂgr
-and treading water. This sense of unity with other students
was a product of stories read in newspapers and what hap-
pened in newspapers, watching the news on television)and
perhaps most of all a feeling of intuition -~ what other
students were going througho<B€c&us&%?here in Williamsburg
you don't have much contact with other students.lgff of the
things that was happening at that time is that there wasaxy
attempt in Virginia to get students together, united on dif-
ferent campuses. I was involved in that)and this is the
first timé I*veigiingbout it in some time. I can't remem-
ber, I think it was the Union of Virginia Students we were
trying to establish. We had a meeting or tuo here)and ve
had a meeting at Virginia Tech. Students from 0ld Dominion,
from here, from U. Va., from Tech -- it loocked promising
for a:yhile, but I think as with a lot of things it started

to fizzle in the fall of 1970. We were still making some



attempts at that point. There were some meetings that
yeary ut by the second semester there were some people
from Tech who were graduating}and it began to loose momen-—
tum. It became apparent, I think, that the whole movement
was loosing momentum. The reasons for that are very inter-

L we " e into that W qev wadb te.
esting, but-—T-werlt—ge—into—thats

Williams: I would like to-. }et me ask you about this union -~ was
' - WM‘::U\S
it something of a feelingéﬁ'« reinforcement}that

et K
other students in other colleges stand for what I stand for? )

There was bot
Edwards: Thevery-aect thaBA?t was really directed at this idea of

- rights of students because in Virginia the educational policies
are set at the state level and of course by the individual
schoolgjgﬁﬁfgt each school it seemed students had so many
problems and-rules they objected to -~ there was so much

to be done. that it made sense to form a 1obb%i§§§ ge in-
tended to get together, express sll our grievances,’work out
possible solutions, present them in coherent, articulate
form in the placeswherejﬁgaéould count the mostl we thought
in the legislature and before the boards of trustees. LEEe
whole idea of the movement and of various movements now

(%or instance,the consumer movemen{)is to first and foremost
make a nolse about your problem. You have to eXpress it and
get it out in front afi;ea.e'You can't expect the powers that

be to give you something out of the goodness of their heartgj

lit doesn't work that way. Often:times T think they will come



Williamss

Edwards:

around if only they are well versed on what your pfoblems
are and your feelings and just how important it is to youe- —
fhe fact that you aren't making a noise just for the sake
of making :‘t.'l:j éut that you are expressing yourself on
somet,hin%;) ;y'ou have to point up a problem and you have
to convince so;eone that it is worth pursuing and changing.
That was the whole idea of it.
It's a complex period. As your talking, I'm thinking theb we eoccld
gpeall of the Statement of Rights and Responsibilities and
the rules at William and Maxyg—-&ﬁ& ;hese things -~ did they
trigger this feeling here at William and Maxy) do you think?
Or could you isolate what the triggering issues were? The
woae, obviously on a national scale.
Right. Ckay. But you raise a very good point because the
times in which there were demonstrations, obvious group man-
ifestations of this unity, this feeling -- those times were
when there were local issues to trigger that feeling. Now.
the most important one ,of course, was the suspension of four
students in 1970. They were found -- two women were found
with two men in a men's dormitory. They were suspended im-
media'bely) and that sparked incredible rage on the éajnpus.
WhE it was true anger,and it &% not only encompaés;:\f those
peopie who were viewed as being on the left side of things,
but it also touched the Greek /nyst%a@@ geople were furi-

ous gbout this) f{eeling that here was the concrete issue

in which the studentwbehavioqr was being -~ well, of

~—



course, it was a matter of legislating morality. ind it was
"student as nigger" or student as human being; that's what
VL

it amounted to. that was the issue, the crux of it.?“As a

Fe
-

Y
result there was a demonstration in James Blair Hall and

Daily Pness )
the mewspaper underestimated the number of people involved.

T

\%he newspaper article I brought says there were sixty-
Egggnstudents. That's ridiculousi fhere were about three
or four hundred students, many of whom were sitting inside. The
rest were  outside. lEE?t was a funny situation because
people were furious. ghey wanted those students back ig}
ﬁhey wanted the rules changed. It had comevto a point -
you can't rail ggainst national policies,j;;ikapart the
\3éuernmeﬁt5 and at the same time ignore what's happening to
you on your own campus and the ways people are ke$am§Q3‘jO\)§m and
making you adhere to rules which don't have any good founda-
tion, any reasonable explanatioq:;%ﬁ%?{%n the face of that
you can only voice your strong objecti;nsi )&ou can only
rebel¥. So that's what was going on., And I remember that
night as a feeling of tremendous unity on the campus. It
was also a very bizarre evening. It started out with a few
speeches in James Blair Halljand people started to sit-in.
‘There was never any question of violencgj ﬁ%at did not en-
ter into it. It was a peaceful protest although certainly
the papers blew it way out of proportion. ﬁggmphe campus

police turned out and the state police ---oh, there were



Williams:

state police all over the place?
They

were everywhere. Then we went inside and sat down and com-
pletely filled the bottom part of James Blair. There was no
room to walk. Somebody came in selling hot dogs., <§here were
3&3&1 few people out to capitalize on the situation.) A lot
of these things that happened had great spirit of c#maraderie.
They were fugzénd don't let anybody kid you about that. The
issues were seriocus, but there was something very thrilling
and heady about being together in a groupmgituationcﬁj

(I %Shige—aheut that in ret;éspe;f;w vgi;‘may be
something T wouldn't have admitted to at the times9sgxemem—
ber Mr. Lambert came in and Carson Barnes. (&r. Lambert was
)éean of students at that time§ jt was before he was vice-
president. Carson Barnes was ;@an of men.\ They came in and
they weuld talkdto students, . the students would listen for

R and then ouvtshout them. 7
%fwhile/N There was no stopping it once it got

started. THhe—famryr—portwos—theb—mt-debl,the campus cops
came—aroun&;and'tnéy Tooked 0P the aoors to~Feses—-Bladc.and

pub—-ehertrson bhem*just*%ike*they“a&ways~dc-a%—§&409§deﬁpite

twae hundred

thre~faeb-that-there—were——abort—266—stuiontsamt~a—cauple of
1
premivent-vottoge-administrators there 1nsider—i-wemamber.

MreTamoert and CATE6H Barnes KNocKing on the aoorte—be
Izt out.
At that point what was the student view of Dean Lambert?

He seems to have been the troublq:}hooter in the administration.



Edwards:

-

I recall the phrase "the power behind the throne". Paschall

was hardly ever to be seen. I never saw Paschall but from

a distance of fif'ty yards, smoking his corq:bob pipe. Lambert
was the one who was visible always at convocations, he was
the one who would speak to Flat Hat reporters. He was a
troubl§:§hooter. I think he handled the whole thing ex-~
tremely well’actually. I didn't realize it at the time
because in my freshman year I didn't know him at al;;anﬂ?
I only knew his reputation)and I knew that everyone had a

tremendous antipathy towards college administrators)and he

was considered to be one of the policy setters and therefore

Pl
ofnosed —whtdt r or not Hene wérs
he was one of those to be ag?a‘%ed. He had a difficult ‘]r"“’.:’ds
on his hands, Bot 4t fv’ l
situation eight—then, college really did some stupid

things during that time, There's no question about it.

o “There-was—a-time—= my freshman year ——e—sit=ifs -~

following this demonstration at James Blair Hall there

were several sit-ins in the dormitories, such as the Bryan

Wemen

Complex. There was a sit-in there. -Peeple sat=in there ~-

people from other dormitories. It was open rebellion
against the college policy restricting activities of the
And ihe-coltege—wert T OUE T antdrenendede—
é%presentatives of the college went through the Bryan

.4,
Complex demanding students’ £ cards. They were taking away

opposite sex.

iod .
studentsi}ﬁ cardsg lﬁhey were suspending the students. There

were ten or eleven, I can't remember -- do you know?



Williams:
Edwards:
Williams:

Edwards:

10

depm-in 0
The " -
Yes.
Ten, I believe.
Uhshuh.-~ who were suspended , including an English stu-
dent -- an exchange student. That was an infuriating
thing. And that was typical of the reaction ,ofauthority
of all types 1o students of that period- - the? s;r% ;\fwkﬂ“ﬂ/
armed students. They would not listen. Students,made it
very difficult to listen. It was such a clash of tactics,
#hat‘s 'l:rue3 ﬁut . then there was a point to the clash of
tactic;}ﬁgﬂnd of course college policies were so unbe-
1ie€2%bly restrictive! You know, now,despite the apathy
of students on campuses everywhere, I think very few stu-
dents would put up with the kinds of regqgjtions that were
here during that time, lEE?n I was a freshman the curfew
for women -- there was no curfew for men -- curfew for

women was at 11:0 t had been 10:00 the year before

.
N
-
-

I came., There even had been restrictions a couple of years

before I came - in 1969 t:dress; women were not permit-
ted to wear pants or shorts. If they wore shorts they had
to wear a raincoat over them. It was unmbelieveablel I just

cannot imagine it.
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) wds /But women's cur-
few was at 11:00., You had to get special permission in
order to be late., If you wanted to stay out overnight you
had to sign a card which not only said you were going to
be gone, but where you were going to be, who you were going
to be with, their address, their phone number, when you
were going to be back; I think you may have had to put a
reason for leaving., It was incredible! We were really
treated as a group as if we were not adults; had no
integfity, had no responsibility for ourselvesotféfd I
think the fact of the matter is that if you rob people of
their responsibilities for taking care of themselves or
making decisions for themselves they are going to suffer
in the long run. They are not going to learn how to take
care of themselves. Just think of the terriffic contrast
there was:}jﬁere you have the college as an institutioni:::ﬁw
(ﬁheoretically you are supposed to go through these four
years and then be prepared to cope with the outside world.
You are going to go on and do something of significance with

your life..?hat isYtheory of it. You're bettering yourself.

Wik, dlee Vietnaw War
ast I\Abk PHL&/ Hione was
2 sense a*'?k& PY&K!”“ﬂ}f you as a citizen are trying to express yourself on matters
of death. Men wene o ‘

worned abovi M&Vﬂ-{ f. of vital importance to this country, when you are concerned

! wonum were
m ‘2”;9 a‘%’ Sonseless mf{ with moral issues -- and to be treated as a child!4fYou can

and kel . o rfed
5 za{, & a,;;;“;z yenes! see how that - rage, and how the suspension of students coul

Z:; W%’? %?é?ﬁ;ﬁf 1‘:”0 eafy trigger almost anything, The college administrators were
Ale— and alse how F
live ench moment of Heday.

If you are treated as a child, especially during a time when
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“aware of that} #hat they could have very easily had a riot
on their hands. It was that close. [_B_ut the students of
William and Mary are first and foremost a very practical
group)and I aon't-$2§§gber many people ever bmmmhkgthe sub-
ject of true violence. I do recall it, but it didn't happen
disresnarde £
ery often) Ahd those people wer;\heéﬂgggEEEE;:;;aaasr
cokeluddy, The chief problem of those times, I think, on
this campus and other campuses was the fact that you had
and it was growing.

)

You had it in front of you. The question was what to do with

rage ~j¢veryone knew that"‘ﬁou had rage

it] It's not very surprising that some of the ways in which
rage was used were ineffective ways, were threatening ways,
were self-defeating wayse gecause when you have something
like that, it's immediatésaﬁggit can't be ignored)and you
must do something with it. You have to chamnel it. It is
not the kind of thing that lends itself %to waiting. And on
the whole I think the students here handled it pretty well.
Williams: Would you say -- now this harkens back to something you
said about the articles, about the people in the sit-in in
169, 1 know very well from that period there were a number
of people)sayf my parents’ generation, your parents’genera—
tioﬁ:g;id, “Welg)it’s Just a small minority who are just
making & great fusségj Can you identify how widespread this
feeling wast
I'm glad yov asked that.-

Edwards: &I wahted to -~ I started to work this in a few times beforeas L wastlling,

In all my statements sbout how students felt and their rage
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"and so forth I'm not talking about the whole campus. I

would say it was about 50-5C.in terms of 1ifer§tyies.

—r

Fifty percent of the campus was attuned to what was going

on at other campuses, was actively looking outside this
fet's
community, was experimenting, I-weuwld say« And I mean that

in all senses. }éith © behavier, with drugs, with thinking — -
all kinds of ways. The other fifty percent of the campus,

was extremely traditional, /Khd their concerns were tra-
ditional; they were very self-oriented) just as stu-

dents are now, [E_Phink you can draw that distinction in

the late '60s and early !'70s, the students whe-made—tire

dnpaoseren in the student movement{a%he—mzveman%*%ha%—~
EQl2a*ialking-abaaiif@heeeueﬁadenﬁs~were other-oriented.

The students now seem to be more self-oriented. Although
there are always students like that and iﬁdwsaj—Qu“j hald the
campus was concerned with Greek affairs, football games,

with parties and drinking beer, aﬂd*yégithe interesting

thing was that the activities of the other half of the

campus affected those students dramatically.élzt came up

in classrooms because professors picked up on all of this)

Cotd Ao g\ﬂ'hc‘khyﬁ ~3» of course. Professors lent a great hand to the movement.
etert e r:f(ﬁ eLmety

o

e e d e ”WM””MKWThere were professors who gave a great deal of their free

N d . . :

L Teel %ﬁaﬁ;cﬁ{g time to conduct seminars on the issues of importance to

the “ev ﬁﬁ'@{" “i‘“\é}fwé Ll . . .
o L studentss So it came up in the classroom, it came up in

hepbers we be 1

e, PR

AJG?O Lo

‘ course assignments, in class discussions, in many, many things

a1
€
2]
£

that happened in the academic life of the college)and it

- also came up in the social part for the other half as well.
oF theit nepibe v
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SLNE ST foey il w A o
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Just talking about drugs..-I suppose we're going to get
into this at some point.
Williams: TYes, we may as welly
Edwards: Drugs were not the exclusive domain of the half of the campus

which was active in the student movement. Drugs also made

L -

L.

tremendous inroadsﬂiI mean tremendous inroadgdénto the other
half I've been talking about @he beer party, football
game)Greek halEL I remember some incredible experiences,
There were very few times I went into fraternity houses
when I was a student here, Most of thdse times would have

been my freshman year, whon——t-wre—meihgethiRotihntim@imef
changas. A8 at that time I knew more people in the fra-

ternity complex. There-was-a-time in the spring.ofmy

@. 15 opitbed =t “S.Edwae-elsfs tegoest
=



Williams:

Edwards:

Williams:

Edwards:

o
N ,NW,V \t}\e'V ) s = " - T o "h"‘”‘“”‘-"«w“‘mﬁ
thinge—tireirardTrurees. | There was some heroin on campus, T
A

W—

but very, very little. And there were some fraternity

people;{ a couple} I thin%{who were addicted to heroin. It

was a very sad thing, But there were hallucinogens; there

was an awful lot of marijuana andikashish.

Was it easy to get?

Yes, very easy to get. And quite a bit of speed. People who
wouldn't use any other kind of drug used a lot of speed to
do their work. BSo there was that, Now drugs began being
very current around that time., Maybe the year before -- in
168 -~ drugs really got a foothold on the campus. By the
time I got there I know that drugs had quite a foothold )
and it increased through that year.

And maintained it the four years you were here?

But Meve was anind away from Nallveinpgens aad fwwe
Yes. For sure.) I saw things change quite a bit while I was manjupné e

Yo r&
there, because when I first arrived )of course >there vwere all dﬁ’tw“ﬁ
wink
those restrictive regulationsc)aﬁ people were very %?eceepting eer (1 hat
z whs als0 Tt
at first of that, especially young college women on campuc. gpprkﬂ- n “;-*
, ‘al &
. ) . IART
}{'or the first timeg glhey were much more acquiescent to blind R :.2‘0!\‘1““")

&\F\:\r\&\i{j s I think, A lot of people went ahead and
s:’:gn@g for example filled out those overnight cards accurate-

ly and completely.) ,éut by the end of the year people were
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signing out to outrageous places@. there was a rebellion

of that sort. And the housemothers didn't know what to do
Mope. ot less

about it 550 they had to go—emand leave ug alone,

mﬁfginally
things were changed toward the end of my junior/year and
at the beginning of my senior year? Finally those regula-
tions bit the dust. But before that) every night people would
rip off the cards that you had to turn to signify that you
were in the dormitory for the night. You had a blue side
that signified you were out; then there was a white side
that signified you were in. So you had to come in every
night., The housemother would check it and so forth to see
who was out and who was in. Well{3 those things would be
stolen, and you would find them in the attic of the dormi-

)
tory or in the trash baskats or cut up or --- and all kinds

of things —uerfuse;i& aem L;o;rds. People would write
things on the back of them or draw pictures, have notes of
protest on the back. I don't think that the issue can be
exaggerated. #hose regulations were a sore point on this
campus, /And it undercut the authority of the administration
Ex_'_emendously. It was a wedge that the students could use,

and the students used it to the hilt, as they should have,

\ T kot

emtl &I!.'W{ {I‘S“L; mor I believe. “ﬂ'}he administration as a whole did not react

~anesse z
Adms Mg{v&‘fﬂ":‘e Uﬁ& intelligently to the problemg ga:i—%}‘n all fairness) -

ot wmo - z
M"f‘ ;: '@M 4““‘;’ the administrators have much more to think about than grati-

e W :0 ) fying the students or even concocting intelligent ‘é)ollcy for b5
went %‘f“um od : sahow h"’]'ﬂ ® L 05?5‘&&
2 Wt o(“;w‘ ot Ny T M We ve «;%,.{\w\

((WL we\a “{) < 4 ¢ ot w o M’o Wwas waa
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the college. They had to respond to the Board of Visitors,
vwhich was extremely conservative;and to the alumni. / The
Board of Visitors itself was something. From my very first
year students were agitating for a place on the Board of
VisitorSjwhich we never got. We wanted at first just to --
eventually we did ask for actual student representation, vot-
ing representation on the board. At first we started out
just wanting a student to be present. We had great difficul-
ty in even securing an invitation from the Board of Visitors
‘ Shswes
for students to atténd a meeting and~%§F questions -~ great
difficulty. L’Z_ou know )there was 8 woman on the Board of
Visitors who was so reactionary and narrow-minded that it
defies the imagingtion. I was part of a group of students
«w this was ~~ I can't remember if this was my sopluore
year or my junior year. I believe it was the end of my
sophmore year)and I had just been elected to ;Iu:cxior-;ézis‘f:-S
president for the following year, that's what it was o It
was in the springtime)and thiere was a group of six or seven
students who had been chosen to go into sée the Board of
Visitors. When we walked in, this woman got up and walked
out. She would have none of us. She was incredible. There
was a persoi on the board named Roger Hull who was young
and very attuned to the concerns of students and yet-gﬁkéould
deal effectively with administrators and the other members
of the board. Roger was the saving grace of the board in

the students’eyes)and there was another woman on the board

at the time, her first name was Nancy.
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Mrs, Falck?

Nancy Falck, yes that's right. She lent a sympathetic ear.

There was Blake Newton, who almost became president of the

college. It was an eleventh-hour decision, I understand, to
I ewtond

get Graves. And h%ﬂalso was fairly sympathetic. The rest

as I recall were notv"to anything students wanted to do.

How about Harvey Chapélll?

He had the reputation for being very conservative)and he

was called a'™no vote™,, When student leaders sat down to

work out the board, it was ‘yes votes, ‘Swing votes, and no

votes. He was a ™o votéQ&/

s
The communication could have been better with the board,

;nd you think the thing thatrg;giiggggée it better was
student representation on the board?

Oh)yes. That was an idea1>of ccurse3 ?e realized that.
Ept we wanted to get our say. It was a matter of putting
;ur case before people who could ;zgg'it. Students haat
been ignored as thinking members of the community) And
we simply wanted to express ourselves in matters that
affected our own lives. We were contributing members of
the communitys ﬁé weren't just parasites. We felt that
we should be considered responsible members and should be
permitted to have a say. That was what it was all about.
We had the hardest time getting one inch of the way  with
anybody.

Do you think the board was dealing realistically with what
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the situation was here on this campus or any other campus?
Edwards: I don't think so, but then people of that generation and

that mind~set were so schooled to believe that students and

other people in the society are there to be manipulated .

-~ that's the wrong term -~ I don't mean to say that. but beesvse
thouvght of

I don't honestly believe they<sa§\it in those terms. I

mean that students are there to respond to what we tell them

hay
to do. They~er§ to hop to it. ¥You don't listen for a stu-

‘31)1? hink they Thought thet they aculd
dents point of views, They~ce%:simply shut us out. They

gave us the -silent treatment . ‘.. /'when we did bring
issues before them and when things ha;pened on this campus
that they had to deal with,I think that they attempted to
use the same method)and I don't think that that is real-
istic at all, They didn't realize  at the time, but® thst

this was not simply a short-term, spur-of-the-moment.short-

) )]
ing out of the campuses. People I think held the view

that campuses were shorting out all over the country, un-

predictably and spontaneously, and that it would all go

Ina sensc bob e,:\dumaj
away, And—sipee it went anKA?t left an inmjurious effect.

/étudents will no longer take the same kind of crap that
they had to take. On the whole I think that the board -—-

the board was paranoid about what was happening and they

)

overreactedy ﬁ&en they weren't resisting any action at

,the overmabsd
allﬂ ere was a member of the board; I don't recall which

one ~~ my freshman year -- I was not at this meeting of
‘the -

the Board of Visitors, but it was reported in Flat Hat
q!

and T talked with a number of students who were there.
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The issue waséégaiﬁg allowing visitation in the dormitorie§;=
ﬁ;d this guy stood up and with tears rolling down his cheeks
talked about moral turpitude and moral degeneration at William
and Mary and how he was not going tq allow it to happen.

?e talked aboutﬁnarriaguamm; I beliévé is how he pro-
noun;ed it. They were operatin§ out of ignorancgjand they
simply didn't have enough‘ggzéifjéé were trying to give
them that input and they wouldn't have it. That was too
much of a concession for them to maké. You know)I suppose
you've come across the "Bateman issue":at the time,

Yes.
Okay. That was about visitation--

.gnd moral turpitude.
Yes: and moral turpitude; he used that phrase .  Senator Heub
Bateman --- he actually introduced a resolution in the
state legislature to prohibit visitation in the dormitories.
Now, he visited here himself. He was invited by the young
Democrats to speak. This must have been -- I get mijyears
confused -- this must have been my sophmore year{ﬂl97§.

Anyway, he came and talked to the Young Democrats and people

)

asked him a lot of questions. I-rpememb
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j[t was very clear to us that it was a campaign issue for
Herb Bateman. - he was really on the bandwagon and
people were jumping’on it faster than you could even count.
People 12222 it on the_geéi}nsula. The alumni, the parents
-~ it really tapped th; paranoia of that time. So Bateman
was a hated figure on this campus, let me tell yoqﬁand

éufing that same period Saul Alinsky was invited to come
and speak. Sau| Alinsky was a hero to students. We loved
what he said.s I remember I went up to pick him up at the
airport with a couple of other students. On the way back
to the college he asked us what was going on on the campus)
fnd we told him about Bateman, We also told him about
another issue at the time -- I'll get into it in a second.
But he really picked up on those two things)and when he
addressed the students that night in the ballroom of the
Campus Cente;{gt was so jammed with students there was
hardly any standing roomi ﬁwerybody turned out that

could fit iﬁ))‘ﬁe really condemned Bateman. One of Bate-
man's objections -—- it was not just visitation, it was

to the use of obscenities in the college newspaper. (&his
is the other issue I mentioned. E February of 1971,

/ﬁhe Flat Hat published on its front page an article with
the headline, "Student Senate Bullshits; Holds C. of S."

(6. of S. stood for community of students, which‘was a

-
- -
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proposal to replace the student associatlon. It was an

1deai;gg;g%ed by Winn Legerton and some other people. Un-
fortunately it collapsed. It was a pretty good idea, but
it collapsed;> Winn had made the comment casually after the
meeting when a reporter went up and asked her what she

the
thought aboufkstudent senate inaction on the thing and-she

+ v
-5 T think they're just bullshiting,or something to that

effect. And the reporter used it in the headline. Welljthat
was = irresponsible on the part of)fhe Flat Hat we later

)
acknowledged. It shouldn't have been in the headlines)al~

though it had a place in the story. Well, that inflamed
people beyond belief7 /Ahd Bateman really picked up on that.
He distributed copies of,fhe Flat Hat in the state legisla-
ture. There were attempts to cut off funds tojjka Flat Hat
through the college.

mugt have
Dr. Paschall&had been jumping up and down.

J
&e&egatea%%head of the appropriations committee in the house Lof Pelegates]

z
=

: , &eﬁeﬁf{&?ﬁx’_.
Yes, he was, . W. Roy Smith was Trom Petersburg-<e
>

and an alumnus, I believe,
I'm not real sure.
I'm not surg)either, but I sort of think he was. He was

furious)and he was heading up this effort to cut off funds.
The merchants in Merchants’ Square in Williamsburg withdrew
their advertisiné:éven Blaine of Blaine Cinemas -~ that was

the only theatre in town - (?here vere ounly two theatres in

towx» Wshowing soft:}oré pornogra-
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on-sad-erruntil-something happened. Fortunately the people
in Merchants’Square changed their minds after a couple of
weeks or so. The paper didn't die) #ut there was a question
of it -- there was really a danger of its dying there for
awhile.

Maybe I should ask could the gﬁudent %ssociation have ever
become the publisher? This could have come up.

)

thwasted
The college could have expleitedit, if it had chosen to
because the college owned all those machines and the college-—-

And ol the Fees of Hhe Studert Assosinbion, teos

Certainly we were determined. I was on fhe Flat Hat staff

at the time>and we were determined to put out that paper

no matter what. Even if it meant mimeographing -- we were
going to do that. Fortunately, it didn't come to that. We
had to cut down the size of the paper for a few issuessas

I recall, because we just didn't have the ads. But it built
back up again. We lost some $8000 on that.

In that period would you say/fhe Flat Hat waskleading student
opinion? or were they reflecting what the students were think-
ing? Youiﬁgﬁifthe comment --- I don't know if the recorder
was on or not --.. that/fhe Flat Hat was really -- some of the
things about fhe Flat Hat were very controversial.

Yes. I think fhe Flat Hat did not reflect the opinions of
the majority of students. It reflected the opinions of that
portion of the campus fi;f1£€§ percent ~--who were up to the

left of center, I think) or oriented there or at least
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accepting those vieqi?oints. It was not at all represen-
tative)and there were many, many objections to that. Again
I don't see anything wrong with it. I think that it was a
healthy thing. It was an outlet, lﬁhe Flat Hat office

became a center for all kinds of activity. It was a strike

office during théjsprlng. Oh tnere vere a lot of things.

vK%” w?&wwF%a%—Ea%w%eeame~wwwwwpeopie*a%%aeke&mxt- The Flat Hat

was a symptom of the times. People attacked it as a cause,

as a root causesand it was not. 8o all of their attacks at

fhe Flat Hat were ineffectual. They weren't hitting at

anything’ they weren't addressing themselves to the

-
problem. {There were several attempts at establishing al-
ternative papers from the conservative viewpoint. One of

them, of course, was the College Observer which gave an

)
entirely different picture of the campus than fhe Flat

Hat did. Practically every issue dealt with R.0.T.C., the
Circle K Club, and the debate teaﬁ;;nd that was about it.
The Flat Hat hardly ever covered any of this, Then there
was Excalibur; that was another attempt. I don't remem-
ber how many issues of Excalibur there were. There were at
least two, maybe three or fou%) /ﬂhd it was also very

A\ s

conservative. ﬁhere was a group called Young Americans for
\ compeo sed ob

Freedom on campus,/\S~sﬂppese~%he¥e—wes§?about a dozen guys,

and they would occasionally stage protests in front of )f"he
Flat Hat office. ~.
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W:Llllams' Gettlng back to something you had star‘bed at the beginning ; Q9
, ‘—gggthis sense -of malaise that you wro'be about in /'fhe Flat
Hat in 70, You talked about this heady-feeling, I guess

culminating in the spring of ‘70._..#3 that right? -About B 9 ~&\a h
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fal%:i70, you wrote this column thagfzgg\sort of adriftless
- feeling that students had. Did you find this contin-
ued on into 173, or was it just tha%?giring of 70 had
been such a high point that nothing could top it?

Edwards: It was both, It was difficult to top the spring of 1970.
People were just consumed by all kinds of conflicting
emotions. It was not just a heady feeling at the timg?t

géhere was a strong and true rage against what was happen-

Trustrstion and
and there was very great sorrow and a feeling of -human

) Qeeffh%h
helplessnes% the ‘faet That nothing you were doing was

ing

having any effect at all}» coupled with the impatience

that was a condition. So there was a summer of cooling

off, I guess. Some students who had participated in pro-
tests in the spring went to help various candidates in

the elections that fall, The candidates didn't win. After
that the spirit generally collapsed. l?&? anté:;ar protests
continued throughout, but it didn't have the same -- it's
difficult for me to make generalizations here because)you
see, in the year from !'69 to !'70 there were so many campus
issues which contributed to the rage - - . ' generally felt
about what was going on in this countrysgg} in subsequent
years there were fewer of those issues to contribute., 8o
whether or not I can say that feelings dimmed on these nation-
al concerns or whether it was the fact that student issues
themselves were less inflammatorys I don't know,

Williams: You really couldn't separate them, I wouldn't think.
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Edwards: No, I can't, It's very difficult to gppangle 8ll of this
stuff. I've had a hard time with it}i—é;éizzié a lot of
time on it)and I can't untangle it all. But I do know that
when students returned that fall I think it wasn't so
much apathy that settled in at all.-,}gathy is not really
the right term. It was a feeling of helplessness} it was
resignation.tfgfffe was one student I talked to -~ I quoted
him in that story. I think his statement sticks in my mind
more than anything else because it expresseé the hope that
still lingered that things would still boil again., -He—
said-ss= ] asked him if he thought this silence would con-
tinue or if it was just temporary)and he said, "%t's Just
a half time, I think, TIt's just a half %ime ., It's just a
brief time-out)and then we are going to come back again.)>

- LEEE.the students never came back agains ot in the sa?el
vayy ﬂot with that same coordinated, fierce efforto//ﬁgélﬂjz_Wf '
in 1971 ~- I'11 just check the date on this ~~.197l’was

the year of the "Counter-Conference®, That was vwhen

Nixon came to address some sort of judicial conference in

Williamsburg at the Lodge, I think. The students realized

it and staged a counteé:}onference with many radical lead-

ers. Rennie Davis, Allen Ginsberg, representatives of

the Student Mobilization Committee, the United Farm Workers,

the Vietnam Vets Against the War, there were a couple of

Black Panthers, the National Welfare Rights Organization --

those were the chief ones. Things like that ke?t happening.
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Wasn't as though it had stopped after 1970 in the spring.
It kept on)and in fact in the spring of 1971 was the May
Day thing. That was called the"Days of Ragqu} That was
when Rennie Davis and his followers went to D.C. and
stopped cars in the streets and protested, So all that
was still going on, I think basically the sentiments of
the students:;gfanchangedo It's just that something
had been taken out of the movement. It had lost momentum,
but all of the elements were still there. ZEE:S difficult
to explain. I don't think it was that people considered
those issues less important at all. It was just general —-.
that was where the term malaise came up-- there was no way
to really explain it)except in terms of malaise. 4And how
do you explain malaise? Malaise can have a lot of causes,
and it can mean a lot of different things., It didn't
necessarily mean disinterest at all. Z§2“§s for why things
changed on the campus --I think it was that -

spring of 1971 was an enervating experlencé)anq4the1r

energy was sapped. And then coming back after the electionms,
which were dismal>we felt,”ghat else is there to do, We
tried open revolt. We trie&ﬁproper channels, What else is
therez’.When youlre impatient to begin with}and you haven't
yet gotten out in the world and tasted it}and you aren't
very cynical and don't have a particularly accurate perspec-
tive on things, you throw up your hands. So that's what

a ;
happened there. The silence continue%zgaéfgﬁé thing --- this

is perhaps not germane to my years on campus ,but it must be
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said som%ilace. One thing I felt keenly and I know other
people did was that after the draft was ended, that took
what was left out of the ant{}war“movement. The war was
still going on, but the anté}uar movement ended for all
practical purposesjand there were those of us who really
resented that. As soon as the men didn't have to go to
war -- forget it, the war was no longer an issue. And
there were a lot of women who were left high and dry in
that. The leaders of the ant%:;ar movement for the most
part were men., Partly that's because the draft was such
an obvious issue to seize upon. The other part was that
especially when this whole student movement began in the
1a£e '60s, the men were very chauv%nistio)and they would

not allow women to take a role in it. Thecleaderg—w=—evemn

Women comprised a great number of the followers and had
done most of the leg workian%fﬁomen were the ones who were
writing the letters, participating iézzznding their help
and feeling very committed to the whole thing, so when the
draft ended and the men quit-- I mean, that left a lot of

i bitter feelings. You wonder about the sincerity of people
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who acted in that fashion. So there for the record is that
point.

Landd
As conditions\ rules began to be less strict at Willism and
Mary did that pull away some of the support? Now that
leads me into thethis Bme when (cu were \n the O.S, A
[Roard & Studett Alsirs] becsvse the deor yov were

éjuﬁgmaﬁgaMldﬁvofmihééewrules went by the board. Do you
feel thaﬁ that pulled some of the life out--wtzgz there
wasn't so much to rail against?
Yes, I think that's true. Now there are two things ' . at
work there. One is that I think the persistent efforts of
and-fhe
the students to get those rules changedfa—igffactjﬁﬁénges
were going on on other campuses all across the country con-
tributed to a breaking down of the authority rationalizations
for those mindless rules. And the rules were changedo\\ he
other thing which is important is that President Graves came.
Now that is very important, because with Paschall it was so
apparent to students -- an audience with Paschall was im-
possible, You could not get his ear fof anything, He was
committed to another way, another time, He really dated
from a period in Virginia history that at one time was --
Paschall's mind-set, his background,and sc forth was what
Virginia was for about fifty years. But at this point it
was no 1onger% t was moving out. The whole thing had
opened up)and Paschall was out of dateyand he could not cope.

Paschall was probably one of the greatest --thfough his
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inaction and(éggkggig failure to plug into the issues at
the timgxmhe was a great impetus to everything that hap-
pened on this campus.

I was going to ask . was he an issue himself?

Yes, he was, He was a symbol. It wasn't what he saidj ‘it
was what he didn't say and the fact that you had no access.
He was the symbol of authority. Lambert was the visible one,
but Paschall, of course, being the‘f}esident of the college
- the logical symbolj\-;ﬁﬂ‘ he just confirmed everything stu-
dents suspected. Just like Nixon. So there was that. wa

I was on a student search committee for the president. There
was a student committee)and I'm sure it was just a token
thingj ﬁﬁii people were very polite to us,and they seemed

to listen tc what we were saying. Winn Legerton and I think
Bob «%% who was vice-president of the S.A. under her)
were on the actual gearch 6mmittee, but there was a student
search committee below that, and Bob and Winn headed up that
student search committee of about eight people or so. .. .

we were permitted to interview the top ten candidates. We
;ere requested to give evaluations. lﬂfntook our duties very
seriously> ‘ﬁnd we wrote up elshorste  evaluations on everyone,
There was another candidate from New York5 I can't remember
his name now, but he seemed to be very, very liberal. And
here he had come from New York! He was a worldly person.

Williamsburg can be a very claustrophobic community. Ivory

tower --.I think the term was invented here. And here he
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came}aﬁ@?it was so refreshing. The students liked him im-
mensely. His wife, howeveg)openly expressed the fact that
Williamsburg would be quite a change from what she was used
to in New York-- a very active cultural life, a lot of var-

iety,and the hustle and bustle of New York, and so I think

)
that may have been a strike against him., But he was an
obvious favorite for his opinions and so forth. Llﬁlever,
after we meant Graves we actually sat down and decided
that while this New York person more asz;;tely refleéZ}ed
our points of view, Graves would be more effective in deal-

ing with the legislature, the Board of Visitors, etec.

ve were very impressed with Graves. Graves is an extremely
-

2

good listener. Can you imagine the contrast between Graves
and Paschall on that point? He seemed sincere. He made
intelligent comments. He was not afraid to say, "I don't
know the answer to that™.) And he would sincerely inguire.
He was very impressive)and so was his wife.

What sort of things did you ask them -~ like hypothetical
situations~~ like what would you do if there was a sit-in

in James Blair-- would that be the sort of thing?

es5.
I wish I could remember the specific questions. We asked

him, I'm sure, his opinion of policies)about student par-

ticipation. Student participation was the big thing. Will
3
you listen to us, is what we were asking >and he Said;ges;,

1)
I will listen to you. & =~ he made pledges and he made

-~

suggestions for meeting with student 1eader;:énd'not just

student leaders. We liked that point very much. He was
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interested in meeting casually over lunch with any student
who wanted to talk to him., He would mske time, he said.
He also seemed to be a person who thought logically and
rationally. He could come up with good, intelligent rea-
sons for the way he thoughty gven if we didn't come up
with the same opinions we co;id appreciate his reasoning.
That was a great selling point. [ngg we got down to making
our finsl recommendations after seeing most of the candi-
dates, we actually put: '"First choice - Thomas A. Graves,
;fecona choice - blank, }(hird choice -  we had the guy
from New York. We felt so strongly we didn't even want
anybody being construed as being a close second to him., I
don't know how heavily that weighed in the ultimate decis-
ion) it may not have weighed at ally ﬁut that vas how we
fel?;/nd of course, it was a very wise thing to have had a
stude;t search committee, because those students who were
on it were motivated types who were involved in many dif-
ferent sectors of the campus and took back the good wofd,
so to speak)about Graves. And he had guite a honeymoon
when he caﬁe here. People gave him the benefit of the
doubt all over the place.

The Flat Hat seemed to, too.

Yes. People were just so encouraged. We couldn't believe
that something gpod had happened. And he bore us out for
the most part. f:;\n&*-fer that year. ény junior year, '71-»"72)

that was when I was head of the B.S.A. and that was Graves’s
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first year as }gresiden%’ﬁl;f gave us a lot of his time.

He would meet with students regularly, always ready to lis-
ten. éﬂever, there were some clashes with the B.S.A. The
B.S.A. was revising its bySlaws and wanted to have authority
over student regulations-- wanted to have decision-making
power Iinstead of just recommending power). and Graves put us
off. He said that eventually he could see that happening,
but in view of the Board of Visitors and the legislature

and this and that it couldn't be done right then. We tried;

¢ m‘s we really tried. We presented our case. I think we pre-

M We. werepte
5 0- sented a very strong, well-reasoned case. It—wasutt just
{ .0{' vnd?)

¢ ’.9’) ot There

. &‘h ? asking for it out of hand. ¥t was a lot of thought that
) g oF A

F\{«‘e went into it; a lot of discussion. We didn't get it,and the
VLWL WSS MY
V)z N’,\" Mwb g‘fy&‘?ﬁﬂ. \ B.S.A. still ha n't got i'bj, }éu’c we tried anyhow. It got

a}’ M eople thin}cingpcg]t'l‘he other big issue Iwe got into the

‘43‘; ,{” self that year. Bob English was vice-president for finan-

N
N ML ? S‘w u)f'v}/ cial affairs, - : He had come out of
o0 o g o) as A

N:\\i\") }J" the same schocl/&wi-th Paschalll He didn't want to give the

P
ko\\\a M wa_e? students anything if he could avoid it because it was not
w;vp/v::“ w*))/ their place to ask for it. That was his general frame of
W
M mind. The B.S.A. had the hardest time getting any kind of

answer out of him on any gquestions. Eventually we had to
complain to Graves about it}and Graves got on himsand we

did get some answersp but it took constant pressure. It

2

took months. We started on this around October; I don't
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think we got any answers, any readout of) for example, the
athletic fees &here the money was going> until March., I
remember I was writing letters all the time, and Fstitt-imve
som:fplace at home I have a whole folder just jammed with
copies of letters to Graves and to English pleading for:
some kind of response., It was English who was holding it
up. At least. on the surface he was the one who was hold-
ing it upj T think he vas. @311, when we got that athletic
fee breakdown-- just where our money was going, everyone had
an‘ticipa‘bed’my were getting a small cut, but the

actual figures were shocking. Women were ge‘bting nothing

by comparison to what nen were getting. r |
“t~8volved into an affirmative action complaxnt eve.errl:ua:[.]_yj

?‘hough I think it had its roots in that year.

. Was.
ﬁven the example of the fee@, ;rou‘r fee,lmg that the B.S:A.
= A :

was  the logical place for students to make policy for
students~- is that right%®

¥
Yes. We had a good representation on the B.S..A.\'t[‘here were

o

class presidents and also in that year{ 19’?1) the student

association voted to abolish all class presidents but the

-
-

senior class president. After that 1’(. was much more demoe,r@tzc,,

CLESS, ou uvuciowaoe widb. There was the Student Assocm-

tion fresident, the }/resn.dent of the (H/onor ﬁ/ouncil s each

[mer's and women’
onea Then there were the administrators. .

Yes. How did that situation work out? Did it become an

. . fie ‘,We"e_ . ér ,; B
~ issue you could say yes votes 40%— the students and no votes 7. -~

Edwards:.

P 3%

@e% the administra‘tors or the other way around“ﬁ

' No }it really didn't work that way, We had a very agreeable
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board on the whole. Dean Barnes was not very agreeable.
He didn't even come to many of the meetings, He was
;{ean of men.- -No, ;/ean of students, I'm SOrTYyq )afean of
students at that time. And there was Dean Donaldson,
and Dean Sadler{ Donaldson: /5ean of women, Sadler’
Pean of ma%. I believe those were the only administra-
tors. Then there were several professors. There was a

iadel!
law school professor) -Richard Williamson; Bill
fron_ljgﬁsiness /m'ministration /ﬁéhool , Cam Walker from
/ﬁstory; a very nice person from chemistry whose name
escapes me just now. There was the /Pfesident of the
graduate Student Association as well. It was good to see
them involved. There may have been other people that
I'm forgetting-- the /P/resident of the Women's Dormitory
Association-- I just can't remember., I'm not sure if
they were there.

I think not, but in any event--

©v et

It was a pretty good group of people to make decisions eld we

when we made that the ) -
~and-we..eyen—>+proposed making-decisions. he
A\ be given

fresiden‘li\ veto power, but we also gave ourselves the
option of overruling a presidential veto by a certain
vote.

Was this new with Dr. Graves?

Yes. This went before Graves.) /Knd Graves rejected it.
+thst wa.

—

s
But we thought an excellent i‘ozfiix<E> .-t the community of
2 202

students would have been even more elaborate in that way.

-

It would have been an enlargement, a great enlargement of

@ & 6@:: @se,c{
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the same thing. It would have been similar to a senate,

but with many representatives. We wanted to have college
workers represented on that)too. That was an issue which
was there on the campus among a minority of people, but

I think it was probably one of the most important things

the students could have ever done. It's a pity we didn't
pick up on it more than we did, Zzggre was one student in
particular-- Mike Savage was his name-~ who became very
involved in the idea of unionizing college employees.

There were so many grievanceibaﬁﬁigpllege employees are

paid miserably-- the janitors, the/maids{'who are the only
ones paid out of the actual tuitioﬂ%and then there are
others: clerical workers, many communications workers who

are miserably pai%b~~2ye benefits are not very good-- many,
many grievanceﬁyfven other things. The women who worgain
James Blair werewnot permitted to eat their lunches any-
where but in the women's bathroom. They didn't have a lounge
or anything of that sort. Things like that,just dehumanizing
things that needed to be rectified. Well, this one student
became very concerned. [EEES to me was one of the examples of
very sincere motivation. It was an other-orientation. It
was very well founded. I respect this person tremendously
for what he did in this way. He talked with a number of
people. He wrote a brilliant article in(ihg?Flat Hat on

the subject and an editorial. He wrote another one as well.

And he got a representative of National Associaﬁion of
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Government Employees down here from New Jersey. That
mets

person mesnt with English a couple of times. Nothing ever

came of it. Of course, collective bargaining is illegal

for state employees and Delegate Doug Wilder in Richmond

} Permib
kept introducing measures every year to -prevent collective
bargaining. He'd get shot down every yeary ;Eut it was a
really good effort. I wish-- there were so ;any things
we should have taken up and we failed to> ﬁu‘b I think we
were gpread pretty thin. Another one was the consumer
movement.
Williams: When you say'we"-- you're talking about the B.S.A.?
Edwards: No. I don't mean the B.S.A. there, I'm sorry. I mean
just students in general.
Williams: Was the B.S.A.>then, able -~ I've been trying to pinpoint
how the B.S.A. could be different from the Student Associa-
tion, other than their representation. Was the B.S.A. able
to deal more effectively wf;zi S{;lg(fntpi:%fez% « ﬁwvm ﬁn-/‘)'{:-t
Edwards: I believe so, I really do. vavious ftsies Sectors "TM colle)
Things commonity. Ther wus sinfogve .
Williams: » like visitation, curfew--.I guess curfew was a dead issue
by the time you were chairman, probably.
Edwards:  No.
Williams: Was it not? No, that was the year they were talking about
card key systenms.
Edwards: Yes,; we were very much involved in that. We got rid of

curfews on the B.S.A. The B.S.A. did have more clout. I'm

not exactly sure whyjexcept that if there had been no B.S.A.
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the Student Association would have had that. But I think
the format of the Board of Student Affairs lent itself to

constructive work. People took it very seriousLy.(Q&e

thgﬁ:?‘thiﬁk’ﬁf“ﬁ§§‘wurthwhila, foople approached student

government in their own fashions)but it's always a worth-

while thing simply because it's a good learning tree. And
o B Sonducted ;

our various StudiesTﬁe_BG&NiG%Eﬁw&adjﬁ%QBAthe relationship

with the Student Association, and the administrators, and

the Board of Visitors all were very good educational ex-

periences. In addition to being a good forum for airing

studentSconeerns—and othersconcerns and for making decisions,
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the Board of Student Affairs accomplished another purpose.
W

and thatvégé%o at least give the illusion that students

could contribute something to the rules governing their

lives and the conditions aroqun«thanstudents sincerely

“1‘\__/1.’;«

want to improve the community. :%his brings up another
thing that I would really like to mention)and that is

in that same year there was a movement created by a small
group of people on the campus -- small)but diverse group ,
reany'{called Community. This is different from the
2ommunity of gtudents, but it may have been an offshoot

of that idea. The idea was to get involved in the com~
munity as a whole. Now Mike Savage was involved in this
aﬂﬁ<£e was the one who got interested in the college work-
er%. It was trying to gain some perspective on college
life and putting it all together. wa had a'disorientation,
as opposed to orientation at the beginning of that year.
People came back early to work on this. We went up into
l¢he Flat Hat office, wrote up flyers and mimeographed them,
took them by hand to the dormitories, talked with students,
held informal meetings. We got on the schedule of everi;ﬁou€>
there are so many assemblies for freshmen when they come
here)you know. The freshmen women have to go and hear
about Paéj;el and women's athletics. and W.D.A., and other
e things. We would get on the agenda there, always talking
&ireasx

about Community-- always trying to zerc in on $nfermation—

that the students had never gotten enough information on
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beforeozhzgings like how to cope with registration in that
arena systeml%hat was just miserablegin Blow Gymnasiume-
unbelieveable. At the time you had to have parental per-
mission for visitation, I think-- is that it? You had to
have signed permission from parents for visitation in other
dormitories-- something like that. (i don't know why I
can't rememberQ) We printed a lot of things about that.
Genérally we really put out aﬁgﬁi*gg material, I was
looking over some of it the other day. The Bateman resolu-
tion was kicking around at that pointjand we printed a lot
of stuff on that. People found it helpfu%éané %he community
spirit, I think, is so important. lgggre vere some treats troths
emerging from the totalf§§¥§¥§§ experience of these years.
vsimsbely
One of them was that the thing that counts ewfuldy, is
community, and your contributions fo it. It isn't just
teking from it, it's making it better for people who come
after you-~ helping others alongff%?s questioningheverything
that comes along instead of just ~é?epting ito«&io:%may wind
up accepting it, but at least you've questioned it. Those
§§Z§§§ weré beginning tb emerge. ZE;EFink if only we could
have kept ;g the momentum} ,‘ff these other factors [ what~
ever they were\had not entered in to kind of take the steam
out of the movement, as later happenedj I think that it
would have tazken us into some really interesting areas. We

would have been better people. The college would have been

doing a tremendous service by fostering the kind of environ-
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ment in which a student could have become involved with,. .
say the whole issue of consuming., Consumer rights is
possibly the most dmportant area-- it @ffects everything,

It affects the government and national policy,as well. You
have to be very broad-minded with it. It's not just grocery
store stuff. It's Vepco and utilities, it's energy shortages,
it's birth control, it's issues of hunger and food, all of
that. lzf we had just taken tgken that and run with it we
really would have had something. If we could have converted
the Student Association into a consumer-activist organization--
it could have still been a student association, but to really
get into this-- this is a small community. We could have
done a lot. It got derailed somewhere along the line.

By inner Ferces T a@thev?

I don't know. We didn't really take it on as it should have
been taken on, Maybe it wasn't gratifying enough to take on

)
mediate results)and it's not something that obviously affects

something like that which is hard work;aaé?ygu don't see im-
=

you)as the dormitory regulations do. Because, after all, stu-
dents in college very rarely have sample& ." the real world.
They come right out of the cloister of their home)and with

no break in between they enter into this new shell3 ﬂnd

here at William and Mary it is such a closed~in community.
Really - it's difficult to conceive. A person like Mike
Savage-- :
11T
hex
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what
To me 3% is mewe
v

so remarkable about what he did or tried to do was that
he really stepped out of the ordinary circle of concern

of the college students. It still concerned the campus and

campus life, but in a different way, That takes creativity.
/

;ust like Ralph Nader-- he stepped out>too, It takes

a 1o% to get anybody to step out of their normal routine.

l{EEit was ultimately the problem of the student movement.
Once you get a mass movement rolling it's not as difficult
to get people to step out because it becomes something that
they have all stepped into, you see. - ezheir area of con-
cerns changg? But then you can't sustain ;t§ gﬁfter one
crop of students has left, you have to somehow keep the
thing going. You have to keep bringing in fresh concerns,
Somehow 1t’il1éou7i it went stale., If you could have
kept the same group of students in colleg§> you know, even
to this day) then you would still have the same thing
rolling, I think, It would have taken new and different

formsg but they left and dispersed and new students came.

&

It's not their fault. that they haven't picked up on things.
You have to respond to things in your environment)and when
it isn't there, it isn't there. Of course William and Mary

is very conservative-- always has heen)and it's difficult

for things to get moving here in this tiny community. You
-to

know, there was a time during the year of 69 '70 or else the
"
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following year(r ?oth those years were full of turmoii)) I

picked up a copy of/fhe New Republic. They ran a column on
education. I don't know why I happened to read it this par=
ticular time, but anywayxit was about the University of
Marburgl in German%aaﬁéééj was talking about this umiver-
sity in s sleepy, medieval town and how it was the seat of
communist influence in Germany~~»how%§g:used to be the Uni-
versity of Munich, but it had switched. And it said,mé?eing
the seat of communist influence mcv%?%gé enormous Univé;sity
of Munich to a tiny little village oﬁuthéazaggiasteeped in

L

)
traditicn)wéi about as strange as moving Berkeley to William

1Y
and Mary. So there is no doubt about it, it has that repu-
tation.
Jer
Williams: I don't want to stop, but I have to. Let me just as@xto
clarify something. (léas it Dr. Gravessdecision that the B.S.A.
chairman be elected)and by having a student selected the
chairman did this give the students more clout on the B.S.4.%

I should havei;%&@k that in on the B.S.4.
Edwards: Having the chairman elected by the student body?
Williams: No, no. Déan Lambert had been the chairman of the B.S.A.)eaxw<ﬁ?ﬁqha
Edwards: Oh, oh, I see what you mean.
Williams: »—uexwaﬁﬂiciaéggpu were the first student. Was Dr. Graves
the one who mad;’the decision that it would be elected? And

vwhat effect did having a student make on it ,do you think?

)
Edwards: Oh. You know, I don't know exactly who was behind that. It

may have been Lambert who was mostly behind it. ‘He recog-



48

nized it was a conflict of interest to havew——teo—share— Chair
something that should be under him. I don't know. It
happened right as Graves came, of course. He had a h=ad n &
because ﬁe delayed the first meeting of the B.S.A. for at
least a month after it normally met in order for him to
consider everything, ¢o I'm sure he was behind it. I
don't recall the origin of that decision., 1.
remember the students got together( X{e all knew
who was on the B.S.4., of course3 )‘Ie already knew thatl )
/dnd we got together to try and organize the student to be
elected. We didn't want another administrator. We were
afraid Carson Barnes would be elected. So that's how that
came gbout. I think that it did have an effect on students.
It was a symbolic thing)and I think on the yho.l,e it was a
very important thing to have happen. -Agadn-it-was—g-matter

: ghere were a number of positive things that happened that
year. There was Graves, there was the fact of the B.S,A., had
a student chairman. 1"’\354(* excluded -- the¥ast there was a
student there W was important, 4nd then there were the
various things that thefS.A. accomplished with the aid of
Graves: ;letting rid of curfews, achieving visitation in the
dorms, getting a breskdown of the athletic fee. There was
self-determination in the dormitories ] ‘H\ej Permitbed

visitation. 411 of those thingsfame abouw that o=t

Z wovld |l b add ot muock of IS
was madle possible by an.es) but he also bad
an eecellent steff heneatt hevn. Sam Sadler, for
eamiple, hatkl gained e confrlence Of wee Stuclects
and wop itk admired, BoF most impprtans waa

Mr. Lambert, yie- presictint fur Shudont affaivs, We woe
a Very percepfive. and sensifive adminisBatr, as T 1Camed oin

‘wecefy CONYErsanbns when 7 was witti e BSAH, Orawe, Contat .

net have done /4 wiovd him,



