LOREEN TIPTON CORNETITE

Lori Cornette was 2 student at William and Mary during the some-
what turbulent years 1969 to 1972. During this time she was involved
with residence hall work, serving as a dorm president and as president
of the Women's Dormitory Association, and from 1973 to 1976 she was
associate dean of residence hall life. She spoke freely of some of
the concerns of students in the late 1960s and early 10705, comparing
student life then and now.

Mrs. Cornette read and approved the transcript shortly before

leaving her job in the office of residence hall life.
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Williams:

Lori Tipton Cornette

February 5, 1976 Williamsburg, Virginia
I've realized, too, as I sat down and wrote down these things
Lthet,
to ask you in a way I wasagking you to speak for students
L:I: walrh ){_o "Céi{;\&b:'d‘ﬁj

and that's not exactly the way I want it to appear.A e stu-

dents you knew and illustrate by your own personal experiences

when you were here as a student what thus and so meant to

the students you came in contact with.

Cornette: 4@%&&nk“ﬁha%“prﬁb&b%y”fggI don't know that T was in with

Williams:

Cornette:

a particularly conservative group of peoplé)but I didn't
live with students who were particularly radical)either.

I think the groups I tended to work with were more mid-
dle-of-the-road on a lot of ’t,hings)hfﬁ‘t particularly
reactionary in one way or another . I think we
got excdted or angry about a lot of things that came in.
Maybe . 1ﬁis§:ense we were reactlonary) ft took . an
issue to get us started.

Would you say most William and Mary students ~- I've heard
it said -- were middle~of~the-road and didn't get excited?
I think so. ? think there were small groups on both sides.
ﬁuperliberals s you know.--and I don't mean this to sound
nasti}but the students who were going to Washington to
march in the peace rallies:; #lmost the John Birchers on
the other hand -- other students who probably inow would
fall in behind George Wallace and then would have been -

very staunch supporters of Richard Wixon and even Barry



Goldwater three ot feus yests e dote

Williams: So you would not characterize William and Mary students
that you knew,say,from '69 to '72 as activists?

Cornette: Not really. I think when we did something we did it be-
cause we were prodded;whether it was by our conscience or
peers or wighever. There were very few students who were
dedicated enough to work for any cause Sbead! l‘*j whether the eouse was the
attempt t%l‘;“gar in Vietnam:to an end, abolish R.0.T.C., the
Board o#‘fisitors s or Dr. Paschall.

Williams: From the Flat Hats I've read, the major activity having to
do with Vietnam was the peace vigil that was held for a
time, I think, every week outside the fampus Senter. Can
you try to characterize the feelings t’OWard Vietnam on
the part of most students?

Cornette: Well, inOctober of my freshman year -- I guess it was
October of '69 -- there was a ;moratoriun}éa:nd I don't re-
member exactly why}but there were a number of students
who encouraged other students to wear black armbands, boy-
cott classes;:all these things in support of cessation of

hostilities in Vietnam.

§ome students
7

did do that)and I think there were students who felt threatened

by a group that reaily felt particularly strongly about ? b
I don't really th:m& tried to strong-arm any other students
into boycotting classes or wearing armbands)but whofedt

there was considerable peer pressure on them to do that.

when they really didn't want to. So. it was again, I think)



whe
a very small proportion of the campus population«felt

very strongly about it. Another segment was willing to
go along to the extent of wearing armbands or having an

excuse not to go to class._but there was still a large

5
majority @hob;btj that completely ignored it.

Williams: And was there great protest against R.0.T.C. here as there
was on many campuses?

Cornette: No, I don't really think so. I think there was a waning of
interest just because more and more guys were reluctant to
get into any kind of extracurricular activity that potentially
meant they would be sent overseas and shot at. There.
again there was a group of students we®e very vocally
opposed to it)but the vast majority of students, I think,

felt that it should be up to the individua%iand—aet—%aa—é

i ‘[J fo 5! “(:_' & Vit

ke o wesy \i‘é S et elip 4 ':;W

Williams: @haxéawyaghx- Again as I read the Flat Hat I get the impres-
sion of great clashes between the students and the administra-~
tion. Now is that a fairly accurate picture)or does that
just reflect that the editor of the Flat Hat and the admini-
stration clashed?n' And this is not over just one year; this
is over a period.

Soce,

Cornette: 4The gsocial regulations really, I think, were the greatest
source of conflict. ?he fact that until 1968 women were re-
quired to wear skirts in publics ﬂy freshman year we still
had hours; . we had to check in every night. We had to

have @mwfuﬁai permission to leave the campus; even if we



Williams:

Cornette:

wanted just to go home overnight we had to have $@»ed*a\
permission to do that. Social regulations for men and
women were two very different things: women had them

and men didn't. Students felt that there was no rea-

son why more students shouldn't be allowégiéééfbampus.

It seems to me my freshman year senior men were allowed

to live off-campus)and I think senior women were going to
have the same privilege the following year. Again that
seemed rather inconsistent to some of us and the fact --
well, you know, all sorts of things sort of followed. First
of all, senior men were allowed to live off~campus)and then
when senior women were allowed to live off-campus it sudden-
ly became more and more apparent to women continuing to live
in college housing that if you could live off-campus and be
free and ‘you were the same age but chose to live on-campus
then you should have the same freedoms. 8o therégés great
conflict about having to report where you were going, the in
fact, I think that many women students felt that it was
no:one's buéi}ness, particularly the hous%i%other's business,
to know truthfully or not that you were going to Richmond for
the weekend or you were going to visit somebody — —

or even if you decided to spend the night éomewhere else on
campus. you had to report where that was going to be.

And they acted on this.

Oh, yes. I think probably. with the exception of first-

semester freshmen>who‘thought‘that rules were probably there



Williams:

Cornette:

“4* in the buildings

to be obeyed, restrictions about curfew and visitation
were not ignored so much as circumvented. You went out

and had someone else %ﬂ:? your card for you,and

Y
then you knocked on the end door and got let in;and

that was pretity much standard practice. There was a
and it didn't take very long to
figure out what that way’ was. So. I think for visita-

way around everything

tion it took maybe women particularly a little bit longer
to come around to a feeling that this was something that
you could do anyway. Again. maybe that was because women's

residence halls were more closely patrolled than men's were

" @ . ot N 1
since we had hous%wpothers, older-women{living X actually )

?and the men didn't. They just had
graduate students who were more or less viewed as babysitters
to be taken advantage of if you happened to need something
they could give you.

Now: you were president of the Women's Dor%fzggiciation in
your senior year -- last year, I should say. Had some of
this died down? Had the rules been changed to the point
where there was not this constant agitation? Was there

still much, you felt, to be done when you . . .

Well, by my last year there were still curfews. The buildings
were locked every night>but if you wantedyto stay out after
curfew you could fill out a late carﬁﬁenéf}aw studengsfsatﬁ

in the lobbies of all the women's dorms from curfew until

6:00 the next morning)andfhgjfilled out a late cardy,



They collected all the cards that came in, signed your

card. The law student checked you off and he went away at

6:00. Now. there were certain problem; inherent in this.
[fhe fact that the law student left at 6:00 and 6fficially
the buildings didn't r%}open for you to go back out until
7:00)50 therzwas this twilight zone between 6 AM. and 7
AM. It got +to the point that it was really easier to
be gone all might (Iﬁecause that was essentially what was
happeﬁng anywa5} But by the last year -- well, even by
the end of my freshman yea;;we could petition to have
visitation on weekends from noon to curfew. The big an~
nouncement came:the spring of '72. Graves had determined
that that privilege would be extended up to a maximum of
twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week ?tudents
chose/to do so as all residerﬂ? halls did.
4 dido

There were still students Who/\den-'-‘e* want that much, and
certainly that's a matter of individual choic%,ané ghat‘s
what was intended whea =sef}- Aetermiastion was )mﬁsienae(c(:e& .

Williams: Did you have any kind of a -~ platformj;‘s really too strong
a word, maybe -~ but any certain aims to accomplish when
you went in as W.D.A. president?

Cornétte: We wanted to get rid%hat we felt were outmoded social regu-
lations. We wanted bo have a system of .A/.s set up.-in all
residence halls [ men and Women/‘>that was consistent. Even

my last year in school, women who were freshmen }'/.}/s didn't

get any compensation at all. Male /R.//. s in freshmen buildings



got a single occupancy of a double)plus payment)and we felt

that that rule was rather inconsist%nt given the fact that

there were fairl;;argéﬂemands on us in terms of time that we

would donate. You know, it was an honor to be a.ﬁuﬂ.j ;gr-

tainly it was. The competition for those positions was very

intense)but it wasn't such a great honor that we felt that

we could afford to do that and not have the time to hold

down another job and not get any compensation at all)when

the men across the street were getting @JMSideyeUgnzf we
Very ; ¥he ,

worked% hard. - Chuck R%nkerton and I were g students  &+v.

comnittee to work with Dean Moseley and Dean Barnes to have

a uniderm /étﬂf system set up which z?s implemented the

next year. I think that's just begun taéeally:wOBQZ%fective;y

the past two years. We also worked on setting up a system

of dorm councils within the women's buildings because we

felt that students within the residence halls should be

able to siﬁpsother students' hands if they didn't sign

out on a létg&ca}f, if they came in sometime between 6:00

and 7:00, or committed one of the other multiple sins that
were possible under the social regulations that we lived wrkly
4n then. Alsc. the year I was involved in W}D.A we at-
tempted to encourage the sororities to at least make a
decision about whether or not to make the new women's

housing complex a sorority compleX, and we suggested that

)

het
tha;ﬂbe done and eventually the sororities did decide not

)
to go in.

Williamss I want to ask you about that some more later. One time I



reacf:the Flat Hat -~ and I don't know what year this wase-
said the W.D.A. wa.;’*\'%nforcement arm of something like
outmoded practices." How would you respond to this having been
involved in it?

Cornette: From an administrative standpoint, from the college's stand-
point that's what we were. W I don't think we really
took it that seriously. I mean we went through the motions
because we feit it was better for us to do it than for the
administration to do it. In that sense. it was. My fresh-
man year there was a horrible punishment called "strict campus.”
If you came in late one night )and you accumulated a certain
number of"late minutes;' then you could be ‘strict campused ”
for the weekend?which meant that you had to be in at 7:00 and
stay in your room. Well, as you can imagine that wasn't
really a particularly effective punishment;aﬁ-& it was a
jokesand we really didn't go a»\cmg with thais
By '71-172 the staff members in each building o¢ the
dorm councils were enforcing regulations, ande use the term
"enforeing" loosely -- we were tal;sé%care of;?}/;:*{bﬁme put it
that way.

Williams: Did you feel somewhat caught between the students and the
administration on the other hand?

Cornette: No, I think we were playing to two constituencies 3 and, you
know, the tempo was slowed up or got faster depending on who
you were talking to. And I don't feel that was a compromise

situation ; farticularly@I think that we did what we had to do



o fer cther studentgyswed

@-at this

e
P

point social regulations were getting to be more and mare
den't wete
of a joke. I feel thet Studefls Yaght we, foreing semething
down their throats. Again we served to expedite some
disciplin&'fj matters that we just didn't feel
the administration had any reason to hese. We
took care ogfgiféaé§§§§§¥““%”
Williams: What was your reception like when you had to deal with
the administration, say) with a demand or petition for
open hours or something of this nature? I guess it would
depend on whose office you were going through.
Cornette: We%:% my freshman year. really, was the last year - on - -
we,ekeniis that that was the big deaa) and that went
primarily through the senate and the Board of Student
A,ffairs( I don't know whether that was set up in '68 or '69
To-seems tomE
S0 most of what was accomplished initially. in terms of setting
up a procedure which made visitation possible originated in
the B.S.A. in '71 and '72 as there was more pressure to change
social regulations. The W.D.A. worked very closely with
Dean Moseley primarily. and Dean Donaldson}an%we worked there .,
and?S.A. and B.S.A. worked on Dean Barnes and Dr. Paschall )
so it seems to g\e there was sowme. @,h‘@p‘s:ﬂ &waﬂ-@x@%g@en
Dr. Graves came in.gertainly I think his feeling was con-
sisf%ht with that of most students at that Poiwt - —bhat we wete

for all practical purposes. if not adults at least indiwiduals
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who were capable of making decisions concerning the conduct

of their own lives for themselves.

I was g student at this time, too, so it's hard for me to

try t%ﬁook at it in some sort of a historical perspective,

but if you had to account for the reasons why on this campus

and other campuses there was this feeling saa{gn most

campuses in the late ’60%)-- why would you say this was?

Could you account for some reasons?

Demands for increased social independence?

Yes.

Well, I really don't have much perspective éither. - :
Gradumbe. -

I think we felt that winea ve were high school) had We

chosen not to go to college or goreto some other college thaﬁ:

we would have had the things that we were asking for. So.

we didn't really understand why it was necessary for the

college to act in loco parentis -Jo individuals who were

certainly of age to start making those decisions for them-
selves.

Did the students seem fairly satisfied with their student
leadership in these matters, or does it go back to-iike—the—

)
corps of students who wan@ﬁﬁmoreland theres a corps who wants

1esé?being~a—§¥eb%em?

I think that there was a group of students that was very
ﬁ::tjihabout wanting these changes :'made}and there were a lot
of students who behaved as if the changes had been made and

~yea—kaﬁg5 I'm sure there was a small -- well, not three or fou

r) but
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Cornette:
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—

a grougA?hat would have preferred the changes had not been
mad%igecausezggrtainly,ayaaukﬁ9%§ if you were a girl and you
had a date aﬁg you weren't having a particularly good time

you couldn't say at 12:00 that you had to be back in your

dorm. There were people who didn't want to have to make

that kind of choice. That sounds like I'm making a judg-
ment}and I guess in a sense I amybut&wyaawkﬁe§§r1 think

that most students felt that we should be able to make

the choice for ourselves)and if we wanted to go back then

we should say, "It's time," and if not then we should be

able to determine that as well.

While I'm talking about student leadership I!'ll bring this inb
though it seems somewhat extraneous to social regulations. The
B.S.A. had been set up shortly before you came. Did this
operate as adjunct to S.A. or was it -~ at the time that it

was set up - I know students were rather upset. They said

it was just one more layer of talk between the students and

the administration. Now as W.D.A. president you would have
been on the B.S5.A., right?

No. I don't remember exactly what the composition was. My
freshman year ] was Uiy ;mgju\e&g.@c\ with B.S.A. , the super—
organizatio%?gyey had elected student leaders and faculty mem-
bers and admigistrators - who seemed to have the poﬁential to

make a great deal of difference. Now, I think that that percep-

tion has lessened over the years. When I was in school - I think.

B.S.A. was perceived as being the best hope you had. I think

generally the
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the Student Association has tended to be very vocal every
time another organization has even been suggested. It can
only cut into their sphere of influencgﬁaad I think that's
a very valid complaintjbut I think that the B.S.A;:;t least
169-170 and '70-'71 was a very powerful tool in terms o@i“
~you-know, it's not just student$ now. Here are people that the
administravion recognizesas being rational adults; they're
faculty members. You hired them to teach uss hereforel
they must have some sense}and therefore if their recommenda-
tions agree with ours then they must be able to carry more
weight., I don't know that I ever had enough contact with
the upper echelon of the administrati e who ultimately made

decisions to know what their perception of the B.S.A. was,but

J
I think that a lot of students felt that the B.S.A. had the
potential to make a big difference.

Williams: And you sensed this feeling your first two years you're talk-
ing about.

Cornette: Particularly the first two yeérs)maybe because there were so
many things we felt immediately threatened by... ﬁaybe more so
than now. Maybe that's one reason why the B.5.A. now is not
perceived as being a strong organization. The issues are so

o
much different. Things like gradgigsg:ages, the almost exclu-
sive decision of the faculty ~~ I would think that any time
you're dealing with a body of 470 that's very used to making

its own decisions it's going to be a lot harder to get something

through than when you're dealing with just a whole large number
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of relatively minute and inconsequential social issues. Now.
I don't mean to suggest that they weren't important to us
then}because they certainly were)but on a relative scale I
don't think that being allowed to stay out until 2:00 on
Saturday rather than 1:00 is as important as grading.

now

But certainly studenti perceive B.S.A. as being as impstent has they
aiec Bl.S.A. hasrmm eﬂvd@b?ﬁ\ favor of Gracke

tewew; the faculty hasn't acked ofon w5, Therefore, the

B.S.A. must not have as much powers as it's cracked up to

~oen hsve,

Williams: One of the issues that was an immediate threat ~- I had to

use that word; let's say problem -~ almost as soon as you
crm—in (N

got here was the . o Otober <8 your freshman

year. Now I'm lgd to believe -~ again by the only student

source I have to go on, whiéh is the newspaper -- that this

was a very significant event in the life of William and

Mary.

Cornette: It certainly was. Again that was my freshman year) and for
my class that was really very fraumatic. We'd only been
away framn home for six weeks and suddenly, you know, -- well,
I felt anyway put in a position "of having to make a very
large decision that potentially could affect my entire future
if I were caught. On the other hanii/,?l 'certainly felt that
the issue was a legitimate one)as many students did.

I don't even remember how far in advance this was set up.

When it was proposed in a S.A. meeting the senate was very



N

emotional about it)and there was a great deal of emotion
stirred by this. Students were asked to bresk  college
regulations )to go to opposite sex dorms and sign-in, to
sign a sheet of paper indicating that they had been there.
I .don't remember exactly what the reason for that was 5
except presumably this would be handed to the administration
at some later date: "Look, this many students supported what
we've been asking for." It was very frighten\ing. Evidentlys
there were ten students who were:charged with a violation )

and that was not done until very late. (I don't remember

whether it was Friday or Saturday night but it was done very

)

late in the evening.> It was almost as if the administration

AS

didn't want to catch anybody ‘;? wath urbl Hhel lsbe

and certainly the number of individ:.gs involved wifl be

lower because ,Mthe rule they were breaking was

the rule concerning visitation not the regulation concerning

curfew)so everybody was scurrying back to get to theirw dorms.

Dean Barnes and I guess Dean McGurk wewt into eve of th e

residerﬁg halls and took /J.P/s from ten students.but that was

b)
something that many people felt strongly about. Again the

fact that we were allowed to have visitors of the opposite sex

-

in our own homes ,\and we coneefded the fact that yes, we were
asking to have visitors in our bedrooms ,.)but our bedrooms were
all the home we ha@ém it not only served as a sleeping
area for us )but as a study place;«a:rxd“where we ate and played

cards and listened to music and talked and did a lot of .other



Williams .
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things, too, and we just felt that we were making a reasonable
request.

a 1
The idea of dorm as living/learning wasn't reallxain.1969aaagﬂ
No. Well, I'm quite confident that one of the great fears
of the administratim at that time was sex. I mean if we
had men and women visiting each other in dorms then certainly
we were going to have sex. Wsll, certainly we had sex without

visitatioﬁ}(you know, in the Sunken Garden, in fraternity

houses, in residence hallsj it was common all over the place g,

a7d I don't know whether it's easier to say if you don't have
visitation then sex is a problem that you don't have to acknow~
ledge because you're not making it easy for students to in-
dulge in such activities.But even after Dr. Graves approved

the idea of 2h/7)one of the great problems that was raised in
terms of‘implementation in residence halls was the problem of
cohabitation. It was just -- not this fall but the fall be-
fore -~ before the college's student affairs staff finally
decided that the way to talk about visitation was in positive
terms} }n terms of self-determination rather than in temrms
of!'you will not cohabitatel so I think that the attiftude now
is much healthiér than it wasfeven three or four years ago}both
on the part of the administration and the students. It's not
like there's some forbidden fruit involved any more.

Do you think it's been something of a maturing process?

I think it has been for everybody. $ think it has been for the

administration as well as for the students. We tended to take
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advantage of it when it first happened. I think, you know,
you get something you haven't had &nd for awhile}and you go

beserk.

v« It's like coming to colleg%{ a
rnew freedom involved. That's a lot to handle all at once)but
once you get used to it it's not nearly asc3VawwheJm}@§ as
it seemed in the first placg}and I think that the students
and administrators both had to ‘earn Uizt
There again for some it was never a problem but for others
it certainly it was a big adjustment . . 0One
of the biggest adjustments hgg"' ' o and continues
to be~¥§?the need for students to stand up for their own rights.

— M ;pere is a problem with visitation.if a roommate is
haviné*a guest in constantly and the other roommate objects to
tha?}then he or she has to stand up and say they object. It
really ié the sort of thing. students should regulate and not
the administration. If you don't want that going on in your

room then you have to say that. If you don't say it and it

[ wa
goés on ang%ﬁgng, it's your own fault.

v/

-

About this time snd along- really the same subject(of students
deciding what their lives are going to bgtgé% there came out
something called the Statement of Rights and Responsibilities ,
which I'm sure you remember. §e~seeme*%ha%f2yen though this
was not in any way written by students)and m;ny suggestions
were offered as to amendments by students, it seems thed

“rt~wety on the part of the board and/or administration that

there was a great deal of reluctance to change this in any
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way. Is this a correct impression?

Cornette: I think so. Maybe one reason for that is ¥~deaté~imrow that
there was:ever much concerted student pressure to get this
implemented. Again I think maybe the Stat/;f%rg Rights and
Responsibilities more than a lot of other things was sup-
ported by small groups of students who. understood it. It
was a rather lengthy document and very all-encompagsing in
some ways. It really affected the relationship of students
to the collegej, which may be one reason why some administra-
tors were as reluctant to ad)%pt it as they appeared to be.

I don't know, fhe only thing I can figure about the State-
ment of Rights and Responsibilities is that an awful lot of
people just didn't know what it meant) and © +. I think in

some ways we‘;z-e still Jjust finding ouﬁ what the ramifications
of it are in terms of a student's right to due Precess

to privacy, to access to his or her own records. Again.

I can see how these would have been very threatening in

the late '60s and early '70s possibly)to:hen students perceived -
that administrators seemed to feel a need to have informa-

2

tion held over students® heads.
A DAL

Williams: And has, say, in due process of the other ways that you've

- A
mentioned{\\bha-b M been worked out more or less in

practice?
Cornette Generally, I think yes. Again. I think fhere're an awful lot
of people who just don't know what the statement means --I may

even well be one of them --in terms of its ramifications. “¥ew
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wrswrr-mraen Wilism aed ﬂaﬁj allowed students the opportunity
to indicate that they didn't want grades sent home to

, thet
parents before the Buchley Amesdmest = suggesting students

A
have the right -to privacy. So: in some ways we've been
ahead; in some ways I think we still haven't achieved all
the things the statement suggests we should have. I don't
“thst ‘
know how far down-ﬂwifxﬁaé.vn§jiae,' ;ft may just
, \ 2

be that they're things people really haven't thought of be-
cause the statement is so broad and all-encompassing for

students., ~I is one big

issue. ~Shebememt-uiaRishi Not

having grade review is not consisﬁgnt with the statement, let
me put it that way}and maybe it's ééerceptionuon the part of
the faculty--"Well, that doesn'‘t apply to uﬁf but it does.

The statement is to be an all-inclusive document)so again may-
be it!'s just a matter of education as much as anything else.
That is a big change. It is a big change, I would think, for
a faculty member to suddenly find him or herself justifying to
a student why one grade was given)and not only justifying it
to the student]but Jostifying it to that faculty member?!s col-
leagues. Again. I think it's just a matter of perceived threah{?
‘)éu%e threatening my Jjudgment by saying that this grade is
not ‘the grade that should be given.

So you think the stétement has worked out as a safeguard to

students, is that right, in most cases?

Yes. I think that the statement has given students things-
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that they wouldn't have had otherwise. They've been slow in
coming aéwﬁﬁ%ﬂ:M but again, maybe it's just -~ I don't know
that it's reluctance on the part of the administration or the
faculty as much as it's not understanding what's involved or
students not understanding what it can mean. I don't think
that students have fully taken advantage of what the statement
provides for.

Williams: Could you give an example of that?

Cornette: In terms of examination of records. I don't know how many
students feel a need. Maybe students now aren't as suspicious
as we were or maybe they're keeping closer tabs on what goes
in in the first place which would be wise. Also, I think that

J
== I don't know that students trust administrators any more

than they used té%%ut TPHinK MEybecerbaines in the dean of
students office#ﬁhen a student asks for a reébmmendation the
student either signs a waiver indicating that he or she knows
that that information will not be made available to anyane uvilecs
they get a copy of whatever recommendation might be put in the
file;so in that sense I think students have the opportunity to
know what's in their general information Jelder thst certainly we <. oa
have five years ago.

Williams: Do you think it would have helped five years ago to have say
the rights that students have now? It's a hypothetical ques~
tion.

Cornette: Well, it seems to me that confidentiality on the part of admini-

strators is much greater now than- it was five years ago. Confi-
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dentiality on the part of the health service is much greater
now than it was five years ago. So there again maybe the

need ie1mczeésn%<&sgﬁaa§é, a@swddeyas~ratHe ™ THEN;7ou

wiing-~the~information - morethan™
Williams: We're really comparing events over a time in which events
moved very fast.
Cornette: That's right -- particularly for William and Marybin that
the past six years have been a time of tremendous change
in this institution. It may be another sii or ten years be-
fore people catch up and realize exactly what has gone on)u;hgg everls
actually have taken place and what the .mpsct wes ,
Williams: Some schools in this period of time that we're talking about
had student representatives to th%wboards. Was there an efw

fort here and do you thin@g%agaig;?that it would have been in

)
any way helpful for there to have been a student representa=-
tive, not Jjust a 1iéson person[fadvisor}but a representative
on the Board of Visitors?

Cornette: G@iven the composition otherwise of the board, probably notj I
don't know that it would have made a great deal of difference.

I think it woulé have been well for students to have someone
who could speaEZ;; their views on the board. Theret%fzo many
committees dealing with so many different things that it really
would be impossible for one student to have input in all the
areas that the board is responsible for: finances,physical plam~
ning, student affairs. I think itzf’ still would be advan-

tageous to have a student on the board .simply because I think

)
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there are things that a student knows by virtue of being
in the middle of a situation constantly that a board member
Nordel i, op

from New York or even  Richmond can't know by coming to
A

meetings~ﬁheﬁ~iéﬁgﬂevery two or three months. On the

other hand. there ére some students in the past that the
board has been very‘fgmﬁﬁ@g impresse%?jtherefve been

others that have made a very negative impression. So-
I don't know who should make the detemination about a stu-
dent to be on the board. I think it could only be a posi-
tive ene and certainly it couldn't hurt. One or two
individuals would not have sufficient votes to significantly
change the policies of the insﬁitution}but I think they
could give significant information,provide-’ a very important
point of view %hair%wwzsen£4ﬂ 7at leasgigot considered in
every phase of its operation.

When you were here as a student what was the perception of
the board ? I get the idea it was looked to as a higher
court than Paschall where you appea%%?omething higher than
the president. '

Yes, I would den't- thivll ~ the board was ever viewed as a
particularly sympathetic Em;chj . You know, we might

have wanted to appeal things to the board,but I don't think

)
we would ever have felt there was much chance for change,

We felt that if social regulations were going to be changed,
we had a better chance of doing it with the people we had

L3

here)although with as much respect as I have for Mr. Lambert
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and Dr. Paschall>there wasn't much chance that there was
going to be any change that they didn't want made. With
the exception of possibly one, possibly itwo board members
who we felt were sympathetic to students, I don't believe
we really thought that we could convince the board to
overturn or change a decision that had been made here in
Williamsburg.

Williamss I know it seems that I'm skipping around; in many ways
I truly am. I should have included this mewe when we
were talking about social regulations per se and the
dorm~in. Another case -- it didn't come up that year,

I don't think-~ there was a court case involving Sarah
Brittingham)who took the college to court over being either
suspended or expelle%)and right now I don't want to say
which because ;ﬁan't remember. This was a cause célébre

in the Flat Hat. Was it on campus?

Cornette: Oh, svve “wss, We had a heroine, somebody who had
taken the college to court and won on the basis of incon-
sistent enforcement of college regulations)which we felt
had been a problem all along. You have az dorm~in, a lot
of people violate visitationgregulations)and ten get
slapped on the hand. There's a lot of illegal visitation
going on as a rule amywqyi )ﬁne couple gets caught)and
they are severely disciplined; they take the college to

court and win on the basis of inconsistant enforcement of

regulations)which was one of the reasons students had been
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citing all along in support of our position that the regula-
tions were outmoded. Ehey wer%unenforceable, They were not
really very reasonable., They didn't have anything to do with
helping us .develop into healthy adultg)and 50 what was the

point of having them? So we were really very pleased that

'someone had done it and been successful. They'd challanged the

college and been successful.

I keep asking you about the Flat Hat; maybe I should ask
this question: ﬂ%s the Flat Hat while you were a student, _
would you say it was leading or reflecting student opinion?
I think it was definitely leading, very definitely leading.
The Flat Hat tended to be twé'or three steps ahead of the vast
majority of students here in terms of opinion about various
things or at least intensity in feeling on certain issues.
Many students read the Flat Hat for no other reason than it
was always entertainingg There was always a victigigut I
think fff_ most students realized in reading it thaﬁlwhat

they were getting was a biased picture so if you took that

)
with a grain of salt andAmade decisions on the basis of’what
you knew and what you were able to find out in talking to -
other people -~ that was really much safer.

It's probably true of many campus newspapers. If I'm to be-
lieve the Flat Hat there was ncgﬁin wh&t has been portrayed

as something of a heyday of drug use among college students

aeal

fot
-= there was\a greatﬂof that on the campus. Would you say

that was a2 true statement?
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Cornette: I don't know that drug use when I was in school was very
wid{jspread. There were some students who were very heavy
usersg ?ﬁere were other students who were occasional
users} [ihere was a vast majority of students who never
touched the stuff. Now. there were a lot of students

using grass., just a whole lot and that. I think has be-

)
come progressively more acceptable, not legal)but at least
acceptable on a peer level. But in terms of hard stuff
-- coke, heroinf, mescaline, anything like that -- there
was and still is - a hardcore group of students who
utilize those drugs as part of their 1ifestylgé§nd I think
generally other students are tolerant of that until some-
thing happens and someones behavior starts interfering
with their studying pr someone starts throwing furniture
around in the room or bouncing up the walls)or narecs start
coming to visit)an& then those students get extremely up-
set.

Williams: But there was no concerted effort by the administration
that I found to, say, raid the place.

) ;
Cornette: We perceived ~- I don't know how true this was -- but we %W@@ni R L

really felt there was a bust scheduled once a semester, g

that it was a regular thing, you know —- hsue the narcs ST %f
come in and state police come in and clean things up once

a semester)and everybody'd get scared for awhile and stuff wag

&= hard to get for awhile and then the traffic start%émoving

smoothly again. People who had been more or less underground,
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that you hadn't seen for awhile)surfaced; I don't know

that that'!s the perception now simply because there haven't
been any big busts recently. There have been some busts

in fraternity hOusesjand there was a guy arrésted -~ Was

he even arrested; I don't even know-at J.B.T. fhis
fal%iand a couple of weeks ago a guy had some grass and
someﬁseeds and a pipe taken away from him)and that really
was the extent of it. So I don't know that there is the
perception any longer that the college is out to police the
place. I don't know whether that's good or bad)but it seems
to me -~ I don't know how you can stop it. We're not gdng
to ask our staff to be narcs. We don't feel that's their
function. We don't feel that they'd be able to function
effectively in Qﬁher wa?s if they're perceived as being
ﬁederalwdrug“&ﬁ%ﬁﬁgg%ratrvn‘enforcers or whotever-<ie

state pollce affillates or anything else. But we're aware

. that~ﬁlem%s$c?¢ in the domms. We're aware that grass
moves freely. We encourage members of our staff not to al-
low themselves to be put in the position of being liable

and to encourage students to be considerate of other students!
rights. If there's stuff in a room and ther!s a bust,then
one student is as liable as the other " even if he never
used the stuff.

But through the time you've been associated with the college,
not only professionally but as a student, the college really

hasn't teken it upon itself to consistently enforce
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drug 1aws? I'm not asking you to say the college is com~
mitting dllegal actg}but I mean the college has not done

a great deal of eforcements.

The college doesn't have the capability to do it.

Well, it's federal law rather than . -.

Sure, it is law,and in that sense we've minddul that it's
law gmd it's in the handbook.the use of drugs is illegal,
but we're not going to search rooms regularly. We're an
educational institutinn; we're not a penal institution)and
we have to function accordingly.

A few minutes ago you started talking about sororities and
fraternities)and I said, "Wait a minute,and I'll ask you
more about that.® The end of the '60s has been portrayed by
some people as a time of real decline in the Greeks and that

i , Lot iyterest 3@
now we're in a period of upsurge, Wedsls you've been asso-
2,

=

ciated withfgzllege campus now over a period of years. Do
you think that in that period when you were a student this
was a period of declineyand if so, why?

Definitely. We were just suspicious of everything. I don't
knowD ﬂaybe it was just a period of wanting an explanation.
Why did these things exist? What do you have to offer? So

I think that -~ well, maybe, it waa;z;;;; Just the fact we
didn't know what we wanted)and we didn't want an organization
or stereotype telling us what we would be. - Ac-

cording to the catalog my freshman year there was something
-- I don't know +his-is-Just—very VIS TH My wming e=—-
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-~ maybe LO or 50 percent of William and Mary students were
Greeks. @ingf, classes for sororities in January of 1970
it seems to me were about 20)which is not Smallbfﬂf‘aﬁftﬁq%hovjk,
there were fewer people going through rush. It seems to
me the next yearpossiblygthere was even a little bit less
interest3but you know, it may be a function of this
campus that sororities and fraternities have never really
been passé)because there's really not much else to do.

There is much more to do now than there was even in 1969
and 1970. It seems to me my freshman year one of the big
thrills was going out tgi%heaters at the shopping center.
They couldn't have been more than a year or two old)and

this was ~- boy, not only now did you have the one little
theater down on Duke of Gloucester Street, you had three
movies ih town to pick fromﬁ Sororities and fraternities
had parties on weekends. My freshman year the S.A. made an
effort to sponsor a dance every weekend so that non-Greeks
would have a place to go,but they really didn't draw very
many peoPIe}surprisingly. Football games used to be a big
thing»-;&xys in suits and girls in suits-~you don't see that
any more. So. maybe the perception was that fraternities
and sororities were finishing schools)and these were places
for people who wanted to learn social skills. But. I think
more and more now as students have more choices about things

to do---~ there's the S.A. film series and lots of things go-

ing on in the William and Mary theater, more lectures, and

e
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more students can have cars, so it's possible to get out of

o
o LB

town. There isn't such'a}.%sgcial need for fraternities and
sororities a:x}/{xore )but they're doing better than ever. Sog
I just don't know. I don't know how much of it may be a
function of the fact that on this campus anyway there weren't
very many alternatives socially for a long time. I think
interest declined some )but I don't know that membership

ever declined very much. I think the fraternities were hurt
initially by the movejf&rom the lodges into the fraternity
complex simply because suddenly they fouﬁd themselves in a
situation where they had to ask thirty-three or thirty-five
guys for a committment, not just to pay dueskbu‘t to live in

a house) and not just as seniors @s_ in the case of the sprori«-
ty houses }but possibly for three years . e had to Fill the
house because we had an obligation to thé college according
to the lease that the college made us sign to have the house [
thet if we have to £ill it, you have to live in it which
means that fraternity members weren't mingling as much with
guys in residence hallsgmﬁ,_t/ga;foe that made it a little harder
for them to get pledges.)but :ertainlga@now janyway, that seems
to be one advantages maybey that fraternities have in rush.
’U\?j can say, "Look, if you Join a
fraternity, you're guaranteed housing." loous else on
campus ‘that can make that assurance. Nopyg it seems to me
that any freshman guy who pledges a fraternity for that rea-
son is very likely to be disappointed.}but that is an argu-

ment they use and to a certain extenty that's valid.

)
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Willitams i Fraternities did not particularly want to go into the com-

ple&, did they? This was probably before you arrived.
- whotr T hesid
Cornette: My perception when I came -- particularly when there was
A [gevority

talk about the Botetourt,\complex -- was that the fraterni-
ties really didn't want to do it. But what l'm hearing
fromﬂ my colleagues now is that there wasn't that much re-
sistance. I find that very difficult to believe) but may-
be thatts true.

Williamss It was argued when the sororities refused to go into the
Botetourt complex this would further segregate the sorori-
ties which you're saying has happened in the case of the
fraternities)and you think would have happened inﬁqe case
of the sororities as well?

Cornette: I think so, yes. W&% I had a variety of reasons for
pledging a sorority, most’ of which are unknown to me now,
but I wouldnot have pledged at all had I:thought I would
have been required to give mjself to that organization
body and soul for three years. I mean, you know, it was
nice to be part of an organization that had a house. -I—
mea'ﬁ? I could go to a house with a living room and a dining
room and a kitchen and a bathroom instead of staying in
ny little cubicle with my dne little roommate in the residence
hal]&) -and ghen I went to that house there were people there
who accepted me whether I was in a good mood or not and

whether I was cheerful or not} and.you know, that was very com-

forting for awhile. But,—y@&—km&g I think again that there weie
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a lot of sorority women felt that kind of house feeling
would not be possible in units that were slightly
larger copies of the fraternity complex.
Was there any feeling that they should go into the com-
plex?
I think there was some fear on the part of some sororities
that if they didn't go into the complex that the college
might cease to look upon them with favor. I don't think
Qﬁgﬁw@wgkm:%ywwm
that the fraternities and sororitiesﬁgnjoynﬂqg»privileged
position theydid a few years ago7but; you know, the houses
are old)and they':e not in particularly good condition>and
they're not going to last forever. Butb even at that I
think a lot of people felt they were a lot better than go-
ing into units that~if they were constructed in the way
the fratérnitiesaggg being constructed~would be falling

A
downt within ten years anyway so. you know, the choice at
oz Loty -two ~
¢ -
that poéint seemed to be aowxjfmﬁo adkgrperson unit that
might slide into Lake Matoaka>or staying in a house on
Richmond Road that might fall down on your head,and to
many people 1 think that was preferable. Also, I think
sororities here tend to be very, very conservative as.orga~
dhe
nizations)not necessarily%individuals within them but
-~ I don't know. Maybe it's not fair to characterize Hut-
<thef as just true of sororities but I think that stu-
dents here are very, very resistant to change. ‘'What

do you mean you're going to change the calendar?® "What
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do you mean you're going to change registration ardyou

didn't involve us?" "What do you mean you want men to

be involved in the housing kﬁﬁeﬁj in the spring?® Any-
thing that isn't the way it was before is viewed with

very great suspicio?5ss“T”%hink?that”tﬁﬁmpﬁssibi%i%@%w-
certainly this year the big issue for sororities has been
;hall we have rushing in fall of next year? They 've been
talking about that for years and just couldn't do it. Theré
was just something really restraining them from being willing
to say, "Yes, we'll ge shese and try it ,'with the understand-
ing if it doesn't work we can go back to it the old way.?
They really didn't want to take that risk. nggI'm sure
there was some of that holding people back from going in-

to the complexes. " W.D.A. felt that there was

no reason for fraternities and sororities to get the

newest housing that was available. There were a lot of other
students who: could use that and that it seemed to be more ad~
vantageous to everyone involved for other students to use it.
ﬂ%ﬂ%@n}he sororities were happy with what they had, ¥kt there
were ;roups of students who wanted to do things like have an
American studies house and that was a good place for it to ke,

)
heve. But the sororities really dragged their feet, 'T

)
meany/ they'd gone as far as chosing colors and decided who
would live next door to whom in the complex ~- although
they hadn't decided yet whether or not they were really go-

ing to movewto it; Sep watlig wanted—them to take
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one step forward while the other leg is stepping back-
wards. Very e&wanﬁez,

Most of the things we've talked about have been social
changes of some nature that the students either wanted

or, say, in the case of the sorority complex didn't want.
There was not thls much push for academic change. I'm
trying to thlnk the reason was the feeling that, "“Well,

it really doesn't matter what we think anyhoy; or if

there wasn't as great a need. What would be your opinion
on it?

Well, I think that a lot of it was the fact that we didn't
think it'd make any difference anyway. There was con-
siderable pressure -- agaigﬁ:from a small group of students
-~ to drop the reguirements for physical education, for
modern languages, for math and science~5;/ﬁhe feeling that
we were wasting two years taking nothing but required courses,
and on the basis of those required courses we were supposed
to ché%e a major which would determine what we would do for
the rest of our lives. Again you know, I think that a lot
of william and Mary students come from moderate to conserva-
tive backgrounds)and the kind of curriculum that we found
when we came here was very similar to what we had had be-~

fore,so, you know, it's just kind of, "Okay, go along with

)

the program. This is what you chose to come to)sofjust do
your good little liberal arts educatien and go on from here.®
“’d\c e w

I think tha§ﬁwithacurriculum particularlygsthere are some stu-
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dents who have felt very threatened by the proposed changes,
(%y the changes from the:ald to the new curriculum}which I
hini they :

still don'ENunderstand, by requirements being droppgé. There
again. maybe it's just a matter of choice. You know, there
were some students who didn't want to have to make all those
decisions for themselves. It was easier having somebody ¢lse
telling you exactly what you had to take. It wasn't as
confusingg7certainly, and you dida't risk making as many
mistakes because somebody else did it for yog@?ut I think
certainly now students have a lot more flexibiiity in setting
up their academic program than we did four or five years
ago,although I don't regret the education that I got here.
You know, I chose William and Mary because of the educational
program it offereds #aﬂ.I wanted something elsg;%l would
have gone someplace else.But once I got herg)zl found that
there were a lot of things that were more important to me
than my academic work)andgyaa-kneWg my interests developed
accordingly.

Were the students generally pleased with the curriculum
change that came while you were here as a student? The

0ld 1935 curriculum was changed.

Yes, I think so. Againg/once they understood what that
meant, once it was clearly explained, and once advisors un-
derstood what it meant, I think that students were very
pleased with it because again it gave them much more flexi-

bility in taking courses in areas outside their major.
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Aga:in){_é there were students resistin'b to that:"Well, I

know what I want to be when I grow up. I'm going to be

a physicist)and I don't see any reason for me to have

to take English courses or soc. courses to get my degree

from here because they're not going to do me any good.¥

But I think the intent of the facu;!.ty _
g When ﬁhe newycurriculimi wa.s “J‘\.‘f‘ié;ﬁituted was to breaden
students' education )and I think that that has been the

result of the new curriculum.

It wasn't your last year, it was your second here that Dr.
Paschall announced he was going to retire. According to

the student Ysbies I've pead they couldn't
have felt any other way but %@re]@@’red. Is this true?
That announcement was met with gl;eat Jjubilation simply be-
cause we figured whoever Dr. Paschall's successor was couldn't
be any more conservative.

Exaétly what was szid of his predecessor, I'm sure.

No doubt, no doubt. We Jjust didn't think that things could - -
get any worse is not really what I want to say._ﬁe didn't
feel that the situation could be any more stagnant than it
was. Now,g? I understand when Dr. Paschall came that students
were delighted and that he spent a great deal of time with
students and was very involved in some of the activities that
students were involved in. I'm sure by the late 160s he

Was worn ot g};ﬁ{:\fxav . He was certainly &evaﬁy@?rﬁ interests

in other things and you know, he didn't have the kind of contact

)
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with students that we felt he needed in order to be able

to make decisions that affected students}so we were de-
lighted when he announced his retirement.

Do you think that the students could in any way =-- I

won't say take the credit fo;;%ut were they in any way
responsible for, do you think, his decision? From a

student point{%f}@iew I'm asking you this. NowgI coﬁld

ask him what he thinks and get another)I'm sure.

Yes, I think that again a group of students felt}%haxr“%aok
at what we've done. We've put so much pressure on him in
the past couple years that he can't take the heat any more."
But on the other handg/ Dr. Paschall was certainly old enough
to retire)so while possiblg there might be one
group of students who will claim credit for theéir victory, I
don’t/?%;gﬁbe?»but that's what it really was. Nowg I don't K ow
what I would have said in answer to that question four years
ago.

Then students were also for the first time allowed to take
part in the selection of the new president. I'm sure there
)

was a good bit of feeling)%ha%?ye must have arrived.

Very much so.

by ¥OU-KNOW,- Wwe. were asked
z

the
for our inputi (ﬂé were givennépportunity not just to make

a recommendation after a decision had already been made, but
to actually be involved in the screening of applications
and the interviewing process and the decision-making processs,

aaﬁ%'given what students had experienced the two years that

A
pons
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I Knew prior to that time, that was just phenomenal.
.
"(zf\@“

We just really felt that soﬁgone was acknowledging the
A

fact that maybe we had some sense

. ) }
by the ¥eax thet
ebeub . ?here was enough respect at least for

S0 we were very pleased

the student leaders for the administration to be willing
to say, "Okay, give us your recommendation for students
that you would like to have on this committee.n
Williams: And the students did participate very actively in the
selection.
Cornette: That's right. I don't remember how many were involved.

I know Scott Craigie was one and Scott took it very seriousl%g

J
an@he was very pleased with the process and pleased with the

ultimate decision)so lre certainly felt that it had been a
valuable experience for him and that his contribution had
been sought and attended to.

Williams: What difference di§§§u observe that it made to have another
person at the top? (ﬁgaia\%ﬁ]have been your last year here.

Cornette: Initially it made a great difference. W@&%?fDr. Graves saw
students. He talked to students on the stréets. He went
to the gub. He went to the cs?d . He had dogs and
childreajwho cried and yelled}and it all seemed very normal.
You know, Dr. Paschall was so dignified and such a gentle-
man -- not to suggest that Dr. Graves isn't -- but you
know, in the old Virginia sense that this young upstart from

Massachusetts was really like a breath of fresh air. I just

remember being really shocked at the fact that someons Dr.
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Graves'k age and someone from outside the state of Virginia
had actually been hired by the college. fmr‘tn‘é/é'you just
really felt that would open up all sorts of things;zhaﬁiiily
been talked about by students beforg‘gut we were very pleased
in the fact that Graves sought studeﬂ; input. H?«haduagf;he
aides to the president has been around for years I'm sug;.
Dr. Graves met with us once a month and asked us what we
thought, and whether or not that actually made any difference
eventually/ it was nice to be asked. It was nice to be in

2 ockumloereel
a situation where students ﬁaa%~éewn—wi%@1administrators)

anéi%ﬁ;se monthly meetings it was eleven or twelve of us

and one of hing | and we really appféciated having an
opportunity to sit down and be very open and very honespiX
-2 I think in some cases some of the things that we came

up with were not as rationally thought out as they might
have been had we been appearingt;ﬁ-a committee of two or
three before the Board of Visitors. But on the other hand/ <
I think<ye;:%ot a lot of spontaneous reaction to things

that possibly ge wouldn't have gotten in a more formal set-

h hig by regorded
ting}so I think 3% was very, very/\ 3 particularly
his first year and when he made the decision to allow stu=
) ~ewe nby ~ Touws -

dents the opportunity to have‘?Q:hour visitation.then he
was“fin.H His troubles were Jjust beginn%ga I'm sure.

On balancg,?theg;?for the period in which you were a student
-- this is a double~barreled question coming up -- would you

say that students accomplished their aims)and could you pin~-
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point what their aims were? I guess you have to answer the
second before you can answer the first.

I think that students wanted a greater voice in determining
how they would live their lives socially and increasinglyys#
academicallgégaﬁ”I think that to a much greater extent than
I would have thought possible when I entered here as a fresh-
mang/ that those aims haf{’ been realized. I think - on some
issues there is still a long ways to go. ibﬁwkngny-I think
one of the biggest problems. again. is maybe just one of per-
ceptiégghe fact thatxfyﬂur%msﬂg%ﬁhis is just really very
typical. It's not anything that's unique to William and Mary.
I don't think that students really trust the administration.
I think that there are individuals who are part of the ad-
ministration whonthey view as relatively trustworthy as
administfators gq)bupf%you know, it makes communication dif-
ficult sometimes just because people don't always say what
they're thinking;fr when sanething is said it's heard dif-
ferently then it was intende%@s@i?t's Just realléjbommunica~
tions problem rather than anythiﬁé else. I don't think that
there is any intent any longer -- I felt differently when I
was a student -- on the part of the administration to dese.,.
students. I think that that is done unintentionally some-
timesSbut I think that generally the people who are members
of the administration mow who have frequent contact with
students are very willing to listen _and there aren't too

p)

many décisions made any more that are made without at least
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seeking student input. I think that there are a lot of un-
popular decisions made )but I think that they're made with an

eye to what the long-range effects will be rather than Wm/fhat

will the result of this be two months from nowi2 You know, }

how will this affect students who come to the college five

or six years from now! § I wouldn't have understood that when

I was in school just because it should all happen right now. Ms)jbc

‘buty—you—tmew,-that's just an indication that I'm getting

older, too, but I'm certainly much more sympathetic to w;’m:m.,ﬁwm.&fg@wﬁ @%““Cf

than I was.
Williams: It's not easy to recover thoughts from even a few years ago.
Cornette:s "&;en I was kind of mulling this over. last night particular-

1y, thinking about things, especially what the W.D.A. did

and how it was perceived..\%ou know, I had very mixed feel-

ings aboxit that. I'm sure there were students who fell

that we were tokens, that we were administrative patsies,

and in some ways we were. But I don't know that wey as

aver Polt- we

individuals //z\’were compromising our integrity. I :bhink ~

that we really felt that we were taking the heat off

in other ways by diverting itf ) if nothing‘ else. There

was a tempest in a teapot -~ - I guess:\n' 734wh&j1§he3(:f or

not the W.D:A. was even needed, At thst 'im@%ﬁt

really wasn't, less and less so as regulations for women

ceased to be different than those for men.,and their

staffing became Moveneady, equal and as women became more .

J
“%rl(ﬁ e,?w{ that there was less need, you know.
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I see some of this coming up in a few yearé;; conflict
between Interhall and S.A. TYou know, what'!s Interhall
maybe but an administrative patsy? This is set up to

do the administration's work. You funnel the money and
you do this and you do that and you're working
for them. I think that's very valid) ut if those stu-
dents weren't doing what they're doing then administra=-
tors would be)and students would lose a very valuable
~potential source of inpu%§ﬁe~%hat I think in some ways
I really see.very great parallels there. I've kept my
hands out of Interhall for just that reason; I do see

it in some ways as an administrative tool)but on the
other hand/ you know, I think students would be the
lq%%ers in some ways‘if they didn't use that tool. That
can work both ways.kglt's just interesting to see the
evolution of these different organizations. I think the
S.A. has been caught in the middle for a long time where
there's been one group ¢ mnstret--W.D.A. -- Dean Donaldson
set that up when she came ~- and I don't know what the
response of the S.A., was theﬁi?n&‘ghenB.S.A. when it was
set up, Vﬁertainly the S.A. felt very threatened by it.
When Interhall was set up S.A. felt'very threatened by

Put it seems to me that all these

groups eventually are going to ~~\§ou know, there is going

that/

to be continued evolution and continued attritiOn)and

those are going to continue to function. It just seems to
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me that it's going to be one or  another group of students
who will continue to be vocal and who will continue to push
for certain issues while other students continue going to
class and concentrating on their studies or their boyfriends
or their girlfriends or whatever they concentrate o%%sut
there will continue to be a relatively select group of
individuals who will be responsible for the changes that

are made. Nowy I don't know that that will be very much
different simply because of the kind of students who come
here.

Williams: Do you think that you've gotten a clearer view of this
perspective from having been a student and then an admini-
strator? Has it been a help to you in your work?

Cornette: I think it has been. Maybe the fact that this is my third
year;.7fhe first year I was very impatient; I'm getting
more mellow. Maybe it's just a function of being able to
see an evolut%%ary process going.on. Maybe = I've become
one of them, God forbid. But /i you know, maybe Ft-was
knowledge of the institution and what's involed in run-
ning it increases -{;hat‘s inevitabla}}/ﬁ%u cease see~

sbzdukes
ing things in terms o;kabsclu&ést and start seeing
them as functions of things that have happened at other
places at other times. I think that I have a much greater
perspective on the college now than I did in '69 or even
in the year that I graduated(in ‘7@. I don't know whethes

that wouldn't have happened to a greater or lesser degree
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had I been working some place else for the ?ast three yearsg
I think maybe that I have a greater appreciation for uwhat's
involved. That doesn't make me any more:;;éigg in some ways
to forgive some of the things that went on when I was her§; 
There were scme things that I think were inexcusable. ThégéA
was behawvior on the pargzg some individuals, students and
administrators, that I think was inexcusablgjbut I think that
all of that has been balanceddi in one way or another and
things that are wrong now will be balanced out eventually.
Any institution moves along sort of on inertidi. The fact
that William and Mary has bee? here for nearly three hun-
dred years is going to carryig little bit farther. 3But
certainly I hope that the changes will continue to be made
and that the various groups within the college will make in-
creasingly more of an effort to work together. I think
that's been one of the most maybe frustrating things to

me since I've been here. I didn't feel that there was very
much personal contact between students and faculty members
when T was in school. I think there's more ;opportunity for
that now)but I don't know that there's much more real inter-
action. I think that more faculty members encourage it

but I think that the basic barriers are still there. "Well,
you gﬂP@Ae me. You make a judgment on my abilit%" and
that's going to have to create g certain distancq}but at

least people are a little bit more willing to sit down with

each other and make the effort. I wouldn't have imagined
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hnd o
five years ago that thg\eammen exchange that takes place

now at some of the S.A. meetings could have happened. Soz

,ynawknnwg?strides are being made and people are at least
.

more willing to make the effort. Maybe that's one of the
From ]
things that I see as being a greater changq{when I was in

school. In many ways we just didn't really feel there was
much point . We did the things we did because we

felt they had to be done whether it was studeunts who parti-

J

cipated in the moratorium or students who went on strike

)
after the ' shootings at Kent State. There were various
things that motivated various people. Primarily -~ I'm
just sort of rambling and I don't even know-where I'm
going -~ but I think that it's important that individuals
continue to have their own causes and work for them and
that there are more people here now that are willing to
help a‘;gggi?t oK %%rvqﬁk~<Kn%5 e “chstothon Yhepe were.
I hope idts true.



