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Donald H. McLaughlin

Donald Hamilton McLaughlin,
who championed both the gold stan-
dard and the atomic age, died at his
Berkeley home early yesterday. He
was 93.

Dr. McLaughlin was equally at |

home in a Harvard classroom, the
board chambers of half a dozen
powerful business corporations and
the rough-and-tumble of the gold
fieids. ’

While serving as a regent of the
University of ‘California from 1951
to 1967, he opposed the teacher loy-
alty oath. “They thought 1 was a
liberal,” Dr. McLaughlin said. “Not
at all. I simply believed it was a silly
technique — this loyalty oath — to

» discharge a professor because he

wouldn’t take one. Why, a Commu-

nist wouldn’t hesitate to take a doz-
‘en oaths....” : .

" Dr. McLaughlin was born in
San Francisco, the son of William
McLaughlin and Katherine Hamil-
ton.

He took a bachelor’s degree at
the University of California at
Berkeley in 1914, and quickly fol-
lowed with a master’s (1915) and
Ph.D.(1917)from Harvard. He enlist-

- edinthe Army in 1917 and served as
a lieutenant with the 63rd Infantry
until the end of World War L.

Returning to civilfan‘li}e, he be-
came 2 geologist with the South

American firm of Cerro de Pasco -

Coppcr Corp., later becoming its
ﬁhlef geologist and in 1944 its presi:
ent.

MCLAUGHLIN, Donald H. -- in Berkeley, De-
cember 31, 1984, husband of Sylvia C.
McLaughlin of Berkeley; father of Donaid
H. Mclaughlin Jr. of Massachusetts,
Charies C. McLaughlin of Washington D.C.,
Joanie McLaughlin Shaterian & George C.
McLaughlin both of Berkeley; grandfather
of Stephen, Katherine, David, Brien, John
and Elien McLaughlin; great-grandiather
of Kristen, Jan & Jonathan McLaughlin; a
native of San Francisco; age 93 &ears.

Friends are invited to attend Memorial
Services Friday, January 4, 1985 at 3:00 p.m.
in St. Clement's Episcopal Church Chapel,
2837 Claremont Bivd., Berkeley.Dr. Gordon
D. Griffith will officiate.

' Arrangements BE:

MCcNARY-MORGAN & ENG
Oakland -

EL
848-1238

OBITUARIES

~ From 1926 to 1944 he was a con-
sulting geologist for the Homestake
Mining Co. in South Dakota, the na-
tion's largest producer of gold. Dr.
McLaughlin was named president
in 1945 and served as chairman until
his retirement. He was always a pro-
ponent of restoring the gold stan-
dard.

He held 10 corporate director-
ships during his lifetime, including
membership on the boards of West-
ern Airlines and Wells Fargo Bank.

Dr. McLaughlin also served on
the US. Atomic Energy Commis-
sion, the U.S. Geological Survey and
the National Science Board of the
National Science Foundation. '

While serving at Berkeley, he
endorsed the construction of the
Lawrence atom smasher on the
campus, the first step in a long line
of atomic research, for peaceful en-
ergy and atomic weaponry.

Dr. McLaughlin was a member
of 15 professional, academic and
civic organizations that ranged
from Phi Beta Kappa to Sociedad
Geologica del Peru to the San Fran-
cisco Conservatory of Music.

He was married twice. His first
wife, Eleanor, died in 1941. They .
were the parents of Donald H.
McLaughlin and Charles C.
McLaughlin.

In 1948, Dr. McLaughlin mar-

ried Sylvia Cranmer, of a prominent

‘Denver family. Two children were
_born of this marriage: George C.
| McLaughlin and Jean Katherine

‘ McLaughlin Boucher.

His‘ wife and children survive
him. r : ’

e 4

Funeral services will be held at
8 p.m. Friday in St. Clement’s Epis-
copal Church in Berkeley. The fami-
1y prefers contributions to Save the
Redwoods League, the University
of California’s engineering fund or
a favorite charity.
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Addendum to Oral History of D.H. McLaughlin added by Mrs. McLaughlin Aug. 1989
Under Government Service

1947-1949 Natural Resources Task Force of the U.S. Commission on
Organization of the Executive Branch of the Government,Herbert Hoover,

Chairman
Appointed by President Dwight Eisenhower

Natural Resources Task Force Members:s

Leslie A. Miller, Chairman - Former Governor Wyoming

Horace A. Albright - Former Director National Park Service

John Dempsey - Former Governor New Mexico

Ralph Carr - Former Governor Colorado

Donald H. McLaughlin - President Homestake Mining Co.

Dr., Isaiah Bowman - President Emeritus Johns Hopkins University
Dr. Gilbert White - President Haverford College

Professor Samuel T. Dana - Dean, School of Forestry and Conservation,
University of Michigan

Reference: U.C. Berkeley Library
Documents Department

JK 643
CL7A55

Vol.2 contains Concluding Report To Congress




DONALD HAMILTON McLAUGHLIN
1450 Hawthorne Terrace
Berkeley, California 94708
(415) 848-0699

Born December 15, 1891 at San Francisco, California. Married
Eleanor Eckhart 1925-1941; children: Donald Hamilton, 7-15-26;
Charles Capen, 1-20-29. Married Sylvia Cranmer 1948; Children:
Jean Katherine, 2-14-53; George Cranmer, 5-16-55. Parents:
William Henry McLaughlin and Katherine (Hamilton) McLaughlin.
Deceased December 31, 1984.

Positions held with Homestake Mining Company

Consulting Geologist 1926-1944
Director , 1943-1981
President and Chief Executive 1944-1961
Chairman of the Board 1961-1970
Chief Executive Officer 1961-1962

Honorary Chairman of the Board
Chairman, Executive Committee 1970-1981

Chairman of the Board Emeritus
Consultant 1982-1984

Other positions:

Date Employer Position
1919=1925 Cerro de Pasco Corporation Chief Geologist
1925-1941 Harvard University Professor and Chairman of

Department of Geology and
Geography and Division of
Geological Sciences

1941-1942 University of California Dean, College of Mining

1941-1943 University of California Professor of Mining
Engineering

1942-1943 University of California Dean, Co}lege of
Engineering

1943-1945 Cerro de Pasco Corporation Vice President

1944-1945 Cerro de Pasco Corporation General Manager



Education:

Date: School
1910-1914 University of California
1914-1917 Harvard University
Degrees
1914 Bachelor of Science, University of California
1915 Master of Arts, Harvard University
1917 Ph.D.
Doctor of Engineering (Honorary)
1950 South Dakota School of Mines and Technology
1950 Michigan College of Mines and Technology
1950 Montana School of Mines
1955 Colorado School of Mines
1966 LLD - University of California, Berkeley

Military Service

1917-1919 First Lieutenant, Infantry, U. S. Army

Other activities:

Memberships in professional, academic or civic organizations

American Institute of Mining, Metallurgical and Petroleum Engineers
President 1950
Honorary Member 1958
Rand Medalist 1961

Mining and Metallurgical Society of America
President 1953

Sociedad Geologica del Peru
Honorary Member

Society of Economic Geologists
President 1938

Geological Society of America
Councillor 1934-1936



Oother activities: (continued)

Memberships in professional, academic or civic organizations
(continued)

American Academy of Arts and Sciences

Councillor 1939-1942

Member of the Executive Committee, Western Division 1972-1975
San Francisco Conservatory of Music, Trustee 1964-1973
Harvard Alumni Association, Director 1946-1949

Council on Foreign Relations 1945-1976

Palace of Arts and Sciences Foundation 1969-1976
(later became the Exploratorium)

Harvard Foundation for Advanced Study and Research 1954-1959

Overseers Committee to Visit the Graduate School of Engineering
Harvard University 1945-1948
Committee to Visit the Department of Geological Sciences,
Harvard University 1943-1957; 1973-1975

Committee for Economic Development, Trustee 1960-1962

Stanford University Earth Sciences Advisory Board 1969-1982

Board of Directors, International House, University of California at
Berkeley 1966-1976

Friends of the Bancroft Library Council, University of California at
Berkeley 1961-1969

Save the Redwoods League Council 1958-1983

Business or Trade Associations

International Chamber of Commerce Member, Committee on Monetary
Policies

Corporate Directorships

American Trust Company 1947-1960

Wells Fargo Bank 1960-1968
Emeritus 1968-1974

Bunker Hill Company 1949-1968
Cerro de Pasco Copper Corporation 1943-1961

The Dorr-Oliver Company 1944-1955



Corporate Directorships (continued)

Empire Trust Company 1945-1959

The International Nickel Company of Canada, Ltd. 1948-1973
Member Advisory Committee 1972-1978

San Luis Mining Company 1944-1979
Vice President 1948-1973

Triumph Mining Company 1947-1973

Western Airlines 1954-1966
Emeritus 1966-1984

Government

Atomic Energy Commission
Chairman, Advisory Committee on Raw Material 1947-1952
Member, Plowshare Advisory Committee 1959-1972

U. S. Geological Survey
Member, Advisory Committee 1950-1965

National Science Board, National Science Foundation
Member 1950-1960

Natural Resources Task Force of the U. S. Commission on Organization

of the Executive Branch of the Government, Herbert Hoover - Chairman;
Appointed by Preseident Eisenhower 1947-1949

Educational

Coordination Council for Higher Education (California)
Member 1960-1966

University of California
Regent 1951-1967
Chairman of the Board 1958-1960
Member of the Council, Alumni Association 1972-1976

Professor of Mining, Emeritus 1966-1984
Berkeley Fellows 1968-1984

San Francisco Conservatory of Music, Trustee 1964-1973
Harvard Alumni Association, Director 1946-1949
Council on Foreign Relations 1945-1976

Palace of Arts and Sciences Foundation, Chairman 1969-1972
(later became the Exploratorium)

Harvard Foundation for Advanced Study and Research 1954-1959



Educational (continued)

Member Overseers Committee to Visit the Graduate School of
Engineering, Harvard University 1945-1948

S8ocial

Bohemian Club - San Francisco
Century Association - New York
Cosmos Club - Washington, D. C.
Engineers Club - San Francisco
Pacific Union Club - San Francisco
University Club - New York

World Trade Club - San Francisco
Avards

Rand Medal (American Institute of Mining, Metallurgical and Petroleum
Engineers) Awarded in 1961 (Gold medal)

Ambrose Monell Medal and Prize (Gold Medal and $20,000) Awarded May
1964 by Columbia University

Resolution of Commendation, Assembly, California Legislature 1966
Centennial Year Honors, University of California, Santa Cruz 1968
Centennial Year Honors, University of California, Berkeley 1968

Award for Contributions to Mining Industry, Northwest Mining
Association 1967

The Golden Plate Award, American Academy of Achievement 1972

Distinguished Engineer Alumnus Award, Engineering Alumni Society,
University of California, Berkeley 1975

Distinguished Member of Society of Mining Engineers of the American
Institute of Mining, Metallurgical and Petroleum Engineers 1975

Alumnus of the Year Award, California Alumni Association, Berkeley
1977

Distinguished Achievement Award, International Precious Metals
Institute. 1981



Honors

College of Engineering at University of California at Berkeley named
McLaughlin Hall in 1966

First Honorary President, University of california Berkeley Mining
Association in 1982

Chair in Mineral Engineering established at University of California
Berkeley College of Engineering in 1984

Homestake Mining Company named the McLaughlin Deposit in Napa, Lake
and Yolo Counties in 1983

The McLaughlin Deposit was dedicated as the McLaughlin Mine in 1985
Honoree, the Exploratorium Awards Dinner in 1980

Memberships in Honorary, Professional and Social Organizations

Phi Beta Kappa, Sigma Xi, Tau Beta Pi, Kappa Sigma, Golden Bear
(University of California at Berkeley)

American Academy of Arts and Sciences (Councillor 1939-1942)

Member of American Institute of Mining, Metallurgical and Petroleum
Engineers 1914-1984 (President - 1950; Honorary Member - 1958)

Fellow Geological Society of America (Councillor 1934-1936)
Society of Economic Geologists (President - 1938)

Mining and Metallurgical Society of America (President - 1953)
Council on Foreign Relations (New York)

Sociedad Geologica del Peru (Honorary Member)

Other

Who's Who in America (since 1927)

The International Who's Who (Europa)

American Men of Science

Who's Who in Science



PREFACE

Under a grant from the University of California Alumni
Foundation, the Regional Oral History Office has been con-
ducting a series of interviews with persons who have made a
significant contribution to the development of the University
of California at Berkeley. A list of University History
interviews follows, including an earlier group which had been
conducted in cooperation with the Centennial History Project,
directed by Professor Walton E. Bean. The Alumni Foundation
grant has made it possible to continue this University-
centered series, of which this memoir with Donald H. McLaughlin
is a part. In addition, partial funding for the memoir came
from the National Endowment for the Humanities, matched by
funds from The Friends of The Bancroft Library, as a part of
the Earl Warren Era Project.

The University History interviews have benefited greatly
from the expert advice and assistance of Richard E. Erickson,
Assistant Chancellor, Development; Arthur M. Arlett, Inter-
collegiate Athletic Coordinator for Alumni and Public
Relations; Verne A. Stadtman, Centennial Editor; and J. R. K.
Kantor, University Archivist.

The Regional Oral History Office was established to tape
record autobiographical interviews with persons prominent in
recent California history. The Office is under the admin-
istrative supervision of James D. Hart, the Director of The
Bancroft Library.

Willa K. Baum
Department Head
Regional Oral History Office

15 July 1975

Regional Oral History Office
Room 486 The Bancroft Library
University of California
Berkeley, California
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INTRODUCTION

AN APPRECIATION
OF

DONALD HAMILTON McLAUGHLIN

The greatness of a few men is somehow self-evident in their mere
presence. Dr. Samuel Johnson's appraisal of Edmund Burke could as readily
be applied to Donald Hamilton McLaughlin; "You could not stand with that
man beneath a shed while it rained, but you must be convinced you had been
standing with one of the greatest men you had ever seen.”" It is no secret
that most professors do not impress their students that way, but to those
of us fortunate enough to sit in his classes at Harvard in the nineteen thir-
ties and early forties, it has come as no surprise that Professor McLaughlin
is now one of the most beloved and honored men in the fellowship of the Univer-
sity of California as well as in the mining profession throughout the world.

Both the University and the mining profession have awarded him their
highest honors: Doctors of Laws and Letters, Chairman of the Board of
Regents; President and Rand Medallist of the American Institute of Mining
Engineers, President of the International Society of Economic Geologists,
President and Chairman of the Board of one of America's finest industrial
organizations, the Homestake Mining Company.

But even these top awards inadequately acknowledge the enormous contri-
butions McLaughlin has made to the people of the United States through his
advice on the country's mineral and research policy, especially through the
National Science Foundation. Too bad his advice has not been followed on
monetary policy as well!

Clearly, many characteristics of this man contribute to his great
stature, but perhaps the most significant is his genius for precise and
penetrating observation and insight to define the premises of an argument
before it is driven to a logical conclusion. He would have been outstanding
even in the illustrious company of the "French Enlightenment." As a prac-
ticing mining geologist in the high Cordillera of Peru in his early career,
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he developed exacting engineering methods for recording geologic observations
and for evaluating geologic problems. These analytical skills have helped
him assess problems of human relations as well, for natural systems of rocks
and ores are in some ways much like human social systems - exceedingly
complex with myriads of interacting variables. He is a keen observer of

past and present human behavioral patterns, and therefore possesses the
predictive capacity of a truly enlightened historian. Almost alone among
American leaders he has steadfastly maintained his conviction that in times
of economic crisis, humanity will predictably turn to lasting values - eter-
nally represented by gold. This was an unpopular view for many years after
World War II, during the time when international bankers built their intri-
cate (and unstable) credit exchange systems, and politicians managed their
accelerating public debts by confiscating individual savings through "con-
trolled" inflation. The full reckoning is clearly still ahead, but McLaughlin's
persistent prophecy of the return to gold has already been fulfilled. 1Indeed,
"time will run back and fetch the age of gold," as John Milton forewarned.

0f course, the same intellectual honesty and powers of observation that
made Donald McLaughlin a superb scientist also insure that he is an outstand-
ing humanist. He sees in balance the gigantic artistic achievements of the
past and the technological advances of the present, lamenting at the same
time that artistic endeavor seems diminished in this age of technology.

During the period in the recent past when over-zealous social conscious-
ness prompted irrational response on the part of University students, he
pleaded as a Regent for moderation on both sides - applauding the moral con-
cern of the students, but noting their neglect of intellectual and moral
discipline. '"No generation is likely to be satisfied with what its prede-
cessors have accomplished, but no one is entitled to be taken seriously until
he has acquired an adequate understanding of the tremendous achievements of
the past." That remark serves to distinguish scholarly revolutionaries like
Jefferson and Madison from the great crowd clamoring constantly for attention.
It is the only hope for intellectual growth of the species and therefore for
the continuing ascendency of man. It is an enduring model for living.

There are few complete men in any age. Our age is fortunate to be graced
with the presence of one of the finest - Donald Hamilton McLaughlin.

Charles Meyer
Professor
January 1975
Department of Geology and Geophysics
University of California at Berkeley
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INTERVIEW HISTORY

Donald Hamilton McLaughlin's life and interests have remained closely
linked to his hometown, Berkeley, and to his alma mater, the University of
California. He has been an undergraduate, B.S. 'l4, and honored with an
LL. D. '66; a professor and dean on the campus, as well as Chairman of the
University's Board of Regents and of two major board committees (educational
policy and grounds and buildings.) Consequently, his knowledge and experience
of the University have long made him a prime candidate for an oral history
memoir. But as Charles Meyer notes in his introduction, and as the memoir
itself reveals, teaching and advanced degrees at Harvard, worldwide mining
interests and responsibilities as well as government service further enriched
Mr. McLaughlin's already active and productive life and greatly broadened
the scope of his reminiscences and his distinctive Oral History.

A preliminary conversation was held at Donald McLaughlin's office at the
Homestake Mining Company, 650 California Street, San Francisco on December 19,
1969. Correspondence had begun in 1967, to develop the possibility of an
oral history memoir that would be placed in the University History series,
and would be supported in part by grants from the Alumni Foundation of the
University of California, and by individual contributors. In addition, por-
tions of the memoir that concerned developments during the Earl Warren years
received support, as part of the Earl Warren Era Project, from funds of the
National Endowment for the Humanities.

The tape-recorded interviews, nine in all, were conducted in the study
of the McLaughlin home at 1450 Hawthorne Terrace in the hills north of the
Berkeley campus. Interviews were transcribed, lightly edited, then submitted
for review and approval by the memoirist.

Interview dates included:

I January 30, 1970 IV May 1, 1970 VII October 30, 1970
IT  February 27, 1970 \Y May 15, 1970 VIII  January 15, 1971
III March 26, 1970 VI  June 12, 1970 IX February 19, 1971

Interviews began promptly at 9 a.m. and lasted typically from an hour and
a half to a little over two hours. They were spaced in the intervals between
Mr. McLaughlin's meetings, appointments, conferences, and travels to several
continents. Alert and at ease in a favorite armchair, he spoke with the com-
mand of a professor, the precision of a scientist, and the wit of a raconteur.
In movement, aspect, and mental processes he appeared far younger than his
actual age, a man who could easily be pictured on horseback field trips high
in the Andes, descending booted and helmeted into a mine, or alternatively
presiding at a meeting of the Regents or a corporate board of directors, or
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attending an international conference.

He spoke with appreciation and affection of Phoebe Apperson Hearst, of
the life he enjoyed for periods at her Hacienda in Pleasanton during the
years when his mother was in Mrs. Hearst's employ, of their travels in Europe,
and of Mrs. Hearst's interest in and support of his education. He also
recounted examples of her profound and lasting interest in the University and
its students; how she provided parties and social events for the young women;
and how this interest was further expressed through support of building
projects and participation in discussions of University policies.

The University has remained a vital element and interest in his own
life as well, and became even more significant when his friend Earl Warren
named him to the University's Board of Regents.

In a rare mixture of academic and professional specialist careers, Mr.
McLaughlin has moved repeatedly from campus to mining responsibilities and
back again. He has been concerned with a variety of metals including copper
and nickel, but it was gold that captured his imagination. Although he dis-
claimed any expertise in national and international gold policy and pricing,
his discussions and forecasts proved to be accurate to an almost uncanny
degree.

He spoke with pleasure of his wife and family, his friends and colleagues,
his teachers and students. As he indicated in a letter to the interviewer,
he recognized in himself a tendency to avoid discussing at any length "most
of the personal associations and the more intimate aspects of my life..."
Whether brief or not, however, his comments revealed a genuine warmth and
appreciation of personal qualities. His astringent wit was reserved for
policies and issues in the public realm. There he discovered a rich and
apparently endless vein of absurdity, illogic and disjointed thinking, which
he transformed into aphorisms touched with disarming amusement, sharpened by
precision, and stated with characteristic clarity.

Harriet Nathan
Interviewer-Editor

15 July 1975

Regional Oral History Office

486 The Bancroft Library

University of California at Berkeley



I FAMILY AND EARLY YEARS IN THE BAY AREA

McL: That's a formidable list of topics [referring to outline] but it
does bring us back to the first part of the story. [Laughter]
My father was a doctor in San Francisco, an M.D. He died in 1898
when he was two days over forty.

N: What was his name?

McL: William Henry McLaughlin.* Mother was a golden redhead with brown
eyes, a lovely complexion--really a very beautiful young woman.
She had to get a job and was employed by Phoebe Hearst just about
at the turn of the century, after my father died.

N: And what was her name?

McL: Katherine Hamilton McLaughlin. I don't know just how she got the
job, but I think she was making some things for an organization
that was called the "Woman's Exchange.'" Her work attracted Mrs.
Hearst's attention and Mrs. Hearst asked her to do various things
for her. That started an association that lasted until Mrs.
Hearst's death about twenty years later.

My mother had so many different assignments, it is hard to
say just what she was doing for Mrs. Hearst. Sometimes she ran

*Some of the family data include:

William Henry McLaughlin (father of DHMcL) - born Oct. 5, 1858,
died Oct. 7, 1898.

Elizabeth McLaughlin (mother of WHMcL) - born Sept. 3, 1820,
died February 4, 1904.

Mary Frances McLaughlin (sister of WHMcL) - born Dec. 2, 1856,
died Dec. 3, 1935.

Katherine Hamilton McLaughlin (mother of DHMcL)-borm Oct. 20, 1860,
died April 30, 1948.
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the house at Pleasanton - the Hacienda - and handled some of Mrs.
Hearst's secretarial work. At the time Mrs. Hearst spent a couple
of years in Berkeley, my mother was there with her, looking after
a number of things around the campus in connection with the enter-
taining that Mrs. Hearst was doing for the students, particularly
the girls. Mrs. Hearst was disturbed that the co-eds in those days
really had little good social life, at least as she saw it. Few
of them seemed aware of the proper things a young Victorian lady
should know! [Laughter] So she had a series of musicales and
dinner parties, entertaimment of that sort, rather elaborate in
nature.

At first, Mrs. Hearst rented the Pennoyer house, then at Chan-
ning Way and Piedmont Avenue and built a large hall, designed by
Bernard Maybeck, on a lot immediately to the west. The hall was
used for a series of musicales and receptions. A group of tapes-
tries, known as the Coriolanus set, was exhibited in the main hall--
indeed the form of the recessed windows and the sloping walls tim-
bered with redwood shakes may have been planned with them in mind.
The building was constructed so that it could be moved in segments,
as it was later, to a site on the campus north of Bancroft Way
and west of Piedmont Avenue. It was then remodeled to serve as a
gymnasium for the women students. It was built of redwood--with
heavy timbers and long shakes in place of the shingles that were
so generally used in early Berkeley houses. It was one of Maybeck's
most remarkable and successful structures. It burned down more
than thirty years ago. Mrs. Hearst also spent a winter in two
houses now standing in the wedge between Scenic Avenue and LeConte
Avenue, just south of the top of what some irreverent people now
call Holy Hill. The Benjamin Ide Wheelers then lived in the house
on Scenic Avenue immediately to the south. Mrs. Hearst, I believe,
owned the crest of the hill west of the intersection of Scenic,
LeConte and LeRoy Avenues, but later decided not to build, and sold
the ground which was eventually occupied by one of the schools of
religion.

And I think Mrs. Hearst founded a couple of living clubs for
women in Berkeley. I am not sure if any of them have survived. I
really don't remember much about them. But she was very anxious
to improve the life of the young women on the campus. Mother was
very much involved with her activities at that time.

Your mother sounds versatile and like a good person to have around.
She apparently could do whatever was needed.

Yes. I think she had a very nice way of getting along with people.
She really was an attractive person. When she died, just before
her 89th birthday, her hair was still half red, and half white,
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I called her a strawberry roan, if you know that type of horse. I
had reddish hair when I was a boy, but my father who had dark hair
was quite white when he died at 40, so I inherited my white hair
from him, even though I had my mother's reddish hair.

I think you had the best of both! [Laughter] Tell me a little
more about your mother. Where did she grow up?

Both my mother and father were born in Folsom, California. That
was before the prison was built there, I hasten to say. Their
parents were pioneers who came in the '50s. I haven't really

made much effort to study just what they did or where they came
from, except that my father's mother was English. I remember her
telling about coming across the Isthmus. She always called it

"The Isthmus of Aspenwall." The town on the Caribbean side at that
time was named Aspenwall, after one of the builders of the first
railway. It's now called Colon. It seems so typically English

for the little girl to remember the place as 'The Isthmus of Aspen-
wall." That was before the railroad was built--or at least before
it was completed and functioning--for she said she was carried
across some of the marshes on men's backs. She survived the mud
and the fever and eventually reached California. I really must look
into the family records a little deeper!

Only if it interests you. I'm sure your interests lie in many
directions.

I am afraid they do. But I am sorry that I haven't paid much atten-
tion to my forebears.

Was your father educated in California, then?

Yes. He came to San Francisco and went to a medical school which
I think is now defunct. It may have been a forerunner of the
Cooper Medical College. A life-long friend of my parents was a
fellow student of my father, Dr. O. D. Hamlin, whose son is Judge
Oliver Hamlin.

I see. Did you have any brothers or sisters?
No. I'm an only child.
Did you live in Berkeley, then, before you went to Pleasanton?

No. We lived in San Francisco. After my father died, my mother and
I lived with an aunt in Oakland on what was then called Albion
Street, which at the time, was an attractive tree-lined street.

The house was between Telegraph Avenue and Grove. It was a street
of nice, old gingerbread houses with really attractive gardens. It



Katherine Hamilton McLaughlin
in Sacramento about 1880
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has become, of course, a very down-at-the-heel neighborhood since
then. I took Jeanie and George down there a year or so ago to show
them the old house and found nothing but the freeway that now slices
through the area. The house had completely disappeared. In those
days, it was really not far from the northern edge of Oakland.
Between there and Berkeley was a good deal of empty country then.

I remember going to Sunday School at a red wooden church that
is still standing on the corner of 29th Street and Telegraph Avenue.
It still gives a little of the feeling of that old part of town--
lovely trees and gardens. But how the area has changed!

Mother then was living most of the time with Mrs. Hearst and
was in Washington with her one winter.* I was living with my aunt
and going to school in Oakland.

What was your aunt's name?

Mary Frances McLaughlin. She was my father's sister. She was the
guardian of an elderly and gentle old person named Gee, who had been
declared incompetent. He was well-off, and he had no relatives.

The court appointed my aunt his guardian, and she looked after his
house and affairs.

After his death in 1902, my aunt and my grandmother joined us
in Berkeley, where my mother had built a house--a flat--at 1629
Euclid Avenue between Virginia and Hilgard Streets. It was one of
the first houses in Berkeley designed by John Galen Howard. David
Farquharson, who had done some work for the University and also for
Mrs. Hearst at the Hacienda, was the builder. Mother lived there
until the house was burned in the big Berkeley fire of 1923, after
which she moved to an apartment at 1403 Hawthorne Terrace and later
to 1435 Hawthorne Terrace. When I came to Berkeley as a dean in
1941 I bought the house which had been built shortly after the fire
by my old High School teacher known as ''Pop" Clark.

When we moved to Berkeley, a street car line had just been built
up Euclid Avenue as far as Hilgard, where it stopped at the bottom

*The Hearsts lived at 1400 New Hampshire Avenue when George Hearst
was in Washington as a Senator. After his death, Mrs. Hearst kept
the house for several years, during which time she was particularly
interested in the organization (largely made up of women) that .
preserved Mt. Vernon. I think she gave the money for a "sea wall

to check erosion of the low cliff facing the Potomac. Her activities
in the Parent and Teachers Assoclation date from this time also, I
believe.
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of the first really steep hill. Everybody travelled by street car
then. The trolley cars were really very convenient. I don't believe
there were more than a dozen houses above the steep hill on Euclid
Avenue that goes across Cedar Street. It was just empty country
beyond there. A quarter of a mile farther up, there was a farmhouse
with some cypresses around it--a hundred yards or so southwest of

the reservoir. The owners always put out a bucket of water from
their well for the hikers who passed by. A road that became quite
steep took off from there over the ridge to Wildcat Cayon, which

is now part of Tilden Park.

That was a very nice place for a boy to grow up, with the hills
to hike in and steep streets to coast on. Perhaps that's why I have
such a warm feeling for Berkeley.

Yes, I was thinking as I came up to your house this morning that out
of all the places that you've seen in the world, you have been faith-
ful to Berkeley.

My loyalty gets a bit strained these days by the antics of the
Berkeley City Council--but we're still here.

Grant School in Oakland

Do you remember the name of the grammar school you went to when you
were living in Oakland?

Yes. It was the Grant School that was on Broadway at 29th Street

on the N.E. corner. It was an easy walk from where we lived on
Albion Street, across a little low hill. Of course, to a child it
seemed a rather impressive hill, particularly with the several large
mansions at the top. One of them was the Mollers. A daughter of
that family--probably more than ten years older than I--was Lillian
Gilbreth, part of whose remarkable story is told by a couple of her
children in the book and movie, Cheaper By The Dozen. I didn't know
them very well, but I remember being in the house a number of times
when I was a little boy. On an adjacent street, called Summit, there
was also a line of nice houses, in one of which one of my best boy-
hood friends, Edward Veitch, lived. And so I was up on that hill

a good deal. Now, it's become "Pill Hill!" It's all completely
transformed from an area of old mansions to the complex of hospitals
and shops that it is today. I doubt if any of the old houses are
left.
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McKinley School in Berkeley

After we moved to Berkeley early in 1903, I completed the fifth
grade at the Grant School which required a long trip by the Tele-
graph Avenue trolley each school day.

The next term, I entered the McKinley School in the sixth grade.
The o0ld wooden building is still standing on Dwight Way. It meant
walking across the campus from our house on Euclid Avenue on the
north side which was a good bit of exercise. I remember a little
boy asked me one time--this was way back in the '20s--where I had
gone to school. When I told him the McKinley School he looked me
over and said, "Gee, I didn't know Berkeley was that old!" I must
have looked even more ancient than the old school then. [Laughter]
I suppose that old building will be torn down pretty soon. It's
not a school any more. I think it has recently been condemned.

Yes, although I think there are some classes still being held there--

part of the Berkeley High School complex. But I always expect it
to give a sigh and fall down.

The 0ld Anna Head School and Later Developments

Yes, it was old when I went there. And I remember the Anna Head
School also looked old when I was a little boy. [Laughter] It's
still there, and it still looks old.

It's now the Institute of International Relations.

Oh, they're in that? Rather a strange transition! I remember how
unpopular I was with Mr. and Mrs. Daniel Dewey. This is an aside,
but when I was on the Regents' Committee on Buildings and Grounds,
it was decided that the University really would eventually have to
have that land. Consequently, we didn't want the school to put a
new and expensive set of buildings there. The Deweys were very
much opposed to selling. As you know, it has since become a per-
fectly impossible neighborhood for a girls' school with Telegraph
Avenue what it is today. It was a great piece of luck for them that
the University bought it. Of course, the buildings were of rather
little value, but the property was very good, and they received a
fair settlement for it. We really did them a very good turn, but
it wasn't appreciated at the time.

About what year was this, do you recall?
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It must have been in the late '50s. There was no pressure put

on them to get up and leave in a hurry, but it had to be made clear
to them that the school eventually had to move. I think at that
time it was changed from a proprietary school to an institution with
a Board of Trustees that could function more easily as a non-profit
institution. This led to the erection of the attractive buildings
on the site the school now occupies in the hills above East Oakland.

You may have forced an important decision at the right time.

I think so. It's too bad they couldn't get some property in Berke-
ley to maintain the tradition. I think they looked at a number of
places, including the old Garber house in the Claremont district.
It would have been a fine place for the school. I don't know what
blocked it. I suspect the neighbors. It's too bad we didn't keep
the school in Berkeley, but it's got a good site and it's still an
important institution. But I remember I was awfully unpopular with
Mrs. Dewey at least! [Laughter]

I dare say they're reconciled by now.
Oh, I think they might be. But of course they are not with the

school any more. They built the new school, however, and got it
well started at the other place.

He has even retired from the Berkeley City Council now.
Yes, unfortunately. Well, they're very nice, friendly people.

It's interesting that you at least contributed a daughter to the
Anna Head School.

My daughter, Jeanie, is one of the few who started in the first
grade in the old buildings and continued right through to the twelfth
grade in the new school.

I see. Now is Anna Head's a day school, or a boarding school?

It's entirely a day school now. It was originally a boarding school.
It was a good thing to get the children out of the old wooden buil-
ding, for the fire hazard was really serious. I feel less concerned
about the Institute of International Relations!
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The 1906 Earthquake

Right. Now, did I ask you whether you remembered your grandparents?

Just my paternal grandmother; the other grandparents had died before
I was around.

We had got past your grammar school. Now high school then would
be next.

I entered Berkeley High School in the autumn of 1905, when I was
13 years old, just to be there in time for April 18, 1906, which
was the big earthquake. That earthquake fortunately happened, you
know, about 5:15 in the morning. The massive chimneys of the old
brick building fell right down on the two stairways of the high
school. There would have been dozens of children killed if the
earthquake had happened when the building was occupied. I remember
great holes in the roof when we went down to see the school later
that morning. The school was standing, of course, but the huge
chimneys had come down directly on the stairways. The school was
so badly damaged that for the rest of the term classes were held
in various churches around town, and in other scattered rooms.

Mrs. Hearst was in Paris. Mother hired a car and drove down
to Pleasanton to see what had happened to the Hacienda. The old
house wasn't hurt very much. Some fireplaces had fallen out, and
one or two of the big flower pots that lined the roofs had been
knocked over. Fortunately they fell out and didn't break through
the roof, so the house wasn't damaged very much.

But here in Berkeley, two of our chimneys were knocked off.
The earthquake was really the strongest one I have ever experienced
here or even in Peru. We watched San Francisco burn for three days.
It must have been eight or nine in the morning when we first noticed
a tremendous columm of smoke rising above the city. It looked like
the pictures in the old geography books of an eruption of Mt. Vesu-
vius.

Last days of Pompeiil!

Yes. A great cloud of billowing smoke--like a cumulus cloud.

Was it black smoke?

No, it was white-ish; you see, condensation from the rising hot air
made a great cloud, like a thunder head over the City. After the
first day, the fire spread out and the smoke was everywhere. At
night, the sight from Berkeley of the flames and the reflection in
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the sky and in the bay was really terrifying. The first night the
fire was all behind Goat Island (Yerba Buena Island) as we saw it
from north Berkeley. The island was silhouetted against great flames
shooting up above it. The next night the fire from our angle was

on both sides of the island. I think that was when the Fairmont
Hotel burned. Then came still a third night of fire with flames
still farther out.

There were a number of earthquake shocks--after-shocks--
that kept us on edge. I remember one about eight o'clock the first
morning that set our wooden houses rocking. Very few of our friends
from San Francisco turned up on the first two days. They were driven
by the fires to the other side of San Francisco and it wasn't until
it was possible to get down to the ferries that a few came to us
in Berkeley. A good many refugees from south of Market, however,
escaped to Berkeley. Tents were put up on the campus for them.
It was a dramatic time. I should have been more venturesome and
gone to San Francisco, but it seemed better to stay home. [Laughter]
Sightseers--especially fourteen-year-old boys--were not exactly
wanted anyway. And fortunately there was no fire here.

You were speaking of the effects on the Berkeley High School building--
was that located where Berkeley High is now?

It's on the same corner as the present school. The old building
was repaired and I continued in school there.
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IT WITH MRS. HEARST IN FRANCE AND ITALY

Well, to go on with the story, Mrs. Hearst then cabled us to come
over to France, to join her in October, which we did, crossing from
New York to Cherbourg on the Hamburg-American liner, Amerika. We
had a lovely time there. She had a very beautiful apartment on the
Place de 1'Alma, numero 1 bis.

Oh, yes. There's a bridge there.

Yes — the Pont de 1'Alma was one of the most graceful of the Paris
bridges, but unfortunately, the arches were so low that they were

a hazard in times of flood. So the old bridge has now been replaced
by a single steel span wider and higher, but far less beautiful than
the three stone arches that were torn down.

I was fascinated with an old hydraulic elevator in the building.
It had a long shaft that pushed an ornate cage up and down very
slowly. [Laughter] I was the only boy in the household, and I just
couldn't be dragged around on shopping tours with the ladies who
seemed very elderly to me. So I went off on my own and really ex-
plored Paris very thoroughly, riding up and down the river on the
boats, and to the end of the Metro lines-~-the subway--as well as
taking trips on the double~decked steam trams. I remember acciden-
tally getting down to the Isle de la Cite and seeing Notre Dame for
the first time without knowing where I was or what it was. I was
very excited at having made this discovery! [Laughter] I explored
Notre Dame from the top of the towers to the crypts. Then later
I remember Mrs. Hearst officially taking me around to show me the
sights and 1'd seen practically everything already - and probably
a bit more than the rather formal old ladies had ever seen!

So I really acquired a geographical sense of Paris that's always
stayed with me. In fact I feel I know just where I am today in Paris.

Did you have any French at your command at this time?

Not very much. I'd taken one high school course in French; my French



McL:

McL:

McL:

11

was terrible, but enough to ask questions. My ability as a linguist
is very poor anyway, but I've managed to get around. I found when

I was back in Paris in the latter part of the war, my knowledge of
the geography helped a good deal, though I had a lot of new things
to learn at that later age! [Laughter]

In the late autumn, we visited Chartres and then drove through
the chateau country in the Loire Valley in Mrs. Hearst's "Itala,"
an open touring car that in those days was the last word in elegance
and speed too. Even though I was a rather young boy,’ the great
cathedral and the gracious chateaux gave me a feeling for lovely
structures that I think has stayed with me all my life. Even the
excitement of driving in the Itala, which was a novel experience for
a boy before automobiles were common, wasn't enough to make me for-
get the architecture we saw.

Dr. and Mrs. Joseph Marshall Flint--she was Mrs. Hearst's
niece and a very lovely person--made the trip with us.

We then went to Italy for part of the winter, where we spent
a month in a villa on the Island of Capri with the Richard Walton
Tullys. Tully was a playwright. He wrote '"The Girl of the Golden
West," and a couple of other successful plays. His wife was Eleanor
Gates, who wrote at least one fairly successful novel, though not
a best seller. They were relatively young people, both of them
Berkeley graduates, who started off in a very great way and then went
over an early peak and didn't do much afterwards. I don't know just
when they died. He had been the Yell Leader when he was on the
Berkeley Campus.

In what part of Italy did you spend most of the time?

Capri - near Naples. It is now a rather crowded resort. We had
Elihu Vedder's villa. Elihu Vedder was an artist of great fame then,
though perhaps scarcely remembered now. It was an interesting house,
called the "Torre Quattro Vente." We spent about a month there.

Then again on my own, I explored Capri from one end to the other,
made friends with boatmen, poked into all the little grottos and

had an exciting time. The island was perfectly fascinating to me.

I haven't been back since. From the tales you hear, life on Capri
today must be very different but it must still be a beautiful spot

in spite of the multitude of visitors.

Yes. How did Mrs. Hearst know Mr. Tully and Eleanor Gates?

I think she knew him when he was a young playwright, shorly after
he graduated. She was always interested in young people, and here
was a talented young fellow and his wife who deserved help. She
really got them started on their careers.
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I see. Was it during this period that she found the well-curbing?

No, that was earlier. That must have gone back to the '90s. I don't
know when she bought it, but the curbing was in the center of the
patio at the Hacienda as far back as my memory goes.
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ITI  MRS. HEARST AND THE HACIENDA AT PLEASANTON

I hope you're going to talk some more about Mrs. Hearst and
about the Hacienda, too.

Yes, she was a very important person in my life and my memory of her
is a very happy one.

Now with the burning down of the old place, you know, about
six months ago, there aren't many relics of that chapter left.

It was called the "Hacienda del Pozo de Verona)' is that right?

Yes, "The House of the Well of Verona' named after the well-curbing
she acquired in Italy and placed in the center of the patio at the
Hacienda. 1It's a particularly graceful piece of carving. After
her death, her son moved it to San Simeon where it now is. I don't
know the date of the curbing, but I imagine it's something around
the 15th Century. It was carved out of limestone--almost a marble.
You can see it at San Simeon in the lower plaza on the southwest
side. Really a lovely thing.

My little Spanish-English dictionary gave the definition of "pozo'
as either '"well" or "mine shaft'. I thought mine shaft was very
appropriate.

Yes. Very. That's an interesting point--that is true. A mine
shaft in Spain and Latin America is called a "pozo'". Unfortunately,
there was no mine shaft at the old Hacienda: Or even a well. There
was no well in the patio--just the well-curbing. If you've been in
Venice, you've seen that nearly every plaza has a somewhat similar
curbing around a well. That's the way Venice got its fresh water.
Some of the well-curbings have a little iron work above and a wheel,
so that the buckets could more easily be lifted, but on this well-
curbing now at San Simeon you can see the grooves around the side
worn by chains as the buckets of water were pulled up. Look at

that when you're at San Simeon next.

Yes, I will.
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Mrs. Hearst had her own flag station on the Southern Pacific railroad
in the valley below the Hacienda. It was called, "Verona." And I
noticed when I went by the other day that the road across Laguna
Creek opposite the site of the old station is called, "Verona Road."
So that name is still there.

Then when the Western Pacific railroad was built through the
fields below the house, a station on that line was named "Hacienda".
In my early years--that is, back when I was a little boy in school
and high school--not many had automobiles and nearly everybody went
down by train. It was a little bit awkward from Berkeley. I did
that so often. You'd go down to First and Broadway in Oakland on
the trolley and then take the train there that went through Hayward
to Niles and up the Niles Canyon. The train would let you off at
the flag station. On the weekends, at least in the first decade of
the century there'd be half a dozen, if necessary, shiny carriages
with beautiful horses, coachmen, footmen on them. You'd be driven
at a lively trot up the road through the lower gates and up to the
house on the hill. There were then only a few farms in the area.

How long did the train ride take?

It was about an hour's ride--generally a little more than an hour.

It was not then a main line, though I think that the railroad through
Niles Canyon was the original line of the Central Pacific into
Oakland. Most of the trains were locals stopping half a dozen times
on the way down.

Party for the Class of 1914

After the automobile became more common, however, most of the guests
would go to Pleasanton on the train and then be driven by car from
there. It didn't take much longer. Even in my college years, the
automobile was gradually replacing the train.

When Mrs. Hearst gave a big party for my class in 1914, she
engaged a private train, a long one--on the Western Pacific--that
brought all the students, all the class, to the Hacienda station where
there were cars and carriages to take them up to the house.

Was the fact that you were in the class part of the reason she gave
the party?

[Laughing] Well, perhaps! She had had parties before for classes,
but this was a very special one. It was a very nice occasion.

How many were in your graduating class?
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McL: I think about 600, and I don't know how many went down there. Probably
most of them.

N: Imagine giving a party for 600 people! There's something very princely
about it.

McL: Yes. It was. I had, of course, a lot to do with the arrangements
and so on; getting things organized. There was a big circular tent
over the patio supported by a great pole in the middle rising from
the well-curbing. The tent spread over the driveway that was covered
with a floor and circular table on which lunch was served. Every-
body seemed to have a good time, especially a few who raided the wine
cellar without attracting any attention. When the class held its
25th anniversary, most of the survivors and their families revisited
the Hacienda which had then become the Castlewood Country Club. We
had a pleasant party, but of course it was far from being on the
scale of the one in our Commencement Week. Things had changed a great
deal. It was a bit nostalgic, but everybody seemed to have a lively
time. Unfortunately, one attractive girl, to whom I was being mildly
attentive, brought me up to date by telling me that I was mistaking
her for her mother. The Club didn't live up to its possibilities;
it was rather messy, I thought, but they had at least added a fine
swimming pool.

The House: Schweinfurth and Julia Morgan

N: Were those the original buildings?

McL: Yes, the central building was there, but they had made additions and
modified it so much that most of the charm of the old house was lost.
There were only a few little spots that seemed familiar. They did
keep most of the patio. After the recent fire, all that is left of
the house now is the front wall of the patio and the original gates.
I presume they will soon be torn down. The rest of it is all burned.
The big music room at the south end is still standing. That was a
later addition by Mrs. Hearst. A rather unattractive house some dis-
tance away that was called "The Boys' House" is still there. These
buildings were not part of the original design. The original design
was by an architect named Schweinfurth. He did a number of good
houses in Berkeley also. He did the original Unitarian Church, you
know, on Bancroft Way. It was threatened with destruction to make
room for some of the units of the Student Center, but fortunately,
it escaped. Another of his buildings is the fraternity on the cor-
ner of LeConte and LeRoy--a clinker brick house with an arched bridge
across the creek in the front of it. His original design of the
hacienda was really very lovely. A central three story structure
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stood on the east side of a large patio that was enclosed by two
low wings on the south and north and by a smooth wall on the front.
The patio was bordered by pergolas supported by thick white columms.
The central part of the house was topped with two small, squarish
towers. The roofs were flat for the most part. There were large
red terra-cotta pots on the corners for ferns and flowers and
little palms. Flowers dripped down the walls from them.

Lovely. This was a U-shaped house, then, I take it?

The house itself was U-shaped, and then the end of the U was com-
pleted by a blank wall with a coping of tiles that was pierced by
a heavy gate flanked by two roundish towers. As you came up the
road along a palm-lined driveway that curved with the contours of
the slope, a sharp right-hand turn over a causeway led the road
directly to the gates of the patio. The carriages went through
the gates into the patio, and around a drive circling the Verona
well-curbing.

It was really a very lovely entrance. The carriages all came
to the front door inside the patio. At night the outside gates
were closed--quite in the Spanish tradition.

The other side of the house had a series of three terraces
with rather stubby, thick columms, again with successive rows of
big earthenware pots with flowers rising from a big porch on the
ground floor, from which there was a lovely view over the valley
to Mt. Diablo. The view, of course, gradually disappeared as the
trees grew up around the place.

The first room one.entered from the front door was called the
hall, but it was really a large living room with a big fireplace in the
middle. Doors and windows opened to a broad porch on the valley
side. A room called the library was on the right--a charming,
smaller room. The dining room and kitchen were off to the left
of the hall--that would be to the north. Beyond the library, a
narrow hall called the lobby led to a billiard room, and then to
a wing with bedrooms. The so-called lobby was lined with book cases.
There was an early set of Dickens, illustrated by Cruikshank, and
also a complete set of Punch that I found most entertaining and
instructive. Also a set of Thackeray and Mark Twain, too; all
of which helped me overcome my lack of courses in English and his-

tory.

In the opposite direction beyond the dining room was along
pantry leading to the kitchen and servants' quarters. There were
three floors in the central house. To the north there was a sepa-
rate house, also attached by a corridor with thick rather stubby
colums and a tiled roof. Part of it was a tallish tower which
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was originally a water tank, and a lower house that eventually was
made into a dwelling too. Then in the other direction, Mrs. Hearst
had added a big music room. Julia Morgan came into the picture
later and designed an addition to the music room that included a
couple of handsome bedroom suites, one of which Mrs. Hearst occupied
for a few years before her death. The music room and the Julia

Morgan addition are still standing. It's mostly brick, and it didn't
catch fire.

As you looked at the building itself, was it mostly stucco or brick?

It was mostly stucco, white, with coping of red tile on the walls
and with some completely tiled roofs; most of them just tiles on the
top of the walls, the way an adobe building would have its walls
protected by tiles with a flat roof behind it. That's the way the
house was laid out. Here's a rough sketch of it.

It sounds very welcoming.

It really was. It was an extraordinary house and I think it would have
been as well worth preserving as a state monument as San Simeon was
later if it could have been taken just as it was at the time of her
death. In her Will I think she specified the house and the land .
should be sold, and it was. I really don't know what the financial
arrangements were, but it ended up as the Castlewood Country Club.

It went through various vicissitudes, re-~financing and so on, but the
property has become immensely valuable because the club is now sur-
rounded by an area of attractive country houses.

Lands, Water and Equipment

How much land surrounded the house itself?

There I would have to check, but I think there must have been a
thousand acres in the ranch, for it included some farm land in the
valley below, as well as the steep, wooded slopes of the ridge to

the west. At that end of the valley there was artesian water. Wells
went down and hit deeper gravels in which the ground water was under
pressure, held in tight by the overlying silts. There were a half
dozen wells there that spouted water. That was of course an immensely
valuable asset in California, and I rather imagine it was one reason
why George Hearst was attracted to the property. Eventually the
Spring Valley Water Company acquired the rights at that end of the
Livermore Valley to provide water for San ¥rancisco, but a very gener-
ous allotment of water was made to the Hearst Ranch in the deal, what-
ever it was.
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1936
(then Castlewood Club)
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So, the ranch had a large quantity of water available. To pump it

up the hill, a power-house was built, which is still standing though
the building is a wreck now. It is on the road at the base of the
hill. The building had a stack for an oil-fired boiler. The plant
consisted of a one-cylinder steam engine that turned a dynamo to supply
electricity and also pumped water up the hill. I don't know what
became of the machinery. They would be museum pieces today. I don't
think the machinery's there, but the old building is still standing.

This was really a self-contained little domain.
It really was. It was something of a principality.
Right. '"The Duchy of Pleasanton?"

It was very much like that, and Mrs. Hearst presided over it in rather
a royal way, you might say. [Laughter]

Something very engaging about the whole picture.

Yes. Something that just couldn't exist now and was on jtg way out
even then, I imagine. After all, she inherited a huge fortune from
George Hearst who was one of the great mining men of the times. His
record of acquiring major mines has never been matched. That was
before the days of income tax, so the large income from the mines,
which was largely left to her, made it possible to live in that way.

Did you ever meet George Hearst?
No. He died the year I was born--1891. So I never met him,

Just sort of overlapped. Maybe there is such a thing as transmigration
of spirit! [Laughter]

He must have been really an amazing person. One of his earliest proper-
ties was a mine on the Comstock, which started the family fortune. He'd
had some smaller mines on gold-bearing quartz veins before that in

the Grass Valley and Nevada City region. He made some money out of
them, but none became really important mines. The mine on the Com-
stock, the Ophir, in which he had a substantial share, made his first
fortune; then he gcquired for himself and his associate--J. B. Haggin

in San Francisco--the Ontario Mine in Park City, Utah, which became

a major silver and lead producer and a very successful venture indeed.
It is still a producing mine. Unfortunately, his successors sold out
before ita full potential was recognized. Hearst and his associates
were also the dominant people in the original Anaconda Mine at Butte
Montana, out of which grew the Anaconda Copper Company. The Hearst-
Haggin shares were sold seven years or so after Senator Hearst's death.
And a little earlier than the Anaconda, he had gone to the Black Hills
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McL: of South Dakota shortly after gold had been discovered near Deadwood
and acquired a block of claims that covered most of the great Home-
stake ore body.

N: Oh, yes. We're going to go back to all of these. It's good to know
about them.

McL: We're getting a little off the track perhaps!

N: It's all so fascinating, and we'll sort these things out as we go.
Shall we go back a moment to Pleasanton? Was it a working ranch?

McL: Yes. But not anything of great importance. There were vegetable gar-
dens down in the valley worked by skillful Chinese gardners; they sup-
plied marvelous vegetables that I think were consumed entirely by the
household. There was also a big vineyard with table grapes.

I don't think they sold any, but boxes and boxes of grapes were sent

to Mrs. Hearst's friends. When I was a graduate student at Harvard,

I had a box of grapes in sawdust sent to me nearly every week. [Laughter]
In the autumn. They were lovely grapes, too.

N: Were any for wine?

McL: No they were table grapes - muscats and a great variety of dark and
red grapes, all table grapes. Most of the rest of the land that was
cultivated was just for hay.

N: Were there horses?

McL: Yes, there was an elaborate stable an eighth of a mile or so away away
from the main house. It too was burned down - five or six years earlier
than the recent fire. There must have been about eight or ten stalls
for horses, maybe more, and a big carriage room. I've often thought
what a museum that would be if it could have been just kept intact as
it was. The carriages would now be hard to duplicate. They weren't
used much after the automobile age arrived and I don't know what hap-
pened to them after her death. Nobody appreciated the value of things
then that were to become antiques in a few decades.

Of course the time came even before Mrs. Hearst's death when nobody
used carriages. She had several automobiles even as early as 1905. I
remember one of the earliest was the Italian car called an "Itala," and
then there was another car, the "Hotchkiss,' an English car. They were
all funny little cars by present standards and they would all be valu-
able horseless carriages today. [Laughter] I think the first car I
ever drove was a '"White Steamer,'" which she had somewhat later.

N: Is that different from a Stanley Steamer?
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Yes, but it was the same vintage. Somehow or other one hears very
little about the White Steamer, and yet it was a standard car in
those days; competed quite well with the gas cars. A very smooth-
running thing, as I remember. That was the first car I ever drove
or tried to drive.

That's a marvelous place to learn to drive.
Yes, out in the country on the dirt roads or gravel roads.
How old were you, then, when you were beginning to drive?

Let's see--I think that must have been in my high school days. I
must have been about 16 or so, something like that. I don't think
you had to have licenses in those days. Oh, I didn't do very much
driving, but the chauffeurs showed me how to handle the car and let
me run it once in a while which was a great thrill, of course.

[ Laughter]

Thinking again of the carriages--did they have two horses to pull
them?

Yes. There was one--a big tally-ho--that had four horses, but it
was very seldom used. That was something of an occasion if it was
ever brought out. Practically all the other carriages were for two
horses.

Did Mrs. Hearst have any sort of insignia on the doors?

Yes, her initials - PAH - in a rather elaborate monogram on the
bridles and on the doors of the carriages. Some were closed, some
were open.

How old were you when you first went there?

I must have been eight or nine years old. There are some letters
from me to Mrs. Hearst, thanking her for weekends at the Hacienda,
in the collection of her papers in The Bancroft Library. I think
the earliest is about 1900. Oh, I enjoyed it all so immensely. And
then there were saddle horses. The chief recreation down there for
youngsters was horseback riding, or hiking. There was a tennis court,
but not much else in the way of sports. Two swimming pools were

put in somewhat later. They would seem rather primitive by our
present designs. The water in the first outdoor pool was extremely
cold as you would expect artesian well water to be. Another pool
later was practically part of the house. It was enclosed, kept
heated, and more comfortable to swim in. I was never what you might
call sports minded but I did particularly enjoy the riding.

I suspect that your learning to ride on the ranch helped you when
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you were going up and down the Peruvian mountains later?

Well, it did. I grew up very accustomed to riding. Riding over
hills; there were some lovely rides to take there. If you know

the place, there is a very abrupt ridge rising behind it, called
""Pleasanton Ridge', which has a rather smooth, rolling top that
gradually descends to the south, oh, in about four miles, down to
Sunol. It made a lovely ride from Sunol to the top of the ridge,
then a rather precipitous trail down to the house, about a thousand
feet below. 1It's a nice walk today from Sunol up the ridge. You
can walk for four or five miles in high country that is still empty.
It's private cattle land, but I've never been put off. I've done
it a few times with my daughter, Jean.

Oh, yes. This is her picture?

Yes. She ought to be turning up very soon. She's a senior at Anna
Head now but taking, in advanced placement, some courses on the
campus. [U. C. Berkeley] She took a junior course last term--got
an A in it too, a French course, and now she's taking two other
courses on the campus. She's finishing an 8 o'clock and should be
home pretty soon. Sylvia is away today, so I have the job of
taking her to school. [Laughter] I think she's already admitted
to Berkeley, but she hasn't made up her mind just what she wants
to do. [Jean was later admitted to Stanford, but when Princeton
accepted her application she decided to go there, both on account
of the strong department of music in the University and the New
School for Music nearby where she could continue her work on the
piano.]

William Randolph Hearst

To return to the Hearsts for a moment, did you get to know William
Randolph Hearst at all?

Oh, yes. I knew him very well. He was a very good friend. I had
little to do with him, however, in a business way. The Hearsts'
stock in the Homestake Mining Company had been sold shortly after
his mother's death so we had no association in that connection,
though I was involved with him in the San Luis Mining Company and
other properties that he controlled in Mexico. I had never had any
connection with the newspapers or the magazines.

We're getting ahead of the story, but after he had inherited
practically the whole of his mother's estate, most of the holdings
in the mining companies that George Hearst had founded were sold
with the exception of certain properties in Mexico. It's rather

21
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strange that I should find myself very much later in charge of the
Homestake Mining Company after the Hearsts had been out of it for
many years.

I wonder why they divested themselves of the mining interests?

Probably because W. R. Hearst was much more concerned with his
newspapers and other publications. He was still interested in
mining, however, for he often talked to me about the mines in
Mexico--but the papers were his first love. He wanted, I'm sure,
all his financial strength concentrated in the newspapers and the
publishing world. Of course, he made a tremendous record there!

Yes, and as a collector too. Did his mother start collecting early?

He probably acquired the habit from his mother on their first trips
to Europe. Of course he was a much greater collector than she was.
Her collections were impressive but he really went at it profes-
sionally. He had a number of agents who were buying for him. His
apartment in New York and the houses at San Simeon and Wyntoon were
truly museums. He had warehouses filled with magnificent things,
but most of the collections were sold off when he was in a bit of
financial trouble in the thirties. It's a great shame, because it
probably would have been the nucleus of one of the major museums of
the country--if all the works of art that he'd collected had been
kept together. There is a lot still to be seen at San Simeon, but
most of the large collections in storage were sold, I believe.

Did he have any special interests--anything that he liked in parti-
cular? The collection is so diffuse at San Simeon it's hard to tell.

Yes. There again, it's hard to say. I doubt if any one ever knew
Mr. Hearst completely. He was a very complicated and talented per-
son of many sides, many aspects. My impression of his taste is that
he was more interested in architectural details, carvings in stone
and wood, furniture, ceilings, candelabra and things of that sort,
than he was in paintings. I don't think he ever had what might
have been the nucleus of a great collection of paintings. He had
many fine tapestries, some of which he inherited from his mother.
He had a great feeling for medieval art that is revealed in the
tapestries, the choir stalls, and the fine beds and furniture at
San Simeon. It's really marvelous that way. Some contemporary
things, of course were put in for comfort, which were nice to use,
but did give the somewhat diffused feeling you mentioned.

Grandeur is a little difficult to live with.

Yes [laughter] but I always enjoyed it when I was visiting there.
I think I've slept in the Richelieu bed a number of times [ 1aughter]

without any ill effects! [Laughter]



McL:

McL:

23

How would you characterize Mrs. Hearst? The few biographies are so
saccharine.

You are right. They're not good.
Annie Laurie's, for example.

Oh, that was a horrible book. I have a copy of it up here. She
didn't know Mrs. Hearst very well, I really don't ever remember
seeing her down at Pleasanton, though I suppose she may have been
there. I don't seem to remember many of the people who were there
casually, except those who for one reason or another impressed me
particularly.

I want to ask you about them too. It's not possible that a woman
who accomplished as much as Mrs. Hearst did could have been a little
spun sugar character.

No, she wasn't. She was a very dynamic, forthright little person,
with very positive ideas. The life at the Hacienda was strangely
formal and stiff in lots of ways. Never bothered me--I was doing
just exactly what I wanted to do at that age. It seems strange now,
riding horseback and swimming, and enjoying the luxury and the good
things -- including the library--it seemed to satisfy me rather com-
pletely. I really didn't mind the formality in the least. Perhaps
it is a sad commentary. on my character that I accepted it all with-
out worrying about its social implications that might seem dis-
turbing to my contemporary liberal friends. But, the good things

of life were there to be enjoyed--and I accepted them gratefully and
uncritically and really had a happy time, without worrying too much
whether or not I deserved it.

The life sounds delightful. When you say that it was formal, do you
mean that the table service was formal?

Oh yes. We always dressed for dinner. Even when there were only

a few, perhaps no more than six at the table. Everything was very
correct in the Victorian way. The dinners, in spite of their length,
were entertaining because there were usually so many interesting
people there that the talk was good - as well as the food. [Henryl
Morse Stephens was a frequent guest. And other people from the
Berkeley faculty were often invited. The Benjamin Ide Wheelers were
there frequently, and it was a lively, interesting atmosphere.
Cocktails were served only when it was a largish party, but not to
the younger members. Three or even four excellent wines were
generally served when it was a special occasion. It was all‘very
strict, however, and I don't think anybody would ever be invited
again if he--or particularly she--had one too many! [Laughter]
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Well, she had her own standards, I'm sure. Did you have footmen
behind each chair?

Oh, no: It wasn't as royal as that! But there were generally at
least two butlers.

It wasn't country living?

It wasn't country living in the western American sense, but it had
its country aspects with horseback riding and hiking in the hills.
I remember with embarrassment one time at a rather formal luncheon
in the big dining room--there were nearly always 20 people or 25
over the weekends--I felt something on my neck and flipped a wood-
tick out on a serving plate! [Laughter] So it was a combination
of country living as well, but...[laughter] after all, you couldn't
escape woodticks and things of that sort in California in those
days.

You were asking about Mrs. Hearst's own character. She must
have been a very forceful person on the Regents, because I remember
looking over some of the old minutes and seeing how President
Wheeler would say, 'Well, we must consult Mrs. Hearst about this."
Or, '"This would be subject to Mrs. Hearst's approval." So I rather
imagine that she was a fairly dominant little lady on the Board.
She was gentle, but by no means saccharine. She really was a very
strict person, and everyone in her family had to follow a certain
code of behavior that--well it seemed a normal code at the time,
but it wouldn't fit in today very well! [Laughter]

Her son slipped the leash a bit, of course.
Oh, yes, and perhaps that was...

Part of it?

Visitors and Residents at the Hacienda

Family rebellions took place even in those days, but in her own house,
there was no sign of it. There were a few other boys down there.

One was Randolph Apperson, who died four or five years ago. He was

her nephew. It's his son, Bill Apperson, now who's involved in this
controversy with the Sierra Club about Apperson Ridge. Elbert Apperson,
his [Randolph's] father, was Phoebe Hearst's brother. He lived at Sunolj
the old house is still standing--a large wooden mansion with twelve
foot ceilings, a cupola, wide porches and a lot of gingerbread. He
had a ranch south of the Sunol Valley in the high country beyond San
Antonio Creek which included what is now called Apperson Ridge; his
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grandson who owns it now is anxious to sell it to Utah Construction
who want it as a source of basalt--hard rock useful for a number of
purposes including Bay fill, which brings them into conflict with
my wife Sylvia and the Save-the-Bay Association.

Yes. Do you have any views about this, just as a side issue?

I do think that a large quarry there would be an awful eyesore,
right at the edge of the Sunol Park. We do, however, have to get
crushed rock from some source to meet the demands of our growing
population for roads and structures. I don't feel as deeply as my
wife does on this, for she is an ardent conservationist, but I
would be sorry to see this lovely country turned into a quarry. The
rock should be found some other place. At that, however, it would
not be as bad as the Kaiser quarries, right here in the Berkeley
hills, where they've made a hideous scar on a particularly fine
ridge between Tilden Park and Round Top--just south of the Tunnel
Road.

Yes, this really is one of the complicated problems of the time,
isn't it?

Yes. There's not a great deal of good rock around here--crushed
rock for all sorts of construction, concrete and things of that
sort. But I'd be best pleased if they didn't put a quarry down
there! [Laughter]

I quite sympathize. If we may turn back to Mrs. Hearst again, were
there other young people in Mrs. Hearst's household--including a
niece or a young girl?

Yes, a good many--children or grandchildren of relatives or of old
friends. One of them was a young fellow--William W. Murray--who was
a cousin of Millicent Hearst--Mrs. William Randolph Hearst., He

was a New York boy who came out here and Mrs. Hearst in her usual
way of liking to help young boys, put him through college in Ber-
keley. He lived with us for several years while he was in college.
After that, he held various positions in the San Francisco office

of the Hearst estate for the rest of his active life. He was in
charge there when he retired a few years ago. He lives over on
Broadway Terrace in Oakland.

Other contemporaries of mine were Edward Clark, Jr. and Helen
Clark. They were the son and daughter of Edward H. Clark, who
became manager of Mrs. Hearst's affairs after the death of the Sena-
tor. They lived in New York, but spent most of their summers at the
Hacienda or at Wyntoon on the McCloud River. They were both very
close friends of mine. Helen, who married Howard Park during the
war, died a few years ago. Eddy Clark, Jr., who later was a lieute-
nant with me in the 63rd Infantry in World War I, is living in San
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Francisco now. After graduating from Yale, he was with the American
Trust Company-- now the Wells Fargo Bank--and also has a couple of
entertaining books to his credit.

In one of the books there was a reference also to a young cousin,
I think, of Mrs. Hearsts's.

That was probably Edward Clark, Sr. In addition to managing the
Hearst Estate for many years, he also became president of both the
Homestake Mining Company and the Cerro de Pasco Copper Corporation
for a time.

And then was there also a young woman?

Oh yes, I seem to be forgetting them. There were two attractive
young women down there, older than I, next generation up; 10 to 15
years older: a niece, Ann Apperson(Flint) and a cousin, Agnes Lane
(Leonard). Agnes died several years ago. Ann Apperson married a
doctor, Dr. Joseph Marshall Flint, who was then on the faculty of
the San Francisco Medical School of the University of California.
He eventually became a professor of surgery at the Yale Medical
School. [Mrs. Flint died July 13, 1970] Another lovely girl who
was often there, and was one of my very dear friends, was Harriet
Bradford. She made a most interesting tape for the Phoebe Hearst
Association about her life at the Hacienda. The Bancroft should
have a copy. Does it? '

No. You know, I tried to trace that and I didn't succeed.

No, 1I'll tell you about that later. She was the daughter of a sea
captain. He was always known as Captain Bradford, a handsome old
boy. She was down there a great deal as a young girl. She was about
my age. I don't know how they all met--it was an old friendship

in San Francisco I think. Mrs. Hearst sent her to Bryn Mawr, where
she did very well. Shortly after her graduation she served as Dean
of Women for a while at Stanford. She then took a law degree at the
University of Chicago, and ended up in a Boston law firm. She never
married. We've kept up our friendship over the years; she died about
a year or so ago, and in her will she left me a portrait of Ann
Apperson that she particularly treasured for they were very close
friends. It's out there in the hall now. It's rather nice, but not

a great portrait.

But what a nice, sentimental thing to d?.

Yes. She was really a very wonderful person.

I'm so astonished at the way these names just pop out of your mind!

Well, it is funny how you recall all these things. There's a little
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McL: lady up in Chico--Mrs. Vonnie Eastham--who became ve
; ; much interested
in Phoebe Hearst's history. She has more or less nmgz a full time

job of it.
N: I think Mr. Kantor of the Archives told me about her.
McL: She is not a professional historian, but she's devoting a lot of

time to investigating Mrs. Hearst's career and getting in touch with
the people in Missouri, where Mrs. Hearst came from. They've organized
a Phoebe Hearst Society there, and they have the schoolhouse, in which
Phoebe Hearst taught, preserved as a relic in Missouri. She's been
active in trying to accumulate records (tapes, that is) of this sort.
She has a very good one from Harriet Bradford, which Harriet sent
me--to be returned after I had listened to it. It now is in the

hands of this lady, or of The Society. She's a very nice little
person. I think Eddie Clark also mdde a record for her. I was asked
to, but never did get around to it. Eddie married Peggy Nichols,

the daughter of Bishop Nichols who was the Episcopalian bishop here.

I was best man at their wedding. This was back in 1917 shortly

before we were commissioned lieutenants. They're divorced now, unfor-
tunately.

But this little lady up at Chico has been very active. She
doesn't have a lot of academic credentials, and The Bancroft Library
perhaps hasn't taken her as seriously as she thinks she should be
taken. She wanted to work down here in the records and I am afraid
they may have brushed her off a bit.

N: Did they hurt her feelings?

McL: Maybe. Harriet Bradford, I think, sent her all her correspondence
with Mrs. Hearst and Mrs. Flint. Mrs. Eastham didn't seem too enthu-
siastic when I suggested that the Harriet Bradford letters should
go to The Bancroft Library.

N: So she has the letters! [Laughter]

McL: I think so unless they have been sent to the Phoebe Apperson Hearst
Society in Missouri. I was terribly afraid at one time that she
might persuade W. R. Hearst, Jr. to let her have some letters from
the files he had. But fortunately all those archives are definitely
in The Bancroft and they, of course, contain the important letters.
All the letters of Phoebe Hearst herself, which were stored at San
Simeon, now are in The Bancroft. This little organization in Mis-
souri--worthy as it is--is hardly the place for the documents that
might become of considerable interest to California historians. But
I think The Bancroft Library had better cultivate her.

N: I think you have a very good point. We'll have to tip off Bancroft,
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especially if she is in possession of some good letters.

Well, she has the Harriet Bradford letters. The Phoebe Hearst
Society in Missouri is a little group of devoted people, but I
think they are more interested in Phoebe's early years and her con-
tribution to the Parent-Teachers Association than in her life in
California.

That's very interesting--you have to be wary of your friends. Did
you ever discuss politics at the Hacienda or hear Mrs. Hearst give
her views on this sort of thing?

Yes, well, with the people who were down there. There were frequent-
ly distinguished people coming in from Washington. It was really

in many ways an important center of life on the Coast, for many
people of importance were invited and entertained. The [Herbert]
Hoovers were there quite often. At that time, he had already become
a successful and outstanding mining engineer. He must have still
been in his late thirties when I met him first down there, I was
just a freshman in the College of Mining. He had a great interest
in young people, even then, and talked to me a lot about mining
careers and how one got started. I was tremendously flattered that
anybody of his distinction as a mining man would spend so much time
with a youngster. Then I didn't see very much of him after those
early years.

In fact I had nothing to do with his Belgian relief work and
did not have any opportunity to see him during the years he was
President. After he was out of the White House, however, there were
quite a number of occasions when I was with him. He recalled the
visits he had made to the Hacienda and even remembered me as a boy.
He was always cordial and sent me copies of several of his books.
He rarely missed being at the Bohemian Grove during the summer en-
campment and I made a point each year to call on him at his camp
for he always seemed interested in talking about old mining experi-
ences, as well as current activities in his field.

Was he a gold and copper man as you turned out to be?

He was into pretty nearly everything. On one of his early jobs in
Australia, in Western Australia, he had charge of a mine called the
"Sons of Gwalia” which was a successful gold mine. When I was in
Western Australia in 1935, I happened to ask an old timer if he had
known Mr. Hoover. He replied: "Oh, yes, but I thought he was a bit
of a wowser, you know." It didn't quite seem in character to me
until I learned the "wowser" in Australian slang was a type that

avoided the pubs on Saturday night.

Hoover was associated with a London group that was concerned
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with development and operation of a wide range of mines. His acti-
vities with them and other connections took him all over the world.
That led to his being in England in 1914 when the war broke out. He
played a big part in getting the Americans home who were stranded
without ready funds. That was really his first war activity. Soon
after, he organized the Committee for the Relief of Belgium, which
functioned under his direction until we went into the war when he

became food administrator for President Wilson. That's the way he
left mining.*

*See Obituary of Herbert Hoover by DHMcL - Bulletin, Mining and
Metallurgical Society of America, 321, December, 1964.
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v THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA: MINING, GEOLOGY, AND
CAMPUS PLANS
N: How did you determine that you were going to Cal, to the Univer-

sity at Berkeley?

McL: Well, living in Berkeley and spending a good part of my time as
I did at the Hacienda in Phoebe Hearst's household, I heard a lot
about the University. It became a very clear objective to me to
meet its requirements and enroll as a student. Indeed, at the time,
I doubt if I considered any other alternative, exept to go to college
in Berkeley. Mining was, of course, very much in the background
at the Hacienda. 1In those days the manager (who was thén called
the Superintendent) of the Homestake Mine was T. J. Grier. He and
his family often visited at the Hacienda. I became very good
friends with all of them. I did go up to Lead in the Black Hills
in one of my summer vacations, and worked in the cyanide plant for
a while. Previous to that I had worked for part of the summer of
1912 in the Central Cyanide Plant of the North Star Mine which was
then one of the major mines in the Grass Valley district (California).
In those days, Grass Valley and Nevada City nearby were primarily
mining towns--quaint perhaps in retrospect, but then a bit primitive.
The Holbrooke House was the only hotel, but I soon found a pleasant
room in a private house. Bathing facilities were limited, but that
seemed unimportant then. There were some good parties at the Footes—-
he was manager of the North Star and in the Bourne mansion--and at
the Starrs st the Empire Mine, which was then in its most pros-
perous period. All in all, my memory of the summer there is decided-
ly pleasant. It's a fragrant country with pine and oaks of the
lower forest zone of the Sierra Nevada and a distinctive country
of red soil, canyons and streams that one never forgets. And I can
still smell the strange, rather subtle odor of the cyanide plant.
So that more or less started my interest--though I am afraid it

turned me away from metallurgy and toward geology.

Mrs. Hearst had given the University the mining building, which
is still one of the best pieces of architecture on the campus. I
knew Dean S. B. Christy well and mining seemed a good field to go
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into. Mining engineering was quite a glamorous profession in those
days. It is much less popular now and as a separate curriculum it
has practically died on the vine in the University and in most
other places as well. But in those days, it was one of the glamour
fields, and it seemed rather a natural thing to go into. Especially
in the handsome new Hearst building. So that's the way I started
in mining. Though of course even in the mining curriculum, as it
was in those days, the first three years were mostly devoted to
mathematics, physics, chemistry, geology and general engineering.
The mining aspects of it you really didn't get into until your
senior year.

By that time I had rather drifted away from the mining engineer-
ing and into geology. I took some courses under Andy Lawson [Andrew
C. Lawson], who was a great teacher, and George Louderback, so I
think my interests rather strayed from mining as it was taught then.
As T said, [Samuel B.] Christy was Dean, and quite an extraordinary
old boy, but it seemed to me that my future was not in the things
he was teaching, but in the utilization of geology in the search
for ore.

Did you have an idea that you were going to be interested in geology
or mining when you went to the University as an undergraduate?

I had an idea that I would be interested in mining, but that probably
was influenced by some of the people I saw at Phoebe Hearst's house
and by the fact that her fortune--and very delightful way of life—-
had been made possible by the success George Hearst had in mining.

I had seen some of the operations that were the base of that for-
tune. And then with the construction of the fine new mining build-
ing it seemed rather an appropriate thing to go into that field.
Furthermore, exploration, particularly in mountainous country, had
always excited me and geology and the search for new mineral deposits
offered a pattern of work that fitted in very well with my early
enthusiasms.

An Interest in Geology

My interest in geology came in the course of my undergraduate work
in Berkeley. I rather drifted away from what was called mining
engineering as it was taught in those days, a good deal of which

was really trade-school stuff, and into geology. I debated for a
while whether or not I would go into chemistry or geology in my
junior year, but I finished the mining curriculum, though I did as
much work as I could in geology. When I went on to gr?duate work
in geology at Harvard, I found that my engineering training was very
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good preparation, for it had provided me with the mathematics, physics,
and chemistry I needed for advanced work.

Were there any professors on this campus that you remember as being
influential or exciting to you?

I remember in the engineering field taking theoretical mechanics with
Professor LeConte, the son of the geologist, generally called, "Little
Joe." [Laughter] He was a very good teacher, and it was a very

good course. I think he was one of the outstanding teachers I had.

In mathematics I had the good luck to have Baldwin M. Woods as my
instructor in the calculus. As you know, he later became a vice-
president and my friendship with him was renewed when I returned as

a dean and later as a Regent.

What was it that Little Joe LeConte taught you?
Theoretical mechanics.

Have these areas changed over the years or are these the conventional
courses?

Many changes in emphasis but there's a lot of basic material that
stays the same. The methods of teaching, the manner of presenting
even some of the rather static concepts have changed a lot, however.

Were there colleagues or fellow students who were memorable to you?

Yes. There were several boys in the class who became very successful
in mining work, though I haven't seen many of them. One of them was
Jack Abrams, who was a football man too. He became manager of the
great Climax Molybdenum Mine in Colorado and made a fine record in
mining. He died some years ago. I should say as a mine operator

he had the most distinguished record in the class. He went into
straight mining, really did a great job.

About how large were the classes?

Oh, quite small. I think the graduating senior class in mining engineer-
ing wasn't more than 25 or 30. The old-fashioned education in mining
engineering was already beginning to decline even then. It was a
fascinating field at one time for it was linked with exploration and
development of new properties all around the world. Hoover was the

type of man who had risen to success in it, and Berkeley graduates

like Will Mein, Charles Merrill, Ed Oliver and Butters, who were
metallurgists and inventors. We have a brilliant lot of mining engineers
and managers among our alumni though we can't claim Hoover. Gardner
Williams, who developed the Kimberly diamond mines in South Africa was
one of them and another was Stanly Easton who for years ran the big
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McL: Bunker Hill and Sullivan Company in the Coeur d'Alene district in
Idaho. Members of the Bradley family and Stuart Rawlings were
among those who had distinguished careers in mining and all were
graduates in mining engineering. Mining was a very glamorous field
then.

Changes in the Curriculum

McL: But gradually as engineering became more and more technical, more
and more exacting, the old mining curriculum almost seemed to have
become something of a trade-school type of training and it just
withered away. It was a separate college, you know, until 1942,
separate from the College of Engineering. When Bob Sproul persuaded
me to leave Harvard and come here in 1941 after Dean Probert's
death--he was Dean of the College of Mining--the plan was to put
the courses of the College of Mining into the College of Engineering
and continue then as a Department. The understanding was that I
would be Dean of Engineering and Chairman of the Department, which
I did become.

There was so much sentiment about the Mining College on the part
of old graduates that there was a lot of opposition to merging it
with Engineering, but it was the right thing to do. Enrollment had
declined seriously and now mining engineering--in name at least--
has disappeared even as a department. That's true today in most other
universities too. So many had mining colleges at one time. It isn't
that the mining industry has declined--it's greater than ever, far
greater than ever--but it draws from all other fields of engineering,

plus geology.
N: Does it require more specialized teams?

McL: In a sense, less attention to some of the old, so-called practical
things that can be learned better in the field than in the univer-
sity. It needs men with broader basic knowledge as well as more
exacting training in some specialized fields. A great many people
now go into mining through geology. You can prepare for a career
in mining through mechanical engineering, or go into jobs in the
mining industry through civil engineering. There's been a vast
change in the approach toward training men for the field.

N: Sounds much more sophisticated.
McL: Oh, it is. Much more. It doesn't mean we're not in great need of

skilled professionals. We don't need fewer, now we need many more
very ably trained engineers for the mining industry than ever before,
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but it's not confined to men with the old, restricted mining school
type of education.

Does it require a broader theoretical background?

Yes, a broader engineering background. There are some schools: the
Colorado School of Mines, and the Montana School of Mines, and

the Michigan--they call it Institute of Technology I think, now--
which are outgrowths of mining schools per se, but they've all
developed into rather broad, technical schoolg--South Dakota School
of Mines also. They've become technical schools, rather than
strictly mining schools.

Did you have the impression that Mrs. Hearst had a greater interest,
perhaps in, let's say, the Mining School than in other aspects of
the University?

No, I don't think so. Her desire was to build the mining building

as a memorial and a tribute to her husband, who was one of the great
mining men of the world, though he was not a technically trained

man at all. He was an extraordinary explorer and developer of mines,
and had a great sense of what were good mines and what were not.

Do you want to go on with the mining now, or should we go back and
get you out of school?

Well, my years in Berkeley as an undergraduate were very unusual
because 1 was spending practically every weekend down at Pleasanton.
That made it necessary to study very hard during the five days
during the week, which forced me to develop habits of intense work
that have been helpful all my life. This happened because I didn't
want to do any work on the weekends. So, to indulge myself in this
way, I had to learn how to concentrate on what I was doing when I
was in Berkeley. I really enjoyed this pattern of life, but it did
keep me out of many collegiate activities. Consequently I wasn't
too well acquainted with my class.

Scholastic Honors

I might list some of the activities that were noted next to your
name--or perhaps these are mostly honor societies. Maybe you can
tell me what they are. Of course we know what Phi Beta Kappa is,

and I see you wear your key.

Yes. I was Phi Beta Kappa in my junior year.
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N: That's really impressive--I know not many are.

McL: Henry Breck, Ralph Wadsworth and Clotilde Grunsky (Taylor) were among
the six juniors elected to Phi Beta Kappa in 1913. Clotilde was

medallist of the class in 1914, and Ralph Wadsworth in Civil Engineer-

ing and I received honorable mention. Unfortunately, no gold emblem
accompanied the honor.

N: And then there was Sigma Xi....

McL: Sigma Xi is a scientific society, more or less the equivalent of
Phi Beta Kappa except that it emphasizes research in science. 1In
those days Sigma Xi let in some undergraduates.

N: Were you an undergraduate when you went into it?

McL: Yes. Now Sigma Xi has become really a graduate school honor society
and I think admission now depends upon research. I certainly had
not done anything that warranted my admission to Sigma Xi, but they
let seniors with good grades in.

N: Well you've made up for it since. You've made it retroactive.
[Laughter] Tau Beta Pi?

McL: That's an engineering honorary society, more or less the Phi Beta
Kappa of the engineering group.

N: And what is Theta Tau?

McL: A local, western fraternity. Something of an honor fraternity in
geology and mining engineering. They had a very active chapter here
when I was in college, and I found it a very pleasant organization.
It's somewhat more social that the other societies here, I think.

Kappa Sigma is a social fraternity. I didn't join Kappa Sigma
until my senior year, because I was not interested in fraternities
at all. But a couple of rather close friends were in Kappa Sigma
and they finally persuaded me to join the fraternity in my senior
year.

N: If you were at Pleasanton every weekend you really didn't have much
time for it, did you?

McL: No, I didn't really feel I wanted to be a member of a fraternity,
but I've enjoyed very much being a member of Kappa Sigma. They've
been very nice to me. They have a fine new house here now. I am
invited over once in a while, to talk to the boys, and once even
to serve on a committee to select the Kappa Sigma queen for some
event--a very pleasant assignment. It's one more opportunity to
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have some association with the undergraduates today.
It's still operating?

Yes. They did have that attractive Georgian house on Piedmont
Avenue opposite the stadium. It had been built on land leased
from the University when the chapter outgrew the old house on
Ridge Road. Unfortunately, the University thought it had to use
the property and took it over while I was Chairman of Buildings

and Grounds for the Regents. [Laughter] I was very unpopular.
Clark Kerr's also a member of Kappa Sigma, and we were both in
wrong with our fraternity over this. They then built a house up

on Warring Street, quite a handsome house, and it's still an active
and successful fraternity.

That's interesting. So many of them weren't able to adjust to the
new ways.

Quite a few got into difficulties. They gave me the honor of being
Kappa Sigma Man of the Year about ten years ago, which was very
nice of them. It's a national fraternity, with its greatest
strength in the South.

Yes. Phi Lambda Upsilon?

That was a chemical honorary society; I really never had very much
to do with it.

You just sort of harvested everything good that came along.

I liked chemistry very much; glad I didn't go into it, though.
[Laughter]

Scabbard and Blade was R.0.T.C., was it?

Yes. It wasn't called R.0.T.C. then. It was the University Cadet
Corps. R.0.T.C.--Reserve Officer Training Corps--came later. 1T
don't know when it came in. Scabbard and Blade is the officer's
society. I was a captain in the Cadet Corps.

I see. And then I have something about Chi Epsilon; is that some-
thing quite different?

It is an engineering group, I think, that I was asked to join when
I was a Dean.

Right. I did want to mention the fact that you were Mining Associa-
tion Treasurer and President.

Oh yes. The organization of the student body in the Mining College
was called the Mining Association. I was an officer of that.
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Geology and Field Work

After I graduated from Berkeley Mrs. Hearst just said "Well now,
I want you to go on to Harvard, do what ever you want in graduate
work." So I decided I'd like to go on into geology at Harvard.
Andy Lawson, I remember, recommended Harvard, especially to work
with R. A. Daly. He regarded Daly as one of the outstanding
geologists of the times, which he was.

Reginald Daly was a Canadian who became a Professor at Har-
vard in his early years. I took a number of courses with him and
was an assistant for two years in his famous introductory course
Geology 4. We became very good friends then and later when I was
on the faculty. I didn't, however, do my principal work for my
doctorate under him, but under Louis C. Graton, who was professor
of economic geology. That's more or less the way I drifted into
geology. In those days you had to do a lot of field work in
geology here in Berkeley -- and it is still emphasized. Lawson
taught the class in field geology in the Berkeley Hills then. It
was fine training.

What would you do? You would go out into the hills?

Yes, every Saturday in the Junior year. It interrupted my weekends

at the Hacienda, but in spite of that, I liked it -- which may indicate
that my interest in geology was pretty serious, even at that time.

We'd go out in a group of about, oh, perhaps, fifteen, and map

the geology of the hills. Lawson would just turn us loose up there,
but on a tight time schedule. Then he'd check over what we'd put

down, say something sarcastic, and send us back to straighten out

our errors. [Laughter]

Lawson was really a most cultivated person as well as an
outstanding scientist, but he concealed his charm, except possibly
to young women, under a cloak of rudeness. He was a first-rate
teacher, as well as something of a campus character. His shock
treatment of students kept everyone alert and did not lessen the
persistent loyalty of those who studied under his direction, among
whom were many who became distinguished geologists.

I thought when you were describing how the artesian wells operated
in the Pleasanton Valley, a geologist would explain it that way --
it was very clear. But you were explaining the various kinds of
materials.

Yes. The wells tap water under pressure in sands or gravels held
in by the tight silts above. That particular artesian basin is
especially interesting geologically. The gravels there catch the
flood waters that come down from the Mt. Hamilton Range through the
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Livermore Valley. The various streams unite in Alameda Creek that
flows out to the Bay through Niles Canyon. So, in rather recent
times, geologically speaking, the ridges that Niles Canyon cuts
through, have been uplifted on a series of faults and the water-
bearing gravels of the valley to the east were depressed in a basin,
the bottom of which is below the 1lip of solid rock in the Canyon.
It's a very special geological setup. The water in these gravels
was a very important part of the supply for San Francisco. That was
why the Water Temple was built by the Spring Valley Water Company

in the Sunol Valley. The Spring Valley Water Company that was taken
over by the City of San Francisco owned great areas of land down
there, most of which is still held by the City. Now, however, most
of the water that pours through the Temple probably comes from the
Calaveras Reservoir or even from Hetch Hetchy.
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V A REGENT'S PERSPECTIVE

Thinking of the campus again, do you remember being present at
the laying of the cornerstone of the Hearst Mining Building?

Yes, I was. I remember it was a very rainy day, and President Wheeler
was there in his usual cloak. [Laughter] He wore a peculiar sort

of a coat with a cloak over his shoulders--part of the coat, I

think it was. There's a very interesting report on the ceremony by

a reporter named Jack London. It was published in the San Francisco
Examiner and there's a framed copy of it in the Mining Building.

In the principal illustration there's a little boy in the background
in these tight-knee pants that we used to wear. It may be me, but
I'm not sure of it. I do know my mother and I were there. I don't
remember a great deal about the ceremony except that it rained
dreadfully, and everybody was standing around under umbrellas. The
speeches didn't make a lasting impression on me, but Jack London com-
mented on them, more or less favorably.

Campus Architecture at U. C. Berkeley

Was the mining building then part of the architectural plan that
Mrs. Hearst had had developed?

Yes, the architectural plan as revised by John Galen Howard. The
original Benard Plan that won the competition was really impossible.
It was Beaux Arts - French - grandiose buildings that would have been
utterly impractical today. Then John Galen Howard, who, I think,

was runner-up in the big contest, was appointed the University archi-
tect and asked to revise the Benard Plan. He made it into his own
which was really an improvement and much better adjusted to the
terrain.

He retained the major axis that was an important part of the
formal Benard Plan. A monumental building was to stand at the upper
end of the axis where the Virus Laboratory is now. Then, on either
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side, down what used to be called the Botanical Glade, was to be

a series of great buildings. The Mining Building on the north

side of the axis near its upper end was the first one of the build-
ings located in accordance with the Howard Plan. Then later, you

see, the library was built on the other side -- farther west on the
south side of the axis. There was a cross-axis through the Campanile.
A great building on Observatory Hill was to face and balance the
University Library.

The plan had grandeur with proper order and formality, but
still preserved the natural features of the campus. It's a shame
more wasn't completed before the architectural blight of the last
few decades descended on us. The major features of the Howard Plan
were unfortunately disregarded rather frequently in the thirties and
early forties.

Howard laid out an axis that was not parallel to the streets
of Berkeley. You notice our buildings are slightly askew. I think
the idea was to have a view of the Golden Gate right down the main
concourse. Even that pattern was abandoned later when the Hearst
Gymnasium was placed parallel to Bancroft Way. That was the handsome
Women's Gym that Maybeck and Julia Morgan designed. From that time
on, the old axis concept was apt to be neglected.

The Mining Building, the Doe Library, California Hall and the
Campanile, and Wheeler Hall, and Boalt Hall, too - the little, old
Boalt Hall, now Durant Hall - were all part of the Howard Plan. And
I presume the big Life Sciences Building, the [George W.] Kelham
building, which came later and which is certainly one of our major
buildings at least in size, was located properly in relation to the
Howard Plan - though it is rather a strange departure from the
prevailing style. I'm not sure, but I think Kelham was the Univer-
sity Architect at that time.

Do you know why this grand axis scheme was not adhered to?

I don't think it was ever formally abandoned, but there was a period
of much less interest in the architecture of the campus. The Univer-
sity's great objective during Bob Sproul's administration was the
creation of a truly great faculty. That I think is the greatest of
President Sproul's many achievements. I don't believe that he was
as deeply interested in the architectural aspects of the campus as
some of his predecessors. In fact, Bob once admitted to as much
when I was sounding off about some new structure I didn't like and
he said, "Perhaps the campus architecture hasn't improved under my
presidency, come to think of it!" [Laughter] It was in response

to a comment of mine that a certain building looked like a shoe box
with a cardboard 1lid. Architecture wasn't his major interest. He
made the University the outstanding institution that it became under
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his presidency by recruiting great scholars and scientists. Some
buildings, however, were not placed too well. And a few were located
in a rather hit-or-miss way. Then the Second World War came along,
and we had all those horrible, presumably temporary, structures
cluttering up some of the best spaces on the campus. The Virus
Laboratory was put where the great monumental building was to be,

at the upper end of the axis. It was well designed for the purpose,
but it is hardly a handsome building~-though I am sure Michael Good-
man, the architect, could have done better if he had had a freer
hand. Architecture received new attention in the late fifties and
early sixties, perhaps--but the period of truly grand structures,

I am afraid, has passed. I trust, however, there is no decreased
emphasis on the need to keep the faculty distinguished.

Committee for a New Plan

To go on with this architectural situation--when I was on the Board
of Regents during Clark Kerr's administration, it was recognized
that the campus plan was really getting quite out of hand and a
special committee was appointed consisting of the President, Bill
Wurster and myself, to try to develop a new architectural plan for
the University, of course with good technical assistance from Dean
Wurster, Louis De Monte, and others of the campus office of Buildings
and Grounds. We met regularly, nearly every week throughout an
entire semester. Our sessions generally lasted for a couple of hours
in the late afternoon. We really had a most interesting time.

A lot of attention was given to an effort to get the various
disciplines properly distributed around the campus, so we didn't
have part of biology at one end and something else in biology way
at the other end. The present plan was worked up at that time, with
engineering settled where it is, with room for expansion to the north;
with chemistry and physics properly located close together. Economics
and some of the other so-called social sciences were placed on the
south side, centered around South Hall, and where Barrows Hall was
to be built, and so on. There was recognition of the need to group
the various disciplines conveniently with respect to related fields,
and particularly to the University Library in the case of those most
dependent on it. The area for the Student Union was designated and
made a part of the group that was to include the new auditorium.

The plan that emerged was adopted by the Regents, and so far, it has
been followed without very many modifications. The principal change
was the Moffitt Undergraduate Library, which was an awfully dif-
ficult thing to place so that it would be central and at the same
time would not disturb the general layout.

Were you involved in the placement of that undergrad library?
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Yes. Our general concept then was to preserve the sylvan areas of
the campus: Faculty Glade, and both branches of Strawberry Creek,
and at the same time have certain residual axes of formality, such
as the Campanile north-south axis running toward the engineering
buildings. It was realized, though, that the old concept of a great
axis, down the Botanical Glade, just probably would have to be
abandoned. So it was eventually agreed to put a new building for
mathematics on the west side of the mining circle, which was right
across the axis, you see.

The o0ld axis would have been open from the Oxford Street en-
trance to a monumental building at the high east end. That concept
was more or less formally abandoned, and Evans Hall in its location
west of the circle emphasizes the sad change. It finally grew under
pressure into a huge building that will be painfully intrusive, I
am afraid. It is, however, pushed back enough to the east so that
it does not interfere with the view along the axis extending north
from the Campanile toward the engineering complex. Unfortunately,
when finally designed, Evans Hall was much higher and larger than
we had originally expected the building on this site would be.

~ Then, too, it was decided the University would acquire a large
part of the land as far south as Dwight Way, with the exception of
the business districts and things of that sort, and some of the
major buildings there. The piece-meal acquisition of that land was
started, which created the situation that was exploited in the sense-
less "People's Park" controversy. The University was following a
well considered policy of buying and getting the land it was going
to need, before it became covered with big apartment buildings that
would be very costly to acquire - perhaps prohibitively costly even
by condemnation.

So the University did not really start out with a large enough piece
of land, as some other Universities have been lucky enough to do?

Well, it's a little bit ironic. The original property of the College
of California did go as far south as Dwight Way. Most of that land,
unfortunately was sold to get money that went into some of the
original buildings. Sold for what would seem a pittance today, of
course. Now the University is buying part of it back again. A great
deal of the area has now been acquired. The dormitories, or residence
halls, as they are officially called, were placed in blocks in that
area. Then the old Anna Head School was told they had to move, as

I have already noted.

It's curious how these things work out. When you were named to the
Committee with Mr. Wurster and President Kerr, you were on the Board
of Regents, weren't you?

Yes. I have the dates that the committee worked in 1963. It was a
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McL: very happy and interesting experience--three close friends working
on something that they were all deeply interested in. Bill Wurster,
who is a very good friend of mine, recognized that I didn't see eye~
to-eye with him about the current styles in architecture, but he

felt that we really got along very well in working out this general
plan.

Some Personal Views on Campus Buildings

N: This is a little digression, but was the Environmental Design building
more according to his preferences?

McL: Oh, I think so. That came later, though the site was approved in
the new plan. I was rather hopeful that there would be a much more
balanced treatment of that last fine open space there. Bill Wurster
doesn't like formality. He likes the less formal arrangements. But
he did not design Wurster Hall; that was done by a group in the
Department of Architecture. The interior, in particular, might be
regarded as a fine example of the brutal style of contemporary archi-
tecture.

The worst thing that happened architecturally on the campus in
my judgment was Barrows Hall. That is just inexcusable. I blame
the architects very much for siting that building where it is. It
completely wrecked one of the few great views in the East Bay, which
was of the Campanile as one looked north up Telegraph Avenue coming
from Oakland. The way Barrows Hall would block this vista wasn't
recognized until Tommy Church had been engaged as the campus land-
scape architect. He and I urged that the building be put on a dif-
ferent site or made lower so that the view would not be wrecked,
but once you get something in the mill, it's almost impossible to
move or change it. The building itself is pretty bleak. The red
in the penthouse, which relieves it a bit, was a concession to me
when I couldn't get it made lower and covered with a tiled roof.

The damage to the view of the Campanile was tragic -- and the
architects didn't notice it. They should be more aware of things
like that. By the time some models were made -— Tommy Church did
that -- and we looked at those models, we realized what a great eye-
sore it was going to be. It was impossible to get it lowered or
pushed back then. There was an understandable concern about intruding
into the playing field to the south, but other ways could have been
found to meet the problem.

A good architect could have taken the bulk that was specified
and broken it up in ways that would have been much less offensive.
An example of what a really great architect did with a very difficult
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task, was Gardner Dailey's treatment of Tolman Hall. He came to us
first with just a rectangular mass to show what the space require-
ments would mean if you put it all in a rectangular building. The
size was appalling. Then he went to work and broke it up into smaller
units, worked in the handsome open walkway and made a very attractive
assemblage out of something that could have been awful. The same

procedure might have saved Barrows Hall and the vista of the Cam-
panile.

There was a little too much tendency in those days on the part
of some of our consultants to say, 'Well, every architect must
express himself. You can't ride herd on them!" [Laughter] I made
myself, I think, quite obnoxious, but I'm not an architect, so I
couldn't speak with any authority. All I could do was to say harsh
things. I think my worst crack was that I thought their rule was,
"A building doesn't have to be cheap, it simply must look cheap!"
[Laughter] Some reporter picked that up, and it got under their

Skins I think!

Architects - and especially big architectural firms - need an
exacting and critical client with good taste. Unfortunately, it
is difficult for a board such as The Regents and the University
officers to function in that way.

It's a very interesting concept about the uses of experts, isn't
it? Where does the final authority lie?

I really think that to get a great, unified, beautiful campus you
need a very strong, dictatorial, and very competent, artist or
architect at the top. Now John Galen Howard was that. He was both
the supervising architect concerned with the whole campus and also
the actual architect who designed and built the buildings. The
University's greatest period of architecture was under his rather
dictatorial handling of the problems--there were no other architects
called in. Of course, you couldn't get away with it today. The
University when I was on the Regents had a large panel of approved
architects. A particular architectural firm would be selected for
a certain building. The Regents used to require some of them to
submit examples of what they had done before a choice was made, but
it was almost impossible to get any of them to submit sketches or
indicate the sort of design he might have in mind before a recom-
mendation would have to be made by the Committee on Grounds and
Buildings.

Unfortunately, when an architect or a firm was selected, most
of them seemed to be dominated by a desire to make the new building
his own monument, different from anything else. By the time the
Regents had a crack at it, $50,000 or so probably had gone into the
preliminary drawings. It's difficult and expensive to change things
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after you've spent that much money. So that's why we get such a -
heterogeneous lot of things.

It really looks as though it was done by a committee, doesn't it?

It does. Dreadful. But it is even worse than that, for faculty com-
mittees generally want to influence some details. The campus office
of Grounds and Buildings, as well as the consulting architect,
becomes involved and the Regents Committee has to approve at certain
stages. An aggressive and skillful individual, some place along

the line, can have a lot of influence, but such people with good
taste are rare these days.

I don't think art really works that way.

No, it doesn't. Most contemporary architects seem to have lost any
sense of grandeur. Yet, in spite of the prevailing drabness of the
times, the campus does have an extraordinary, peculiar charm of its
own. It has been possible, so far, to preserve most of the good
areas and to keep the largest of the new monstrosities on the peri-
phery of the campus.
I've received a good deal of ribbing for my liking of buildings

with tiled roofs. [Laughter] For example, I think the red roofs

of the Library, the Mining Building, California Hall, and other old
buildings, add immensely to the beauty of the campus, particularly
when you look down on them from the Campanile or the hills, whereas
the boxes with the flat-topped roofs simply present a lot of flat,
black tar-covered areas with cluttered puddles and exposed plumbing
~-which to me is down right hideous. So I was anxious to get finished
buildings with sloping roofs on them. At least Jack Warnecke came
through with some red tiles on Birge Hall and Campbell Hall. The
proportions of Campbell Hall are not too good, perhaps. I think
Birge Hall, behind the Campanile, is better. I am really not too
enthusiastic about the frieze of tiles on these buildings. Someone
on the faculty called them McLaughlin Hats, and I am sure he didn't
intend to be complimentary! To my taste, the roof on the older
John Carl Warnecke's building--Le Conte Hall--is more attractive and
would be safer, too, in an earthquake.

Possibly your liking for tile may have had some origins in the
Hacienda ?

Well, it may have. [Laughter]
Such pleasant associations, and the tiling was very appropriate too.
Yes. I do feel these buildings without a sloping roof, just flat,

office-type boxes are terribly ugly. Of course, some designs may
require a flat roof, but not all of them. A collection of buildings
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shaped like filing cases is pretty dull, and when they are black,
they are too depressing for words. Fortunately, we have escaped
the black plague on the campus.

Are there any other buildings on the campus that you have been
particularly interested in?

I think the round building that Michael Goodman designed--the Chemical
Biodynamics:- Laboratory is a very nice one. I think Melvin Calvin

was responsible for the concept of a round building, and Michael
Goodman developed it quite successfully.

Is it especially functional?

Oh, I think it is. I think it's very successful. I think Melvin
Calvin's idea was a wonderful one. I've made such nasty remarks

to Michael Goodman about the virus laboratory--and Michael Good-
man's a close friend of mine--that he said, "I'll show you what a
really handsome job I can do when I get my next building." And he
did just that! The first designs were particularly lovely. A great
deal had to be cut out for reasons of cost, but even so I think the
building's very charming. Unfortunately it is located where it is
overpowered by the harsh monstrosity of Wurster Hall! [Laughter]

It deserves a better environment!

Is that the one that has a round, sort of a lecture hall next to it?

No. That low lecture hall? That's the Physical Sciences Lecture
Hall adjacent to Latimer Hall in the chemistry group. No, this
building is right in back of Wurster Hall, and it has a round, quite
a lovely tiled roof. It's a circular building with a colonnade
around it. It really is quite lovely. It's a great shame that it's
where it is. It should be in a more conspicuous place. I think you
were referring to that very well equipped science lecture hall which
was sunk alongside the chemistry building so it wouldn't be too
conspicuous. Its greatest merit architecturally is that most of it
is underground.

Yes, that's the one. Were you at all involved in the design of the
Student Union area?

I probably expressed my opinions emphatically now and then. I was
very much interested in the concept. I was one of the judges, one

of the two Regents on the five-man panel in the contest for the resi-
dence halls, the one Jack Warnecke won. Then I was again on the
committee for the Lawrence Hall of Science. The firm of Anshen and
Allen was the winner at that rather more interesting competitionm.
That was another contest. I was also on the jury for the Art Museum
that's going up now. A bold design by Mario Ciampi was selected.

I think it will work out well, but some may consider it a bit
extreme. And I am not too pleased with it.
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Thinking a moment about the residence halls, do you have some obser-
vations about their design and execution?

In my judgment the design that won the competition, the one Jack
Warnecke submitted, was by far the best. The concept of the cafe-
teria in the middle of the block, with the four rather tall, slim
buildings on the sides is good, though I'm not too enthusiastic about
the buildings themselves. I find the tall rectangular boxes the
architects give us these days are a bit monotonous and hard to
enliven or to keep from being awfully institutional in feeling. War-
necke's structures seemed better proportioned than the others sub-
mitted in the contest, but I wish that some way had been found to
make them a little more graceful and personal.

There seems to have been some slippage in what a committee interested
in housing wanted in the way of residence halls and what the design
developed into. Were you aware of this?

As I recall the discussions, there was no clear concept that the many
concerned individuals or groups seemed to agree upon. The need for
housing was emphasized and not questioned, but the ways to meet it
weren't studied as critically as they might have been. I don't
remember how many architects submitted their schemes for the competi-
tion for the Berkeley houses. Quite a few. Then the jury of archi-
tects and Regents selected the winner. After it was settled, every-
body involved had a crack at it. It's awfully hard to get any
unanimity of opinion about what you want or what you don't want.

By and large I think it worked out pretty well, although I'm not too
happy with them. I think they are the best of the various residence
halls that have been built, with the exception of the clusters of
buildings in the Santa Cruz colleges and the first low ones that were
built on the Santa Barbara campus. At the time, I think nearly
everyone was too much concerned about the urgency of the need for
dormitories on the campuses -~ and the result was too many big build-
ings were put up that had a cold, institutional look about them in
spite of efforts to make them liveable.

Have you had any occasion to be interested in the architecture on
the other campuses, or is it just Berkeley?

I was interested in all of them. The dullest, in my opinion, are
the huge dormitories at UCLA. They are prime examples of the grim
institutional school of architecture.

I am afraid I remarked in a short speech at the dedication of
one of them —- Rieber Hall perhaps —-- that the most attractive thing
about the new dormitory was the view of the older structures —- Royce
Hall and the Library -- across the field to the east. I was really
trying to find something nice to say, but Welton Becket, the archi-
tect, didn't seem to appreciate it.
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The Santa Cruz Campus

Was the Santa Cruz campus being developed at this time?

It was the time when the sites for the three new campuses were selec-
ted -- quite a study in itself with a lot of professional advice and
local pressures -- then submission of general plans by one or more
architectural firms followed by review and action by the Regents.
Jack Warnecke was the architect chosen to draw up a general plan for
the Santa Cruz campus. The concept of separate colleges had been
proposed and approved and Warnecke, of course, based his design in
accordance with it. The various colleges were located as clusters

of relatively small buildings on the edges of the forest, conveniently
placed in relation to laboratories and the library and other build-
ings that served the entire campus.

8 The creation of separate colleges was an academic plan endorsed
by the Regents. The President himself (Clark Kerr) and Dean McHenry,
the first Chancellor, really deserve the chief credit for the concept.
Warnecke had the exciting assignment of working up the broad design
on this basis -- the location of major buildings and the distribution
of the college groups, with provision for centers for additional
disciplines as the Santa Cruz campus grew., Tommy Church, too, was
involved with landscape plans, which were, of course, of particular
importance in the development of this campus where the combination

of forest, ravines, and open fields -- even an old quarry -- created
a rare opportunity for an architect. And some hard problems, too.

At the time, I had rather hoped that there would be a mixture of formal-
ity and informality and have a couple of the major buildings at the
top of the open slope with the forest as a background, so designed

to take full advantage of the commanding setting with the view over
Monterey Bay to the south and then let the rest of the structures
drift back into the trees. That idea really never got off the ground,
even with my fellow Regents.

In Warnecke's plan, which was accepted, some buildings were on
the edge of the forest but most of them were back in the trees. As
it has worked out, I have become very pleased with it. It is truly
a charming, unique campus -- with informality the prevailing feeling--
but I rather think in such a wonderful site a little more traditional
elegance outside the trees might have been good too. But nobody else
felt that way. Perhaps we'll still get it in some more opulent age.
[Laughter]

I've often wondered what Bernard Maybeck would have done with
this superb site. Maybeck had such a combination of talents, for
he was an architect who loved grandeur and at the same time could
do such extraordinary things on a smaller scale in his timbered
houses in Berkeley. The Faculty Club is a fine example. But on the
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other hand, even an early sketch of a plan for the Berkeley campus
that he prepared was most formal -- and decidedly on a magnificent
scale. Then in 1915 he built the Fine Arts Palace in San Francisco.
The site at Santa Cruz would surely have excited Maybeck. I'm
confident he would have taken advantage of the great long open
slope and the background of trees by placing at least one magni-
ficent building against it -- a structure that would have been in
harmony both with the wide sweep of the broad field to the south
and with the vertical lines of the redwoods. Not necessarily a
Fine Arts Palace, but a bold building to provide a center -- a
focus —— for the whole design, worthy of the magnificence of the
site. Then I am sure he would have displayed his own very personal
style in smaller-scaled structures back in the trees.

Did you know Bernard Maybeck well?

I didn't know him intimately. I was much younger, but I did know
him pretty well. A class-mate of mine -- an architect -- Pete Bangs,
once said that Maybeck was an artist who became an architect. He
designed Mrs. Hearst's place up on the McCloud River, Wyntoon.

But perhaps I'm going on too long about this.

No, not a bit. You are in a fine position to have seen and judged
the different opportunities for architecture on the campus. The

rest of us can only complain. [Laughter]

Well, I did a good deal of complaining too! [Laughter]

The Irvine Campus

Were you also interested in the Irvine development at all?

Yes, very much. I was down there, I remember, at one meeting when
we went out on the middle of the campus with Bill Pereira and some
of his staff. [William L.] Pereira was the architect engaged for
the general plan and I found his initial designs very exclting.
Irvine seemed to me to be the least interesting of the new sites,
as far as topography and surroundings were concerned. But the open
space and the lack of any intruding structures gave an architect

a pretty free hand - which was rather unusual to find in southern
California.

What is it like? 1I've never seen the Irvine area.

Rather low, rolling hills of sparse grass — poor sioil, not even
good ranch land, back of Newport Beach which is something of a
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resort town. The hills are on the south side of the valley of the
Santa Ana River. It was always rather -- I perhaps shouldn't say
this -- a depressing place to me, particularly under a colorless
smoggy sky. [Laughter] But it was an immense area, an immense
site. It was a wonderful gift. I really think that the big
acreage donated by the Irvine Estate is the largest private gift
the University has ever received. Of course, they stood to benefit
by it too, very much, but it seemed to me to be rather petty to
question the motives and propriety of this great gift just because
the building of the University would add value to the surrounding
land.

Yes. There was to be a city developed, wasn't there?

Yes, all around it. So it is bound to develop into a great com-
munity. It was exciting to see the plan grow as Pereira worked

up a broad design with buildings in concentric circles. That's

the dominant feature in addition to a distinctive contemporary style
that has a lot of character. He's undoubtedly a very imaginative
and skillful architect.

Do you see the ocean from there, or is it too far?

It's generally too smoggy to see it. But it's not a beautiful view.
You can barely see the ocean off in the distance if you can see

it at all. 1It's not the thrilling site that the Santa Cruz cam-
pus is. Oh, and Berkeley surely has one of the truly great sites
in the world. Santa Barbara, with its beaches, is good too, but
the view toward the mountains to me is its best feature. The new
site in San Diego is another wonderful piece of land, particularly
where the slopes drop off to La Jolla or where it approaches the
high cliffs along the ocean. To find and acquire three new sites
of such quality and size, in such good locations, was really an
extraordinary piece of good fortune, as well as good judgment.

Systematic Campus Plans

Was it determined that each campus should have its own architectural
style, or that they should be different?

There wasn't very much thought given to that. An architect was
appointed to work up the gneral plan, and each architect certainly
had to put his own personality into it. Pereira had the plan for
Irvine, and in the first buildings, he established a style that
undoubtedly has great distinction.

The plan Warnecke gave us for Santa Cruz, too, is imaginative
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and particularly well adapted to the forest site. He also designed
the library there -- one of the first major buildings and a very
handsome structure. Alexander presented the first plans for the
San Diego campus. An entirely new plan was also needed, when the
University of California, Santa Barbara was moved to the site near
Goleta. Pereira and Luckman were given that assignment and they
not only developed the general layout for the expanded campus but
established a style -- particularly in materials and color -- that
has generally been followed by the succession of architects who did
particular buildings. They were all interesting concepts. They
were submitted, re-submitted and discussed in the committee a good
many times. Many suggestions were made and some changes resulted.
But by and large, the broad patterns for the new campuses that the
respective architects submitted were accepted.

In those years, the Regents, and especially the Committee on
Grounds and Buildings, were also giving a lot of attention to the
older campuses and trying to establish good systematic plans that
could be followed as the campus grew.

At Davis, Gardner Dailey worked up a new layout for the campus,
taking into account the existing pattern, but adjusting the new build-
ings, the new structures, to it. It's a totally different type of
campus, of course, with its own distinctive quality -- big trees and
flat, fecrtile lands. It has rather an unusual charm, but I think
it is an interesting campus, too. Of course, on each of the new
campuses, the architect had definite guidelines established by
academic plans that had been worked out at least in a preliminary
way. At Santa Cruz and San Diego the concept of colleges prevailed.
Irvine was to be on more conventional academic lines, as were Santa
Barbara and Riverside -- perhaps unfortunately, in the latter case.

Growth and Academic Standards for the University

0f course you were on the Board of Regents at a particularly interest-
ing. time, when there was so much new development.

Oh, it was a fascinating time. I really think one of the lucky things
in my life is getting on boards or into jobs at the right time, and
getting out at the right time. [Laughter] I was so lucky that my
term ended when it did!

You're perfectly right! [Laughter]

For I had the opportunity to participate in that delightfully good
period  of great growth of the University - great expansion in its
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faculty and its quality, and the immense expansion physically and
architecturally.

I think the development of the University measured by the dis-
tinction of its faculty attained its great momentum under Bob
Sproul, and it was maintained by his successor, Clark Kerr, especial-
ly in the staffing of the new campuses. In the period of President
Kerr's administration there was an amazing expansion physically,
acquisition of these new sites, superb sites, and the building of
what were really three new universities. Of course, it shouldn't
be forgotten that UCLA was developed principally during Sproul's
administration and Davis, Riverside and Santa Barbara were started
as well.

Do you have the impression that there is going to be a pause now?

Oh, I think so. In this turmoil today, [1970] I would rather see -
and I don't think there's proper emphasis being given to it - improve-
ment in the quality of the University with effective restraint on

its growth. I would meet the problems of the University today by
much more exacting standards for admission, much more exacting stan-
dards for performance, and really make the University one that serves
the intellectually elite of California. By that I don't mean socially
elite, I mean intellectually elite-- the elite of any race, or any
walk of life. But I think it is an appalling thing to try to turn

the University into a welfare institution, and let everybody in just
out of the goodness of your heart - or sentimental concern about
down-trodden minorities.

We have in California the three tier system, with the junior
colleges, the state colleges, and the University, so that anybody
who has any ambition at all can get an education beyond the high
school. The University should be, I think, primarily for the
people who are most capable of benefiting by intensive and exacting
training. Our civilization will have to depend on it if it is to
survive. It is easy enough to recognize the need - and make the
selection of students - in science, and medicine, and technology,
and I think the same concepts are equally applicable to the humani-
ties. It's more difficult, perhaps, to measure progress in those
fields, but in science and technology and medicine, if you can't
meet well defined standards it's perfectly obvious a student shouldn't
undertake such work.

What led to this exhibition of these prejudiced views of mine
was your question about the growth of the University. I don't think
it needs to grow a great deal more physically, but let's improve
what we have. I think you can hold the enrollment at the present
level, just as Harvard's been held at a certain modest rate of growth
for years, and it hasn't hurt Harvard in the least. We perhaps are
not seven Harvards -- yet. But Berkeley certainly matches Harvard
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today and each of the other campuses is developing in distinctive ‘ways
that are receiving wide recognition.

Do you think there are any problems in adhering to these standards
on the part of a public university?

I think there are difficulties, but the University of California has
held to high standards until very recently. Now I think not only
the University of California but many other leading institutions are
letting down; largely by--well, I'd better not expose all my pre-
judices. [Laughter]

Well, you know, one generation's prejudices may be the common sense
of the next, so I think your views would be very useful.

I do think it is indeed a difficult thing to maintain consistently
high standards in a public university, and yet when those standards
were being maintained and when you had a student body which was well-
disciplined intellectually and appreciated the great opportunities
the University offered, and was really an elite body, the people of
California were enthusiastic about the University. But I assure you
the people of California are not enthusiastic about the University
today. I think you can build up tremendous support for a great
University that is doing the highest quality work in all fields, and
you'll get popular backing at all levels. Even though only a rather
small fraction of the people will be able to go to it, they'll be
proud of it. Now they're not proud of it, which is a tragedy.

We're not setting up a system of higher education that would be
available only to a small group. We have the state colleges, and
the junior colleges, which can take a much larger group of less-well-
prepared people, and adjust their training to them--make it more
effective for them. But it's really, I think, an extremely bad thing
to let groups into the University who can't do the work. We just
create frustrated people. I think that applies especially to some of
the ill-prepared Negroes who are almost being recruited as if to meet
a vague quota. We can let them in with the best of good will to do
something for them, but it is harmful if we lower our requirements in
order to admit them and to retain them if they're not able to meet
our high standards of performance.-- just as whites with the same poor
qualities would be harmed. There are the state colleges and junior
colleges to take care of them. I think it's a dreadfully bad thing
for the brilliant, able Negro who comes in, who meets all our require-
ments and does good work, only to find himself regarded as one of a
group that had to have special treatment and privileges to make the
grade.

0f course, there are efforts to tutor and help people through, and.
apparently this has worked for some. You think this isn't appropriate?
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I don't think that's the way to do it. Let them come in on their
own, let them measure up to the University's standards, the way the
Japanese and the Chinese have for the last 50 years. Many of them
have done brilliant work - and won our highest honors.

I suppose it's an attempt to solve a social problem.

It is. 1It's making the University into a welfare organization, where-
as I think the major emphasis should be on high intellectual and
professional achievement. Gradually more members of the races that
are less privileged today will measure up to it.

This may be the key term: as you say, gradually. This isn't a very
popular word, now, of course.

No, it isn't. I'm sure what I'm saying is not a popular approach to
the problem today. Too many want instant education.

Impatience is an element.

The impatience is there but the discipline is not. I mean intellectual
discipline. You can't go into engineering and just jump through on
good verbalism. You've got to have careful preparation to start with
and build up competence through a sequence of related studies.

This would suggest an upgrading of junior college and other school
offerings.

‘ Yes. Also, of course, today we take in a great many people in the

third year from the junior colleges. (I believe they are called Com-~
munity Colleges now.) They do good work, although I have heard the
comment made that the boys from the junior colleges who enter the
University in the junior year and do well are the boys whose grades
and standing would have let them enter the University as freshmen.
This rather gives one confidence in the criteria by which selection
of high school graduates is made. I shouldn't, however, continue to
reveal all my prejudices!

If they're the convictions of a lifetime I don't know that prejudice
is really the word I would use. You can't always be popular with
everything you think, and that's not the point, really. It's impor-
tant to catch people's ideas as of a certain time because someone
coming back to this era to inquire should have a chance to hear what
people are thinking now, especially people who've had the sort of
experience you've had.

I1'd be glad to hear anything more that you have to say about
your views of the University structure.

Well, I think I've already shown how out of step I am with some of
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McL: my liberal colleagues. [Laughter]
N: If some more thoughts come to you, let's just go right into them.

McL: I do think the future of the University is not expansion in numbers;
it's improvement in quality. At Harvard they have perhaps five or
ten times as many people who are qualified, applying to get in, as
they are able to take. Here, our standards are just about as high,
but everybody who is qualified is accepted. But at both institu-
tions, special consideration is being given to people who are presum-
ably unable to meet the intellectual requirements, because of alleged
prejudice based on race or some other concept currently popular.
Consequently, many universities are admitting a lot of people who
are not qualified.

I would be inclined to move in the opposite direction and raise
standards until the University, big as it is, would be limited to
the people who are best prepared to take advantage of the highest
sort of education. And of course, that means that we must maintain
a faculty--a devoted faculty--worthy of the students of the highest
quality. I think that would also have to be accompanied by adequate
financial aid for the able students who need it, so that we would
not be confining the University to the affluent. 1I'd like to see
our ability to select improved tremendously. I'm afraid that we may
be missing some of the best under current procedures, but that's a
technical matter.

When the Regents gave the Chancellors the right to admit--what
was it, up to two percent or something of that sort--of applicants
who had not qualified by the formal standards, I know the idea was
expressed that the objective was to try to catch the genius, let's
say the boy who was a wonderful writer, but simply couldn't do mathe-
matics, or the boy who couldn't write a good English sentence and
yet was a genius in mathematics, or music, or something of that sort.
1 suspect that this has been abused now and then to let in long-legged
basketball players. [Laughter] Increasing that bracket largely to
take in what they call the underprivileged is the wrong approach.

It's fine to take in the underprivileged if they are prepared, but
that preparation should be accomplished before they get to the Univer-
sity.

N: 1 suppose part of the problem is that if you are really underprivileged,
you don't have preparation, and where do you start?

McL: That surely is a serious consideration--and yet some of the greatest
people in our history have come from underprivileged ranks of society--
people who had the spark--and are hungry for success and then some
of the worst people I've known have been some ot the wealthy playboys.
Yes, I can think of some examples! [Laughter] I won't mention any
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names. [Laughter]
You just look wise! All right. Well, this does really bring us

to the issue of tuition charges for students: do you have some
view about this?

The Tuition Question

I'm glad I'm not on the Board now to participate in that decision.

I don't think it's a clear-cut issue. I don't object to a system
with tuition where a special effort is made to search out bril-
liant people and bring them to the University with adequate scholar-
ships--waiving tuition, or giving them scholarships in lieu of it.
But to do that right, I believe you'd have to spend some money in
searching for such talent.

I wouldn't use it as a welfare device; I would search for
brilliance in all walks of life, and I hope we'll work towards some-
thing of that sort in the long run. Just a harsh imposition of
tuition without any effort to lessen that financial blow could be
a pretty grim thing. I don't know how wise the decisions will be
in that. I find myself in disagreement with Bill Coblentz or (Fred)
Dutton on the Board on one side; I can't say I agree wholeheartedly
with some of the recent appointees on the other side either!
[Laughter]

That's always the thinking man's position, isn't it? It's hard to
take up wholeheartedly with either side.

Well, there's a good solid middle group of Regents that I think have
wisdom.

Governor Warren and Appointment to The Board of Regents

We were going to get you back to the University of California after
your years on the faculty at Harvard. Of course, not long after you
came back to California you were named Regent.

Yes, it was shortly after I had served on the alumni committee con-
cerned with the oath controversy. Mario Giannini had just been re-
appointed to a l6-year term, and he resigned, I think, a few months
after that. I was appointed to replace him.

So you had already had your taste of battle before you ever became a
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Regent yourself.

Well, a little bit in the alumni committee, on the Loyalty Oath, but
that was a gentle sort of a thing. [Laughter] I remember I had got
in from New York, at some very early hour in the morning, and was

in bed, asleep. The telephone rang, and it was Earl Warren. He said,
"I've been trying to get you for the last few days: where have you
been?" or something. I explained and he replied, '"Would you accept
appointment as a Regent of the University?" and I said, "I'd be
delighted to," and he said, "That's all I want to hear. It's prac-
tically for a sixteen year term, and I know how old you are, so I
don't think you'll want another term!" [Laughter]

It is a bit unusual for the governor to do his own telephoning, isn't
AhE?

I guess so. Well, I know him quite well. He is a good friend--a
member of our camp at the Bohemian Grove. I'd seen him quite a lot
up there. So, that's the way it happened. Of course I was quite
pleased.

Yes. I can imagine.

Some Observations on Warren and the Court

What is your general recollection of Warren? 1 suppose you knew him
best when he was governor. 1Is that correct?

Yes. I've seen very little of him since he left California. I'm
not a close family friend of his; most of my friendship has been
through our camp at the Bohemian Grove, where he was a member--

and through my association with him after I was appointed to the
Regents. The camp, called the Isle of Aves, at the Bohemian Grove,
is really a very intimate group of friends. When he was governor,
he was up there nearly every summer. One has a chance to sit around
and talk a lot. He's been there several times since he's been Chief
Justice, too.

Oh, he's a delightful human being, a lovely person. One you
can be very fond of.

Yes. Do you have views on his political attitudes?

Well, as a conservative, I've been a bit critical of the Warren
court, but I think he's been a consistent liberal. I am sure he will
be regarded as one of the truly great liberals of the times. 'My
criticism, or disagreement with him would be that basically I'm not
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McL: a liberal. I think the liberal philosophy that has been so consis-
tently followed by Warren has led us into many of the troubles of the
times. I have great respect, however, for the honesty and depth of
his convictions even though I am a bit skeptical about the end
results of some of his decisions.

In my book, I would much prefer a stricter interpretation of
the Constitution. I am much more of a traditionalist. This
country's lived and prospered for a long time under much more
literal interpretations of its provisions.

N: Which aspects are you alluding to?

McL: One example would be emphasis on the concept of one man one vote -
a concept not specifically stated in the Constitution - and the
denial of the right of states to require qualification of any sort
for the privilege of voting. The decision on reapportionment of
state legislatures is largely based on this position, in spite of
the recognition of geographic distribution as a basic consideration
when the framers of the Constitution established the Senate. I
worry when so many safe-guards are weakened that were originally
set up as protections against the dangers of unrestricted democracy.

Unfortunately, the court tends to reflect the political climate.
I think Dr. Dooley pointed this out years ago - but when a long back-
ground of decisions concerning the meaning of the Constitution is
disregarded, traditionalists are apt to be disturbed. I think the
Warren Court went further and faster in expressing the general
feeling of the times than many felt desirable - particularly those
elderly people like myself who question the persistence of many of
the currently popular dogmas.

Another example is the prevailing interpretation of the guaran-
tee of the freedom of speech. Today you can do almost anything, call
it free speech and get away with it.

The obscenities that are shouted now so frequently on the
campus would have put a man out of the University 20 years ago, with-
out any question. And now it's called "free speech." It certainly
is, but I am sure it is not what the members of the Constitutional
Assembly were trying to protect.

N: There's a decline in civility, there's no question about that.

McL: Yes. The left-wing--we're getting back to some of our local troubles--
the left-wing group, which is now really anti-liberal also, has just
used the Bill of Rights as a shield. The courts have given them |
unwisely broad protection, I think, by the succession of liberal deci-
sions over the past decade or two.
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Are you thinking of the criminal proceedings, the confession issue?

I think of the many decisions of the higher courts that make it
awfully hard to get convictions, to carry things through effectively
in the courts.

One of the great things Warren did in California, however, was
appointing a very high-grade judiciary. His appointments were excel-
lent. My regard for Warren as a governor of California is very high
indeed. That's not entirely based on his wisdom in selecting me
as a Regent!

Good. Was Roger Traynor one of his appointees?

Yes, I think so. Most of his appointments were great liberals, but
able jurists as well, and they were also men of real character.

I see. You are really looking for character, perhaps, rather than
for political conviction as such?

It may be. The only other member of the Supreme Court I knew well

was Felix Frankfurter. I knew him at Harvard. Felix Frankfurter was
certainly an outstanding Roosevelt liberal. With my convictions, and

my political feelings, I was inclined to be rather antagonistic to

his views, although I regarded him as a good friend. On the Court,

he was, above all, a great lawyer. I'm sure he would put the law,

and the rigorous interpretations of the law, the meaning of the law,

above his own political or social convictions. Strangely enough, he
turned out to be far more of a traditionalistthan many would have expected.

I think this is the reason why he became regarded as almost a
conservative in his later years on the court -- at least by my left-
leaning liberal friends. In this connection, I can't help thinking
of a comment he made to me early in the days of the New Deal. I
had overtaken him and Harold Laski (then at the London School of Econo-
mics) on the way to lunch at the Harvard Faculty Club. I was walking
between them when something provoked Felix to shake his finger at
Laski and tell him that what America very seriously lacked was an
intelligent conservative opposition--and then asked me why didn't the
industrial and business world contribute men who could provide such
leadership.

Again, that sounds like an appeal for character.

Yes. But sometimes men of the highest character can disagree in their
interpretation of the law.

Felix probably had just as deep liberal convictions as Earl War-
ren but I think in his case the law, and the legal interpretation,
was the thing that dominated his decisions. Whereas I think in Warren's
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case, if he thought something was right - and he often used that
phrase, "Is it right?" - he would find a justification in the Con-
stitution or the law for what he thought was right. He had deep
feelings about what was right, whereas I think Frankfurter's feeling
would be, "Is it the law?" But they were both leading liberals in
the contemporary meaning of that agbused word.

Speaking of the Supreme Court--I think we're all very much interested
in it, particularly now--who were the leading conservatives that you
have admired on the Court?

I'd have to go back to Hughes, I think. He was a great conserva-

tive on the Court. And, of course, going back farther, I think Mr.
Justice Taft was a great conservative and a very distinguished judge
on the Court, probably more distinguished as a judge than he was as
President. But I don't think we've had many able conservative leaders
recently on the Court or elsewhere.

Different eras seem to call forth different leaders.

Yes, don't they? Well perhaps some of the new appointees will turn
out to be conservative leaders.

Well, we shall see. I must say, Mr. Blackmun has certain promising
qualities.

He sounds all right.
We'll hold a good thought for him.

Yes. He'll probably need it! [Laughter]

Provosts, Chancellors and Presidents

Shall we pursue the Regents again? You were on deck there, weren't
you, when the first chancellors were appointed, that was, after the
chancellor system was adopted?

Yes. When I came on first we--let's see, what did they call them--
Provosts, I think.

That's right.

Monroe Deutsch was nominally in charge of the Berkeley campus, but
in those days Bob Sproul really ran the entire show. [Laughter]

I don't think he could have made the transition from the old presi-
dency to the type of presidency that we have today very easily. He
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really was the ideal president for his period. He was the "Prexy"
type of president that everybody knew, everybody loved. He was

a great figure. Of course, that was primarily on the Berkeley
campus, and to some extent Davis. I don't think he was ever quite
able to establish that same position in Los Angeles, though he
lived there for half the year at times. But coming from Northern
California, I don't think he was ever able to be the dominant
personality on that campus that he was up here.

That type of president is something that's passed. I think
we have a man now in Charlie Hitch who's ideal for the contemporary
presidency. Extraordinarily able, analytical mind, but he's not
a person to get out, and have his voice carry all over the stadium
at a rally! [Laughter]

Although people suggest that he's witty and engaging.

Oh indeed he is! He's witty and charming, and makes a delightful
speech, but he's not the orator to stand out and roar in Sproul
Plaza [laughter] and slow the crowd. I may be mistaken, maybe he
is. But I am sure he won't try to do it himself. That's not his
role. So the qualities that you look for in a president today are
quite different from the qualities perhaps that we needed in the
older days.

This might be interesting to pursue a bit. Now you're looking for
certain qualities in a president and certain qualities in a chan-
cellor.

Yes, the chancellors are closer to the role of the president in the
past. I think that some of the qualities that we used to look for
in the University presidency of the old days one still wants to
find in the chancellor. You want somebody who will be well known
and admired on the campus. He should be recognized as a leader
that the students respect and like, and even have affection for.

I think we do look for that sort of person. One of the outstanding
chancellors in my day was Emil Mrak at Davis. He was a dominant
personality on the campus there, in a good sense of the word.
Everybody knew him, everybody was fond of him, there were legends
and stories about him, and I think he did a great job up there at
Davis.

Is the size of the establishment part of the problem?

The size and character of the place is to some extent. Now, I'm
not sure Emil could have done the same thing at Berkeley, but he
certainly did a beautiful job at Davis.

He belonged to Davis, and everybody knew him, admired him,
and regarded him as the leading personality of his campus. Undoub-
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tedly, Franklin Murphy and Roger Heyns were as highly respected .
and successful in the different settings at UCLA and Berkeley
where Emil's down-to-earth approach probably wasn't needed or
wouldn't have been as effective. That doesn't mean I haven't
great admiration for our succession of chancellors, for we've had
some very great people in those positionmns.

Are they nominated through the faculty or is this entirely a
Regents' decision?

Legally they are appointed by the Regents, but the Regents follow
procedures established in the Standing Orders of the Board. The
President formally submits a nomination, but prior to that--or
even after—--various names are reviewed by committees of both the
Regents and the faculty. Not generally one name, but a slate is
requested from the faculty.

The Regents usually have a committee appointed--a special
comnittee of Regents—-to review names and express preferences.
The committees on which I have served worked in closest coopera-
tion with the President and the faculty committees. They are
really advisory to the President--but when his nomination is sub-
mitted, the views of the committees on the candidates and on others
are likely to be expressed and discussed by the full Board. If
the President's nominee failed to be approved by the Regents,
other names could of course be reviewed and recommended to the
President-~but that hasn't happened, as far as I know. The most
dramatic one I participated in was the selection of Roger Heyns
at a time when it was most urgent to fill an anticipated vacancy.
I can assure you it was an answer to a prayer when Roger accepted!
[Laughter]

Shall we go on with the appointment of chancellors?

That procedure, as I outlined it, is the one that's followed. The
Regents surely should never, would never—-at least the Regents then
would never have thought of putting up a chancellor who did not
have the endorsement of the faculty. I think in every case,

every appointment was made with strong endorsement of a committee
that spoke for the faculty.

So it would be an Academic Senate committee.

Yes. I think in all cases there was a general agreement on the man
we wanted to get. You can't, of course, debate such a matter in the
Academic Senate, because you don't want to talk publicly about the
favorable and unfavorable characteristics of a person under consider-
ation. The whole thing has to be very confidential, both because
you don't want the University to be humiliated by being turned down,
and you don't want a distinguished man to be humiliated by being



63

McL: proposed and passed over. So in most cases we started with panels
of perhaps twenty-five or thirty names. You can eliminate a lot of
them for obvious reasons - age, reluctance to leave the post he has,
interests incompatible with ours, etc. - then you get down to discus-
sion of, say, four or five names. In all the cases I was involved
in, both the faculty group and Regents' group several times met in-
formally together and agreed: 'Well now, this is the man we ought
to try to get, number one." I don't believe we've ever had our
number one man turn down an offer. But the nominatigon is formally
made by the President and the appointment is made by the Regents.

N: Now at this juncture, Chancellor Strong had withdrawn, is that right?
And then was Martin Meyerson in office?

McL: Yes. Martin Meyerson was "Acting.' Of course his name was reviewed
too, but Martin had had the responsibilities of the chancellor's
office during a brief period of great tension, and it's quite under-
standable that he had both strong supporters and very sharp critics.

N: Yes, it's almost impossible to ride in fresh once you've been on the
job.
McL: It would have been difficult, I am afraid. I don't think either the

faculty or the Regents felt that at that time, when we were trying to
get somebody who would unify the Berkeley campus that Martin was the

one to do it, though everyone recognized that he was a very able

person. He had taken charge in a rough period, and had met a succession
of difficult situations with courage and skill, but not always in ways
that had won full approval either by the faculty or the Regents.

N: There are many elements, aren't there, that you have to consider?

McL: Oh, many elements indeed. His name, of course, was one of the names
that was given very serious consideration. Then, as I remember it,
Roger Heyns came out on some assignment--I've forgotten just what the
assignment was—-but it gave us a lovely chance to meet him and find out
what he was like. He was already very high on our list of possible

candidates.
N: Was he still, then, at the University of Michigan?
McL: He was vice-president at the University of Michigan. He came out on

one of the assignments of a scholarly nature that attract academic
administrators. Probably there was an ulterior motive in extending
the invitation. Anyway, the members of the committees had a chance to
talk to him and everyone was most favorably impressed. Of course, 1t
was thinly camouflaged by saying that we were seeking his advice.
[Laughter]

N: I'm sure you all knew exactly what was going on.
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McL: Exactly. Roger Heyns made a very good impression, both on the faculty
committee and on the Regents' committee. I'm quite sure there was no
hesitation whatever on either side--the feeling was unanimous. Now let's
go after this man as the number one person that we want. Roger accepted,
which pleased me very much at the time and has pleased me ever since!

N: About how large would this Regents' committee be?

McL: Generally about five.

N: I see. Quite a small committee.

McL: Yes. Such committees should be kept small. The larger a committee,

the more danger there is of a leak, and leaks are terrible things when
you're dealing with personalities. You don't want the University to be
shopping around and being turned down, and you don't want a man to feel
that "I was considered and turned down." Many good men - even very
distinguished men - for one reason or another, may not be suitable for
a particular job. They might be very great men. So even the Legis-
lature recognizes that such matters have to be confidential.

N: The personnel sessions are exempt from these open-meeting regulations.

McL: Yes. Such decisions as those on honorary degrees must also be highly
confidential. In my days on the Regents the idea that there would be
a leak about an honorary degree would have been perfectly shocking,
because there have been many people whose names have been proposed for
honorary degrees who were passed over. For very good reasons, sometimes.
The faculty may nominate more people for degrees than is proper to
confer and a selection has to be made. Nominations originate in the
faculty, as they should, but the Regents then have the final word.

N: Is there any limit on the number of honorary degrees that would be
awarded in one year?

McL: I don't think so, but of course it would be a very, very bad practice
to be too liberal with honorary degrees. There should be a very small
number. So there's rather a tradition--I don't know how many--a maxi-
mum of three, perhaps four, something like that.

N: Does the president of the Board of Regents name these committees?

McL: Members are nominated by a Committee on Committees. The Committee on
Committees has a very important function to perform. Each year, at the
close of the Regents' year, when new officers are to be chosen, the
Committee on Committees make its nominations for chairman of the board,
chairman of the major committees, and the membership of the major com-
mittees. When there's a special committee to be appointed, the members
are generally selected by the Committee on Committees unless authority
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has been specifically delegated to somebody else to do it. It's a
good working procedure. The full board, of course, may approve or
disapprove the recommendations of the Committee on Committees, but it
rarely fails to approve. In the days of stress, during the Oath Con-
troversy for example, when there was a good deal of division on the
board, the Committee on Committees had to face some particularly hard
decisions--and make a special effort to submit recommendations that
would win support.

Were you ever a member of that?
Yes, I've been a member of it several times.
I see. You've really been at the center in committees.

But I was not a member when they recommended me for chairman! [Laughter]
From some comments I heard, however, it wasn't an entirely harmonious
session!

When you were then on the Regents' committee searching for a chancellor
for Berkeley, what qualities were you looking for, specifically?

We had a list of qualities written out, you know. Systematic people
like to do that and it doesn't mean a lot. You can't put down A, B,
and C for all these qualities! [Laughter] Some people would feel that
first, he must be a great administrator, and others might feel he must
command high respect in the academic world for his attainments as a
scholar or a scientist. It of course helps to have a list of the quali-
ties that are desired but the weighting each member uses is apt to
reflect his own personal background - or prejudices. You certainly
don't want a brilliant scientist who just is a complete visionary as
far as administration is concerned. Or you certainly don't want an
administrator who doesn't know much about the faculty. Really you have
to, I think, get to know the man himself and appraise his combination
of qualities.

So there are some intuitive faculties that you must use.

Well, look at the case of Bob Sproul, who was certainly a great presi-
dent. When he was appointed President, he was a young man, who had
demonstrated ability as Comptroller. He was an engineering graduate,
but had done no advanced work. He had, at that time, really, very
limited academic credentials, except perhaps in the eyes of the civil
engineers. But he was recognized as a good administrator, and as a
wonderful personality. As it turned out, his respect for scholarship
and ability to recognize the qualities that a faculty member should
have made him an outstanding figure among American University presi-
dents. And yet he was not a man who had attained high scholarly rank
when he was appointed--but he surely was a great President.
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McL: We've had other presidents, going back into history, Like Campbell:
a man of highest distinction as a scientist. While I think Campbell
was a good President, for he did a lot to build up the faculty, he
wasn't regarded as one of the outstanding leaders as was Benjamin Ide
Wheeler or Bob Sproul. But in my judgment he served the University
well - though I doubt if he really liked the job.

On the other hand Benjamin Ide Wheeler was a scholar and a
delightful person who turned out to be a very strong administrator
indeed.

So, while you can set up all these qualities, and it's well to
have them down, because if somebody was proposed--some particular
person and you knew he was just a nice, visionary scholar--you could
say, '"Well, he's a great man, but he couldn't handle the administra-
tion of the University." I know some would feel that way-—-and quite
properly-—about certain scholars. And then the possibility of appoint-
ing a business man who really knew nothing about the University surely
would be very disturbing, particularly to the faculty and to a good
many others also. But fortunately, we never had such extreme types
proposed.

N: Am I right in thinking that you were a member of the Board of Regents
when Clark Kerr was named chancellor?

McL: I was on the committee that recommended him for the presidency. That
I know. Whether I was when he was made chancellor or not, I don't
remember. I was pretty new on the board, then. I doubt if I was on
that committee. I may have been!

N: One would almost think that you would be looking for different qualities
in a chancellor than in a President as the University is set up now.

McL: Somewhat. The President of the University today is certainly not as
intimately associated with students or faculty as he was in the past,
while the chancellor must be close to both the faculty and the students
on his campus.

The President really is now quite removed from direct faculty mat-
ters, the appointments and the day to day administration, things of that
sort. He's dealing with much broader, overall problems.

N: Perhaps you had heard this view expressed, also, that part of the dif-
ficulties during the Free Speech Movement--part of the administrative
difficulties--had something to do with Kerr's apparent inability to see
himself ‘as President and not as chancellor anymore; that he couldn't
quite leave Berkeley campus affairs to the chief campus officer.

McL: Yes, unfortunately, in spite of the fact that Kerr as President had made
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a great effort to decentralize the administration of the University
and to increase the authority and responsibility of the chancellors
on their respective campuses. Kerr, when he was chancellor in Ber-
keley under Sproul, was very restive - really at times most unhappy
under Sproul. In fact he threatened to resign several times. Bob
Sproul didn't realize the degree to which he kept his hand on

the local management, particularly on the Berkeley campus. [Laughter]
It was his temperament when some complaints about it reached him, he
seemed actually surprised. I remember his saying, "Why, of course
I'm not trying to run these things!" And yet he was. [Laughter]
Because it was his habit.

That, I think, made some of the chancellors, and particularly
Clark Kerr, pretty restive. But then that was a rather short period.
After Clark Kerr became President he realized the difficulties of
the chancellors, and he pushed and carried through rather thorough
reorganization of the University, putting far more power into the
hands of chancellors.

Now was he able to do that on his own, or did the Regents have to
act?

It had to be accomplished by making many amendments to the Standing
Orders, which of course was by the action of the Regents. The
Regents put through quite far-reaching administrative changes at
this time, but only after careful studies had been made by
competent outside consultants as well as by committees of the
Regents. 1In all this the President was deeply involved and the
final action by the Regents was in close accord with his recom-
mendations. But when the trouble came up on the Berkeley campus,
Kerr made the great mistake of moving right in, and really, going
over Strong's head. It was, I think, a fatal mistake.

I've said this to Clark himself: his greatest mistake was dealing
directly with the leaders of a mob. You don't do that, in my book.
You don't invite a group of students, representing a mob, into your
office, and sign an agreement with them.

What would you have rather had him do?

I would have left the local command in the hands of the chancellor

and held him responsible. I would have supported the chancellor in
his decision to use police to clear the Plaza and Sproul Hall when

he had adequate force available and when the moment was right. I
wouldn't have negotiated with leaders of a mob. You can't do that and
command respect as an official with authority. The five or six
students who were recognized as leaders represented nobody except an
unruly minority group trying to enforce its will on the University.

They were certainly self-selected.
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Yes. Who was Mario Savio? Yet there is a document signed by Clark
Kerr and Mario Savio. Well, you don't do that. That, I think, was
a fatal mistake. Strong should have resigned with indignation at
that moment, but he didn't. I must admit, however, that everyone
involved seemed a bit bewildered by the strange events and reluctant
to take decisive action.

Isn't it interesting that intellectually, apparently, Clark Kerr
knew that this isn't what you do, but...

He knew it, because he was a good administrator, and it was just what
he was trying not to do. And yet, in the emergency he moved in ways
that damaged the local authority on the campus.

Ironic.

It was ironic, and it was tragic, too. Because if Clark had gone on
to a high post in Washington before the Free Speech Movement had
started, he would surely be regarded today as one of the really great
presidents of the University of California, of course, he will be -
eventually. He created the new campuses, really built up three great
new universities: San Diego, Santa Cruz and Irvine, and developed
Santa Barbara, Riverside and Davis to full University status. An
enormous achievement not only to provide the facilities, but to assem-
ble faculties worthy of the University. Yet I'm afraid Clark's going
to be regarded - at least for this decade - as the President who got
into difficulties with the activists and was relieved,.

Well, maybe history will be a little more lenient. Many think he has
great qualities.

Indeed he has. And I am confident that perceptive historians will be
kind. His own amusing wisecrack at a gathering at Santa Barbara was
that he came to the University and left it in exactly the same cir-
cumstances: fired with enthusiasm! [Laughter] However, I am sure
that was not the case - but he said that himself.

Did he really? Good for him!

There again is a person one can't help but admire very much for the
great things he did, and yet he did stub his toe badly. At the start,
I think it called for a leader like Bob Sproul who could make him-
self heard in the plaza and could have told the rioters in no uncer-
tain terms what they had to do. He might have gotten away with it.

That's interesting; I'm not entirely convinced that he could.

Well, I'm not either, but I couldn't imagine Clark doing that. I
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couldn't imagine Ed Strong doing it either. Bob perhaps could have
with that roaring voice of his and his personality, and the feeling
that the students had for him. They would have listened. No, it
might have worked.

Then, of course, you can't allow a policeman to be held in a car
for over twenty-four hours in the plaza, as was done, and still be
regarded as a strong commanding officer. That is just humiliating.
They - the mob - could have been easily handled at an early stage;
there was adequate force on hand to do it. Well, we're getting off on
a tangent. These things are so much on one's mind today.

Really this whole trouble in so many of the Universities in the
country has grown to its present magnitude from these early beginnings
when they weren't wisely handled. 1It's just tragic to see it. Once
extremists get away with something, they go on to the next move--
the next wilder demand.

You were saying a little earlier that you saw a parallel, I think,
between what has happened in Latin-American universities and what
has happened here.

Very much the same pattern, though ours is more restrained. I am sure
it could have been checked with firmness, intelligently applied - with
no nonsense right at the beginning, there's a good chance to control
such situations. It's like a little fire that you can put out with

a bucket of water, but after it goes beyond that, it isn't easy. It
certainly was allowed to grow into a full conflagration here in Ber-
keley, and it has not subsided. It tends to get worse and worse every
time.

It's certainly the puzzle of our times.

Oh, it is. One of the sad things is that when you're dealing with
insurrection of this sort, you really have to act with overwhelming
power. Our little handful of Berkeley campus police and the Berkeley
city police, who are well-trained, competent people, are put in a
humiliating position. They have to stand up and have rocks thrown

at them, and they haven't the number of men necessary to catch the
rock-throwers.

You can't even see the rock-thrower.

No, but if you had three times the number of police, and had them out
in the proper places, they'd go right after the fellow who threw the
rock, and make an example of him—-a really harsh example, if necessary.
I think this thing could be handled, but you can't do it with just a
little, thin line of police, who can be pushed around unless they got
really tough which of course is a desperately bad thing to have happen,
as most of them know very well.
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Of course it's repugnant to so many people to build up the powers of

the police and military strength, but when you have insurrection you're
going to have to do it; and this was very close to insurrection. As

it gradually gets worse, it could flame into complete insurrection,

and it could be happening today in New Haven. Apparently they've moved
in pretty strong forces, however, according to the paper this morning.
And where there is clearly enough power - visible and ready to be used -
situations don't get out of hand.

In the morning you hardly know whether you want to read the paper or
not.

I know.

Well, let's see; we might revert again to some of the University's
procedure. Were you at all involved in the naming of Allen at Los
Angeles? I think there were two chancellors named about the same time -
Kerr at Berkeley...

And Allen at UCLA, yes. That's right. Yes, I remember Raymond Allen
seemed 1like a very fine appointment, at the time. I saw him just the
other day in the Cosmos Club, and we had lunch together. In Washington.

Yes. You are the most mobile man I know. [Laughter] Was this some
mining consulting that you were doing there?

I've forgotten why I was there. Let's see, what was I there for? I
had an invitation to attend some function at the State Department, so
I was there for it.

Sounds pleasant. In our rather extended conversations, we've touched
on so many different aspects of your interests, it just struck me
that we are now on a chancellor hunt again at the University. Do you
watch this sort of thing with interest?

Oh, very much. At least, I'd like to be in the midst of that. There
are lots of the Regents' affairs these days that I'm very glad I'm not
involved in, but in the selection of a new chancellor, I wouldn't mind
The person I'd like to see is Bob Connick. I think he has all the
qualifications - just what is needed for the chancellor, but I've
heard that he won't entertain the idea. I don't blame him. [Laugh]

I understand the committee is very happy to receive nominations from
interested people.

‘Well, I know that his name must be on that list, but it's an awfully

hard position to fill. It was like an answer to prayer to get Roger
Heyns. At that time we were in a desperate situation.

He has shown himself to be a man of great qualities.
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N: I think you received it, didn't you?

McL: No, I never had one. I was a Sheldon Fellow--but the John Harvard
scholarships go only to the college. I was never in Harvard College--
except as a teacher.

But I know that point was discussed, and I don't know just how
it's administered now. That was felt to be a very good provision.
We wanted it to be regarded as an honor, but we didn't want to deny
a young person, perhaps from a wealthy family, who was brilliant,
the chance to have this honor.

Committee on Educational Policy

McL: There was another committee of the Regents that was important. ‘Way
back in the Sproul period I proposed that the Regents should have a
Committee on Educational Policy. Do you know that the Regents had
never had a Committee on Educational Policy?

N: It seems incredible.

McL: Isn't it? I proposed that each campus should have an academic plan
established as to what its major objectives should be. Bob Sproul
thought that was a fine idea, and arranged to have academic commit-
tees consider it. My feeling at that time was that academic plans
should be developed for each campus that would serve as guides for
growth, and indicate where emphasis should be placed and unneces-
sary duplication avoided.

There was general agreement that each campus should have its
distinctive quality. That has, I think, been achieved fairly well,
but perhaps not to the degree I had had in mind at the start. I
rather thought we might be able to keep Santa Barbara and Riverside
primarily as undergraduate institutions, excellent colleges such
as Amherst or Williams, but not try to make complete universities
out of them. I think it was a fine idea to have people at those
institutions who were primarily teachers and whose advancement was
not tied to research to the same degree as it is on the older cam-
puses. Well, it didn't work.

Academic standards perhaps wisely are more or less uniform
throughout the University and, as all academic appointments are
rightly in the hands of the faculty, a man whose career was based
largely on teaching was apt to find himself by-passed. It would
have been a dead-end, I am afraid, for anybody to become a member
of a college-type faculty if that required him to be primarily a
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teacher and neglect research or scholarship. Riverside made a splen-
did start in that direction, but now Riverside, Santa Barbara and
Davis, as well as the new campuses, are all on the way to become
full-fledged Universities. I suppose this was inevitable, but I
thought that a couple of the campuses could have attained more dis-
tinction as colleges.

It sounds very appealing.

It was, at least to me. But it was still possible for each campus

to have its own character. I felt, for example, that while Davis
ought to continue to emphasize broad intellectual interests it could
relate them in some subtle way to what was then its most distinguished
field--agriculture. Well agriculture has drifted into a less dominant
position now, I suppose, than it had then, and Davis has become a
full-fledged, all-around University. I think, however, that distinc-
tions of this sort would have been good to preserve somewhat more
fully than they have been. Perhaps they would have made some of

the campuses seem more ''relevant,'" to use that awful word.

Out of it came the Committee on Educational Policy, and I was
the first chairman of it.

Oh, yes. Now Miss Woolman has indicated--is this correct?--that
you were chairman of the educational policy committee July 1953 to
June 30, 1956 and again from July 1, 1956 to March 1, 1966.

Yes. It was great fun getting that committee started. I was the
first chairman; then Ed Carter became chairman when I was Chair-
man of the Board. Mrs. Heller tells me that now this is the com-
mittee everybody wants to be on--more list it as their first choice
than any other—-even finance. [Laughter]

Look what you started: an interest in education, of all things.
[Laughter]

Yes! Rather an intrusion on the part of the Regents. Grounds and
Buildings was another one of my interests, and in those days Grounds
and Buildings was a very important committee too, for a while. I
was chairman of that at times. But that's not nearly as important
a committee now, because there is so little money available for new
buildings. [Laughter] The great building period, I am afraid, is
over.

But I had lots of fun being on that committee while it lasted,
especially for the chance it gave me to bait the architects!
[Laughter]

To go back again a moment to the educational policy committee, since

it is really so central, according to the academic plan that you
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had hoped each campus would produce, was this a matter of emphasis?

Yes, it would be a matter of emphasis. Academic plans were even-
tually worked up for each campus and I think a proper degree of
distinction between them was maintained. It took a lot of study

on the part of devoted people. At the start, I remember writing
Bob Sproul and expressing some of my own ideas. Of course, after
the various faculty committees got really into the question, there
wasn't too much resemblance in the final reports to the suggestions
that I'd made. But it was important to start some thinking along
such lines. Campus plans, in a broad sense, could have been estab-
lished, I suppose, as matters of regential policy. For example,
final decisions on questions such as which campuses should have
medical schools, or law schools, or what broad fields should be
emphasized, are largely the responsibility of the Regents. The
Regents too have to consider ways and means of providing the neces-
sary facilities--buildings, scale of faculty, laboratories, etc.--
but one could hardly imagine reaching decisions on such matters
without careful study and recommendations from the faculty and the
administration.

If we had continued to maintain Riverside as it was then--
really a very distinguished college, rather than a University--
it might have been quite successful on that basis. As a matter
of fact, the youngish faculty there at that time rather liked the
idea and there was a good deal of reluctance expressed about expand-
ing it to a University with graduate schools.

But it was felt that the demands of California were going
to be such that we would have to have additional units of the
University in each one of those places, conveniently distributed
with respect to the population. So each new campus was planned as
a University in itself. My fear was that we might end up with some
of them being inferior universities when a few might have been out-
standingly good undergraduate colleges. I really still think there
are some grounds for such fears and even more so when some of the
state colleges try to imitate universities and neglect their most
important function, which should be teaching on the undergraduate
level. But the way it has all worked out is not too bad. Each
has its own quality and special strength. And each campus has
its own distinctive appeal to discerning students.

Was one big problem the fear on the part of the Academic Senate
that they might be losing some of their control over educational
policy if the Regents moved into this realm?

I don't think so. There really was never a conflict. The Regents
welcomed the plans submitted that were worked up by faculty com—
mittees and the administrative staff and presented by the President.
There was lengthy discussion and constructive debate--and we all
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had a chance to express our views and prejudices. It was, of course,
recognized that we weren't trying to set up rigid plans for all time.
But they did guide us in our decisions, particularly with regard to
the new campuses-—and all in all the plans were a very good exercise
for all concerned.

I see. So really your function was to stimulate or to request con-
cepts from the faculty.

That is really what it amounted to. I suppose it would have been
within the power of the Regents to say, "In principle we feel that

we should have certain undergraduate colleges—-campuses that are
primarily undergraduate,'" and designate them. I'm sure, however, that
the Regents would not have gone along with any such plan without
strong faculty support. But such ideas were never formally proposed
though they were talked about a bit. Perhaps there were a good many
at Riverside who would have been pleased with such a pattern. For

a while they might have handled it successfully. for it was a young
faculty and enthusiastic about the college aspect of the campus. But
perhaps they hadn't quite realized how much their promotions depended
on scholarship and research.

Unless there would be some parallel system.

A young man really couldn't spend more than a few years on the
faculty on such a campus without running into a dead end--at least
under current procedures. If he stayed too long, he would find it
difficult to transfer without having achieved the scholarly standing
the older campus would insist upon. But a lot of the young faculty
really had a wonderful time down there in the early years.

I would imagine it would be very exciting for the students to feel
that here was a faculty that really cared about the teaching.

I think Riverside was at its best in those days. It really attained
excellent standing as a college.

As you've described the different emphases in building up univer-
sities, the building up of the faculty and the building up of the
physical plant, the architecture and so on, now does there seem to
be a return to interest in educational policy?

Well, I think there is. It's a difficult committee in the sense

that it needs to be handled with a good deal of tact so that you don't
get involved in trying to push educational policies on the faculty.
The faculty feels it's their prerogative, very definitely, but I'm
sure there are broad questions that are very proper for the regential
committee. I think that that question of distinction between the dif-
ferent campuses and emphasis at different campuses, was one in which
the Regents might have been more forceful than they were--if they
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had cared to be.

But they didn't then, and it was probably just as well. If
the faculty thought the Regents were trying to put over any pet
schemes of their own and violating prerogatives of the faculty, it
could have been troublesome. Most faculty members are extremely con-
servative about anything that touches them personally! [Laughter]

Yes. That's a nice distinction.

Very liberal with other people's affairs, but they're very, very
conservative with regard to their own.

This suggests perhaps that the Regents' committee could be perhaps
stimulating and supportive.

Yes, and by and large I think the Regents' committee has functioned
well. EdJ Carter was deeply interested in that committee and did a
fine job on it. Ellie Heller's chairman now. She is a great Regent,
and a most discerning and tactful person, with a very keen under-
standing of the academic world and of cultural matters. By and large
it's been a good committee--it's been a very exciting committee to
serve on. ‘

I take it that committee has to attempt to reconcile financial prob-
lems and demands for new kinds of training?

No committee, really, is independent of others. The financial deci-
sions are in the hands of the finance committee, but very often the
two committees would meet jointly in relation to priorities. The
educational policy committee would say, 'This is the policy, this is
what ought to be done." The finance committee would discuss it in
relation to other University requirements--where the money's coming
from, and so on.

Let's say: should money be provided for an entirely new law
school or should existing law schools be given stronger financial
support? That would be a matter that would be considered by the
finance committee as well as by the educational policy committee
and perhaps even by buildings and grounds.

It makes educational policy sound very central...

It has become very central, though for a time it was a new committee
and the finance committee for years was the dominant committee--—
almost an executive committee. Neylan had had the chairmanship of
the finance committee for a good many years, but toward the end of
the oath controversy the Committee on Committees refused to select
him for it. He was not best pleased! [Laughter] It was a very
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hot meeting! And not the most enjoyable.

There are other committees--even sometimes buildings and grounds
is dragged into these questions, too, to determine what could be done.

Is it your impression that there will eventually be more Univer-
sity of California campuses?

I would doubt it. There was at one time a discussion of having a
University campus in the San Joaquin Valley, and I don't hear much
about that now. I really think that with the expansion of the state
college system that it's unlikely there'll be more campuses of the
University of California.

The idea I like would be to strengthen the quality of the Univer-
sity of California, and restrain its growth; and to let the state
colleges be the institutions that would meet the general pressures
of population. The state colleges ought to be excellent undergraduate
colleges and not second-rate universities, but they all seemed to be
enamored with becoming universities.

They are pressing to award the doctorate.
Yes. Of course if that happens the doctor's degree is likely to
become a much less valued degree. What's the verse, '"When cloth of

gold is thirty cents, up goes the price of shoddy.' [Laughter]

Very good. Does it seem that the University has more than its share
of troubles these days?

Alienation and the Free Speech Movement (1964-1965)

The academic world doesn't realize today how alienated it is from
the general mass of the people.

Do you feel that the fault lies with the academic world itself?

Well I think it does to a very great degree; for example, the way the
faculty supported the so-called Free Speech Movement made an extremely
bad impression. That is, when you.say '"the academic world" you mean

a little group of noisy activists in it. They supported the FSM and
they've encouraged the very radical and irresponsible element among
the students. There was no solid front on the part of the faculty
against the rioting. We know many professors were rather sympathetic,
even though the objectives were so vaguely defined, and some were so
senseless. That goes on all over the country, however. The Univer-



McL:

McL:

McL:

McL:

McL:

78

sity's status with the people of California is awfully low at the
moment--but other institutions are also suffering in the eyes of
their former friends. I don't think many academics realize how
serious it is. I do, being outside now. The people of California
were so proud of the University. Money came so easily; the Legis-
lature was generous, year after year. I don't remember when I was
on the Board of Regents ever having our budgets seriously cut in
Sacramento, and now, you couldn't get a bond issue through for the
University today. Well, we hope we'll get this bond issue through
for the medical schools.

Is that Froposition One? [On the ballot in June 1970]

Yes. That's for the medical schools, and that has special appeal.

But if you put it up for the University, oh dear! For the University,
in general, it might be very disheartening. I hope I wasn't on the
air. [recorded on tape]

You were on the air, but you have a blue pencil that you can use

when you see this transcribed. Actually I hope some of your opinions,
or all of them, really, will be left in, because this will capture
what is being thought at the moment. These views are lost if some-
one isn't discussing them. I think this certainly is relevant. After
all, you have every right to speak about the University, and about
this period.

We all loved the University so much,it's just terribly disturbing to
see it get into such a situation of antagonism with so many of its
former friends. I am afraid that this is reflected in the attitude
of a good many in the Legislature and perhaps even the governor, who
are apt to listen to the electorate.

Many of the faculty, of course, did not go along with the rioters,
but even if none of the faculty had gone along with them, would it
have made any difference?

I think that if the faculty leadership had taken a strong, indig-
nant stand against the rioting, saying, 'This is intolerable. We
cannot have things of this sort in the University," and backed up
the administration strongly, it would have made all the difference
in the world. Right at the beginning in the FSM, that's when things
got out of control. Terribly. And it's just escalated from there
to other Universities, and so forth.

I don't know whether one could say that the faculty exerted leader-
ship for the rioting, particularly. I have the feeling--do you--
that. the leadership arises elsewhere?

Oh, I was not implying that the faculty exerted leadership in the
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rioting, but merely expressing my dismay that the faculty--or more
than a few on the faculty--didn't become indignant about the illegal
and outrageous things that were being done and take an aggressive
stand against them. Quite the contrary happened, if you remember

at that famous session in the midst of the FSM riots, when the faculty
met and had their discussions broadcast to the mob outside--and
listened to the noisy demands its leaders were making. The faculty
practically endorsed the demands of the mob, which I think was a
shocking thing to do and it shocked a lot of people who vote in Cali-
fornia. That was a moment when the faculty might have taken a strong
stand against the disorders that would have made it a lot easier for
the administration to deal with them. But they failed to, and made
matters worse by practically supporting the radicals. Of course, we
all know what a small fraction of the faculty usually attend Academic
Senate meetings--and how few remain toward the close when votes on
controversial issues are apt to be taken.

Yes, they can scarcely get a quorum most of the time.

I think there was, that time, an unusually big crowd, but at the same
time, the people who speak, the emotional people, are nine-tenths on
the extreme left side. I've gone to a few meetings since I've been

a professor emeritus, and I have not been impressed with the quality

of the debate, or the balance that you find in a group of highly intel-
lectual people.

How do you account for the silence on the part of others?

I don't know. I think for the most part they're gentle, scholarly
people, and they don't like rough debate. But the debates I've

heard, have been more like the acrimonious debates you have when you're
in labor negotiations than in a faculty meeting. Except that in labor
negotiations everybody knows whose side they are on, and they're
friendly enough afterwards! [Laughter]

I see. This way you're not friendly at any time, I gather.

Well, we'll see what happens today. It's going to be a pretty dread-
ful day. I hope things don't break loose too much at Yale. But

how an intellectual institution can stand up and defend these murderers
among the Black Panthers--some of them are confessed murderers--and
say they can't get justice, is beyond me!. They're the ones who are
preventing justice by creating all this heckling in the courts. If
you'd have a fair, orderly trial before a jury, they'd get justice,
I'm sure. They could have justice. But the people who are obstruct-
ing justice are these wild people; time after time it's worked that
way. Now to have a man high in the academic world come out and say
that the Panthers can't get justice--this is just incredible to me.

There does seem to have been an interesting shift in the matter of



McL:

McL:

80

who needs protection in the courts. It used to be that the accused
did. I've been reading, occasionally, some articles to the effect
that it is now really the judge and the judicial process that need
protection.

Student Violence

Yes. Weli I think this is a deliberately planned technique on the
part of a group of very skilled, more or less professional revolution-
ists, and they're quite successful in accomplishing their ends. The
students are one of the easiest groups they can influence. I think
this same group--the extreme left revolutionary group--tried to take
over the labor unions some ten or twenty years ago, but they really
did not get very far. The laboring man, basically, is pretty con-
servative when it comes to that sort of thing.

Now I think there's the same attempt being made to take over the
Universities by organizing student violence. It's an old technique.
It's the Latin-American technique. I've seen it for 50 years in Latin-
America. Revolutions are started among the students, but generally
to serve the ends of others who are simply using them.

In Peru, also?

Oh, yes. Little groups get them organized, and you can get a mob
of students raging on the streets very easily. Then the group that
wants to manipulate them, manipulates them.

Not very long ago, you know, the University of Mexico was shut
down for a long time by being taken over by mobs, and we had a
feeling that that could never happen here in America. Yet it's hap-
pened, and it's grown unbelievably. I didn't think our students were
so stupid, but they are. They're easily taken in. I didn't think
that that many on the faculty could be so stupid--except the few
devoted radicals who are by no means stupid. There again, there's
a little hard core of them, I'm sure, that are really devoted revolu-
tionists. It will be a dreadful thing if they succeed. I don't
think they will, however, for the interest of students in causes is
apt to be short-lived--and even the faculty gets bored or possibly
ashamed. .

If it goes too far, and I think we are well on our way now, it
is so likely to split up into a really harsh conflict between such
left-wing revolutionists and the equally obnoxious extremist groups
on the cther side--the fascist, Nazi, extreme anti-Communist type.
That's the pattern.
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N: They do need each other, don't they?

McL: Oh, yes. They're both interested in power. I don't think ideas count
very much. It's power they're after. Before one or the other gets
power, there could be a terrible fight. I hope that's not going to
happen, but the moderates are going to have to wake up. They're
going to have to do more than just stand and have rocks thrown at
them.

N: I suppose, as you suggested, it does come down to the question of
leadership.

McL: Yes. It really does and so far I don't think our big, moderate group
has had the aggressive leadership that is needed. Of course, there
have been some outstanding figures. I couldn't admire anybody more
than I do Roger Heyns. Perhaps his low-keyed attitude was the right
way to deal with the explosive situations he had to face. It seems
to have succeeded. At times--especially when Wheeler Auditorium
was burned and the attempt was made to set fire to the Library--a
wave of indignation might have been built up that would have been
salutary. It may take, however, leadership of a more dramatic and
aggressive quality than we are apt to have in the academic world--
or like very much if we had it. Probably if I had been in Roger's
position, I might have tried to be tougher and fallen on my face.

N: Perhaps it will have to be a political leader, do you think?
McL: Well, I don't know.
N: Where do you suspect the leadership might come from?

McL: I don't know. It's hard to say where you'd find them. You'd think
they could come from the faculty ranks; you'd think there'd be some-
body, or somebody emerging from the faculty ranks who would have
that quality. I must say, I haven't seen that quality of leader-
ship among the few conservatives in the faculty group either. You
know them, as well as I do. They're not really wise men and they
don't really command any following, or show much ability to criti-
cize constructively.

N: Do you suppose it would have to be someone who is going to deal with,
let's say, the inequities in society also, since this seems to be
part of the fuel for the debate?

McL: I think that would be part of the ploy, but I think the inequities
of the society really don't concern most of these people. They're
after power and they'll jump from one thing to another. They started
with free speech, which was a completely phony issue if there ever
was one; there's been no institution freer than this, really--just
arguing about whether you could use one particular place. There was
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no question they could do all the free talking on the campus they
wanted, but they couldn't whenever, wherever and in whatever manner
they wanted. They merely had to respect those in authority who were
responsible for the rights of everyone on the campus. And then Viet-
nam gave them just what they wanted. That let them tie into the
ROTC, which is just as phony an issue, almost, as free speech. The
majority of students want ROTC--they voted for it even at Stanford.
They haven't had a vote here, but the faculty is supporting ROTC.

But here's a place where you can rally opposition.

This curious aspect of not really any longer believing in free speech...

No. 1In the very first movement, Ed Strong was heckled, shouted down.
In the first University meeting, when that thing was starting--when
they were shouting for free speech--they interrupted him and wouldn't
allow him to make a speech--just think how shocking that was. Could
anybody be a more liberal, fair-minded person than Ed Strong?

No. Exactly.

There was no chance allowed to state a case, to give both sides, and
really provide good intellectual debate on the issues such as they
were.

Thinking back over the many people you have known, both in industrial
and academic fields, can you think of someone who seemed to be a
leader with the requisite qualities?

If we go back, Bob Sproul had it, a leader. I think in an emergency
with his presence, and his voice, and his manner, he could have proba-
bly played a very dramatic and very effective part, if he'd been the
Bob Sproul of twenty-five years ago. I think of all the people I've
known in the academic world in high positions, he had that quality

of leadership.

Of the other presidents I've know, Lowell had great qualities
of leadership, but not that sort. He was a rather arrogant intel-
lectual, and he ran things smoothly, generally just as he wanted.
[Laughter]

Where was he?

That's Harvard. Conant, whom I knew much better than Lowell, was,
I think, an even greater intellectual than Lowell--of course he was
a scientist, which gave him higher status in my eyes. He could be
a very firm person, but not one to tell people off the way Lowell
could, [laughter] or to take command of an unruly situation in the
dramatic way that Bob Sproul could.
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The Loyalty Oath (1949-1952)

0f course, President Sproul too had his troubles with the Loyalty
Oath.

Perhaps everyone is entitled to a few big mistakes. This one was
really a major one--but in the end he survived. Bob made a terrible
blunder in followigg advice given him, that a loyalty oath would be
a good thing, vis-a-vis Sacramento, to show the Legislature that
University professors were normal patriotic Americans and all behind
the country. It was sad that Sproul went along with that advice.

It almost wrecked him.

Yes. Was that Mr. Neylan who....

No, it wasn't Neylan. It was probably Jim Corley's advice and given
with the best of intentions.

Oh, I see. Yes, I see the Sacramento connection.

I'm sure it was all done with the greatest good faith, in the sense
that they were convinced that such a gesture would be a fine thing
for the University vis-a-vis the Legislatars. There was no under-
standing of what it would mean to some members of the faculty. I
was particularly surprised that Bob Sproul didn't realize how deeply
many felt about such a procedure. I don't think he paid much atten-
tion to it in the early stages.

No. An odd lack of sensitivity, perhaps.

He must have been preoccupied with other things, because he knew the
faculty awfully well, but it just caught him off base. Then a whole
series of unfortunate mishaps occurred--misunderstandings, reversals
of position, emotional and extreme statements——-that led to intense
antagonism between members of the board, and particularly between
Sproul and Jack Neylan. Strangely enough, in public life Neylan had
generally been on the liberal side in various controversies. But he
became incensed with what he alleged were misstatements by the
President and certain faculty officers; and when he moved in with
the aggressive and antagonistic manner of a prosecuting attorney, I
must say he became very offensive, even at times when he was right.

Was he the attorney for the Hearst family?

He was the attorney of W. R. Hearst for years, and he had been in
Sacramento, you know. He held a high appointive post in Sacramento
for quite a while. So he was experienced in politics in Sacramento,
and by and large from his general career and his interests, he'd been
very much on the liberal side of things. But something occurred (and
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of course this is all written up) that made him feel he'd been double-
crossed in some way, and he became intensely antagonistic to Sproul.
It was a pitter time on the Regents' board. I came in right in the
midst of it.

Yes, you were right there during a large part of this. Did you come
in with any preconceived views about the wisdom of the oath?

I was on the alumni committee that was appointed by the president of
the Alumni Association with Steve Bechtel as chairman. The commit-
tee worked up what most of the members thought was a reasonable com-
promise, and the report was accepted by both the Regents and the
Academic Senate with rather general approval. That little plaque up
there [gesturing] was one the Alumni Associaiion gave me for being
on that committee.

We went to see all sorts of people. We called on Neylan several
times and talked at great length. I1'd known him a long time. We
went to see Mario Giannini at Palm Springs, where he was resting,
and we talked to all the Regents.

I know Steve Bechtel was most anxious to try to find some
solution that would get the University out of this, to all of us,
damaging and futile row. If I'd been on the faculty, I would have
taken the oath without any hesitation, for I regarded it merely as
an expression of loyalty to our country in a time of stress. There
was really no reason to think that it was a plot against the freedom
of the faculty, though toward the end issues of faculty rights, aca-
demic freedom and tenure became almost more critical considerations
that the propriety and legality of the oath itself. It was a poor
way to implement the University's anti-Communist policy. It was a
silly technique anyway, for it just was the sort of thing that was
terribly disturbing to a number of idealistic people who were by no
means Communist sympathizers. To punish them for their unwillingness
simply to conform to an order of the Regents to take an oath was per-
fectly outrageous. So I--a conservative--was on the side of the
liberals in this controversy.

Neylan, who in many ways was considerably more liberally in-
clined than I am, was fighting the professors. It was a strange,
mixed-up thing. However, I don't think it did the University nearly
the harm that the people who were emotionally aroused felt that it
did, one way or the other. But it was a rather dramatic time. Then
the alumni committee came up with a statement that they thought every-
body could get along with. And indeed, both the Regents and the
Academic Senate accepted it with a measure of relief. Unfortunately,
it developed that even members of the committee weren't in agreement
on the interpretation of its major provisions and the Regents also
were divided with regard to just what was intended.
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it tried to set up a procedure whereby a professor who was unwilling
to sign the oath could have his case reviewed by the Senate Committee
on Privilege and Tenure. It was my understanding-—-and this was
shared by Mrs. Fletcher (a member of the alumni committee)--that if
the Senate Committee was satisfied with the reasons he advanced and
corvinced that he was in fact not a Communist, that it would recommend
that he be excused from taking the oath and the President and Regents
would accept this recommendation. A small, but prevailing majority
of the Board at that time, however, restricted the reasons acceptable
for waiving the oath requirement to what amounted to conscientious
objections to oaths in general. As it developed, the Regents by a
narrow majority adopted a procedure that resembled the old concept

of giving a man a fair trial and hanging him anyway. That was not
the spirit of the alumni proposal, as I understood it, but neither
the Regents nor the alumni committee itself were too clear about what
it did mean. [Laughter] And it didn't work.

The Regents listened to the report of the President based on
the recommendations of the Committee on Privilege and Tenure and pro-
ceeded to disregard his advice and fire a group of the non-signers
that the Senate Committee had cleared.

So that proposal was never implemented?

It wac implemented in an unfortunate way, but it did not work out the
way two or three of us on the alumni committee thought it was going
to work.

Was Dan Koshland on this committee with you?

I don't think Dan was on it. He was on another committee of alumni,
but not the committee set up by the Alumni Council. That committee
consisted of Stephen D. Bechtel, Chairman, Paul Davies, Milton H.
Esberg, Jr., Katherine Fletcher, and myself. John Simpson was an
advisor, and Stanley E. McCaffrey was secretary.

Yes. You know there is a recent book on the Oath, David P. Gardner's
book, The California Oath Controversy, University of California Press,
1967.

Yes. He should have sent me a copy of that, but he didn't. [Laughter]
Because he came to see me about it, and he sent it to practically every-
body else on the Board, but I think I was just overlooked. Anyway,

I am going to get one and read it.

I hear it's quite a well-balanced story.

I had that impression from the parts that I read, that he did attempt
to find the facts.
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The way the controversy was settled, really, was--Jesse Steinhart
played a big part in this--by substituting for the Regents' oath

a new state oath with similar intent that had recently been enacted
by the Legislature. It was known as the Levering Act. It required
all employees of the State of California to take what amounted to
an oath along the same lines as the Regents' oath. While we could
have quibbled that the University faculties are under the Regents,
not under the state government, therefore they would be exempt from
the oath established by the Legislature, we didn't raise the issue
and neither did the faculty.

It was subsequently established by the Court that it did apply
to the employees of the Regents, including the faculty. So it was
proposed to rescind the Regents' oath. I think I made the motion to
rescind the Regents' oath and to make the Levering Oath a requirement
for empioyment. I remember when I telephoned the form of the motion
to Marjorie Woolman and asked her to put it on the agenda, she seemed
to gasp and commented that this was really pretty direct action or
something to that effect.

I'm cversimplifying a complex procedure, but that was essen-
tially what happened. The state oath wasn't popular, but since it
was imposed by the government and not by the Regents, all members of
the faculty acquiesced and took it, probably with a shrug or two in
some cases. But no one made a big issues about it.

Everybody on the Harvard faculty had to take a similar oath
imposed by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. Many didn't like it,
but no one refused to take it.

Yes, I do remember the argument that faculty members hated being
singled out. How did this solution suggest itself to you?

Oh, I think it was Jesse Steinhart's good legal mind that saw this
way thrcugh. Now Jesse was a thorough-going liberal, but awfully
anxious to work out something that would resolve this situation.

So that more or less terminated the oath row, with the exception of
the lawsuit that was brought by the group of professors who had been
discharged--which they won. They were reinstated with back pay.

And this was the one that Edward Tolman worked on.
Yes. Tolman was really the leader of the hard core of non-signers.

So with the winning of that lawsuit by the professors, the
situation came to an end. Until recently every employee, including
faculty members, had to take the state oath But, as I understand
it, the Supreme Court has ruled that even an oath of this sort was
unconstitutional and it has been withdrawn. And in spite of it all,
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McL: the University has survived and prospered.

The whole thing is so silly because a Communist, or an extreme
revolutionist, wouldn't mind taking a dozen 0athS. yphat can you do?
You can't try them successfully for perjury, or impose any penalties
on them. Look at this girl from Southern California—-what's her name?

N: Angela Davis?

McL: Angela Davis. I suppose she's taken the oath. No, I guess now she
doesn't have to. After she was appointed, she announced she was a
card-carrying member of the [Communist] Party, which violated the
existing rules of the Regents--endorsed by the faculty--that member-
ship in an organization that required and enforced acceptance of
its doctrines was incompatible with academic freedom and made such
a person unacceptable as a faculty member, or words to that effect.
She has appealed to the courts, and Lord knows how it will turn out.
In my judgment, the Regents' rule is quite proper, but I wouldn't
want to bet on the outcome.

I'm sure there have been Communists on the faculty who would
never admit it. I think in almost any association you'll find
people like that. It's not just the faculty. Wi th the emotional-
ism about the Blacks now, and the general sweep of disturbances,
and the so-called liberal doctrines that are popular now--extreme
liberalism I would call them--why I think they will make a major
issue of tnis case. '"Let's run this into the courts--make a case
out of it." Lord knows, she's had plenty of support, had one favor-
able decision from a lower court judge. Of course the case will
probably go much higher.

N: As you touch on various controversies, it sometimes seems that
there's so much heat over what is really perhaps not a central issue.

McL: But now and then what would seem to us to be a non-essential issue
can be blown up into something that becomes a very great emotional
controversy, capable of creating enormous disturbances, such as the
free speech movement.

N: Yes; that had so many other elements involved it's hard to separate
them out.
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VI  THE HARVARD YEARS

Faculty Members and Colleagues

Now shall we turn back again to your own student days?

After graduating from the University of California I was at Har-
vard for three years. I was there doing graduate work in geology,
and took my Ph.D. in 1917. It was a very happy three years. In
geology I had some unusual opportunities, including going to Alaska
my first summer at Harvard: a very interesting job.

I got a good paper out of it with Alan Bateman, then an instruc-
tor at Yale. He later became a professor at Yale and was a lifelong
friend of mine. We spent most of the season at Kennecott in the
Copper River basin where two important and very profitable copper
mines had just been started. The ore there was fabulously rich in
copper. Nothing quite like those deposits has ever been found
since; the ore was so very high grade. There was one big stope that
ran almost 60 percent copper across 40 feet--solid crystalline black
chalcocite. By way of contrast most of the copper ore mined today
in the United States averages less than 0.75 percent.

The Kennecott deposits were in spectacular country. The mines
were high on the flank of a sharp ridge that was a spur descending
from Mt. Blackburn, a 16,000-foot peak, one of the highest in the
Wrangell Mountains. A geologist had to be an Alpinist to get around.

At Harvard there were two Californians on the faculty: Charles
Palache, who was one of the great mineralogists of the age, was
already there when I was a student. Later Esper Larsen was a col-
league when I was on the faculty. Both of them were Ph.D.'s from Ber-
keley. Larsen's field was petrology. Both of them were wonderful
people, wonderful scientists; Palache was an extraordinary teacher,

a good lecturer as well as a brilliant scientist. Larsen was a great
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teacher too, but only in the laboratory around a microscope. He was
really a perfectly impossible lecturer [laughter]. But he was a
great teacher, and produced an extraordinary number of outstanding
young scientists in his field. A very great man himself.

My closest friend, both as a teacher and later as a colleague,
was Louis Caryl Graton. His father was a Canadian. He graduated
from Cornell University. He's still living, and the University of
California at Riverside gave him an honorary degree a few years ago.
(Note: L. C. Graton died on July 22, 1970. I prepared a memorial
for him that was published by the Geological Society of America in
November 1971.)

I may have instigated the award a little bit, but Regents are
not supposed ever to propose honorary degrees [laughter]. They are
initiated by the faculty. As a matter of fact, one of Graton's
former students and associates—--George Tunell, a distinguished mem-
ber of our faculty, who taught at UCLA and Riverside--was responsible.

Apparently the Regents also withhold degrees a little.

They can withhold them, but they must be proposed by the faculty

and recommended by the chancellor and President to the Regents. The
Regents, of course, get many recommendations, more recommendations
than the degrees they will grant, so there are always some degrees,
or rather some recommendations, that are not approved. But those
discussions should always be highly confidential so that nobody would
be embarrassed by having his name presented and not approved.

I remember, I think, one time Sukarno's name was suggested. I
don't know whether that came through officially or not, but it was
certainly mentioned. His name, fortunately, didn't attract any
enthusiastic support. How lucky it was. That was when Sukarno was
a great liberal!

Yes. That's spooky, isn't it? [Laughter]

Yes, so the Regents sometimes show some wisdom. In the case of

[Mayor John] Lindsay [of New York], the Regents shouldn't have turned
him down for a degree after he had been approved as the Charter Day
speaker. They'd had an opportunity to disapprove of his selection

as a Charter Day speaker. Those speakers are always reviewed and dis-
cussed at the Regents' meetings. It's just one of those things that
shouldn't be done.

It seems especially inept.

Oh, I think you should never have any despair about the Regents
because no matter how ill-informed a man who has just been appointed
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may be about the University, he will learn. Sometimes people who
seem to be very ill-prepared to be Regents turn out to be good Regents,
time and time again. Just as they gain experience.

There's that to be said for the long term, certainly.

I think there's a great deal to be said for the long term. Even
a person whose knowledge of the University is just about zero at
the start , soon realizes what the University is and gains great
respect for the way it works and for the people involved.

This happens on the Supreme Court too, I suppose. [Laughter]
Happens the other way sometimes!

Well, to go back to Harvard, it was an interesting time there.
My roommate was Ralph Eaton; he was my roommate for two years. He'd
been Editor of the Daily Californian in 1914. A brilliant fellow who
took his Ph.D. in Philosophy and then became a nrofessor at Harvard,
in philosophy. He had quite a tough time in the war, too, but for-
tunately wasn't wounded.

And another friend on the campus then--or the Yard for Harvard,
you don't call it the campus--was Sidney Howard, the playwright.
Benjamin Webb Wheeler--Benny Wheeler, President Wheeler's son--was
there at the same time. There was quite an interesting group of
Californians around then. Earl Fenston (née Fenstermacher) who
later became a Regent, was in the Law School one of the years. Nel-
son Hackett was also in the Law School and Sam Hume was in Cambridge
for g while. Rather an entertaining group, but with so many different
interests and personalities that we were rarely together as a group.

After coming from Berkeley and then going to Harvard, what struck you
as being different, or stimulating, if it was, about Harvard?

I was always, at that age particularly, I think, influenced by the
feeling of a city--the geographical feeling, the difference of climate.
For one with my background--with our California Mediterranean climate
with its wet season and dry season--it was a great change to live in
the East with its totally different seasons; lovely autumns and then
cold, disagreeable winters, monotonous, long early springs with a
burst of flowers at the end. I had been in the east before a good
deal, but I found it all very novel. I have never liked the eastern
hupid hot summers, but fortunately there was always something that
took me west or elsewhere at that time of year.

I think, as I look back at it, as far as undergraduates were
concerned at Harvard, in those days you saw more students who had
both the advantages and disadvantages of wealth, compared with the
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Berkeley campus. At Berkeley people were--well, there was a small
wealthy group that played around a good deal, but the general rank
and file was much less well-heeled than the Harvard group. Though
that wasn't so true of the graduate students at Harvard.

I had some unusual opportunities there because I'd met so many
Harvard faculty people at Pleasanton at Mrs. Hearst's, and they
were all extremely nice to me. Graduate students always like to be
fed, so I enjoyed many good dinners with those kind friends. I had
a very nice introduction to both Cambridge and Boston that way.

But all in all it was a very serious time with a lot of inten-
sive work. You see, 1914 was the year war broke out, so these were
war years though we weren't in it. I got my degree in 'l7 just
when we were getting into the war. Sidney Howard joined the American
Ambulance Service that spring and I remember going to the South
Station to see him off on the train for New York on his way to
Europe on the night of the Battle of Jutland. The ominous first
news of the great battle was then coming in and it was pretty depres-
sing, for at that moment it was uncertain how it was going to turn
out. Sidney left that night and I didn't see him again until I
got on a steamer in Brest at the end of the war when we were both on
our way home. In the meantime, of course, he'd become a distinguished
flyer, though I don't think he had become an ace.

Another old friend, Douglas Campbell, son of President Campbell,
was, I think, the first American ace. He was wounded fairly early
in the war, and it wasn't long after that Eddie Rickenbacher--who
later became a friend of mine--far surpassed his record of German
planes shot down.

Howard left the American Ambulance Service and went into the air
corps, whatever it was called then. I didn't kaow whether he was
alive or dead until I met him on this steamer. He was coming down
from another port on the New Amsterdam, a Holland-American liner and
a neutral, on which some of us had the good luck to be shipped home.
A well-stocked bar and a flock of attractive nurses also on their
way home made it a memorable trip.

A Fellowship Award

There were just one or two more questions about Harvard. 1 see
that in 1916 you were a Frederick Sheldon Travelling Fellow; do you
recall this?

Oh, yes. Harvard has some fellowships--supported by an endowment--
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McL: which grant money for travel. Supposed to be something like the
Fulbrights today. But European travel was cut off, so I got a
Sheldon Fellowship which paid part of my expenses—-more or less sup-
plemented them——for travelling in the United States to visit a number
of different mining camps where certain ores I was interested in were
to be seen. It was a rather small amount of money, and the chief
thing was the honor of having that appointment.

N: Yes, I'm sure it means something in an academic career. And I have
a note, oo, that you did a little teaching of geology at Harvard.

McL: Yes, in my second year of graduate work I was an assistant--it'd be
a "T.A." now. That was in R. A. Daly's course, which then was the
famous Geology 4 at Harvard; I don't know what they call it now. He
was a wonderful scientist and a great teacher, and it was a very
interesting experience and very helpful too. I think I gained a lot
out of being a teaching assistant.

N: What did you learn about teaching while you were doing that?

McL: At Harvard the lectures in geology were supplemented by laboratory
instruction and field trips, all rather well coordinated with a
lot of rocks and minerals and maps to study, as well as some struc-
tural prcblems. There were, then as now, surprisingly few directions
given to assistants. They were just thrown into the water and told
to swim. The system may be better now, but it seemed to work pretty
well and was good training for the assistants, even though the poor
undergraduates may have suffered.

It seemed necessary to do a lot of explaining, almost giving
little laboratory lectures to the students, or clarifying what the
learned professor was trying to tell them. I found it a very interes-
ting experience. Strangely enough, in later years I've run up against
a number of the students who were in those laboratory sessions. One
of them was U. S. Grant, IV. We used to call him "Useless Grant."
[Laughter] He was a nice boy, and he became a very dignified Profes-
sor of Geology at U.C.L.A. I remember Clark Kerr at a Regents' meet-
ing saying there was an elderly professor, retired for some years,
who was leaving his library to the University, and hoped somebody'd
move to accept it. I moved to accept it, and said, "I resent hearing
a student of mine referred to as an 'elderly professor!''" [Laughter]
A former student. And that was about 15 years ago! [Laughter]

N: Some people age faster than others! [Laughter]

McL: I am afraid so. He was an attractive fellow, and a very able geologist,
and still is.
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Copper Mines and Summer Jobs

Now, before the war, you had a summer in the field, didn't you?
Yes, there were two different summers, in 'l5 and '16.
Thinking of Alaska, can you tell a little more about the Alaska mines?

The group that had that property, the Kennecott Company's mines in
the Copper River area of Alaska, used the fabulous profits from it
to regain control of the Utah Copper Company that operated the first
great open pit mine, which is at Bingham Canyon, near Salt Lake City.
It was developed by Daniel C. Jackling. He was the engineer who
conceived the idea of mining a relatively low grade type of deposit
we now call a porphyry copper, mining on a large scale in an open
pit with power shovels, concentrating the sulphides disseminated
through a great mass of rock and then smelting the concentrates.
That was a great break-through in mining very, very much lower grade
material than had ever been handled successfully before that time.

The ore was mined in an open pit with steam shovels in those
days; now it's all electrified. But the pit is still going--it's one -
of the sights of the world, a tremendous hole. This huge operation--
the mine, mills and smelter--is quite close to Salt Lake City--just
across the valley; in fact you can almost see the pit from Salt Lake
City. You must look for it sometime flying over it. It's on the
south side as you come in, generally. You can see it in the distance.
It's almost a Grand Canyon, it's so big now.

Were you associated with Utah?

No, I ktad nothing to do with it, though I spent a week or so there
with Graton in 1916. My short association with that company--it's
now called the Kennecott Copper Corporation, which is one of the
great copper companies of the world, was at the original Kennecott
mine in Alaska in 1915. It was a fascinating place, 'way back in
the Copper River country, which is about 150 miles or so from the
coast. The copper deposits outcropped on a high ridge-—a flank of
the Wrangell Mountains. As I mentioned earlier, one peak, Mount
Blackburn, rises to an elevation of 16,140 feet just north of the
mine.

The mill was beside a six-mile wide glacier that was formed
from two ice streams that descended from the great mountain. The
mines were high on the eastern side of the glacier-filled valley,
way up in rugged Alpine type country. They were connected with the
mill by aerial tramways that brought the ore down. Everybody was
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forbidden to ride on the tramways, but we all did, in the small ore
buckets. It was rather a terrifying experience, just sitting in an
ore bucket riding over these terrific canyons and glaciers. That's
all scrapped now. The two deposits that were mined were called the
Bonanza and the Jumbo. They are presumably worked out. A rail-
road was built in from Cordova on Prince William Sound; it was one
of the spectacular railroads of the age. Rex Beach's book, The Iron
Trail, was about it. That's scrapped now, too, but you can fly in
from Anchorage to a small town called McCarthy not far from the site
of the Kennecott Mill. I almost did it last summer with my son
George, but we didn't hit the right day. There's just one flight a
week. But from flying very high over the St. Elias range on the
way to Anchorage on a Western Airlines plane, I could identify

Mount Blackburn country. It was really very exciting to see that
country I had been in fifty-five years ago.

And you spoke about--was it the Wrangell Mountains?

The mountains are called the Wrangell Range. It's one of the interior
ranges of Alaska. The Copper River rises back there, then it cuts

out to the ocean through the Chugatch Mountains to the coast, near
Cordova. It's a large drainage basin and a huge river. You can

still drive a little way up the Copper River on a road that is on

the old railroad bed, but I doubt if the road goes farther than

the Child's Glacier, where the railroad crossed the river on a spec-
tacular bridge in front of a great ice cliff. It's fascinating coun-

ETy .
How did vou happen to go to Alaska in the first place?

Through my first association with Professor Graton. I took a course
with him my first term at Harvard, and he offered me this job in the
following summer. He had persuaded a group of copper mining companies
to finance an investigation of the geologic process called secondary
sulphide enrichment. By it, the copper content of an ore is increased
by leaching of the metal from the superficial parts of the deposit

and by its precipitation as the rich copper mineral chalcocite
(cuprous sulphide) below the zone of weathering. Chalcocite has the
highest copper content of any ore mineral, except native copper itself.
The project was known as the Secondary Enrichment Investigation. A
number of very able young scientists were employed on it and I was
lucky to have been one of the very junior members.

The principal target for the study was the porphyry copper ore
bodies that were enriched by the leaching or dissolving out of copper
in their superficial portions and its redeposition on the leaner sul-
phides below. The result was the formation of a thick superficial
layer of ore of somewhat higher grade in copper than the underlying
material. Such ore bodies were generally overlain by a barren leached
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McL: capping several hundred feet thick that had to be removed if the
deposits were to be mined by open pit methods, or handled in other
ways if the ore was to be mined in bulk by underground methods
involving controlled caving. In depth the enriched sulphide ore graded
downward into primary ore of lower copper content that fifty years
ago was in most cases too lean to be mined profitably. Such deep ores
are being mined today, however, but in the twenties the slightly higher
grade portions of the deposits were all that were regarded as ore--
and hence the interest in the processes by which the enrichment was
brought about.

The first deposit of this sort that was developed into a very
profitable mine was at Bingham Canyon--and Daniel C. Jackling, as
I have mentioned, was the engineer who devised the procedures of
mining and milling on an immense scale that resulted in costs per ton
low enough to make the venture successful in spite of the relatively
lean metal content of the ore. The general feeling in those days was
that those mines could work only the portion of the ore body where
there had been what we call secondary enrichment--enrichment from the
surface.

Now most of them are out of that zone and mining the much lower
stuff in depth that advancement in the techniques of mining and mil-
ling now makes profitable-—-as well as the relatively higher price of
copper. That is, these secondary ores might be two percent copper,
then you get into what is called the protore and that goes down to
grades under one percent copper. Now in thses same great deposits
they are working on the deeper ores, but back in 1915, it was thought
that the only ones that had commercial importance were those that had
a significant amount of enrichment--that is all they could mine
profitably then.

The ores up in Alaska certainly, however, were not created by
secondary enrichment, but the mineral chalcocite was the dominant
mineral there, and as part of this investigation it was thought that
we should make a study of these unique ore bodies. It seems rather
strange that a study directed at the porphyry copper deposits-—then
and now the lowegt grade ores mined--should have given me a chance
to see the ore bodies at Kennecott that were so remarkably rich. At
the end of the summer we spent there, we came up with some conflict-
ing ideas. Graton and I disagreed about the origin of the Kennecott
deposits and we had some hot sessions. I remember a long argument
we had one night in my room in Conant Hall in Cambridge which ended
with Graton leaving with the comment, "I don't see why the hell you
ever studied geology anyway.' [Laughter]

N: Because you don't agree with me!
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Yes! [Laughter] I still think I was nearer right on this particular
matter than he was. That was 1916 after we had returned to Cambridge
and I was working on my Ph.D. thesis.

During my second summer I continued to do field work for Graton's
Secondary Enrichment Investigation, and spent several months with him
and a couple of others on his staff studying some of the copper
districts in the United States, where the ores were very different
from thosz at Kennecott. So I really had a wonderful introduction
to mining geology and field geology with him at that time.

You were saying that you got an interesting paper out of the Alaska
experience. Did you write this up and have it published?

Yes. That was one of my first papers. Alan M. Bateman was co-author.
Graton and I also published some papers together--I was junior author
in each case.

I hope to have this full list of your various papers, because I think
they're of great interest.

My secretary, Janet Guell, I think has a full list of them. Nothing
of very much importance. [Laughter] But quite a few when you stack
them all up.

All that you learned in Alaska and in your other copper investi-
gations in this country, were these experiences of value to you when
you were in Peru?

Oh, yes. I was doing my doctor's thesis on a certain type of copper
ore, the title was "The Bornite Ores of Copper,'" which was another
copper mineral that we thought, or at least Graton thought, had
rather special significance in the secondary enrichment process.

I take it as the ores become less rich the technology has to develop--
from prospecting for them to exploiting them after they are found.

Yes. It really is true that the rich ores are quite conspicuous.
Copper forms malachite which is a beautiful green mineral, and azurite
which is a lovely blue mineral. The outcrops of the ores are easily
recognized. Anybody'd spot those wonderful ores. I won't say they've
all been found, but certainly the easily found ones have been. The
sources of copper today will be from the lower grade deposits, some

of them of immense size, and they can be worked successfully from a
commercial standpoint only by mining on a huge scale. Instead of
mining s few hundred tons a day, fifty to a hundred thousand tons of
ore per day or even more, have to be mined and treated. Those are

the grea: sources of copper today.



97

N: Where are they?

McL: Many are in the United States. The mine at Bingham Canyon in
Utah is still the greatest. It is the major operation of the Ken-
necott Copper Corporation, which took it over from the Utah Copper
Company after it had been brought into production by Jackling. And
then a mine of the same sort, another porphyry copper, is at Ely,
Nevada. Mrs. Nixon grew up there, for her father was a miner. It
is another of the same corporation's mines, where similar ores are
mined and treated.

And there are a number of mines of the same sort in Arizona, at
Ajo in the southwest near the border, Morenci rear the New Mexico
line and many others.

Indeed, some of the old districts that started rich in ores,
evolved into these big, low-grade operations when the high grade ores
were exhausted. An example is Bisbee, Arizona. And then there's
another great deposit just across the Mexican line, Cananea, that
the Anaconda Company developed on a big scale. Nacozari was another
large operation in Sonora. It was underground and is worked out.
There has been great success in finding and developing new mines.
in this southwest copper province and so far production has been
maintained at a high level in spite of some of the ore bodies being
worked out and shut down.

0f the high grade ones, Butte, Montana was the most outstanding.
For many decades, high grade vein deposits were mined there. Hearst
was very much involved in that district, as I think I mentioned.
The Anaconda Mining Company--one of the major American mining com-
panies—-was started on these properties. In the early days, very
high grade chalcocite ore--almost comparable in richness to
that at Kennecott--was mined from a number of wide veins. The ores
became lower in grade when the veins were followed below the zone
of secondary enrichment but good ore--high grade by present standards--
is still being mined from many veins to depths of over five thousand
feet. More recently, however, it has been possible to mine large
blocks of ground with numerous copper bearing seams and stringers,
and so a huge open pit mine has been developed over some of the
earlier underground mine workings.

N: It really changes the face of the earth, doesn't it?

McL: Oh, yes. Very much. Though these great pits themselves are quite
scenic things--they will be sights that tourists will come to see.
[Laughter] They are tremendous things, really very interesting, and
I don't think they've damaged the face of the earth at all from an
aesthetic standpoint. Both the Kennecott and Anaconda companies also
developed huge porphyry copper mines in Chile. The Chuquicamata deposit
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mined by Anaconda in an immense open pit is truly one of the largest
copper ore bodies in the world--if not the largest.

Is there copper in Africa?

Yes. Important discoveries were made in what was then Northern
Rhodesia in the '20's and much earlier than that in the Katanga
country on the Congo side of the border. The original Katanga deposits
were famcus for the amazing specimens of malachite that they contained.
The ore was oxidized near the surface and these conspicuous carbon-
ates of copper were the principal copper-bearing minerals.

The Cie de Mines du Haut Katanga--a Belgian company--developed
the great mines in the Katanga area. They eventually went from
very rich oxidized ores like malachite and azurite into rich sulphides
in depth. A copper-bearing belt runs from the Congo diagonally across
the boundary line into what used to be called Northern Rhodesia; it's
now Zambia. Across the line to the Southeast, for great distances,
a succession of copper deposits occurs. In the '20's there were very
important discoveries made along this belt. The first one was the
Roan Antelope mine. A number of truly great copper mines have been
developed now in that country.

There was American interest in one group, the Rhodesian Selection
Trust. Another group of big mines is controlled by the great Anglo-
American company. Those properties have now been taken over largely
by the Blacks. As long as the whites stay to run them I suppose
they'll turn out copper. I think it's probably a livable arrange-
ment, but the natives of the country, one way or the other, are going
to get a much bigger share of the profits. That happens in most
foreign mining or o0il ventures. The first foreigners who go in and
who are the pioneers are warmly welcomed for the skills and the capi-
tal they provide as well as their willingness to take chances and
develop the dormant resources of a primitive country. Then after
they've spent the hundreds of millions necessary to do it, they are
apt to be denounced as exploiters of the mineral wealth, and the
nationals who really had nothing to do with the development of these
mines--who didn't have the initiative or the ability to do it--now
claim them. That's the usual pattern. I suppose we shall have to get
used to it.

But along the way most of the companies that developed the mines
have secured pretty good rewards, too. It is rather painful, however,
to have to give up these enterprises when they are becoming highly
successful. Remember that cartoon in the New Yorker of the two Arabs
sitting up on the hill looking down at a refinery that's being built
and one said, "Shall we go down and take it?" and the other said, 'No,
wait 'til they finish it!" That's the spirit of the times. [Laughter]
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Probably a wise policy would be never to finish it.

Well, as you describe it, if the developers have had their adequate
returns...

It's all depending on what you call adequate. They took the risk so
they deserve a very high return. But I'm just a frank imperialist!
ILaughter] And I think these great companies who have gone in and
developed these ore deposits and the oil have done a wonderful ser-
vice for which they get very little credit. They deserve much more
credit end generous rewards. They've transformed absolutely poverty-
stricken areas, where people were living under primitive conditions
way below what we would call a subsistence standard.

Their lives were on the grim side at times, but perhaps they
were not too unhappy. You can really get used to pretty extreme dis-
comfort and monotonous existence if you haven't experienced anything
else. I've lived with people like that back in the Andes and never
thought of it as a depressed area. They had a rather restricted
food supply and they wove their own clothes and so on. It was utter
poverty by our standards, but their life had a certain dignity and
I found it endurable when I lived with them at times. When these
great mining operations come in, their standard of living in all
material terms improved immensely. And we're blamed for exploiting
them.

The tragic thing in those countries is when these same people
leave their mountain villages and their remote country and go down
to the big cities. There they really live in unspeakable slums.
Then it does seem like harsh poverty. Yet those people living there
will have a great deal more than they had when living in the moun-
tains, but it just seems sordid and horrible, whereas back in the
mountains, in their little villages, there's a certain dignity about
the life. Awfully dull, perhaps, but they enjoyed building churches
and having festivals and getting drunk occasionally.

But somehow it's when they come down to the margins of the
cities their extreme poverty really seems so horrible. Practically
all the South American cities have these slum areas around them
that may be more picturesque than ours, perhaps, but they're another
lower order of magnitude.

This is certainly apparent in Mexico.

Yes, but Mexico isn't nearly as bad as Lima in Peru, or Rio, or even
Bogotéﬁ But I think one could make a good defense of what the mining
industry has done to make it possible to improve the lot of these
people.
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I wanted to remember just one thing about copper, either here or
later, to ask you about the variations in the price of copper.

Metal prices over the years have been a bit erratic, with rather wide
swings, but the general trend has been up for most of them. The
price of copper has gone up, of course, but not too much out of
line, with the depreciation of the paper dollar in which prices are
quoted. Oh, in the Depression copper got down to some absurdly low
price. 1In those years it was running around ten or twelve cents.

I remember Graton publishing a brief at one time claiming that
anticipated profits from copper mines should be estimated on the
basis a price of 17 cents a pound. That was considered to be

a rather bold prediction at the time. Now copper--you can look it
up in the paper--it's up four times that. But so is the cost of
haircuts, or the fare on the cable cars: five cents--twenty five
cents. [Laughter]

Maybe riding the ore bucket is the only thing that hasn't gone up!
Laughter]

It's the purchasing power of the dollar that's going down. But
that gets us into still another subject! [Laughter]

Yes, we must go back to the dollar later. After your Ph.D. at
Harvard, did you then get into the service?

Yes. After I had my Ph.D. I had a rather tentative offer from Yale
for a job--it was an instructorship. I don't think it was actually
formally offered, but I think I could have had it. Didn't take it,
[laughter] I'm glad to say. I went out to the Magma Mine in Arizona
and worked that summer on a geological job, with an old friend who
later became an associate for most of my life, Guy [N.] Bjorge.
That's the Magma Mine at Superior, Arizona--a great mine.

Was the Magma Mine a copper mine also?

Yes. It was a rich copper mine. Bornite, a bronze-colored copper
sulphide, was the principal mineral in the ore there, so I found

it particularly interesting. The mine was then about seventeen
hundred feet deep and very hot. It is now four thousand feet or
more deep and much hotter. When I was there, the ventilation under-
ground was rather primitive and the working temperature was about
one hundred degrees. Now the rock temperature on the deeper levels
is over 135 degrees, but made endurable by rather costly ventilation
and cooling.
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VII  ARMY SERVICE: WORLD WAR I

N: So, up to this point you had been in copper entirely.

McL: Yes. I was at the Magma Mine just a few months in the summer before
I was admitted to the Officers' Training Camp in San Francisco.
But I lost so much weight there in the heat both in the hot mine
and on the surface that I almost didn't get in the Officers'
Training Camp until I told them what I'd been doing. They said, "If
you put on ten pounds in the first three weeks, you can stay!" And
I did! [Laughter] The cool fog at the Presidio probably had more
to do with it than the food.

Good friends of mine, the Walter Blisses, had a lovely house on
Vallejo Street near the top of the Lyon Street steps and four of us
in the camp were invited to an early dinner every Thursday. Kenneth
Hayes and Henry Breck--whom I had known in Berkeley, were in Mrs.
Bliss's squad as she called it. Perhaps those dinners had a bit to
do with my prompt increase in weight. At the end of the six weeks
of training, the most popular appointment was a provisional second
lieutenancy in the regular Army. So I applied and was accepted.

It seemed the right thing to do at the time. We thought that it was

the highest award we could get, better than getting a captaincy in

the Reserves. So I became a provisional second lieutenant in the
regular Army and was assigned to the 63rd Infantry. We had the privilege
of wearing U.S. on our collar, not U.S.R. which we thought was a very
great honor.

The highest rank I attained was First Lieutenant, in the regular
Army. Probably if I'd become an officer in the Reserves I'd have
been over in time for some of the fighting and been killed, as some
in that training camp--many of them--were later. It happened just
by luck that the regiment to which I was assigned was kept in America
as a training regiment for quite a long time. I thought it was bad
luck then, but I became reconciled to it. We didn't know what was
going to happen. We were held at the Presidio for several months and
then moved to Fort Meade between Baltimore and Washington. So I got
my service stripes largely for winning the war in San Francisco and
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Washington. Finally I was sent abroad on a special party ahead

of our division, supposed to get some special preparation for par-
ticular jobs before the Division arrived. So I had a completely
inglorious war experience, but quite by chance one that let me sur-
vive. I did get overseas before it was all over but didn't see any
action at all.

Had you taken officer's training on the campus, or was there such a
thing?

Yes, I was a Cadet, and I had the rank of Captain Quartermaster of
the Cadet Corps, which let me act as Adjutant of the Regiment once
in a while. So I think the largest number of men I've ever commanded
was as Acting Adjutant of the Regiment on the campus at some of the
reviews. [Laughter]

I see. Did your Army activities in any way reflect what you had
been learning about mining and geology?

No, I don't think so. They paid no attention to that. The engineers
were assigned to the infantry, and the boys in the liberal arts were
assigned to the engineers in those days. [Laughter] There was com~—
plete lack of utilization of specialized knowledge--in the First
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