James A. Blanchard IIT

Charlottesville, Va. 22902
October 27, 1983

. John D. Wilson, President

Washington & Lee University
Lexington, Virginia 24450

Dear Mr. Wilson:

As an alumnus, I must regret your decision, taken after only a
few months in office, to revive the distracting and fatiguing
coeducation controversy at Washington & Lee.

Let me note that I have no objection in principle to coeducation.
I attended a coeducational undergraduate school. I would be
gravely concerned by any campaign, particularly one instigated
by a new school official, to transfyom that school by changing
its policy.

I share your concern for W&L's ability to attract a sufficient
enrollment of qualified students. But if W&L is to survive and
flourish, it will not be by the precipitous and undignified imi-
tation of virtually every other college and university. It will
do so by maintaining and emphasizing its historic character.
That distinctive identity accounts for the extraordinary loyalty
of its alumni and has seen it through more serious problems than
those you envision.

Coeducation necessarily entails radical transformation of the
school and destruction of its ambience and traditions. It would
not reflect either the will or the best interests of the Univer-
sity and its community.

I assume that you will make every effort to seek the advice and

consent of the University community, in which I include in par-

ticular the alumni, in the days ahead.

My fondest wish for Washington & Lee is that it will have the

imaginative leadership capable of addressing serious issues and

able to see it through any difficulties with its integrity intact.
Very truly yours,

: ,«é@ N lin A S

James A. Blanchard III

cc: James M. Ballengee



WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY
LEXINGTON, VIRGINIA
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