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THE PHILOSOPHICAL SOCIETY OF TEXAS FOR THE
COLLECTION AND DIFFUSION OF KNOWLEDGE was
founded December 5, 1837, in the Capitol of the
Republic of Texas at Houston, by MIRABEAU B.
LAMAR, ASHBEL SMITH, THOMAS J. Rusk, WILLIAM
H. WHARTON, JosePH ROwWE, ANGUS MCNEILL,
AucusTus C. ALLEN, GEORGE W. BONNELL, JOSEPH
BAKER, PATRICK C. JACk, W. FAIRFAX GRAY, JOHN
A. WHARTON, DAviD S. KAUFMAN, JAMES COLLINS-
WORTH, ANSON JONES, LITTLETON FOWLER, A. C.
HorToN, I. W. BurTON, EDWARD T. BRANCH,
HeNrRY SMITH, HUGH MCcLEOD, THOMAS JEFFERSON
CHAMBERS, SAM HousToN, R. A. IrioN, Davip G.
BURNET, and JOHN BIRDSALL.

The Society was incorporated as a non-profit, edu-
cational institution on January 18, 1936, by George
Waverley Briggs, James Quayle Dealey, Herbert
Pickens Gambrell, Samuel Wood Geiser, Lucius
Mirabeau Lamar 111, Umphrey Lee, Charles Shirley
Potts, William Alexander Rhea, Ira Kendrick Ste-
phens, and William Embrey Wrather. December 5,
1936, formal reorganization was completed.

Office of the Society is in the Texas State Library,
(Box 12927, Capitol Station) Austin, 78711.
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FOR THE FIRST TIME SINCE THE PHILOSOPHICAL SOCIETY OF TEXAS
held its organizational meeting in the Capitol of the Republic of
Texas in Houston on December 5, 1837, the Society met in the
Capitol of Texas on December 7, 1979, the 142nd anniversary. The
afternoon session was held in the House of Representatives with
President Price Daniel presiding. President Daniel was the first chief
executive to serve as president since Mirabeau B. Lamar, President
of the Republic of Texas.

At the Saturday luncheon and business meeting President Daniel
announced the following new members of the Society:

Thomas Davies Barrow William S. Livingston
Henry Marsh Bell, Jr. Harry J. Middleton
Jack S. Blanton Jarvis E. Miller
Elizabeth Sutherland Carpenter Thomas M. Reavley
John Cooper Elspeth Davies Rostow
Margaret Cousins William D. Seybold
William Robert Crim A. Frank Smith, Jr.
James Ward Hargrove James U. Teague
Frank N. Ikard Frank E. Tritico

F. Lee Lawrence Dan C. Williams

The deaths of the following members since the 1978 meeting were
announced with regret:

Charles Paul Boner Leon Green
Leo Brewster LeRoy Jeffers

Officers elected for the coming year were Durwood Fleming,
President; Mrs. Lyndon B. Johnson, First Vice-President; Charles
A. LeMaistre, Second Vice-President; Dorman H. Winfrey, Secretary;
and Mary Joe Carroll, Treasurer. Under new by-laws approved at
the meeting, the nine immediate past presidents serve as the Board
of Directors.
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Attendance at 1979 Annual Meeting

Members attending included: Misses Carrington, Cousins, Duff,
Friend, Hargrave, Hyer, Porter; Mesdames Carpenter, Hill, III,
Johnson, King, Knepper, Krey, Lee, Moore, Randall, Jr., Rostow;
Messrs. Ashworth, Bell, Blanton, Blocker, Boyd, Brandt, Brown,
Caldwell, Carmack, Clark, Clements, Coke, Cooper, Crim, Crook,
Daniel, Denius, Doty, Doyle, Evans, Fisher, Flawn, Fleming, St. John
Garwood, William L. Garwood, Gordon, Hanna, Hargrove, Harrison,
Hart, Heinen, Hershey, Hill, Holtzman, Hook, Hunt, Jenkins, Jor-
dan, Keeton, Kempner, Dan Kilgore, William Kilgore, Kirkland,
Law, Lawrence, LeMaistre, Levin, Lindsey, Livingston, Lord, Lovett,
McCall, McCorquodale, McGinnis, McKnight, Maguire, Matthews,
Middleton, Miller, Moseley, Page, Pool, Ragan, Rassman, Reavley,
Richardson, Schachtel, Sears, Seybold, Shirley, Shivers, Shuffler,
A. Frank Smith, Jr., Frank C. Smith, Jr., Sparkman, Spurr, Steakley,
Sutton, Tate, Teague, Topazio, Tritico, Vandiver, E. D. Walker,
Ruel C. Walker, Watkins, Gail Whitcomb, James L. Whitcomb,
Wiggins, Dan C. Williams, Roger J. Williams, Wilson, Winfrey,
Winters, Worden, Wozencraft, Wray, Wright, Yarborough.

Guests included: Mr. and Mrs. Herman Albertine, Mrs. William
B. Bean, Mrs. Henry M. Bell, Mr. and Mrs. Fred J. Benson, Mr.
and Mrs. Thomas E. Bentley, Mrs. Jack S. Blanton, Mrs. Truman
G. Blocker, Mrs. Howard Boyd, Mrs. Edward N. Brandt, Mrs.
George R. Brown, H. Joe Brown, Mr. and Mrs. Reagan V. Brown,
Mr. and Mrs. A. Denys Cadman, Mrs. John Clifton Caldwell, Mrs.
George Carmack, Mrs. Edward Clark, Mrs. William P. Clements,
Jr., Mrs. Henry C. Coke, Mrs. John Cooper, Mrs. William R. Crim,
Mrs. William H. Crook, Mrs. Price Daniel, Mrs. Franklin W. Denius,
Mrs. Ezra William Doty, Mrs. Gerry Doyle, Mrs. Joe J. Fisher,
Mrs. Peter T. Flawn, Mrs. Durwood Fleming, Mrs. Joe B. Frantz,
Mrs. St. John Garwood, Mrs. William E. Gordon, Mr. and Mrs.
David Gracy, Mrs. Richardson Hamilton, Mrs. Ralph Hanna, Mrs.
James W. Hargrove, Mrs. James P. Hart, Mr. Christopher Harte,
Mrs. Edward H. Harte, Dr. Ruth Hartgraves, Mrs. Erwin Heinen,
Mrs. J. W. Hershey, Mrs. Wayne H. Holtzman, Mrs. Harold S.
Hook, Millicent Huff, Mrs. Wilmer B. Hunt, Mrs. John H. Jenkins,
Mrs. Bryce Jordan, Colonel and Mrs. Eli G. Jordan, Mrs. W. Page
Keeton, Mrs. Harris L. Kempner, Sr., Mrs. Dan E. Kilgore, Mrs.
William J. Kilgore, John Allen King, Mr. and Mrs. Truett Latimer,
Mrs. Thomas H. Law, Mrs. F. Lee Lawrence, Mrs. Charles A.
LeMaistre, Mrs. William C. Levin, Mr. and Mrs. Wm. N. Lewis,
Mrs. John H. Lindsey, Mrs. William S. Livingston, Mrs. W. Grogan
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Lord, Mrs. H. Malcolm Lovett, Mary MacDonald, Mrs. Abner V.
McCall, Mrs. Malcolm McCorquodale, Jessic B. McGaw, Mrs.
Robert C. McGinnis, Mrs. Joseph W. McKnight, Mrs. Jack Maguire,
J. C. Martin, Betsy K. Merrits, Mrs. Harry J. Middleton,

Mrs. Jarvis E. Miller, Mrs. Louis C. Page, Mary Paxton, Mrs.
Cooper K. Ragan, Mrs. Emil C. Rassman, Mrs. Thomas M. Reavley,
Walt Rostow, Mrs. Margaret Scarbrough, Mrs. Hyman J. Schachtel,
Lawrence E. Scott, Chris Sears, Mrs. William G. Sears, Mrs. William
D. Seybold, Dr. Gloria Shatto, Mrs. Preston Shirley, Mrs. Allan
Shivers, Mrs. Ralph H. Shuffler, Mrs. A. Frank Smith, Jr., Mrs.
Robert S. Sparkman, Josephine Sparks, Olive Spitzmiller, Mrs.
Stephen H. Spurr, Mrs. Zollie C. Steakley, Lois Stoneham, Mrs.
John F. Sutton, Mrs. Willis M. Tate, Mrs. James U. Teague, Mr.
and Mrs. Robert Teten, Mrs. Virgil W. Topazio, Mark D. Tritico,
Mrs. Everitt D. Walker, Mrs. Ruel C. Walker, Mr. and Mrs. George
B. Ward, III, Tom Ward, Mrs. Edward T. Watkins, Mrs. Walter
Prescott Webb, Mr. and Mrs. Peter B. Wells, Mrs. Gail Whitcomb,
Mrs. James Lee Whitcomb, Mrs. Platt K. Wiggins, Mrs. Dan C.
Williams, Mrs. Roger J. Williams, Mrs. Logan Wilson, Mrs. Dor-
man H. Winfrey, Mrs. J. Sam Winters, Mrs. Sam P. Worden, Mrs.
Frank M. Wozencraft, Mrs. James S. Wright, Mr. and Mrs. W. P.
Wright, Jr., Mrs. Ralph W. Yarborough.
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SYMPOSIUMS
I. HISTORICAL PRESERVATION
PRESIDENT PRICE DANIEL PRESIDING

The first meeting of this organization in 1837 was held in the
Capitol Building in Houston, Texas. When it was decided that our
meeting this year would be held in Austin, we thought it would be
appropriate for us to have this first session in the Capitol Building,
and we are grateful to the Speaker of the House Billy Clayton for
allowing us to use this room.

First, I want to introduce to you the distinguished Local Arrange-
ments Committee: Ambassador Edward Clark, chairman; Mrs.
Lyndon B. Johnson; Governor William P. Clements, Jr.; John H.
Jenkins; Dr. Everitt Donald Walker; Judge Ruel C. Walker; and
J. Sam Winters.

Our program for this year is “Texas: Preservation of its History
and Goals for its Future.” This session is devoted to “Historical
Preservation,” one of the original goals of this organization when
it was established in 1837. A distinguished former governor of this
state, Pat M. Neff, once said “the preservers of history are as heroic
as its makers.” It just so happens that those who established this
organization in 1837 were both makers and preservers of history
and to start our program we have a distinguished lady who will
speak to us about the original founders and their work in relation
to this subject. Dr. June Hyer has many distinguished awards and
has taught in many institutions, including the Lyndon B. Johnson
School of Public Affairs, the University of Texas, and the Univer-
sity of Houston, where she was a professor and then later vice-
chancellor of the University of Houston at Clear Lake City. She is
an active member of this organization, and we are happy to have
her begin our program.




Society of Texas ' 9

HISTORY MAKERS AND PRESERVERS OF
THE PHILOSOPHICAL SOCIETY OF TEXAS
JUNE HYER

Upon the announcement of this topic, one, of necessity, would
wonder why, in 1979, the membership is taking this backward look
at the Society’s birth in 1837, reincarnation in 1936, and subsequent
developments. Are there any similarities in the times of the three
periods?

The years 1837, 1936, and 1979 are all times marked by financial
uncertainties variously referred to as the Panic of 1837, the Great
Depression of the 1930’s, and the current recession. In 1837, the
failure of the Bank of the United States, demands for hard money,
the high value of gold, the impact of heavy investments by foreign
creditors, and the collapse of the cotton market reverberated through-
out this country, England, and Europe. In the 1930’s banks failed,
the nation went off the gold standard, and the whole basis of world
trade, inclusive of the cotton trade, cratered. Here we are in 1979
with our dollar at its lowest ebb in the twentieth century; gold is
at an all-time high; our foreign balance of trade is disastrously un-
balanced; inflation is at a fifty-year peak; and there is disagreement
or confusion as to whether we are in an economic recession, about
to get into one, or beginning to “bottom out” of one.

In 1837, the United States was attempting to cope with a new
republic which President Jackson had been afraid to recognize;
England was treating Texas as an independent country; and the
slavery question was splintering the Congress of the United States.
In 1936, President Roosevelt had attempted to cause Congress to
fortify Guam and Wake; Hitler was on the rampage; and World
War II was spawning rapidly. In 1979, the United States is faced
with unprecedented new economic and political crises, energy short-
ages, inflation, and strange threats to peace from the vast region
of Middle East, which was a sleeping giant in both 1837 and 1936.

From the standpoint of intellectual interests, the new Republic
had affirmed its concern for education in its Declaration of Inde-
pendence in 1836 when it charged the Mexican government with
neglecting to establish a public system of education for Texians. The
Republic provided in its Constitution for an agrarian endowment to
finance the future establishment of a school system. This was a
system of education for the future rather than for 1837 or some time
to follow, for education remained dependent on the efforts of private
agencies for many years. But this endowment was the cornerstone

¢
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of both the public school and the university system of education
by 1936 and much more so by 1979.

From 1835 to 1855 in the United States, the dawning of the golden
age of American Literature was inaugurated by Emerson, Thoreau,
Hawthorne, Melville, Whitman, and Poe. Ralph Waldo Emerson de-
livered his American Scholar as an address before the Phi Beta
Kappa Society at Harvard in 1837. This era assured this country
of its ability to produce a literature worthy of scholarly considera-
tion for those times and for the future. It stimulated the transplanted
Texians to aspire to intellectual achievements, unsupported by their
environment. These early contributors to the uniquely native litera-
ture set the stage for subsequent developments which have persisted
throughout the eras being considered. Today, American literature
enjoys national and international acceptance and provides present
generations with comprehension and continuity compatible with the
ideals of our forebearers.

Definitive contrasts and comparisons of these three eras would
consume volumes. Our task is to focus on the birth, reincarnation,
and subsequent developments of the Philosophical Society of Texas.
It is through the splendid historical work of Professor Herbert Pickens
Gambrell, the founder of the revived Philosophical Society of Texas,
that we have learned the most about the 1837 origins of the organiza-
tion. Apparently, the 1837 Society lived three years, died uncere-
moniously, and was born again ninety-nine years later in 1936. Its
subsequent forty-three year history since its rebirth has given evidence
of both continuity and growth.

On the evening of December 5, 1837, the founding meeting of
the Society was held in Houston, in the frame capitol of the twenty-
one-month-old Republic of Texas. Texas had a population of about
40,000, and the eleven-month-old Capital city had perhaps 800
inhabitants. The Second Congress of the Republic was in session.
The organizational meeting of the Society was chaired by Mirabeau
B. Lamar, who had been an editor in Georgia until he came to Texas
on the way to battle in April, 1836.

Lamar had a rapid military ascendency from army private to
colonel just before the Battle of San Jacinto. He was elevated to
Secretary of War after the battle, and later he was made Major
General of the Army. It was only a matter of months before Lamar
was the first elected Vice-President of the Republic, and shortly
thereafter he became its President. History books have referred to
him as the “Father of Education in Texas.”
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It has been said that Lamar, by founding the Philosophical Society,
was imitating Benjamin Franklin who had founded a less ambitious
society in Philadelphia a century earlier. Professor Gambrell credited
Lamar with the authorship of the Preamble to the Constitution of the
Philosophical Society of Texas. It was in this preamble that the scope
of the Society’s purposes and aspirations were stated as follows:

PREAMBLE

We the undersigned form ourselves into a society for the
collection and diffusion of knowledge — subscribing fully
to the opinion of Lord Chancellor Bacon, that ‘knowledge
is power’; we need not here dilate on its importance. The
field of our researches is as boundless in its extent and as
various in its character as the subjects of knowledge are
numberless and diversified. But our object more especially
at the present time is to concentrate the efforts of the en-
lightened and patriotic citizens of Texas, of our distin-
guished military commanders and travellers,—of our
scholars and men of science, of our learned members of the
different professions, in the collection and diffusion of cor-
rect information regarding the moral and social condition
of our countryj; its finances, statistics and political and mili-
tary history; its climate, soil and productions; the animals
which roam over our broad prairies or swim in our noble
streams; the customs, language and history of the aboriginal
tribes who hunt or plunder on our borders; the natural
curiosities of the country; our mines of untold wealth, and
the thousand other topics of interest which our new and
rising republic unfolds to the philosopher, the scholar and
the man of the world. Texas having fought the battles of
liberty, and triumphantly achieved a separate political
existence, now thrown upon her internal resources for the
permanence of her institutions, moral and political, calls
upon all persons to use all their efforts for the increase and
diffusion of useful knowledge and sound information; to
take measures that she be rightly appreciated abroad, and
acquire promptly and fully sustain the high standing to
which she is destined among the civilized nations of the
world. She calls on her intelligent and patriotic citizens
to furnish to the rising generation the means of instruc-
tion within our own borders, where our children — to
whose charge after all the vestal flame of Texian liberty
must be committed — may be indoctrinated in sound prin-
ciples and imbibe with their education respect for their
country’s laws, love of her soil and veneration for her
institutions. We have endeavored to respond to this call
by the formation of this society, with the hope that if not
to us, to our sons and successors it may be given to make
the star, the single star of the West, as resplendent for all
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the acts that adorn civilized life as it is now glorious in
military renown. Texas has her captains, let her have her
wise men.

In this early effort to organize her “wise men,” the fiedgling Re-
public distinguished itself. The founding membership of the Philo-
sophical Society of Texas read like a “Who’s Who of the Republic”
itself.

At the initial meeting of the Society on December 5, 1837, a con-
stitution was adopted and officers were elected. The officers were:

Mirabeau B. Lamar, President

Ashbel Smith, First Vice President
Robert Irion, Second Vice President
Anson Jones, Third Vice President
Joseph Rowe, Fourth Vice President
David Kaufman, Fifth Vice President
Wm. Fairfax Gray, Recording Secretary
David G. Burnet, Corresponding Secretary
Augustus C. Allen, Treasurer

John Birdsall, Librarian

After electing ten officers, the Society had sixteen members with-
out Society offices, and they were:

Joseph Baker Sam Houston
Edward T. Branch Patrick C. Jack
George W. Bonnell Hugh McLeod

J. W. Bunton Angus McNeill
Thomas Jefferson Chambers Thomas J. Rusk
James Collinsworth John A. Wharton
Littleton Fowler Wm. H. Wharton
A. C. Horton Henry Smith

What else do we know about the founding members of the Society?
Their average age was thirty-five. The oldest member was fifty-three,
and the youngest was twenty-three. The initial membership included
four physicians, four farmers, two professional soldiers, one clergy-
man, fourteen lawyers, and a businessman whom they promptly
elected treasurer. The founders included the heads of six Texas
governments (1835-1846), the Republic’s first two vice-presidents,
the first three commanding officers of the Army (Republic), and ten
Cabinet officers, four of whom were Secretaries of War. Additionally,
five held diplomatic posts, and three were Chief Justices of the Su-
preme Court of the Republic. Five held other judicial posts. Five
were Senators and eleven were Congressmen of the Republic. Mem-
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bers Sam Houston and Thomas J. Rusk later became the first U.S.
Senators from the newly annexed State of Texas, and David Kauf-
man became one of the first U.S. Congressmen. Ashbel Smith lived
to become known as the Father of the University of Texas almost
fifty years later. The Honorable Alcee LaBranche, Charge d’Affairs
from the United States, became the first foreigner accorded the
compliment of being made a member.

Apparently, no proof of qualifications was required of the
founders, but they did decide that future members were to prove
eligibility by producing a written thesis that was to be judged by
the existing members. According to Articles 3 and 4 of the Society’s
Constitution, any three members in good standing could reject a
member candidate if they either disapproved of his thesis or of his
moral character or both. A rejection meant the candidate could not
apply again for six months according to the Constitution. No record
was found to indicate the success of selection on the basis of a
written thesis, but the recorded excuses by active members when
asked to prepare papers for presentation to the Society does suggest
the shortage of leisure time.

William Fairfax Gray, the Recording Secretary, published a notice
in the Texas Sentinel at Austin on January 29, 1840, which read as
follows: “The members of the Texas Philosophical Society are re-
quested to hold a meeting this evening, at the Senate Chamber. A
punctual attendance is requested.” This was the last time the Society,
as originally founded, made an utterance.

The era of the Republic was followed by statehood, a civil war,
reconstruction, and the vigorous social and economic changes pro-
duced by a world war and an extensive depression. The continued
growth of Texas, the State, left little time to ponder what became
of the Philosophical Society until the planning of the Texas Cen-
tennial revitalized interest in our past glories.

The notice of the founding of the Society as it was reported in the
Telegraph and Texas Register, January 13, 1838, surfaced and caught
the interest of some members of the academic world in the 1930’s.
Although the idea of reviving the Society was appealing to the dis-
coverer and some others, it was not until 1935 that ten Dallas resi-
dents actually decided to do something about reviving the organi-
zation. Caught up in the spirit of the Centennial, five professors and
five other citizens met at the home of Professor H. P. Gambrell and
decided to “reactivate the 1837 organization as an indication that
some of the early Texians were men of cultural aspirations and
vision.”
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The reconstituted Society was incorporated on January 18, 1936,
by the following persons:

George Waverley Briggs, banker, editor, orator
James Quayle Dealey, editor of the Dallas News; sociologist

Herbert P. Gambrell, then historical director of the Texas
Centennial

Samuel Wood Geiser, biologist and historian of science

Lucius Mirabeau Lamar, IV, lawyer

Umphrey Lee, then dean of Vanderbilt University School
of Religion

Charles Shirley Potts, law dean, Southern Methodist
University

William Alexander Rhea, professor of law, Southern
Methodist University

Ira Kendrick Stephens, professor of philosophy, Southern
Methodist University

William Embry Wrather, geologist; president, Texas State
Historical Association

The By-Laws adopted by the Founders on December 5, 1837 were
revised by the incorporators May 7, 1936, and have been amended
several times during the last forty-three years.

Based on the date of the organizing meeting of the founders in
1837, December 5 was selected as the date for the regular annual
meeting. In the early years of the revived organization, this annual
affair was composed of a small informal dinner party and an address.

The revitalized organization was described as being “a sort of
non-collegiate honor society” with a membership by invitation in
contrast to application. The number of new members accepted was
limited to ten in any one year, and according to the new By-Laws,
these were to be chosen by a rather involved process. There was no
requirement for a written thesis or for dues, but an assessment, not
to exceed five dollars per year, was authorized. Communication with
the members was by penny postal cards.

The first annual meeting of the reorganized group was on Decem-
ber 5, 1936, at the Melrose Hotel in Dallas. The meeting and the
$1.25 dinner were attended by nine members.

The next annual meeting was attended by eighteen members and
fifteen guests on January 29, 1937. The date commemorated the
last recorded meeting of the founding group some 97 years earlier.
This second meeting included new members duly selected under the
By-Laws. At this meeting, a $1.50 dinner was served in the presi-
dential suite of the Baker Hotel in Dallas. An outstanding paper
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entitled, “Aim High and Aim Truly,” had been prepared by James
Q. Dealey to present at this meeting. However, a week before the
meeting was held, Dr. Dealey died. The paper was read by G. W.
Briggs. Dr. Dealey’s son published the Proceedings of this meeting
in memory of his father. A precedent was thereby set to publish and
distribute the Proceedings annually.

For the first time in the Society’s history at least three distinguished
women were included in the membership in 1937. Listed among the
officers for that year as Fourth Vice President was Elizabeth Howard
West, the librarian at Texas Technological College. Similarly listed
as a Director was Karle Wilson (Mrs. Thomas E.) Baker, an author
from Nacogdoches. Among the members was Mrs. Percy V. Penny-
backer, former president of the General Federation of Women’s
Clubs from Austin. Mrs. Pennybacker was known to almost every
seventh-grade student in Texas in the Thirties, for she was the author
of their Texas history textbook. The 1939 membership list included
new distinguished men, but no names of additional women. (The
death of Mrs. Pennybacker, February 4, 1938, was noted on the next
published membership list.)

As incorporated, on January 18, 1936, the purposes of the Society
were outlined in The Proceedings of 1963, specifically to be:

1) “To perpetuate the memory and spirit” of the Founders
of 1837 “and those who in later years have . . .
furthered the cause for which the Society was organized;

2) “To encourage research . . .;

3) “To foster the preservation of . . . documents and
materials . . .;

4) “To establish and maintain . . . publications . . .;

5) “To have and to hold . . . real estate . . . and per-
sonal property . . . .”

These purposes reflected succinctly in spirit and in principle the
ideas that the original founders cited in both the Preamble to their
Constitution and in the memorialization sent to the Congress of the
Republic of Texas. The following extract from the latter speaks to
the last four purposes abbreviated above:

Extract from the Memorial to the
Congress of the Republic
We further represent to your honorable bodies, that to
carry into full effect the objects set forth in the above pre-
amble, it is contemplated by the society to establish a
library; to found a cabinet of mineralogy, geology and
natural history, to serve as a repository for specimens col-
lected in our own borders or sent from other countries, to
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procure philosophical and astronomical apparatus, and to
obtain suitable buildings for their safe keeping and use.

The library of books, the cabinet of specimens, and the
apparatus which it is proposed to obtain, will in the
opinion of your memorialists be of vast public utility,—of
scarcely less advantage to the citizens generally, and espe-
cially to the rising generation than to the members of the
society. For it is the design of the society to employ these
means in diffusing information as extensively as circum-
stances will permit.

To secure to the present association and their successors
the above named property, and to prevent its division and
waste and to enable the society to carry out in as beneficial
a manner as possible the objects generally as set forth in
the preamble recited above, your memorialists respectfully
ask to be constituted a corporate body for these purposes.

It will readily occur to your honorable bodies that dona-
tions of books, specimens of mineralogy, etc., and of other
useful articles may be anticipated from our fellow citizens,
and from gentlemen residing in foreign countries; provided
an act of incorporation should give permanence to the
society, and thereby an assurance that the donations shall
not be divided from their original intentions.

The nature and format of the annual meetings has undergone
significant changes since the 1939 session which epitomized true
elegance with an elaborate seven-course dinner for one hundred
members and guests served in the Hall of Six Flags in the Hall of
State, Fair Park, Dallas. This session would have been a fiscal dis-
aster if the theoretical precedent of members being the “guests of the
Society” had been followed. Fortunately, President G. B. Dealey,
son of the late James Q. Dealey, personally provided the funds to
cover the cost of the meal which involved a sum four times the
annual membership contribution. It was apparent that it would be
impossible to continue the practice of the membership and its guests

being fed as guests of the Society.

Gradually, the more pragmatic members laced the By-Laws with
attendance requirements for active membership and created a classi-
fication called “inactive” but dues-paying members. Annual meeting
places were varied, and the early monopoly enjoyed by Dallas in this
regard was replaced with different schemes for geographic rotation.
Membership was expanded to 125 active members plus its inactive
membership. In 1972, the total membership was increased to two
hundred active members, with the proviso that “Emeritus members”
in varying numbers would be a status that an active member over
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65 could request of the Directors. Until the 1972 revision of the
By-Laws, the new members were limited each year to ten, but under
the existing rules, the number of new members annually invited de-
pends on the vacancies in the category of “active members.”

Through the 1955 revision of the By-Laws, the date of the annual
meetings remained December 5 when this day fell on a Saturday
or when it did not so fall, the next following Saturday was the date.
The revision in 1972 changed the statement regarding the time of
the annual meeting to read “shall be held on the weekend including
the S5th day of December if December 5 falls on a weekend. If not
on the weekend, next following or on such other time as the Direc-
tors may determine.”

In 1955, the By-Laws were revised and the format of the annual
meeting was changed from a dinner followed by a speech to include
time for afternoon and evening meetings beginning at 2:00 p.m.
on the meeting day. “The afternoon meeting will be given over to
a symposium on matters of interest to the members.” This sym-
posium was in addition to the traditional dinner and speaker. The
1972 revision of the By-Laws stated, “at least one session will be
given over to a symposium . . . . The dinner and “usual proceed-
ings” were continued, but provision for a “Program Committee”
appointed by the President to plan the meetings was included.

Having reviewed the history of the Society, it is now time to
bring our thoughts to the present and make comparisons between
the original Society and the current organization. The original mem-
bership of twenty-six men was apparently self-selecting by virtue
of their being the leaders of the Republic of Texas. The membership
ratio to population was twenty-six to forty thousand. Today the
membership is set at two hundred active members, a number to be
maintained by the existing membership by invitation only. The
membership ratio of the total Texas population is two hundred to
more than thirteen million people. Currently, there are at least
twenty active memberships held by women.

The original membership represented a cross-section of the
leadership of the Republic of Texas. Today the Society lists five
ranchers; sixty or more lawyers, industrialists and university profes-
sors in almost equal numbers; five former U.S. Ambassadors; several
judges beginning with a former Chief Justice of the Supreme Court,
seven other former judges of high State courts, and four federal court
judges; two former State governors and the current Governor and
Lieutenant Governor; approximately seventeen journalists, publishers,
and editors; five clergymen; numerous former and current university
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presidents, vice-presidents, and/or system heads; at least three former
State Attorney Generals; and an impressive number of bankers and
investors. Military representation today is limited to two high
officers now retired. Museum directors and archivists were luxuries
the Founders could not boast having, but today we have at least
four among the members. As the original society had two members
who later became U.S. Senators, today’s membership includes two
former and one current U.S. Senator, the most illustrious current
member is a woman, the nation’s former First Lady and the widow
of the first President of the United States to be elected from Texas.

There are very significant differences between the Founders and the
present members. Today the membership probably averages almost
sixty-five years of age and if there is a twenty-three year old member
among us, please stand. This average age far exceeds the thirty-five
year average of the Founders. Remember, the oldest Founder was
fifty-three.

The current membership is possessed of numerous native Texans
as compared with the Founders, only six of whom had been in Texas
prior to 1832 and seven of whom had arrived after the Battle of San
Jacinto. Whereas, most of the Founders were Southerners, the
majority of those elected to office initially were from the North. It
would be interesting to know how many of the current membership
have lived in the State most of their lives.

Obviously, politics and political leaders dominated the activities
of the Founders, but today the representation of university professors
and administrators, industrialists, bankers and investors, attorneys,
and other professionals far outnumber the political leaders.

There were no women in the Society in 1837 nor in 1936. Be-
tween 1937 and today, the membership has included a number of
women who may have been limited in quantity but unexcelled in
quality. Among the former presidents of the Society were two dis-
tinguished women. Today, there are more than twenty women listed
as members. Included on the list are a former Secretary of the
Department of Health, Education and Welfare, the former head
of the Women’s Army Corps, two major publishers, three distin-
guished journalists, a former U.S. Ambassador to Great Britain, a
retired child psychologist, a university professor, one former uni-
versity administrator, two former parliamentarians of the Texas
Senate and one of the Texas House of Representatives, two attorneys,
a museum director, two poets, an artist, two or three authors, a bank
chairman, several foundation trustees and corporate directors, sev-
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eral university regents, and numerous civic leaders. This ten percent
of the membership would appear to have more than mildly distin-
guished itself. Perhaps, they are worthy of being here!

The composition of the membership today reflects the achievement
of a major goal of the Founders, for there is clear evidence that our
State has made giant strides in education, the professions, industry,
the development of natural resources, and the fostering of law and
order. The desirability of having Texas become “the single star of
the West” was perhaps a more valid goal in 1837 than it is in
1979. The second part of that early stated goal that urged Texas to
become “as resplendent for all the acts that adorn civilized life as
it is now glorious in military renown” is rapidly becoming a reality.

In the Preamble to the Society’s Constitution the Founders fore-
saw the needs of the future to be clearly different from the needs
of their times when they said, “Texas has her captains, let her have
her wise men.” Time and events have brought Texas to the point
of relying not only upon “wise men” but also on “wise women.”
Hence, the Philosophical Society of Texas is making its contribution
to the future by focusing on our most unlimited and inexhaustible
resources — our human resources. The membership today reflects
accomplishments beyond the expectations either of the Founders
or the Reincarnators. These cumulative accomplishments should
serve as beacon lights for the conservators of hope, ambition, and
enlightened productivity.

Throughout the years since 1936, speakers before the Society
have periodically proposed ideas from simple to grandiose for the
future of the organization. Some have focused attention on the need
for substantial endowments like those of the American Philosophical
Society. Others have described the accomplishments of the Royal
Society of London and have urged that every effort should be made
to duplicate them. Interesting ideas as to whom the membership
should include have ranged from automatically inviting all Texans
listed in the Who's Who in America to including all the descendents
of the 1837 Founders. There have been those who urged the priority
of raising a million dollar endowment while others recommended the
acquisition of historic houses. Others have suggested the annual
evaluation of progress in the arts and literary accomplishments with
the possibility of giving awards for outstanding efforts.

The Society may need to take bold steps to fortify itself for the
next century by admitting some promising younger men and women
to assure the continuum of achievement in the generations to come.
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Perhaps, it is time to recognize the multi-ethnic nature of our popu-
lation as a potential resource for the future. The Society must effec-
tively project itself into a tomorrow which is destined to be so
complex that the values to which we subscribe today will be con-
stantly challenged, evaluated, and either maintained or discarded.

The Philosophical Society of Texas has long been dedicated to
intellectual achievement, leadership, and commitment. Our future
worth as a Society must depend on how we chart our course —
what commitment we individually make to the future quality of
life. It would be a tragedy to waste our collective talents through
default, indifference, or failure to make our personal pledges to
assure a tomorrow worthy of a hard fought and glorious past. But
nothing is as dead as a past that does not possess sufficient merit
and vigor to motivate and guarantee a future. We can learn from
the Emperor Hadrian (A.D. 76-138), who said, “The universe is
change; our life is what our thoughts make it.” Our Society will be
what our thoughts and actions make it!

PRESIDENT DANIEL: Thank you very much for this fine paper.
Within thirty days after being elected President of this organization,
I obtained the Proceedings since 1936 and thumbed through them
and read a whole lot, especially about the history. I want to say that
you've just heard, in my opinion, the finest paper that has been
delivered concerning the history of this organization. Herbert Gam-
brell, one of the reincarnators, twice or maybe three times, spoke
on the subject; and Dr. Hyer, of course, as she told you, had the
benefit of his notes and work.

Our next speaker will talk with you about “Archives in Texas.”
No one is better equipped to do that. He has been trained as an
archivist with three degrees from the University of Texas at Austin.
He served as State archivist from 1958 to 1960; archivist at the
University of Texas from 1960 to 1961; and since that time as direc-
tor and librarian at the Texas State Library. He was archivist at
the time we were able to get through the Legislature a bill, an
emergency appropriation by the way, for the establishment of a
State Archives Building so that our archives could be moved from
the firetrap out there at the Highway Department grounds. They
were there in two Quonset huts. No one has done more in the field,
not only in the field but also in working with other archives, than
Dr. Dorman Winfrey. And no one has done more in recent years
than he has in taking care of this organization as secretary — I
believe we have had only three secretaries since 1936.
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ARCHIVES IN TEXAS
DorMAN H. WINFREY

After Judge Daniel asked me to address the topic “Archives in
Texas” I realized that James Day, who was then State Archivist,
and I had been invited by this group to speak in 1964 on a similar
topic. To be sure that I would not repeat myself, I got out the
Proceedings for that year. I was immediately struck by the enormous
changes that have taken place in the fifteen years since those two
papers were read. I will have little trouble avoiding repetition.

When James Day sent out his questionnaire to all libraries in
Texas asking whether they had archival materials in their collections,
he had problems getting responses. Instead he was peppered with
questions. What were archives anyway? I don’t think that we would
have that problem today. Increasing use of original materials by
genealogists and historians, the Watergate investigations and their
attendant publicity, and the Roots phenomenon have combined to
make the public “archives conscious.” The term archives designates
the organized body of records produced or received by a public,
semipublic, institutional, business or private entity in the transaction
of its affairs and preserved by it, its successors or authorized reposi-
tory for such materials. Family papers that lack the organic character
of true archives are called historical manuscripts.

Texans traditionally have shown concern for certain of the archival
collections. Land Office Records have been the center of such con-
cern throughout their existence. They’ve been fought over — literally
— and they were the first state records to be housed in a fireproof
building. In the midst of hectic debate in the 1836 Constitutional
Convention, Thomas J. Rusk took time to move that the archives of
the country be better secured. In the 1850’s the Secretary of State
attempted to transfer to his office all the Spanish and Mexican gov-
ernmental records still housed in Texas. He did not succeed en-
tirely; however, he did get the Nacogdoches Archives. The Secretary
of State’s Office also had responsibility at that time for govern-
ment records from the Republic period for most of the government
agencies.

Through the 1860’s of course, little was done to preserve Texas’
documentary heritage, but by the 1870’s concern for these records
revived. The Legislature created the Department of Insurance, Sta-
tistics, and History in 1876. The Commissioner, Dr. V. O. King, a
physician turned lawyer, had arrived in Texas only two years earlier.
Despite this seeming handicap, he proved to be one of the most
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enthusiastic of the advocates for preserving the paper and published
records of Texas. He persuaded the Secretary of State to turn over
the Nacogdoches Archives to his department, pursued an active
collecting policy in spite of limited funding, and tried throughout
his tenure to persuade the Legislature to buy books about Texas.
His personal book collection of Texana was impressive and definitive.
Fortunately for us, the entire collection was given to the State Library
in 1905.

In 1897, the Texas State Historical Association was organized — a
collaboration between people interested in Texas history and a group
of scholars who wanted access to the materials. The collection they
began, now placed in the University of Texas Archives, has become
the state’s largest collection of Texas-related manuscript materials.
About this time regional collections also began to grow. In 1871,
for example, the Texas Historical Society was formed in Galveston.
The materials they collected became the nucleus of the Rosenberg
Library Archives. While this collection does include general Texana,
its main focus today is the Galveston area.

In the twentieth century the scope of and variety in archival
collections has grown surprisingly. This may be explained in part
by the high caliber of historians, librarians, and archivists on the
Texas scene during the five decades of this century.

Let me mention a few persons who were active in securing and
preserving Texas archives and manuscripts. Eugene C. Barker, noted
Texas historian, author of the Life of Stephen F. Austin and member
of this Society, was active in the American Historical Association’s
activities in connection with historic records. And another Society
member, Herbert E. Bolton, went to Mexico to copy records there.
And the work of E. W. Winkler as State archivist and State librarian
and later as University of Texas librarian accounts for much of our
archival wealth on our shelves. At the Texas State Library Archivist
Harriet Smither and Librarian Elizabeth West, both members of
this Society, were active over the years in securing archives and
manuscripts for the agency. In the 1930’s during the Texas Cen-
tennial great interest developed in Texas history, and the Dallas
Hall of State and the San Jacinto Monument became depositories for
valuable papers.

I do not intend to make this a directory of what’s where in Texas.
That information is available in a number of published guides such
as the Preliminary Guide to the Archives of Texas by Seymour V.
Connor, James Day’s Handbook of Texas Archival and Manuscript
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Depositories and the Directory of Archives and Manuscript Re-
positories in the United States brought out by the National Historical
Publications and Records Commission.

I do wish to cite the major types of archival facilities in Texas
and to give some specific examples of each. In most cases, these col-
lections include both archives and historical manuscript collections.

Texas is fortunate in having just about every level of archival
establishment possible in this country. We have federal, state, county,
municipal, church, college and university, regional, business, special
interest, and historical collections scattered throughout the state.

We have one of the handful of presidential archives in the country
at the LBJ Library. The Federal Records Center is in Fort Worth.
The National Aeronautics and Space Agency has its own archival
collection at the Johnson Space Center near Houston.

The State Archives, of course, are housed in the State Archives
Division of the Texas State Library. Collections here include ma-
terials from the 17th century to the present. You will have the
opportunity to see some of the types of records on file in the State
Archives Division during your tour there tomorrow. Among the
documents on display will be items from the Nacogdoches Archives,
the Andrew Jackson Houston Collection donated by members of the
Houston Family, and the Walter Prescott Webb Collection donated
by C. B. Smith, Sr.

The Local Records Department of the State Archives administers
the Regional Historical Depository System. The act creating the
Regional Historical Resources Depository System was passed in
1971 to insure the preservation of local records. The need for such
a law was obvious. Local governments were (and are) accumulating
vast quantities of inactive records of historical value, which they
lacked the facilities or professional staff to house or to make avail-
able to historians and other researchers.

The law requires the State Library to establish regional archives
throughout the state. In these, local officials can place their per-
manently valuable records. Most of the 23 RHRD depositories are
located in state-supported colleges and universities, but there are
a few exceptions, such as Baylor University and the Austin and
Houston Public Libraries. By far our best known and most success-
ful depository is the Sam Houston Regional Library and Research
Center at Liberty. Judge and Mrs. Price Daniel donated the land
for this depository to the Texas State Library and Archives Com-
mission, and private funds were raised for the construction of the
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building. This very beautiful structure serves the ten county area
that was once the Atascosita District. Already in the two years since
its dedication, the Sam Houston Regional Depository has developed
a rich collection of regional materials.

Since the original RHRD law, two others have been passed to
provide additional support for the preservation of historically valu-
able local records. One amended the original law to permit our
Library and Archives Commission to accept donations of money
and property for the depository system. The other required the
development of a County Records Manual for Texas, to identify
those county records which needed to be kept permanently for their
historical and legal value. Beyond that, the law made the Manual
legally binding on county officials. They may not destroy records
which the Manual has declared to be of permanent value. The
Manual, completed in August 1978, has proved to be an effective aid
to these records keepers, making them aware of the potential value
of their records. Quite a few accessions into the depositories are the
direct result of this program.

Typical of other collections devoted to county-level collecting is
the Austin-Travis County Collection at the Austin Public Library.
The collection grew up because, in spite of the existence of two
major collection agencies — the University and the State archives —
large amounts of documents relating specifically to Austin and Travis
County were being lost.

The Houston Metropolitan Research Center, developed to pre-
serve the history of the Houston area, is among the largest of the
municipal archival agencies. In its short existence, HMRC has ac-
tively collected and attempted to make available to the public a
large cross-section of official and local records. The City of Dallas
has also been active in its responsibility to preserve worthwhile
records. Since the Society of Southwest Archivists was founded, the
Dallas City Secretary has been an active and enthusiastic member.

Regional archives supplement the records in these more localized
repositories. Perhaps the most notable of these is the Southwest
Collection at Texas Tech University. Special collections, too, have
mushroomed. U.T. Dallas houses the aviation archives; U.T. Arling-
ton has the labor archives. The Benson Latin American Collection
and the Humanities Research Center — both at the University here
in Austin — are prominent research facilities. A recent trend in
Texas has been the establishment of personal archives for such
political luminaries as Congressman Bob Poage, State Senator A. M.
Aikin, and Speaker of the House, Sam Rayburn. These institutions
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collect not only the papers of their respective statesmen, but also
those of their contemporaries in the congress or legislature, along
with archives of the region.

University and church archives flourish in Texas. Each major
university or college has its institutional archives and usually a note-
worthy research collection as well. The national Episcopal Archives
are here in Austin. Trinity University in San Antonio is the deposi-
tory for the Presbyterian Archives. The Catholic Archives of Texas
is located in Austin, and many of the records in this Church’s
archives date back to the eighteenth century.

With such a wealth of resources in Texas (a survey in 1977
showed that some 850 potential holders of archival and/or manu-
script materials existed in the state, not to mention private collec-
tions), what should be our concern for the future? Legislation similar
to that which developed the County Records Manual needs to be
passed to preserve municipal records before they disappear com-
pletely. The last legislature passed a bill allowing cities to microfilm
their records. In that law there is one sentence of grave concern: it
says that cities can destroy ANY records that have NOT been micro-
filmed. If left unchanged, this law can effectively hold the entire
history of a community hostage, subject to the whims of record
keepers under pressure to find space to store records and personnel
to service the records.

Apparently, too, little has been done to preserve the records relat-
ing to commercial fishing, minerals (excluding petroleum), com-
munications, computer sciences, twentieth century manufacturing —
all subjects of importance to Texas.

While striving to conserve these records, we need also to make
the public aware of the full importance of the records themselves.
Stealing of archival materials in Texas and the United States is on
the increase. So long as a convicted felon, who had stolen papers
from at least two Texas repositories, can escape with only the mild
injunction that he “obey the ten commandments” and serve a pro-
bated sentence, no archival or manuscript collection can be com-
pletely safe.

Finally, greater efforts to coordinate the activities of the individual
archival and manuscript repositories need to be encouraged. As it is
now, archival collections in Texas present much the same picture
of the state as that which the elephant in the fable presented to the
six blind men. Fragmented history offers little that is helpful to the
researcher. The collection policies and the existing holdings of all
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the repositories in Texas need to be clearly stated. Collecting weak-
nesses on a statewide level need to be determined and rectified.
Mutual problems of storage, preservation, access, etc., should be
discussed. Only through the cooperation of all custodians of Texas’
history can we hope to solve the ever-increasing threats to the preser-
vation of our common heritage.

The next decade could be a most successful time for Texas Ar-
chives. Many historical observances will take place including the
centennial of the University of Texas, the sesquicentennial of Texas,
and the centennial of the completion of this capitol building. Surely
our most exciting days are not far off.

Later this afternoon we are going to be able to see something
special in Governor Clements’ office. With renovation under way
in the Governor’s Mansion, Governor Clements has brought to his
office a display of personal possessions of wives of former governors
who have lived in the Governor’s Mansion. The collection was begun
by Mrs. Price Daniel while she and Governor Daniel lived in the
Mansion.

PRESIDENT DANIEL: Thank you for that fine paper. I'm glad you
told us about what Governor Clements brought over here. I didn’t
know about it until you said it was a collection that my wife helped
put together. There are at least one or two things from each family
that ever lived in the Governor’s Mansion. I do think that it’s nice
that the Governor thought enough of it to bring it over. You haven’t
been able to see that collection for the past five years because it’s
been upstairs away from the public rooms. The cabinet was given
to the University of Texas by Karl Hoblitzelle and loaned to the
Mansion in order that these things could be assembled there.

The next speaker on this panel is a man who is well acquainted
with this art of preservation and work in preserving our heritage.
Truett Latimer was a member of the Texas Legislature for ten years.
He has since 1965 been in charge of the Texas Historical Commis-
sion. As some of you know because you served on the study com-
mission in the early days before it had much official recognition and
because Truett Latimer has met with many of you in other organiza-
tions, he is doing a wonderful job as director of our Texas Historical
Commission, is past president of the National Society of State Preser-
vation Officers, and is our State Preservation Officer. I'm sure that
in his talk you will hear about some things that he is concerned with
and I think will be of interest to this organization.
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THE TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION
TRUETT LATIMER

Today, I would like to address you on the subject entitled, “The
Future Is Not What It Used To Be, Or Saving Old Buildings For
Other Than Sentimental Reasons.”

In 1953 the Texas Legislature created what was then known as
the Texas State Historical Survey Committee. It was not granted
an appropriation for six years. The same members that were ap-
pointed to the Commission also formed themselves into a nonprofit
organization known as the Texas Historical Foundation as authorized
by the Legislature. The Foundation completely funded the operations
of the agency for the first six years and still assists us with approxi-
mately $150,000 annually to provide a margin of excellence for the
historic preservation program in the state. The specific tasks given
the Texas State Historical Survey Committee in S.C.R. 44, as passed
by the Fifty-Third Legislature, were as follows:

The Survey Committee is hereby directed to investigate the
legal and practical possibilities of forming a nonprofit,
state-wide historical foundation, to act as a coordinating

agency and to supply state-wide leadership in the en-
couragement and stimulation of such activities as:
a. Preservation and designation of historic houses,
sites and landmarks.

b. Preservation of important papers, documents and
relics that record Texas life.

c. Publication and distribution of materials concern-
ing Texas life and history.

d. School utilization of historic resources and partici-
pation of school children in reliving the days of
Texas pioneers.

Knowledge of the significance of historical parks.

f. Use of the foundation by organizations, institutions,
activities and individuals as a clearinghouse for in-
formation concerning Texas life.

8. Use of the facilities and leadership of the founda-
tion in the development of historical resources in
every locality of Texas.

As you go back and look at the minutes of those early meetings,
you realize they were given an almost impossible task. Nonetheless,
they tackled their job with enthusiasm and immediately organized
themselves into the following study committees:

a. The Archives, Papers and Documents Subcommittee
b. The Parks Subcommittee

Ly
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The Houses, Sites and Landmarks Subcommittee
. The Museums Subcommittee
The Schools Subcommittee
The Arts and Crafts Subcommittee
The Finance Subcommittee
. The Program Subcommittee

They had a relatively weak statute. They were directed to study
the need for historic preservation within the state, but there was
not much they could do to prevent destruction of historic
structures other than gentle persuasion. During those early years
they began to form county historical commissions across the
state on a volunteer basis. They then began a marking program
by which we have become quite well known through the plac-
ing of some 8,000 Official Texas Historical Markers across the
state. We began doing what Dr. Rupert N. Richardson, a mem-
ber of your Society, calls “marking the peoples’ history.” That
is marking the history where it is and recording it as it was. And
we have continued that program to this good day.

Other early activities included the following:

a. Flags made by the young women of the Future Home-
makers were distributed to service men and military
units.

b. Preservation of the Liendo Plantation was brought about.

c. Films, such as “History in Your County,” were pur-
chased for distribution at schools, clubs, and other as-
semblages to stimulate preservation.

d. A pictorial map of Texas showing historic houses, sites
and landmarks was graciously printed and distributed
by the Humble Oil Company.

. Counties were asked to and did submit a listing of local
landmarks.

The publication of county histories was encouraged.
. Counties were encouraged to establish county archives.
. Cemetery surveys were recommended.

The establishment of county history museums was highly
recommended.

j. The Committee joined forces with those pushing for the
construction of a home for the Texas Archives.

k. The continuation of the Survey Committee was recom-
mended as a permanent state agency.

Since 1969 we have been involved in the state archeological pro-
gram and you have heard of the 16th century Spanish shipwreck
sites off the Texas Coast. And these are some of the things in which
we have been involved. But the list is by no means definitive.
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In discussing the preservation program of the state, I think it is
entirely appropriate that we examine the parallel growth of state and
federal programs so you can see how they have moved forward to-
gether. The federal preservation program prior to 1966 was basically
this:

a. The Federal Antiquities Act of 1906.
b. The 1935 National Historic Landmark Program.

c. The National Parks Service was directed by Congress to
administer the Historic Sites Act.

d. The National Trust for Historic Preservation was char-
tered by Congress in 1949 to facilitate public partici-
pation in the preservation of sites, buildings and objects
of national significance.

We might ask ourselves this question. What was done on the
state and federal level when a historic structure was threatened?
First, people stood around and wrung their hands. Secondly, they
bemoaned the fact that historic properties that should be saved were
being destroyed. Thirdly, they were in the process of developing
hundreds of house museums. There are only so many house museums
that the nation needs and only so many that we need here in Texas.

The U.S. Conference of Mayors established a Special Committee
on Historic Preservation. During the Johnson years, a White House
conference was held in conjunction with the Mayors’ study and it was
at that time Kevin Lynch delivered his provocative paper entitled,
“A Sense of Place.” He discussed the nation’s thrust from place to
placelessness. He discussed the fact that when you get there, there
is no there there, and he used Oakland, California, as an example.
Massive projects funded by your tax dollars were destroying the
most important historic fabric of the nation. From the White House
Conference came the provocative publication entitled, With Heritage
So Rich, which is as relevant today as when it was published.

As a follow-up to the White House Conference, there was intro-
duction and eventual passage of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966 and from that moment forward in the United States,
preservation programs would never be the same. Up until that time,
we were much like the quotation from With Heritage So Rich:

On September 15, 1687, a Venetian bomb fell on a Turkish
powder keg and blew the Parthenon to pieces. The Vene-
tians who did the bombarding and the Turks who used the
Parthenon for a powder magazine did not intend its destruc-
tion. But the act of war was decisively final. An edifice
which had stood for over 2,000 years as one of the supreme
works of Athenian culture, lay in ruins.
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We in America do not use bombs and powder kegs to de-
stroy irreplaceable structures related to the story of Amer-
ica’s civilization. We use the corrosion of neglect or the
thrust of bulldozers. The result is the same as in the case
of the Parthenon. Places where great American voices were
heard, or where great acts of valor were performed are lost.
Connections between successive generations of Americans,
concretely linking their ways of life, are broken by demoli-
tion. Sources of memory cease to exist.

With the passage of the National Historic Preservation Act, the
wheels of preservation, though they turned slowly at first, were be-
ginning to move. I think it is important for us to retrace, for just a
moment, what Congress said in the findings and declarations of that
1966 legislation. It said:

a. The spirit and direction of the Nation are reflected in
its historic past.

b. The historical and cultural foundations of the Nation
should be preserved as a living part of our community
life and development in order to give a sense of orienta-
tion to the American people.

c. In the face of ever-increasing extensions of urban cen-
ters, highways, and residential, commercial, and indus-
trial developments, the present governmental and non-
governmental historic preservation programs and activi-
ties are inadequate to insure future generations of a
genuine opportunity to appreciate and enjoy the rich
heritage of our Nation.

The Act did four basic things:

a. It provided for the expansion and maintenance of a
National Register of historic districts, sites, buildings,
structures, and objects significant in American history,
architecture, archeology, and culture.

b. It provided for a matching grants-in-aid program to the
states.

c. It established a program of matching grants-in-aid to the
National Trust for Historic Preservation.

d. There is also a degree of protection for properties on
the National Register by requiring review for federally
funded or licensed undertakings affecting such proper-
ties. It requires us, as a state and as a nation, to stop and
determine whether that we are about to build is more
important than that we are about to destroy.

What followed the passage of that act? Federal appropriations
were small at first and are still small. The appropriation for 1980
is $55 million. Yet the states responded to the Federal legislation in
a unique manner. I believe a state/federal partnership developed that

is unparalleled in the annals of the federal bureaucracy:
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a. The states began working closely with the Interior De-
partment and began nominating properties to the Na-
tional Register.

b. They began appropriating money for state preservation
offices.

c. They started building preservation staffs.
d. They started passing preservation laws.

And suddenly, the future in historic preservation is not what it
used to be. Historic preservation tools are now in place, both at the
state and at the federal levels. The combination of state and federal
tools have given preservationists other alternatives than the wring-
ing of their hands or the development of house museums.

What has been happening here in Texas while the preservation
movement was pressing ahead on the federal level? The Texas His-
torical Commission was in the process of designating approximately
1,800 Recorded Texas Historic Landmarks, the familiar medallion
with interpretive plate. We have nominated more than 600 sites and
several districts to the National Register of Historic Places.

Through the National Register Grant-in-Aid Program, we have
been able to assist with the preservation of more than 250 structures.
As you drive down Congress Avenue on the way to your hotel, you
can look at the Paramount Theatre on one side or you can look
at the Walter Tips Building on the other and see important struc-
tures we have assisted through our grants program. In 1979, we
have allocated $1.1 million in projects that total almost $10 million.
We attempt to leverage the money as far as possible. In fact, this
is the name of the game in historic preservation.

In 1976, Congress passed the Tax Reform Act. For the first time
in the history of the nation, Congress decided it was time to write
legislation that would help preserve historic structures. Tax acts
prior to that time had always been in favor of new construction. The
rehabilitation of older buildings gained momentum as a result of that
tax act. Over 1,500 rehabilitation projects in 50 states involving an
investment of more than $600 million have qualified for incentives
under Section 2124 of the 1976 Act.

The intent of the Tax Reform Act is to stimulate preservation of
historic commercial and income-producing structures. Basically it
provides that the total cost of approved rehabilitation of historic
properties listed on the National Register can be written off in a
period of five years. The act also reduces the tax advantage of
demolishing National Register structures by providing that the cost




32 The Philosophical

of such demolition cannot be deducted as a business expense. Struc-
tures constructed on the site of a demolished National Register
property may not take advantage of the rapid amortization provision
of the tax statute.

Texas structures that are being rehabilitated under the Tax Act
include:

a. Hogg-Pappas Building in Houston.

b. Galvez Hotel in Galveston.

c. Texas Hotel in Fort Worth.

d. Littlefield Building on Congress Avenue in Austin.

Numerous other developers have taken advantage of the Act.

The Revenue Act of 1978, as passed by Congress, provides an
additional tax incentive. It provides a 10 percent investment tax
credit to encourage the rehabilitation of older buildings. The new
legislation contains this language:

The buildings must have been in use 20 years or more.

They must be industrial or commercial properties. The tax
credit applies to expenses made after October 31, 1978.

An investment tax credit can be used on leases of thirty years
or longer provided the owner of the property consents to the use
of the tax act by the lessee. The beautiful part about the investment
tax credit is that it is figured at 10 percent of qualified rehabilitation
expenses and deducted directly from the taxes owed by the taxpayer.
The attractiveness of the investment tax credit, as compared with
that of Section 2124, will depend entirely on the taxpayer’s indi-
vidual situation.

Congress also passed what is called the Public Buildings Co-
operative Use Act. This act requires the General Services Administra-
tion to give first priority to properties on the National Register in
the lease or purchase of space for federal agencies. Some developers
in Texas have used this method to lease space in historic properties
they have rehabilitated.

What preservation tools have been put in place in Texas? Pre-
viously I mentioned that we had designated 1,800 Recorded Texas
Historic Landmarks. The Texas Historical Commission deemed that
these properties were worthy of preservation because of their histori-
cal, architectural, or cultural significance. And interestingly enough,
the Texas Legislature now says that before a Recorded Texas Historic
Landmark can be destroyed, it is necessary to give the Texas Histori-
cal Commission up to ninety days notice. In other words, the State
has provided an option — has bought some time. Individuals who
may be concerned about a building have an opportunity to buy it,
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to lease it, to do something to save it — but in the last instance,
to make photographic documentation and recorded drawings of a
particular structure before it is lost forever.

The Texas Legislature and the voters subsequently passed a con-
stitutional amendment which provides for tax abatement for historic
properties. Article 8, section 1-F, says, “The Legislature by law may
provide for the preservation of cultural, historical, or natural history
resources.” And then, the enabling legislation passed in the spring
of 1977, which was to become operative if the constitutional amend-
ment passed, is codified as Article 7150i as follows:

The governing body of any political subdivision of this state
that levies property taxes may exempt from property taxa-

tion part or all of the value of a structure, and the land
necessary for access and use thereof, if the structure is:

1. Designated as a Recorded Texas Historical Landmark
by the Texas Historical Commission and by the gov-
erning body of the taxing unit; or

2. Designated as a historically significant site that is in
need of tax relief to encourage its preservation under
an ordinance adopted by the governing body of the
taxing unit.

Few cities have taken advantage of this. There are those in
city government who feel that it would seriously erode the tax base
were they to start doing this. The Austin City Council feels dif-
ferently. Some 45 structures in Austin are exempt. Here is what the
Austin City Ordinance says:

Those historic properties which are occupied exclusively by
the owner shall have an exemption of 100% of the assessed

value of the historic structure and 50% of the assessed
value of the land.

All other historic properties, including but not limited to
those used for commercial purposes, shall have an exemp-
tion of 50% of the assessed value of the historic struc-
ture and 25% of the land.

How much did this cost the City of Austin? In 1979 the tax
abatement in Austin has cost the city less than $25,000 and the
school district less than $40,000. But this is another vehicle, a tool,
that local citizens can use if historic properties in their community
are threatened. Tax abatement could logically be the answer to help
preserve them. They can completely exempt the property, they can
completely exempt the structure only, they can do it any way that
they want to; it is left up to the local governing authorities. But
this is a tool that the Texas Legislature and the voters of Texas
have provided and it is being used in several places.
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Last session there was a bill passed that completely reorganized
the State Board of Control. An amendment, placed on the bill
through the efforts of preservationists, does on the state level the
same thing that the previous bill I mentioned does on the federal
level. The language is as follows:

In acquiring real property for the use of state agencies, the
commission shall give first consideration to any structures
that have been designated Recorded Texas Historic Land-
marks or that have been listed on the National Register of
Historic Places or that have been designated landmarks by
the local governing authority, if the structure meets require-
ments and specifications and the cost is not substantially
higher than other available structures that meet require-
ments and specifications.

The same language applies to the leasing section of the law. This
is a golden opportunity for people to take advantage of leasing their
historic properties to the State government. And remember that the
leases are for a period of 10 years with a 10-year renewable option.
If you are interested in this, we have a complete computer print-out
of the State leases in every facility anywhere in the state and we have
it by zip codes and we can provide it to you. If you have a historic
building or know of someone else that does, then this particular infor-
mation is important because you can see when other leases expire
and you can get in line or you can know when other leases are coming
up in your particular area.

We think that the tools that have been put in place in recent
years are extremely important and are effecting historic preservation
throughout the State of Texas. I hope you can see now that the
future of historic preservation is not what it used to be, and that
we can now save old buildings for other than sentimental reasons.

In closing let me say this: I feel that we have too long been a dis-
posable, throwaway society in this country. And I feel that it is time
to treasure what we have — our people, our built environment, our
natural resources, and work to conserve all that we can.

Carl Sandburg said it best when he said that when a nation goes
down or a society perishes, one condition can always be found. The
people forgot where they came from.

The Texas Historical Commission is dedicated to the proposition
that the citizens of Texas will not forget where they came from.

PRESIDENT DANIEL: Our next speaker will handle the topic “Texas
Books, Authors, and Printers.” He is certainly capable of doing
that because he is a book publisher, author, printer, in fact, and
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dealer in books. John H. Jenkins owns the largest rare books store
in the world, and he is a young man. Dr. June Hyer was talking
about the average age of the members now being 65 when our
founding fathers of this Society were an average age of 35. I suppose
that John Jenkins is the youngest member that we have now. He
was 33 when he became a member, and he is now 38. Maybe Dr.
Hyer has a good idea about our enlisting some of the younger people
in this program. Jenkins certainly has been an asset to our Society.
He is President-elect of the Antiquarian Booksellers Association. He
started publishing in 1963. He is a fellow and a director of the Texas
State Historical Association, author of nine books, youngest member
of this Society, and possibly the only person ever to enter college
and be assigned his own book.

TEXAS BOOKS, AUTHORS, AND PRINTERS
JoHN H. JENKINS

While the national publisher dreams of issuing books that win
Pulitzer Prizes and top the best-seller lists, the Texas publisher
dreams of being able to issue any book of significance. During the
past fifteen years at Jenkins Publishing Company and Pemberton
Press, we have published some three hundred books, only a few of
which have been truly significant. These would include Pete Gunter’s
The Big Thicket, Sam Kinch and Ben Procter’s Texas Under a Cloud,
Ann Fears Crawford and Jack Keever’s biography of John Connally,
and a few others.

Most of our time, however, has been spent wading through hun-
dreds of manuscripts each year on local history and relatively minor
scholarly subjects. Some of these, of course, have been quite good
enough to justify publication, in spite of their narrow interest. The
Texas book publisher depends on these local histories and would not
survive without them. There are fewer than five book publishers in
Texas, other than vanity presses, that are turning a profit — and I
include university presses in that statement.

The publishing companies in Texas may be divided into five types:
university presses, private presses, general book publishers, school
book publishers, and vanity presses. In actual fact, all of the book
publishers in Texas today are at least in part vanity presses. The
university presses have subsidies from appropriations, grants, and
private donors, although they do not like to admit that these are
essential to their survival. The independent publishers without ex-
ception accept underwriting from time to time, or to put it another
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way, whenever possible. The books that we issue that are subsidized
appear under the imprint San Felipe Press.

I estimate that 80 percent of all the books published in Texas
today have some form of financial underwriting. This is one of the
sad, hard facts of life in publishing books in the Southwest.

Texas book publishers for the most part issue books in editions
of one to three thousand copies. Our own biggest seller sold some
thirty thousand copies; our smallest, a biography of Governor
Preston Smith, sells briskly at an average of three copies per year.

The Texas publisher depends most heavily on direct mail adver-
tising to sell his publications. Most of us place our books in book
stores, but that is not where our profit is made. Our only realistic
hope for a profit comes from our direct retail sales by mail order
to private and institutional customers. Book store sales, because of
the discounts given and because of the expense of having salesmen
to call upon them, make these sales only marginally profitable.

Advertising in magazines and newspapers almost never succeeds.
We have tried advertising in virtually every available medium in
Texas, almost always to our regret. For several years we published
an annual Hunter’s Guide to Texas, which through our mailing list
sales was profitable. We felt that there was a potential market of
up to half a million sales in Texas for the guide, so we tried adver-
tising in related magazines and in newspapers. What we found was
that by this intense advertising we could indeed sell that many
copies — and also that we would lose 62 cents on each copy we
sold because of the cost of the ads. I decided that we could do with-
out that kind of success.

Advertising by national publishers, on the other hand, has gone
completely berserk. The whole sequence of the publishing process
is being altered dramatically. Nowadays the starting point is not a
manuscript sent in by a budding young author. The starting point
is a market research study which determines that next spring the
American public will want to read a novel of more than 350 and
less than 400 pages set in Arizona or New Mexico on the subject
of wife-swapping, but only if it is issued in a pink dust jacket. An
author is then employed to whip up the text, which is then revised
and edited not so much by the editorial staff as by the publisher’s
advertising department. Advertising has become both the starting
point and the focal point, to which the book itself is secondary.

I can give you a good recent example. My friend Bill Wittliff here
in Austin wrote a screenplay which is going to be made into a movie.
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A national publisher called Bill and asked that the screenplay be
rewritten into a novel. While this was being done, the publisher
spent a million dollars advertising the forthcoming novel and about
half that amount actually publishing the book. A million copies in
the first edition were printed, and twenty thousand free promotional
copies were sent out. All copies printed were paperback; no hard-
back edition will be issued at all. The movie from which all this
developed has not yet been filmed. Fortunately, Wittliff did an
excellent job on both the screenplay and novel; it is a good book and
will make a delightful movie. But what a reversal of the traditional
publishing process!

Another problem for the Texas book publisher, and for every
publisher, is that production costs have tripled in the past ten years
and are still climbing at a rate far in excess of the general rate of
inflation. Books that a short time ago were selling for five dollars
are now being offered at twenty dollars. Paper is becoming so dear
that books as we know them may be impossible to produce by the
end of the century. It is conceivable that book ownership could be-
come the prerogative of only the wealthiest citizens. Let us hope
for the sake of our civilization that this trend is somehow reversed.

All this dismal talk is not to say that I have despaired of book
publishing. I love it; books are my life. Nothing could provide me
a more rewarding experience than my profession. Where else, for
example, could you receive letters like this one I received in 1972:

Dear Mr. Jinkins: I am writing to you because your
friend Edward Gilbey Lohec told me you were looking for
writing to print and I am now writing for over 30 years
and better then him. He may be famus and all that but the
world you and me know is awful deceeved.

My problem right now is money and this is why I am
trying to ask you. Ed G. Lohec said you could pay and if
this is right well we are ok. I can write sex, cuss words,
thrill all the modren kinds.

I'am 68 and cant walk to see you so send the money and
I catch a buss. When I come I will proove all. Dont min-
tion to Ed G. Lohec that we made a deal. Your trully,
C.R.M.—P.S. Dont worrey about spelling and all you and
me can hire a slick when we get going. CR M

Here is another letter I received in a similar vein: “Gentlemen:
Having wrote a American novel of gresat signicans, which nobody
will print because I'm not famous, friends tell me that you will print
and make me famous if I sell my hauling Co. and pay you $4,000,
and even give me back my money if the book sells like hot cakes.
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Whats your proppisition? How much extra for for some college guy
to stick in some big fancy words?”

Just a few weeks ago I received a letter asking if we would be
interested in publishing a book entitled Jesus as a Gay Advocate:
Proof that the Bible Encourages Homosexuality.

I received the following postcard last month: “Mr. John Jenkins.
Dear Sir or Madam: Will you please send me your current list of
books on the Holy Blessed Virgin Mary Mother of God Fatima.
Also books on Memphis, Nazis, and machine guns.”

In spite of the tenor of letters like these, we have managed to
publish some books that have made a lasting contribution, including
a few that have influenced current events. Our first exposé, Texas
Under a Cloud, was instrumental in exposing the Texas Stock Fraud
Scandal. Our book on the Big Thicket not only aroused public in-
terest, but got me a couple of anonymous death threats as well.
Senator Yarborough credits the book with being of significant assist-
ance in getting the Big Thicket National Park bill through Congress.

We also published an objective, though controversial, biography
of John Connally. Shortly afterwards we received a letter written
on the back of a Cable TV Company dun notice from a lady saying
how much she enjoyed the book and adding the following: “Find
enclosed the poem honoring Jack Kennedy I sent it . . . to Pres.
Johnson hoping he’d envite me out to a Barbeque — and I'd have
an opertunity to tell him about the childrens opera about stars I
wrote . . . My papa died when I was fifteen if he had lived he’d
made me one of the welthest women in Oklahoma. I gave my 160
acre form to my sister and Leonard Yellow Eagle . . . In 1940 I
married Al. When we moved to Bartlesville Al played poker with
Phillips Petroleum 66’s big Shots. . . . After that Al was triping
around and so was I except wherever I went the PP66 secret movie
crew went too. So I became the star of the Porno film . . . showing
to the gasoline refinery and research safety meeting.”

More books have been published about Texas than any other
state. In 1965 we published a bibliography of Texas county and
town histories which lists over five thousand books that have been
published on areas of Texas county-sized or smaller. Some of these
are quite bizarre; even the titles are frequently remarkable, such as
Solid Sherman, Lucky Lufkin, Davilla: The Town of Dreams, Si Si
Seguin, and Harpersville: Where Something Is. But probably the
most extraordinary title of any Texas book is by J. G. Rountree:
History of Bee County, Richly Detailed and Colorful . . . People
are Re-Created Freshly and Spontaneously, the Author’s Style is
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Vigorous and Down to Earth, After Completing My History 1 Find
it Would not Make Enough of a Reasonable Size Book, to Make
Up This Shortage I am Adding My Own Life Experiences and My
Trip to Old Mexico in a Pickup and Trailer House, and My Uncle
W. T. Henderson’s Father and Himself in the Early Days of Texas,
I am Confident You Will Like to Read it All, This I am Furnishing
Free — all this on the title page.

One thing I learned about books published in Texas — never,
never trust the index. It is amazing how many authors index their
book with reference to the typescript page numbers. Most indices are
so incomplete as to be useless, and their deception makes them
dangerous. One book I encountered had every name in the book —
thousands of names — all indexed by first names. I was startled
to find even the Almighty in one index: “Christ, Jesus,” “God, the
Lord,” and “Trinity, the Holy.” These were then subdivided.

Another deceptive feature often encountered in Texas and else-
where is the limited editions gimmick. A notorious Texas publisher
in the 1940’s put notices in each publication that read something
like: “Limited to 300 copies, of which this is No........ ” The blanks
were never filled in. One book with that notice sold well over 1,500
copies and was at least twice reprinted with the notice left in. Then
there is the other extreme. I once saw a copy of F. G. Bruce’s
Lillie of Six-Shooter Junction with the notice, “Limited Edition,
#3127.” In 1975 a book entitled The American Cowboy was issued
limited to fifty thousand numbered, autographed copies. There was
no regular edition at all. I gradually learned the hard way only to
issue a limited edition when the particular book seems to genuinely
warrant doing so. Nevertheless, I have always wanted to issue a
Pemberton Press book with the notice: “Strictly limited to the total
number of copies printed, of which this is one.”

Texas authors, even good ones, as I have said, seem to live only
on the periphery of sanity. They seem to be constitutionally unable
to finish their manuscripts, wanting to make textual changes to the
galleys, to the page proofs, and especially after the book is printed
and bound. They expect the book to sell a hundred thousand copies
the first year and damn the publisher when it doesn’t. I learned
about authors the hard way. One of the first books I published was
written by a fellow who turned out to be an alcoholic. Happily, he
has been on the wagon for many years now and is experiencing a
well-deserved success in another field. We learned about his problem
one morning shortly after signing the book contract when we found
him passed out on the front steps of our plant with an empty quart
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lager bottle in his hand. Working through the proofing stage into
print was a struggle I will never forget.

Even more unforgettable was publication day. A group of friends
held an autograph party in, of all places, a local beer garden, and
we could not find any subtle way to head it off. Our author arrived,
completely soused, an hour late. He had tied his tie in a granny
knot, very tightly, then forgotten he had done so and tied another
granny knot beneath the first one. In the bright Texas sun he im-
mediately turned beet red. When the red began to darken to purple,
we took him aside and cut the tie off with a butcher knife. He began
to autograph books, as well as he could, with a felt-tipped pen.
Whenever he made a mistake, which was often, he took out a pencil
eraser, licked it, and tried to erase the ink, gouging eventually
through several pages. After a few minutes his head drooped right
down into a copy of the book he was signing and he passed into
oblivion. Most of his inscriptions were illegible, but in my copy you
can barely make out the words, “To your health . . .”

My most exciting moment in the book business was when I was
able to purchase the fabled Eberstadt collection. This collection
of over forty thousand rare books and documents was accumulated
over seventy years and included some of the rarest Texas and
Western books ever published. Going through these books was a
bookman’s delight. We literally struck gold in the collection, finding
a copy of an 1850 guide to the California gold fields that contained
a packet of original gold nuggets in the back to help prospectors
tell real from fool’s gold. We are presently engaged in selling books
from the collection and in publishing some of the manuscripts and
reprinting some of the rarer titles.

Some of these titles match those of the Texas county histories,
such as the 1887 travel tome by Fanny Gooch entitled Face to Face
with the Mexicans, by an American Woman During Twelve Years of
Intercourse with Them. Another is titled: The Singular Life of
Colonel Jack: Born a Thief, Bred a Pickpocket, Was Kidnapped to
Virginia, Five Times Married to Four Whores, Served in Many Bat-
tles in the French Army, and Returned to England as a Gentleman.
And also: Sun-Beams May Be Extracted from Cucumbers, But the
Process Is Tedious.

The Texas books included some legendary rarities, and many
books that have reflections on the character of the early Texans. In
1838 Chester Newell wrote a book about Texas in which he said:
“There is existing in the minds of the people in many places, a
strong and bitter prejudice against Texas . . . because it has been
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represented to be the resort of criminals . . . outlaws and bad char-
acters of every description. Now it cannot be, by any reasonable
man, believed that the majority of the people of Texas are of such
a character. No, [I have found] only that a large part of the people
of Texas are that way.”

Frederick Law Olmsted in his 1857 book on Texas commented
on the strange things one saw in Texas where the Mexican, German,
and Anglo-Americans had blended their cultures: “You are welcomed
by a figure in blue flannel shirt and pendant beard, quoting Tacitus,
having in one hand a long pipe, in the other a [Bowie] knife; Ma-
donnas upon log-cabin walls; coffee in tin cups upon Dresden saucers;
barrels for seats, to hear a Beethoven’s symphony on the grand
piano; a fowling-piece that cost $300, and a saddle that cost $5;
a book-case half filled with classics, half with sweet potatoes.”

One of the most interesting items we came up with was unidenti-
fied except to state that it was the last will and testament of one
Herman Oberweiss of Anderson County, Texas. It read: “Herman
Oberweiss to Public. I am writing of mine Will mineself cause these
lawyir want too much money and ask too many question about the
family. First thing I want done I dont want my brother Oscar to
get a God Damn thing. He done me out of four dollars fourteen
years ago. Tell Mama that the $600 she has been looking for for
ten years is buried behind the bakehouse about ten feet down. She
better let Frederick do the digging and count it when he come up.
Pastor Licknitz can have $300 of it if he kisses the good book he
wont preach no more dumhead sermons about politicks. He should
a roof put the meeting house with and the elders should the bills
look at. Mama should all the rest get, but I want it so that Adolph
should tell her what she should do, so no more slick Irishers sell her
vacuum cleaners — they noisy like hell and a broom dont cost so
much. I want it too that my brother Adolph be my executor, and
I want it that the Judge should please make Adolph plenty bond
put up — and watch him like hell. Adolph is good businessman but
only a dumhead would trust him with a penny. Tell Adolph he can
have an extra hundred dollars if he prove to Judge that Oscar
didn’t nothing get; that damn sure fix Oscar. Before God, Herman
Oberweiss.”

[See discussion following speech.]

One of the articles published when the Eberstadt purchase was
announced was headed: “JENKINS SPENDS LIFE WITH HEAD
STUCK IN BOOK.” That, I confess, has been pretty much true,
but I haven’t regretted a minute of it. I remember one afternoon a
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long time ago sitting out back of Frank Dobie’s house with Walter
Prescott Webb and Harry Ransom. I was trying to force myself
to like the idea of law school. They were telling me that I should
study to be a professional historian instead. All of a sudden Dr.
Ransom said, “Why don’t you start a publishing company? You
love books and business, and that will provide plenty of both.”
Dobie picked it up and said that I was probably too outspoken to
be able to stand the academic world, and he was dead right. I had
never thought of publishing as a profession, and that afternoon
changed my life. Nothing could suit me better than the career I have
followed, and I don’t at all regret having chosen to spend my life
with my head stuck in a book.

From O. Henry to Larry McMurtry, the best Texas authors have
nearly always fled the state to go East. About a decade ago, how-
ever, this unfortunate state of affairs began to change. Our younger,
budding writers are staying here in Texas. This is due, I believe, to
the vast improvement in our cultural climate. Because of our wealth,
our commitment to higher education, and our support of the arts,
Texas is becoming a cultural center. We are coming of age culturally
here in Texas, and book publishing is going to be an important part
of our cultural life. I would like to end by predicting that it is possi-
ble that what Pennsylvania was to the eighteenth century, what
Massachusetts was to the nineteenth century, and what New York
has been to the twentieth century, Texas can be to the twenty-first
century.

PRESIDENT DANIEL: Thank you very much, Johnny. We now
have some time for you to use the snorting post — exactly seven
minutes. Anybody have any questions, want to make any comments,
ask anybody on this panel anything. Now is your opportunity.

A VoICE FROM THE AUDIENCE: I would like for Will Sears to get
up and talk about that last will for a minute.

PRESIDENT DANIEL: Did he have something to do with — all right,
Mr. Sears, we will be glad to hear from you.

WiILLIAM G. SEArs: I hate to disabuse Mr. Jenkins and everybody
else in the audience, but Herman and his dear little brother and the
Pastor and the rest of them didn’t have any real existence — I wrote
that will for law school entertainment in 1934.

JENKINS: I've searched for four or five years trying to find out who
wrote that — I knew it must have been invented — but I'm so glad
to know. Thank you.
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PRESIDENT DANIEL: Those of us in the legal profession, especially
in the Court, have been very interested in that will through the years.
I'm glad to know that a member of the Philosophical Society wrote
it. You know a lot of things can come out here in this meeting if
people will just speak out. Anybody else want the microphone
out there.

Members and guests adjourned to the Governor’s Reception Room
in the Capitol for a reception hosted by Governor and Mrs. Clements.
On display in this room is the cabinet of items from families who
have lived in the Governor’s Mansion. These items include one from
the family of Sam Houston who was a member of the original Society
and later lived in the Mansion when he was Governor as well as
items from a number of members of the Society that was reorganized
in 1936.

RECEPTION AND BUFFET
MRs. LYNDON B. JOHNSON, HOSTESS

On Friday evening Mrs. Lyndon B. Johnson graciously invited
members and guests to a reception and buffet at the Johnson Presi-
dential Library and Museum. She issued a special invitation for them
to see a special exhibit on the 1920’s and to visit the replica of the
Oval Office which was open for the occasion. Guests gathered in
the Great Hall for conversation and to sample the Taste of Texas
buffet provided by the Texas Department of Agriculture.

II. GOALS FOR THE FUTURE
VICE-PRESIDENT GEORGE CARMACK PRESIDING

Texas’ empire-like quality is not based on its bigness or the wealth
of its physical resources. Texas is a big state, but its bigness lies in
something other than the 855 miles from El Paso to Orange or the
more than 900 miles from the waters of the Gulf below Brownsville
almost to the shadows of the Rockies north of Dalhart. The bigness
of Texas lies in something more than its oil wells, its gas fields, its
great cattle ranches or the mile after mile of towering East Texas
pines, the great citrus groves of the Valley, the grain fields of West
Texas, or even the glittering skyscrapers of Houston or Dallas. Its
bigness lies partly in its history, from the time the Spanish explorer
Cabeza de Vaca first set foot on Texas soil until a man first set foot
on the moon. This bigness lies in Texas tradition. Tradition and the
spirit of its people — not size, population, or resources — give Texas
a national leadership role. Well, as our nation has problems, so does
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Texas. Is Texas over the hill? Does the curve that goes up so often in
the state’s oil production also go down? And does it plot the course
of the state’s future? What lies in front of us? What should we do
about it? What should our goals be? To discuss “Goals for the Fu-
ture,” you will hear from four distinguished Texans.

Our first speaker, Durwood Fleming, and I are friends of long-
standing. We left Houston at about the same time. Each time I see
him, a picture of St. Luke’s Methodist Church blinks across my
mind and along with it a sentimental recollection of those days.
He was founding pastor of St. Luke’s Church. During his sixteen
years there he and his church won citywide respect, admiration,
and affection. And he was no less highly respected for his com-
munity and civic activities. From Houston he went to Georgetown
to become President of Southwestern University. I do not need to
tell anyone in this room that no school has deeper roots in Texas
tradition than Southwestern. He has been a member of the World
Methodist Council, three times a delegate to the World Methodist
Conference. He was elected again this year but had to pass it up
when he was appointed a delegate to an education seminar in China.
He is past president of the Texas Methodist College Association,
the Texas Council of Church Related Colleges and the Associa-
tion of Texas Colleges and Universities. To open today’s program on
goals for the future with an emphasis on education and research is
Dr. Durwood Fleming.

EDUCATION AND RESEARCH IN HIGHER
EDUCATION IN TEXAS

DUrRwoOD FLEMING

When I was invited to compose and deliver an address on the
subject “Education and Research in Higher Education In Texas”
under the general theme of “Goals for the Future,” I contacted eight
of my colleagues and asked for any pertinent information in the
area of research they would care to contribute. I was fortunate
to have received a unanimous response from the following institu-
tions which they represented:

Baylor University, Waco

Midwestern State University, Wichita Falls
Rice University, Houston

The Robert A. Welch Foundation, Houston
Southern Methodist University, Dallas
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Texas Library and Historical Commission, Austin
The University of Texas at Austin
The University of Texas System Cancer Center, Houston

I have talked with Dr. Bryce Jordan, The University of Texas at
Dallas, and Dr. Willis M. Tate, Chancellor Emeritus of Southern
Methodist University of Dallas, and have received valuable infor-
mation from each.

I acknowledge with appreciation the assistance I received. Ob-
viously, I cannot refer to all of my sources within the context of a
spoken address, but in the “Footnotes,” which will appear when the
Proceedings are printed, 1 have given appropriate credit for all
information used.

One of the more important debates in higher education today is
the relative role which a research emphasis, as opposed to a teaching
emphasis, should play on the academic scene. Some writers have
alleged that the inordinate research interest manifested by our major
colleges and universities is actually a sell-out to the twin gods of
government and industry. In Faustian terms, they allege that the
administrative-academic establishment has sold its soul to the military-
industrial complex. The teaching role of the university has been
vitiated, they say, and students are treated as an incidental com-
ponent in the process.'

If this indictment can be dismissed as too generalized and dem-
agogic, more precise and less emotional statements by persons such
as John C. Sawhill, President of New York University, presently on
leave to serve as Deputy Secretary of Energy, must be taken seri-
ously. In a recent issue of Harper's he said:

A largely intangible but significant impact of the research
orientation of our universities is seen, not surprisingly, in
the relationship between the faculty and individual students.
Traditionally, faculty members have been closely involved
with their students’ development both within and without
the classroom. But as professors join the payrolls of fed-
erally funded research, they have less and less time for the
fundamental educational purpose of the institution. And
even if time would allow, these research-oriented faculty
members are often temperamentally unsuited to the thought-
ful give-and-take that should and must exist in any mean-
ingful faculty-student relationship.

A free-spending government was not the only alien
influence on academic affairs during the postwar years.
America’s corporate community also nurtured institutions
of higher learning as resources for private enterprise funded
at modest cost. Like the federal government, American cor-
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porations turned to the university for the basic and applied
research in science, technology, and management, with the
same pernicious results. Business and industry are the na-
tion’s largest employers; their needs for personnel — sup-
ported by their wealth and implemented by the seasonal
visits of recruiters on campuses — encourage students to
sacrifice broad courses of study in a variety of disciplines
to the narrow pursuits that guarantee them employment
upon graduation. So again, in the confrontation between
the values of liberal education and the rewards of concen-
tration, the liberal arts have lost, and lost badly.’

These attacks on the “research mission” of the University are not
isolated and incidental. They could be multiplied if one were of a
mind to document the matter. President Roland C. Rautenstraus of
the University of Colorado said in a recent speech: “If research is the
most exciting thing we do, it is also the most controversial.” He
continued by expressing dismay at the “highly disturbing attitude”
that “the University research mission somehow compromises, con-
tradicts, and detracts from its teaching mission.” President Peter T.
Flawn of The University of Texas also recently felt compelled to
address himself to attacks on the issue. “Why,” he asked, “should
the institution’s investment in research — in producing knowledge
and people capable of producing it — be perennially challenged? It is
perfectly proper and necessary for the University to account for the
public funds that it invests in research and to be critical in evalua-
tion of its performance as a research institution. But the fact that the
University is called upon every few years to defend its very involve-
ment in research as opposed to teaching points to a persistent narrow
public view, indeed, misconception as to the purpose of a great
university and how teaching is conducted at the graduate level.”

If, then, there is considerable controversy related to the question
of the relationship of “research” to “teaching” in higher education,
that controversy is national rather than regional in scope. The fact
that we experience the debate so keenly in Texas indicates how
closely our system of higher education participates in the national
scene rather than the fact that we are somehow waging a petty
struggle in a local fiefdom which has little relevance to the wider
world. Though the system of higher education in Texas and its re-
search endeavors is not exactly a microcosm of the national scene,
neither is it significantly different on any major quantifiable basis.

In the last year for which figures are available (1977), the 3,046
American colleges and universities spent slightly more than $3.5
billion for research of all kinds. Of these, the top 101 institutions
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had expenditures of more than $10 million each. About two-thirds
of these were publicly controlled institutions; about one-third were
independent. These 101 major research universities, comprising
only 3.3% of the total number, expended 79.4% of all the funds.
The other 20.6% of funds was divided among 96.7% of the institu-
tions. In other words, one-thirtieth (1/30) of the institutions did
four-fifths (4/5) of the funded research.® Even this disparity is less
than it was a few years ago. In 1963, the top 100 accounted for
90% of the research.’

Traditionally we have used the phrase “dual system of education”
to refer to the fact that the educational system of our country has
both a public and an independent sector. It is apparent from the
figures just cited that on the national scene we have another “dual
system” which cuts across the former. It is the dual system of a
relatively few major research universities as over against all the
others. The same is true for Texas.

In the public sector of higher education in Texas there are two
major research universities if we take into account the total dollars
spent — Texas A & M and The University of Texas at Austin —
with just over $60 million and just over $50 million respectively
devoted by each to research in fiscal 1978. The University of Texas
at Dallas ranks third in total dollars spent, but if the formula of
dollars raised and spent per full time faculty is used, UT Dallas would
be placed alongside Texas A & M University and The University
of Texas at Austin. They accounted for more than three-fourths
(about 80% ) of all research expenditures for the thirty bacca-
laureate and graduate institutions listed by the Coordinating Board.
These figures do not include the medical research centers, which
are more properly classified as specialized institutions than as com-
prehensive educational institutions.’

Equivalent figures for independent institutions in Texas are not
available, but allotments to them by federal agencies whose grants
and contracts are research-oriented provide a rough index of their
research activity. These federal agency allotments reveal that in
1975, almost three-fourths (71.7% ) were made to one institution
alone — Rice University — and that the top two — Rice and
Southern Methodist — accounted for seven-eighths (87.4% ). The
other thirty-three baccalaureate and graduate institutions who were
members of the Independent Colleges and Universities of Texas
accounted for only one-eighth (12.6% ) of federally sponsored re-
search.” The dual system of a few research-oriented and a large num-
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ber of teaching-oriented colleges and universities is a state and na-
tional phenomenon for both the private and independent sector.

The role of research-oriented universities in the life of the nation
is very important. The Smith-Karlesky report of 1977 on The State
of Academic Science said “the largest share of basic research effort
in this country continues to be borne by our major research univer-
sities, and the future of America’s science and engineering effort will
in part depend on their continued vitality.” “. . . . The center of
gravity for basic research,” it continues, “is in the universities.” Re-
gardless of how one views this fact in terms of its implications for
the liberal arts and the education of the whole person, our major
research universities are so closely intertwined into the national wel-
fare as currently understood that they must be viewed as a distinc-
tive national resource. Industry continues to pour billions into applied
and developmental research and must necessarily perform a mini-
mum level of basic research in order to achieve some of its objec-
tives,” but it is the universities which engage in basic research accord-
ing to the definition set out by the National Science Foundation,
which is to expand the frontiers of knowledge without regard to
application.” President Rautenstraus succinctly summarizes the ex-
citement often associated with this kind of research when he says:
“To be engaged in research at a major university is literally to be
present at the creation.”

Coming from a liberal arts background myself and serving at a
teaching-oriented institution which emphasizes the education of the
whole person, I am unwilling to participate in pulling down our great
research institutions in order to promote some ideal educational
philosophy which divorces our universities from the needs of society
for basic research. If we were forced tomorrow to sever the research
capacities of our universities from the rest of their functions, we
would have to reestablish that capacity in the form of separate
national research institutes or other equivalent institutions. If this
alternative were chosen, the cost of basic research in the United
States would be increased astronomically without improving sig-
nificantly the end results. We would also leave the parent universities
truncated and without the possibility of that fertile interplay which
should exist between the sciences and the humanities. We must
have our great research universities, and we should give every support
to the necessary funding of the research programs in our Texas
universities.

Having said this, we may now return to some of the issues with
which we began this talk — the relationship of research to teach-
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ing. The research role in our universities is important to both them
and to society, but they must reconcile that role with their teaching
function. Research-oriented universities, indeed all colleges and uni-
versities doing research, must consciously come to terms with their
teaching function. It is not enough for them to state as a vague
sort of platitude that research is beneficial to students as if it were
a self-authenticating truth. That belief must be translated into teach-
ing effectiveness in specifically concrete ways, and the needs of the
individual student as a part of the educational process must be
focussed on at some point in the process apart from the needs of
the researcher. The university which systematically ignores or under-
plays the importance of this side of the equation leaves itself open
to deserved criticism. Good research does not automatically lead to
effective teaching. Institutions which emphasize research must work
to become good teaching institutions if they are to avoid the legiti-
mate elements in the criticism voiced by John Sawhill quoted earlier.
As a matter of internal necessity our great research institutions must
reconcile their research and their teaching roles. The nature of that
reconciliation will shift from decade to decade, but it should not call
into question the basic need for such institutions. Quality research
and teaching excellence should be perceived as two blades of the
same pair of scissors. They should not be viewed as separated and
competing in the educational mission. If properly coordinated, each
can be tremendously supportive of the other.

* * *

If, up to this point, I have dichotomized the educational scene
and separated our colleges and universities into two categories —
research-oriented schools and teaching-oriented schools — I must
not leave the picture painted in quite such simple terms. I do
not want to leave the impression that research is unimportant in
those thousands of institutions which are not primarily research
oriented. Research is an important component at every level of
higher education.

The importance of research for all of higher education was clearly
pointed to by Trow and Fulton in their comprehensive survey of
teaching published in 1975. They found that substantial numbers of
faculty members in all types of institutions were interested in and
engaged in research. They stated that “University faculties may
tend to emphasize large-scale and highly sophisticated studies and
projects, four-year college faculties may concentrate on less am-
bitious efforts, [and] two-year college faculties may limit their
activities primarily to local projects. Yet all these activities occur



50 The Philosophical

to some extent in all types of institutions.” They also stated that
“the research function is shared . . . among faculty members of
all disciplines.”

Many public and independent institutions carry on some but not
large-scale research. The research ideal is important to them even
when they are not engaged in the kind of research heavily funded
by outside sources. There are countless instances where teachers
and students in both graduate and undergraduate institutions carry
on research in small projects which has important effects in the edu-
cational process. I hope I will be excused for using my own institu-
tion to illustrate this effect, but I know it best and it is not atypical
of others.

The holder of our Lillian Nelson Pratt Chair in Chemistry, Dr.
Robert L. Soulen, carries on a research program in fluorine chem-
istry under an annual grant from The Robert A. Welch Foundation.”
Not only does he publish articles regularly as a result of his work
but he has also made it possible for students to work with him in
his experiments and has attracted the attention of scholars in other
countries. Post-doctoral fellows have come to our campus to work
with him from Poland, India, Pakistan, and Korea. These fellows
have interacted with both faculty members and students outside
of chemistry in such a way that their presence has had a campus-wide
influence. In this way, Dr. Soulen’s research work has radiated
beyond his classroom and his laboratory to the context of the
entire educational program at Southwestern. His case is not unique.
It could probably be duplicated in many other institutions. Under-
graduate institutions can be of extraordinary value to the research
institutions by involving students in the process and techniques of
research during their baccalaureate years.

It would be highly desirable for the large research institutions to
expend more effort in recognizing their indebtedness to and de-
pendence upon the baccalaureate institutions which, after all, prepare
the students for entrance into the graduate and professional schools.
In fact, the student who may hope to become a researcher cannot
even enter a graduate program unless the undergraduate school has
properly prepared him or her.

Research is also important at many teaching institutions because,
though they are not exactly the same, research and scholarship over-
lap according to almost any definition of the two terms, and scholar-
ship is, or should be, a function of every college or university.”
Scholarship takes many forms, one of which is publication. Using
books alone as an example, five faculty members at my institution
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have published books in the last two years, two more have book-
length manuscripts circulating the publishers, and at least two others
have manuscripts in the final stages of completion. These nine books
and manuscripts represent one-seventh of my entire full-time faculty
and do not count papers prepared for learned meetings and articles
prepared for scholarly journals. All of these efforts involved me-
ticulous scholarship even though they would not enter into our
calculation of funds expended for research. All of them were produced
in the normal course of the academic life of the University without
special funding. The important thing is that all of them involved
significant inquiry. It is the kind of inquiry spoken of by President
James H. Zumberge of Southern Methodist University in a letter
to me when he said: “It is, of course, the process of inquiry that
keeps our faculty vital and capable of instilling intellectual curiosity
in our students.”
* * *

Having discussed research, scholarship, and inquiry independently
of other considerations, now permit me to conclude this section
by discussing them as they relate to the total educational and social
environment,.

One of the great advances in Western thought several centuries
ago was the more-or-less general acceptance of the methodological
principle of systematic doubt advanced by René Descartes. His
principle is one of the foundation stones of the critical method,
which insists that all knowledge be tested. Because of our acceptance
of this principle, “most contemporary professors, even those in the
humanities, see themselves as detached observers of phenomena
within particular disciplines rather than as arbiters of values or as
guides to social goals. They see themselves as concerned with what
is, not with what ought to be.” To some extent this development
is good and natural. Yet it has obscured one basic fact. Colleges
and universities are more deeply involved in the search for mean-
ings and values than those within them will oftentimes admit.

In a book recently published by the Carnegie Foundation as part
of its Policy Studies in Higher Education, Howard R. Bowen com-
ments on this fact. He says that not only is higher education involved
in value issues but that it also has “a legitimate role [to play] in
the realm of values and social goals.” “The university is not,” he
continues,

as value-free or as uncompromisingly scientific in outlook

as it may seem. In the area of esthetics and ideas the uni-
versity is by no means reluctant to assert a major role as




52 The Philosophical

arbiter of values. It regularly distinguishes between the
more worthy and the less worthy works of art. Similarly, it
singles out thinkers and ideas that it considers to be touched
with truth and greatness and relegates to the background or
rejects those adjudged to be of lesser stature. In the study
of history, judgments frequently are made about the ef-
ficacy of public policies and the motives of public leaders.
In the social sciences and law, the study of what is always
tends to shade into the study of what ought to be, and these
fields are deeply implicated in public policy.

By suggesting that the university has a legitimate role
in the realm of values and social goals, we do not imply
that monolithic agreement can or should be reached, or
that the university resembles a church, or that it should
undertake moral crusades. We mean only that through pa-
tient and endless thought, discussion, and criticism, the
academic community can reach useful but tentative con-
clusions about values and social goals — just as, through
the same methods, it reaches tentative esthetic judgments
or tentative scientific conclusions.”

Those of us who have the privilege and responsibility of serving
in the leadership of institutions of higher learning need to ponder
Dr. Bowen’s words carefully. Our institutions are indeed concerned
with research, scholarship, and teaching. But when we have con-
sidered them, as we have in this paper, it is easy for us to restrict
our vision and to think we have no more responsibility. We can be
led to believe that the whole of our responsibility has been relieved
when we have dealt adequately with the educational process in and
of itself. Such, however, is not the case. These elements — research,
scholarship, teaching — fit into a larger context. They are all parts
of the social context of our entire lives and must be looked at in
terms of broad normative and ethical considerations. They relate to
the deeper moral issues in which we are all involved as human beings.
They remind us that in academia we must structure our activities
in such a way that ethical considerations are not simply taken into
account when we are forced to consider them by the pressure of
public events but normally as a part of the on-going educational
process itself.

I want to reinforce this point by quoting from an address by the
late president of the College of Wooster, Dr. Howard Foster Lowry.
He said:

We need, as never before, free minds, disciplined
thought feeling and imagination, some sense of values and
direction. reflective commitment, the power to distinguish
between ripples and waves, a capacity to share in the vast
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human debate on main matters. We need to know some of
the great themes among the whirling variations, to distin-
guish what abides from what is passing.
Who among us would disagree with this statement as being one of the
major goals of higher education?

Walter Lippmann spoke to the role of the University in this regard
a few years ago when he declared:

One of the great phenomena of the buman condition
in the modern age is the dissolution of the ancestral order,
the erosion of established authority, and having lost the
light and the leading, the guidance and the support, the
discipline that the ancestral order provided, modern men
are haunted by a feeling of being lost and adrift, without
purpose and meaning in the conduct of their lives. The
thesis which I am putting to you is that the modern void,
which results from the vast and intricate process of emanci-
pation and rationalization, must be filled, and that the uni-
versities must fill the void because they alone can fill it.”

Mr. Lippmann, I believe, overstated himself in saying that the
university is the only agency in society that can fill the void. Indeed,
I believe that no one agency or institution can do it. Home, church,
government, all must do their part. But with Lippmann, I do believe
that it will not be done unless the university participates in and gives
inspired leadership in filling the void.

When Mr. William S. Paley, then the chairman of the Board of
the Columbia Broadcasting System, delivered the commencement
address to the graduates of the University of Pennsylvania several
years ago, he concluded with a brilliant statement which 1 am bold
to borrow to conclude this address.

Our universities are not custodians of the old order,
perpetuators of the proven, or curators of the established.
They are open-ended ventures, selective of the past, criti-
cal of the present and oriented to the future. Let us look at
them afresh. There is nothing sacred about the structure of
a university. We can adapt it to new realities. There is
everything sacred about the purpose of a university. It must
not be compromised. The task before us is to advance that
high purpose of inquiry and discussion.

This same high purpose of higher education intrigues us, beckons
us, and demands more of us than ever before as we in Texas face
the nineteen eighties.

Footnotes
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this report,” he continues, “I made a brief study, and found that my meager
results agreed with Steelman’s conclusions. While I have no statistics on hand,
I am of the opinion that the situation is now relatively unchanged. In view of
the fact that many or even most graduate students in chemistry come from
small schools, it is obviously important that at least some basic chemical re-
search be carried out at the small schools inasmuch as the training of these
chemistry majors will be vastly improved.”

*President John G. Barker of Midwestern State University speaks to this
overlap in a letter to the author dated November 28, 1979. He says: “By defi-
nition I consider research to cover a broad range of activities; it is not simply
that which occurs in a science laboratory. Other examples include the evalua-
tion and expositing of new teaching techniques, determination of the best use
of computers, creative works of musical composition and visual art. In short,
that which engages the faculty member in the origination of new, deeper under-
standing of a discipline is research.”

“*Bowen, op. cit., p. 312.
®Ibid., p. 313.

*Walter Lippman, “The University,” The New Republic (May 28, 1966),
pp. 17-20.

VICE-PRESIDENT CARMACK: Our next speaker, Fred Benson, also
comes from an institution that bows to none in the depth of its Texas
tradition — Texas A & M University. He is currently Vice-President
of Engineering and Non-Renewable Resources at A & M and is
Executive Director of the Texas A & M Research Foundation and
Director of the Texas Engineering Experiment Station. But this bare
bones listing of his present job tells little of the spot he holds in the
affection of Aggie engineers, past and present. He got his Master of
Science degree at A & M in 1936 and first taught there in 1937.
In 1955 he became Dean of the Engineering School and served in
that post for 23 years. Despite his promotion to his current post,
hundreds of former students still affectionately call him Dean. As
head of the A & M University Foundation and the Texas Engineering
Experiment Station and member of the National Research Council,
our speaker is particularly qualified to discuss Texas goals in energy
sources and uses.

ENERGY SOURCES AND USES
FRED J. BENSON

Our nation, our state are dependent on an abundant supply of
energy to maintain our economy and our mode of living. It is a
privilege for me to be here this morning to discuss with you the
sources of our energy and the uses to which we put our energy sup-
plies. It is also my intention to provide you with some thoughts
with regard to the energy supply and demand situation for the re-
maining twenty years of this century.
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The world’s energy comes from four primary sources:

1. The first source is fossil fuels, primarily crude oil, nat-
ural gas, and coal.

2. The second source is nuclear energy which is two types.
Fission energy arises from the splitting of the atoms of
fissionable materials. Fusion energy arises from the
combining of atoms. In both instances heat energy is
released in large quantities.

3. The third source is the earth. This includes energy from
geothermal effects, that is heat stored in the earth.
Earth energy also includes hydroenergy derived from
the vertical flow of water arising from variations in the
earth’s topography.

4. The fourth source is solar energy. Solar enmergy is
broadly conceived to include both direct use of the sun’s
energy and its indirect use through wind, ocean currents,
and materials from plant life.

The four sources currently provide markedly different portions of
our energy supply. During 1980 the relative magnitude of the nation’s

use of the four sources of energy will be approximately as follows:

1. Fossil Fuels 91%
2. Nuclear Energy 5%
3. Earth Energy 2V2 %
4. Solar Energy 1%2 %

One major problem of energy supply is the great dependence of
the society on liquid fuels as a source of energy. In our nation nearly
all energy use in transportation and a substantial portion of
energy use in the residential sector is dependent on liquid fuels.

Fossil Fuels

Texas has been and remains the major source of supply for crude
oil and natural gas in our nation. The state’s economy is dependent
on the petroleum industry; State government depends heavily on
the severance taxes on crude oil and natural gas as a source of tax
revenue. The production of crude oil in Texas peaked at just under
3,500,000 barrels per day in 1972 and is currently about 2,800,000
barrels per day. Natural gas production has decreased from 27,000
MMCF per day in 1973 to about 20,000 MMCF at present. The
situation for the nation as a whole is very similar. The production
rate of crude oil in the nation peaked at 9,637,000 barrels per day in
1970 and decreased to just over 8,000,000 barrels per day in 1978.
Natural gas production in the United States peaked at 62,000 MMCF
per day in 1973 and is now about 54,000 MMCF per day.

What is the future of oil and gas resources in the United States
and Texas? Certainly these fossil fuels are finite resources and will
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be exhausted in time. The question is when; the answer is not clear.
M. King Hubbert, in 1956, made the prediction that oil production
in this country would continue to increase until about 1970 and
would then decline steadily. The leading people in the petroleum
industry have divergent points of view. Many agree with Hubbert and
are pessimistic concerning future oil and gas discoveries in the con-
tinental United States. Others, including many of the independent
oil men, believe that substantial finds will occur, particularly in the
western areas of the nation. It has been demonstrated that finds in
existing fields will be rather limited.

One obvious fact is that oil and gas are discovered only by drilling
wells in areas of potential production. It is interesting to note that
the peak drilling rate in the United States was 58,418 wells in 1956.
This was the year that price controls were placed on natural gas at
the wellhead. The drilling rate steadily declined from 1956-1973
reaching a low of 26,081 wells in 1973. The drilling rate has in-
creased since 1973 with 48,161 wells being drilled in 1978. If the
drilling rate had continued at the 1956 level, or at a higher level,
what would the supply situation be today? Certainly the situation
would be better, both from the standpoint of reserves and current
production.

The future of oil and gas exploration and drilling is clouded by
political influences. Given free market conditions, drilling rates
would probably increase sharply. Present uncertainties arising from
political controls over crude oil and natural gas make prospecting
for oil and gas even more risky than in the past. A vigorous explora-
tion and drilling program is, therefore, not probable under current
conditions.

Much of the crude oil discovered cannot be extracted with cur-
rently proven methods. In the United States it is estimated that 300
million barrels of oil in existing fields cannot be recovered at present
and nearly half of this oil is in Texas fields. Secondary and tertiary
oil recovery procedures now under study in research laboratories
around the nation will provide better methods of oil recovery in the
years ahead. One of the most promising methods currently under
study involves the use of carbon dioxide at high pressures. Any
major breakthrough in oil recovery techniques will have a positive
impact on crude oil production.

Coal presents a different picture. Coal is found in many areas in
the United States, and coal resources are estimated at 3.5 trillion
tons. Coal is a fossil energy resource which has the potential for
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solving the nation’s energy needs well into the twenty-first century.
Texas has a large supply of lignite, a low-grade coal. The Texas
lignite belt begins at Laredo and runs in a northeasterly direction
passing south of San Antonio and Austin, north of Bryan and on
into East Texas where it spreads to cover the area from Lufkin
to Texarkana. Lignite was widely used in Texas prior to the develop-
ment of crude oil and natural gas supplies.

The Bureau of Economic Geology at the University of Texas
estimates the state’s lignite reserves at 10 billion tons to depths of
200 feet and 100 billion tons at depths over 200 feet. The 200 foot
depth is currently considered the greatest practical depth for recovery
of lignite by strip mining. Recent explorations in East Texas lead
many experts to believe that the Bureau’s estimates are very con-
servative. Reserves to a depth of 200 feet are considered by several
experts to be in excess of 20 billion tons. Recovery of the deeper
lignites is dependent on development of practical methods of extrac-
tion or use in place. Two methods are currently under study for this
purpose. One method is burning the lignite in place to produce a
gas which can be used in the same way that natural gas is used;
this is referred to as in-situ gasification. A second method is solvent
extraction. The procedure is to find a liquid which will absorb the
lignite in place. The liquid is pumped into the formation and lignite
put into solution. The solution is brought to the surface, the lignite
separated from the solution for use and the solvent returned to the
process. The in-situ gasification process has been developed to a field
trial basis. Solvent extraction is still in the laboratory.

Texans are fortunate that development of the state’s lignite re-
sources for the generation of electricity has proceeded at a rapid
pace in the 1970’s. Market prices for natural gas in the intrastate
market provided a real incentive for the electric utility industry to
seek cheaper fuels. The alternate fuels available were western coal
and our Texas lignite. The expanded use of western coal is being
deterred by continually increasing rail transportation costs. New
power plants fueled by lignite have been completed at Rockdale, at
Big Brown north of Fairfield, at Tatum (Martin’s Lake) and at
Monticello. Plants are under construction at Jourdanton south of
San Antonio, at Carlos near Bryan, at Kosse (Twin Oaks), at Athens,
and north of Jewett on Limestone Lake. Others are in the planning
stage. By 1985 only about 15 percent of the electric energy used
in North Texas will be generated using natural gas. This is an
accomplishment of the Texas Utilities Group which includes Texas
Power and Light, Dallas Power and Light, and Texas Electric Service
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Company. Texans can be proud of the fact that more progress has
been made in this state than in any other in reducing the use of oil
and natural gas for electric generation. This is certainly a long step
in the right direction to guarantee Texas’ future in energy availability.

Nuclear Energy

Nuclear energy (sometimes referred to as atomic energy) is con-
verted to electrical energy. In the year immediately following World
War II there was much enthusiasm for the development of “peaceful
uses of atomic energy.” It was then generally thought that nuclear
energy would provide a substantial portion of the nation’s electrical
energy needs. Useful nuclear ‘energy comes from heat generated
either by the splitting of atoms in the “fission process” or by the com-
bining of atoms in the “fusion process.” Currently only energy arising
from the fission process is available. Since the physical processes
involved are similar to those which take place in the atomic bomb
explosion, some hazard is involved. The fission process also gene-
rates a certain amount of radioactive waste as the nuclear fuel is
consumed.

The basic fuel for the fission process is uranium. About 95 per-
cent of known U.S. uranium reserves are located in the sedimentary
basins of the Western United States. Current estimates place do-
mestic inventories and proven reserves of uranium at about 1.5
billion pounds, an amount sufficient to provide for the nation’s need
through 1990. Self-sufficiency beyond 1990 will depend on the
success of exploration for uranium in the 1980’s. The free world’s
major proven uranium reserves are in Canada, Southern Africa, and
Australia. Texas has modest uranium resources located primarily
south of San Antonio. Texas currently has two nuclear plants which
are in the advanced construction stage, Comanche Peak of the Texas
Utilities Group south of Ft. Worth and the South Texas Nuclear
Project of the Houston Power and Light Company near Bay City.

The supply of fissionable material can be enhanced by the develop-
ment of the breeder reactor which uses the fission process to change
non-fissionable uranium to the fissionable variety. This process pro-
duces more fissionable material than it burns, thus supplying both
energy and fuel. The concept has been essentially abandoned in this
country, but is being actively pursued by West Germany, France
and Russia, all of whom have operational breeder reactors.

Currently the major problem in evaluating nuclear fission as a
future energy source is that of assessing the probable outcome of
the present objections of many of our people to the development
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of nuclear power plants. It is my opinion that current fears of nuclear
accidents and the anticipated problems of nuclear waste disposal
result a great deal more from emotion than from scientific con-
siderations. Nuclear energy is the cleanest, and to date, the safest
source of electrical power. It seems foolish to abandon this option
in our current energy crisis.

The other source of nuclear energy is the fusion process. This
involves the fusion of the heavy isotopes of hydrogen, deuterium and
tritum in a thermonuclear reaction. The reaction is the same as
that which takes place in our sun and other stars. In the thermo-
nuclear reaction the hydrogen isotopes are converted into helium
with the release of large quantities of energy which is converted to
heat in the immediate vicinity of the reaction point. The reaction
is clean from the standpoint that it does not release radioactivity
and creates no radioactive waste.

Ordinary water contains one deuterium atom for every 6000 pro-
tons and the separation of deuterium from water is a relatively
simple matter. Thus the oceans of the world contain a practically
inexhaustible source of fuel for the fusion process. The problem
lies in finding ways of exercising control over the thermonuclear
reaction which must be carried on at temperatures approaching those
in the sun. Intensive research has been carried on for the last 20
years seeking a practical method of continuous control of the thermo-
nuclear reaction — (the explosive reaction of the hydrogen bomb).
One of the major research programs is carried out here at the Uni-
versity of Texas at Austin. For some time there was much optimism
that the problem could be solved; this no longer prevails. It is, there-
fore, difficult to predict the future of this promising energy source.
Nuclear fusion, if it can be controlled, will provide this nation and the
world with a virtually inexhaustible energy supply.

Earth Energy

Turning now to earth energy. Hydroelectric power is obtained by
harnessing the flow of the rivers. Dams are used to elevate the water
surface and provide height from which the water falls to drive
hydraulic turbines. Hydropower has been largely developed in Texas,
in the United States and throughout the world. The small energy
supply provided by this source will continue as long as the earth’s
hydrological cycle exists but potential expansion is very limited.

The other source of earth energy is geothermal, in other words,
the utilization of the heat of the earth’s interior. Just a few miles
below the surface earth temperatures are very high. In a few loca-
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tions, such as in New Zealand, California, and Yellowstone Park,
water penetrating from the earth’s surface contacts the hot interior
rocks and is transformed into steam. This steam can be captured
and transformed to electric power in a steam turbine or used for
process steam. Experiments have been carried on for several years
in a large volcano in Hawaii in which drill holes are driven into the
hot rock and the well casings used for the circulation of water in and
out of the formation. If the process is ultimately practical, the earth’s
core can also provide an almost inexhaustible energy source.

Solar Energy

The fourth major energy resource is solar energy. Solar energy is
here defined broadly to include not only the sun’s direct energy
impacting the earth but also wind, waves and ocean temperature
currents which are generated by the sun. Solar energy is also virtually
inexhaustible, but suffers from the fact that it is highly diffused and
useful only if it can be effectively and economically concentrated.
It is the difficulty with this latter requirement which prevents us
from shifting to solar energy as a primary source. A second problem
with solar energy exists because it is not available at all times. Dark-
ness and clouds prevent the sun’s rays from reaching the earth, thus
creating the necessity for a means of storing energy during these
periods of non-availability. Unfortunately our systems for storing
electrical and heat energy are not very good.

Solar energy is converted to the types of energy which are useful
to man in two ways. First, the conversion can be made by mechanical
or electrical means. Solar panels which produce hot water, windmills
for pumping water or turning electric generators, and direct con-
version to electricity by solar cells are examples of this form of
conversion.

Solar energy can also be converted to energy useful to man
through biological processes. Our entire plant system is a giant
conversion process. Solar energy converted by the plant system to
biomass can be used in several ways. The plant material can be used
to produce alcohol, an excellent liquid fuel; it can be converted to
useful gas; and it can be burned directly. Biomass as a source of
energy is of much interest because of its renewable nature.

Thus our energy sources consist of the fossil fuels which provide
nearly all of our energy today, the nuclear processes which have
much promise and are not currently in favor with many of our peo-
ple, and the earth sources and solar energy which have much promise
for the future but provide only a very limited energy source today.
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Energy Uses

The other side of the energy equation is that of energy use. From
the standpoint of sources our current energy in the United States
divides about as follows: The 91 percent of total energy from fossil
fuels is about 48 percent crude oil, 23 percent natural gas and 20
percent coal. As previously stated nuclear sources provide about
S percent of the energy, while the earth and solar sources provide
about 4 percent. In Texas the proportion of natural gas is higher
and that of coal and nuclear energy sources lower than for the
United States as a whole. Virtually all of our energy in Texas today
is provided by crude oil, natural gas, and lignite with the latter fuel
source of importance only in the last 10 years.

How is energy used in the various sectors of our society in Texas
and the United States? Currently, energy in Texas and the United
States is used in these approximate proportions.

Residential/Commercial Sector 34%

Transportation Sector 26%

Industrial Sector 32%

Non-Energy Sector 8%
(Chemical Feedstocks, Fertilizers,
Coke, Etc.)

The using sectors are not equally flexible with regard to energy
source. The non-energy sector is largely dependent on natural gas and
to a lesser extent on coal for coke and industrial chemicals. The
transportation sector is almost entirely dependent on liquid fuels, and
these fuels are derived almost entirely from crude oil. The resi-
dential/commercial and industrial sectors are much more flexible
with regard to energy source. These two sectors depend heavily on
electric energy. Our electric energy sources for the United States
are fossil energy 75 percent (14 percent natural gas, 15 percent
crude oil, 46 percent coal), nuclear energy 11 percent and earth
energy 14 percent, almost all hydropower. About a third of the
energy used in this country is electric energy.

The heavy dependence of the people of our nation and our state
of Texas on highway transportation is the major factor in our need
for very large crude oil imports. It is our “Achilles’ heel.” The
transportation of people, except for long-distance travel by air, is
almost entirely dependent on the family car. Nearly everyone at this
meeting used that form of transportation. Furthermore most of our
freight distribution, including virtually all of our food, is carried in
highway vehicles. It is this dependence which leaves us so vul-
nerable to world conditions in the crude oil market. Currently the
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nation’s imports are about 9,000,000 barrels of oil per day or just
about half of our total supply. The transportation sector in the
United States uses nearly 11,000,000 barrels of oil per day out of a
total use of about 18,000,000 barrels.

What alternatives to gasoline and diesel fuel are available? The
alcohols, both ethyl and methyl, are excellent fuels for the internal
combustion engine. The United States motor vehicle fleet can accom-
modate the use of a mixture of 10 percent to 15 percent alcohol in
gasoline without engine modification. With modest changes the fleet
could be converted to burn nearly 100 percent alcohol. Alcohols
can be produced from coal, natural gas, and biomass. However, the
nation’s capability for producing these fuels is currently limited and
can not be increased rapidly.

An immediate crisis in crude oil supply can, in my opinion, be
solved only by a major change in the use of transportation. Currently
the average vehicle in this nation carries 1.3 passengers. Improve-
ment to 2.6 passengers per car would cut the gasoline consumed in
personal travel by half, a significant reduction. Our life-style would
be substantially altered by this change.

As a people we have been seriously indicted for our wasteful use
of energy, and this criticism has some merit. Much of the energy
consumed in this nation and in Texas is wasted. With increasing
energy costs there is a definite incentive for saving energy. Our in-
dustries have already made very large reductions in energy consump-
tion. The commercial sector has also reduced energy usage. The next
large gain must come in the residential and transportation sectors.
This means that you and I must become much more interested in
the nation’s enmergy problem and do those things which eliminate
waste.

Synopsis

In the next decade the traditional sources of energy upon which
this nation has depended for the past two decades will remain
dominant. Some added supply can be expected from nuclear energy
sources, from solar energy and from geothermal sources but the
additions will probably not be substantial in the 1980’s. The major
problem is the nation’s large dependence on fuels for transportation
derived from imported crude oil. Shifts can be made to alternate
fuel sources, but such fuels are not currently available in significant
quantities. The nation is therefore badly in need of a policy and a
game plan to provide energy independence. Since 1973, when the
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problem finally became apparent to most of our people, the nation
has made little progress in solving this problem. Our time may be
running out.

VICE-PRESIDENT CARMACK: There is no more beloved name in
the Philosophical Society of Texas than that of Miss Ima Hogg, and
there is no more respected name among Texas institutions than that
of the Hogg Foundation for Mental Health. Dr. Wayne Holtzman
has held many spots with the Foundation for 25 years. He joined
the Foundation in 1954 and was in direct charge of the research
program for nine years. In 1970 he became its president. That
would be career enough for most people, but it is only a start for
Dr. Holtzman. Since 1949 he has been a faculty member in psy-
chology at the University of Texas at Austin, is currently a Hogg
Professor of Educational Psychology, and for six years was Dean
of the College of Education. He has also written more than 100
articles in scientific journals and a number of books and has been
editor of the Journal of Educational Psychology for six years. His
list of society memberships and offices includes the National Advisory
Mental Health Council, the Board of Trustees of the Educational
Testing Service, and the International Social Science Council. Plainly,
no one has a better background to discuss Texas goals in social and
human resources than Dr. Wayne H. Holtzman.

AMERICA’S FUTURE — DREAM OR NIGHTMARE?
WAYNE H. HOLTZMAN

Twenty years ago, Life magazine devoted an entire issue to the
American Dream as articulated a generation ago. With their char-
acteristic optimism, many Americans were confident that American
technology and social engineering would lead mankind into the
Promised Land in our lifetime. Excited by John F. Kennedy’s vision
of the New Frontier, the majority of Americans strongly supported
an amazing amount of social legislation aimed at eliminating poverty,
enriching education, reducing crime, improving the health of the
nation, and promoting equal rights for all citizens. During one brief
moment in the fall of 1963, the American Dream turned into a night-
mare. A shocked nation was brought to its knees by the unbelievable
assassination of its young President.

Determined to carry on with President Kennedy’s unfinished social
agenda, President Johnson launched his own major program to pro-
mote the Great Society. In spite of the Vietnam war which soon
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erupted and raged out of control, planners and futurists continued to
talk about the budget surplus that would accrue from full employ-
ment and the effective adoption of new technology. The pursuit of
material comfort and happiness for all was so enticing a dream that
the nightmares were easily repressed throughout most of the 1960s.
It was readily apparent to many observers, however, that something
was badly amiss in America.
Where We Have Been

The college student revolt erupted in 1964. Starting with Berkeley
and the fiower children of San Francisco, the counterculture move-
ment rapidly spread throughout the leading universities of the coun-
try. The illusion of a national consensus quickly melted in the face
of controversy and protest. The early doctrine of divine discontent
was replaced by educated discontent of a secular nature. Rapidly
rising expectancies were transformed into entitlements. The campus
rebellion led to radical politics and new life-styles.

Although the Vietnam protests finally subsided with the end of the
war, the American Dream would never be the same again. A funda-
mental change in values underlying society was apparent during the
short period from the mid-’60s to the early *70s.

We have recognized the pluralistic nature of our society and the
diversity of life-styles within it, but we have not yet achieved a new
national concensus around which Americans can rally. The noted
sociologist Daniel Bell sees the current state of America as a transi-
tional period in our development, a phase characterized by a moral
crisis due to the shrinkage of leadership, loss of civitus, and political
apathy so prevalent in our society." The confidence of Americans
in our social and political institutions has been slowly crumbling
over the past 15 years and is now at the lowest level recorded at
any time since 1960.

Repeated surveys by the University of Michigan’s Institute of
Social Research indicate that the long-term decline in trust began
with a slow deterioration in 1964, followed by massive downturns in
confidence during the Vietnam war and in the subsequent Watergate
period. In spite of the expectation of many Americans that the new
Carter Administration would revive the public’s trust in govern-
ment, the most recent results from the Center for Political Studies’
1978 election survey show that 60 percent of voting Americans
indicated distrust of the government in general, while only 16 per-
cent gave it high trust ratings.’

This brief, highly superficial sketch of social trends in the past 20
years provides a context in which to examine more carefully our



66 The Philosophical

social and human resources in Texas and throughout the nation.
If the 1960s can be thought of as the decade in which the pursuit of
the American Dream was vigorously followed with its resulting
counterculture and turmoil, the 1970s forced us back to reality and
provided some breathing room for regaining our balance. We enter
the next decade as a somewhat shaken but determined people, ready
to reformulate our goals and to apply both technology and human
resources to their achievement. During the past three years there
have been promising signs that we are outgrowing the disillusion-
ment and confusion of the early 1970s.

America Today

Today, Americans are better educated than ever before. The pro-
portion of young men and women eventually graduating from high
school has reached a high of 85 percent. Over half of these graduates
are enrolling in colleges or technical schools. This past year, for the
first time, the number of women enrolled in college actually exceeded
the corresponding level for men. While our educational institutions
are still faced with very serious problems, it is clear that we have
gone a long way from a generation ago in realizing our human
potentialities through education.

Social indicators of disturbance in our society have been carefully
documented for at least the past 25 years. Annual rates of divorce,
crime, suicide, and mental illness remained fairly level until 1960
when they suddenly rose. Continuing their steep climb through the
early 1970s, most of these indices have now flattened out or even
fallen slightly. In the case of mental illness, this improvement has
been most impressive.

During the past 25 years the number of residents in state mental
hospitals has been cut in half, while the average length of hospitaliza-
tion for mental patients has dropped from more than six months
to just over one month. Even more dramatic is the shift in the locus
and type of care during the past quarter century. In 1955 one-half
of the nearly two million episodes of care were provided by the
traditional public mental health hospitals. Twenty years later, only
9 percent of the 6.4 million episodes of care were accounted for
by state and county mental hospitals. Nearly one-half are now pro-
vided by out-patient psychiatric services, while almost another one-
third are handled by community mental health centers. As the Presi-
dent’s Commission on Mental Health pointed out recently, the most
notable changes have been the increase of the elderly in nursing
homes, the marked shift from mental institutions to community
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care facilities, and the rise in the treatment of alcohol-related dis-
orders in mental institutions.’

Today some 726 community mental health centers throughout the
country receive federal funding totaling over a quarter-billion dollars
per year. The $1.5 billion in categorical federal funding during the
first 15 years of the community mental health center program has
attracted nearly $5 billion of additional support from non-federal
sources. Useful mental health projects have been introduced in
hundreds of communities where there would be little or no services
if the federal program had not produced them. In spite of these great
gains, serious problems remain throughout the country with regard
to delivering mental health services. As the President’s Commission
on Mental Health noted, many areas still have virtually no mental
health programs while others suffer from major deficiencies for large
segments of the population. Even where there are well-established
centers, a distressing lack of service is too often evident for the
after-care of mental patients who are returning to the community.

The Texas Plan

Fifteen years ago Texas received its first planning grant from the
federal government to develop a comprehensive mental health plan
for the entire state. Officers of the Hogg Foundation for Mental
Health joined with other citizens in a number of task forces ap-
pointed by the governor. A new Texas Department of Mental Health
and Mental Retardation emerged from these efforts two years later.
Within the first three years of the new Department’s operation, 24
community mental health and mental retardation centers were estab-
lished. In addition, the state hospitals began a network of outreach
centers that provided public services in areas not served by the new
mental health centers. Appropriations for the community programs
rose from $600,000 to over $41 million. The residential population
of the state mental hospitals dropped one-third over the past 13 years,
as a result of this shift of emphasis to local services. In spite of this
progress, however, many citizens throughout the state strongly
believe that further changes are urgently needed to provide more
effective services for all the people of Texas.

The year-long efforts of the President’s Commission on Mental
Health during 1977-78 gave promise for continuing efforts in social
programs. Sensing an opportunity to bring many organizations and
leaders together in a new reform movement, the Hogg Foundation
organized the first Robert Lee Sutherland Seminar on Mental Health
as a tribute to its late president in May 1978. The central theme of
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the conference, Mental Health for the People of Texas, used the just-
published report of the President’s Commission on Mental Health
as a catalyst to bring together nearly a thousand citizens from all
walks of life.' Out of the workshops, lectures, and seminars high-
lighted by Rosalynn Carter’s keynote address, a new organization
was launched — Citizens for Human Development. To carry out a
massive public education program funded by private as well as public
monies, this citizens’ movement is aimed at new legislation and
greatly increased support at the local level for community mental
health programs.

Both private and public funds are seen as essential to the success
of mental health services at the community level. While the main
source of funds must remain public appropriations from the federal
and state levels, only if private and local funds are assured, together
with the enthusiastic voluntary contributions of local citizens, will
the delivery of human services prove truly effective. The American
tradition of private giving for public purposes preserves the essential
elements of freedom and flexibility that are critical for local success.
How all the needs of a community relate to one another and how
one defines the nature of mental health services in terms of local
tradition, local resources, and local motivations are beyond the reach
of both federal and state governments.

Community and Family Needs

Among the most important aspects of our communities that are
an essential part of a healthy private sector, is the web of personal,
familial, and neighborly relations that are so essential as informal
support systems in the resolution of family and personal crises. All
too frequently the categorical funding and federal or state regulations
accompanying mental health programs lead to tragic disruption of
these indigenous forces at the local level, rather than their facilita-
tion. Churches, the United Way, civic clubs, and other private
organizations are equally concerned with the preservation of the
informal support systems that can restore our sense of community.
Citizen participation at the grass roots level clearly provides the best
opportunity for sympathetic personal attention to human problems.

In our society as in most others, social and human resources
begin with the family. An infant could not survive without a nurtur-
ing mother. Family interactions with mother, father, and young child
leave a deep, indelible impression upon the child’s personality. Too
often, we take the family for granted because of its pervasive in-
fluence upon us. One only has to experience a disruption of the
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family or the loss of a loved one to realize its fundamental impor-
tance. Families differ markedly in their life-style, social interaction,
cohesiveness, size, and the degree to which grandparents, aunts,
uncles, and others are thought of as part of the extended family.

Many families are in trouble today. Family patterns are changing
in ways that spell trouble for the children of our society and their
parents. The National Academy of Sciences recently published a
major report aimed at establishing a new national policy for children
and families.* Among the disturbing statistical trends noted in this
report are the following:

1. One out of every six children under the age of 18 now lives
in a family with only one parent — double the percentage of single-
parent families in 1950. In single-parent families, it is usually the
father who is absent. The effect of father’s absence depends largely
upon why he is absent and the attitudes that remain after his de-
parture. Children can develop normally in a single-parent home but
it is often more difficult. There must be adequate alternative super-
vision of the child while the parent works; there must be adequate
contact with the child when the parent is at home; and the absent
parent should not be denigrated in the eyes of the child.

2. Adult family members are less available to children today than
a generation ago. The number of working mothers with preschool
children has tripled while the proportion of mothers with school-
age children has doubled since 1950. More children than ever are
left to fend for themselves. After school hours, the passive viewing
of television has substituted for parent-child interaction in all too
many homes.

3. The number of illegitimate births, mostly to teenage mothers,
has increased sharply in the past 15 years. Today one out of every
eight births is illegitimate. About 10 percent of American teenagers
get pregnant and six percent give birth each year. The Alan Gutt-
macher Institute reports that more than half the twenty-one million
teenagers in the United States are sexually active. Of the 600,000
teenagers who gave birth in 1974, only 28 percent were conceived
following marriage. Although fertility in general has declined since
1960, birth rates among young girls have actually risen. This epi-
demic of adolescent pregnancies contributes significantly to the
number of infants and young children who receive inadequate care.
United States teenage child-bearing rates are among the world’s
highest. The frequent lack of prenatal care and the fact that most of
these mothers are very young produce an unusually high percentage
of babies who are underweight and frail.
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4. Child abuse, infanticide, teenage suicide, school dropouts, drug
use, and juvenile delinquency have increased concurrently with these
other major social changes in the family. Youngsters growing up in
low income families are at a specially high risk of damage physicaily,
intellectually, emotionally, and socially.

5. The middle-class family of today in America increasingly re-
sembles the low-income family of the early 1960s on most of these
indices of social disorder. Quite clearly, the children of so-called
traditional families are also in serious trouble to a higher degree
than our society can tolerate.

Paul Glick, a senior demographer with the U. S. Bureau of
Census, has made extensive studies of changes in American family
life. He projects a number of important future trends based upon
population developments.® Changes will be much slower during the
next two decades than during the last 20 years. The decline in the
birth rate, the increased proportion of women in the labor force,
and the great amount of increase in school and college enrollment
are all expected to remain fairly level over that period.

First, we can expect a continuing postponement of marriage. The
longer young adults postpone marriage, the more likely they are to
remain unmarried throughout life. Consequently, instead of all but
five percent of adults marrying, nearly ten percent of adults who are
now in their twenties may experience a lifetime of singlehood.

Second, the shortening span of childbearing due to later marriage
and lower expectations for number of children will lead to a much
longer period of adult life without children.

Third, the rapid rise in divorce rate will continue to slow down,
a trend that has already been evident since 1975. One of the most
significant social changes of the past 20 years has been the doubling
of divorce rate between 1965 and 1975. In the past five years, how-
ever, this rise has leveled off.

Fourth, there will be a continuing increase in one-parent house-
holds, although the large majority of people will continue to live in
households with both parents present. In 1978, one out of ten
individuals in America was living in one-parent households, while
three out of four were members of nuclear families with both mother
and father present. It’s worth noting that most of the children who live
with one parent are in a period of transition between two successive
two-parent families. By 1990, Glick predicts that more than one-half
of all children will have spent some of the time before they reach
18 years of age in a one-parent family or household.
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And fifth, more young adults are living alone, a trend that will
continue into the future. Young adults living together informally as
unmarried couples of opposite sex are still a numerically small group
but are increasing at a very rapid rate. In 1978, close to four percent
of all unmarried adults and eight percent of all divorced men under
35 were partners in an unmarried couple life-style. Less than three
percent of all “couple households” consist of unmarried couples, with
or without children present. The vast majority of these persons, how-
ever, will eventually marry and settle down.

Glick concludes that families in one form or another are here to
stay in spite of the alarming trends frequently featured in the popular
press.

One of the most significant shifts in population for both Texas
and the country as a whole during the next 20 years will be in the
increase in the elderly population. The fastest growing segment of
our population today is the people who are over 85 years of age.
Only a decade ago, the number who were 100 years or older was
3,200 in the United States. Today there are four times as many
centenarians. Scientists at the National Institute of Aging now
believe that the intrinsic human life-span is on the order of 110 or
120 years.

If one defines elderly as over the age of 65, the number of older
citizens in America will grow steadily from 24 million in 1980 to
almost twice that many 40 years later. Texas can expect more than
its share of older citizens because of its attractive environment for
retirement.

Among the elderly, women outnumber the men by 4.5 million, and
this proportion will increase still further in the coming years. By the
year 2000, among Americans over the age of 65, there will be at least
150 women for every 100 men. Most older men are married while
most older women are widows. By the year 2000, there may be as
many as 9 million aged widows in the United States.

Older people use health care facilities more frequently and have
more chronic physical conditions that require a much greater pro-
portion of the health resources than any other age group. A public
commitment to better health care for the aged will be a costly but
necessary social service.

Only six percent of older Americans are in nursing homes, hos-
pitals, or other institutions. Nearly one-third live alone, while the
remainder live in families. One out of every four who live alone
is classified as poor.
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Given the anticipated increase in the number of older Americans
and the diminished number of younger persons available to serve
them, can we continue to bear the increased costs of aging and at
the same time maintain a policy of early retirement, high levels of
social, health, and welfare services, and higher social security pay-
ments? This question is already of great concern in European coun-
tries, especially Sweden and France, and will be of growing im-
portance to us in the future. Our nation can and must maintain a
policy of adequate services for the aged, but only if we provide a
meaningful way of integrating retired citizens into community activi-
ties; only if we adopt public policies which encourage continued part-
time work for retirees without reducing their social security benefits;
and only if we concentrate our resources upon healthy living among
the aged rather than prolonging death for the terminally ill.

What About the Future?

The average American has greater material wealth than his coun-
terpart of 20 years ago. But are most Americans happier? An
individual’s sense of well-being depends on the satisfaction of three
basic kinds of need — the need for a sense of possession, the need
for relating to others, and the need for self-fulfillment. Material
wealth is totally inadequate as a predictor of satisfaction in domains
of life concerned with interpersonal relations — marriage, family
life, and friendships. It also fails to relate to the most important
single contributor to enjoyment of life in general — one’s satisfac-
tion with self.

Long-range studies by the University of Michigan’s Institute of
Social Research indicate that over the last 20 years income has tended
to lose its force in America as an indicator of subjective well-being,
especially among people with a college education.” During long
periods of relative prosperity, the needs for interpersonal relation-
ships and a favorable self-evaluation become more important. The
one factor found to be highly associated with people’s sense of well-
being is the surrounding social environment — the family, the neigh-
borhood, and the community within which one lives. Restoring this
sense of community in America should be the first item on our
agenda for the 1980s.

Variations within any modern urbanized society such as the United
States are much greater than the general differences between societies.
Some shared beliefs, values, customs, life-styles, and child-rearing
practices differ considerably from one family to the next within the
same society. Normative standards only represent the ideals of the

. O g
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society against which the individual and his family are compared.
Marked deviation from such ideals can produce new levels of self-
actualization and maturity or desperate feelings of alienation and
conflict, depending upon the kind of dissonance and how it is resolved
by the individual. In either case, too much deviation from societal
norms can lead to anxiety and despair. The recent movement in
America toward a pluralistic society has gone a long way toward
overcoming the excesses of strong social conformity pressures, mak-
ing it possible for many more individuals to resolve their deviance
in a mentally healthy way.

In spite of these differences nearly all families share a common
purpose. Nearly all parents want a better life for their children even
though they may not always know how to achieve it. They want their
children to succeed in school, to be popular among classmates, to
take pride in their heritage, to be respectful toward their elders, and
to live happy, healthy lives. As often as not they may set unrealis-
tically high standards for their children which lead to rejection and
disappointment when failure is recognized.

A deeper understanding of human development throughout the
life span has been a major goal of philosophers, educators, behavioral
scientists, and for that matter, parents and children themselves. We
have begun to discover ways to strengthen the forces for constructive
growth and mental health within our families and communities. We
have begun to understand the conditions leading to mental illness
and malfunctioning of individuals and groups. Enough is already
known to see more clearly what must be done to help families in
trouble if we are to survive as a society. A new national policy is
needed aimed at reestablishing the family as the primary caring,
nurturing, and socializing agency of our society.

Most families want to be responsible for their own development.
Most families also need help to accomplish their goals. Services for
families and children should be made available on a universal basis.
It must be remembered, however, that you cannot pay enough to
do what a mother and father will do for nothing if given a decent
chance.

The American Dream need not turn into a nightmare. The social
and human resources of Texas and the nation are enormous. We
have only begun to realize our potential for human development,
for improving the quality of life for everyone, not alone in terms
of material wealth but more importantly with respect to our inter-
personal needs and our need for self-respect.
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Rekindling the caring spirit in America is imperative. We need
to rebuild our community spirit and to rediscover ourselves by
altruistic service to others. We must revive a national commitment
to high standards of achievement and to the private and personal
pursuit of public good.

Fulfillment of the American Dream is still our most noble enter-
prise. Each of us must participate. Leaders are not enough. Our
American Dream has made us what we are. Our American Dream
can make us what we have the potential to become.
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VICE-PRESIDENT CARMACK: I should try to give a particularly
good introduction to our next speaker, for his institution has helped
my wife and me on more than one unusual Texas story. I'm deep in
debt to the Texas Collection at Baylor.

Abner McCall is a graduate of Baylor University and the Uni-
versity of Michigan Law School, taught at the Baylor Law School
from 1938 to 1942, was an F.B.L. agent from 1943 to 1946, was
professor of law and then Dean of the Baylor Law School from
1948-1955, took time out to serve as an Associate Justice on the
Texas Supreme Court, was Executive Vice-President of Baylor from
1959 to 1961, and has been President since that time. He has also
served as President of the Association of Texas Colleges and Uni-
versities, of the Baptist General Convention in Texas, and of the
Scottish Rite Foundation.

Of course no single factor has more to do with the future of our
nation or the future of our state or any city than does government.
To discuss Texas goals in the field of political participation, here is
Dr. Abner V. McCall.
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PARTICIPATION IN POLITICS
ABNER V. McCALL

Our president of the Texas Philosophical Society, Judge Price
Daniel, asked me to speak on how we could increase the participa-
tion in politics by the average citizen and how we could improve
the quality of that participation. It seems to me that our President,
who has been a Texas Legislator, Speaker of the House, Attorney
General of Texas, United States Senator, Governor of Texas, Asso-
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court of Texas, and held a half dozen
other special offices is the one most eminently qualified to speak
on this subject. I am just an amateur in this area compared to
members of this Society I see on the front row of the audience such
as Mr. Edward Clark, Mr. George Brown and Judge St. John
Garwood who were significantly involved in Texas politics when I
was a babe in swaddling clothes.

I supported President Daniel in every statewide race he made
from 1946 and except for one occasion I was on the winning side.
I presume he thought I consistently picked winners. Actually I started
my political participation in 1936 when I voted for Alf Landon for
President. In 1940 I organized Texans for Wilkie in McLennan
County and made a dozen speeches for Wilkie for President. I think
Wilkie got eight votes in McLennan County. My political participa-
tion is about like the Baylor University football records over the
years, showing more losses than wins.

During the past thirty years I have made at least a thousand
speeches. I keep a file of some of them. I have spoken on this subject
of political participation in the past to the Jaycees, Texas Baptists,
the League of Women Voters, and at least a dozen other groups.
Perennially I urge some Baylor student organization to be interested
in local, state and national politics and to participate actively therein.
If speeches could solve the problem, I alone have made enough
speeches to solve the problem. I was playing golf with a friend
several years ago. He was a poor golfer and every time he hooked
a drive, sliced an approach shot or missed a short putt, he burst out
with a long string of profanity. When he finished the eighteen holes
and totaled his score, which was over a hundred strokes, he turned
to me and commented sadly: “There are some problems which
cannot be helped by any amount of cursing.” I am afraid that the
failure of most Americans actively and intelligently to participate
in the processes of self government is a problem which cannot be
solved by much speaking on the subject.
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A very small percentage of Americans actively participate in and
attend local, state or national political meetings. Few endorse and
actively support candidates by contributions and campaign work. Few
join movements to actively work for or against public issues. Rela-
tively few write their Legislators, Congressmen or other public
officials. In the average local, state or national election less than half
the eligible voters bother to go to the polls. Often less than ten per-
cent of the voters decide local races. This has been so for decades
and is still a major problem of American democracy.

In some totalitarian countries a much higher percentage of the
people vote because failure to vote is punished as an offense against
the state, but in the United States there is freedom to vote or not
to vote and many exercise their freedom by not voting or otherwise
participating in politics. Persuasion is the only means available to
increase the participation.

In the years immediately following World War II I was an active
member of the Waco Jaycees. Under the leadership of the state
Jaycee president, Mr. John Ben Shepperd, the Jaycees adopted a
program to increase the participation in politics by the average
citizens. I joined in making speeches to the effect that the way to
make self-government work was for everyone to work at it. I
lamented that when it came to politics, most people were willing to
let George do it. I warned against such a policy lest one day the
citizens would find that George’s last name was Malenkov and that
their freedom was gone. For the younger ones among you Georgi
Malenkov was deputy premier from 1946 to 1953 under the Russian
dictator, Joseph Stalin, and succeeded Stalin as premier and dictator
when Stalin died in 1953. I always reminded my audiences that
eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.

I recall the Jaycees had a program of providing transportation to
the polls for people who wanted to vote and did not have automo-
biles. I organized the program in the late 1940’s in Waco and any-
one who wanted to vote on election day could call the Jaycee office
and we would send a “poll taxi” out to their homes and take them
to the polling place to vote and then return them to their homes. We
kept half a dozen “poll taxi” volunteers busy carrying people to the
polls on election day. Perhaps we increased the number voting a few
percentage points.

About this time I volunteered as an election judge and for several
years helped conduct the elections at my voting box in south Waco.
One of my jobs was to help those who could not read or write to
vote. I read the ballots for the illiterates, whose large number always.
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surprised me, and marked their ballots for them. It was a most
disillusioning experience. Many came in to vote for only one candi-
date but when they found there were many races for offices from
President of the United States to precinct constable, they insisted in
doing their duty by voting in every race. Most of them did not know
the difference between a justice of peace and a justice on the Supreme
Court of Texas between the county commissioner and a Railroad
Commissioner. Often they voted for the first candidate listed in
every race or sometimes the last name listed in every race. Sometimes
they voted for a candidate named Carter because they liked his
liver pills or for a candidate named Robinson because they had a
neighbor by that name. My experience as an election judge caused
me to come to the conclusion that a thousand ignorant, uninformed
votes were no better than one ignorant, uninformed vote. An unin-
formed, blind vote makes no contribution to effective self-govern-
ment. Often it does more harm than good. The blind and ignorant
vote counts just as much as the informed vote and often cancels it.
Each of you can remember races in which the uninformed votes
determined the outcome of elections. You may recall when Don
Yarbrough, a young lawyer of Houston with little experience, a
few years ago defeated Judge Charles Barrow of San Antonio, a
judge of long experience on the district court and San Antonio
Court of Civil Appeals. Mr. Yarbrough said that God had told him
to run. Many who voted for him later said they thought that he was
either Ralph Yarborough, several times candidate for Governor and
late United States Senator, or Don Yarborough, candidate against
John Connally for Governor in about 1962. There was a clever
newspaper cartoon which showed the vote count for Barrow and
Yarbrough and a voice coming out of the heavens saying “I thought
he was the other Yarborough too.”

After a few years as election judge, I stopped organizing “poll
taxi” programs and started opposing them, telling my fellow Jaycees
that anyone who was too disinterested to arrange his own transpor-
tation to the polls was unlikely to have informed himself of the
candidates or issues. Casting an ignorant vote is not a patriotic act
and makes no contribution to democratic self-government.

I get particularly vexed by those radio and television announce-
ments which tell the people: “Be sure to vote. It makes no differ-
ence how you vote. Just be sure to do your duty as a citizen and
vote.” It makes all the difference in the world how you vote. The
announcer should tell the people not to vote unless they are informed
about the candidates and issues they are voting for or against.



78 The Philosophical

You will recall there was considerable controversy concerning the
1948 victory of Mr. Lyndon Johnson over Governor Coke Stevenson
in the race for United States Senator. The late report of more un-
counted votes from a Jim Wells County polling box changed the
outcome of the election and gave Mr. Johnson the victory by a few
votes. This caused considerable criticism of our state election code
which had been adopted in 1903. The next Legislature created a
Commission to Revise Texas Election Laws. Governor Allan Shivers
appointed me chairman of this commission. After about two years of
work we presented a revised code to the Legislature. One of the
provisions which we added to the election code, at my insistence,
was a statute which prevented an election judge from helping a
person vote either by reading a ballot to him or by marking a ballot
for him unless the voter was too blind to read or too crippled
physically to mark the ballot.

This implemented my new philosophy that democratic self-govern-
ment was not served by helping uninformed people to cast votes.
For a few years I simply handed the illiterate voter a ballot and
refused to read the ballot to them or mark it for them, citing the
new law. Later the federal Civil Rights legislation and court decisions
invalidated my statute and rejected my philosophy. However, I still
hold the same philosophy. Democratic self-government is not fur-
thered simply because we increase the number of people who vote
if they cast votes in races and on issues about which they are com-
pletely uninformed. I still urge people not to vote in a race or
on an issue if they do not know about the candidates or issues. I
myself sometimes do not vote in a race in which I do not have ade-
quate information.

Thereafter I made speeches to the effect that there is nothing
good about political action per se. Action without purpose is mean-
ingless. Political action without purpose may be dangerous and
harmful. When the purpose is determined, such purpose governs the
nature of the political action. I began making speeches urging people
to inform themselves about candidates and issues before voting. I
supported programs such as that of the League of Women Voters
which publish information about all candidates and the platforms
on which they are running. I believe here is where we should place
our emphasis and direct our efforts. We should support programs to
inform and educate the voters. We should urge radio and television
stations and newspapers to do a better job of presenting information
about all candidates and their platforms. This is the only hope for
the future.
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This problem of informing the citizen so that he can intelligently
and effectively participate in processes of self-government is much
more difficult than it was a generation ago. The issues confronting the
American people today are incredibly complex and difficult to
analyze. Problems of monetary inflation, unemployment, energy
shortages, unfavorable balance of trade, national defense, foreign
relations, domestic crime and juvenile delinquency, urban blight, en-
vironmental pollution, distribution of the tax burden, and declining
effectiveness of our public schools are too difficult and complex for
the average citizen to fully understand and know what to support as
solutions. Many have a sense of hopelessness and simply do not vote
or otherwise participate in the political process. They look at the
mess we are in and denounce politics as dirty business from which
no good can be expected. Few try to inform themselves on most
issues so that they can participate intelligently in political action per-
taining to them. Most who do participate tend to concentrate on
one or two issues. I used to call these people ‘“one issue voters.” I
knew many Texas Baptists who used to ask ome question of all
candidates — whether they were “wet” or “dry.” They wanted to
know only whether the candidates were for or against the legaliza-
tion of the sale of alcoholic beverages in the community, county or
state. If the candidate was a “dry,” they voted for him. He might
be a crooked, inept and ineffective legislator, sheriff or county judge,
but if he was “dry,” he got their vote. If he was “wet,” a host of
good qualities which fitted him for public office did not influence
them to vote for him. There was a time in Texas in the first two
decades of this century when Texas Democrats were divided not
into conservatives or liberals but between “wets” and “drys.”

Today we have a proliferation of these “one issue voters” or as
many people call them today “special-interest groups.” The issue of
abortion has its fanatical “pro-life” groups and its equally fanatical
women’s liberation groups. Each casts block votes without regard
to all other issues involved in a political race. The energy problems
have spawned the rabid environmental purists fighting nuclear power
and any more dams and lakes. The National Rifle Association vies
with the arms control organizations in political action. Opponents of
busing to integrate public schools battle the integration advocates.
Hard liners on law enforcement contend with ardent civil rights
advocates. Labor unions advocate changes in state and federal laws
which facilitate the organization of all employees in all public and
private business and the “Right to Work” advocates are just as ardent
in their opposition.
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There was a time in the past generation when the generally ac-
cepted political philosophy was that America was a melting pot
and one of the primary goals of our political system was to turn
immigrants into good Americans. In one sense we aimed to homog-
enize our immigrants. Now we seem to have changed this philosophy.
Today the melting pot has cooled or been cast aside. The political
philosophy of the federal legislative, executive and judicial depart-
ments is to preserve the differences. Federal law by controlling local,
state and federal voting and voting districts protects and encourages
the voting of racial minorities as a bloc. Ballots in different languages
and bilingual education for all minority groups cast aside the phi-
losophy of a unified nation with common political goals and a com-
mon language and culture. Every racial group is encouraged to
organize and preserve its differences with governmental aid and
subsidy.

For example, I heard a newscast this week of a meeting of the
leaders of Black organizations calling for increased Black power.
They cited that eleven percent of the population of the United States
were Blacks. For the last presidential election nine million Blacks
had registered to vote but only six million voted, ninety percent for
President Carter. They were disappointed because only one percent
of all public officials were Blacks. They had selected forty-one target
areas in the United States where they planned to get better organized
and get out more votes to elect more Blacks and increase Black
power. We frequently read of similar actions by Mexican Ameri-
can organizations.

Our present political action seems to be dominated by strident,
fanatical special interest or one issue groups, who refuse to consider
any issue except the one in which they are interested. We are becom-
ing a nation of battling special interest groups with too few citizens
trying to comprehend all issues and voting altruistically for the good
of the whole nation.

In his November 23, 1979, newsletter to his constituents of the
Eleventh Congressional District of Texas my Congressman Marvin
Leath wrote:

Big government creates many problems, but perhaps no
single problem any more damaging to our individual free-
dom than that of encouraging “special interest” govern-
ment. Unfortunately, we have become a nation of special
interests, and more often than not, this is the roadblock to
solving vitally important national concerns. No sector of
our society or economy is immune from claiming special
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interests, because, after all, we are all human,and it is merely
human nature to think in those terms. Unfortunately, big
government takes great advantage of this human tendency,
and as special interests grow, so does government, and
the cycle goes on and on. Special interests inspire laws,
and those laws invariably infringe upon someone else’s
rights, and a new coalition is formed, and their special
interests are pushed.

The net result of this process is obvious — our society
becomes fragmented, our national purpose weakened, and
our government more dominating. The legislative process
itself is subverted and becomes a process of reaction rather
than a process of deliberation. Although one interest or
another may appear to win this current battle or that par-
ticular issue, the grim truth of the matter is — we all lose in
the long run. What may appear to be a victory today usually
turns into more problems for tomorrow.

Obviously, in any democratic process, points of view will
vary, and there is indeed a great need for those views to be
heard and duly considered. The ultimate solution, however,
should be one of fair, honest resolution as opposed to one
of special interest reward and further encroachment into
individual freedom and the growth of government. As this
process has developed in America, it has caused us to draw
so many definite lines of parochial interests that more often
than not are thereafter natural barriers to solving future
mutual concerns. We can often agree on the common goal,
but squander our time and our effort in ultimate decision,
because of fear that some group or some class will profit
from the decision more than some other. Consequently, the
special interest forces come into play, and once again the
national interests are subverted.

Certainly, it is true that many special interests come into
being as a defense of that particular interest’s rights in view
of some other group’s excessive gain. What invariably hap-
pens, however, is that the ultimate winner is always govern-
ment — it gets even more powerful and always intrudes
more and more into the lives of those it regulates. A great
number of the special interest groups we deal with in the
Congress today were organized because of government inter-
ference in the organizers’ lives and businesses, and because
they viewed their only defense as one that could amass
enough political power to create another law or another
regulation in their favor. Consequently, big government
feeds on special interests.

As our society has fragmented itself into one special
interest after another, we have run roughshod over the one
thing that made us great — our collective individuality. We
have traded our creative ability for a set of government
regulations. We have attempted to solve every problem with
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a law, and every law has created even more problems. We
must once and for all realize that government can no longer
serve the people when it controls the people. We must rec-
ognize that our survival depends on our collective will and
our moral courage, not on some government edict. After
all, it is in everyone’s special interest to survive as a free
nation — it is in everyone’s best interest to have a strong
economy and a good quality of life.

Congressman Leath is correct; special issue adversary groups
create big government and then the millions of state and federal
bureaucrats themselves become the biggest and worst of the special
interest groups to continue and enlarge their power and regulation
of every phase of our lives. That is the reason that I have come to the
point where I support by contributions and political campaigning
and by my vote those who are for less government, less government
regulation and fewer regulators, less governmental expenditures and
lower taxes. I have joined what Congressman Leath calls the “ulti-
mate special interest group” for the survival of freedom in America.

AFTERNOON TOUR

On Saturday afternoon members and guests set out on buses to
visit the French Legation and the State Archives and Library Build-
ing. Their afternoon was concluded with a reception hosted by
Governor and Mrs. Allan Shivers at the E. M. Pease Mansion,
which they have restored and where they now live.

The visit to the French Legation was particularly appropriate for
the members of the Society. The Legation was constructed in 1840
by Alphonse de Saligny. In 1949 it was acquired by the State of
Texas and is now maintained by the Daughters of the Republic of
Texas. Miss Gethrel Franke welcomed Society members to the
Legation and its grounds.

At the State Archives and Library Building, members saw the
original by-laws of the Society which were on special loan from the
San Jacinto Museum. In addition, materials from the Nacogdoches
Archives, the Andrew Jackson Houston Collection, and the Walter
Prescott Webb Papers were on exhibit. Constructed during the
gubernatorial administration of Society President Daniel, the build-
ing now houses the office of the Philosophical Society.

The afternoon concluded at the home of Governor and Mrs.
Shivers. The exquisitely restored mansion was designed by Abner
Cook and was the home of Governor E. M. Pease and his descend-
ants before being purchased by the Shivers.
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ANNUAL BANQUET
PRESIDENT PRICE DANIEL PRESIDING

President Daniel called upon Rabbi Hyman Schachtel for the
Invocation.

RABBI SCHACHTEL: I thought that for the invocation I would ex-
press the thanksgiving for all of us to the Heavenly Father for the
great privilege which has been ours for these two days in which we
have met together to probe into the subject “Texas: Preservation of
its History and Goals for its Future.” These have been wonderful
days. We have renewed our friendships. We have come to a closer
understanding of the subject which we have chosen for our interest.
I thank God for the way in which the whole proceedings have gone
on. We have been blessed by Governor Price Daniel, our President,
who has presided with wit and charm and grace. The program in
all of its development has added to our knowledge and stimulated
our minds, and I believe in comparison with many other programs
becomes one of the treasured memories of our experience. I am
grateful for all of us for the hospitality given to us by Governor
and Mrs. Clements, and I believe I thank God for all of us to have
had last evening as our hostess Mrs. Lyndon B. Johnson, who has
become not only a first lady for us in the United States but as I
have been elsewhere abroad she with her own graciousness and
wisdom and devotion to high ideals has become first lady of the
world. May God bless her with many more years in which to be an
inspiration to all of us. I thank God for the way in which all of those
who participated added to our understanding. Today we visited
many places and enjoyed the hospitality of Governor and Mrs. Allan
Shivers. I think I can summarize all of this by telling a true story
as part of this invocation. In the city of Baltimore some years ago
there was a great Catholic Cardinal by the name of Cardinal Gibbons.
Upon an evening like this the chairman of the evening had forgotten
to tell the Cardinal and a Rabbi who was there and a Protestant
Bishop from the various faiths represented in what order they were
to come to the dais. The Protestant Bishop and the Rabbi talked it
over, and the Bishop went over to the Cardinal and said that since the
Cardinal was the eldest he should walk in first and they would walk
behind him. He took the hand of the Rabbi and the hand of the Prot-
estant Bishop, and he said, “My brothers, let’s walk together.” And
I say to you, my fellow members of the Philosophical Society, the
future is very dark. The future is one that demands the very highest
faith and wisdom. And whatever lies ahead, my brothers, my sisters,
let us walk together. Amen.
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PRESIDENT DANIEL: I want to introduce the speaker for this ban-
quet tonight, a man I’ve known a long time, a man I think is capable
of handling the subject although there are not many men I believe
could really do justice to this subject. The subject is “Cultural and
Moral Values: Past and Present.” We've talked about needs for the
future in education and research, energy resources, human resources,
and political participation. In my opinion the most important thing
we need to look at in both the past and future is our cultural, moral,
and ethical values. If Judge Reavley touches upon something that
offends the senses of any of you people (I doubt there are many
atheists or agnostics or disbelievers in this audience but if there are
any and you are offended, please write me), I need to do more in
the field of my missionary work. You send anything along that line
to me. I need to establish communication with you. Judge Reavley
agreed to handle this subject. A lot of people in public life simply
talk about other things. Judge Reavley graduated from Harvard
Law school and then came home and under the tutelage of Judge
Fisher became a fine trial lawyer. He was Secretary of State under
Governor Shivers. He was district judge here in Travis County and
then served on the Supreme Court of Texas for quite a number of
years. I had the pleasure of serving with him for seven years. He
quit before I did. It was a joy to serve with Judge Tom Reavley
because of the fact that he is such a great lawyer and has such a
wonderful mind. It was a real joy to serve with him, especially when
he agreed with what I thought the law was. But when he disagreed,
it was a little more difficult to serve with him. But he agreed on the
priorities we should keep as to the past, the present, and the future.
I'm so happy that President Carter appointed him recently to the
United States Circuit Court of Appeals and that he has taken away
from his arduous duties to prepare for us a message tonight on the
subject I've already mentioned to you. I am happy to present Judge
Tom Reavley.

CULTURAL AND MORAL VALUES, PAST
AND FUTURE
THOMAS M. REAVLEY
Governor Daniel, members of The Philosophical Society of Texas,
ladies and gentlemen.

I am thrice grateful tonight: grateful to you for allowing me to
become a member of this distinguished society, grateful to you for
giving me this part in your meeting, and particularly grateful for
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the subject assigned to me. Whereas it has been no trouble at all
to find something to say about cultural and moral values, past and
future, no one expects me to cover the subject. I may freely pick
and choose my points.

I choose to say more about morals than about culture. Both are
important, but morals take precedence. If by “culture” we mean the
full development and improvement of the mind and interests of the
person, that necessarily includes the appreciation and observance of
moral values. That is not, however, the disposition of all so-called
“cultured” people, for scholarship and the arts are often pursued
with only detached perception of moral values. Indeed, these cul-
tured pursuits have been used as a pretended moral justification of
privilege, to fill the void of idleness that privilege affords, and to
take the mind away from moral issues of the time.

We may refer to an amoral person as “cultured,” but there is
no ambiguity about personal moral excellence. It is not dependent
upon cultural sophistication. What may be called “primitive” is
sometimes more properly termed “pure.”

I am not advocating a discard of cultural pursuits as a price for
morality. On the contrary, I believe that the appropriation of time
and study to scholarship and the arts will improve the moral per-
spective of most of us. For two reasons: First, except for the most
simple transaction between two people, the “moral” decision usually
requires knowledge and human understanding. Second, the mind
occupied with the interests stimulated by cultural pursuits is not so
likely to be the “devil’s playground,” filled by obsession and fantasy
with sexual and other physical appetites. The first consideration is my
initial emphasis.

What is “moral” conduct? It is right, not wrong, conduct. What
makes it right? Whether you answer that question with Jeremy
Bentham, some other philosopher, or by holy writ, you probably
agree that moral conduct serves the ultimate good of people. The
word and its usage assume the worth of human beings. Moral value
goes up or down depending upon the high or low regard for human
personality. Moral issues — the use of alcohol, the utterance of
promise or curse, the use of sex, or charity, or abortion, capital
punishment — usually question how we are to treat ourselves and
others; and the answer depends, first, upon the value we ascribe to
those human beings.

The right answer to the moral issue begins with high regard for
all humans; but that is not all there is to it. What solution to the
issue best serves all humans? That is where knowledge and wisdom
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are required, and even the wisest may be left wondering. Abortion,
the response to improper behavior, utilization of the earth’s irreplace-
able resources, the measure and object of benevolence, who and how
to decide whether to prevent death when life cannot be prolonged:
to gauge the effect of a choice upon all people concerned may be
very difficult.

Is it enough to learn that you should do unto others as you would
have them do unto you? Since we assume your respect for yourself,
it is a fine rule, but again: only the beginning point. When you have
changed places, what would you have done to you? Do you take
upon you whatever ignorance and immorality the other has? If the
murderer wants to know where his intended victim fled, do you
answer by his lights and tell him what he wants to know? Of
course not — not unless you would transpose a golden rule into
evil nonsense. What you would have done to you should depend
upon what is best for all humans affected, and that is often the
hard question.

This world has had to endure too many folks who think that the
first step of the golden rule completes the plan of salvation, and that
those who take it are endowed with the right to condemn the im-
morality of those who are struggling with the hard question.

The best motive may lead to the worst consequences. Some people
who care most for the rights of human beings would disperse the
armies and police forces, open the jails, hug the Gulag commissar,
and beget a world where no decent person ever again enjoyed any
right.

We have at least as much difficulty with the full understanding of
consequence as we do with electing good intention. I see so many
judges who have the highest motivation — who believe in freedom
for all and fair treatment of those accused of crime. With great skill
and industry they develop rules of behavior for business, for police,
prosecutors and trial judges. That is just fine — until those who must
follow the rules find them too complicated or impractical to apply,
until the victims of crime suffer from the freedom of the criminal,
and until citizens lose respect for law and its administrators.

It is the end, the total consequence, that finally decides whether
the choice is right or wrong. The consequences of both means and
object compose the end being weighed. The Supreme Court of the
United States held in United Steelworkers v. Weber last June that
Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 does not forbid an affirma-
tive action plan, giving preference to a certain number of Blacks,
in a labor contract. Was that the moral decision? Many say “yes” —
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because this is required to correct immoral discrimination of the
past. Others say “no” — because if discrimination on the basis of
race is immoral, then Mr. Weber’s loss was immoral. But the mo-
rality of the decision, so far as the Supreme Court’s action is con-
cerned, may be determined by entirely different considerations. What
if the decision was achieved by the Court declaring that Congress
said something which Congress did not say? What about the integrity
of the Court in that case? And what about the importance of the
balance between the branches of government and the effect of the
Court’s disregard for the limits of the judicial function? I pronounce
no judgment and make no moral criticism. If I were to announce
disagreement, I would devote myself to the constituent arguments
and decisions of the judgment on the merits, and I would issue no
moral decrees against any individual. Judgment and morality are
not the same thing, but they are related. It is, I believe, a moral
charge that judgment be exercised so as to take into account, so far
as possible, its full consequence.

One writer says that without knowledge and behavior guided by
knowledge there cannot be moral behavior. He finds this to be the
point of the story of the Garden of Eden. Sin arose when Adam
first tasted the tree of knowledge. So without knowledge, which alone
can be true or false and hence capable of error, there is no mean-
ing to either good or evil.

I would not join that statement, but I will join President Mirabeau
B. Lamar when he said: “The cultivated mind is the guardian genius
of democracy and, while guided and controlled by virtue, is the
noblest attribute of man. . . . It is in my mind an error too prevalent
to consider education as having reference to the intellectual to the
exclusion of the moral improvement of the species. . . . Intellect
apart from moral culture can never be relied on in the prosecution
of any of the great practical ends of society; it teaches indeed how
to rear but is powerless to perpetuate.”

Where have we come and where do we appear to be headed —
morally?

There is something to be said to the good and to the bad. James
Reston declares that America has become a moral pigsty. But then
Philip Wylie wrote that America “was a whoring, rum-swilling,
vulgar nation from the start.”

The moral judgments of the past are not infallible. Alfred North
Whitehead warned: “The defense of morals is the battle-cry which
best rallies stupidity against change.” And then he went on to
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speculate that maybe countless ages ago respectable amoebae re-
fused to migrate from ocean to dry land — refusing in defense of
morals. There are rules that we can do without: rules against play-
ing cards and dancing, rules endowing all rights within the family
to the husband and father, rules forbidding sex except for the purpose
of procreation. The society which may be remembered as good and
moral too often concealed unconscionable abuse of women, children
and minority races. We hear more today about the rights of all
people than ever before. If our state of moral health is to be judged
by our regard for human beings, then there is evidence for an affirm-
ative reading.

I fear, however, that it does not outweigh the negative. The
instances of personal misconduct, both petty and gross, are too
common. While laws and resolutions of various churches and groups
may address the rights of the whole community, the people in that
community too often do not. Forty-seven years ago Reinhold Niebuhr
ended his book, Moral Man and Immoral Society, on a hopeful note
because of the rising sensitivity to social injustice. While he would
observe today a current emphasis on the responsibility of society
to persons, I wonder what Niebuhr would say about the current
deemphasis on personal responsibility to society?

What we see in today’s American society, of those precipitating
factors of moral behavior and value, point to decline in the future —
unless changes come in these factors.

What are these precipitating factors? Our values are either given
or they are chosen. The values which are given come from the
authority of state or church or parents or role models or peers. For
the most part those values, noble or dreadful, are conveyed to us in
the speech and assumptions of others with whom we keep company.
Our moral or immoral conduct is either imposed or imitated, or it
is due to the values which we have received or chosen. There is a
continuum between the imposition by express authority, on the one
hand, to the studied and rational judgment and commitment to value
upon the other. A most pervasive source of moral conduct today is
generated by fashion, usually communicated by the media. A fact
becomes true and behavior becomes attractive by being printed in
newspapers or shown on television, and importance is judged by the
size of the headline, repetition, and the amount of time devoted on
television. The very worst which the dark recesses of the human
mind can conceive is now portrayed vividly on the screen of the
movie and the television. I fail to see that the Playboy philosophy
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and the popularity of the movie Carnal Knowledge represent an
advance from the often denounced Victorianism. The vivid display of
the destructive and immoral not only leads the unbalanced mind to
reenact horrible crimes, but it also imposes vulgar standards and
harmful deeds upon the populace at large. We have profited some-
what by the revolt against the hypocrisy of earlier decades, but
now we avow the propriety of doing whatever succeeds for the
individual against others — as long as the individual is “cool” and
looks good. Sissela Bok tells us that deception is taken for granted
in law, journalism, government, and the social sciences — that sales-
men and advertisers and police are accustomed to manipulating the
truth for their own advantage.

I was taught in law school that a lawyer may not pursue a known
lie on behalf of a client. If, despite your admonitions to tell the truth,
your client testifies falsely in court, you are obliged by professional
ethics to ask the judge for permission to withdraw from the repre-
sentation of that client. Some members of the profession, of course,
did not live up to those standards. But is it progress to have the
view advanced publicly that the lawyer-client relation is an intimate
relationship and that you are entitled to lie for your client just as
you are for your wife? A writer on legal ethics contends that, even
when you know the witness is a perjurer, you have a duty to your
client to proceed with the examination and to argue the truth of
that testimony to the jury. This is apodictic decay.

Pornography and poison alcohol have been glamorized. Even
illegal drugs are glamorized by the paraphernalia trade — the head
shops which do an annual business of between $1.5 billion and $3
billion.

The young are taught by popular fiction and the media that happi-
ness and pleasure are to be found in imitating foolish fashion — and
that success is achieved by getting ahead of others.

It is not enough for you to be physically well, to be needed, to
have opportunity for the exercise of talent, to enjoy many blessings.
You are threatened by anyone who is larger or better looking or more
talented. You can never rest in your effort to put down or get ahead
of the other fellow. Meaning and worth are measured by those com-
parisons. Your success relates to how well or how poorly other
people are doing. Somehow, it is a boon to you if they do not know
the answers, and if they do not have the latest word, and if their
fortune is not as good as yours.

To avoid loneliness, you should associate in a gang or club or
some ethnic or tribal circle where you can belong; and then lobby
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for only your interest and perhaps shoot and curse at all the rest.
That is meaning and success for you.

Then what of the chosen values? It is the low value given to life
itself that produces low moral values.

This brings us to the bottom of the matter. If moral values are
chosen rather than imposed, what is the foundation of the choice
of high moral values?

If the moral treatment of your neighbor is predicated upon respect
for his worth, what is the cause for that respect and worth? Too many
still ascribe worth only to the members of their own tribe or gang.
That stage of moral development is barbarism. All people should
be treated justly and honestly. But why are they worthy of that
treatment?

It is enough for the humanist that they are human. The answer
to “why?” stops there, because the humanist says to stop. This leaves
our relationships based upon proximity in time and place and upon
mutual interest. If we are only accidental collections of atoms who
happen to be here together for a brief time, there would seem to
be no compelling reason, except self-interest, why others should be
treated considerately, or why the roadway should not be littered,
or why earth’s resources should not be used to advance the user’s
enjoyment.

If we are all created, however, by the same creating intelligence
or spirit, and if there is above and beyond this joint venture some
design or plan to which all belong and are called; then we are all
kinsmen and have some responsibility for each other. We are not
alone, springing by happenstance from nothingness, stumbling toward
oblivion.

Why should my conduct be “right” and why should I treat my
own mind and body with respect? It depends, finally, upon who and
what I am, upon what I am for and what I am to be.

If I do not at some point in my life decide that I am an honest
person, not only is there a price which may someday buy me, but
I am adrift upon the tides of fashion and fortune. Integrity and inte-
gration both come from the Latin word meaning complete or whole,
intact or restored. To be mentally healthy we must be integrated
personalities, with intact identity. If so many succumb to bribes and
falsehood, betrayal and default, it is because they never identified
themselves as faithful and true — which identification has the healthy
effect of integrating self.
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Some people are able to stand on their own feet, bootstraps firmly
grasped, and identify themselves. I believe that for most of us, how-
ever, self cannot be complete or whole without a meaning for life
which endures beyond a few isolated decades. Furthermore, the per-
spective of self without the vast design invites pernicious self-suf-
ficiency. The loss of the sacred, says Paul at the end of the first
chapter of Romans, gives us up to depraved reason.

If we have only our own bootstraps to hold to, we face Quentin’s
problem in Arthur Miller’s play, After the Fall: argument and litiga-
tion of existence before an empty bench. It is the emptiness that con-
fronted Leo Tolstoy: “Having asked myself and all the learned men
around me what I am and what is the meaning of my life, and re-
ceived the answer that I am a fortuitous concatenation of atoms and
that life has no meaning but is itself an evil, I fell into despair and
wanted to put an end to my life . . . .”

And what of the cultural pursuits, those creative exhibits of a
civilized society which Whitehead lists as truth, beauty, adventure, art
and peace? Whitehead says these demonstrate “the nature of things,”
and he defines peace as “a quality of mind steady in its reliance that
fine action is treasured in the nature of things.” Why should those
who assume the nature of things to be decay and the death of per-
sonality find interest in cultural pursuits — except as playthings or
something to fill these days? In the end they are ephemeral baubles.

It is quite different for those who hear a call to build and to
beautify from the infinite and eternal, and who believe that we are
dimly but surely related to perfection, and that there is a divine
plan for the fullness of time: to unite all things in this universe
under the divine planner. That believer has cause to sing. Fully
aware of the obstacles and limitations within himself and an unre-
generate society, that believer strives for community — for the most
stirring or pleasing tapestry or melody — for the invention, cam
or piston with the greatest strength and utility — for the paragraph
structure that speaks with the most clarity and accuracy — for the
rule of law most coherent and effectual. It is that believer who can
achieve Whitehead’s peace. He knows what the end will be. He can
detach himself from the here-today gone-tomorrow fads, fashions
and foolishness. The success or failure of his efforts are of concern —
but not too much.

As surely as despair will not produce high moral or cultural values,
despair usually awaits the admission that this is all there is. If the
human is nothing but happenstance set to natural selection, beyond
freedom and dignity, then this human being — with his pride and
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self-assertion, his aspirations and love and dreams, his heroism and
devotion to duty — is the most pitiable and absurd creature imagina-
ble. And no momentary morality changes the matter. Why play
games of right and wrong in that black hole? Our alternatives are
either suicide or ennui.

We must find, as Tolstoy found, unseen but perceived support
and assurance that goodness is at the heart of the universe. Per-
sonal conduct and values then matter, because in the reach of
eternity the person has value.

I concede that many wise and good people insist that cultural and
moral values do not depend upon the transcendental or supernatural,
and that, indeed, the religious or theological contribution is detri-
mental. I agree with most of what Walter Lippmann wrote fifty years
ago in A Preface to Morals. 1 certainly side with him against his
1929 foe, not altogether vanquished in 1979: dogmatic creed. I
too beware of the person who proclaims that the one narrow way
to salvation begins where he stands. Socrates endured the Sophist —
and we suffer from James Jones, Ruhollah Khomeini, and others
too close to name.

If humankind comes to the point where people choose moral
values rather than accept their imposition, as Lippmann foretold,
his “maturity” may be the answer for a few but not for most. Lipp-
mann himself speaks of a “higher religion.” I think that it exists,
although he did not find it.

I have great respect for the intellectual humanist. His philosophy
has played its part in the human venture. But, now, I believe it is
time to move on — to take advantage of the speculation of Plato and
Einstein, to explore Whitehead’s new reformation, to open the win-
dow to the infinite. Intellectual advance has always employed, at
least a bit, of revelation. Civilization itself can advance only if there
is movement in the affairs of the spirit. Those are the resources we
must use today, and the spiritual may be the horizon beyond which
waits our new world.

Samuel Eliot Morison in Admiral of the Ocean Sea tells us of the
disillusion, cynical pessimism, and black despair of Fifteenth Cen-
tury Europe. He quotes the Nuremberg Chronicle of July 12, 1493,
predicting the Seventh and final Age which would conclude the
history of a wicked world.

Then Morison writes:

Yet, even as the chroniclers of Nuremberg were correct-
ing their proofs from Koberger’s press, a Spanish caravel
named Niria scudded before a winter gale into Lisbon, with




Society of Texas 93

news of a discovery that was to give old Europe another
chance. In a few years we find the mental picture com-
pletely changed. Strong monarchs are stamping out privy
conspiracy and rebellion; the church, purged and chastened
by the Protestant Reformation, puts her house in order;
new ideas flare up throughout Italy, France, Germany and
the northern nations; faith in God revives and the human
spirit is renewed. The change is complete and astounding.

A new envisagement of the world has begun and men
are no longer sighing after the imaginary golden age that
lay in the distant past, but speculating as to the golden age
that might possibly lie in the oncoming future.

It is the predicament of modern man to live amidst both despair
and high passion, to have the means of communication without the
disposition or ability to use them well, and to possess greater powers
of destruction than of understanding. The present menace of an-
archy — the horror and stench of murder and starvation and torture
— are enough to make one wonder if the subject of this evening’s
discourse — so far as it affects the outcome of the human experi-
ment on this planet — is anything more than the irrelevant specu-
lation of the elite. No one could predict what the future holds for
human values caught in this predicament. Perhaps grace can still
save us. Our contribution will depend at first upon how we exercise
an essential moral choice: one’s concept of oneself.
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CHARLES PAUL BONER
1900 - 1979

DR. CHARLES PAUL BONER, INTERNATIONALLY KNOWN PHYSICIST
in the field of acoustics and former University of Texas vice presi-
dent, died in Austin on April 12, 1979. Born on February 8, 1900,
in Nocona, Texas, Dr. Boner was an Army veteran of World War 1.

A former president of the Acoustical Society of America, Dr.
Boner was associated with The University of Texas throughout most
of his professional career. He held the position of University of
Texas vice president for academic affairs from 1954 to 1957, a
role in which he served as adviser on academic affairs to the Uni-
versity System and also as principal executive officer of the main
university in Austin.

In addition, he founded the Defense Research Laboratory (now
Applied Research Laboratories) in 1945 and served as its director
until 1965, at which time he became a consultant to the laboratories.
He also established the University’s Office of Government Sponsored
Research (now Office of Sponsored Projects) in 1949 and was its
executive director from 1949 to 1954, and again from 1957 to 1965.

His other administrative duties included being dean of the College
of Arts and Sciences, 1949-54. He added the additional title of dean
of the University faculty (equivalent to the institution’s vice presi-
dency) during 1953.

Dr. Boner was a Phi Beta Kappa graduate of The University of
Texas where he earned three degrees — B.A. 1920, M.A. 1922 and
Ph.D. 1929. Before earning a bachelor’s degree, he became a physics
assistant at the University in 1919 and joined the faculty as an
instructor in 1922. He retired in 1970 and held the title of professor
emeritus.

During World War II, he left The University of Texas campus to
become associate director of the Underwater Sound Laboratory at
Harvard University, where he had been a Whiting Fellow in 1927.
As one of the world’s leading experts on underwater sound defense,
he was recognized twice by the U. S. government with certificates
of exceptional service for his work on anti-submarine weapons and
special torpedoes and for his contributions to naval ordnance
development.

His extensive knowledge of acoustics put him in demand through-
out the country as a consultant in the design and construction of
radio studios and auditoriums.
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Dr. Boner’s interest in sound led him also into pipe organ work.
He not only built organs, he also played them and was a member of
the American Guild of Organists. It was his suggestion that a new
principle of acoustics — as expressed in floors and ceilings on
springs, windowless rooms and walls that move — was incorporated
in UT’s Music Building, considered one of the nation’s finest
acoustically designed buildings.

In addition to the Acoustical Society of America (of which he
was a Fellow), he was a member of Sigma Xi, honorary graduate
research organization; American Association for the Advancement
of Science, Association of Physics Teachers, American Institute of
Physics and the Philosophical Society of Texas.

Dr. Boner’s survivors include his wife, Marian, three sons, Donald
S. Boner, Charles R. Boner and Richard E. Boner, all of Austin.
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LEON A. GREEN
1888 - 1979

THE DEATH ON JUNE 15, 1979, oF LEON A. GREEN, PROFESSOR
emeritus of law at The University of Texas, marked a great loss
to legal education and to the legal community.

Leon Green was born on March 31, 1888, in Oaktand, Louisiana,
and grew up there. At seven years of age he began helping his
father in his various enterprises, including the operation of a saw-
mill, a grist mill, a shingle mill and a general store. Leon’s early
education was in country schools and he went to Ouachita College
in Arkadelphia, Arkansas, where he earned his A.B. degree in
1908 and where he met Notra Anderson, whom he married in 1909.

After receiving his degree in 1908, he went to El Dorado, Arkansas,
to study law in the office of his oldest brother, a state senator in
Arkansas. But this study was interrupted, and he and Notra went
to join his parents who had moved to Hamlin, Texas. There he “did
everything to make a dollar” — managed an ice company, traded
in real estate, sold insurance and was a bank vice-president. After
his three-year business fling in West Texas, he enrolled in 1911 in
The University of Texas Law School because he said he “can’t recall
when I didn’t want to be a lawyer.” So determined was he to “be
a lawyer” that he studied enough in his first year to pass the bar in
1912 and, before receiving his UT law degree in 1915, practiced
law part-time for three years with the Austin firm of Rector and
Green.
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On one of his biographical resumes, Dean Green listed that he
had been on the UT law faculty “since 1915, in and out.” The first
“in” was from 1915 to 1918 when he became a trial lawyer for
insurance cases for Locke and Locke in Dallas, and continued
through 1919-20 when he worked on oil and gas cases for Wynne,
Johnson, Green and Morgan in Fort Worth. His second “in” as a
UT faculty member occurred in 1920-26 when, “worn out” as a
courtroom lawyer, he left private practice to return to campus.
During this period he is credited with originating the plan for the
Texas Law Review, the oldest law journal in the Southwest, which
published its first volume in 1923.

In six short years of full-time teaching and hard work Leon Green
became a nationally known legal scholar and was in demand. He
was dean of the University of North Carolina Law School in 1926-27
but held that post in absentia for a year while he filled a visiting
professorship at Yale. He became a regular member of the Yale
law faculty in 1927 and stayed there until accepting the North-
western deanship in 1929. Among his accomplishments, he is remem-
bered for having rebuilt the Northwestern law faculty into one of
the strongest in the country in the 1930’s and 1940’s. He served as
dean for 18 years until 1947, when he resigned to return to The
University of Texas as Distinguished Professor.

Dean Green continued to teach at Texas until he retired in 1977.
It is thought he probably taught more different courses and intro-
duced more casebooks into the curriculum of the UT Law School
than any other teacher in the school’s history. He had great rapport
with his students and he put constant pressure upon them to get
them to think broadly, constructively, and in new channels. Three
of his former law students went on to become U. S. Supreme Court
justices — John Paul Stevens and Arthur Goldberg from North-
western and Tom C. Clark from The University of Texas Law School.

Among his major works are Rationale of Proximate Cause, Judge
and Jury, Traffic Victims: Tort Law and Insurance, The Litigation
Process in Tort Law, Cases on Torts and Injuries to Relations, plus
untold articles. Now seen by contemporaries as the most original
thinker of our time in the field of Torts, Green was one of the lead-
ing realists. He has been awarded honorary degrees by Yale, North-
western and Louisiana State.

“Leon Green was a distinguished lawyer, a successful and able
administrator as a dean, a nationally recognized and producing
scholar for as many years as probably anyone ever has been, and
a stimulating and exciting teacher. It is rare for such a combination
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of talents to exist in a single person.” This description by Page
Keeton, colleague and former dean of UT Law School, expresses
the opinion of many legal educators and former students. T. J.
Gibson, associate dean of the law school, described him as “. . . a
dynamic teacher and a great human being.”

Professor Green is survived by his wife, Notra, and by a daughter,
Nevin, both of Austin; a son, Leon Green, Jr., of Washington, D. C.;
and three grandchildren.

—J.F.S. JR.
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JOHN LEROY JEFFERS
1908 - 1979

JouN LEROY JEFFERS, THE SON OF THEODORE FRANKLIN JEFFERS
and Cynthia Ewing Jeffers, was born on the family cotton farm near
Ferris, Texas, on October 15, 1908.

He graduated from Holland, Texas, High School and obtained his
LLB Degree (with highest honors) from The University of Texas
in 1932. At the University he was a member of the Chancellors,
Order of the Coif, Delta Phi Societies, as well as editor in chief
of the Law Review. In 1974 he was named a Distinguished Alumnus
by The University of Texas Ex-Students Association.

He was admitted to the State Bar of Texas in 1932 and served
as Assistant Criminal District Attorney in San Antonio from 1932
to 1939 at which time he joined the San Antonio law firm now known
as Clemens, Spencer, Welmaker & Finck. In 1942 he joined the
Houston law firm now known as Vinson & Elkins and had been
with that firm until his death on July 4, 1979. He had been a mem-
ber of the firm’s executive committee for a number of years prior
to his death. During all of his professional career he was a trial
lawyer, trying numerous criminal and civil cases of countless types.
During the 1950’s he spent much of his time in labor litigation, and
in the 1960’s and 1970’s he specialized in antitrust litigation.

He was a past member of the faculty of St. Mary’s University
School of Law in San Antonio and the South Texas School of Law
in Houston, lecturer for the Southwestern Legal Foundation, a mem-
ber of the Texas Constitutional Revision Committee (1973-74);
Chairman, Governor’s Conference on Criminal Justice Standards and
Goals (1974); Delegate-at-Large to the Democratic National Com-
mittee (1952).
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He was a member of the American Bar Association (Member,
House of Delegates 1966-67; 1972-79) (Chairman, Antitrust Sec-
tion 1970-71); Fellow, American College of Trial Lawyers, Ameri-
can Bar Foundation, American Judicature Society, and Texas Bar
Foundation; President, Houston Bar Association (1968-69) and
State Bar of Texas (1973-74); Member, Board of Trustees, South
Texas School of Law (1960); Trustee, University of Texas Law
School Foundation, 1967-79; Member (1953-59) and Chairman
(1957-59) Board of Regents, University of Texas; Member and
honorary member (1962), The University Cancer Foundation Board
of Visitors (M.D. Anderson Hospital); Member, Board of Visitors,
McDonald Observatory, The University of Texas System, and Mem-
ber, The Philosophical Society of Texas.

He was a member, Vestries of St. Francis Episcopal Church and
Christ Church Cathedral.

He is survived by his wife, the former Nell Elise Walker (whom
he married in 1932), and a son, John Jeffers of Houston, and a
daughter, Mrs. H. Malcolm (Mary Nell) Lovett, Jr., of Houston, and
four grandchildren.

—T.S.
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ALBRITTON, CLAUDE CaRrOL, JR. (JANE), Hamilton Professor of geology,
emeritus, and semor scientist, The Institute for the Study of
Earth and M .. .+ Dallas
ALLBRITTON, JOE Lewrs (Bmm) lawyer board charrman, Pierce National
Life Ins. Co.; president, Houston Citizens Bank and Trust Company; di-
rector, Southwest Public Service Company, trustee, Baylor University, Bay-
lor Medical College . . Houston
ALLEN, WINNIE, retired arclnvrst Umversrty of Texas berary . Hutchins
ANDERSON, ROBERT BERNARD, partner, Carl M. Loeb Rhoades and Company;
former secretary of the treasury; former tax commissioner, Texas
o . e+ + « +« 4« « « 4« <« o« NewYork
ANDERSON, THOMAS D. (HELEN), lawyer . . . . Houston
ANDERSON, WILLIAM LELAND (ESSEMENA), retired ﬁnancxal vice president of
Anderson, Clayton & Co.; former presrdent of Texas Medical Center, Inc.;
awarded Navy’s Distinguished Civilian Service Medal in 1945 . Houston
ANDREWS, MARK EpwIN (LAVONE), president, Ancon Qil and Gas Company;

former assistant secretary of the navy . . . . Houston
ARMSTRONG, ANNE LEGENDRE (MRs. ToBIN), former U. S

ambassador to Great Britain . . . . Armstrong
ARMSTRONG, THOMAS REEVES, Armstrong Ranch former president, Santa

Gertrudis Breeders Association . . . . Armstrong

AsHWORTH, KENNETH H., commissioner of hrgher educauon, Texas College
and University System,.former executive vice president of the University
of Texas in San Antonio and vice chancellor for academic affairs of the

University of Texas System . . . . . . . . . Austin
BAKER, REx G., JR., lawyer . . .« Sugar Land
*BANKS, STANLEY (ANNE), lawyer; former chalrman, Texas Library and

Historical Commission . § . San Antonio
BarrOw, THOMAS D. (JANICE), charrman of the board and chief executive

officer, Kennecott Copper Corp. . . . . . Greenwich, Conn.

BEAN, WILLIAM BENNETT (ABIGAIL), director, Institute for Humanities in
Medicine and Harris Kempner Professor of Medrcme, Umversrty of Texas

Medical Branch . . . Galveston
BELL, HENRY M., JR. (NELL), cha1rman of the board and presrdent
Citizens First National Bank of Tyler ¢ .« Tyler
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merce and City Public Service Board; director, Texas and Southwestern
Cattlemen’s Association; Major General, USAFR . . San Antonio

BeTO, GEORGE JOHN (MARILYNN), professor of criminology, Sam Houston
State University; former director, Texas Department of Corrections;
former president, Concordia College . . . Huntsville

BLANTON, JAck S. (LAURA LEE), president, Scurlock 011 Company Houston

BLOCKER, TRUMAN G., JR., surgeon; president emeritus, University of
Texas Medical Branch at Galveston; consultant to the

Surgeon General . . . . . Galveston
BoLToN, FrRANK C., JR., lawyer, former head of legal department of
Mobil Oil Company . . Houston

Boyp, HOWARD TANEY (LUCILLE), chaxrman, The El Paso Company, trustee,
University of Southern Cahforma, regent ementus,
Georgetown University . . . « . Houston
BrANDT, EDWARD N., JR. (PATRICIA), physrcran—medrcal educator, vice
chancellor for health affairs, the University of Texas System . Austin

*Life Member




104 The Philosophical

*BROGAN, ALBERT PERLEY, professor emeritus of philosophy, University of
Texas; former president, western division, American Philosophical
Association . . .+« « « Austin

BrowN, GEORGE RUFUS (Aucr), retlred chalrman Brown and
Root Inc. .. & . Houston
BrowN, JouN R., senior ;udgc Frfth Cll’CUlt Court of Appeals . Houston
BusH, GEORGE, former director, Central Intelligence Agency; former
ambassador to United Nations; former congressman . . .  Houston
BUTLER, GEORGE A., lawyer; board chairman, Bank of Texas; trustee, George
Washington Umverslty, Grand Central Art Galleries, Washmgton on-the-
Brazos Association . . . . . Houston
BUTLER, JAck (MARrY Lou), editor, Fort Worth Star-TeIegram . Fort Worth

CALDWELL, JOHN CLIFTON (SHIRLEY), rancher; former chairman, Texas

Historical Commission; director, Texas Historical Foundation . Albany
CARMACK, GEORGE (BONNIE), associate editor, San Antonio Express-

News . . . San Antonio
CARPENTER, Euzusrﬂ “le,” asslstant Secretary of Educatton former

Washington correspondent, author, and White House

Press Secretary . . . Austin and Washington, D. C.
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CLARK, EDWARD (ANNE), lawyer; former Secretary of State of Texas,

former United States ambassador to Australia . . . . . Austin
CLARK, RANDOLPH LEE, president, University of Texas M. D. Anderson

Hospital and Tumor Institute; professor of surgery, University

of Texas Health Science Center at Houston . . . . Houston
CLEMENTS, WILLIAM P., JrR. (RITA), governor of Texas, former deputy

secretary of defense; former chairman, SEDCO, Inc., and chairman

of trustees, Southern Methodist University . . . . . Austin
CokE, HENRY CORNICK, JR. (KATHLEEN), lawyer . . . . . Dallas
CoLLIE, MARVIN KEY (NANCY), lawyer . . . . Houston

CooPER, JoHN H. (DorOTHY), headmaster ementus, KmKald
School; educational consultant . . . . . . . . Houston

CoOUSINS, MARGARET, writer and editor . . . . . . San Antonio
CRrRIM, WILLIAM ROBERT (MARGARET), investments . . . . Kilgore
CRrOOK, WILLIAM HERBERT, former U. S. ambassador to Australia; former

president San Marcos Academy, commissioner U. S.-Mexican Border
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DANIEL, PRICE (JEAN), chairman, Texas State Library and Archives
Commission; former associate justice, Supreme Court of Texas; United
States senator, attorney general and govemor of Texas; author
PO L R . . . . Liberty and Austin
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DARDEN, WiLLIAM E., president, William E. Darden Lumber Company; former

regent, Umverslty of Texas . . e’ 5 e o~ Waco
Davis, MORGAN JONES, petroleum consultant reured chairman

Exxon Company, U. S. A. . . . .« . Houston
DEBAKEY, MICHAEL E., surgeon, presrdem Baylor College of

Medicine . . . . Houston

DEeNIUs, FRANKLIN W (CHARMAINE) lawyer former presrdent Umversrty of
Texas Ex-Students Association; member Constitutional Revision Committee
. . Austin
chx JAMES, founder drrector of the Inlernatlonal Fesuval Institute at Round
Top; concert pianist and teacher . . . . . . Round Top
Dorty, EzrA WiLLIAM (ELINOR), emeritus professor of music and dean of the
College of Fine Arts, University of Texas . . . Austin
DoOUGHERTY, J. CHRYS (BEA ANN), attorney; Honorary French Consul in
Austin; trustee, St. Stephen’s Episcopal School, Austin; Unrversrty

of Texas Law School Foundation . . Austin
DovLE, GERRY (KATHERINE), typographer; drrector of publxcauons
San Jacinto Museum of History . . Beaumont

DubpLEY, FREDERICA GROSS (MRS. Ray L) chmrman, trustees University of
Houston Foundation; vice-president, Houston Symphony, member, Gov-
ernor’'s Committee on Higher Education . . . . Houston

Durr, KATHARYN, journalist, author . . . . Abilene

DuGGER, RONNIE E., publisher and editor at Ia.rge The Texas Observer;
author and conmbutor to national and regional magazines . San Antonio

DUNCAN, CHARLES WILLIAM, JR. (ANNE), deputy secretary of defense;
president of The Coca-Cola Company, chairman of the board,

Rotan Mosle . . . Houston and Washmgton, D. C.

ELKINS, JAMES A., JR., president, First City National Bank; chairman Federal
Reserve Bank of Houston, regent, University of Houston . . Houston

ELLIOTT, EDWIN ALEXANDER (ORAL), former regional director, National
Labor Relations Board; former professor of economics,

Texas Christian Umversnty Y . « « . Fort Worth
EsTES, JoE EWING, United States district judge

Northern District of Texas . .« . Dallas
ETTLINGER, HYMAN JOSEPH (ROSEBUD), professor emeritus of mathematics,

Umversrty of Texas . . . Austin

EvaNs, STERLING C., former presxdent Bank of t.he Cooperauves and Federal
Land Bank; member of the board, Texas A & M University System;
trustee, Wort.ham Foundation . . . . . San Antonio

FINCH, WILLIAM CARRINGTON, retired dean, Vanderbilt Divinity School;
former president, Southwestern Umversrty . . Nashville, Tennessee

FisHER, JOE J. (KATHLEEN), chief judge of the U. S. District Court for
the Eastern District of Texas, former district attorney and state
district judge of the First Judicial District of Texas;

Knights of the Order of San Jacinto . . . .« . Beaumont
FLAWN, PETER T. (PRISCILLA), prmdent Umversrty of Texas at
Austin . « « « Austin

FLEMING, DURWOOD (LURLYN), prmdent Southwestem University;
president, Texas Assn. Church Related Colleges mem., World
Meth. Council . . . Georgetown

FrANTZ, JOE B. (HELEN), professor of lustory, Umversny of Texas; former
director, Texas State Historical Association; former president,
Texas Institute of Letters . © . . . . . . . . . Austin
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FRIEND, LLERENA BEAUFORT, professor emeritus of history,
University of Texas . . . . . Wichita Falls

FIOSI', ToMm C.,, Jr. (PAT), chau'man of the board Frost National Bank
. . 2L [ . San Antonio

GALVIN, CHARLES O’NEILL (MARGARET), dean, School of Law, Southern
Methodist University; began practice, Dallas 1947; Lt. Comdr. USNR
WWII; member Am. Judicature Soc., Intl. Inst. CPAs . . . Dallas

*GAMBRELL, HERBERT PICKENS, profmor emeritus, Southern Methodist Uni-
versity; former president, Texas State Historical Association; former direc-
tor, Dallas Historical Society; former president, Texas Institute of Letters;
member, Texas State Historical Survey Committee . . . . Dallas

GARRETT, JENKINS (VIRGINIA), lawyer; member, Governor's Committee on
Education Beyond High School; newspaper publisher . . Fort Worth
GARWOOD, WILLIAM L. (MERLE), lawyer associate justice, Supreme
Court of Texas . . . Austin
GARWOOD, WILMER ST. JOHN (ELLEN) former professor of law, University
of Texas and associate justice, Supreme Court of Texas; president,

Texas Civil Judicial Council . . . . . Austin
*GEISER, SAMUEL WooD, professor emeritus of bxology, Southern
Methodist University . . . New Hartford, N. Y.

GLass, H. BENTLEY, president, Stony Brook Cemer State University of New
York; president, United Chapters of Phi Beta Kappa; former professor of
brology, Goucher College and Johns Hopkins University . Old Field, N.Y.

GoONzALEZ, RICHARD JOoSEPH (EUGENIE), economic adviser, Humble Oil and
Refining Company; former professor, Universities of Texas and New
Mexico; director, Houston Symphony and Grand Opera Assns. . Houston

GoORrDON, WILLIAM EpwIN (ELvA), dean of natural sciences and professor of
electrical engineering and space physxcs and astronomy,

Rice University . . . . . Houston

GraY, JOoBN E. (MARY), presrdent ementus Lamar Umvcrsxty, chairman
emeritus, First Security National Bank and First Security National
Corporation; former chairman, Coordmatmg Board, Texas College and
University System gl o . Beaumont

GREENHILL, JOE R. (MARTHA), chnef justlce Supreme Court of Texas . Austin

GRESHAM, NEWTON, lawyer; former president, State Bar; former chairman
regents, State Teachers Colleges; trustee, St. Luke’s Episcopal Hospital;
member, Coordinating Board, Texas College and
Umversrty System . . s & w &« = Houston

GuioN, Davip, musicologist, pxamst, composer « + « « « Dallas

HACKERMAN, NORMAN, president, Rice Umversnty, former president and chan-

cellor, University of Texas . . Houston
HALL, WALTER GARDNER (HELEN), presxdent szens Slate Bank Dickinson;

former president, San Jacinto River Authority . . . League City
HANNA, RALPH (MARIE), physician-pediatrician . . . . .  Austin
HARBACH, FRANKLIN ISRAEL, consultant; ijley Foundation,

Houston Foundation . . . . . Houston

HARGRAVE, HELEN, professor emerltus of law and law librarian, University
of Texas; former president, American Association of Law beranes

member State Bar of Texas . . .« . Austin
HARGROVE, JAMES W. (MARION), mvestment counselor former

United States ambassador to Australia . . . . . Houston
HARRINGTON, MARION THOMAS (RUTH), presldent ementus,

Texas A&M University . . . . Bryan

HARRISON, FRANK (ELSIE CLAIRE), physmlan, presxdent Umversnty of Texas
Health Science Center at San Antonio; former presxdent University
of Texas at Arlington . . . o % s . San Antonio
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HARRISON, GuYy BRYAN, JR., professor of history, Baylor University . Waco
HART, JAMES PINCKNEY (KATHERINE), lawyer; former chancellor, University
of Texas; former associate justice, Supreme Court of Texas . Austin

HARTE, EDWARD HOLMEAD (JANET), publisher, Corpus Christi Caller; vice-
president, Texas Daily Newspaper Assn.; director, Texas Research League;

member, Texas State Historical Survey Committee . Corpus Christi
HAY, STEPHEN J. (NADINE), former president Great National Life Insurance
Company . . . + . Dallas

HEINEN, ERWIN, cert:ﬁed pubhc accountant former presldent Southern States
Conferences of Certified Public Aocountants member Houston Grand
Opera Association . . . . Houston

HERSHEY, JAcoB W. (TERESE), board chaxrman, Amencan Commercial
Lines; chairman advisory committee, Transportanon Center,

Northwestern University . . . Houston
HEeRrTZOG, CARL, book desxgner and pubhsher, Umversnty of Texas at

El Paso . . . + El Paso
Hirr, GEORGE W. (Mm), presxdent Southern Hentage Foundation; former

executive director, Texas State Historical Survey Committee . Austin
HiLL, GLORIA LESTER (MRs. GEORGE A. III), active in historical and

restoration projects . . . Houston and Fredericksburg
Hmy, Joun L. (Brrsy), attorney general of Texas . . . . Austin
HiLL, JosepH MACGLASHAN, physician; director, Wadley Research Institute;

past president, International Society of Hematology .« + Dallas

HinEes, JouN ELBRIDGE, presiding bishop of the Protestant Episcopal Church;
trustee, Episcopal Seminary of the Southwat former member State Board

of Hospltals and Special Schools s . Houston and New York
HosBy, Overa CuLp, president, Houston Post former Secretary of Health,
Education and Welfare . . . Hou:tan

HossYy, WiLLIAM PETTUS, JR. (DlANA) heutenant governor, prestdent
Houston Post; chairman of the Board, Channel Five-TV, Nashville;
Council on Foreign Relations; member board of du'ectors, Rice University;
member, board of directors, Jefferson Davis Association . . Houston

HoOFFMAN, PHILIP GUTHRIE (MARY), president, Umversnty of Houston

. Houston

HOLLOWAY JAMES LEMUEL JR Admual (reured) Umted States Navy,
former Superintendent, United States Naval Academy . Washington

HoLTzZMAN, WAYNE H. (JOAN), professor of psychology and education; presi-
dent, Hogg Foundation for Mental Health, University of Texas . Au.mn

Hook, HAROLD SWANSON (JOANNE), chairman and president, American Gen-

eral Insurance Company; trustee Baylor College of Medicine . Houston
HORGAN, PauL, director, Center for Advanced Studies, Wesleyan

University; president, American Catholic Historical Association;

member, National Institute of Arts and Letters

Roswell, New Mexico and Middletown, Connecticut

Htm’r, Wn.man BRADY (EUGENIA), judge 133d Dist. Court 47-70, now retired,

servmg as specxal judge; longume chm, ]lldlClal section, State ‘Bar of Texas

. o« ® . . Austin and Houston
Hm, J UNE, vice chancellor and provoet Umvemty of Houston at Clear Lake
City; former parliamentarian, Texas Senate . Houston and Clear Lake

IxARD, FRANK NEVILLE (JAYNE), lawyer; former president and chief
executive officer, American Petroleum Insutute, former member of
U. S. House of Representatives . . . . Washington, D. C.

JAwoORsKl, LEON, lawyer; president, American Bar Association; past president,
Texas Civil Judicial Council and State Bar of Texas . . . Houston

JENKINS, JoHN H. (MAUREEN), author; publisher, the Pemberton Press;
Owner, Jenkins Rare Book Company . . . . . .+ Austin




108 The Philosophical

JounsoN, Craupia Tayror (Mrs. LynboN B.) . . . . Stonewall

JoNes, EVERETT HOLLAND (HELEN), blshop of West Texas, Protestant
Episcopal Church (retired) . . .. San Antonio

JonNEs, JOHN TILFORD, JR., president, Houston Chromcle . . Houston

JonssoN, JouN ERIk, chairman, Texas Instruments; chamnan, Graduate
Research Center of the Southwest; trustee many msututlons,
former mayor of Dallas . . . Dallas
JORDAN, BRYCE (JONELLE) presldent Umverslty of Texas at Dallas
. Richardson
Josav JACK S (ELVA), prestdent Josey Oll Company, member board of
governors, Rice University; former regent, University of Texas . Houston

KEETON, PAGE (MADGE), former dean of the School of Law,
Umversnty of Texas . . .« .« Austin
KELSEY, MAVIS PARROTT (Muw), physxcnan chmcal rofessor, University
of Texas Graduate School of Biomedical Science; founder, Kelsey-
Seybold Clinic . . . Houston
KEMPNER, HARRIS LEON (RU'm), trustee H Kempner chaxrman, United
States National Bank, Schwabach, Kempner & Perutz, and
Imperial Sugar Company . . Galveston
KEMPNER, HARRIS L. JR., trustee, H Kempner presndent of board, Temple
Academy, board member, American Jewish Commission . Galvenon
K1LGore, DaNIEL E., certified public accountant; former president,

Texas State Hlstorlcal Association . . . . Corpus Christi
KILGORE, WILLIAM JACKSON, chairman phllosophy department
Baylor University; author e . . Waco

KING, MAY DOUGHERTY (MRS. JOHN ALLEN), 1nvestor onl explorauon

and development; founder, Dougherty Carr Arts Foundatxon,

Equestrian Order of the Holy Sepulchre . . . . Corpus Christi
*KIRKLAND, WILLIAM ALEXANDER (LoI1s), former chairman of the board,

First City National Bank; trustee emeritus, Rice and Princeton

Universities; regent, Umversxty of the South olalics . Houston
KNEPPER, DOROTHY WARDELL (Mns Davib W.), dxrector, San Jacinto

Museum of History " . Houston
KREY, LAURA LETTIE SMITH (MRS A C s novellst and essaylst . Austin

KuscH, POLYEARP, professor of physics, University of Texas at Dallas, form-
e;ly at Umversmes of Illinois, anesota, and Columbta, Nobel Laurelal‘t;
1995 .0 . w8 L s L 9w it Da

LAaw, THoMAs HART (JOANN), lawyer; member, Board of Regents, University
of Texas System; former prestdent Fort Worth Area Chamber

of Commerce . . X . Fort Worth
LAWRENCE, F. LEE (ANN), lawyer trustee, Texas Chnsuan University;
former president, Texas State Historical Association . . . Tyler

LEAVELL, CHARLES HOLLAND (SHIRLEY), chairman, C. H. Leavell and Com-
pany, director president, United Fund; director Symphony, Museum,
Y. M: CiiA; ete. .- % . El Paso

LEeE, AMY FREEMAN, member advnsory councnl College of ane Arts, The
Umversnty of Texas and HemisFair; artist, critic and lecturer . San Antom’o

LEMAISTRE, CHARLES A. (JOYCE), president, Umversny of Texas System
Cancer Center, Texas Medical Center . . . Houston

LeviN, WiLLiaM C. (EDNA), physician; president and Wannoth professor of
hematology and medicine, University of Texas Medical
Branch at Galveston . . . . . . . . . . (Galveston
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LiepTkE, J. HUGH, president, chief executive officer, chairman of board,
Penzoil United; trustee, Rice University . . . . . . Houston

LinDseEy, JoHN H., businessman, art collector, civic leader, member, board of

directors, Museum of Fine Arts . . . . Houston
LiNpzEY, GARDNER (ANDREA), vice president for acadech affairs, University
of Texas; psychologist; author . . .« . Austin

LivINGSTON, WILLIAM S. (LANA), professor of government acting vice
president and dean of graduate studies, Umversnty of
Texas at Austin . . . « « + Austin
Lorp, GROGAN, chairman, First Texas Bancorp, member. Texas Securities
Board; chairman, Texas Research League trustee, Southwestern University

. Georgetown

Lovsr'r, HENRY MALCOLM (MARTHA) lawyer former chairman of the

trustees, Rice University . . . . Houston
LyYNcH, WIiLLIAM WRIGHT, former presldent and general manager, Texas

Power and Light Company . . . . . . Dallas
MACGREGOR, GEORGE LESCHER, retired presxdent and chairman,

Texas Utilities Company . . .+« Dallas
MAGUIRE, JAck R. (PAT), executive dlrector. Instxtute of Texan Cultures;

author and syndicated newspaper columnist . . . San Antonio

MaLLoN, H. NEeIiL, former president, board chairman, Dresser Industries;
former president, Dallas Council on World Affairs; trustee, Southwest
Research Institute and Southwestern Legal Foundation. . . Dallas

MAaNN, GeraLb C., president, Diversa, Inc.; former secretary of state and
attorney general of Texas . . .« . Dallas

MARCUS, STANLEY, executive vice presxdent Carter Hawley Hale; chairman
of the executive committee, Neiman-Marcus . . . Dallas

MARGRAVE, JOHN L. (MARY Lou), professor of chemistry, Rnce University;
member, American Chemical Society, American Institute of Chemists
(fellow); Guggenheim research fellow . . . . . Houston

MASTERSON, HARRIS (CARROLL), estate management executnve, member
of the board of directors, Houston Symphony, Harris County

Heritage Society; nghts of Malta . . . Houston
MATTHEWS, WATT R., rancher . . . . . . Albany
McCALL, ABNER VERNON, president, Baylor Umversrty, former associate

justice, Supreme Court of Texas . . s e:w'Waco
McCoLLuM, LEONARD FRANKLIN, president, Conunental Oil Co. . Houston
McCorMiCK, IRELINE DEWITT (MRs. CHARLES T.) . . . . Austin
McCORQUODALE, MALCOLM (ROBIN), executive vice presldent Menil

Foundation, Inc. . . Houston

McCuLLOUGH, JOHN W., banker phllanthroplst longume presrdent and direc-
tor, Sealy and Smith’ Foundauon trustee, Rosenberg Library . Galveston

MCcDERMOTT, MARGARET (MRs. EUGENE), vice president, Dallas Junior
College District; board member, Hockaday School,

Dallas Symphony Orchestra . . & & &' s Dallas
McGHEE, GEORGE CrREwS, former U. S. ambassador to

West Gebomany . . . . . . . . . . . . Dallas
McGinnNis, RoBerT C., lawyer . . o o @« Austin

McKNIGHT, JOoseEpH WEBB, professor, Southern Methodxst School of Law;
visiting professor, George Washington and Edinburgh; director Family
Code Project, State Bar of Texas; Rhodes scholar . . . . Dallas

MCNEESE, AYLMER GREEN, JR., chairman of the board, Bank of the
Southwest; former regent, Umversnty of Texas; trustee, Baylor
Umversuy College of Medicine; director, Texas Medlcal Center;
trustee, M. D. Anderson Foundation « « « « . . Houston
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MmDDLETON, HARRY J. (MIRIAM), director, Lyndon B. Johnson
Presidential Library and Museum . . Austin
MILLER, JARVIS E. (ALMA), president, Texas A&M Umversrty College Station
MiLLs, BALLINGER, JR., lawyer . . . . . Galveston
MOORE, BERNICE MILBURN (MRs. HARRY B ): socnologxst staff, Hogg Foun-
dation for Mental Health; author, lecturer and consultant . .  Austin
Moore, FREpD HoLMsLEY, former director and executive vice president, Mobil
Oil Corporation, and former president, North American Division; mem-
ber, Coordinating Board, Texas College and University System; first vice
president general, The Sons of the Repubhc of Texas, director, Texas

Historical Foundation . . . . Austin
MOORE, MAURICE THOMPSON, lawyer TR : New York, New York
MosELEY, JOHN DEAN (SARA BETH), president, Austm College, former

director, Texas Legislative Council . . . Sherman
Moupy, JAMES MATTOX (LUCILLE), chancellor, Texas Chnsuan

University . . . . . . . FortWorth

NORTHEN, MARY Moopy, chairman, Moody National Bank and National Ho-
tel Company; trustee, Moody Foundation; director, American National
Insurance Company, Medxcal Research Poundatlon member, Texas His-

torical Commission and Texas Historical Foundauon .. Galveston
O’CoONNOR, DENNIS, rancher = gl . . . Refugio
OLAN, LEvI (SARITA), rabbi emeritus, Tcmple Emanuel + « L ‘Dallas
OLsON, STANLEY W., provost Northeastern Ohio Umversmes College of

Medlcme 31l . Kent, Ohio
O’QUINN, TRUEMAN, ]USthe, Court of le Appeals . . . . Austin

OWENS, WILLIAM A., professor of English, Columbia University, formerly at
Texas A&M Umversny and University of Texas; author . Nyack, N. Y.

PaGg, Lours C. (VIRGINIA), architect, partner of firm of Page
Southerland Page . . . . Austin
PARTEN, JUBAL RICHARD, oil and mlneral mvestments ranchmg . Houston
PATE, A. M., Jr., president and chairman, Texas Refinery Corp.; member
Texas Hxstorlcal Commission and Historical Foundation; founder Pate
Museum of Transportation; Order of Merit, Luxembourg;

student and collector of Texana . . . . Fort Worth
Prtzer, KENNETH SANBORN, professor of chemlstry, Umversrty of California;
formerly president, Stanford and Rice Universities . . . BerkeIey

PooL, GEORGE FRED, former editor, East Texas magazine; former president,
Southern Association of Chamber of Commerce Executives;

foreign trade consultant . . . . . Longview
PORTER, JENNY LIND, poet and educator former poet laureate
of Texas . . . . . Austin

PRESSLER, HERMAN PAUL (ELSIE) lawyer retxred vice- presrdent Humble
Oil & Refining Company; president, Texas Medical Center, Inc.; chairman

of the board of trustees, Texas Children’s Hospital . . .  Houston
PrOTHRO, CHARLES N., president, Perkins-Prothro Company;

trustee, Southwestern University A . Wichita Falls
PROVENCE, HARRY, editor-in-chief, Newspapers, Inc A mernber Coordinating

Board, Texas Colleges and Umversuty System . . . . . Waco

RAGAN, CoorPer K. (SusaN), lawyer; former pre51dent Texas State Historical
Association . . . . Houston
RANDALL, EDWARD 111 (EL!ZA), chaxrman of the Board Rotan Mosle Financial
Corp.; president and chief executive officer, Rotan Mosle Inc. . Houston
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RaANDALL, KATHARINE RiSHER (MRs. EDWARD JR.), former member Texas

State Historical Survey Committee; regent Gubston Hall . Galveston
RassMAN, EMIL C., lawyer; former chairman of regents, Texas State

University System i & . Rockport
REAVLEY, THOMAS M. (FLORENCE), Judge, U S Court of

Appeals, Fifth Circuit . . . . Austin
*RICHARDSON, RUPERT NORVAL, professor of hrstory, Hardm-Srmmons Univer-

sity; past president, Southwestern Social Sciences Association . Abilene
Rostow, ELSPETH (WALT) dean, Lyndon B. Johnson School of

Public Affairs . . e« « « « « « Austin

SCHACHTEL, HYMAN JUDAH (BARBARA), rabbi, Temple Beth Israel . Houston

ScHIWETZ, EDWARD MUEGGE, artist . . . . Hunt
SEALY, TOM (MARY VELMA), lawyer, former chaxrman of regents
University of Texas . . . Midland

SEARS, WILLIAM G. (MAURINE), lawyer, former cnty attomey, Houston;
European-African-Middle Eastern Theater of War, World War II . Houston
SEYBOLD, WILLIAM D. (ADELE), surgeon; director, University of
St. Thomas; former chief of surgery and chairman of the executive

board, Kelsey-Seybold Clinic .. . . . Houston
SHARP, DUDLEY CRAWFORD, former vice chmrman, Mission Manufacturing
Company; former secretary of the air force . . . Houston
SHEPPERD, JOHN BEN, past president, Texas State Hrstonca.l Survey Commit-
tee; former attorney general of Texas . . . Odessa
SHIRLEY, PRESTON, lawyer i s . . Galveston

SHIVERS, ALLAN (MARIALICE), former governor of Texas chairman,
Austin National Bank; former prmdent United States
Chamber of Commerce ¢ @ .« « Austin
SHUFFLER, RALPH HENDERSON I, Eprscopal pnest psychotheraplst
E San Antonio

Smrsou, Jomv DAVID, ]R (MARY), chauman of board Superior Dairies, Inc.;

chairman of board, Texas Rehabilitation Comrmssnon . « .« Austin
SMILEY, JosePH RovarL, former president, University of Texas at El Paso;

former president, University of Colorado . . . . El Paso
SMITH, A. FRANK, JR. (MARY), lawyer . . .+ . Houston
SMmrTH, FraNK C,, Jr,, electrical engmeer specnahst in data processmg

and geosciences c . Houston

SPARKMAN, ROBERT S. (WILLIE), M. D chxef Department of Surgery, Baylor
University Medical Center; cllmcal professor of surgery, University of
Texas Southwestern Medical School; former president

Texas Surgical Society . . . .« . Dallas
SPRAGUE, CHARLES CAMERON (KATHERINE) dean Umversxty of Texas South-
western Medical School; former dean and professor, Tulane . Dallas

SPURR, STEPHEN H. (PATRICIA), former president, University of Texas;
formerly at Harvard and Michigan; trustee, Carnegie Foundation
Advancement of Teaching Educational Testmg Service. The Nature
Conservancy; pres.-elect, Soc. Amer. Foresters; author . . Auwustin

STEAKLEY, ZOLLIE COFFER (RUTH), associate ;usnce Supreme Court
of Texas s s . Austin

STEEN, RALPH WRIGHT, former presldent Stephen F. Austm State College;
former president, Texas State Historical Association . . Nacogdoches

STOREY, ROBERT GERALD, president, Southwestern Legal Foundation; dean
emeritus of the law school, Southern Methodist Umversnty, past presi-
dent, American Bar Association « s w ® Dallas

*Life Member
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SutToN, JouN F. (NANCY), the William Benjamin Wynne Professor in Law,
University of Texas; formerly practicing attorney, San Antonio and San
Angelo; chief draftsman, Code of Professional Responsrbxllty, American
Bar Association . . . Austin

SYMONDS, MARGARET CLOVER, board member, Garden Club of Amenca,
past trustee, Child Welfare League of America; trustee, Pacific Tropical
Botanical Garden; past trustee, Northwestern Umversxty,

Phi Beta Kappa I A e e . . Houston

TATE, WILLIS McDoONALD (JOEL), chancellor, Southern Methodist

University . . Dallas
TEAGUE, JAMES U. (MARGOT), former chalrman of tbe board and chief

executive officer, Columbia Drilling Company . . . Houston
TmMMONSs, Bascom N., Washmgton correspondent past prwdent National

Press Club . . . Washington
TINRLE, LoN, professor of comparauve lxterature, Southern Methodist Univer-

suy, book critic, Dallas News; former presndent Texas Institute of Lett’t;.;i

I T i N L R R R N R o0 Y

TOBIN, Mmomnr BATTS (MRS. EDGAR), former regent, University of Texas

5T s .« « « .« San Antonic
Torazio, VIRGIL W (JEWELL), dean Humamtles and Social Sciences,

Rice University; writer and ednor of numerous books and articles for

professional publications . . . . . Houston
ToweR, JouN, United States senator . . chhxta Falls and Washington
Trrtico, FRANK EDWARD, educator and historian; chairman, San Jacinto

Battleground Historical Advisory Board; former presrdent

Sons of the Republic of Texas . . . . . . . Houston

VANDIVER, FRANK EVERSON (Susie), professor of history, Rice University;
former Harmsworth professor of American History, Oxford . Houston

WALKER, AGESILAUS WILSON, JR. (INA), lawyer . . . . . Dallas
WALKER, EVERITT DONALD (KATY), chancellor, The Umversny of

Texas System - . Austin
WALKER, RUEL CARLILE (Vmomm), assoclate ]usuce Supreme Court

of Texas . . .« . Austin
WARDLAW, FRANK H. ( ROSEMARY) former drrector, Texas A&M University

Press; former president, Texas Institute of Letters and American

Association of University Presses . . . Fripp Island, S. C.
WARREN, Davp B., associate director, The Museum of Fine Arts;

senior curator, "The Bayou Bend Collection . . . . . Houston
WATKINS, EDWARD T. (HAZEL) . . . . Houston
WHITCOMB, GAIL (GERALDINE), lawyer; board chaxrman Federal Home Loan

Bank; former president, American Brahman Breeders Association and

Houston Chamber of Commerce . . . . Houston
WHiTcoMB, JAMES LEE (MAry HiLL), former presrdent Texas Manufacturers

Association; member, Advrsory Council CBA Foundation, University

of Texas at Austin . . S R I L e H ouaton

WiGGINns, PraTT K., retired lawyer o . . . Kerrville

WiLLiaMs, DAN C. (CAROLYN), chairman of the board Southland
Financial Corporation; member, Board of Regents of the
University of Texas System . . v s | W Dallas

WiLLiaMs, JACK KENNY (MARGARET), dlrector, Texas Medrcal Center;
former chancellor, Texas A&M Umversrty System former commissioner
of higher education . . . . . Houston

WiLLIAMS, ROGER JOHN (PHYLLIS) dlstmgulshed professor of chemistry,
University of Texas . . y . . Austin
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WiLsoN, LogaN (MYRA), former chancellor, University of Texas, former
president, American Council on Education . . . Austin
WINFREY, DORMAN HAYWARD (RUTH CAROLYN), director, Texas State
Library; former state archivist and researcher, Texas State
Historical Association % 8 . Austin
WINN, JAMES BUCHANAN, JR. (KATHRYN), charrman Archrhthrc Company;
member, Academy of Applied Science; artist; rancher . . Wimberley
WINTERS, J. SAM (Donomy) lawyer; member, American Law

Institute . . . Austin
WITTLIFF, WILLIAM D.u.n (SALLY) typographer and pubhsher president,
Encino Press; councillor, Texas Institute of Letters 5 . Austin

WoLF, STEWART, director, Totts Gap Medical Research Laboratorres, .
former president, American Gastroenterological Association, American
Psychosomatic Society, American Pavlovian Society . Bangor, Maine

WoobsoN, BENJAMIN N. (GRACE), chairman and chief executive officer,
American General Insurance Company, former specnal assistant
to the Secretary of War W @ .« . Houston

WORDEN, SAM P. (HELEN), inventor . . . . Houston

WoRrTHAM, LYNDALL FINLEY (MRs. Gus S.), aulhor educator, civic leader,
vice president of the Houston Speech and Hearmg Soc1ety, former
regent of the University of Houston . . . Houston

WOZENCRAFT, FRANK MCREYNOLDS (SHIRLEY), Iawyer former assistant
attorney general of the United States; delegate to United Nations
Conference on the Law of Treaties . . . Houston

WRAY, ANDREW JACKSON, consultant, Marsh and McLennan former governor,
University of Houston; Rice Assocratm P . Houston

WRIGHT, JAMES S. (MARY), architect; senior partner of ﬁrm of Page
Southerland Page . . . . . + Dallas

YARBOROUGH, RALPH WEBSTER (OPAL), lawyer former United
States senator . . .+« . Austin
YOUNG, SAMUEL DOAK, chaxrman El Paso Nauonal Bank director, El Paso
Times Corporation, Hilton Hotels Corporauon Texas and Pacific Rail-
way, Telefonos de Mexico . . . « . El Paso

ZacHrY, HENRY B., president, H. B. Zachry Company since 1924; past presi-
dent, Assocratron of General Contractors of America; dlrector Texas Re-
search League, Federal Reserve Bank, Southw%tem Research Institute;
former board chairman, Texas A&M Umversny System . San Antonio




IN MEMORIAM
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JAMES PATTERSON ALEXANDER
DILLON ANDERSON

JESSE ANDREWS

WILLIAM HAWLEY ATWELL
KENNETH HAZEN AYNESWORTH
BURKE BAKER

JAMES ADDISON BAKER

KARLE WILSON BAKER

WALTER BROWNE BAKER
EDWARD CHRISTIAN HENRY BANTEL
BUGENE CAMPBELL BARKER
MAGGIE WILKINS BARRY
WILLIAM BARTHOLOMEW BATES
WILLIAM JAMES BATTLE
WARREN SYLVANUS BELLOWS
HARRY YANDELL BENEDICT
JOHN HAMILTON BICKETT JR.
WILLIAM CAMPBELL BINKLEY
CHARLES MC TYEIRE BISHOP
WILLIAM BENNETT BIZZELL
JAMES HARVEY BLACK

ROBERT LEE BLAFFER

ROBERT LEE BOBBITT

MEYER BODANSKY

HERBERT EUGENE BOLTON
CHARLES PAUL BONER

JOHN GUTZON DE LA MOTHE BORGLUM
PAUL LEWIS BOYNTON

LEO BREWSTER

GEORGE WAVERLEY BRIGGS
ANDREW DAVIS BRUCE

JAMES PERRY BRYAN

LEWIS RANDOLPH BRYAN JR.
RICHARD FENNER BURGES
WILLIAM HENRY BURGES
EMMA KYLE BURLESON

JOHN HILL BURLESON
CHARLES PEARRE CABELL

H. BAILEY CARROLL

EDWARD HENRY CARY

CARLOS EDUARDO CASTAfiEDA
ASA CRAWFORD CHANDLER
MARION NELSON CHRESTMAN
JOSEPH LYNN CLARK

THOMAS STONE CLYCBE
CLAUDE CARR CODY JR.
HENRY COHEN

TOM CONNALLY

MILLARD COPE

MARTIN MC NULTY CRANE
CLARENCE COTTAM

CAREY CRONEIS

JOSEPH STEPHEN CULLINAN
THOMAS WHITE CURRIE
GEORGE BANNERMAN DEALEY
JAMES QUAYLE DEALEY
EVERETT LEE DE GOLYER
ROSCOE PLIMPTON DE WITT
ADINA DEZAVALA

FAGAN DICKSON

CHARLES SANFORD DIEHL
FRANK CLIFFORD DILLARD
J. FRANK DOBIE

HENRY PATRICK DROUGHT
CLYDE EAGLETON
ALEXANDER CASWELL ELLIS
WILLIAM MAURICE EWING
WILLIAM STAMPS FARISH
LAMAR FLEMING JR.
RICHARD TUDOR FLEMING
FRED FARRELL FLORENCE
PAUL JOSEPH FOIK
CHARLES INGE FRANCIS
JESSE NEWMAN GALLAGHER
VIRGINIA LEDDY GAMBRELL
MARY EDNA GEARING
EUGENE BENJAMIN GERMANY
ROBERT RANDLE GILBERT
GIBB GILCHRIST

JOHN WILLIAM GORMLEY
MALCOLM KINTNER GRAHAM
IRELAND GRAVES

MARVIN LEE GRAVES

LEON GREEN

CHARLES WILSON HACKETT
HARRY CLAY HANSZEN
THORTON HARDIE

HENRY WINSTON HARPER




IN MEMORIAM

HOUSTON HARTE

FRANK LEE HAWKINS
WILLIAM WOMACK HEATH
JOHN EDWARD HICKMAN
GEORGE ALFRED HILL JR.
GEORGE ALFRED HILL III
MARY VAN DEN BERGE HILL
ROBERT THOMAS HILL
WILLIAM PETTUS HOBBY
ELA HOCKADAY

WILLIAM RANSOM HOGAN
IMA HOGG

THOMAS STEELE HOLDEN
EUGENE HOLMAN

EDWARD MANDELL HOUSE
ANDREW JACKSON HOUSTON
WILLIAM VERMILLION HOUSTON
WILLIAM EAGER HOWARD
LOUIS HERMAN HUBBARD
JOHN AUGUSTUS HULEN
FRANK GRANGER HUNTRESS
JULIA BEDFORD IDESON
WATROUS HENRY IRONS
HERMAN GERLACH JAMES
LEROY JEFFERS

HERBERT SPENCER JENNINGS
LYNDON BAINES JOHNSON
WILLIAM PARKS JOHNSON
CLIFFORD BARTLETT JONES
ERIN BAIN JONES

JESSE HOLMAN JONES
MARVIN JONES

MRS. PERCY JONES
HERBERT ANTHONY KELLAR
ROBERT MARVIN KELLY
LOUIS WILTZ KEMP
THOMAS MARTIN KENNERLY
EDWARD KILMAN

ROBERT JUSTUS KLEBERG JR.
ERNEST LYNN KURTH
LUCIUS MIRABEAU LAMAR I
FRANCIS MARION LAW
CHAUNCEY LEAKE

UMPHREY LEE

DAVID LEFKOWITZ
MARK LEMMON

JEWEL PRESTON LIGHTFOOT

EUGENE PERRY LOCKE .
JOHN AVERY LOMAX

WALTER EWING LONG

JOHN TIPTON LONSDALE .
EDGAR ODELL LOVETT

ROBERT EMMET LUCEY

LEWIS WINSLOW MAC NAUGHTON

JAMES WOOTEN MCCLENDON

CHARLES TILFORD MC CORMICK

TOM LEE MC CULLOUGH

EUGENE MC DERMOTT

JOHN HATHAWAY MC GINNIS .
ALAN DUGALD MC KILLOP

BUCKNER ABERNATHY MC KINNEY

JOHN OLIVER MC REYNOLDS

FRANK BURR MARSH

MAURY MAVERICK

BALLINGER MILLS

MERTON MELROSE MINTER

JAMES TALIAFERRO MONTGOMERY

DAN MOODY *
WILLIAM OWEN MURRAY

FRED MERRIAM NELSON

CHESTER WILLIAM NIMITZ

PAT IRELAND NIXON

JAMES RANKIN NORVELL

CHARLES FRANCIS O'DONNELL

JOSEPH GRUNDY O'DONOHUE

JOHN ELZY OWENS

ANNA J. HARDWICK PENNYBACKER

HALLY BRYAN PERRY

NELSON PHILLIPS

GEORGE WASHINGTON PIERCE

CHARLES SHIRLEY POTTS

CHARLES PURYEAR

CLINTON SIMON QUIN .
CHARLES WILLIAM RAMSDELL

EDWARD RANDALL

EDWARD RANDALL JR.

LAURA BALLINGER RANDALL

HARRY HUNTT RANSOM
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SAM RAYBURN ROBERT EWING THOMASON
JOHN SAYRES REDDITT J. CLEO THOMPSON
LAWRENCE JOSEPH RHEA CHARLES RUDOLPH TIPS
WILLIAM ALEXANDER RHEA HENRY TRANTHAM
SUMMERFIELD G. ROBERTS GEORGE WASHINGTON TRUETT
FRENCH MARTEL ROBERTSON RADOSLAV ANDREA TSANOFF
JOHN ELIJAH ROSSER EDWARD BLOUNT TUCKER
JAMES EARL RUDDER WILLIAM BOCKHOUT TUTTLE
MC GRUDER ELLIS SADLER THOMAS WAYLAND VAUGHAN
JEFFERSON DAVIS SANDEFER ROBERT ERNEST VINSON
MARLIN ELIJAH SANDLIN LESLIE WAGGENER

VICTOR HUMBERT SCHOFFELMAYER ALONZO WASSON

ARTHUR CARROLL SCOTT WILLIAM WARD WATKIN
ELMER SCOTT ROYALL RICHARD WATKINS
JOHN THADDEUS SCOTT WALTER PRESCOTT WEBB
GEORGE DUBOSE SEARS HARRY BOYER WEISER
ESTELLE BOUGHTON SHARP ELIZABETH HOWARD WEST
JAMES LEFTWICH SHEPHERD JR. CLARENCE RAY WHARTON
MORRIS SHEPPARD WILLIAM MORTON WHEELER
STUART SHERAR WILLIAM RICHARDSON WHITE
RALPH HENDERSON SHUFFLER WILLIAM MARVIN WHYBURN
ALBERT OLIN SINGLETON HARRY CAROTHERS WIESS

A. FRANK SMITH DOSSIE MARION WIGGINS
FRANK CHESLEY SMITH JAMES RALPH WOOD
THOMAS VERNON SMITH DUDLEY KEZER WOODWARD JR.
HARRIET WINGFIELD SMITHER WILLIS RAYMOND WOOLRICH
JOHN WILLIAM SPIES BENJAMIN HARRISON WOOTEN
TOM DOUGLAS SPIES GUS SESSIONS WORTHAM
ROBERT WELDON STAYTON FRANK WILSON WOZENCRAFT
IRA KENDRICK STEPHENS WILLIAM EMBRY WRATHER
HATTON WILLIAM SUMNERS RAMSEY YELVINGTON

ROBERT LEE SUTHERLAND HUGH HAMPTON YOUNG

GARDINER SYMONDS



