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RACE AND HIGHER EDUCATION AT THE UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS,
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Deirdre Lynn Cobb, Ph.D.
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James D. Anderson, Advisor

The vast majority of literature on the history of education for African Americans
focuses on the role of racism as the principle factor shaping their educational experiences.
To understand what African American students experienced during the 1945-1955 era
(end of World War II to Brown decision), it is necessary to investigate and interpret the
traditions, rules and practices developed during the four and one-half decades leading up
to 1945. Fusing written sources with oral histories enhances a document by providing a
compete account of an historical event or encounter, thus enabling the development of a
conceptual framework for the history of African American students at the University of
Illinois, between the years of 1945-1955. This dissertation examines the University of
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, centering on the special conditions confronting African
American students. Furthermore it seeks to show how racism was a principle factor in
shaping the educational experiences of Americans of African ancestry.

African American students that attended the University of Illinois at Urbana-
Champaign (UIUC, U of I, Illinois and University), from the early years of its founding
had to bear much of the burden their ancestors had endured. They were allowed to attend
the University, however enrollment was on a limited basis, and they were not accepted as
full and equal participants. The experiences of African American students at UIUC from

1945 to 1955 (end of World War II to Brown decision), though unique in their own

terms, were nonetheless part of a history of overt and institutionalized discrimination



dating back to the founding of the University. In order to fully appreciate and understand
the experiences of 1945-1955 it is critical to comprehend the traditions and customs of
coping with racism and alienation that were established in the preceding decades. This
information is vital to the establishment of a conceptual framework for the history of

African American students, at the University of Illinois, between the years of 1945-1955.
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CHAPTER ]

INTRODUCTION

The main focus of this dissertation is on the social and academic experiences and
demographic characteristics of African American students at the University of Illinois at
Urbana-Champaign from 1945-1955. The post World War Il era witnessed many
significant changes in American higher education, including sharp increases in the
number and proportion of male students as a consequence of the GI Bill. Important
changes in race relations occurred as institutions of higher education were forced to
reconcile their own traditions with the national and international struggles against nazism,
anti-Semitism, and raciém. Various policies and traditions at the University of Illinois, as
in other predominately white northern universities, ranged against positive academic and
social experiences for African American students.

This dissertation examines the experiences and characteristics of African
American students who attended the University from 1945 to 1955. In 1968 the
University Archives sponsored the “Black Alumni and Ex-Student Project File,” a project
to identify all African American students who had attended the University of Illinois from
1887 to 1968. Although this project fell short of its target, it was successful in
identifying thousands of African Americans who were students at the University of
[1linois between 1887 and 1968. Building on this project by using reference files such as
University applications for part-time employment (these forms asked students to report
their religion, racial descent, and color), yearbooks, transcripts, student directories, card

files (these often contained pictures), lists of Black students in fraternities, sororities, and



independent houses, and the papers of University presidents, clerks, and deans, I
compiled a list of approximately 1,400 African American students who attended the
University from 1945 to 1955.

This dissertation will examine the experiences of African American students in
the context of post World War II higher education in America by using the University of
Illinois as a case study. Although each institution has it own traditions and distinctive
character, the University is in vital respects representative of the major research
universities that developed in America by mid-century, particularly of the large public
land grant universities. Secondary sources on the history of African American students at
similar predominately white universities evidence experiences that were consistent from
one campus to another. Thus its social context during the 1945-1955 period provides
more or less a representative setting for studying the social and academic experiences of
African American students in a large, public, predominately white university. The impact
of the GI Bill on American higher education, changes in race and gender relations, and
changes in student life and culture will form the context for analyzing the behavior and
beliefs of African American students during this period.

The research design for this study fuses traditional archival research, narrative
history and quantitative analysis. The reference files used to identify the approximately
1,400 African American students contain detailed information that will be analyzed to
portray the demographic characteristics of these students, particularly a comparison of
African American men and women. The student applications for part-time employment
contain information on home address, date of birth, religion, racial descent, color, place

of birth, school last attended, vocational goal, names and occupations of parents or



guardians, names of brothers and sisters, number of who contributed to family income
etc. The students’ transcripts which were used only to develop aggregate profiles contain
similar information as well as additional facts on high school courses, high school
attended, class rank, college, curriculum, degree, a descriptive title of all courses taken at
the University, as well as information on academic status such as probation, dropped, and
graduation. Student housing records provide even greater details. They replicate many
of the details contained in employment records and transcripts, but provide additional
information on the marital status of students’ parents, work experiences, student
activities, membership in student organizations, a student rating scale (e.g., general
appearance, health, manners, emotional control, dependability, leadership ability, attitude
toward studies, self-suppoﬂ), a freshman advisor rating scale, and a personnel report.
These records were used to develop a comprehensive and detailed analysis of the social
characteristics of this sample of approximately 1,400 African American students who
attended Illinois from 1945-1955. These records will also afford me the opportunity to
compare African American men and women on a number of important questions. For
example, the transcripts allowed me to compare a number of academic characteristics by
gender, including courses taken, academic major, graduation rates, high school rank, and
college grade point averages. The data was then entered into Questionnaire Programming
Language (QPL) creating a raw data set, which was then read by the Statistical, Package
for Social Sciences (SPSS).

The quantitative analysis of African American students’ social characteristics will
follow from and be interwoven into the social context of African American student life

and culture during the post World War II decade. Sources in the University Archives



provide a solid portrayal of African American life at Illinois from 1945 to 1955. In
particular the manuscript papers of Albert R. Lee (unofficial dean of Black students),
Maria Leonard (Dean of Women), Miriam A. Shelden (Dean of Women), the YMCA,
Student Community Interracial Committee, Student-Community Human Relations
Council, Harry M. Tiebout (a leading faculty in behalf of racial integration), Fred H.
Turner (Dean of Students), and Presidents Arthur C. Willard, George D. Stoddard and
David D. Henry, contain much about African American student life and culture during
the immediate post World War II era. These and other manuscript collections yield
information regarding housing conditions, social life, participation in academic iife,
campaigns to integrate various segments of campus and community life and the general
racial climate on and off campus. Relying on records containing detailed demographic
information, the manuscript collections on general social and academic life, and oral
histories from selected former University students, this dissertation provides a portrayal
of the social characteristics of the African American students who attended the University
during the post World War II decade and of their living and working conditions as they
negotiated their way through a predominately white university. Throughout the
dissertation the particular focus shall be on the social and academic lives of African
American students, using the larger university and gender as points of comparison.

In order to assess the social and academic lives of these students it has been
necessary to examine several archival sources. I began with a list of students that was
obtained from the “Black Alumni and Ex-Student Project File.” I went through this list
and recorded the students that were specific to my time period and formulated a separate

list. Using this list I traced housing, employment, transcripts and student card file



information (the University has a card file for every student) on all of the students and
formulated a data base specific to each student. In order to enhance my study I collected
all the yearbooks from 1945-1955 and located African American students by picture
identification. After which I examined the Student Staff Directory to locate any students
that may not have been in the yearbook, but were enrolled here as students during that
time period. From this list | selected a few individuals that attended the University
during the 45-55 period and interviewed them about their experiences at Illinois.

The focus of this dissertation tends to be on the social and academic experiences
6f African American students. The secondary focus is on the demographic characteristics
of the students. An important theme of the dissertation focuses on the particular
experiences of African American women. African American higher educational
experiences are often viewed in terms of race and class but seldom with regard to gender.
This dissertation takes a special look at the education of African American women
generally before addressing the issue of education at the University broadly, and the
demographic analysis focuses particularly on different characteristics between African
American women and men. The rationale is that women during this time period
represented the more traditional college student. Most African American women were
entering the University directly from high school and without the benefit of the GI Bill.
Men on the other hand were typically older than women and were less representative of
the traditional college age population. A healthy body of literature does not exist on the
impact of the GI Bill on African American male students and their educational
experiences.

This dissertation should contribute significantly to the historical scholarship on



the higher education of Alrican American students. There is a paucity of scholarship on
the history of Black students at predominantly white universities, and even less that
focuses on gender comparisons. Further, even among existing scholarship on higher
education of African American students, researchers have not had access to the kinds of
records that form the evidential base for this study. For example, very few historians
have had access to student transcripts and this has precluded any analysis of academic
characteristics along race and gender lines. This dissertation will help to fill this void.
Ultimately, it aims to build on and add to the historical scholarship in the areas of African
American experiences in predominantly white universities, comparisons of the higher
education of men and women, and the history of student life and culture.

The purpose is to recreate the campus and city racial climate for African
American students during the postwar era and to focus on issues of struggle,
discrimination, commitment, community and perseverance. This story tells us much
about how African American students learned to survive and advance on a racially hostile
campus and also much about how the University attempted to reconcile it principles of
fairness, equality, and non-discrimination with its practice of institutionalized segregation
and racism. There is very little historical scholarship on African American experiences
on majority white college campuses during the postwar era. Indeed, there is very little
that is written about any aspect of African American higher education during this era.
Many important questions such as the impact of the GI Bill on African American higher
education attainment have not been treated. This dissertation seeks to fill this void and
connect the experiences of African American students on white college campuses during

the post World War II era to those of later generations. This dissertation is divided into



four main areas excluding the introduction and conclusion. Chapter two addresses
enrollment trends and information about African American students, the Black Alumni
Ex-Student Project generally and the help they received from Albert R. Lee. Chapter
three discusses the student, community and faculty alliances that existed and protests that
occurred in campus area restaurants, barbershops and theaters. Chapter four discusses the
social characteristics of the students, specifically examining the information that was
recorded in the transcript and student employment records.

African American students were constant victims of discrimination from the start
of their enrollment at the University of Illinois. The determination of these students, with
the assistance of Albert R. Lee, the unofficial dean of African American students, the
encouragement of African American elected officials, community individuals, the
Student Community Interracial Committee, Student Human Relations Council and
individuals in the nearby cities such as Chicago and St. Louis, enabled them to fight
discrimination emanating from varying levels, thus providing a coping mechanism that
was essential in the survival and matriculation of African American students.
Understanding the history of the founding of the University of Illinois is crucial.

The University of Illinois (hereafter U of I, University or Illinois) was
incorporated on February 28, 1867, as the Illinois Industrial University and opened its
doors to students on March 2, 1868. At Illinois’ opening, it was clear the institution was
intended for white men, despite its public land grant status. The wording of the act is as
follows:

the leading object shall be, without excluding other scientific and classical studies,

and including military tactics, to teach such branches of learning as are related to
agriculture and the mechanic arts, in such manner as the legislatures of the states



may respectively prescribe, in order to promote liberal and practical education of
the industrial classes in the several pursuits and professions in life.'

There was nothing in its charter, which compelled discrimination against students
because of race, sex or class. Indeed, the U of I was chartered for all the children of the
“industrial classes” of Illinois. In the original draft of the bill however the school was to
be for any white resident of the state of Illinois. This draft did not specifically exclude
women but it was clear that the University was not established with women in mind.
Nonetheless, the University opened with 50 white males and a faculty of three,
establishing at the outset a critical distinction between democratic rhetoric and the
practice of racism and sexism, a distinction that would plague the institution well into the
20" century. The University maintained an all white male population until 1870 when it
admitted its first female student, a white woman.

It was clear that women would no longer be excluded from admission to Illinois.
This decision was prompted by the fact that the University of Illinois was a state school
and taxpayers demanded that their daughters as well as sons be educated. The Morrill
Act of 1862, signed by President Lincoln established the land grant colleges especially
for the sons and daughters of the common people. But even after the University admitted
its first female student in 1870 it would be quite some time before white women
matriculated at I1linois in any significant numbers. In 1887, two years after the General

Assembly changed the name to University of Illinois, the University admitted its first

' Winton U. Solberg, The University of lllinois, 1867-1894: An Intellectual and Cultural History
(Urbana: University of lllinois Press, 1968), 57. See U. S. Statutes at Large, 37 Cong., 2 Sess. (1861-62),

chs. 130, 504 on that page.



African American student, nearly two decades after the founding of the University.? The
population of African American students at the University remained at a minimum during
the first half of the twentieth century, but there were relatively significant increases
during the 1930’s, 40’s and 50’s. From 1945-1955 approximately one thousand four

hundred African American students matriculated at Illinois.

African Americans and Higher Education

The pursuit of higher education for African Americans in America has been a
difficult one. Traditionally African American students have been denied equal access to
predominately white universities and constantly portrayed as intellectually inferior. In
addition to the burden placed upon African Americans, white women often had to bear
the insult of not being intellectually equal to white men, thus rendering both groups
similar. As similar as both groups appear to be, African Americans and white women,
there are stark differences. African Americans in the South were legally barred from
education and often threatened with death if they decided to pursue it." Whereas white
women did not have to fear their lives if they so chose the path of education.

Traditionally white men were in charge of educational decision making. They
decided whether or not slaves should be educated and similarly if their wives and
daughters should be educated. Resulting from this white patriarchal system was African

Americans would not be educated and white women would only be educated as it suited

2“The University of Illinois Negro Students: Location, History and Administration,” President
Arthur Cutts Willard Papers, General Correspondence 1934-1946, Record Series 2/9/1, Box 42, (Folder
“Colored Students of Illinois™), University of Illinois Archives, Urbana, Illinois.

3James D. Anderson, The Education of Blacks in the South, 1860-1935 (Chapel Hill: University
of North Carolina Press, 1988), 164.




the purposes of the larger society. White men saw the education of African Americans as
unnecessary and would undoubtedly lead to problems (i.e. slave uprisings, notions of
superiority).

African Americans would encounter something all together different than their
white counterparts in the educational realm. African American women were not adorned
with the notion of true womanhood and African American men were considered a threat
to society. In fact there was quite a bit of question surrounding the issue of their even
being human. Linda Perkins in her article entitled “The Impact of the ‘Cult of True
Womanhood’ on the Education of Black Women” describes a situation that is very
different from what white women experienced. Perkins stated,

This ‘true womanhood’ model was designed for the upper and middle class white

woman, although poorer white women could aspire to this status. However since

most blacks had been enslaved prior to the Civil War and the debate as to whether
they were human beings was a popular topic, black women were not perceived as
women in the same sense as women of the larger (i.e., white) society. The
emphasis upon women’s purity, submissiveness and natural fragility was the
antithesis of the reality of most black women’s lives during slavery and for many
years thereafter.*

This was not inconsistent with the way in which African American women were treated,

as second class citizens. These women had to constantly dispel the myths of their racial

and social inferiority, and immorality and perceived lack of dignity, all of which affected

their fight for education.” This struggle existed for African American men as well.

African American women’s degraded womanhood is often compared to the elevation of

‘Linda M. Perkins, “The Impact of the ‘Cult of True Womanhood’ on the Education of Black
Women,” Journal of Social Issues, 39, no. 3, (1983): 18.

SRosalyn Terborg-Penn, “Discrimination Against Afro-American Women In The Women’s
Movement, 1830-1920,” in Sharon Harley and Rosalyn Terborg-Penn, The Afro American Woman On
Race And Sex In America, Port Washington: Kennikat Press, 1978,21.




white womanhood.® African American women were viewed as less than women because
they did not fit the ‘womanhood’ mold as defined by white society.

African Americans as group of people had to suffer the shame and humiliation
accorded to second class citizenship, but African American women had to deal with the
added notion of their perceived lack of femaleness. Typically it was difficult for white
society to view African American women as pure, genteel, submissive, pious, and
feminine, due to the legacy of slavery. These women had been raped, beaten, and treated
as animals. These were not the types of women that should be placed upon a pedestal;
instead they were the women that white men took as their concubines by force. African
American women and men were not perceived in any way as relating to their white
counterparts, so the discussion of education did not include them.

There were many white women who fought for white women and their right to
higher education. This was not the case for the higher education of African Americans.
Emma Willard in 1819 fought for the funding of Troy, Catherine Beecher in 1823
opposed education of women in men’s college, because it would negatively impact the
feminine touch of women, and Mary Lyon in 1837 established the first institution of
higher learning for women, Mt. Holyoke.” Many of these institutions as well as the
majority of the Seven Sister colleges® openly discriminated against African American

women.” This was ironic because many of these institutions were established in direct

¢Jeanne L. Noble, “Negro Women Today and Their Education,” The Journal of Negro Education,
26, no., 1, (Winter 1957): 17.

"Ina Alexander Bolton, The Problems of Negro College Women (The University of Southern
California, 1949), 17-18.

8Seven Sister Colleges: Barnard, Bryn Mawr, Mt. Holyoke, Radcliffe, Smith, Vassar and
Wellesley.

°Linda M. Perkins, “African American Women and Hunter College: !'873-1945,” Hunter College



response to the needs of women in a changing society and the fact that many male
institutions would not admit these white women. Nonetheless these institutions were not
concerned with the education of African American women, and made no attempts to
accommodate their needs. African Americans only had three all female colleges in 1933
and they were Bennett, Spelman and Tillotson.' The African American community
could not afford the luxury of separate educational facilities. African American women
had attended coeducational schools since the beginning of their education.

Education for women, despite race meant a radical change in society. For white
women education represented a need for informed male citizens, and for African
American women it meant the notion of racial uplift for their community.'" African
Americans were educated together unlike their white counterparts. Since their purposes
of education were different it was more important for African Americans to be educated
as opposed to buying into the sexist notions associated with the education of women,

African Americans were more concerned with educating the entire race in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth century. This phenomenon would soon begin to change
after African American men were granted the right to vote in 1870. Once African
American men gained entry into the political arena, they began to adopt the values of
their oppressors. Perkins stated that “as black men sought to obtain education and
positions similar to that of white men in society, many adopted the prevailing notion of
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white society, of the natural subordination of women.””* This attitude would help to set
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the stage and in many instances mold the pattern of African American women’s
educational history in the decades to come.

Marion Vera Cuthbert in her notable work entitled Education and Marginality: A
Study of the Negro College Graduate, discusses the role of the African American female
and higher education. She notes that Oberlin College was the first to graduate an African
American woman in 1862."” Mary Jane Patterson was the first African American woman
to obtain a degree in the United States, and Oberlin afforded her that opportunity. She
like many others had to move, in order to gain access to the educational opportunities that
Oberlin had to offer. Along with Patterson came the graduation of other notable women
such as Fanny Jackson Coppin (1864), Mary Church Terrell (1884), and Anna Julia
Cooper (1884)." Oberlin was the first white institution to make a commitment to
enrolling African Americans and women on the same basis as white men.'> After this
time the enrollment of African American women in institutions of higher learning
increased significantly.

Cuthbert found that women were very interested in learning, she surveyed college
educated and non-college-educated women. The college educated women felt that the
greatest satisfaction from college was their training for a vocation and the help they

received in learning how to understand people.'® These women applauded their education
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on the grounds that it prepared them to better deal with people, broadened their social
contacts (i.e. white associates), in addition to providing the groundwork for the careers
that were set aside for them.

The interesting thing about this group of educated women was their perceived
notion of their distance from the community, which produced them. These women
described an isolation from their families and community. When the non-college women
were asked about the impression received for the college women, they noted that the
distance and isolation was a self-imposed situation.'” The idea was that education had
separated these women from their families. The college women discussed the notion of
being able to understand people better, but in essence they had lost the connection to their
community, by way of their education. Their education had taught them to notice the
differences in people and to acknowledge themselves as the helpers, and uplifters of the
downtrodden. What their education lacked was empathy.

African Americans and white women had similar barriers to cross when it came to
education. There was substantial debate on whether or not women should be educated,
and more importantly if African Americans should be educated. Often the issue of
gender was not discussed within the context of education for African Americans. The
conclusion of the Civil War brought about these questions of education and for whom?
As it pertained to white women the questions were very clear. White women would
become educated but only in order to establish a more stable home environment. Thomas
Woody, based on his research in the area of higher education described the four purposes

of female education: (1) preparation for home duties (2) cultivation of formal gentility



and grace for their social value through a variety of accomplishments, (3) discipline of
mental powers--so that women might be ready for any emergency in life and (4) more
specific preparation for a variety of professional opportunities. It was quite clear that the
main focus of women’s education should be centered on the home and conducting oneself
as a lady, even in the areas of a chosen profession. These professions it should be noted
were helping and nurturing ones, in the areas of teaching and secretarial work. After men
were no longer interested in these fields, they moved to other professions and these
otherwise male fields began to open up for women.'® African American women were still
not a part of this womanhood equation. This disparity would characterize the pattern of
education for decades to come.

There was an obvious connection between race and social problems that dealt
with the issue of equality. There were four major trends that accounted for the
similarities between the two groups: (1) changes in domestic and social habits and
reshaping of conventions; (2) greater invasion into industry; (3) progress in women’s
organizations; and (4) the change in feeling, a new outlook upon life."” These ideals were
very significant to both groups of women, and helped to lay the foundation to obtaining a
higher education.

After the First World War, African Americans were becoming increasingly
college educated. When college should have meant moving into a skilled labor force, this
disenfranchised group struggled to maintain unskilled labor positions. Furthermore

African American women were used as labor pawns in the mainstream society. Typically

"Cuthbert, Education and Marginality: A Study of the Negro College Graduate, 51.
'8Bolton, The Problems of Negro College Women, 29.



women were paid less, which increased the likelihood of them being hired over African
American men in certain jobs like school teaching. This situation further reinforced the
notion of women attending college. Since African American men were unable to find
jobs, the African American community recognized the necessity of educating their
daughters, and in the 1930’s this meant preparing them to go south to teach.® This
purpose was twofold: (1) there was a great need for teachers of African Americans in the
south and (2) this was the easiest profession for them enter.”

Cuthbert conducted a study, which involved surveying African American women
around the country, and asking them to determine what college meant. She surveyed 172
African American women from northern and southern institutions; in addition she
contacted fifty-eight non-college women for the survey. The majority of the women
surveyed were under forty years of age and worked outside of the home. Overall a small
percentage of these women were the main financial supporters of the family. The women
that were not the primary financial contributors made significantly less than their
husbands did. Finally most of the women that participated in the survey were married
and reported that their husbands had acquired some college training.*

The results of the study revealed that most of the women attending college had a
real personal desire to do so. These women saw college as the next logical step and also
expressed an interest in being able to contribute financially to the family. They wanted to

be viewed as supporting themselves and raising the family status. Overwhelmingly the
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women reported a need to attend college for economic reasons. Overall they expressed
the need to attend college not just for themselves but for the group as a whole, thus noting
the unselfish nature of these women.

African American women felt the need to assist in the financial support of the
family; often they did not have a choice. That was the major force driving them into the
labor force after completing college. Many women resented this need, because it forced
them to work outside of the home. Some women in this era had adopted the vélues of
their white counterparts, that notion of a woman’s place being in the home.”* Some of the
women complained of not having enough time to spend with family and household
matters. Working outside of the home became a major problem in the stability of the
family.* This phenomenon was not true of all African American women. Most of these
women expected to work and did not view marriage, family and career as incompatible.

During the time that women were working outside of the home, new positions
became available to them. Traditionally work for African American females was in the
home, either hers, or as domestics in white homes. However with the changing economy
and the war they began entering into commercial and industrial pursuits.”® After the First
World War women were able to enter into the fields of labor and industry, business and
administration, social work, health and recreation and other typically non-female fields.*
Although women were allowed access, It was solely on a limited basis and very sharp

gender distinctions still existed within the labor force. The induction of men, African
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American and white, into the armed forces caused a significant shift in the number of
women attending college. This occurrence caused a shift on college campuses.”’ After
World War II jobs that were previously closed to women and especially African
American women had become more open and accessible.”® Many of the African
American female college graduates entered into clerical positions, a field that was not
previously open to them. As more of these women became secretaries, those going into
teaching declined.”

The labor force was only one area of concern for these women and the other
important issue was the decline in marriage rates. Education played a major role in the
lives of African American women. Women in both groups opted to have fewer children,
due to the disenchantment involved in bringing children into a hostile world and not
wanting to produce children out of wedlock.*® This occurrence is contrasted to white
women in the sense that they were marrying at younger ages and having more children
than African American women.”

Ina Alexander Bolton discovered in her study of African American female
graduates of Southern Land Grant Institutions, 1934-1945 that the women were very
much concerned with the impact college had on marriage and rearing a family. The
concern of women over the issue of marriage and eventually having a family was quite

clear. African American women were concerned that they would be educated for a
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variety of positions that would essentially divert their attention away from the home.>* It
was believed that women would choose a profession over marriage and childrearing,
which was in direct contradiction of the ultimate goal of real womanhood. Many African
American men wanted their women to emulate their white counterparts by possessing the
essence of true womanhood, the legacy of the cult of true womanhood.”® There were
many women during this era that felt as though they should become true women. Bolton
found that very few women opted for a career over marriage, and the curriculum
supported the notion of being a good wife and mother for the most part.** These women
were educated in the social graces, but not to the extent that they were taught how to keep
a neat appearance. This was a major concern because these women indicated the
importance of appearance in secretarial positions. Despite the traditional response of
womanhood training being essential, these women also discussed their favorite course
being English and courses in modern language, biological science, physical science and
mathematics as being unimportant.”

It was vital for the curriculum to mirror the experiences that women would
encounter in their daily lives after college. Many African American women would
encounter the role of wife and mother, and needed to be prepared. Studies that were
conducted on vocational and professional occupations of women since 1925 revealed

essentially two weak areas, (1) training for marriage and its effects on women’s work and
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(2) discrimination in employment. It was very clear that whatever women decided to do
after college, marriage and the family were essentially the focal point.** The problems
colleges encountered were how to develop a curriculum that would suit and fully prepare
these women to live their lives as women. Even though African American women had
proved themselves to be intellectually equal with men, the focus for the college was to
assist them in becoming successful women in their prescribed roles. David D. Jones put
it very simply in his article entitled “ The War and Higher Education of Negro Women,”
“education should help people to live the kind of lives they have to live in the places they
have to live them.™’

Willa Player, previous president of Bennett College wrote her dissertation on
Bennett college and what role it should have in the place of women’s lives. Bennett,
located in Greensboro North Carolina, was one of two female educational institutions for
African American women. Player was very concerned with the pattern of female
education and in 1948 she describes what the purpose of education should be for African
American women. Education should be specialized to fit the individual needs of a
person. In her opinion there were two schools of thought 1) what a student should know
and 2) what their needs are as it relates to everyday living.”® The institution, especially
Bennett should focus on the type of education that will not only produce intelligent,
aware and progressive individuals, but also prepare them for the role of the happy

homemaker.*” Player learned that women were most interested in making their homes
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attractive, pleasant, and livable. Besides the idea of homemaking the fundamental role of
the college is to educate the women to become citizens, and to know more about their
status in society.*

These southern African American women were very interested in fulfilling the
role of homemaker. They were aspiring to be genteel, as were their white counterparts.
Popular media informed the women of the homemaker notion and wifely duties. This
literature discussed the need for development in these areas. These were women were not
very progressive by current day definitions; they were quite comfortable filling the role
that had been placed upon them by African American men. They began to adopt these
values, history had never portrayed them as feminine and this was their opportunity to be
women.

African American women in the 1950’s were faced with many challenges in their
personal and professional lives. These women were faced with the fact that many men
had not received a college education at the same rates they had. African American
women were often faced the obstacle of marrying below them educationally, because they
were receiving degrees at a higher rate than their male counterparts. For some women
marrying below them was not an option they wanted to pursue. Many of these women
were rendered not marriage material due to the restrictions that society placed on
perceived male and female roles. There appeared to be a shift away from women going
into the helping professions and women were now exploring the areas of merchandising,

reading specialization and engineering."'
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As the professional roles of these 50’s women were changing so was the notion of
marrying and having a family. Many of this time felt that women were committing
‘racial suicide’, because the birth rate among college educated women was lower than it
had been previously. These women had not given up on the idea of homemaking as a
career, but they were definitely making decisions based on their needs and desires,
something white women had not yet adopted. Many African American women had to
work out of economic necessity but still found marriage and family life a very appropriate
and welcomed choice after college.

African Americans entered the realm of higher education with the burdens of the
past upon them. These were individuals with no perceived sense of morality. This notion
was a direct effect of the legacy of slavery. The emphasis of moral training was at the
forefront of their education. African American women and men were not allowed to
attend college for the mere sake of learning, they had to be constantly reminded that
needed to be watched. The women were faced with strict moral training and rules, and
the men were faced with vocational education that had been established by a society that
did not respect them.*

For centuries African Americans had been denied their independence for various
reasons. African American women of the 1950°s and 1960°s worked to change this.
According to the study published in 1957 by Jeanne L. Noble, African American women
looked at the economic structure of society and determined that they had to work in order

for the family to survive as well as thrive in their communities. It was equally important
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however, for men and women to build together. They advocated for men to take classes
that would prepare them for family life and working women. African American men had
been relegated to second class citizenship, which affected them economically. This
experience enlisted the support of women to help make ends meet. These men probably
would have preferred for their wives to be more like their white counterparts but society
rendered this virtually impossible.*

Education for African Americans has been no easy feat. Upon the Emancipation
Proclamation they had to prove worth as a human beings. African Americans have
always possessed a desire to learn and to help others learn. African Americans should not
be judged by history, but should be judged on their commitment to their educational
pursuits. Their struggle to become educated is still one of conflict impacted by racism.
History can not deny the contributions made by African Americans. Having been stolen,
beaten, witnessed children sold away, disenfranghised, stripped of personhood and often
denigrated to the lowest position. These forms of oppression have not stifled the desire to
learn and become educated, in fact their education has been enhanced by it.

The advances in education can be attributed the struggles of African Americans.
It is through that vision and strength that American education has begun to recognize the
value in the contributions of other groups. It is a success story, one of pain and triumph.
The journey is far from over, African Americans should be recognized for those efforts,

but also reminded that the work is not yet complete.
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CHAPTER 11

AFRICAN AMERICAN STUDENTS AND THE UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS

The first African American to be admitted to the University was Jonathan Rogan.
Jonathan Rogan was from Decatur, Illinois, and attended the University from 1887-1888.
After his short stay the next African American student was not admitted until 1894, and
that was George W. Riley, a student in Art & Design, from Champaign, who attended
until 1897. The first African American to graduate was William Walter Smith who
graduated in 1900. Walter T. Bailey was the second to graduate with a degree in
architecture in 1904 and the only student at that time to finish with a professional degree
of Master of Architecture.** The first African American woman, Maudelle Tanner
Brown, graduated in 1906 with an A.B. in mathematics, which she completed in three
years. The first African American to graduate in Law was Amos Porter Scruggs, who
finished in 1907.% There were few African American graduates during the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Enrollment trends for African American
students at UIUC were very low until the modest increase during the post World War II
years. This pattern of scarce African American presence at Illinois would follow for

years to come.
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Enrollment Trends

The actual enrollment for African Americans early on is sketchy at best. Albert
R. Lee seemed to be the only one concerned with the actual numbers. In 1936 Carl
Stephens of the Alumni Association contacted Lee regarding the number of African
American students in the University since the beginning of their enrollment in 1887. Lee
was delighted to have the opportunity to conduct this study and did so very diligently.
Although very excited about the project, Lee was concerned about the preciseness of his
work. He explained in his report that:

This compilation is in a way a creation. We have made something whereof

nothing existed. It is humanly impossible to make a perfect list under the

conditions that confronted the compiler. A period of fifty years presents problems
in selecting material, methods of work. Yet out of it he by the help of the gods
been able to get together over 900 names. As to how complete it is, it may be said
that in the period up to 1920 it is fully 98% complete. For the period since that
time when there has been such a marked increase of Negro students-their frequent

coming in and dropping out, the percent of completeness may drop to 85%.*

Lee was very meticulous with his work. He began by consulting the Alumni
directories and recorded the names of the students he remembered, after that he referred
to city directories that kept names of individuals that he could recognize as African
American by the addresses, and then consulted them to determine whether or not they
housed students. Finally he checked University catalogues for verification of names,

degrees, and courses. All of these sources were then checked against list he had made for

twelve years of African American students. He then alphabetized the lists and rechecked

#““Memorandum in Re Compilation of Names of Negro Students Who Have Attended the
University of 1llinois During the Past Fifty Years,” Arthur C. Willard Papers, Record Series 2/9/16, Box 1,
University of Illinois Archives, Urbana, Illinois.



his sources for any names that may have been omitted.*’

To give an example of the scarcity of African American students at Illinois listed
in Table 1 are the numbers of students during the first half of the twentieth century. The
relevant data is missing for years 1905-1918 and 1920-1924 respectively. It is important
to mention that Albert R. Lee compiled the majority of this information voluntarily for
the purposes of reporting to W.E.B. DuBois, editor of the Crisis, the official journal of
the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP).

Table 1. Student enrollment, University of Illinois 1900-1940

Years Black Enrollment  Total Enrollment

1900 2 2,505
1901 5 2,932
1902 4 3,288
1903 9

1904 19 3,729
1919 48 7,157
1925 68 10,710
1926 55 13,731
1927 92 14,071
1929 138 14,594
1930 92 14,986
1931 129 14,569
1933 109 12,122
1934 104 13,067
1935 101 14,036
1936 94 15,831
1937 112 16,865
1938 108 17,500
1939 139 17,212
Total 1428 208,905

Source: “The University of Illinois Negro Students, Location, History and
Administration,” Arthur C. Willard Papers, General Correspondence 1934-1946, Series
2/9/1, Box 42, (Folder “Colored Students University of Illinois™), and Register of the
University of Illinois, University of Illinois Archives, Urbana, Illinois.
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It is safe to assume that Lee compiled the majority of these names and additional names
were added over time, after he completed the study in 1936. In addition to student
enrollment there was also a list of African American graduates from the early years found
in University President Willard’s papers. Displayed in Table 2 are the approximate
number of African American graduates between the years of 1904-1934, with data
missing for years, 1901-1903, 1905, and 1913 respectively.

Table 2. Total number of African American graduates, University of Illinois, 1900-1936

AB BS Masters Ph.D. Total

1900 1 \
1904 1 1
1906 1 1
1907 1 1
1908 2 2
1909 1 1
1910 2 1 1 4
1911 1 1
1912 1 1 1 3
1914 3 2 1 6
1915 1 1 2
1916 2 1 1 4
1917 1 1 1 3
1918 3 3 6
1919 3 1 4
1920 2 3 5
1921 2 2 4
1922 4 2 6
1923 2 2
1924 2 2 4
1925 8 8
1926 4 4 8
1927 3 5 1 5
1928 4 5 9
1929 11 7 3 21
1930 4 7 3 14
1931 8 8 3 19
1932 8 17 6 31
1933 15 9 5 29



Table 2.---Continued

AB BS Masters Ph.D. Total

1934 6 14 4 24
Total 104 98 29 2 240

Source: “Negro Students at the University of Illinois, an Outline of their Enrollment?
Activities? History, Living Conditions,” Arthur Cutts Willard Papers, General
Correspondence, 1934-1946, Series 2/9/1, Box 2, (Folder “Colored Students University
of Illinois™), University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois.

Between the years of 1945-1955 the pattern of enroliment increased quite a bit. For the
ten year period there was an estimated one thousand fourteen hundred African American
students that attended the University. This information was gleaned from Eddie Russell’s
preliminary look at African American students, in addition to a survey of yearbooks,
transcripts, card files and employment records, conducted by the author with the
assistance of undergraduate students. The pattern of enrollment of African American
students from the years 1945-1955 will be discussed in further detail in Chapter V,
Analysis of Demographic Data. Table 3 displays overall campus enrollment between the

years of 1941-1955, with data missing from years 1941-1944,

Table 3. Urbana campus enrollment trends, University of Illinois, 1941-1955

Year Men Women  Black Enrollment  Total Enrollment

1940 9,115 3,243 8 12,358
1945 4,718 4,797 60 7,906
1946 13,938 4,440 96 18,378
1947 15,140 4,251 71 19,391
1948 15,137 3,957 72 19,094
1949 15,231 4,290 67 19,521
1950 13,098 4,064 71 17,162
1951 11,355 3,790 57 15,145
1952 11,452 3,987 69 15,439
1953 11,701 4.075 55 15,776
1954 12,648 4,218 45 16,866
1955 13,869 4,206 17 18,075

Source: Greybook of Enrollment Tables: First Semesters 1945-1955, Annual Report of



the Director, Series 25/7/0/5, Box 1, and Student Transcripts Series 25/3/4, University of
Illinois Archives, Urbana-Champaign.

Black Alumni Ex-Student Project

Eddie Russell, a physical education student in the class of 1969 began research on
African American students at the University of Illinois. His research stemmed from a
desire to have Black Alumni become more actively involved in the recruitment, retention
and support of young African American college students. He was very interested in
bridging the gap between prospective college students, current students and former
alumni. Russell who originally titled his project “Project RECALL” was interviewed by
the Illinois Alumni News and stated:

The purpose of the project [is] to solicit the support advice and guidance of Negro

alumni in the matter of job information, help with recruiting qualified Negro high

school graduates for entry into the University, contributions towards scholarship

funds and scholarship loans for impoverished black students, counseling in regard

to retention of these students in the University, and community-University

coordination.*®
Russell’s goals were very noble, but were met with opposition from some University
officials.

In a meeting held on October 14, 1968 between Eddie Russell, University
archivist Maynard Brichford and Professor Dimitri Shimkin, the issue of opposition was
discussed. In meeting notes the three gentlemen described the feeling of one T. Jones,

assumed to be a University official, but the record is unclear. Jones adamantly opposed

the study for fear that it might actually bring African American Alumni together. In the
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meeting notes he was quoted as saying his opposition stemmed from three points of
concern; 1) no organization was needed, 2) avoid social affairs and 3) need is for useful
data.”’ In Jones’ opinion there was no need for the University to interfere in the social
affairs of the “Negro” student, and the data collected for such a study would only work to
organize African American alumni, and that should not be he goal, as it was unnecessary.
This however was not the sentiment of other University officials.
Maynard Brichford, University Archivist wrote a letter to Dr. Jack W. Petalson,
Chancellor of the University explaining the importance of the Black Alumni project:
For seventy-five years, the University of Illinois has been providing opportunities
in higher education to black Americans. Thousands have attended the university
and used their education to serve their communities and the nation. Due to the
social and political impact of racism, the university has seldom attempted to
identify, and has never sought to establish contacts with, black alumni and ex-
students.
The establishment of a communications network to compile a directory would
establish a pattern of records essential for the study of the role of the Negro in
American life and history. The project would provide administrative offices and
departments with a reliable base of research data about a most significant group-
black Americans who have sought and obtained higher education.*
The records seem to indicate that Petalson may have been agreeable to the project but was
dissuaded by John William Briscoe, Assistant Chancellor for Administration and
- Professor of Civil Engineering. Briscoe felt that the project would cause more harm than
good. He was most concerned with the final results being used to assemble African

American students. He also indicated that African American students preferred to utilize

their own established networks. The general idea was that bringing this group together
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would represent potential harm to the University, although it is not clear what sort of
harm would result.*

In a field note dated 12 November 1968 there were several reasons for the
rejection of the proposal for funding in addition to other ways to go about conducting the
project. Briscoe stated the he did not “see value in seeking other university means of
support” and went on to say; 1) an individual faculty member may request a research
grant from an outside foundation, but this would require university approval, 2) an
outside group may request the university to supply this information, 3) a graduate student
could undertake the project as a research project or thesis subject and 4) the university
administration is afraid of the results of the project and will not support it in its present
state.*

Brichford was not discouraged by the rejection from the University Research
Board. Clearly Brichford and others saw the value in this project and were determined to
see it to fruition. In a letter to James Vermette, Brichford further assures Vermette, a
member of the University Research Board, that the information will in no way be used to
organize or further separate African American Alumni. He goes on the thank him for his
support even though his financial proposal was turned down by the University Research
Board, and asked if there were any other financial alternatives that existed.*”

The project did receive some funding although it is unclear as to how much.
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Russell was the person primarily responsible for the data collection. Russell began by
looking through the Illio, the University yearbook, and identified African American
students by visual sight. He first went through all the traditional African American
fraternities and sororities, then housing units, sport teams, groups and senior photos. The
next step was to transfer the students' names to a data sheet, which Russell checked
against Albert R. Lee's lists, and the alumni directory. He also used the Chicago Alumni
Directory as a resource for additional names. As of October 21, 1971, Russell compiled a
list of 2, 479 African American students who attended the University from its founding to

1971 these data are housed in the University Archives.”

Albert R. Lee: The Unofficial Dean of Black Students

Albert R. Lee was born on a farm near Champaign on June 26, 1874. He attended
Champaign Central High School and graduated in 1893. Two years after graduation Lee
went to work for the University of Illinois as a messenger boy in the office of the
President, Andrew Sloan Draper. He spent a period of fifty-three years working for the
University of [llinois in a variety of occupations, from messenger boy to the unofficial
Dean of African American students. Lee worked very diligently for the University with
the exception of one year, 1897-1898, when he was enrolled as a student.” It was his
dedication and knowledge of the university and community that afforded him the
opportunity to successfully assist African American students.

During the very early years of enrollment for African Americans, Albert R. Lee

M«Untitled List of Procedures for Data Collection,” Black Alumni and Ex-Student Project File,
1967-1973, Series 35/3/50, University of [llinois Archives, Urbana, 1llinois.



went to great lengths to help African American students in whatever capacity he could.
Albert R. Lee was considered to be the unofficial dean of African American students.”®
He was responsible for compiling data on students as well as other duties performed in
the president’s office.

Lee was very involved in the affairs of African Americans on and off campus. He
was considered a leader in the Champaign African American community, and was very
well respected. On campus his was office clerk, and he was responsible for keeping
records, accounts and performing routine assignments, but in essence he was much more
than a clerk in the office of the president. When problems arose with African American
students or concerning them he was called upon to provide assistance. Not only did
students look to him for guidance and counsel; University officials counted on him as
well. It was not always clear why he was called upon by the University, however it is
safe to assume that it was the confidence that University officials had in his
administrative ability and his commitment to helping African American students.
Furthermore, University officials probably assumed he could relate to and understand the
students based on their shared ethic background. The fact that he was the highest-ranking
African American in the University illustrates the minor role that African Americans
played in the University administration during this era. Yet, Lee played a major role in
the lives of African American students. He served as their mediator, comforter and

friend. According to one account,

He was very well respected in the community and the University, which was a

$Brisbane Rouzan, unpublished dissertation.
Lucy J. Gray, interview by author, tape recording, Champaign, [llinois, 12 June 1997, “He was

the Dean of Negro students.”



separate community, it still is but not as much as it used to be. He worked his

way up from office boy but he was the one who, didn’t complain, he wanted

people to respect him so he respected other people and he got their respect or he
wouldn’t have gotten where he was without any education because he was not an
educated man. The education he got was from, his experiences working, working
with people on the campus and he was very good or he wouldn’t have been there
as long as he was.”’

Lee committed the better part of his life to the University of Illinois and African
American students. As evidenced in letters from the families of in-coming students, Lee
was responsible for almost all aspects of African American student life.® In his papers
exists a vast amount of information on African American students and their experiences.
In addition to parents contacting Lee, they also contacted the University and several of
those letters were forwarded to him, by the various deans and administrators on campus.
He was responsible for investigating various aspects of African American students’ lives.
Frequently Lee would receive a letter from a family requesting information about the
University, and he felt obliged to provide the requested information.” In a letter dated 17
August 1928, Mr. Edward Jacobs calls on Lee once again to assist him in securing
housing for an incoming female African American student. Mr. Jacobs thanks Lee and
reminds him if the assistance he has given him over the last ten years. Lee responds to
the student in question at the urging of Mr. Jacobs and informs her of the housing

conditions at the University of [llinois.*® He also took it upon himself to document the

number of African American students at the University and regularly submitted the

" "Lucy J. Gray, interview.
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information to W.E.B. DuBois, editor of the Crisis. Lee was definitely a man committed
to seeing African Americans obtain an education.

Lee was employed at the University of Illinois from 1895 to 1947. In that time he
held a variety of positions. According to his papers, Lee was employed and utilized as
messenger “boy,” clerk, waiter, doorman at Presidents’ Draper and James houses and
unofficial dean of African American students. In his paper, “University of Illinois
Presidents I Have Known,” Lee describes his duties from the beginning of his time spent
working at Illinois. Despite the various positions held, he was never paid for his duties
performed in the capacity of unofficial dean of African American students. This was a
position that Lee adopted for himself and it became convenient the University recognized
him in this position.*® Despite the lack of pay for his self-proclaimed title, it was obvious
from his correspondence that he was dedicated to African American students.

Lee wrote numerous letters throughout his career, and most of the letters pertained
to the condition of African American students on campus. He was constantly writing to
African American elected officials for their support in helping to secure equal
accommodations for African American students on campus. Lee was always concerned
with how to improve the experiences of African American students. Lee often wrote the
presidents of the University when he felt a situation concerning African American
students could be handled more effectively and also when Lee saw the need to
compliment the president on a job well done. Publicly he never denounced the

University and its practices but often in his letters to the president he questioned

6“Negro Students at the University of Illinois, An Outline of Their enrollment, Graduates,
Activities, History, Living conditions,” Willard papers, Box 2.



discrimination.

One of Lee’s passions was the commitment of keeping track of the number of
African American students on campus. Lee compiled a list of students that attended the
U of I. He listed the name of each student, their address, fraternal or sorority organization
if appropriate and often their major. In his papers there are several typewritten lists of
this sort in addition to a few handwritten notes that contained the same information.”> He
was very conscientious about recording methods, meticulous to the point of correcting the
smallest error. For example, Lee annually took a census of U of I African American
graduates and submitted it to the Crisis as part of the magazine’s yearly account of black
graduates of predominately white universities.” Once he made a mistake and he quickly
rectified the error in a letter to the editor of the Crisis, W.E.B. DuBois. On June 13, 1927
Lee writes to DuBois:

Dear Doctor:

In my recent letter to you giving the names of graduates from the University of

Illinois, I made an omission. Kindly add to the list of graduates that of Ella

Madalyne Towles, Piano, School of Music, degree of B. of Music, Harrisburg,

[llinois.

Cordially yours

Albert R. Lee

Chief Clerk

Office of the President®

Lee kept lists of the students and graduates. He also monitored African American

students on campus; kept records of their years of attendance as well as their campus

“%Negro Matriculants List,” 1919-1937, Lee Papers.
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affiliations. Lee knew which fraternity or sorority a student belonged to and where the
student resided. Lee was very close to students, professionally, and was often, if not
solely responsible for securing housing, which of course made him aware of their places
of residence. It remains unclear as to Lee’s personal relationship with African American

students.



CHAPTER III

“NEGROES IN THEIR MIDST”
HOUSING FOR AFRICAN AMERICANS

From the opening of the University there was a housing problem for all students.
Housing problems that dated back to the founding of the University were exacerbated
during the 1940°s and 1950’s for all students. The end of World War II witnessed an
increase in the number of students, primarily male, attending the University due to the GI
Bill. The University was in a state of panic over what to do for veterans that would be
returning home and then to school. The general consensus was to build more housing but
that would take time and money. In the interim the University decided to suspend its
approved University housing regulations. Typically when students secured housing it
had to be on an approved University housing list. On 11 January 1946, in the Daily Illini,
Jean Hurt wrote:

The prospect for housing students in the future looks very dismal, with the

University bureau of institutional research estimating an enrollment of 15,500 for

the fall semester of 1946; housing authorities state that with all present facilities

pressed into use, over 2,000 students still could not be accommodated.”® S. Earl

Thompson, acting director of housing, made it clear that the rules would be

suspended for men seeking housing. They were to find housing wherever they

could in light of the housing shortage.*

The other alternative to finding housing on campus was to send students to the

Galesburg division, in Galesburg, Illinois. The University of Illinois Galesburg Division

was established by the state to address the needs of an overwhelming amount of students

®Daily [lini, 11 January 1946, in Roger Ebert, ed., An Illini Century: One Hundred Years of
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that required higher education, as a result of the onslaught of veterans. This division
would accommodate freshman and sophomore students, with the same quality of
academics that was present at the Urbana campus.®’ Galesburg represented one answer to
the problem of housing and instruction. This solution still managed to exclude a large
percentage of African American students.

Black students who faced the additional problem of racial discrimination found
themselves in a difficult struggle to cope with living conditions on a Jim Crow campus.
Typically, students lived in private housing around campus or if from the area with their
parents in town. The housing that African American students obtained was not
considered University approved housing, their housing concerns were not addressed in
the same manner as those of the larger campus. The first dormitory was erected in 1915.
This dorm was for white women only, and was named Laura B. Evans Hall. This
alleviated the problem of finding approved housing for many white women on campus,
but the problem still existed for African American women. Over the next three decades
the University continued to deny African American students the opportunity to live in
campus dormitories. The year 1945 marked the first time African American women were
allowed to live in the residence halls. The historical record is unclear as to when African
American men were first allowed to reside in University dorms.”® It seems reasonable to
assume that African American men were first admitted to the University residence halls

soon after the admission of African American women in 1945.
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In November of 1945 Verna Volz wrote a letter to Mary Dye, discussing the
housing of two African American women in the dorms. The letter was in response to a
survey that had been sent to Ms. Volz concerning housing for African American students
in general. Ms. Volz indicated that African American women had not applied prior to
this time and that upon a visit from the YWCA Interracial Department they found no
discrimination inside the residence hall. Upon their being admitted to the residence hall
the African American students were in constant contact with the chairman of the
interracial committee for several weeks. The chairman, an African American sophomore
advised them on residence hall protocol. The chairman suggested that they, “leave the
door open so girls would feel welcome to visit, urging they pay visits back, and other
simple things that make dormitory life smoother.””

Although this incident broke the “color line” in the women’s residence hall
whenever an African American student applied to the University and was accepted,
housing became a problem. Since African Americans were not allowed to live in the
residence halls until 1945, they were expected to find other means of housing, outside of
the university system. These students ended up residing in the African American
community, situated in North Champaign, and commonly referred to as the “North End.”
Had the African American community not been willing to accommodate Black students,

most would have been denied the opportunity to attend the University of Illinois. Many

African American families were more than willing to provide housing to African
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American students at a minimal cost. Mrs. Gray remembers,
They were welcome in anybody’s home because the young ladies and young men
that came to the University were what I considered quality Negroes. And most
people in Champaign-Urbana accepted them because they were, we were proud of
anybody, and Negro that came to the University, we were proud of them and were
accepted in any home. I do not know of anyone that ever had any trouble with the
Negroes of that time.”
With few exceptions, white landlords refused to rent to African American students.
African American students were only permitted to live in fraternity and sorority
houses and the African American community. The University housing authorities made
virtually no effort to provide housing for Black students. Albert R. Lee provided the
greatest source of assistance for these students. Once admitted to the University their
application would be forwarded to him. He was then responsible for finding housing for
incoming African American students. And he depended upon the community to assist
him in accommodating their needs. Even as African American students were expected to
live off campus they were restricted to certain areas. During this period there were racial
covenants in effect. Realtors used these covenants to restrict various areas in and around
town. African Americans were regulated to one corner of town based upon this particular
situation. The covenants, although focused mainly on home ownership, also influenced
renting to non-caucasian individuals. The covenants stated explicitly that “no part thereof
will be sold or leased, either in whole or in part, to or to be occupied as owner, or tenant

by any person or persons not of the caucasian race,” and this restricted living

environment set the state for the limited choices African American students had for their

Lucy J. Gray interview.



living arrangements.”’ These covenants characterized the community into which the
students were received.

African American students were forced to live in the “North End” of Champaign,
which was a considerable distance from campus. Students had to live as well as eat in
this area s they were not allowed to dine on campus. Even if students had chosen this
area of the city on their own they still faced the hardship of having to walk a long
distance to eat. However they were forced by the University and the wider community to
live in the only area that would accept African American students as residents. Hence, in
addition to the normal hardship, African American students endured the humiliation of
being unwelcome in most areas of the campus and community because of the color of
their skin. All other students had the opportunity to meet with friends for lunch on
campus, and especially to have lunch with faculty and staff, or just dine with other
students in their class for various student projects. African American students did not
have any such opportunities available to them, they were not asking for luxuries, just

what was normally associated with student academic life.

Dormitories and Exclusion
From the outset the problem with securing adequate housing and living on
campus in the dorms for African Americans was denied by University officials, and as
often as they could overlooked. In a letter to another official of a different university, the

Vice President asserted that no housing problem existed for African American students,
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they lived in the African American community, and living on campus was not an issue.”
In fact, it was a very serious issue, but one that the University was not willing to
recognize in the late teens and early twenties. It was not until state officials became
involved that anyone, besides Lee took the issue of housing discrimination seriously.

Frequently, state officials would come to the campus to look around during
budget talks. During the 1920’s, the state legislature was comprised of a few African
American members. Lee would arrange a social for them and there they would have the
opportunity to sit and discuss a variety of issues with members of the African American
community, in addition to African American students. During this time the state officials
were informed about the horrid state of housing for these students on campus.” State
officials later questioned the housing situation and the university’s lack of appropriate
response to the problem. Lee was instrumental in fighting for students and their rights
when it came to housing and other issues.

The University of Illinois was not unique in its housing problems for African
Americans. A study conducted at The University of lowa revealed the same results. The
study found that there were no African Americans living in the dorms in the mid 1930’s,
and that students either lived at home with their parents or rented from African
Americans in town.” Jenkins noted that students felt as though living in town with
families was the best situation. The homes, according to the report, were situated in a

nice part of town, and more pleasant than the fraternity or lowa Federation of Colored
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Women's Club Home for Black women.”

In 1932, Cornell University student Margaret Lawrence found herself in much the
same predicament as student at U of I and the University of lowa, no place in the dorms.
When she arrived at Cornell University in Ithaca, New York she was directed io a private
home. It was a well-known fact that African Americans did not live in the dorms.
Margaret was directed to a home on the hill where many “Negro graduate students
stayed.”’® She was unable to stay there because there were no provisions for room and
board, she then found a place where she could work, live and eat. This was the first time
that she was denied housing due to her skin color, the next time occurred in 1941 when
she applied for residency at Babies Hospital in New York. She was denied housing in the
nurses quarters because she was African American, and as a result had to apply elsewhere
for her medical residency.”

Housing for African American college students was a problem everywhere. Linda
Perkins’ work on the Seven Sister Colleges describes the nightmare that African
American women faced early on from the inception of these institutions and well into the
1950’s and beyond. At Wellesley College, African American women were not allowed
to reside in the dorms until the 1930’s. Whereas Radcliff’s African American female
students resided with African American community members, as they were not allowed
to live with the white female residents in the dormitories.”® Smith College in

Northampton, Massachusetts was another institution that openly discriminated against
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African American women. These students were not allowed in the dorms. Once when an
African American female was inadvertently admitted, she was quickly told that she
would have to find housing in the African American community. After this incident
another African American woman was told that she could not live on campus and was
directed to a Professor that had previously housed African American female students.” It
is apparent that there were no provisions being made for this marginalized group. This
overt discrimination persisted on these campuses, and the larger student population
viewed it as a normal occurrence and not a problem. African Americans were to be
accustomed to this sort of treatment without question, it was the nature of their second
class citizenship and persistent across the country.

After World War II the influx of African American students was on the rise, due
in significant part to the GI Bill. The impact of housing discrimination increased
significantly; as more African Americans entered the university. African American
students were being admitted to the University at increasing rates. However no
provisions were made for their room and board, they were not allowed to eat, live or
interact socially on campus. Ifthey were to attend the University it was an unspoken
agreement on the University’s part that they were to reside in the African American
community. They were not to live on campus except in the rare instance of Black Greek
houses located near campus.

The University prohibited African American students from living on campus.

Through an unwritten policy that contradicted its written rules regarding equality of
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opportunity.*® The unwritten policy was introduced in the form of a question on the
housing application. All students were asked to designate “‘Race, and National
Descent?”®' This question prompted many debates from students as well as state
officials. Many individuals, primarily African American, concerned with the housing
situation for African Americans wanted to know the justification for including this
question. University officials tried as best they could to explain, but the explanations
were unsatisfactory. African American Lawyer and State Representative Charles J.
Jenkins, from Chicago, was very concerned about the structure of the housing
questionnaire. He was so concerned that he contacted the President of the University to
inquire as to why these questions appeared on the form and what purpose they served.
Arthur Cutts Willard, then president of the University had S. Earl Thompson, Director of
Housing, to conduct an investigation. In a letter to A. J. Janata, Assistant to the
President, Thompson explained that these questions were of much importance in order to
avoid any major errors in room assignments.*> However the most interesting part about
his response is the meaning behind “major errors.” In this context major error meant
unwittingly assigning students of different races and religions to the same double rooms.
Willard forwarded the results of the investigation to Jenkins, (omitting the statement
issued by Thompson to Janata) in a letter dated 6 August 1945. It read in part,

Almost 90% of our residence hall spaces are in double rooms. It seems essential

to us that we have information, which we requested if we are to avoid major errors

in the assignment of roommates. I know of no University or College, which does
not request similar information for applications for assignment to residence
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halls.®

In the history of the University, no African American had lived in the dorms, so in
1945 when the letter was written, no presumable “errors” had been made. It was clear the
President did not want any errors being made by way of even selecting African
Americans to live in the dorms, hence the reason for the question about race. Why else
would it be necessary for an official University application to list racial designation if not
one person of African American descent had ever lived in University housing. This was
an issue representative Jenkins noticed immediately.

Jenkins began a campaign to ensure that African American females would have
the opportunity to live on campus in the dormitories. He submitted several names to the
President for consideration and awaited a response. In his letters he was almost pleading
with the president for consideration of his suggestions.* He provided letters of reference
for various women, as well as giving his word that they would be qualified and
respectable candidates.® It was evident that African American women had to be hand
picked for living in the dorms. There was no where on the housing application that
indicated categories for respectable and qualified. Furthermore, it could be implied that a
candidate could have the grades and still not be considered respectable by the University.
The President had previously replied to Jenkins by listing several reasons for the refusal
of African American women being admitted to University housing, including that one

woman was on academic probation and her grades were not satisfactory enough to live in

833, Earl Thompson to A J. Janata, 6 August 1945, Willard Papers.
#Jenkins to Willard, 30 July 1945, Willard Papers.
#Jenkins to Thompson, 11 August 1945, Willard Papers.



the dorms.*® Of the housing documents surveyed never was it indicated that a particular
grade point average had to be maintained for residents of the dorm. The question became
a point of contention for those interested in housing of African American female students.
Why were grades an issue when the document itself made no mention of them as a
prerequisite for dormitory living? This was interesting in terms of the University being
able to document grades as a reason for housing denial. The President indicated
“scholastic standing and promise will be considered in the assignment of residence hall
space....”” This however did not discourage Jenkins in the least, he continued to submit
names until he found women that were “suitable” to the President.

A. C. Willard, realizing this campaign would not end until African American
females were permitted to live in the dorms, offered a token measure. In a letter to
Jenkins date 2 August 1945, Willard wrote him of his willingness to see African
American women housed in the dorms. He went so far as to reserve one room for
African American females.*® This gesture was an assurance of the commitment to
African American females. Jenkins took this and worked diligently in finding women
that would pass the standard of the President and others in terms of grades of current and
college transfer students. It was August 11, 1945 that two African American women
were finally agreed upon, Quintella King and Ruthe Cash. These women were the first
known African Americans to reside in the dorms at UIUC. They were permitted to live

in Busey-Evans Hall.¥ It is clear that other African Americans lived in the dorms after
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this time, but currently no evidence has been found to substantiate a particular date.
Quintella King (now Calvert) vividly remembered her time living in Busey-Evans
Hall, in fact she lived there for the four years that she was enrolled as an undergraduate.
Mrs. Calvert recalls that she did not apply to live in the dorms, as she put it she knew that
she was going to college and when it was time to go her mother told her that she would
be living in the residence hall.” It was not until later that she found out the circumstance
surrounding her moving into the dorms, and even then she was not told a great deal. She
remembers that:
It's something I did not apply for; I had no idea it was in the works. It came
through the Colored Women's Federated Club, and that group, they decided that
one girl would come from the Southern district and the other would come from
the Northern district, and from the Southern district [ was selected and the other
girl was Ruthe Cash from Chicago and we started.”!
It was amazing to realize that she had no clue as to the debate that surrounded her living
on campus. Mrs. Calvert and Ms. Cash remained roommates for three years, after which
Ms. Cash graduated and Mrs. Calvert remained in the dorms for her last year in a single
room. Mrs. Calvert and Ms. Cash were allowed to stay in the dorms for the next few
years because things had gone so well with their first year of residence in the dormitory.
Mrs. Calvert was very candid in her descriptions of life in the dorms. She
admitted that perhaps due to her youth she was oblivious to the discrimination. She

attended college at the age of sixteen and was accustomed to being very sheltered. She

viewed the residence halls as a place to live, and her socializing took place outside of her
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living quarters. She does recall a dance that was held in the residence hall and she noted
how nice everyone had been in allowing them to invite their dates to attend.”

The only time that Mrs. King felt out of sorts was on the return trip from campus
to her dorm room. She recalls:

I was too young and dumb to really spot anything, it was just, I just felt accepted.

The only thing I know was that if you are at school with some of the other Black

kids, when they got ready to go home they went in one direction and I went

another direction which was by myself or with Ruthe and I think my second year I

joined the sorority which threw me with the Black students, so I got that

camaraderie with them, otherwise I was just totally with the whites.”
Mrs. Calvert possibly suffered more than she was aware of. Students were so connected
to the families they lived with, that it was virtually impossible not to miss out on that
sense of family and community that she and Ruthe Cash missed by living alone in the
dorms.

In 1950, five years after the first African American females were admitted to the
dorms, Vivian Adams experienced what may have been true for many African American
female residents, racism. It began in 1950 with a report of missing money from Vivian’s
room, which she shared with her twin sister Lillian. She reported leaving the room with
her sister for dinner and returning some time later to find the money missing. A report
was filed and there was no clear indication of an investigation being conducted.” The
next investigation that would take place concerning Vivian would be in January of 1951,

which had noting to do with the theft report she had previously filed.

Apparently there had been several thefts in Busey Hall, where Vivian resided,
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which were of great concern for the hall staff as well as the women that resided there. In
January of 1951 the dorm director call for an investigation indicating she had some
information pertaining to the recent thefts. It was l;rought to her attention by some of the
women living in the dorms that they had observed Vivian Adams going from room to
room suspiciously.” It was at this point Vivian and her sister were called in for
questioning by the University investigator and other dorm officials of Busey Hall.

Upon the questioning of Lillian, Vivian’s sister, she revealed some distrust of her
sister in this situation. She indicated the two of them had never wanted for anything,
because money was not an object, but that her sister had been known to steal in the past.
When they were seven years old Vivian had taken a nickel from and Armenian girl.”* In
addition to providing this information, she also indicated that Vivian had a fascination
with clothing. This did not help in Vivian’s defense because the majority of the missing
items were clothing.

When Vivian was questioned she adamantly denied having anything to do with
the thefts in Busey Hall. Furthermore she could not understand why she was even being
questioned on the matter. During questioning, her room was being searched by dorm
officials. In a report dated 2 February 1951, Florence B. Ingraham, Assistant Dean of
women wrote to security officer J. E. Ewers that the end of the search resulted in the
finding of several reportedly missing items. Vivian still denied having anything to do

with the thefts and refused to talk.”’

Record Series 41/3/6, University of [llinois Archives, Urbana, Illinois.
R. S. Laymon to J. E. Ewers, 30 January 1951, Women’s Card Files.
%R. S. Laymon to J. E. Ewers, 30 January 1951, Women’s Card Files.
“Florence B. Ingraham to Ewers, 2 February 1951, Women’s Card Files.



The matter was going to go before the student disciplinary 'committee, and until a
decision was made Vivian was placed on probation. In the interim Vivian was
questioned again, and eventually she felt comfortable enough to tell what had happened
in regards to the thefts at Busey Hall. Vivian admitted to stealing the items from various
students in the hall in an effort to hurt them, as she had been hurt. She further stated she
had not intended on keeping the articles or disposing of them, she merely wanted to cause
pain to the women in the hall by taking things they valued highly, as this was her only
recourse.”

Prior to the thefts in Busey Hall, Vivian had engaged in conversation with some
of the other female residents in the hall. These women were Jewish and they indicated
how they had never cared for “colored” people. Vivian was very much offended by this
and questioned them as to why. They went on to explain how stupid African Americans
were and cited examples in the area of real estate.

In a letter to J. E. Ewers dated 7 March 1951 Miriam Shelden described the
conversation that occurred between Vivian and the Jewish women, based on Vivian’s
account. The Jewish women in the dorm described ways in which “Negroes are so
gullible.” Real estate operators seek out African Americans to purchase property in an all
white area. By purchasing property in these areas, African Americans are being set up to
make white residents feel uncomfortable. Over time white residents fearing racial
integration begin to move out of the neighborhood, at any cost even taking a monetary
decrease in the value of their property. As more white residents move, real estate

operators began to purchase the homes at a reduced rate, and eventually resell the
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property in smaller units at a much higher price. African Americans were the target
population for this real estate phenomenon. The Jewish women students characterized
the African American buyers as ignorant, implying that they were unwilling dupes of real
estate operators, and therefore very easy and willing prey.”

To these statements Vivian replied that African Americans were not different than
other people who could also be victims of economic exploitation. The conversation
ended in a violent argument, with the Jewish girls finally stating that Vivian and her sister
were somehow different from the average “colored” person. This statement alone
enraged Vivian and she vowed to herself that she would repay them for their unkind
words and thoughts about her race.'”® It was after this that she decided to take prized
possessions from the women as they had ridiculed and insulted her individually and
racially. Vivian stated, “I like to hurt them—I know I cannot hurt them by physical
force.”'”" Vivian was obviously very distraught over the conversation and looked to
inflict pain on those who had personally wounded her. Vivian was very clear in her
admission of guilt that she had not intended to keep or use the items. In fact she intended
on returning the items.'” The taking of their possessions was a way to retaliate for the
inappropriate comments made by her hall mates, for there were no other options available
to her.

As a result of her confession and further investigation into the thefts, Vivian was

brought before the University Committee on Student Discipline. On March 5, 1951, she
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was dismissed from the University for derogatory conduct. March 12, seven days later;
she was readmitted provided that she attend the Student Counseling Bureau until they felt
she should be released from their service. Dr. Leo A. Hellmer released his report to the
committee stating:

If I assume that she is guilty of the thefts, and apparently you have good evidence

for this assumption I should guess that the underlying cause for the motive,

represents an unconscious attempt to pay back with hostility for what she initially
feels is hostility and rejection of her...'®

There was no evidence found indicating that the other female students involved in
the discussion were reprimanded for their behavior. Vivian made an error in judgment
when deciding to take items that did not belong to her, however it is clear that she felt
insulted, rejected and humiliated. Her actions, however inappropriate, constituted a
vendetta against racism. Vivian’s stealing was her response to one issue of racial
discrimination that was present in the lives of African American students. There were
many other instances that would require a response as well.

A former track athlete of the University of Illinois remembers the living
conditions on campus in 1950. The athletes lived in special housing, and usually the
roomed according to sport and ethnic background. They lived in the parade ground units,
wooden facilities that were situated North of where the dorms now sit. When asked if all
athletes lived there he responded by saying yes, but that you were assigned roommates,
and if you were African American your roommate would be as well.'™ Interestingly

however is the fact that this athlete remembered very little discrimination on campus.

When queried further, his response was that athletes were in many ways sheltered from
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the outside campus, and the problems that existed for African American students. As an
athlete he was intentionally protected from discrimination in a way that blinded him so
much that in many ways he was oblivious to the experiences of other African American
students. His statement provides further evidence of the intricate layers of racism that

existed at the University.

Greek Houses

Early on, the role of fraternities and sororities became quite evident in combating
the housing needs for African American students. Most of these organizations were
founded on the principle of community service, and functioned as a vehicle for African
American students to come together under a common bond of struggle. At UIUC one of
the first organizations to fight for housing near the camps was the Alpha Kappa Alpha
Sorority Inc. (AKA).

The AKA'’s realized the desperate situation of housing and rose to the occasion.
They began to question the dean of women as to why a house had not been secured for
African American sorority women. This was one of the first efforts of a group to obtain

1% However, in a letter from Lee to the Dean of Women he conveys

housing on campus.
this housing was not meant to accommodate all women, just the members of the sorority.
This fact was consistent with the nature of secret societies, fraternities and sororities.

Despite the racial climate, al fraternal and sorority organizations limited their housing to

the members of the specific group. The AKA’s constructed a massive letter writing
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campaign to several people detailing their experience with lack of housing.'®

The letter campaign proved to be successful. Many members of the organization
outside of the University belonged to other influential clubs and organizations.'”” One
letter from a campus student to Miss Althea Merchant, an African American woman from
near St. Louis, Missouri, belonging to the sorority and a member of the Illinois Chapter
of the National Association of Colored Women, played an important role in securing
housing for women of AKA. Miss Merchant enlisted the support of her organization and
wrote to the Dean of Women, concerning the housing situation.'® As a result of this
letter and others to state legislators, namely Adelbert H. Roberts, George T. Kersey and
Charles A. Griffin, African American representatives from Chicago, the AKA’s secured
housing in 1928. They had the support of the sorority, members of the University, Albert
R. Lee, state and local representatives, and community individuals that were concerned
with their situation.

Upon the purchasing of this house it was established that each of the sixteen to
eighteen members would share in the responsibilities and pay a monthly cost.'”
Although AKA had been able to secure housing for some of their members only, there
was still an immediate need for more housing for African American women and men.
The AKA house was filled to capacity with women in the sorority, but there were still
others not able to secure housing. The women were excited about living on campus, at

1201 W. Stoughton, Champaign, Illinois.'"
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Given the racial climate in Champaign in addition to the racial covenants that
were in existence obtaining suitable housing was not an easy task. The undergraduate
women were in constant contact with older members of the sorority, which they in turn
kept in touch with University officials to monitor the housing problem. It was this
network that enabled the sorority women to obtain housing near campus. After Lee and
the undergraduate sorority women wrote explaining their dilemma to Mrs. Anna W.
Ickes, wife of Harold W. Ickes a member of the Board of Trustees for the University, she
took an interest in the housing problem for these women. Ickes decided to give
monetarily and enlist the support of her associates. Aside from Ickes, President Kinley
also proved to be a resource. He contacted Professor J. M. White to inspect the property
and Lloyd Morey to draft a financial plan, draw up corporation papers to hold the title
(which was succeeded by the sorority alumnae organization), and to finally make the
down payment on the property. Through the assistance of these individuals and the
persistence of the sorority women a house was purchased in an area that under normal
circumstances would not have been rented or sold to African Americans."' According to
Urbana Council meeting minutes, the residents of that area were not at all pleased with
the purchase of a house by African Americans. The residents of Urbana protested but
were unsuccessful in their attempts to have the women of Alpha Kappa Alpha removed
from the house.

Miriam Shelden Dean of Women authored a report of the status of women that
discussed the issue of housing. She described the role of sororities in housing women.

There were thirty-four sororities that housed one third of the women on campus. Of this
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thirty-four there was one African American sorority. Shelden was seemingly pleased
with the conditions of the house and received encouragement from Miss Sadler, who
heads the National colored work of the YWCA. Miss Sadler “was pleased with the
housing of the colored women students here as it compared favorably with the best she

9112

had seen anywhere in the country. This begs the question, what was favorable around
the country in 1930 for African American women?

In the 1930°s African American women and men on predominately white
campuses were in desperate need of housing. There were no sororities on the campus of
The University of Iowa, so they lacked the benefit of living in a sorority house initially.
A few of the women worked as domestics for white families in the city, and they
provided with room and board in the homes. In one case a woman worked for a campus
professor and lived with the family. The Iowa Federation of Colored Women Clubs
decided to assist these women in securing more appropriate forms of housing. They
purchased a home for these women. Although the conditions were cramped many
women opted for this arrangement.'"

The men at the University of lowa had the benefit of greater choice. There were
two African American fraternities on campus, Kappa Alpha Psi and Alpha Phi Alpha.
Men were allowed to live in either fraternity house, in town with African American
families and in one case with a white family. Typically individuals interested in

becoming a member of a fraternity had to wait a period of a year before being granted the

opportunity to be a member of a fraternity and live in a house. Furthermore they were to
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form a club prior to soliciting membership into a greek letter organization. However in
the case of the Alpha’s, formerly the Pedennis club, their waiting period was waived ten
months early, due to the lack of housing. Housing was so scarce for African American

men that the fraternities housed men that were not members of the organization. ''*

Community Residence

At UIUC housing would become a long battle for the students as well as for the
African American community. In many instances the dwellings’ people lived in were
barely large enough for their families, not to mention students. According to the
Champaign County Housing Authority survey, “110 out of 587 Negro dwelling units
were occupied by more than one family group or had lodgers, although 67% had only 1
or 2 bedrooms.”""® During the academic school year 1929-30, there were 138 African
American students, 66 of who had room only and not board, and the remaining 72
received room and board from local African American residents.''® On woman
remembers that,

we were all poor but the students were poor too. They weren’t used to living any

better than what they were when they came here. We fed them. I don’t think

anybody made any money off them but usually if they roomed with us they would
eat whatever we would eat, they would come in, we were eating, and they would

eat. We didn’t make any money but they were nice and they were good company
and they were like family, we took them in as part of the family.'"

Jenkins, 18-19.

MJenkins, 6.
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Not only did residents take them in as family and provide them with a place to stay, but
in many ways community members made a way for them to eat. In addition to providing
meals for students in their homes, one woman made sure that many African Americans
ate through their job.

Mrs. Gray was the house manager at the white greek house Alpha Chi, and
remembers hiring all African American men to work there. Her rationale was one to
provide them with a place to eat. As a part of payment they were allowed to eat their
meals there. They worked as service and bus boys. At then end of the evening instead of
throwing away uneaten food, Mrs. Gray would tell the gentlemen to take the food with
them, and feed those that did not have the opportunity to have a meal service job.'"® This
was just one of many ways African Americans subverted the forms of discrimination
faced in everyday life. This opportunity could have only existed due to the close
relationship between the campus and community.

Along with the African American students, African American community
members were expected to live in restricted residential areas, and housing for African
Americans in the Champaign-Urbana area in the 1940’s was despicable. A study
conducted by the League of Women Voter’s of Champaign County in 1946 indicated that

' Many families lived in shacks

housing for African Americans was a total disgrace.
with no indoor plumbing and had to use outdoor privies. In most cases these privies were

very unsanitary and caused many people to contract communicable diseases, such as

"8 ucy J. Gray, interview.
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tuberculosis. Furthermore the shacks’ people were living in were previously coal bins.'?
It was in these conditions that the Black residents of Champaign-Urbana had to live, as
well as the African American university students that resided with them.

It is very important to note that many African Americans living in these
conditions were able to afford better housing. One woman was reported as saying that
her husband made $40.00 a week and that they were able to live elsewhere, and still have
enough money left over for livelihood. Despite having the means to afford better, racial
discrimination by the city Realtors and landlords prevented them from finding better
housing.'*' It was clearly a situation where they were forced to live in a racially
segregated and impoverished residential area, despite their economic capability to
maintain a household in a more inhabitable environment. The condition of housing for
African Americans in the community affected the majority of Black students, since most
of them were compelled to live in the community. About the only exception were Black
students who lived in fraternity and sorority housing and the few who resided in
dormitories.

A more inhabitable environment simply meant one that was safe and fit for people
to reside in. Many of the homes in the African American community were substandard
and considered dangerous to live in, including a lack of indoor plumbing, no toilets, one
bedroom to accommodate several people, transformed coal bins and shacks and areas
with no sidewalks. All these factors contributed to the unsanitary conditions present

within the African American community. These conditions were due to a lack of concern
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on the part of the city as well as the racism present within the Champaign-Urbana areas.
Many of these homes mentioned were considered to be health hazards to the residents and
the rest of the area. The Public Health District “has the authority to condemn dwellings,
but considers it impossible to exercise this authority when there is no other place for
people to move.”'? During this time it was virtually impossibly for African Americans to
live outside of this area. This was due in part if not wholly to the racially restrictive
covenants. [t was clearly stated that various properties were not available “to be occupied
as owner or tenants by any person not of the Caucasian race.”' Long time African
American residents of this community understood this arrangement, despite their
disapproval of it.

As the enrollment of African American students increased, after World War 11, so
did their housing needs. When a student was admitted to the University it was without
the promise of housing. Despite small and cramped accommodations the community and
students made the best of the situation and it became mutually agreeable. The early
generation of African American students at Illinois owed a lot to the African American
community of Champaign and Lee. Albert R. Lee was responsible for making the initial
contact between students and potential renters.'”*  This informal arrangement lasted for
several decades.'”

Lee would locate members of the African American community that were willing

to rent to students. After potential renters were contacted in person and by mail,
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concerning the possibility of taking in boarders, Lee would compile a list of available
housing for new students. Once an African American student decided to attend the
University, Lee would provide the student with the housing list and allow them to choose
their place of residence. In many cases Lee corresponded with the parents and they
requested that he make contact with the potential renter and secure housing for their
children, sight unseen. Moreover, Lee would often check on students and send letters to
their parents informing them of their children’s situation. Many parents responded very
positively towards this practice.'?

In the 1920’s housing was a major concern, especially in light of African
Americans not being allowed to live on campus or even in close proximity. Several
meetings and planning sessions with African American students and the community took
place concerning the topic of housing. Lee was again at the forefront of combating the
housing situation of African American students. Students and community members met
at Lee’s church, Bethel African Methodist Episcopal Church (A.M.E.), to discuss
strategies in combating the injustice that faced students in housing as well other issues
concerning discrimination. The church would be the site for other debates as well.
During these meetings minutes were taken and placed in the church file.'”’

Bethel church was one of the two Negro churches in town and I must say the

popular. Students came here all the time and not only to worship. Bethel was a

second home. I mean, the students could not go anywhere else. There was a

group called Lyceum and they held programs on Sundays, lectures, discussions,

and all the students would come here and would too.'®

One individual remembers a room at the church called the “Black room,” in which
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there were books for students to study and learn from in addition to a woman who
functioned as a teacher for Friday night study sessions.

The Black room was up in the old deck of the church and they had all of these
books for students to come and study, and so they set up study periods and study
tines because the students at that time really couldn’t go to much on campus to
study, so they had study periods, they had Friday night classes for them, and you
had to obtain a certain level before you were even allowed upstairs. You know
that was for the students that were in high regard. They had a lady who graduated
from Tennessee State, Mrs. Martin, who was a scholarly kind of person. You did
the elocution kinds of things, we did all those things at that time and we---
education was in high regard.'”

The community commitment to excellence and achievement was exemplary. African
Americans were dedicated to the success of the students, and were willing to participate
in spite of the racialized conditions of Champaign-Urbana. While students were not
allowed to eat, live or interact on campus, the community rallied behind them to support

them within the community to ensure academic success and stability.

2L ucy J. Gray, interview.
2Hester Suggs, interview by author, tape recording, Champaign, Illinois, 14 October 1996.



CHAPTER IV

FACULTY, STUDENT AND COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIPS

One of the key elements to combating discrimination in the Champaign, Urbana
area were partnerships formed between campus and community. The year is 1946 and
there is much civil unrest in the country generally and specifically in Champaign, Urbana.
Many veterans were now on campus due to the G I Bill and very concerned about the
racial discrimination that existed on campus. These veterans had fought for Democracy
in the war and to return home to the same practice of “Jim Crow,” was unacceptable.
They organized themselves, some faculty members, and members of the community and
formed an organization, the Student Community Interracial Committee.'*

The sole purpose of this organization was to combat the racial injustice that
existed in the Champaign, Urbana area. They worked long and hard until a split in 1950.
There was quite a bit of internal strife over politics and tactics. The strife became such a
problem that the organization decided it was best to dissolve before the outside became
aware of their problems and took them as sign of weakness.'*!

The internal struggle was due in part to a split between the “radicals™ and
“conservatives”. The organization was filled primarily with conservatives, but the few
radicals that did exist demanded action at any cost. In 1950 they turned their attention to

the ice skating rink. The conservative element felt that time would be much better spent
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focusing on places that did not promote teenage drinking, picking up dates or prostitution,
which was becoming the theme for the ice rink. The radicals thus disagreed. Eventually
it was inevitable that these two factions would venture in different directions. The
conservatives rounded up old members and anyone that was interested, called for a vote
of dissolution, and the Student Interracial Committee was disbanded.'**

Within one week after the vote, the conservative element formed a new
organization, the Student Community Human Relations Council (SCHRC). There goals
were very much the same as the Student Community Interracial Committee (SCIC), but
now it was full of like-minded members. The SCIC continued to exist for awhile but
eventually disappeared. The SCHRC picked up the role of ending racial discrimination

on campus.

Student Community Interracial Committee

The Student Community Interracial Committee was formed in the spring of 1945.
The purpose of this organization was to fight racial discrimination in all aspects of life in
the Champaign-Urbana community. The Committee was responsible for the
establishment of equal and fair treatment in restaurant, the Urbana swimming pool, and
the local theaters. They utilized the law to its fullest extent and enlisted the support of

campus students, faculty and the community.'* The first place where they demonstrated
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their unity and fight against discrimination was in the area of eating-places that would not
serve African Americans.

African Americans were discriminated against in most eating establishment prior
to the 1940’s and for some time afterwards. The Committee devised a plan of action for
the discriminating restaurants and followed it closely, as it was believed results would be
yielded. The Committee fo.llowed a strict set of guidelines, as they felt organization was
the crux to their success. In the case of restaurant discrimination they did the following:

1. Letters are sent to the offending restaurant, notifying it of our knowledge of

their discriminatory policy. We request that the practice be stopped, as it is a

violation of the rights of man and of the law.

2. A delegation is sent to the manager to present our arguments and listen to his.

3. Petitions and other forms of public opinion are gathered.

4. Affidavits for legal evidence are gathered.

5. Another delegation visits the manager with the legal evidence.

6. The evidence is taken to the States Attorney with a request for action.

7. Conferences with all concerned follow, explaining the consequences of
continued violation of the Illinois Civil Rights Code.

8. A request for an injunction to close the restaurant because of violation of the
law.

9. Use of considerable legal fund to prosecute civil cases.'”
In many instances the Committee did not have to go beyond point number seven.
However they were fully prepared to do so, as was the case of James Montgomery and

the Deluxe Tavern on Green Street. The committee supported his claim of discrimination
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and paid all legal fees associated with the lawsuit.'”® The committee had developed a
legal defense fund for the sole purpose paying legal fees for cases that were tried in court.
The Committee fought vigorously to end discrimination in eating establishments,
and other areas of public accommodation. After gaining some success with dining
facilities, the Committee began to look at movie theaters. In one interracial newsletter the
committee urged African Americans to attempt to go to the theaters and be seated on the
main floor. The newsletter further stated that the general policy of the theaters is to treat
individual African Americans according to their attitude. In the case of the Rialto and
Virginia theaters, if you intelligently insist upon being seated where you please then they
are usually obliged to do so, and without any interference. The Committee felt that the
theaters “segregates by conditioned responses.”'*® This may have been the reason stated
to the Committee by management but there was a t least one individual who disagreed
with the segregation based upon response theory. Mrs. Hester Suggs who attended the
University during the 1945-1955 era recalls a story told to her by her uncle, when he tried
to take his date to the movies.
I can tell you about my Uncle Leonard. He went to the theater downtown and had
taken his girlfriend. He stood in line and stood in line, when he got up there they
told him they didn’t have any more seats. There was a Jim Crow section in the
theater and they only sold a certain amount of seats, and they told him they were
sold out."’

In this case he was not given the benefit of the doubt. Before he had an opportunity to

speak he was relegated to the over sold Jim Crow section. After minimal success in the
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theater campaign the Committee began to address internal needs, that may have
contributed to their dissolution.

Perhaps part of the demise of the Committee stemmed from lack of community
support. In one newsletter Gerald Moser, co-chairman, wrote an appeal to the
community. He discussed the need for community support. It was apparent from this
letter that he was concerned with the apathy of the community, and felt the letter would
provide them with motivation. He acknowledged their lack of time and energy and those
who were devoted to other areas of their lives. However he felt it was of the utmost
importance to have a united front and then reminded community residents that the work
of the Committee was primarily for them. Furthermore the majority of the work was
being done by the students, who would come and go once finished with their academic
training, but the community was there to stay and would need a strong and steady
backbone, the community."*®

Despite it positive purpose, the Student Community Interracial Committee was
disbanded in 1951 due to internal bickering and lose of a unified purpose. Most of the
members were in favor of the dissolution, but of the 114 member only seventeen were
opposed. It was decided that the Committee be dissolved and all money left in the
treasury be given to five members that had proved to be the ones worthiest of holding the
treasury and reorganizing the organization. It was the hope that the Committee would be

reconstructed along similar lines, but with a new membership."** The Committee was
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formed at the outset with very specific goals in mind, and those goals were clearly in their
constitution, which read:
We, students and faculty remembers of the University of Illinois and citizens of
Champaign and Urbana, realizing the inherent dangers of racial discrimination to
our American Democracy, that it is a weapon of certain Fascist and race
supremacist groups to aid them in their fight against the democratic forces in the
United States, do hereby establish the Constitution of the Student Community
Interracial Committee to fight, by means of education and all legal forms of
action, all vestiges of racial discrimination in Champaign, Urbana, and on the
campus of the University of Illinois.'*
Before the Committee was dissolved they had moved from a plan of action to one of
education. Their goals were the same but they felt as though education would also
remedy many discriminatory acts. They had gained some success in the areas of
restaurants, movie theaters and the swimming pool. They believed their purposes would
be better served in the area of education for the continuation of the barriers they were
successful in breaking down. The implemented “workshops in public relations, human

relations techniques, and Negro history.”'*!

Student Community Human Relations Council

The Student Human Relations Council was a direct outgrowth of the Student
Community Interracial Committee. The reorganization was successful and the new
members decided to include a clause in the constitution stating that any person interested

in membership, University of Illinois students or community members will be admitted
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provided they “wholeheartedly agree to the principles of the preamble.”'*? The preamble
stated:

We, students and faculty members of the University of Illinois, and residents of
Champaign County, recognize the danger to our community of discrimination
among racial, religious, ethnic, or other culturally defined groups, and of the
human tensions arising out of such differences. We further recognize the danger
to our community from groups and persons motivated by totalitarian
philosophies--such as Fascist, race-supremacist, and Communist--who foster
discrimination and tension or to use them to advance totalitarian ends.

We hereby Establish the Constitution of the Student Community Human
Relations Council, and pledge ourselves to the work of helping to eliminate such
discrimination and tension in the Champaign County and at the University of
Illinois, We pledge ourselves (1) to study carefully every reported case of
discrimination, and (having determined it to be a valid case, prejudicial to the
community, and having weighed thoroughly the predictable effectiveness of the
possible methods of action) to bring to bear upon it every appropriate moral, legal,
and intellectual force within our power; (2) to combat all totalitarian influence in
the area of intergroup relationships; and (3) to provide a strong and constant
program of education for promoting better understanding and more enriching
human relations among the diverse groups in our community.'**

This preamble marked the beginning of a new and more defined committee.

The organization was successful in opening up places in several areas that had
been traditionally closed to African Americans. One of the first battles for the group
were the campus area barbershops. In 1953, the campus area barbershops were all white
and the owners refused to cut the hair of African American men. The YMCA took this
on as a battle, but soon realized that not much had changed, and the SCHRC stepped in.

The organization felt it was most appropriate for them to be involved in light of their

previous success in ending discrimination the campus area restaurants.
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SCHRC was most successful in their efforts to end discrimination in the
Champaign, Urbana area. They fought to end racial discrimination in Champaign-Urbana
restaurants, theaters and barbershops. The work of SCHRC was a key instrument in
changing the face of race relations on campus and in the twin cities. The organization
was part a legacy that enabled African Americans the opportunities to begin to shed their

ascribed second class citizenship in Champaign County.

Restaurant Protests

The problem of housing still existed but it was further compounded by a lack of
eating places available to African American students. African Americans were
discriminated against in dining facilities on campus well until the 1960’s. African
American students were not allowed to eat on campus or at any of the campus restaurants.
Students were forced to carry meals or return to the North End for meals during school
days. The trip back to where they resided could consist of an hour or so, allowing thirty
minutes to walk to their place of residence and thirty minutes to walk back to campus.
This did not include the time it would take for them to actually eat lunch. The
discrimination in dining places created a particular hardship on African American
students and further symbolized to other students and the larger public that they were not
fully accepted as a normal and integral part of the University.

African American students were allowed to purchase lunch meals at the women’s

residence hall at noontime, however, they were not allowed to sit in the dorm and eat.'*
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It was not until 1930 that a restaurant appeared that would serve African American
students. This was an interracial cooperative established to correct the problem but lasted
for only a short time. Many white community members in addition to University faculty
disagreed with this venture and were not in support of this restaurant. During the time the
restaurant was open it was a successful venture in interracial relations. However, the
restaurant was eventually closed due to financial hardship. In addition, there was a
restaurant that did serve African Americans and was termed a “Negro” place, which
closed after a while due to the owner moving.'"’

Still, African American students suffered shame and humiliation from being
denied the right to eat in public restaurants. Only African American students were
refused service, making it known to all that they were uniquely despised and unwelcome
in campus town. It was clear that restaurant owners did not want African Americans in
their establishment, however they attempted to mask the racially motivated reasons in
terms of potential business loss.

Restaurant owners claimed that they did not serve African Americans because of
the harm it would do to business. Most restaurant owners claimed if they served
“Negroes” their white customers would boycott them, and no longer patronize the
establishment.'*® It was more important to save their business as opposed to fighting for
and participating in non-discriminatory practices. However, no evidence exists that
supports the claim of the restaurant owners. Key restaurants in campus town and near

campus cited potential loss of business as the main reason for not serving African
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American students. They included Bidwells Confectionery, Butschs Steakhouse, Chris’s
Candystore, Deluxe, Hagens Steak House 2, Katsina’s, Perry’s Grill, Quality, Skelton’s
Drugstore, Steak & Shake, Todd’s Café, and Twenty T Hangar'¥’ All refused service to
African American students on the grounds that it would offend their white customers,
while maintaining that they harbored no personal prejudice against African Americans.
Restaurant owners decided on their own initiative to disregard the laws surrounding racial
discrimination. They were willing to break the law just to bar African Americans from
their eating establishments.

African American students of the 1930°s 40’s, and 50°s were dedicated to the
cause of equality in general and in Champaign-Urbana specifically. These students with
the support of a few “liberal” white members of the University faculty and the African
American community of Champaign-Urbana protested the daily practices of
discrimination in food and dining places. In the words of Lucy Gray, “We were worried
about the students, we thought they would get into a lot of trouble because they had
never---the way they were treated.”"*® Students were willing to risk being victims of
violence for the sake of securing equality.

African American students at [llinois decided to take a legal approach to gain
access to campus area restaurants. The Student-Community Interracial Committee
formed in 1946, including African American and white students, embarked on a letter

campaign to the State’s Attorney and a method of testing campus area restaurants. In a
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letter to State’s Attorney John J. Bresee, dated 14 May 1946, Paul Burt, a student
provided a list of restaurants that had openly discriminated against African American
students. He also included the date of the discriminatory act, address of restaurant,
people that were victims of discrimination, along with any witnesses that were present. It
was his hope that Bresee would write these restaurants and call their attention to the
violations of Illinois laws that protected citizens against discrimination based on race.'*’
In any place where students felt discriminated against, they conducted a test of the
establishment. After a report was submitted to the committee, several students would
frequent the establishment in order to observe the behavior of the owners towards them as
patrons. In most instances the students were African American, since it was they who
were being discriminated against. However, there were white students that were a part of
the committee and were sympathetic to the cause and participated in the tests as well.
These white students acted as a control group; whereby they would replicate the behavior
of African American students and observe whether they were treated the same, by
restaurant staff. In addition to the white students replicating the process in which African
American students were refused service or treated rudely they were also utilized as
observers. They were responsible for taking notes of how African American students
were treated in these instances and formally documenting what they had observed. This
took valuable time away from their studies, but was necessary for African American
students to challenge racial insults and degradation hurled at them on a daily basis.
African American students along with the assistance of white students and faculty

decided to personally take on the white restaurant owners in the community and campus
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town. It was obvious to them that nothing would change if they were not willing to
commit themselves to making that change. Beginning in 1946 there were several
affidavits filed with the States’ Attorney’s office. Those affidavits tell a very interesting
and informative story.

Between 1946 and 1950, the States Attorney’s office was contacted, and State’s
Attorney John J. Bresee responded to the request of investigation into restaurant
discrimination. In an unsigned letter a student wrote:

The Student Community Interracial Committee presented to you evidence of

discrimination against Negro citizens in certain restaurants of this county. On the

basis of the evidence, you wrote letters to four restaurants calling their attention to
the provision of the Illinois Civil Rights Law.

Notwithstanding, those restaurants and two others continue to discriminate against

Negro citizens. Particularly, the following companies practice such

discrimination:

Hagens Steakhouse

Steak-N-Shake Drive Inn

Skelton’s Drug Store

Bidwell’s Confectionery

Todd’s Cafe'*

Though a clear indication that this was not the first letter of its kind to reach the States
Attorney’s office, it is evidence that the States Attorney found these claims to be valid.
In another letter (dated 20 April 1947) written to the Acting Secretary of the American
Civil Liberties Union, Gerald M. Moser, Co-Chairman of the Interracial Committee
wrote:

So far the intervention of the State Attorney J. Bresee has been sufficient to make

a few uncooperative restaurant owners in the University are abandon their policy
of segregation. But our fight has not ended with that. Two restaurants, or taverns,
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the “Deluxe Tavern” on Green Street and the “608 Club” on Sixth Street, have
been found to segregate again. A subtler kind of segregation continues to be
practiced in several theaters in downtown Champaign. We may therefore need
your help in the near future.''

It would appear from these testimonies that discrimination had not ended but rather
spread to other areas of public accommodation. This letter clearly indicates that despite
the efforts of the States Attorney’s office, segregation in restaurants had not ceased.
Besides writing to the States Attorney for assistance, students, as mentioned
earlier, both African American and white embarked upon a testing campaign, in which
they documented discrimination found in various campus restaurants. It appears as if
they went to campus town restaurants and documented what they either experienced or
witnessed. In 1946 Eloise Ellison and Helen F. Welsey, both African American, went to
Steak-N-Shake Drive Inn for a meal. Both women state that they experienced
discrimination due to the color of their skin. In their affidavits they wrote:
On May 5, 1946 at about 4:10 p.m., I appeared at Steak-N-Shake Drive Inn and
was humiliated and told not to return again to eat in the Steak-N-Shake Drive Inn
because I am a Negro while at the very same time and place other persons of the

Caucasian or white race were served without being humiliated and were not told
not to return.

I seated myself in the Steak-N-Shake Drive Inn with a friend, also a Negro of dark
skin. A waitress took our order and brought our food to us in a bag for us to take
the food out. She replied that “Negroes can’t eat here on the inside of the
restaurant. They can take it out or be served in a car.” We asked to see the
manager. The waitress stated, “Well the manager is my husband.” The manager
repeated to us, “We serve Negroes when they are in cars but not in the restaurant.
We explained to him that we did not come in a car. Then he said, “Well, since
you aren’t in a car you can eat here now, but don’t ask me to do it again.”'*?

”?
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Also dining at the restaurant were white students Minnie Coon Wisegarver, Smith
Wisegarver, Verna Volz and Charles Shattuck. These students were witnesses to the
incident. They noted:

While seated in the Steak-N-Shake Drive Inn, I saw two Negro girls enter and sit
down. I saw the waitress take their order and later bring it to them in a paper bag.
I heard the Negro girls tell the waitress they did not want to take the food out but
wanted to eat it there. The waitress said they would not serve colored people
inside the restaurant. The Negroes asked to speak to the manager. I heard him
say he would serve colored people in cars but not inside the restaurant. After
some discussion, I heard the manager say that he would serve them that time but
that the Negroes should not ask him to do it again."*

Steak-N-Shake was one of many restaurants to discriminate against African American
students.

Also in 1946 there were acts of discrimination in other restaurants; Bidwells,
Todd’s Café, Perry’s, Vriner’s, Hagen’s Steakhouse, Skelton’s, Twenty T Hangar, and
Deluxe’s. While Melvin Humphrey was trying to get a beer at Bidwell’s the bartender
indicated that he did not look old enough to purchase alcohol. Humphrey told him, “I
spent 15 months overseas.”'> After receiving no clear response from the bartender
Humphrey went home to retrieve his identification to prove that he was old enough to
purchase alcohol. Upon return to Bidwell’s he encountered this response:

I gave it to the bartender, manager, or owner, whatever his position was and asked

him if he could read. After looking at the card, he then told me that he would sell

me a bottle of beer but [ would have to drink it in the kitchen. [ immediately
asked him why. He replied, “That’s my policy.” I then asked him if he had
anything against me. He replied no. Then I asked him again why he was refusing
me equal accommodation. He point [ed] to a sign that read “We reserve the right

to seat our customers. [“] I asked him didn’t he [know] that it was against the law
to discriminate. He said he knew that or so what.'”

183« A ffidavit,” 1941-1963, Tiebout Papers.
138« Affidavit,” 1941-1963, Tiebout Papers.
155« A ffidavit,” 1941-1963, Tiebout Papers.



Unfortunately, Mr. Humphrey was not accorded the same privileges as his white
counterparts. The University had openly practiced very loose policies when it came to
the male students. This relaxation of rules was tired to the fact that many of the students
were older and had served time in the military. The thought of having them to adhere to
the same guidelines as those that were under twenty-one and less mature was utterly
ridiculous.'”® Mr. Humphrey, although somewhat older and more mature was still treated
as a second class citizen and one that would receive no special privileges for the role he
played in helping to establish and maintain democracy across the sea. Virginia E.
Murray, a white patron was a witness to the incident. And noted:
[ was standing at the bard with my husband, and noticed that at the other end of
the bard the bartender was refusing to serve a Negro Melvin Humphrey a drink
(beer). I saw him point to the sign “We Reserve the Right to Serve Our
Customers” as though to justify his refusal of service. I went down to that end of
the bard to join my husband, who had gone there to get cigarettes, and I heard the
Negro point out that discrimination was against the law. The bartender answered
that it probably was, but still refused to serve him.'”’
Todd’s Café was another place that refused to serve African Americans in the way
they served white patrons. On May 5,1946 Helen F. Wesley went to Todd’s Café and:
was refused equal service because I am a Negro while at the very same time and
place that I was denied equal service other persons of the Caucasian or white race
were being served without discrimination. Mr. Todd stated that it was not his
policy to serve Negroes and if I wanted to be served I would have to eat in the
back."®

Onlooker Smith Wisegarver was curious as to what was happening to the African

American patrons and inquired of the manager. The manager replied:
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that he did not serve colored people because it would ruin his business. He said
he would lose $50 a day if he served colored people and that no one would repay
him the amount lost. Then I said to Mr. Todd that the Negroes there were
obviously nice persons and as nice as anyone else in the restaurant. Mr. Todd
expressed agreement with my statement but said that if he served them he would
have to serve all kinds of undesirable people.'’

That Mr. Todd would couple “Negroes” with “all kinds of desirable people” betrays his
perceptions of the character of African American students. Although owners often stated
that they refused to serve African American students because they would lose profits,
their statements also revealed a deeper prejudice against African Americans. This
restaurant owner expressed the implied sentiments of other owners. It was obvious that
serving African American was equivalent to serving other less desirable individuals, thus
rendering African Americans undesirable.

Marion McMen was not told directly that she and her party were undesirables but
they were clearly made to feel that way. McMen describes her experience at Hagen’s
Steakhouse No. 2.

On May 7, 1945 at about 5:15 p.m., I appeared at Hagen’s Steakhouse No. 2 and

was refused equal service because I am a Negro while at the very same time and

place other persons of the Caucasian race or white race were being served without
discrimination. I entered Hagen’s Steak House No. 2 with three friends of dark
skin. Although customers who entered the restaurant after us were being served,
we received no attention from the waiter. We asked for a menu after waiting from
some time. The waiter said “just a minute.” When he returned he said, “we do
not serve Negroes here.” We asked to see the manager. Mr. Hagen came to our
table. He said “we have never served Negroes here and we never will.” Then he

added that we could eat in the “back.” We asked whether he meant the kitchen.
He replied, “Yes.”'*®

These women must have felt humiliated; first to be ignored and then told that they would

never be served unless they accepted their meals in the kitchen away from the customers.
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Rev. Doran, Mrs. Bougin, and Paul Burt witnessed the incident and noted the following:

Four Negro women entered and sat at a table near the one where the Rev. Herbert
Doran and Mrs. Bougin and I were seated and had been served. The waiter served
some white patrons who came in after the Negro girls before approaching the
latter. He finally came to their table without bringing water glasses, as to other
patrons, and said something to them, which I could not hear. But he pointed to
the back of the room. Then Mr. Hagen came over and I heard him say to the
Negro girls that they would have to be seated in the “back,” as they “reserved the
right to seat their customers,” pointing to a sign to that effect behind the counter.
The Negro girls left the restaurant. In paying my check I expressed regret that the
Negro girls had not been served. Mr. Hagen said “I never have and I never
will.”'®!

Rudeness was not uncommon when it came to serving African Americans and

many restaurant staff and owners openly discriminated without remorse. Charles Gaines

a victim of such brashness recalls a particular incident on May 8", 1946 at Skelton’s Drug

Store:

I ordered a cherry coke, and the fellow behind the counter said, “Just a minute.”
After waiting a while a man in a pharmacy jacket came over and said, “I have a
seat for you back here,” indicating a back booth. When I inquired why I couldn’t
sit at the counter he state, ‘you just can’t that’s all.” Then an elderly man came up
and said, “Don’t argue with him.” ... “If he doesn’t take the seat you offered him
he can sit here until the store closes.” ...Finally I left without being served.'s?

This was not the first time that an incident of this nature occurred. At the same restaurant

two white women were seated and told by the waitress:

“There’s going to be trouble.” We asked, “Why?” There’s a Negro at the
counter: the third one this week.” We asked her if Negroes were not served, and
she said, “We don’t like it.”'®

Many businesses preferred the more direct and humiliating approach to discrimination,

however some places were subtler in their approach. The following incident at Perry’s

160« A ffidavits,” Tiebout Papers.
161 A ffidavits,” Tiebout Papers.
162« A ffidavits,” Tiebout Papers.



exemplified the “nice’ approach to segregation.

At approximately 2:20 p.m., a young, clean cut, neatly dressed Negro entered
Perry’s. he went to the counter and asked for a cup of coffee. The waitress said
that he would have go around in back. The Negro said that he want to drink his
coffee in front. He asked if he was being discriminated against because he was a
Negro. Another employee of Perry’s joined the conversation. She (the third
person) said there was no segregation, but that he would have to go in the rear.
The Negro said, Thank you, and left.

After the Negro had departed, the waitress sat down at the table next to ours and
engaged in conversation with an elderly man who had been in Perry’s throughout
the entire incident. The waitress said, “We get a few like that every week.” Then

a short time later she said, “we’ll be get a lot more in a few weeks when school

starts.”'®*
Overt racism would have been to place a sign in plain view that indicated no
service allowed for African Americans, and a few places did just that. However, many
other restaurants discriminated against African Americans on a more institutional level.
They would serve African Americans if they were willing to eat around back or near the
kitchen, or order their food and then take it out to be eaten elsewhere.
In the cases investigated whites were not treated the same as African Americans.
Students would then follow the guidelines set forth by CORE (Congress on
Racial Equality). Based on CORE workshop students were supposed to address the issue
of discrimination in an organized and non-violent manner. Students were instructed to:
a. Plan campaign of testing—CORE tactics.
b. Formal contact by letter, explain who we are, what we do, call attention to the
incidents of discrimination in which we know about, recalling dates etc...
Suggest we help them change policy without injury to their business—Ask for
a personal conference with them.

c. Have S-CHRC committee go down without invitation if they don’t offer one.

[DJon’t wait for more than 10 days to do this.
d. Leafleting in front of café—printed materials geared to action.
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e. Picketing.
f. Be able to call off a campaign with dignity.'®

These students were committed to addressing the issue of discrimination in an organized
and non-violent manner. So after each subsequent act of discrimination, African
American students would file formal affidavits documenting their experiences. They
provided a detailed explanation of the incident, with dates, times, places and names of
individuals involved and would have all that information notarized to become a part of
public record. These students were placing themselves at risk by this action, but equality
was more important than the repercussions that often occur from combating injustice.
There was an overwhelming amount of signed and notarized affidavits from the students
involved in the organized testing of restaurants.'®® Their commitment to equality was
proven through their persistence and organized campaign of letter writing and
documenting their experiences. White participants in the organization, also registered
signed affidavits, as witnesses, as a show of support to ending discrimination.

Another interesting aspect to the tests, was the behavior of restaurant owners,
waiters and waitresses towards groups of African American and white students sitting
together. In this case service was refused and at times the waiter would inform the white

student that if he/she wished to receive service he/she could. In any case it was quite
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clear that the campus restaurants were not going to serve African Americans, and if they
did it would be in the back of the restaurant, or for carry out service.'?’

The result from these tests of discrimination proved what most African Americans
already knew, their second class citizenship. Although students were encouraged to
exhaust all alternatives prior to legal action, often times the law was their only recourse.
Deluxe was one of the restaurants tﬁat became a part of a civil suit. The March 8, 1955

Daily Illini reported:

Jeanette Lasswell and Ora Lasswell, owners of the tavern, have a suit pending
against them because they refused to serve James Montgomery, Negro law student
on Feb. 9.'%8

This is very important to note because this demonstrates the persistence in discrimination
on the part of this particular restaurant. Deluxe continued to discriminate against African
Americans in spite of approximately ten years of work by the Illinois Attorney General,
States Attorney of Champaign County, the Student Community Interracial Committee,
and particular African American students. Several civil suits were filed during this time.
However, there is evidence of only two cases appearing in court and both times the court

ruled in favor of the restaurant owner.'®

Theaters
Owners of local theaters refused admission to African Americans, and when these

students or community members were admitted they were escorted to a segregated
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section of the theater, reserved for “Negroes.”'”® This type of discrimination was a long-
standing practice in Champaign County. Many African American residents refused to
attend movies altogether. Mrs. Gray remembers that African Americans could not got to
the theaters, and if they did go they were segregated.'”' She reminds us of an important
fact to remember. African American students in general, as well as community residents,
were acutely aware of the various forms of racial discrimination on and off campus.
Hence, untold numbers of them must have responded by avoiding situations that would
humiliate them or place them at risk. The Student Community Interracial Committee,
however saw the local theaters as another area that needed to be addressed and began
their anti-racist campaign which included documenting acts of discrimination. On
January 22nd, 1948, Paul Daniels entered the Rialto Theater and purchased a ticket from
the ticket booth. He described what followed as he attempted to acquire a seat in the

theater:

Upon presentation of the ticket I was refused admittance to the Theater. I refused
to be seated upstairs in a segregated section and told the ticket taker that I wanted
a seat on the main floor. Three persons had preceded me and were seated on the
main floor. When I did not go upstairs the ticket taker called the ushers, and five
of the usher force blocked my path. A city policeman, Patrolmen Decker, badge
no. 57 of the Champaign force, was called into the theater. He was told to arrest
me and three of the ushers were swearing to the fact that had pushed one of them.
When there was no definite proof of my being disorderly, the agent, one Clark,
absolutely refused to let me go into the Theater and handed the ticket back to me.
I refused to take the ticket back and he the policeman refused to let me enter the
Theater. All other persons were being seated on the main floor meanwhile and
they still refused to let me take a seat.

Upon questioning the policeman, it was found out that he was off duty as far as
the city was concerned. His shift is from 7 am. to 3 p.m. He works for the
Theater (Rialto) to pick up extra money every evening and his duties seem to be
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those of an intimidator.'™
Mr. Daniels was one of many African American students who suffered humiliation at the
hands of Jim Crow practices in the theaters. The SCIC developed a file of signed
affidavits, all attesting to the discriminatory acts of the Rialto and Orpheum Theaters.'”

Discrimination was not only towards African Americans but white patrons as
well. There were flyers, regarding discrimination in movie theaters, disseminated around
town and campus with guidelines to follow when attending the movie theaters. Many
people that were involved in the interracial committee were white and took part in the
testing campaigns. It is not clear whether or not all individuals that signed the affidavits
were a part of the Student Community Interracial Committee. On Saturday, January 18th,
1947, there was an unusual occurrence. Most people in the area were accustomed to the
Jim Crow practices within the movie theaters, but none were so prepared for the ushers to
refuse seating to white patrons, who wished to be seated in the “Negro” section, at the
Orpheum. Harold Asher wrote in his signed affidavit:

The usher told us that there were single seats available to our left. At the Left rear
section, we found a large group of vacant seats.

We tried to seat ourselves, but the usher who informed us that the vacant seats
were reserved intercepted us. One of our party (Harold Asher) asked the usher for
whom were the seats reserved. The reply was that the seats were reserved for
Negroes.

The above member of our party stated that the party did not mind sitting with the
Negroes, but the usher still would not seat us. The usher stated perhaps that
negroes would not like whites sitting in the section. The same member of our
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party spoke again, asking if we could be seated if we secured the permission of
the Negroes sitting in the adjacent seats. The usher again told us that we could
not sit in the section. When we became persistent we were referred to the
manager.

When we approached the manager we explained the situation to him. He told us
that we could not sit in the Negro section. We asked why. The manager
explained that certain white people do not like to sit with Negroes, and that the
Negroes had consented to having a section of the theater reserved for them. He
explained further that if Negroes saw whites sitting in the reserved section, the
former would cause a great deal of moving around by whites. He ended by saying
that if we wished, we could get our money back.

One of us (Harold Asher) asked if there was a city ordinance segregating
whites from Negroes. The manager replied that it was a custom. Another
member of our party (Albert Shanker) reminded the manager that the policy of
segregation was in violation of a state civil liberties law. The manager replied,
“What are you trying to be, Boy Scout?” The other member of our party
(Seymour Coverson) retorted that we were only trying to be manly.

At this point we got our money and left.'™
The practice of seating any patrons in specific sections, African American or white was
practiced regularly. In fact it was the custom, according to theater workers.

Some theater workers addressed the issue of white patrons sitting in the section
for African Americans as a temporary situation. They felt as though it was a test, a way
to unweave the social fabric of Jim Crow practices. One white couple tried again to be
seated in the African American section and was encountered by an usher that clearly
resented the notion of testing. On Sunday, January 26, 1947 Mr. and Mrs. Glicker found
themselves in an awkward situation, and upon the insistence of the usher, at the
Orpheum, acquiesced to the demands.

Upon entering the lobby of the theater we proceeded to find seats. Seats were

available on the left-hand side aisle. We started to seat ourselves about the 3rd
row from the rear in the left-hand aisle. The usher stopped us and said the seats
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were reserved. I asked if reserved tickets were sold. He said no. I then asked to
be seated. He said we could not and that we should see the manager. Mr. Glicker
and I went into the lobby seeking the manager, but since we did not find him we
went back to the left-hand aisle and told the usher to bring the manager. We
seated ourselves in the rear left section. A moment later the manager appeared.
We rose, and spoke to him in the aisle. He told us not to sit where we had been as
the section was reserved for colored people. He said it was not fair of us to take
seats that belong to the colored people; that if we did they would have no other
place to sit as the people object to sitting next to them. We said we did not object
sitting next to colored people. He said we were only here temporarily and did not
realize the conditions nor have to put up with them as he did and that it was a
necessary policy to keep the colored people separated from the white. He said
that if we did not want to sit someplace else we could get our money refunded.
He turned and left. We proceeded to the 3rd and 4th row from the front of the
left-hand aisle and seated ourselves there to see the film.'”

The manager admitted that this was a policy, and that their assumed temporary status of

student meant nothing to the customs of the town. Despite his rude disposition one thing

the white patrons were given was an honest answer. Most African American patrons

were not accorded the same treatment, but again that was the custom in the Land of

Lincoln.

The Orpheum boasted it use of segregation and often referred to it as the policy or

custom, where the Rialto was often quoted as saying that no such policy existed, despite

the segregated sections in the theater. Joseph A. Harris was told by the manager and

usher that no policy existed concerning the seating of African American patrons. The

usher clearly stated:

“Seats to the left.” This meant upstairs & I had no intent of going upstairs today or
any other time I didn’t desire. I then asked him “What’s wrong with the main
floor?” To this he said nothing but just stood still with a blank look on his face. I
then said, “suppose I don’t care to sit upstairs?” To this he said nothing but
nervously handed me my ticket. My purchase had been refunded was the
conclusion that I drew from this reaction. Ithen asked, “What is the seating
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policy of this theater?” To this he said, “We have no policy.”'™

It was obvious there was a policy and one that would not be compromised, in any
situation. This attitude characterized the treatment of African Americans when they
attempted to attend the movies.

Besides the formal testing of theaters by members of the interracial committee,
some of them embarked on a formal letter campaign. This letter writing effort was a part
of their guidelines concerning actions to be taken against discrimination. In a letter to the
Rialto Theater Manager dated 20 April 1948 George Ehrlich wrote:

Dear Sir:

We have noticed that there has been an effort to reintroduce the Jim Crow section

in your theater by the practice of directing Negroes to the balcony when there is

ample room for seating on the main floor. We should like to remind you that such

practice is against the law. For your convince the pertinent parts are as follows:
Illinois Revised Statues, 1947 Criminal code, Paragraph # 125 “All
persons within the jurisdiction of said State of Illinois shall be entitled to
the full and equal enjoyment of the accommodation, advantages, facilities
and privileges of...theaters...subject only to the conditions and limitations
established by laws and applicable alike to all citizens...” Paragraph 126
cites the penalty for the violation of the above statue.

If the practice of directing Negroes to the balcony, while adequate seating exists

on the main floor, is continued then the matter will be referred to the State’s

Attorney, who is empowered to enforce the law cited.

For the Student-Community Interracial Committee

Sincerely yours,

George Ehrlich.'”

The letter was very clear in its intent and even indicated that the practice of segregation
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had reappeared. The reappearance suggests that there was some time when Jim Crow
seating was not utilized. However it was clear that the Rialto Theater still practiced
segregation and that it was not going to be tolerated by members of the committee.
Edward L. Bolden Jr. wrote the State’s Attorney requesting that something be done
regarding the segregation that still existed within the Rialto Theater.

Segregation in movie theaters was common practice. The Champaign, Urbana
area was full of segregationist practices, and the general attitude of white business owners
was one of contempt for African Americans and any whites involved in the struggle for
racial equality. One usher summed the attitude up quite “nicely.” He said, “I have

enough trouble with the colored without you white students starting trouble.”'™

Barbershops

Discrimination not only surfaced in the areas of housing, dining, and movie
theaters but other aspects of life as well. Local white barbers were unwilling to cut the
hair of African American men.'” As a result of this unwillingness, faculty member and
long time supporter and member of the SCIC and SCHRC, Professor Harry M. Tiebout
drafted the Barbershop Story between the years of 1952-1954. It is a story of
commitment, little triumph, betrayal and ignorance. This period in the University’s
history is discouraging. There had been previous protests in theaters and restaurants, all
with quite a bit of success. However, as late as 1950, despite the fact that sustained

protests against such racism had occurred in the 1940’s, there was still open
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discrimination. The threat of legal action, and common decency had no appeal to the
white barbers of the 1950’s. Even those shops that openly supported J.C. Caroline, the
University’s All American football player, by posting his picture in their window would
not accept him as a customer. It was clear that there was a particular line of demarcation
that could not be crossed without even greater resistance from white businessmen. By the
mid 1950°s African Americans for the most part could eat in campus town, attend
movies, but could not have direct contact with white barbers in their shops. One barber
put it quite frankly, “there was a case in Ohio that showed barbering was a personal
service, that they had rights, and that the law did not apply to them.”"*® The law that,
according to some barbers, did not apply to them was very clear in its language. The law
clearly stated:

Smith-Hurd, Chapter 38, Criminal Code

An act to protect all citizens in their civil and legal rights, and fixing a penalty for
violation to the same. (Approved June 10, 1885)

125. All persons entitled to equal enjoyment of accommodations-Discrimination
in price account of race or color prohibited. Section 1. All persons within the
jurisdiction of said State of Illinois shall be entitled to the full and equal
enjoyment of the accommodation, advantages, facilities, and privileges of inns,
restaurants, eating houses, hotels, soda fountains, soft drink parlors, concerts,
cafes, bicycle rinks, elevators, ice cream parlors or rooms, railroads, omnibuses,
bus stages, aeroplanes, street cars, boats, funeral hearses and public conveyances
on land, water or air, and all other places of public accommodations and
amusement, subject only to the conditions and limitations established by laws and
applicable alike to all citizens; nor shall there be any discrimination on account of
race or color in the price to be charged and paid for lots or graves in any cemetery
or place for burying the dead. (As amended by act approved July 8, 1937, p. 485)

126 PENALTY. Section 2. That any person who shall violate any of the
provisions of the foregoing section by denying to any citizen, except for reasons

'"7%SCHRC Barbershop Propaganda,” 1953-1955, Tiebout Papers.
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applicable alike to all citizens of every race and color, and regardless of color or

race, the full enjoyment of any of the accommodations, advantages, facilities or

privileges in said section enumerated, or by aiding or inciting such denial, shall
for every offense, forfeit and pay a sum of not less than twenty-five dollars ($25)
nor more than five hundred dollars ($500) to the person aggrieved by thereby, to
be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction, in the county where said
offense was committed; and shall also, for every such offense be deemed guilty of

a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not to exceed five

hundred dollars ($500), or shall be imprisoned not more than one year or both.

(As amended by act approved July 8, 1935, p. 708)'*!

The local white barbers may have tried desperately to usurp the letter of the law, but it
was clear, they were in violation, and as a consequence a civil suit was brought against
one of them.

The unifying theme to the barbershop problem was one of solidarity, either
voluntary or involuntary. The barbers were united in the fight to keep African Americans
out of their shops. Even at the suggestion of the committee to subsidize their pay for
cooperation, the white barbers flatly refused to cooperate. There were one or two barbers
that were at least willing to entertain the notion of serving African Americans but the
opposition was so great they feared retaliation from the opposing barbers.'* The leader
of the barbershop pack was Lee Ingwersen.

Mr. Ingwersen was the most vocal of all barbers. Whenever meetings were called
he was the first to be there or the one to encourage the others not to attend. The SCHRC
and the Racial Equality Committee of the YMCA often contacted him for his support in

their campaign to end barbershop discrimination. He was viewed as the solution to the

problem. Mr. Ingwersen was a difficult individual to dissuade from his discriminatory
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practices. In fact it is not clear that during this period he attempted to change, until there
was a pending lawsuit. When asked what he would do if a “Negro” entered his shop and
asked for a haircut he responded confidently, “try to embarrass him so much that he’ll
never come back.”'®* He was not the exception to the rule.

Other barbers were also addressed and the majority of them replied in the same
fashion. Their unified response was that; (1) it is a personal service and they have the
right to refuse, (2) It’s against Union rules to serve Negroes. (3) We don’t have the
equipment. (4) It takes longer to cut a Negro’s hair; therefore, we lose money on Negroes.
(5) We don’t want to take business away from the Negro barbers on the North End. (6)
Negroes don’t want white barbers to cut their hair. (7) We’ll lose white customers if we
serve Negroes: “You can’t have mixed trade.”'® These responses made it clear that
white barbers were vehemently opposed to serving African Americans.

These kinds of responses received mixed reactions from people in the community
and students. One former student athlete commented, when reminded about the incident
that occurred with former football star J.C. Caroline not being able to receive a haircut in
one of the local white shops, “why would he do that, because he should have known.”'%
Upon further probing the athlete remembered that he,

was not a part of that and the reason was, well there were barbershops down on

First Street...that’s the one I used to always go to, I don’t know what made him do
that, but the barbershop out there on the north end of town was just the place to

Urbana, I[llinois.
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go, you know. The Black athletes they got a bargain on their haircuts too and
sometimes if you had a good meet or something they would cut your hair for free.
Once you have established a relationship with a place like that why do the other
thing unless you are with a group that’s trying to make a statement and I think at
that particular time evidently JC was trying to make a statement. He was from the
South, so, that might have been part of his motivation, I don’t know.'%
Perhaps it was Mr. Caroline’s southern attitude, being in the North he may have felt more
comfortable challenging the system, or perhaps he never really was trying to prove a
point but simply receive a haircut. The historical record clearly shows that his first
attempt was part of testing campaign, and he even tried a second time to no avail, but
soon afterwards he contacted the committee and requested that they not disseminate any
more flyers with his name and “begged” them to leave him out of the project. Doug
Mills, Director of Intercollegiate Athletics and Professor of P.E. for Men, and another
unknown person had told Mr. Caroline “to stay out of barbershop business.”'® As
evidenced by the history of the barbershop project, Mr. Caroline pulled his support from
the testing campaign. After Mr. Caroline met with these gentlemen he seemed quite

® Finally the end result was his pulling support and

confused and in a state of dilemma."®
an effort was made by the Faculty Senate to suppress any flyers or information until after

football season.'® This did not constitute the first instance of persuasion, or better yet,

coercion.

BWillie Williams interview.
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Early on in the barbershop history, the barbers resented being told to end
discrimination. It was their belief that they were free to do as they chose. In one meeting
between the barbers and concerned citizens, one barber said to Harry Tiqbout, “If he did
not lay off they would break the windows of his house, beat up his wife and children, and
run him out of town on a rail.”'*® Another barber when referring to cutting the hair of
African Americans replied, “and as far as the law was concerned, we’d better remember
that a man with a razor in his hand shouldn’t be monkeyed with.”""’

Threats and the potential to harm various individuals involved in the barbershop
campaign did not interfere with the protests. The SCHRC and occasionally the YWCA
forged on to break new ground. They were met with all sorts of opposition, but they
continued to fight and enlisted the support of the Congress on Racial Equality’s (CORE)
National Field Representative, Wallace F. Nelson. Mr. Nelson was consulted on
numerous occasions concerning the barbershop project and he offered his support and
practical knowledge about protests. Mr. Nelson instructed the SCHRC to continue to
picket peacefully, hand out leaflets, and to test the campus area barbers.'*?

In spite of the hardships faced by African American students, they persevered.
These students found ways to cope with the discrimination they experienced and advance
academically. Their graduation rates and academic achievement are more remarkable

given the problems they encountered. These students were exemplary.
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CHAPTERV

SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF AFRICAN AMERICAN STUDENTS

African American students at UIUC from 1945 to 1955 were not a monolithic
group. They came from various social and religious backgrounds and there were
significant differences in age. The postwar era, specifically the GI Bill, brought to the
campus a much older and more mature Black male population. In many categories these
students differed as much from each other as they did from the larger student population.
The unifying piece that held them together was their shared racial heritage, and second
class treatment based on that shared characteristic. Beyond these characteristics they

were dissimilar in vital respects.

Data and Sources

Transcripts were collected for a total of one thousand, four hundred, twenty-nine
students (1,429), that attended the University of Illinois between the years 1945-1955.
This included all African American students who were still enrolled in 1945 irrespective
of when they first matriculated and al those who began in 1955 regardless of when they
completed their degrees. The initial search began by utilizing Eddie Russell’s list of
students compiled for the Black Alumni Ex-Student Project. After that list had been
exhausted, yearbooks were used to identify African American students by sight, and their
names were recorded. The initial survey of the yearbook involved looking immediately
for the pictures of the African American sororities and fraternities, then organizations,

then senior class photos and finally by talking to various people that attended the



University and asking if there were names of people they remembered but did not appear
on the list.

The number of students identified as African American is fairly accurate. The
exception may be the cases when African Americans were not photographed, or were
missed in the visual survey of the yearbook, or due to basic human error. However all
searches were double-checked and in some cases triple checked. Once the list of names
was completed, then the next task was to locate the transcripts and xerox them for the
database.

The transcripts contained the following information: name, vault number, date
entered, matriculated, place and date of birth, college, curriculum, name of parent or
guardian, degree, degree date, address of parent or guardian, school last attended, resident
status, high school accepted from, if not a transfer from another college, high school
courses, high school rank, college courses, semester grade point averages (in some cases),
and some contained various notes concerning academic status, probation, and qualifying
examinations. This information with the exception of actual high school and college
courses and academic notes was entered into the database. In some cases there were
name and no transcripts. The reason for no transcripts could be; (1) the name was
incorrect thus rendering it impossible to locate a transcript, or (2) the transcript had been
misplaced by the University. In either case the name was kept in a separate file and not
used in the database, unless there was another document that would indicate the student
did in fact exist, for example and employment file. The number of students that were
missing a transcript was three hundred eighty-seven (387), leaving a final total of one

thousand forty-two (1,042) actual transcripts collected. There were 352 women, 677 men



and 13 unknown. The unknown were unable to be identified by either name or records
that contained information about gender. The names became the way to contact and
connect people to events and were used for the next step of collecting employment
records.

Initially employment records were collected using the names from the transcript
list. The employment records were alphabetized as was the original name list and used to
locate those students who filled out employment applications. During the survey of the
employment records it was discovered that the years prior to 1945 contained information
about race and color. This demanded that a second search be done on the basis of
identifying African American students by those two categories. The survey of
employment records yielded a total of six hundred fifty-three students.

The information contained in the employment records is as follows: gender,
marital status, high school scholastic average, college average, name, date, home address,
county, race, color, religious preference, date of birth, place of birth, citizenship status,
physical defects, school last attended, when last attended, vocational goal, name of parent
or guardian, address of parent or guardian, occupation of parent or guardian, employer,
number of brother or sisters, number in family who are independent, number who
contribute to family income, references, experience, details of work experience and
training, editorial comments on appearance, and in some cases habits. The information
utilized from the employment files was that on marital status, parental occupation,
religious preference, and any duplicate information that may have been missing in the
transcripts but present in the employment records. This information was added to the

database for each student.



Table 4. Number of students who filled out an employment application, University of
Illinois, 1945-1955

Female Male Total
No 152 (43%) 233 (34%) 385 (37%)
Yes 200 (57%) 444 (66%) 644 (63%)

Total  352(100%) 677 (100%) 1029 (100%)

Source: Student Employment Folders, Series 41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives.
The number 644 represent those students that had employment folders.

There was a small group of detailed card files that existed for African American
women only. It is not clear why these files were not developed for the rest of the student
body. These files contained pictures of the women, and the same information found in
the transcripts and employment files. Additionally there were substantive remarks about
the women, and student rating scales. The number (n) was small and there was an
inconsistency in the amount of information recorded for each woman in comparison to
the actual student population in this study. These files were only used for reference and

in the historical text. They were not entered as a part of the database.

Analysis Strategy

The next step involved making sense out of this data. The data were entered into
Questionnaire Programming Language (QPL), where parameters are set for incorrect
answers that reduces human error significantly. Each student was assigned an
identification number that would link the student to other pieces of information in the
merging process. The program was then merged with the list of names in Microsoft
Excel, using the identification numbers. Finally a database emerged with full

demographic characteristics by name and identification number. This enabled all



information to be converted into an SPSS file. In order to examine the role of parents’
occupations, religion and curriculum in relation to students’ academic success, it was
necessary to construct these variables and assign numeric values to each category of those
variables. This process is described below.

Using the 1990 Census Occupational Classification Codes (COCC), I coded
students written reposes of their parent’s occupation into numerical ones. These numeric
codes each represented a specific occupational category with a three-digit code. There
were a total of 317 written responses for parental occupation and 506 actual codes that
existed in the COCC. These were then grouped into seven major categories. The
categories for these data are as follows: (1) managerial and professional specialty
occupations, (2) technical sales and administrative support occupations, (3) service
occupations, (4) farming, forestry and fishing occupations, (5) precision production, craft
and repair occupations, (6) operators, fabricators and laborers, and (7) military
occupations.

The University of Illinois Program of Study Book was used to collapse academic
majors into the appropriate colleges or discipline. For example, there is one college of
Agriculture but it was important to make the distinction between agriculture generally
and home economics, which is housed in the college of Agriculture, but at that time was a
primarily female discipline. There were a total of 847 responses to the curriculum
question. Many were repeated but typed differently. It was necessary to recode the same
responses first and then assign them to the various colleges. There are seventeen major
field categories, and they are as follows: (1) agriculture, (2) agriculture-home economics,

(3) applied life studies, (4) commerce and business administration, (5) communications,



(6) education, (7) engineering, (8) fine and applied arts, (9) liberal arts and sciences, (10)
life sciences, (11) physical sciences, (12) social sciences, (13) humanities, (14) medicine,
(15) labor and industrial relations, (16) library science, and (17) law.

The final constructed was religion. There were a total of six hundred fifty-five
(655) responses to the religion question and they were distributed over thirty-eight
categories (38). These thirty-eight categories were then collapsed into four categories
initially, Baptist, Catholic, Methodist and Protestant (unspecified).

The analyses were based primarily on examining the association of parental
occupation, religion and gender with academic outcomes: graduation rates, college grade
point average, high school percentile rank and academic field. The results are discussed
below and presented in tabular form. The tables will be used to further depict the reality
of the lives of African American students.

The key for each table includes the source of the information presented. It
provides the source of information and the number of students that are represented in the
table. In many cases there were students who did not have complete information in their
records, due to their lack of responding, or the lack of recording by the University person
in charge of record keeping. In any event, each table is unique in terms of its sources of
information and the number of students with available information, and should be read in
that way. The next section primarily discusses issues that were taken strictly from the
data analysis. Where data may be missing it will be noted in the table or source of
information. Overall, students reported quite a bit of information about themselves and
that information was recorded.

The data represented here cover a ten-year period. Each table has an independent



data source. These characteristics are presented for descriptive purposes, providing a
closer look at African American students during this postwar period at the University of

Illinois.

Social Background

Between the years of 1945-1955 there were a reported 1,042 students that had
transcripts and of that number 352 were female and 677 were male, and there were 13
students that whose sex was not reported, because the information was not present (Table
5). Both the distribution of birth state and parental home state indicate that the majority
of these students were from Illinois or at least had parents living there when they enrolled
in college with Missouri being the second largest state to provide UIUC I with African
American students (Appendix D).

Table 5. Distribution of students by sex, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

% n
Female 33.8 352
Male 65.0 677
Unknown® 1.2 13
Total 100.0 1,042

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4, and Student Employment Folders, 41/4/5,
University of Illinois Archives.

It was not uncommon for the men to outnumber the women due to the increase in
male enrollment under the GI Bill. Table 6 presents the averages for age of entry, age at
receipt of degree and for years to degree for male and female in this sample of students.

Typically men entered college at age 21 as opposed to the women who entered at age 19,

® Missing corresponds to those transcripts that did not have information on graduation status.



although it typically took them longer to finish their college courses.

Table 6. Average student age at entry, age at degree date and years to degree, University
of Illinois, 1945-1955

Ave. Entry Age Ave. Degree Age Ave.Yrs. to Degree

Female 19 23 3.81
Male 21 25 421

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4, and Student Employment Folders, 41/4/5,
University of Illinois Archives. These averages are based on those students that had a
combination of birth year, matriculation date and graduation information on their
transcripts.

Table 7 presents the data on graduation rates for African American students by
sex. Despite the differences in age and time taken to complete the degree there was an
overall graduation rate of 58.3% for African American students. Given the fact that this
rate of graduation occurred within about four years, this figure is most impressive
considering the racial climate that was present on campus and in the community. Women
may have finished at a faster pace but men outnumbered women in relation to their
graduation rates. Sixty-eight percent of graduates were men as opposed to about thirty-

two percent for women.

Table 7. Graduation status of students, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Female Male Total
% n % n % n
No 37.5 121 62.5 202 41.7 323
Yes 31.5 142 68.5 309 583 451
Total 34.0 263 66.0 511 100.0 774

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4, University of Illinois Archives. The number
774 represents those students that had graduation information reported on their
transcripts.



Among graduates the grade point averages of men compared to women also
indicates that men performed slightly better than women and that may be attributed to the
fact that women were on the fast track to get in and get out. Also men were older and
perhaps more mature. The most interesting aspect of the male-female background is high
school percentile rank, which is normally associated with predicting academic success.
On average, women did significantly better than men in their overall high school
achievement, finishing a full nine percentile points ahead of men. Table 8 presents the
data on the overall average high school percentile rank of African American students, by

sex over a ten-year period.

Table 8. High school percentile rank of students by sex, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

%tile n
Female 73 184
Male 64 317
Unknown 67 5
Total 67 505

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4, University of Illinois Archives. The number
505 represents those students that had high school percentile information reported on
their transcripts.

Another point of analysis was the association of parental occupation in relation to
graduation rates of students. Student responses to parental occupational field displayed in
Table 9 were collapsed into seven main categories. The majority of the students’ parents
worked in the managerial field, however when all other categories are combined those

numbers change and it is discovered that most students’ parents are involved in

administrative support, labor, repair, and production professions.



Table 9. Student's parental occupational fields, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

% n
Managerial, Professional 22 108
Technical, Sales, Admin. 22 106
Service 18 89
Farming 5 23
Precision, Production, Repair 14 68
Operators, Laborers 18 89
Military 4 2
Total 100 485

Source: Student Employment Folders, Series 41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives.

The number 485 represents the total number of students that reported parental occupation
on their employment folder. The percentages have been rounded to whole numbers when
possible.

Table 10 presents the distribution of high school percentile rank by parental
occupational field. The farming occupation has the highest percentile rank, however the
total number of stﬁdents with parents in this field is relatively small. The most significant
finding here is that students with parents in managerial, professional fields had an average
percentile rank of 73 over a ten-year period.

Table 10. High school percentile rank of students by parental occupational field,
University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Total Female Male
%tile n %tile n  %tile n
Managerial, Professional 73 42 86 15 66 26
Technical, Sales, Adm. 65 45 82 14 58 31
Service 65 34 76 11 61 23
Farming 77 6 99 99 66 4
Precision, Production, Repair 65 37 63 8 65 29
Operators, Laborers 65 37 66 11 65 26
Military 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 67 201 77 60 63 139

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4 and Student Employment Folders, Series
41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives. The number 201 represents the total number of
students that reported parental occupation on their employment folder and had high



school percentile rank information on their transcript.

Table 11 presents the marital status of African American students over a ten-year
period. Male enrollment outweighed female enroliment and created a similar pattern in
martial status. However the proportion of men that were married, 22%, compared with
women, 12%, suggests that men were more likely to be married at this time.

Table 11. Marital status of students, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Total Female Male
% n % n % n

Single 81 517 88 173 78 336
Married 19 121 12 23 22 97
Total 100 638 100 196 100 433

Source: Student Employment Folders, Series 41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives.
The number 638 represents the total number of students who reported marital status on
their employment folder.

Table 12 and 13 bresents the full and collapsed distribution of religious
preferences of students, based on the responses that were available. More work needs to
be done in the area of religion. The data here are all suggestive, as there are no clear
patterns of association between religion and academic achievement. The highest
concentration occurred for Baptists, followed by Methodists. The category Protestant
(unspecified) refers to those students that did not list a specific denomination of
Protestant. For reasons of parsimony I was able to collapse the larger categories into
smaller ones. Table 13 represents those four categories. Additionally the Baptists and
Methodists were excluded from the Protestant unspecified category. On average

Protestant (unspecified) did better in high school, and the women within this group



tended to far exceed the men. Additionally Table 14 presents data on high school
percentile rank by religion. Women that designated Catholic as their preferred religion
did significantly better than men.

Table 12. Student's broad religious preference, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

% n
Anglican/Episcopal 7.1 26
Bahai 3 1
Baptist 274 101
Catholic 9.2 34
Christian 1.4 5
Christian Science 2.2 8
Church of Christ 3 1
Congregationalist 1.1 4
Holiness 5 2
Jehovah Witness 3 1
Lutheran 1.4 5
Methodist 23.9 88
Non-Denominational 5 2
Protestant (unspecified) 21.2 78
Presbyterian 2.7 10
None Listed 5 2
Total 100.0 368

Source: Student Employment Folders, Series 41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives.
The number 368 represents the total number of students who reported religious
preference on their employment application.

Table 13. Student's religious preference, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

% n
Baptist 33.6 101
Catholic 11.3 34
Methodist 29.2 88
Protestant (unspecified) 259 78
Total 100.0 301

Source: Student Employment Folders, Series 41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives. The
number 301 represents the total number of students, who reported religious preference on
their employment application, collapsed into four categories.



Table 14. High school percentile rank by religion, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Total Female Male

%tile n Ytile n %tile n
Baptist 60 26 67 9 56 17
Catholic 55 8 75 3 44 5
Methodist 61 26 59 9 61 17
Protestant (unspecified) 65 17 73 3 61 14
Total 60 77 68 68 56 53

Source: Student Transcript Files, Series 25/3/4, Student Employment Folders, Series
41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives. The number 78 represents the total number of
students who reported religious preference on their employment application and had high
school percentile rank information on their transcript.

Tables 15 and 16 address the issue of race and skin color. The employment files
asked for a response to these questions and there were students that answered them. Itis
interesting to note that the majority of the reported their skin color as Brown, 46% and
their race as “Negro”. This time period was directly following a time when “colored”
was the preferred term. Another interesting finding from the table is the number of
people who considered “Negro” to be a color. It is.plausible to assume that many African
American students did consider it a color because of the Spanish origins of the word.
Finally the third highest response for African American student skin color, is Black. The
data here are very revealing about the changing tides of skin color and racial designation.
The use of the word “Negro” follows the word “colored” and precedes the word Black by

several years. Table 16 displays a small percentage of the African American student

population utilizing the outdated “colored” or the word Black.



Table 15. Students self reported skin color, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Percent Frequency

Black 10.8 38
Very Black 2 1
Brown 46.4 162
Brown Skin 8 3
Light Brown 4.0 14
Medium Brown 1.1 4
Dark Brown 3.1 11
Colored 6.8 24
Color 2 1
Fair 2 2
Light 2.0 7
Medium 2 1
Dark 2.0 7
Copper 2 1
Olive S 2
Tan 5 2
Negro 12.0 42
Negroid 2 1
White S 2
Not Listed 6.8 24
Total 100.0 349

Source: Student Employment Folders Series 41/4/5. The total represents the total
number of students that reported color on the employment records.



Table 16. Students self reported race, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Percent Frequency

African
Afro-American
American

Am. of African Descent
Black

Colored
Indian-Negro

Indian Irish Negro
Indian White Negro
Irish-Dutch

Irish

Latin American
Mixed

Mulatto
Negro-American Indian
Negro-Brown
Negro-Indian-French
Negro

Negroid

Portuguese

Swedish

White

Not Listed

Total

5 2
2 1
1.7 7
2 1
2 1
2.0 8
2 1
2 1
S 2
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
2 1
82.6 325
3.3 13
2 1
2 1
2 1
5.0 20
100.0 393

Source: Student Employment Folders Series 41/4/5. The total represents the total
number of students that reported color on the employment records.

Curriculum

Table 17 displays the distribution of African American student academic fields

over a ten-year period. There are several responses in Table 17 that indicate colleges as

opposed to academic fields. For example LAS General refers to a college and that could

include math, chemistry, biology etc. as an academic field. LAS General is by far the

field with the greatest representation of African American students with a total of 38%,



followed by Engineering, Education, Medicine and Fine and Applied Arts. These are all
very impressive fields and with the exception of Medicine, there was an overall
graduation rate of at least 50% for each of the major fields. African American students
that were enrolled in LAS General had a 57% graduation rate, Engineering 56%,
Education 80% and Fine and Applied Arts 66%. This displays a real stability, as these
were the averages over a ten-year period. When academic curriculum are investigated
further, very few women are enrolled in the fields of Engineering, Fine and Applied Arts,
Physical Sciences, Labor and Industrial Relations, and Agriculture, non Home
Economics. Table 18 presents graduation rates of African American students within their
respective fields of study and Table 19 displays the curriculum choices of African
American students by parental occupation.

Table 17. Distribution of student academic fields, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Total Female Male

% n % n % n
Agriculture 1.7 11 0 11
Agriculture/Home Ec. 2.7 17 16 1
Commerce/Business 1.7 11 6 5
Communications 14 9 5 4
Education 10.8 69 34 35
Engineering 12.3 78 0 77
Fine and Applied Arts 6.9 44 12 32
LAS/General 38.8 247 127 118
Life Sciences 1.1 7 0 6
Physical Sciences 3.0 19 3 16
Social Sciences 1.4 9 2 7
Humanities .8 5 2 3
Medicine 10.7 68 28 39
Labor and Industrial Rel. .8 5 0 5
Library Science .5 3 2 1
Law 3 31
Total 100.0 636 240 391

Source: Student Transcript Files, Series 25/3/4, University of Illinois Archives. The



number 636 represents those students who had academic field information on their
transcripts.

Table 18. Distribution of academic fields by graduation percentages, University of
Illinois, 1945-1955

Female Male Total

% n % n % n
Agriculture 82 11 82 11
Ag. /Home Econ. 56 16 100 1 59 17
Com./Business 33 6 60 5 45 11
Communications 60 5 50 4 56 9
Education 79 34 80 35 80 69
Engineering 56 77 56 77
FAA 50 12 72 32 66 44
LAS/General 55 127 61 118 57 57
Life Sciences 50 6 50 6
Physical Sciences 67 3 63 16 63 19
Social Sciences 100 2 100 7 100 9
Humanities 50 2 100 3 80 5
Medicine 32 28 54 39 46 67
LIR 60 5 60 5
Library Sciences 100 2 0 1 67 3
Law 0 3 48 31 44 34
Total 55 240 62 391 60 631

Source: Student Transcripts Series, 25/3/4. The totals represent the total number of
students that had curriculum and graduation information on their transcript



Table 19. Students curriculum by parental occupation, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Manager Tech/Sale Service Farming Repair Laborer  Total

Ag | 1 2 4
Ag/Home 5 1 1 2 9
Com/Bus 1 1 1 1 4
Commun 1 1 2 4
Educ 3 6 2 1 3 4 19
Engineer 5 6 6 2 5 4 28
FAA 3 6 1 1 3 5 19
LAS/Gen. 26 15 16 3 14 17 91
Life Sci 1 1 1 3
Phys Sci 1 3 2 6
Soc Sci 3 1 1 5
Human 2 2
Med 10 4 3 1 4 5 27
LIR 1 1
Lib Sci 1 1
Law 2 4 2 3 4 15
Total 57 49 40 11 35 46 238

Source: Student Transcripts Series, 25/3/4 and Student Employment Folders Series
41/4/5. The totals represent the total number of students that reported parental occupation
on the employment records and had curriculum information on their transcript.

Academic Achievement

Table 20 displays the graduation status of African American students by gender.
Men out number women in their enrollment as well as graduation rates. There was a total
of 774 students with graduation information on their transcripts and of those students 451
graduated and within that number 31.5% were women and 68.5% were men. During this
ten-year time period men were graduated at twice the rate of women over a ten-year
period. Of these graduates Table 21 displays their marital status. Overwhelming most

students were single, however more men than women were married. This is a very



critical point of comparison. Living in the Champaign-Urban area in the postwar years
men were older and more likely than women to be married. This information sheds a
new light on the issue of discrimination at this time. Aside from many men having
served in the war and enrolling in college they may have had a family to support. Hence
the discrimination that many of them faced was felt not only individually but by their

families also.

Table 20. Graduation status of students by gender, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Female Male Total
% n % n % n
No 37.5 121 62.5 202 41.7 323
Yes 31.5 142 68.5 309 58.3 451
Total 34.0 263 66.0 511 1000 774

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4, University of Illinois Archives. The number
774 represents those students that had graduation information reported on their
transcripts.

Table 21. Marital status of graduates, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Female Male

% n % n
Single 66 104 63 217
Married 40 5 173 55
Total 109 278

Source: Student Transcripts Series 25/3/4, Student Employment Folders, Series 41/4/5,
University of Illinois Archives. The number 109 and 278 represents the total number of
female and male students who reported marital status on their employment folder and had
graduation information on their transcripts.

Table 22 presents the total distribution of graduates within academic fields. LAS

General has a significant representation of African American students that graduated,



followed by Education and then Engineering. The total number is small overall, however
it is highly suggestive of a pattern of academic stability. This data when examined within
the context of a Jim Crow town and gown clearly demonstrates the stability of academic

achievement in spite of discrimination.

Table 22. Total distribution of graduates within academic field, University of Illinois,

1945-1955

% n
Agriculture 2.4 9
Ag. /Home Econ. 2.6 10
Com./Business 1.3 5
Communications 1.3 5
Education 14.5 55
Engineering 11.6 44
FAA 7.7 29
LAS/General 37.5 142
Life Sciences 1.1 4
Physical Sciences 3.2 12
Social Sciences 2.4 9
Humanities 1.1 4
Medicine 8.2 31
LIR .8 3
Library Sciences 5 2
Law 4.0 15
Total 100.0 379

Source: Student Transcripts Series, 25/3/4. The total 379 represents the total number of
students that had curriculum and graduation information on their transcript.

Although men graduated disproportionately at a higher rate than women did,
when the two groups are compared, the results are fascinating. The data present in Table
23 suggests that female graduates enrolled at the U of I with a high school percentile rank
of 84 compared with a male high school percentile rank of 69. This figure represents an

average over a ten-year period. This data suggests that long before Affirmative Action



there was a record of successful academic achievement for African American students.

These students were able to negotiate a Jim Crow town.

Table 23. Final grade point average and high school percentile rank by gender,
University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Graduate Non-Graduate
%Rnk Final GPA %Rnk Final GPA
Ave. n Ave. n Ave. n Ave. n
Female 84.03 90 3.63 136 61.81 94 2.89 108
Male 68.99 181 3.58 295 57.57 136 2.98 183

Source: Student Transcripts Series 25/3/4, University of Illinois Archives. These
numbers represent those students who had high school percentile rank and final grade
point average information on their transcripts.

African American students maintained a relatively consistent grade point average
over the ten-year period. Table 24 presents the overall distribution of grade point
averages in relation to parental occupational field. The grade point average is based on a
5.0 scale. With the exception of African American women, with at least one parent in
farming, the grade point averages are in the “C” range. There were three women with a
parent in farming and their grade point average was 4.0. The (n) is too small to make an

assumption based on the relationship between farming occupations and academic

achievement.



Table 24. Final GPA of students by parental occupational field, University of Illinois,
1945-1955

Total Female Male

GPA n GPA N GPA n
Managerial, Professional 3.36 64 341 23 336 39
Technical, Sales, Adm. 3.24 59 3.46 19 3.14 40
Service 3.34 52 3.45 14 3.03 38
Farming 341 14 4.02 3 3.23 10
Precision, Production, Repair  3.37 45 341 11 3.36 34
Operators, Laborers 3.27 54 3.11 17 335 37
Military 3.00 1 0 0 3.00 1
Total 3.32 289  3.39 87 3.29 199

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4 and Student Employment Folders, Series
41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives. The number 289 represents the total number of
students that reported parental occupation on their employment folder and had grade
point average information on their transcript.

The data in Tables 25 and 26 present the distribution of graduation and final grade
point average in relation to religious preference. The information in these two tables is
highly suggestive of Catholics being more likely than Baptists, Protestant (unspecified)
and Methodists to graduate from the University of Illinois, based on a small (n). This
does raise many questions that warrant further investigation. One possible explanation
for the high proportion of graduates that listed Catholic as their religion of choice could

be a sense of a bifurcated experience with the integration of church and school.

Table 25. Graduates by religious preference, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Total Female Male

% n % n % n
Baptist 60 53 60 15 61 38
Catholic 80 15 80 5 80 10
Methodist 60 52 47 19 66 32
Protestant (unspecified) 60 35 67 6 57 28
Total 62 155 58 45 63 108

Source: Student Transcript Files, Series 25/3/4, Student Employment Folders, Series



41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives. The number 155 represents the total number of
students who reported religious preference on their employment application and had
graduation information on their transcript.

Table 26. Final GPA by religion, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

Total Female Male

GPA n GPA n GPA n
Baptist 3.32 46 3.25 14 3.36 32
Catholic 3.26 13 3.23 5 3.29 8
Methodist 3.42 54 3.37 20 3.45 33
Protestant (unspecified) 3.37 32 3.70 6 3.29 25
Total 3.36 145 3.37 45 3.37 98

Source: Student Transcript Files, Series 25/3/4, Student Employment Folders, Series
41/4/5, University of Illinois Archives. The number 145 represents the total number of
students who reported religious preference on their employment application and had
grade point average information on their transcript.

The data presented her suggests that African American students were highly
motivated to achieve. Their exceptional graduation rates, representation in academic
fields and ten-year academic stability indicates that African American students were

exemplary in spite of racially hostile circumstances.



CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSION

The whole notion of liberalism when applied to the University of Illinois seems a
bit bizarre. The term is often loosely used, but it actually does have meaning in the
context of higher education in the North generally and specifically at the University of
Illinois. Liberalism is an ideal that supposedly positions itself in such a way that it
promotes liberty and the pursuits of that liberty. Although those responsible for the
notion of liberalism forgot to mention the key element, pursuit of liberty as long as your
liberty does not infringe upon mine. The North was not the free place that many expected
it to be, in fact it was very much the same as the Jim Crow South, full of racism and
hatred. The difference was that if anything the North was more genteel.

The liberal thing to do was to allow African Americans to attend schools in the
North that were not segregated by law. Eating in a segregated section of a restaurant or
sitting in a special section of a movie theater was considered very liberal. These were
freedoms and privileges that Southern African Americans were not accorded. Liberals
believed very much in the notion of education, because that brings about a better society,
but how far is one to go in education and how will that individual be treated once
admitted to an institution of higher learning is a very different question. It was never a
question of access to higher education but more appropriately a question of treatment.
After all African Americans were admitted to the University of Illinois, that in and of
itself was a very liberal ideal.

It is apparent from this information that African Americans were discriminated



against in all aspects of their lives. These students attended school under hostile and
difficult living conditions. It was not until 1941, with the help of Albert R. Lee that
African American students were allowed to dine on campus. Lee wrote to the president
of the University and explained the hardship that African American students endured due
to lack of eating facilities that allowed African American patrons to dine. This was the
year the I1lini Union was built, and African American students were allowed to eat
there.'*

The cohorts of University of Illinois African American students changed every
four to five years. However, patterns of contending with difficulties, stability and
continuity were provided by the ongoing presence of Albert R. Lee, African American
elected officials, Interracial Committee, some University officials, and by the Champaign
African American community. These individuals were the backbone to the growth and
development of the students during the days of segregation.

U of I represented an institution of higher learning situated in the “liberal’ North,
a place that was perceived as some how different from the Jim Crow South. However
what students encountered here was very much the same forms of segregation their
Southern counterparts experienced. Despite time spent serving their country, and
devoting time to studies so they could compete academically at the University, those
things meant nothing. African American students would not be able to change the view
of whites in and around the University.

Liberalism was not about changing the views of a white dominated society. It

was more about contending with a group a people that now coexisted with the larger

9«History of SCIC, 1945-1951,” Tiebout Papers.



society and what to do with them. Liberals believed in education, and the power of that
education to transform society, one that was very separate and very unequal. When
reflecting on the comments made concerning the importance of the Black Alumni and
Ex-Student Project, those liberal ideals come to mind. The purpose of this project is to
develop a network of African American students so that future, current and past students
have a way to connect and provide financial assistance, encouragement, and information
for people within their group. That is a very liberal ideal and one that does not infringe
upon the larger society to play a role. Educate African Americans so that they are able to
assist one another and develop their own individual networks, so as not to interfere with
the mainstream ones that have been in place for hundreds of years.

The complexity of African American student life at the University of Illinois was
very difficult to comprehend, if it was examined in the context of education above the
Mason-Dixon Line. These students lived in an area that was perceived liberal, but in
actuality a place where racism was of the most dangerous form. Living in the South
provided African Americans with a set of guidelines by which to live. Racism, Jim Crow
laws and lynching made it plain. Indeed there was a set of rules that applied to African
Americans, and policies that called for equal treatment and protection under the law.
Unfortunately students at the University rarely had the privilege of being treated fairly or
as first class citizens. They lived by the Jim Crown laws of the North, a set of laws that
boasted the inferiority of African Americans.

African American students made vital errors in judgment, they assumed that their
access meant a newfound equality. After all they were allowed to attend school without

the assistance of the National Guard, there was no one to block the doorway of the



entrance, and, they did not have the threat of physical violence to interfere with their
education. They were in the North and those sorts of things just did not occur. What
then did these African Americans students have to bear in the absence of the old Jim
Crow of the South? They had to bear the shame and humiliation of attending an
institution that promoted education and equality, but they were overlooked daily, and
often told ‘we finally allowed you to eat and live on campus, what more could you
possibly want, a haircut, to swim in the city pool.” Clearly Champaign, Urbana was not
ready for full and equal access to all public accommodations. It was too soon.

Despite these less than comfortable surroundings, African American students
were able to succeed in spite of the discrimination. The 58.3% graduation rate tells a
remarkable story. These students were able to achieve success. African American
students came with a determination to succeed and left well prepared to serve in their
professions. Although many of the students came from working class backgrounds, their
career aspirations far exceeded the occupations of their parents. These students were
involved in a variety of academic fields. Many students became doctors, lawyers,
scientists, and educators. They did believe in giving back to their community which is
evidenced by their bonds with each other and many of them returned to the communities
that produced them, in addition to maintaining contact with some of the families that
cared for them while attending the University.

It is very important to recognize the importance of the Black community in the
lives of African American students. The kind of segregation that existed created a sense
of community that was not at all bad. In fact it was one where there was a strong sense of

family, community and a place to fit in, in essence a nurturing environment. African



American students lived with families, ate with them, attended church with them, they
were family. It was that sense of family that sustained them during their academic years
at the University. In a town steeped with racism and discrimination emerged a class of
African American students that graduated from the University at remarkable rates in spite
of the segregationist traditions. That is the contradictory side of Jim Crow.

Jim Crow and the crucible of excellence was the theme from African American
students in the postwar years. Students did not have any other alternatives but to be an
active part of the community, as it was all that was available to them. This phenomenon
created community student relationships that were shaped and refined under the insidious
nature of racism. Race and racism operated as an organizing principle in the lives of
African American students.

In essence African American students at the University of Illinois experienced
varying forms of discrimination. As their enrollment trends increased, so did the
discriminatory acts they faced. These students attended school under very antagonistic
conditions. Having to find a place to eat and live miles from campus, not being allowed
to sit in adequate seats in theaters, or get hair cuts without discrimination, to name only a
few instances of discrimination, were the harsh conditions they had to live under. These
various acts of discrimination had an impact on the educational and social environment of
these students. Although the social impact was negative, a great number of students
accomplished their goals.

The strange career of Jim Crow may have impacted them but it did not stop them.
The isolation that existed for these students was difficult to comprehend. African

American students for several years represented less than 1% of the total student



population. During the postwar years, specifically 1945-1955, in any given year there
was an average of 140 students that encountered Jim Crow laws of the North. It is
difficult to imagine having attended school without the negative influences around them,
but without the racism, perhaps their graduation rates would have been even more
impressive. Despite the less than pleasant or inviting instances, African American
students were able to matriculate, persevere and achieve, under extremely rigid
segregation.

The most puzzling aspect of their experiences is the loyalty that exists between
the students and the University. The people that were interviewed were very candid in
their discussions and vivid in their recollections, but despite the obvious denial of
equality these students in addition to a group who refers to themselves as the FBI (Fifties
Black Alumni), still hold strong loyalty to the University. This is not to say that there are
those who have placed the University years behind them and care not to revisit the
memories. There are still those that are inextricably linked to the University of Illinois.
One has to wonder whether it is a blind loyalty or one that grew in the face of adversity.
Adversity is often known to make the heart grow fonder and the idea of succeeding in an
institution such as the University of Illinois is enough to foster a sense of pride and
loyalty, not so much to the institution but to those coming after them. The final analysis
of the University’s history of African American students can be best summed up as a
rewarding experience. Lessons in the fundamentals of surviving the intricacies of racism
and discrimination and leaving with what most would consider an excellent education
and perhaps an even better experience in the reality of a racialized society. Irrespective of

their high school rank, grade point average, intellect or character, they could not eat in



local restaurants, see a movie without discrimination or live in campus residence halls.

Academic excellence and social inequality were the pillars of their experience at UIUC.
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APPENDIX B

EXAMPLE OF EMPLOYMENT RECORDS
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REFERENCES: List below three pergdns, not felptivis oltudeml, who can testify as to your character, ability, and need:

EXPERIENCE: List below, chronologically, the last two positions in which you have worked for pay:
,,,,,,_E_E{-'\e Reeny

DL Y N e =
_Q\'\lL&_( -
..........‘:‘:n l\g\

Name of Employer....
Immediate Supervisor..
Street Address.....

Kind of Work...

Dates Employed (Mon. & Yrs.).... _g:éa'\' A - 19583
Salary ...eiciiininiiecienens sesese
DETAILS OF WORK EXPERIENCE AND TRAINING: Check in 1st column to indi ining; in 2nd column to indicate experi

Fill out an aptitude card for the type of wotk preferred.,

S i

I
100. CLERKS (Store) 500. LANGUAGES MACIINE OPERATORS 1000, SEN!I-PROFRSS!ONAL- !
.- 101, Dooksiore (Cherb in hrst column — — 117 Adding TECH. {
i ‘TJIDI Clotting 1o Indicate reading knowle | —— — 713, Hoakbreplag 1001. Advertising i
— 103, Dept. Store edgr. In 2nd caluma for — — 114, Celculatieg 1002. Architecture |
Kind spesting hnowledge.) Kind 1003. Beauty parior op, '
— — 104 Diug —— — 301 French ' ~— — 715 Kdiphone 1004. \
—— —— 103, Gas station att. —_ $02. German —— —— 714 Mimeugraph 100S. s .
— —— 108. Grocery — s03. Greek ~— — 711 Mulligraph 1008. Editorial work |
— — 107 Shoe 2 " sos. beatien —- — 711 Sorung 1007. Englncer ;
: : 307: Scandinavian — —— 71 Sterotype . Kind |
S S— P = = g oo — o |
- —_—— — — 222 Typin —— —— 1009. Interior decorator !
Speed — —— 1010, Lsbd, asat.
mOMIGISMUAT | —— — — e ;G |
— e 1013, Modeling
— —— 201, Busboy 600. LIBRARY _— = = —_— — 2. af-‘-p.wnn '
— = 202. Commitesry . —_— — Y
— —— 203, Cook - ::;' ::::: ::‘:;T:. e a— 1013, I'hotographer !
— —— 204. Cook’s helper - .o,' Cataloguer _—— —_— 10t4. Railio Announcer
s —— 205 Counterman T T 404, Desk clesk — e —_— 1018, Hadio operator I
e ea— 208, Dishwasher T s, Library page — — 1016, Radia service
— — 202 Host T s Bupecvisor 800, RECREATION — o .l{:;;uch ;
T 200 Bewem —— ~—— 801 Chechroom — —— U8 Technlisn :
_— g - - | — — . Couaselor Kind .
—_ ::? f::l'“d"‘"""' —_—— — | — —~ 501 Gateman — — 1o Jutor -
e —— . "
_— — 213 Wairen — - - : : "T_,‘:"‘ — — 1020. Window trimmaer
—_— e e e e | . —— —— e e e —— — Pin setter — — ——
—_— . Maygeound supt.
300. HOUSEWOPF ¥ —_—— . 80k Ticket taker, seller 1100. TRADEi . )
e 0L Cate .1 .aine | 700. OFFICE — —— 0% Uehee on awer
—_— e 30k tisaag CLERICAL 1102 Mertender
—— om0 Maid e —— 01, Accountant =T e — — 108, Carpenter .
— —— 304 lonter — — 702, Uank —_————— — ] — —— 108, Chauficur
—— —— 303 Seanistiess e .o 103, Hookkeeper — —— 1108 Dry cleansr
—_— e | == —— 704 C - = — — 1o Eleanclan
_——— e . —- — 1108, Machiulst
- e - TDS, i = 1109, Mechani
400. LABOR T LT e M 900. SALESMAN (Outside) T o, Murides U
-— — 4oL Agricultural — —— 701 Practreader ARTICLE SOLD — — ::l.mm w
-m 10 Cweker T2 DT Jon suencien. _——— TOID e s cuer
— —— 403, Fluorwase s
— —— 401 Futnawenen — .- 0. h'”;';-;l-"v'-" — e e b e .:;
(L]
e 403, Gardener - — ;;; i"l"ﬂ"ﬂ:' —_— — —— — | 1200. MISCELLANEOQUS n
am mee AUS Janitus -— - File cler _— e ———— — — -
(W41
.= = . AU Winduw wesher i e —— = e e . i oo
. - Checked by.
(45312)
e e e e " — s as " i AT 5 md Lt

—_
‘.7 -
O
1/' 4
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UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS
Office of Dean of Men — Division of Stud

APPLICATION FOR PART-TIME STUDENT EMPLOYMENT

l*llsghL School

ver

)’*’b

B

loyment
ploy College Average—

Dat

1 .

~

Martied o
NAME.. (v cos s L e T X
[
Home .‘;:";", k. Kl 2 X -.m(r "l“" C hao ne lh‘um l‘:') Counly
Date of birth__ 8¢ X 2L 1G24 phuo(bi,m_n..nall-ll
Are you a citizen of the U. 8.2 V.Y W 1f not, have you lied for citi hip?.

Any physical defects?—daa Specify.—ento _Sigvted

L]
‘What school did you last attend?.

When? 3 Leing__ Voeati

Name of parent or guardian M w . (Ao \lut o Qpeynndiie \ L AddrellJ-Q—LL—B-LBJ-I—“L—C—%m—EA—LLA——‘
Occupation of parent or guardian_thyh ¢ htl TYoarhe r  Empl ChawmPs 1"0 w—3c hat{ o8 kg

d

No. Brothers__}_ No. Sistera—_0___ No. in family who are indep

No. whe

to

tud,

REFERENCES: List below three p
()_U‘. Narme

nat relatives or
Address

R~R b Uy bhao wa

C haubpPaien

M:‘L T oy
II 1 \ ~

3N S. g Jate -

family income—

who can testily as to your character, ability, and need:

Occupation

Brehery lac k/€ ma
[§) Nagul¥Y/,

Choutulon.

EXPERIENCE: List below, chronologically, the last two positions in which you-have worked for pa

.\fs(. T vers

ko !

Name of Employer.......coeunee, v oV 'R iy o

Immediate Supervisor..... veen Sane Js e . - .
Street Address.......ooveereiiiires LR, Urhana ___\_&J_\__sig\ e - LLQL&.L!V]
Gty eevrrenenrerneoenrenasseenns e oo Chone Faspn
Kind of Work....eveerreeneans envval > HreltrYYacikle = Gowevwval CoapPeulow
Dates Employed (Mos. & ¥Yrs.).... "

Salary ........... veeeens cevreereas vayied = o be R_\“lr'/Jn- B P W 7/ Ar

DETAILS OF WORK EXPERIENCE AND TRAINING: Check in 1at col to indicat ining; in 2nd col to indicate experience.

Fill out an aptitude card for the type of work preferred.

100. CLERKS (Store) 300. LANGUAGES MACHINE OPERATORS 1000, SEMI-PROFESSIONAL- .
—— = 10l. Bookstore (Check in firsi columa —— —— 712 Adding TECH.
— — 10 Clothing to Indicate reading knowl. =~ —— 713, Bookleepiag — — 100}, Adverthing
—— —— 103. Dept. Stors edge, In 2nd ¢olumn for —— N f‘ﬂ“""“-l — — 1002 Archliteciure
. 1ot ::l'"‘ epeahing knowledge.) 713, Rdighons PRI ::::. g '-v parior op.
—_— . Drug — am— 301, Prench — g —_—e— . Desltamasn
- = no:. g...uuon it _— " s G:‘,",,f.,, —_—— ;:: ::"m::.':;" — — 3008 Dllwiugl .
—_ X —_—— - -— . !
= Emar == = = = = il i y
T o1 ': ! — —= 719. Stenctype - - * Kind
- - .wl. Spani :" - — ~— 720. Switchbostd o—— = 3000, Entcrialoer
—_— e - = » Spanis >~ — 731 Tabulatlon Kind hd
_—— —_— —— 132, ;y’h‘! 2 E ::I:; :‘m;riuduoulor .‘
pEe 2 18
200. DINING BOOM AND -_— am— = 733. Stescil cutting x:“‘u .
KITCHEN HELP C © v . —— 1011, Modeling :
—— — 301 Busboy 600. LIBRARY —_—— mol.ua;.h.u&_ —_— — 1032, lelli:’lplﬂlr work i
— — 202 Commissary . —— $0L. Book binding e yeadel uoukide. 1013, Presographer
— — . cm.. —- —— 601 ook mending ) — — —Z = 1014, Radio Announcer
e o« 204 Cook’s helper . — 603 Cataloguer —_——— 1015, Rudlo opera
— — 205. Couniermsn — — 804 Deukcle — T T 1016, Radio “M‘T'
— & 206, Dishwasher T 405 Library pags #00. RECREATION =TT ot Reveeh
— — 200 Hout — —— 608 Supervisor - Kind
— — 3208 Houen : — —— 001, Chechroom s ~— 1018 Teshnicln \“’}
— — 200 Server _— — 202, Counselor Kind
— — ::l: ‘s"mh t:l-pmur — e 03. Gatemssn —_— - 10, "l"\'u'l;r
—_—— e . sl Ul
—_— —— 212 Wailtess —_— Sce rink auard — = 1020. Window ttiromer
- - = __ Playground aupt. -
300, HOUSEWORK -_— J— Tickes taker, seller 1100. TRAII:IESB N
) — 3 — e 110}, Baker
. —— 301 Care of chlidren 700. OFFICE - 809, Ushe T T oz Bacber
a— —— 301 Clianiog » CLERICAL — e e = 1103, Bariender
—— —— 30). Mald 1. —— 701 Accountant b L 1104, Carpenter
— — 204 Ponn — —— 201 Hans — — -— = 1105, Chauffsur
— —— 305 Jearctiazs e— —— 10). Baokkeeper — —— o= 1106, Dty cleaner
—_—— - —_— e 704, ﬁ:“é'" E . 1107, zlu;‘v‘i:llm
n —_——— —<, 1108, Machinlst
e 705. Hote! - —— —— 1109. Mechsni
400. LABOK e 900. SALESMAN (Outside) T T thie Merthin
— — 40l Agricutueal — = 701, Proclicader ARTICLE SOLD — = 101 Painter (é ]
- j . —— o 708. Receptionit — — 1112, Plumber —~—
_ ::;' ;I‘w:""‘.‘.'" . — 709. Statistician —_— — — -— 1114, Mesl cutter .
T Futrace nian — — 7 2:,',‘:‘,‘,"""" —_——— J— -'; -;:_E..IIA-;‘EOUS 3
27 o3, Gardener — — 71 Swrauon —_ — 1200 MIS ‘o
7 4o Jammor — o 130, F¥ils clark — _ —- _ -
e = 401 Window washer —_— 9 -
— — e — — Ghecked by} - — [JL]
‘. L H 145312)
. o . eh i e & f bbb A e i i~ indhi

e:c)
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UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS

.

High Schoo!

, (13
:;":l‘"-— g / f (-7 Office of Dean of Men — Divislon of Student Employment Cou‘:::.:i:z::en‘q'_
Married APPLICATION FOR PART-TIME STUDENT EMPLOYMENT
Name__. — - - ———— — A Date 9" ] £~ '-I?
Home .J::::‘.Lq_!_y__;.r_,a_.- Fg i mma e 24 County_ S Claid
Date of birth L — ¢ — 3/ nen...on_tuz:_f.:.u_L Racial descent M e p o0 Color. B laclc
Place of birth L Low {Are you a citizen of the U. &? V e~ L
Any physical del Na Specxly Lc
‘What school did you last drbavn el i £ " When?_ta Yg
Name of parent or guardia Ad&el%(m
Occupation of parent or guardian. L . S2=L(.a

No. Brothera_.2___ No, Smerhl_ No. in family who are lndepmden;.l_ No. who contribute to family lncomgé‘.‘u\:

REFERENCES: List uelcw three persons, not relatlves or students, who can testify as to your character, ability, and need:

Name

+4 J

Ak

"I:‘ /(u,vu: NS !

L~ W,

_x.a.n.L..ﬁ.l

.ﬂL—}_L’_l_u.A_i_L._

Addresy

- L B

E.ul‘$ l “

EXPERIENCE: List below, chronologically, the last two positions !n which Jou bave worked for pay:
Mr F 0 Chase
My. £ o cligee

Name of Employer.....coveevenees C

Immediate Supervisor.
Street Address.
City cevrncnnnns

Kind of Work.....................
Dates Employed (Mos. & Yrs)....

Salary.cceciecncrncnctsccnrasasnnes

DETAILS OF WORK EXPER

‘rur' FTE1

Oc:upatlgn

cet
teacl oo

d State (.+

LA
777

g Gey ey

7 Ekas ¥ <4 st b aed e Me
Jdaintar Producee’
J‘L;i '?l—p Ly
IENCE AND TRAINING: Check Ia Jump_to indicat ining; In 2nd col to indlcat

experience. Fill out an aptitude card for the type of work preferred.

100. CLERKS (Store)

101. Bookators
103, Clothing
103. Lept. store
AN
Drug
Ges sration ate
Grocery
Shos

toe,
103.
108,
107,

g 11

DINING ROOM AND
KITCHEN HELP

201, Bus boy

202. Comnmuesary
203, Cook

204. Coor’s helper
205. Counlerman
308. Dishwasher
207. Hom

208. Hoatesa

208. Server

310. Soda dispensesr
210 Waer

213. Wuueess

ARNRRR AR

HOUSEWORK

301. Care of children
302, Cleaning

Ul Nad

304, Vurter

308. Seamnstress

r
>
]
80
]

. Agriculiurel
Kind

402. ¢
403
404,

Purnace man
Kind

403, Gesdener

4U6. Jennor

407. Wisdow washer

vpy F[’IuctV

PIM LIT T ELIRLLE T IEEITETEN T

500. LANGUAGES

{Check (a Grat column

to indicate rending knowl
o 3ed coluwn fos
og kaowledge.)
French

Qereman

Oreer

303, {tsllaa

307, Beandimavianm

S08 Spanish

301,
302,
303,

LIBRARY

601, DBook bindleg
602. Book mending
80J. Cataloguee
04, D

608,
806,

Bupervisor

gLLLT L ITEIEg bt
LRI

FICE
ERICAL

. Accountant
Yens
I

a0
[

epar
. Cashier
n

. Mowed
. Malling
. P'tool teader
. Heceptionist
. Brausticiee

n
gucgeone
. B1orercom
o clerh

FEIE LRI 1
FEIETEELIE 1

RERRRRINE B EEE Y

NERRRERN

Bl

F1
e

MACHINE OPERATORS

712, Adding

113, Bookhespisg

714, Celculaung
Kind

uo. -tunhoud
131. Tabulsuocs
133. Troht

peed
138, Siancll cutting

807. Playgrownd supt.
008 Tichet waher, seller

409, Usher
I

SALESMAN (Qutside)
ARTICLE $OLD

Checked by

FLILLLLLLER b gie b p bt e v e

1000. SEMI.PROFESSIONAL-
TECH.

1001. Adverdsing
1003, Archltgciure
1003, Besuty pasior op
1004, Drsltaman
1003, Deawing
1006, Kdliortel wesh
1007. Enginesr

Kind
1008, Entertsiaer

Kisd
1009,
jLITY

1011,
.

1008,
1014,
1018,

Interlor dacotator
Lub. st

Kiod
Modelleg
Nl'l'lp- Iul
Kiad
Pbotogtapher
Radlo smacuscer
Radlo operator
Radlo service

1018
1017, Ressurch
Kind

1018 Tecbaican ¢
Kind
1019, Tutor
Kind
1020, Wiadow trimmer

ADES

1101, Baker
1102. Barber
1103, Bauscesder
104, Carpentes
1108, Chaufleur
1108 Dry clesnar
1107, Rlsctriclen
1108, Machinles
§109, Mechasie
1110, Mortcian
1114, Palater
1113, Plumber
1114, Meat cuttar

PECTERREIERI T g b b R e e e

ISCELLANEOUS

N

5

——— et e . s mrn e el

e o
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Mal UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS Hls‘;l:' Exi‘.'&:'m.. K
's':::"-:/_.— Office of Dean ol Men — Division of Student Employment College Averag
Marriedee— APPLICATION FOR PART-TIME STUDENT EMPLOYMENT

NAME___ e 2L 255

mm) ’hmﬁ'n Jb7

lose.  Cfica
Place of birt|
If aot, have you applied fof

Home leru- /l/y(] —7(
Date of bnrlh____ﬁ_l.' - LuJA.y 2
Arc you a citizen of the U, F2y 4%

Any physical defects?._2 Specily

_&MLL
What school did you last nundhﬁﬁnﬂ._.é%un.{_ When
XM sl A A

Name of parent or guardi V7AST V74 Address

Occupation of parent or guardiasi W&-ﬂ.‘.ﬂmEmploy "'A_ Lrale. il
No. Brothers £ No. Sistere_/__ No. in family who are lndependen!__ No. who contribute to family lnco e—'——

w2 Couaty.

Gt

1 goal

hiny

€21 5/ Voaati

[ 4 7

REFERENCES: List below three persons, not relatives or students, who can teatily as to your character, ability, and need:

Addreu , Occupation

Name
A .0

]
0

/PPy

EXPERIENCE: List below, chronologically, the last two positions in which Y9y, have worked for pay:
Name of Employer...cccvaeneenoes J&@%W Aoy .
Tnunediate Supervisor.c.veeueaoree 22 e (;{M £ L.

—

Street Address.....ieeiiincesnnnne
City....
Kind of Work..........
Dates Employed (Mos. & Yrs.).

Salafy cieeiierviiicnecirritcanonse

)
_’// Z - A..-.uajﬁm sada

DETAILS OF WORK EXPERIENCE AND TRAINING: Check in Ist column to Indlcate training; In 2nd column to Indicate experlence.
Fill out an aptitude card for the type of work preferred,

S

100. CLERKS (Store) 500. LANGUAGES MACHINE OPERATORS 1000. SEM_I-PROPBSSIONAL-
— 101. Dookstore (Chech in first column — —— i1 Adding TECH.
—_ Z&"y01. Clothing 1o Indicate resding hnowl. ~— «— 113. Nookheeping 1001, Advertising
. — 101 Dept mare «cdge, In Ind columa for ~— e 714 Culculaiing S — 1002, Archilacture
Koo spesking bnowledge.) Kina I —— 1003, Deaurr pasior op.
= — 108 Druz —. —— S0t Fremh — —— N3 Hilehone .~ 100t Dreitmas
—— «— 105, Gssuistlon ait. e —— 301 Getman . Mimeograph . 100s. Drawing
~— — 108 Grocery — ~— 301 Geeek - Multleraph —— —— 1008 Rdltorial wark
~— —— 102, Shoe — — 308, ltallan : Sortins — . 1001 Englecer
— ——- =— 307, Scendinavian S::l’::;'b:'nd 1008 ::::ﬂulnﬂ
. — —— 308 Epsaish . Tatulston 5 - = :undd .
_— 3 Twhl s.Bo o 1009. Interior decorstor
d
200. DINING ROOM AND - 133, St coing — e
KITCHEN HELP —— == 1011 Modeling
—— —— 303, Busboy 600. LIBRARY — e == 1013. Newspaper work
Kiod
——— = 102, Commissary —. —— 601. Rook bindlag — — o — 1013 Phuiographer
— — 0. c“‘. —_— 602. Uook mendlog —_—— — — 1014, Rldlounounc'r
—— —— 0% Cook's helper 803. Cataloguer — — 1013 Radlo aperator
- — 305, Co‘mmum-n =804, Desh clerk —_— — T T 1016, Radio service
— —— 306, Dishwasher T~ T 405, Libeary page 1047, Reseetch
= o i - 800. RECREATION — — 1011 Reee
o - 208, llcsicss w— = 801, Checkeoom == «—e 101k Techalclen
_— —— 209. Seiver _—— L 401, Counselor Kind
—— —— 210, Suds dispeaser —_— e ) = —— 303, Gatemasn R T 1] § 'lr‘-,u:r
—_—— 211 Waky n
= T i wase — — i et — — 1030 Wiadow atmemer
—_— — —_— — = 806, Pinsctter e o ———————— et
w—— ——— 307, Playground supt.
300. HOUSEWORK —— — e 008, Tlchst taker, seller TR?‘?Fi .
. — o— sher
— 01, Care of children 700. OFFICE — g — e 1101 Datber
~— —— 301 Clesnlng CLERICAL e «— 1103, Bsrtender
— = 303 Maid — —— 101 Accountent - — — 0L, Carpenter
== — 304 Foruer e - 702, Desk —_—— — ~— 1108, Chaufleur
— w303, Seanistcess — —— 170). Dookheeper emme e 3108, Dry cleaner
— —— 704, Coslier - — — 1107, Eleciticlan
- = Kind —_— — 1108, Machinist
— o 703, tlotel — =— 1109, Mechanic
400, LAB‘O‘"RA N ——e —— 108, Mailing 900. SALESMAN (Outside) — ——  1130. Monilclan
— —— 3 tleultural ee s e 107, Brooliend —— w— 1111, Puinter
Khnd e =T g0m, R'(::n'l.l:nl':l ARTICLE SOLD — —— 113 Vlumber
—— —— 401 Caretaber o — 09. Statlsucian —_— — e e 1314, Mest cuttar
—— == 403, Flootwsner = . %10 Stcnogesgher
e = 404, Furnace msn Bpeed _— -_——
w05, Gurd — ——_1i1. Storeicom _— 1200. MISCELLANEOUS
T o, Jemer iz 150, Fleclerk
— —— ., Janhor — — — —
—— —— 407. Window washer — — 7 /’x t .
— —_— Checked by_‘,&)/
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T shucks, he's not
2 bturden - he's my
brother.



A LOT OF OUR FRIENDS HAVE ASKED US: HOW COME GIRLS ARE

PICKETING A BARBER SHOP? ISH'T THIS MEN'S BUSINESS?

FIRST O ALL: THIS ISN!'T "MEN'S BUSINESS". THAT'S THE
WHAOLE POINT! WHAT IS AT STAKE HERE IS HOT JUST A MATTER OF
HATRCUTS. IT'S A HMATTER OF JUSTICE -- AND DEMOCRACY.

THS GIRLS DIDN'T WANT TO STAND BY AND WATCH NEGRCES BEING
TREATED LIEXE SECOMND-CLASS CITIZENS. AND SINCE THEY COULDN'T
“"IEST" OR SERVE AS WITNESSES, THEY ASKED TO TAYE OVER THE JOB
OF PICXETING -- TO SEOW TEAT THIS BAREBER SEOP ROCKUS IS
ELVERYEODY'S BUSIHESS.,

THEN AGAIN: WE HAD IT ON GOOD AUTHORITY THAT CERTAIN
YOU-ENOW-YEQS PLANNED TO EAVE GOON3S EREAR UP? THE PICKET LINE,
TO HAVE YOUWG PUNXS PICK FIGATS WITh OUR PICXETS. TEE GIRLS
ASSURED US THEY COULD PUT UP WITH THE INSULTS AND TAUNTS
WITHOUT LASING THEIR TEMPERS. SO -~ TO PREVENT THINGS FROM
GETTING COMPLICATED, WE DECIDED TOQ USE GIRLS FOR AWHIILE.

FIGHT DISCRIMINATION! DPATRONIZE BARBER SHOPS THAT . .

SERVE ALL ILLINI, REGLRDLESS OF THEIR RACE.

(Keep our clty clean; rleass don't throw away.) e,
Distrlbute‘d_ by Student-<ommuni ty Huwan Re1a’clons Councll _1_‘
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ASN 1) TrE BARBERS

On the afternoon of October 30, "J. C." Caroline went

to get a haircut at a camjus area barbershop. You cant't btlame
him for trying =-- the shop had his picture in the window and

a "Jeslcome" sign on the door. And in Illinois it's a crimiral

offance tn refuse 2 person & haircut tecause of his race.

"T. C." was r=fusad service,

What happened to Cazroline hanpens every day. Every
day students zt the U. cf I. are humiliated and insulted by
being treated like second class citizens, INW SPITE.OF THE LAW,
JIM CROW EXIZTS! Negro students can't get haircuts.

Eere's what vou can do to stop this kind of raw deal:

l. Talk to your barber. Ask him to serve all studentsa’

2, Write: The Daily Illini
Governer «slliam G, Stratton

Protest thils vicicus discrimination that strikes at

every Negro student on the campus. DO IT ii0%Wl

Student-Community Human ﬁg;gpiqns Council

L

eyt

agt’



/Tere /s THEZA

THE BARBERSHOP STORY - AN ALL STUDENT MEETING

THURSDAY, MARCH 4, 1954 - 8:00 P.M.

LATZER HALL - UNIVERSITY YMCA

)
3 -

Here is the law - excerpts from the Criminal Code of the State of Illinois:

AN ACT TO PROTECT ALL CITIZENS IN THEIR CIVIL RIGHTS AND FIXING A PENALTY
FOR VIOLATION OF THE SAME.

3

-:ﬁ"‘i".lh‘*

e YN

1} "All persons within the jurisdiction of said State of lilinois shall be entitled to the

full and equal enjoyment of the accommodation, advantages, facilities and privileges of
inns, restaurants,...barbershops...and all other places of public accommodations and
amusement, subject only to the conditions and limitations established by laws and g
applicable to all citizens.,..

2) "That any person who shall violate any of the provisions of the foregoing section by
denying to any citizen, except for reasons applicable alike ‘to all citizens of every race e
and color, and regardless of color or race, the full enjoyment of any of the accommodatlons,
advantages, facilities or privileges in said section enumerated...shall for every such
offense, forfeit and pay a sum of not less than twenty-five ($25) dollars nor more than
five-hundred {$500} dollars to the person aggrieved thereby...and shall also, for every
such offense, be deemed guilty of a misdemeancor, and upon conviction thereof, shall be
fined not to exceed five-hundred ($5C0) dollars, or shall be imprisoned not more than
one year, or both.

5) vAny inn, restaurant,..barbershop...wherein any of the provisions... of this Act
are violated, is hereby declared to be a public nuisance...., The owners, agents and
occupants of any such place shall be deemed guilty of maintaining a public nuisance, and
may be enjoined as hereinafter provided.

9) "It shall be the duty of the State's Attorney of every county diligently to prosecute
any and all persons violating any of the provisions of this act in his county and he shall
be respousible for the proper enforcement of this act, and whenever he shall have any
information or knowledge, or have any reason to believe that any of the provisions of
this act are being violated in his county, he shall use every legitimate means at his
command to secure the necessary and proper evidence...and immediately upon securing .3
evidence he shall file a complaint or petition for abatement of nuisance, or both... and he'
shall bave said person arrested and shall vigorously prosecute said complaint or petitions ™
on said charges to a speedy dissolution."

University of Illinois YMCA
Racial Equality Committee
March 2, 1954



Tloie Fet for these who belisve that o

194 —

A TR AR E R EIVE S

i3l

TALL MEN ARE CREATED EQUAL ...

Orpheun Tueatars practice a

Tre Rialto, Virainia d
ve of msireration. Nezro peonle,
o
C

S
conaitioneu restenss t©
t
3

ottt of habit, Follow suz«asuicn %o zo "to the telicony",

Yowevsr, it nas Ttesit detsrmiznegd that thess policies are not
snforczd by forcc, IT noople will not follcew-ths suzxgesttion,
tut politely prcczzd to be s2ated whers they wicsh, noth*ng
more is sszid.

The answer to whe quaztion of how to rut a stop to thls form
of Yigetry, is <ducaticn,

NZGROES ATE YOT THE CFLY PTOPLIE DISCRIMINATED AZAINST ¢

-
WEITZ PATRONS AZE ¥OT ALIOWID TO BT SFATED I¥ TFEI SECTIONS RISERVED

=TT el FG‘E _.;,.;RC..S .

¥z nut thsse facts btsfora you, the mublis, to inform yocu of

now you can halp rut gn znd to seiresation in local thezatars.

WIZITE PATR0NT - take sczis in ths ¥Nsgro scctions.

NZTZR0 PEATRCW3 -~ Ze szatzad wnsravcr rou find a vacant seat. Nothing
can ha;aem to youl vou a;e cn the right side of
the law - "jim-crowcrs" arc not!

Eelp brzax dowa this "conditioncd TESPRCNSEG SEErSR A ation"
Inform S-CIC of any difficulties you zncounter in your efforts
to help, =0 that ection =er ts te'zzn,

Thanlt you,

THE ~ STUDENT- COMMUNITY
INTERRACIAL COMMITTEE

Please disrosc of this in a waste container...
Help keep our Campus arca cléan .o
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Dorie iiiller was a Negro messman eboard the U, S, Arizena, Under eir attack, his

ship went down, Jimcrowed by the Navy, Miller never had an oppcriunity to learn to

cpesrate enti-aireralt, But when the gunner’was killed, Miller took his placze, shot "

down eitackin 5 plengs, After the ship sarnk; Derie Iailler swam thru burning oil to

save several of als .,nip:m'tes. It cost hi.m his 1life, ’
Tais american hero could not have eaten in certain campus rest- :
aurants, They rofuse to practice the democracy ke died defending, -

FIVS Z92iIC RESTAURLITS O THE CAE'US STILL PRACTICE RaCIil DISCRIMINATION, DEFYING

STLTY LY AND TEZ WILL OF THE CCLTWII 1“’ THEY RIFUIE TC GERVE WEGRO STUDENTS. The

Student-Commanity In'!::.*'mc:. 21 Committee 1s organized to clean up th:.s situation---%o
rid the U, »2 I, compus of this kind cf fascist beacvior,

Re

: arpenled to the discriminating restaurateurs ecn
nd ::orali.’c;:.

We hove sent szenxars tn 80 studsn'*: houses nand cbtained resclutions from them
cendemning diceriminatory practices, Ve have sent committees of students, faculty,
ministers, and msoesple to explain these resoclutions to the restaurant owners,
in guestion, : '

We reminded then of simllar resolutions peassed by the Student Senate, University
e u i

Serate, ¥IVh, WG9, Pan-Hellenle, and Inter-Froternity,
sult: These restaurants continue diserinmivating,

‘ THERE IS WORK TO BE DONE

Let's wize cut the super-race thilsgenhy 1n Champeizn-Urbana, SUPPORT THE FIGET!

[ Your house or orgaaization con ' Student-Community Interracial
cttain a specler from our com- Committee mects tonight, Monday,
mittece, by phening Linzey Jones: Moy 13, 7:30 PM,, Unitarian
2518, Church, Mathews and Oregon, ALL
| ' Lntc,rustcd persons are WELCQIE ta
| jettend

.

Issued by the Studont-Comruaity Interracial Committee
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PICKETING PRINICIPLES

On Tuesday, March 23, University of Illinois students, under the
auspices of the Studert--Cormuni<y dvman Reiations Council, will picket
campus—area bartershops, A survey is being made of campus-area shops,
Those shops that refuse to go on reccrd as belng willing to serve Hegroes
will be plcketed.

EERE ARE SOME FACTS AROUT PICK=TI.iG YOU SHOULD KilOWs
1) Picketing is legal.

Tuesday's picketing has been clear=d with the State's Attorney,
the City At4crrey of Chmnhgn, the Chiel ¢f Pelice of Champaign, and
the Sceuriiy Officer of %ha Traversity of Illincis.

Polize Caicl Davis bes acsured us thet we will have the full
conperation ol his ofZfi:2, 3¢ leng as we picket psaceatir,

The Direzwor of wh: S§+ate of IDlineic Cimaission on Human Re-
lations--an offis.al staie agancy—vill te here Lo be sure that our rights
are not violated,

2) Picketing is in the Anerican tradition.

Picketing is a time-honored, ron--violent way of expressing onels
concern and of pudilicizing a si ua‘:.,.. that needs correscting. S-CHRC
picketed campis-area resiauranis in 19h6. Oniy a coupie of weeks ago,
a representative of the painier’s union picketed the City Building of
Champaignc

3) Picketing is orderly ard peaceable.

In the S-CF73 picketing of 1946, there were no troublesome in-—
cidents., We have the guaraatee of pol:.ce protection. Adult observers
will be on hand. If the pickets follow some simple instructions, there
will be no violence

HERZ IS HOW THE TUESDAY PICKETING WILL WORK:
1) Picket headquarters is the Congregational Church, Sixth and Danie'l.

Pieketing will be from 11 a. m, to 5 p. m. Anyone interested in
Ficiceting, should report to the Congregational Church.

2) Whan you report, you will be given your assignment. No one will be
evrerted vo picket for mecre than one hour. Dignified signs will be pro-

$ 1a
Vousl,y

3) rdult observers will keep track of the situation. Anyone interested
v talag an adult observer, please repcrt to headquarters.

LLL S’T‘UDENT-CO“_‘IUNITY HUMAN RELATIONS COUNCIL MEMBERS SHOULD PARw
PINTAVE 1N THS TUESTAY OPERATIONS., STULENT MEMBERS SHOULD VOLUNTEER
00 "I_.'.l’, ‘Ol‘“l't NTTY MEITERS SHOULD VOLUN{EER 10 BE ADULT OBSERVERS .

EIP00 TO TPE CONGRE ¥1ICHAL CHURCHe: STXTH AND DA¥IFL, BETVWEEN 11 AM
IL :[' ﬂ

Student-Community Human Relations Council



$IOTES Ol CORE WORXSHOP—7ally Nelson

1. Advise against law suits:
a, Better human relations th get the person who is discriminating to see the
light without force of law.
b. Yore peoole will be forfed into the project if other methods are used.
c. Other methods promote better human relations between groups.
d. Law suits tie the group down in terms of further action—Ilong litigation.
e. Hembers need more to do than to raise money for law suits.
f. Law siits are expensive intime and money. lust wait until the siit is
settled beftre doing anything elise.

2. Explanation of Non-violence.
a. Non-violence 18 not merely overt non-fhysical action.
b. Attitude is important (compassion for the person who doesa't know how to
behave). Must not hate—need to feel that the person has dore something
sronz and needs to be hepled. HNeed to understand why he discriminates and
a dislike for the act but not for the person who discriminates. We are all
quilty of some dicriminatory action. A non-violeni person is not a frightened
person--need to be relamed. Endurancs contest--nedd to stick to it.
3. Barbershop Recormendations:
a. Unfortunate that there were only girls on the picket line., If you don't
hit back the guy wont fight. Men with the non-violent attitude on the line
#ould have worked.
b. Reestablish coatact.with the discriminatory barbers (Ingwerson).
c. Contact groups to help.
1. OQuitside pressure important.
2. Send mixed teams to coatact groups.
3. Dont expect direct support in many cases--zany groups will dos some-
thing, out in thier own way.
L. Cet campus and ciiy groups—Church Federation--Have then express
their conceran in letters to Ingwerson.~—Get individuals and groups
from outside Champaizn to write létters.
5. Get suppoert in sponseeingz meetingse.
HXGEATILEY X AR
6. Get tastimony from other barbers who are serving to show to Lea.
d. Leafletering— plan it in advance--have some=thing dfefinite in mind to
tell the leaflet audience—have each following logically after the last.
e. Stablige as many barters as possible by getting regular cgustomers for
them.
f. Cat information to the Negro students about which barbers are serving
i.e. are safe)=—also get infarmaftién to the student body to stop patron-
izing the barbers who discriminate.==Clear through the barbers befare
publishing the list of th2 ones who are serving.
2. Contact the barbers who are not sebbing and ask them to meet with a
coznittee from S-CHRC.
he Campaign to visit Negro fzaternities to get testors--maybe get outside
repple tod o this.
ORGANIZE CAMPAIGM#+#PLAN IT STEP BY STEPRRCONTINUING ACTIVITY OVER LONG PERIOD

8. Restaurants:
a, Plan EXZXABYY campalign of testing-— CORE tactics.
b. Formal contact by letter, explain who we are, what we do, call attention
to the incidents of discrimim tion in which we know about, rec,lling dates, etc.
Suggest we could help them change policy without injury to their business——
Ask for a personal conference with them.
c. Have S~CHRC committee go down without invitation if they donIt offer one.
don't wait more then 10 days to do this. ' ’
d. Leafletering in iront of cafe...printed material geared to action.
e. Picketing.
f. Be able go call off a campaign with dignity.
NON#VIOLENT APPROACH LENDS ITSELF TO UNIQUE IDEAS##NEW TACTICS##UO0SE CREATIVE
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Table D1. Distribution of parental home state, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

%

AK 2
AL 1.3
AR 2.1
CA

CD

6(0)

CT

DC

DE

FL

GA

1A

IL 4
IN

M

KS

KY

LA

MA

MD

M1

MN

MO

MS

NC

NJ

NM

NY

OH

OK 1
oT

PA

PN

PR

SC

TN 1
TX

uT

VA

Wi

'A% .
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Source: Student Employment Records, Series 41/4/5, Univeristy of Illinois Archives.



Table D2. Age at matriculation, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

% n
15 1 1
16 3 20
17 19 148
18 28 217
19 11 87
20 9 72
21 5 37
22 5 37
23 5 40
24 3 24
25 3 20
26 2 17
27 1 5
28 2 13
29 4 3
30 1 5
31 4 3
32 4 3
33 4 3
34 5 4
35 3 2
36 4 3
38 N 1
39 .1 1
41 3 2
Total 100 768

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4, University of Illinois. The number 768
represents the total number of student that had birth year and matriculation date reported
on their transcript. The number were rounded to whole numbers when possible.



Table D3. Age of student at degree date, University of Illinois, 1945-1955

% n
17 2 1
19 4 2
20 2 9
21 16 71
22 24 105
23 14 64
24 9 38
25 9 39
26 9 39
27 5 21
28 3 15
29 1 6
30 2 10
31 1 4
32 1 5
34 1 3
35 1 5
36 1 3
37 1 3
38 2 1
39 2 1
46 2 1
47 2 1

Total 100 447

Source: Student Transcripts, Series 25/3/4, University of Illinois. The number 447
represents the total number of student that had birth year and graduation date reported on
their transcript. The number were rounded to whole numbers when possible.
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INTERVIEW QUESTIONS



Please state your first, last and maiden name if appropriate
Place of birth
High school attended
State your years of college attendance
State your college and major
What is your current job, what are you job responsibilities (previous)
Tell me a little about yourself
ACADEMIC LIFE
How did you come to chose the U of I (as opposed to a HBCU, state school or
another school in the area)
Did you come with any previous knowledge of what the racial climate was like

Did certain disciplines/departments appear to be more hospitable to African

Americans, explain

What were the common disciplines for women, men

When was your first experience being in a classroom with majority white students,
what was it like, any particular memories

Describe what it was like to have all white professors

Did you feel as though you were graded fairly, do you remember any examples
Were your assignments returned in a timely fashion, please explain

Do you recall any experiences of sexism, please explain

Did you feel as though you enjoyed equal and fair access to your professors, please

explain



e How well did you feel you knew your professors (i.e. could you go to them for a
letter of reference)
e How would you characterize academic interactions between African American and

white students

SOCIAL LIFE
e Were there sororities/fraternities on campus, how many, can you name them
¢ Did you belong to a fraternity, which one, why did you join this one
e What were your reasons for joining a fraternity
e Please describe fraternity life (i.e. service, social, academic)
e Why do you feel other women joined sororities and men fraternities
e Describe your friendships on and off campus (i.e. male-female, female-female,
African American-African American, African American-White)
¢ Did you have white friends in high school, please explain
e If you had white friends in high school did they attend the U of I, did your friendship
continue at U of L, explain
e Describe social interactions between African American and white students
e Describe what dating was like (i.e. was it allowed, chaperones, curfew )
e Describe parties and where they were held
e Were there hairdressers in town, on campus
e What were they like, how would your female friends describe them

e Were local barbers receptive to all students, explain



e Did you know of any barbershop incidences, what happened during these incidences
(JC Caroline)
e What was it like to attend movies
e What movies were popular
e What sorts of movie themes were prevalent during this time, why
o Where did students eat on campus, was this all students, please explain
e Can you name the local restaurants during that time
e How would you describe an average restaurant visit (try to get a specific recollection)
e Was it like this for all students, people from the community, please explain
e Were there any protests on or off campus, what provoked them (specific examples)
e If there were protests describe who initiated them as well the participants (get
specifics)
ATHLETICS
e Were you involved in sports, which one (s)
e Was this an integrated sport
e What were the interaction like between team members, African American and White
e How did the coaches treat African American team members
e What were the other sporting teams on campus, were they integrated
e Were all athletes treated the same, explain
e Describe being on the road to other schools for competition, was there segregation in
seating, travel, accommodations once you arrived

e How did other teams respond to African Americans, were their teams integrated



e How would you describe your overall experience in sports at the University of Illinois

HOUSING
¢ Did you live on or off campus, please explain
e Did you ever live in a sorority house, please explain
e Did you ever live in the dorms, please explain
e Did you know of any African American students that lived in the dorm, if yes what
was their experience like
e Where did the majority of African American students live, explain
e Did you know students that lived off campus, if yes how many
e What were they experiences in terms of living off campus
e Describe the housing options available to African American students, the African
American community (i.e. did African Americans have the option to live either on
campus or in non African American neighborhoods)
e Describe the housing conditions in the African American community
e What was the approximate distance between campus and the African American
community
e Did you feel as though it was a hardship for students to live off campus, please
explain
e Do you feel any differently now
e Did you know of any people that boarded students, what do you know of those
experiences

e Of the families that boarded the students, describe their home in terms of size



e What was the attitude of students toward the families that boarded them

e What was the attitude of the families that boarded students

e How would summarize your experience at the University of Illinois in a sentence or
two

e s there anything else that you would like to add that I may not have covered
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