CHAPTER IV

‘ | } : THEZ AGE OF J, T. WILLLAMS -

For the twenty three years that Dr. John T, Williams

R ‘g; ‘was president of Maryland State College, the institution, in

5 /’Princess Anne experienced charges touching every aspect of

\,

i the school's 1ife.((Dr. Williams ably guided Maryland State\

from a struggling, four year college beset with acedemic, R

financial, and politiecal problems to that of beiag an

integral part of the University of Maryland. \ Dr. Williams'
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tenure as president was marked by a leap in enrollments, a

o

great building boom on campus, an increase in faculty, and

academic recognition for the school at Princess Anne. The

combination of a dynamic president with the change in edu-:\
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cational philosophy after the Brown vs. the Board of Edu- , |,

- ¥ cation Supreme Court decision in 1954, and the expansion g
of higher educstion in general in the 1960's, formed the

backdrop for the emergence of Maryland State College as a -

% viable institution. ' . f} ‘\

s

J. T, Williams came to Princess Anne as i;swfirsﬁ

and only president in 1947. Born in Minden, Louisiaana, in

1904, Dr., Williams received a Bachelor of Science degre%f

from Langston University in 1928 and a Magter of Arts'qégree

—
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f£xom the University of Cincinnati in 1932. He completed the
doctorate of education in school administration and edu-
cational psychology at Indiana University in one year, 1935~
1936, and worked at Kentucky State College in various
capacities as professor, football and basketball coach,
:43 - dean, and registrar before he was appcinted by the Board of
g Regents of the University of Maryland.l
Z.V" / . When Dr, William?:arrived at Princess Anne, he found
the institution in sad shape. Maryland State College was

QM - /iéoorly equipped, had low enrollments, anr undsrstaffed
?y ' Faculty, and a minute budget. It was J. T. Willdmms' job

| to reorganlze the school completely. ie school was stream;
71; ‘ © 1lined and set up under four divisions--Agriculture, Home:
Economics, Mechanic Arts, and Arts and Scilences, with

Qw’h . those students meeting the requirements for gradustion at

& , Maryland State College recelving thelr Bachelors degrees

£ -~ from the University of Maryland,
s

;+ Williams' first success was the dramatic increase

(1] in enrollments at the college., For the academic year 1947-

1948, students numbered 163, By the next yé;E the student

}g‘ population nearly doubled increasing 98%Z to 323, In addition,
5 Dr. Williams reported that 147 applicants were denied
admission due to the lack of dormitory space. "In the
dormitories for both men and women, froﬁ four to six peréons

. %
are sleeping in rooms designed to accommodate two 3tudents."2A4

| 1 I3aitimore Sun, July 14, 1971,

?r; 2Biennial Report Issue, 1946-1946. University of
% Maryland and State Board of Agriculture, 11, No. 5 (October

1949), pp. 136-137.




the begilnuing of the 1947 zcademic year, there were only
eleven instructors cn the faculty., J. T. Williams increased
the faculty to twenty four by the end ¢f the spring semester,

[/” ’h./,.,\u

and by the next year there were thirty three/fznd three part

S Cmee——— TR afaBa b

time teachers. Furthermore, hid staff had nigpe doctqrates
and twenty one Masters' degrees. Those‘faculty members with
| : only bachelor's degrees taught building construction'and
nachine shop. As a result of the growth of the staff, their
v ra%ks were reassigned. Maryladd State College now had nine

. . professors, six associate prefessors, and seventean with
3

d the rank of instructor,
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By far J. T. Williams' biggest complaint and dilemma :

was ''the important fact...that the reorganized program of
Marylzand Stste College is peginning almest from scratch,” 1

Throughout thz entire schnol there were few buildings,

little equipment, '"limited facllities for laboratory and
practice work," and a lack of classroom space. To sum up,

J. T, Williams' challenge with Maryland State was “a heroic
effort to do gomething under cilrcumstances and with facilities

which are woefully inadequare,"?

In order to understand the problems confronting the
new president of the college, an examination of the pre-

vailing conditions at Maryland State in 1948-1949 is

necessary. Degpite the optinistic rhetoric of Curly Byrd

1
I - — N
31bid., p. 137. ﬂ
| 41bid., p. 138.
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concerning the improvement of Princess Anna College, College
Park remained indifferent to its ''stepchild" on the_Eastern
Store. Although community and educational leaders were in
frequent disagreement over the future of Priancess Aane
College, they naverthelegs were united in thelr condemnation
of Ccllege Park's shabby treatment of the Eastern Shere
institution, From 1938 through 1947, College Park received
cvey six million dollarsfin federal funds.. Of this amount,
Princess Anne College received on the averagz @ mere $15,000
annually. Specifically, while College Park's federal
funding was $672,943, Princess Anne's share amounted to
$15,151, Yet the rursl population was 82.1% vhite and 17.9%
coloved;, Princess Anne should have received nearly one-
£ifth of the total amount of funding distributed;? These

expanditures me he m um ul he se
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rant Act, TIronically, the vast bulk of federal

fundg was soent on teaching and research at College Park from’

which blacks were excluded, Even such militant criticg of

Princess Anne College as Judge Morris A. Soper of Baltimore, .

a mewmber of the Board of Trustees of Morgan State College,

were incredulous over the fact tﬁat College Park had con4J;

trolled Pr11cene Anna frow 1937 to 1947 without havino ,;; \\
bothered to install a nresident.6 College Park was equally
inattantive critics pointed out, to enro11ment problems at

i
|

3Baltimore Afro-American, October 28, 1947.

Sitorris A. Soper. Commission to Saudy the Question
of Negro Higher Education in Maryland, December 6, 1949,

Amgﬁgsgggappyexoﬁggels, Office of Educaticn Mss, Natlonal
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Princess Anne College. In order to attract students, the
% ?ia Eastern Shore land grant college advertised in out-of;atate
| newspapers. At this time more than 50% of the séudent body
caime fvom Qut-of-state, This was the college that Dr, Byrd
was going Lo establish. as a graduate school equal tqiihat of
College Park,” Yet according to an article in the Béltimore ?

AN

Sun, the imstitution on the Eastern Shore of Mar&ladq was one

in which no student had dver flunked out., ?hg colleg; ﬁas
charescterized as having simple requirements 'low ghough*f§r
all to hurdlie,"® ' ‘ B ?K\\ f
The result of ali this criticism levelled against | |
Cullzge Fark and itsHanch campus was that the Senate of
Maryland commiszsioned another statewide study on higher E 
education for Hegroes. Claimiog that it was "financially “ |
iepessible for the State to maintain two colleges for Negroes,"

and difficull enocugh to maintain even one school, Senator

S

Eillison of Baltimore called for the study to come up with a

definite policy of appropriating money for Negro edu;ation.g

i
&
e

ace again Morgaa State Uollege in Baltimore was pitted

agulinst its enewy on the Eastera Shore, Maryland State,

7

Morgan State officials naturally urged that Morga#
- 7.

R S

be dazgignated ag cthe

(4]

race land grant college and that the
prograus iu agriculture and mechanic arts be shifted from

Haryland State tu Morgaa aad out of the administration of the

7ibid., p. 27.
BBaltimQre Suns February 27, 1949.
JIbid., April 2, 1949,
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Uhiversity of Maryland. Judge Soper 'denounced the pretense
that colored students at Maryland State receive an education
equivalent to that availlable for whites at College Park."10
Senator Elligon pointed out that past surveys and commissions
recommended that the institution at Princess Anne could be
maintained as a school but as either a junior college or a
vocational school, not a full four year college.11 |

Howard E. Murphey, Chairman of the Marylan& Commission
for Equal Educational Opportunities, atiacked the University
of Maryland and the state's system of awarding out-of-state
scholarships to colored students, He called for abolishing
the scholarships and making use of'the‘white,staté-supported
institutions for study. Murphey commented that the current -
system “places a stigma on Negro students and séyé éo them
you are not fit to attend the University of Maryland."”1Z The
State Superintendent of Schools, Dx. Thomas G, éuilen;
advocated the complete separation of white and cologed students
on the undergraduate level, and urged that all ofithé schools
be operated as parts of the University of Marylandmlg

President Byrd of the University of Marylaﬁ§ had his
say, too. He naturally favored placing all the Staéf
factilities for Negro education under the aegis gf the Uni~

versity oxf Haryland.14 He also argued that it would be an

- r

10Norfold Sun and Gazette, April 2, 1949. . \
1pa1timore Sun, April 2, 1949. |

128orfolk Sun and Gazette, op. cit.

13paltimore Afro-American, October 29, 1949,
laPhiladelphia Tribune, November 22, 1949, ..

|
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extravagance to transfer the land grant program to Morgan
becauge "it would cost probably $1,500,000 to duplic#te the
plant at Princess Anne."!5 The president of Morgan College,
Dr, Martin D, Jenkins, 6pposed Byrd's view and recommended
tﬁgt his institution be operated as hhe state land grant

college.l® And Ambrose Caliver, a specialist in Negro
/ .

//higher education, said that one undergraduate inséitutien,
| )ﬁorgan, could serve the Negroes of Maryland. To build up

- the school at Princess Anne would be a "waste of money,"

Caliver declared,l?

-Finally, the Report and Recummendationg of the

Commigsion to Study the Question of Negro Higher Education

to‘the'Governor and Lezislative Coupéil and the General

Assembly of Maryland became public. As usual the institution

at Princess Anne fared badly in comparison with Morgan,

expeéiélly since the commission relied heavily on the data

aéd recommendations of the ¥ rbury Report of 1947,
";n'describing Maryland State College, the uurrent

commi?sibn noted that degpite the recent building bsogram

at the school, “the physical plant at Princess Anne was

wbafull?iinagequateg". For example, one men's dormitary

with a bépadity of ninety two houses 176. The girl's

dormitQ;f houses twice its normal capacity of fffty“éix.

Algo, t%éxlibrary with "its 6,000 volumes (4,000 of which - -

-

13a1timore Sun, March 10, 1950.
16Baitimore Afro-American, Octobex 25, 1949,

Y galtinore Sun, April 7, 1950,
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were obtained within the past two years) are crammed into %'
& one woom." The chemistry building is a converted Army P
barracks. And, most of the shop equipment is inadequate.18
ff P The report reviewad how poorly Princess Anne fared
| under the administrations of Morgan and the University of

| Maryland, and questioned whether oxr not the school iz to ki

cohtinue with additional capital outlay to make up for its
' 1 deficiencles, whether itgéhould be continued without addi- |
3 o tional expenditure of md;ey, or whether it should be dis- ' %
h? . continued and abandoned as an educational center,"1? i
‘ President Byrd had embarked on a program to build

E ﬁ, up his weak link at Princess Anne after the Marbury Report

| // appeared. State appropriations for Primcess Anune rose from

$116,367 in 1948-1945 to $429,76§ for the following year.20

‘ In zddition, Princess Anne benefited from a $3,450,000
: _ building program to rectify a great many needs of the physical

fﬁ lant.z1 The Report and Recommendations pointed out the fact
| p P

| that before all the mbnay was spent on the school, "there

W ghould be abandosed.” Now with all the money being spent on

'
1

was little doubt in the minds of many but that the College

ﬂlSRe ort and Recommendations of the Commission to Stud
the Question of Neoro Higher Educarion £o the Covernor and
1 ezirglative Counc and tne Genera sgem © ryland,
3 zAnnapoIis, June 30, 1950), pp. 22-23. ,
) | 191b34., p. 25. ’
;L 2OBaltimoraSun,vJune 21, 1949, )

B 2lMinutes of the University of Maryland, Board of
:y Regentg, July 10, 1948 p. 7. -

| T

|
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the school, the fate of Maryland State College was becomming
a "source of political issues and reseatment,” Pregident Byrd's

agtute spending policy for the University's Ezastern Branch at

least dulled some of the major criticism of neglect., The
arguamat to immediztely abandon Princess Anne was somewhat
8¢fgéned.22

o

. .- Maryland State College received further criticisms

at -the hands of the commission., Unfortunately, when a few

of the ghate iastitutilons ware compared for money spent per
full time student, Princess Anne's appropriation of §1,051
was the highest. Morgan's per student apprapriation only
amounted to $397.,(It was argued that Maryland State had
both the highest cost per student in the state and the
highest percentaze of out-of-gtate students. This was "a
sitvation which can hardly be c3lled practical or eco-
nomical,"?3

Furthermore, tha commisaion questioned the nee@ foxr
a Negro land grant college in the state, They reported on
the growing ""trend away from agricultural pursuits on the
part of the ﬁegro student.,"” Out of a student body of 409
at Maryland State, oaly twénty elght were taking courses in
the agricultural curriculum, Since the College received

$15,000 in land grant money, there would pot be a great

loss if the land graat curricula were elimji.nated.z4

22Report and Recommendations, op. cit., pp. 24-25.

231Ibid., p. Z4%.

241bid,, p. 25.
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After prafising Msryland State's Y"will to suczezd®
¥ & Yy

1,

and soma "very good faculiy members" z=nd noting "the grea

ution 1a the hearts of Maryland citizens
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buildings or for additions to preseat buiBdiidgs be expended,”
Opé.week earllee the Bcard cof Regents of the University of '
fﬁaryland vatad to xequest $2,475,000 in 2dditicnal appra-

I priations for Maryland State. Aond, the commission stated
thet another advisory/cemmissicn be formed to stddy the
"ultimwate disgposition of,..(Maryland State Collsge) for
educational or other stake or local purposss,..” with the
school being separatedﬁfrom the University of Maryland,25

The irony of the wholz situation was that the com-
nission commented that "the failure of zny constructive
action following the completicn of.,./The Marbury Report]
is somewhat surprising in view of its many fine observatiocns
and recommendations,"20 Yet thic commission's recommen-
dations met the ssme fate. The power of Pregident Byrd and
the University of Maryland guarantesd the survival of its
Eastern Branch, p

President By;?fs'psli&ies with regard to Priacess
Aune received widespféadléri%icism in the Baltimore area.

The Baltimore Sun f£latly accuged the University of Maryland

251bid., pf 36.
261bid,, p. XI,
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of inhioiting the developument of Hegro higher education in
the state. By oppusing the development of Morgan State
Uoliege and by insisting on spending iarge sums at Pripcess
Anne, College Park had diffused the state's outlays so as
to make it difficult co create equal dabilities for Negroes

. y . _ . .
auywuere.z' The Battimore afro-American saw the Morgan-

Pyincess Anne debate as aa issue that threatmadd to obscuee
the more pressing proble@'of where the advanced colored
student can presentiy obtain graduate and professional
education within the saste as the courts have ruled,''28

In the intensely coapetitive scene of Hegro ﬁigher

tion, Moxgan Statre Colliege was highly favored by the

(E
e
C
G
fu

Baltlimore comgunity and its politicians. Morgan supporters
placed pressure on Governor kcXeldin to delay any further
construction projects at Princess Anne uatil the school's
future was decided,29 Pro—Morgan nevuspapers, like the
Fhiladelpnia Lourier accused Fresideat Byrd of trying to
maintain Jim {row education by undermining both Morgan‘and
20

Maryland State,”v

Wnile the controversy raged in Maryland over Morgan

and Marylaad State, the Conference of Presidents of Negro

Land Grant {olleggs labored mightily to defend its jeop-

ardized member institutions. According to Hi, Will Alexander,

27Baltimore Sun, February 1, 1951, °

28paltimore Afro-Anerican, December 23, 1950,

-
+

Baltimore Zvening Sun, February 2, 1951,

30Philadelphia Courier, February 17, 1951.

-

-+
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a ranking conference official, the predicament at Maryland
State and other 1890 schools had resulted from their being
“ecatch-alls for Negro education,'" More seriously, their
dilemma resulted from their failure to uphold their land
grant mission. Work in agriculture was “generally in-
adequate" at these schools. Agricultural woric at these
inetitutions in 1951 was '"as archiac as the pwor black
sharecropper behind his mule." The destiny of the Negro

in the future, he argued, would be determined by science

and mechanization. Yet the 1890 schools had failed to
prepare for the social changes affecting the southern Negro.
Specifically, Alexander called for incresasged emphasis.on

the production of black sshool teachers.3l The following
year the Conference deplored the lack of concern at Mavyland
Staté and seveéal other institutions with the ecrucial matters
of agriculture, economics, human relations, anplied science-=
“fields which are presenting us with the most pressing
problems."32 The widely esteemed President of Rentucky-
State College, Dr. Rufus B. Atwood, cautioned Negro educators
against facile solutions to problems of Negro land grant
education. The Negro land grant college, he pointed out,
came into existence for just one reason-—segregation;~‘With
the integration of higher education on its way to becomhigg

an accomplished fact in Maryland and other sress of the South,

*

Slyiiy Alexander, ''fhe Preseat Challenge to the Negro
Land Grant Colleges,' Proceedings of the Conference of Presi-
dants of Negro Land Grant colisges, October, 1951, pp. 77-8l.

rpoceediazrs, Lotober, 1952, p. 73.
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-guestions about the justification of a land grant college
for Negroes were sure to be raised. The 1890 schools'
future would be determined, Atwood noted, by the "searching

examination of the land grant college program itself 33

LI A
/

{~No‘one was more aware of Maryland State's problems
. \ .
than J. T. Williams. \Possessed with a shrewd orasp of the
) grasp
politics ldvolving Negro educatioa, Willisme emharked on a |

successful and often fasclnating campaign to protect the

achooi"from its enemies.z'Williams' Strategy involved d three

—— — AN
main taﬂtics--gﬁe dcvclopment of a successful agrlcul ural //)
prdéram, the establishment of a federal FOTC program on {

B -~ S

campus, and the cr eation_ of wianing athletis teame, These

e e e .
PR

endeavors; i’léams haﬁen,'wduld_gttract students, federal

\

monies, oowmunity support, znd statewlds vecognition, Only -
then would guality 1nstructian bzcoma a realitvw at Maryland //
Stats Collesa. For Wu.li ms, the survival of Maryland

étate wAg an obsession, and he demsndad the complete loyalty.

of his faculty and staff, Oalv one voice prevailed at -
Maryland-State, and Williams' stern reminder of "my way or

the highway’ would bacome.part n{ the cawmpns vernacular,

During this-period Wil‘lams recrultad highly qualified

faculty members in 1p*iru1 dre and called upon a fallow
Oklshoman, Vernon "Spr" McG in, to bulld ap athletis pro-

gram, Within z snart timb thn centinued s;av1va1 pflthe

e 4 b o oaeans. . e ———— e

%
*

colle"e wouild cease to be an 1ssu°

~

J3Rugus B, Athacd "Address to the Conference,"
Proceadings. O"tnﬁcr 705? 2. 20,
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To begin with, engﬁllments stabllized at Maryland
State in the early 1950's. According to the admissions
office, there were 409 students in 1949, 384 in 1950, 377
in 1851, 431 in 1952, 425 in 1953, and 440 in 1954.3% The
first class to be graduated under the reorganized admini-
gtration received degrees in 1951, Of the sisty freshmen
who enrolled in 1947, fifty of them (fourteen women and
thirty six men), were grénted diplomas.35 On September 10,
1?51, the United States Air Force Reserve Officer Training

qbrps began instruction at the College. Maryland State

‘College had the distinct honor of being the smallest college

* in the United Saates to have the ROTC program. Enrollments

in ROTC was required of all freshmen and sophamores who
gpent three hours in class and two hours on the drill field
every week.36

In the sports a;ena; Skip McCain's football team,
the Hawks, received popular acclaim. From 1948 through
Gctpber, 1651, the Hawks had a twenty five game winning
styeak, The coach and a player, Sylvester Polk, were
rg;ognized by the Pigskin Club of Washingtoam, D. C.37

The Division of Agriculture algo underwent major

érowth and improvement. In 1948, Maryland State owned seven

\

34yi0let J. Wood, Report on Admiséions, University

./ of Maryland Archives, Ungversity of Maryland, Rastern Shore,

September 29, 1955,

- 33The Maroon and Gray, I, No., 1, (Maryland State
College, March 1951).

367bid., II, No. 1, (October 21, 1951).
371bid, , ~
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milking cows, two heifers, and an "improvised,' outmoded
barn. By 1951, the new dean of the Division of Agriéutture,
Alfred W, Shute, was in charge of a new dairy with twenty
three cows, nine heifers, two pedigreed bulls, and four
milking machines. Milk from the dairy was used in the
college's dining hall., Over $30,000 was gspent for farm
machinery and equipment ﬁor the campus farm acerage. The
poultry plant, under Johg V. Strickland, also made gains and
ip;reased profits for the school., The campus poultry house,
éith a capacity for 1;200-1,400 layers, helped to expand ~
the "production and marketing of ﬁoultry products.” About
eight hundred eggs were gathered daily for use on campus as
well as for distribution to a wholesale market in Philadelphia.
Maryland State College was also host for numerous
conferences, meetings, and workshops, a tradition that the
gchool maintained from the past. The school held an_annual
High School Day attended by graduating high school seniors
to acquaint them with the opportunities for higher education
and let them observe a college in action. In addition, the
;chool's Vocational Opportunities Conference provided prin-

icipals and guidance counselors with information on the

- expanding labor market. There were various home economics

demongtrations, too.39“‘Hary1and State sponsored the Farmers
and Homemakers Conference, the New Farmerg of :America,

Ministers School, and 4-H Club activities.40

381bid., II, No. 2, January 11, 1952.

| 3%ayryland State College News, I, Mo, 1, (March 1953);
€, No. 2, (Bpril 10, 1953). ‘ ~

4OAnnual Report of the President, University of Mary-

1 3 1t n 1000 V& o D I | n 1 2L L | 2\

38




President Williams was most proud of his school's
accomplishments in academics and athletics in 1954, CEor
the first time in its history, Maryland State College woa
separate'recogaition and accreditation from the Middle States
Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools.) According to
President Wiiliams, Mariléhd State would still be a part of
the University of.Maryfénd, but the separate accreditation |
would mean.academicxiisting and individual trecogngtdnnoof the
college. Middlé/SEates approval would be ''recognition in our
own right and fdé publié relations purposes."41 Indeed, an

editorial in the Salisbury Daily Timeg on Mafyland State's

accomplishment, commented that "it is pioneering and experi-
menting intelligent1y3”42" And, in athletics, the schogol
was. admitted into the Central Intercollegiate Athletic
Aésociation. Maryland's teams could now officially compete
for standings, And this they did admirably.43

At the commencement exercises, graduates and their

Vel

! families, the faculty énd staff, and guests saw and heard

;

many distinguished speakers. At the 1954 graduation, over\

2,000 people filled Kiah gympaéigmuyhgg Elegngﬁl@pose&elh i

/’gaﬁé the commencement address., That graduation marked thé/

——

first time that two men were commissioned 2nd Lieutenants

ih the Air Force Reserve,** Other prominent commencement

4lsaliSbUfY‘Dailz,Timgg, December 21, 1953,
421bid., January 1, 1955,

43Maryland State College News, II, No. 3, (March 10,

1954) .
 *saligbury Daily Times, June 2, 1954, -
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gpeakers were Adam Clayton Powell (1956), Thurgood Marshali
{i357), Martin Luther King (1959), Charles Hatcher (1962), |
Whitney Young (1965) , and Jackie Robinson {1968). 7
Most remarkable was the fact the J. T. Williams®
successes for Maryland State were accomplished on a very

tight hodgéncreasingly shrinking budget. It is interesting

.to note that as the general budget of the University of

Maryland increased, . the proportionate percentage  for Maryland
State decreased. fThis trend is illustrated by the following
table: - .

TABLE 3,--Comparitive University Appropriations, 1952-1958

YEAR MARYLAND STATE COLLEGE  UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND

1952-1953  $714,703.54 &4 % . $18,900,000 (approx,)
1953-1954  749,822.92 3.7 20,000,000
1955-1956 815,626,26 3.2 25,960,000
1956~1957 852,952.13 2,7 31,033,941
1957-1958 892,531.77 2.6 34,881,22245

Not only wap J. T. Williams a geed administrator,
scholar, and athlete, but he also was a -specialist in

bafbecue. The president loved to entertain after a Maryland

State football game and barbecue “anything that will hold
. still," 3. T. William33 recipe for barbecue sauce was "1

: quart vinegar; 1 quart tomato catsup; juice of 2 1emons;

1% tablespoons dry mustard; 2 tablespoons of Worcestershire
sauce; 3 tablespoons red pepper; & tablespoong black pepper;

3 tablespoons salt.” Good for a twdlve pound roast,?6

4SAnnual Repoxt of the President, 1957-1958, op. cit.

: 4511t imore Afro~American, September 29, 1959.
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) .
[ President Williams made Maryland State College a

realatively s2lf-containad black community. Often comélaining
that the school was isprisoned by "aan invisible wall 6f
racism,” Williams sougat to make life for his srudents and
faculty as plessant as possible, jﬁocial activities, academic
exercises, and commemorative occasloans tended to be a black
reproduction of those activities that took place at Colilege
Park and white campuses iﬁ ganeral, However, while organi-
zations on white campuses liKe fraternities, sororities,
and glee clubs tended towards the frivolous éide, social
life at\Maryland State was pursued with great earnestness.
Here in the encapsulated black community, Negroeé could
experiment, create, and occasionally £ail without the
supervision or censure of the white community.

Ironically this tightly knit black community would
find itself transfermed and profoundly influenced by the

civil rights struggles of the late 1250's and early 1960’s,

The 1954 landmark decision of Brown vs. the Board of Edu-

cation as well as subsequent litigation, would strike down
segragated education and ultimately bring into question the
need for a segregated system of higher education in the
south, At first racial segregation 1n Somerset County went
publically unchallenged. County vesideats prided themselves
on the fact that Negroes "kaew their place” in Princess

Anne, Although black teachers were not haragsed by the

waite communlty, Maryland State faculty members disliked
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local merchants who habitually referrzd to them vy taelr

filret name insten

Q..

of their rank and surname, Also faculty
merbers avoided Princess Asne on F%?Bay and Saturday nights
wiren loczal police were likzly to arrest any black for being
drunk aund discrderly;47

In 1964 the civil rights movement on cempus marked
thgibevinning of direct conflict between Maryland States and
the town of Princess Arnne: The difficulties arose over the
white restaurants and the refusal of seme of their owners
to serve the black students from the College,

: The praevious sumner eight out of nine restaurants
in town agreed to serve Slacks on an equal basis as whites,
This was in response to the June 1963 racial disturbances
in'pambridge Maryland, fifty mil es awvay. By the next
February; however, the.rescaurant owners in Princess Anne
"backslided" on their éoreemeﬁt'id lower the racial.barriers;%8
Under the leadership of John Wilson and the Studenr Appeal
for Equality (SAFE), a group arfl’iated with *he Student
Nonviolent Coordznaulng Committee, the students were deter-
mined to test the restaurants for gervice and orgaﬁize pro-
test marchés: The basis for the. atudents actions was the |
failure of §omerse* County to have a public accommodations law

3
forbidding diserimination in hotel is, motels, a1d'restaurants.49

47Iaterview with Rlcnard Thomas, June 1 1976

4swashington Post, February 26, 1964

49Ba1timore Evening Sun, February 24, 19§4L
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At the outset beth gtudents aad EFspeople sought
" to ;ﬁoid viclence; With troopers on hand, the students
o mar@hed peacafully down Somerset Avenue to five restaurants.
!/‘ ! .Thres of the restaurants vefused to serve them. The next

'aay there were clashes, injuries, and arregts as two hundred

inzide pushed his way out a2nd the fight began., The upshot

; P " demonstrators marched up to Tull's restaurant. A white man
was that the white man got lost in the confuston z2nd four

7o demonstfators were arrvested;>?

f)% i , r"'h‘:-z next day a crosé was'burned on the Maryladd State
/i Co]leg 's foothall prac»iop field, and the home of Joan
Wilscn?s vncle in Princess Anne was bombedasl While all of

thafexplcsive actions were occurring, blacks and whites

o Ccmmi sien o end the demengtrations and integrate the
rastaurants, The students sgreed to postpone their demon-
strztions and give the Biracial Commission time to get the

rastaurant ovners to lower the racial bars; Many students

ey

|

|

|

|

I .
#;ﬁe cager to get even after the bomBing and cross~-burning,

| hutt they heeded the advice of their student leaders to use ;
re%traint;sz At o midnight speech, President Williams reit-
ffj éx;te# tha nocd to listen to those counseiing peace and

‘rastralnt. Although not activiste in the local campaign to

JOSalisbury Daily Times, February 22, 1564, Daltimore
Evening Sun, prruary 23, 1964,

S1Ba1timove Evenimg Sun, February 25, 1964. Washington
Post, Eebruaﬁy 26, 1964,

52ﬂ;§n1n550n Pogt, Feoruary 25 and 26, 1964. Salisbury
Daily Times, February 25, 1964
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désegregate public accommodaticas in ;r 85 Anne, many
Maryland State faculty mcmbers beloaged to the local MAACP
and worked in the local eivil rights unit, "Men for Progress
of Somerset Couanty.'23

When negotiéticns broke down between SAFE and the
Biracial Commigssion because the restaurant Gwners.refused
to budge, the moratérium oﬁ demonstrations by the students
wag lifted,>% Alexander Jones, chairman of the commission
decried the lack of cooperation the commission rzceivaed from
“County Commissioners, our delegatés to the Genaral.Assembly;
our“state.senator,..."ss Ag 2 result race relations in
Princess Anne deteriofated to more violent confrontzations,
Princess Anne officials wired Govarnor Tawes to éend the
National Guard because they £feared "a danger of widespread
violenbe." Over three hundred marchars demdnstirated anew
in Princess Apnne, This time the students sat down in the
middle of Somerset Avenue {then Rout:e 13) 2nd the trcuble
began when approximately one hundred Staﬁe trocpers attempted
to remove them frem the highway.56 Bricke, bottleg, nlubs,

and acid were flying. State trooperg usged K-8 dols and fire

hoses to disperse the crowda., Many were cur, r"i,‘ﬁ, doused,

\

and bitten by the dogs, In the words of tha krcoper who

\

directed police activity, ''there 1s nothinz no 1cnk about
. EY
S31Interview wita Richard Thomas, June 1, 1976,
2 - .
S*WashingtOn Post, rfebruary 27, 1965,
551y .

da.

’.h

3%3zltimore Evening Sun, reuruary 26, 1964, Hew York

Times, February 27, 1S64.
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this operation," Students retreated to the campus, and
poidlce moved up the dogs and fice hoses io confine them
near the school. Over sixty yourhs ware treated at the

college infirmary and twenty seven were arrested.”’ Maryland

3tate College was not shut dowa throughout all of the con-
flict,. President Williems had his £aculty meed their classes,

although tharz were not many students atteading, Priacess
Anne officlals an 3unceo,a curfew f£or the town for those
under 21 to be off the straets between 9115 PuM. and 6:00 A.M.
Further demonstrations ware then hslted on the part of the
students.58 ' *
John Wilson led a group of thirty eight students
from Maryland State College un to . Annapolis to meet with
Governor Tawes, Thé results of t‘is mesting ware that the

Governcr would usze Mall the powers of his office¥ to pot

ate includad in the Maryland public accommolation

n.
ped
P
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_rn.“
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B
o
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law awd that police dogs would not be used ualess actlons
into the ziot stage.§9 Quclal. tension Between
Princens Anne and Méryland State College subgided. after the
Febrasry coﬁfrontationa aad callage activitias turned
g acadenic and athlstil: endeavors.

tAnen proposal waz put Zorth for Macylaad State to

offer graduate vork towards a masters dogves ~u elenentary

e
e
=5
*
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?‘
e
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<
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5%8Baltiwore Eveolno Sun, Tebruary 22, 1384, Salisbury
Daily Times, February 28, 1964,

59Baltimore Evening Sun, March 4 1964, Salisbury
Daily Timaze, Mavch S 190%.

S7gagns gton Pcost, Februar
ashi a Pcost, Fe ry 27, 1964. Baltimore Evening
84 zuary 27, 1264, Salls shury DﬂL:y Timed, Mavch 2, 1964,




course work was eliminated,

and secondary education with all course work "approved by
the University of Maryland Graduate School Cowncil." The
Maryland State College campus would serve as the center for
graduate study for the lower Eastern Shore counties, The

program was initiated in September, 1965, when nine graduate

coursesg were given.eo Unfortunately, plans for continuing

the program were Whelved after a few years, and graduate

Maryland State aéain became a political issue when
State Senator Verda Welcome of Baltimore's &4th District
introduced a bill to change the name of the Gollege to

"Eastern Branch of the University of Maryland" and make it

an integral part of the University. President Wilson Elkins
of the University objected and oppssed the Senator's bill

on the grounds that it would jeopardize the accreditation of

the -entire uaiversity. He argued that approximately 50-60%
of the students at Maryland State could not meet the
enttrance requirements of the University and if Marylénd
State failed to meet the accreditation standards, the whole
university would lose its accreditatiocn,®l Upon receiving

a letter from the executive secretary of Middle States

assuring that the name éhange would not jeopardize the
accreditation of ‘'the University, President Elkins changed

his stand. Nothing, however, came of the bill at this time.62

60salisbury Daily Times, May 17, 1965, July 14

1965.
Maryland State College News, XXVII, No. 2, (March 1966).

61salisbury Daily Times, February 28, 1966.
621pid,
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Before the fall term of 1966, President Williams
complained about the "invisible walls' separating the
college from the town of Princess Anné. He commented that
since the school'’s beginning the residents of Princess Aane
hadeisolated themselves from activities going on at the
college. As one example, he noted that the Baltimore
Symphony came down annually to perform and 'mot half a
dozen white people from Princess Anne' cmme to the concerts.
Faculty from the college were forced to reside on éampus,
build their own homes, or live only in substandard housing
that was abailable in Princess Aane., In addition, he
lamented that the state college at Salisbury, twelve miles
north of Princess Anne, was as invisible to Eastern Shore
Negroes as Maryland State College was to white shore resi-

dents. It was indeed a pity that the lines of communication

63

and interaction between the races were not fully déveloPed.64

J. T. Williams was particularly irked by the policy of the
local movie house that confined blacks to the balcony while
white8sat in the orchestra., After failing to get a satis=

- factory response from the local theater owner, President
Williams asked the students to boycott the movies. . Shortly -
thetreafter, campus movies were incorporated into the college

sahedulecGS

¥

' 63Baltimore Sun, August 10, 1966,

6éﬁaltiﬁore Evening Sun, August 15, 1966. Salisbury
Daily Times, September 7, 1965, '

651nterview with Richard Thomas, June 1, 1976.
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In the next few months President Williams continued
his attack on the constant neglect experienced by the college,
This came as a redclt of the school's problems with the
'Board of Regents of the University of Maryland, President
Williams was "under fize" From the Regents Secause a five
year master plan raquested by Middle States for the develop-~
ment of Maryland State was late in preparation and lacking
in definite goals. The{Board complained that President
Williams dwelled too much on past problems and not enough
cn the future, Dr, Louis Kaplan, a board member, wantesd
to know, "What are ﬁhe dreams of the college?"66 Algo the
school ha& been without a full tiuwe dean for élmost a year,
The plaa drawn up by President Williams was handed back
for revislon because it "lacked an over~-all statement as
to where the schodl fits into the total State progran of
higher education.” The Regents also complained that
Maryland States' standards were embarrassing to the Uni-
vergity, and the school should ejther raise the standards
to make it a branch of the University or abandon tﬁe school
altogether. Other altemnatives would be to relinquish
control -of the school to the State Board of Trustees of the
State Colleges, make it a community college, or.éhénge it

€0 a technical institute for job training.67
. p

66Minutes of the Univerdity of Marvlaand, Board of
Regents, March 17, 1967. ’ o

€7Ba1timore Evening Sun, March 17 and 18, 1967.
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Senator Verda Welcome came to the school's defense
in Annapolig, She chérged that the Regents "have allowed
it to rot on the vine. They have channelled millions
(dollars) to their other branches and pregrams at home and
abroad,..but only cruxbs to Princess Aane." Fn addition,
sald Senator Welcome, the Regent:s treated ﬁaryl&nd Séate
worse than a "stepchild."ﬁf/(é. T. Williams added that
every year thé school suffered the fatz of receiving less
appropriations than any state institution,b9

Students at the college became most upset and hints
of striking circulated on campus, Meotings between Presiéant-
Willlams and students clarified quesﬁions of the school's
fate and. théngs remsined quiet,

_____ ErAcdkppolis, the Senate passed a resolution suggésting
that Maryland State College become a branch of the University
of Maryland and merge with Salisbury State College. The
Legislative Council, the between session study. arm of the
Genmral Asgembly, was to report back on its findings.. It
was hoped that a merger of the two institutions would advance
the educational gystem of the state. The two schso;s would
then have the advantage of concerted direction and con*rol
and could have expanded and outstanding educational}facilluies

for the people on the Eastern Shore...."/9 Ty

685alt1more Afro-American, March 21, 19671=

691pid. B i N
7OSallsbury Daily Times, March 22, 1967, ﬁaltimore
Eve1ngﬁSun March 22, 1967. K
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LI May, 1967, the Legislative Council came out with
its decision that In the interests of higher educatilon, it
would be bat "tu retaia the éreseut reiatlionshlp between
the Unlversity of Marviand and 2 arylaud State College and
for Saligbury State College to contlaua asg a componeat of
th2 State College system.") Now that the Board of Ragents
aud the administration at;College Parik were aware of the
problens fxisting at Marylaad State, thay were "olanning
lncreased esmphasis towards improvement of the faciliti
and the scholastic prggram t“era."71 Io President Elkins

annual report on the "stste" of the University of Maryland,

‘he commented that “tha plan, developed by & combinaed

comnittee of faculty, adrirnistrators, and students reccmmends
thet 2 strong cempensatory program be devaloped aleng wit
conventional baccelaureate curriculz."’2 For once 1t seemad
as if the picture looked gzﬁght for Maryland State College.

With President Elkinz declaring that he wanted to make his

t..e

srancit en the Ezstern Shore an 1nue°*al part of the un&versity

syotem, President Williamz hoped that Mar ryland State would

o]

o lenger be regarded az a "stepch’ld

Students, howaver, could complain that conditions

2 the campus were deteriorating. Thelr first objection was

0

againgt the poor faod preparation in the college cafeteria.

Ia the spring term of 1968, they boycotted the cafeteria.

71Baltimore Evening Sun, May 24, 1967.

/23eport of the President. 196891969, op. cit.
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Students also compleined about the adequete maintenznce
of school facilities, Dormite
digrepair. They nceded plaste
auc viher general maintensnce, I aztion, gtudents felt
that there waee too many uanecessary schoel regulations,
Fox example, those ca campus cbjected te the 9:00 PO,
curfew for girls.73 Jo T, Wiliiams ogreed with the students
that meals were not "cu.tvt:zm.d:!.xz;_.;."q+ Nothing could be done to
remedy the situation because of Lhe luw board fee of the
school, Maryland State charged §445 for annual beard, the
third lowest in the nation, wﬁich acountad to a daily ration
of §1,33 per student, President Williars did, however,
promise to employ a dieticlan for the schoel to enforce
closer supervislon of Ffocd preparaticn.75. Algo, he agreed
to admit two students to the peliey making Student Life
Commities., The studeats were mollified for the time being.

Senator Welcome, at the request of the studentsg,
toured the campus to investigate their complaints, She was
outraged about the "gross PBgL&CL, of Maryland State, She
criticized the overall poox ccndxtlons of the physical
plant and called for appropriations to construct e student
union, dommitory, swimming puol, and to build blezcher

76

seats, Bakk in Aanapolis, Senator Welcome tacked cn an

amendment for $300,000 for constructing a swimming pool at

[y

?gBaltimore un, February 23, 1968.
781b34, |
P1bsa. ,?

7%3a1timore Afro-American, March 16, y§68. N
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Princess Anne. The billmfailed. A f2llow senater who

‘voted againgt the appropriation stated that “if they want

to swim, they can use the Manokin River," which runs

" through Princess Anne,’’

At the end of the spring term, the students were
agéLn‘complainiug about the poor physical plant conditionsg
8 Aone and Somerset County,
1is time they took the%f grlevances ts Governor Spiro Agnew,
Students ware justifiabiy'upset about the lack of appro-
priatidas for a swimming pool. Indeed, Salisbury State
College recelved planning funds for a pool MYso it caa

attract aore male gthdafts while Maryland State with a

nationally recognizad athletic program, has no paol.f78
Students also directed their grievances against

;ég town -of Princess Anne, Ower five hundred students
marched down the main stvset of Princess Amne, They rallied
in freat of the courthsuza snd then movad reaccfully on
witheut incidens, Stste trospers were prasent., The demon-

strators wer=s protasting the hivise practites of the town's

(o)
i
o
O
(o
[4:)
3
1oa
r
ix
~
tD
e

gprtimeats, a bank znd = suparmarkat.79
gaew rejuastad a2 macting with studeat
o i >

A
in Aonapolis fn & move to "avert any violence," Praviously,

Governor Agnew refused to mezet with p edominantly black Bowle
State protesters in March aod April when they were

-

/TWashington Post, March 22, 1968.
/85altimore Evening Sun, May 18, 1968.

"Yyashington Post, May 21, 1968,

rapresentatives
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demonstrating., After the sgession, the Governor announded
that hls staff would "contact members of the politfczl and

e s

economic community in Princess Aune to work toward solutions

"to problems."ao Student leaders responded by calling a halt

to further demongtrations.

Another controversy that was peacefully resolved

between the czmprg and the community was the problem of

allowing students to register to vote in Somerset County.
Election officials maintained that these who could legally
reglster had to have a home in the county and live there

for gix months. Those who lived in the dormitory did not
meet the legal residence veauirements, The use of absgentee
ballots was suggested 2s an alternative. Eventually
eiggtion officials agreed to let these sfudents op canpus
over twenty one and residents of the county to.register.sl

A further proof that the college was removing racial barriers
and ending its igolation from the comminitv was the fact

that the campus was chosen 6o hoat the Delmarva Chicken

‘Fegtival for 1970, an annual event on the Eastern Shore 82

Racial and academic pressures ircreased at.Maryland

cf the state legislature and the federal government. HEW
crdered the state to rome np with a desegregation plan for

ites colleges, Federal cfficials declared that the University

L g

501bid,, Salisbury Daily Tiwes, May 21, 1968,

8i3a1timore Sun, October 6, 1968.
b“Salisbury Baily Timeg, November z3, 1969,
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of Maryland Regents were "operating racially segregated
.iments at Maryland

schools, "
State were on the rise,

wera white., The faculty
, W ki
nine black and twenty five or 38.4% was the racial break-

down,

ol
17.5%

whi
vdents, 127 or

Surprisingly,
Thirty

was even more integrated,

4

83 The Board of Regents, fearful of losing federal
monies, appointed a comm;ttee to "study the feasibility,
cost, and consequences o% developing Maryland State Coliege
as an integral parxrt of the University." The appointed
Committee consisted of thirt& nine peréons chosen from the
faculty, administration, and student body of Maryland State
College and the University of Maryland!s campuses under
Dr. Franklin L, Burdette, Director, Bureau of Governmental
By

university system, enw
school would no longer be

Regearch and Professor of Goverament and Politics.
The Eastern Shore college

bringing Maryland State into the
roliments would increase and the
congidered a ‘Negro" college.84

would hdve an image of providing

the oommunity with an
academically sound curriculum., The State Senate gave

preliminary approval to change the name end status of
Maryland State College to the Uiiversity of Maryland, Princess

Anne campus. The hoped for change “might prompt the State
: P

to provide additional funds for the...school."®® President
" Salisbury Daily

Washington Post, March 11, 1969.

83
Times, March 16, 1969,
84Salisbury Daily Times, February 2, 1969, March 16, 1969

85Washington Post, March 20, 1969.
e
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President Willizms' chief criticism was the failure of the
Unlversity and the Skate te provide sdequate funds to operate
r and improve the Priucess fnne caupus.gﬁ licre wae a branch
campus with a president wlo had no contx»ol over the all-

~mch Lt budget. It was only vecently that Maryland State

rLLl received any significant funding for inproveneat and
4
I expansici. J. T Uilliams took a chere of the blane when
i ’ !
, e staced thet he should heve pzotested move vigorously when
4 E oy \ o 87
g , hile campus’ budgets were siashed,
3 &
y The 1969 "Maryland State Colleze Study and Rh ez
/ . )

; czlled Zor & general expzcgion of the colleze in texwms of

e

g, and an upgrade

| , gnc change in the curricela. The stndy was baced on 2
: projected giudent body of 3,000. Eduecatlon requiroments
]
would be strepgihened, but ke colleje uyculd not neglact its

dlsadvantaged, MHore empnasis wou

aand coxputer sclence, soclal and behavi
33

life gnd eaviromazntal sclencsas.

Sonclgzions resched by the "Farasgirility Comnmittee

were positlve In integranting Maryland Sc#iz into vthe

v

vaiversity sysiem Lor various reasgons, Th= lezul obligation

%

te College, Study and Report: Committee
vy, Cogt and Congequences of Devexonlng
as an Integral Part of the Unlversgty.

. -y
' . °°'1 rylaad St
to Study the F asipil

it
“aryl d Stata College
Mimeovraph 1569, p. °
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was of utmost importance since Maryland State's status as a
land grant ingtitution wasg still in effect. The historical
and honoravle facdoxr must be considered, too, since Maryland
State had been a part of the university system for almost
eighty years. Political reasons could not be overiooked,
With Maryland State College counted as part of the university
systemn, HEW could not complain about the racial state of the

university.sg And, altruistically, here would be a “golden

opportunity" to perform an educational feat., The comnittee
also determined thaﬁ it would be economically feasibile to
accomplish the chénge since 2 minimum amount of resources,
calculated at¢about 1% of state funds, would be all that was
necessary., Practicaligy, too, was condidered. It is much
easier to solve the racial imbalance by "diluting pure black
with white, than trying to f£ind enough blacks to dilute pure
'

phite.” And, finally, Maryland gubernatorial and state

politics looked with favor on higher education.gO

The plan was not without its critics., Most ob-

" jections centered on the fact that the standards at Maryland

State were too low for that of a university and the
facilities and academic progrmms were too limited. The
Board of Regents, however, voted "tentatively’ to favor the
recommendations. And in February of 19703 thé Regents

voted to accept Maryland State College as an equal branch

89}bid., P. 77.
MDyp44.
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campus provided that entrance requirements become the same
as the other campugea.gl The university would increase its

budget for Princess Anne and the state would provide more

‘funding, too. The new branch would have a chancellor at

the helm and a change in its academic thrust. This was to
take effect as of July 1, 1970. The sch061 at Princess
Anne had éome a long way since its humble beginnings over
eignty years ago. The school and J, T. Williams, however,
would face a final trauma before it became a university.gz
‘ Student rights and the rites of spring once agdan
brought turmoil to thé campus, . On April 7, 1970, a total
of 178 students were afrested after staging demonstrations
on campus. protesting conditiong 'at the schoel and demanding

93

the resipnation of President Willlams, Their main

grievances were ''inadequate facilities, including labora-

' tories, equipment and building maintenance; tke president's

reported dismissal of at least two faculty_members whom the
students supported; an inflexible curriculum and the need

for more diversified courses...and...an active black studies
prog‘,r.‘amﬂg4 Also on their list was the removal of vending
machines‘and their replacement with a snack bar, At first

the students occupied the main administration building, when
President Williams and some of hig staff had locked themselves

in at the start of the sit-in, Police came on campus,

-

9lsallsbury Daily Times, September 29 and 30, 1969,
February 18, 1970. .

928alisbury Dailly Timeg, February 18, 1970.

938alisbury Daily Times, April 7, 1970.

e

9%4Baltimore Evening Sun, April 8, 1970,
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released the people, and arrested ninety six students on
tregspassing and digorderly conduct charges. A few hours

later, police arrested eighty two additional students who

' had massed at J. T. Williams' home,%” Presideat Williams

had agreed to meet with the Student Council but was verbally
ingulted as he approached the administration building, and
he refuged to speak with them éﬁter hearing auch&abusiva
Language. | | {’ . :

~ The demonstawtions and a;rests brought the 1ssues
before the public, Students. drhw\pp a report enti*led

'Demands and Reccmmendations irah the Maryland State Coll°°e

Student Body," to be submitted-to Ehe college Admxnistrative

Ccuncil listing thelis. grievaﬂces 'in detall. After criti-
cizing virtually every aspect of the\college, the gtudents
attacked President Williame "Be;éus° he no longer has the
confidance of the students at the. ingtitution, nor any per=
ception of the students’ needs.?96 \zye report noted that
vhille President Willlams might have had the qualities in
the past, he "lacks imaginatien,\perceptzveness, and fore-
aight to lead Maryland State Gollege...to nmeet the demands
of a majority of Black. Studentsk”97 Students enlisted the

aid of alumni, parents, and pol§g}c1a§f in their call for

removal of President Williams.‘;§£ete Senator Clarence Mitchell,

3 L
N

931bid. *

E

96"Demands and Recommendations from the Maryland State
College Student Body," ijescript copy, April 19, 1970, p. IIL,

971bia.
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. parents wet in Annapolis to discuss the situatlon and to

of Somerset County supported J.‘T. Williams and defended

‘twenty three year tenure "ia dpite of an unenthusiastic

(D-Baltimore City), supportgd the students and Secretary il

of State, Blair Lee, c3lled President Williams “autocratic,”

Govarnor Mandel, Secretary Lee, students, alumni, and

form a committee for the improvement of Maryland S;ate. The
Governor acknowledged that the: college's problems were

partially financial and partially a quastion of" 1eadersh |
Governor Mandel "all but assured students that Prasident |
Williams would not be named chancellor of the collége when

the new system was instituted."98 Delegate Carlton Dlze

him against the Governor's committee, Delegate Dize praised

President Williams administration and noted that for hisg

Board of Regents and Maryland Legislature, he has fought
for and guiﬁéd the growth of the college to its present
statug...."?9 - L

In:May the ismues were reséibed. Fortunately for
those students who were arrested, they Qere found not
guil%y and received no criminal records, And, John Taylor
Williams announced his‘retirément as of August 1, 1970,

100

claiming that he was past sixty five years of age. Pre-

siding over the most formative years of the school's hlstory,
!

J.-T. Williams lived to see the schocl become an integral

part of the university system.x

9853115bury Daily Timea, April 30, 1970. Wash1ngton
Post, April 30, 1970,

99

Baltimore Sun, May 14, 1970. .

1OOMinutea of the University 6f Marvyland., Board of
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In retrospect, J. T, Williams had outlived his usge-
fulaness at Maryland State Collega, A sterm and enigmpatic
man, President Williams had adainistered the college in a
strict and often puritanical manuer, A decade of civil
rights agitation aad the wany changes in higher education
in general in the 1960's rendered Williams an anachronism.
Ianilliams' iast months as president of the inétitLtion,
the faculty had been blrterly divided on the lSSUE of his

,’1eadership of the collngb. Several faculty members dig=- {

' iassociated.themselves from Willdams when it became'cléar i
that the "ship was sinking," Others defeaded their !
President.pasaionately. B y

In spite of the gloom, the 2¥e was timz for an
occasiongl optimistic reflection. J. T, Willlams as a man ﬁ
and as an edgc;tdr had bteen accepted by the Eastern Shore,
Appbigteﬁ to numkm=ous commissions and on the Board of E
Biﬁgctorsjaf\Peninsula CGeneral Hogpital, Williams was able }

to play an impo*tant role in enhancing comrunity life for
\
Doth whites and blacks on Delmarva,

When tne school at Princess Annfﬂggggma an integral

parr#ggﬂghe UnivevSLtj of Maryland in 1970 it could tzace

e - e J

1tsfhls:ory for“over eignty years through various stages of
deval&pment. Beginn&ng as a preparatory school, the
1nstitution successfully evolved into an academy, junior
colleoeg . four yean college, and univeréﬁty divigion. The
administr tivn affairs cf the school were under theecontrol

of both church and state. In addition, the sources of
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income and support were furnished through private contri-

butions, the Methodist Eplscopal Church, and state and
federal.governments. As a land grant school, this Eastern
Shore college attempted, often with great difficulty, to
provide the black citizens of Maryland with training in
agrgéulture, sciences, and the liberal arts. It also
contributed greatly to public education in the state

through its teacher education programs. In final analysis,

. the school's history had been marked by both triumph and

fragédy. Its dewtiny has often seemed uncertain,  As an
historical case study, this collage is an excellent

example of the delaterious forces of racism aad institutional
neglect,’

The future of blzkk higher education in the South
generally, and in Maryland in particclar, will be deter-
mined by thé state legislatures and fhe federal governmeat,
The story of the University of Maryland, Eastern Shore

illustrates in wany iespects the ambivalent attitude of

- both agendies towards black education. Throughout the South,

the 1850 land grgnt institutionsg have attempted shnce 1954
to form a commonvfront to secure more equitable funding and
public recognition. Thosa achools have svoreddaotable
successes in ootainln;\funds for 5ns;5éutional development
and reaearch Whether southern leo gxslatu;es, such as Mary~
land, will continue to preserve this historic identity of

the 1890 land grant colleges ig a hotly contested quegtion,

-
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Meanwhile, the Univefsity of Maryland, Eastern Shore and

its fellow 1890 institutions can take comfort in the Fact

that thair intense commitment to their students znd theirv

land granf mission has contributed greatly to expanding

opportunities in highar eduzation

ol
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