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Change through the Decades 

Understanding the pace of integration in social clubs helps reveal the pace of integration 

in the social life of the campus. Mississippi State College for Women (MSCW) desegregated in 

1966. It was several years later that the first black women began to graduate from MSCW. This 

project tracks how long it took the social clubs to desegregate and integrate after the college did. 

One might think that when one social club began to integrate, the other social clubs were not far 

behind. The data that the yearbooks provide tell another story. They tell a story of how 

integration was a slow process that took several years, even decades. Based on the annual Meh 

Lady yearbook photographs, social clubs were slow to integrate in the first twenty-four years 

(1966-1990) of racial integration on campus. 

MSCW developed a tradition of “social clubs” that were related to a Greek system, but 

were entirely localized. They do not connect to any larger organization off-campus and exist 

only at MSCW and through its alumnae organization.1 There are three types of social clubs, the 

four year, three year, and two year clubs. In a four year social club, an individual is able to 

become involved with it in herfreshman year.2  To be selected for a four year social club, an 

                                                 
1 Bridget Smith Pieschel and Stephen Robert Pieshel, Loyal Daughters: One Hundred Years at Mississippi 

University for Women 1884-1984 (Jackson, MS: University Press of Mississippi, 1984),78. 
2 Even though men were allowed to attend MSCW in 1982, these clubs have remained solely for women. A man is 

allowed to go through rush but none have been extended a bid to join any of these social clubs. 
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individual must go through “rush.” Rush allows the individuals of the social club to get 

acquainted with the potential new member and see if she would be suited to join that club. After 

rush is over,  individuals are extended a bid and given the option of choosing to pledge to join 

that social club or not. The individuals have a semester of pledging. After this semester is over 

with then the individual is initiated into the club and participates in its events as an active 

member. 

Because the social clubs have no archival document collections, they are difficult for 

historians to know. There is little written specifically concerning the social clubs in the 

university history. The only resource that is available is,  Loyal Daughters. This book discusses 

the history of MSCW as a whole. The only mention of the social clubs is the year that each club 

was established and some brief, first-hand descriptions of what the social clubs meant to a few 

individuals.3 Since the social clubs are secretive and have not donated any of their records to 

archives, the only archival source available is Meh Lady Yearbooks. The annual yearbooks 

changed in format over the course of the late twentieth century. In the early yearbooks, 1966-

1971, the social clubs photos distinguished between pledges and active members. Pledges wore a 

symbol of the club. For example, the D’Belle pledges held the magnolia flower and Revelers 

wore a top hat.4 Initially, the photographs were of individuals, not a composite. Names were not 

provided for the members, nor were officers provided for each of the clubs, but it was relatively 

simple to count. In 1972, the format of the yearbooks changed drastically. The social club photos 

consisted of a single photo for each group. Pledges were no longer distinguished from the 

actives. This made it more difficult to count the members because it was easy to lose an 

individual’s face in the crowd or to accidentally count the same face twice. The evidence for this 

                                                 
3 Bridget Smith Pieschel and Stephen Robert Pieshel, Loyal Daughters: One Hundred Years at Mississippi 

University for Women 1884-1984 (Jackson, MS: University Press of Mississippi, 1984), 183. 
4 The magnolia and top hat are symbols of their clubs. 
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project relied on accurate counting of every individual in the social clubs from 1966-1990 and 

the correct determination of their racial category, either “white,” “black,” or “other.” 

There are several problems with the methodology of this project. It is difficult to be 

certain exactly when a particular social club integrated because the photos do not include the 

members who were absent on picture day.5 Another problem encountered was in identifying 

“white” and “black” students. As Edward Telles and René Flores explain, race is “ambiguous or 

flexible.”6 When they say this, they are discussing how an individual can move between the 

racial categories because of how light or dark he or she is. This study discusses the varying 

categories that range from “white” to “black.”7 In distinguishing between the races in the 

yearbooks, a chart was created to keep tally of each of the individuals in each social club as 

either “White,” “Black,” or “Other.” The category of “Other” was a way to count the individuals 

who appeared to be neither “Black” nor “White.” These helped in identifying how many 

individuals could be identified in each category each year and also as a way of tracking 

integration through the years. In some cases, heavy shadows make “white” students appear dark. 

When in doubt, I attempted to compare the group photos to the following year to see if the same 

student appeared. When possible, I used the two photos to better determine the category for the 

student.8 In order to better understand the integration of the social clubs, it also was necessary to 

record how many black individuals were in the senior class, so that comparison could be made to 

                                                 
5 The yearbooks list the first initial and last name of the individuals not pictured, but this does not help if the 

individual was absent when her picture was taken for the class photo as well. It is also unknown if MSCW had a 

particular day set aside in the semester or academic year to take yearbook photos. 
6 Edward Telles and René Flores. 2013. "Not Just Color: Whiteness, Nation, and Status in Latin America." Hispanic 

American Historical Review 93, no. 3: 412. Academic Search Premier, EBSCOhost (accessed November 18, 2014) 
7 Ibid. 
8 The three times that I was unable to render a determination based on the photos provided I had to make an 

educated decision using facial features. The reason for this was due to the individual in question not being present in 

any of the later photographs.  

Fant Library, Mississippi University for Women, Columbus, Mississippi  

Meh Lady yearbooks, 1977. 
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the overall student body and social club integration. Despite difficulty, the faces were 

distinguishable and the process was orderly.9 

A two year social club is vastly different from a four year. A two year social club consists 

of a specified number of girls, also known as a line. Each of the two year social clubs have a 

different number of girls that they have on their line. The Jesters consist of twelve girls, the 

Maskers consist of eleven girls, and the BlackList has a total of thirteen spots to fill. When 

Revelers was originally founded it was a two year social club. It had a total of fourteen spots to 

fill each year. The two year social clubs are for the individual’s junior and senior years on 

campus. Unlike the four year social clubs, the two year social clubs do not have a rush that girls 

go through. The current line of girls in each club is constantly looking to see who would be a 

successful fit into their organization. If they like a girl, then there is a unanimous vote to give her 

a call. If she says yes then she may become a pledge. Another difference between two year and 

four year social clubs is the pledging process. A two year has a yearlong pledging process 

whereas the four years do not. This means that one of the two years that an individual is a part of 

the social club is spent pledging. 

The last type of social club is a three year social club. The only three year social club that 

was on campus during this time was the Hottentots. Not much is known about this type of social 

club. This is primarily because at one point in the yearbooks it is referred to as a three year social 

club and at another point it is referred to as an honorary organization. The Hottentots’ group 

photograph was listed with the social clubs until it disappeared, even though it was described as 

an honorary organization. Another indicator that Hottentots may have been a social club is how 

                                                 
9 In the 1977 Meh Lady, the first black face to appear posed a problem. Due to the shade of her skin and the lighting, 

it was difficult to be certain if she was indeed black. Since she was not in any later photographs, it is difficult to be 

certain of her race. 
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the yearbooks refer to the women chosen as “pledges.”10 “Pledge” is a term used to describe an 

individual who strives to join a social club. Membership into the Hottentots was determined at 

least partly by grades. An individual’s GPA did not have to be as high as it did for Mortar Board, 

but it did have to be a high GPA. Most of the time members would be accepted in their junior 

year but sometimes, if the grades were really good, the individual might be initiated during their 

sophomore year. Individuals from both a two year and a four year were allowed to participate in 

this organization.  

In 2014, there were eleven social clubs active on campus. There were eighteen social 

clubs between1969-1971. Between  1971-1978, there were seventeen social clubs on campus. 

The clubs that cease to be active are known as “dead clubs.” A dead club is a club that was 

unable to keep active membership high enough to stay “alive.” The number of actives required 

for each club is different and a club can die for several reasons. One of the most common reasons 

is if the club was unable to pick up enough pledges and maintain them during the designated 

pledging season.11 Another reason for a club to die out would be if the clubs got into some 

trouble due to hazing in pledging.12 If the club was to face this kind of difficulty, then the 

members would be given a warning and if there was another incident then their charter would be 

revoked. Some of the clubs disappeared for a year or two in the Meh Lady’s but then reappeared 

after a couple of years. 

MSCW desegregated in 1966 but integration was a slow process. Civil rights activist 

James Farmer’s description of the difference between desegregation and integration is that 

                                                 
10 Fant Library, Mississippi University for Women, Columbus, Mississippi  

Meh Lady yearbooks,1983. 
11 Dorothy C. Schaeffer. 1962. “Freshmen Women’s Opinions of Sororities at Central Michigan University.” 

SPATE: Journal of Student Personnel Association for Teacher Education 1, no. 2: 10-12. Accessed November18, 

2014. available online at: http://dx.doi.org//o.1002/j.2164-6171.1962.tb00182.x 
12 Ibid. 
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desegregation is when someone of another race is allowed to participate and live with those of 

another race but is not necessarily accepted, and integration is when they are so fully accepted 

that there does not appear to be any difference except that of skin color.13 MSCW did not begin 

to truly integrate until 1970, when there were four black women in the senior class.14 From this 

point on, integration was a slow process with ups and downs. In 1977, MSCW had forty-five 

black students, in the senior class, but in 1978 that total had dropped down to twenty-nine black 

students. This happens again in 1981 and 1982. In 1981, MSCW had forty-four black students, in 

the senior class, but in 1982 the total had dropped down to thirty-six. Another time that this 

occurs is in the 1985 Meh Lady, which shows thirty-five black students while in the 1986 Meh 

Lady there are only thirty-two black students.15 The numbers continue to go up and down even 

after the years previously discussed. Another interesting aspect is that the population of 

international students appears to have the same instability as the population of black students. In 

1975, the first international students to be identified as such began to appear. Instead of starting 

out with as small numbers as the black students, they emerge with thirteen students. Unlike the 

black students, the population of international students starts to steadily decrease until they reach 

a population of one individual in 1984. The numbers for black students and international students 

do not steadily increase but go up and down, with overall low numbers, throughout the 1980s.  

Racial integration in the social clubs did not begin until 1975. The Hottentots were the 

first social club to integrate. In 1976, the Hottentot social club disappeared then reappeared in 

1977. The following year the Hottentots disappeared again and did not reappear until 1980. 

                                                 
13 James Farmer also believes that desegregation is more detrimental than segregation because it makes an 

individual feel even more inferior because of all of the hostility that is around an individual’s participation where he 

or she is not freely invited. James Farmer, Freedom-When? (New York: Random House, 1965), 113. 
14 Fant Library, Mississippi University for Women, Columbus, Mississippi  

Meh Lady yearbooks, 1970. 
15 Fant Library, Mississippi University for Women, Columbus, Mississippi  

Meh Lady yearbooks, 1986. 
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When the Hottentots reappeared they had a total of twenty-five members. Four of these members 

were black. This begs the question of why did the Hottentots disappear in 1976? Could the 

Hottentots have died out for a little while and the Hottentots that remerged be a group that was 

started by a completely different group of girls? Could the answer to these questions have 

anything to do with the Hottentots being the first social club to desegregate? 

The year following the desegregation of the Hottentots, the Las Amigas appeared for the 

first time. The Las Amigas social club was the first all-black social club on campus. When the 

Las Amigas appeared, they had a total of nine members. Similar to the number of black students 

in the graduating class, the Las Amigas membership fluctuates. In 1977, the Las Amigas had 

eleven members but this number drops back down to nine members in 1978. From 1979 to 1980 

the Las Amigas went from having ten members to having eleven members. Unfortunately in 

1981 the Las Amigas dropped again but this time down to only six members. There appears to be 

no correlation between the Las Amigas membership and that of the black students in the senior 

class at MSCW. When the club has a low membership the college appears to have a high 

enrollment and vice versa. This is determined because when the Las Amigas membership 

dropped to six members in 1981, MSCW had went from having thirty-nine black seniors in 1980 

to having forty-four black seniors in 1981. In 1978 and 1979, both MSCW and the Las Amigas 

had a growth in the number of black students present. In 1978, the Las Amigas had nine black 

students while the senior class consisted of twenty-nine black students. In 1979, the Las Amigas 

had grown to include ten members while the college now had thirty black students in the senior 

class. This shows that the Las Amigas membership was not very stable and was not entirely 

dependent on the amount of black students who attended the college. 
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In 1977, the Mam’selle social club was the second to desegregate and  the first four year 

social club to desegregate. It is interesting that the year after desegregation, in 1978, the black 

member does not reappear in the yearbook. Did she drop or go inactive? Was she absent for the 

picture? The yearbook cannot answer these questions, but one thing that is known is that the 

Mam’selle social club included another black woman in 1979. Again, her face disappears in 

photos from the following years. The experience of the Mam’selles suggests that while some 

clubs desegregated, they were not always willing or able to maintain a black member. After this 

incident it will be several years until the Mam’selle social club has any black faces appear in any 

photographs.16 

The D’Belles was the second four year social club to integrate and they did this in 1979. 

Unlike the Mam’selle social club, the D’Belles social club appears to keep their black member 

until 1981. After the 1980 photograph the D’Belles’ photographs do not show any evidence of 

having had a black member. The last year that the D’Belles had a black member in a photograph, 

1980, is the year that the Rosette social club integrated with two black women. After this 

photograph the Rosette social club does not show any evidence of any further integration. Racial 

integration of the social clubs appears in the 1970s, but was an extremely slow process that did 

not show any signs of picking up the pace over the course of the decade. 

The Revelers do not include a black woman until 1984, making them the fifth four year 

social club to desegregate with a black individual. Similar to the Mam’selle social club, the 

Revelers also lost their black member the following year. Even though the Reveler social club 

may have been the fifth club to have a black member it was the first to have an international 

                                                 
16 The Mam’selles does not show any further signs of integration between the years 1980 and 1990.  
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student in 1979.17 This member continued to appear in the group photos until 1981. This is when 

her membership in the club would normally have ended because of graduation. Unlike the black 

students, the international members appear to remain in the club for the duration of their time at 

MSCW. In 1984, the D’Belle social club is the second to accept an international student in their 

ranks. She remains with the club until 1986. No other international individuals appear in any 

pictures. This could be because there were no international students in the senior class at MSCW 

from 1986-1990. In 1986, the D’Belle social club has another black face appear among the 

current actives. This begs the question of why the clubs could not retain their black members 

even as they retained their international members. Is there something else going on that is 

preventing these women from staying in the club for their full duration at the MSCW? Is the 

reason that these girls are leaving the clubs possibly because they have had to leave the school? 

One cannot accurately say that the social clubs integrated within the first twenty-four 

years of desegregation. To say that they integrated would imply that they had several black 

members in each club or that they at least maintained  one black member each year. Sadly, this 

was not the case with most of the social clubs. The Mam’selles, Hottentots, Revelers, D’Belles, 

and Rosettes were the only social clubs to desegregate. Out of these social clubs, the Hottentots 

were the closest to being integrated because the Hottentots had more than one black member 

each year after they desegregated (except in 1977) until they disappeared in 1983.18 They 

represent the most racially integrated club on campus during the 1970s and 1980s and they also 

disappeared as a club during this time. Whether those two things are linked remains unclear. 

In 1984, MSCW experienced a new kind of integration as men joined the university. In 

1984, five men appear in the graduating class and not all of these men were white. In 1986, four 

                                                 
17 The international student does not appear in the pledge class photo the previous year but appears in the active 

group the next. 
18 The Hottentot social club did not reappear between the years 1983-1990. 
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of the nine men in the senior class were black. In 1987, three of the five men in the senior class 

were black. Again in 1988, three of the seven men in the senior class were black. It appears that 

almost half of the men, in the senior class, were black while the other half were white. Also 

during this time the enrollment in the graduating class appears to drop. From 1966 to 1982, the 

senior class included over two-hundred students with photos each year. After 1982, the senior 

photos began to steadily decrease. When the first men appear in the graduating class, the senior 

photos dropped to one-hundred and seventy-two individuals. They continued to drop until 

reaching one-hundred and thirty-two individuals in 1988. The yearbook cannot tell us why senior 

class photos dropped; only show us that they did. 

The first fraternity appeared on the campus in 1986---the same year men appeared in the 

senior, graduating class. Out of twenty-six men that are in this fraternity, one of them was black. 

If the Delta Sigma Omega fraternity had remained on campus for more than the two years 

perhaps more black faces would have appeared. The Delta Sigma Omega fraternity began to 

integrate faster than the social clubs, but this also could be because by 1987 half of the number 

of men on campus were black. With more black students that were on campus there were more 

chances that they would have been involved in some of the organizations on campus. This may 

explain why the social clubs were having such a difficult time integrating. Even though there 

were black women attending the college, it was still an unsteady amount. Over the course of 

1970-1990, the numbers never seem to rise above fifty in the senior class. This may partly 

explain why the research that has dated all the way up to 1990 has not really revealed any of the 

social clubs truly integrating, which would mean having black women in their membership in the 

club. To better understand when the social clubs began to truly integrate and how this occurred, 

research is needed all the way into the 2000s. 
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By 1986, the number of social clubs dropped to the eleven social clubs that still exist 

today. The last of the dead clubs to disappear was the Lancers. The last time that they appeared 

in the yearbooks was 1985 and they had only 4 members. As the years continued the other social 

clubs also showed signs of disappearing. They had slightly less pledges each year until they 

eventually had only a few actives. To an extent, this decline has been evident in the clubs that are 

still extant. For example the Rogue social club went from having fifteen members in 1982 to 

having nine in 1984. As some of the social clubs have found ways to distinguish between the 

pledges and actives in group photos, it is evident that the Rogue social club was not attracting 

many women to their club. In 1986, the Rogue social club actually had more pledges than they 

did active members. This happened again in 1987, when the Rogue social club had seven pledges 

and only two active members. The Rogues were not the only social club to show signs of distress 

during these years. The Troubadours also had difficulty getting enough members to stay alive. 

 This begs the question of why was membership in these clubs barely staying above the 

amount that is needed. Could this have anything to do with the steady decrease in the enrollment 

that is documented in the graduating class? The decrease in students may be the number one 

reason that the social clubs were having a difficult time maintaining and obtaining members. If 

there were not that many students on campus, there would not be that many who can participate 

in social organizations on campus. Also another factor may be that the individuals who attended 

the school during this time may have been more focused on their studies. A number of the 

individuals in the graduating classes of the 1980s were not in their early twenties; they were 

older, what we now call “non-traditional” students. These women may have been more focused 

on getting a degree than they were pledging social clubs and doing all the jobs that a social club 

entails. Another reason they may not have wanted to participate in these social clubs is because 
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they had responsibilities at home or employment that needed to be taken care of. With so few 

individuals interested in joining a social club, could this have had an impact of the black 

students’ decision not to join? These are several possibilities as to why these social clubs may 

have experienced lean years in the late twentieth century. Again, the yearbooks do not provide 

the kind of information to answer these questions, but oral interviews might.  

The Meh Ladies reveal that integration of the social clubs was a slow process that took 

years, or even decades, to accomplish at MSCW. The yearbooks provide a small glimpse into the 

social life of campus and the process of racial integration. To find the answers to the questions 

this research raises, more sources need to be collected and consulted. What is known is that the 

social clubs failed to be integrated for a little over two decades. 

Really strong essay, Sarah, that provides good analysis and makes hard data into a 

compelling read—which is no small feat.  You should be really proud of this work.  You’re still 

figuring out proper citation, but at least it is clear where your information comes from. 
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