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Charts of Students 

The Mississippi State College for Women (MSCW) desegregated in 1966. The details of 

what happened during this time are mostly unknown. What is known is that three black freshmen 

women came to the MSCW campus in the fall of 1966. Extensive searches through the 

documents in the MUW archives and special collections provide small glimpses of what was 

taking place when these events were unfolding. Interestingly enough, some of these documents 

raise more questions than they can supply answers for. A series of charts were being sent to Dr. 

Hogarth. These documents are not specifically labeled as to who they are from but they do 

contain the signature H. J. West. What makes these charts so interesting is that they are a running 

list of all of the black women who have either applied for admission to MSCW or have recently 

enrolled in classes. The information in these charts appears to be the college’s way of keeping 

track of who was interested in the college and how efficient they were in getting enrolled in 

classes.
1
 The purpose of these documents is unknown but they provide some insight into the 

mindsets of the administration during this moment of MSCW’s history. The documents could 

have been the college administration’s way of tracking the progress that the college was making 

during desegregation and its way of ensuring that the process was orderly.  

                                                 
1
 This is known because these charts contain information about not only these women’s ACT scores and high school 

information but also information about whether or not they have an acceptable background and what information 

was sent to them. Report To: Dr. Hogarth From: H.J. West. September 14, 1966. “Untitled file.” Box 265, Hogarth 

Collection, MUW Archives. Mississippi University for Women. Columbus, Mississippi. 
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These documents appear to have been requested by Dr. Hogarth, which can be inferred 

because of the notes that have either been attached to or written on the various reports.
2
 The 

notes clarify that the reports were requested, but do not answer the question as to why these 

reports were being created. What is known about these reports is that they were sent to Dr. 

Hogarth on a daily basis. These reports date from as early as Sept 15, 1966 to as late as May 10, 

1968. It is unknown whether or not these reports were kept past this date but this is the last report 

in the file.
3
  

The reports could have been created as an attempt to keep black women from attending 

the college by the way that they tracked these women so steadily. Some of these women were not 

admitted into the college because they appeared to have come from an “unstable” background. In 

some of the reports it noted that this was determined by the local law enforcement in the 

woman’s home town.
4
 Why was it that the background of these women was so important? At 

this time, there is not any documentation that has been found to prove that the administration was 

investigating the white students in a similar matter.   Could this have been the MSCW’s way of 

distinguishing between what type of women that they wanted to come to the campus as a way of 

continuing to promote a safe environment and control the process of integration on campus? 

Again these are questions that these reports do not provide enough information to answer. This 

was not the only thing that was preventing these women from attending the college and it was 

not the only thing that these reports kept track of. Others were not admitted because they did not 

                                                 
2
 A note from Dr. Freeman was attached to the June 28, 1966 charts that read “Attached is the status of all the 

students for which you requested a report.” 
3
 Report To: Dr. Hogarth From: H.J. West. May 10, 1968. “Registration 1967-1968.” Box 265, Hogarth Collection, 

MUW Archives. Mississippi University for Women. Columbus, Mississippi. 
4
 Jacqueline Smith had a note by her name that explained that an application and catalog were not sent to her due to 

“questionable background.” Report To: Dr. Hogarth From: H.J. West. May 30, 1967. “Registration 1967-1968.” 

Box 265, Hogarth Collection, MUW Archives. Mississippi University for Women. Columbus, Mississippi. 
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have the minimum grades to be admitted into the university.
5
 Since the reports document not 

only that these women had applied to MSCW or requested information about the college, but 

also that the college had sent the information in a timely manner, this can be an indicator that it 

may have been a way for the college to keep track of the progress that it was making in 

integrating. This shows that the college was no longer shunning these individuals’ requests for 

information, as they had been doing in the previous years.
6
 Even if this was the case, this does 

not explain why these reports were being sent to Dr. Hogarth on a daily basis. What could have 

changed in these reports in the duration of a day? 

As these reports were being kept, the format of them began to change. When they were 

originally created, they were only on one sheet of paper. As more students began to enroll and 

apply for admission, these reports began to expand. This was primarily because these reports 

continued to document the individuals who were already enrolled in MSCW. If the individual 

was enrolled, there would not be as much information on her as there would be if she was trying 

to enroll.
7
 Eventually these reports got to the point to where they were printed on long paper and 

they may be two or more pages long. This did not prevent them from continuing to be created 

daily for Dr. Hogarth.  

On March 2, 1968 there was a note attached to one of the reports that discussed 

something new. This short note addressed the fact that one of the students that was included in 

the reports had applied to live in the dormitory.
8
 After this there was an asterisk next to a 

student’s name, if she had applied to live in the dormitories. On April 1, 1968 there was a hand 

                                                 
5
 This would be indicated by a short note or a number under the columns labeled ACT. 

6
 It is noted in several of these reports that applications were sent to a high school counselor that had been ignored in 

the years leading up to desegregation. This is known because of the cards that the counselor would send to the 

school were placed in the files labeled “Letters from Prospective Student (Considered wise not to answer).” 
7
 There would simply be a line that would read registered and the date since she had been registered at the MSCW.  

8
 The note was addressed to Dr. Freeman from Louise Terry. It explained that “This is the only additional so far who 

has applied for the dormitory in the undergraduate school.” 
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written note on the report that simply read “process this in the usual manner.”
9
 It is unknown 

what the usual manner was, but it is certain that this was pertaining to the individuals who had 

applied to live in the dormitories. In this report, it is noted that Erie J. Cousin and Marion 

Dilworth were the first black women to have the opportunity to live in a dormitory. By May 10, 

1968, this total had expanded up to four individuals. These individuals were Erie J. Cousin, 

Arelya J. Mitchell, Marion Dilworth, and Shirley Bishop.
10

 It is unknown what happened after 

this time because this was the last report that is available in the admissions files. 

The true purpose of these reports remains unclear, but what is known is that these reports 

track any black woman who was interested in attending MSCW for nearly three years. What can 

be inferred is that Dr. Hogarth and the administration must have found these reports to be 

important in some way for them to take the time to document this information daily for nearly 

three years. They may have been seeing something that is now impossible for today’s 

generations to grasp the true meanings of. The documents were used to identify, not only who 

was interested in the college, but why they may or may not have been accepted. It is also able to 

provide a small glimpse into who the first black women to live on campus may have been. Even 

though the true purpose of these documents may be lost and they may pose more questions than 

they answer, they are still of value in understanding the history of desegregation at MSCW. 

                                                 
9
 Report To: Dr. Hogarth From: H.J. West .April 1, 1968. “Registration 1967-1968.” Box 265, Hogarth Collection, 

MUW Archives. Mississippi University for Women. Columbus, Mississippi. 
10

 Report To: Dr. Hogarth From: H.J. West .May 10, 1968. “Registration 1967-1968.” Box 265, Hogarth Collection, 

MUW Archives. Mississippi University for Women. Columbus, Mississippi. 
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