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It is a long-held belief that first student organized sit-in civil-rights demonstration in the
United States was held at a Woolworth’s lunch-counter in downtown Greensboro, North Carolina,
on February 1%, 1960." One need only type “sit-in” into an online search engine to uncover loads of
pictures of four North Carolina Agricultural and Technical College students sitting at the
Woolworth lunch-counter, that February day. The names of the four students, typically printed
below the pictures, are; Ezell A. Blair Jr. (now known as Jibreel Khazan), David Richmond, Joseph
McNeil, and Franklin McCain. Tt was believed that those students were the fist to find injustice
with the racial policies that so many restaurants enforced against African-Americans; that they were
the first to voice there frustrations against the proposition that laws and Constitutional rights
protected such business owners.”

The North Carolina students’ journey began on the night of January 31%, 1960, While in
one of the dormitories the four students planned the sit-in for the following day at the Woolworths
in downtown Greensboro. The four received a lot of national press coverage and instantly became
famous. (On-line Citation) Shortly following the news reports, college and high school students
began 6rganizing sit-ins throughout the country. That day is engraved in the country’s history and
the lunch counter the students sat down in front of is now displayed at the Smithsonian Institution,

as a reminder of the sit-in civil rights movement. In addition, according to North Carolina

; Several websites, print-outs provided under Exhibits

Id.
3 Meier, August, “A White Scholar and the Black Community 1945-1965 New Currents in the Civil Rights Movement”
p. 167



Agricultural and Technical College’s website, a statute of the four gentlemen was erected on its
campus in remembrance of their contribution to the civil right movement.

As we know, news is not always correct, there are at times honest mistake, many times
because of lack of knowledge or evidence to counter what 1s believed. The headlines attached to the
pictures of those four famous sit-in protests at Woolworth’s in North Carolina are a prime example
of such an error. Today there is more knowledge and the evidence shows, there was a prior student-
organized sit-in, which occurred in Baltimore, Maryland, in 1953.* That sit-in, and those that
closely proceeded, was referred to as a sit-down,®

Before there were student-organized sit-ins there were student-organized sit-downs, and the
students involved were Morgan State College students. According to pass Morgan students, Walter
Dean and Dough Sands, the first of these sit-downs occurred at the Northwood branch of Read’s
Drugstores near the college campus. It was located at the comer of Loch Raven Boulevard and
Cold Spring Lane.® Students started the protests in of 1953, with assistance from the Baltimore
chapter of the Congress of Racial Equality (CORE).” CORE was a national organization and was
8

the first organization known to organize a sit-in for the desegregation of public accommodations.

That sit-in was in 1942 at a Jack Sprats in Oklahoma. In 1953 through 1954, Morgan students

% Reverend Douglas Sand’s stated this information at his March 28", 2007 interview (March, 2007 interview), at the
University of Maryland School of Law. Reverend Sands was a freshman at Morgan State College at that time. He was
very active with the protests for integration at Read’s, as well as the protests that were later held at Northwood.

* Stated by Professor Walter Dean in his March 22™, 2007 interview (March, 2007 interview) at the Baltimore
Community Coltege. Professor Dean was the Editor or Morgan’s Newspaper at the time the Northwood protests started.
This was also taken from Reverend Sand’s March , 2007 interview

¢ Although neither Enoch Pratt nor the Maryland State Archive has a record of the exact location, students at the time,
including Walter Dean and Dough Sand’s attest to the Read’s being located at this corner.

7 Gass, T. Anthony, “The Baltimore NAACP during the Civil Rights Movement, 1958-1963.” Masters Thesis, Morgan
University, 2001.

® Gass Thesis and CORE website, www.core-online.org
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continually protested in at the Read’s Drugstores close to the campus.” Adult CORE members
began by focusing on the downtown Baltimore area.

Read’s Drugstore was a locally owned chain at the time the protests began, and had
locations throughout the state. '* According to Wikipedia, http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rite_Aid,
and the chain remained in Maryland until it was bought-out by Rite Aid Pharmacy, in the late
1970s/ early 1980s. Rite Aid’s acquisition is also noted in, Lake Shore Investors v. Rite Aid
Corporation, 55 Md.App. 171, 461 A.2d 727 (Md. App., 1983); and 67 Md.App. 743, 509 A.2d
728 (Md. App., 1985). Typically, drugstores had lunch counters were customers could sit down at
the stools stretched along a long counter. Customers would order and eat meals at the counter and
Read’s Drugstore was no exception. However, as stated by Reverend Sands, like so many other
lunch counters at this time, Read’s Drugstore refused to serve Black customers seated at their
counter. Indeed, it was not unusual for a sign to be placed on the table stating that Read’s held the
right to serve whomever they chose, or a sign that more directly stated that the Read’s Drugstore did
not serve Negroes.

On the other hand, there were some Read’s Drugstores that would serve Blacks, though they
did not necessarily do so openly.'" Walter Dean, a former editor of Morgan State College’s
newspaper and a known sit-in protestor recalls being served at a Read’s located on Edmonson Ave.,
in the early 1950s, Similar to other stores with lunch counters, Read’s would serve Black customers
in Black neighborhoods, though they did not necessarily do so openly.

Why Morgan students and why Read’s?
The answer lies in the time-period, the activists in Morgan State College students and

Morgan’s location. The 1950s was a time filled with much discrimination and segregation;

? Palumbos, Robert M. “Student Involvement in Baltimore Civil Rights Movement, 1953-1963, p. 450 and 454
' Baltimore 1956 City Directory, copy at Maryland State Archives and (site with pictures of the various Read’s)

"' Dean March, 2007 interview
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Maryland was not an exception. In Plessey v. Ferguson, 163 U.S. 537 (5.Ct. 1896), the Supreme
Court ruled that segregation between the races was legal, as long as the separation was equal. As
Plessey acknowledged, many Jim Crow laws enabled the legality of separate accommodations for
African-Americans and Caucasians. Jd.

Furthermore, the Morgan students were accustomed to advocating for change. On
Wednesday, March 26, 1947, 600 Morgan students marched at Annapolis and pleaded the Govemor
lane to grant the educational funds Morgan State College so desperately needed.'” Morgan students
demanded equality; after all, the per capita amount spent on Morgan students was $370 less than
what was spend on students in other State institutions."> Before Morgan students fought for equality
with regards to public establishments, such a lunch counters, Morgan students fought for equality in
their publicly-funded education.

Also, in December, 1947, 32 Morgan students and two faculty members joined the NAACP
pickets in a mass dernoﬁstration at Ford’s theatre."* Later, 40 students and professors pledged to
devote one hour one night a week to the picket line against the segregated seating policy of the
theatre."” In the early demonstrations leading up to the late 1950s, it does not appear that the
students’ ultimate goal was to change or bring about State laws. The main focus at that time was to
end the segregation policies that so many public facilities upheld.

Some even believed that the sit-ins were a more effective way of fighting, compared to
fighting for legislative change. Ralph McGill, a man who advocated for the deliberate processes of
law to effect an equalitarian society was even quoted as saying, “The sit-ins were, without question,

productive of the most changes....No argument in a court of law could have dramatized the

12 Afro-American, March 29, 1947, “600 Morgan Students March on Capito! to demand Needed Funds for Education.”

13
Id.
' December 20, 1947 Afro-American, “32 From Morgan College Join Theatre Picket Line.”
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Immorality and irrationality of such a custom as did the sit-ins.. .. The sit-ins reached far out into the
back coum';ry.”16 After several years of protesting, history reveals that the focus changed to bringing
about change through laws, such as the public accommodations act proposals and final enrolled law
in 19647, as well as the arguments presented in later cases, such as Bell v. Maryland, 378 U.S. 226
(S.Ct. 1964).

Essentially, African-Americans were not allowed to eat at Caucasian-owned lunch counters.
Although at times, there were allowed to purchase food in the designated “Colored” or “Negro™
line, this did not mean they would be served when seated.”® Morgan State College students
encumbered various types of discrimination, including being deprived from entering and being
served inside public facilities with lunch counters, in part because of the location of their school."”
Morgan State College, later renamed Morgan University, was located at the corner of Cold Spring
Lane and Hillen Road, surrounded by a predominately Caucasian middle-class neighborhood.”®

Morgan students were transported to the college via a public bus that traveled north on Loch
Raven Blvd. to Cold Spring Lane.”' The students would vacate the bus at this intersection andl then
walk approximately 3 blocks to enter Morgan State’s campus. As may be imagined, it was a most
uncomfortable travel along Cold Spring Lane, between Caucasian-owned houses. .The community
was neither pleased with the location of the college, nor the fact that groups of Blacks were

constantly walking past their properliy.22 Through their hostility, the home-owners made it clear that

16 Zinn, Howard, “SNCC Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, The New Abolitionist.” Pages 27-28.

'7 The open accommodations law of 1964 was passed just prior to the 1964 Civil Rights Act, Maryland Online
Encyclopedia, “Segregation in Public Accomodations in Maryland”
http://www.mdoe.org/segregationpublicace. htrnl# htmi |, also view Exhibits relating to the Maryland Commission on
Interracial Problems and Relations as well as Legislative documents

" Dean March, 2007 interview

' As stated by Reverend Sands and Professor Dean

% Sands March, 2005 and March 2007 interviews and Dean March 2007 interview

2! Sands March, 2005 interview (Conducted by Professor Larry Gibson of the University of Maryland School of Law-
unfortunately, those tapes are no longer in existence, as of April, 2007) and Dean 2007 interview

% Dean and Sands March, 2007 interviews
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they wanted the Black students to walk as far away from their property as possible. They would not
even tolerate the students treading on the sidewalks adjacent to their property.”® In time, students
would eventually resort to walking along an aliey way, just to avoid the residents.**
Read’s and Kresge’s

Prior to attending classes and upon the completion of the school day, the only off-campus
¢ating establishment available to the students was the Read’s D1‘11gstore.25 However, the
management stated that it would not serve Negroes, and soon the management placed signs on the
tables stating the same,”® Legally, business owners, even those opened to the public had more
freedom at that time, especially since there Constitutional rights of prospective customers, such as
those of the African- American students, were not being openly debated in the General Assembly or
in the Courts, yet. Due to the situation, the students organized and began to protest Read’s service
policy in 1953.% Morgan students first started picketing in front of the Drugstores, but not too long
after, they began to stage actual sit-ins, which they called sit-downs. CORE’s original sit-ins were
called sit-downs”® and the CORE Morgan students adopted that name.

While the Morgan students tried to bring change around their area in 1953, the CORE adult
members were targeting the lunch counters in downtown Baltimore.”® The first store to publicly
change their policy was Kresge’s.”® The change occurred after the CORE members wrote a letter of

protest, which reached the national management office in Detroit.”' The management’s response

23 I d
** Dean March, 2007 interview
z Sands March, 2005 and March, 2007 interview
Id
%7 1d and Gass 2001 thesis, 47.
B Meier, August and Rudwick, Elliot, “CORE a study in the Civil Rights Movement.”
2 Gass, 2001 thesis, p. 48; and “Enterprising Emporiums The Jewish Department Stores of Downtown Baltimore” by
the Jewish Museum, p. 18.
30 Gass 2001 thesis, p. 48.
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was that Kresge’s would serve them, and when CORE returned, they were indeed served.”> This
made Kresge’s the first integrated lunch counter in Baltimore.>> After this victory, CORE used the
Kresge’s letter to persuade other downtown eating establishments to integrate.>® Stores such a
Woolworth, Grant’s and McCroy’s soon integrated, although, the latter two were a bit more
resistant and were subjected 1o sit-in protests by the adult CORE members.*

Throughout the protests, the Morgan students followed the CORE philosophy of non-violent
protests for equality.” '5_ Upon its formation in 1942, CORE members adopted the Gandhian non-
violent approach faithfully. The members studied and debated Gandhi’s philosophy and method
and concluded that it was the best method to exercise in their struggle against racism.”” CORE
believed in, “... the importance of behaving without malice and in a ‘spirit of good will and creative
reconciliation’ submitting to assault without retaliating. ...” Meier, August and Rudwick, Elliott, p.
8. The Morgan students followed suit and some, including Reverend Douglas Sands and Professor
Walter Dean, noted that harassment was okay, but violence was not. However, as will later be
discussed, the Baltimore NAACP did not initially condone or support the student’s hérassment
towards businesses that upheld racist policies. **

In May of 1954, CORE claimed partial victory in the downtown area, specifically with the
Grant’s store, and it is at that time the CORE adults joined the Morgan students in their campaign

against Read’s Drugstores.” Students held weekly sit-ins at the Northwood branch of Read’s,

usually with thirty or mores students present. CORE adults remained in constant communication

214,
$1d,
#*1d
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id. }
* CORE’s website, www.core-online.org, Gass 2001 thesis and news headlines from 1955 through 1960

* Meier, August and Rudwick, Elliott, “CORE A Study in the Civil Rights Movement.” P. 12
8 Sand’s March 2005 and March 2007 interviews; Dean’s March 2007 interview
% Gass 2001 thesis, p. 48
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with Read’s management.*’ In January 1955, Read’s formally announced that the stores would end
its desegregation policy and begin to serve Blacks. The January 22, 1955 edition of the Baltimore
Afro-American announced the Read’s victory in an article submitted by Ben Everinghim, Vice
Chairman of the Baltimore CORE."

Morgan students were elated with their Read’s Drug Store victory and their fight continued.
However, Morgan students never waited for a victorious outcome before moving on to the next
location. They knew the policies were uhjust and would have to be abolished at some point;
therefore, the focus was not to stay at one location until justice was served.** By the time this
posting appeared in the Baltimore Afro-American, the students were assessing the next eating
establishment to tzfu'gct.43

Sit-in Protests Moves to Northwood Shopping Center

The Northwood Shopping Center was, and still is, located on Cold Spring Lane between
Morgan State and Loch Raven Blvd. In 1955 it included a theater, department stores such as Hecht-
May Company, Price Candy Company’s Roof Top Restaurant and Arundel’s Ice Cream Company-
a popular ice cream chain.** The student movement increased in number® and when students
started protesting Northwood, they could not be ignored. Serious consequences matriculated due to
increased student involvement and changes would soon be occurring, not only with regards to

Northwood, but to the student movement itself.

“1d.

I Copy of article in Appendix

*2 Dean and Sands March 2007 interviews

43 Sands March 2007 interview

* The various newspapers clipping in the attached exhibits list the various places the students were targeting in the
1950s.

“ Dean March 2007 interview



Morgan students were also dedicated to the fight, because the places they were protesting
were the only recreational places close enough to them.*® One Morgan freshman, Miss Joyce
Mitchell, stated, “One reason the campus students want these places opened to them is because
they’re the only pace in the neighborhood for any sort of recreation.”’ The students would have to
drive to establishments that were likely to serve African-Americans, and many students did not have
cars.®® In addition, even those who did have cars would have to undergo such hostility from the
community members when driving through the area.” Some would even through bottles at the
students’ cars.>®

Initially, the students involved in the protests worked through the Social Action Committee
of the student government, which represented not only the student body, but the Morgan State
College itself. The protests soon placed Morgan State in a compromising position with government
leaders and local businesses. Morgan State received state funds and support from businesses and
hence, pressure from those institutions fell upon Morgan State’s President Martin Jenkins, and he
was forced to take action. As mentioned, Morgan did not receive adequate funding from the state,
but what Morgan did receive, it could not risk loosing.”’ As discussed in the news paper articles
covering Morgan’s March 1947 march, Morgan did not receive adequate funding. >

Morgan’s President openly informed the Social Action Committee that Morgan State did

not support their actions and mandated that the protests and demonstrations seized.” However,

behind the seen, the President truly supported the students and helped out in any way possible. The

48 Dean and Sands March 2007 interviews.

47 «Sit-Down Wins” Baltimore Afro-American, March 21, 1959.
“% Sands March 2007 interview

“ 1,

50
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52 The Baltimore Afro-American, March 29, 1947, “600 Morgan Students March on Capitol”
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students were supplied paper and the use of the copiers and printers so as to facilitate with the
production of protest materials. If Morgan had taken a stand to support the student, the community
could also have complained that since the University was a publicly funded institution, it was as if
the State was also supporting the students’ action. Such an interpretation could have been seen as
the government having too much control over businesses and an abuse of power.

On the other side, the fact that some individuals who influenced the government owned
segregated business, such as the Price family, could have been why some were reluctant to get
involved.”* A.B. Price was a Baltimore City Council member and two of his three sons later owned
the segregated theme park, Gwynn Oak Park, ll\/Iauryland.55 Reverend Sands, who later became
Secretary to the Maryland Commission on Interracial Problems and Relations, acknowledged that
law-makers were influenced by the affluent members of their distﬁct, which included business
owners.

‘When Morgan State decided not openly support the student demonstrations due to the
compromising situation with local government and businesses, the students could no longer work
through the Social Action Committee. In 1955, Reverend Sands, Student Council President-elect
and other student leaders formed the Civic Interest Group (CIG).>® CIG soon became the name
behind many student activists from Morgan State and other colleges, including Goucher College
and the Johns Hopkins Graduate Program.5 T CIG went on to conduct campaigns against segregated
facilities at Northwood every spring from 1955 until 1960. To further alleviate any potential

problems Morgan might encounter with the community, CIG had most, if not all of their meetings

34 n Arthur B. Price, 72, Ex-Council Head, Dies.” The Baltimore Sun, 10 December 1957; Death Notice. The Baltimore

Sun, 12 December 1957,
®1d.
% Gass, 2001 thesis p. 50 and Sands March, 2007 interview

1d.
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at the Morgan State University Christian Center.”® The Center was located on campus; however, it
was privately-owned.>
| The sit-in campaigns involved picketing and sit-ins at Arundel’s and the Roof Top
Restaurant and picketing in front of the Northwood Theater.®® As citizens, the students wanted to
right to go where other citizens were allowed to go and eat where other citizens were allowed to
eat.’! The students protested and demanded integration throughout Northwood. Some Morgan
State Professors were not supportive of the students missing classes to demonstrate, possibly out of
fear of losing their jobs.*> Some professors threatened to fail students for too many unexcused
absences, noting that picketing and demonstrating was not an excused absence.®’ However students
were determined and the protests continued. In fact, the students were so determined and passionate
about the issue that they even picketed through the Easter holiday.*!
Partial Victory at Northwood Shopping Center
On March 17", 1959, a mere five days after the students started their 1959 spring
demonstrations at Northwood; they were victorious with desegregating Arundel’s Ice Cream.*® The
supervisor of the Aﬁmdel’s Ice Cream, George F. Kerchner, announced that Arundel’s would serve
Black customers.*® Mr. Kerchner noted that they must be paying customers to be seated and served
and thus the students could not just “...take up the space that a buying customer could be using.”®’

The victory made headlines across the state and was featured in both the March 19™ issue of the

*® Sands March, 2007 interview
% Id and Morgan University website
% As depicted in newspaper clippings of that time period and Sands and Dean March, 2007 interviews
¢! Dean March, 2007 interview
62
id.
%14,
® “Eagter no holiday on picket line” Baltimore Afro-American, March 28, 1959.
& “Integration Movement Sets Northwood Goal” News-Post, March 19, 1959; “Sit-Down Wins” Baltimore Afro-
American, March 21, 1959,
66 I d
87 «Sit-Down Wins” Baltimore Afro-American, March 21, 1959
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News-Post and the March 21 issue of the Baltimore Afro-American. In deed, it only took the 5
day of protests that spring for Arundel’s to end its racist policy.®

The Afro-American article further mentioned the support that was received from Arundel’s
customers. Quoting Afro-American article, “The students received congratulations from several
Caucasian patrons in the paces where they demonstrated for their peaceful protests against what one
of the patrons calted “shameful” exclusion.”® Infleed, there were was a lot of support offered from
Caucasians as well, including Caucasian students from Johns Hopkins graduate program and
Goucher College.”® Some police displayed their disgust for the student’s victory. The March 21%,
1950 Baltimore Afro-American further noted that, “One student said a policeman chastised another
blond youth who bought a soft drink for one of the students.””’’ Nevertheless, the Morgan students
were elated wifh their victory and continued their protests against the Northwood Theater and the
Roof Top Restaurant.

The Greensboro sit-ins in North Caroline became the famous sit-ins that sparked immediate
protests in other cities.”” However, CIG began their yearly demonstrations at Northwood
approximately five years prior to the date of the first Greensboro student organized sit-in, on
February 1%, 1960. CIG was overjoyed to see the attention that the Greensboro students were
receiving and the increase in protests across the nation.”” The Greensboro media attention also gave
CIG ideas about how to proceed and increase its chances of being effective in protesting the

Northwood area.”

¢ Palumbos, p. 463

B g,

™ Sands and Dean March, 2007 interviews

" «Sit-Downs” Baltimore Afro-American, March 21, 1959
72 ( Articles and Gass)

 Dean and Sands March, 2007 interviews

™ Dean March 2007 interview
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Greensboro Hits the Media and CIG Changes it’s Sit-in Procedures

CIG began organizing their anticipated 1960 protests in February 1960, and they knew that
year called for greater measures.” The nation had recently been informed about the North Carolina
students’ actions at the Woolworth lunch counter in downtown Greensboro. CIG was not
disappointed or upset that those students had received such attention for holding the first student-
organized sit-ins, although CIG had been holding such demonstrations for years. Instead, CIG
became more excited about their forthcoming 1960 protests.”®

Prior to March 1960, CIG’s demonstration procedure involved large picket-lines that made
it difficult for potential customers to enter the Roof Top Restaurant, located above Hecht’s Co and
owned by Price Candy Company.”’ The college students also held sit-ins, in which the students
would enter the store, sit in a vacant seat and request to be served; however, the students would
leave upon request.-"8 Typically, an officer would read the trespassing law to each student, and then
asked if the student understood.” After the student acknowledged that he or she did understand, the
student would leave and likely return to the Morgan campﬁs.so

Indeed, sometimes students would retumn in a different outfit and were unrecognizable by
the officers and the management.®' Since the students were not recognized as being there earlier,
the police had to go through the process of reading the law to each student and ask if they
understood. This was very time-consuming for both the officers and the ﬁmagement and according

to Reverend Sands, and the students were pleased with the discomfort they caused.

> Dean March 2007 interview
r:-]
Id
71d.
8 Sands March, 2007 interview
i
Id.
014
1d,

13



Trespassing laws were originally created during the time of slavery, in order to make it more
difficult for slaves to escape.®? Therefore, there has always been some animosity against them,
which completely erupted during the Civil Rights Period of the early 1960s. In 1957, the
trespassing law that was used on the protestors was Section 577 of Art. 27 of the Annotated Code of
MD (1957). The code stated the following:

“Any person * * * who shall enter upon or cross over the land, premises or private

property of any person * * * after having been duly notified by the owner orhis

agent not to do so shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor * * * provided * * *

- (however) that nothing in this section shall be construed to include within its

provisions the entry upon or crossing over any land when such entry or crossing is

done under a bona fide claim of right or ownership of said land, it being the intention

of this section only to prohibit any wanton trespass upon the private land of

Others.”BJ
Upon the reading of the trespassing law, the students would vacate the premises. However, as
mentioned, sometimes, they would retumn dressed differently. Reverend Sands remembered times
when he would approach the Roof Top Restaurant in his ROTC uniform, and after he was read the
trespassing law and left, he would return later in a different outfit, unrecognized.

In addition, in their earlier protests at Northwood, the Morgan students would protest by first
sending in students who could “pass” to be seated and served.®* “Pass” refers to students who
looked Caucasian, entered the restaurant and were served, but they were truly African American.
After those students were seated and served, other students who were also African-American and
who looked African-American tried to enter.*> When they were denied access or instructed to

leave, they pointed out that there counterparts who looked Caucasian, but were African-American

were seated and eating. At that point those students were also instructed to leave the premises.

*2 Dr. Papenfuse from the Maryland State Archives
8 Griffin v. Maryland, 378 U.S. 130 (S.Ct. 1964)
% Dean March 2007 interview

# Pean March 2007 interview
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The Morgan students and other Maryland college students were excited for the Greensboro
students and wanted to mimic the events at Price Candy Co.’s Roof Top Restaurant.*® The
atmosphere of the meetings was filled with excitement and enthusiasm and there was even greater
student participation.” The students realized that the old method of sit-ins were no longer an
effective method to get needed attention. In order to get the resuits they were aiming for, they
would need to break the trespassing law, which protected the businesses, and be arrested. In 1960
CIG decided that its members and protestors would not just hold sit-ins, but there would be
volunteers who would rémain seated until arrested.®®

After Greensboro, the college students decided that in 1960 they would not vacate after the
law was read, but they would succumb to being arrested if necessary.89 Indeed, in the meetings
prior to the beginning of the protests that year, college student leaders asked for volunteers who
would willingly be arrested.”® Walter Dean, the editor of Morgan State’s newspaper at that time,
was one of the volunteers and one of the four who surrender to arresting officers on March 20™,
1960 at the Roof Top Restaurant in Northwood.””!

The more aggressive sit-ins started at the Roof Top Restaurant in Northwood, on March
15" 1960. Due to the protests, the May Department Store and the Roof Top Restaurant, located
above the May Department Store and owned by Price Candy Co. store’”, lost business at an

alarming rate.”®> Both facilities filed suit against the protestors, 14 of them named defendants. The

% 1d and Sands March 2007 interview

87
Id.
8 Id. Both Reverend Sands and Professor Dean were members of CIG at this time.

% Professor Dean March 2007 interview and Reverend Sands 2007 interview
920
1d.

*! Professor Dean March 2007 interview
%2 Some news papers reported that the Roof Top Restaurant was owned by the Hecths/ the May Department Store, but it

was really owned by the Price Candy Co., as stated in the Complaint. The Complaint goes on to state it was a Delaware

Corp.
% Baltimore Circuit Court No. 2, 3/24/60 Civil Complaint (Civil Complaint)
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suit was filed on March 24™, 1960 in the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City.”* The stores
requested a court-ordered injunction against the named protestors and any persons acting in concert
with them.”

The 14 named defendants were; Philip Hezekiah Savage, Herman DuBois Richards, Jr.,
Manuel Deese, Walter Raleigh Dean, Jr., John Mynard Hite, Bernice Evans, Geraldine Sowell,
Ronald Merryweather, Raymon C. Wright, Albert Sangiamo, Lloyd C. Mitchner, Ester W. Redd,
Moses Lewis and Louis Jones. Attorney and Baltimore NAACP member Robert B. Watts served as
council for the defendants.”® Attorneys Robert F. Skutch, Jr. and William W. Cahill, Jr. of the large
Baltimore law firm Weinberg and Green served as council for the plaintiffs. Judge Joseph Allen
was assigned to the civil case and issued the final order and judgment in the matter.”’

By this time, the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP)
was a well-known national civil rights organization that had chapters across the United States. One
chapter in Maryland was the Baltimore chapter. Although the NAACP has always fought for
Justice and equality for African-Americans, the organization did not support the student’s protests
and sit-ins.”® On the other hand, the NAACP did offer the protestors frec legal counsel and bail,
when groups of student protestors were arrested.” The NAACPs assistance was evident in the
Civil Action suit against the fourteen defendants mentioned above, as well as when four students

were arrested for their sit-in protests at the Roof Top Restaurant.'® Attorney Robert Bernard Watts,

*1d.
** The Complaint
*1d.9

97
Id.7
% Reverend Sands March 2007 interview, Professor Dean March 2007 interview and Gass 2001 thesis
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Sr., who later became Judge Robert B. Watts, of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City - the
predecessor of the circuit Court - served as council to various protestors.'”*
Hecht-May Company and Price Candy Co. Sue Sit-in Student Protestors

The Hecht and Price complaint alleged than beginning of March 15", 1960, the 14 named
defendants, and others acting in concert with them, rushed into the Roof Top Restaurant and seated
themselves at tables marked “Reserved” and at stools on the lunch counter and remained there, even
though the management informed them that they would not be served.'® The complaint further
stated that because of the protestors’ actions the Restaurant managers were unable to welcome and
serve customers and prospective customers that management nsually served.'”®

In addition, the plaintiffs charged the defendants with coercing and intimidating prospective
customers from entering the Restaurant. Furthermore, the complaint alleged that beginning of
March 18®, 1960 and continuing until the complaint was filed on March 24™, 1960, the defendants,
and those acting in concert with them, would hold large double picket lines outside the Restaﬁrant
during all business hours. The picket lines were composed of up to 50 to 60 students at a time and
allegedly prevented many prospective customers from entering the Restaurant.'® Therefore, the
plaintiffs claimed that they were deprived of their lawful right to conduct their business without
interference. Hecht-May Co. and Price Candy Co. stated they lost large sums of money from the
patronage of the prospective customers.

The complaint also stated that one of the defendants, Philip Hezekiah Savage caused the
Restaurant’s cooking staff to abandon the premises on March 19", 1960.' According to the

Plaintiffs, Mr. Savage pushed his way through the guards at the Restaurant’s door, sneaked into the

1% Judge Robert Bernard Watts, Sr.’s obituary, October 12, 1998. Judge Watts passed away on October 8, 1998 .
192 Ands march 2007 interview and Dean’s March 2007 interview
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kitchen, although asked to leave, and spoke with the employees in charge of the food and beverage
preparation.'® It is further alleged that Mr. Savage, thru threats, coercion and intimidation, was
able to convince the entire kitchen staff to quit their jobs and leave the premises.'”” Hence, the
Restaurant was left with no kitchen help to prepare the foods and beverages customarily served to
its customers.'®

During this time, Hecht-May Co. also was displeased with the protestors.'” Hecht-May Co
maintained a 200-space roof-top parking space adjacent to Price Candy Co.’s Roof Top
Restaurant.''® The department store complained that the defendants, and those acting in concert,
were obstructing potential customers from utilizing the parking space. According to the store, the
defendants, and those acting in concert with them, utilized the parking lot for their large picket lines
and as a picnic ground to feed the protestors.'"’

In addition, Hecht-May Co. stated that the large crowds were very boisterous and constantly

12 As aresult, it is alleged that upon observing

yelled and chanted on the roof-top parking lot.
defendant’s behavior, prospective customers left without entering the premises.'”? The Price Candy
Co. claimed to have experienced a 49% decline in business at the Roof Top Restaurant, in
comparison to comparable dates in the previous year.''* The Hecht-May Co. store at Northwood

claimed to have experienced a 33% decrease in business, also in comparison to comparable dates in

the previous year.''> Both plaintiffs held defendants responsible for the decline in their businesses.
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The Hecht-May Co. and the Price Candy Co. also mentioned that four of the defendants had
already been arrested, due to the behavior mentioned in the complaint. Defendant John Maynard
Height was arrested for assault. The other three defendants arrested were Philip Hezekiah Savage,
Herman DuBois Richards, Jr. and Walter Raleigh Dean and they were all arrested for illegal
trespass.''® At the time, trial for all four defendants was pending at the Northeastern District Police
Magistrate. The complaint stated that despite the arrests, the defendants were still engaging in the
activities mentioned in the complaint, and would continue to do so unless the Court intervened and
enjoined them.

The remedy requested was a preliminary injunction, to later be made a permanent
injunction, enjoining and restraining the defendants, and those acting in concert from; 1) picketing
the Plaintiffs’ places of business; 2) making threats or committing any acts whatsoever which would
in any way tend to coerce; 3} impeding any persons from free uninhibited entrance into the
Plaintiffs’ businesses.'”” During this time, business owners strongly felt that they had a right to
control and regulate their public facility, due to their ownership. It was viewed similar to if one
owned a car or a house; they could decide who was allowed in. The protestors were arguing that
once a facility is made public, then it must be opening to serving all the public, or at the very least,
service cannot be limited solely due to an inherit and unchangeable characteristic such as race.

Judge Joseph Allen made his ruling and read the order just one day after the suit was filed,
on March 25™ 1960."'® Judge Allen ordered a temporary injunction against the protestors. Within
the thirty years prior to Judge Allen’s decision, there were several cases brought to the courts
regarding racial discrimination, one of the most known one being Brown vs. Board of Education,

347 U.S. 483 (S.Ct. 1954). State and Federal racial discrimination was stated to be unjust and

"' Civil Complaint, p. 8 and arresting records of all four — listed in exhibits.
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Plessey, 163 U.S. 537 (S.Ct. 1896) was overtumed, because it was decided that separate but equal
would never really truly exist, because equality could not happen given the division. However,
during the late 1950s and very early 1960s, the ongoing belief was that the government still could
not legally impose desegregation on privately-owned facilities.

The final decision in this case and the criminal case that ensued shows the possibility that
courts were already conscious about over-reaching in their decisions by possibly stepping on any
Constitutional rights on either side — the business owners or the protestors who wanted to be served.
The order apparently sought to reach a compromise between tﬁe parties; clearly Mr. Waltts
presented a strong argument against the charges. Perhaps the arguments stated were ones lined with
the First Amendment - Freedom of Speech, or the Fourteenth Amendment — Equal Protection
Clause, which stated that all citizens must be treated equally.

Then again, at this time, the Fourteenth Amendment may have been interpreted to applying
to State action, and a court order siding in favor of the business would not have been viewed as state
action at that time, Thié is apparent, since in a case such as this, Judge Allen did make a ruling on
the issue and the decision allowed for the businesses to maintain and assert their racial policies. But
perhaps just having an argument regarding the protestors’ Constitutional right was enough to have
Judge Allen make a ruling that did not abolish the protestors’ behavior completely. Mr. Watts could
also have used arguments that would be made in later cases against the trespassing laws in
conjunction with the dispute as to whether or not there was a right to public accommodation (for
which Maryland passed a law in 1963), such as the arguments later stated in Bef/,378 U.S. 226
(8.Ct. 1964). Unfortunately, due to the fact that the protestors, such as Mr. Dean, were not made a

part of the legal decisions and Judge Watts has passed''?, that information is unavailable.

"' Judge Robert Bernard Watts, Sr.’s obituary is located in the exhibits.
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The order stated that Judge Allen requested Robert B. Watts, the attorney for the defendants

to attend a hearing in his chambers, and Mr. Watts attended and rendered an en banc decision.'”’

None of the Defendants were requested to attend and they were not there for the hearing at which
Judge Allen viewed the evidence presented b the Plaintiffs and rendered his final decision.'” Mr.
Dean stated that it was typical for the protestors not to be involved in the iegal disputes and in fact,
they did not play a role in how this were resolved; everything was placed into the lawyers’ hands.
On March 25, 1960, Judge Allen ordered a temporary injunction against the defendants. The order
stated that the defendants were enjoined for a period of ten (10) days from the date of the order

from:

“... (a) maintaining more than two pickets at any one time at or near the entrance to
the Roof Top Restaurant in the Northwood Shopping Center, more particularly
described I the Bill of Complaint [at the Roof Top Restaurant), or on the parking lot
adjacent thereto, (b) maintaining more than two pickets at any one time at or near the
entrance to the May Department Stores Company located on the mall, or within a
radius of one hundred feet thereof, in the Northwood Shopping Center, more
particularly described in the Bill of Complaint, and (¢) interfering, by physical
contact, by gesture, or by oral threats or intimidation, with any person entering or
leaving the buildings at Northwood Shopping Center occupied by the Plamtiffs,
Price Candy Company and The May Department Stores Company.

(2) That the Defendants, and each of them, shall have the right to move for
the dissolution or modification of this Order on not more than two (2) days’ notice
from the date of service of a copy of this Order, and that this Order shall expire
within ten (10) days from the date hereof unless within that time for good cause
shown, it is extended for a like period or unless he Defendants consent that it may be
extended for a longer period.

(3) That copies of the Bill of Complaint and this Order shall be served on the
Defendants, by service on Robert B. Watts, Esquire, their counsel, with his consent.

(4) That Defendants show cause on or before the 4" day of April 1960, why
the permanent injunction and other relief should not be granted as prayed, provided a
copy of this Motion and Order be served on the Defendants on or before the 28" day
of March, 1960.”

As stated in the complaint, Circuit Court No. 2, Case No. 36762.A.

2% Order of the Court, dated 3/25/1960
12 1d. and Dean March 2007 interview

21



After the 10 days passed, the defendants, through their attorney, consented to extending the
temporary order. The order was extended 2 more times and ultimately the charges where dropped
and a seftlement was reached.'* In exchange for the plaintiffs dropping the charges, the Defendants
promised that they would seize their activities described in the Complaint.'?

The NAACP’s assistance was also offered and accepted when four protestors, Walter
Raleigh Dean, Jr., Manuel Deese, Herman Dubois Richards, Jr. and Phillip Hezekiah Savage, were
arrested for their non-violent sit-in protests at the Roof Top Restaurant in Northwood.'?* The arrest
occurred on March 20, 1960.'*° According to the records, the four men were charged with
trespassing, under the Section 577, Article 27, of the Annotated Code of MD (1957).'%  Attomey
Robert B. Watts served as counsel to the four men.'?” The witnesses listed were;, Sgt. McKew, Off.
Boram, Off. Fadrowski, Off. Hppman, Mr. Joseph DaSchbach, Mr. Alfred Greenfeld, Mr. Marshall
Myer, Mr. J. Howard Aulbach, Mr. Amold Bronfin, and Mr. William Cahill, Jr..'** As mentioned,
Mr. William Cahill, Jr. was one of the attorneys who represented the Hecht-May Co. and the Price
Candy Co. in the civil suit.

Dufing this time, bail was usually raised by donations made to the adult civil rights
organizations such as the NAACP, and churches that also supported such organizal:ion_s.129 In his

March 2007 interview, Professor Walter Dean, a professor at the Baltimore City. Community

College, recalled that the NAACP attorneys, such as Mr. Watts, would take over the entire case and

122 Order of the Court dated 4/1/1960 and 4/8/1960 and Joint Petition and Order of Court dated 4/22/1960
123 Joint Petition and Order of the Court dated 4/22/1960
12# Criminal Papers, attached as an exhibit
125
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there was nothing more the students needed to do. With regards to Professor Dean’s 1960 arrest, he
never spent a night in prison, because bail was readily posted for all four defendants.'*

The attomeys would post bail, communicate with the opposing parties and the court and
reach a settlement, all without the student protestor’s input.m Although the students were thankful
for this type of assistance, some still were affected by the fact that the NAACP did not support, or at
least not openly, the students ﬁon-violent protests. Professor Dean also recalled receiving an award
from the NAACP shortly after his arresting incident, and immediately after receiving it, he
destroyed it in front of those present.

The criminal suit against the 4 defendants was first sent to the Northeastern District.'*?
However, the case was remanded to the Criminal Court of Baltimore City. 133 The defendants were
arrested on March 20, 1960, and they were released the same day. All four were charged with,
“Trespassing by unlawfully entering upon premises Hecht’s May Co. Roof Top Restaurant owned
by the May Department Stores after having duly been notified owners agent not to do s0.”* All
four also were charged a $100 fine and on the charging documents, they all prayed for a jury trial.'*

Bail was set and paid for both Walter Dean and Philip Savage. The other two defendants
did not need to post bail."*® Since all four defendants has the same charges placed against them; 5o it
is uncertain as to why bail only had to be set for two. In his March, 2007 interview, Professor Dean
explained that he wﬁs unaware about the bail, since the lawyers took over and handled everything

after groups of protestors were arrested.  'When shown the bail bond, Professor Dean explained that

was the first time he had seen it. Mr. Walter Dean’s bail was set at $305.00 and Mr. Phillip Savages

13¢ Dean March 2007 interview

131 Professor Dean March 2007 interview and Reverend Sands March 2007 interview

2 Civil Complaint, p. 8

% Criminal Papers, attached as exhibits

3% Charging Docs, included in exhibits. Note that the charge contradicts the Civil Complaint p, 2, which was filed by
glselljecht-May Co. and the Price Candy Co. and states that the Price Candy Co. owns the Roof Top Restaurant.
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was set at $102.00."*” They were also all 18 years or older, though Walter Dean, then 25 years and

Phillip Savage, then 27 years, were the oldest of the four. Manuel Decse was 18 years and
Herman Richards was 20 years.'*®

The dates for both the civil suit and the criminal suit overlapped and perhaps the fact that
they were both occurring at the same time impacted the final decision in both suits. There was a
settlement reached in the civil suit, and there was never a trial in the criminal suit.!*® Bellow is a

chart explaining the dates in both cases

Date

QOccurrence

March 15, 1960

The student protestors begin their new
protesting techniques and the four volunteers to
be arrested have been chosen; Walter Dean, the
editor of Morgan’s newspaper.

March 20, 1960

Four protestors are arrested for trespassing at
the Roof Top Restaurant. The Roof Top is
owned and operated by Price Candy Store and
is located above the Hecht-May Co. department
store.

Other protestors continue protesting.

March 24, 1960

The complaint is filed against defendants by
plaintiffs Hechi-May Co. and Price Candy
Store.

March 25, 1960

Attorney Robert Watts admits service on behalf
of the defendants.

Judge Joseph Allen, judge in the civil suit,
renders his decision which involves a temporary
restraining order on the defendants.

March 26, 1960

Charging documents, including request for jury
trials, fines assessed and summons to appear
before court when summoned and documents

are signed.

7 Bail Bond exhibits
32 Indictment Bill

% 1t is unclear what happened in the criminal suit that made it come to an end. There was never a trail, as indicated by

the criminal papers and Mr. Dean in his March, 2007 interview. Mr. Dean stated that he too is unsure as to what

occurred, because attorney Robert Watts handled all the legal issues.
1% Chart is compiled from information presented in the Civil Complaint, Civil Documents and Criminal Papers; such as

bail bonds and the indictment bill. Both case documents are provided as exhibits,
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March 28, 1960 Charging documents, including list of witnesses
are filed.

Witness Joseph Dashbach summoned to appear
before the Grand Jury Room, Criminal Court of
Baltimore on March 30, 1960.

April 1, 1960 Defendants consent to extending original March
25, 1960 Court order, through their attorney,

Robert B. Watts. It is extended another 10 days,
starting April 4, 1960 and to and including April

14, 1960.

April 8, 1960 Defendants consent to extension of the original
March 25, 1960 civil suit Court order.

April 13, 1960 Four defendants in the Criminal Swit appear

before the court for their indictment — charges
are read and their pleas are set. Attorney Robert
'Watts states that their pleas are not guilty. The
extended temporary court includes April 14,
1960 through April 24, 1960.
April 22, 1960 Joint Petition filed with the court in the civil suit
case to dismiss the complaint without prejudice.
The petition disclosed that attorney Watts has
assured the plaintiffs and their counsel that the
defendants’ activities described in the complaint
will seize.

The student-organized sit-downs and arrests which followed were the catalyst for the
enormous demonstrations throughout Baltimore.'*’ On March 26, 1960, one day after Judge Allen
had given his order for a temporary injunction, the Morgan students, and others from CIG and
CORE started holding large protests in Baltimore, targeting stores such as Hutzlers and Hecht-May
Co."” In addition, Ms. Joan Scott, Senator Lisa Gladdens® aid (2007) and Reverend Sands both
recall that when the protests grew in Baltimore, even high-school students joined. Maryland
eventually passed a public accommodations law to actually be enforced, and by 1964 the Civil

Rights Act came into effect. As students, such as Reverend Sands, predicted, change began to cccur

191 Dean March 2007 interview
142 (This was stated in an article or news clipping that [ have been unable to relocate)

25



and the old racial policies were no longer enforceable. Without the dedication and hard efforts of
the protestors and their movement that would become known as the civil Rights Movement, the way
laws and rights are interpreted today could be dramatically different.

“The ultimate measure of a man is not where he stands in moments of comfort and
convenience, but where he stands at times of challenge and controversy.” Martin Luther King, Jr..
Thank you to all the Morgan Students, the students from other universities and high school students
who later joined in, along with the adult CORE members, the churches and ministers who gave their

support and the NAACP for taking on the challenge.
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List of Exhibits

Exhibit No. Document(s)
SO March, 1947 articles on Morgan Students’
March to Annapolis

e e e e Late 1947 to early 1948 articles on Morgan
Students’ involvement with Ford
Theatre

d e Articles on adult CORE’s victory in
downtown Baitimore

USSP Articles on Morgan University’s victory with
Read’s Drug Store

S e Pictures of Read’s Drug Stores across
Maryland

Bttt et e et raaea Lake Shore Investors v. Rite Aid. Corp., 461
A.2d 725 (1983)

e e e Lake Shore nvestors v. Rite Aid Corp., 509
A.2d 727 (1983)

B e Plessey v. Ferguson, 16 S.Ct. 1138 (1896)

R U Bell v. Maryland, 84 S.Ct. 1814 (1964)

10 e Maryland Commission on Interracial

Problems and Relations 1955 and
1957 documents and Citizens
Committee for Civil Rights
Legislation 1958 document

| T PP PP P PRI Articles on protests at Northwood and victory
with Arundel’s Ice Cream

5 OO Article on Morgan students picketing over
Easter

3K PPN Attorney, thert Judge, Robert Watts statement

' in the Sun on Hecht Co. policy

T e Articles on March 1960 protests at
Northwood

| S OO PPUUP Articles on the Northwood Sit-in arrests

L et e Civil Complaint docket

17 e e Civil Complaint, the May Department Co. v.

_ Phillip H. Savage

L8 et e 1¥ Order of Court in Civil Complaint, dated
3/25/1960

10 s Exhibits to 1* Order of Court in Civil
Complaint

20 e 2 Order of Court (extension) in Civil

Complaint, dated 4/1/1960
2 e 3" Order of Court (2™ extension) in Civil

Complaint, dated 4/8/1960



2 e Joint Petition and Order of Court (4™ and final
order) n Civil Complaint, dated

' 4/22/1960
2 e e Articles after Judge’s ruling in Civil Complaint,
March, 1960
24, Criminal Docket for criminal claim and papers
2 Indictment papers
20, e e State’s Attorney charging document
2T e Arraignment hearing, dated 4/13/1960
2 Herman DuBois Richards, Jr. criminal papers
20 e Manuel Deese criminal papers
30 e Walter Raleigh Dean, Jr. criminal papers
K ) DU O U P PR OO Phillip H. Savage criminal papers
3 e Arraigmment papers in criminal suit
33 et e eaas Witness papers
B Joseph Dachbach, witness, summons
3 e Articles posted on criminal suit
B0 Judge Robert Bernard Watts, Sr. Obituary
3 e e Atrticles on sit-ins, “Dynamics of Student Sit-
Ins” provided by Mr. Clarence Logan
B e e Typed notes from March 21, 2007 interview
with Professor Walter Dean
3D e Typed notes from March 28, 2007 interview
_ with Reverend Douglas Sands
0, e Experts from T. Anthony Gass 2001 thesis,

“The Baltimore NAACP during The
Civil Rights Movement, 1958-1963.”

Al e The Sun article, “Arthur B. Price, 72, Ex-
Council Head, Dies.” 12/10/1957
B s Articles on the protest move to downtown

Baltimore
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who were not otherwise engaged
-descended 400'strong on 'thég)\ls'bﬁ
Restaurant. . o

.+ _Drain on Restaurant '

.. Under such™ unexpected hea
‘pstronage, the service sagged. vI]{
took. all of 45 minutes to place
an order; ahd-another hour to get
served, " ..

~ But while waiting patiently; the|

stucents played the juke box, hit
the jackpot frequently in the slot
:machine, and left. flled with hot
:dogs,-hamburgers, .cokes- and milk,
—By-that-time it was 1" p.m., and
thé students 1ined up by iwo's jor

"0 s Rtand’

-library  building,

préciive. . T
re_m?ing:--"- S R
A Stable for an Auditerlum,”
“It ‘Scparate, Then Equal” “We

oy carrfed  signs

: numberof s_h;d_énts had grown to.

nearly  500. By 930 am., . when

7 eight. ‘buses ' drew up . oft the

......

- -would.

Lrefebrone-paintone

CAMPUS. - ¢ L et e
. As’ the~ students- entered - the
buses and the- various private cars
- which made’ the trip,
were recorded to be checked
‘against- a list turned in to-the reg-
istrar which will determine. who
be excused for taking part
"in the demonstration and who was

t st plain AWOL from classes.
J-L'Ciasses were supposed -to be in
_gession,.. buttone. teacher’ reported
_that only five ‘students showed up.

e Hemain on-Guard —--- -
" "During the trip, the students re-
laxed.  Some smoked and: read
magazines and the daily “papers.
i Others _ studied the stotistics on
|'which they based thely. appeal for
funds.” . Some girls discussed
| dresses, dates” and Easter plans.

i ol.tlha-1

demanded attentlon for another
pep talk which ran like this: “We
"expect to find Governtor-Lane in &
'good mood today inasmuch as the
sales tax was passed last night. - -

«f want you to study your sheet
of statistics well so that .we can
drill these figures into bis head
and make him realize how much
we need these improvements.”
s Pep Talks Continue -

s Arriving in Annapolis, the 600:
students swarmed 2l over-the {a-
cilities of the USO and the nearhy
Flks' Home on Northwest. St,
which served as organization head.
quarters. . . Coe

_There they broke up Into amall
discussion groups and working

their names

fo s>e the Senate Ways and Mecans|”

the march ; which_was _quite. im. 1

Want a First-Rate Education,” and
%000 Physical Education Majors
—No Gym.” :
"Observe Assembly in Action
Their mpss congregation on the
capitol steps ns they sang Lhe Mor
gan hymn_ allracted -the attention
of ‘faany office workers in neigh
boring buiidirigs and that of many
passen.by.‘ - - .. - ...._.....‘;... T
As delegalions were again_or-
ganized far meetings with the Gov-|.
ernor and Senator Ellison, the ma-|.

jority . o{._.the students- filed - into| .
the galleries of the State house to| =i :

sit.in on those sessions. . .

Students due credit for -th‘e_:;ué; .
cess--of - the —demonstration—in| "

clude:

Frank ‘Boston, - Melvin . -Cade, B

Jorome Harrison.  Martha Coffee,
Mary Coffee, ‘Wilbert: Walker;

,,,,, Rdlth | Howerd;." -

Perry, Préston Hurtf, Calvin- Westey.
lenm;nnhlnlp#mﬁ_(hrs

Preston Hurtl, p. Kane;, .- _

frank Eills, Paul Hutchinson, Llayd - .

Davis, Cathryn. Croxton, Glasces Cat-
gn.-,.ll'.l\r«_lxn
wnlel Lyle, Roy Batea, John
L =G ,. _mmelf.'-

Afro-American
»Farch 29, 1947

committees, and the - individual

Taosl
CHNda] -
fell. Stewert|
flcks, Charlotte Dawson; - s
Bond, " -

o3 T NI . = Alerrington, feDena Lt
Equal-Education,” “W0 George Bland, and  Willard N oanatd. - -






““.Ltheatre., - ;
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32 Fs.im Morgm College
jm ﬂae@w@ Pad&@ﬁ' Lme

Studonts Respond to Appeal Vmced Last
Week by Leader in qucrlmmatlon Fl}:{ht

' Lmdaunted bya drenchmg downpour of rain Monrlm ’30;;
- Morgan State College: students ‘and two facully ‘members. -

- joined NAACP plckets in a mass demon%tratlon at Pords

Also on the. D"‘ROt line was BaYI Thelr slo;.an for the Chrlstmas

Sard *Rustin, race relalions secére-; ‘geason. is~Peace on Farth \Iean:;

~tary of the Fellowship of R“c‘m'Dcmr’frracy at Home, It Begins ath

ciliation, NYC, who -made the ap-p Thenatre.”
"peal when he spoke at a \Iorg'lm Ord;;organ Volunteers Listed :

ssembly meeting this week, :

& i : The »olunteors from “Inr;,an
‘In response, 40 students a_nd:,m__.

professors pledged to tevole one. The Rev. Levi Miller Jr. ond Dr.

“hour one night a week 1o the gGeorge Spauihng. facully members.

-picket lime which is 'a protest ‘~.vi'm;mc1_ C-:nrhcs, gh}:!!llp' ié!slll. Win. '
; 4 coatt field reckmiur,  Scholhe SAWAON,
against the segregated ac.atmg Travizs W. Vauls, Genrge R, Lizgins.,

policy of the theatre. Wl G Conter Ir. 11 i
. - M ' Mitiam r. Sdmkee JF . dimimy n ™e
-Pirket Line Effective gon, Melvilte W, Pugh Jr, Sterlyn B.
Making an cflective_and_impres— Carrail, - Elmer E.  McDonald, John

Sive pl(’llirr‘ with their umhbrellas, ;(:t‘f:-‘-‘ W"‘;‘l;r“' ET’j“‘*‘f‘“kLawmro
the pickets extended for half a ‘;"f_’.t‘-,'”_. mwmn '.i.;fu':l‘:“";r-]"m"‘

Mucrig, Chimles W,

_'_I}lqc,l(_ﬁl_aﬂff;'lV__diSCQuﬁdSmﬂ_ﬂLaﬂfa'- John J Griswald Jri. Rufus Sprui-
"patrons from attending the per- na. Melvin Bassett, John I.eo Jones

formance of “I Remember Mama.” boward  Patterson, Earl  Williams,

Also in line with the students Sidses T Williams. Chartes Tharpe

-were the Rev. Howard Cornish, di- . Jeseph Gregr, David fohnson Jr. Roye,

~ Bates, James B, Clark, Leslis 13

rector of the Maorgan Christian; & ames, AT ;
Centor Macco Howard, NAACP. oed Frinnice Ferguson  Charles
‘executive board member: and Carl ‘erson, James G. Gibhs, Larrie Valen-
H}de a student o[ Antioch Col- :'[2';1rny"‘;‘Ij'ﬁm(T;;hl';:& ~'(—::]1'il’lt=2nf~‘fg?;l1:§_,
.se;,e OhIO wood.

Tan” P, Atwood “is cha:rman ofi
the NAACP picket committes and-
the pickets have not missed a
demonstration at each perform--’
ance-at-the theatre-since February.!


fpine.fi
'Cnnf.ee
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Police Arrest 2 Morgan

.. 1Students for Picketing l'

_Twe Morgan State Cul?ogé_ ste W, Fayette St, and. Frank Fav-
‘dents, arrested Fridav might  for "'ll?-'I- 18, of 1513 MeCulloh St .
: , . ' They were charged with violst.
obsdrucling  free pav<zg: - while, ing [ pirket privileges by delih

L]

G T Upickenife Ford's Theater Léte dis giete  sto . 3 S
. : £ : \ ppyng - the ling. and ) o o
- n-{“‘-'-"“_" the -’""“‘””RL{‘-.‘: AR encting their protest XgRS MG . oo n e
“‘tﬁ‘ inf _was..W il:.l:lzﬂ - . . . , g in - d 3

lylgre: P AR I
2, The-students taken jroa susindyy
“wrfe Vleminz. James, 20 of S hLi 1N

sthe pcket line  propery:m Ihe sntey the theatre.

- Student Pickefs

P “. . (Continded From Page 1}
I Atwood, who has charge of the
pickets, denled the accusation.’
_ In dismissing the caze, Magis
teate Preston A. Pairo sald he be-
tieved that the bays were guilly,
bl he did not want to inflict any
e . a. )erimindl record against them.
i He told Mr, Atwood: "As long as’
" van 're in charge of the picket hine,
I a°1 going to hold you directly re-
sponsible for seeing that order is
- r'ajntajned snd that the lne is
conducied properly.” :
. Fvery Show Pickeled :
1 sinee Peh, 17, 1047, each per
formanee at Ford's has been pic-|
Photed, under NAACE sponsorship,
T proelest agains the tiieatre’s jim-
crnw seatling arrengement,

Police were calied Friday night
by John lLatife, the theatre man-
*aper, who complained that there
wern g0 many pickels walking so
close together, it was difticult lor
patrons to cnter the showhouse.

fenny Renjamin, proprietor of.
s tavern hext door, complained;
that the line extended across his
pavement, discouraging. customers!
and giving the impression that his
business was being  picketed,

Seek to Limit Pickety .

——Palice—said—that—with—warnings
"1a Mr. Atwond, these violations
wwere corcecled, but that the two
voutht  arrested  refused - ta co-
cperate. They were represented by
Caivin Douglass and Frnest Per-
“hing, NAACP atlorneys. . :
. Mr. Atwood ssid that 33 pickets
 wire on duty that night. Magis-|
trate. Pairo told him 10- or 12!
iwould be- enough to serve the pur!
| pese and not cause any congestion.

s

e

ot Sauthe. 45 well_as Masie el
(S ontingsd"va Prgé 2. Col.' B l TR SR

LA o RN


pnttr.il

Knowledge that”Charles Boyer, the movie-actor; would not have't?

had he known in time about its segregation policy lent confidence to Qigse
*jGiTiEY (e NXACP Dicket Tinie thisweek -at-Ford's - Thealle, where--Mr,
starred in “Red Gloves,” a p

Cade,- polemarch for the Ka
viding pickets: nightly,. ~=—

Afro-American
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lay about freedom from dictatorship. In -
ppa Fraternity chapter at Morgan State Colle

——

who.
ter. ig Melvin
ge, #hich Is pro-



HAE

A a. s

‘yard Rustin, Mrs. Bowen Jackson, and Mrs. Earl Williams picket Ford's
Ineatre in Baltimore, 1948. Courtesy, Library of Congress.







.In Downtown Area

7K little known “civil rights or- |-
* .ganlzation has quielly succeeded

-~ written to the nalional offices

o

Afro-American
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Stores Relax

Segregafed

—Ealing-Policy |

__Everyone Is Now

~ Welcome At Stores

in persuading iwe Jarge down-
_town_sdepartment_alores. (o relax.

color bars at their lunch -count-

ers. - L
;i3 a resull, colored  persons
are now ealing jusl” an other

* citizens in- Wnolworth’s Depart-|

.. meni atore, 223 W. Lexington sf.,
, snd Kresge's Depariment alcte:

Tark ave. and Lexington sl ¢}

‘Ihe sudden change in policy
was wrought hecavse of hard,
hehind-the - scenes work of the

Committee on Racial Fquality, [

commaonly dubbed CORL,
. This organizalion « inter-racial
In hoth ‘characler and intent
worked an  segregalad ' eating
‘facililies in the downlown arca
for sevérsl months before ol
taining -any - succeas,.~- - -
‘Two months 2go s leller was

of the Kresge's depariment slore
. chain asking for a clarification
of Ihe chain's discriminatary
pollcies,
! Conirary To Pelicy
An  answer was , received,
photily afterwards, bluntly- stat-
Yng that Kreage's had 8 polcy
of serving everyone. A cony of
this communicalion . wag for:
Swarded lo the local sfore man.
agement. .
A [ew days fater, Woolworih's
Informed CORE of its change

in policy.
== at-pzch-lunch counler, dishes
ranging “from Tcomplete, Tmeats
< and-two-vegelable - meals; 1o
toasl and fea can be purchased.
Both counlers are more than 3
hinck tong—running the length
of each slore.— . .

_ Allhough the pulicy hay not
previousty been  widely  an.
nounced, an inspection of bath
stores at lunch {ime,, Thursdsy,
disclosed several colared per-
pany were ealing . at both lunch
counlers. .

In na. instance '1&33 Ahgre ny.
marked putziement, or resent-
ment -registered by the: white
patrons. -

CORE (3 &
Zanization which recognlzer no
creed excepl that of compleie
antl-gegregalion. -

Rafraln From Vielence

A phllosophy ol non-violence
ls striclly adhered to, and in 2t
sties » complele, Impartial in-

non-polltical or-

{Contiaued s Page 1)

“

—Slores

kY

-| aatary. .

tives, Morgan College staff mem-
Jdent hody, H
| the student body, and ‘oth

A Earl Jacksoa and Mrs.

"

vestigation {3 inili.afe}l before
apny aclion is taken to abelish
any practice deemed discrimi-

The local group of CORE Is
composed of labdr representa-

bers and. mbtmbers of the ilu-
) opking. University
stalf members and members-of-
In-.
terested citizens,

‘|:=A%. present:Professor-Eugenc |
-Stanley, -Moegan, is heading.-3§ .
committee selected to crack dis- |

criminatory eating policies in &
tunchroom in 3 - Kresge™s "store |

The chairman ‘of tha Jocad
group is Ben Everinghim, Dr.
. . Mary
Schollsberg, vice - chairmans,
L3trs, Bérths™  Johdsed, ' corred’
poudiag secretary. Mry.  Ade®
Jenkins, recording secretary,
and Mrs. Lillisp Wslton, secre-
Lary-ressurey, :

jocated in Northwood—near Mor-] -
| gan State College. Y

Also see August Meier &
Elliott Rudwick, CORE A
Study in the Civil Rights
Movement, p. 57,

.Vernon Horn, Master’s

Thesis, Integrating Baltimore-
Protest and Accommodation
1945-1963, chapter 3
(University of Maryland,
McKeldin Library)

NOTE: Committee on Racial
Femality wage changed 5
Congress of Racial Equality
(CORE),

Sk AN


__lQwn.rtfPBClmenLalorrs.Io

An Editorial in the Pittsburgh Courier, November 7, 1953

THE GOOD WORK OF CORE

Not enough cresdit has been given to the Congress of
Racial Equality and its affiliates for the good work dene
in various parts of the country to eradica*ec the pernicious
practice of racial dlscriminatlon in public pliaces aad

- conveyances. . .

CORE, as it is called does not send oUtT press relpases
very often nor does it waste time name-cziling or hoLdJng o
monster mass. meetineu.—- but it gets resulits, which are -

wha* count.-'

It depends upon non«violent non-cooperatlon, in the

| ‘Gandhian manner,.carried on by a small group of determined ~

Eand dedlcated persons of varlous colors and backgroundse,-*

- There was, the case. 1n Baltimore where Negroes were
" refused: service at the lunch counter in a Kresge store:

. near Morgan College, and where the store manager maintained

'that the color bar had to continue .for "business reasons,"_'”

‘CORE members and Mbrgan students "tested"” the store
last spring and were refused service, whereupon the
 organization contacted company headquarters in Detroit

‘which brought results, y

Today Negroes are not only being served in that store,
.. but in the Kresge and Woolworth stores downtown, and their
sitdown waits will soon get results in Grantf®s, what with
from twelve to thirty demonstrators of both "races" enter-
ing, taking seats and demanding service,

The Chicago and Evanston, T1l., CORE were instrumental
in causing Marshall Field's department store to abandon
its discriminatory practice and begin hiring Negroes.

Cincinnatit's Coney Island does not admit Negroes, du
CORE got busy and distributed illustrated leaflets in
fifty stores. showing a prominent Negro minister being
refused admittance; newspapers, radio and television
stations were telephoned urging them to cease advertise
ing the resort; an hornor roll was initiated listing
churches and organizations refusing to sponsor any outs-
ings at the park, and then the NAACP cooperated by initiat-
ing legal cases against the place,

This illustrates the CCRE methods which in a surpris-
ing number of cases have been successful in the past,

fecantly CCul iniziated a succsssful campaign ia

143

q.GCrae



:cooperationo T

2e

Pittsburgh to open the Diamond Roller Rink to Negroes,
and it is now dr1v1ng against bias in the theatres of

3t. LOu:I.S .

This campaign has been going on for years and has got
results in dozens of places throughout the country,

- It takes. courage fbr these people to go into places
where they are not wanted and embarrass management until

- given consideration; and if there were more active CORE
‘organizationsg, the results would be even greater than they

 have ‘been,
:We think such an organization deserves pralae and ?if,






Afro-Amencan, January 22, 1933

__Time to Rid Maryland of These Vermin!

I = S % k ‘r_ S P._‘_
Contreibators b this department siust aign their nanes and addreves to their letiers if they wish I
] thew pulilislicd. THe AFRO will seith" 20 publication of names if requested 1o do so by tha writer.

Police pay-offs

Dear AFRIG:
While Mr. Swlaro s investi-

IT.P eating facilities of the Read's | ¢ireplations who were not '“".
slires Tl
) l;:ti-la quite possible that \\-i1h-"]'“d""" represented  but we |
gating the alleped voling jrregu-lout their fine and l‘unr';l;,'r'tlu-'(!“-“re simply lr.\'m_:: 10 DUVE ]
farities m the Fourth District,|work this happy  development| few people as possible who could)
et him look also for evidences|might have heen further  de-|represent all the various types,
: s : ! P ¥
of pay-offs among those police-{Liyed for a considerable time.  queh as dailies, weeklics, news
;'u'n "."‘l up with the oumbers| These students deserve a stand-! services and broadeast stations. |
":"'""“'I'I(- . {ing t_:'\'alm'l:t*fmm 1!11“1‘:111]’? com-|  [ast summer's meeling  was)
Vao Suf i, GEacll bdZ 0% coqaunily. They  shewel be £l degiangd to mel togother patlisk
tremely  capahble judyes I\\hu|¢-r.nr:p:-d N eVery way 1o €on-| g ,,,-“ the Lulk 1.} the '."'-""oi”'f
sometimes dish out long prison [tinge their efforts to muke de-{peps in this stdte, The more re-|
terms, but it's funny they ran'timun;rnry waork, o . | cent meeting was designed to!
findd the police who are I'.'rklnf.'l -~ !_I?-j.'\' ‘h\_ ERINGHIM -I]:g'[ a working committee poing
; Viee Chairman [of as few individuals as possible

maney o protect numhers har-
AR e— = —r———=—Haltimore -t ommittee " who coutd adequatety-represent
[ the various types of media, com-|

Is it worse to write numbers! On Raecial Equality
of for a policeman to collect| =~ Ipletely repardless of their read-|
profection mnlnlnly'.')\'\_m‘ SoN (,H.'ll Dt‘fﬂl\'c mg or histeming audience. I;
WILBURR ANDERSON | Dear AFRIY: I sam sure that you did not

I well appreciate the \'ur!ir‘.l'r\'._hme studied

mean to imply that this way a

ithat you expressed in vour edis e tiscourtesy™ nn

Dear AFRO: |'Inr'l:|'|.y of Japuary 1, in rvhlinnl‘_ha |\JTI. of ‘_m-‘ agency or the
You  reported  recently  that g the Committee of News-Media | €0™M r."““_e' We shall continue .!”
Magistrale K. Fverett Lane had ' Representatives that met recent- f'rfhﬂl )“_“r .Mln an, sEpag |
reveived an expensive gif0 from ly with the staff of this agency, i “‘_'“.‘\ ““L_"r all ullwlr news-
e poliee depariment. [ “Your cooprration has IJW-I)"--EI.““}IJ 1 _””.' tecy diffiealt proh-
Evervholdy krows that in (he .. ikl L em of assuring complete and full

z been s helpinl o the past hab yobhe nformation in the event |

majority of cases the police are oy anped 1o prassure Yo tha ' il TTHTense PrRirresney
arvagned un one sule amd those o paper was nnt overinnh el o 3 GVl dietense emergency.
U I have always enmdeaviors! o

Ihring about the integration of allymany publications with very hig

Giifts to magistrates {

artested on the ather ® " Py sy el
when 1w mvtations were 4

AL hest, 4t oas dafficalt for any rrr“'.lt‘l ‘rlnllf . il asstre 1o the hest of my alulity
:",' = : that Afarsland's Ol Defense

This romnottee, Qv composi- applivd  equaity o

Mapistrate 1o keep the scales of |
] progeam 5

halaneed

sinee

=t evenly = el ;
11 were a police court Mogf. 0 RHFpases vl bepan and for all af ne eitizens,
srale, [ woutil take no gifts fram Grew wit of Lt ---nun:rrs\mve_- it iy a prohlem that vitatly cony
pither sl iy “'l”"”"' ROy erInE, “!'I"'" WAS eorng vach and evervone of us

Uittemded, s vort know, by youri . i i |

atlended. as ot W 8o long as Goverpor MeKeliling |

IS PENITID P ;
NI 1OAMAS Hant 10 Mo

In frvimg o

s Advisory Cauneyl, or I have

4 working anvthing to do with el Des
i

Morgan students
Ihear ARG copntitiee o e, it is ob se there widl never Le any
May b b ta the aliendion VNS ampoes 0lVR EVELY G fagenen an the activines b
ol vinire peaiders e fael tnal Pobiicatan o cnotaan the SRS e faetars ol paee, sex,
e State  allege .'\-!'|-:""l'r“"'"‘"'l Ao weew YIRS polope nr ereed
it Sactal Action Compittes ' 1o enver he fate, gt just ""'| SHERLEN TWING
Pl e vers gy itopart g Hallimore NMievctor, Narsbaml  *
e peeently sueress Afort tal 1 fear that  ore are drahahl | il Defenie |

— e

Letter from Ben
Everinghim, Vice
Chairman. Baltimore
Committee On Racial
Equality, to the Editor
of the Baltimore Afro-
American newspaper
extolling the very
important part played
by Morgan State
College Students’” Social
Action Committee
(predecessor to CIG)in
bringing about the
desegregation of all the
cating facilities of the
Read’s stores (Baltimore
Afro-American, dated
January 22, 1955).see

e ”
Jage.

sanvarnnyt an

panll

Also see Vernon Horn's
Masters thesis, “Integrating
Baltimore-Protest and
Accommodation, 1945-
1963 Chapter 3. “The
Beginning of the Student
Movement.” (McKeldin
Library. University of
Maryland)


file:///~rtif-m

Baltimore Afro-Amercan
January 22, 1955

o ,I\,gg;é;,;"';{a‘a“gﬁ{; s

-Dear AFRO:

dent  Social Action Committee
‘played a very-important part in

ke rcccntly <ucces<[ul effort 10 -

bring about the- integration of all’
_|the eating. facllmes of the Rcad s, :
. stores. .. °

It is quxte posslble that w:th» -
out théir . fine...and.. .courageous -
|work .this happy - development

mighf‘ have “been ~fiirther " de:
layed for a. considerable time.

These students deserve a stand-
ing ovation from the entire- com«
munity. - They -should . be_. en-
couraged in- every way’to— con-
tinue their efforts to make de-
mocracy work.

--._..f. i -BEN FVERI\GHIM

" Vice Chairman .

. On Racial Equality

—*-—'-——le hmore—-&mmﬂee_—

See'\v’;crhon Horn's

» [ UMay 1 bring to the - altcntton Mastces thesis, “Integt aung
ot vour readers the: fact that '
‘flthe Morgan “State” College  Stu.

Baltimore-Protést and ™

- Accommodation, 1945- .

1963” Chapter 3, “The
Beginning of the Studcm
Movement ro _







Baltimore County Public Library Legacy Web Page 1 of 1

TOPIC: Streetscapes - Dundalk

Dundalk Shipping Place in the 1930's. Photo shows the Community Dept. Store on the corner with
the A & P food store and Read's Drug Store to its left. Seen also are period cars and one boy
pedestrian on the corner.

Date: 1930s
Photographer: unknown

Source: Dundalk - Patapsco Neck Historical Society
(The digitized image of this photograph has been edited to improve its appearance.)

Please reference this number for inquiries about ordering prints*: 5491141

* For some photographs, prints may not be available.

Go to Legacy Web Search / Home Take the Baltimore County Hist uiz.

Baltimore County History Page

Landmarks Preservation Commission Baltimore County Public Library, Towson Maryland USA
Back to BCPL Home Page Feedback (Piease provide reference number.)

http://external.bepl.lib.md.us/hcdo/cfdocs/photopage.cfm?id=14314 4/26/2007



http://external.bcpl.lib.md.us/hcdo/cfdocs/photopage.cfm?id=14314

Baltimore County Public Library Legacy Web Page 1 of 1

Baltimore County Legacy Web

TOPIC: Streetscapes - Towson

A view of the west side of the 500 block of York Road in Towson showing the Pixie Pizza Shoppe at
501, the Read's Drug Store at 503, the Independent Order of Odd Fellows Building, and the
Chesapeake Furniture at 519.

Date: ¢. 1965
Photographer: David Turner

Source: unknown
(The digitized image of this photograph has been edited to improve its appearance.)

Please reference this number for inquiries about ordering prints*: 6927184

* For some photographs, prints may not be available.

Go to Legacy Web Search / Home Take the Baltimore County History Quiz.

Baltimore County History Page
Landmarks Preservation Commission Baltimore County Public Library, Towson Maryland USA

Back to BCPL Home Page Feedback (Please provide reference number.)
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Lake Shore Investors v. Rite Aid Corp.
Md.App.,1983.

Court of Special Appeals of Maryland.
LAKE SHORE INVESTORS
V.
RITE AID CORPORATION et al,
No. 1494,

June 14, 1983.

Vendor of shopping center brought action against
prospective lessee for interference with contractual
relationship. The Court of Common Pleas,
Baltimore City, David Ross, 1., dented prospective
lessee’s motion for summary judgment, and
prospective lessee appealed. The Court of Special
Appeals, Gilbert, C.J., held that: (1) evidence of
prospective lessee’s actions supported finding that it
deliberately and willfully interfered with vendor’s
coniractual relationship with prospective purchaser,
and that such interference was purposely done in
order to injure vendor; (2) based on such evidence,
if jury were to find any amount of compensatory
damages, it might assess punitive damages in such
sum as would dissuade future acts of interference by
tort-feasor; (3) trial court erred in limiting evidence
of damages (o "benefit of bargain," and should have
permitted vendor to prove such damages as would
reasonably flow from the tortious coniractual
interference; (4) vendor did not waive issue of
correct theory of damages by declining judge’s
invitation to submit evidence under “benefit of
bargain” theory; and (5) prospective lessee’s lack of
binding lease with vendor precluded its claimed
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defense of justification of protecting its lease.

Reversed in part, affirmed in part, and remanded.
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In vendor’s action against prospective lessee for
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Conaway & Goldman, Baltimore, on the brief, for
appellant.

Stephen K. Fedder, Baltimore, with whom were
Marvin J. Land, Judith C. Levinson and Weinberg
& Green, Baltimore, on the brief, for appellees.

Argued before GILBERT, C.J., and WILNER and
GETTY, IJ. -
GILBERT, Chief Judge.

For the last seventy-five years it has been clear that
one who wrongfully interferes with the contractual
rights of another is liable to the injured party in an
action of tort. Knickerbocker Ice Co. v. Gardiner
Dairy Co., 107 Md. 556, 69 A. 405 (1908).FNI
What is not so clear is by what standard damages
arising from that interference are to be measured.
#173 We are called upon in this case to decide
whether these damages are in contract or in tort.,

FN1. See Sumwalt Ice and Coal Co. v.
Knickerbocker Ice Co., 114 Md. 403, 80 A, 48
(1911); Cumberland Glass Manufacturing Co. v.
DeWirr, 120 Md. 381, 87 A. 927 (1913); Goldman
v. Harford Road Building Association, 150 Md.
677, 133 A. 843 (1926); Stannard v. McCool, 198
Md. 609, 84 A.2d 862 (1951); Damazo v. Wahby,
259 Md. 627, 270 A.2d 814 (1970); Daugherty v,
Kessler, 264 Md. 281, 286 A.2d 95 (1972). See
also Angle v. Chicago S.P., M. & 0. R. Co., 151
U.5. 1, 14 5.Ct. 240, 38 L.Ed. 55 (1894).

The Facts

Lake Shore Investors (LSI), a limited partnership,
was formed for the purpose of acquiring lands in the
Lake Shore area of Amme Arundel County and
erecting and operating a shopping center to be
known as **727 Lake Shore Plaza. A fiffeen acre
tract was purchased by LSI in 1975 for $509,000.
Settlement, however, did not occur untit two years
later. In 1978, LSI acquired an additional fifteen
acre tract at an auction sale for a bid of $100,000.
That property was located across the road from the
first obtained parcel.  The original fifieen acres
were described as being "flatter and better suited for
development, while the second tract was hilly and
marshy.” After the acquisition of the second tract,
LSI began to develop the first parcel as a shopping
center, and in furtherance of that goal it entered into
a lease with Safeway Supermarket Company.
Safeway, we are told, was to be an "anchor tenant.”
LSI also negotiated with Read’s, Inc., the
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predecessor of Rite Aid Corporation. It was
proposed that Read’s would lease 12,000 square feet
of space next to the Safeway. Such a "Lease"
between Read’s and LSI was signed, but it was
subject to agreement on certain  plans and
specifications for construction of the store. No
agreement as to these plans and specifications was
apparently ever reached. :

Rite Aid, in April, 1977, entered upon the scene as
successor to Read’s. At that time John Schmitt, a
Rite Aid executive, informed LSI that Rite Aid did
not want to lease 12,000 square feet but would lease
8,000 square feet. That figure was subsequently
reduced by Rite Aid to 6,000 square feet. When
that proposal was rejected, Rite Aid countered with
the proposition that it lease the 12,000 square feet,
but that it be allowed to sublease 6,000 square feet
from that space. LSl rejected the Rite Aid
suggestion. LSI, however, offered Rite Aid 6,000
square feet of space at the opposite end *174 of the
shopping center, but Rite Aid insisted on being next
door to the Safeway. According to the testimony
produced by LSI, Rite Aid and LSI severed
negotiations and went their "different ways.” No
further contact was had between Rite Aid and LSI
for some two years, watil January, 1979,

During the interim, LSI entered into a lease for
approximately 17,000 square feet with Drag Fair,
Inc. That transaction was reported in a trade
journal. In January, 1979, Robert E. Statkiewicz, a
partner in LSI, encountered John Schmitt at a
shopping center seminar in New Orleans. A "red-
faced” Schmitt allegedly told Statkiewicz that he,
Schmitt, was very upset over LSI’s leasing space to
Drug Fair in Lake Shore Plaza. Schmitt allegedty
said that Randy White, another LS partner who was
the person who attempted to negotiate the lease with
Rite Aid, was "going to be sorry.” According to
Statkiewicz, Schmitt said that, "we’ll fix him.”

Charles Slane of Rite Aid wrote to LSI in March,
1979, advising that he had read an article in a trade
publication in which it was reported that 1.SI
planned a ground breaking in the Spring of 1979.
Slane threatened litigation unless LSI agreed to build
Rite Aid a store in the shopping center. LSI
responded that no lease existed between it and Rite
Aid.

Finding itself short of funds required to finish the

© 2007 Thomson/West. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works.



461 A.2d 725
(Cite as: 55 Md.App. 171, 461 A.2d 725)

project, LSI, on August 31, 1979, agreed 16 sell the
entire thirty acre property to BTR Realty, Inc.
(BTR), for $900,000 cash.  Additionally, BTR
agreed to purchase a $66,000 certificate of deposit
that LSI had pledged to New York Life Insurance
Company as a "commitment fee" on the mortgage
that New York Life was to carry on the property.
BTR’s counsel learned of the Slave letier written in
March, 1979, on behalf of Rite Aid in which it
threatened litigation, BTR insisted upon a clause in
its purchase agreement with LSI to the effect that
BTR could withdraw from that agreement if LSI

could not furnish BTR with a written release from .

Rite Aid. Obviously, BTR was not interested in
purchasing litigation.

Drug Fair’'s corporate counsel, Robert N.
Weinstock, was contacted by Franklin Brown\of
Rite Aid. Brown allegedly *175 told Weinstock in
" an "intimidating” tone of voice that Drug Fair could
either yield its lease or be in the same shopping
center with Rite Aid. Brown, according to
Weinstock, said that Drug Fair’s plan to be the
*#*728 only drug store in the shopping center "was
not about to happen.” In reply to telephone calls
from BTR’s lawyer, Brown remained insistent that
Rite Aid had a valid lease with LSI.

The upshot of Rite Aid’s refusal (o release BTR and
LSI from any claim against the property resulted in
BTR’s withdrawal from its agreement with LSI.

LSI, in November, 1979, sued Rite Aid Corporation
and Rite Aid of Maryland, Inc. (Rite Aid), in the
Circuit Court for Baltimore City FN2 for unlawful
interference in LSI's contractual relationship with
BTR. LSI asserted that it was entitled to
$25,000,000 in damages.

FN2. The suit was originally filed in the Court of
Common Pleas.  As a result of a constitutional
amendment, all of the courts of the "Supreme Bench
of Baltimore City" became consolidated into the
current Circuit Court for Baltimore City.

While the suit was pending, LSI sold the original
tract to St. John/Litty for $840,650, but LSI
retammed ownership of the secondly acquired fifteen
acre parcel.

At trial LSI claimed "out of pocket" damages,
accounting from October 1, 1979, as follows:

© 2007 Thomson/West. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt, Works.

Page 5

Wg@w



461 A.2d 725 Page 6
(Cite as: 55 Md.App. 171, 461 A.2d 725)

"OUT-OF-~-POCKET DAMAGES

Interest expenses on mortgages

and lcans which would have been

paid in full at BTR settlement *

$293,351.50

Real Estate Taxes and County

Assesgsments against the property

since 10/2/79

23,560.40
Insurance on the property
since 10/2/79
816.55
Architectural, engineering, :
leasing and management expenses
on the property since 10/2/79
44,360.96

TOTAL OUT-OF-POCKET DAMAGES
$362,089.81

FN* does not include mortgage interest expense and real estate taxes since 4/1/
gzn

*176 The trial judge refused to admit evidence of
“out-of-pocket damages,” ruling instead that the
measure of damages was the contractual "benefit of
the bargain rule.” The judge defined "benefit of the
bargain” to mean the difference between the fair
market value of the property at the time of Rite
Aid’s interference with the BTR contract and the
contractual price of $903,000.

LSI calculated its loss under the "benefit of bargain”
ruie in the following manner:

"LOSS ON SALE OF PROPERTY
Total consideration
on BTR contract

$966,000
Leas sellers’
settlement expenses
6,325
Net proceeds on BTR sale
£$959,675
Total consideration
on St. John/Litty
contract *
B50, 000
Less sellers’
settlement expenses
9,350

Net proceeds on 8t. John/Litty
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840,650
Difference on two contracts
5119, 025
Less unsold land

100,000
Net Loszs
$ 19,025

Page
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FN* does not include mortgage interest expense and real estate taxes since 4/1/
82 which are responsibility of St. John/Litty under the terms of their contract.

*177 Those damages, however, were never

introduced into evidence.

Prior to trial Rite Aid sought summary judgment on
the ground that it had a valid lease with LSI. The
latter filed a cross-motion for similar relief. Rite
Aid has appealed the denial of its motion.

The Issues

I. Are damages in an unlawful interference with
contract cases measured by tort or contract precepts?

II. Did the appellant waive its appeal in failing to
submit evidence under the trial judge’s "benefit of
bargain” damage theory?

HI. Did the trial court err in denying Rite Aid’s
motion for summary judgment and in granting LSI's
similar motion.

I.
Interference with Contractual Relationship

The tort of interference with contractual relations
was first recognized in this State **729 in
Knickerbocker Ice Co. v. Gardiner Dairy Co.,
supra. The Court of Appeals said, 107 Md. at 569,
69 A. 405:

“In a suit between the parties to a contract the
general rule is that whether it be an action ex
condractu, or an aciion of tort, founded on the
breach of contract, the measure of damages is the
" same and under the control of the Court.”

Rite Aid reads Knickerbocker to hold that in cases of
interference with the contractual rights of another
that the damages are to be measured in the same
manner as a breach of contract.  That, however, is
not what Knickerbocker says. The key words of the
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above quotation from Knickerbocker are: "In a suit
between the parties to a contract...." Patently, Rite
Aid was not a party to the contract in the insta