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PREFACE

It is the purpose of this thesis to present a
comparative study of attendance areas, of educational
ability and effort in the smaller end larger units,
and of other data involving a detalled study of present
local school unit organization in Lincoln County, an
analysis of whieh will formulate a plan for the reorgan-
ization of existing sehool districts.

The data used were seocured from the offices of the
county superintendent of schools, the county assessor,
the county clerk, the county agent, from old Lincoln
County newspaper files, from the state department of ed-
ueation offices, and from the office of the committee
on local sehool units.

The writer has served as an executive in the schools
of the eounty seat for the past nine years. During this
time many school board members, county superintendents
of schools, and patrons interested in the educational
development of the county have beem interviewed. Much
of the local history presented has been secured from
these persons. Where dates or statistiecs were given,
they were verified in the office of the county super-
intendent.
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CHAPTER I

That Lincoln County has been woefully deficient in
working out any successful plen of centralization of sechool
d_n!.atﬂ.ctl is attested by the fact that there are more small
one and two-room rural schools in this county than in any
other county in the state. During the school year 1935-36,
there were a total of 123 white sechool districts in the
county, 11l of whiech were rural, and 25 separate or Negro
school districts, 23 of which were rural.

Reelizing the need for a consolidation program in
Lincoln County, this study was undertaken with the hope that
some impetus may be given to such a program. Statisties
have been gathered which attempt to show how seriously hand-
icapped the smaller units are in an attempt to previde the
barest minimum essentials of a school program. A comparative
study will be shown of attendance areas, of eduecational abil-
ity and effort in the smaller and larger units, and of sim-
ilar related material involving a detailed study of present
local sehool unit organization. By an analysis of these
factors a plan will be formulated for the reorgsnization of
existing school districts.

In common with most other western states of the union,
when the federal government joined with Oklahome in the
formation of the compaect known as the Enabling Act, seections



16 and 36 in each congressional township in Oklahoma
territory were set aside by the govermment for the benefit
of the common schools of this state. In lieu of a similar
grant in Indian territory, Oklahoma received five million
dollars for her permanent school fund. The land received
totaled 1,415,000 scres and has a total value at the
present time of approximately fifty million dollars.

Although the income from this permanent school fund
averages around a million dollars a year it proved to be
entirely inadequate to support a general sruﬁn of publie
education in Oklahomas The general property or ad valorem
tax was found necessary as a chief basis of support for our
schools.

with the coming of improved methods of transportation
it was soon noted that an unfortunate mistake had been
made by the legislature when the public school system of
Oklahoma was organized into such a large number of small
units. The distriet system originated in New England, grad-
ually spreading asross the country as new territory was
settled. It was natural that Oklahoma should follow the
same plan. Evidently it was quite satisfactory for our
forefathers. Population then was sparse, travel slow, in-
tercourse limited, and isolation almost compulsory. 1 But
those days have gone, and modern times demeand modern ed~
ucational methods.

1. T« ¥, Hames, A Unit Finance Plan for Financing the
Public Sechools of Payne County. Unpublished Mas-
ter's Thesis, Oklahoma A. & M. College, 1931, pp. 1-2.



According to Dr. Wm. C. Bagley, the inadequaey of the
rural schools of the country is evidence of the failure of
the present educational system.

"In the first place, the system of rural education is
notoriously inadequate. The proportion eof illitersecy
in our rurasl districts is twice as high as in our
urban districts. The problem of illiteracy is a
problem of rural education." 2 _

When our early settlers founded the distriet school,
the course of study was built to ecarry the "Three R's."
Through years of enriching the curriculum, it now must
carry a load of 14 subjects. A teacher can average only 19
minutes a day to each class when she is compelled to teach
all eight grades. Naturally she cannot be a specialist in
any field. The pupils are denied the services of :killeﬁ
primary instructors and of specialists in the intermediate
. and junior high school grades. Recognizing these needs, it
has been found necessary to enlarge the school districts
through centralization that insures larger upits. .

Shortly after the World War a huge inerease in school
enrollment was noted, especially im the high schools. At
the same time property valuations suffered a marked decline.
Many sehools were unable to care for their rapidly increas-
ing enrollments with their limited budgets, caused prineipal-
ly from losses in property valuations. As a result, a state-
wide interest in education was begun. It was found that

2, U. S. Chember of Commerce Bulletin, November 20, 1922,
P 39.

3. Haskell Pruitt & E. A. Duke, Lincoln County School
Survey. Chandler News Publioist, November 2, 1923,
P Lis



many sehool distriects were totally unable to support an
adequate system of free public education. Consequently,
the state legislature of 1919 mede an apjproprintion of
$100,000 to ald common sechools that were too weak
finencially to maintein a full term. '

This assistance of the state has been a life saver
for many of our schools. However, the constant expenditure
of funds year after year by the state to aid small weak dis-
tricts was wasteful and did nothing to discourage the elim-
ination of small units., Recognizing this fact the legisla-
ture of 1935 passed the now famous House Bill 212 whieh
provided funds only to those districts maintaining an aver-
age daily attendance of a minimum of 17 pupils. A few rare
exceptions were made to isolated distriots. In spite of
this law, several fairly weak districts of Lincoln County
are holding so steadfastly to their belief in loecal autonomy
that they are still maintaining a six or seven month schoeol
term without receiving either primary or secondary aid.
Where the sentiment against consolidation or annexation is
this strong, the state legislature appears to be the logical
body to combine ineffiecient, weak units.

"Those who have become convinced that a reorganization
caly to Tealize Shat ihe sums sutharity of the legiala-
oan alsg destroy Shem and ehengs them into larger |
ones."

It is evident that a reorganization program will not
take place when left to the will of the people in the affect-

4. School and Soeclety, November 7, 1936, p. 601.



ed areas. New York State had the same experience that has
been witnessed in Lincoln County. The parents wanted to
eling to the century-old distriet system, and ralsed an out-
cry when any attempt at ecentralization was made. Educa-
tional leaders felt that it was unjust to continue penal-
izing the children while waiting for the parents to volun=-
tarily decide on larger administrative units. Consequently,
the New York legislature started a system of equalization
of opportunity, under the Farm Relief Bill of 192%. b

When president Roosevelt was governor of the state of
New York he recognized the need of reorganization and
simplification of local sechool government. In an address
before the institute of publiec affairs in session at
Charlottesville, Virginia, he mentioned the faet that his
state contained 9,600 separate local school units, and point-
ed out the need for immediste improvement. At that time
there were more than 150,00 sehool distriets in the United
States: If these could be combined, five or six thousand
lmumldumthnmm. Where we have such a
large number of units, barriers are up between the city
dweller and the farmer.

We can never achieve a close relationship between these
two groups so long as such conditions exist. Chambers of
Commeree in Lincoln County and elsewhere in the state find

5. Educational Momograph of the New York State Teach-
ers Association, Ne. 5, August, 1936, p. 1ll.

6. American Country Life Conference, Cornell University,
m't 1,. 1“1’ p. :O



that the greatest difficulty in promoting harmonious
relationships with nearby towns and rural districts is to
break down the local pride and jealousy of the many self-
governing bodies.

It is strange that most people recognize the neces-
sity of making adjustments in their business afrfairs in
keeping with best business practices and yet overlook a
like necessity of reorganizing educational affairs. When
schools unite in a comsolidation program the community
immediately profits economically and educationally. In
some communities the value of land has doubled where modern
school buildings have been remodeled and erected.

*If a large portion of the rural youth of America are
going %o find 1% necessary to leave the farm in searech
of economic opportunity, sound social poliey would
require a fundamental reorgenizeation of education in
the poorer rural areas. In She first place, some
means must be discovered whereby farm children can be
afforded a richer and a more extended educational
experience. In the second place, 1%t will be neces-
sary to va rural education a now direction, & new
orientation. An educational program of the right kind
can be -ndn an effective instrument for the promotion
of migration and for the better adjustment to the_life
of the community of persons who do not migrate.”

Many states have practically completed the reorgani-

zation of their school districts. Marylend, Louisiana, Utah,

Ohio, Indlana and others have either reorganized omn the
county unit plan or on a similar basis. In Wisconsin it is

7. School Consolidation end Rural Life, Rural School

Leaflet No. 1, Bureau of Bdmcation Bulletin, Febpuary

1’23, PP« S=d .

8. The Elementary School Journal, Vol. 37, Dec. 1936,
P« 242.



estimated that through the merging of districts under a
county unit plan the state, county, and local governments
would be saved $200,000 per year. At the same time the
teacher load would be more evenly distributed. A high
school would bde provided for rural children, and 70% of the
Wisconsin farm boys likely would not be dropping out of
school by the time they reach the eighth grade, as they
have been doing. A bill embodying the above features is
now before the Wiseonsin legislature. ’

In Oklshoma an attempt was made during the 1985 session
of the legislature to adopt the county unit system in this
state. The poople, especially in the rural areas, had not
been informed sufficieantly of the advantages of sueh a plan,
and consequently were opposed to it., Any change that may
be made, whether to the county unit or to a larger basis,
apparently will have to be developed gradually.

Randelph, County, Indiana provides a good example of a
change in sentiment over a comparatively short period of years.
m;&nm,r there were 131 one-room schools located every two
n_ﬂ.os throughout Randelph County. Like those in Linecoln
County, they had an average dailly attendance of from 5 te 20.

"All were of the usual of one-room schools, with

ot R Do K bsen, St seitol e

to gravel and macadamized roads, the old chureches had

been remodeled, new farm homes had been buils; in faet,

everything in the community had responded to the spirit
of progress exeept the schools. They were 40 years

9. The School Executive, May 1937, p. 364.



behind the other factors of community life. 10

"A campaign was begun and every energy was directed to
better the rural sechoocls, which meant the consolida-
tion of the one-room schools. Of course the opposition
was very pronounced, but the county was fortunate in
having boards of township trustees who were open-
minded, progressive, and fearless, and, above all, had
the one great purpose of doing the best that possibly

could be done for c¢hildrem. By 1920 only 6 of the 131

onn-ron,lsohools renained, and only one remained in

1923."

With the aid of the W. P. A., Pike County, Ohio, recent-
ly replaced 42 one~-room school buildings with seven modern,
four-room, centralized schools. An enriched up-to-date
curriculum in modern surroundings was given the rural pupils
of Pike County and the operating costs will be no greater
than formerly. -

In Oklahoma, Jackson County has the honor of being the
first to eliminate all her one-room schools and reach 100
percent consolidation. A high school is within the reach of
every pupil in the county. The initial step in the consol-
idation of schools was the union of a joint district of
Jackson and Greer Counties, whiech has been followed by one
consolidation after another until all one-room schools in
the county were eliminated. Grsor‘County has done almost as
well. In fact, many counties in the western part of the
state especially, have found consolidation practical and will

soon eliminete all their smaller units. 13

10. Consolidation of Schools in Randolph County, Indiana,
Rural School Leaflet No. 12, Bureau of Education
Bulletin, 1923, p. 4.

1l. Ibid.

12. The School Executive, November 1936, p. 95.

13. The Daily Oklahoman, November 29, 1936, Sec. D, p. 1l.



When we speak of "consollideted" schools we may have
reference to many different types of schools. There are
union graded distriots where the high schools only are
consolidated, with the grade schools remaining in the out-
lying districts. On the other hand, all the grades might
be united into one large school system with transportation
furnished to all the districts consolidated. Under the union
graded plan, when all the districts involved vote to be
united, they also determine by vote whether they shall pro-
vide transportation to the grade pupils.

Mrs. Mary C. C. Bradford, state superintendent of
sehools of Colorado, and formerly president of the National
Education Association, desoribed these consolidated rural
schools before the joint senate and house committee on ed-
ucation.

"Consolidation means that two or three or more districts
vote to come together and form one district, with a
large school instead of a number of small schools. Then
you put together all the resources of these districts
and you establish a central school, to whiech the chil-
dren are taken by transportation. Mrs. Bradford was
asked how extensive the curriculum was in one of her
consolidated schools. She replied, "It is just as good
as it is in the Denver schools and it is modified in
such a way that it meets the requirements of the country

life and develops tha children for functioning in
country life. '" 1

Deseription of County

Lineoln County, Oklahoma was organized October 1, 18%91.

l14. United States Chamber of Commerce Bulletin, Nov-
ember 20, 1922, p. 42.



It has a population of 33,738. Of this number 9,974 live
in town and 23,764 in the country. It has an area of 960
square miles, and an average annual rainfall of 36 inches.

A map of Oklahoma showing the location of Linceln
County may be seen on page ll. The county is located in
the central part of the state. It is bounded on the north
by Payne county, on the east by Creek and Okfuskee counties,
on the south by Pottawatomie, and on the west by Logan and
Oklahoma counties, Chandler, with a population of 2,717,
is the county seat and largest city. A list of the other
chief towns with their respective pepulations follows:
Stroud, 1894; Prague, 1299; Davenport, 1072; Wellston, 632;
Meeker, 562; Sparks, 470; Carney, 328; Tryon, 300; Kendrick,
270; and Agra, 258.

Four primcipal highways traverse Lincoln County. U. S.
highway 66 passes through the center of the county running

10

northeast and southwest through Wellston, Chandler, Davenport

and Stroud. This highway is completely paved across the
county. Highway No. 62 runs east and west through the
southern part of the county. It is paved from lMeeker west
to the county line and hard surfaced east through Prague to
the county line. Highway No. 18 runs through the central
part of the county north and south, going through Meeker,
Chandler and Agra. Some paving is under construction south
of Meeker. The rest of the road is gravel. Highway No. 48
goes north and south through the extreme eastern section of

the county passing through Stroud and Prague. It is partial-
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12
ly graveled and black-topped. The other roads are maintained
by the county and during rainy weather some are almost im-
passible. The red clay hills and low bottom lands account
for the bad roads in the rural areas. There are approxi-
mately 50 miles of paved roads in the county, 75 miles of
all-weather roads, and 1800 miles of dirt roads. Map II on
page 13 shows the roads of Lincoln County.

Although on the whole the county is mainly agricul-
tural, the oll industry has been an important factor in
the development of Linmcoln County. Stroud, Davenpors,
Chandler and Wellston are the oil cemters with numerous
smaller fields scattered over the county.

Lincoln County has some very good ferm lands, most of
whieh are in the bottoms. A CCC Camp located at Chandler
has been of great benmefit in soil comservation. The
prineipal crops are cotton, pecans, small grains (wheat,
oats and barley) grain sorgums and corn. Linecoln County
ranks first in the nation in the produection of pecans.

There are three principal streams in the county; name-
ly, Deep Fork, Dry Fork, and Bell Cow. Deep Fork Creek runs
in a southeasterly direction across the southern part of
the county. It is a braneh of the Canadian River. Dry Fork
Creek runs through the central part of the county and flows
into Desp Fork. Bell Cow rises in the northwest part of the
county and flows into Deep Fork north of Meeker. Bell Cow
and Deep Fork Creeks overflow often and make erops and road
conditions uncertain during winter and spring. It is
difficult for farmers to get to town and for the buses to
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14
make their routes during rains or snows. About one-fourth
of the land of the county is bottom land.

Numerous timber lands are found in the county along the
creeks and in scattered parts of the up lands. The types
of soil found in the county are: Derby Sand, Miller Clay,
Yahola Silt loam, Kirkland Loam and Vernon Clay.

On January 1, 1935 there were 4478 farms in the county.
There were 1724 farm owners operating their own farms and
2754 tenant farmers. According to the 1830 census, the
Negro population of Lincoln County is 3272, The number of
Indians is listed as 348.
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CHAPTER II
DETAILED STUDY OF PRESENT LOCAL SCHOOL UNIT ORGANIZATION

Originally Lincoln County had only 104 school distriets,
but from time to time new units were created until a total of
141 districts had been formed. This does not mean that the
county has had as many as 141 separate districts at the
same time. While new school areas were being created some
consolidations were taking place to partially offset the
new schools. On June 8, 1912, the last new district was
created, when No. 141 was formed from parts of districts No.
115, 116, 130 and 131. Map III shows the present school
organization. This includes all typ;s of schools in the
county during the school year 1935-36.

Although Lincoln County has been backward in combin-
ing her smaller school units she has had a few consolida-
tions. In August 1917, distriocts No. 115, 120, 122, and
139 un}tod to form Union Graded No. l. A cecentral high
school was bullt. The old buildings are still in use as
wing schools for grades one to six. They do not furnish
transportation.

August 30, 1919, the Davenport school, district No.
129, was Jjolned by districts No. 62, 63, and 75 to form
Union Graded No. 3, urnder authority of the law as given in
article 8, section 194 of the 1919 school laws of the state
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of Oklahoma. o Wellston organized a consolidated sehool in
1920, eannexing districts No. 45, 56, 57, and 127, becoming
Consolidated No. 1.

All three of the above districts have added other
adjacent distriets to their territory at verious times
since their original eonsolidations. (See Map III) The
enumeration and the assessed valuations for these schools
during 1935-36 are shown in Teble III-A. The area is given
in Table II-A.

In 1930 districts No. 10 and 136 voted to form a con-
solidated grade sehool district. District No. 10 has been
the richest distriet in the county every since oil was dis-
covered nearby and a tank farm was established there in 1914.
In 1929 it had a veluation of $6,591,807 while No. 136 had
a valuation of $102,729. Here would have been an ideal
location for one of the finest high schools in the state.
However, the people thought differently. They purchased
three school buses and since that time have furnished trans-
portation to the grade pupils within their distriet, and
also have transported their high school pupils to Cushing,
in Payne County.

Lineoln County has had three or four sad experiences
while attempting eontralization; During the month of
August, 1920, school districts No. 68, 69, and 72, south
of Davenport, voted to form a consolidated district. So

much dissension among the patrons arose that by January of

l. County Superintendent's Records, 1919.



the following year at a special election, by a vote of
68 to 38, the districts voted to dissolve the proposed
consolidation. An unfortunate representative of a bond-
ing company was severely beaten by irate patrons who
apparently blamed him, partly at least, for the vote to
consolidate. Several years later, May 10, 1932, distriet
No. 69 was annexed to Davenport. The two other districts
still remain as separate units.
ﬁeeker, distriet No. 95, attempted to annex several
surrounding school districts in 1918; namely, district
Nos. 89, 98, 99, 100, 124, and 133. A majority vote ep~-
proved the annexations in each of the districts. Within
a few months, however, so much opposition had developed in
the annexing areas that the people of Meeker became dis-
gusted. They informed the rural sreas that Meeker had
always had peace and contentment, and had no desire to be-
come embroiled in such antagonisms. They advised the dis-
ocontented districts to protest the recent vote on annexa-
tion and they would not oppose it. This was done and a
court order dissolved the amnexation on a technicality.
"The special electlon and special meeting purposed to
have been held on the seventh day of February, 1918,
is 1llegal and void for the reason that no notices
of sald meeting and election were posted as required
by law, and that said notices were not signed by g.
W. Bass, County Superintendent, Linecoln County."

It was not until April 30, 1920 that one of the above dis-

2. Journal entry in District Court, Case No. 5587,
?eid at Chandler, Lincoln County, Oklahoma, May 6,
918.
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tricts, No. 99, voted to annex to Mecker. Midlothian,
district No. 113, had practically the same unpleasant
experience a few years later. At that time they iaintain-
ed a four year high school at Midlothian which has since
been discontinued. Their high school pupils now are
transferred to Chandler.

These cases are mentioned because they are very unusual
in the history of concolidation in the state and nation.
Only five or six such ocourrences have been recorded in
the state of Oklahoma. Naturally these set-backs were dis-
cussed over the entire county, and have had some effect in
retarding centrelization., In attempting to analyze the
conditions which caused these districts to rescind their
previous actions in consolidating or annexing, the author
finds five reasons for these actions: First, the fact that
the districts annexed must assume their share of the bonded
indebtedness of the distriots to which they become a part;
second, local pride and jealousy; third, lack of effective
leadership, fourth, misunderstandings and false accusations;
and fifth, bad road conditions. One's first impression
probably would be that bad road conditions should have been
placed first or second. When it is observed, however, that
a large number of small one-room schools are still in use
all along the best highways, some within a mile or two of
the largest towns and cities, the reasons for the groupings
above are readily seen.

In Table I-A it is shown that the 12 distriets which
maintain high schools had a total of 129 teachers during



the school year 1935-36. Of these 12 schools, all except
Union Graded No. 1 are located in the cities and towms.
Union Graded is a consolidated school located in the south-
western part of the county. (See map III) Sparks is the
only dependent district located in a city or town, although
at various times Agra, Kendrick and others have been de~-
pendent. Of the 1lll rural schools in the county, 87 were
one~teacher schools, 24 employed two teachers, and one had
four teachers. This gives a total of 139 rural teachers,
making 268 white teachers for the entire county. (See
Teble I-B) 0ddly enough, there are 110 more school board
members in the county than teachers, the former numbering
376«

20



21
Teble I-A
NUMBER OF TEACHERS EMPLOYED, GRADES TAUGHT, NUMBER OF

BUILDINGS IN USE AND POPULATION OF CITIES IN DIS~
TRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOQLS DURING 1935-36

Dist.
JNo, Name Teschers Grades Builldings Population
I-1 Ghandler 23 1-12 3 2,77
IC~1l Wellston 12 1-12  § 632
UG-l Union Graded 8 1-12 1* -
I0G-3 Davenport 19 1-12 a%* 1,073
154 Stroud 16 l1-12 1 1,894
195 Meeker 9 1-12 1 562
I-103 Prague 12 1-12 2 1,299
I-105 Gtr:;{ 8 1-12 1 328
I-107 Ken ek 6 1-12 3 270
I-125 Tryon 6 1-12 1 300
I-154 Agra 6 1-12 1 258
77 Sparks 6 1-18 1 470
Total 129 112 L 2 —9,802

* Plus 4 wing seohools, teaching grades 1-6
*#% Plus 1 wing school, teaching grades 1-6

Table I-B

NUMBER OF TEACHERS EMPLOYED, GRADES TAUGHT, AND NUMBER OF
BUILDINGS IN USE IN RURAL DISTRICTS DURING 1935-36

Dist,

No. Hame Teachers Grade Buildings
2 Lincoln Park 1 1-8 1
3 Bpring Hill 1 1-8 ; &
4 Independence 1 1-8 1
. S I

_ -8

7 Qak Dale - 3 1-8
8 Sopnerville 1 1-8 1

9 Lone Oak 1 1-8 1
11 Ravendale b 1-8 1
12 College Corner 1 1-8 1
13 Grand Center 1 1-8 1
14 Prairie Cem 1 1-8 ) §
15 Pheasant Valley 1 1-8 1
16 Harmony 1 1-8 1
17 Osage Center 1 1-8 1l
18 Fairview 1 1-8 1
19 Mount Ayr 1 1-8 1
20 Pleasant View 1 1-8 1
21 Pleasant Mound 1 1-8 1



Dist.

No.

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
55
59

Table I-B (Continued)

Name Teachers

Forest Home

Wilson Springs

Red Mound
Valley Queen
Columbia
Parkland
Valley Center
Baker
Springdale
Eagle College
Victory
Bannister
Mount Vernon
Union

Vietor

Fair View
Oak Valley
Salt Creek
Prairie Wiew
Fallis
Valley View
Lone Star
Qak Grove
Banner

Lone Qak
Mountain View
Rose Hill
Pleasant Hill
0ld Stroud
Martin

Pleasant Ridge

Stoney Point
Stone

Qak Grove
Golden Valley
Red Oak
Morning Star
Baxter

Little Rock
River Bend
Pleasant Hill
Springdell
East View
Lydie

Bethel Grove
Deer Creek
Prairie Grove
Forest

Union
Concord
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Grade

1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
1-8
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Table I-B (Continued)

Dist.
No. Name Teachers Grade Buildings
85 Fair View 1 1-8 1
86 Pleasant Grove 1l 1-8 1
87 Arlington 2 1-8 1
88 ~ Center Point 1 1-8 b 3
89 Falr View 2 1-8 3
90 Payson 2 1-8 1
91 Red Eagle 1 1-8 1
92 Oak Grove 1 1-8 -
93 Edmond ) 5 1-8 1
94 Roeky Point 3 1-8 1
96 Johnson b 1 1-8 1
97 Strickler | 1-8 1
98 Pleasant Valley 1 1-8 b &
100 Rieh Hill 1 1-8 1
101 Gable 1 1-8 1
102 Fair View 1l 1-8 1
104 Prarie View 1l 1-8 1
106 Pleasant Grove 1 1-8 1
108 Sunny Side 1 1-8 1
109 Sac & Fox Agency 1 1-8 1
110 Pleasant Hill 1l 1-8 1
111 North Slope 1 1-8 1l
112 Happy Hill 2 1-8 1
113 Midlothian 2 1-8 1
114 Union 2 1-8 &
116 Center 1 1-8 1
118 Pleasant View b 1-8 i
119 Shaw 1 1-8 1l
121 New Salem 2 1-8 3
123 Star Valley 1l 1-8 : |
124 Black Shady View 1 1-8 1
126 Sunflower 2 1-8 1
130 Woodlawn 3 1-8 1l
1352 Kickapoo Valley 2 1-8 1l
133 Valley View 2 1-8 1l
1385 W. Captain Creek 1 1-8 1
137 Forest Dale 1 1-8 1
138 Warwick 2 1-8 1
139 Ave 2 1-8 1
140 Merrick 1l 1-8 1
141 Lewiston 1 1-8 4
JT9 Pleasant View : 1-8 1
c-2 Heappy Valley 4 1-8 1

Total 189 1-8 it



A study of Table II shows that Chandler, the county
seat and largest city, has the greatest number of pupils
enumerated in the county. With an average of 175 pupils
per square mile, Chandler also has the greatest population
density. District No. 140 has the least number of pupils
per square mile, averaging l.6. Wellston's area of 37.5
square miles 1s the largest in the county, closely follow=-
ed by Union Graded No. 1 with an area of 35.3 square miles.
Davenport, Consolidated No. 2, and Meeker rank next in
size, with Agra the smaller geographically in the county.
Table II reveals that the latter covers only 1.8 square
mile. However, Agra provides transportation outside her
district, which helps off-set her narrow boundary lines.
Most of the other eity schools also furnish some trans-
portation. PFurther data on this subject will be furnished

in amother chapter.



Teble II-A

DENSITY OF SCHOLASTIC POPULATION IN DISTRICTS MAINTAINING
HIGH SCHOOLS 1935~36

District No. Area Population Density
134 Agra 1.8 111 61.7
105 Carney 8.4 121 14.4

1 Chandler 4.0 700 175.0
UGS Davenport 26.6 645 24.2
107 Kendrick 2.5 119 47.6

96 Meeker 12,0 290 24.2
103 Prague 9.0 444 49.3
54 Stroud 8.0 587 73.4
77 Sparks 4.9 166 339
125 Tryon 3.0 413 37.7
UGl Union Graded 35,5 303 8.6
C-1 Wellston 37.5 370 9.9
Table II-B

DENSITY OF SCHOLASTIC POPULATION IN RURAL SCHOOLS 1835-36

District No. Area Population Density

2 5.9 14 2.6
c-2 15.0 92 6.1

3 6.0 35 5.8

4 7.5 57 7.6

] 7.5 36 4.8

6 7+5 41 5.5

7 7.8 45 6.0

8 8.3 76 9.2

9 745 47 6.3
JT9e 6.3 14 2.2

11 8.3 47 5.7
12 5.8 21 3.6
13 6.0 37 6.2
14 78 17 2.3
15 9.0 67 7.4
16 7.9 50 6.3
17 79 57 7.2
18 8.3 44 5.3
19 9.0 60 6.7
20 6.0 32 5.3
21 8.8 58 6.6
23 6.0 15 2.5
24 7.8 34 4.3
25 6.4 49 7.7
26 8.5 47 5.0
27 9.0 82 9.1
28 8.0 97 10.8
29 9.0 ) 72 8.0
30 8.0 54 6.8



D&Striﬂt No.

31
32
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
55
59
60
61
64
65
66
67
68
70
71
72
76
76
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
0
81
92

Table II-B (Continued)

Area

7.5
8.1
5.8
6.3
9.0
2.0
8.8
5.5
8.8
7.1
7.5
7.1
8.3
6.3
9.1
8.0
8.8
5.7
7.9
7.9
6.7
5.4
7.5
6.3
8.8
7.6
6.3
8.0

5.8
4.4
545
78
6.3
7.8
5.0
6.8
6.6
7.1
5.8
6.5
7.6
5.0
6.0
9.0
7.5
7.0
7.4
7.0
7.3

Po

tion

Density

6.5
3.1
4.7
8.8
6.4
6.9
6.6
8.9
8.4
6.3
4.8
6.6
10.7
7.1
10.1
7.4
6.7
7.6
6.8
9.5
6.7
5.6
8.3
10.3
10.9
8.0
8.3
11.6
10.8
7.1
5.7
2.9
5.3
6.2
6.8
10.4
8.5
10,0
6.5
9.1
13.1
8.6
7.2
10.5
7.4
8.1
9.4
12.6
7.6
0.9

26



Table II~B {Continued)

District No. Area Populetion Density
93 6.3 40 6.3
94 7.5 65 8.7
96 6.0 50 8.3
97 63 41 6.5
88 7.0 46 6.6

100 6.0 35 5.8
101 5.5 46 8.2
102 5.8 4% 7.8
104 7.5 46 643
106 S.4 36 6.5
108 7.8 26 3.5
109 Se4 28 5.2
110 4.5 56 12.4
111 4.0 49 12.3
112 9.0 58 64
113 7.0 73 10.4
114 9.8 57 5.8
116 7.8 55 7.1
118 7.5 45 6.0
119 6.5 58 8.9
121 9.0 77 8.6
123 5.8 52 849
124 6.3 36 5.7
126 11.8 73 6.5
130 9.9 54 5.5
132 7.0 49 740
133 7.5 59 7.9
135 10.3 35 3.4
137 5.0 26 5.2
138 2.1 53 87.2
139 3.0 54 18.0
140 12.5 20 1.6
141 Se9 2l 5.4



A study of Table III shows the great inequalities
existing in the finanecial ability of various districts
in Lincoln County to support education. Table III-A
shows the assessed valuation, the enumeration and the per
pupil valuation for the twelve districts in the county main-
taining four year high schools, while Table III-B gives the
same information for the 111 rural schools. The wide dif-
ferences in valuations, with the resulting unfair distribu-
tion of wealth per pupil, is the most striking faet shown by
these tables. The wealthiest district, Consolidated No. 2,
has a valuation of $4,013,843 compared with $16,121 for dis-
trict No. 141, the lowest in valuation. Since there are
92 pupils enumerated in the richer school, eaech pupil has
back of him $43,624, compared to a per pupil valuation of
only $768 in distriet No. 141, which has 21 pupils enumerated.
In other words, Consolidated No. 2 has 57 times as much
wealth per child as scheool district No. 141.

Here we have one rural grade school enumerating 92
pupils, with a valuation of $4,013,843, compared with
Chandler, the county seat and largest c¢ity, which has an
enumeration of 700 scholastics and a valuation of only
$969,930. This gives a per-pupil valuation of $1,385 for
Chandler compared with $43,624 for the pupils in Consol-
idated No. 2. This little district has more valuation
than the combined districts in the towns and citlies of
Agra, Carney, Chandler, Kendrick, Meeker, Prague, Stroud
Sparks, and Wellston. (See Table I-A) A total of 2,910



Table III-A

ASSEESED VALUATION AND ENUMERATION PER DISTRICT FOR YEAR
1935-36 IN DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS

Per Pupil

No. District Assessed Valuation ZEnumeration Valuation
I-1 Chandler 969,930 700 1,385
IC-1 Wellston 584,786 371 1,576
UG-l Union Graded 210,412 303 694
IUG~-3 Davenport 997,433 645 1,546
154 Stroud 789,982 587 1,344
195 Meeker 4&! 138 306 1,435
I-103 Prague 54;,883 444 1,285
I-105 Carne 214,669 izl 1,774
I-107 Kendrick 107, m 119 901
I-126 Tryon 154 658 113 1,191
I-134 Agra 115,804 96 1,200
77 Sparks 242,689 166 1,462

Table III-B

ASSESSED VALUATION AND ENUMERATION PER DISTRICT FOR YEAR
1936-36 FOR RURAL DISTRICTS

No Distrist  Asssssed Valustion Emumeration Yaiuation
2 41,939 14 2,995
3 46,434 35 1,327
" 82,743 57 1,452
5 61,155 36 1,696
é 75,215 41 1,85‘
? 82,471 45 1.833
8 77,287 76 1,017
9 344,468 47 7.329

11 93, 258 47 1,984
12 27,335 21 1,302
13 53,‘25 37 : 909
14 49,598 17 2,918
15 63,417 &7 961
16 106, 947 50 2,138
17 134,123 57 2,353
18 137,473 44 3.124
19 82,984 60 1,383
20 63,182 32 1.974
21 116,876 58 2,015
23 29,879 15 1,992
24 37,803 34 1,112
25 100,197 49 2,145
26 70,693 47 1,504
27 63,520 82 774
28 54,271 97 559
29 87,866 72 1,220



No. District

30
31
32
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
55
59
60
61
64
65
66
67
68
70
71
72
75
76
78
79
80
82
8l
83
84
8%
86
87
88
89
90

Table III-B (Continued)

184,819
103,530
44,172
95,479
52,576
58,988
52,625
73,672
104,149
96,459
112,122
118,283
132,222
105,231
66,6841
50,485
32,745
78,746
157,824
143,427
144,115
215,140
53,364
146,050
46,798
216,668
72,623
108,145
173,421
73,679
150, 240
21,318
54,172
201,561
72,472
64,271
64,052
69,750
49,910
46,823
75,398
162,950
154,577
40,650
68,733
53,986
66,111
79,030
236,979

54
49
25
27
56
58
62
58
49
74
45
36
47
89
45
92
59
59
43
54
76
45
30
47
65
96
61
53
93
97
41
25
16
39
39
83
52
58
66
53
46
a8
65
36
63
67
61
66
53

Per Pupil

Assessed Valuation Enumeration Valuation

3,425
2,113
1,767
3,536

957
1,016

849
1,268
2,125
1,303
2,491
3,286
2,813
1,185

548

555
1,304
3,670
2,656
1,909
1,778
%,107

719
2,259
1,191
2,041
1,834

759
3,664

852



No. Distriet

21

92

93

94

96

97

98
100
101
102
104
106
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
116
118
119
121
123
124
126
130
132
133
135
137
138
139
140
141
JT9

Teble IITI~-B (Continued)

134,349
79,520
42,917
s?'m

101,637
32,690
61,251
38,530
37,748
51,461
75,539
57,647
75,946
28,116

158, 642
30,171
58,636
80,748
69,331
35,139

41,401 -

32,215
56,323
76,600
66,471
180,823
64,709
52,229
135,623
58,360
73,117
64,354
141,703
32,212
16,121
20,685

Assessed Valuation Enumeration

83
72
40

3 S

41
46

Per Pupil

Valuation

1,104
1,073
1,052
2,033

798
1,332
1,101

839
1,143
1,642
1,647
1,004
2,833

616
1,011

832
1,216

839

920

555

732
1,281
1,846
2,477
1,199
1,066
2,299
1,668
2,812
1,214
3.0‘2‘
1,611

768
1,477

31
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pupils in nine e¢ity school districts have only as much
wealth or ability back of them collectively as 92 pupils
have in Consolidated No. 2. There are 32 times as many
pupils in these nine districts as are found in Consoli-
dated No. 2. This one contrast alone presents a most
potent argument for a more equitable distribution of
scholastie wealth.

The total assessed valuation of the rural districts
for 1935-36 was $13,700,512; the average wealth per pupil
amounted to §2,417. For the school districts located in
the eities and towns, with Union Graded No. 1 also in-
eluded, the total assessed valuation was $5,350,494, with
the average wealth per pupil amounting to §1,347. Taken
together the valuations total $19,051,006, with an
average per pupil wealth of £1,918.

Table IV is besed on figures taken from the Model
School Score Cards, used by the county superintendent in
checking each rural sechoel in the county. These score
sheets contain a detailed description and analysis of
almost every possible phase of each school and its
activities. Lack of space prevents the listing of these
items individually, but a summary has been prepared in
Table IV, which gives the total score made by each
school on its grounds, bullding, equipment, and organ-
ization. The minimum requirement each sehool must have
to rate as a model school is given also.

From this table it can be seen that although a few
schools rate exceptionally high, many are far down in the



Dist, No. Min. Req. Soore

:::zomﬂouﬁuu

eroBBIRBREBEaNe

Grounds
200 35
200 83
200 160
200 70
200 120
200 8s
200 236
200 2580
200 236
200 50
200 74
200 117
200 183
200 150
200 126
200 306
200 140
200 75
200 160
200 110
200 173
200 167
200 156
200 191
200 140
200 176
200 100
200 148

Table IV
RESULTS OF LINCOLN COUNTY NODEL SCHOQL SCORE CARD

_ 'lggiflﬂn

Building
d e

400 130
400 226
400 280
400 178
400 175
400 360
400 440
400 548
400 ﬁg
400 198
400 235
400 260
400 375
400 375
400 285
400 405
400 360
400 270
400 375
400 160
400 316
400 380
400 305
400 450
400 320
400 340
400 340
400 435

§88888888288888

145
327
300
195
194
330
532
500
140
2

240
400
400
510
395
308
240
505
238
225
260
310
565
335
331
218
550

Organization
!&2! nga & ore
150 50
150 115
150 1285
150 90
150 78
150 90
150 187
150 250
150 240
150 80
150 1156
150 90
150 178
150 176
150 130
150 160
150 125
150 110
150 225
150 100
150 70
150 133
150 160
150 225
150 140
150 160
150 115
150 240

g



36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
46
47
48
49
S0
51
52
53
56
59
60
6l
64
65
66
67
68
70
71
72
75
76

Grounds Building Equipment
Dist. No.  Min, Reg. Seore Min, Reg, Score Min. Reg. Score
200 130 400 235 500 220
200 150 400 375 500 300
200 115 400 298 500 355
200 145 400 265 500 285
200 133 400 385 500 3185
200 170 400 350 500 355
200 80 400 290 500 320
200 90 400 363 500 230
200 144 400 410 500 406
200 202 400 425 500 549
200 187 400 340 500 571
200 120 400 280 500 308
200 163 400 390 500 485
200 150 400 378 500 400
200 338 400 450 500 550
200 200 400 305 500 485
200 185 400 415 500 320
200 125 400 3385 500 260
200 240 400 462 800 572
200 200 400 340 500 375
200 191 400 440 500 532
200 150 400 460 500 383
200 281 400 500 500 565
200 128 400 410 500 490
200 150 400 400 500 500
200 215 400 423 500 552
200 25 400 320 500 215
200 160 400 350 500 480
200 215 400 423 500 552
200 80 400 410 500 240
200 35 400 210 500 205

Table IV (Continued)

Organization
« Seore
180 138
150 1785
150 -
180 1056
150 132
150 138
150 1056
150 74
150 158
150 225
150 130
150 120
160 176
150 175
150 155
150 180
150 150
150 133
150 208
150 180
150 187
150 148
150 285
150 120
180 150
150 165
150 88
160 145
150 165
1560 110
150 45



78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
o1
92
93
94
96
98

100

101

102

104

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

116

118

Grounds Building
District No. Min, Reg. Score Min. Reg. Score
200 97 400 350
200 260 400 455
200 120 400 435
200 95 400 360
200 160 400 350
200 97 400 325
200 135 400 250
200 75 400 135
200 66 400 245
200 100 400 355
200 140 400 400
200 210 400 400
200 365 400 408
200 156 400 338
200 178 400 43
200 100 400 360
200 92 400 230
200 91 400 265
200 121 400 295
200 59 400 350
200 110 400 336
200 125 400 275.
200 160 400 420
200 120 400 420
200 148 400 450
200 205 400 425
200 76 400 295
200 100 400 200
200 150 400 510
200 150 400 360
200 125 400 345
200 70 400 2386

Table IV (Continued)

Equipment
500 390
500 760
500 275
500 240
500 490
500 325
500 420
500 135
500 200
500 240
500 330
500 130
500 640
500 383
500 515
500 278
500 180
500 243
500 308
500 241
500 345
500 306
500 500
500 425
500 430
500 450
500 - 300
500 320
500 325
500 360
500 545
500 362

Organization

Min. Req. Seore
150 142
150 310
150 108
150 93
180 192
150 115
150 136
150 63
150 86
150 120
150 148
150 120
150 200
150 200
150 178
150 110
150 125
150 128
180 138
150 115
150 1286
150 95
150 190
150 180
180 170
150 140
150 70
150 125
150 170
150 95
150 170
150 118

ge



119
121
123
124
126
130
132
133
135
138
139
140
JT9
Ufl
c-2

Grounds Building
Distriet No. Min. Req. Score Min. Reg. Score
200 130 400 305
200 1285 400 350
200 80 400 363
200 100 400 380
200 220 400 408
200 158 400 200
200 200 400 400
200 145 400 455
200 65 400 2356
200 200 400 385
200 230 400 528
200 100 400 355
200 108 400 390
200 225 400 410
200 310 400 625

Table IV (Continued)

xgzipnont Organization

Min. ge Seore mo Rege. Score
500 - 240 150 128
500 570 150 170
500 440 150 110
500 250 150 100
500 590 150 165
500 340 150 128
500 455 150 155
500 3186 150 85
500 240 150 120
500 580 150 195
500 627 150 195
500 330 150 1586
500 330 150 110
500 876 150 110
500 800 150 310



seoring. For example, the first school listed, district
No. 2, made a score of only 35 on its grounds out of the
required 200, On the other hand, district No. 90 earned
a score of 365, for a total of 165 points above the min-
imam, surpassing even Consoclidated No. 2, which made 310
points, District No. 70 seored lower than No. 90, total-
ling only 25 points. Grounds in such districts usually
are small, rocky or hilly, and have little or no play-
ground apparatus, shrubs, sidewalks, athletic courts, and
the like. 79 schools were rated below the 200 point
minimum,

Several new buildings have been completed or are
under construction in the ecounty through W. P. A. assist-
ance. » Distriet No. 93 is being rebullt to provide more
adequate lighting and ventilation. Total cost of this
project will be approximately $800. A new one-room native
stone bdbuilding i= practically completed in district No.
109, at a cost of $1,934. Five other ome-room buildings
have been erected in distriets No. 39, 75, 89, 103, and
U. G« 1, at a cost of $4,000 each. Three two-room buildings
have been completed in districts No. 53, 113, 139, at a
cost of $7,500. District No. 139 has practically com-
pleted a $10,000 two-room school, with an eauditorium
thirty-four feet wide and sixty feet in length. All of
these buildings except No. 93 are being constructed of
native stone. Nine rural buildings are in sueh poor con-

3. County superintendent’'s records, November, 19386.



dition that they should no longer be used. The others
range upward from this group to the new native-stone
group mentioned above. Their scores are shown in Table
IV.

There are three teacherages in the county. They are
located in districts No. 65, Consolidated No. 2 and Unioen
Graded No. 1. A prineipel and his wife live in a trailer
located on the school grounds in one of the districts.

Practically the same inequalities are noted in
equipment and organization that are found in the other
ratings. Equipment includes sechool furniture, instrue-
tional apparatus, library facilities, pictures, buses,
ete. Organization includes study groups, clubs, health
programs, hot lunches, use of standardized tests, tenure
of teacher, permanent records, fire drills, and simllar
activities. Table IV shows that practically the same
schools that rate low or high in their buildings and
grounds make little change in the rest of their score. These
facts will be discussed again in a later chapter.
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CHAPTER III

EDUCATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY AND EFFORT TO MEET IT.

During the school year ending May, 1936, 4440 pupils
vere enrolled in the l1lll rurel schools of Lincoln County
with total average daily attendance of 2696. (See Table
V) The average enrollment per school was 40.0, and the
average daily attendance was 24.29. At the same time
4411 pupils were enrolled in the districts maintaining
high schools. The average enrollment was 367.5. Their
total average daily attendance was 5394 making en average
daily attendance per school distriect of 2902. This glves
a total of 8851 pupils for the entire county, with en
average daily attcﬁdance of 6200. In Table V the enroll-
ment, average daiiy attendance, number of teachers, and
per teacher loasd based on the average deily attendance is
given for both éradns and high school. Table V-A gives
this information for grades 1-12 in the ecity districts,
with Union Graded No. 1 ineluded. Chandler is found to
have the greatest number of pupils per teacher with 31.6,
while Union Graded with a per pupil load of 19.3 has the
smallest number per teacher, The total number of teachers
is 127 and the pupil load averages 27.5. Tables V-B and
V-C show the same information divided for the grades and
high school. Chandler teachers have the heaviest load in
the grades, with an average of 34.26. Tryon has the
least number with 20.00. The total number of teachers in



ENROLLMENT, AVIERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE

Table V=A

NUMBER OF TEACHERS,

AND PUPIL-TEACHER LOAD FOR GRADES 1-iz IN DISTRICTS MAIN~-

TAINING HIGH SCHOOLE DURING 1935-36

District Enroll- No. of
No. KName ment A, Do A. Teachers
134 Agra 204 168 s
105 Carne 157 119 6
1 Chendler 880 696 22
UG3 Davenport 603 475 16.5
107 Kendrick 162 126 6
95 Meeker 328 266 9
103 Prague 432 374 12
54 Stroud 660 520 17.5
77 Sparks 198 152 6
125 Tryon 151 127 8
UGl Union Graded 243 155 8
C-1 Wellston 399 326 12
Total 4411 3504 127
Table V-B
ENROLLMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTEND
AND PUPIL-TEACHER LOAD FOR GRADES 1

Distriet

Pupil-Teacher
Load Based On

_Ae Do A

28,0
19.8
31.6
28.7
21.0
29.5
31.0
29.7
20.3
21.1
19.3
27.1

27.5

Aﬂuié NUMBER OF TEACHERS,

RAD IN DISTRICTS MAIN=-
TAINING HIGH SCHOOLS DURING 1935-36

Pupil-Teacher
Load Based on

No. Name _ment  A. Ds A. Teschers u__ As D. A

134 Agra
105 Carney
1 Chandler

UGS Davenport

107 Kendrieck
95 Meeker
103 Prague
54 Stroud
77 Sparks
125

UGl n Graded 192

C~1 Wellston
Total

Enroll- No. of
112 87 3
89 64 3

525 394 11.5
423 314 10
87 72 3
184 144 5

294 243 7.2
434 333 10
141 102 3
74 60 3
111 5

_254 196 6.5

2819 2120 70.2

29.00
21.33
34.26
31.40
24.00
28.80
33.75
35.30
354.00
20.00
22.20
30.15

30.19



Table ¥-C
ENRQLHIEHT! AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, NUMBER OF TEACHERS,

ARD PUPIL-TEACHER LOAD FOR GRADES 9-12 IN DISTRICTS MAIN-
TAINING HIGH SCHOOLS DURING 193536

Pupil-Teacher

Distriet Enroll- No. of Loed Based on
No, Name Jment A, D, A, Teachers As D, A,
134 Agre 92 81 3 27.00
105 Carne 68 55 3 18.33
) ! Ghunn{;r 355 302 10.5 28.76
UGS | ort 180 161 6.5 24,77
107 Kendrick 65 54 3 18,00
95 Meeker 138 122 4 30.50
103 Prague 138 131 4.8 27.29
54 Stroud 226 187 7.5 24.93
77 Sparks 57 50 3 16.67
125 Tryon 77 67 3 22,33
UGl Union Graded 51 44 3 14.67
C~1l Wellston 145 130 5.5 _23.638
Total 1592 1384 56.8 24.36
Table V~-D

ENROLLMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, NUMBER OF TEACHERS,
AND PUPIL-~TEACHER LOAD FOR RURAL SCHOOLS 1935-36

Pupil-Teacher

Distriect Enroll~ Neo. of Load Based on

Number _ment A, D. A, Teachers ___ A, D. A,
2 11 5 ; 5
3 26 19 b 19
4 42 27 1 a7
5 31 18 1 18
6 36 25 1 25
7 27 19 1 19
8 47 35 : 35
3 28 20 1 20
11 35 17 1 17
12 18 14 1 14
13 20 12 1l 12
14 28 13 1 13
15 41 24 1l 24
16 33 18 1l 18
197 51 35 1 35
18 46 24 1 24
19 47 26 1 26
20 15 10 1l 10
21 53 23 1 23
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Table V-D (Continued)

Pupil-Teacher
Distriect Enroll- No. of Load Based on
Number ment As D. A. Teachers Ae. Do A.
23 17 9 1 9
24 27 14 : 14
25 36 a7 1 27
26 35 19 1 19
27 58 40 2 40
28 80 54 2 54
29 56 37 2 37
30 45 27 3 a7
31 35 22 3 22
32 29 22 1 22
54 2l 10 1 10
35 41 22 1 22
38 43 20 1 20
37 53 2l 1 2l
38 60 34 2 17
39 37 18 1l 18
40 60 38 1l 38
41 35 20 1 20
42 36 22 1 22
43 36 28 2 14
44 é8 40 2 20
46 31 19 1 19
47 686 38 2 19
48 65 28 1 28
49 44 29 1 29
50 3% 15 1 15
51 19 15 1 15
52 55 30 1 30
83 37 22 1 22
85 30 18 1 18
59 49 28 1 28
60 41 28 1 28
6l 62 48 2 24
54 32 2l 1 21
65 38 30 2 18
66 45 35 2 17.5
67 82 47 2 23.5
68 40 21 1 21
70 16 11 1 11
71 28 9 1 9
72 32 24 4 24
75 32 14 1 14
76 44 24 1 24
78 40 23 1l 23
79 38 18 1 18
80 43 26 : 4 26
81 36 12 1l 12
82 47 24 2 12
83 47 28 2 14



Table V-D (Continued)

District Enroll-
Number ment 50 De A

84 53 37
85 23 16
86 47 31
87 66 40
88 G 25
89 36 24
20 75 54
o1 34 12
92 40 31
23 33 21
94 57 32
96 33 29
97 20 9
o8 32 20
100 24 19
101 33 20
102 27 15
104 43 27
106 26 19
108 40 2l
109 46 23
110 53 31
111 38 15
112 46 385
113 39
114 ; 18
116 21
118 62 27
119 37 20
121 65 35
123 26 21
124 29 16
128 50 32
130 37 26
132 42 32
133 43 28
135 22 16
138 50 30
139 37 24
140 26 19
141 15 8
JTe 30 12
Cc-2 69 !E
Total 4440 2696

No. of

Teachers

B 1 et = DO 2O 14 20 10 b= 20 Tt 14 20 10 4 DO D0 00 I 14 ot b ot ot ot ot s ot ok ot et et et ot 23 D0 e DO B B o

139

Pupil-Teacher
Load Based on
Ae Do A

37
16
31

19.5

17.5

43



grades is 70.2, The pupil load averages 30.19.

In the high school division Meeker's load of 30.5

is heaviest, closely followed by Chandler with 28.76.
Union Graded's average of 14.67 is the least number in
this division. The total number of high school teachers
is 56.8, the average daily attendance is 1384, making the

average pupil-teacher load 24.38.

Table 6 shows that for the year 1936 the total enroll-
ment of rural students in the eighth grade was 537, the |
average dally attendance was 332. The number promoted was
336, This shows that only 62% of the enrollment graduated.
Twenty-five of these pupils graduating were from U. G. 1
and Sparks. There was a total of 536 eighth grade graduates
in the county.

The educational rating of the rural teachers given in
Table 7 shows improvement over the past five year period.

In 1932 there were six teachers with degrees and 25 with
county certificates. In 1936, 18 had degrees and only one
haﬁ a eounty certificate. The majority of the teachers hold
state certificates ranging from one-yecar elementary to life.

In 1936, 110 of the 11l rural schools were one and
two-room schools. With 4371 out of the 4440 rural students
enrolled in one and two-room schools it is hardly possible
to offer an elementary cirriculum in keeping with the
modern educational standards.

"In the first place it is almost impossible to have

teachers specialized in the various fields. A

teacher in these scheols would have to be an e:g::tor

teacher in sll the fundamental tool subjeets,
musie, art and directed play activities. Needless to



Table VI
ENRG&&HEBTE AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, AND NUMBER PRO~

MOTED IN SCHOOILS U. G. 1 AND SPARKS INCILUDED DUR~
ING 1935~36
Grades  Enrollment As D. A.  Ho. Promoted
1l 922 441 471
2 532 330 327
3 599 390 402
4 551 346 369
5 578 376 408
6 508 364 381
7 472 - 330 327
8 537 332 336
9 47 30 27
10 27 23 22
11 22 20 22
12 22 21 20

I-1z2 «17T 3003 3092 Total
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say, but very few such individuals are found em-
ployed in the small schools. The task of teaching
a large number of subjects and & larger number of
classes hes the general effect of confining the
olomantafylgurrieulum.to the strietly subject matter
courses.

Nine of the 12 districts of Lincoln County having
high schools employ less than & high school teachers.
"In & high school with less than 6 teachers the

curriculum offerings must necessarily be very limit-
ed, All pupils ere required to follow the same

course of study regardless of what the individual
attitudes, capagit es, interests, and desire of the
pupil may be."

Two of the rural schools at one time maintained high
schools. These were Midlothian, and Fallis. The
Midlothian high school was diseontinued in 1930 and their
students are transferred to Chandler. Fallls discontinued
her high sehool in 1927 and most of the students are
transferred to Wellston. Neither of these rural schools
provides transportation for its students to districts
having high schools. In fact, only one distriet in the
entire eounty makes such provision for its pupils; namely,
Consolidated No. 2. The others leave this responsibility
to the distriets having the high schools and to the state.

Instruction cost, total expenditures, and cost per
pupil enrolled may be studied from table VIII-A and VIII-B.
Of the districts having high schools the instruction costs
and total expenditures for Chandler are the highest while

l. Wo C. Cook, An Administrative Survey of the Publie
Sehools of Mercer County, West Virginia, Report of
the Survey Commission, 1932, p. 3l.

2. Ibid.



the per-pupil cost ranks ninth from the top for &ll
expenditures and tenth for instrucionsl oost. The

total instruction costs were $110,165.73, making the
average cost $9,180.47 per school. There were 127 teach-
ers employed. This makes an average of $867 per teacher.
By studying carefully the instruction costs for the rursl
schools, it is found that 15% of the teachers receive
less than $500 per yesr and 33% receive $600 or less.
$621 is the aversge wage for the rural teacher, This is
not & living wage for persons who give their time and
money to obtein the best standard of teaching. At the
same time the cost per pupil enrolled is higher thsn in
schools where more than two teachers are employed.
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Table VIII-A

COST PER FUPIL ENROLLED BASED ON INSTRUCTION COST AND TOTAL
EXPENDITURES DURING 1935-36 IN DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH

SCHOOLS
Cost Per Pupil Enrolled

District Instruction Total For All Ex- For Instruec-
No. Hame Gost _ Expenditures pemditures __tien
134 Agra 4,650.8) 7,545.95 36.99 22.79
106 Carney 4,552,289  6,642.07 42,30 28,99
1l Chandler 20,112,857 30,142.99 34.25 22,85
107 Eendrick 5,886;15 4 058.33 43,57 32.90
95 Meesker 7,668.83 n.758.¥3 36.48 23.81
103 Prague 11,396.256 15,123.08 35.00 26.38
54 Stroud 15,481.70 21,760,.,63 32.98 23.45
125 Tryon 4,072.18  6,996.22 46.33 26.96
C-1 Wellston 10,892.95 17,418.41 43.65 27.30
UGl Union Grade 7,353.00 7,896.98 32.49 30.26
77 Sparks 5,342.00 6,081.15 30.71 26.98

Table VIII-B

COST PER PUPIL ENROLLED BASED ON INSTRUCTION COST AND TOTAL
EXPENDITURES DURING 1935-36 IN RURAL DISTRICTS

Cost Per Pupil Enrolled

Distriet Instruction Total For All Ex~ For Instrue-
Humber Gost __ Expenditures penditures
2 385 413.60 37.60 35.00
3 400 505.17 19.43 15.38
4 630 800,12 19.05 15.00
5 480 588.91 18.99 15.48
8 5886 744 .57 24.01 16.25
? 780 995,31 36.86 28.88
8 810 1130.00 24.04 17.23
g 680 998.50 35.66 24.28
ik 810 1132.82 32.36 23.14
12 315 338.25 20,76 19.68
13 495 500,23 25.01 24.74
14 400 499.12 17.82 14.28
15 585 758.40 18.49 14.27
16 678 703.82 21.32 20.45
7 765 866.06 16.98 15.00
18 675 1270.89 27.62 14.67
19 680 937.11 19.93 14.46
20 480 535.27 35.68 32,00
2l 810 1124.25 21.21 15.28
23 410 410,00 24.11 24.11
24 479 609.24 22.56 17.74
pA-] 455 654.58 18.18 12.63 -
26 630 707 .82 20.22 18.00



Table VIII-B (Continued)

Cost Per Pupil Enrolled
Distriect Instruction Total For All Ex- For Instruc-

Number Cost  Expenditures penditures __tien
27 800 874.90 15.08 13.79
28 1440 1902.40 23,78 18,00
29 1342.24  1780.09 31.78 23.96
30 765 972 .70 21.61 17.00
31 480 688,60 19,10 13.71
32 584 632,35 21.80 20.13
34 520 857.86 31.32 24.76
35 600 864.36 21.08 14,63
36 480 640.89 14.90 11.18
37 600 619 .45 11.68 11.32
38 1040 1178.99 19.65 17.33
39 675 894.06 24.16 18.24
40 720 1306.55 21.77 12.00
42 400 552.46 15.34 11,11
43 1260 1534.,73 42,63 35,00
44 1120 1237.16 18.19 16.47
46 600 842.98 27,19 19.35
47 1530 1741.94 26.71 23,53
48 680 811.69 14,75 12,36
49 675 971.69 22.17 15.34
50 800 819.73 23.42 17.14
51 787.50  936.27 49.25 41.44
52 810 877403 15.94 14.72
53 810 3975.17 107.43 21.89
55 480 495,40 16.51 16.00
59 810 928.48 18.94 16.53
60 720 838,25 20.44 17.56
61 1260 1439.00 23.21 20.32
64 480 581.00 18.15 15.00
65 1665 1821.12 47.92 43.81
86 1200 1425,96 31.64 26.67
67 1160 1309 .38 15.96 14,14
68 900 1121,35 28.03 22,50
70 374.98  406.48 25,37 23 .43
71 765 853.66 30.48 27.32
72 900 1016.76 31.77 28.12
75 520 1338,00 41.80 16.25
76 600 666,48 15.14 12.72
78 455 514.15 12.85 11.37
78 810 982.55 25.85 21.31
80 585 722 .45 16.80 13.60
81 630 714.89 19.85 17.50
82 1578 1728.01 %6.76 33,57
83 870 953.09 20,27 18.51
84 600 659 .27 12,43 11.30
85 440 529.21 23.00 19.13
86 480 574.60 12.22 10.21
87 1608 1784.23 27.03 24.36

88 520 617.30 14.03 11.81



Table VIII-B (Continued)

Cost Per Pupil Enrolled
Distriet Instruction Total For All Ex- For Instrue-

Number Cost _ Expenditures penditures __ tiom
89 1215 1283.35 35.64 3375
90 1666 9 2187.29 26.19 22.06
91 630 854.86 25.14 18,52
g2 . 640 750.28 18.75 16,00
93 720 1072.18 3249 21.81
94 800 937.32 16.44 14.03
96 600 778.41 23.58 18.18
97 480 518.73 25.93 24.00
98 600 672.74 21,02 18.75

100 480 508.32 21l.18 20.00
101 462 530.92 15.78 14.00
102 400 604.74 22.39 14.81
104 720 872.75 20.29 16.74
108 560 646.50 16,16 14.00
109 674.45 744 .21 16.17 14.66
110 765 1113.80 21.01 14.43
111 678 793.95 24.05 20.45
112 800 860 40 18.70 17.39
113 800 881.23 15.19 13.79
114 900 1112.65 38.36 31.05
116 875 836.25 18.58 - 15400
119 810 1013.36 27 .38 21.89
121 1575 1649.16 25.37 24.23
123 675 809.72 3l.14 25.96
124 680 843.44 29.08 23.44
126 1280 1724.40 34 .48 25.60
130 520 685 .'10 18 oﬂ 14 005
132 1320 1456.20 34.67 31.42
133 870 1054.94 24.53 22.32
138 1440 1541.01 30.82 28.80
139 1350 = 1585.46 42.85 36448
140 585 678.51 26.09 22.50
141 640 760.62 50.70 42.87
C-2 3379 11502.,09 166.69 48.91

JT9 600 945.22 31.50 20.00



Teble IX shows the valuation, enrollment, everage
daily attendance, teachers salaries and monthly eost of
teaching. Ten of the twelve districts maintaining high
schools had nine month terms and two had eight month
terms. This mekes the average length 8.83. The total
average dally attendance was 3504, the total annual
salaries $110,165.45 making the average monthly cost $3.56.
Davenport has the lowest monthly cost of §3.14. Union
Graded has the highest monthly eost whieh is §5.27.

The length of the school terms varies in different
distriots. Table IX-B shows that 53 schools had 8 month
terms, 3 had 7 month terms, two had 8% months while 53

had 9 months or full length terms. It also shows the month-

ly cost of teaching based on average dal.l: attendance. The
average monthly cost of teaching was #5.63. The valuation
of the districts are recorded and range from $16,121 in
distriet No. 141 to $4,014,223 in C-2.
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Table IX-A

VALUATION, ENROLIMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, TEACHERS

SALARIES, AND MONTHLY COST OF TEACHING BASED ON AVERAGE

DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS
DURING 1935-36

Monthly
Cost of
Months Teaching
Distriect Valuation Enroll- in Teachers Based
Ro, Neme ________ _ment A.D. A. Term 3Salary on A.D.A.

134 Agra 116,204 204 168
105 Carney 214,669 157 119

1l Chandler 969,930 880 696
UG3 Davenport 997,433 603 475 13443.00 3.14
107 Kendriek 107,773 162 128 $200.15 5.15

8 4650.81 3.48

9

9

9

8
95 Meeker 439,136 322 266 9@ 7688.83 3.20

9

9

9

9

9

9

4552.8)1 4.25
29112,57 3.31

103 Prague 543,823 432 374 11396.256 3.38
54 Stroud 789,982 660 520 15481.70 3.30

77 Sparks 242,689 198 1852 5342.00 3.00
125 Tryon 134,658 151 127 4072.,18 3.56

UGl Union 210,412 243 155 7353.00 5.37

Graded
C-1 Wellston 584,785 399 326 10892.95 3471
Table IX-B

VALUATION, ENROLLMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, TEACHERS
SALARIES, AND MONTHLY COST OF TEACHING BASED ON AVERAGE

DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR THE YEAR 19385-36 gon:hl;
ost o
Months Annual Teaching
Distrioct Enroll- in Teachers Based on
No. Valuation ment A.D.A. Term Salary _A. D. A,
2 41,939 11 5 7 385 11.00
3 46,434 26 19 8 400 2.63
% 82,743 42 a7 9 630 2.59
5 61,155 31 18 8 580 3.33
6 75,215 36 25 9 585 2.60
7 82,471 27 19 8 780 5.13
8 87,009 37 35 9 810 2.57
9 344,446 28 20 8 680 4.25
11 93,258 39 17 9 810 S5.29
12 29,356 16 14 7 318 3.21
13 33,623 20 12 9 495 4.58
14 49,598 28 13 8 400 3.84
15 63,417 41 24 9 585 2.80
16 106,947 33 18 ® 675 4.16
17 134,123 51 35 9 765 2.42
18 137,473 46 24 9 6785 3.12
19 82,984 47 26 8 680 326
20 63,182 15 10 9 480 6.00
21 116,876 53 23 9 810 .91



Table IX-B (Continued)

Monthly
Cost of
Annual Teaching
Distrioct Enroll- Mos. In Teachers Based on
No. Yaluation ment A.D.A. Term Salary A. D. A.
23 29,879 17 9 8 410 5.69
24 37,803 27 14 8 479 4 .27
25 100,197 Sé 27 8 455 2.10
26 70,693 35 19 9 630 5.62
a7 63,520 58 40 8 800 2.50
28 54,271 80 54 8 1440 - 3433
29 87,866 56 37 8 1342.24 4.53
30 184.819 45 27 9 765 S.14
3l 103,830 35 22 8 480 2,72
32 51,197 29 22 ] 584 2.94
34 95,479 21 10 8 520 6.50
38 58;576 41 22 8 600 3.40
36 58,958 435 20 8 580 3.00
37 53.685 53 21 8 600 3.57
38 73,572 60 34 8 1040 - 3.82
39 10& 149 37 18 9 8758 4.16
40 96, iﬁ! 60 38 9 720 2.10
41 118,183 35 20 9 675 375
42 118,283 36 22 8 400 , 87
43 155 672 36 28 9 1260 5.00
4< 105 231 68 40 8 1120 350
46 .841 31 19 8 8600 3.94
47 50,485 65 38 8.5 1830 4.75
48 53 845 55 28 8 680 3.03
49 7& 746 44 29 9 675 2.58
50 157 !at 35 15 8 600 5.00
51 143 427 19 156 9 787.50 5.83
52 1‘4,115. 55 30 9 810 3.00
53 215,140 37 22 9 810 4.90
55 93,564 30 18 8 480 3.33
59 146,050 49 28 9 810 .21
60 46,798 41 28 3 720 2.85
61 216,868 62 48 9 1260 2.91
64 72,635 32 21 9 480 2.54
64 108,145 38 30 9 1665 6.16
66 173,421 45 35 8 1200 4.28
87 73,679 82 47 8 1160 3.25
88 150,240 40 21 9 900 4.78
70 21,318 16 11 7 374.98 4.87
71 54,172 28 9 9 765 S.44
72 201,561 32 24 9 900 4.18
75 78,472 32 14 8 520 4.64
76 64,271 44 24 8 600 3«28
78 64,052 40 23 8 455 2.47
79 69,750 38 18 ° 810 5.00
80 49,910 43 26 9 585 2.50
8l 76,398 36 12 9 630 5.83
82 46,824 47 24 9 1578 7.30



Table IX-B {Continued)

Monthly

Cost of

Annual Teaching

District Enroll- Moss In Teachers Based on
Ne. Yaluation ment A.D.A. Term Salery A. Ds A.
83 162,950 47 28 8 870 3.88
84 154877 58 37 8 600 2.02
85 40,650 23 16 8 440 5443
86 68,753 47 31 8 480 1.93
87 53,986 66 40 9 1608 2.46
) 86,111 44 25 8 520 2,60
89 79,030 36 24 9 1215 5.62
90 236,797 75 54 @ 1655 S.40
91 m,an- 34 12 9 620 5.83
92 g 40 31 8 640 2.58
93 = 4E,917 33 21 9 720 3.80
94 67,335 57 32 8 800 3.12
98 101,837 38 39 8 600 2.58
97 32,690 20 9 i 480 6.66
8 61,251 32 20 8 600 3.75
100 38,580 24 19 8 480 3.15
101 37, ?‘l 33 20 8 462 2.88

102 51 4&1- 27 15 8 - -

104 ?5 539 43 27 8 720 3433
106 57, 5&? 26 19 8 560 3.68
108 75,946 40 21 9 560 2.96
109 l')lll 46 23 9 674,45 3.25
110 158,642 53 51 9 765 2474
111 30,171 33 15 9 675 5.00
112 58 656 46 35 8 800 2,85
113 60,745 58 39 8 800 2.56
114 69,381 29 18 $ 900 5.58
116 35,139 45 21 9 875 5.57
118 41,401 62 27 9 585 2.40
119 32,215 37 20 9 810 4.50
121 56,528 65 35 9 1875 5.00
123 76,600 28 2l 8 675 4.01
124 66,471 29 16 8 680 5.31
126 180,825 S50 32 8 1280 5.00
130 64,?09 37 26 8 520 2.50
133 52,229 42 32 8.5 1320 4.85
138 135,623 43 28 8 260 4.28
135 58 360 22 16 8 400 S.12
138 64, 35‘ &0 30 9 1440 5.33
139 141 708 37 24 9 1350 626
140 62,832 26 19 9 585 3.42
141 16,121 15 8 9 84Q 8.88
Cc-2 4,014,225 69 53 9 3379 7.07
JTe 43,981 30 12 9 600 5.55



Table X shows the tax levies for the school year
1935-36. The average tax levy for districts maintaining
high schools is 24.09 mills and for the rural schools is
8.01. The tax rate in rural schools ranges from nothing
in six distriocts to 23.88 mills in district No. 70. From
this table it can be seen that a large number of rural
schools are levying hardly any millage. These smaller
units are not poverty-stricken by any means. On the
contrary, many of them have almost unlimited means, as was
pointed out in Chapter II. Table X shows that their effort
does not keep pace with their ablility.



Table X-A
LEVIES FOR DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS 1935~36

Dist.

Ko. Name Gen. Sink. !_OE
134 Agra 14.00 5 Bldg. 17.47 8 36.47
105 Carney 13.79 «95 14.74

1 Chandler 12.39 913 21.52
UG3 Davenport 14.00 5.08 19.05
107 Kendrick 14.00 5 Bldg. 15.74 S 54.74

95 Meeker 14.00 4.70 18.70
103 Prague 14,00 7.98 21.98

77 Sparks 14.00 10.49 24 .49

54 Stroud 14.00 10.64 24.64
125 Tryon 14.00 7.01 21.01
UGl Union Graded 14.00 7.00 21.00
C-1 Wellston 14.00 18.79 30.79

Table X-B
LEVIES FOR RURAL DISTRICTS 1935-36

Dist. No. Gen. Sink. Total
2 9.53 - 9058
3 14.00 - 14.00
4 48 - .48
5 1.26 -- 1.26
6 2.18 - 2,18
7 4.00 - 4.00
8 7.80 —— 7‘60
9 2.14 1.70 3.84
11l 9.30 - 9.30
12 10.76 - 10.76
13 9.52 - 9.32
14 10.47 - 10.47
15 1.85 4.42 6.28
16 6.29 - 6.29
17 8.48 _— 8.‘8
i8 5.56 - 5.56
19 1.04 - 9.04
20 8,55 - 8.55
21 2.66 -~ 2.66
23 .00 W .00
24 8.74 - 8.74
25 1.31 - 1.31
26 6.28 S.42 9.70
27 14.00 - 14.00
28 7.38 6.18 13.56

2’ 11-“ -y 11.64



Dist « NOo

30
31
32
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
55
58
59
60
61
o4
65
66
67
68
70
71
72
75
76
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
8%
88
87
88
89
90
91
92
93

Table X-B (Continued)

Gen,

4.75
1,70
13.10
2.89
3.08
14.00
5.77
4,40
2. 80
5.21
11.74
9.61
6.50
14.00
12.87
10.94
2.86
Sa34
1,93
6.80
3.06
6.81
+00
11,78
6.52
«00
14,00
6.956
9.25
4.98
14.00
9.12
4.29
14.00
7.84
4,02
4.64
6.47

Sink.

4.33

383

7.08

Bldg.

g
£




Dist. No.

94

96

97

98
100
101
102
104
106
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
116
118
119
121
123
124
126
130
132
133
135
137
138
139
140
141

c-2

Table X-B (Continued)

Gen.

14.00
5.18
7.53
3.63
1,34
1.49

12.15
6.97
S3.52
4,73
5.54
6.62

11.93

14.00

14.00
5.85
8.30

14.00

11,60

14,00
5.88
8.64
7.13
1.76

12.26
5.38

+86
.00

12.53

10.41
9.51

14,00
3.83

Sink.

3433

2.10
5.95

-

Bldg. 00.70

19.70
5.85
8.30

14,00

11.60

14,00
5.88

16.98
7.18
1.76

12.26
5.38
8,58

.00

12,53

13.50
9.51

.00

22.47

5.83

59



CHAPTER 1V
COMPARISONS OF UNITS OF COST

In this chapter the sost of education in Linceln
County will be shown, and comparisons of expenditures
will be made smong the various distriets. References will
be made also to the sources of income, and tables will
show how these have schanged over a period of years,

Table X1 shows the amounts spent by each district
for certain selected items, and the per cent each is of
the total general fund expenditures, The annual financlal
report to the state department of education lists salary
of superintendent for asdministrative purposes, salaries of
clerk and e¢lerical help, office supplies, annual audis,
enumeration, treasurer's bond and other general contreol
expenses for "General Control."™ Under this heading it is
noted that Carney expended $556.28 for a percentage of 8.3,
which 1s the highest per cent spent on this item. Davenport
comes second with a percentage of 8.1 on a total expenditure
of $1945.08. Although Chandler's expenditure of $2,386.00
is the largest in dollars, her percentage of 7.9 ranks her
in third pleace. Kendrick spent the least amount in this
group, $29.51, for a percentage of only 4.l.

The total expenditures for all dependent schools are
shown in Table Xll. The various accounts as shown are the
totals for sll the rural sochools, with Sparks and Unien
Graded ineluded. Only the teachers' salaries are listed
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for each school individually. (See Table X111l) The other
accounts were not available separately. From this table

it can be seen that the rurel districts have made no ex~
penditures for general control other than for office supplies
and enumeration., It has been pointed out before that one

of the greatest needs of our rural schools is better super-
vislon.

Teachers' salaries, instructional supplies, and school
library costs sre included under "Imstruction.”™ Pregue's
75.3 per cent with an expenditure of $11,396.25 is the
highest perecentage among the districts maintaining high
schools, closely followed by Kendrick with a percentage of
73.6, on a total expenditure of $5,200.15. 47 men teachers
were paid $32,168.00 for instruction in the dependent dis-
triects, and 106 women teachers received $64,883.00 for their
services. 23.9 per cent of the total budget was spent on
salaries, for men, and 48.3 per cent was expended on women's
salarirs, for a total expenditure of 72.2 per eent for
teachers' salaries. The dependent schools, for the most
part, are spending most of their total budgets for teachers'
salaries than are the independent districts. (See Table Xl1ll)
This is usually done at the expense of badly needed equip-
ment and supplles,

On the other hand, many of the rural schools were
found to be exerting every effort to build up their
libraries. During the past two or three years a sharp, up-
ward swing was noted in the library facilities. Table X1l
shows that $4,398.42 was expended for library supplies,



Table XI

GOSTS FOR GENERAL CONTROL, INSTRUCTION, AUXILIARY AGENCIES, AND PER CENT EACH IS OF
THE TOTAL EXPENDITURES IN DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS

District General % Of % Of Auxiliary % Of Total
No. Name Control tal Instruction Total Agencies Total General Fund
134 Agra 572.90 7.5 4650.81 61.6 880,76 10.7  7545.95
105 Carne 5656.28 8.3 4552.29 68.3 480.70 7.2 6642.07

1l Chandler 2386.00 7.9 20112.57 66.6 2103.36 6.9 30142.99
UG3 Davenport 1943.08 8.1 13443,00 56.2 2735.00 1ll.4 23938.64
107 Kendrick 29,51 4.1 5200.,15 73.6 1105.00 15.8 7068.92

95 Meeker 852,77 7.2 7668.83 65.2 210.00 1.7 11952.78
103 Prague 953,50 6.3 11396.285 75.3 - - 1512%.05
77 Sparks - - 5342.00 87.8 - - 6081.15
54 Stroud 1530,.21 73 15481.70 71l.1 2116.36 9.7 21760.63
125 Tryon 461.46 6.5 4072.,18 58.2 836.83 1l.9 6996.22
UGl Union Graded -~ - 7353.00 93.1 - 7896.98

C~1 Wellston 1041.94 5.2 10892.,95 55.1 3219.83 16.3 19741.97

a9



Table XII
TOTAL EXPENDITURES FOR ALL DEPENDENT SCHOOLS DURING 1935-36

% or
Appropriation Account Total Total
Gene Control
Salary of Superintendent for
administrative purposes - -
Salaries of Clerk and clerical help - e
Office supplies 200.04 .1
Annual audit - i
Enumeration, treasurer's bond and
other general control expense 364.95 3
Instrugtion
Salaries of 47 men teachers 52,168,.00 23.9
Salaries of 106 women teachers 64,883.00 48.3
Ingtructional sugilioa 914.85 6
Sehool library--librarian's
salary and supplies 4,398.42 Se3
All other expense of instruction - -
Operation of School Plant
Salaries of Janitors and engineers 694.00 N
Janitorial-engineering supplies 585.15 4
Light, water, fuel and power 5,019.13 3.8
All other plant operation - -
Maintenance of School Plant
Maintenance and repair of buildings 8,092,83 6.0
Upkeep of grounds 1,077.22 «8
Repair and replacement of furniture
and fixhﬂ'ts 139.16 '
Repair and replacement of school
apparatus - .
All other plant maintenance e e
Auxili cies and Coordinate
Activities
Transportation of pupils~
drivers' salaries 1,485.00 1.1
Transportation of pupils~ '
maintenance and operation 814.29 6
Promotion of health - -
Enforeement of compulsory attendance oo -
Pysical education 41.26 .03

Other suxiliary agencies and
coordinate activities - e



Table XII (Continued)

% or

Appropriation Aceount Total Total
Fixed Charges
Insurance premiums paid om build-
ings and contents 1,897.62 1.4
Rent 2.00 .001
Other fixed charges - e
Pe n vemen

Purchase and improvement of
grounds
New buildings, additions end

remodeling 6,299.00
Furniture and fixtures 1,733.20
Sehool apparatus -
New trucks or vehicles 1,380,00
All other permanent improvements -
Total expenditure for permanent

improvements -
Total warrant expenditures 132,171.12
Total claims and contracts pending 113.77
Interest paid on warrants of cur-

rent year series 1,001.38
Interest reserve 1,058,96
Total general fund expenditures 134,345.23
Total district enrollment 4,817.00

Per capita cost 27.88

4.7
1.2

1.02

98.3
.08

o7
.8



which is 3.3 per cent of the total budget. Operation of
the sehool plant cost $6,298,.28, or 4.7 per cent, and main-
tenance accounted for $9,309.21, for a percentage of 6.9.

"Auxiliary Agencies and Coordinate Activities" was
selected for the third account, as shown by Table XI. This
includes transportation, promotion of health, enforcement
of compulsory attendance, and physical education. Wellston
takes the lead in percentage spent for these items, with
16.3 per scent on a total expenditure of $3,219.83. Kendrick's
pereentage of 15.6 with en expenditure of §1,105.00 is next,
while Meeker spent only $210.00 for a percentage of 1.7 for
the lowest rank in this group. None of this was spent for
transportation. Meeker, Prague, and Sparks do not maintain
buses. Davenport spent the greatest amount in dollars,
$2,735.00 but her pereentage on this expenditure was only
1l.4 of her total budget.

Table XIII shows the amount each rural distrioct ex-
pended on teachers' salaries, and the percentage each is
of the total distriot expenditures. Although it is hardly
imaginable, one district, No. 23, actually spent 100% of
its total budget of $410 on instructional costs. District
No. 13 with a percentage of 98.9 on an expenditure of
$500 is almost in the seme classification. Twenty-nine
other districts used over 90% of their funds for instrue-
tion. Contrast these figures with those for Consolidated
No. 2, which spent only 29.3 per cent for imstruetion. In
other words, £3,375 out of the total budget of $11,503.09 was
spent for instruction, leaving $8,127.09 to be used for other



Table XIII

COSTS FOR INSTRUCTION, PER CENT OF TOTAL AND TOTAL EXPEND-
ITURES FOR RURAL SCHOOLS DURING 1935-36

Ine

Dist. strue- $ Of

Ine

Total Ex- Dist. strue- % Of

Total Ex-

tion Total penditures No. _tion Total penditures

S 394 F b4 db bR R e A g A o TR TP

6538

49

g

388
400
630
480
585
780
680
810
318
495
400
585
675
765
675
680
480
810
410
479
455
630
800

1440

1342.24
765

93.8
79.1
7847
81.5
78.7
78.3
71.6
68.1
71.0
94.8
98.9
80.1
77.0
95.9
88.3
§3.1
92.5
89.4
72.0
100.0
78.6
87.9
89.0
91.4
75.6
75.9
78.6
71.7
923
79.0
69.4
74.8
96.8

88.2

75.4

63.7

72.4
82.:1
90.5
71.1
87.7
83.7
69.4
73.1

413.60
505.17
800.12
588.91
744 .57
995.31
1130.00
998.50
1132.82
332.29
500423
499.12
758.40
703.82
866.06
1270.89
937.11
535.27
1124.25
410.00
609.24
654.58
707.82
874.90
1902.40
1780.09
972,70
668.60
832.35
657 .86
864.38
640.89
619.43
1178.9%
894.06
1306.55
1058.67
552.46
1534.73
1237.16
842.98
1741.94
811.69
971.69
819.73

51
62
53
5%
59
60
61
64
65
66
67
68
70
71
72
78
76
78
79

THRTIES:

787.50
810.00
810
480
810
720
1260
480
1665
1200
1160
900
374.98
765
900
520

8283328288

ghgs

84.1
92.3

-20.4

96.8
87.2
85.8
87.5
82.6
21.4
84.2
88.5
80.1
92.2
89.6
88.5
38.8
90.0
88.4
82.4
80.9
88.1
91+3
91.2
21.0
83.1
8345
90.1
84.2
94.6
75.6
73.6
88,3
67.1
85.3
77 .0
92.5
89.1
94,0
88.6
66.1
82.4
87.3
86.6
90.6
68.7

936.27
877.03
3975.17
495.40
928.48
838.25
1439100
581.00
1821.12
1423,96
1309,38
1121.35
406.48
853.66
1016.76
1338.00
666.48
514.15
982.55
722.45
714.89
1728.,01
953,09
659,27
529.21
574.60
1784.23
8617.30
1283.35
2187.29
854.86
750.28
1072.18
937.32
778.41
518.73
672.74
508.32
520.92
604.74
872.75
641.17
646.50
744.21
1113.80



Table XIII (Continued)

Total
Dist. No. Instruction _% Of Total  Expenditures
111 674 85.0 793.95
112 800 8l.3 860.40
113 800 90.7 881.23
1le 900 80.8 1112.65
116 675 80.7 836.25
118 585 88,5 661,04
119 810 79.9 1013.36
121 1575 95.5 1649.16
123 675 83.3 809.72
124 680 80.6 B843.44
126 1280 74.2 1724 .40
130 520 75.7 686,10
132 1320 90.6 1456.20
133 960 21.0 1054.14
135 400 90.3 442.70
138 1440 93.4 1541.01
139 1350 85.0 1588.46
140 585 87.6 678.51
141 640 84.1 760.62
c-2 3375 29.3 11502,09

JT® 600 65.4 945.22



educational purposes.

Table XIV-A gives the per-capita costs of each dis-
trict based on the enrollment, as shown by the annual
financial reports. These costs are divided into grades
and high sechools for the districts that have high schools.
(See Table XIV-A) Complete data were not available for
Tryon, Sparks and Agra, only the totals being shown.

Tryon, with $46.33, has the highest total per-capita cost
in this group, closely followed by Wellston and Kendrieck,
with costs of $43.65 and $43.57, respectively. Stroud has
the lowest total per-capita with $32.98, Wellston's per-
capita of §$69.09 for high school pupils was the highest in
the county. Davenport and Carney follow them with $66.27
and $60.45, respectively. Chandler has the lowest high
sehool per-sapita with an average cost of $42.15. In the
grades Wellston's cost of $38.28 is highest. All the others
are closely bunched, Stroud having the least cost with a
grade per-gapita of $25.51.

Table XIV-B shows that Consolidated No. 2 has & per-
capita cost of $166.69, end that distriet No. 53 spent
$107.43 per pupil., Each of these distriects, however, spent
a large part of their funds on new buildings, so their true
per-capitas would be considerably lower, cspociallylin dis-
triet No. 53. Districts No. 118 and No. 37 with per-capita
costs of $10.66 and §11.68 had the lowest rural school per-
capita costs.



Table XIV-A

EXPENDITURES, ENROLLMENT AND PER~CAPITA COST FOR DISTRICTS
MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS DURING 1935-36

Distriet

Per-Capita

No. Name Expenditures .__;;ggg_ i-8 9-12 1-12
134 Agra 7645,95 204 - - 36499
105 Carne 6642.07 157 28.45 60.45 42.30
1l Chandler 30142.99 880 28,91 42.15 34.25
UG3 Davenport 23938.64 603 28.39 66.27 36.69
107 Kendrick 7058.92 162 26.85 44.10 43.57
95 Meeker 11752.78 322 30.51 44.49 36.48
105 Pregue 15123.05 432 32.15 59.50 35.00
77 Sparks 6081.15 189 - ~ 30.71
54 Stroud 21760.63 660 25.5]1 47.29 32,98
125 n 6996.22 151 - - 46,33
UGl Union Graded 7898,98 243 - - 32.49
C-1 Wellston 19741.97 399 38.28 69.09 43.65

Table XIV-B

EXPENDITURES, ENROLLMENT AND PER-CAPITA COST FOR RURAL DIS-
TRICTS 1935-36

; Per-Capita
Distrie Expenditures  Enrollment 1-8

2 415.60 11 37.60
3 505.17 26 19.43
& 800.12 42 19.08
5 588.91 31 18,99
6 744 .57 36 24.01
7 995.31 27 36 .88
8 1130.00 47 24.04
9 998,50 28 35.66
1l 1132.82 35 32.36
i2 332.25 16 20.76
13 500.283 20 25.01
15 758.40 41 18.49
16 703.82 33 2l.32
17 866 .06 81 16.98
18 1270.89 46 27.62
19 937.11 47 19.93
20 535.27 15 35.68
21 1124.26 53 21.21
23 410.00 17 24.11
24 609.24 27 22.56
25 654.58 36 18.18
26 707.82 35 20.22
27 874.90 58 15.08
28 1902.40 80 23.78
29 1780.09 56 31.78



District

31
32

36
a7

-39

42

44
46
47
48
49

51
52
53

59
61

66
67

70
71
72
75
76
78
79

81
82

86
a7

89
90
91
92

972,70
668.60
632.35
657.86
864.38
640.89

Table XIV-B (Continued)

Expenditures Enrollment

45
35
29
2l
41

53

70

Per-Capita
1-8 &

21.61
19.10
21.80
31.32
21.08
14.90
11.68
19.68
24.16
21.77
30.24
15.94
42,63
18.19
27.19
26.71
14,75
21.17
23.42
49.25
15.94
107.43
16.51
18,94
20.44
23.21
18.15
47.92
3l.64
15.96
28.03
25.37
30.48
31.77
41.81
15.14
12.85
25.85
16.80
19.85
56.76
20.27
12.43
23.00
12.82
27.03
14.03
35.64
26.19
28.14
18.75



Table XIV-B (Continued)

Per-Capita
Distriect Expenditures Enrollment 1-8

93 1072.18 33 32.49

94 937.32 57 16.44

96 778.41 33 235.58

87 518.73 20 25.93

98 672.74 32 21.02
100 508,32 24 2l.18
101 520,92 33 15.78
102 604.74 27 22.39
104 872.75 43 20.29
106 641.17 26 24.66
108 646.50 40 16.16
109 744.21 46 16.17
110 1113.80 53 21.01
111 793.96 33 24.05
112 860.40 46 18.70
113 881.23 58 15.19
114 1112.65 29 38.36
116 836.28 45 18.58
118 661,04 62 10.686
119 1013.36 37 27.38
121 1849.16 65 26.37
123 809,72 26 3l.14
124 843.44 29 29.08
128 1724 .40 50 34.48
130 686.10 37 18.54
132 1456.20 42 34.67
133 1054.94 43 24.53
135 442.70 22 20.12
138 1541.01 50 30.82
139 1585.46 37 42.85
140 678.51 26 26.09
141 760.62 15 50.70
Cc-2 11502:09* 69 166.69
JTe 945.22 30 31.50

* Building funds included.
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From Table XV it can be seen that nine distriots in
Lineoln County furnish transportation. One of these,
Consolidated No. 2, 1s a grade school which uses two
buses to tramnsport grade pupils within the district, and
a third bus to transport its high school pupils to Cush-
ing. In all other distriets except Wellston and Davenport
the buses are used primarily to bring in high school
transfers. Both grade and high school pupils are trans-
ported in Wellston and Davemnport, which are consolidated
and union graded districts, respectively. The former
hauls an average of 237 pupils dally, for the largest
number transported in the county. €Chandler averages 176
pupils for the second highest number transported daily.
All these pupils are high school students, which gives her
the lead when grade pupils are execluded. Davenport hauls
an average of 119 daily for third place, while Carney with
an average of 29 per day transports the lsast number.

While some of the districts still use privately-owned
buses the trend is for vehicles owned by the districts.
Better supervision, more thorough inspections, and lower
costs are usually found where buses are owned by the dis~
tricts.

The average number of pupils hauled dally was 849
making an average of 30.3 for each of the 28 buses used.
There were 30 grade pupils transfered and 565 high school
pupils, totaling 595. These figures show that 95% of pupils
hauled were high school pupils.



District
No, Name

1 Chandler
54 Stroud
C-2 Con.2
© 105 Carney
107 Kendrick
126 Tryon
134 Agrea
UG3 Davenport
C-1 Wellston

Totel

Putriet
20 Name

1 Chandler

54 Stroud
C-2 Con.2
108 Carney
107 Kendrick
125 Tryon
134 Agra
UG3 Davenport
C~1 Wellston

Total

Table XV.p

Avera Aver- No. of Buses
No. Pupils age Legal Trans- Pri-

Hauled No. fers Hauled vately Dist. Dally Average
Daily Per Bus 1~8 9-12 Total Owned Owned Total |liles _Daily
s g, W B! Of 03B OB

89 . 22

70 23.3 0 20 20 0 3 3 108 36.3
29 29 0 34 34 T 44
3l.4 15.7 6 31 37 2 0 2 100 50
40 10 g 5% 5.;. 8* 4] : 183 ég_p 26
58 29 6 6 2 '
119 29.7 2 41 43 3 1 4 162 40.5

257 29.5 Lo 62 62 O . A 288 31,3

849.4 30,3 30 5656 595 12 16 28 1080  371.35
Table XV-B P fotal
Length Of  Average Per

—AluiRE length m 8 tures
= 19.8 19,79 3484459
20.81 1852,50
53 17.6 35,14 2460,03
i 22 164,75 486,70
31 zg 7 g:“l)g 1%05'00‘0
850 u. » 20006
51 12.7 2298 755,00
... 4.8 13.40 317697
464 16.5 20,80 17659.55

e4
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Although Chandler's total expense of $3484.59 is the
highest, Kendriek with $35.19 has the greatest cost per
pupil. Con. 2 is a close second with an average cost of
$35.14 per pupil, and Wellston has the cheapest per pupil
expenditure with $13.40

Tables XVI and XVII show how the principal receipt
are provided. In Table XVI it is noted that very little
funds are provided from state sources, practically all
revenue coming from local funds. JIn Table XVII a vast dif-
ference is noted, a good part of the funds coming from
primary and secondary aid.

Of the districts mainteining high schools in 1930-31
only five received any funds from the state. Union Graded
received the greatest amount, $175 or 16.1% of their
budget. Prague received second highest, $1000. Davenport
with $300 received the least amount. The five districts
make a total of $4415. This was 2.5% of $170,469 the
total budget for districts maintaining high schools. The
state cared for 75.5 days for the districts maintaining
high sehools or an average of 6.3 days eaeh.

In 1930-31 only 13 rural schools received help from
the state to earry on their schools. The emounts ranged
from $75 in district No. 70 to $300 in districts No. 112
and No. 113. The total amount received was $2400. This
provided 260.3 days of school. This is an average of 2.3
days per school. The county received $6815 for 335.8 days,
an average of 2.7 days per sehool for the county. $6815 is
1.8% of $377,328 the county budget.



Table XVI-A

DAYS PROVIDED BY STATE EQUALIZATION AND LOCAL FUNDS DUR=-
ING 1930-31 IN DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS

Days

Distriet Grand State % Total Days State
Equali- Grand Total Deys Local Equali-
No. Name Total zation Total Local Taught Funds gtion

1 Chandler 27063 - - 27,083 180 -
IC-1 VWellston 19610 - - 1’.510 180 -
UGl Union Gra 10830 1760 17.1 9,080 160 134.2 25.8
UGS Davenport 23447 300 1.3 33.147 180 177.7 2.3

54 Stroud 208556 -~ - 20,8586 180 180 -

EE

77 Sparks 718¢ - - 7,184 180 180 -

95 Meeker 13450 - - 13,450 180 180 -
108 Carney 8150 - - 8,150 180 180 -
107 Kendrick 7462 600 8. 6,868 180 165.6 14.4
125 Tryon 8958 - - 8,958 180 180 -
134 Agra 6041 765 12.6 5.276 180 157.3 22.7
103 Prague 17529 1000 5.7 16,529 180 169.7 10.3

Table XVI-B

DAYS PROVIDED BY STATE EQUALIZATION AND LOCAL FUNDS DUR=-
ING 1950~31 IN RURAL DISTRICTS 5
ays

Distriet Grand suu s Days State
Total Total loecal Equali-
Number M.ﬁ!&ﬂ_m Iocal Teught Funds zation

2 800 - - 800 140 140 -
c-2 22386 - - 22386 180 180 -
3 1297 - - 1207 140 140 -

4 1522 - - 18522 180 180 -

5 1230 - - 12%0 160 160 -

6 2385 - - 2385 160 160 -

7 1190 > - 1190 160 160 -

8 2411 - - 2411 180 180 -

9 2080 » - 2080 160 160 -
ITe 1191 - - 1191 160 160 -
11 1500 - - 1500 160 160 -
12 790 - - 790 140 140 e
13 930 - = 930 160 160 *
14 1218 - - 1218 160 160 "
15 2164 - - 2164 180 180 -
16 3010 - - 3010 180 180 -
17 2400 - - 2400 180 180 -
18 1500 - - 1500 160 160 -
19 1715 » - 1915 160 160 -
20 1250 - - 12850 160 160 -
21 1403 - - 1403 180 180 -
23 888 - v 888 160 160 -



XVI-B (Continued)
Days

Distriet Grand State & Total Days State
Equali~ Grand Total Days Local Eguali-
Number Totel zetion Total Loesl Teught Funds zation

24 1310 - - 1310 160 160 -
25 1750 - - 1750 160 160 -
26 1740 - - 1740 160 160 -
a7 1725 120 6.9 1605 160 149 1l.
28 ies2 - - 1852 1lé0 160 -
29 2400 - - 2400 180 180 -
30 1465 - - 1465 180 180 -
31 1250 - - 1250 160 160 -
32 1021 - - ezl 160 160 -
34 1525 - - 15625 160 160 -
35 1446 - - 1446 160 160 -
36 1600 - - 1600 160 160 -
37 1864 - - 1864 160 160 -
38 2166 - - 2156 160 160 -
39 2024 - - 2024 160 160 -
40 2082 - - 2082 180 180 -
41 1500 - - 1500 180 160 -
42 1337 - - 1337 160 160 -
43 3195 - - 8195 180 180 -
44 2486 - - 2486 160 160 -
46 1453 - - 14865 160 160 -
47 1821 - - 1821 160 160 -
48 1082 - - 1092 160 160 -
59 1931 - - 1931 180 180 -
50 2230 - - 2230 160 160 -
51 1898 - - 1898 180 180 ~
52 1899 - - 1899 180 180 -
53 3176 - - 3176 180 180 -
85 1250 - - 1250 160 160 -
59 1198 - - 1198 160 160 -
60 1364 - - 1364 160 160 -
61 3247 - - 3247 180 180 -
64 1982 - - 1982 180 180 -
65 3625 - - 3626 180 180 -
66 2690 - - 2690 180 180 -
67 1806 200 1l. 1806 160 142.4 17.6
é8 2228 - - 2228 180 180 -
70 700 76 10.7 625 160 142.9 17.1
71 1086 - - 1086 160 160 -
72 2485 - - 2485 180 180 -
75 1602 - - 1802 160 160 -
76 1684 - - 1684 160 160 -
78 1202 - - 1202 160 160 -
79 1972 - - 1972 180 180 -
80 1220 - - 1220 1 160 -
81 1598 - - 1598 180 180 -
82 1028 - - 1028 160 160 -
83 1002 - - 1002 160 160- -



Table XVI-B (Continued)

Days
Distriet Grand State ¢ Total Days State
Equali~ Grand Total Days Loecal Equali-

Kumber Total zation Total Local Taught Funds zation
84 1743 1743 160 160

85 1153 - - 1153 180 1860 -

86 1405 - - 1405 180 180 -

87 1782 130 7.2 1652 160 148.5 1l.5

a8 1140 - - 1140 160 160 -

89 1900 - - 1900 180 180 -

90 4010 - - 4010 180 180 -

2§ 1382 - - 1382 160 160 -

92 1120 - - 1120 160 160 -

93 - 1600 - - 1600 160 160 -

94 1569 - - 1569 160 160 -

96 2010 - - 2010 180 180 -

97 1040 - - 1040 160 160 -

98 1400 - - 1400 160 160 -
100 1100 - - 1100 160 160 -
101 940 - - 940 160 160 -
102 1000 - - 1000 160 160 -
104 1250 - - 1250 140 140 -
106 13156 - - 1315 160 160 -
108 870 - - 870 160 160 -
109 1003 200 19.9 803 180 144.2 35.8
110 1861 - - 1861 180 180 -
111 1080 1 9.2 980 160 145.3 14.7
112 1764 300 17. 1464 160 132.8 27.2
113 2,219 300 13.5 1919 160 138.4 21.6
114 1,869 100 5.3 1759 180 170.5 9.5
116 1007 - - 1007 160 160 -
118 1152 - - 1152 180 180 -
119 991 - - 991 160 160 -
121 2014 250 12.4 1764 180 157.7 22.3
123 1674 - - 1674 160 160 -
124 1512 - - 1512 160 160 -
126 3393 - - 3393 160 160 -
130 1200 - - 1200 160 160 -
132 1795 2850 13.9 1545 160 137.8 22.2
133 2410 - - 2410 160 160 -
135 1259 - - 1259 180 180 -
138 162 200 10.1 1762 160 143.8 16.2
139 3030 - - 3030 180 180 -
140 1757 - - 17587 180 180 -
141 830 176 2l. 655 160 126.4 33.6
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In the districts maintaining high schools in
1935-36 Table XVII based on approved estimates show that
Chandler has the highest approved estimate, $30,138.
Chandler also received the most primary ald, $7,840.
Stroud oomes second receiving §$5,520, Davenport third with
$5,400. Carney, received §1,060. This was the least
emount. U. G. 1 though receiving only $2,020, received
the highest per cent, 31.1%, of the approved estimate.
Chandler is placed second with 26% of the approved estimate
provided by primary aid., All of the distriots maintaining
high schools received primary ald, the total amount was
$37,920. Eleven of them received secondary aid. Wellston
received the most, $5,431., Chandler and Sparks rank second
and third receiving $4,753 and $1,150. The }etal secondary
aid received was $32,379, Primary ald cared for 454.7 days,
secondary ald cared for 498,.,9 days. This made a total of
953.6 days cared for by the state out of a total of 2100
days taught. This was 45% of days Saught paid by the state.
The total primary and secondary aid for distriets maintain-
ing high sehools was §$70,209. The total approved estimate
was $163,633. The state paid 42.9% of the approved estimate.
Compare this with the 1930-31 budget when the state only paid
2.5%.

In the rural schools all received primary aid but only
8 received secondary ald during 1935-36. Table XVII-B shows
the amount received by each distrioct, the percentage and the
number of days taught on local, state primary and secondary
aid funds. C-2 received the most, $720 in primary aid.
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Distriet No. 23 received the least, §13. The total
primary aid received by the rural sechools was $28,698.
The rural approved estimate was $140,129. The primary
aid was 20.4% of the total approved estimate. The secondary
aid for the ruresl schools emounted to $4,425 or 3.1% of
rurel sechool approved estimate. The total primery and
secondary aid for rural districts was §33,123 or 23% of the
approved estimate.

For the county inecluding all 123 districts $66,618 was
received in primary aid, $36,804 in secondary aid. This
totals #105.428 spent in Lineoln County from state funds,
This is 34% of the county approved estimate of $303,762.



Table XVII-A

DAYS PROVIDED BY STATE PRIMARY AND SECONDARY AID AND LOCAL FUNDS DURING 1935-36 IN
DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS

; Grand
Distriet Total Primary % Secon~ % Total Days Da.n Days Days
Approved Grand dary Grand on  On

Ho. Name Estimate Ald Total Ald Total Local Taught ;5 8sAs Loecal
1 Chandler 30,138 7,840 26 4,753 1547 17,545 180 46,8 28.3 104.9
C-1 Wellston 20,136 4,440 22, 5,451 26,9 10,265 180 39.6 48.4 92,0
UGL Union Graded 6,481 2,020 351,11 2,597 40.0 1,864 140 43.5 56.0 40.5
UG3 Davenport 22,498 5,400 24, 1,362 6« 15,736 180 43.2 10.8 126.0
54 Stroud 21,662 5,520 25.4 3,113 14.3 13,0290 180 45.7 25.7 108.6
77 Sparks 6,760 1,080  15.9 1,150 17. 4,530 180 28.6 30.6 120.8
95 Meeker 10,956 2,780 2543 - « 8,176 180 45,5 -~ 134.5
103 Prague 15,120 3,860 25,5 2,193 14.4 9,076 180 45.9 25.9 108.2
105 Carney 6,767 1,080 15.6 1,748 25.8 3,959 170 26.5 43.9 99.6
107 Kendrieck ? 339 1,400 19. 2,737 37.2 3,202 170 323 63.2 74.5
125 Tryon p 131 1,080 15,1 3,243 45.5 2, 703 180 27.2 8l.9 70.9
134 Agra 8.646 1,440 16.6 4,082 46,8 3, 154 180 29.9 84.2 65.9

Table XVII-B
DAYS PROVIDED BY STATE PRIMARY AND SECONDARY AID AND LOCAL FUNDS DURING 1935-36 IN
RURAL SCHOOLS
Grand
District Total Primary % Seoon- % Total Days Days Days Days
Approved Grand dary CGrand on on n

Number Extimate Ald Total Ald Total Local Taught PsAs S«A Local
2 467 260 5546 - - 207 180 10041 =~ 7949
c-2 11026 720 66,3 =~ - 103086 180  117.5 - 62,5
3 885 260 20,3 - - 625 160 46,9 - 113.1
4 908 260 28.6 - - 648 180 51.5 =~ 12856



District

Number

Grand
Total
Approved

Extimate

687
1009
1302
1410
1388

269
1264

400

609
580
1261

936
1248
1485
1206

779
1104

453

759

813

864
1110
1912
2389
1094

764

863

820
1077

835

919

Table XEVII-B (Continued)

Primary % Sooon- %
Grand
Alda
300 43.6 - -
880 51-7 - -
360 27.6 - -
360 28.5 - -
300 21.6 - -
300 30.9 - -~
520 25.3 - -
18 4.5 - -
32 5.2 - -
15 2.6 - -
300 23.7 - -
“ ‘.B - o
360 28.8 - -
260 17.8 - -
m 21-5 - -
28 3.6 - -
50 4.5 - -
13 2.8 - -
29 3.8 - -
360 44,2 - -
300 54,7 - -
500 37. b -
360 18.8 513 26.8
300 12.5 500 BO )
300 870‘ e
260 34.8 - -
22 2.5 - -
85 308 hooe a2
300 27.8 - -
260 3l.1 - -
500 58.6 - ”».

Total Days

387
689
942
1050
1085
669
944
382
877
565
961
893
888
1196
946
751
1054
440
730
453
564
810
1039
1589
794
466
841
797
777
575
619

160
180
160
180
160
180
180
140
180
160
180
180
180
180
160
160
180
160
160
160
180
160
160
160
180
160
180
160
160
160
160

Days Days Days
on
Tot g; éé! !g! Lﬂﬁg; Tﬁg‘gt 2010 E?A' £;°EL

69.8
57.1
44.2
45.9
34.6
55.6
45,5
553
2.4
4.2
42,7
8.1
51.8
S2.
34 .4
5.8
8.1
4.5
6.1
70.7
62.5
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42,9
334

90.2
122.9

115.8

134.1
125.4
124.4
134.5
133.7
170.6
155.8
137.3
171.9
128.2
148.
125.6
154.2
171.9
156.5
153.9
89.5
117.5
116.8
87.
106,86
131.
104.3
175.8
185.5
115.5
110.2
107.8



District

er

38
39
40
41
42
43
44
48
47
48
49
50
Sl
52
53
1
59
60
61
o4
85
66
67
68
70
71
72
78
76
78
79

Grand
Total

Approved
Estimate

1536
1169
1357
1262

727
23323
1489
1143
2956

925
1427
1125
1407
1234
1282

705
1242
1183
2274

834
2385
1993
1724
1574

454
1207
1472

973
1092

697
1194

260
300
300
250
250
300
300
300
300
300
300

37
260
350
350
300
320
260
620
260
300
300
300

35

22
00
300

34
260
300
360

Table XVII-B (Continued)

Primary %
Grand dery

Ald ___ Total Ald = Total Local

16.9

25.8

22.1
19.9
34.3
1z2.8
20.4
28.2
14.5
32.4
21,
Se2
18.4
28.3
27.3
42.5
25.7
2l.9
22.8
31l
12.5
15.
17.4
2.2
4.8
24.8
20.3
Sed
23.8
43.
30.1

Secon~

(=}
[+
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%

Grand

o
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Total

1,276
859
1,087
1,002
477
2,032
1,169
843
1411
625
1,127
1,088
1,147
‘884
932
405
922
923
1,754
574
2,085
1,693
1.434
1,539
432
907
1,172
939
832
397
834

Days

Days Days Days

on

on

Zaught u_.éa._aéz‘ﬁa“__

160
180
180
180
160
180
160
160
170
160
180
160
180
180
180
160
180
180
180
180
180
160
160
180
140
180
180
160
160
160
180

27,

46.4
39.8
35.8
54.9
23,

32.6
41.9
24.7
51.8

37.8

54.2
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133,
133.6
140,2
144.2
10841
167
127.4
118.1
94.5
108.2
l42.2
154.9
146.9
120.1

- 18049

92,
133.7
140.6
139.
124.
157.5
136,
15862
176«
138 3
135#‘
143.5
164.6
121.9

‘1(2
125.8

ée



District

Numberx

80
8l
82
83
84
8%
86
87
88
89
90
21
92
83
94
96
97
98
100
101
102
104
106
108
109

s
112
113
114

116

Table XVII~-B (Continued)

Grand
Total Primary % Seeon~ % Total Days Days Daye Days
Approved Grand dary Grand en on on
Estimate Aild Total Aid Total Local Taught P.A. S.A. Local
1017 300 29.4 - - 717 180 52.9 ~ 127.1
930 2860 287.9 =~ - 870 180 50.2 ~ 129.8
1142 300 26.2 = B 842 180 4%7.2 =~ 132.8
1443 300 20, = - 1143 160 38.1 =~ 126.9
1000 300 30.. - - 700 160 48. -~ 112,
799 31 58 = - 768 160 6.l ~  183.9
594 300 50,6 =~ - 294 160 80.8 - 79.2
1375 300 2l.8 = - 1075 180 39.2 =~ 140.8
698 300 42.9 - - 398 160 68.86 = 91l.4
1784 300 16.8 = - 1484 180 30,2 -~ 140.8
2982 320 10,9 = - 2600 180 19.6 - 160.4
1070 300 28, - - 770 180 B0.4 ~ 129.6
1164 300 25,7 = - 864 160 41,1 -~ 118.%
1178 320 27.2 = - 865 180 49, +~ 131,
1038 320 5008 - - '!18 160 “. -5 - 11007
191z 300 29.6 - - 712 160 47.4 -~ 112.6
590 35 50 ' o - 655 lw 3. - 152.
791 260 32.8 =~ - 831 160 52.5 ~ 107.8
777 300 38.6 =~ - 477 160 61.8 =~ 98.2
614 300 48.8 - B 314 160 78,1 ~ 101.3
708 260 36,7 =~ - 448 160 58,7 = 8l.9
940 320 34. - - 620 160 B4.4 - 105.6
890 300 33.7 = B 590 160 58.9 - 106.1
1034 300 29. ~ - 734 180 B58.2 - 127.8
1581 300 18.9 = - 1281 180 34. ~ 146.
1028 320 0.1 = - 708 180 54.2 -~ 125.8
1026 300 20.2 = - 726 160 46.7 ~ 113.3
1221 260 2l.2 = - 961 160 33.9 - 126.1
1378 260 18,8 =~ - 1118 180 33.8 -~ 146.2
1003 320 31.9 =~ - 683 180 57.4 -~ 122.6



Table XVII~B (Continued)

Grand
District Total Primary%® Secon- % Total Days Days Days Days
Approved Grand dary Grand en om on
Number Estimate Afd  Total Ald _ _Total Loscal Taught P.A. SsA. Local
118 861 39 4.5 - - 822 180 8sl = 171.9
119 1281 320 24.9 42 18.8 719 180 44.8 335.8 10l1.4
121 1997 300 195 634 31.7 10863 180 27 57.1 59.9
123 878 300 34.1 - - 578 160 4.6 =~ 105.4
124 1202 300 24.9 - - 902 160 39.8 =~ 120.2
126 2090 300 14.3 - - 1790 160 229 = 137.1
130 748 290 38.9 - - 455 160 6242 = 97.8
132 1973 300 16.2 737 37.3 936 170 26.8 63.4 80.8
133 1371 300 21.8 -~ - 1071 160 $4.9 =« 125.1
135 563 30 5.3 - - 533 160 8.8 =~ 151.5
138 2149 360 16.7 653 30.3 1136 180 301 54.5 95.4
139 2242 260 11.5 - - 1982 180 2047 = 159.3
140 1106 S2 2.8 - - 1074 180 5. - 175,
141 1182 300 25.3 831 44.9 381 180 45.5 80.,8 53,7



CHAPTER V
SEPARATE SCHOOLS

:'!hn QOklahoma sechool law provides thet complete separa-
tionlbc maintained for the white and colored races in the
public school organization of this stete, with impertial
facilities provided for both races. Separste schools are
defined as those of the race in each distriet having the
fewest number of children, as designated by the county
superintendent, The school board must be from the majority
rece in the distriet.l

In Lineoln County the colored schools are the sepsrate
or minority sehoeols in every distrioct except one. This is
distriot No. 58, which now eontaing only Negro children. At
one time this distriet had both & white and a colored schoolj
the white school was the minority or separate unit. In the
days before statehood the board of education in this distriot
was composed of one white and two colored members. The
administration of the white school was left to the minority
member, and he in turn made no attempt to interfere in the
affeirs of the majority schools. Oceasionally he would aid
the other members when their financiel affairs became too
intricate. However, this seldom happened because pmactically
no limit was placed on school expenditures in earlier
territorial days. The greatest difficulty experienced by
the white member usually was to keep the colored teacher

1. Oklahome School Law, Sections 195, 197, 1935.



from receiving more salary than the white instruetor. State-
hood brought changes in sehool lews, and when a new white
district, No. 138, was formed, the best land from district
No. 58 was taken into the new distriet. Since that time no
white school heas been maintained in district No. 58.

Table XVIII shows that there were 23 Negre rursl schools
in Lincoln Gounty during 1935-36 of which 19 were one-teacher
schools snd 4 were taught by two teachers. In addition twe
city distriots, Chandler and Wellston, maintain high schools
as well as grades. Chandler, with 246 pupils enrolled and
an average daily attendance of 172, has the largest separate
school organizstion. Wellston and the two grade schools in the
Davenport district are next in e, The majority sehool,
district No 58, leads all schoels in the county in per pupil-
load based on average daily sttendance, with 27, District No.
43 with 62 pupils enrclled and an average d-ilf attendance of
43 leads m schools strictly in the rural sreas. Two rursl
districts, No.11l3 and 126 have & pupil-teacher based on
average dally attendance of only seven, Two others, No., 1086 “
and 140, have an average locad of only 8., Fifteen of the

rural schools have a per-teachef.laad of less than 17.
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Table XVIII-A

ENROLIMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, NUMBER OF TEACHERS,
GRADES TAUGHT, AND PUPIL~-TEACHER LOAD BASED ON AVERAGE
DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR YEAR 1935-36 IN SEPARATE SCHOOLS
MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS

Pupil Teacher

District Enroll- Ne. of Grades Load Based
Nos . Neme ment &___Q rggchers Taught ©On A.D.A.
I Chandler 246 172 7 1-12 24.5
€I Wellston 164 139 . 6.5 1-12 21.3
Table XVIII-B

ENROLLMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, NUMBER OF TEACHERS,
GRADES TAUGHT, AND PUPIL~TEACHER LOAD BASED ON AVERAGE DAILY
ATTENDANCE FOR YEAR 1935-36 IN SEPARATE RURAL SCHOOLS

Pupil Teacher

Enroll- No. of Grades Load Based
Dist. E nen! ‘: D. A- l‘m mgt E Ae De Ae
12 14 10 8 1-8 10
24 36 24 1 1-8 24
32 30 16 1 1-8 16
36 29 15 1 1-8 15
43 62 43 2 1-8 21.5
46 25 13 1l 1-8 13
54 53 37 2 1-8 18.5
58 43 27 1l 1-8 27
65 . 22 13 1 1-8 13
66 26 12 ] 1-8 12
68 17 15 i i 1-8 15
71 53 34 o 1-8 17
72 49 31 2 1-8 15.5
90 16 12 l 1-8 12
103 21 14 1 1-8 14
106 24 8 1l 1-8 8
111 24 19 1 1-8 19
113 20 4 1l 1-8 7
117 49 21 1 1-8 21
119 27 16 1l 1-8 16
126 9 7 1 1-8 i
140 21 8 1 1-8 8
UG3 62 46 2* 1-8 23.0

* Two separate one-room grade schools.



Table XIXZ-A shows that the gualifiocations of the 14
teachers employcd in Chandler znd Wellston are considerably
higher than in the rural zreas, as shown by Table X{IX-i.

7 teeschers hold regular college degrees. One teacsher holds
a § yoor elementary, 6 hold life elementary and the 7 holding
degrees have high school life certificates=,

fuble XIX-B shows thet the qualifications of rurel teach-
ers in the colored schools during l935-36 were fairly low,
Cnly one degree is held by the 28 rural teachers, Three hold
two~year slementary certificates, one has s five-ysar elemen-
tary. The average annual salsry is §5560,.30, and the average
school term is 8.5 moaths.

The Oxlshoms school law made one of its most noteworthy
contributions to education when the gounty was made the unit
in financing the separate schools. In Lincoln County there
has never been s time since statehood that the separate
schools have been in serious need for lack of momey. OContrast
this with the endless financisl worries of most of the white
schools. No better argument is nceeded for z county or state-
wide basis of taxstion to squalizs esducational opportunities
for white and colored children.



Table XIX-A

NUMBER OF TRACHERS, ANNUAL SALARY, QUALIFICATIONS OF TEACHERS
AND LENGTH OF TERM IN SEPARATE SCHOOLS MAINTAINING HIGH
SCHOOLS 1935-36

Number Annual Qualifications of Months in
District Teachers Salary Teachers Term

I Chandler 7 1200 A.B. Degree H.S. Life
81¢ B.S. Degree H,S, Life
765 B.S. Degree H.S. Life
765 Life Elementary
675 Life Elementary
676 Life Elementary
630 5 Yesr-Elementary

OWOVOOCLD

C-I Wellston 7

1650 B.S, Degree H. S, Life

810 90 hours Elem. Life

765 B.S. Degree H, 8, Life

755 B.S. Degree H., 8., Life
80 hours Elem. Life

W B. 8. m H, 8, Life

675 100 hours Life Elem.

CHOOOOD

* $55.00 of this from U.S. Govt. for Vocational Agri.



Table XIX-B

NUMBER OF TEACHERS, ANNUAL SALARY, KIND OF CERTIFICATE,
mmormmmmﬂmmlww

Distriet No, of Annual Selary Qualification Months in
No, Name Teachers of_Teaghers Torm
12 Pleasant Grove 1 360 El. Life 6
24 Dudley 1 580 El. Life 8
32 Chester 1 520 El. Life 8
36 Roek . 480 El, Life 8
43 Douglas 2 585 El. Life g
| 630 Bl. Life )
46 Lone Star 1 520 El. Life 8
54 Dumas 2 652.50 El. Life 9
585,00 El. Life 9
58 Sweet Home 1 720 - 9
65 Golden Valley 1 562.50 El, Life 9
66 Red Oak 1 520 El, Life 8
68 ' Dumbar 1 585 El, Life 9
71 River Bend 2 541.87 A«J.Lirhgree 8
©

520 El, Life 8
72 Linceln 2 540 2 ¥r, Elenm. 9
630 El, Life 9
90 Anvil 1 540 El Life 9
103 glas 1 540 El. Life ]
106 Pleasant Valley 1 480 2 Yr Elen. 8
111 Dumbar 1 . 588 El. Life g
113 Dumbar 1l 520 El. Life 8
117 Kickapoo 1 480 8 Yr. Elen, 8
119 B T 1 520 El. Life 8
126 lLittle Dumbar p 585 El. Life 9
140 Great Hope 1 500 5 Yr, Elem 8
U.G3 Davenport 2 650,57 El, Life 9
636 El. Life 9



The enrollment, average dally attendance, teachers
annual salary and meonthly cost of teaching based on average
daily attendance can be found in Table XX-A and XX-B,

The county enrollment totals 1142, Of this number 732 or
64% are in the rural schools. The remaining 36% are in dis-
tricts maintaining high schools. The average daily
attendance for the county is 759. The average daily attend-
ance of the yural schools is 448 or 59% of the county.

For the schools maintaining high schools the average
daily attendance is 75% of the enrollment, In the rural
schools it is only 61%. It is quite noticeeble that the per-
cent of attendance is greater in the schools maintaining
most teachers. The monthly cost of teaching ranges in rural
schools from $2.70 in district No. 24 to $9.28 in distriot
No. 126. In the districts maintaining high schools, Chandler
hae a monthly cost of $3.56 and Wellsten £5.59. There are
five rural schools with mmnthly%geutl higher than Wellston's.
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Table XX-A
ENROLLMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, TEACHERS ANNUAL SALARY,

AND YONTHLY COST OF TEACHING BASED ON AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANGCE
FOR DISTRICTS MAINTAINING HIGH SCHOOLS 1935-36

Total JMonthly Cost of

- District Annual Teaching Based
‘No. Name _Eurollment A. D. #. Selery om A.D. A
I Chandler 846 172 5520,00 3.56
C-I Wellston 164 1359 6330,00 5.59
Table XX-B

ENROLLKMENT, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE, TEACHERS ANNUAL SALARY
AND MONTHLY COST OF TEACHING BASED ON AVERAGE DATLY ATTENDANCE
FOR SEPARATE RURAL DISTRICTS MAINTAINING SCHOOLS 19355-36

‘lntal Monthly Cest of
Teaching Based

District !!!lliue.l. Le Do Ao ESLEEI Lnhs Do A

12 14 10 360 6.00
24 36 24 520 2,70
33 20 16 520 4,08
36 29 15 480 4.00
43 82 43 1215 5.14
46 25 13 520 5.00
54 53 37  1237.50 3.71
58 43 27 720 2.66
65 22 13 562. 50 4.80
66 26 12 520 5.4l
68 17 15 585 4,33
71 53 34  1061.87 5.90
72 49 3 1170 4,19
90 18 12 540 5.00
103 21 14 540 4.28
106 24 8 480 7,50
111 24 19 585 5.42
113 20 7 520 9.28
117 49 21 4580 2.85
119 27 16 520 4,06
126 s 9 7 585 9.28
.. ) 8 500 7.81

Y~ 3Davenport62 46 1286.57 3.10
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Table XXI shows the instruction cost, total expend-
iture and cost per pupil enrolled for both totsl expend-
itures end for instruetion. The $75.94 per-pupil cost for
all expenditures and $£5.00 instruction cost per-pupil are
highest in distriet 126. This school had only 9 students
enrolled, making the cost per pupil 365, with the eost for
all expenditures §75.94, based on the enrollment of nine
pupils. Distriet HNo. 117 has an instruction cost as low
as $9.75 per pupil, while for all expenditures the cost per
pupil emounted to $13.08. This school had 49 pupils enroll-
ed.

The aslosscd'Vuiuation of the county for 1935-36 was
$19,051,008. The mill levy for the separate schools was
+076., In distriet No. 58, the majority school, the assessed
valuation was $49,015 for 1935-36. The mill levy was 2.55.
From the table it cen be seen that this majority school,
with a per-pupil eost of $20.66 for all expenditures snd a
cost of $16.74 for instruction, compares favorably with the
other schools of the county. However, this is accounted for
prinecipally because of the large enrollment and the faet that

only one teacher is employed.



Table XXI-A

INSTRUCTION COST, TOTAL EXPENDITURE, ENROLILMENT, AND COST
PER PUPIL ENROLLED DURING 1935-36, IN DISTRICTS MAINTAINING

HIGH SCHOQLS
Cost Per
Instruction Total Enroll~ Pupil for Enrolled
Dist. No _Cost Expenditure ment all Exp., For Inst.
I Chandler 5520 10666.67 246 43.56 22.43
CI Wellston 6330 10063.08 164 60.75 39.20

Table XXI-B

INSTRUCTION COST, TOTAL EXPENDITURE, ENROLLMENT, AND COST
PER PUPIL ENROLLED DURING 1935-36, IN SEPARATE RURAL SCHOOLS

Instruction Total  Enroll- Cost Per

Dist. No. Cost Expenditure ment Pu{il for Enrolled
All Exp. _For Inst.
12 360 435 14 31.07 25.71
24 520 726.82 36 20.19 14.44
32 520 711.25 30 23.70 17.88
36 480 622.00 29 21.45 16.55
43 1215 1358.82 62 21.91 19.59
46 520 613 25 24 .52 20.80
54 1237.50 1447.12 53 27.20 23.35
UG3 1286.57 2171.99 62 35.03 20.75
65 562.50 618.49 22 28.11 £5.57
66 520 612.25 26 23.54 20.00
68 588 729.00 17 42.88 34.41
71 1061.87 1241.58 53 23.42 20.03
72 1170 1333 49 27.20 23.87
90 540 630.50 16 39.40 33.75
103 540 841.47 21 40,07 25.71
106 480 650 24 27.08 20.00
111 585 761 24 31.71 26.00
113 520 658.90 20 32.94 26.00
117 480 641.34 49 13.08 9.79
119 520 696.25 27 25.78 19.26
126 585 693.48 9 75.94 65.00
140 500 667.70 21 31.79 23.43
58 720 888.59 43 20.66 16.74



The two separate schools of Lineoln County that maintain
high schools, Wellston and Chandler, have excellent trans-
portation facilities, Wellston covers the western half of
the county with three buses, while Chandler brings in pupils
from the central and eastern portions. The latter school
also has three buses, one of whieh drives in each morning
from near the Sac and Fox Agency, through Stroud and
Davenport., (See Map II) This is the longest distance from
which either white or colored children are transported in
the county. The end of the route is 28.35 miles from the
Dougles Sehool in Chandler, The driver lives at the end
of the route. Here is an exeellent lllustration of the
possibilities for future consolidations in Lincoln County.

A modern all-steel bus runs 52.6 miles daily and yet it is
only en the road approximstely an hour and a half each
morning and each afternoon. Good roads largely account for

this. Many other buses in the county take mere time for their

daily runs, while traversing little more than half this

distance.
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CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

It has been shown in previous chapters that a large
number of small school districts are impraetical, weak and
inefficient compared with larger units, The need for the
abolishment of a large number of the weaker units is found
to be particularly pressing Lineeln County, because of the
few consolidations, Vast inequalities have been noted in both
ability and effort of the districts of this county.

By no means has it been found that the smaller areas in
general were poor in ebility. On the contrary, the districts
of this county were shown to be far above the average in
taxable valuations. The faot that only eight of the 11l Lincoln
County rural schools received secondary aid during 1935-36
pré;na conclusively that suitable effort has not been made teo
maintain school districts to the mexium of their finaneial
ability. In the independent distriets apparently every effort
has been made to maintain the best possible schools. The full
levy of 10 mills was voted in each district, while in the
rural schools 65 districts levied less than 8 mills, ineluding
the 4 mills allowed by the exeise board.

It was shown further that because the separate schools
were supported by a county-wide tax levy, there has never
been any finaneial difficulties comparasble with those of the
white schools. In faet, it has seldom been necessary to levy
over half the mexium of two mills allowed by the state
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constitution. During 1935-~36 the levy was only .076 mills,
No better argument would appear to be necessary to show the
need of & similar plan for finaneing the white schools, It
seems hardly fair that because & child happened to be living
in Consolidated district No. 2 that he should have a per-
capita value of $58,177, compared with a child living in
district No, 141, who has a per-capite value of only $7868.00,
Yot this condition has been shown to exist in Linecoln County,

It has also been mentioned that opposition to a general
consolidation program is very strong at the present time in
Lineoln County. However it is the author's firm convictlon
that the advantages of such a program so far outweigh its
disadvanteges that ultimately a reorganization will teke place.
With the constant decrease of local revenue it is becoming
more and more necessary for an inereasing number of distriets
t0 look to the state for financial aid. Homestead exemption
will add greatly to the state's finanecial responsibilities.
As the local districts come into econtact with other administra-
tive units they will observe the advantages to be geined
through consolidations. Then the state legislature can con-
tinue the program started by House Bill 212. Instead of
allowing distriocts with a minimum of 15 or 17 pupils in average
daily attendance to receive primary or secondary aid, the
Hin%pngﬁgould be increased every twc years until within a short
timé'auitahle adninistrative units would be formed.

Lineoln County hes & tax valuation of $19,051,006. With
& uniform levy of 13 mills, $196,590.90 could be raised, which

is approximately the total amount expended by all schools in
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the county during 1935-36. With eonsolidation once perfected,

all schools of the county could be operated much more economi-
cally, Furthermore, every pupil in the county would be im reach
of a highsechool, and would have all the advantages offered by
larger units. |

Although this study has been concerned with Lincoln County
only, it is realized that a state-wide basis is the goal to-
ward which all reorganization should strive. If the impetus
for sonsclidations comes from the leglislature, all counties
will be aeffected similarly, Believing that a centralization
program will teake place within the next few years, & proposed
grouping of districts in Linecoln County is suggested, Wherever
possible the districts are grouped with the towns. Here
buildings are already provided, partially at least, roads are
better ang in most instances the districts are alresdy fur-
nishing tiansportation to high school pupils from rural distriets.
In some instences road conditions will have to be improved be-
fore the comselidaticns msy be perfected. Bounday lines have
been straightened where topography permitted.

In the northwest corner of the eounty districts No. 2
and 3 are so near Perkins, in Payme County, thet they should
be attached to this district. Tryon could become the center
of a group composed of districts No. 4, 5, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,
25, and 26. This group would have a valustion of §$730,366 and
453 pupils. At the present time Tryon has only 151 pupils
and & valuation of $134,658. Transportation would be furnished
the grade ohildren who ere now walking to one-room schools,
and they would profit by having highly specialized teachers,
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better physical facilities, snd &ll the other advantages .

offered by the larger units without any increased cost per
pupil,

Carney is made the center of a combination cemposed of
districts No, 24, J. 140, J. 32, 46, 35, and 37. These dis-
triets have a total assessed valuation of $507,280 and enroll
366 pupils, Agra could annex districts Ne. 6, 7, 8, 9, 17,
18, 19, 27 and 28, This would give her & valuation of $1,167,016
compared with her present valuation of $115,204 and an enroll-
ment of 512 compared with 92 now. A new central building would
need to be bullt in the northeastern part of the eounty. The
richest schools in the county are located here, centering
around Consolidated No. 2, and a well-equipped building should
be erected in this vieinity. Districts Ne. 11, Con, 2, J.C, 4
in Payne Coumty, 139, 108, 21, and 137 are grouped for this
new unit. It is suggested that the bullding be located near
the center of seoction 9, township 16 N, R. 6 E, This die-
trict would have a valuation of $4,583,309, by far the largest
in the ecounty. Their enrollment would total 249.

Distriets No. 29, 30, 31, 38, 39, 40, and 51 are grouped
with Kendrieck, giving a totel valuation of $901,575, and a
total enreollment of 474 pupils, Stroud is made the center for
districts No. 41, 42, 53, 64, 65, 70, 71, 109, J. 9, and B0,
This would give the group a valuation of 31,590,506 and an
enrollment of 100l1. Although Davenpeort already is a con-
sclidated school, distriets No. 52, 111, €8 and 50 are added
to its territory, for a combined valuation of $1,479,783 and
an enrollment of 766. Chandler, with a present area of only
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four square miles, 1s mede the center for districts No. 47,

48, 49, 59, 60, 61, 110, 123, 86, 67, 113, and 75. This
would meke a total valuation of $2,157,181 and the distriet
would have 1,492 pupils enrclled. Wellston consolidated school
contains the greatest number of square miles of any school
in the county with 37.5, but districts No, 44, 112, 114, 126,
135, 55, 138, end J, 43 could very easily be annexed with
adventages for all distriets. This would give a total valuation
of $1,307,106 and the new distriet would have an enrollment
of 730. Union Graded No 1 could be grouped with distriects
No. 130, 119, 132, 121, 118, J. C. 1, 116, and 141. Their
valuations would total $635,921 and their enrollment would be
546, not considering the enrollment of J. C. 1 which was not
available.

Districts No, 106, 89, 90, 91, 97, 133, 96, 124, 100
and 101 are grouped with Meeker. Theilr valuations total
$1,359,6656 and the number of pupils enrolled in these dis-
tricts totals 655, Sparks is grouped with distriets No. 72,
78, 79, 86, 85, 84, 83, 76 and 82. This gives a valuation
of $1,116,057 and an enrollment of 569. With Prague in the
extreme southeast corner it is found advisable to group dis-
tricts No., 81, 87, 88, 92, 93, 94, 98, 104, 102 and J. 99.
This would give & total valuation of 51,128,477 and an en-
rollment of 810 without considering the enrollment of J. 99
which was not available. The groupings above would reduce
the number of school districts from 1283 to 13. At first glance
this may seem impossible but when it 1s realized that hundreds

of counties all over the state and nation actually have
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accomplished complete abolition of their one and two-room
schools, encoursgement is given to a centralization progran

for Lincoln County. Map IV shows how the districts would

look after the proposed changes were made, GQuite a contrast

is provided when the location and size of the proposed districts
are compared with the present school organization as shown

by Map III.

Since the separate schools now ere located approximately
seven miles apart, due to some recent consoclidation, and buses
are transporting most of the eighth grade graduates to high
school, no immediate general consolidation is needed. It 1s
recommended that stenderds for the separate schools be raised,
neeting at least the minimum required for secondery aid dis-

triets in payment of teachers' salaries and maintenance.
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