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PREF.ACE 

The purpose of this survey was to obtain infor­

matiQn that would prove beneficial in any future 

s•udy er sehool finances , attendance, consolidation , 

and other important problems, by obtaining definite 

information of the effect of House Bill 212 upon 

Choe aw County along these lines . 

Choctaw County has very poo~ official records , 

especially those ooncerning the schools . It is a 

county where all schools are on state aid . It is 

a typical agrieultural county where the soil has 

been depleted by years of oareless farming and 

erosion. All available records have been used and 

six of the seven tables shew a definite effect of 

better f'inanoing of the schools under House Bill 

212 . The seventh table shews a result that could 

be expected under the more favorable conditions , 

and verifies, as the other tables do , the partial 

hopes or the authors of House Bill 212 . 

As similar surveys are made in other counties 

sampling the different conditions of the state of 

Oklahoma, the hypothetical nature of sohool 

legislation should beoome more aotual, and more 

rapid improvement should be possible. 

H. O. D. 

T 
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CHAPTER I 

.A BRIEF HISTORY OF CHOCTAW COUNTY 

AND ITS EDUCATION 

l 

Choctaw County began its life as part of the 

Choctaw Nation upon the signing of the treaty of 

Dancing Rabbit Creek between the United States and 

C 1 the hoctaw tribe in Mississippi in 18.30. This 

gave the southern part of what is now Oklahoma to 

the Choctaw Nation. 

The journey of the Indians to their new homes 

began 1n 1831. A few white missionaries and traders 

preceded them. Among these were the Doaks Brothers 

who settled at Doaksville in the southeastern part 

of what is now Choctaw County. 'I'h.ey apparently had 

been advised as to the home site of the Choctaws 

since they settled,. dug wells,. and established them­

selves in preparation for the arrival of their 

Choctaw fr1ends.2 

The Nation gradually reduced its area by various 

treaties. In one of these the Chickasaws were given 

1 James Shannon Buchanan and Edward Dale,, A History; 
.2.f.. Oklahoma (Norman, Oklahoma,. 1924)~ p.~I4. 

2 Roy ... ~ . Johnson. O]tl~oma South 91.. ~ OAM41an. 
(Chicag~, l:1~. 1925 • Vol. l, p. 468. 



tribal rights,3 land was rented to the government for 

the loeation of western tr1bes4 and was later deeded to 

the government tor this purpose . 5 

The Chootaw territory was only slightly affected 

by the Civil War. The inroads of whites as inter­

married citizens and laborers following immediately 

upon its olose , they became e.n important problem in 

all future tribal affairs . 6 

In 1905 the inhabitants of Indian Territory un- ­

suocessf'ully attempted to form the State of Sequoyah.7 

In this state we find the present Choctaw County 

listed as Hitchcock County, and having praotically 

the same boundaries as Cho0taw County or today. 8 

The new name was attached after the state of Okla­

homa had been divided into seventy- five counties . 9 

After statehood in 1907 we find this county looated 

north of the Red River and a}omg the K1amiehi River . 

James Shannon Buehanaa and Edward Everett Dale , 
.sm.. cit . , p . 115 

4 Ibid., p . 118 

5 ~ •• p . 147 

6 Roy M. Johnson , .!m• cit ., p . 156 

7 James ShB.mlon Buchanan and Edward Everett Dale, 
.Qll• oit . , pp . 276- 2?7 

8 Ibid. , p . 27? 

9 ~- , p. 284 



Doaks~ille , Grant, and Ft. Towson were t he earliest 

settlemeuts and towns , while the present county seat, 

Hugo , was founded in 1903 , at the crossing of the 

St . Louis and San Franeiseo lines , east and west , 

north and south , f'ive miles north of Grant . 10 This 

city grew in size while the other towns of the county 

have gradually beeome smalle r and less i mportant as 

transportation became more rapid and effieient . 11 

Grant , the most southern town in the 00UJ1ty has dropped 

from a population of one thousand seven humdred fiftyl2 

to the present population of two hundred ninety- six. 13 

3 

Ft . Towson , the most easterly village , onee a great lumber 

center with a population of' one thousand ,14 now has a bare 

four hundred eighty-six. 15 Soper and Boswell both looated 

west of Hugo , have fallen in population from their peaks 

of one thousand six hundred16 and one thousand two 

hundred17 to the preaent four hundred seventeenl8 and 

nine hundred eighty- four ,19 respectively. 

10 Roy M. Johnson , ~ . eit •. , pp. 46?- 4?8 

11 Ibid. • p . 46? 

1 2 Ibid., p . 46? 

13 Federal Census , 1930 

14 Roy M. Johnson , .2.ll• oit ., p . 46? 

15 Federal Census , 1930 

16 Roy M. Johnson , ..2.l?.• ill• , p . 468 

17 Ibid., p . 468 

18 Federal Census , 1930 

19 I bid. 



Hugo, while taring better than these towns on account 

of its eentr&l location, has nevertheless suffered because 

of the baekwardness of farming, the principal oeeupation 

of the entire distriot. As the lumber mills receded 

from Ft. Towson the property valuation diminished 

greatly . Cotton and attendant erops beeame so poor in . . . 
quantity and price that at present Hugo finds its 

sehools on state aid and in the midst of a none too . 

hopeful future financially.20 

The Choctaw Nati?n with wh~oh one must begin in re­

lating the history of this territory, established its 

first tribal sohool in Mississippi on April 19, 1819 with 

a membership of ten children, supported from funds pro­

vided by the nation. 21 The first schools to be located 

in the Indian Territory west of the ississippi River, 

by the Chootaw Nation, was a male aeademy at Good-

1ana22 and a female acaaemy at Wheeloek;23 later, 

20 Ed .Ansley, Commercial Conditions in Choctaw County, 
~ !Q. ~. Chamber of Commeree, Hugo, Oklahoma., 
1937. February 

21 George Shimmerhoen, Beginming Among~ Choctaw 
Indians. Hugo , Oklahoma 

22 Mrs ~ Bella MoCollum G1bbond, ~ .Among~ Indians. 
Hugo , Oklahoma, 1930. p. 16. 

23 ~., P• 8 

4 
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Pineridge,24 Mt. Pleasant.25 Goodwater. 26 and Spencer 

acadeJd.es were estab11shed.2, 

GoodJ.and is the olcl,est of any of the present mission 

schools. and 1B located near .Hugo, Okle.h.oma. It was 
· 28 founded in 1845. .At first 1t was supported by eontrih -

· tpns from !rieno. but in 1902 the government gave a 

small amount for boarding pupils. The n"UJDber has been 

enlarged until in 1930 eighty pupils are cared for in 

this manner. The Indians donated land for the school, 

and friends of the school had b y 1930 helped to build 

two dormitori es. 2t It now has Six dormi toriea, three 

teaoherages. one gymnasium, a chapel, barns, and other 

vocational buildings besides five hundred acres of lsnt.30 

Thirteen teachers now make up the teaching eta.ff for 

sixty five high seh.ool students and three hundred grade 

pupils, not all of these ha-ve to be boarded as some a:r:e 

from local homes in th.e di&triot.31 Good1and seems to be 

24 

26 

26 

2? Ibid., P• 16 -
2S Mrs. Bella MoOollum Gibbons,. OJ• oit., P• 16 

29 Ibid., P• 16 

30 Edward Miller. Annual Re;eort to Presb,yterian Home 
Home .Misaion Board, l936. Hugo, Oklahoma 

31 Ib1d. 
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an institution that has grown with the increasing needs 

ot the times. .And under the supervl sion of their var­

ious superintendents, inoluding the present administration 

under Mr. Ed Miller, the institution has justified its 

existence and is looking forward to increasing its servioe 

to Indian children of the Oho0taw Nation. 

There are now forty-five dependent districts and 

four independent distriets, all on state aid, in. Choctaw 

Oounty.52 The state requirements for teachers have im­

proved the quality of teachers, and the county now has 

independent high sehools loeated at Soper , Boswell, Ft. 

Towson, and Hugo . Grant's High School is dependent .33 

These high schools are looated not more than eighteen 

miles from Hugo , the central point. In fact, Boswell 

lies eighteen miles west of Hug? and Ftl Towson seve·nteen 

miles east; both places are loeated within a few miles 

of their respeotive boundaries of the county • .All of the 

high school students with the exoeption of Boswell and Ft. 

Towson could easily be transferred to Hugo. 

The high schools range in pupil enrollment from 

fifty-nine at Grant34 to :four hundred three at Hugo ,35 

32 Ben Harman, Annual Repor~ of !l!!!. County Superintendent, 
~ c·hoetaw Couaty, 1934. liugo, Oklahoma 

53 IQg. 

34 ~. 

35 Harvey M. Blac, .Annual Enumeration Reeord. Hugo , Okla. 



where sixteen high seheol teaehers are employed36 in 

eentrast to three at Grant.ti 
' 

7 

Very 11 ttle transportation is earricd 0n. 38 The 

distriets are located n?t to save money, but apparently 

to form schools at the various towns, and the roads in 

bad weather present a serious problem to transportation. 

There are thirteen one-teacher schools, sixteen 

two-teacher schools• nine three-t·eaoher sehools, an~ 

two four-teacher schools in the eounty.39 · The enroll­

ments vary from an average daily attendance of thir-teen 

in district forty-seven to two hundred fourteen in 

distriet th1rteen.40 Besides these schools· there is a 

m.egro high school in Hugo 13!1.d twenty-eight negro grade 

sehools throughout the cowaty.41 

There have been five oounty superintendents in 
42 Choctaw County, F. M. Hughes, H. G. Bennett, J. T. Reed, 

36 Ibid. -
37 Ibld. 

38 Ben. Herman, .21?.• eit., 

39 Ibid. 

40 Ibid. 

41 ~. 
42 Ibid. 



A. N .. Conder, and Ben P. Herman who has served the last 

two terms , while the newly elected superintendent of 

s0hools , Rex Perkins , will take office July 5 , 193? . 43 

Numerous schools in t'e .county have changed their 
,i 

entire teaching staff duriig the past few years . Hugo 
.t · 

and Soper are examples . At Soper the entire staff was 

disoharged again this year . This is the second time 

within a period of t"our years . The estimated turn- over 

of teachers in the common schools was 10 per cent 

annually over a period ot three years , from 1934-to 

1937 . 44 

.According to the high .-school records at Hugo, 45 

.per oent of' the graduates in the pa.at tour years attended 

college . 45 A majority ot these attended Oklahoma 

.Agrieultural and Mechanical College at Stillwater, 46 

because of the sgrieulture work offered in that sohool 

whioh prepares them for a better life in their native 

county . The seeond largest number attended Oklahoma 

University at Norman. 47 The third largest number attende.d 

Southeastern Teachers College at Durant, while the fourth 

43 Hugo Daily News , Vol . XXII Issue 125, July 6. 1935 

44 This estimate was made by the present eounty s uper­
intendent stating he had no det1nite data from whioh 
to give accurate figures . 

45 Ira R • .Armstrong, Hugo High School Records , Principal 
Office 

46 ~ -

4 7 .Th.!.g_. 

8 



largest number attended Murray Agricultural College at 

Tishomingo. They attended Murray Agricultural Ooll-ege 

because of its training outlined for Indian students. 

In a survey made in Hugo,48 and in Choctaw County,49 

it was found that ehildren 1/16 Indian or over, comprise 

only 10 per cent of the 1936 and 1937 school enumeration. 

The county records shew that a majority of the 

Indian ehildr-en go to school. 50 The gevernment Indian 

agents are busy encouraging their attendance. 

9 

The great amount of change in the report forms from 

year to year has made the acquiring of data a rather diffi-· 

cult problem. Figures for more than two years along many 

of the comparisons considered for this thesis were found 

to be either inaccurate or imcomplete. Many changes were 

found in the annual records kept in the county super­

intendent's cf'fice. 

Teacher tenure., qualification of teachers, total 

expenditures, warrants outstanding , warrants retired, 

and other statistical inf'~rmation had to be excluded be-

cause of the lack of complete records for more than two 

yea.rs .. 51 

48 Ibid. 

49 Ben Harm.an, County Enumerati'on Records, 1935, 1936, 
1937. 

50 Ibid. 

51 Ibid. 
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CHAPTER II 

A SUlllURY OF HOUSE BILL 2121 

Briefly summarized House Bill 212 is aa follows: the 

state legislature appropriated eight million two hundred 

thousand dollars for each of th.e fiscal years ending June 

30. 1936 and June 30, 1937, for the purpose of aiding 

in the support and maintenance of the public schools of 

Oklahoma. 

It was the duty of the State Board o:f' Education to 

divide the money aaoording to l aw and to notify the 

local s chool board as to the amount. These moneys sh.all 

'be mail.ed by warrants to the County Treasurers monthly. 

of: 

Primary aid shall be iaaued with a Minimum Salary 

(1) For eaob teaaher holiing a first grade 
e1em&ntary oertifioate issued on examination, 
$50 .00 per month; 

( 2) li""or each t eaoher holding an ~lem.entary 
oertifieate issued on forty hours of coUege 
work, $65 .00 per month; 

(31 For eaoh teacher holding a State Certificate 
issued on forty hours of college work, 
$75.00 per month; 

(4) r or each teacner holding a State Certific.ate 
issued on a bachelor' a degree, $90.00 per 
month; 

1 John Va'U8han. School Laws of Oklahoma. (Oklahoma Ci v, 
Oklahoma , 1935} pp. 132. 133, 134, l.35. 



(6) For each teacher holding a State Certificate 
issued on a Master I a degree or a high grade 
certificate. $100.00 per month , 

The total num.ber of needed element ary 

teachers in any district shal 1 be determined 

by dividing the number .cf pupils in average 

daily a ttendance during the preceding yea r: 

(a) By eighteen. in districts with an average 
daily attendance of leas than two pupils per 
square mile; 

(b) By t wenty-two. in districts having an average 
daily a ttandanoe of two and less t han t hree 
pupils per sq_uare mile ; 

( c) By twenty-six. 1n districts having an avera~e 
daily attendance of three and les than six 
pupils per square mile.; 

(d) l3y thirty._ in districts having an average 
da iJ.i attendance of ntno- or more pupils per 
s quare mile .. 

{e) By thirty-two. in districts having an average 
dai]Jr attendanoe of nine or more pupil s per 
equere mile. 

In case the school enumeration fell off or in­

creas ed, the State Board might change the number of 

teachers at their own discretion. 

SeoondB.ry Aid. Where the distriot after having 

voted ten (10) mills levy and still fincll itself short 

ot a full term. a secondary aid fund is provided to 

mainta in the school at a minimum schedule for e, mini-

mum term. The school must moet these requj.rements .• 

12 



The ~oard of Education must bp a sworn atatement 

show that: 

(a) 

(b) 

(a) 

( d) 

( e) 

fhe district ha.a lawt'ul.11 asseaaed tan 
(10) mill.s f or s ahool taxes . 

That the ten mills ani the Primary Aid 
and othe~ funds is insut'ficient to main­
tain the schools the m1n1nm:m term. 

The proportion of te.aobera to pupils is 
proper. 

'l'he schedule of teachers salaries is 
reasonable. 

The Budget t or maintenance expenses and 
building repairs is commensurat~ with 
the actual needs of the district. 

Thi s shall be distributed, under the direction 

of the s tate Board of Education and the Governor . 

alike to all schools who qualify . 

The Board of Education of each di s t r ict mus t 

13 

make complete reports on blanks to be f 'u.rnis hed by the 

State Department for that purpose. he,fore funds shal.i. be 

issued, and reports must be turned in by a date specified 

by the State Department. 

The l e.st section of the l aw provided for t i e s ouroe 

of funds and the time the law b-eoame effective. 
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CHAPTER III 

ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION OF DATA 

The sehool.s o:f Choctaw County studied fo.r thla 

survey have been elassified a:eeerding to the State 

Department's class1f1cat1on into dependent ·and inde­

pendent seheol districts. The study has included in 

detail only the e.ehools in dependent distric.ts. 

The acheols are those located in distriets where 

either no high schools or small high schoo1s are 

maintained, and are principally rural soh0Gls with 

from one to four teachers. They are under the direct 

supervisien of the county superintendent and the state 

rural supervisors. All funds are handled by the county 

and vacancies on the school boards are filled by the 

county superintendent of schools .. There are forty-five 

of these schools in Choetaw County.1 Seven .faetors have 

been used in making this study, they are; total number· 

15 

c,f teachers, number ef days taught. average daily 

attendance, total teach~rs salary, maintenanee. as:sessed 

valuation. and mill levy. Def1.nite information in the 

form of this data is found in the County Superintendent ts 

Office and the ye.:r 1930., 1932, 19-34, and 1936 were used 

because these yeara would present a gc.od sample c:,f the 

1 Ben Herman* Annual Report County Superintendent 
1937. Hugo, Oklahoma 



conditions of these schools under various financial con .. 

ditions and state regulations . Tb.ere are logical 

reasons f o.r the use of these four years which are as 

follows: 

The year 1930· was ehosen as one of the years be­

cause it was a pre-depression year and representative 

of a condition in government f1nanees in which an 

opportunity to better finance the schools was possible . 

The year 1932 was chosen because it apparently 

was an average depression year and practically all the 

data shows a gradual trend downward in finances and 

other governmental activities that are of interest in 

this study. 

The year 1934 is considered the bottom year 

financially for schools. It is the last year before 

House Bill 212 went into effect . State aid had 

practically ceased; the Federal government was called 

upon to furnish additional finances to make an eight 

months term possible that year. Ao cording to the 

data found, the assessed valuation or every common 

school district in Choatew County decreased 1n 1934.2 

The year 1936 was the first of the two years 

provi ded for by the state legislature under House Bill 

2123 and the only one for which records are available. 

It is hoped that, although the f'u.11 recommendations 

2 Ben Herman• Annual Report County Superintendent . 
(Hug o , Oklahoma, 19:30;. 1932; 1934,, 1936} . 

3 Fifteenth Legislature~ Rou.se .~ 212 . 

16 



of the var19US eommissiona outlining school f1 nance 

pla ne have not been follnei eompletely, 4 the eff'ect 

of House Bill 212 on the common scho-ols of Choctaw 

County can definitely be seen. 

From Table 1-, ltT·otal Number of Teachers Employed 

in Common School Districts in Chocta County« .. 5 18 

shown tha t 1n 1930 out of the forty-five oommon school 

districts fifteen were one-teacher schools . fourteen 

w-ere two.teacher schools, eleven three-teaoher schools, 

four four-teacher schools. and three five -teaohe:r 

schools. In 1932 the.re was a slight change. there were 

sixteen one-teacher aohools. thirteen two-teacher 

sohools. nine three-teaoher aohool a, the four-teacher 

schools remained the same in number ani the flve-

teacher s chools increased to three in number. 

In 1934 t here was e. slight tendency to consolidate 

the one-teacher sahools into t wo-teaoher schools. In 

fact, t hree of the one-teacher sohools became t wo­

teacher schools apparently under the s tress of the 

economio condition. 

The 1936 figures show only one eha:r.ge in the 

number o f teacher s in a district and tha t ia in 

4 Brookings Institut~on. Washington. D. c. E. w. 
Marland Good Government Fund. Oklahoma City , 
Oklahoma:--I93g. Publis1iicroy Harlow Publishing 
Corporation. pp .17- 42 · 

5. Ben Herman. .21?.!. ~ 

1'7 
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TABtE NO. I 

Total lfumber of Teachers in the Common School Districts in Ohoota.w 
1 County 

District No. lfunber or Tea.ohers -
1930 1932 1934 1936 

s 4 4 4 4 
5 4 5 5 5 
1 3 4 4 5 
8 2 2 2 2 

10 s 3 3 3 
llJ. 2 2 2 2 u 2 2 2 2 
lS 1 5 4 6 
14 3 3 2 2 
15 1 l 1 1 
16 l l 1 1 
17 4 4 4 $ 
18 1 1 1 l 
19 3 s 3 3 
20 l 1 1 1 
21 3 3 3 4 
22 2 2 2 2 
23 2 2 2 2 
2~ 2 2 2 2',. 
26 1 1 1 l 
26 2 2 2 1 
27 3 2 2 ; 
28 $ g 3 3 
29 3 3 3 s 
30 s 3 3 3 
31 4 4 4 4 
32 5 5 5 4 

. 33 3 s 3 s 
34 l 1 1 1 
35 2 1 2 2 
36 3 2 2 2 
37 1 l 1 1 
38 2 l 3 s 
40 2 2 2 2 
41 l 1 1 1 
42 2 2 2 2 
43 1 l 2 2 
44 2 2 2 l 
45 2 s 3 3 
46 1 l 1 1 
47 1 1 1 1 
48 l l l 2 
49 1 2 2 2 
so 2 1 1 2 
51 l l l l 

- -
'l'OTAL 97 100 102 104 



district thirteen where two teachers were added. making 

this a six-teaoher sohool .. Aocordine; to the figures 

oompile-d to show the nU11ber of 'teachers employed in 

t he various districts. 1·, seems safe to say that under 

House B.111 212 there was practically no consolidation 

in the common sehools of this county. Circumstances 

in 1934 seem to have done far mor e for the consolida­

tion movement thnn the Legislative Bill . In t aki ng 

a oross - seotion of the f i gures it Vi'as found that 

eleven schoo1s have b,een one-teacher school s f'or the 

four years. nine have been two-teacher schools for 

the four years . five during this seven-year period 

have rema ined three-teacher schools and one has re­

mained a f our-teacher school. This makes a total of 

twenty-s ix school s that have not varied in their 

teacher employm ent durinJ the f our years recorded. 

From Table II. 0 Number of Days Taught in the 

Common School Districts of Choctaw Countyn6 a defin1 te 

increas e in number of days taught over any of the 

other three years is shown i n the 1936 data. In fact. 

i n summarizing the sohool year of 19:x>. s upposedly a 

rather prosperous yea'!: .• we f'ind that only sixteen of 

these districts had one hundred eighty days of school. 

One district bad one hundred s eventy days . e1 ghteen 

districts had from one hundred sixty to one hundred 

6 Ben Herman. op.~ 
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'?ABLE NO. II 

Total Number of Days Taught m-·the Common Sohool Districts in Chootaw 
County 

District . lmmber of Dazs Ta;ht 
Bo .• 1930 is:Sz - 19 .1936 -

3 180 180 • 180 
5 160 178 160 180 
7 160 160 160 178 
8 160 160 160 160 

10 160 160 160 170 
11 160 160 170 180 
12 160 160 160 155 
13 156 180 180 180 
14 180 113 173 180 
15 . 145 , 180 160 160 
16 180 180 150 172 
17 150 135 160 160 
18 180 180 160 1ao· 
19 160 160 160 160 
20 156 155 160 173 
21 160 16:Q 160 1'10 
22 160 150 180 160 
23 180 180 173 170 
24 180 180 180 180 

:;25 160 150 170 160 
26 180 120 160 180 
27 180 180 180 180 
%8 180 180 180 180 
29 180 180 180 180 
30 160 160 160 180 
$1 160 180 160 170 
32 160 160 160 160 
33 100 0 180 180 
34 160 137 169 170 
35 180 160 180 160 
36 180 180 170 171 
37 154 155 180 180 
38 153 160 160 176 
40 160 160 121 180 
41 109 155 160 160 
42 160 160 160 180 
43 160 160 180 174 
44 l-60 155 153 175 
$5 180 170 156! 175 
46 180 160 160 155 
.47 180 180 180 180 
48 151 160 180 170 
49 140 160 180 180 
50 145 165 160 180 
51 170 110 165 180 

TOT.AL 7.359 7,340 7,.290 7~560 

AVERAGE 16~ l63t 160 1/6 165 7/9 

•Bo record a'ftile.ble. 



seventy days. ix districts had between one hundred 

fifty and one hundred sixty days, three districts 

had one hundred f'orty to one hundred fifty daye. and 

one district had only one hundred nine days which is 

slightly over a five months term. The ave.rage daily 

attendance in 1930 for oonunon schools was one hundred 

sixty-three and one-half days. wbil.e the avera.ge daily 

attendance in 1932 was decreased one-fourth of a day. 

or one hundred sixty-three and one-fourth days. In 

1932 only thirtaen schools had one ·aundred eighty 

21 

days of school. while the one hundred sixty to one 

hundred seve11·ty range 11:as the largest number of nine­

teen distriots. Just above this in the one hundred 

seventy to one huna.red eighty days of school are four 

sohool districts,. two o:f these aehool.B were former one 

hundred eighty day schools. while one held 1 ts own. the 

other came up from the one hundred sixty day level. 

Six schools again had one hundred fii'ty dEey' s of school: ~ 

while two have been reduced. to this level and the 

school in 1930 havi ng only one hundred nine days had 

in 1932 one hundred fifty-five school d~ a. The level 

below this has added. two more S·choe.la '• two schools having 

one hundred thirty days to one hundred forty days. and 

one having ene hundred t wenty school days . 

Table No .• II reveals that in 1934 the average 

nUJ:D-ber of days taught for the common schools surveyed 

averages one hundred s ixty and one-fifth days. In the 
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one hundred eighty day elasaification thirteen sohoola 

are re-corded, while there a:re five sehools in the one 

hundred seventy to one hundred eighty days taughtf 

twenty"'!three of one hundred sixty to one hundred s.eventy, 

two of one hundred fifty to one hundred sixty, one with 

one hundred twenty-seven days,. The increased number, 

having one hundred sixty days of school was most likely 

caused by the J!'edera.l appropriation of relief' funds made 

in that year f or the continua tion of schools to the 

eight months term in commun1 ti es of less than five 

thousand population. Th1s year undoubtedly 1w-0-uld have 

shown a great decrease if the l!'ede.ral Government had 

not made funds available for an eight montha term. as 

over two months was added by this method.. 

The figures of 19Z6 in Table No. II show a definite 

increase of days taught by an average of slightly over 

five and one-half days. 'l'he one hundred e1gh't7 day 

level now has twenty so.hools • the one hundred seventy 

to one hundred eighty day level now has fourteen 

seboole, and the one hundred sixty or mininm.m state 

requirement was maintained in eight eohoole. Only 

twc of the f orty-five districts in 1.956 had less than 

one lmndre-d sixty days and these both had one hundred 

fift y -five days . this is a definite improvemant 

e>ver a.ny one or the farmer years. the districts having 

the lowest number of days taught in 1936. one hundred 
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fit'ty-fi ve days . had f'ort.y-six more days of sohool 

than tne one hundred nine days in 1930. thirty-five days 

more than the one hundre.d twenty day 10\1'1 of 1932. and 

t wenty--eight days more than the lowest of 1934 wi.th only 

one hundred twenty ... seven days.. Another interesting 

study was the faot that six districts : distriot three , 

t wenty-four . twenty-seven, twenty-ei ght , t wenty-nine , 

and fort:_ -seve n have during all these yea.r8 mnintained 

a nine months aohooi_. while six distx·icts . nnrnely; 

district eight , twelve, seventeen1' ni neteen. thirty­

t wo , -and forty -one have never l1ad more than one 

hundred sixty days of school. 

From t e se f i gures definite conclusions can be 

drawn and these faots positively stated that the com­

mon sahool of Choctaw County h ave had more school 

under House :Bill 212 than bet'ore; that there has been 

a definite atabili.ting effect in increasing the 

length of terms upon the average days a ttended. as 

will be shown in Table No. III. In 1936 only two 

sohools had less than one hundred sixty days . in 1934 

three sohools were in this classification, in 1932 

nine sehool.s. and 1930 ten aohoola fell below the eight 

months level. There c an be no doubt as to the effect 

of House Bill 212 upon the number of days of school in 

this COWltJ . 

From Table No. III, nThe Average .Attendance of the 



OollUDon Schools in Choctaw County",' contrasting the 

total and average daily attendance 1n the forty-five 

districts. it was found that in 1930 the total average 

daily attendance was 1629.2. the average for each of 

the districts is 36.2. In 1932 the total average 

daily a.tt endanoe wa.s 2073., the average for each of the 

districts was 46. The year 1934 shows a slight de­

crease from 1932 level. It dropped to 1988 total daily 

attendance or an average for each of t he di s tricts of 

44.2 daya. The year l9Z6 is the high one with 2148 a 

total average daily attendanee, and an average per 

district of 4'1.66. This data on attendance cannot be 

considered and studied in d.$tail for direct effects of 

t he Legislative Bil.l on daily attendance. This 1s due 

to the various factors that govern the migration of tlB 

many tenent farmers in Chaotaw Count;y. Moving as they 

do from one district to another would naturally eat1.se 

the ris e and fall of the daily attendance in the 

respective districts whioh could not be attributed to 

Hous e Bill 212. Nevertheless . there i s an increase in 

average daily attendance due. undou'ledly in part. to 

the peoplest reco£n1tion that there wou1d be a definite 

lengt h of term at their school for l936. The survey 

showed that two districts, forty-one and sixteen., had 

'I Ben Herman, o;e.oit. 
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TABLE NO. III 

AVERAGE ATTENDANCE IN THE CODOll SClIOOL -p!STRICTS IN CHOO'l'AW COUNTY 

Diatriot Average A.ttenda:ru)i, 
lo. 1930 !932 !9'!°4 193J 

3 130 140 • 129 
6 81 111 116 117 
'I 63.5 110 132 123 

, 8 38 32 34 40 
10 76 8S 60 48 
11 46 38 36 32 
12 211 re 22 30 
13 12 123 169 1'99 
14 46 43 '36 31 
15 Il 1'7 15 21 
16 66 6 · 14 11 
17 39 50 44 63 
18 21.e 21 27 21 
19 39 53 50 55 
20 19 18 18 19 
21 1~ 105 83 86 
22 43 30 41 35 
23 26 22 24 27 
24 23 24 19 so 
25 lS 15 23 17 
26 32 29 20 10 
21 48 38 38 48 
28 61 70 75 n 
29 21 65 62. 47 
30 44 48 45 51 
31 40 61 56 60 
32 54 '13 86 ?1 
33 56 13 61 66 
H 20 21 24 23 
35 31 '~ 26 36 
36 80 45 49 
37 28 49 35 33 
38 37 54 61 51 
40 25 40 35 34 
41 9.5. - 12 u 16 
42 32 47 34 :52 
43 17 24 55 51 
44 37 3'7 34 31 
45 44 59 61 61 
46 20 16 23 14 
47 14 10 17 lZ 
48 18.T 18 26 38 
49 17.9 50 47 31 
60 21 31 38 53 
51 22 25 20 26 - - -

TOTAL 11629.2 2.013 1.988 2 •. 148 

AVERAGE 36 .. 2 46 44.2 47.666 

•Bo reoor.d available. 



the lowest attendance, eaoh two years out of the four 

years studied. The lowest attendance was in 1932 

when district sixteen had only an average daily attend­

ance of sixteen; while d1str1 ot fort~·-one' a low period. 

was during .1930 with an ave;rage of nine and one-half. 

In 1936 there were seven aehools in the county with 

an average daily attendance of less than twenty .• and 

five dis tricts. with an average attendance of between 

twenty and thirty. In oheok ing back on the number of 

teachers,. it v,as found that all of these diStricts 

had one-teacher schools eeept one .. and it had two 

teaohers with an average daily attendance of twe nty­

seven. In distriot thirty-seven the one-teacher 

school had an ave.rage daily att endanoe ot th1rty­

three,. while in diatriot sixteen the one-teacher 

achool had an average daily attendance of eleven. 

From Table » ,"ti· IV. "Jlaintenance Coste in Common 

SeJ».ols of Chootaw County,.118 a de.finite story of the 

depress ion and subsequent continuation of reducti.ons 

of expenditures for the pb.Js1esl plants of the schools 

is told. Un-i0ttbtedl y ., t111s meintenanoe field in 

former ye.a.rs was unneoesaarily expl,oi ted by various 

indi vidu.als and not dealt with by the experts neceE'j sary 

to give the tax-payer his needed dollar for dollar value. 

8 Ben Herman, op • .£lli 
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TABLE NO. IV 

M.AINTANENCE OF THE OOJBfON Sal OOL DISTRICTS IN CHOCTAW 
comm 

District 
:R'o. 1930 1932 1934 1936 -

3 $2019.55 $2475.67 $1975.50 $5701.86 
55 1230 •. 65 1433.6:l 1000.09 1715.33 ., 1216.69 3344 •. lo 1940.49 2803.22 

8 199.-39 188,.70 223.81 217.62 
10 424.72 449.46 262.83 452.66 
11 219.:50 152.98 64.48 376.64 
12 151.S5 227.33 50.84 118.88 
13 14.10 SM.39 2702.&9 8106.41 
14 1377.18 10B3.27 242.59 509 .. 00 
15 113.74 225.6~ 85.16 19.49 
16 143.50 311.40 7.83 27.0'1 
17 205.35 175.93 16.-29 601.11 
18 145.35 112.90 33.4:0 131.88 
19 587.76 520.Sl 93.91 102 .• 21 
20 142.60 84.16 69.9% 34.80 
21 2572.81 2943.25 1676 .. 86 2268 .. 89 
22 719.57 '114.53 119.84 541.98 
23 163.91 34 .. 25 55 .. 65 92.62 
24 267.42 575.26 2.00 58.49 
25 477.36 33.62 87.63 293.86 
26 269 •. 15 113.85 84.05 90.94 
27 1133 .. 00 1234.00 264.66 178.78 
28 106.30 578.10 188.92 240.19 
29 969.63 1143.21 721 .. 41 325.09 
30 1467.75 977.19 109.51 302.95 
31 640.40 450.04 1090.79 1384.23 
32 1008.98 889t62 225.61 575.58 
33 367.25 128.62 187.79 245.05 
34 111.,.s 155.02 34.56 211.74 
35 166.30 37.88 52.71 265.73 
36 589.,56 1101.06 277.06 682.08 
37 143.90 133.20 220.62 513.23 
38 248.95 361 •. 90 31.15 134 •. 27 
40 94.25 302.85 102 .. 71 156.71 
41 499.45 47.10 29.14 65'1.02 
42 188.60 121.65 46.50 396.03 
43 122.39 102.52 30.02 191.20 
44 266.44 179.35 134.28 230.65 
45 147.64 213.48 190.44 412.77 
46 148.80 109.00 40.36 98.41 
47 167.35 15.21 66.46 112.05 
48 324.44 114.95 72 •. 45 203.61'.,. 
49 299.60 84.75 106.80 335.37 
50 192.90 258.,S 62.89 308.13 
51 305.34 237.37 131.15 91.25 

$$2.362.28 $26.497.81 $15.213.95 *32.576.03 



In this county, in 1930,, there were only two 

distriots that spent less than one hundred dollars 

28 

for ma.intanenoe.- Di strict forty spent ninety-fuv 

dollars and twenty-five oents, while district thirteen, 

the lowest in 1930 with only twelve students. spent 

only fourteen dollars ten cents., These Ugures IDaJ' 

be contrasted against districts three and twenty-one, 

both spending over two thousand dollars. Six other 

distriots spent over one thousand <lollars,., and five 

districts spent between five hundred and. one thousand 

dollars. 

Table No. IV shows in 19-32 the lowest ma1nttl11Di8Jlltir" 

cost was found in d1str1ot forty-seven where f i fteen 

dollars and twenty-one cents was expended. Seven schools 

had a.pent less than one hundred dollars. Tb.e high 

figure tor this year was 1n district seven where four 

thousand sev·en hundred eighty-fo.ur dollars and ten 

cents was spent. Two other districts were above the 

t wo thousand dollar mark. while five districts spent 

between one thousand and two thousand dollars. and six 

districts fell between f 1 ve hundred a nd one thousand. 

The figures for the year 1934 tell the most 

pathetio stor y and the severity of tae depression upon 

these schools can be definitely seen~ twenty-two 

sohoola spent l .ess than one hundred dollars. In fact . 

seven aehoo1s. as compared to four of the previous 
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year. fell under fifty dollars . and t hree schools fell 

beneath the. low of fifteen dollars and twenty-one oents 

in 1900 or 1932. The lowest figure was 1n district 

twenty-four where only two dollars was spent on main­

te,nanoe for this school. The high in expenditures has 

dropped to two thousand seven hundred two dollars and 

sixty-nine cents in distri ot thirteen; fl ve schools 

spent over a thousand dollars each. In the class 

between f ive hundred and one t housand dollars there 

i s only one school .• while the one hundre-d and two 

hundred dollar el.ass. heretofore not having enough 

schools to mention. now ha.a nine schools. The two to 

three hundred dollar class has seven school dis trictB. 

leaving one sohool district at seven hundred twenty-ono 

dolls.rs as the only school between three hundred m d 

one t housand dollars. 

'lable No. IV shows that in 1936 there is a great 

decrease in the number of school s who spent less than 

one hundred dollars . Only eight sohoo1s we-re in that 

olassificat ion. t wenty-eight dollars a nd seven 0-ents 

being the lowest figure . Twenty-four sohool.s spent 

between one hundred and five hundred dollars . Se-ven 

aehools are i n the five hundred to one-thousand dollar 

group. Just six mQre than tvn, years b-ef·ore. only two 

schools now rank between one thousand and two thousand 

dollars.. This is still a great decrease over the 



years 1930 and 1932. Some soho,ols. formerly in thiS 

class. have now gone into higher class es. Two schools 

.apend between two and three thousand dollars . one 

school spends $6.710.86 .. and district numb-er thirteen 

ependS $8.106.41 the highe.st amount. It is to be 

reoa.lled that district thirteen is the Goodland Indian 

Sohool having an orphanage and a boarding sohool ft'> r 

Indian c.hildren of th·e Ghootaw Nation. 

fhe t.ota~ o t.· these figures in Table No . IV filh ow. 

there bas been a .dfltin.1 te increase of m.oney spent on 

whioh figures were taken. In fact. under House Bill 

212 the expenditures in 1936 were d. onble the amount 

spent in 1934. in which year they fell to tb.e low 

figure of $15.213.95. Two years before •. in 193 2. it 

had been $ 22.562. 38. In 1936 the total f or the common 

SOi ools of t .ha entire county was $32.6116.0Z-. The 

deduction made from this study of maintenance expendi­

tures in the county is t .hat there has b-een a definite 

increase of more than twice the amount of money spent 

for maintenance during the period two years before. 

The amount spent fer care of the pbysioal p1 ants and 

equipment, whioh every sOhool must have to function 

properly. under the primary and secondary a id program 

provides for the 1:arest necessities. Six of the 

oounty' s forty-five districts had to out their 

expenditure f or maintenance to a lower level than that 

30 
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of 1934. The other thirty-nine districts were able to 

inoreaae their expenditures. 

In Table No . V, "Levy in Mill.a of the Common School 

Districts in Choctaw County" , 9 1t is Eil own that in the 

eonm-on soh0ol districts there is a definite decrease 

and increase during 1ihe fom=- years studied.. In 1930 

the survey shows that thirty-six of the forty - five 

districts voted the maximum f1 tteen mill .levy for 
• 

school fl. nances. When it is pointed out that in 1932 

t hirty-seven of the distr1ats voted the fifteen mill 

levy. and there was a great lack of funds throughout 

the oounty for the schools. ene cannot blame the 

:people of the district.a for an improper system of 

f inanoe. This def1.n1tely shows that they were willing 

to vote the neo.essary mill levy allowable by law. To 

complete the disoussion of the 1900 mil.l levy. three 

other districts voted fourteen mills, one voted thir­

teen mills.. three voted el:even mills• one voted from 

nine to ten mills, and the least levy to be voted was 

tha t of dietriot fifteen. a seven mill levy. 

In 1932 we find very Similar conditions. A few 

schools have lowered their levy. but they are tl:e 

sohools that had not voted fifteen mill.$ before. In 

faot, four schools increased their levy. while three 

reduced theirs. Thia year V.05 mills was the lowest 

levy voted. One school voted between nine and te:n 

9 Ben Herman • .21?:. oit. 
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TABLE NO. V 

LEVY IN MILLS OF THE COMMON SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN CHOCTAW COUNTY 

District 
lo-. 1930 1932 1934 1~36 

3 15 15 12.5 13.l"l 
5 15 15 7.28 11.fr 
7 15 15 11.84 13.94 
8 l5 15 T • . 25 14 

10 15 15 7.73 12.42 
11 15 15 8.52 14 
12 15 15 11.os 14 
13 15 15 1.25 4 .63 
14 15 15 9.05 14 
15 1 15 5.88 8.38 
16 15 15 9.02 14 
17 15 15 10.95 13 .• 81 
18 15 7.05 7.04 13.26 
19 15 15 9.82 13.05 
20 11 10.32 9.32 14 
21 15 15 11.54 13.98 
22 15 15 10.35 14 
23 9.2 13.48 4.74 8 
24 14.5 15 13.73 13.5 
25 15 16 u.oa 14 
26 15 15 9.29 14 
27 15 10 .. s s.os 4.2 
28 15 15 a.s1 14 
29 15 15 ·11.e2 13.14 

. 30 14.3 15 10.81 13.73 
31 15 15 9 •. 54 13.05 
32 15 15 9.11 14 
33 15 16 4.27 14 
34 15 15 7.4 14 
35 15 15 4.83 14 
36 15 16 12 .. 00 14 
37 15 15 s.02 14 
38 14 15 11.47 14 
40 15 15 7.43 14 
41 15 13.32 10.56 14 
42 15 15 4.67 14 
43 15 15 1'l01 14 
44 15 15 4.97 14 
45 15 15 6.04 14 
46 11.s 9.92 8.49 9.63 
47 11.5 11.15 10.04 14 
48 15 15 9.38 14 
49 15 15 s.02 14 
50 13.7 12 9.94 12.63 
51 15 15 6.27 14 



r n ! 
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mills , two school districts from ten to eleven, one 

eleven, one twelve. one thirteen, one fourteen. and the 

remaining thirty-,seven schools., fifteen . 

In the 1934 f1.gures of Table No. V we see the 
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eeonom1e effeet expressed by the reduction of the levies. 
E. . 

This may have had its origin in the people beginning to 

feel that the Federal Government was to be depended upon 

for .funds for their every wish and the willingness that 

became prevalent at that time to trade anything they had, 

even their privilege of home regulation of schools, for 

financial aid. · Not one of the common school districts 

in the entire county voted a fifteen mill levy,. although 

the fifteen mill levy had not been sufficient to give a 

nine months term in many of the di.striets before 1934 . 

In only one district was there a levy of thirteen or 

more mills voted. Two districts voted from twelve to 

thirte€11 mills• six voted .from eleven to twelve mills , 

five voted ten to eleven mills, nine voted from nine to 

ten mills, five voted from. eight to nine mills, eight 

voted from seven to eight mills, three voted from six 

to seven mills, one voted from f'i ve to six mills, end 

five districts voted from four to five mills . Attention 

is called to the fact as shown in Table No . VI that 

the assessed valuation of the combined districts had. 

:. f : . . : : .. . · .. 
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dr,opped one million wo hundl.'ed eighty-four thousand 

eight hundred ninety-one dollars a nd not one district 

voted a f'ull fifteen mill levy. Every district re­

duced its levy i'O"r schools .. In faot. nine districts 

voted a sma.ller levy than any d1striot voted in l9ZO 

or 1932. The pathetic oondition of schools at thiS. 

time oan readily be seen .. I believe I am correct in 

the supposition that the people in the two prev·ious 
I 

yea rs under the relief s1stem had oome to expect every-

t rdng of a finanoial nature from the Federal Government. 

This i s characteristic of a definite change in their 

ideals of support and control of education because the 

Ii'ederal Government had t-0 refuse aid for sohools until 

the state would amply provide for them in the future. 

The 1936 outlook from the condition portrayed in 

Table No. V shows a far more definite tendency for the 

people to again shoulder their oim school responsi­

bili tiea . In twenty-eight districts a school levy of 

f ourteen mills was made. in ten cU.s tricts. from thir­

teen to fourteen mills were evied; in two districts 

from twelve to thirteen, in one diatriot from nine to 

ten. in two districts from eight to nine, and in two 

districts from four to five. AB compared to 1934. 

only two distriets are below the low point of J.930 and 

1932. This is a great improvement as far as the 



schools are concerned and certainly shows the positive 

improvement with regard to the financial set-up and the 

recurrent responsibility plaeed again upon the people. 

In this county, the County Exeise Board has; 

through a loop-hole in the law which provided a five 

mill levy for s ehools , because of political pressure 

and their knowledge that the distriot will be partly 

reimbursed by the state treasury, taken one mill in 

each of the last two years,. 1935-36 and 1936-37 , from 

the schools for county expenses . Tb.is has seriously 

handicapped the schools in promoting the enrichment 

program t h at should be carried on. Of course, the 

most of this is because of the great political pres­

sure that is loeally brought to bear upon the excise 

board . It is reasonable to conclude that if this is 

not stopped by legislative action it w.1.11 be merely 

a period of time until the local eohool wil.l be com­

pletely deprived of its f'1ve mill levy and be depend• 

ent entirely upon the ten mill special levy and state 

aid. It is impossible for school Boards to raise 

teachers .aa1aries, as it was hoped, as long aa a 

pract1ce of' this type demands that as much as 

possible of' the constitutional levy be divided an­

nually among t he political county employees who are 

dependent upon their political ability to r e tain 

35 
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their position in contrast to the teacher who hopes for 

added remuneration and continued emplo;v1m nt because of 

years of success ful tenure in the aehool systems of the 

state and added study in sone ins titution of hi@ber 

learning. 

In Table No . VI, "Assessed Valuation of Common 

Sehool J>iatriots in Choctaw Countyn.,10 we find a defi:Jl­

:t.t-aotendeney to decrease the distrio,t valuation in each 

of the four years .studied. The total valuation for 1900 

was $6, 219.064.00. This f1gure· 1a s-et up as a standard 

of eomparieon .. Although the 'Valuat1on has always been 

relatively lo in Choctaw County. it is still two 

million dollars higher then the figure studied for 

1936. Only one distr.iot has an assessed valuation of 

over three hundred thousand dol.lars. Ten districts 

have an assessed valuation of bet,,een two and three 

hundred thousand dell.are . Eleven districts have an 

assessed valuation of between ·one a:nd two hundred 

thousand dollars. Twenty-three distriots have an 

assessed valua tion of' one hundred. thousand do1lars . 

The lowest valuation in the county is a.eventeen 

thousand five hundred dollars. 

The date of 1~2 in 'table No. VI shows that the 

assessed valuation has dropped three hundred thirty­

seven thousand four hundred and three dollars to a 

10 Ben Herman • .21!. .£lli 
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TABLE NO. VI 

ASSESSED VALUATION OF THE COMMON .SOHOOL D-lSTRICT.S IN CROOTAW COUNTY 

District 
lo. 1930 1932 . 1934 1936 

3 $506,523 $509,.228 $384,109 $379 •. 430 
5 171,,,220 144.,.214 111.925 110.877 

··7 295~l65 417,.245 300,842 287.,186 
8 &9,._95.0 48.otIB 33.990 36,383 

10 119.475 120,710 92..551 93;585 
11 103,.380 96;645 58,695 67,904 
12 lll;i970 95.280 68.,535 69,608 
13 51.,415 46,-088 35193.0 36,831 
14 236;1.35 238,506 . 154,.014 \\· 153,406 
15 73-.:.515 63;,017 45,705 47.,400 
16 17,505. 60~;150 42,068 42,.490 
17 206,05:5 157.-220 12-3.,.905 129,.200 
18 87 •. 510 73f005 57-,415 &2,.158 
19 1sa;e22 1s1.100 113,-.106 105,672 
20 65,;610 53,27.5 41.445 42,-119 
21 2'95,,.2-56 287., .705 211,660 20l,.964 
22 l.54,.1i9 146,999 105,236 94,-123 
23 130,970 120;;13.8 98 .• 240 102,07'9 
24 160.321 155.,076 112.,386 107:,182 
25 75-.685 57.._774 .21.,420 39,.888 
26 85,730 81~940 62,846 63,.035 
21 291_.a3z 300.0:u 214,122 .200,935 
ZS 1.64,150 157,.709 1151967 120,).20 
29 297/TS.8 290,486. 206.,035 202.625 
30 214,205 188.154 141.665 143.,734 
31 252,313 232,654 1.71,-636 158,179 
32 .291.067 262,,.083 192,961 194,524 
33 6.9.295, 63,435 . 3'1,.940 38,44·5 
34 59,.645 42.,905, 29,485 30,921 
35 83,245 49._,.715 33,945 36.,518 
38 205,56!) 193.947 143,.4-34 126,,218 
1l1 69,,.960 62/'lGS 4&.985 i:'-:.i., •. 27,.2:GO 
38 145.,431 144,950 104_.36.8 94,.886 
40 91.9·9.0 75,.110 50,445 51,191 
41 71.,675. $1,70.5 37,150 41,625 
41 75.,115 62,.515 42 . .-190 49.12'9 
43 44.,·200 36,-15.5 24.,215 25,~oi2 
44 4R,l05 41,3'l0 2'9.,515 30,.507 
45 89,735 69.047 50,.920 49,,.461 
46 83.050 81#210 so •. szs 69,,.616 
47 120,1,1 122,,s'l,. 88,..220 84,.945 
48 54.,165 51,..3·95 36,370 34._502 
49 88.,215, 84,780 51,:625 . .S.1;754 
50 59,,'36.G 51,.,015. 35 •. 395. 37_.511 
51 69,-555 53.,110 41,675 44,507 

$6,.219,-054 $4,881,-.651 14,596,, 160 $4,233,,552 

Total reduct :ton."'1.sinoe 1930 l _.33?,.,403 1,.623,,.294 1,,985,502 
Total reduction from presious year 1,337,403 284,891 362,208 
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new level of 15,881.651.00 Six di.Stricts, increased 

their valuation approximately $180.,0oo.oo. This means 

that the other thirty-nine districts had all decreased 

their valuation by a total of over $600.000.00. In 

summing up this year's figures we find that two districts 

are above the level of five hundred thousand dollars; 

one district is at the three hundred thousand dollar 

level; five districts between the t wo and three hundred 

thousand dollar level .. twelve are in the one hundred 

thousand to t wo hundred thousand dollar lev·el. leaving 

·twenty-five sohooldistriots below the one hundred 

thousand dollar level. The low this year was in district 

fort;v-three with a thirty-ti ve thousand one hundred 

fifty dollar level. 

According to the figures of 1934 on assessed valua­

tion every common aehool district in Chootaw County 

had reduoed its Taluation, not even one held its own. 

If Table No. v. is consulted it shows that beBides 

the reduced va luation the sohools had to s tand a re­

duction in mill levy in every district. The tot al 

loss in valuation in the eounty was $1.284.891.00. 

This year there were no districts having above a fb ur 

hundred thousand dollar vnl.ua.t1on; only two districts 

were above three hundred thousand dollar valuation. 

three were between a t wo hundred a nd three hundred 

thousand dollar va luation. t welve were in the one 

hundred thousand dollar group and the lowest valua-
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tion set for the year waa in district forty -three where 

t went y-four thousand two hundre« seventy-five dollars 

worth .of property was assessed. 

According to Table No. VI in 1936 there i.s still a 

continued reduotion in assessed. valuation f'or the en­

tire county. Twenty- six districts did. have their valua­

tion inoreas ed. Ninete-en were decreased below the 1934 

l evel which waa undoubtedly as low as should have 

possibly been anticipated for acy year. The total 

assessed valuation was three hundred eixty-three 

thousand t wo hundred and eighteen dollars JJ:,ess than 

even the thirty.four level E>r in total numbers 

$4, 253.558.00. · In c.laas ifying thes e again according 

to their valuation i'anges there was c>.:aly ol!~ d1s trtct 

having an assessed valuation o f over three hundred 

thousand dolls.re , four had betwe,en two hundre·d and 

three hundred thou.sand dollars . eleven between one 

hundred and two hundred thousand. t wenty-nine were 

under the one hundred thousand dollar olass 1f1oation 

and distriot forty -three was the lowest with twenty-

f'i ve thousand and t wen t y -t1rn dollars. · As can be seen 

by oomparison of t hese f our years there has been a 

definite tendency f or the di s triots 1.n the higher level 

to gradually oome dol'Jn to a l ov:er level. In the four 

years cl assified eleven and t welve districts each year 

have had an assessed valuation between one hundred and 

t wo hundred thousand dollars ; while the level beneath 

one hundred thousand has year by year increased from 



twenty-three districts in 1930 to twenty- nine in 1936. 

The two hundred thousand dollar and three hundred 

thous and. dollar group has been red.ueed from ten 

districts in 1934 to five districts in 1932, three 

districts in 1934 an4 in 1936 back to five districts. 

A reduction in total valuation of two million dollars 

in six year s , when the first valuations were not rela­

tively high in comparison with other districts in the 

s t ate. is a-ertainly a d:e4t-th bl.ow to any ins titution 

that 1J111St look to a tax source tor its r :evenue . 

Choctaw County had its f"ir s t big red.uetton in 

taxes in 1925 when crop failure began. For exrunpl.8. 

the gins in Hugo had a teta1 oapaoity and their 

registered naber of bales of cotton ginned from 

1920 to 1925 were over thirty thousand bales an­

nually, while from that date to the past summer the 

output has been between five and t welve t housand 

ba)..e-a.11 !l'his shows, as well as other features, that 

assess ed valuation needed to be reduced in this 

county. Kore than halt .. in fact 60 per oent!2or the 

farms are owned by insurance companies, loan com-

panies. and landlorcil who are renting to the tenant 

farmer who is, without question. the poor.est t ype 

farmer in the world. With landlords and tenant 

f armers both living off of the county's land. and 

11 A.G. Dickinson, Manager of Southern Compress 
comparq J.931. Hugo. Okl.ahoma. report 1936. 

12 Joe Wolf~ Realestate Agent. Hugo. Oklaho11a, 1937. 

40 
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both o'f them indifferent to the building up of anything 

stable,. it is safe to say that valuations will not in• 

.,. crease in Choctaw County to any appreciable degre-e in 

the :future md that the school systems .of the eount-y 

would have been in as deplorable a financial eond1t1on 

in l. 936 a s they were 1n 1934 if Rouse Bill 212 had net 

plaeEd the schoo1s on as stable a financial basis as 

it did. 

'l'.he final Table No. Vll.,13 which is on "T<ital 

Teaehera Salaries 1n the -Cemmon Schoel D1stritJte of 

eh.octaw Coun-ty, 0 shows as all the former tables a 

gradual reduction of 50 per cent from 1930 to 1934. · 

In 1930 ttie total teachers salaries for the emrnnen 

achool.s of tbt county were $1071 592.oo. Tb.ts was , far 

ninety-seven teachers or an average salary o:f one 

thous.and one hundred and nine dollars per year. 

Since the division of salaries in various districts 

where tie re was more than one teacher can searee1-y 

be fi gured because o:f the manner in which the divi­

sion was made, the evidence is that five hundred and 

twenty-five dollars or l~ss was the lowest salary 

paid. Two years later there was an inerea.se of three 

tea.chers for the common schools s.n,d a decrease in total 

sala.r1$s for tm county of' $35,050.34,. Tb.ls is a 

13 Ben Herman • .ml• o-1t. 
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TABLE NO. VII 

TOTAL TEACHERS SALARIES OF THE COMMON SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN CHOCTAW 
COUNT!' 

Distrist 
No. - 1930 1932 1934 1936 

3 $ 6975.00 $ 2899.00 0 2445.04 $ 3630.22 . 
5 2840.00 2893..,55 2450.B2 4181.18 
7 3215 .• 00 1920.00 2190.83 4447.40 
8 1560.00 1520.00 894.ll 1402.50 

10 2360.00 2066.00 1464.53 2269.40 
11 1760.00 1627.68 1026.~8 1503-.,50 
12 7600.00 1339.85 1011.77 930.00 
13 800.00 1S43.00 2910.00 5455.-00 
14 2817.00 2655.00 1272.58 ;1110.00 
15 125.,f'O 665.00 400.00 :·s20.oo 
16 965.-00 100.00 450.00 579.67 
17 2990.00 2580.55 2399.44 1800.00 
18 900.00 720.00 576.70 675.00 
19 1950.00 2056.,00 1194.42 1781.75 
20 '176.00 634.40 473.33 642.bl 
21 2090.00 1381.81 1541.10 3229.49 
22 1800.00 1617.52 350.00 .;.1475.00 
23 1500.00 1540.16 851.00 976.00 
24 1980.00 1710.00 1503.55 1810.50 
25 890.00 850.,00 578.10 606.05 
26 1665.00 1230.00 858.90 6'15.00 
27 3256.00 1000.00 1360.00 1340.00 
28 2520.00 2400.00 1618.61 2250.00 . 
29 3468 .. 00 3196.00 26fl0.87 2520.00 
30 2160.00 2055.00 1400.00 1845.00 
31 3360.00 3239.50 1157.02 1375.95 
32 3900.00 3267 .. 60 2301.76 2800.00 
33 2100.00 2475.00 1420.48 1845.00 
34 aoo.oo 675.oo 482.86 67S.06 
35 1209.00 680.00 844.84 1310.00 
36 2648.00 1972 ... 50 1438.70 1760.00 
37 1138.00 aoo.oo 675.00 765.00 
38 1000.00 2015.00 1451.41 2064 .. 12 
40 1200.00 1000.00 765.66 1070.00 
41 550.00 590.,JS 449.S'T 111.73 
42 1600.00 1513.70 652.76 1574.00 
43 aoo.oo aoo.oo 940.69 1418.87 
44 1600.00 1400.00 818.91 1260.00 
45 1620.00 2120.00 1385 .. 40 2309.30 
46 880.00 900.00 600.00 571.95 
47 1125.00 1125.00 1090.85 1125.65 
48 soo.oo 800-.00 563.54 1235.70 
49 1190.00 1360.00 1093.33 1572 .. 63 
50 1050.00 825.00 600.00 1385.21 
61 815.00 900.00 546.66 450.00 

TOT& $107,592.00 t 72.541.68 t s2.2.~1.s2 t ?S.636.68 

,,.:,...i. 
r~; 

AVERAGE 1,109.10 ~~ · 725.00 512.17 72°7 . ~7 
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decrease per teacher in average salary of $384.00. It 

appears that ih e higher paid teachers at this time have 

suffered the greatest decreases; at least the d1str1ets 

having the highoest salaries two years before show the 

most outstanding reduction. For some reason or other 

eight districts did slightly increase their salaries. 

District thirteen seems to have paid the lowest salaries 

in this year, having a tota.l of five teachers and paying 

a g rand total s el ary of $1,843,00. 'l':his would be en 

average salary of three hundred and fifty dollars for 

eaeh ind.iv id ual teacher. 

The 1934 .figures of Table No. VII show that wt;th the 

to tel of one hundred am two teachers now teaching 'in 

the common schools of the eounty the total s:ala:ries were 

$52,241.80. This is a reduction of twenty thousand three 

hundred dollars from the former year or a total reduction 

in four yea.rs of $ 55,350.18. The average sa.l ary at t h is 

time is f1 ve hundred twelve dollars and seventeen cents 

and t h e low salary seems to be around four hundred 

dollars. District fifteen had one teacher paid exactly 

four hundred dollars; district forty-two had two t .eachers 

m1d paid a tot al salary of $652.76. 

In comparing 1936 w1 th 1934 there is an increase in 

teachers salaries of 45 per cent~ The increase, amounts 



to twenty-three thouaand three hundred ninety-four 

dollars and :fifty-six cants bringing the total up to 

$'15.646.58. Thit\ sum divided among one hundred. and 

tour te C.hers now employed gives an average salary of 

$727 ..a. When the dm1n1strators salaries are taken 

i nto cons ide.ration., eo e of tbe teaober . salaries a re 

re4:uoe4 below the five hundred dollar level.. In fact , 

in district f1 tty-one. where on~ teacher only is em­

ployed. the salary 18 00.00. In district t enty­

three. where t wo teach.era are employed. they reoei ve 

a total. salary of t 9V5.oo. In d!Striot thirty-two. 

where four teachers are employed. they receive a total 

s alary of $1,315.96. This would be an average of 

three hundred forty-three dollars and ninet7-nine 

cents per p rson. 

In summarizing tha efteot of fiouse Bill 212 on 

the teachers · alarien of the oommon aohool districts 

Ct Choe aw County. this study ahowa conclueive]Jt 

that there haa been an impl"Oftment of the salrurtes 

of teaoh-ers nnaer the adminiatration of t t1is aot 

outside of the few p oiel districts. In fact., 

Table No. VII ebow that only three districts. have 

reduced alarlea while all others huve increased 

them. ~e F daral A14 to schools in 1954 1s not 

shown c,n our c o,mty records. Thia amounted to from 

t wo to t wo and one-half months relier salary at 

approxima tely s ixty dollars per month for d.i s tricts 

able to qual 1fy ~ 

44 
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CHAPTER IV 

CONCL~SIONS OBTAINED AS A RESULT OF THIS SURVEY 

1. No consolidation of the common school s of 

Choctaw County because of House Bill 212 . 

a .. That thirty-nine of the forty- .five common 

school s in the county had longer school terms in 1936 

by House Bill 212. 

3. The total average daily attendance for the 

county schools was 10 . 4 days higher in 1936 than in 

19301 1 . 6 days higher than in 1932, 3 . 4 days higher 

than in 1934. this indirectly due to the stabilizing 

et.feet of a guaranteed finaneial condition. 

4 . There has be-en an increase of over one 

hundred per eent in the amount of money spent for 

school maintenance in the eo1mnon schools of Choctaw 

County in 1936. 

5 . The people a.re willing to do their part in 

this county to make schools possible and have voted 

the maximum mill levy when this would guarantee 

sehools for their children . 

'rhe survey also shows the tendency of the 

people to shove off their responsibilities whenever 

possible to some other ·part of the govermnent when 

the government gives them an opportunity . 

There is a need for a law guaranteeing the 

sehoe1s their lawfully allowed five mill levy that 
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in this county_ is being used for other county expenses. 

il'he political pressure upon the excise board by those 

who are involved politeally and are personally 

interested for some reason, if eontinued. will un­

doubtedly ~ake more and more of this five mill levy 

until it will all be taken for geneI.'al county pur-. 

poses,, allo,ving the state to bee.r a gr&ater burden 

of the local schools. 

6. The as·sessed valuati.on of the common school 

d1atriots of Choctaw county decreased from the highest 

valuation studiecl. in 1930, 21.5 per eent in 1932, 26 per 

cent 1n 1934~ 31.,9 per cent in 1936., The total loss 

was three million dollars.. A fifteen mill levy with a 

total valuation of four million two hundred thirty­

three thousand f 'ive hundred fifty-two dollars for 

1936 would provide sixty-three thousand five hundred 

three dollars and twenty-eight cents to be divided 

among the forty-five school districts:;, which is too 

amal 1 a mmr'·ito run schools o,n the House Bill 212 

minimum scheclule •. 

The finaneial aid furnished to schools in Choctaw 

County under House Bill 212 was necessary for the 

continuation of sehool in 1936. 

7. Teachers Salaries in the common school dis-

tricte of Choctaw County were 44 per cent h i gher in 

1936 under the House Bill 212 than in 1934 the :-Yfl"c! r 
.; 

of lowest salaries for teachers. In 1936 they were 
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reduced from the 1934 schedule in three distriets. 

While the number who received a raise im salary 

cannot be fi gured accurately, the average salary was 

increased in 1934 to 1936 one hundred fifty-five 

dollars and ten cents . This not enough salary, on 

nine months basis . This seven hundred twenty-seven 

dollars and twenty seven cents salary for 1936 is 

e qual to eighty dollars and eighty cents a month. Out 

of this the teachers must live twelve months, so why 

not divide the seven hundred twenty-seven dollars and 

twenty-seven cents by twelve? This gives sixty dollars 

and sixty cents a month salary. 

This average salary must pay expenses, in many 

o ases for summer school, and if we as teaQhers are 

fortunate we will be able, by putting a lot of 

political pressure on the legislature two years 

from now, to pass a bill giving us a five dollar a 

month raise . For this, we ' will be aecused of lobby­

ing, politioal intrigues, and forcing a group of 

politioians to unneoes ~arily spend the people's money 

when it should have been saved . 
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