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PREFACE

The writer hams xade mo attept to conduct an exhaustive study of
school {inance, bui, as the tille Indicales, he has endeavered to give
an izpartial view of the relative financial expenditures of the Agrie
cultural districts and the Industrial distriets of Carter cowntys

It has long boen lmown that in school districts where the oil ine
dustry is develeping and where the manulacturing centers are progresse
ing there has been a swrplus of momey per capitas Om the other hand,
oomimuyinthommt;t,thoumm:wwmym
the Agricultural districtss Realizing them that there are differences
in available money for the schools and imowing that the majority of people
are unsollish enough to want those extreme differemees corrected, the
author presents this thesis for the purpose of helpinmg Lring sbout fure
ther egualization and stabillzatione

Decause of the fact that the years from 1830 to 1938 cember around
the low year, 1933, they have purposefully been chosen for comsiderations
Briefly them, the study shows tho general fimancial expenditures three
yoars before and five years affer the first weak school legislation.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTICON
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It is & well-imomn fact that inequalities of educational oppor-
tanity have long existed mot only in isolated districts but also in
cownties and states, That sametling should Le dome aboui this everyone
has agreeds Dut just what could be done to selve the problem has beem
indelinites

Tho modorn Amorican life is so complex that no longer can oome
mmities live o lhasmselvese Iapid transportation and cosamication
have Lrought all parts of the nation closer togethere Dip corporte
tions take their profits not only from the localities in which they
are situated tut also from the state and nation &s a wholes Iz it not

5

§
1
1
i
:
i_
3

logical then to assume that mors then one school distriet should profit
because of the waluation of these corporations? Why could not {he ree-

sources of the county, thoe state, and even the natiom be pooled in order
o equalize educatlonal opportunily? Swurely in this grest nation there
is enough wealth to lnsure equal cducational opportumily for every doe

serving child,

Be M, "Chiselers and Chiseling," School Executives i
azlm,?ohun(ﬂq 1834), ps 276 T




¥re O¢ Ce Pratt of Spokane, Washington offers a statament that is

Figwre I shows the relative wealth por child by stabess 2 glance
at this figure will show that the wealth of the United States needs
some oducationmal equalizings The compsrative wealth shown does not
moan Wt the states are ueing that wealth even for thamselves. Why
should they? The amowunt they are spomding is so much more than that
of semo states to which they can polnte

Imerica has long beenm a nation whose eitizems have held her in
high estemis Sducation has done mueh to esmphasisze those democratic
prineiples which have made this comniry ome of the most unique in the
worlde Should not ‘merica be concsrmed them when so smch cmntralisa=
tion of wealth works hardships on the less fortunate statess In the
words of Professor Jolm K. Hortous

Lies Berbaps tho aest soncsete Siiuple heo bems throuch publte

educatione. Childron mud youth differ as to abilily, scecisl

R Lents Sa" iy possos howevar; touy eie S5emle " Tuie shouls

resain the guldlag teuob of Ameriesn 11fe, although 1% hae
Leen but partly realized.” _

“Pratt, Ce Ce, Sehool Exocutive. lagasine, Vol LIII (May, 1954),
pe 203,

- SHorton, John Ke, School Executive Magasime, Vole. LVII (July, 1958),
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That the federal govermment has dome much for the schools is cone
cededs That it will do more when public sentiment demends it iz ex-
higher institutions has been fully appreciated by the people of the
comzunities who mow have new federal buildings, mew mmielpal build-
ings, and new school buildings. Theso would not have been realized
without the help of the federal goverments

What the federal sovernment lhas dome for public sehools ia the
yoars past 1s recalled Ly lire Willard Be Givens:

"Since 1502 the federal goverment has gracted land for

of schools ] lese
b, g B g - s S g g
propriated funds for lund grant volleges. Hateh Aok (1387)

-mummmmmmwmm-
all illustrate a fumdamental interest in fostering of publie
educations The schools are owr most lundsmental institutions
and are a matber of first concern for our govermment federal,
state, and local.

Tho mobility of eduontion compels federal interests The
percentage of interstate migretion ranges fyom 7.8 in Xaine €o
578 in Wyominge

lore children and loss wealth in same states compel fede
oral interests It is now a well established fact that equie
table effart on the part of several states and the looal sub-
divisions will not Potmmamhmm
the nation's childrems
The foregoing discussion zives the opinion held Ly sc many peopls

that the federal government should assume the ommtral wmilying leadere
ship so necessary for the fair distributlon of educational opportunity.
kre Givens also gives information in regard to the statement that

any people in the United States can give adequate educational

%2ivens, Willard Be, Jownal of the National Sducetiomal Associs-
dion, ?01. v (Sop‘hlb-r‘,-m el




opportunity to thelr children i they want toe
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But it is not the problem of the writer of this thesis to discuss
national equalizations It is kis problem to show the differences in
available money per capita for the districts in Carter County, to show
that progross toward equalization has bean made by viriue of recemt
school legislation, and o prove that further equalization and stabile
ization are nocessarys

There lave boen many theoses written recently om subjeectc that have
some relationship o the study of this thesis, but there have Leon none
that have made studies of the equalization process of the primary snd
secondary aid betwoen Agricultural and Industrial distriots. Guy L.
Fisher of Payme cowmty, Oklahoma, bas explained for what purposss the
money of the distriet has been spents Joe Be House of Ottawa county,
tricts and has given proposals for their fimancial betterment, William
Be Iurstts thesis has some relation to this ome in that the money see
cured from the state for the schools in Kiows cowmby is showme Herold
Oswald Doenges et al have considered, studied and diseussed related
items, but in no study has this author found the natural and fundmmens
tal division of sechools, Agricultursl and Industrial.

So then for the sake of fundamental comparisom and for the sske of
satisfyins the author's own curiosify, he has divided the districts of

Carter counly into two classes, Agricultural and Industrisls

Soivens, Willard n.. Journal of Natlonal Eduestiomal Association,
Vol. VI (Pebrusry, 1957), ps 80.
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Those districts which secure most of their local income from industries
are listed as Industrial districts, and those which secure most of their
local income from real estate are listed as Agricultwral districise

The primary source of dets has boen the Coumty Clerk's office,
the County Superintendent's reports, and the records in the State
Departuent of Bducation. The secondary source of information las been
books, magazines, and bulletins on school financoe

If by waking this comparative siudy ihe writer can contribute a
1ittle information towmrd equalising educaticmal opportumity, he will
feel that his time will have bemn well spent. The information contmine
ed In the following tables las been paimstakingly secured sud carefully
tabulatede
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In compiling the information necessary for a fair comparison of
the inequalities between the two clagssifieatioms of districts, the
author has set wp tables which definitely point out the lack of fair
distribution of expenditures. The following Tebles, I to XVI inclue
sive, will be luown as the Master Tables snd will contain the informae
tion necessary for making comparisomse The identification of the school
years is as followss m-mu-mmmm;m-m
19511932, otcs

Fran 1930 to 1954 inclusive the Easter Tables show information
according to this forms enumoration, imx rate, state and local ex-
penilture, total, days taught, and por capits coste The total and
the average of each colum (with the exception of the tax rate) are
given so that at a glance one may compare the distributions for axy
one yoars

Prom 1036 to 1957 inclusive the Master Table foms has beon changed
to include the ameunts of primary aad secondary aid that have been givem
to tho districts.

Mmster Tables fram I to X Inclusive cover the period frem 1830 to
1934 inclusive; Haster Tables fram XI to XVI inclusive cover the pere
iod from 1930 to 1937 inclusives

SRl of the ngrien Assvsietism of Seivwally Newas, Vel. I
- » Pe

(Ootober,



In the year 1934 the federal govermamt appropristed money in
order to give the weak schools a longer term. The amowmis so givem
have been included in the state aid colum of the Tables.
schools have gone when he notes there have been thirtean consolida-
tions, eight Agricultural mnd five Industrial, during the eight yesrs
from 1930 %o 1907 The comsolidations have been shown on the Tables
by the use of the asterisk. '

Primarily then the Master Tables arc iscluded im the thesic for
quick comparisons between individual distriels and fotal districts and
for the source of informetion used in the mmaller Lreakdowns in Chapter
111, Those smaller tables will includes mills wobed fyom 1930 to 1934
(ad1 districts voted fifteen mills fram 1935 o 1957), perceatage of
expenditure compared with percentege of eauseration frem 1930 to 1954
inclusive, perceantage of primary ald and secondary ald compared with
pereontsge of enmeration of the two classilicatioms, days taught
(arrenged from the highest to the lowest por distriot by fouwr-year pere
i0ds), and per capita oost of Individusl sechoels (arranged from the
highest to tho lowest by four-year periods) coupared with the mmber of
subjects offered in the high schools.

By using these smaller breakdowns the author has atbanpled to show
thai the inequalities have been consistent both bLetween the two gemeral
clessifications and among the individual schoolse The fact that a school
district, mmall or large, does mot have the necessary monsy to conduct
its school is mo reason wiy the children of that distriet should lack
educational epportunitye

The laster Tubles show that the inegualitlics have existed and that
as an sverage the Indusirial districts have spent more uomegy per capiia
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than the Agricultwrals. This maturally has resulted im imequality of
educational opportunity. The smaller tables in Chapber III will poink
process of state primary and secondary aide



TABLE I
MASTIR TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS «~ 1830

Diatrict Wunber “Hamiore  gax  State Tocal e “Wotal Tays T Ter

and Nemo Stion TRebe Al penditure o R R

1 Young 42 15 ¢ o6 ¢ 1,608 § 1,887 16 ¢ 4«4

2 Daum 88 15 768 2,183 2,941 1650 50

G Smyrna 42 15 374 1,306 1,079 168 39

€ Hoxbar 20 15 o) 798 1,168 160 41

8 Provence 79 15 790 2,045 5,741 140 47
14 Bqual m« 49 15 547 1,445 1,902 160 41
16 Mary Niblack 70 16 604 2,489 5,099 157 4
218 or 190 15 1,862 5,716 7,678 160 40
22 Grove 29 15 374 8s7 1,211 174 42
35 Smoky Valley 24 15 201 740 941 160 59
24 Glemn 122 15 1,058 3,140 4,182 160 o
25 Deese 6o 15 768 2,000 2,818 168 42
26 Prairie Valley G2 14 902 4,020 0,622 181 69
27 Plainviow 76 15 427 8,574 9,001 160 119
28 Droek 78 15 1,059 2,401 4,040 160 51
50 Cheelk 64 15 880 1,804 2,604 180 42
51 Bunker 111 47 12 4352 1,066 2,087 141 44
55 Mberprice W ms s cew 1 %

: : : : L

35 Doard Tree 3 18 710 1,680 2,298 160 88
38 Woodford 116 16 138 6,491 7,182 €2
87 Milo 16 18 135 2,630 2,765 170 24
41 Bryan 76 16 908 2,777 5,679 160 49
42 Black Jack 70 16 768 2,113 2,801 160 41
45 Theoler 214 16 1,230 8,500 9,788 168 Ty
47 nmmg 63 18 864 2,185 5,029 180 4
48 Poolville 61 13 902 3,456 4,588 180 71



TABLE 1 - Continued
NASTIR TADLE COF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS - 1930

- i 'i - 2O) . -?-. . c = = pes :1 = - - g = = .‘_
and Name ation _ Rate  Aid penditure ' Taught  Capita Cost

50 Parmonville 17 8 $§ 128 $ 1,388 $ 1,813 178 § o9
54 Staumton 64 15 567 1,941 2,508 180 )
60 Canp Joint 7 15 1,268 2,000 T,268 150 42
65 Tussy 106 16 890 8,406 4,295 169 40
69 Mow Zion 69 14 658 2,219 2,872 180 41
70 Springdale % 15 853 2,958 5,788 170 51
77 Dickson 169 15 1,830 6,800 8,630 187 51
TOTAL 2,839 125,642 $108, 889 §131,651 5,830 $1,617

AVERAGE 8t 764 3,114 5,860 163 48



TABLE 11

MAGTER TABLE OF THE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS « 1930

9 Pruitt 56 15 $ 768 § 5,801 § o,648 160 §118
16 Rocky Point 43 11 268 2,080 2,568 160 56
17 Cisco 31 14 307 1,752 2,038 169 68
19 Ardmore 4,124 15 28,679 164,640 193,226 176 41
20 Nt, Washington 127 & 1,046 9,026 10,871 171 86
29 Anerada 59 15 cez 2,622 5,204 140 66
43 Wilson 1,364 15 11,418 41,341 63,764 178 40
46 Graham 410 15 5,001 12,117 17,118 180 41
48 Homer 8 10 593 1,620 2,213 176 68
61 Camnon 67 15 662 $,660 4,212 180 62
62 Cool Branch a3 15 615 3,270 5,083 160 a4
65 Mundee 661 14 5,161 51,478 56,636 176 101
6€ Shady Grove 26 13 398 1,624 2,017 160 77
67 Rock Springs 83 10 528 3,450 3,968 176 62
68 Zita 59 16 460 1,900 2,560 174 40
71 Berwyn 184 15 1,728 11,096 13,723 177 74
72 Zoneis 598 13 3,007 46,225 60,182 171 125
75 Rexroat 349 15 5,207 12,490 - 16,607 171 &4
74 Pox 497 16 4,992 15,879 20,871 174 41

TOTAL 9,508 $78,207 $432,586 §610,685 3,418 $1,272

R

AVERAGE 479 5,916 21,619 25,554 171



TADLE 11T

TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS - 1981

HAS
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TABLE IIT « Contlnued
MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS « 1981

and Yewo ation  Rate A Taught __ Capita Cost

50 Hapmonville “ B § 1,194 §5.452 & 4,62 e 3 108
54 3 taunbon 7 16 a24 1,789 2,185 160 5
80 Camp Joink 6 15 568 1,802 2,360 140 7
63 Tusey 100 15 768 5,274 4,050 169 40
69 New Zion 65 15 457 2,015 2,470 176 38
70 Springdale 90 15 550 2,365 2,900 175 52
77 Dickaca e 3 im0 s use @ i

TOTAL 3,264 é23 $96,562 $120,508 5,867 31,228

AVERAGE *"96 206 2,040 5,544 208



TABLE 1V
MASTER TABLE OF THE INIUSTRIAL DISTRICTS - 1981

66 Shady Grove
68 Zita

9 Pruitt 62 15 470 ¥ 8,071 $ 5,641 160 $ 89
16 Rooky Point 46 9 256 1,046 2,201 156 48
17 Clsoo 59 15 208 1,685 1,800 164 48
19 Ardmore 4,812 15 20,326 164,550 184,666 170 43
20 ¥%, Washington 141 b 840 9,330 10 170 177 72
29 Amerada 66 16 580 1,678 1,9‘! 160 29
43 Wilson 1,559 16 6,120 32,960 39,080 176 2€
46 Graham 424 15 2,714 9,108 11,822 177 27
49 Homer 39 13 251 2,306 2,666 160 €5
51 Cannon 84 15 443 3,806 5,746 180 44
66 Healdton 1,118 156 4,764 80 2276 25,040 172 22
62 Cool Branch 103 13 672 5,185 3,767 180 56
66 Dundes 497 15 5,713 40,100 43,819 176 8a
67 Rock Springs 74 8 417 2,930 S, 047 176 45
71 Berwyn £44 15 1,218 11,5836 12,665 187 61
72 Zaneis 417 14 2,634 54,270 38,904 180 o5
78 Roxrost 367 15 2,310 9,063 11,563 173 sl
4 Fox 678 10 4,770 17,207 31,9'!1' 170 8

TOTAL 10,136 $62,413 m,ew $422,410 3,070 $603
AVERAGE 563 2,012 2,066 23,467 171 50
*Consolidations

o1



TABLE V

MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICIS - 1958

Capita Cost

Days
zaught

penciiure

Tooal b= Total

“Siate
Ald

oz
Rate

T Aumere
ation

Flotriot Fambor
—
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PASLE V « Continued

EASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICIS - 1982

Bate Ald

50 Harmomville 69 135 § 240 ¢ 8,721 ¢ 2,070 120 ¢ 4
54 Staunton 62 18 289 1,448 1,687 1569 27
60 Caup Joink 68 15 568 1,569 1,727 160 35
(54 N.Ztu 8 18 369 2,461 2,820 170 38
69 New 1) 15 048 1,688 3,131 160 31
70 Springdale 107 15 629 2,144 8,773 156 26
77 Diekson 108 15 _3,807 4,301 7,988 160 40

TOTAL 5,305 824,226 §77,069  $101,205 5,260 $904

AVERAGE o7 718 2,267 2,979 155 29



TABLE VI
MASTER TABLE OF THE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS - 1932

District Humber Towsore  Tax m Tooal bwe Total g: —rer
.c.nd Naue allon Rate penditure Taugh Capita Cot

9 Pruitt 80 15 § 21 § 4,228 4,544 180 ¢ &6
16 Roolky Point 47 13 2358 2,008 8,244 154 47
17 Cisce -39 14 201 1,416 1,617 156 41
19 Ardmore 4,268 15 27,296 130, 655 157,961 175 37
20 1t 146 9 730 9,206 9,935 176 87
29 Awerada 76 15 341 1,107 1,448 166 19
43 Wilson 1,256 16 8,962 30,250 59,212 176 51
46 Graham 414 15 2,199 7,721 9,920 167 23
49 Homer 36 8 *298 1,600 1,896 160 62
51 Cannon 60 15 434 2,876 3,310 180 4
56 Healdton 1,088 16 5,840 21,366 27,706 175 26
62 Cool Branch g6 14 552 2,760 5,402 178 a6
86 Dundee 524 15 2,580 4,807 Sﬂ 043 176 70
67 Rook Springe 54 1 *sez 3,186 3,567 177 86
71 Berwym 220 16 1,259 9,672 10,831 166 49
72 Zawneis 379 14 2,162 27,233 20,586 176 77
78 Rexroat 290 15 1,861 9,288 11,084 177 38
74 Pox 569 15 5,680 14,652 18,332 165 52
TOTAL 9,628 $69,517 $513,816 $35735,253 5,089 § so1

AVERAGE 635 3,296 17,440 20,785 170 42
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TABLE VII
MASTER TABLE OF TUE ACRICULTURAL DISTRICIS « 1933

snd Neme atlon W Jaught  Capite Cost

1 Young 56 18 § ©897 897 169 ¢ 26

2 Bawm 90 15 154 1,466 1,590 169 17

§ Suyrna 70 15 8569 8569 160 12

€ Hoxbay <9 15 665 ) 160 19

8 Provence 04 15 2,157 2,167 162 26
14 Equal Rights 62 15 758 755 160 12
16 Mary Wiblack 85 16 1,615 1,615 158 19
21 Springer 190 15 4.528 4,526 160 24
22 Tharston Grove 42 15 620 620 146 16
23 Smolky Valley 19 15 489 439 160 6
24 Glenn 130 15 1,860 1,365 159 10
26 Deose 76 16 1,232 1,282 158 18
26 Prairie Valley 99 15 3,608 5,008 166 o8
27 Plainview 181 15 497 9,292 9,769 166 54
28 Broek 72 156 1,221 1,221 160 17
30 Choek 84 15 1285 1,600 1,806 158 21
51 Dunker Hill 69 15 1,291 1,201 159 i
52 Lone Orove 262 16 2,737 7,745 10,482 180 40
33 Eaterprise 98 15 248 1,653 1,786 165 18
556 Board Tree 66 15 266 965 160 14
36 Woodford 106 15 829 4,065 5,794 160 &1
87 Milo 121 15 506 1,887 2,283 166 19
41 Dryan 118 15 2,104 2,104 172 18
42 Black Jadk 86 15 1,180 1,180 140 14
46 Wheeler 242 15 762 8,487 7,249 180 50
47 Round 63 15 1,240 1,240 169 &0
48 Poolville 82 16 ,014 ,616 180 52



KASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTIURAL DISTRICTS - 1988

TABLE VII « Continued

Tlstrict Number Enmer-  lax Btate Yoo fxe Total Ty Fer
and Namo stion _ ate Ad__ peaditure Taught _Capita Cost
50 Harmonville 83 15 $ $ 2,340 § 2,340 180 ¢ a8
54 Staunton 63 15 1,396 1,396 176 22
60 Camp Joint 75 15 197 1,278 1,472 160 20
63 ruug“‘ 106 15 2,280 2,250 17¢ 21
69 Yew 53 15 1,073 1,073 178 20
70 Spr 79 15 2,208 2,298 173 29
77 Dicksen 176 15 1,627 8,870 8,897 160 49
TOTAL 2,359 §7,642 $61,950 489,402 6,548 $796
AVERAGE 99 222 a 2,682 163 28



TABLE VIII

MASTER TABLE OF THEE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS 1933

“Per

Capita

9 Pruitt 80 15 § 5,540 § 5,340 180 § 4«
16 Rocky Point 46 15 1,001 1,601 150 34
17 Cisco 28 16 1,109 1,109 150 39
19 Ardmore 4,219 16 150,000 150,000 168 35
20 ¥t. Washington 154 10 8,235 8,235 180 60
29 Amerada 83 15 1,566 1,565 160 18
43 Wilson 1,257 15 40,525 40,325 187 32
48 Graham 387 15 8,982 8,982 160 23
49 Yomer 29 15 1,015 1,016 180 36
51 Cannon 65 16 2,276 2,278 180 36
55 Healdton 1,098 15 22,684 22,684 165 24
62 Cool Branch 103 15 1,405 1,468 177 1
€5 Dundee 630 156 24,3501 24,301 176 45
67 Roek Springs 62 15 2,456 2,456 173 39
71 Berwyn 254 15 10,182 10,162 181 43
T2 Zaneis 356 15 23,468 23,4608 176 66
78 Rexroat 524 15 8,441 8,441 167 26
74 Fox 625 15 $ 1,666 19,599 21,168 160 s4
TOTAL 9,680 § 1,666 §551,048 $552,612 3,017 je41

AVERAGE 638 87 18,381 18,478 168 36



TAILE IX

MASTER TADLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTIS « 1954

1 Young 42 16 $ § 668 ¢ 689 172 ¢ 5

2 Baum 26 15 667 1,119 1,776 168 17

5 Smyrna 63 16 902 902 166 14

6 Hoxbar 57 15 402 268 740 157 20

8 Provence 80 15 1,728 1,728 148 19
14 Equal Rights B9 15 106 748 854 169 14
15 Mary Wiblack 90 15 156 1,666 1,691 160 18
21 Springer 193 15 1,776 6,718 7,494 160 37
22 Thurstom Orove 28 15 245 700 946 160 6
28 Smolky Valley 20 15 323 709 1,082 160 Bl
24 Glem 127 15 1,678 1,673 160 18
25 Desue 96 16 350 1,169 1,499 180 15
26 Prairie Valley 86 15 540 2,776 8,816 149 59
27 Plainview 210 16 936 c,g 7,804 169 57
28 Brook 95 16 578 1,645 160 16
30 Cheok 90 15 706 1,663 2,560 166 24
51 Bunker Hill 60 15 518 1,4 2,087 160 35
32 Lone Grove 242 15 5,566 9,495 13,061 160 58
33 mnterprise 96 16 408 1,720 2,208 169 33
36 Doard Tree 52 15 1,028 1,979 3,007 160 57
36 Voodford 170 16 2,296 5,140 7,436 160 43
37 ¥ilo 116 15 851 2,163 3,004 160 26
41 Bryan 112 15 167 1,758 1,908 160 17
42 Black Jack i3] 15 1,172 1,172 160 13
46 Wheeler 228 16 2,774 7,860 10,639 160 46
47 Roundup 50 15 82 1,361 1,433 160 b))
43 Poolville el 16 630 2,014 2,044 160 26



TABLE IX « Continued
MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS - 1934

o
i

Rate

50 Harmomville 122 15 3 § 2,088 § 2,958 180 $ 24
64 Stewnton o7 15 160 1,473 1,658 180 e
60 Camp Joint 46 16 170 1,170 1,340 123 29
638 Tussy 8% 15 2,800 2 160 Y]
69 New Zien 58 15 1,080 1,080 180 18
70 Springdale 88 15 719 2,824 2,048 178 o0
77 Dickson 208 15 3,588 8,088 12,418 160 (Y]

TOTAL 5,498 p2s,837 $66,088  $110,792 5,063 $980

AVERAGE 103 601 2,486 2,879 161 29




TABLE X

MASTER TABLE OF THE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS « 1934

ST LT rax State loaal K DOYE e
and Nawme ation fate Ald pendl ture Taught Capita Cost

9 Pruitt 98 16 3 § 2,668 7 2,008 120 ¢ 2
16 Rocky Point 37 15 1,671 1,671 160 40
17 Ciseo 35 15 951 981 152 26
19 Ardmore 4,532 15 121,040 121,648 1e0 21
20 X%, Washington 138 16 _ 7,978 7,878 17 o7
29 Amerada 79 15 620 1,000 1,620 160 20
43 Wilson 1,198 16 5,418 29,509 32,817 160 27
40 Graham sev 15 2,199 9,318 11,617 1¢0 31
49 Homer 36 15 000 $08 160 &L
§1 Cammon 98 15 2,222 2,222 179 25
66 lealdbon 1,094 15 5,687 25,225 28,810 180 a6
62 Cool Dranch 111 15 1,669 1,669 180 15
€56 Dundee 603 15 24,446 24,440 180 4t
67 Rock Springs a7 15 2,280 2,283 178 S
71 Berwyn 222 15 10,768 10,768 176 4&
72 Zaneis by 15 19,711 19,711 160 Se
78 Rexroat 309 15 4,637 11,240 15,883 160 51
74 Fox 579 15 3,780 10,509 23,589 160 40
TOTAL 0,869 $18,24) (298,479 $810,720 2,968 ey

AVERAGE 546 1,013 16,248 17,262 164 4




TABLE XX

MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS - 19386
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TABLE XI « Continued
MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS « 1936

and Name atlon Rate penditure Ald \1d Tultion Taught Capita Cost
50 Harmonville 110 15 $2,016 & 624 ¢ v § 2,740 180 § 24
54 Stawton 7% 15 1,525 309 340 2,174 180 28
60 Camp Joint 3T 15 080 354 650 1,986 128 55
63 63 16 2,400 202 2,662 160 %9
69 Hew 63 15 691 268 1,157 174 0
70 Springdale 98 16 1,678 730 643 104 3,161 178 32
77 Dickson 286 15 4,004 208 4208 1,152 160 38
TOTAL 8,454 $62,968 §20,810 $23,226 o878 2107,881 5,482 {056
AVERAGE 104 1,908 625 754 27 5,267 166 8
sConsolidation

23 Snoky Valley



TABLE XII
MASTER TABLE OF THE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS - 1936

9 Prultt W 15 § 56 ¥ I 3§ T HB 7 5,00 1% ¢ 4
16 Rooky Polnt 1 15 1,999 308 46 2,347 120 75
17 Ciseo 20 15 1,078 34 1,112 160 38
19 Ardmore 5,409 15 124,784 53,041 ol 168,416 152 46
20 Jte Washington 176 15 10,030 9566 17 11,808 174 67
29 Amorada 86 15 752 568 1,200 2,300 160 26
45 ilson 1,196 15 29,106 3,299 32,405 160 27
46 Grahan 67 15 6,770 2,919 2,208 11,802 160 52
49 Homer 28 15 1,000 564 1,454 160 65
61 Camnon g1 15 2,076 309 2,584 179 26
55 Healdton 1,166 16 19,900 9,674 5,506 56,080 180 20
62 Cool Bramch % 15 1,815 211 2,026 180 21
65 Dundeo 526 15 15,394 5,134 5,146 74 23,748 160 45
67 Rock Springs n i 2,301 567 3,048 176 42
71 Berwyn 4t 16 9,685 2,144 461 12,280 176 50
78 Zaneis 4Ok 15 16,208 5,780 led 20,162 160 48
75 Rexroat 58 15 6,727 2,195 3,381 2435 12,494 160 59
74 Pox 700 16 15,800 6,122 10,606 26 32,434 160 46

TOTAL 9,018 $209,066  $68,699  $26,190 $1,117  $569,071 3,100 754

AVERAGE = 501 14,992 3,083 1,466 62 20,504 172 42

8z



TABLE XIII
MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS - 1936

District Number Enumer«  lax Looal Lxe Primary Second= Oupple- indiam Total DUays  rer
and Name ation Rate penditure Aid ary Aid mentary Tuition Taught Capita
Cost
§ Smyrna 85 18 § 897 ¢ 210 3 § I $¢1,176 176 § 18
€ Hoxbar 32 15 400 210 197 €07 160 25
8 Provence 87 15 1,784 270 444 45 2,541 173 29
16 Mary Niblack 82 15 1,886 343 227 12 2,268 179 28
21 Springer 306 15 6,052 1,001 5,121 11,144 180 36
24 Glom 126 15 1,804 568 2,362 160 18
25 Deese 87 15 1,692 261 108 81 2,082 175 24
26 Prairie Valley 75 15 2,521 568 51 2,940 158 39
27 Plainview 197 15 8,108 1,620 3,226 241 18,195 177 62
28 Brock 86 16 1,474 540 188 2,202 180 25
30 Cheek 78 15 1,008 270 762 2,041 180 26
32 Lone Crove <67 15 6,216 2,142 S, 863 514 12,525 180 a7
33 Bnterprise 69 15 1,467 524 569 36 2,186 180 31
36 Board Tree o4 16 1,271 324 665 68 2,508 180 42
56 toodford 2350 15 5,619 1,612 2,637 50 9,698 180 42
ST ¥ilo 70 16 1,390 560 204 72 2,226 180 81
41 Bryen 120 16 2,175 54 2,716 180 22
42 Black Jack 66 16 1,236 331 - 629 2,195 180 58
45 Whooler 210 15 6,615 1,891 3,739 11,845 180 56
48 Poolville 8é 15 2,260 654 2,914 180 54
50 Harmonville 92 16 4,503 746 5,249 180 57
54 Staunton 83 15 1,769 23 263 2,546 180 28
60 Camp Joint 48 1B 1,124 530 763 2,217 180 46
71 15 2,118 540 2,658 179 57



TABLE X111 « Continued
MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS - 1936

2
g
g

GEERme-

DIatriot Nambor Entor=  Tax Tooal %= Primary Secondw Supplo- Indlan Total Ey: Por
and Name ation Rate penditure Ald ary Ald mentary Tuition Taught mcg::

56 15 ¢ 812 § 2m $ 1,088 174 §19

Springdale 100 15 1,962 626 § 836 ¢ 181 5,674 178 36

531 15 8,536 2,477 142 9,154 176 27

3,173 ¢ 74,868  §19,007 $22,262 B8 §1,080 $117,766 4,763 {017

118 2,764 740 824 2 40 4,562 176 4



TABLE XIV
KASTER TABLE OF THE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS « 1986

ban ] e IO O T oy S econd ng $ prle 068 DAY,
and Neme ation Rate penditwre  Ald ary Aid Tultion nentary Taught Capita
Cost

9 Pruitt - 81 16 § 35,686 § 668 ¢ $ B2 § ¢ 4,225 174 § 52
16 Rodky Point 26 16 2,008 2,038 171 81
17 Ciseo 16 15 1,085 _ 1,083 169 67
19 Ardmore 4,606 16 150,634 29,062 160,486 180 o4
20 X4te Washington 201 15 12,404 1,206 17 49 100 13,926 178 €9
29 Amerada 80 15 T44 S24 1,168 2,426 180 28
43 wWilson 1,118 16 25,806 8,910 9,928 214 1,179 46,126 180 41
46 Craham 437 18 8,510 2,662 6,015 18,087 180 4
49 Homer 1 15 1,248 11 1,207 180 40
61 Cannon 88 15 2,011 549 2,560 170 29
66 lealdton 1,088 15 26,470 8,622 5,069 87,161 180 4
G2 Cool Branch 100 15 1,904 271 2,176 169 19
66 Dundee 519 15 14,064 4,683 4,214 22,801 180 43
67 Reok Springs 70 15 2,508 R4 2,852 17 40
71 Derwynm 252 15 15,584 2,196 87T 487 17,064 176 67
72 Zaneis 434 18 18,009 5,965 168 23,202 7 54
75 Rexroat 809 15 6,541 1,944 4,999 13,284 78 42
74 Fox 795 18 19,445 5,880 15,254 58,509 180 48
TOTAL | 10,247 $200,116 {72,147 $44,511 $o70 §1,279 409,022 3,166 {829

AVERAGE 599 16,117 4,008 2,473 65 71 22,720 176 46



TABLE XV
MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICIS - 1937

VTotriot Tmber — ISAMiore Tax  LOGAL Ibe . LAYy OSOOCORJAYYy Supple- Total  Days Tor
and Hamo atdon Rate pondiiuwre Ald Ald nentary Taught Capita Cost

5 Smyrna 66 16§ 1,048 $ B8 ¢ 5 % B ¥ 10 =2

6 Hoxbar 52 16 481 208 290 1,068 170 38

8 Provence 104 16 1,887 632 199 S0l 2,019 178 28
15 Mary Niblack 84 15 1,556 532 2956 471 2,664 180 5
21 Springer 271 15 7,787 2,566 5,885 502 i4,emm 1 54
25 Deese 82 15 1,261 Gle 446 7% 2,208 175 28
26 Prairie Valloy 76 15 2,308 2,308 253 4,949 178 65
27 rlainview 197 15 9,987 2,702 3,548 994 17,851 176 87
28 Brook 94 1 1,200 532 692 62 2,636 180 27
50 Cheek 79 1 1,163 632 647 74 2,516 180 29
32 Lone Grove 286 15 7,401 2,731 5,586 1,007 16,624 160 87
55 Baterprise 65 1 1,238 626 491 86 2,441 177 57
36 Board Troe 49 15 950 579 764 53 2,37¢ 176 40
36 Woodford 254 15 4,828 2,060 4,281 396 11,662 176 49
37 uile 59 15 2,254 532 263 481 5,65 180 59
41 Bryan 88 15 1,996 547 12 66 2,616 172 L9
42 Black Jack 80 15 1,246 532 504 08 2,379 180 27
45 theclor 220 5 5,662 2,230 5,429 187 15,417 179 58
48 Poolville a1 15 2,626 676 100 5,201 180 59
§0 Harmonville 116 15 2,810 G2¢ 912 269 4,607 180 8l
54 Staunton 82 15 1,019 580 120 98 2,617 180 ol
60 Camp Jolnt @ 16 1,601 879 618 99 2,887 160 65
65 Tussy 83 16 1,802 582 186 2,620 180 47
69 New Zion 52 1% 1,098 80 166 1,362 180 26



TAILE XV <« Continued
MASTER TABLE OF THE AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS « 1907

“ Py : .'.. T_I_...._.;_...I e ...%‘..;‘_ _) Rt : -l m _w PP '_; - r-' - ,..._,_ ‘ om !_- :... __::—-.- !,: .‘ - — _.:._._. ] Sy . —— - - ” . -
and Name Atios BEate peivupe . Ald A meswry Jeught Capite Cost

70 Springdale 118 156 § 2,04 $§ 891 ¢$1010 § 328 $ 4,275 176 ¢ o6
77 Dioksan 481 15 8,072 5,697 7,808 655 20,510 174 &7
L ]
TOTAL 5,166 $76,621 $26,19¢ $87,108 7,043 914&.8“ 4,638 {1,009
AVERAGR 121 2,943 1,084 1,427 270 5,726 178 e
»Consolida
T 24 Glemn

VIORYTHO

6€61 L& 100
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TADLE XVI
MASTER TABLE OF TEHE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICIS w 1837

16 Roclky Point o4 18 § 1,216 ¢ 26 3 ¢ 8 ¢ 1,065 176 § 66
19 Aranere 4E7 15 100,00 2,40 54 15,00 G0 175 %
: . . ‘s : :
20 Mte Vashington 208 15 11,811 1,220 320 15,461 179 66
20 fmerada €9 15 1,974 626 a78 76 3,654 160 39
43 Wilson 1,068 16 : 9,086 16,492 2,2%2 59,254 180 47
46 Graham 448 15 7,098 3,490 7,080 18,408 160 41
49 Homer 41 15 1,678 524 68 1,870 180 48
65 Healdton 1,083 15 18,206 9,526 14,068 41,5086 178 40
66 Dundee l% 15 lﬁ,m 4,857 7,080 111 23,796 176 46
67 Roek Springs : 16 2, 266 o2 2,427 180 o4
71 Berwyn 246 16 11,172 2,897 2,018 1,066 18,043 176 78
72 Zaneis 444 B 17,960 4,029 6,232 666 28,776 178 6
73 Rexroat 209 15 6,609 2,616 6,183 156,578 180 57
74 Fox T 15 24,248 7,052 10,000 448 00,038 180 €9
»
TOTAL 9,708 $249,146 §76,074 (83,420 {18,660 2427,500 2,660 782
AVERAGE 647 16,0609 5,485 6,661 1,552 20,486 177 62
o
sConsolidations
61 Caxmon
§ Pruitt

62 Cool Branch



CIAPTER III
ARALYSIS AND EVALUATION OF DATA
"Ideal of education in & democracy is equality of oppore
tunity for alle This means that young perscn should be
regarded as entitled to a chance to ﬁnhdd!rnffmll
education as hizh ss sny other person of the same cducability."l

An meourate measwrement of the effort of e distriect to give the
chlldren of that distriot an adequate educational opportamity is the
mills the people wote for the bemefit of the schools #hen people
reach into their pockets and Lring out the maximmm smownt allowed Ly
law and wlhen they still do not have emough memey for thelr school,
one camnot say there is a lack of interest but rather there is an
economic sitmation which they should be helped to overcous. (m the
other Land when a district may secure the neceassary money by voting
only half or lesc of the levy sllowed by law, ono secs an excellemt
chance for educational equalizing.

For the year 1930 in Table XVII one notes five distriets that do
not vote the filfteen mills allowsd by laws Iromically emough Distriect
50 has the lowest levy amd has mext to the highest per capita expend=
iture in the Agricultural distriets, Distriet 27 voting fifteen mills
and havisg $119 per capita expenditures The lowest per capita expende
iture is §24 in District 37. Irom {24 %o §119) Quite a difference
even when ons compares the inequalities smong the Agricultural
distrietse As shown In Table XVIII for the same ysar in the Induse
trial classificalion there are eight districts that do not wvote {if=
teen millge Distriet 20 voting only I'ive mills has (85 per capita

Mo e, "Youth Xerits Idueational Opportunmity,”
Prwh's muﬁ.m: Vole XITI (May, 1936), pe 367 '




TABLE XVII

MILLS VOTED AND PER CAPITA COST » 10001983

AGRICULTURAL DISTRICIS

Voted Capita
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TABLE XVII =

KILLS VOTED AND PER CAPITA COST « 10501935

AGRICULTIURAL DISTLICTC

1935
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TABLE XVIIX

MILLS VOTED AND PER CAPITA CO0ST « 10301933

INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS

Voted Capita tricts Voted Capita triets Voted Capita

Caplta triets

A9

1951
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expenditures District 72 voking only thirteen mills has the highost cxe
penditure, 126, Districts 43 and 68 both wvoting fifteen mills have the
lowest expenditure, $40. Prom J40 to §125; the inequality exists also
szong the Industrial distrieis. In the first claseification the range
in expenditure is from §2¢ to §119, and in the second fram (40 to §125.
As shown by Naster Tables I and 11, the average per ecspita expenditure
for the Agricultural districts in 1930 is $48 and for the Industrial
distriots {64

During the year 1951 in the Agricultural districts there are omnly
two that do not vote the Mull mill levy, districts 26 and 24 voting
fourteen and nine mills respectively., Thelr per capita expenditure is
§54 and §29, The highest expenditure is found in Distriet 77 with $105,
and the lowest is found in District 37 with {19, For the ssme year in
the Industrial distriots, there are six that do not vote the D1l levy.
These are tho same districts that one sees in the Table for 1930 with
the exceplions of Distriet 60 which has comsolidated, Districts 17 and
66 which have voted fiftesn »ills, end Distriet 62 which has dropped
from a fiftoen to a thirteen mill levys Distriet 20 still has more than
enough money, $72, with only & five mill levy. District 72 bas the
highest expenditure, $93, with a fourteen mill lewy. District 556 has
the lowest, §22 with a fifteen mill lewys For 1951 them, in the Agri
cultural distriets the range in expenditure is frem {19 %o §105, and
in the Industrial distriets the remge ls from J22 %o {00. According
ummmmw,mwpwupmmmmru
cach classification is {36 end {50 respectivelye

In 1950 the Industrial districts bave spent an average of J16 per
capita more than the Agricultural districtss In 1951 this average lhas
dropped only $2, leaving a difference of {14 per capita expenditure.



40

In 1932 there are fowr Agricultural digtricts that do not votes the
maximm levye. The range in expenditure is from $17 to {48, One notices
that Distriet £4 votes anly eight mills, justly receiving the low of {17
per rupil expenditures The next lowest is {18 in District 5 with a fif-
toen mill levy. The acewrate range them is from J18 to $48, For the
same yoar in ithe Industrial distriels there are eight thal do not wote
the fifteen mills as compared with the four in the other classifications
The range in per capita expenditure is from {19 to (77. Acecording to
Yastor Tables V and VI, the average per capita cost is: Agricultural,
$27, Industrisl, 342, PFor 1932 the average per capita cost is 15 more
in the Industrial distriets than in the Agricultwrale

In the year 1930 every Agriculiural disiriel has voted fifteen mills,
but this does uot help the silustion muche The range is from {12 to {ide
In the Indusirial classification there is only one district that does
not vote the full lewys District 20 voting emly tem mills has the highest
por capita expemditure, $60s Iaster Tebles VII and VIIT.give this ine
formation: Average per capita expenditure, Agricultwral, (233 Industrial,
$36; 513 more in the Industrial classilications

Since 1933 every distriect in Carler counly has voted the maximm
fifteen mill levys The effort las bom umifom: even though the per
capitas expenditure has note Figure I graphically shows the fall and rise
ot&omwmihqdiﬁﬂth@qﬁhﬂﬂdim“
compared with the Industrisl districts over the eighteyear period. For
anyono who is interested, a glance at Figure I will show the pitiful
sverage inequalities which have existed between the two classificationg.

Tables IVII and XVIII have definitely showm that throughout the
elight-year pericd the aversge per capita expenditure has been consiste
ently Ligher in the Indusirial districts and thail theore has been 2z wide
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renge in per ceplia expendl bure among the distriets of both classifiocne
tions with the Agriocultural distriets exeriing more effort the first fowr
yoarse

1%t is interesting to note the averags per capitea expanditures not
shown on Tebles IVII emd XVIII+ Aceording to Master Tables IX, X, XI,
XII1, XII1I, OV, XV, and XVI, theoy are as follows: Agrieultursl, 1804,
$29; Industrial, 1934, §34; Agricultwral, 1836, §38; Industrial, 19355,
(42; Aprieultural, 1936, 1343 Industriel, 1936, [46; igrieultural, 1837,
$42; and Industrial, 1997, §82.

That prisavy and secondary aid have helped to equalize expenditures
one concedes when he notices the yesr 1935. There is a difference of
only {4 That thero is a need for stabilization one adnits when he noe
tices the yoars 1936 and 1037, The diffarences are $12 and 310
respeotively.

Teble IIX shows a comparison of the two classificstions from another
viewpoints In 1930 the Zgrioulturel districts lsve 207 of the money
spportioned by the state, 197 of tho momey raised by the county, and
227 of the total raised for the enilre cowntys is the distriets lave
only 2% of the emmeration, this pareentage as sm average is very close
to what it should bee For the samwe year the Industrial districts lave
757 of tho state apportioment, 817 of the local money, and 787 of the
total with T7L of the emumeration,

In 1931 the Agricultural districts receive J1¥ of the state ape
portioment with only 247 of the cmmeration, but the Industrial dise
tricts have 7O% of the looal momey mnd omly 708 of the emmeration.

The {inel mualysis leaves the Imdustrial districts with 27 more of
the total expendiiure and 2 ¥ less of the totel emmeration.



TADLE XTIX

PERCENTACE OF EXPENDITURE COXPARED ®ITH PERCEETACE
OF ENUMBERATION FROM 1930 TO 1954

swm Loalumg Sl By Babion

rgricultural 25 19 22 23
7% 8 78 7
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1933 is the lowest year financially for the Agricultural classificge
tions The state spportiomment for the entlre county is omly $9,108, the
clagsification apportiomment being the percentages shosm on Table XIX.
Even after 837 of thie apportiomment iz given to the Agricultural dise
tricts, thoy are loft with 21% of the total expenditure and 267 of the
enmumorations PFor the same year the Industrial districts have 80% of the
local money and only 74% of the emumeration.

State apportiomment has contimually endeavored to equalize the dise
bursement of the funds, Usually the inequalities that lave existed have
been because of the fact that same districts have so much more lecal
money then otherse The criticism of present state legislation is that
primary ald is givem to individual distriots that do not meed the money.
It should be disbursed after the fashion of secondary sid, so that the
needy districts would profit frem the surplus of the more fortunate ones.
And as tho ranges In per ocapita cost have indicated this eriticism is
applicable to individusl districts within both Agrieultursl snd Incustrial
classifications.

In concluding the diseussion of the informetion found in Table XIX,
the sutbor wishes to point out two pertinemt facts. Primarily beeasuse
of fedaral contribution in 1934 and socondary ald im 1935 and 1937,
county-wide equalization has becn nearest realised.

Tables XX, XX, TUI, aud IXIII show the muther of days taught,
arranzed from the highest to the lowest, in each district of each classie
Pications For the conveniemce of workable tables the author has bLroken
these comparisons into foureyosr periods.

Teble XX shows that the days taught in the Agrioultural districts
in 1930 ranged from 140 %o 180. Six of the districts have recorded 180
days, while thirteen of them huve recorded less then 160 dayse TFor the



TABLE XX

DAYS TAUGET (ARDANGED FROH EICHEST TO LOWEST)
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TABLE X1
DAYS TAUGHT (ARRANGED FROM EIGHEST TO LOWEST)

INDUSTRIAL DISTRICIS « 1980-1833
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TABLE XXI1I

DAYS TAUGHT (ARRAMGED PRON HIGHEST TO LOWEST) -

AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTS
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TABLE X211
DAYS TAUGHT (ARRANGID FROK HIGHEST TO LOWEST)

IBDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
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sanme yoar Table 11 shows that the days taught in tho Industrial districts
range also from 140 to 180, Tree of then have recorded 180 days taught,
but only one has less than 160 dayse The low year in days taught in the
Agrieultursl distriets is 1932, The range is from 117 %o 170, Culy one
district has recorded more them 160 days, while fowrtemn of tham have
less tlan 160 dayse For the same year the days taught Ia the Induse
trial dlgtriets range from 154 to 180s Two have 180 days recerded, while
initely in fuvor of the Industrial districts from 1930 to 1955, Arrenged
in order frow 1850 to 1953, the average in days lsught each year lor
cach classiliention is as follows:

Agrioidberal » 165 158 155 265

Industrial - i m 1 lﬂ

Tables TII end XII1 show the maber of days teught for the last
fourwyoar period, 1934 %o 1957. In tie Agrieultursl distriots during
1034, the range is frem 125 Yo 180. Four of the distriets have recorded
180 days taugit, and eight of them have less than 160, For the same year
Table DIII shows that three districts have recorded 190 days taught, Lut
only two have les: than 160.

In 1935 the range in the igricultural distrlets is again frow 123
to 180, tiree teaching 180 days and eight less them 180, In the Induse
trial distriets two lave teught 180 days, and only two have less than 130

During 1936 the maber of days taught in the Agricultwal districts
tas definitely incroasods The range is frem 158 days to 100, iftoen
having 180 with only one less than 180, In the Imdustrial classificae
tion the range is fras 153 to 180, eight having 180 & : with one dise
trict less than 160 For tho flrst tlme tho average days aught in the
Agricultural distriots has oxooeded that in the Industrial.



Both classifieations have stesdily inoreased the lemgth of thelr
school terms, so that in 1937 thirbteem of the Agricultural schools heve
recarded 180 days with none under 170. In the Industrial classification
soven have 180 days with none under 170s

Arvanged in order frem 1934 4o 1037, the avarage in days taught
each year for sach classification ls &z Tollowss

Agricultural - 161 166 176 178

Industrial « 1646 172 176 177
This is an sversge of only two more school days each year in the Induse
trial disirictse

Fro= 1830 to 1933 the aversge in days taught In the Industrial dise
tricts has exceeded that in the Agricultural by tem dayse One notes tlet
for the last fowr years there is a difference of only two dayse This
equalization has been brought about primarily by school legislation inm
1936. Houze Bill 212 by including secondary aid features lac made &
forward siep townrd equalizatiom.

The finel comparison of the two classificatioms will be foumd in
Tables IV, XV, INVI, sad TVIl. The tebles are arranged according %o
per capita cost, from the highest to the l-wests In the same tables the
author has also made comparisoms of the high schools in regard to the mane
ber of subjects offered ss campered with per capita coste There are sixe
teen high sehwols in Carter cownby, Yem in the Industrial and six in the
Agricultural classificationss This division is true for the emtire eight
years studied as there have been no comsolidations.

Table XV shows that the range In por oapita cost lor the Agricule
tural digtricts in 1930 is from {24 to {119. District 27 offers fourtem
subjects with an expenditure of $119, while District 32 offers thirteen
subjects with an expenditure of 330 por capitas For the smas year in the



TABLE XXIV

PER CAPITA COST (ARRANGED FPROM HICHEST TO LOWEST) CCMPARED
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TABLE XXIV « Continmued
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TABLE XXV

PER CAPITA €057 (ARRANGED
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(ARANGED

TABLE XVI » Contlaued
FRON HICGHEST T0 LOTEST COMPARZD

PER CAPITA COST (AIRANGED
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TABLE XXVII
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Industrial distriets, Table TV shows a range in expenditure from $40
to §125. District 72 offers twenty subjects wiih an expenditure of
3125 while District 19 offers twenty-two subjects with an expenditure
of only $4l. The striking feature in the comparisoms for this year is
the difference in per pupil expenditure sné subjecta offered among
the schools of both classifications.

In 1931 District 60 of the Agricultural schoels spends $105 per
pupile Although this distriot does not have a high school, the compere
ative expenditure will be the same as the distriet will have to pay
transfer fees for those high school students who go to other districts.
District 27 offers thirtem subjocts with sn expenditure of 363 per
puplle District £l offers nine subjects vith sy expenditure of §40.
In the Industrisl classification District 72 is again high with an
expenditure of §98 and with a schedule of twenly-ome subjectse Dige
#rict G5 sponds only $22 mnd offers ninetoan subjects.

In 1832 Agrieultural Distriet 77 spends $48 snd offers thirteen
subjects, while District 27 spends $45 and offers fowrteen subjects.
Distriet 21 bas dropped still lower this year, spending $27 end offer
ing only eizht subjects. rFor the tiird year Tndustrial Distriect 72 is
high with en expmditure of §77 and with s offering of seventoen
subjectss District 20 is the lowest for the year, spending §19 end
offering fourtean subjocts.

In 1933 District 27 spends {564 and offers thirteen subjects,
while District 30 spends §21 and offers elght subjectss It is inter-
esting to note that no Agricultural distriet lms offered more ilan
fourteen subjectss Industrial distelet 72 is sti1l high, spending 365
but of fering only cleven subjects. Mmhmnmamty
subjects each, spanding 40 and {36 respectively. District 46 is low
with 323, offering fourteen subjectss



Table XXVI shows the range im per capita cost and mmber of sube
Jects offered in the Agrieultural schools during 1934. Two of the
schools offer thirteen subjocts, two offer eleven, and two offer ning.
Their expenditures range from $37 to §60. Tuble XIVII shows that the
subjects offared for the same yoar In the Industrial schools range
from ten to twenly with a per capits cost range fram §21 to §67. As
an average more subjects are belng offered for less per eapiia expendie
ture in tho Industrial districtse

During 1935 the renge in subjects offered in the Agricultuwral dis-
tricts is from tem %o fowrlteme. One school offers fourtoemn, another
effers thirteen, tw ofler twslve, one offers eloven, and one offers
ton. The per capita expenditure runges from $34 to §62. In the Induse
trial districts the same year the subjocts offered range from mine to
twenty-nines District 20 offers nine subjects with an expenditure of
$67, while District 19 offers twentyenine subjects with an expenditure
of only $46. District 43 with the lowest expenditure of {27 offers
twentyetwo subjectse District 16, which does not have a high school,
has the hishest por cspita exponditure, $75.

In 1936 the Agrioultursl schools are still offering practically
the seme mumber of subjectse The range is from tom to thirteens The
range in per capita expenditure however is dlstinctly more pronounced,
renging fram §27 to $02 as compared with that of the year before, $34
to $§52. Ome notes that District 27 spends 62 and offers eloven sube
jects, while Distriot 77 spands only $27 and offers thirteem subjects.
During the smse yeoar the Industrial districts have spent more woney
per caplta than the year before. They lave a corresponding rise in
the mmber of subjoots offered. The renge in mumber of subjects is
from eloven to twonty-five with the per caplita expemnditure ranging



from (3% to [00.

The fimal year, 1957, shows a definite increase both in expendie
ture and subjects offered in the Arricultural dlsiricts. The subjects
offored range from nine to scveatesn, the first time amy igricultural
from §47 to $87. This differemce is wortly of notes Distriet 27 sponds
$87 and offers {iftoen mbjects, while Distriet 36 spends only $49 and
range In subjects offered is {row soventoon ¢o twentyeelght with an exe
penditure ranging fram §34 to (73 One notiess that Distriet 71 spends
73 snd offers sevambeen subjects, while District 19 spemds oniy (34
and offers twentymolght subjects.

In samerizing the informstion fownd in the tsbles in this chapker,
the writer wishes to state that the comperisoms both ssomyg the Indivie
dual districts and between the two classificaticus have been made omly
for the purpose of showing the extreme finmsnecial inequalities among the
school districts of Carter cownty. It has not been his problem to de-
tormine for what purposes thoe momey has Leen spambs 1 ome should
attadk the subject with timt intention, he would {iad emough material to
complote a Doctorts dlssertatian,
tricts have lad 2 comsistenily lizber por capite arpenditure than tle
distriets in Carter county have voted tie maximm levys

Because of {oderal contribution in 1954 and because of secondary
ald 1n 1037, comty-wide oqualisetion hes been nearest realizede Since
these two yoars are important because of their nsamess tc aversge



equalization anc simce there are extreme financial inequalities among
the individual schools of both slaszifications these same two yoars, one
sees a nood {or stabilization and further equalisatdone

During the first four years of the eighbeyesr period studied the
than in the Industriales Primarily becsuse of HDouse 311l 212 the average
days taught have graduwally inaressed the last four years so that the Agrie
and 1957. Although the average las bees only ome day more for each year,
it has been mentioned bocauss it doos show a step toward equalizations

The final comparison of the schools has showm that as en average
the Indusirial districts have offered more subjects bocsuse they have
had more uoney per capitae. Not until 1937 did auy Agricultural school
offer more than fourtess subjectss The explanation of this is thet cen~
tralization of wealth in some districts gives the fortwmate studemts
more then their share of educational oppertunity. This is true ememg
individwsl schools of both classificatlons.



CIAPTER IV
SIESEARY, CONCIDSIGHS, AND RECHMOSIDATICNS
"Tho ¥ational Sducatiomal issociatlon is lockdng forward
to tho passage of federal legislation which will finally and
_mmhwummaadw

The foregoing statement shows that the National EBducational Associaw
tion is interested in eliminating the imjustice of umegusl educatiomal
opportunitys The author's bellief tiat wmequal educational opportunity
1s best shown by a camparison of expenditures is substamtlated by
Be Yo Foster when he says, "Bqualization of the expenditures of money
for schools seess the logical solubion for owr educetional differences."™®

The author las proved by the tebles in thls thesis that extrese
differences have existed md do exist asmong imdividual schools and bLeo-
twoen the two goneral classificationse In order to sumarize the infore
mation intelligently, ho wishos to point out egain the differcnces in
expanditure by schools and by averages.

In 1930 ome Agricultural distriet sponds {119, amd another spends
$24, Fram the highest to the lowest there is s dilference of §05 per
childe The same year ome Industrial distriet spemds §125, and anether,
$40s The difference here is {85. The aversges of the tw classificas
tions ares Agricultural, $48; Industrial $64. The average per pupil
expenditure is §16 more im the Industrial districtse.

Lohew, Re To, "United We Stend,” HNatiomsl Céuestional Assoeistion
Journal, Vole 27 (Jove, 1938), ppe ,

m.&om, B, Ma, "The School Dollar," School Life (Jan., 1959),
De




In 1931 eme Agricultural schwel spends §105, end amother spends 520.
The difference 1s $85. The hizhost Industrial school spands $93 and the
lowest spends $22, The difference is {7l. The averages of the two clas-
sifications are: Agricultwral, $36; Industrial, 360. This year the
average expenditure is $14 mors in the Industrial districts, §2 less
than in 1930.

In 1832 one Agriculiural school spends $48, amnd the lowest spends
$17, The difference 1s §3le The highest Industrial school spemds $77,
while tho lowest spemds $19s The difference iz §58. The averages are:
Agricultural, $293 Iandustrial, $42. The differsmco between the averages
is $13

In 1953 one Agricultural school spends 304, and the lowesst spends
310, The differcnce is $4de The highest Industrial dlstrict spends 365,
and the lowest spends $14. The difference is 351s The averagos are:
Agricultursl, $23; Industrial, §36. The difference botween the averages
is the samo az the year before, $13e

In 1954 one Agricultural school spends $60, snd the lowest spends
$13. The difference is {47« The highest Industrial district spemds
$67, snd the lowest spemds $15. The difference is {42+ The sverages
ares Agricultural, §29; Industrial, $34. The difference Letween the
averages is enly $Be

In 1935 the highost Agricultural district spends $53, and the lowe
ost spends $12, The differemce is {4l. Ome Industrial district spends
$75, and anmothor spends §2le The differonce is §S4. The averages are:
Agricultural, $38; Industrial, $42. The differonce between the aversges
is only $4e

In 1836 one Agricultural district sponds $62, and amother spends
$18s The diffarence is $4d4s The highest Industrial district spends
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$81, and the lowest spends §18. The difference is {62 Tho averages are:
Agricultural, {34, Industrial, $46. The difference Letwoen tho aversges
is (12,

In 1987 one Agriculiural school spands $87, and amothor spends $2l.
The difference is J66s Ths highost Industrial schoel spemds 73, and the
lowest sponds $U4e The differeuce is (39« The averages are; /Agriculture
al, %42, Industrial, (62, The differemce botween the average iz [10.

The small tables im Chapber III lave shown that the days taught in
all the schools and subjects offered in the high solwols have usually
varied according to per capila expendiiures Jinoce 13934 the effort us
shown in mills voted has been unifomms All the districts have voted the
macimuse It has also been pointed oubt that extrese differences among
individusl schools lave existed and do still exlst, IDgualization as an
average has been mearest realized in the years, 1994, 1935, and 1937,
primarily because of House Dill 212 Irom 1930 %o 1000 inclusive te
equalizing tremd amemg individual schools bms beem Lrought ebout largely
by the fact that thoss schiools that lave had the highest per eapita ex=
peuditure bhave lost more totel ingome thau tiose in the lower bracket.
at the seme tize ome must aduit theti Lfoderal a&id in 1904 and state
prizery and secondary aid have holped to egualize and stablillze oxe
renditurus.

In 1950 with an emmeration of 3,434 the Agricultural districts
roceive §20,010 primary aid end $23,225 socondary side During the same
year with an emmeration of 9,018 the Industrial districts receive
$68,599 prinary aid and only $26,190 secondary alds ¥hen cue notices
the secondary ald given to the two classifications, e sces some real
equalizing, This distribution of secondary aid lelped to bring tls avere
age por oapita cost to a difference of only §4s A moed for stabilization
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is seen however, whon one notices the allocations for the next two yearss

1936 Bummeration  Primary Ald  Secondary Ald
Agrioultural 3,173 § 19,097 $ 22,252
Industrial 10,247 72,147 44,511

1837 Bouzeration Primery Ald Secondary Ald
Agricultural 3,156 ¢ 28,194 ¢ 87,108
Industrial 9,706 76,074 . §8,420

1% soems that the Industrial districts know how to get their share
of the momey. One wonders about the Agricultural districts. iy im 1936
do the Agricultural distrlets recelve so much more money in comparison
with the Industrial districts tlan they do in 1936 and 10377

The purpose of House Bill Z12 lhas been to help those weak schools
that could mot heolp themselves. Omly dwring 1935 has that wish beem fully
realiseds Primery aid is given to all the schools on an emmeration basis
whether they need the money or mote As a result of this the exeise board
in some counties have apportioned more money 1o the counmty and city amd
less to the schoole Om the other hand in those countles whore the ape
portiomeent has been fair, the richer distriets have beem using the pri-
mary ald for en eoriciment programe This of course has been {ine for
those fortunate schools but wajust for those weak schools that have nmot
had enough money with which they could conduct & full terme. Since 1836
the Industrial districts, which are richer as a whole, have steadily beon
getting more tham their share of the primary and secomdary ald.

For tho last twenty years the valuation of Oklahowe City has been
$20,000,000. According to reliable authority the prosemt wvaluation
should be at leamst §60,000,000. But why should that valustion be raised?
The tex assessor wants o keep his Job, snd the money reised from even the
£20,000,000 sdded to primery aid will give Oklshama City good schoolse
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To cite another exmmple, the local expenditure in District €5 has
dropped fram §24,446 in 1934 to §12,068 ian 1937, a drop of more than 507.
Wily? The oil campanies are still thore, and so are the storage tankse
The tanks are supposed o have bean emply part of the tinme, usually near
asgsossmont time; but the {ax assessor doos not Imows He has stated that
1%t is not bis Job to visit the tank farms, the companies have remdered their
texable proporiye One asis then why someone does nmot Joree the tax ase-
sessor to imvestigates The question oan Le answered by stating that
people in the cammmity of School Distriet €6 work for a living, and they
wmt to keop their jobse

Inmmmmtﬁm.wmwmmw
gestions which, he thinks, may bave some practical walues I these suge
gestions will work for eme coumty, they will be of walue %o all counties
of the states It is his wish to help bring sbout equalization of educae~
tional opportuniiy not only mmang the dlstricts of Carter county but alse
among the counties of the state and the stales of the natione

House Bill € retained those best features of House Bill 212, The
gemeral features of House Bill € then should be retained with the ade
ditioms or clanges which this writer lists:

1. Az the Stale Department of Dducatiom is the matwral executive of amy
sizable equalization, this Department should fores & rewaluation of
all school districise There is a law requiring thet tax assessors
make lavestigatiom amc declare a falr veluation each yesre The State
Departuont should sse thet this is dome falrly snd fmpartially inm all
countiess

S« Thersz should be a law reguiring that all districts regardless of their
wealth vote the maxiemm Piftomm mill levys Those that do not vote the
lovy would not be elizible %o share the primary and secondary aids



e Otipulate that a minimum of fifteen mills of thet lovy Le used for
the schoolss
4+ As The State Depariment has all the records, it should determine what
a fair por capita expenditire is and help to equalize thate In order
to encourage consolidation where it is advisalle, special revards
should be offered the schools for added educetional opportunitye
Se Surplus of local income and primary ald should go first to a muslle
fund in the county to help oqualize among the dislriets of that county.
Swrplus of that should go to a large=iund in the state to equalize
among the oountiese
e The State could Lry this far two yours, change the weaknesses, and
tien put on & campalzn thwough the State Department of Tducation
tc malko the best fentures permanent school legislatione This would
take a "lollypop" awey from the politiciams, but that should be
donoe
It will bo noticed that this writer has suggested no radioal or
gwoeping chemgese Dut if these recomaendstions are put into effect,
ho believes they will form the fowmdation for needed reorgsmization of
adainistrative unitse
then comsolidations and reorganizations are memtioned to people of
& commmmity they natwrally react according to the way the change will
affect thame Their first thought is that they will lose their camamity
canteor, the schioole Thelr mext thought is that they will have to help
bear the burden of a debt they have hed no part in formings So the
change in reorganization will have to Le gradual and so arranged that a
majority of the people will see that they will profit by such changes
Lis the county is the matursl umit for efficient school administrae
tion, this writer recommends that the county-umit plen Le the ultizste
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objective of the schools in Carter countys Irs Cubberley outlines the
steps in the process of such reorganization as {'¢llows;

iumw,uw r a proper cducational ree

Witk the Statle Department of Dducation taking sn unselilsh and lne
partial leadership in the oqualisation of educatiomal opportumity for every
child in Oklalora, the way can be paved and the responsibility cen be ase
sumed toward of ferdng the same opportumity for ewery child in the United
Statese

Soubberley, Tllwood s, Publie School Adninistration, IV, ppe 454-455e
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