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CHA.PT I 

INTRODUCTION 

There has been much discussion by school men over the 

State of Oklahoma. for the past decade concerning insurance 

on school property. It has been thought by many that the 

schools over the state are paying too much for the amount 

of risk taken- Some have advocated a state plan of insur­

ance that ould include all state property as well as public 

school property. Some few legislators have been bold enough 

to encourage such a plan. All this discussion has been 

prompted by nothing more than a feeling that the schools 

were paying too much for their risk. 

There has been no systematic study made of the status 

of insurance on school property in 0Klahoma- A few states 

have done some little research on this problem, but very 

few accomplished much toward the solution. 

These mentioned conditions would lead one to believe 

that some definite facts concerning the status of insur­

ance on school property should be obtained. A study cover­

ing the entire state would be desir ble, but not possible, 

since it could not be made in detail. It is not general 

information that is neededt but the more detailed facts. 

In view of this need, this study proposes to make a detailed 

report on the conditions of insurance affecting school prop­

erty in Kiowa County, as far as the data is available. 

A division of the schools is made , which corresponds 

closely with the division ade by the State Department of 



Public Instruction. The town and consolidated schools com­

pose the first division, and the rural schools make up the 

second. 

In Kio a County there are eleven town and consolidated 

districts and fifty-one rural districts . Either partial or 

complete data were obtained on eight of the eleven town and 

eonsolidated districts . Complete data were available on 

the majority of the rural districts . In a few cases the 

data on the first two or three years could not be had . The 

city of Hobart was omitted from the study because it did 

not seem to fit into either of the classifications made, 

and complete data were not available . The officials of one 

school and the agent writing the insurance refused to fur­

nish the information necessary for the study. The data 

sheet for a third was lost after it was too late to secure 

it a second time. 

When the study was first begun, an effort was made to 

obtain data from. the Insurance Department and the Insurance 

Audit Co.mpany. The Insurance Department keeps records only 

on those losses that are thought to be a little "shady. tt 

The records of the Insurance Audit Company are destroyed 

soon after the loss is adjusted. 

2 

It was expected that the necessary facts muld be a 

part of the publie records of the county. However, the only 

record that is made ot any transaction concerning insurance 

on school property is that of the registration of the war­

rants in the office of the county treasurer issued for the 

payment of the premiums . Until 1934 the registration did 



not sho the purpose of the warrant . This made it al.most 

impossible to determine the exact warrant issue for payment 

of insurance premium, unless the name of the agent writing 

the insurance was known. 

The cowity superintendent began in 1932 to require the 

clerk of the school board to include in his annual report a 

partial status of the insurance then in force. This in­

cludes the value of the property. the amount of the insur­

ance, the company insuring, and the amount of the premium. 

After the investigation was started, it was f ound that this 

report could not be relied upon. 

3 

The failure to find information that was reliable made 

it necessary to look elsewhere. It became evident that the 

only reliable data were on policies then in force or that 

had expired . Very few of the district clerks had a copy of 

the policies then in force , and none of those that had ex­

pired. The agencies writing the insurance had a copy of the 

ones that had expired during the ten-year period covered in 

the study. 

Of the twenty-two agents or agencies interviewed, all 

except one Viera very accommodating and as helpful as could 

be desired . 

The method of keeping a record on a policy varied with 

the individual agents according to the size of the agency . 

The small agencies were furnished with a large register in 

which a copy of each policy was pasted. A daily record was 

kept showing: date of writing , face of policy, kind and 

location of property, rate , and amount of premium on each 



policy. In addition to this the larger agencies had a card 

index showing a cumulative record over a period ef years . 

4 

This investigation proposes ·to show: first , the status 

of the insurance on the property of a typical consolidated 

school for the period 1952-1937 inelusive; second, the same 

for a rural district for the ten-year period 1927-193'7; 

third. types of companies and distribution of policies ; 

fourth , types of policies in force; fifth , number of poli­

cies and changes in each district; sixth, length of term 

of policies; seventh. ratio of premium. and loss; eighth, 

ratio of valuation and amount of insurance. These facts 

are shown in tables numbered I to VIII. 



CHAPTER II 

EXPLP.NATION OF TABLES 

Table I shows the complete status of the insurance on 

the building of District No. 3, which is considered a typi­

cal district of this group. There are t wo buildings with 

policies written separately. However, the t wo buildings are 

considered as one, because the study concerns districts and 

not individual buildings . The names of the various compa­

nies are represented by letters. The table is divided into 

five parts, A, B, C, D, and E, representing the five years 

covered bY--~e study. There are three types of policies: 

policies written against fi re loss alone ; policies written 

against wind-storm, which includes hail ; and a policy t hat 

combines the t wo as a combined policy. 

It is evident from the table that the school was under­

insured for t he years 1932-'33 and 1933-'54. In fact it is 

very doubtful if the property was properly insured any time 

during the period . It is also noticeable that more wind­

storm insure.nee was carried than f ire insurance. 

There is a difference in the premiums on the same size 

policies in the same year and in different years. This is 

due to the variance of rates on diffe rent t ype buildi ngs and 

to a reduction in rates made during the period. The term 

of the policies changed considerably during t he five years. 

In 1932-'33 there were no policies written for a longer 

period than a year, while in 1936-'37 there were several 

written f or a three-year period . 



Company 

A 
B 
C 
C 
D 

A 
E 
C 
C 

Total 

TABLE I 

1932-'33 

THE STATUS OF A TYPICAL CONSOLIDATED 

DISTRICT 

TWO BUILDINGS VALUE i o0,000 

---ii---~-~-

• • • 
: 
• • 

Kind And Amount of Policy 

Combined 

2,000 
• • • • • .. ,, ... 
2,500 
• • • • • 

• • • • • . ~ ... 
••••• 
• • • • • 

$4 ,500 

.Fire 

·• .... 
"2,000 
4,000 
• • • • • 
3,000 

• • • • • 
2,000 
1,000 
• • • • • 

$12,000 

Total Amount 

Wind-storm: Combined 

i, • • • • $35 .20 
• • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • 21.25 
• • • • • • • • • • 

v7,ooo ....... 
• • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • • • 
6,000 . . . ~. 

13,000 $56.45 -29,500 Total 

Premium : Term 

Fire Wind-storm . .. . 
~. I! • 

• • • • • • • • • • l 
$30.20 • •••• l 

60.40 • • • • • l 
• • • • • • •••• 1 
45.30 • • • • • l 

••••• $10.50 1 
30.20 • •••• 1 
17.60 ••••• 1 
••••• 9.00 1 

$183.70 $19.50 

-
Premium $258.65 

Loss 

• • • • • 
• •••• 
• • • • • 

$21.00 
• •••• 

• ••••• 
• • • • • 
• •••• . ..... 

$21.00 

"' 



T!J'il..E I (continued) 

1933- ' 

• • Conu,an1 , Kind. And /tmount ot Policy t Pr emium t Term Lo 
1 : t 
: : : : : : : 
: Co.mb1n.e4 : J!in : Wind- etorm: Combined I Fire J Wlnd-sto· • • 

• l : : f I 

C 02. 000 tllt'\'O "' ••••• . ..... • •••• ~,.;, a hV • ••••• 
C ~2,500 ••••• • •••• (21 .2e ••••• • • ••••• 
C ••••• ••••• $3.,000 • •••• , ..... : . $4 . 50 

••••• e.ooo • •••• ••••• 36.20 ·•·• •·•·• B •· .... a,ooo •••• • ••••• 30 . !0 ·•·• .... 
l • •••• 
l .,, ' .. 
l ·• ..... 
l ••••• l •••••• 

A •• ••• • •••• 7,000 • •••• •••••• 6.7 3 ·••.if .. 
G ••••• • •••• a,oco • • • it • . . . . .. a.so 
:r . . . . •· ••••• 0, 000 ••••• . ·• ... 7.50 

3 . . . .. . 
• •••• 

••••• 3 ,000 ••••• ••••• 45,30 • •••• 
H ••••• B,ooo • •••• ...... 75.50 • •••• 

1 • •••• 
l ii ..... 

. •· ... ~.ooo • •••• • •••• 30 . 20 • •• ••• ! • • • • •• ••••• 4 , 000 • It • • • ••••• ts.,o l • .. • • j 

l ••••• 
l" .. . . . . 1,000 ••••• ••• • • '1.90 ••••• l • ••••• 
1 ••••• • •••• 2 , 500 . . . •·• • •••• 3 .38 1 ... , .. 

: t 
Totel ; i2 , 500 $17,000 $24, 500 $21.25 i254 . 50 t3a.03 .; o.oo 

: 
: Total Amount $4.4. , 000 Total Premium 0307.ve : 
• 

'1 



TABLE I (continued) 

1934-'35 

Company . Kind .And .Amount of Policy • Premium : Term Loss . • . • . 
• • • . . 
• Combined . Fire • Wind-storm: Combined • Fire • Wind-storm . . • • . 
! 

A ••••• • • • • • $7,000 • • • • • • • • • • $8.75 3 • • • • • 
G • • • • • • • • • • 2,000 • • • • • • • • • • 2 . 50 3 . . . . ' 
F • • • • • • • • • • 6,000 . ... -. • • • • • 7,50 3 • • • • • 
K • • • • • $3,000 • • • • • e: • ! • ~ $2"1.60 • • • • • l • • • • • 
B ••••• 2,000 , ..... • • • • • 18 . 00 ••••• 1 • • • • • 

C $2 , 600 • • • • • • • • • • $35 . 00 • • • • • • e I • • 1 $23.43 
C . . . . , . • • • • • 3,000 • • • • • ... •·. 4.05 1 ••••• 
F ••••• 2,000 • • • • • • • • • • 23.40 . ..... 1 . . . . . 
B • • • • • 2,000 • • • • • • • • • • 18 .. 40 • • • • * 1 • • • • • 
K 2,500 • • • • • • • • • • 18.32 • • • • • . ... , . l • • • • • 

J • • • • • • • • • • 2,000 . ·• ... •· .... 2.24 3 ~. ~·· . 
J • • • • • . ..... 7,000 • • • • • • • • • • 9.45 l . ..... 
J • • • • • 3,000 .. . . . . . .. . . . 23.00 • • • • • 3 • • • • • 
H •· .... 5,000 . ,, ... ••••• 46 . 00 • • • • • 1 . ~ . • .. 
E • • • • • 2,000 • • • • • . . , .. . 18.40 . .. . . . l . ' ... 
J . . . . . 1,000 • • • • • • • • • • 7.90 • • • • • 1 ••••• 
I • • • • • • • • • • 6,500 • • • • • . . . .. . 8 . 78 1 • ••••• 
C • • • • • • • • • • e,ooo • • • • • • • • • • 8 .10 1 ••••• 
C ... .... 2,000 .. . . . . • • • • • 11.70 • • • • • l ie • • • • 

CD 



TABLJ I (continued) 

( ------ ------------ \---------- ------

Ii . " q ' ., tll: ,!Ii - ·,« ,' ;!I, 3 . Total : i5, 000 ~22, 000 ~ii3S, 500 1 i53 • .,2 'lfl 94 .40 ~...i~-. 3? , ,., ti 4p2 • 43 
.. ' ••· -... ~ I . .'""-, ,1•(i.:_.\,-'' ~ 
• ,·')--- - ;;;;:::;»r,~ .. ) ..;. ~f ~ 

: Total .Amount $66,500 Total Premium ( $199.09?) r ;1. 
• ·I\ -:,,,-;i.0-
. ..s:: ,,...,,.~· . 

1935-•36 

• • 
Company . Kind And i:JD.Oun t of Polioy : Premium .. Term Loss • • 

" . 
• : • • • • • • ' • * -. Combined -· Fire • Wind-storm: Combined • Fire • Wind-stol;'.m • • • • • 

• • • • • • .. 
f _ .... • ~--~ ·~----·-··--·-~.-~- ~·- .. ----~~----·---··-- ·-·-- • ---·-- -··-·- • 

A • • • • • ••••• {;'7 000 w , .. . .. . . . . . .. . $8.75 3 • • • • • 
G . . . . .. • •••• 2,000 .. . . . . . . . .. . 2 .. 50 3 •- .... 
J • Ii .... . ·• ... 6,000 .. . -.. • 0. • • • 7.50 3 . . ·• .. •· ;r ... . . . . 1,3 000 . . .. . . • • • • • $23.00 ....... 3 • • • • • 'IP , 
C $2,500 . " . " . • ••••• $15.00 • • • • • . ..... l . ... ·• 
C . .. . . . • • • • • 3,000 . . . . .. ,W, ..... 4.05 1 • • • • • 
B • • • • • 2,000 • •••• • • • • • 18.40 .. . . . . 1 • • • • • 
K 2,500 ••••• . ..... 17.50 ••••• . . . .. . 1 (;200.00 
F ••••• 2,000 • • • • • • • • • • 18.40 .. . . . . l . ·• ... 
B ••••• 2,000 • • • • • . . .. . . 18.40 • • • • • l ...... 
J . . . . .. .. .... 7,000 ...... ti •••• 7.56 l • • • • • 
E .. . . . . 2,000 • • • • • • • • • • 18.40 • •••• l • • • • • 
H ...... 5,ooo • • • • • • ••••• 40.60 • • • • • 1 . .. . . . 
I •· .... • • • • • 6,500 . •· .... • •••• 7 .. 02 l • • • • it 

J .. . . . . 1,000 • • • • • " .... 6.00 • •••• l ........ 
~ 



• • • • • 2,000 
• • • • • 1,000 . . . •· . •· .... 

Total : $5 ,000 $20,000 

: Total .Amount 

• 
Company ; Kind And Amount 

l 
• Combined ' Fire • • 

;r ·• ..... • • • • • 
J ..... .. $3,000 
K ••••• 3,000 
C • ••••• 2,000 
C $2,500 • • • • • 
K 2,500 ' . . . . 
B • • • • • 2,000 
F • • • • • 2,000 
A ••••• . . . . . , 

0 . , .... 2,000 

_J' it • it • • . . . •· .. 

TABLE I (continued) 

1935-'36 

• • • • • •••• ! 

• • • • • • • • • • e,ooo .. •· .. 
$3'1,500 $32.50 

11.50 
8.80 

• • • • • 

$163.60 

$62,500 Total Premium. 

1936-'37 

of Policy • Premium • 

• : ; . 
• Wind-storm~ Combined • Fire . • 
: : 1 

$2,000 ••••• . . .. . . 
• • • • • • • • • • $23.00 . •· ... . ... •· 20.40 
• I •••• •••••• 13.50 . . . . .. $11.25 • • • • • 
....... 13.95 . . ·-.. 
• • • • • •• • • • • 13.50 
• • • • • -· .... 17.60 
7,000 • • • • • •· .... 
• • • • • • • • • • 11.33 

7,000 • • • • • ••••• 

. . . " . l • • • • • 
• • • • • l ... ·• . 
6.48 1 • • • • • 

$43.ee $200.00 
-
$239.96 

• Term Loss • 
1 

• 
·-: Vlind-storm • 

" 
~ : --

$2.24 3 . . . .. . 
• • • • • 3 :• .... 
• • • • • l • • • • • 
• t ,e ·II- • l • ! .• --•• 

• •••• 1 .... ·-· 
• • • • i 1 ••••• 
• • 1! •1• 1 •••• •• 
• •••• 1 • • • • • 
6.30 3 -• .... . .. ,, . 3 .. .. . . . 
,.56 1 ··~·· ... ..... 

0 



TABLE I (cont inued) 

1936-37 

F •• •••• . . . . •· 6,000 . ..... 
E . . .. . . • • • • • a.ooo . . . . .. 
E ••••• 2,000 • • • • • ••••• 
0 • • • • • 5,000 • • • • • • ••• ill· 

I • • • • • •• •••• 6,.500 • ••••• 
J ..... , l,000 • • • • • ••••• 
J ••••• e,ooo • • • • • • • t, •• 

C • • • • • 1,000 ••••• . .... •· 
C ·-· ... • • • • • 6,000 • ! • ~ • 

K • • • • • 3,000 . . " . . • • • • • 
C 2,500 .... , . • • • • • 11.25 
K 2,600 .. . . . . .. . . .. . 13.95 
B • • • • • 2.000 ••••• . . . . -
F ••••• 2,000 • ,l!IJ ••• • • • • • 
J' • • •• • • ••••• 2,000 . ·• ... 
J ••••• • • • • • 7,000 . .. ' . 
J' • II! ••• 3,000 •· .... .. •· .. : 

Total • $10,000 $35,000 $51,500 $50,40 • 

' Total Amount $96,500 Total 

...... 5 .40 
·• .... 'l.20 
13 .60 • • • • • 
34.00 • • •• • • 

• • • • • 7.02 
6.00 . , .... 

11.16 • • • • • e.eo • • • • • . . . " . 6.48 

20 .40 •••••• .. . . . .. . . . , . 
• • • • • • • • • • 
13.60 • •••• 
17 .00 • • • • • 

•· .... 1.eo . . . . ~ 7.56 
17.,00 • • • • • 

$241,09 $51.56 -
Premium $343.05 

3 
3 
1 
1 

1 
l 
1 
1 
1 

l 
l 
l 
1 
1 

l 
l 
1 

• ••••• . ...... 
·• ..... 
• •••• 

• ••••• 
• • • • • 
• • • • • 
-· .... . .. . . . 
••••• . ... •· ..•.... 
•·• ... 
• •••• 
. . . . " ..... •· 
•••• •• 

o.oo 

!,-1 
t-,> 



Tables II and II-A .show the status of insurance on 

Districts No .. 20 No. 25 respectively. 

tri.cts can as representative of rural districts 

Kiowa County for the ten-year period :fron: 19iW-' 28 to 1935 ... 

'37. The three ty-pes of policies as to leng·l;h of term are 

contained in one of' ·the tv:o tables.. The value of' the build-

ing in District No. 25 varies sorJ.e111hat over the period o:e 

years. It is to bra ren:.e111bered that ·the values are esttrn.a.tes 

placed. on the bulldings each :1·ea.r at the tixne the clerk 

makes the annual report, -to the county superintendent. 

Table III sl1ovs1s a dir;tri but ion of tho policies Yi'ri tten 

on the town consolidated schools f'or a five-;y-ear period 

and trwse written on the rural scJ1ools for a ten-year period., 

The companies are listed alphabetically instead of by the 

nuraber of policies wri tt.en because there a.re policiEH:'. ·writ-

ten in tv10 cU viEiions.. ! denotes roreign 001:J.panies t co:mpa-

nies whose hoii1e officies are not located in Oklahoma; Q. de-

notes domestic coz::1.panies, co:mpanies with home off ices in 

Olclaho:ma .. 

Table IV reviews ·the typos of' policies, tne rn.111ber of 

policies in force a.t any one tim.e, and the change in th<£1 

co:m.panies. !• !!• denotes :17arraers Union, .§., stock companies .. 

Where the district changed 00111panies that were of dif1"'0rent 

ty:pes, the mm1ber of years in each co:m:panJ is shown b~r a 

small figure before thi:9 letter. Q. denotes combined policy; 

Ii' & llli is used to show that separate tir,B and 1itlnd-storrJ 

policies are writ-ten.. The nuE;.bers indicate the number of 



Y:ear 

192'1~'28 

1928-'29 

1929-'30 

1g30-•31 

1931-'32 

1932-'35 

1933-'34 

1934-'35 

1935-•36 

1Q36-'3'7 

TABLE II 

THE ST TUS OF INSURANCE ON A 

TYPICAL RURAL DISTRICT 

• • 
• Value • . . 
: of' Bldg.: . . .. • 

5,000 

5,000 

5,000 

5,000 

5,000 

4,500 

4,600 

4,500 

4,500 

4,.500 

from 1927-•28 to 1938-'37 

DIS TRICT \iO., 20 

• 
Amt. of =Premium • Type of • 
Policy 

. • Policy . • .. 
• 

1,500 22.50 Combined 

1,500 22.50 Combined 

1,500 23.·04 Combined 

1,500 23 •. 04 Combined 

1,500 23.04 Combined 

1,500 23.04 Combined 

1,500 23.04 Combined 

1,500 23.04 Combined 

1,500 18.85 Combined 

1,500 18.85 Combined 

13 
/ 

• • 
:Term of': Loss 
:Policy : . . 
• . 

3 yr. o.oo 
3 yr. o.oo 
3 yr. o.oo 
3 yr. o.oo 
3 yr. o .. oo 
3 yr. o.oo 
3 yr·. o.oo 
3 yr. o.oo 
l yr. o.oo 
l yr. o.oo 



Year 

1927-'28 

1928-1 29 

1929-'30 

1930-''31 

1g31 .. 1 32 

1932-'33 

1933-'M 

1934-'35 

1935-'36 

1936-'3'1 

• . 
Value . 

TABLE II A 

THE STATUS OF INSURIJiCE ON A 

TYPICAL RURAL DISTRICT 

from 1927-'28 to lg36-'37 

DISTRICT 25 

.. • . 
Amt . of :Premium . Type ot 

: of Bldg.: . • Policy • .. Policy . . . . . 
• • • . 

4,000 3,000 77 .. 61 Combined 

4,000 3,000 7'1 .61 Combined 

4,000 3,000 77.61 Combined 

4,000 3,000 77.61 Combined 

4.000 3,000 77.61 Combined 

2 ,500 1,800 45.27 Combined 

2 500 ' ' 

1,800 43.27 Combined 

2,500 1,800 43.2'1 Combined 

3,000 l,800 43.27 Combined 

• 
:Term or: 
: Policy : . . • . 

5 yr. 

5 yr. 

5 yr. 

5 yr. 

5 yr. 

3 yr. 

3 yr . 

3 yr. 

3 yr. 

3,000 l,800 43.27 Combined ,_ 3 yr . 

14 

Loss 

25.00 

o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 
o.oo 



TABLE III 

DISTRIBUTION OF POLICIES AMONG COMPANIES 

Company 

Aetna Ins. Co. 
Central States Fire Ins. Co •. 
Citizens Ins. Co. 
Commercial Unio,n Fire Ins.. Co., 
Connecticut Fire Ins. Co. 

Continental Fire Ins. Co. 
Equitable F. & bl. Ins. Co •. 
Farmers Union Ins. Co. 
Fidell ty & Guaranty Fire Q.orp •. 
Fidelity Pheonix Ins. co. 
Fire Association of Philadelphia 
Franklin Fire Ins. Co. 
Great American Fire Ins. Co. 
Hartford Fire Ins. Co. 
Home Ins. Co. 

Liverpool & London & Globe Ins. Co. 
National Fire Ins. Co. 
New England Fire In.s. Co. 
New York Underv.rri ters 
North .American Ins. Co. 

North British&. Merc'l. Ins. Co. 
Northern AssUl"ance eo. 
Oklahoma Standard Ins. Co. 
Pheonix Fire Ins. Co. 
Pennsylvania Fire Ins. Co. 

Philadelphia Fire Ins. Co ,. 
~uaker City Ins. Co. 
Reta1lors Fire Ins. Co. 
St. Paul Fire&. Marine Ins. Co. 
Sentinel Fire Ins. co. 
Springfield F,, & M. Ins. Co. 
Sun Underwriters Ins. Co. 
Trinity Fire Ins. Co. 
Twin City Fire Ins. Co. 
Westchester Fire Ins. Co. 

: . - r : 

5 yr. :10 yr~ 

10 
'I 
5 

17 
13 

3 

11 
20 

6 
6 

10 
12 

3 

3 
9 
4 
3 
3 

4 
6 

5 
a 

20 
3 
9 
5 

11 
12 

37 

1 

11 
7 

15 
1 
9 

... 

-22 
2 

4 

-11 

-
1 

4 

-
-
4 

2 
7 
2 

F 
F 
F 
F 
F 

F 
F 
D 
F 
F 

F 
F 
F 
F 
F 

F 
F 
F 
F 
F 

F 
F 
D 
F 
F 

F 
F 
F 
F 
F 

F 
F 
F 
F 
F 

15 
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TABLE IV 

TYPE OF COMPANY-. KIND OF POLICY, NUMBER OF POLICIES 

IN FORCE AND THE NUMBER OF CHANGES OF COMPANI 

OF FIFTY RURAL SCHOOLS IN KIOWA COUNTY 

. • . . 
District Type of Type or . Number of Changes of • 

No. . Company • policy Policies . Companies • • . . . 
• . 

11 2-S, 8-F.U. C 1 l 
12 s C 1 0 
13 s C 1 0 
15 s C 1 0 
16 F.U. C 1 1 

17 s F&WS 2 1 
18 s C 1 0 
19 s C 1 0 
20 s C 1 0 
21 s C 1 0 

22 s C 1 0 
23 s C l 0 
24 s F&WS 2-F, 2-WS 1 
25 s 0 l 0 
25 s C 1 0 

29 8 C l 0 
31 s C l 0 
33 s C 1 0 
34 s C l 0 
35 s F&WS 2 l 

36 s C 1 0 
38 $ C 4 l 
40 s 2-F&WS,8-WS l 0 
42 s C 1 1 
43 s C l 0 

46 s C 1 2 
47 s 5-F&WS,5-C 2 1 
52 s C 1 0 
53 5-S,5-F.U. 5-F.5-C l l 
57 s C 1 l 

59 s C l 0 
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T1IBLE IV (continued) 

60 s C 1 0 
67 s C 1 1 
58 s C 1 0 
69 s C 1 0 

74 s C 1 0 
75 s C 1 0 
85 s C l 0 
88 5-S,5-F.U. C 1 l 
90 s 0 l l 

95 Cl 
'-' C 1 1 

96 s C 1 1 
97 s C l l 

101 3-8,?-F.U. C l 0 
103 s C 1 0 

105 s 0 l 2 
10? 5-S,5-F.U. 0 1 0 
109 5-S,5-F.U. C 1 1 
111 s F&WS 2 0 
112 5-S,5-F.U. r• 

V l 1 



T bl V shows th ye the policy was itten, b1 the 

as erisk. t lent~ or te. by t h figure int ecol , 

and the nur.:b r of" ti .e the policy s rene ·ed . 'l'h dis­

trict are , 1 ted phab tically beca.uao this 1 s t Le only 

logical ethod of listing. 

T ble VI vest e distribution o the three types o 

licies s to ~e on t e tifty rural schools . Thi l bl 

is a 

T bl VII gives a revie o!" t e cost of insurane wit 

th ount spent one ch of the hre type f policies ns 

18 

oo red th the los . ~e p emil.l!- ls ritten o po it the 

amount of insura.nce o eao giv n type . Tot 1 lnsurane 

c ried on t ie property 1a shovin in the ourth ool • 

fifth col aho t e ratio o~ th . ount to ~ v lue . 

Total are hom fter each year. 

T bla VIll ho the tio or t ount of insu.r no 

to the v ue or the prop·rty on the rural ohool . The 

to l i ven f'or e ye .r . The edian r tio ia s om 

belo1 th table fore eh ye r . 

Table IX indicate _ the r tio of the . ,.ount or insurance 

an the value or t ron r~ ~or the rural 

Th tot l tor the t n-y r period is ,iven. 

s s -ar of tb pr eed!n t ble by y&ars . 

ch ls b ye rs . 

This t -bl is 

Table gives t es ror the consolidate< di triots 

eh year o t e f 1ve th t t ey oons1 ar ·~ .• T 

gr nd tot 1 t h, tot l or the l so ools ~or t ~ t n-

ear period and t e ooneolida.tAd schools :for the five-ye 



TABLE V 

FREQUENCY OF RENEWING POLICY AND 

THE TERM OF POLICY FOR FIFTY 

RURAL SCHOOLS 

Dist. : 1927 ... : 1928-: 1929-: 1930-= 1931-= 1932-: 1933_: fg34~::~~T935 ... : 1935.: ~ Times 
No. • '28 : '29 : '30 : '31 : '32 • 1 33 

. •34 • '35 : 1 36 : '37 : New Policy • . . . 
• • . . • • • . • • : Written . • • • • • • . . • 

ll 3 3 *5 5 5 5 5 *5 5 5 2 
12 3 *3 3 3 *3 3 3 *3 3 3 4 
13 1 *3 !3 3 *3 3 3 *l *l *l 6 
15 *5 5 5 5 5 *6 5 5 5 5 2 
16 3 3 *3 3 3 1 *5 5 5 5 3 

17 3 3 *3 5 3 *5 5 5 5 5 2 
18 5 5 *5 5 5 5 5 *5 5 5 2 
19 5 5 5 *5 5 5 5 6 *5 5 2 
20 3 3 *3 3 3 *3 3 3 *l *l 4 
21 5 *5 5 5 5 5 *5 5 5 5 2 

22 5 5 5 *5 6 5 5 5 *5 5 2 
23 5 5 5 5 5 - - - - - l 
24 5 5 6 5 *5 5 5 5 5 *5 2 
25 *5 5 5 5 5 *3 3 3 *3 3 3 
2a - ... *3 3 3 *3 3 3 *3 3 3 

29 - ... - .. - ... *3 3 3 *3 
31 - - *3 3 3 *5 5 5 5 5 
33 *5 5 5 5 5 *3 3 3 *3 3 3 
54 *3 3 3 *3 3 3 *l *3 3 3 4 
35 - - *5 5 5 5 5 *3 3 3 - t-1 

U) 



36 - - - *3 
3S *5 3 3 *l 
40 5 5 ~ *5 
42 *l *l *l *5 
43 3 *3 3 3 

46 ... - - -
47 *3 3 3 *3 
52 5 5 *5 5 
53 3 5 *3 3 
57 *l *l l l 

59 l *5 5 5 
60 5 *5 5 5 
67 *l *5 5 5 
es 5 6 *5 5 
69 5 5 *5 5 

74 3 3 *3 3 
75 6 5 *5 5 
85 5 5 *6 5 
88 5 5 5 5 
90 *5 5 5 5 

95 *3 3 3 *5 
··c,e *3 3 3 *3 

97 - ... - -
99 - 3 3 3 
100 5 5 5 5 

TABLE V (continued) 

3 3 *3 3 
*l *l *l *3 

5 5 5 5 
3 3 *5 5 

*3 3 3 *l 

- *l *l *l 
3 3 *l *l 
5 5 5 5 
3 *l *l *l 

*3 3 3 *l 

5 5 *5 5 
5 5 *5 5 
5 5 *3 3 
5 5 5 *5 
5 5 5 *5 

3 *l *l *l 
5 5 5 *5 
6 5 5 *5 

*5 5 5 5 
5 *5 5 5 

3 3 *3 3 
3 3 *3 3 - 3 3 3 

*l *l 3 3 
5 *5 5 6 

3 *3 
3 3 

*5 5 
5 5 

*l *l 

1 1 
1 l 
5 5 

*5 5 
*5 3 

5 5 
6 5 
3 *5 
5 6 
5 5 

*l *1 
5 5 
5 5 
5 *5 
5 5 

3 *3 
3 *3 

*3 3 
3 3 
5 5 

... 
6 
2 
5 
5 

6 
2 
5 
3 

3 
2 
3 
3 
3 

6 
2 
2 
2 
2 

4 
4 
• 
2 

{\:I 
0 



TABLE V (continued) 

101 *l *l *3 3 3 *5 5 
103 3 3 3 *3 3 3 *5 
107 *5 5 5 5 5 *5 5 
109 - ... ... .. - *5 5 
111 .. - - - - *3 3 

* Denotes Renewal of Policy 

5 5 
5 5 
5 5 
5 5 
3 *l 

5 
6 
5 
5 

*l 

4 
3 
2 

... 

N ..... 
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TABLE VI 

DISTRIBUTION OF THE THREE TYPES 

OF POLICIES AS TO TERM FOR 

A TEN-YEAR P OD 

• . t . 
Year • Number of • Number of Number of . Total 

.. 1 year . 3 year . 5 year . • • 

H~2'7-'28 5 14 20 39 

1928-'29 3 16 22 41 

1929-'30 2 17 24 43 

1g30-•31 2 18 24 44 

1931-'32 2 19 24 45 

1932-'33 6 1'7 25 48 

1933-'34 6 16 27 49 

1934-1 35 7 16 26 49 

1935-'36 7 14 27 48 

1936-'37 7 13 28 48 

Total 47 160 247 454 



TABLE VII 

1932-'33 

A TABULATION OF THE STATUS OF INSURANCE ON 

EIGHT CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS OF KIOWA COUNTY FOR A FIVE-YEAR PERIOD 

Dist.:Property;A:mt. by : Total :Ratio:-- Premium : Loss :Ratio 
No.: Value : Types : Amt. : A/V ; : : L/F 

!Combined: Fire : Wind-: Total : 
1 storm : 

0-2 $40,000 $9,000 $35 ,000 .875 $85.35 
26,000 

$21.25 
$39.59 

2,500 
124,94 o.oo .ooo 

0-3 60,000 14,000 217.90 
13,000 29,500 .491 19.50 

C-5 3,500 3,500 3,500 1.000 44.24 
258.65 21.00 .079 
44.24 o.oo .ooo 

c-7 50,000 34,000 54,000 .580 184.81 184.81 10.00 .054 
C-8 27,000 20,000 20,000 .741 65.57 66.67 o.oo .ooo 

17,500 165.18 
C-9 28,000 21,000 38,500 l .• 375 34.00 199.18 o.oo .ooo 

15,000 94.20 
C-10 30,000 20,000 35,000 1.167 33.60 127.80 o.oo .ooo 

32,000 173.89 
39-82 60,000 16,000 68.40 

12,000 120,000 1.500 15.12 
60,000 •••••••.•••.••• Explosion •• •••.••• ••• 12.60 270.01 o.oo .ooo 

Total $318,600 $284,900 $ 284,900 .894 $490.86 $ 631.03 $154.41 $1 ,268.30 $31.00 .024 

~ 



TABLE VII (Continued ) 

1933-'34 

A TABULATION OF THE STATUS or INSURANCE ON 

EIGHT CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS OF KIOWA COUNTY FOR A FIVE- YEAR PERIOD 

Dist.;Propert~.Amt. by~ Total ~Ratio; .·· . Premium . . ; Loss .. ;Ratio 
No. • Value . Types . Amt. • A/V • · . , L/P 

C-2 $40,000 

0- 3 60,000 

C-5 3;500 
C-'l 50,000 
c-s 27,000 
C-9 28,000 

0-10 30,000 

39-82 80,000 

. . . . . . 

_5,000 

: : ; Wind-
:Combined1 Fire : storm: Total . . ! ... .... ~ ........................................................... .-......................... ... 

$111.50 
$173 .• 02 17,500 

15,000 $37,500 .938 $20.25 304.77 #22,500.00*73.826 
2,500 21.25 

17,000 255.50 
24 , 500 44,000 .740 34 . 03 300.78 o.oo .ooo 
3.500 3,500 1.000 44.24 44 . 24 o.oo .000 

34,000 34,000 .680 184.87 184.87 o.oo .ooo 
20,000 20,000 .741 56.67 66.67 o.oo .ooo 
17,500 155.18 
21,000 38,500 1.375 34.00 199.18 21.00 .108 
15,000 141.30 
19,000 34,000 33.60 174.90 o.oo .ooo 
44,000 243.95 
8,000 116,000 1.450 25.48 
4,000 10.30 

60,000 •••••••• • • . ••• Explos ion ••••••.•••• 15.60 295.33 o.oo .ooo 

Total $318,500 $327,500$327,500 1.028 $572.48 750. 48 $147.78 $1,570.74 $22,521.00 14.338 

*A Total Loss by Fire, March 11, 1934 ro 
tJ:o. 



TABLE VII (Continued) 

1934-' 35 

A TABULATIO!T OF THE STATUS OF INSURANCE ON 

..-:,IGHT CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS OF KI OVlA COUNTY FOR A FIVE- YEAR PERIOD 

Dist.·Property·Amt. by • Total ·Ratio· Premium : Loss ·Ratio . . . . I . . ' I No . : Value ; Types : .Amt . : AV : : : L P 
:Combined: Fire : Wind-: Total 1 

storm : 

C- 2 * Two 60~day policies No data 
5,000 $53.32 

C-3 $60,000 22,000 $194 . 40 
39,500 $68,500 1.025 $51 .37 $299.09 $23 .43 .078 

C-5 3,500 3,500 3,500 1.000 44.24 44.24 o.oo .ooo 
C-7 50,000 34,000 34,000 .680 184.87 184.87 o.oo .ooo 
C-8 27,000 20,000 20,000 .741 66.67 66.5? o.oo .ooo 
C- 9 28,000 17,500 165.18 

2.1,000 38,500 1.375 34.00 199.18 o.oo .ooo 
C-10 30,000 15,000 141.30 

19,000 34,000 1 .375 33.60 174.90 o.oo .ooo 
36,000 249.49 

39-82 80,000 8 ,000 26 .48 
8,000 112,000 1.867 10.30 

60,000 •••.•••••••••• Explosion . ••••••••.•• 15.60 300.87 o.oo .ooo 

Total $278,500 $308,500 $308,500 1.108 $598.59 $526.36 $145.17 $1,269.82 $23.43 .018 

*Rebuilding--Insured with Builders Risk. No data 

~ 



TABLE VII (Continued) 

1935-'36 

A TABULATION OF THE STATUS OF INSURANCE ON 

EIGHT CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS OF KIOWA COUNTY FOR A FIVE-YEAR PERIOD 

• • • • • • • Dist •. Property.Amt. by • Total .Ratio. Premium 1 Loss .Ratio 
No . : Value ~ Types : .Amt . : A/V : • : L/P 

:combined: Fire : Wind-: Total 
: : storm : 

C-2 $40 ,000 30,000 $30,000 .750 $153 .00 #153.00 $0.00 .ooo 
5,000 32.50 t l63.l6 

C-3 60,000 20,000 
37,000 62,000 1.033 $42.86 238.52 200.00 .838 

C-5 3,500 3,500 3,500 1.000 44.24 44.24 o.oo .ooo 
C-7 50,000 34,000 34,000 .680 184.89 184.89 o.oo .ooo 
C-8 27,000 20,000 20,000 . 741 66.67 66 .6? o.oo .000 
C-9 28,000 15,000 112 . 68 

21,000 36,000 l.28Q 34 .00 146.68 o.oo .000 
0-10 30,000 15,000 106.20 

19,000 34,000 1.375 25.92 132.12 o.oo .ooo 
45,500 214.36 

39-82 80,000 12,000 47.76 
8,000 125,000 1.562 20.40 

50,000 •••••••••••••• Explosion ••.••.•.•••. 15.60 298.12 o.oo .ooo 

Total $318,500 $347,000 $347,000 1.089 $695.66 $429.80 $138 .76 $1,264 .24 $200 .00 .059 

ti.? 
0) 



TABLE VII (Continued) 

1936-'3'7 

A TABULATION OF THE STATUS OF INSURANCE ON 

EIGHT CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS OF KIOWA COUNTY FOR A FIVE-YEAR PERIOD 
~---~---~-~---~~--.. ~ ----~-~ ~--.-.---- --- ---~--- ~ 

Dist.:Property:.Amt. by ; Total :Ratio: Premium : Loss :Ratio 
No . : Value : Types • Amt . ; A/V : : : L/P 

C-2 $40,000 $23,500 
18,500 
10;000 

C-3 60,000 35,000 
51,000 

C-5 3,500 3,500 
C-7 50,000 34,000 
C-8 27,000 20,000 
C-9 28,000 15,000 

21,000 
C-10 30,000 15,000 

19,000 
28,000 

39-82 80,000 8,000 
60,000 

Total $275,500 $330,900 

:Combined: Fire 

$42,000 1.050 $140.00 

. . : Wind- : 
storm: 

•.•••••••••••••••.• Explosion ••••• $9.25 

105,000 1.767 
3,500 1.000 

34;000 .680 
20,000 .741 

36,000 1.285 

34,000 1.375 

60.40 

44.24 
184.89 

66.67 

151 .64 

n24l.19 

108.15 

105.20 

48 .55 

34.00 

25.92 

96,000 1.200 , 28.83 
•••••••••••••• Explosion. • • • .. • • • • • • • 15. 60 

Total : 

$149.25 $23.40 .. 158 

340.15 o.oo .ooo 
44 . 24 o.oo .ooo 

184.69 0,00 .ooo 
66 . 67 o.oo .ooo 

142.15 o.oo .ooo 
132.12 o.oo .ooo 
196.27 o.oo .ooo 

$330,900 1.209 $638.04 $456.54 $i62 .16 $1 ,255.74 $23.40 .018 

N 
-..;J 



28 

TABLE VIII 

Hl27-' 28 

RATIO OF AMOUNT OF INSURANCE AND VALUE OF PROPERTY 

District Value . Amount of Ratio . 
No . . Insurance . 
40 $850 .00 tfH/50 .QQ .882 
22 800.00 700.00 .875 
26 3,000.00 2,500.00 .865 
17 1,500.00 1,250.00 .830 
12 1,500.00 1,200.00 .800 

38 5,000.00 4,000.00 .800 
42 5,000.00 4 , 000.00 . 800 
90 1,000.00 750.00 .750 
25 4,500.00 3,000.00 .66'7 
52 1,200.00 800.00 .66?* 

96 2,000.00 1,200.00 .600 
15 1,700.00 1,000.00 .580 
24 3,650.00 2,000 .. 00 .548 
21 1,500.00 800.00 .530 
33 1,500.00 600 . 00 .400 

74 2,800.00 925.00 .330 
57 2,800.00 900 .00 .322 
18 4,000~00 1,000.00 .250 
53 5,200.00 1,200.00 .231 

Total '11149,500 .00 28,575.00 .577 

•Median ratio . 667 

1928-'29 

67 2,000.00 2 ,000.00 1.000 
40 850.00 750.00 .8 2 
22 800.00 700.00 . 75 
26 3,000.00 2,500 .00 .866 
17 1,500.00 1,250.00 .830 

12 1,500.00 1,200.00 .800 
38 5,000.00 4 ,000.00 .800 
42 5,000.00 4,000.00 . 800 
59 4,000 .00 3,000.00 .750 
90 1,000.00 750.00 .750 



District 
No . 

19 
52 
25 
68 
96 

15 
24 
21 
33 
94 

57 
60 
18 
53 

Total 

*Median ratio 

67 
52 
40 
22 
11 

26 
17 
12 
42 
85 

95 
59 
69 
90 
19 

18 

TABLE VIII (Continued) 

1928-•29 

Value . Amount of . 
Insurance 

$1,500.00 1,100.00 
1,200.00 800.00 
4,500.00 3,000 .00 
2,500.00 1,600.00 
2,000.00 1,200.00 

1,700.00 1,000.00 
3 ,650.00 2,000.00 
1,500.00 800.00 
1,500.00 600.00 
2,800.00 925.00 

2,800.00 900.00 
7,500.00 2,300.00 
4,000.00 1,000.00 
5,200.00 1,200.00 

67,000 . 00 38,575.00 

.56'1 

1929-'30 

2,000.00 - 2,000.00 
875.00 800.00 
800.00 700.00 

1,500.00 1,300.00 
1,500.00 1,300.00 

3,000.00 2,500.00 
1,500.00 1,250.00 
1,500.00 1,200.00 
5,000.00 4,000.00 
2,500.00 2,000.00 

2,000.00 1,600.00 
4,000.00 3 ,000.00 
2 ,000.00 1,500.00 
1,000.00 750.00 
1,500.00 1,100.00 

1,500.00 1,000.00 

29 

•. Ratio . 

. 733 

.66'7 

.657* 

.640 

. 600 

.580 

.548 

.530 

.400 

.333 

.322 

.306 

. 250 

. 231 

.567 

1.000 
.914 
.875 
. 867 
.867 

. 867 

.830 

.800 

.800 

.800 

.800 

.?50 

.750 

.750 

.733 

.66? 



.District 
No. 

24 
25 
75 
68 

16 
38 
47 
96 
15 

35 
74 
21 
20 
34 

33 
57 
50 

Total 

*Median ratio 

67 
42 
52 
40 
22 

11 
25 
1 7 
12 

95 
59 
59 
90 
19 

TABLE VIII (Continued) 

1929-'30 

Value Amount of 
Insurance 

'3,000.00 2,000.00 
4,500.00 3,000.00 
1,500.00 1,000.00 
2,500.00 1,600.00 

1,200.00 750.00 
6,500.00 4,000.00 
2,000.00 1,200.00 
2,000.00 1,200.00 
1,700.00 1,000.00 

900.00 500.00 
2,800.00 1,500.00 
1,500.00 800.00 
3;000.00 1,500.00 
2,000.00 1,000 . 00 

1,500.00 600.00 
2,aoo.00 900.00 
7,500.00 2,300.00 

77,575.00 49,.550.00 

.667 

1930-'31 

$ 2,000.00 ' 2,000.00 
5,000.00 4,800.00 

875.00 800.00 
850.00 750.00 
800.00 .700.00 

1,500.00 1,300.00 
3,000.00 2,500.00 
1,500.00 1,250.00 
1,500.00 1,200.00 

2,000.00 1,500.00 
4,000.00 3,000.00 
2,000.00 1,500.00 
1,000.00 1 ., 750 .oo 
1,500.00 l ,, 100 .oo 

30 

Ratio . . 
.667* 
.667 
.667 
. 640 

.625 

.616 

.600 

.600 

.580 

. 555 

.533 

.530 

.500 

.500 

.400 

.322 

.306 

.638 

1.000 
.960 
.914 
.882 
.875 

.866 

. 866 

. 830 

.800 

.800 

.750 

.750 

.750 

.733 



District 
No . 

18 
24 
25 
75 
68 

15 
38 
47 
96 
15 

35 
74 
21 
20 
34 

33 
57 
60 

Total 

*Median ratio 

19 
29 
46 
67 
42 

52 
103 

40 
22 
11 

88 
26 
1'7 
12 
21 

TABLE VII (Continued) 

1930-'31 

Value Amount of 
Insurance 

1,500.00 1,000.00 
3,000.00 2,000.00 
4 ,500 .00 3 ,000.00 
1,500.00 1,000.00 
2,500.00 1,600.00 

1,200.00 950.00 
5,500.00 4,000 .,00 
2,000 . 00 1,200.00 
2 ,000.00 1,200.00 
1,700.00 1,000.00 

900.00 500.00 
2,800.00 1,500.00 
1,500.00 800.00 
2,000.00 1,000.00 
2,000.00 1,000.00 

1,500.00 600.00 
2,800.00 00.00 
7,500.00 2,300 .00 

78,426.00 52 ,300.00 

. 667 

1931-'32 

1,000.00 1,100.00 
1,500.00 1,500 . 00 
2,500 .. 00 2 , 500.00 
2,000.00 2,000 .00 
5,000.00 4,800 . 00 

875 . 00 800.00 
1,100.00 1 ,000.00 

850 .00 750.00 
800.00 700.00 

1,500.00 1,300.00 

1,250.00 1,050.00 
3,000.00 2,500.00 
1,500.00 1,250.00 
1,500.00 1,200.00 
1,000 . 00 800 . 00 

31 

Ratio 

.56? 

. 657* 

.667 

.667 

.640 

.625 

. 616 

. 600 

.600 

.580 

.555 

.533 

.530 

.500 

.500 

. 400 

.322 
.306 

.654 

1.100 
1.000 
1 .000 
1.000 

.950 

.914: 

.909 

.882 

.875 

.866 

.840 

.833 

.830 

.800 

.800 



District 
No . 

85 
96 
43 
59 
69 

90 
13 
25 
75 
47 

68 
16 
38 
96 
15 

35 
24 
57 
74 
18 

34 
33 
60 
20 
53 

Total 

*Median ratio 

19 
17 
18 
29 
46 

67 
42 

TABLE VIII (Continued) 

1931-'32 

Value .Amount of 
Insurance 

2,500.00 2,000.00 
2,000.00 1,600.00 

800.00 600.00 
4,000.00 3,000.00 
2,000.00 1,500.00 

1,000.00 750.00 
600.00 400.00 

3,000.00 2,000.00 
1,500.00 1,000.00 
2,800.00 1,800.00 

2,500.00 1,600.00 
1,200.00 750.00 
6 ,500.00 5,000.00 
2 ,000.00 1,200.00 
1,700.00 1,000.00 

900.00 500.00 
3,550.00 2,000.00 
2,800.00 1,500.00 
2,800.00 1,500.00 
2,000.00 1,000.00 

2,000.00 1,000.00 
1,500.00 600.00 
7,500.00 2,300.00 
5,000.00 1,500.00 
5,200.00 1,200.00 

92,835.00 60,550.00 

.750 

1932-'33 

1,000.00 1,000.00 
1,500.00 1 ,500.00 
1,000.00 1,000.00 
1,500.00 1,500.00 
2,500.00 2,500.00 

2,000.00 2,000.00 
5,000.00 4,800.00 

32 

. Ratio . 

.800 

.800 

.750 

.750 

.?50 

.750* 

.667 

.567 

.667 

.643 

.640 
.825 
. 616 
.600 
.580 

.555 

.552 

.535 

.535 

. 500 

.500 

.400 

.306 

.300 

.231 

. 652 

1.000 
1 .000 
1.000 
1.000 
1.000 

1.000 
.960 



District 
No. 

TABLE VIII ( C.ontinued) 

1932-'33 

Value Amount of 
Insurance 

33 

Ratio 

111 ~3,000 .• 00 $2,800.00 .933 
52 875.00 800.00 .914 

103 1,100.00 1,000.00 .909 

109 3,000.00 2,700.00 .900 
11 1,500.00 1,300.00 .866 
88 1,250.00 1,050.00 .840 
99 1,800.00 1,500.00 .833 
12 1,500.00 1,200.00 .800 

21 1,000.00 800.00 .. 800 
33 1,000.00 800.00 .. 800 
85 2,500.00 2,000.00 .800 
95 2,000.00 

100 1,000.00 
1,600.00 .800 

800.00 .800 

43 800.00 600.00 .750 
69 2,000.00 1,500.00 .750 
25 2,500.00 1,800.00 .?20 
13 600.00 400.00 .667 
15 1,500.00 1,000.00 .667* 

?5 1,500.00 1,000 .• 00 .667 
101 1,800.00 1,200.00 .667 

53 6,250.00 4,150.00 .664 
26 2,950.00 2,000 .. 00 .652 
40 1,225.00 800.00 .653 

16 1,150.00 750.00 .648 
112 4,575.00 2,900.00 .644 

47 2,800.00 1,800.00 .643 
68 2,500.00 1,600.00 .640 
90 1,500 .. 00 950.00 ·.533 

38 6,500.00 5,000.00 .616 
96 2,000.00 1,200.00 .600 
22 1,400.00 
35 900.00 
57 2,800.00 

74 2,800.00 
107 1,935.00 

·800.0Q O ' 0 0 , 0 .517 
~5oo:od ~.o:o~· 0 .555 

oo !/B<i~~o~{) o oooo o ' " 'o'o ~•"536 
oo 00 , on 00 o . .,,(10 00 

·, 1·~5oci.o_q: 0
0 :,

0 
'

0
_

0 ,o:. ~.5~6 
00-1:..00'0.,oQO O ,,, 0 c~;,c~.5EO 

o il c-' ' or. o o o o '- o ~ ·· c, 
o~co0cuc1 'o-'<oo.•.J c: 

*(Itiedian ratio • 667 



District 
No. 

24 
34 

105 

59 
60 
20 
97 

Total 

19 
17 
21 
18 
29 

35 
11 
46 
33 
42 

100 
99 
53 
43 
26 

25 
52 
69 
31 

111 

12 
85 
74 

109 
15 

TABLE VIII (Continued) 

1932-'33 

Value Amount of 
Insurance 

4,000.00 · 2,000.00 
2,000.00 1,000.00 
1,400.00 700.00 

4,000 . 00 1,500.00 
'7,500.00 2,300.00 
5,000.00 1,500.00 
2,000.00 600.00 

$113 ,190.00 76,300 . 00 

1933-'34 

1,000.00 $1 ,100. 00 
1,500.00 1,500.00 
1,000.00 1,000.00 
1,000.00 1 ,000.00 
1,500.00 1,500.00 

900.00 800.00 
1,500.00 1,300 . 00 
3,000.00 2 ,500. 00 
1,000.00 800.00 
6,000.00 4,800.00 

1,000.00 800.00 
1,900.00 1,500.00 
5,100.00 4 ,000. 00 

800.00 600.00 
2,950 . 00 2 , 000 .00 

2,500 .00 1,800.00 
1,125.00 800.00 
2,400.00 1 ,500 . 00 
1,700.00 1,200.00 
4,000.00 2,800.00 

1,740 .00 1,200.00 
2,900.00 2,000.00 
2,800.00 1,500.00 
4 , 000.00 2 ,700.00 

600.00 400.00 

34 

Ratio 

.500 

.500 

.500 

.375 

.306 

.300 

.300 

.673 

1.100 
1.000 
1.000 
1.000 
1.000 

. 8'78 

. 866 

. 833 

.800 

.800 

. 800 

.?89 
.. 784 
. 750 
.728 

. 720 

.717 

. 708 

.?06 

.?00 

. 691 

.688 

. 675 

.675 

.66? 



District 
Ho. 

15 
'75 

101 
40 
16 

18 
90 

103 
38 
22 

67 
96 

112 
57 

107 

24 
34 
36 
97 

105 

88 
59 
20 
95 
60 

Tota.l 

*Iviedian 

18 
21 
11 
15 

29 
4fi 

Tl"J3L1~ VIII ( Continuec1) 

1933-'34 

Value . A.m.ount of . 
Insurance 

~~l, 500 .oo $1,000.00 
1,500.00 1,000.00 
1,800.00 1,200.00 
1,225.00 800.00 
1,150.00 ?00.00 

2,500.00 1,600.00 
1,500.00 950.00 
1,600 .. 00 1,000.00 
8,500.00 5,000.00 
1 • .. 1:00 • 00 850.00 

2,500.00 1,500.00 
2,000.00 1,200.00 
5,300.00 2,900.00 
21800,.00 1,500.00 
1,935.00 1,000.00 

4,000.00 2,000.00 
2,000.00 1,000.00 
1,200.00 600.00 
1,400.00 1,000.00 
1,400.00 700.00 

1,250.00 800.00 
4,000.00 1,500.00 
5,000.00 1,500.00 
2,000.00 600.00 
7,500.00 1,800.00 

:1)119, 475 .oo /~75 ··oo oo 'if ,o .. 

Ratio .667 

193"1-' 35 

---
(il,r,00 00 <;iHJ . • ~~?50.00 

1,000.00 1,000.00 
1,000~00 1,000.00 
l, 200 .oo 1,000.00 
1,200.00 1,000.00 

1,800.00 1,500.00 
3,000.00 2,500.00 

Ratio 

• 667 '< 

.667 

.66? 

.653 

.648 

.640 

.633 

.625 

.616 

.608 

.JOO 

.600 

.547 

.535 

.518 

.500 

.500 

.500 

.500 

.500 

.480 

.375 

.300 

.300 

.240 

.633 

1.250 
1.000 
1.000 

.833 

.833 

.833 

.833 



----------

T.ABL}~ VIII ( Continued) 

1934-'35 

District Value • Junount of . Ratio . . 
No. In.suranee . . 

• 

12 $1,500.00 $1,200.00 .BOO 
33 1,000.00 800.00 .aoo 
38 6,000.00 4,800.00 .800 

100 1,000.00 800.00 .800 
101 1,500 .. 00 1,200.00 .800 

43 800.00 600.00 .750 
35 1,000.00 750.00 .750 
25 2,500.00 1 1 aoo.oo ,720 

52 1,125.00 800.00 .. 717 
40 1,400.00 1,000.00 .71? 
69 2,400.00 1,500.00 .708 
88 1,500.00 1,050.00 .?00 

107 1,000.00 ?00.00 .. 700 

85 2,500.00 1,700.00 .680 
13 600 .. 00 400.00 .66'7 
20 4,500.00 1,500.00 .667 
26 3,000.00 2,000.00 .667 
31 3,000.00 2,000.00 .. 667* 

34 1,500.00 1,000.00 .. 667 
75 1,500.00 1,000.00 ,.667 
97 1,500.00 1,000.00 .687 

105 1,500.00 1,000.00 .66'1 
68 2,500.00 1,600.00 .640 

111 4,400.00 2,800.00 .636 
~o 1, 500,.00 950.00 .633 
99 1,500.00 1,000.00 .625 

103 1,600.00 1,000.00 .625 
22 1,400.00 850.00 .608 

36 1,000.00 600.00 .eoo 
42 8;000.00 4,800.00 ,,oOO 
6? 2,500.00 1,500.00 .600 
96 2,000.00 1,200.00 .600 

109 3,500.00 2,000.00 .5'72 

19 2,000.00 1,100.00 .550 
112 5,300.00 2,900.00 .547 

5'7 2,800.00 1,500.00 .535 
24 4,000.00 2,000.00 .. 500 

··'Median ratio .667 



District. 
No. 

74 

53 
59 
l? 
95 
60 

Total 

11 
12 
18 
52 
lfJ 

35 
16 
26 
35 
75 

100 
29 
90 
43 
25 

5r1 
96 
99 
,1,0 

101 

107 
22 
85 

111 
105 

Tli13LE YIII (Continued) 

Value 

:)3, 500 • 00 

3,900.00 
3,580 .• 00 
4,000.00 
2,000.00 
7,500.00 

,105.00 

1934-'35 

1935-'36 

.Amount of 
Insurance 

$1,500,.00 

3,800.00 
1,500.00 
1,500.00 

600.00 
1,800.00 

~/13, 850. 00 

______ ,.,_ __ 
,;;,-""<,.-.--

{~l, 000 .oo ~)l, 000. 00 
1,200.00 1,200.00 
1,000.00 1,000.00 
1,000.00 800.00 
3,000.00 1,100.00 

860.00 6;10 .oo 
1,100.00 750.00 
3,000.00 2,000.00 

900.00 600.00 
1,500.00 1,000.00 

1,200.00 aoo.oo 
3,100.00 2,000.00 
1,900.00 1,200.00 
1,300.00 800.00 
3,000.00 1,800.00 

2,500.00 1,500.00 
2,000.00 1,200.00 
1,000.00 600.00 
1, '~:00 .oo 800.00 
2,100.00 1,200.00 

1,400.00 800.00 
1,500.00 850.00 
3,000.00 1,700.00 
0,000.00 3,,ioo.oo 
1,800.00 111000.00 

l!~JJedian ratio • 555 

Ratio 

.429 

.420 

.410 
• 375 
.300 
.240 

.498 

-,;=----

1.000 
1.000 
1.000 

.800 

.766 

.744 

.582 

.067 

.65? 

.. 667 

.667 

.645 

.. 632 

.615 

.600 

.600 

.600 

.600 

.5'71 

.571 

.5171 

.567 

.567 

.567 

.555* 



T.1wLil! VIII {Continued) 

1935-'36 

District Ve>.J. ue Arn.cunt of . Ratio . 
No. Insurance . . 
34 ~~1,800 .oo $1,000.00 .555 
21 1,500.00 800.00 .553 
33 1,500.00 800.00 .553 
15 1,200 .. 00 600.00 .500 
24 4,000.00 2,000.00 .500 

42 8,200.00 4,000.00 .488 
38 7,250.00 3,500.00 .483 
68 2,500.00 1, 2t}O .00 .480 

109 4,500.00 2,000.00 .444 
69 3,400.00 1,500.00 .441 

6? 3,000.00 1,300.00 .433 
?4 3,500.00 1,500.00 .429 
97 1,400.00 600.00 .428 
53 8,900.00 3,800.00 .4zr7 
95 1,450.00 600.00 .413 

517 3,200 .. 00 1,500.00 .407 
13 1,000.00 400.00 .400 
46 3,000.00 1,200.00 .400 
88 1,500.00 800.00 .400 
4? 2,200.00 800.00 .364 

112 5,800.00 2,000.00 .345 
17 4,500.00 1,500 .. 00 .333 
20 4,500.00 1,500.00 .333 
31 3,500.00 900.00 .25'7 
60 7,500.00 1,soo.00 .240 

Total ~136,'760.00 $56,140.00 .484 

1938-'37 

19 ita. 160 .oo &,1 "60 00 
''if '"' • 

1 .. 086 
11 1,000.00 1,000.00 1.000 
12 1,200.00 1,200.00 1 .. 000 
18 1,000.00 1,000.00 1.000 
22 1,000.00 850.00 .800 

52 1,000.00 800.00 .800 
19 3,000.00 1,100.00 .766 
35 860.00 540.00 .?44 
15 1,400.00 750.00 .682 



TABLE VIII (Continued) 

1936-'37 

District . Value Amount ot . Ratio • . 
No. Insurance 
26 l[>3,000 .oo i~2, 000 .oo 

" 
.. 667 

36 900.00 800.00 .667 
'75 1,500.00 1,000.00 .$67 

101 1,200.00 800.00 .667 
29 3,100.00 2,000.00 .645 
90 1,900.00 1,.200 .. 00 .632 

43 1,300.00 800.00 .515 
25 3,000.00 1,800.00 .600 
57 2,500.00 1,500.00 .600 
96 2,000.00 1,200.00 .600 

103 1,750.00 1,000.00 .588 

101 2,100.00 1,200.00 .571 
85 3,000.00 1,700.00 .567 

111 6,000.00 3,400.00 .567 
34 1,800.00 1,000.00 .555 

105 1,800.00 1,000.00 .555 

21 1,500.00 800.00 .533 
33 1,500.00 800.00 .533 
88 1,500.00 800.00 .533 

10? 1,500.00 800 .. 00 .533 
15 1,200.00 eoo.oo .500 

24 4,000.00 2,000.00 .500 
42 8,200.00 4,000.00 .488 
38 7,250.00 3,500.00 .483 
68 2,500.00 1,200 .. 00 .480 
69 3,400.00 1,500.00 .441 

67 3,000.00 1,300.00 .433 
74 3,500.00 1,500.00 •. 429 
97 1,,100 .oo 600 .. 00 .428 
43 9,200.00 3,800.00 .413 
95 1,450.00 600.00 .413 

109 "1,900.00 2,000.00 .408 
59 3,700.00 1,500 .. 00 .407 
13 1,000.00 400.00 .400 
48 3,000.00 1,200.00 .400 
47 2,200.00 800.00 .354, 

112 5,800.00 2,000.00 .345 
31 2,500.00 850.00 .340 



District 
Iio. 

17 
20 
80 

Tot.al 

1\/U3LE VIII ( Continued) 

1936-'37 

Value Jun.cunt of . Insurance . 
!; r::o oo ;}4,o O.· .. •· ,01, 500 .oo 
4,500.00 1,500.00 
7,500.00 1,800.00 

$139,1170.00 $67,700.00 

40 

Ratio 

.333 

.333 

.240 

.486 



41 

TitBLE IX 

RATIO OF AlV'.OUN'I' OF HTSUEUiJ\!CE Vl:J..UE OF PROPERTY 

0.1'J RtJP .. AL SCHOOLS BY Yi'ii.ARS 

Year No. of ·• . 
Schools . . 

1927-'28 19 

isrne ... 1 29 24 

1929-t30 33 

19 -'31 33 

1931-'32 40 

1932-'33 49 

1933-'3.i1 50 

1934- 1 35 50 

1935-'36 50 

1936-' 3''/ 50 

10 years total 

*I.:l,edian .667 

Value . . 

iJ49,500.00 

67,000.00 

77,575.00 

'78,425.00 

92.825.00 

113,190.00 

119,475.00 

148,105.00 

136,760.00 

139,170.00 ___ .,,,..,,.,,._ -
~n, 022, 025. oo 

Amount 

$28,575.00 

38,575 .. 00 

49,550.00 

52,300.00 

60,550.00 

76,200.00 

75,600.00 

73,850.00 

66,140.00 

67,700.00 

-. ---
$589,040.00 

. 
• . . Ratio 

.577 

.576 

.654 

.652 

.673 

.633 

.498 

.. 4s4· 

.48{3 

.575 



42 

TABLE X 

RATIO OF ilMOUNT OF DJSUR.A.NCE .JU:m Vl:LUE OF PROPERTY 

01q CON'SOLIDATIW SCHOOLS BY TUE YEM1 

Year ll;Jo. of . Value Amount Ratio • 
Scllools . . . . 

• . . 
1932-t33 8 ~~318, 500 • 00 $284, 900 •. 00 ... 894 

1933-'34 8 318,500.00 32?,500,,00 1.028 

1934-'35 'l 2'18, 500 .. oo 308,500.00 1.108 

1935-'36 8 318,500.00 347,000 .. 00 1.089 

1936-'37 8 tZ?3, 500. 00 330,900.00 1.209 

5 ;,7aars total $1,507,500.00 $1,596,800.00 1.061 

Grand Total $2,529,525.00 $2,187,840.00 .• 865 



period. This ratio would indicate that the school property 

in the county was over-insured, but that is accounted for 

in the duplication of fire and wind-storm in separate poli­

cies on the consolidated schools . 

Table XI gives the ratio of loss to premium for the 

rural scnools from 1927-' 28 to 1936- '37. Totals ar e given 

for each year~ 

Tables XII and XIII give the ratio by years for the 

rural and consolidated districts respectively . A grand 

total is shown in Table XIII for all the schools of the 

county. 

Table XIV gives a comparison of the loss and premium 

ratio in Kiowa County with that of the state of Oklahoma 

and the nation as a whole for the years included in this 

study. There is an inconsistency in the years considered 

in t he county and the state and nation . The fiscal year 

for the county is from July 1 to June 30, while the fiscal 

year for the state is from January 1 to December 31. 

43 
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TABLE XI 

1927-'28 

RATIO OF LOSS TO PREMIUM 

District No. . Premium Loss . Ratio . . 
25 77.61 25.00 .324 
74 65.00 o.oo .ooo 
57 57.60 o.oo .ooo 
60 52.60 o.oo •. 000 
95 45.00. o.oo .ooo 
42 41.28 o.oo .ooo 
38 38.33 o.oo .ooo 
24 37.76 o.oo .ooo 
47 35.50 o.oo .. ooo 
96 33.43 o.oo .ooo 

109 30.39 o.oo .ooo 
11 29.50 o.oo .ooo 
53 28.56 o.oo .ooo 
12 28.10 o.oo .ooo 
18 24.54 o.oo .ooo 
15 23 .28 o.oo .ooo 

103 22.96 o.oo .000 
52 22 .66 o.oo .ooo 
2J) 22.50 o.oo .ooo 
21 18.88 o.oo .ooo 
40 18.88 o.oo .ooo 
90 18.88 o.oo .ooo 
22 18.80 o.oo .ooo 
33 15.10 o.oo .ooo 
23 13.21 o.oo .ooo 

Total $820.05 $25.00 .03i 

1928-'29 

19 $28.32 $3.25 .115 
11 29.50 o.oo .ooo 
12 28.10 o.oo .ooo 
13 'l.90 o.oo .000 
19 23.28 o.oo .ooo 
17 24.58 o.oo .ooo 
18 24.54 o.oo .ooo 



District No. 

20 
21 
22 

23 
24 
25 
33 
40 

42 
43 
46 
47 
52 

53 
57 
59 
60 
37 

68 
90 
96 
96 
99 

101 
103 

Total 

11 
12 
13 
15 
16 

1'7 
18 
19 

TABLE XI (Continued} 

1928-'29 

Premium Loss 

$22 .50 $0 .00 
18.88 o.oo 
18.80 o.oo 
13.21 o.oo 
3?.76 o.oo 
77.61 o.oo 
16 .• 10 o.oo 
18.88 o.oo 
41.28 o.oo 
15.50 o.oo 
38.00 o.oo 
35.50 o.oo 
22.60 o.oo 
28.66 o.oo 
57.60 o.oo 
32.79 o.oo 
44.96 o.oo 
32.72 o.oo 
30.00 o.oo 
18.88 o.oo 
45.00 o.oo 
33.43 0.00 
20.00 o.oo 
34.75 0.00 
22.96 o.oo 

$943 .59 t3 .25 

lS29-'30 

$16.50 $0 .00 
28. 0 o.oo 

7 .91 o.oo 
23.28 o.oo 
19.65 o.oo 
24.59 o.oo 
24.54 o.oo 
28.32 o.oo 

45 

Ratio 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.. ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

. 003 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 
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District No. 

20 
21 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

33 
35 
38 
40 
42 

43 
47 
52 
53 
57 

59 
60 
67 
68 
6<3 

74 
75 
85 
90 
95 

96 
99 

101 
103 

Total 

11 
12 

TABLE XI (Continued} 

1929-'30 

Premium Loss 

$23.04 $0.00 
18.88 o.oo 
18.80 0.00 
13.21 o.oo 
37.76 o.oo 
77.61 o.oo 
28.33 o.oo 
15.10 o.oo 
14.14 o.oo 
35.00 o.oo 
18.88 0.00 
41.28 0.00 

15.50 o.oo 
35.50 o.oo 
22.65 o.oo 
26.60 o.oo 
57.60 o.oo 
32.79 0.00 
44.96 o.oo 
33.?2 o.oo 
26.80 o.oo 
28.32 o.oo 
50.35 o.oo 
14.74 o.oo 
20.56 o.oo 
18.88 o.oo 
45.00 o.oo 
33.43 o.oo 
20.00 o.oo 
34.75 o.oo 
22.96 o.oo 

$1 ,308.03 o.oo 

1930-'31 

$16.50 $0 .00 
28.10 o.oo 
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Ratio 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 
•. 000 

.ooo 

.000 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
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.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.000 
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.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 



District No. 

13 
15 
16 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

33 
34 
35 
38 
40 

42 
43 
46 
47 
52 

53 
57 
59 
60 
67 

68 
69 
74 
75 
85 

90 
95 
96 
99 

101 

Total 

TABLE XI (Continued) 

1930-'31 

Premium. Loss 
$7 .91 o.oo 
23.28 0.00 
19.65 o.oo 
24.59 o.oo 
24.54 o.oo 
28.32 o.oo 
23.04 o.oo 
18.88 0.00 

18.80 o.oo 
13.21 0.00 
37.76 o.oo 
77.61 o.oo 
28.33 o.oo 
15.10 o.oo 
20.47 0.00 
14.14 o.oo 
50.08 o.oo 
18.88 o.oo 
43.50 o.oo 
15.50 o.oo 
38.00 o.oo 
35.43 o.oo 
22.65 o.oo 
28.68 o.oo 
57.60 o.oo 
32.79 o.oo 
44.96 o.oo 
33.72 o.oo 
26.80 o.oo 
28.32 o.oo 
50.35 o.oo 
14.74 o.oo 
20.56 o .. oo 
18.88 o.oo 
31.46 o.oo 
30.11 o.oo 
20.00 o .. oo 
34.75 ·o.oo 

$1,137.97 $0.00 
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.. Ratio . 
.ooo 
.000 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.000 
.ooo 
.000 
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.ooo 
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District No. .. . 
11 
12 
13 
15 
16 

l? 
18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

33 
34 
35 
38 
40 

42 
43 
47 
52 
53 

57 
59 
60 
67 
68 

69 
74 
75 
85 
88 

90 
95 
·96 

101 

TABLE XI (Continued) 

1931-'32 

Premium • Loss • 

$16 .. 50 to.co 
28.10 o.oo 
11~80 15.00 
23.28 o.oo 
19.65 0.00 

24,.59 o.oo 
24.54 o.oo 
28.32 0.00 
23.04 o.oo 
18.71 o.oo 
18,.80 o.oo 
13,.21 o.oo 
37.76 o.oo 
?7.61 0.00 
28.33 o.oo 
15 .• 10 o.oo 
20.47 o.oo 
14.14 o.oo 
50.08 o.oo 
18.88 o.oo 
43.52 0.00 
15.50 o.oo 
35.43 o·.oo 
22.65 o.oo 
28.66 o.oo 
38.63 o.oo 
32.'79 o .. oo 
44.96 o.oo 
33.72 o.oo 
26.80 o.oo 
28.32 0.00 
50.35 o.oo 
14.74 o.oo 
20.ce o.oo 
14 .. 00 o.oo 
18.88 o.oo 
31.46 o.oo 
30.11 0 .• 00 
34 .. 75 o.oo 

48 

Ratio 

.ooo 

.ooo 
1-.272 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 
~000 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.coo 
.ooo 
.000 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.000 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.000 
.ooo 
.000 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.ooo 



District No. . . 
103 

Total 

11 
12 
13 
1 
l6 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
24 
25 
26 
31 

33 
34 
35 
38 
40 

42 
43 
45 
47 
52 

53 
57 
59 
60 
67 

68 
69 

TABLE XI (Continued} 

1931-'32 

Premium . Loss . 
23.89 $0.00 

1,102.36 $15 .00 

1932-'33 

$16.50 o.oo 
28.10 0.00 
11.80 o.oo 
31.43 o.oo 
10.35 0.00 

10.66 o.oo 
24.54 o.oo 
28.32 0.00 
23.04 o.oo 
18.71 10.,00 

31.19 o.oo 
3?.42 o.oo 
43.27 o.oo 
26.00 84.50 
22.45 o.oo 
19.67 o.oo 
20.47 o.oo 
14.14 0.00 
50.08 o.oo 
18.71 o.oo 
43.52 o.oo 
15.50 o.oo 
35.40 o.oo 
35.43 o.oo 
22.65 o.oo 

114.80 o.oo 
38.63 o.oo 
32.'79 o.oo 
44.96 0.00 
33.'72 0.00 

26.80 0.00 
28.32 o.oo 

49 

Ratio 

.000 

.013 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.coo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.535 

.ooo 

.000 

.000 
3.250 
.ooo 
.000 
.ooo 
.ooo 
.000 
.000 

.ooo 

.000 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.000 

.000 

.ooo 



District No. . 
• 

?4 
75 
85 

88 
90 
95 
96 
97 

100 
101 
103 
107 
111 

Total 

11 
12 
13 
15 
16 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
24 
25 
26 
29 

31 
33 
34 
35 
36 

38 

TABLE XI (Continued) 

1932-'33 

Premium Loss 

$56.20 $0.00 
14.74 o.oo 
20.56 0.00 

14.00 0~00 
22.66 o.oo 
31.46 0.00 
30.11 0.00 
23.41 0.00 

8.80 o.oo 
15.75 o.oo 
23.89 0.00 
11.00 o.oo 
15.65 o.oo 

$1,248.60 $94.50 

1933-'34 

$13.20 . to.oc 
27.89 o.oo 
11.80 o.oo 
31.43 o.oo 
8.25 o.oo 

10.66 o.oo 
24.54 o.oo 
21.74 0.00 
23.04 o.oo 
18.71 o.oo 

31.19 o.oo 
37.42 o.oo 
43.27 o.oo 
26.00 o.oo 
29.23 o.oo 
22.45 o.oo 
19.67 o.oo 
25.80 o.oo 
14.14 o.oo 
11.80 o.oo 
50.08 o.oo 

50 

Ratio 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.000 

.000 

.ooo 

.076 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 
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.ooo 
.000 

.ooo 

.000 

.ooo 
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.000 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 

.ooo 
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Distriet No. 

40 
42 
43 
46 

47 
52 
53 
57 
59 

60 
67 
68 
69 
74 

75 
85 
88 
90 
95 

96 
97 
99 

100 
101 

103 
107 
109 
111 

Total 

11 
12 
1.3 
15 
16 

17 

TABLE XI (Continued ) 

1933--'34 

Premium Loss 

$18 .71 $0.00 
44.25 0.00 
15.,50 o.oo 
28.07 o.oo 
28.07 o.oo 
22.65 o.oo 

114.80 0.00 
38.63 o.oo 
44.52 o.oo 
47 .. 37 0.00 
45.00 o.oo 
27.48 o.oo 
28.32 o.oo 
55.78 0.00 

14.74 0.00 
20.56 o.oo 
14.00 o.oo 
22.66 o.oo 
19.47 o.oo 
30.11 o.oo 
23.41 o.oo 
23.97 o.oo 
8.80 0.00 

16.75 o.oo 
24.85 o.oo 
11.00 o.oo 
25.00 o.oo 
16.65 o.oo 

$1 ,332 .53 $0 .00 

1934-'35 

13.20 '0.00 
27 .89 o.oo 
13.86 0.00 
31.43 o.oo 
8.25 0.00 

10.66 o.oo 
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. Ratio . 
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District No •. .. . 
18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
24 
25 
26 
29 

31 
3!3 
34 
35 
36 

38 
40 
42 
43 
46 

2,7 
62 
53 
5? 
69 

60 
67 
68 
74 
75 

85 
88 
90 
95 
96 

9? 
99 

100 
101 
103 

TABLE XI (Continued) 

1934-'35 

Premium Loss . 

24.54 o.oo 
21.74 0.00 
23 .. 04 o.oo 
18.?l o.oo 
3L.19 o.oo 
!37.42 0.00 
43.27 o.oo 
26.00 o.oo 
29.23 o.oo 
22.45 0.00 
19.57 o .. oo 
25.45 0.00 
24.20 o.oo 
11.80 0.00 

50.08 0.00 
18.'71 0.00 
44.25 o.oo 
18.49 o.oo 
28.0'7 o.oo 
27.74 o.oo 
17.39 o.oo 

112.00 o.oo 
52.75 o.oo 
44.62 0.00 

47 .37 · o.oo 
45.00 o.oo 
27.48 o.oo 
55.75 0.00 
14.27 o.oo 
44.61 o.oo 
14·.oo o.oo 
22.66 o.oo 
19.47 o.oo 
30.11 o.oo 
23.41 o.oo 
23.97 o.oo 
8.80 o.oo 

16.75 o.oo 
24.85 0.00 
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Ratio 

.ooo 
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.000 
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.. ooo 



1934-'35 

District Mo. Premim:n Loss . Ratio • 

107 ~11.00 $0.00 .000 
109 25 .. 00 o.oo .ooo 
111 15.55 0.00 .ooo 
112 27.06 0.00 .coo 

Total ,i\1 37r:- 00 \t' , ..:, • . $0.00 .000 

1955 ... •36 

11 "'"13 e:io W •IV tto .oo .000 
12 2'7.89 o.oo .000 
15 10.87 o.oo .. ooo 
15 31.':'.1~3 0.00 ~000 
16 t"3 .. 2.5 o.oo .000 

17 10.66 o.oo .000 
18 24 •. 54 0.00 .0()0 
19 21.74 0 .. 00 .000 
20 18.85 o.oo .000 
21 18.?1 o.oo .000 

22 31.19 o.oo .ooo 
24 37.42 o.oo .000 
25 42.27 o.oo .ooo 
26 25.20 o.oo .000 
29 29.23 o.oo .000 

31 22.45 o.oo .ooo 
33 19 .. 25 0.00 .000 
34 25 .. 45 o~oo .ooo 
35 24 ... 20 o.oo .000 
36 11.80 o.oo .000 

38 49.97 0.00 .ooo 
40 18.'71 o.oo .000 
42 44.25 0.00 .000 
43 15.61 o.oo .ooo 
46 27.?4 o.oo .000 

47 27.74 o.oo .ooo 
52 117.3£1 o.oo .ooo 
53 41.80 o.oo .000 
5? 35.29 o.oo .000 
59 44.62 0.00 .000 



54 

Tr\BLJ.1! XI (Continued) 

1935-'35 

District No. .. Premium • Loss • Ratio • • • 

60 $47.37 41) w0.00 .ooo 
67 45.00 o.oo .ooo 
$8 27.;48 0.00 .ooo 
74 55.,24 o.oo .000 
75 14 .. ,27 o.oo .. ,000 

85 44 •.. 61 0.00 •. 000 
88 14.00 · o.oo .000 
90 22 •. 66 o.oo •. 000 
95 19.47 o.oo •. 000 
96 30 ~.11 o.oo .ooo 
97 18.18 0.00 .000 
99 23.97 o.oo .. 000 

100 8.80 o.oo .000 
101 16 .. 75 o.oo .ooo 
103 24 •. 50 0.00 .ooo 
105 16.00 o.oo .. ooo 
10? 11.00 0.00 .000 
109 25.00 0.00 .ooo 
111 27.10 o.oo .000 
112 22.00 0.00 .. 000 

Total $1,286.13 $0.00 .ooo 

1936~'37 

11 $13.20 il'Q 00 ~ ... .000 
12 22 .. 12 o~.oo .000 
13 10.85 o.oo .ooo 
15 31.43 o.oo .ooo 
16 8.25 o.oo .000 

17 10.66 o.oo .ooo 
18 24.54 o.oo .• 000 
19 21.74 o.oo .. ooo 
20 18.85 o.oo .000 
21 18.71 o.oo .ooo 
22 31.19 0.00 .000 
24 37.42 o.oo .000 
25 43.27 o.oo .ooo 
26 25.20 o.oo .ooo 
29 29.23 0.00 .ooo 



District No . . . 
31 
33 
34 
35 
36 

38 
40 
42 
43 
46 

47 
52 
53 
57 
59 

60 
67 
68 
74 
75 

85 
88 
90 
95 
96 

97 
gg 

100 
101 
103 

105 
107 
109 
111 
112 

Total 

TABLE XI (Continued) 

1936-'37 

Premium Loss 

22.45 $0.00 
19.25 o.oo 
25.45 0.00 
24.20 o.oo 
11.80 o.oo 
49.97 0.00 
18.71 o.oo 
44.25 12.00 
15.71 135.00 
21.74 o.oo 
21.74 o.oo 
17.39 0.00 
41.80 o.oo 
35.20 o.oo 
44.62 0.00 

47.37 o.oo 
25.89 o.oo 
2?.48 0.00 
44.24 0.00 
14.27 0.00 

44.61 o.oo 
11.17 o.oo 
22.66 0.00 
15.10 o.oo 
25.46 0.00 

18.18 o.oo 
28.33 o.oo 
8.80 o.oo 

16.75 o.oo 
24.50 0.00 

16.00 0.00 
11.00 o.oo 
22.00 0.00 
35.28 0.00 
22.00 0.00 

$1 ,242.03 $147.00 
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TABLE XII 

RATIO OF PREMIUM AND LOSS BY YEARS 

ON FIFTY RURAL SCH09LS IN OV. A COUNTY 

Year Total Total 
Premiums Loss 

1927- 1 28 820.05 25.00 
1928-'29 943.59 3.25 
1929-'30 1,308.03 o.oo 
1930-1 31 1,137.97 o.oo 
1931-'32 1,102.36 15.00 
1932-'33 1,248.60 94.50 
1933-'34 1,332.53 o.oo 
1934-'35 1,375.31 o.oo 
1935-'36 1,286.13 o.oo 
1935-'37 1,242.03 14'1 . 00 

10 years total 11,796.60 $284.75 

TABLE llII 

RATIO OF PREMIID AND LOSS BY YEARS ON EIGHT 

CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS I N KIOWA COUNTY 

Year . Total .. Total • . 
Premiums Loss . . 

1932-'33 $1 ,268.30 $31.00 
1933-'34 1,570.74 22,.521.00 
1934-'35 1,269.82 23.43 
1935-'36 1,264.24 200.00 
1936-'37 1,255.74 23.40 

5 years total ·6,628 .84 22,798.83 

Grand Total $18,425.44 23,083.58 
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Ratio 

.031 

.003 

.ooo 

.000 

.013 

.076 

.000 

.000 

.ooo 

.118 

.024 

Ratio 

.025 
14.338 

.018 

.159 

.018 

3.439 

1.254 



Ti\BLE nv 
co:t;.:.PARISON OF LOSS RATIO 1t!I'l1H 

THAT OF THE STATE .AND N.ATIOI'J 

. 
lKiov1a Year ·• County Schools 

Premium • Paid . Ratio:2state:3National • •· . Income . Losses .. . Ratio: .. . ' .. .. 

1927-'28 ~$820.05 $25.00 .031 , __ ....... 

1928-'29 943.59 3.25 .003 .425 

1929-'30 l:r308.03 o.oo .ooo .375 

1930-'31 1,137.97 o.oo .000 .590 

1931""'32 1.102.·3& 15.00 .013 .649 

1932-'33 2,516.t}O 46.00 .018 .. 620 

1933-'34 2,903.27 22,521.00 7.753 .478 

1934-'35 2,645.13 23.43 .009 .376 

1935-'36 2, 550 •. 3'7 200.00 .008 .481 

1956-1 3? 2,497.77 l"!0.40 .006 .4"75 

Total $18,426.44 $23,083.58 1.254 .491 

lFor· School year July 1 to June 31 

2For Calendar year from Annual Reports of Ineuranoe 
Department of Oklahoma 

3statistical Abstracts of the United States, 1937 

Ratio 

.491 

.469 

.485 

.569 

.569 

.559 

.409 

.. 426 

.355 
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CrL\PTER III 

FilWDINGS 1D5ID CO:NCLUSIO]JS 

Jill attempt has been in this thesis t.,o bring ou.t 

the facts c011cerniri.3 insura:nce on school property in Kiowa 

Cou.n-ty that would be of interost to school men or any others 

who b13 in-tarested in such a study. luvery effOr'I;; was 

made to keep the study simple,. accura·te, a:na. prr:wtical. 

A. !n~_:fl~ of ~£9.!.s!.!• 

Tl1e first tact that became evident irn.s that very in­

adequate records are kept concerning insurance on school 

:property. The only record of a public nature is a record 

on l".'ile :h1 the of::'ice of the county superintendent, concern­

ing the stat.us of each school's insurance. This info:r-mation 

is secured from the Annual Report of t1H3 clerk of the school 

board. A check with the policies gave evidence ths.t these 

reports we:ce 1iot in accord th tl:le data on the policies. 

In several cases tha two we,re not in agre)ement on the: com­

pany insur,· v:i th.. This r,:;~port v:as first require cl by the 

county su1;;erinte11dent in 1933. Of course it is required by 

la:cr that .all ·warrants issued by a c:chool district be regis­

tered with the county treasurer, but until 1S)32 the purpose 

of ea.ch +:tirarra.rtt was not register.:::a.. 

B. Nature £f Company. 

T.here are two types of companies writing insurance of 

school building in Kiowa County, the regular stock companies 

and the Farmers Union. or the thirty-five com.panies writing 

insurance on school property in the county, "thirty-four are 
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stock companies. Only one, the Farmers Union, is of a mutual 

nature. Thirty-three of t he companies ar e foreign; two are 

domestic. One of these two has since been re-insured in a 

foreign company. 

c. Change .Qf Co?1pany. 

Very few schools change companies. '/hen there was a 

change, it was not because of dissatisfaction with the com­

pany; but because of a change in personnel of a school board 

which desired to favor a rriend with its insurance business. 

There is an exception to this in the change to "farmers' 

union" companies, which is due in some cases to the lower 

premiums. 

D. Tendency Toward Farmers Union. 

There is a noticeable tendency toward insurance in 

"farmers' union" companies. In 1927-'28, only one s chool 

was insured with a "farmers' union" company. At the end of 

the ten-year period there were e ight (8) of the fifty schools 

insured in "farmers' union" companies. All town and consoli-

dated schools were insured in stock companies. 

!• Property Under-insured. 

The state insurance laws allow school property to be 

insured for eighty percent of its present value. Assuming 

that percent to be the correct ratio between value and 

amount of insurance to carry, the schools of the county are 
/ 

under-insured. The ratio for the rural schools was •. 577 in 

1927-'28, which gradually increased until 1932-'33 .673 was 

reached. Table X would lead one to believe that the con-



solidated schools are as much over-insured as the rural 

schools are under-insured, but there is a duplication in 

nearly all cases since the fire, wind-storm, and explosion 

policies are written as separate policies. In nearly every 

instance the insurance is written on the value assessed by 

the State Insurance Commission. 

F. ~ of Insurance. 

As would be expected for that part of the state, a 

larger amount of insurance is carried against wind-storms 

than fire. This is always true where separate policies are 

written. The. rural districts insure with a combined policy 

as a rule. The reason for the seeming inconsistency is 

thought to be the frequency of hail and tornadoes in that 

section of the state. Co-insurance is a type of insurance 

that has become popular in the larger systems, but it was 

not encountered in this study. 

9:.. ~ .£!. Policy. 

The rural schools hold very closely to the combined 

policy. This is because of the inconvenience of writing two 

policies. However, there is no advantage in having separate 

coverage. Very few combined policies are written on the 

property of the larger schools. 

H. Length 2£ Term £!. Policy . 

The length of the term is determined largely by t ne 

desires of the agent W'riting the policy . It cannot be said 

that the conditions of prosperity in any way affect t he term. 

The range of the number of one-year policies during any one 

year was from t VTo to seven. The range of' the three-year 

60 



policies was from fourteen policies in 1927-'28 to nineteen 

policies in 1931-'32. The five -year policies ranged from 

twenty policies in 1927-'28 to twenty-eight policies in 

1936-'37. This is not a true indication since more schools 

were studied in the later years of the study. The ratio 

was practically constant. However , it can be said without 

contradiction that most agencies prefer to write long-term 

insurance. There are two reasons for that. The first is 

that the longer the term the longer they are sure of having 

the business . Second, the trend of rates has been downward 

thus reducing the premium and agents' commission. Since 

the majority or board members are farmers and feel that they 

do not have a thorough knowledge of insurance, the details 

of the insurance are le1't in the hands of the agent writing 

the insurance. As a rule the insurance is what the agent 

desires to write . 

I. Variance of Amount . 

The amount of insurance carried seems to vary. In 

1927-'28, the ratio of value and amount was .577, which as 

a rule increased until it reached .573 in 1932-'33. In 

1933-'34, the ratio was .633. From there it decreased until 

a ratio of .484 was reached in 1935-'36. If these figures 

were plotted , the curve would show a gradual upward climb 

until the height- of the depression was reached, then a down­

ward curve as the depression receded. 

l..• Catastrophes Affect Insurance. 

Catastrophes have much to do with insurance. Following 

the Ne\ London, Texas disaster, three schools in the county 
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wrote explosion insurance, Vi'here only one was carrying it 

before. the explosion occurred. '11hese three were ·tmrm 

schools. 

K. Losses. 

fihen insurance is ment:Loned, the f:l.rst and usually the 

only factor considered is t11e ratio of premium e:1nd loss .. 

would not be very accurate to say that customers 

11vere payi too much or too little for their insurance. 

Table XIV shov;-s that $18,4:25 .44 was paid to insurance com­

panies during the ten-year :period studied, and $23,083.58 

was paid in the form of losses. That is a r~tio of l.254 .. 

Companies could not continue to operate if that were true 

over the entire United States. All years except 1933-'34 

show a very, very sri-i.all ratio. The year 192?-'28 has the 

highest ratio of tho remaining nine years with .031. In 

1933-' 34 C-2 had a f'ire that razed their building, on which 

~22, 500. 00 1North of insurance was carried. The build:lng 

was valued at ~~40,000.00. Thi.s loss 'ii1ras the only fire loss 

reported during the period. All other losses inere ruinor 

·wind-storm losses. The greater ao1ount of loss ·was due to 

fire, but tt1e larger ~,.umber of losses was caused by wind­

storm. 

L. :Number and Size !2f. Policies. 

It 1l!as a noticeable vractice that never more than three 

or four I)Olicies 1nere vJri tten on the seJTI.e :property in an 

individual colirpany. V~here several policies were written 

they were well distribu.tc1d among several companies. 
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The tendency was to write several small policies rather 

than one or two large policies . Two-thousand to three-thou­

sand dollar policies were the rule in the combined and fire 

policies. However, the wind-storm policies were somewhat 

larger. Six- and eight-thousand dollar policies were not 

uncommon. The explosion was written in one policy to cover 

t he entire amount . 
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CH.APTER IV 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

There are some needed changes th.at are suggested very 

definitely in the findings of the study. :First, there should 

be very definite, detailed. and reliable record of all in­

surance in force on school property of each county, in the 

county superintendent's office. Second, at the time of 

writing of any policy an appropriate body of persons should 

appraise the property and insurance should be written to 

cover properly the property. Third, rural schools should 

be encouraged to insure with mutual companies that are re­

liable and that insure in rural communities only, because 

the rate is much lower and the protection is as sound as 

in stock companies. 

The state would profit by the work of a commission ap­

pointed to study the insurance of public property with view 

of making recommendations toward the installation of a state 

system of insurance. 
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