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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The last two or three decadés ﬁave marked & very remarkable growth
in this country in the extension of opportunities for secondary education..
To the rural sections, the jroblam of how best to provide high school ad-
vantages for thefcountry_boy and‘girl is a perplexing onee. In the effort to
care for the schooling of their children, many of these communities have not
been slow in establishing high schoolsa

Kansas has been particularly active in the endeavor to provide
adequate sducational opportunities for the rural youth of the statee. The
. year 1886 marked the first attempt ﬁhen‘tha state legislaturse passed the
County High School Lawe “This provisicn being_deeméd inadequate, the Barnes
High School Law of 1905 was enacted and the Townéhip High School law of
1911 paved the way for the enactment of the Rural High School Law in 1915.

The Rural High School Law was the fourth attempt of the state of
Kansas to provide free high school opportunities for ell eligible pupils
of the states This law in full reads,.

’ "The legal electors residing in territory containing not less
than sixteen (16) squere miles shall have asuthority to form a rural high -
school district, whose boundaries shall have been approved by the county
superintendent of public instruction\and by the county commissioners of
each county in which any part of such proposed distriet shall be situafed, |
or by the atéta superintendent of public instruction in case fhe county
superintendent and‘boards of county commlssioners of two or more countiss

shall fail to agree on the approval of the bounderies of the proposed dis-



trict and to establish, locate end maintain therein a rural high school as
hereinafter provided./"l

The enactment of this law started a frenzied establishment of
rural high schools which fgr surpassed the anticipations of the framers of
the lawe In 1916, there were 25 township and rural high schools with an
enrolment of 376 pupiis. By 1928 the number of schools had increased to
295 with an enrolment of 18,725 pupils. In September, 1930, 316 rural
nigh schools reported an enrolment of 21,211 pupils.®
| Ail of the 316 rural high achools reportsd in Kansas in September
1930 were not created under the Rural High School Law of 1915. In 1917,
the state legislature passed the following enactment:

»fownship high schools heretofore established under the provisions
of Chapter 262 of the Sesaioﬁs Laws of 1911 o» Chai:ter 278 of the Session

laws of 1915._sha11 hereafter be governed by the laws relating to rural high
school districtse n4 Again in 1921, a legislative enactment affected the
Township High Schools as :f?ollows: |

"Pfownship high schools herstofore organized and presently estab-
~ 1lished ﬁnder ‘special acts are hereby declared to be rural high schools
and shall be hereafter governed by the laws relating to rural high school

districts. nd

Thus by establishment and by legislative action, the number
of rural high schools in the stats has fncreased from 25 in 1916 to 316
in 1930.

The rural high school law of 1915'1135 provided a type of second-



ary education for the rural school population that is extremely popular
but how adequately and at what cost this education is being furniaﬁed is

another pi'oblem.



CHAPTER II
THE PROBLEM AND DEFINITIONS

It is the purpose of this study to ascerteln the median costs of
the SOi rur#l high schools operating in the stats of Kbngaa during the
school yeér 1929-]1930. Such medien figures have value for purposes of
comparing di fferent programs, types of organizations and communities for
one or several yearé.

The  problem naturally lends itself to statistical treatment
and that method is employed throughout this studye The unit of costs used
is the average daily attendanea.

The general questlon, "Whaﬁ_are the median costs per pupil of
the rural high schools in Khnéas?" fepresents the problém. The specific
questiohs,lisﬁéd’below give the nature ;f the phases of thé'hlgh school
costs studied. | | |

An#ﬁers are sought for the following questionsa:

1. Whaf is the hadianvcost per pupii in average dally attondance
of the aéhdbl coéﬁéfailocated under each of the headings: General Control,
‘Instructional Sefvice. Operaiion. Maintehance. New OU$IBYS. Debt Service,
Pupil Transportatibnvand Miséellansous'Expense?‘ |

2. What is the medlan cost of Cﬁrrent Expenses per pupil in
average daily attendence? | » |

3¢ What 1s the total median cost por $1000 unit of district
assessed valuation?

4, What relationship exists between school sizs and school

costs?



In order %o clearly understand the meaning of terms used in
this probiem, the defin;ltions of all expressions which may need clarifica}
tion are given. o

| The "expense of gemeral control” applies to all ‘expenses
incurred iﬁ connection with the buéiness of the district, éos‘b of board
réacords and legal servicese

"Cost of Instruction" includes the salaries of 1nst‘1'uot'ors, ‘
the cost of teaching supplies and tuitiones

| "Cost of operation™ applies to the cost of janitor services,
fuel, light, water, power and tglephone.

The "cost of maintenance™ of the school plant includes the
cost of repair of buildings, repair and replacement of equipment and
insurancea - -

Tnder "New Oﬁtlays" are classified such items as the cost
Qf new lands and new _equirments |

mDebt Service® is defined as all emounts paid as principal
and interest on bonds and all forms of borrowed moneys

411 expenses encurred in transporting pupils to and from
school are included in cost of "pupil trensportations

All expenses not mentioned under the above classifications
are listed as "Miscellaneous expenses".

"Current Expenses” ‘include all expenses of the school year less '
the amounts necessary for cost of ™maintenance™ of the school plant
and the cost 91‘ "ﬁaw Qutlays™.

The study of rural high school costs can be readily Jjustifiede.



' Garl B. Althaus,> of the University of Kensas found that £rom 1916 to
1928 taxes levied in counties operating under the "Barnes Law" in county-
community high sehool distriets, in high school tuition counties and in
township and rural high schools increased 227,252, 1010, snd 2042 per
éent respectively. In every case the inerease has besen large but the
increase in taxes levied for township and rural high schools is almost
beyond reason. For the same period of time, 1916-1928, school taxes in
comparison with other ftax levies showed the greater increasse

During this interval of time, state taxes increased 97 psr cent,
county taxes 108 per ecent, township taxes 66 per cent, clty taxes 140 pep
cent and school taxes 202 per cente

In accounting for the 202 per cent increase in school taxés,
the sams wrigerz states, "The ‘extension and deveiopment of speclal high

%

sehool provisions, however, are doubtlessly responsible for a considerable

portion of the increase inm school taxese"

*By special high school proviaions is meant the county-community, Barnes
Law, county tuition, rural and township hi.gh schools.



CHAPTER III
RELATED LITERATURE

The problem of school costs is not a new one. Studies of vary-

S made & study

ing scopes and techniques are numerous. Ghaﬂes W. Hunt
of the per pupil cost of secondary education in the state of New York.

The costs were based on the average daily attendence. Among his findings
are the following statements: | .

1. The state of New York has in practice no clear-cut standards
of costs gbr its secondary schools.This is shown by the variability for
different districts and over ’a number of years in such matters as per
pupil costs for salary and other expenditures, the'amount spent in second-
ary Schouls' compared with the expenditwures for all schools, the relation
df salary cost to total cost for secoyndary achdois, and the per-capita
costs for secondary school purposese o o N

- 2« The median per pupil costs for total current expenses were
for 192021 in £fPst class cities $175, in second class cities $130, in
third class cities §113, in villages of over 4500 population §125, in
four year union schools $143, in three yeaf union schools §157, in two-
year union schools $214, in oné-year union schools $204.

' 3. After a secondary school has reached the siéé of ‘?5 pupils
or more, varia_tions in per-;pupil costs for current expenss ars not lax;ge.
ﬁsing only such costs as & standard, the optin;inn slze for a secondsry
school is 75 students -or mores

AeK. Inomias analyzed the costs per pupil of 99% of the small



and medium-sized high schools in Kansas in 1921-23. His work showed that
in many of the small and mediumssized schools, the cost per pupil isitoo).
highs He supporits his conclusion wﬁh figﬁrea showing the average cost
per pupil,‘ average valuation per pupil and the average mill levy needed to
support the school. Nany wealthy school districts with & low mill levy
had sxcessive per pupll costs. |

Emery N. Femga after making a survey of thé rural high
‘schools of New York state, says, "Home communities are assuming a financial
burden for ;bhe_ support of their local high school that is excessive."

Edward B. Wedel® divided the problem of costs of public
sscondary education‘inlﬁ.arvey County, Kgnsas, into four phases:

l. The ability of eity school districts to support the school.

2e The effort of oity school districts to support the schoole

3. The ratio between cost of instruction and other current

expenses. )

4. The subject costs p‘e.r student houre In his summary of
conclusions he states; le. There is c_onsiderable difference in the ability
- of the eity school districts of Harvey County to support a high school,
the smallest school being the inost éble financié],ly to gupport the school.
2. There is also considerable difference in the effort that these city
school districts put foﬁ;h in maintaining a high schools. The district
which supports the largest school, pﬁts forth the greatest effort to
support its schoole

3« There is no positive correlation between the ability of

the city school districts and the effort they put forth in maintaining



their school.
4. The ratio between the incidental cost is lower for the
smaller schoolse |
| 5o There is considerable variability from year to year of such
cost faetors‘as administration énd supervisié:n of ihe superintendent,
sﬁpervision of the principsl, teaching and sx.xpervi'sed studyk but tﬁia

variation is greafas’s in the study hall, vacant period and currsnt

OXpenge factorss

Robert H. Poc:l9 made a study of the five high schools in
Pavwnee County, Kansase. His pi'oblem ﬁas quite similar to that of Edward
B. Wedel. -Pobl's conclusions may be summarized as follows: -

1. There _is a differance in the ability of these communities
to support the schdol, the sch;wl with the largeaf. enrollment has the
lowest ﬁng;icial ability to support public educationes

‘2« Marked differences in the tax levies were found; the
largest school having the highest levy but no school district seemed to
‘be sev@y taxed to support t@r schools _Aj/’b

3¢ A marked tendency for the ratio between the amount paid
teachers and other current aipenses to in :reaée as the slze of the school
decreases. '

4, Consideréble variation in the cost of a subject unit per
hour was founde | ‘

James H. culbertéon4 traced the growth of the rural high
achools in Kansas since 1915 in the following phases; assessed valuation,
tax levy in mills, the number of high achoél teachers employed and the |
high school enrollmente |
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His conclugions show that the rural I;igh school movement has
been one of very rapid }gr‘owth, 15 rural high schools 'being eatablished
during the 1915-1916 biennium, The 1917-18 bienium saw the most rapid
growth as the nu_mhér then 1ne1?aasedrto 121. At the >clbse of the 1919-20
‘ period, there were 209 rural higﬁ schools in K;nsqs.

' The'as;esée& valwtion of these schooi districts seems to have

: 3#2,228,5’71. There is a very

been fairly constante _ _
unequal distribution of wa&th; as it varies from 262, 289 to 12,208,971;
This necessariiy means very unequai educational opportunity in terms of
total émount of 'asseséed iralﬁati.on back of each schoole |
h In each blennial period, there waé an increase in the tax levy
in m.illé over the preceadihg periode The burden of educafional support
in terms of tax levy is very unequal, the highest levy being 25 times great-
er than the lowest. |
";’l‘here is a substantial inerease in number of 'teachera employed
each bieniufe From 1919—1920 to 1925-1926 this increase was 35 per cent.
The greatest growth of all the vgrious phases has been in the

enrolmente The median enrolment shows & 54 per cent increass from

1919-1920 to 1925-1926. ' -



. CHAPTER IV
' SOURCE AND TREATMENT OF DATA

All figures used in this study were taken from the annual re-
- ports made by the county superintendents of public instruction. The annual
reports for the school year 1929-—1930 were used as sources of information.

Data were gathered direeftly from the county supcrintendents

annual reports by the writer and transeribed on a form prepared for this
purposee A copy of this form and the annual reports used are included in
the appendixe »

Insofar as possibla, for purposes of verification all figures
obtained 1n the manner desciibed in the ”for'egoing section were checked by
refei-ence to the ‘annual réports made on Form 18-F by thé rural high school
principals to the ?sta'ta superintendent of public instruction.

" fhe individual ;zosts of 150 rural high schools are used in this
study. Inborder to secure’ a sampling of'the. rural high schools of the
state, the rural high schools lisﬁé& in the 1920-1930 Kansas Educational
Directbry jéere ai-ranged in an alphabétical ‘orders All even numbered
schools were used in this probleme

Chart No. I shows the state wide dlstribution by counties of
the high schools represented .{n this study.

. For purposes of comparison, the rural high schools are
divided into fifteen categories on the basis of the average dally attendancs
of the different schools. The categories include all rural high schools

with an average daily attsndance of 1-9 to 140-149 inclusive.
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To find the cost of General Control for A.D.A., the total re- -
ported cost of gensral control was divided by the number of pupils in
average daily attendagce'and the quotient represented the cost of the
particular school per A.D.A. 'Exangle: cbst of general co;trol was report-
ed to be 38, then §2:§§”+§§§}=1;51§ cost of general conirol per A.D.A.

To find the cost pé:cf $1000 unit of dlstrict assessed valuation the total
cost of the school year raprésenting the cqst of general control, in-
sfructicnal service,”cost of operation, cost of maintenance, debt service,
new outlays, cost of pupll transportation and miscellaneous expenses was
divided by the quotient obtained by dividing the district valﬁation by
1000.

Thus: The total cost.of the school year was $9539.49; the

assessed valuation was $1.991,9B3.
1,991,933 - 1000 =1992.

9539.49 <+ 1992 =4.‘?9T*the cost per $l000 unit of
district valuatione.
| t When the cost of general control per pupil in average dally
atﬁendance had been computed for each rural high school reporting cost
-.of general control, the data were arranged in tabular form according to
Tabie I and appropriate statistical treatment applied to secure re~

presentétiva factse

a1l computations in this and similar problems are computed to the nearest
two places. S
**-Computation carried to nearest two placese
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CHAPTER V
PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA

The tables end graphs in this section mresent a statistical

1ntax§g§tation of the data secursd from a study of the costs of the
150 rural high schools representeds |

The tables show the range of costs of each cost allocation,
the distribution of schools in average dally attendance, the median
cost of each classification of school size and the msdian cost of the
entire distribution.

The graphs give a plceture of the median cost of each of the
fifteen categories of schools together with the median cost of the
tétal number of schoolse A separate graph is shown for each cost alloca-

tione



TABLE 1
DISTRIBUI'ION OF GENERAL CONTROL COSTS FOR 60 KANSAS RURAL HIGH
SCHOOLS, 1929~1930
Number of Schools Having an A.D.A. of
100:110:120:130:140:

s /s /s /s /) s/ ¢ Total
$109:119:129:139:149:;
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5 2 10 O 60

Median = l.10 +.0118
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Table No. I shows the distribution of schools sccord-
" ing %o size in A.D.A., the dlstributlon of costs of each of the
fifteen categories of schools, the median cost of genaralv control
of each kclassiﬁ.cation and the median bf the total number of schools
reporting cost of general controls

The range of the per pupil cost is $6.09 - $164304

There is no significant correlation between school.

size 1n A.D.A. and the cost of general control.

Figure Noe« 1 shows the median cost in general control
of the fifteen catoegories of 'rnral high schools and the compar;son
of each medisn cost with the median cost of general control of: the
60 cases reporting cost of general controle

The median cost of schools with an A.D.A. of 20-29

is far in excess of the medlan of the 80 cases.
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TABLE II

DISTRIBUTION OF INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICE COSTS FOR 150 KANSAS RURAL -
HIGH SCHOOLS, 1929-1930

School Size A.D.A.
:60:70:80:90:100:110:120:130:140: :

s/ /i /3 /s / 2/ s/ 2/ 1/ 2 Totals

169:79:89:99: 109.119‘129 139:149: :

330-349: 1
310-22g: 1
290-300: 1
270-289:

250-269:1 .
230-249: 2
210-229:1 1 2
- 190-209:1
170-189:

150-169; 4
130-149;3
110~129: 2
80-109:
70=--89: -
50--69:

PO

4
4

HOBMO Roln
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1
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(WEEE S
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1 )
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1
2
1
1
7
6
3
1
1
1
Noe. Cases4 3133417 2417 611 5 8 4 2 1 1 150

320 170 150 110 117.5 110&— e
Modian 230 225 157.5 133.3 124 130 110 100 120 146.92

Median= 146,92+t 3221

Qs = 164.44
QL = 120.61
Q 31,915

= ~u523 $.04



" Teble Noe II shows the distribution of sshools according to
size (in A.D.As, the distribution of costs of sach of the 15 categories
of schools, the median cost of inafructional service for each classifica-
tion and the medlan of the total mzmi:er of schools reporting costs of
instructional service. -

The range of the per pupil cost is 59473 ~ 015.67« The
school with a per pupil cost of 915-6‘7 for instructional service had an
ADoAe of' ‘two pupilse

The correlation of =«523 2,04 indicetes that the smaller rural

high schools have the greater cost of instructional service per pupil in
average dally attendancea .

“In comyarison with comﬁarable figures obtalnable, the median

cost per pupil of %145.92 for instructional service is exceedingly highe

10
-Williem E. Andrews made 8 study of instructionesl costs in 17 high schools

in 13 counties in central Illinois using the A.D.A. as the unit. He
reports an average cost of teaching plus incidental expenses in;curr"ed by
teaching of $52.80 per pupile This i‘igura was found in 1915.

| A more reéent wo—rk by F.L. Whitneyn' madg at Huron‘, South
Dakota, showed an average per pupii cost of ‘instruction for high schools
of 54,074

lzcm:!:-ains this statement:

A bulletin of the University of Kansas
"s « « But in the small high schools, the psr pupil cost of
even poor instruction is high; in some 1nstances actually éxceeding‘

$400 a yeare"
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Flgufe No« 2 shows the median cost of instruc-
tional aervica of the fifteen categories of rursl high
schools and the comparison of each medisn cost with the
medien cost of instructional service of the 150 céses ro-
porting cost of imnstructional servicees

The median cost of schools with an A.D.A.
of 1-9, 10-19; 20-29, ars qxcessively high above the mesdian

of the 150 casese



TABIE ITI

DISTRIBUTION OF OPERATION COSTS FOR 146 KANSAS RURAL HIGH
SCHOOLS, 1929-1830

- | " School Size A.DuA.
Cost:1:10:20:30:40:50:60:70:80:80:200:110:120:130:1402

s Pors/fa fe S fe e fe /s el /22 2 2/ 2/ 2 Total
32.D:8:9:19:20:30:40:50:60:79:80:99:100:119:120:139:140:

[ 7 1]

160~ up 3
150-150.98:1
140=140,99:
130~139.99:
120-129.99¢
110-110,99: 1

100-109.993
80-~90.992
80-=80.0902
70=~79099¢
60-=69.993
50~=50.992

40-=48,80;: 1

S0nu304992

- 20w 001

10=-10.98: 1
1"""'9.99:

1

1

1
1 1 1
2

OB M 1
GO PR
e hOO

-

0 09

3
3

ot
e
ﬁﬁgf}’:'&’ PO NO HMOOO MM

DODVE M
PUs G
® Hpd -

No.Cases 3 31030202517 6 11 &
| 46466 19.28 225
Median 15545 30 32 22.5 20 226 225 2030 15 156 25.53

4 21 1 46

¥edilan-25.53 £ 1.1161
% = 37.80
Q1 = 16.22
g = 1079 °
e o .‘357;!,‘ =043



Table No. III shows the distrihution of schools according to
size in A.D.A., the distribution 6f costs of each of the 15 classifications
cfrschools, the median cost of operation for such classification and the
median of the totel number of schools reporting cost of operations

" The ta-blg reads "There are three schools in the 1-9 A.D.A.
élassifiéa tion with the modian cost of operation of {155 per pupil in
A.D.'A‘i The madisn cost per pupil for tthe 146 schools 15 $25¢53."

The schools have a wide réhge of per pupil cost of operation,
the range being $Lle?77 - $270.004

The co_rrelatidn Of =e357+ 4048 between school size as measured
by the A.D.A., and cost of operation indicates that the smaller school has
the greater cost per pupil in operatione |

The median per pupll cost of operation of $25.53 is high in

comparison with the average cost pér pupil of $11.75 for operation found
by F.l.. Whl‘tngyll in his study of pupil unit costs in small school s'yat'ems‘

"Figure Nos 3 shows the median cost of operation of the 15
categories of rural high schools and the comparison of each median cost
with the median of the costs of operation of the 146 cases reporting

costs of instructional service.
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TABLE IV

DISTRIBUTION OF MAINTENANCE COSTS FOR 120 KANSAS
RURAL HIGH SCHOOLS, 1929-1930.

School Size A.DoAe
0:280:90:100:110:120:130:140: No. 3
Je /s /o d 2/ 2/ s/ 2/ 30 ¢
0:80:99:109:119:129:139:149:Canes:

Cost $1:10:20:30
Per ¢f: [J2 /2 /
39

[T 1)

CtA.D.AL29:19:29

85-up : 1 1
80-84,99: 1 1
75-79.99: 1

70744992 1
65-80.99:

60-64499:

55-59+99:

50-~54499: 1 1
4549993 i

40-44.99: 2 3

85-39.99: 2
3034499
25“29999;
20‘24'992
 15-19,99:

el

o
|
oG GHRPDOO OMHKMFNMN

1
2

G i M

19
3 1 1 32
1 27

2
10~14.99:1 1 6 2
5~~0.99: 5 © 3
0--4.99:1 1 6 2 6

HOG DM
PO F e
R

&

> 20

Noe Cases2 311 25 151614 6 9 3 9 4 2 0 1120
, 87.50 11425 8433 10,00 5.50 6466
Median 5.50 9450 17.50 10.00 8.75 6«25 10450 10.50 10.28

Median : 10.26+ 4809

. 1o.62
$ I o
4] = 7.09

' = ~e2972 F 056



Table Ivk shows the distribution of schools according to
'aizé in A.,D,,.‘A.,. the distribution of costs of each of the fifteen
clasaiﬁéaﬁons of schools, the median cost of maintensnce for each
classification and the medlan of the ?ptai number of schools report-
ing cost of maintenance.

The range shows considerable' variation in per pupil cest
of maintenance between the schools, the range being §$0.17 ~ $98+40.

The correlation of =«2976 + .056 shows no pronounced re-

lationship bétweenvschool size and cost of maintenancee

Figure Noe 4 shows the median cost of maintenance for the
fiftoen categories of rural high schools and the comparison of each
median cost with the medien cost of maintensnce for the 120 schools

reporting cost of maintenance.
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TABLE IV

DISTRIBUTION OF NEW QUILAY COST FOR 120 KANSAS RURAL
HIGH SCHOOLS, 1929-1930.

School Size A.D.A.
Cost :1:10:20:30:40:50:60:70:80290:1003110:120:130:140¢ Noe:
Pep sf2ifs [a e Se fe /s /2 /i o/ s/ s/ s/ s of e
A.DoA.$9319:20:30:49:50:60:179:89:99:100:119:129:139:149Cases:

4% 88 #e

55459.99: 4

1
50-54¢99: 1 1 2
45=40,992 L s 1 ) 1 2
40-44.99: B 0
3539901 ° R 1 1
30-34.99; 11 1 3
25-29,99: 2 2 4
20-24.99:° 1 2 1 4
15-10.99: ¢ 11 1 2 1 9
10-14,99: 22 3 3 2 1 2 15
5--0.90: 36 5 3 2 3 2 3 1 28
0-4,09: 115 3 7 6 1 4 2 1 % 1 35

Hos Cases 0 3821101813 4 9 3 7 3 2 0 1120
, 10.00 B33 686 4S50 2,50
Meﬁian 17.50 958 BeB3 6425 6425 0e16 21.50 7450 9481

Median: 981 +1.3551

1 QS = 26429
Q = Be.22
V- =

~+1568 + <06



Table Noe« V shows the distribution of schools according
to ,aiza_ in AJD.A., the distribution of costs of each of the
fifteen classifications of schools, the median cost of new
outlays for each classification and the medien of the total number
of schools reporting cost of maintenances |

| The range per pupil costs for new outlays 18 §0.04 ~ {57336

The correlation of -+1588% «06 is indicative of little re-
lationship batween schc:\ol sizé in A.D.A. and the per pupil cost of
'neé cutlayse ‘ |

The médian figufe of éQ.Bl for new outlays compares
favorably vﬁth ‘;he $1é.10 avérage amiual 0651‘. per pupil attend-

~ ing for Kensas disclosed by the Bureau of Education.13

Figure Nos 5 shows the median cost of new outlays for
the fifteen categories of rural high schools and a comparison of
each median with the median cost of new outlasy of the 120 rural

 high schools reporting expenditures for nsw outlays.
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TABIE VI

DISTIHBUI‘IGN OF IEBT SERVICE COST FOR 67 KANSAS RURAL HIGH
SCHOWLS, 1929 - 1930

-School Size, A.D.A.
Cost 11:10: :30:40:50:60 70:80:90:100:110:120:1302:140: Noe.

s Persft fs /i /i /i )i [ fi ) /i ]2/ ) 5 of
:A.D.A.:9:19 29:39:49:59:69:?9:89:99:109:119:129:159:149: Cagen

(23
L 1]
e
*”
.e
(1]

(1)

190-kp ¢ 1 1
180~189.99: 1
170-179.99: 1 11
160-169.99:

140149992

130-139.99: 1

110-119.99: 1 1
100-109.99: 1

90~~99.99:

80--89.909¢ 1

70-=79.,99: 1
60--69+99: 1 1
50~=59,99: . )

1=
4

40-=49,99: 1 ' 1
30-~30.99¢ 1
20-=29.99: 1
© 10-~19+99: 13
0-==9,99: 3

1 1
2 3 3 1

sﬂmmm NMOOMNO HMOMEFRO OOGMDM

1 1

112

4 2 3 5 3

No. Cases 0 2 511510 8 4 8 3 6 3 1 l1 0 67
5.00 65400 5¢00 25,00 10,00 15.00

Median- 16443 +3,9133

Qs > 56.25
q . 5e00
Q . 25625

[LIR Ut

v «1012 +.08



Table Noe. VI shows the distribution of schools according
- %o si.ze in A.D.A., the distribution of costs of each of the fifteen
classifications of schools, the median cost of Debt Service for each
clasaiﬁcation and the median of the total number of schools reporting
cost of debt aerviea.

‘ ‘l‘he rangs for the per pupil cost of Debt Service 1s
$0.08 %_s},sis.sz. The correlation of «1012 +.08 is not substantial
énd'shoy}is only a small relationship between the size of the school in

" A.D.A. and the cost per pupil for debt servicee

Fi.gure Noe« 6 shows the medians of the cost of debt
service for the 15 categories of rural high schools and the com=-
parison of ‘each mdian cost with the median cost of debt service for the

67 cases reporting cost of debt service.
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TABLE VII

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL TRANSPORTATION COSTS FOR 22 KANSAS
RURAL HIGH SCHOOLS, 1929-1930.

School Size, A.D.A.
70:802:90:100:110:120:130:140: No.

é/////// pf

+89:99:109:119:129:139:149:Cases

Cost :1
Per :/:
A.D.A. 292

e we 4o

27

se oo oo

55-59499: 1
50-54099}
45-49,99:
40~44,99:
35-39.99:

-

30-34.99:

25~29.99:

20~-24,99:

15-19,99:

10-14,99: 1l
H5-=0,99: ; 3 1
Om=4.99: 1

1

n IR o o

1l
1 1 1
1l

MO OOHMPE

No.Cases 00 1 363 4 2110 1 0 00 22
.. 7.5017.50 27,50 2750
Medlan O O 57.50 17.50 30,00 17,50 22450 19,00

Median= 19.00 £2.2394

Qg = 28.13
Q . 11.25
Q . 8.4

, - 1206 tel4



Table Noe VII shows the distribution of achools according to
size 1n A.D.4., the distribution of costs of each of the fifteen
c¢lassifications of schools, the median cost of pupll transportation
for each classification and the medien of the totsl number of schools
roporting costs of transportation. .

The range is $1l.53 - $57.60. The correlation of <1206 t .14
indicates only & amall relationship hetween school size in A.D.A. and
cost parvpupil 'of transportatior‘u

The median cost of §19.00 per pupil is considerably less
than vlthe average cost per pupll of $32.55 for the entire United States
reported byr the Bureau of ‘Educe.'t;i.-on.:‘"L ‘However, the median cost of
$19.00 found in this study is not eomparable with the per pup;l goat
reported by the Bureau of Education. The msdian of $19.00 is based on
the A.D.A. of the entire school enrolment while the average cost of
$32.55 1s computed on the basis of pupils transportede

For further purposes of comparison, the Holcomb Rural |
High ,schoollf’ is transporting pupils at an average amnual per pupil
cost of $éé,.90. Tﬁis comparss fa‘vorably with the siailar aﬁerage‘ of
$32.55 for the entire United States.

. In Caiifom%.g the average cost per pupil per year for

tians;iorfatidn amounts to %41-35.  This figure is for high school pupilse.

| Figure No. 7 shows the median cost of pupil transportation of
the 15 categories of rural high schools and a comparison of each median

cost with the median cost of pupil transportation of the 22 achoola

reporting cos’c‘ of pupil transportation.
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TABLE VIII

DISTRIBUTION OF MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSE COST FOR 132 KANSAS RURAL
HIGH SCHOOLS, 1929-1930

School Size, A.D.A.

¢ Cost:1:10:20:30:40:50:60:70:80:90:100:110:120:130:140: Noe

;”iér:;/:/:/:/:/:/:/:/:/:/_:/:/:/:/:/:or t

- $75 29:10:20:39:49:59:69:79:89:99:109:119:129:139:149: Cases 3
95~-up 11 1 2
80-84.99 11 2
85-80.92 0
80~84.99 11 2
75~79299 0
70«74.89 . 0
65-69.99 1 ‘ 1 2
60-64,99 1 1
'55«59+99 1 1
50-54,99 2 1 1 1 b
45«49,99 1 1l
40-44499 0
3530499 11 1 2 5
30-34.99 - 1 3 = 2 1 4
25-29.99 - 2 311 1 7
- 20-24.,99 1 5 1 3 ’ 10
15-19.99 . 1 23 1111 1 11
. 10-14.99 1 3 12 1l 2 2 12
5-=9,99 4 36 6 4 2 1 26
0--4.99 2 2 4 67 & 3 8 51 1 38

Noe« Cases 1 211 2815 2416 6 11 4 7 4 11 1 132
250 24000 Q16 7.50 2.50 17.50 27.50
Median 97.50 37.50 7.50 750 11e25 17450 2450 7.50 9.42

Modian = 942 £ 1.3017

Qz - 26443
Q 2.50
Q 11.967

v = =el044 + 4056
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Table No. VIII shows the distribution of schools according to

size in A.D.A. the distribution of costs of each of the fifteen
classifications of schools, the median cost of miscellaneous expense
vfor each classification and the median of the total number of schools
reporting miscellaneous expensee

H The range of per pupil'cpst for miscellaneous expense isa
80424 ~ 232,240

 fhe correlation of ~ <1944+ 4056 indicates only slight

relationship batweén school size and‘per pupil cost of miseellaneoup

eppenscs

Figure Noe. 8 shows the median of miscellaneous expense
of the 15 eategories of rural high schools and a comparison of
each median of miscellansous expense with the mddian of the 132 cases

reportiﬁg miscellaneous expensee
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TABLE NO. IX

DISTRIBUEION OF CURRENT EXPENSE COSTS FOR 150 XANSAS RURAL
HIGH SCHOOLS, 1929-1930

School Size. ADJA. -

:Gost:l:lo 20:30:40250:60:70:80:90:100:110:120:130:140: Noe ¢
s Pexs/s [r /x /e /e [ /s /2 /2 /) )]s/ 2/ of
‘AuD.AQ 19:29:39:49:59:69:79:89:99:100:119:120:130:149: Cases 3

MSu@.l
8500~524.99:
475-499.99: 1
450-474.99:
425~449,99:

9
Z‘?
}

400-424,99: 1
J75-399.99:
350~374.99:1
326-340, 99;
300-324.99:2

275-299.99:1
250-274.89: 1
225-240.99: 1
200-224-99:1° — I
175-199.99: 1

150-174499: X
125+149.99:
100~124.99:
75-~99.99:
50--74.99: 1l

G
B O AOOHE MW N
I~
o
S S 3
/,_————————————"—'—"\—_\'
i -
- e -

N3 m H'H,“““"_""‘""H“ -
M

(N

S

N Mo

MR
-
-
| o

N oM
ol SR )
NHNEg ﬁggmq,qummH poOoNtaLt:

}

Ko. Gasas 4 3 1334172417 6 11 5 8 4 2 1 1 180
'517.50 235e 208433 137.50 150 137.50
Median 287.50 312,50 21750 175 181e25 162.50 150 137.50 205443

Median - 20543+ 50236

Q:" = 260+94
Ql = 162.&
Q" = 49.22

A

-

~e4655 +204
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Table No. IX shows the distribution of schools accordi g to
size In A.D.A., the distribution of costs of each of the fifteen
elagsifications of scl;ools_, the median cost of current expenses for each
' classification and the median of the total number of schools reporting
cizrrent @Xpensgs |

The range of $69+93 - 1155,73 shows wide variability of
per pupil costs of current expenee.

The correlation of =~ 4855 + 404 indicates that the smmller

the school in avgrage daily atteﬁdance, the greater is the cost per pupil
cost of current expensce
Two recent studies of per pupil cost of current expense have
been made and from these studies interesting figures have been obtained.
fThe fii‘at of these studies was made by A.K. I.c:oxnis6 and published :'m_1923.
His investigation revealed the following averagse per pupil

costs in eurrent expense for rural hig h schoolse.

Size Nos. of Schools  Average
per Pupil
Cost
\
125-149 7 125.00
100-124 5 115.00
75-99 i8 131.00
50~74 16 180.00
25-49 5 214,00

When the median pér pupll cost of $205.43 is compared with
the average per pupil costs found by Loomis, the median cost found

in this study is excessive.



Willard S. Foral”

in 1927-1928 studied the averagey per pupil
co‘sts‘ of cmex;t expense in California high schoolse The results of his
'study shms that in 20 high schools with varying A.D.A. of 1-49, the
- average cost per pupil for current expense was 397.00; in 38 high schools
with vézying A.D.A. of 50-99, the average cost per pupll for current
expense was $295. and in 48 schools with varying A.D.A. of 100-149,
the avérage cost per pupil for current expense was $285.00.

The median cost of $205443 per' pupil for the Kansas rural
high schools is considerably lower then three figures cited for the

Califoz':ﬂa high schoolse

Figurs I{o. 9 shows the median cost in current expense of
the fifteen éategories of rural high schools and the comparison of each

median cost with the median of the 150 schools reporiting current expensee
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TABLE x

DIWRIBU"ION OF TOTAL COST PER $1000 UNIT OF ASSESSED VALUATION FOR
150 KANSAS RURAL HIGH SCHOOLS, 1929~1930

School Size, A.D.A.
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Table X shows the median pexr pupll cost per §$1000 ﬁnit of
assessed valuation, the mediaﬁ cost of each of the fifteen classifications
of schoois and the median per pupil cost per $1000 unit for the total number
of high schoolse ° |

' The range of per pﬁpil cost per thoussnd dollar; unit is
§0a76 = §27.27¢ .

'I‘hé correlation of .‘1551 + 4053 shows no significant relation-

ship between the cost of the rural high ‘schools pef pupil in A.D.A. and

the cost per $1000 unit of distric:b assessed valuation.

Figure Nos 10 shows the median of the costs per A.D.A., for
dach $1000 unit of district valuation for each of the 15 categories of
rural high schools and a comparison of the median of each category with
the median cost per $1000 unit of distiict valuation for the 150 rural

high schools repressnted in this studye
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FIGURE XI

THE MEDIAN TAX DOLLAR OF 150 KANSAS RURAL HIGH SCHOOLS,
1929-1930

Iegend
Instructional Service -« ~ = « = = - 61.61%
GeneralControl—---—-;----.46%
Cost of Operation —« - = =« = = « ~ « 10.71%
Cost of Maintenange = = = = = = = = 4.30%
New Qutlays= = = = = = = = = = =« = = 4.11%
Dobt SEXVICE = = = = = = @ = = = = = 6.89%
Pupil Transportation - -« = = = =« « « 7.97%

Miscellaneous EXpense = = = = = = = 3.95%
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The cost of the z*ural high schools may bs summarized by
ehowing the disposition of the tax dollar on the basis of the median costse
Figure Noe ‘ 11 shows the median tax dollar.

| Bach dpllar spent by the rural high schools, is distributed
as follows: ; |

General Control = = = = v = = = = = = -~ ~+0046

Instructional Service - - - = = = = = = —o6161

Cost of Operatior - - - = cmmem = ~-«1071

Cost Qf Maintenance - - - ~ - - - - -, 0430

New‘mtlays»;— - ---;------~ «0411

Debt Service = = = = =« = « « « = - ~ ~ - ,0089

‘Pupil Transportation = = = = « = = = = ~ L0707

Miscellaneous EXponge= = = = = = = = = = 40395

Totals = = = = = = = = =« = l.OOOOY
It is interesting to check the median percentage distribu-
tion of expenditures made by the Kansas pural high schools and the standard

is , »
set up by Udegraff for cities of 30,000 or over. The comparisons follow:

Updegraff's -Kansas R.H.S. Differsnce from

Standard 1929-320 Standard
General Control  3.45% " 469 2,997
Instructional Service  74.50%  B8le8l% - 12.89%
Operation or‘ Plant 12.15% - 10.71% - - le44d
Maintenance L 7235 . 4.30% 2493%

In each item of comparison the percent of money expended
by the rural high school is less. However, it must be remembered that

Updegraff set tip his standard after studying the sxpenditures of the



achool systemg in 103 cities of 30,000 or over and is scarcely comparable
to the rural high school organizatione

The United States Bureau of Educatioigsets up a standard for
school expenditures in 1923. This standard is compared insofar as possible

with the medisn percentage expenditures of the Kansas rural high schools

U.S. Eagsas Difference
Standard R.H.S. from Standard
éeneral Control S5e7% .46% ‘ -5e24
Indtruct.. Service  69.8%  6l.61% -8.19
6paration , 11.2% - 10.71% - «49
Maintenance of Flant 4.2% 4.30% el

Only in General Control and Instructional Services are noted

- wide differences in per cent of money expended, in operation and
maintenance the difference is slighte« Here again, the comparisons
mean but little sinece the Bureau of Education set up 1ts standard
after a study of the large and small school systems of the entire
ﬁnited States while the percentagesfound in this study are for one

more or less localized area and a certain type of schoole
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CHAPTER VI

SUMIARY OF FIIDINGS

I. To the first guostion for which an uzﬁswer was aought "hat is tho

e nedn.an cost ner pupil in average daily o.ttendance undexr the allocations

of Geneml Control, instructional sorvice, New Outlays, Doebt Servico,
Pupil ﬁransportatmn and niscellaneous oxpense?”, the following anaswor -
can be given? ;
’k | 1, General Control - = = = = ~ = =§1,10
72. Instructional Service -~ - - - 145,92
3. Cost of operation « = - - - =25,563
4, Cost of mintenance- - - = ~~ 10,26
Be How OULLAYS @« = = == = = = - 9 81
6, Dobl Service - = = = - = =~ = = 16,43
7. Pupil Transportation- - = = - 19,00
8, }ﬁiscallaﬁeous BRpONSe= = = = = =9,42
II, Tho bobal median cost per pupil in average deily attondance amounts
to §258,47. |
| I1I, The redien cost per pupil in average daily attondance for
current exponses smownts to $205,.,43.
| IV. The ﬁxcdian totol par pupi.l cost por %}1000 unit of nssesgsed valua-
tion 1s §5.16. |
¥, The median tax dollar spent by rural high schools is divided thus

anong the allocations:
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‘1, General Control = = = = = = = = = =,0046

2. Instructional Service - =.6161

3, Cost of Oporation = = « = = = = = L1071
4. éos{: of Haintenance « = = = & « = -?.0430
5. low Qublayse = = = = = = = = = = = ,0411
6, Dobb Service = = = = = = = =~ = = = ,0689
7, Pupil Transportotion « = « = « = = 0797
8., liscollancous Expense = = « = = = =,0396

vi. There is only slight correlation between school size in averagoe

daily ati:endaz;ice and the sost of general control,

VII; The correlation of «+6234 404 signifies ﬁhaﬁ the emaller rural

high schools 1n average daily aﬁ'cendénce ho.vé ‘the‘ larger cost of

instructional k:service. - |

VIII. The corréls;tion of =357 :I’_H.Oéé beﬁ:ean éost ;u-f oporation and

school size in average daily attendance is i.ndica‘tive that the smiller

schéols have *b‘he greater cost of qpemﬁion. .’

IX.j The correlation of -,29761,056 between the cost of maintcnance and

school Size; in average dally atbtondance is not substantial,

X, i;he correlation of -,1588 + ,06 between cost of now outlays and school

size in average daily atbtendance .is not indicative,

XI..A Th.e.corralation of 1012 t +08 betweon cost of dobt service and school

size in overage deily attondance is not substential and indicates little

reia.tionship betwreon these factors,

XII, The correlation of ,1206*.14 betweon cost of pupil transportation

and school size in avei'ag;e daily sttendance is not substantial,



X11I, The corfela‘hion of -,1944 *,056 between miscellaneous expense and
school size in average daily attendance is not indicative,

XIV, The correlation of -,4655 %,04 Between ourrent expense and school
size in average d&iljr attendance is indicative that tho smaller school
bears the groater current expense per pixpil in averape daily attondanco,
. XV, The correlation of ,1551 * ,053 between cost per umit of assessed
veluation and school siée in average daily attendance is not sub-

stanjbial .



CHAPTER VI[
CONCLUSTONS

This problem was set up for the purpose pf finding tho

A median per pupil cost of rural secondary education,”/ This median totel
per pupil cost was found to be §238,47 wiﬁh a median per pupil cost
of $205,43 for current expense,

Only one reasonable conclusion may be dravm in tho face of
these figures: that the per pupil cost of rural high schools is ex~
cessiyely highe

Caro was exercised to find comparsble figures upon which
+o base this conclusion, ' |

AK. Loomis® sounded a warning against cxcessive per mpil
costs in 1923 when he studied the costs of secondary education in
the small and meditﬁn-saized high schools of Kansas, He found, in
five rural high schools with varying enrollments from 25 to 49, the
QWrdge per pupil cost for current expense to be $214,00. In seven
rural high schools with varying enrollments from 125 to 149, the
average por pupil cost was §125,00, ‘

In the seven yoer interval from 1925 to 1930, rural high
~ school cos%s have decreased littl_é, if any,

‘ In Jﬂnuary, 1923, »,P, OHricn end 7,J., Smart published
the Shavmee-liission Ru’z'al‘lbii;gh School Sumy.. The figuroe of
$112,50 was cited in this report as being tho botal ostimted per

pupil cost of a Grade A rural high school, The per pupil cost of
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205,43 for current éxpenaa is a.‘.!inost twice the estimated cost as statod
in ﬁhe above ‘ci'be& BUrVOY.

One of the contributing factors to the high per pupil
cost of the rural high school is the small enrolnent in many of the
schools, Of the 1850 rural Iﬁ.gh schools represented in this study,
54 or 36}’5 have an évemge daily e.tténdance of less than 40 pupils,
The media# daily attendance for the 150 schools is 51 pupils,

The influence of the smallness of enrolment is readily
apparent when the median costs of the small schools are compared
with the mediaﬁ copts of the larger schools, In every instance the
schools with an average daily attendance of less than 40 have high
median costs, |

Very little relationship exists between school size and
"the coé‘b per thousand dollar unit of district assessed valuwation,
The median cost féz; all the schools is $5,16 per thousand dollars of
assessed valuation, The smallest schools have a médio.n per pupil cost
of §2,50 o thousand dollars vhile the largest have a median cost of
§4,50 per pupil for cach thousand dollers of valuntions | '

| Little relicf for the excessive per pupil costs is
‘apparent, The schools have been established‘ and are now operating,
Eppiciont and econmical administrétion may reduce the cost somewhat,
only in the fubure may sﬁch costs be eliminated by a rural high school
survey made bj' o competent staff before a rural ‘high school is 'esmblishad.
| If the results of such a survey show that an adequaﬁa

rural high school cannot be economically operated in the proposed
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district, thon the high school should not be established,
- It is only through such means that the educational interests

of the state of Kansas can be safeguarded against further excesses,
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| 50,

Ada -

Adnire
Agra
Agenda
Almena
Alton

Americus

. Antrinm

Appenose

Arlington
. Assaria
. Athol

Auburn
Barclay
Bavaria
Beoler

. Belmont

Belpre
Bolvidere
Bentley

, Beverly .

Bison

Bird City _‘ g

Bloom

‘Bogue .
. Brovmell

, Buhler

Burdick
Bushton
Cambridge

, Cassoday

Cedar

, Conter View

Clayton
Clements
Climax
Codell

- Corning
Cullison =

Delevan .

- Denison

Donsmore
Dorrance
Dunlap

- Bdmon

Elmdale

Ensign
Elkx Falls

Fairview

51, Falun
52. Fﬂnm& i
53, Fostoria
54, Garfield

- 55, Gaylord

56, Glendole
57, Goff

58. Grainfield

59y Green

60. Gridley

61, Helifax
62, Homlin

63, Hemilton

64, Harlan
65 Haven -
66, Hovilend
67, Highland
€84 Holyrood
69, Hunter
70& Ingalls
71, Inman
72, Ionia

75+ Kendall

74, Eincaid
75+ Kipp

768, -1a Crosse
77+ Langdon
784 Lathem
79s Leona

. 80, Lillis

81, Linwood

83, lLorraine
84, Lost Springs
85, Louisville
86, Mahacka

87, Maple Hill
88, Hayetta

89, MeLouth

90, Meriden

91, Milan

g2, Miller - -

93¢ Miltonvale

94, Minneola
95, Montrose
96, lorrovwville

- 97, Hullinville
98, -Hashvilleo

99, Offerle

100, Onaga.

RURAL HIGH SCHOOLS IHCLUDED IN THIS STUDY

101, Oskaloosa
. 102, Ozawkie

103, Parkerville

© 104, Pavmes Rock

105, Po

Ty ‘
106, Pierceville

107. Plevna

108, Pottor

109, Prescott

1104 Quinter
. 111, Remona

112, Randall
113, Ransom
114, Roymond
116, Reeco
116, Riclmond
117, Robinson
116G, Rolla
119, Roxlury

- 120, Ste George

121, Sowryer

122, Seamon
123, Sevoranco
124, Sharon
125, Silver Loke
126, Simolen
127, Solomon
128, Sparks

130, Stockdnlo
131, Strong City
132, Sublette
133, Sun City
134, Tescott
135, Tonovay
136, Trousdale
137. Tl‘oy

138, Ulysses

139, Vernon
140, Wakefield
141, Wathona
142, Webster
143, Westphalia
144, VWetmore

145, VWhite Cloud

146, Wilburton
147, Willis
148, Wilsey
149, Windom
150, Woodston
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DATA ON RURAL HIGH SCHOOLS

School Year 1929-30

RuEal High SCROO] oo e e e e e o e
Located.........ccoooeeo. : 2 Couny, ........................... ) , Kansas
Total enrollment .- N S e e e e s e s s
Averége Daily AHENAANCE ... e s o e st o e
Number non-esident pupils............ e+ e — e o
Total Current Expenses | e s
Valuation of District _ e s
EXPENDITURES
1. Expense of general control
2'. C08t OF instruction .. ... oo e JRUT
8 Cost of sigerstivi uf widhaal ) )
4. Cost of maintenance of school plant .
5. Newoutlays . . . . . . . ... )
6. Cost of debt service .
7. Cost of pupil transportation i
8. Miscellancous expenses o s
Total Amount Paid Out for School Purposes




Foru 18-F , 2-30—3,000

Note.—Two copies of this report are to be made by the principal of the rural high school, one of which should be filed in his office, and the other sent to county

superintendent. Geo. A. ALLEN, Jr., State Superintendent.
District No............
.......................................................... County
LOCATED AT
................................ e K ansas
For the Year ending June 30, 193. . .
((1) White......... Males....ocoooceeiemnne. weeenry females... ... R 101251 I
b ,

1. Number of different pupils enrolled. . . .. 1 (2) Colored........ Males....occoeiaaene. ;females ... ybotal

(3) Totals......... Males......cooioiee. ; females....... ....; total

(1) White......... Males............. ; females................. ; total
2. Total attendanceindays.............. (2) Colored........ Males......oooooieeee ; females................ stotal .

(3) Totals......... Males.....ccooer. s females.......... ... ; total..

((1) White......... Males.....ccoooooe. ;females........... ... . stotal.
3. Average daily attendance.............. §(2) Colored........ Males....cocoromne s females................;total..............
\(3) Totals......... Males.....ccoceciomor ; females.................... stotal
Number of nonresident pupils. . ........cooviiiiiiii.... Males.......ooooo ; females.............. ytotal .

GEO. A. ALLEN, Jr.,
State Superintendent.



o

1

2. Number of different courses offered

3. Name of each course

4. Number of months of SCROOL. ... el eee e ee e ees et ee e e eaem e aemet e e aememe e esenmeeen

5. Maximum number of studies permitted to each pupil......

6. To what extent studies are elective k

7. Number of high school teachers, excluding the principal, males.._._.. ...; females ; total

8. Name gf high-school principal last year........ |

9. Name of high-school principal for ensuing year, if known
10. Do all high-school teachers ho]d valid high-school teachers’ certificates?..... :
11. How many college graduates, including principal, in faculty? V
12. How many (excluding those given in line 11) are normal-school graduates?........
13. qu many, not graduates, have cofnpletgd one or more years of college WOrk? ..
14, Number of high-school teache>rs employed who have had no previous experiencé as teachers.
15. Annual salary of high-sc¢hool principal, year just closed......... T Ty i A § SREEE § SRS E RS S
16. Average monthly salary of teachers, exeluding principal, males, $ iy ; females, $
17. Total levy for high-school purposes. .. .. .. e ....................................... mills
18, Total CUITEDt CXPENSES. . . . ..\ it ettt et e s e e e e e e e R T

Nore.—~Exclude items 11 and 12 under * Expenditures.”
19. Cost of tuition per pupil per month, on enrollment. .. .................... e v b e e e oy e e s $
20. Cost of tuition per pupil per month, on m}erage daily attendanee. & punis o oot s onge ' fu s <we $
21. Average enrollment Per teaCher. . . . ... e e e e e
22, Average daily attendance per teacher. . ....... .. ... il e iedans ¥ iRm@s s EmEE sEu
23. Number of graduates the past year, males : ;_‘femsﬂeﬁ ; total
24, When was this school established?
25. Total number of graduates of school to date (give best available data)....
26. What percentage of those entering high-school graduat(; fherefmm?
Is the high school accredited by the State Department?..___ : ... In vvfm.tI class or rank?
When first accredited?

28. Is your school approved for normal-training for next year? ‘
29. Valuation ofschoolbuildingsandgrounds..............................."...._....;‘ ................. $
30. Valuation of school furniture and apparatus. .. ............. i 3 .' ................... $
31. Valuation of district, tangible, $ ; intangible, $ ;total. . ...... E
32. Total levy in mills _ pin dollars. .. ... ... .. i $
33. Number of school buildings
34. Number of schoolrooms.............co.oooeiilone o : -
35. Number of school buildings erec{?ed during the year ‘ dos:r, of éamé, $
36. Number of volumes in sehool library. ;
37. Number of volumes added to school library during past year ... ; number from reading-cirele list........oc oo

. Is your course of study approved by the State Department?

Note.—In addition to this report, a copy of the printed manual or course of study should;be sent each year to the office of the

State Superintendent.

REMARKS:
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3 FINANCIAL EXHIBIT : SRER 8
1 [ § - I 8
p RECEIPTS
RECEIPTS S g
White
Balance in hands of treasurer July 1,19.._____ (ast year)triis o e - HTRE RN [ E -
IR tecaivod from tases.. @ ... L 0D bd o R i B et 5 E
- Amount received from state and county school funds apportioned to '
ERMEEIURIOF, -0 Lo e S e S G S S R R e White . E“
£
i w
-
a B
o
g
EXPENDITURES T - wan
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