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CHAPTIER I Lo
INTRODUCTION

THIEE NATURE OF THE STUDY

The main objective of this investigation 1s to atudy the
status of the three types of high-gchool laws operating in
Kansas by counties for the year 1930. The purpose of the in-
vestigation is to analyze the present status of the three
types of laws and to make a comparison with‘ the findings of a
comparative study made in 1915 upon the three types of high-
school laws operative in Kansas at that time by Carothers.l
In order to make a study, which shall be comparable to the
previous study for 1915, the same procedurse hss been used and
the same seven tests of efficlency have been applied to the

high schools of Kansas.

High-school educatlon has made a very rapld growth in
the United States during the last half century. During the
last thirty-five years the number of public secondary schools
in the Unlted States has increased from 2,771 to more than
20,000, In 1890 the number of pupils enrolled in our public
s chools totaled 211, 596.2 Figures published by the Unilted
States Bureau of Tducation based upon data guathered in 18926«
1924 indicate that there were at that tilme 2,538,381 boys

2
. e} Y
and girls enrolled in public secondary schools.” State

v, H. Carothers: A Comparative Study of the Three Types
of High Schools lu Kansug by Countles. Unpubliﬂ}l(fd ‘i*flzm’msf:r”s
Theslg, Kansas Unilversity, Lawrence, Kansas, 1916, pp. 67.

& John Rufi: The Small High chool. Teachers College,

T

Columbia, New York, Contributlion Ho. ki6, 1926, p. 1.

-

S Statistlcs of Publlc High &chools, 1925-1084, Unilted
States Bulletin No. 40, 19%Zb, p. L.
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departments reported the total public secondary enrollmont
in the four regular high-school years In 1928 as 3,911,279,
The careful estimate from the census of 1920 shows that 40 ¥
of the children of the ages 15-16-17-18 were enrolled in the
public schools in 1923, and 50 % were enrolled in 1928, The
rapld growth experienced between 1815 and 1925 followed by a
decidely slower growth makes 1t difficult to say when an ad-
ditional 10 % will be added to the high-school enrollment.4
Kansas has kept pace with other stutes in this progressive
advancement. The last fifteen years have beecn unparalleled in
increase of bulldings and enrollment as well as the number
and quality of teachers. During the last twenty years, the
total population of Kansas has increased only 10.9 %,5 while
the high-schnol enrollment for the last fifteen vears has in-
creased 55.3 %, which indicates a most remarkable socisl phe -

nomenon in the history of high-school education in Xansas.

The three types of laws 1In Kansas have been due to the
variation in the needs and financial}resources of communities
served by the different schools. Various subsidiary laws,
such as provision for city schools, rural high schools, town-
ship and consolidated schools have been deemed necessary in
order to provide for particular needs and lmprove the Ltype of

work appllcable to certain localities.

4 Statistics of Publlc iligh Zchools. 1987-1928, Unlted
States Bulletin No. 50, 1929, p. 4.

5

wWorld Almanac and Book of I'actas. 47 th Isaue, New York
World Telegram, 1902, pp. oBG-ot/.
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To determine which of the thros laws operuting in Kan-
gas gerves the educatlonal intorest of the atabe to the boeatb
advantage, is the chlef alm of this study and unalysin of the

high schools of each county in Kansas.
PREVIOUS BTUDIAS

W. H. Carothers has made the most extensive study on the
status of the high school in Kansas,.© His study was a Mastor's
thesis at‘the University of Kansas for the year 1916. The
geven tests applied to the high~school data of 1915 will be
applied to the high-school data of 1930, a comparison made,
and the historical data in connection with the three onervab-

ing laws will be brought to date.
THE SCOP¥ OF THE STUDY

The scope of the investigation includes all the public
high schools in Kansas. No gchool has been omitted. To every
high school in each of the 105 counties of Kansas has been
apolied seven tests of efficiency in order to ascertain the
strength and effectiveness of euch law which provides for the

establishment and maintenance of the high schools.

The stote of Kansas has 40 counties oper:ting under the
Rarnes law, 23 operate under the commmni ty-hipgh-school law, and

42 operate as tultion counties or have special laws anplicable

% w., . Carothers, op. clb., pp. 67.



4.,
to them. Speclal laws apply to lontgomo ry, Sumner and Stovens

countles. For convenience, the three gsroups have been called
Barnes, Communlity, and "General" and include all the 105

counties in Kansas,
METHOD OF PROCGHDURE

Thevseven tests which have been used as a baslis of com=-
parison of the three types of laws operating in Kansas are as
follows:

Pirst. Percentage of the school population, in the counties,

which 1is attending high school,

Second, Persistence of attendance or the percentage of high-
school attendance which reached the third and fourth

year of high school.

Third. The gualification of high-school teachers based upon

thelr years of preparation.
Fourth. The average salary paid to the high-school teachers,

BFifth. The average salary paid to the high-schonl principals

and superintendents.
Sixth, The library facllitles or the "ratlo of opportunity.”

Sevenbh, The breadth of curriculum or the range of oppor-

tunity in selecltion of subjech matter.

It 1s possible that other tests might be applled as offocl-
ively as the seven chosen but thoso geven Lests are go vital

and indispensable that thoy may be consldored bhe ehlef and



5.
most important factors which combine Lo produce an efflcient

secondary school. The tests are of such significance that ad-
Aitional tests or other tests, in all probability, would not

effect the results to any greal extsnt,

The seven tests were applied to the high schoo htr
counties. The score for each test was found by combining the
data of all the high schools in the county in regard to that
particular test. The counties were then ranked aceording to
each of the seven tests. After the countics were ranked ac-
cording to all sevsn tests, the sum of the ranks for each

county was taken to detsrmine the final rank of the counties.
SOURCES OF DaTA

Practically all of the ilnformation gathered for this

"Re -

study came from the "High School Principals' Reports,"
ports of first and second Class Cities" and "County Superin-
tendents Reports" to the State Superintendent which were

filled out by tiue high-school administrators or county super-
illtendents and filed at the state superintendent's office at
Topeka, Kansas. This information was sccurcd by the state

office at ths beglnning and at the close of each school year,

These data were taken from the reports for the current year

of 1929~1950.

The utmost courtesy was oxtended by the staff in the
state superintendent's offlice ab Topekn, Kansns in allowlng

accegss to the flles Ffor this loformation.



The Kansas Bducatlonal Directory,

7 6.
1928-1929, Revised

School Laws of Kansas 1927,8 World Almanac 1932,9 and United

States Bulletins were alao used in connection wlth the data

collected.

10-11

TYPRE3 OF DaATA COLLBCTED

The following were the types of school data collected

for this study from the rsports in the state superintendent's

office,
1.
2.

(%3]

G
7.
8.
9.

Topeka, Kansas.

School census.

school enrollment for the Freshman, Sophomore, Junilor,
and Senlor years.

High-3chool law organization,

Preparation of teachers‘in number of years and kind
of certificate.

Average saiary of teachers.

Average salary of principals and superintendents.
Number of volumes in the library.

Number of subjects offered in high-school curriculum.

Number of high schools in the county.

PRESENTATION OF DATA

The original data for this study have been very carefully

Geo. A Allen, Jr.: Kansas Hducatlonal Directory, ¥Kansao

State Printing Plant, Topeka, Kansas, 1U29, pp. 49.

Kansag

Geo. A. Allen, Jr.: Revised School lLaws of Kenoas, 1927,
State Printing Plant, Topeka, Kansas, 1928, pp. =81.

op. ¢lt., pp. 944.

Carl A. Jegsen: Blennial Survey of liducabtion in United

Statesg. 1928-1950, Chaptor Lil, Bullétin ToT 20, 1091, pp. 23,
1 op.clt., Bulletin No. 40, pp. 38,
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and accurately colleclted, and classifisd and pregontod in

statistical tables indlcating the rank of cach county with
reference Lo the seven tables of efflciency. There are hables
grouping the counties according to the three laws in the
upper, middle and lower tertiles. The tables also show the
fifteen~ysar trend by showing a comparison between Lables for

1.915 and tables for 19350,



CHAPTHER IT
LEGAL PROVISIONS
GENERAL LAW O 1876

The first law relatlive to the organizatlion of high
gchools in Kansag was of a general nature and 1ls known as the
General Law of 1876. Chapter 122, article 11, section 9 pro-
vides that:

The board of education shall hawve power to elect their
own officers, except the treasurer, to make thelr own rules
and regulations, subject to the provisions of this article;
to establish a high school when-ever in thelr opinlion the
educational interests of the c¢city demand; and to exercise the
sole control over the schools and school property of the city;
and maintain such high school, in whole or in part, by de~
manding, collecting, and recelving a tultion fee for and from
each and every scholar or pupil attending such high school.t

Although there was no definite provision made by the law

to estublish high schools in citles of third class, they were

established quite early.

The 1923 revision of the law of 1876, Chapter 122,
article 12, sectlion 1 provided that:

Public schoeols in cities of third class, 1f not other-
wise provided for by law, shall be governed by the provisions
of the law which apply to the organization and gaintenance of
district schools or of union or graded schools.

Since the context of this law 1s gulte general in scope

and meaning, 1t has since been known as the "General" law.

1 Geo. a. Allen, Jr.: Revised School Lawg of Kansag, 1927,
Kansas State Printing Plent, Topela, Kansas, 1928, p. b3.

9

ibid., p. B8.



LAWS OF 1886 AND 1923

The next general law applicable to high schools by
counties was the county high-school law of 1886. It provided
that each county having a population of 6,000 or over, might
establish a county high school for the purpose of affording
better educational fucilities for the more advanced pupils
attending the district school and for those desiring to bteach.
The county high-school law was revised in 1897 so that
counties having 2,500 or more could establish a county high
school.3 The county high-school law required three years of
work for the completion of a general course, a normal course
and a collegiate course. Tultlon was free to all pupils re-

siding 1n the county where a county high school was located.

It was supported by a county-wide tax levy.

The law of 1923, Chapter 187, scction 1, provided for
county high~school disorganization and the creation of com-
munity hligh schools and was stated as follows:

All county high schools in the state of Kansas, regard-
less of acts under which created, shall be disorganized and
in their stead shall be created comnunity high schools, whose
territory shall ianclude. all the territory in the said
counties not included in the territory of other accredited
high schools.

The county law did not restrlct dlstrlcts in the county

from malntaining a separate high school. In cage a distrilct

maintained a high school separabte from the county high school

B

W. H. Cerothers: "Growth of the Kansas Migh School” in
PHACHING, Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 8, 1915, Kansas State Teachsrs.

* op. cit., Revised School Laws of Yansas, 1927, p. 1i4.




10,
it did so at 1ts own expense. The people of some dlstricts,

generally including a town, desired to have thelr children
attend high school close to home and in their own commmnity.
This desire became a demand and high schools were bullt wilth-
in the county in addition to the county high school. However,
this meant double taxation. Finally, when expenses increased
for both local high school and county high school to such an
extent that it became a burden upon the taxpayers, a change
was demanded. This resulted in the disorganization of the
county high school and the creation of the community high

school.
BARNES LAW OF 1905

The Barnes law has been known as the county ald law. It
carries the name of representative T. 3. Barnes, of Pratt,
who introduced the bill to the Kansas legislative act in
secondary educatlion in Kangas. It was the flrst step against
double tauxuation for both local and county schools. Many com-
munities took advantage of the opportunity to bulld local
high schools, and on account of the great number of Barnes
high schools established, provision was made for easy access
to secondary education for all boys and girls of Kansas. The
Jaw of 1905 provided that:

In every county in the State of Kansas in which onc or
more gchool diatricts or clties of less than 16,000 inhabl-~
tants shall have maintained high schools with courses of In-
struction admitting those who complete the same, to the
Troeahman class of liberal arts and aclences of the Unlversity
of Kansas, the county commissloners shall levy a tax each
yeour . . for the purpose of creating a hlpgh-achool fund. Sald

tax shall be levied and collected in the game munner as olher
county taxes, and when collected tho counby treasuror shall



pay the same to the treasurers of the school dlstricts mai%}-.,,
talning high schools, according to the provigions of the act.®
Tultion was free to puplls residing in the county where
such schools were located. The Barnes law recognized the need
for local high schools as well as county high schools. Its
weakness was the fact that it brought upon itself "college
domination." Before schools werso entitled to use funds, they
were required to meet university entrance requirements. As a
result many courses were organized to meet college require-
ments rather than community needs. On the other hand, some
supervigsory power 1s necessary where public funds are used.
The Barnes law officlally recognized the Unlversity of Kansas

as the head of the public secondary school system.
HIGH SCHOOL LAW OF 1915

Educators have watched with considerable interest the
legislation of 1915, which has had an important bearing on
high schools, first, through the transfer of the power of
accrediting and administering high schools from the State
University fo the Stote Board of Education, and second,

through the law providing for rural high schools.”

The rural high-school law of 1915 has had a dealrable
‘effect upon the liberalization of high-school education. It

provided that:

° op. ¢it., Revised School Laws of Kangas, 1927, p. 139,

® op. clt., Revised School Laws of Kensas, 1927, p. 9




12.
The legal electors residing in territory containing not
less than sixteen square miles, shall have authority to es-
tablish rural high-school districts . . . to establish, lo-
cate and maintain therein a rural hlgh school as herelnafter

provided.

The law was revised in 1925 so that no high school dis=-
trict could be organized in Kansas, whose aggregate property
value was less than :}i:E,OO0,000. The rural high school has
greatly extended high-school education throughout Kansas. It
1s stated in the Onaga school survey, for 1927, that there

were at that time 284 rural high schools organized in Kansas .2
SUMMARY

Private academies were the first schools of second&ry‘
rank in Kansas. These appeared prior to the admission of Kan-
sas to the Union. The first publiic high school was establish-
ed at Lawrsnce in 1857. It was supported by private funds and
subscriptions. The cities of the first and second class were
the first to establish publicly supported high schoolé. The
general law of 1876 provided officially for the §1°gganization,
e stablishment, and maintenance of the first high schools. Soon
therealfter, citles of the third class established high schools
1n connection with district schools. The first five schools
on the acecredited list of the University of Kansag were
Atchison, HEmporia, Lawrence, Winchester and Leavenworth. The
First four were on the accredited llst by 1876. There wore 19

fully accredited high schools in 1890. In 1891 there were 49.

7 op. cit., Revised uchool Laws of Kansas, 1927, p. 146.

I'. P. OBrien: 8chool Survey Report of Onags Rural High
School, Burecau of Service and Research, Unlverglty of Kansas,
I.E;‘Z;, P. 5.
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The county hlgh-school law of 1886 wus the firgt marked step
in connocting the common school and the Univerglty in Kanaas,
Tuition was free to all puplls In the county where the high
gchool was located and the school wig supported by a county
tax. Dicklunson county established the firgt county high school
in 1889 which was followed by Atchison county in 1890, Twenty-
seven county high scho-ls werc established by 1914. The com-
munity high-school law was created in 1923 and the county
high school was disorganized by law in the same year. There
were 25 community high schools in 1950, The Barnes high-
gchool law provided secondary education for local communitics
and citles of the third clsss., The small high-school situation
created a double taxatlon and was a significant factor in the
elimination of the county high school. The Barnes high-school
law provided a stimulus for a rapld growth of small high
schools, In 1915, 39 countles malantained high schools under
the provision of the general law of 1876, 39 counties had
adopted the Barnes law, While the remaining counties operated

9
under the county high-school law of 1886,

In the year 1930, 40 counties were operating under the
Barnes law; 23 counbties were operating under the community
high-school law and the remaining 42 were operating under
"generallaws. The general laws are more specifically tormed

"paition and Special'laws.

9 W. H. Cerothers: A Comparative Study of the Three Types
of High Schools in Kansas by Countles., Unpublished Magber's
Theals, Knnmag University, Lawrence, Kansas, 1916, p. 1l.




CHAPTKR IIIX

14,

PERCENTAGE OF SCHOOL POPULATION ATTENDING HIGH SCHOOL

The information in this chapter i1s introduced by two tables

which are necessary to show to which county each of the three

high school laws apply. The information in Table I and Table IT

is used in drawlng conclusions in each of the subsequent chapters.

GROUPING ACCORDING TO COUNTY LAWS

Were the groups of counties iIn 1915 and 1930 identically the

same? Some countles have changed the law under which they operate,

since 1915, In order to know which counties were operating under

each of the three laws 1n 1915, Table I has been :c*eprod.ucec’t.:"r

Table I.=Classification of counties by laws under which high

schools were organized in 1915.

County High Schools

Barnes High Schools

General High Schools

Column I Column IT Column IIT
Atchison Allen Anderson
Chase Barber Bourbon
Cherokee Barton Brown
Cheyenne Butler Chautaugus.
Clay Clark Cloud
Crawford Coffee Douglas
Decatur Comanche Elk
Dickinson Cowley Ellis
Grant Doniphan Ellsworth
Greeley Edwards Franklin
Haskell Finney Geary
Hodgeman Ford Gove

’,
3%

The table above 18 reproduced in content from W. H. Carothers

A Comparative Study of the 'Three Types of High Schools in Kangas

%ymgougyies, Unpublished Master's lhesis, Universlty of Kansas,

916, p. 11,



PABLE T.-Continued-

e

County High Schools

Barnes High Schoolg

General ligh Schools

Column T Cohmn IT Jolwmm TIT
Kiowa Gray Graham
T.eahethe Hamilton Greenwood
Lane Harvey Harper
IMontgonery Jefferson Jackson
Norton Kearny Jewell
Rawling Kingman Johnson
Reno Leavenworth Linn
Scott Lincoln Marion
Sheridan Logan IePherson
Sherman Lyon Miaml
Stanton Marshall Mitchell
Sumner Meade forris
Thomas Ness Horton
Trego Osborne Nemaha
vichita Pratt fleosho
iice Osage
Russell Otbavwa
Saline Pawnee
Sedgwick Phillips
Seward Pottawatomie
Shawnee Republiec
Staflord lley
Jabaunsee Hoonkg
Wallace Rush
Wilson Smith
Woodson Stevens
Jyandotte Washington

itead table thus: In 1915, the counties in Column. I, were

classed as "County High Schools"; those in Column II, as "Barnes"

cowunties; those in Column III, as "General" countices.

Le

How many countles are onerating under each of the bthroe

Gypes of lawa? Table IT reveals tho number for 1930. It shows

40 counties oparating under the Barnes law,

2A counbles

operating under the commnlby hlgh-school law and 42 countles

undeyr the

aceording to the

"seneral' law of Kansas. The couwnbtles aro grouped

rrouplng in the Kansas Schools Laws



for 1927.t

TABLE IT.-Classification of counties by laws under which hilgh

schools were oprganized in 1950.

-

Community High Schools| Barnes High Schools|General Hipgh Schools
Column I Column IT Coluwunn IIT
Atchison Allen Anderson
Chase Barber Bourbon
Cherokee Barton Brown
Cheyenne Butler Chautaugua
Clay Clark Cloud
Crawford Coffey Douglas
Decatur Comanche Wlk
Dickinson Cowley 1lis
Greeley Doniphan Tllsworth
Hodgeman Bdwards Franklin
Labette Finney Geary
Lane Ford Gove
Norton Gray Graham
Rawlins Hamilton Grant
Heno Harvey Greenwood
Seott Jefferson Harner
Sheridan Kearny Haslell
Sherman Kingman Jaclkson
Stanton Leavenworth Jewell
Thomas Lincoln Johnson
Trego Logan Kiowa
Wallace Liyon Linn
Wiehita Marshall larion
lieade ifePherson
Neosho Miami
Ness Mitchell
Oshorne Montgomery
Pratt Horris
Rice Mortan
Roolks Nemaha
Rusaell Osagme
Salline Ottawa
Sedpwlck Pawnce
Seward Phillips
-Shawnee Pottawatomle
stafford Republic
Wabaunaseo Liley
1

(reo. A. Allen,
State Printing Plant,

Jr.: Revised School Laws of Kansag,

1.087,

Topolka, Kangas,

1978, p.

DELAYT =
I {:2 E,) (]
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TABLE IT.-~Coanbinued—

Nt R e TR E R T )

o . o e g s s

Community High Schools| Barnes High Schools|Goneral High Schools

JEV SN

Column I Column IT Coluwmn IIT
Wilaon Ruah
Woodson Smalth
Wyandotte Sumner
Stevens

Washingtbon

Read table thus: In 1930, counbles listed in Colwm I, were
classified as "Community High School" countics; those in Column
1L, as "Barnes™ counties; those in Column III, as "Goneral"
counties.

APPLICATION OF TWST NUMBER I

The first of the seven tests of efficisency to be applied
to the high schools of Kansas may be stated in the following
manner: What percentage of the school populatisn in the
counties attend high séhool and how does each grouﬁ, according
to the three laws operating, compare in this respect?

Table III for 1915 corresponds to Table IV for 1930. It
is reproduced * fo show a comparison between the per cent of

attendance for 1915 and that of 1930,

TABLE ITLI.-Percentage of the scliool population in the several

counties which is abtending high school in 1915,

e -

Gounty Hank Seliool famber in Percentage in
Census hizh school hipsh school

Douglas 1 6909 324 184048

Butloer 2 Gabd i 12.99

Loran 3 00 1.7 12,08

Lane 4 G786 85 12 .06

homas 5} 1128 106 12.09

E ] -

W . CArotherd, Op. Cit., e 12



TABLE IIT.-Continued-

County Rank School Humber in Percentage in
census | high school | high school
Clark 6 1504 148 11.54
Cowley 7. 8465 955 11.28
Harvey 8 5551 623 11.23
Decabtur 9 ey Nard 278 11.22
Finney 10 1724 192 11.13
Rice 11 4299 508 11.12
Ness 12 1764 197 11.11
Osborne 13 4225 46 4 10.98
Sumner 14 8883 953 10.89
Barber 15 4068 351 10.79
Jeffsrson 16 4955 Hes 10.65
Marshall 17 6792 720 10.60
Osage 18 6243 662 10.98
Stafford 19 5574 375 10.49
Jewell 20 5320 068 10.48
Sedgwick 21 8512 1909 10.42
Harper 22 4508 447 10.37
ik 23 2846 294 10.33
Scott 24 654 67 10.24
Dickinson 25 7296 742 10,16
Reno 26 11624 1156 0.95
Shawnee 27 17521 1742 9.94
Prattn 28 22067 222 9.79
Edvwards 29 3455 256 9.78
Seward 30 1197 126 9.70
Wemeha 31 5842 555 9.51
Liyon 3 7587 721 9.50
Allen 33 7499 700 9.33
Mitchell 34 4425 411 9.28
Wabaunsee 35 3995 366 9.16
Marion 56 7354 660 8.99
Ford 37 3647 524 8.88
Kingman 38 4280 379 8.85
Comanche 39 1369 121 8.83
Franlklin 40 8707 51 8.81
Johnson 41 5229 58 B8.76
Saline 42 6271 549 8,75
Rooks 43 4575 504 B.74
Ottbawa 44 3639 318 B.73
Greenwood 45 4969 454 B8.72




TABLE ITI.-Conbinued~

S,

County Rank | School | Number in Percentage in
census hizh school | high school

Wilson 46 6249 537 B8.69
Philllps 4% 4376 374 8,54
Rarton 48 5277 150 B.52
McPherson 49 6399 043 8.48
Pottawatomle 50 55564 470 8.46
Pawnee 51 2365 199 B.42
Bourbon oe 6775 570 8.4
Norton 53 3418 287 8,358
Atchison 54 6281 569 8.26
Greeley 55 - 803 25 8.25
Gray 56 1158 95 8,20
Jackson o7 5030 412 8.19
Lincoln o8 3506 285 8.12
Hamilton 59 740 60 8.10
Montgomery 60 13590 1178 8.0%
Wallace 61 610 49 8.04
Geary 62 3062 246 8.03
Woodson 63 28835 231 8.00
Labette 64 2008 720 7.99
Meade 65 1687 134 7.92
Brown 66 6425 508 7090
Coffey 67 4844 381 7.86
Doniphan 68 4671 361 7.72
Linn 69 4445 341 7.6%7
Riley 70 4915 375 7.62
Wichita 71 489 37 7.56
Leavenworth 72 10489 792 7.55
Chase 73 2543 192 754
Sherman 74 1345 101 7.50
Clay 75 4989 374 7 449
Trego 76 1551 115 7 .41
Milemi 77 5730 435 7 .40
Anderson 78 4164 298 7.L3
Kearny 79 614 43 7.00
Rusgell 80 3606 25 6 .96
BEllsworth 81 5193 220 6,89
Republic 82 5406 362 6,65
Hodgeman 85 a7b 57 6.5H%2
Rawlins 84 2049 133 6o 49
Chautauqua 85 5655 205 6o 42




TABLE ILIT .~Conblnued~

20.

County Rank | School | Number in Percuonbage in
census high school | high school
Wyandotte 86 31510 20156 6.59
Smith 87 5035 L7 6,58
HWeosho 88 7152 450 6,29
Washington 89 637 4 386 6.05
Rush 90 2797 169 6.04
Cherokes 91 12344 726 5.88
Cloud 92 6095 355 5.82
Sheridan 93 1497 87 5.81
Morris 94 3715 214 5.76
Stanton 95 262 15 b.72
Gove 26 1442 80 5.54
Grant v 293 16 5.46
Graham o8 26082 136 5.22
Crawford 99 17012 986 5.20
Kiowa 100 2048 104 5.0%7
Cheyenne 101 1275 61l 4.78
Hagkell 102 312 11 3.58
Morton 103 510 17 3453
Stevens 104 714 21 2.94
Ellis 105 4593 111 2.41
Totals 503011 42331 8.51

Read table thus: Column I-désignates the county; Column
ITI, the rank of each county; Column IIT,
county; Column IV, the number in hish school in sach county;
Columm V, the percentage of sbtudents in high school in each
county. Percentage if found by dividing the number in high

school by the census.

Table IV represents the counties in 1930 in order of

the census of each

their rank according to the percentage of attendance in high

gchool. This percentapge 1a ascertained by finding the total

enrollment of high school students during 1930 for each

county and determining the per cent thigs total crpollment

is of the achool census of that county.
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TABLE IV.-Percentage of the total school population, in the.

several countles, which is attending high school

in 1930,
County Rank| 8School| Number in Percentage in
census [ high school| high school
Comeanche 1 1628 403 24.75
Clark 2 1449 363 24,56
Rarber 3 3141 695 22,12
Stafford 4 3287 708 2L.54
Rice b 4172 889 21.31
Riley 6 5260 1119 21.27.
Edwards 7 2283 480 21.02
Chase 8 1963 411 20.94
Dickinson 9 | 7454 ' 1550 20.79
Clay 10 4138 844 20.40
Sumner 11 8423 1714 20.35
Jefferson 12 4285 860 20.07
Osage 13 4916 984 20.02
Decatur 14 | 2625 Dl5 19.62
Linn 18 3695 722 19.54
Wyandotte 16 42280 8179 19.30
Butler 17 105686 2041 19.28
Wilson 18 6006 1154 10.21
Labette 19 8a78 1702 19.17
Morton 20 1192 227 19.04
Osborne 21 5668 695 18.95
Hamilton 22 1032 195 18,90
Vorris 23 3599 675 18.76
FPranklin 24 5995 1124 18.75
Reno 25 13602 2546 18.72
Jewell 26 4241 791 18.65
Sherman 27 2199 408 18.55
GCowley 28 11611 2153 18.54
Crawford 29 14879 2756 18.52
Lincoln 30 2946 541 18.56
Douglas 51 6491 1169 18.082
Atchison 58 D427 990 18 .24
ingman 53 J7E1 6 18.19
larpor 54 403% 7 18.18
Pratt Y 4107 7G4 18.16




TABLE IV.~Continued-

e

k2.

County Rank School Number in Percentage in
census high school| high school
Jackson 36 4312 783 18,16
Coffey 37 4120 746 18.11
Seward 38 2470 447 18.10
Norton 39 3614 653 18,07
McPherson 40 6770 1223 18.06
Mitchell 41 3787 684 18.06
Ne oaho 42 6653 1197 17.99
Meade 43 2211 396 17.91
Pawnes 44 2966 531 17.90
Johnson 45 6714 1198 17.84
Ellsworth 46 3198 568 17.76
Ford 47 5750 1019 17.72
Marshall 48 6768 1197 17.69
Greenwood 49 5644 995 17.63
Republic 50 4359 767 17.60
Ottawa 51 2785 489 17.56
Allen 52 6250 1C90 17 .44
Russell 53 5656 636 17,40
Pottawatomle 54 4729 819 17.32
Elk 55 2535 439 17.32
Gray 56 2140 + 368 17.20
Cloud 57 5203 893 17.16
Saline 58 7963 1365 17.02
Wabaunsee 59 3262 558 16.92
Lyon 60 8231 1391 16.90
Wallace 61 1006 170 16.90
Brown 62 6006 1014 16.88
Montgomery 63 15371 2572 16.73
Phillips 64 3598 595 16,54
Chautauqua 65 3458 568 16 .43
Anderson 66 3872 627 16.20
Harvey 67 8702 10856 16.19
Kiowa 68 2069 332 16.05
Doniphan 69 4297 685 15.94
Ness 70 2077 469 15.75
Finney 71 3278 515 15.71
Woodson 72 2672 419 15.68
Thomas 73 2284 368 15.67
Gove 74 1851 290 15.67
Sedgwlck 75 58587 6015 15.59




[xs]
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TABLE IV.~-Contlnued-

County Rank School | iumber in Percentage 1n
census high school high achool
Logan 76 1451 26 15.58
Rooks 77 3410 529 15.51
Smith 78 - 4092 630 15.40
Cherolee 79 10057 1525 15.16
Kearny 80 972 145 14,92
Miami 81 5867 873 14.88
Geary 82 3440 496 14,42
Wasghington 83 5179 742 14.33
Scott 84 1292 184 14,24
Shawnee 85 23518 3286 14.09
Lane 86 1510 183 13.97
Grant 87 . 987 133 135.90
Barton 88 6676 922 13.81
Bourbon 89 6946 929 13.37
Leavenworth 20 8459 1129 15,35
Stevens 91 1607 - 213 15.825
Haskell 92 1018 133 13.06
Hodgeman 93 1546 193 12.85
Cheyenne 94 2299 290 12.61
Rawlins 95 2441 305 12,49
Nemaha 06 5867 732 12.48
Greeley o7 497 62 12.47
Rushk 98 3002 , 370 12.33
Marion 99 . 10542 1279 12.13
Wichita 100 719 87 12.10
Graham 101 2667 . 294 11.45
Trego 102 2103 200 9.01
Sheridan 103 1997 187 9.36
Stanton 104 689 62 9.00
Ellis 105 5630 477 ' 8.47

Read table thus: Column I designates the county; Column
II, the order of rank, Comanche county ranked first in 1930;
Column IITI designates the total school census of each county;
Column IV, the number in high school in cach county; Column
V, the percentage of the total school census In high school
in 1930.



SUMMARY

It 1s interesting to note Lhat the percentage of students
in high schbol in 1930 was much greater then in 1915. There
was a larger high-school enrollment in 1930. There were
17.06 % of the total number of students of school age in the
high schools of Kansas in 1930, while there were only 8.51 %
of the total number of students of school age in Xansas high
gchools in 1915. |

This may be due in some measure to the compulsory ele-
mentary-school laws providing ample foundatlion and incentive
for higher education. However, it is more likely due to each
locality affording faclilities and opportunities for high-
school education. The rural high school and the community
high school have made 1t possible for small communitles to

furnish high-school education for thelr children.

In 1930, the highest per cent of enrollment was found in
ComancheAcounty; The lowest per cent of enrollment was found
in E1lis county. The ﬁercentage ratic of enrollment to
census ranged from 24.75 % to 8.47 % in 1930, while in 1915,
the ratio of enrollmeﬁt to census ranged from 13.22 % in

Douglag county to 2.41 % in Fllis county.
GROUPING OF COUNYTIES INYO THRTILES

In order to ascertain whlch of the three laws has pro-
duced the best conditliond for enrollment in 1915 and 1930, a

comparison has been made by dividing ‘the 105 counties into



three tertiles according to the Barnes, community and
"oeneral" laws. Th9 division into tertiles conslst of di-
viding the counties into three groups. he three groups con-
sist of the upper, middle and lower thirds. Wach tertile con-
slets of 55 countles. The county law having the highest per
cent of its counties in the first tertile, or in ths first
and second tertilgs combined, should rank the highest with
reference to the percentage of population of school age in

the high schools.

Table V is reproduced” to show a comparison, with
reference to the percentage of high-school students enrolled,

between the tertiles of 1915 and the tertiles of 1930.

TABLE V.~Showing the number of counties, under the three laws
In tertiles, when ranked according to the percentage

of enrollment for 1915.

];éw Firat Second Third Total
tertile tertile tertile
Barnes <0 15 4 53%)
County 7 5 15 27
General 8 15 18 39
Totals 35 35 35 105

Read table thus: In 1915, 20 countiles under the Barnes
law were in the filrst tertlle; 15 countles under the Darnes
law were in the second tertile; 4 counties under the DBarnes

law were in the third tertlile.

3% W. H. Carofthers, op. clt., p. LG,
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Table VI has been compiled to determine which law has

the highest per cent of its counties in the first bertile, or
in the first and second tertlles combined., A comparigon of the
mumber of countiés in each tertile assists in determining
which county law ranks the highost with reference to the por-
centage of population of school age in thé high schools of

Kansas for 1930.

TABLE VI.-Showlng the number of counties, under the three laws
in tertiles, when ranked accordlng to the percentage

of enrollment for 1930.

Law First Second Third Total
tertile tertile tertile
Barnes 16 15 9 40
Community 9 2 12 23
General 1o | 18 14 42
Totals 55 35 35 106

Read table thus: In 1930, 16 counties under the Barnes
law were in the first tertile; 15 countles under the Barnes
law were in the second tertile; 9 countles under the Barnes
law were in the third tertile.

In 1930, the counties operating under the "general' law
have of their number 24 % in the upper tertile and 67 % of
their number in the first and second Lertiles combined. The
24 9% was obtalned by dividing 10, the number of counties
under the “general" law shown in the first tertlle of Table VI,

by 42the tobal number of counties under Lhe "reneral ' low.

The 67 % was obtalned by dividing the sum of 10 and 18 In
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Table VI, or the number in the first and second Lertiles

under the '

'general law, by 42 the total number of "general'-
law counties. The same ppocedure was followed in calculating
the percentages for the Barnes and community lawa. The

counties operating under the community law have 39 % of thelr
number in the upper tertile, while 48 % of their number is in
the first and second tertlles combined. The Harnes counties
have 40 % of their counties in the first tertile and 78 7 in
the first two tertiles. The data 1n Table VI indicabte. that

the Barmes law was the most effective in attracting students to
hizh school in 1930; theat'the "gensral" high-school law ranked
next ln effectiveness in appealing to students ; while the com-

munity law was the least effective.

In 1915, Table V shows that the Barnes law ranked first,

the "general® law second and the county law third.

This indicates that the community law 1s operating more
effectively in attracting high-school students than the county

law which it replaced in 1923,

-

A COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS OF COUNTIES

The counties operating under each lav have been grouped
and ranked according to the percentage of the total en-

rollment in high school.

Table VIT shows the per cent that each county law had

enrolled of its tobal population of achool age for 10915. It



1s reproduced to show the ranking In 1915 and to compare

with the raniking of the three laws in Table VIIL Tor 1950.

TABLE VIIL.-Grouping of counties under the throe lawa and
showing total enrollment and percentages of the

school census for each law in 1915.

Law School High School Percentage of Rank
census enrollment csnsus in . S.
Barnes =208, 353 19,159 9.19 1
County 114,773 |, 9,211 8.01 3
General 179,885 14,461 8.03 e
Totals 502,791 42,831 8.51

Read table thus: In 1915, the total cemsus for counties
under the Barnes law was 208,353; the total snrollment of
high schools under the Barnes law counties was 19,159; the
per cent of the census enrolled in high school in Barnes
coumbtles for 1910 was ©.19 4.

Table VIII shows the per cent that each county law had
enrolled of 1ts total population of school age and the rank-
ing of the three laws Tor 1930, It compares not only the high-

school enrollment but also the percentages each law had en-

rolled of its total school census for 1930,

V. H. Carothers, op. clt., p. 25.
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TABLE VIII.-Grouplng of the countles under the three laws and

and showlng total enrollwent and percentape of b

the school census for each law in 1930,

Law School High School Percentage of | Rank
census enrollment cenaus in 1. &
Barnes 268, 475 46,606 17 .55 2
Community 92,819 16,161 17 .41 1
Gteneral 1193,786 31,966 16.49 S
Totals 555,080 94,733 17.06

Read table thus: In 1930, the total school sensus for the
countles under the Barnes law was 268,475; the total hirh-
school enrollment of Barmes countles was 46,606; the per cent
of the census enrolled in high school in Barnes countles for
1930 was 17.55 4. Barnes law ranked second.

It is interesting to note the changes that have occurred
in the ranking of the three counties laws for 1915 and 1930.
The ranking shows that the counties operating under the Barnes
law during the last fifteen years have dropped from first to
second rank. Yet, their enrollment has more than‘doubled. The
counties operating under the community law have ralsed their
rank from third to first place, Thelr enrollment has almost
doubled. The counties operating under the "general® law,
which ranked second in 1915, now rank seccond with the en-
rollment slightly more than doubled. A very potent fact la
that in 1915 only 8.51 %, of the population betwoen the ages
of five and twenbty-one, wore attonding hlph sbhool, while

17.06 % of those of school age were attendlng in 1930.
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CHAPTER IV

TEST NUMBER IT

The second test applied to high schools is for per-
slstence of attendance. It 1s applied with the idea in view
that the high school must not only attract students and se-
cure thelr enrollment but 1t must also offer such courses
and facilitlies which will hold the interest of students and
retain them until the completion of their high-school edu-
cation. What per cent of the students enrolled in the high
schools of the varlous counties remained to complete the
third and fourth years in 1915% Table IX shows the percentage
of students which remained in high school for their third and
fourth years in 1915,

Table IX is introduced * in order to make a comparlison
between the persistence In attendance in 1915 and the per-

sistence in 1930.

TABLE IX.-Ranking of counties according to persistence of
attendance in 1915.

County Rank| Per cent County Rank | Per cent
3=-4 yrs. 5-4 yrs.
Trego 1 55.0 Sheridan 6 40,2
Scott 2 47 .0 Hemilton 7 40.0
Ellis 3 45.9 Sherman 8 39.2
Greeley 4 44..0 Jewell 9 58.8
Wallace 5 40,8 Leavenworth 10 3846

* The table above is reproduced in content from
W. H. Carothera, A Comparative Study of the Three Typea of
High Schools in Kansas by Counties, Unpublished Master's
Theaig, Universlty of Ransasa, 1916, p. 19,




TABLE IX.-Continued-

=
County Rank| Per cent County Rank| Per cent
S-4 yrs. 3-4 yrs.
Edwards 11 58.2 Saline 51 32.5
Finney 12 38.1 Seward 52 32.3
Wichita 13 37.9 Jackson 53 32.3
Atchison 14 37.8 Dickinason 54 2.1
Kearny 15 7.6 Sedgwlck 586 31.9
Nemaha 18 37.6 Greenwood 56 31.8
Barber 17 a7 .4 Ford 5% 31.7
Rush 18 37 .2 Osage 58 31.6
Norton 19 a7.0 Thomas 59 3l.4
Smith 20 36 .2 Coffey 60 3l.4
Woodson 21 36,0 Decatur 61 3l.2
Cowley 22 35.9 Sumner 62 3L.1
Logan 23 35.9 Kingman 63 3l.1
Marshall 24 35.8 Mitchell 64 31.0
Wabaunses 25 35.8 Marlon 65 30.9
Cloud 26 35.6 Lllsworth 66 50.9
Doniphan 27 56.4 Miami 6% 30.8
Douglas 28 35,2 Jefferson 68 30.8
Chase 29 35.1 Brown 69 30.6
Barton 30 35.0 Rooks 70 30.5
Johnson 31 35.0 Washington 71 30.5
Lyon 32 35.0 Rawlins 72 30.3
Clay 33 34,5 Bourbon 73 30.1
Harvey 34 34,4 Allen 74 29 .6
Shawnee 35 34 .4 Grant 75 29 .4
Lincoln 36 34 .4 Crawford 76 29.2
Stafford a7 34,4 Mesade T 29.1
Montgomery 358 54.1 Phillips 78 28.8
Osborne 39 34,1 Russell 79 28.6
Elk 40 4.0 Linn 80 28.4
Rice 41 34,0 Ottawa 81 28.3
Comanche 42 33.9 Wilson 82 27.1
Geary 43 33,9 Ness 83 26.9
McePherson 44 33,9 Cherokee B84 26 .5
Harper 45 55.6 Wyandotte 85 26 .5
Pottawatomldg 46 3%.1 Labette 86 26 .5
Pawnee 47 33.0 Chautauqua 8% 26 .4
Neosho 48 32,7 Republic 88 26 . 4
T'ranklin 49 58 .6 Anderson 89 26 .9
Gray 50 32.5 Reno 90 24,0




TARLE IX.=-Continued-

-

County Rank | Per cent County Rank| Per cent
3~4 yrs, S-4 yra.

S8tevens 91 23,8 Haskell 101 18.1

Clark 92 23.6 Gove 102 17.5

Morris 93 R3.5 Hodgeman 103 12.5

Kiowa 94 25.3 Morton 104 -y

Pratt 05 23,2 Etanton 105 S

Cheyenne 06 R2.9

Riley o 22.8

Lane 98 22.2

Butler 99 20.7

Graham 100 20.6

Read table thus: Column I designates the names of the
counties; Column IT, the rank of the counties in persistence;

Column ITI, per cent of students enrolled in the
fourth years of high school in 1915; Fifty three
the students 1n high school in Trego county were

the third and fourth years in 1915.

third and
per cent of
enrolled in

What per cent of the students enrolled in high school,

in 1930, remained to complete the third and fourth years?

Table X shows the percentage of persistence in each county

for the year 1930. The results in Table X will be compared

with those found in Taeble IX for 1915.

TABLE X.-Ranking of counties according to persistense of

attendance for the year 1930.

County Rank| Per coent County Rank | Per cent

5=4 yra. S5-4 yro.
Hodgeman 1 50.29 Rice 6 46,79
Trego 2 48,50 Klowa 7 46 .69
Bourbon 3 48,1 Clark 8 46 .1.8
Liyon 4 47 .66 Lincoln 9 46,03
Riley 5 47.01 Ness 10 45,84




TABLE X.~Continued-

N
»

|

County Rank [Per cent County Rank |Per cent

-4 yrs. 3-4 yrs.
Chase 11 45,74 Cloud 51 42,21
Kearny 12 45,52 Jackson 52 42,02
Douglas 13 45 .50 Leavenworth 83 41.98
Dickinson 14 45.48 Stanton 54 41.94
Comanche 15 45 .41 Fllsworth 55 41.90
Wabaunsee 16 45.29 Neosho 56 41,85
Rush 17 45,14 Atchison 57 41.81
Linn 18 45,01 Greenwood 58 41.80
Labette 19 44,95 Stevens 59 41.78
Elk 20 44,65 Marion 60 41.75
Clay el 44,55 Graham 61 41.50
Chautaugqua 22 44,54 Surmer 62 41.42
McPherson 25 44,40 Morton 63 41.41
Morris 24 44,30 Gove 64 41.38
Republic &5 44..04 Harvey 65 41.29
Miaml 26 43,76 Mitchell 66 41.23
Lane 27 43,72 Franklin 67 41.19
Saline 28 43 .69 Phillips 68 41,18
Wichita 29 45 .68 Allen 69 41.10
Osage 50 43.50 Kingman 70 41.086
Brown 31 43,49 Pawnee 71 41,05
Woodson 32 43 .44 Stafford 72 40,96
Coffey 353 43,43 Gray 73 40,76
Smith 34 43,33 Jonnson 74 40.74
Sheridan 35 43 .32 Doniphan 75 40,73
Crawford 36 43 .25 Geary 76 40,72
Cowley 37 45,24 Anderson N4 40.66
Shawnee 58 43,09 Grant 78 40,60
Russell 39 43,08 Jewell 79 40.58
Marshall 40 42,94 Butler 80 - 40,57
Logan 41 42,92 Hamllton 81 40.51
Barton 42 42 .75 Cheyenne 83 40,00
Nemaha 43 4< .62 Jefferson 838 40.00
Osborne 44 42 .59 Wallace 83 40,00
Ottawa 45 42,54 Bdwards 85 39,79
Sherman 46 42 .40 Pottawatomle 86 39.68
Finney a7 42 .33 Scott a7 39 .67
Harper 48 42 .29 Cherokeo 88 9.6
Seward 49 42 .28 3llis a9 59 .41
Norton 50 42 .27 Thomas 90 39 39




TABLE X.=Contlnued-

—

County Rank | Per cent County Rank| Per cent
o-4 yrs. 5~4 yrs.

Rooks 91 39 .32 Pord 101 37 .39

Decatur 92 39 .22 Montgomery 102 56 .12

Reno 93 48.85 Haskell 103 31.58

Greeley 94 38.71 Sedgwick 104 29.98 -

Barber 95 48,70 Wyandotte 105 22,46

Rawlins 96 38.69

Pratt 7 38.61

Wilson 28 58.56

Washington 99 38 .27

Meade 100 58.13

Read table thus: Column I, names of counties in order of
rank:on persistence of attendance in 1930; Column II, rank of
counties on persistence in 1930; Column III, 50.29 % of the
total number of high-school students in Hodgeman county were
in the third and fourth years of high school in 1930.

GROUPING OF COUNTIES INTO TERTILES

The counties were grouped into tertiles according to each
law to determine which of the three laws was operating most
effectively to retain students until they had completed the
third and fourth years of high school. The county law having
the most counties in the first tertile, or the first and

second tertile combined, should rank the highest in regard to

persistence.

Table XI shows number of countles in each tertile for
the three laws for 1915. Table XI 1s reproduced * to show

a comparison with Table XII for 1930.

* ipid., p. 22.
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TABLE XI.~Grouping of countles under the three laws into

tertlles when ranked according to persistence

for 1915,
Law Pirst Second Third Total
tertile tertille tertile
Barnes 17 14 ; 8 39
County 10 5 12 27
General 8 16 15 39
Totals 35 35 55 105

Read table thus: 17 Barnea counties ranked among the
highest 35 in persistence in 1915; 14 Barnes counties ranked
among those of the second tertlile; 8 Barnes countles ranked
among those of the third tertille.

Table XITI shows the number of counties in each tertlle
for the three laws in 1930.A comparison was made between the

results shown in the tertlles for 1915 and those for 1930.

TABLE XII.-Grouping of countlies under the three laws into

tertiles when ranked according to persistence

-

for 1930.
Law First Second Third Total
tertile tertils tertile
Barnes 11 14 15 40
Community 9 5 9 R3
General 15 1s 11 42
Totals 35 35 35 105

Read table thus: 11 Parnes countles ranked in the first
tertile; 14 Barnes countins ranked in the second tertile; 15
Barnes countles ranked 1in the thlird bertile in 1930.
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In 1930, the first tertile showed a paln of seven

countles for the "general' law. The Sarnes law showed a losg
of s8ix countlies in the first tertile. There wag practically

no difference, in the first tertlle, between the number of
counties under the county law and those under the communlty
law. The number in the second tertile being the same as the
number in the first tertils indicates no difference in per-
sistence, in the middle group for 1915 and 1930. The results
indlcate that the "general"-law counties have made considerable
improvement as to persistence of attendance. It is .not likely

there is an appreciable difference due to the laws.

Table XIII shows a comparipon of the three laws on the

distributon of attendance for each high-school year in 1915.

TABLE XIII.-Total enrollment of county laws by yvears lncluding

per cents of persistence for 1915.

Law 1lst year [2nd year |3rd year |[4th year| Total|Per cent
5-4 yrs.

Barmnes 7767 5039 3329 2763 [ 18898 32.24
County 3265 2d4l 1564 1200 9070 30.04
General 5623 3764 2485 19535 13703 51.93
Totals in third and fourth years 13282 |41676| 31.03

Read table thus: Flrat year enrollment under the Barnes
law 7767; second year, 5039; third year, 3329; fourth year,
2763 . Thiry two and twenty four Inmilredth per cent of the
total high-school enrollment was dn the thlrd and fourth
yvears in 1915,

1bid., p. 25.
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Teble XIV shows a comparison of the threc county laws

on distribution of attendance for each hiyh-school year in
1930. The totals have been added to secure the total number
attending high school under each law. The sum of the

third and fourth years has been divided by the total, under
each law, to obtain the per cent of persgistence for each law,
A comparison was then made between the per cents for 19156 and

“those for 1930,

TABLE XIV.-Total enrollment of county laws by vears including

per cents of persistence for 1930.

Law 1st year|2nd year|3rd year [4th year| Total |Per cent
3~4 yrs.

Barnes 17050 12226 9358 7972 46606 37 .18
Communiyy 5004 4324 3709 3124 16161 42,26
General 9677 8830 7180 6279 31966 42.13
Totals in third and fourth years| 37622 Q4733 59.71

Read table thus: First year enrollment in counties under
Barnes law in 1930, 17050; second year, 12226; thipd year,
9358: fourth year, 7972. The per cent of total high—school en-
rollment in the thlrd and fourth years was 37.18 7 in 1930.

SUMMARY OF TEST IT

Pable X shows that the variation in persistence of
attendance for 1930 ranged from 50.29 % in lodgeman county o
£2.46 ,, in Wyandotte county. It is lnbteresting to note that
on this test Modeeman ranked First in 1930 but 103 In 1915.

Prego counby ranked first in 19156 and sccond in 1930,
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There was not an appreciable difference in persistence

in the trend of fifteen yoears. lspecially, there was 1ittle
difference among the counties of Lhe higheat rank. However,
there was considerable difference in the trend among the

lower rank. The lowest in 1930 was 22.46 7 while the lowest in

1915 was 12.5 % with two counties entlrely without persistence..

Barnes counties ranked first in 1915 in persisbence of atb-
tendance. The "general” law ranked second and the county law

ranked third.

Table XIL, for 1930, shows that the commnlty law ranked
first in pemsistence of attendance, with 42.26 4. The "general"
law ranked slightly lower than the communiyy law for 19350 with

42,1% %. The Barnes law ranked the lowest with 37.18 7.

The increase in persistence of the commnity high-school
law over the former county law is partly due Lo the fact that
atudents once enrolled in the commanity high school tended to
complete their work rather than take the last year or two at
local high schools. Distance may have becn a factor in causing
students to discontinue at the county high school asooner than

at the community high school. A comparison of the two laws 1s

Interesting.

A comparigon of Table JITT and Table LIV shows that the
percentage of persistence in 1915 was 31.00 vy wWhile 1u 1930
the percentage of perslalence was 39.71 s There was no psreat
difforonce found in persistence In counbies operaling under

the vaprious laws in 1915 opr in 1980. Yowever, thore was a



greater tendency for high-school students

third and fourth years in 1930 than Lhere

to complete the

was

in

1915 .



CHAPTHR V

THST NUMBSER Ixx

Test number three is a study of Lthe preparation and
qualifications of high-school teachirs. “ach year above the
eighth grade in preparation has been taken ag 2 unit of com-
parlson. Graduates of colleges or universities nre allowed
seven points; two-year state certificates and graduates of a
normal school are allowed six points; and all teachers hold-
ing special certificates and those who have done an indefinite

amount of work above the eighth grade are allowed two points.

What is the averuge number of years of preparation above
the eighth grade for teachers of z2ach county? Table XV shows
the ranking of countles according te the number of years of
preparation for teachcrs for 19156, It is reproduced ¥ to com-

pare results with Table XVI for 1930.

The proper number of polnts was allowed and calculated
for each teacher of each county. The numbers representlng the
points were added to determine the years of preparation for
each counby. In Chase county, 136 points reprecrent the number

of years of preparation.

* The table above 1s roeproduced in content from
W. H. Carothers, A Comparative Study of the Thrae ypes of

High Schoola in Kunsas by Counties, Unpublighed MaitorTs
Thesls, University of Kansaw, L9L6, p. 26,
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TABLE XV.-Ranklng of counties according to the average number

of years of preparat;pp”og5aqaqhem53§@251915,

County Rank |Years of ‘[ Wimbér 6f | Average
Prepaguy;ﬁqgﬁﬁ¢@@phgra:xyp;}
Ghage L 136 17 8.00
Geary 2 88 11 8.00
Lane 3 24 5 8.00
Trego 4 32 4 8.00
Stanton 5 16 9 8.00
Grant 6 8 1 8.00
Comanche 7 70 9 AR A
Coffey 8 130 17 7.64
Clay 9 122 16 7.62
Hodgeman 10 38 5 7.60
Logan 11 68 9 7.55
Harvey 12 226 30 7,05
Ford 13 112 15 7 .46
Pratt 14 112 15 7 .46
Leavenworth 15 _76 37 7.45
Sedgwick 16 574 77 7.45
Finney 17 82 11 7 .45
Clark 18 - 74 10 7.40
Dickinson 19 300 41 7.31
Riley 20 96 13 7 .50
Norton 21 80 11 7 .R%7
Phillips 22 116 16 7.25
Gresnwood 23 114 - 20 7.20
Sherman 24 36 5 7.20
Douglas 25 230 32 7.18
Harper 26 186 26 7.15
MePherson ‘ =7 186 26 7,156
Hamilton 28 50 7 7.14
Cowley 29 264 37 7.13
Lyon _ 30 228 32 7.12
Jackson 31 128 18 7.11
Linn 32 12 17 7.05
Ellsworth N 1 84 12 7.00
Kearny . ‘ 4 28 4 7.00
Scott 35 28 4 7.00




TABLY XV.-Continued-
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.

jotimiitibsmaiousgmpting

County Rank | Years of Number of Average
preparation teachanrg

Greeley 56 14 2 7.00
Allen 57 216 31 6.96
Stafford 48 174 25 6,96
Brown 39 208 30 6.,9%
Osage 40 194 28 6.92
Shawnee 41 346 50 6.88
Ness 42 62 9 6.82
Ottawa 43 116 17 6.81
Wyandotte 44 552 81 6.78
Pawnee 45 190 28 6.78
Alce 46 210 31 6,77
Harion 47 204 31 6,77
Chautauqua 48 88 13 6.76
Jefferason 49 496 29 6.75
Thomas 50 54 8 6.75
Barber 51 114 17 6.70
Anderson 52 140 21 6.66
Wallace 53 20 3 6.66
Wichita 54 20 3 6.686
Montgomery 55 202 44 6.63
Butler 56 272 41 6.63
Saline B 212 52 6.62
Decatur 58 86 13 6.61
wllis 59 66 10 6.60
Johnson 60 138 21 6.57
Edwards 6l 82 14 6.57
Jewell 62 164 25 6 .57
Crawford 63 249 38 6.55
Wilson 64 190 29 6.55
Nemaha 65 170 26 65.53
Bourbon 66 176 27 6.5
Republic 67 104 16 6.50
Rawlins 68 652 8 6.50
Reno 69 298 45 6.48
Atchlison 70 194 30 6.18
Barton 71 148 2a 6,435
Osborne 78 128 20 .40
Kingman 74 128 20 6,40
Washington 74 110 e £ e i)
Kiowa 78 58 6 Gv00
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County Hank Years of Number of Average
preparation teachers
Cheyenne 76 38 6 6.30
Rooks 77 94 15 6 .26
ileosho 78 144 23 6.26
Cloud 79 100 15 6.25
itchell 80 112 18 6.22
Pottawatonie - 81 114 23 6.21
Iincoln 5 8e 68 11 6.18
Hoodson 83 Q2 15 6.13
Sumner 84 372 61 6.09
Horris 85 78 13 6,00
Russell 86 72 12 6.00
Seward av 36 6 6.00
Grahem 88 24 4 6.00
Haskell ‘ 89 18 3 6 .00
Stevens 90 12 2 6.00
Labette 91 21210] 34 5.88
Cherokee 92 188 29 5.79
Franklin 1215 188 29 5.79
Wabaunsee 94 126 22 5.72
Marshall 956 148 26 5.69
Gray 96 28 5 5,60
Sheridan a7 22 4 5.50
Kiami 98 118 22 5.35
Doniphan 99 118 22 D .55
21k 100 74 15 4 .93
Smith 101 68 .14 4.85
Lieade 102 b6 12 4,66
Gove 103 Y 7 4,57
Rush 104 356 8 4,50
NMorton 105 6 2 $.00

Read table thus: Column I designates the countles; Column
ITI, the rank of the counties; Column III, the total years of
preparation for each county; Column IV, the number of teachers
in each county; Column V, the average years of preparation
for each teacher in the county.
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Table XVI shows the ranking of the counties according to

the average number of years of preparatlion for teachers for
1930. The averages were obtained by dividing the number of
years of preparation in each county by the total number of
teachers for that particular county. The same method of pro-
cedure was used to calculate the number of years of prepa-
ration for 1930 as was used to determine the years of prepa-

ration for 1815.

TABLT XVI.-Ranking of counties according to the average number

of years of preparation of teachers for 1930.

County Rank | Years of Number of |Average
preparation teachers
Greeley 1 40 5 8.00
Ellis 2 271 54 7.97
Seward 3 236 30 7.8%
Geary 4 280 36 7,77
Douglas 5} 668 86 7.76
Haskell 6 - 85 11 7.72
Trego 7 108 14 . 7,71
Sedgwlck 8 2665 347 7.68
Rush ] 207 217 7.66
Wichita 9 46 6 7.66
Neosho 11 543 71 7.65
Hodgeman 12 99 13 7.682
Graham 13 152 20 ) 7.60
Harvey 14 516 68 7.59
Leavenworth 15 591 78 7.58
Riley 16 568 75 7.57
Decatur 17 227 30 7.56
Mitchell 18 408 54 7.55
McPherson 19 542 72 7.53
Russell 20 345 46 7.50
Stanton 20 45 6 7.50
Cowley 22 967 129 7.49
Coffey 23 307 41 7.48
Lyon 24 755 o8 7.47
Wallace 25 112 15 7 46




TABLE XVI.-Continued-
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County Rank | Years of ~Number of | Average
preparation teachers

Sherman 26 194 2 .

Saline 21 753 10? Z.ig
Rooks 28 283 38 7 44
Lincoln 29 253 34 7.44
Ness 30 305 41 7.43
Atchison 31 409 55 7 .43
Shawnee 32 1657 223 7 .42
Brown 33 557 75 7 .42
Ford 34 579 78 7,42
Logan 35 193 26 7 .42
Crawford 36 1157 156 7.4l
Cloud 37 459 62 7 .40
Woodson 38 222 30 440
Jefferson 39 466 63 7 .39
Thomas 40 266 36 7.38
Pratt 41 421 5% 7 .38
Butler 41 1034 140 7.38
Wyandotte 4.3 1978 268 7.38
Reno 44 1136 154 7 .37
Johnsgon 45 516 70 7 .37
Gray 46 221 30 7.36
Pottawatomie 417 449 61 7 .36
Scott 48 103 14 7 .35
Rice 49 522 71 7.%55
Bourbon 50 463 83 7 .34
Chase Bl 279 38 734
Marshall 52 536 73 7.34
Sumner 52 771 105 7 e B4
Norton 54 301 41, 7 .58
Kingman 55 366 50 7 .32
Allen 56 519 71. 7,30
Montgomery 57 1257 172 7 .20
Franklin 59 584 80 7 .30
Harper 59 565 50 7.30
Rawlins 59 146 20 7.30
Kiowa 61 187 27 7 .29
Wilson 62 569 78 7.29
Clay 63 291 40 7.2
Pawnee 64 R76 58 7 .26
Phillips B85 3056 42 .26
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County Rank Years of Nunber of Average
preparati n teachers "
Anderson 65 505 42 7 .26
Jewell 67 450 62 7.25
Bllsworth 68 283 39 7.25
Kearny 69 87 12 7.25
Morton 69 116 16 7.25
Barton 71 514 71 7.23
Doniphan 72 569 51 7.23
Gove 73 159 22 7 .22
Greenwood 74 548 76 7.21
Osage 75 424 59 7,18
Pinney 76 275 38 7.18
Wabaunses 77 287 40 7.17
Cherokee 78 6'74 94 7.7
Ottawa 79 301 72 7.16
Labette 80 809 115 7.15
Linn 81 293 41 7.14
Jackson 82 442 62 7.12
Elk 83 206 29 7.10
Lane 84 78 11 7.09
Smith 84 512 44 7.09
Nemaha T 86 382 54 7.07
Chautauqua 87 318 45 7.06
Meade 88 169 24 7.04
Republic 89 380 54 7.03
Cheyenne 01 133 19 7.00
Miami 91 336 43 7.00
Sheridan 91 106 15 7.00
Dickinson 93 636 91 6.98
Morris 94 519 46 6.93
larion 95 539 78 6.91
Osborne 96 510 45 6.88
Comanche o 172 25 6.88
Washington 98 384 ne 6.85
Stafford 99 255 35 6.65
Barber 100 570 56 6.60




PABLE XVI.-Continued- a7

County Rank | Years of Number of | Averuge
preparation teachers

Clark : 101 179 _7 G.62

Hamilton 102 1056 16 G .06

Edwards 103 541 52 6 .55

sStevens 104 - 78 12 6 .50

Grant 105 43 7 6.14

Read table thus: Column I designates the counties; Column
II, the rank of the counties; Column III, the total years of
preparation for each county; Column IV, the number of teachers
in each county; Column V, the average years of preparation
for each teacher in the county for 1930,

SUMMARY OI* TEST IIT

When the countles are grouped according to the three
high-school laws operating,the foregolng tables show that the
county high schools supported 440 teachers wlith an average of
6.65 years of preparatlon above the elghth grade for 1915,
while the communlty high schools of 1930 supported 1012
teachers with an average of 7.37 years of preparatlon above
the eighth grade. The counties under the Barnes law gsupported
996 teachers with an average preparation of 6.12 years in 1915,
while the counties under the same law for 1930, supported 2872
teachers with an average preparation of 7.27 years. The
counties operating under the "genoeral" law in 1915 supported
720 teachers whose average years of preparation wag 6.55L, In
1950, the countiss to which tho "genoral" law applled, sup-

ported 2224 teachers whose average preparatlon wus 7.285 years.
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Using the averages as a basls forp comparing the prepa-

ration of teachers of the three groups, those teaching iIn the
commnity high schools have the greatest eamount of preparation.
The teachers in the counties under the Barnes law ranked.
second and those under the "general" law ranked third in 1930.
In 1915, the county high schools ranked first; the "general®
high schools second; and the Barnes high schools third. It is
probable that the differences are not great enough to be of
primary significance. The change from 1915 to 1930 is likely
more significant than the differences in type according to

the laws in any one year.

It has been a tendency among the community high schools
as well as county high schools to demand high standards of
scholarship of their feachers. During recent years, teachers
with better gualifications have sought positions in Barnes
high schools, which accounts for teachers of those counties
ralsing their average ranking more rapidly than those of the
"general" law counties. A comparison of the medians shows
that the teachers of 1930 were better preparsd than those of
1915. In 1915, the median was 6.66 for average preparation,

while in 1930, ‘it was 7.54.
GROUPING OF LAWS THTO TERTILES

In Table XVII, the counties are grouped into tertiles,
consisting of 35 counties each, according to the threc county
laws. Table XVII shows the number of counties in each tertile

for the three county laws in 1915. It has been reproduced = to

¥ ipid., p. 29.
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show how the preparation of teachers in 1915 compares with

that of 1930.

TABLE XVII.-Showing counties grouped into tertlles according

to the average preparation of teachers in 1915.

Law First Second Third Total
tertile tertile tertile

Barnes 14 13 12 39

County 11 9 7 v

General 10 13 16 39

Totals 35 55 35 105

Read tahle thus:
the first tertile;

14 counties under the Barnes law sre in

13 counties under the Barnes law are in

the second tertlle; 12 counties under the Barnes law are in
the third tertile.

Table XVIII shows the number of counties in each tertile

for the three county laws in 1930. The tertlles in Table XVIII

ghow which law 1s operating most effectlively as to preparation

of teachers. It is also used to compare results of teachers!

preparation for 1915 with those of 1930,
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TABLE XVIII.-Showing counties grouped into tertlles accordling

to the average preparation of teachers in 1930.

Law Pirst Second - Third Total
tertile tertile tertlle
Barnes 16 12 . 12 40
Community 9 | 8 6 23
General 10 15 17 42
Totals 35 35 35 105

"Read table thus: 16 counties under the Barnes law are in
the first tertile; 12 counties under the Barnes law are in
the second tertile; 12 counties under the Barnes law are in
the thilrd tertile.

Table XVIII shows that the Barnes law had 16 of its 40
countles, or 40 % of its total number of counties, in the
first tertile in 1930; that the community law had 9 of its 23
counties, or 39 % of its total number of counties, in the

first tertile; and that the "general' law had 23 % of its

number in the first tertlile.

Table XVII shows that the "general" law ranked third in
1915, while the Barnes law ranked slightly above the community
law for first place. The Barnes law and the community law
counties have seach shown a gain while the "general law
counties have remained about the same during the last fifteen
years. We would conclude from this that schools operating
under the Barnes and community laws have teachers with greater
smount of preparation than high schools under the "pgeneral

law.



CHAPTHR VI

TEST NUMBER TV

Test number IV applies to the salaries of teachers in the
counties according to their rank. The average salary has been
determined for each county. The average salary paid to the
teachers in each high school was determined, first, by adding
all the salarieg in the high school and dividing by the number
of teachers. The average salarles of all high schools in the
county were then added and divided by the number of high

gchools in the county.

How do the counties under the three county laws compare
in the salaries pald to teachers? Table XIX shows the average
salaries pald to teachers in each county for 1915, It is re-
produced * to show a comparison between the average salaries

for 1915 and 1930.

TABLE XIX.-Showing counties ranked according to the average

galaries pald to teachers in 1915.

County Rank| Ave. Salary (| County Rank |[Ave, Balary
of teachers of teachers
Wyandotte 1 117.76 Wallace 6 27.50
Pratt 2 105.60 Tlldworth 7 93.20
Sedgwick 3 102.05 Gray 8 93.20
Shawnee 4 101.85 Uoniphan 9 92.50
iHeno b 98.54 Pottawatomie | 10 Q8 .27

* The table above 1s reproduced in content from
W, H. Carothers, A Comparative Study of the Three Types of
High Schools 1n Kangag by Countles, Unpublished lMaster's
ThesTa, Universify of Kansaa, 1916, p. 31,
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County Rank(Ave. Salary || County Rank|Ave. Salary
of' teachers of teachers
Barber 11 92.00 FPinney 51 084,73
Ford 12 92.00 Crawl ord 52 84,71
Ellis 13 92.00 Sumner ha 84,66
Kearny 14 92,00 Lebette 54 84 .57
Marion 15 91.94 lemaha 55 84.16
Marshall 16 91.30 Cherokee 56 84,11
Comanche 17 90.40 Clay 57 85.98
Lyon 18 90.23 Neosho 58 835.59
Chase 19 90.06 Kingman 59 83 .47
Leavenworth | 20 89.99 Barton 60 85 .37
Ness 21 89.82 Wichita 61 85.34
Thomas 2e 89.38 Pawnee 62 85.33
Graham 25 89.00 Dickinson 65 83.14
Elk 24 88.93 Johngon 64 85,08
Franklin 25 88.88 Jackson 65 82 .84
Coffey 26 88.62 Rooks 66 82 .66
Russell 27 88.56 Norton 6% 82 .43
Meade 28 88.55 Decatur 68 B2 .37
Jefferson 29 88.55 Chautauqua 69 82 .25
Weabaunsee 30 88.34 Anderson 70 82,12
Clark 31 87 .90 Stanton 71 81.94
Geary 32 87 .86 Brown e 81.89
Butler 53 87.85 Seward 73 81.39
Atchison 54 87.85 Cheyenne 74 81.25
Rush 35 87 .50 Miaml 75 80.695
washington 56 87.45 Linn 76 80.12
Cowley a7 87.09 Phillips 7 80.11
Montgomery 38 86 .45 Grecley 78 80.00
Tdwards 39 86,10 Sheridan 79 80,00
Harvey 40 86.09 Stevens 80 80.00
Bourbon 41 85.96 Harper 81l 79.41
Mitchell 42 85.956 Rawlins 82 79,38
Smith 43 85.78 Sherman 85 79.00
Lincoln 44 85.45 Rlce 84 78.51
Logan 45 85 .44 MePherson 85 78.18
Osborne 46 BH .95 Hodgeman 80 78.00
Wilson 417 85 .27 Allen a7 7713
Ottawa 48 85.00 Hamllton a8 77 .08
Trego 49 84.99 (ire enwood 89 77,00
Douglas 50 84.95 Riley 90 76,85

[



TABLE XIX.~Continued-
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County Rank|Ave. Salary1 County Rank|Ave. Salary
of teachers of teachers

Morrls 91 76 .15 Morton 101 70.00

Osage 92 75.08 Woodgon 102 69 .2

Kiowa 93 74 .92 Stafford 103 68.96

Cloud 94 73.83 Grant 104 65,00

Scott 95 73.75 Haskell - 108 60.00

Republic 96 73 .46

Gove o7 72.81

Lane 28 71.6%

Saline : 29 71.31

Jewell 100 70.96

‘ Read table thus: Column I designatss the countles; Column
IT, the rank according to average salaries; Column ITI, the
average salary pald to teachers in each county in 19165,

Table XX shows the average salarles nald to tenchers in
the various counties for 1930, A comparison of Table XIX and

Table XX shows the differences 1ln average salaries paid to

teachers by counties in 1915 and in 1930.

TABLE XX.-Showing counties ranked accordling to the average

salaries paild to teachers in 1930.

e o

County Rank |Ave. Salary|| County Rank| Ave. Salary
of teachers of teachers
Stevens 1 187.00 Miaml 11 176 .60
Hess 2 186.50 Shawnee 12 175 .01
Trego 3 186.00 Rawlins 13 174 .24
Barton 4: 185,11 Reno 14 1735 .53
Goary 5 185.68 Loavenworth| 15 172.11
Smith 6 182,79 Pavnoe 16 L7 .6
Douglas 7 182.71 Wabaungeo 7 171.09
Gloud 8 179.46 Sedgwlck 18 1770 O
Johngon 9 177 .52 Reoublic 19 170.48
Labette 10 177 .12 Chago 20 70 .44
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County RankiAve., Salaryl County Rank |Ave. Salary
of teachers of teachers
Cowley 21 170.11 Harper 56 161.58
Saline 22 169.81 Comanche 57 161,33
Clark 23 169.67 Osage 58 161,13
Seward 24 169.36 Sumner 59 161,04
Butler 25 169.27 Kingman 60 160,73
Meade 26 168,98 Wyandotte 61 160.69
Franklin _7 168.85 Thomas 62 160.18
Sherman 28 168.51 Finney 63 159.96
Kiowa 29 168.50 Mitchell 64 159.86
Montgomery 30 168.34 Hamilton 65 159,87
Brown 31 168.33 Morris 66 159.44
Ottawa 32 168.05 Graham 87 159.12
Rice 33 167.10 Crawford 68 158.93
Dickinson 34 1687.05 Coffey 69 158,71
Jackson 35 166.92 Barber 70 158.25
Edwards 56 166 .44 Jefferson 71 158.22
Ellsworth 37 166 .33 Jewell 72 157 .56
Pratt 38 165.856 Stanton 73 157 .36
McPherson 39 165.75 Clay 74 157 .25
Lyon 40 165.67 Norton 75 156 .89
Rush 41 165.60 Lane 76 156 .77
Osborne 42 165,50 Anderson ™ 156,75
Ford 43 165.14 (ove 78 156 .40
Allen 44 165,03 Russell 79 156 .39
Atchison 45 164 .45 Linn 80 156 .17
Nemaha 46 164.26 Marshall 81 155.56
Riley 47 164.12 Cherokee 82 155.82
Harvey 48 164.01 Chautauqua 83 154.85
Haskell 49 164.00 Lincoln 84 154.80
Gray 50 163.40 flashington 85 154,70
Greenwood 51 162.77 Doniphan 86 154.49
Sheridan 52 162.50 Stafford 87 154.17
Ellis 53 162.49 Wlk 212] 153.16
Cheyenne 54 | 162.00 Decatur 89 151.55
Wilson 55 161.59 Pottawatomie| 90 150,27
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County Rank| Ave., Sala.wl County Rank|Ave. Salary
of teacherd of teachers

Bourbon g1 150,03 Scott 101 145,

Kearny 92 150.00 Wichita 102 122 gg

Phillips 95 149.25 Morton 105 143,50

Greeley 94 148,75 Marion 104 143,33

Woodson 95 148,38 Wallace 105 139.42

Grant 96 148.00

Hodgeman oY 147 .50

Neosho 98 147.20

Rooks 99 145 .43

TLogan 100 145.20

Read table thus: Column I desigmates the counties; Column
II, the rank according to average salaries; Column IIT, the
average salary pald to teachers in each county 1n 1930,

SUMMARY OF TEST IV

The most remarkable difference in the trend of fifteen
years, among the tests of efficiency applied to the high
schools of Kansas, has been found in teachers! salarles. The
lowest salary 1n 1930 was $21.67 higher then the highest aver-
age salary in 1915. The highest average salary pald by any
county 1in 1930 was $187.00 in Stevens county as compared with
$117 .75 in Wyandotte county in 1915. Average salaries of all
counties in 1930 ranged from $139.42 to §187.00 per month.

The average salaries of all counties in 1915 ranged from $60.
to $117.75 per month. The median salary in 1930 was $162.49
in E11lis county. The median #alary in 1915 was found in Sumner

gountbty vwhich was 84,65 per Leacher per month.
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GROUPING OF COUNTIES INTO TERTILES

Countles were grouped into tertiles, of 35 countles each,
in order to compare the three county laws as to the average

salarles pald to teachers in the verious counties,

Table XXI shows the counties grouped into tertiles
according to the three county laws. The law having the most
of its countles in the first tertile, or in the first and
second tertlles combined, should be considered the one with

the highest rank.,

TABLE XXI.-~Grouping of countles under the three laws into
tertiles when ranked according to average salaries

paid in 1930,

Law First Second Third Total
tertile tertile tertile
Barnes 13 16 11 40
G ommuni by 7 5 11 23
General 15 14 13 42
Totals 39 356 35 1056

Read table thus: 13 countles wunderuthe:Barnes law were in
the first tertile in 1930; 16 counties under the Barnes law
were in the second tertile; 11 countlies under the Barnes law
were in the third tertile.

In 1915, counties under the Barnes law pald better sala-
ries to their teachers than countles under elther of the
other two laws. The first 58 counties in Table XIX for 1915,

have 53 % of their counties under the Barnes lew; 18 % under

the county high-school law; end 29 % under the "general' law.
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In 1930, the "general" law counties, which ranked first,

pald slightly higher salaries to their teachers than the
Barnes counties. Of the first 58 coﬁnties ranked in 1930, 41.3
% were under th: "general" law; 39.7 % were under the Barnes
law; and 19 % were under the cormmunity high-school law, This
shows & slightly higher schedule in teachsrs! salaried for the

counties under the "general' law.

In Table XXI for 1930, 35.7 % of the counties under the
"general" law were in the first tertile; 32.5 % of the Barnes
countles were in the first tertile; and 30.4 % of the com-
munity high schools were in the first tertile. This evidence

shows that the "general® law counties ranked first in 1930,



CHAPTER VII
TEST NUMBER V

This test applies to the salaz;ies of the superintendents
and Drincipals of the high schools of Kansss. Tt was thought
wise to consider the executive salaries separate from those
of the teachers. This study of salaries is condidered very im-
portant because the way in which a sthool functions depends
largely upon the administrator. The old adage "as a teacher
so the school" still applies very well to the administrator
and the high school of the present. |

Salaries are in a large measure a determining factor for
a successful school. The better teachers and administrators
generally receive the higher salaries. It is a well establish-
ed fact that the ratio between good and poor supervision is

decidedly in harmony with the salary.

Table XXIT consists of the counties ranked according to
the average yecarly salary pald to superintendents and princi-

a
G

pals for 1915 ", The average salary of the superinbendents’ and
principals of the various high schools of the county were
added and this result was divided by the total number of
superintendents ahd principals in that particular county. The

average salary for superintendents and principals for each

county was secured in thls manner.

" The tuble above is roproduced in content from
W. H. Carothers, A Comparative Study of the Three Types of
High Schools in Kansas by Countles, T_Tnpx}bil-ished Master's
Thesis, University of Kansas, 1916, p. 5.
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TABLE XXII.-Showing counties ranked according to the average

salarles pald to superintendents and principals

In 190185,

County Rank| Average]| County Rank |Average
salary salary

Wyandotte 1 1864 Wilson 36 1109
Geary 2 1575 Labette 37 1106
Douglas 3 1540 Wabaunsee 38 1101
Ellis 4 1479 Dickinson 39 1090
Leavenworth ) 1433 Clark 40 1083
Finney 6 1425 Greenwood 41 1080
Montgomery 7 1413 Osage ' 42 1069
Atchlison 8 1381 MePherson 43 1066
Cowley 9 1381 Woodson 44 1064
Harvey 10 1581 Cloud 45 1061
Bourbon 11 1341 Jefferson 46 1052
Miami 12 1325 Butler 47 1048
Ford 13 1311 Stafford 48 1034
Crawford 14 1310 (| Donlphan 49 1033
Sedgwlck 15 1304 Brown 50 1033
Seward 16 1300 Kearny 51 1028
Barton 17 1279 Pawnee 62 1024
Mitchell 18 1256 Ellsworth 63 1014
Chase 19 1256 Jewell 54 1006
Osborne 20 1234 Linn 55 1002
Franklin 21 1228 Greeley 56 1000
Shawnee 22 1195 Comanche o7 997
Reno ‘ 23 1194 Rice 58 996
Riley 24 1192 Harper 59 995
Saline 25 1177 Coffey 60 994
Edwards 26 11756 Cherokees 61 9903
Neosho 2" 1174 Barber 62 992
Marshall 28 1158 Norton 63 991
Meade 29 1157 Johngon. 64 082
Anderson 30 1127 Marion 65 980
Hodgeman 31 1125 Ottawa 66 o7
Wallace 52 1125 Sherman 67 970
Trego 35 1120 Sumner 68 965
Allen 34 1115 Sherldan 69 960
Lyon 515 1109 Pratt 70 956
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TABLE XXII.-Continued- 60.

County Rank) Average|] County Rank|Average
salary galary
MOI‘I’iS 71 954 Rawlin
Kiowa 72 980 Rush ° g% 328
Clay 73 949 Chauta 3
Potbawatonie 74 949 Ness udua gi ggz
Logan 75 949 Phillips 95 863
Lincoln - 76 948 Smith 96
washingbon 77 945 Lane v gig
Elk 78 944 Graham 98 817
Russell 79 942 Gove 99 810
Republic 80 934 Morton 100 800
Cheyenne 81 933 Decatur 101 798
Rooks 82 930 Thomas 102 796
Nemsha 83 927 Stanton 103 765
Hamilbon 84 923 Haakell 104 730
Kingman - 85 901 Gray 105 679
Ytevens | 88 900
Ja.ckson 87 200
Grant 88 900
Scott 89 900
Wichita 90 900

Read table thus: Column I designates the countles; Column
IT, the rank according to average salaries per year; Column
IITI, the average salary psld to superintendents and principals
in each county in 1915.

What was the average salary pald by each county to
superintendents and principals in Kansas in 19307 Table XXIII
shows the counties ranked according to the average yearly
salaries pald by the varlous countles to superintendents and
principals in 1930. To obtaln the average salaries pald by
the counties, the average salaries of superintendents and
principals of the various high schools in each county were
added and the sum divided by the number of superintendents
and principals in that particular county., The countles wore

then ranked in order of the highest average salary pald iIn 1930.
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TABLE XXIII.-Showing counties ranlked according to the average

salarles pald to superintendents and principals

in 1930,

County Average ([ County Rank| Average
" salary gsalary
Wyandotte 1 ] 3105.71 || Franklin 36 | 2361.15
Douglas 2 3066 ,6Y7 Gloud Kird 2558,09
Seward 3 2051.67 Clark 38 AR IGYG!
Cowley 4 | 2946.82 || Haskell 39 | 2325.00
Montgomery 5 293%5.50 || Sherman 40 | 2323.00
Shawnee 6 2914.00 Illsworth 41 23R .67
Geary 7 2833.35 Butler 42 2317 .00
Sedgwick 8 | 2724.44 || Stafford 43 | 2312.14
Brown 9 2717 .55 Dickinson 44 | 2310.00
Cheyenne 11 | 2700,00 || Jackson 45 | 2308.40
Grant 11 2700.00 Lane 46 2300.00
Leavenworth 11 2700.00 || Clay 46 | 2300.00
Reno 13 £695,00 Harper 48 295,00
Saline 14 2657.80 Greenwood 49 22982 .86
Johnson 15 2656 .67 Norton 50 2286 .67
Labette 16 2632,27 || Kiowa 51 2286 .00
Ford . 1%7 2596 ,43 Jefferson 52 2874 44
Barton 18 20686,.88 || Gray 53 | 2208.33
Comanche 19 2686 .67 HMeade 54 28b4 .17
Rawlins 20 2560.00 | Lincoln 55 2244 ,29
- Pawnee 21 2518.553 Osborne 56 2242 .78
Thomas 22 2507 .14 Nemaha 57 2257.08
S&tevens 23 2500,00 || Morris 58 | 22823.39
Lyon . 24 2490,00 Wilson 59 3222.70
Harvey 25 2487 .22 Logan 60 2215,.80
Atchlson 26 2440.00 Sheridan 61l 2200,00
Pratt 27 2432 .22 licPherson 62 2189.7}
Riley 28 2423,.00 Chase 63 ?l&l.éé
Crawford 29 2388,.882 Yoodson 6?- :?;189 .90
Trego 30 2375.00 | Mitchell 65 | 2176.20
Bourbon 3l 2570.71 || Elk 66 2175.99
Sumner 32 2367 .50 Graham QV 3163'39
Hodgeman 33 2562.60 || Miaml 67 flgw.qé
Barber 34; 2555.91 Cherokee 69 flf4‘§Z
Edwards 35 | 2355.63( Osage 70 | 2127.29




TABLE XXIII.~-Continued-
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County

Rank

Average (| County Rank | Average

salary salary
Kearny 71 | 2125.00|| Chautaugua 01 2010.00
Rice 72 2122.86|] Russell 91 2010.00
Washlngton 73 117,50} Doniphan 93 2007.50
Marshall 74 2112.19 Phillips 94 1984,50
Flanney 75 2109.17 Ellis a5 1981.25
Decatur 76 2105.71|| Wallace 06 1975.00
Wichita 77 2100.00 Neosho a7 1969.58
Wabaunsee 78 2098.33 Smith 98 1958.11
Marion 79 2091.4%7 Jewell 99 1916.07
Gove 80 2075.00 Coffey 100 1910.00
Ness 81 2071.25 Scott 101 1868.33
Kingman 82 | 20563.50(| Hamllton 102 1864.75
Rush 83 2048.75|| Republic 103 1827.05
Pottawatomle 84 2045.86 Greeley 104 1800.00
Stanton 85 2045.00 Morton 105 1643.40
Linn 86 2042.50
Rooks 87 2039.00
Ottawsa 88 2035.00
Anderson 88 2035,00
Allen 90 2021.53

Read table thus

Column I designates the counties; Column
II, the rank according to average salaries per year; Column
III, the average salary pald to superintendents and principals
in each county in 1930. ‘

Table XXIII shows that the salaries of superintendents

and principals for 1930 were conslderably above those shown

in Table XXII for 1915. The medlan averasre salary of $2258.33

in 1930 represents more than twice the median average salary

of $$1014.00 for 1915 for all the countles,

When the counties are grouped according to thelr re-

spective laws, the counties operatblng under the community law

rank:

first with a median salary of [24510.00., The countinsg
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operating under the Barnes law rank second with s moddan

salary of $2258.33., Gray county paid not only the median

- salary for the Barnes high schoels in 1950, but also
the median - salary for all counties « Gountles undsr
tne "general law ranked third in 1930 wlth a median
salary of $2223,00. ‘
/
In 1915, the medians of the three grouns of countiles

were as follows: Countles under the Barnesg law ranked first
with a median of $1101.00; counties under the "general" law
ranked second with a median of $995.00; while the countioes

operating under the county law ranked third with a medlan of

1964.00.
GROUPING OF COUNTIES INTQ TERTILES

Table XXIV shows the counties grouped into tertiles
conglsting of 35 counties each according to the three county
laws. It is reproduced * to show the number of counties in
each tertile for the three county laws in 1915 and to show
ht;w the salaries ‘paid to superintendents and principals com-

pared with the salaries in 1930 when ranked into tertiles.

* 4pid., p. 8.
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TABLE XXIV.-Grouping of countles under the threse laws into

tertiles when ranked accor&ing to the average
salaries pald superintendsnts and principals

in 1815,

Law First Second Third . Total Rank
tertlle tertlle tertile ‘

Barnes 18 14 7 39 1
County 7 8 12 27 K}
General 10 13 16 89 2

Totals 38 39 35 105

-

Read table thus: In 1915, 18 counties under the Barnes
law were in the flrst tertlle; 14 counties under the Barnes
law were in the second tertile; 7 countles under the Barnes
law were 1n the third tertile; the Barnes law ranked first
in 1915. : '

\

Table XXV has been compiled to determine which law had
the highest per cent of its countles in.the first tertile,
or the first and second tertile%combined;‘The,rank of the
county laws has been shown in the last column. The rank of
the county laws for 1915 was shown in Table XXIV. A com-
parison may be made very easlly between the ranking of the

county laws in 1215 and 1930Q.
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TABLE XXV.-Grouping of countles under the three laws into

tertiles when ranked according to average salarles

pald superintendents and prinecipals in 1930,

Law Pirst Second Third Total Rank
tertile tertile tertlle

Barnes 15 11 14 40 2

Community 9 8 6 23 1

General 1l 16 15 42 3
Totals 35 35 35 105

Read table thus: In 1990, 15 counties under the Barnes
law were in the first tertile; 11 counties under the Barnes
law were in the second tertile; 14 counties under the Barnes
law were in the third tertile; the community law ranked flrst
in 1950.

In 1915, the Barnes law ranked first with 18 of its
counties in the first tertile; the "general" law ranked second

witn 10 of its counties in the first tertile; while the

county law ranked third.

In 1930, the comwmnity law ranked first with 9 of 1ts
counties in the first tertile. and 17 of them in the first two
tertiles combined. Table XXV shows a slight decrease in the
number of counties in the first and second tertiles for both
the Barnes and the community laws since 1815. It also shows
a S‘li,‘_‘{ﬂ'lt increase in both the first and second tertiles for
the "goneral' law simce 1915. In 1930, the community-law
group ronked first in regard to salaries pald Lo superin-

tendents and principals.
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CHAPTER VIII o

THST WUMBER VI

The sixth test to be applied to the high schonls of Han-
gsas 1s one 1n regard to library facilities. The importance of
the library, as an asget of accurate and comnlete information,
ie well recognized. The library test 1s an important one. In
an effort to control expenses, the mistake 1s often nade of
neglecting the library. Students need an opportunity to read

intelligently and widely.

In applylng this test, the total number of volumes in the
hi.‘gh—school libraries of each county was divided by the tobtal
number of students in that county. This result gave the number
of volumes per pupil in each county. The countles were ranked

upori the basis of the number of volumes per pupil.

Table XXVI shows the ranking of the counties according to
the number of volumes per punil in 1915. It is reproduced “in
order to compare the library facillities of high schools of

Kansas in 1915 with those of 1930,

* 1he table above is reproduced in comtent from
W. . Carothers, A Gomparutive Sbudy of the Throes Types of
II1zh Schools in Kangas by Countles, Uapublished Magter's

Thosis, University of kansas, LULG, p. 40,




TABLE XXVI.-Showing the number of volumes per pupll in

counties in 1915,

67 .

County Rank | Volumes County Rank| Volumes
per pupil per pupil
S8tevens 1 24,28 Gear
Kearny 2 21.88 Grayy gg 665 ) gg
Grant 3 17.06 Wilson 38 6.20
Donlphan 4 13,44 Wallace 39 6.02
Mitchell ) 11.66 Labette 40 5.99
Logan 6 11.54 Comanche 41 5.95
Allen 7 11.12 Nemaha 42 5.91
Jefferson 8 10.92 Brown 43 5.81
Hamilton 9 10.10 Ottawa 44 5,78
Trego 10 10.00 Barber 45 5.87
Greeley 11 8.72 Leavenworth 46 5.54
Wyandotte 12 8.71 Lincoln 47 5.54
Riley 13 8.59 Wabaunsee 48 5.37
Scott 14 8.10 Ellsworth 49 5.27
Sheridan 15 8.08 Wichita 50 5.13
Edwards 16 8.05 McPherson 51 5,09
Anderson 17 7.88 Stafford 52 4,94
Atchison 18 7.79 Pawnese 53 4.85
Clark 19 7.46 Lyon 54 4.66
DMokinson 20 7 .23 Rice 55 4,59
Neosho 21 7.14 Ford 56 4,56
Linn 22 7.15 Meade 57 4,40
Ellis 23 7.09 Cloud 58 4,22
Jewell 24 7.08 Osborne 59 4,20
Chase 25 7.07 Washington 60 4,18
Chautauqua 26 6,99 Barton 61 4,14
Osage 27 6.92 Pratt 62 4,04
Woodson 28 6.88 Kingman 63 4,01
Elk 29 6.82 Marion 64 3.97
Montgomery 30 6.74 Cheyenne 65 3.88
Pottawatomie 31 6.72 Greenwood 66 3.88
Norton 32 6 .67 Cowley 6" 5487
Sumner 33 6.65 Cherokee 68 572
Marshall 34 6 .54 Saline 69 3,70
Gove 35 6.55 Smith 70 3.60




TABLE XXVI.-Continued- 68,

Gcounty Rank | Volumes County Rank | Volumes
per pupll por pupil

Rawlins 71 3.48 Bourbon 9

Rono 72 3.47 || Philiips o o8
Ness 73 5,42 Morris 93 1l.96
Crawford 74 3+40 H Hodgeman 94 1.91
Jackson 75 3.28 | Sherman 96 1.88
Clay 76 3.20 Butler 96 1.88
Johnaon V&4 3.04 Finney o7 1.87
Graham 78 2.98 || Kiowa 98 1.78
Harvey 79 2.94 Decatur 99 1.33
Rush 80 2,93 Russell 100 84
Rooks 8l 2,91 Miami 101 72
Sedgwick 82 2.80 Shawnee 102 o
Douglas : 83 2.77 Haskell 103 o
T.ane 84 2.67 Morton 104 o=
Republiec 85 2,55 Stanton 108 v
Harper 86 2.55

Seward 87 2.50

Thonas 88 2.49

Franklin 89 2,37

Coffey 90 2.28

Read table thus: Column I, names of the counties; Column
LI, rank of counties on library facilitles in 1915; Columm III,
average number of volumes per pupll ln each county in 1915,
Stevens county ranked first with 24.28 volumes per pupil in
1915,

What was the number of volumes per pupll in each county
in 1930? Were there more volumes per pupil in each county in
1930 than in 191592 Table XXVII shows the number of volumes
per pupil in each county in 1930. The same procedure was used
to determine the average number of volumes per pupil in 1930
as was used in 1915. The total number of volumes in the hlgh-
school 1library in each county was divided by the number of
high-school pupils in each county. A comparison of Table XXVI

and Table XXVII shows more volumes per pupll in 1930 than 1918,



TABLE XXVII.-Showing the number of volumes per pupil in

counties in 1930,

Pramsme

69,

County Rank | Volumes County Rank | Volumes
' per pupil per pupil
Douglas 1 24,88 Dickinson 36 11.65
Rush 2 19.46 Jeckson 3 11.64
Labette S 19.39 1l Logan 38 | 11,31
Gray 4 18.41 Stevens 39 11.1%7
Ellis 5 18.23 Ford 40 11.03
Chase 6 18.11 Allen 41 10092
Chautauqua 7 17.84 Ellsworth 42 10,90
Wichita 8 17.24 McPherson 43 10.86
Tdwards ) 17.16 Finney 44 10.84
Kearny 10 16.00 Rice 45 10.82
Barber 11 15.86 Wallace 46 10.59
Lane 12 15.28 Reno 47 10.42
‘Sheridan 13 14.97 Lyon 48 10.41
Hemllton 14 14,41 Stafford 49 10.34
Kiowa 15 14.40 Pratt 50 10.23
Elk 16 14.34 Cowley 51 10,17
Wilson 17 14.14 Smith 52 10,03
Thomas 18 14,04 Jewell 53 10.02
Clark 19 14,03 Marshall 54 10,02
De catur 20 13.75 Barton 55 9.85
Nemaha 21 13.72 Cloud 56 9.81
Republic 22 13.69 Cheyenne - 57 9.78
Woodson 23 13.58 Marion 58 9.70
Osags 24 13.44 Wabaunsee 59 9.68
Brown 25 13.41 Kingmen 60 9.57
Lincoln 26 13.18 Ness 61 9.53
Butler ev 12.98 Washington 62 9.49
Doniphan 28 12.64 Franklin 63 9.36
Mitchell 29 12.57 Sumner 64 9.32
Trego 30 12.29 Jefferaon 65 8.94
Greenwood 31 12.21 Anderson 66 8.88
Gove 32 12.17 Montgomery 67 8,70
OthLawa 33 12.14 Johns on 68 8. 42
Pottawatomle 34 12.10 Leavenworth 69 8. ;:59
Atechigon 36 12.06 Hodgeman 70 8.58
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pABLE XXVIT.~Continued- 7Q.

e
puni/——

Cowunty | Rank [ Volumes bounty Renl (Volunes
per pupil e punt

Gre eaham 71 8.3 Rooks o1 |
Ne osho 78 8,31 | tiami 02 .68
Rawling 73 8,20 Osborne 9% S
Horton 74 8.15 Coffoy 04 & .0
Pouwnes 75 8.14 Jarpor a5 e, 04
Greeley 76 8.06 Harvey 96 5,05
St anton 76 8.06 Heade a7 5.81
grawford 78 8.05 Seward 98 5.09
¢omanche 79 7.76 Sedgwick 99 5 .30
Moxrton 80 7.52 Geary 100 5.35
Bourbon 81 7.50 Haskell 101 H.26
Chherokee 82 7.45 Clay 102 Holid
Prillips 83 7.55 Grant 103 4451
Scott 84 7.54 Shawneo 104 4.17
Wy andotte 85 7,30 Sherman 106 5468
Russell 86 7.17

Riley av 7,12

Saline 88 7.01

Linn 89 6.89

Morris 90 6.72

s

nead table thus: Column I, names of the ecounties; CGolunn
- IX, rank of the countles on library facilities in 1930; Cnlinn
T:LI, aver:ge number of volumes per puil in each counby in
1930. Douglas county ranked first witn 24,88 volunes per pupll
in 1930,

SUMMARY OF TEST VI

Pable X¥VII shows that the high schools have not pro-
gressed in library fPacllities as rapldly as they have along
other lines to which the efficlency hests huve been annlied.
e county having the hlghest average in volumas per npunil
ranked only .6 of a volume higher fhan Ghe highest avo2ars
f1fteon yoars upo. The pedian of 10,04 volumes per pupll ex-

ceeded the correspondlng median fop 191H by 6.7 volumes per
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pupll. Many books in the high-school Llibraries are old and
out of date. High-school 1librariss are not adequate to meeb

the need for the present reading BEO .
GROUPING OF COUNTIES INTO TERTTLES

Countles were ranked into tertiles, of 35 countiss each,
in order to ascertain which county law ranked highest in
library facilities in 1915. Per cents were calculated for
each tertile. Table XXVIIT has been reproduced = to make &
comparison of the tertiles on library facilities of 1915

with those of 1930.

TABLE XXVII.~Grouping of countles into tertiles when ranked
according to library facilitles in 1915.

Law [ Mrst Per Second Per Third Pap
tertile cent tertile cent tertile cent
Barnes 11 31.0 % 19 54,0 % 9 25.0 %
County 11 3L.0 % 4 11.0 % 12 34.0 %
General 13 37.0 % 12 34.0 % 14 40.0 %

Read table thus: In 1915, 11 counties or 31 % of the total
counties under the Barnes law were 1n the first tertile; 19
counties or 54 % were in the second tertile; 9 counties or

25 % were in the third tertile.
Table XXIX shows the counties grouped into tertlles when
ranked according to library facllities in 1950. Per cents for

each tertile of the three county laws are also shown,

* ipid., p. 45.



TABLE XXIX.-Grouping of counties into tertiles when ranked

according to llbrary facilities in 1930.

Ve

e 185 Por

Law Firsg Per Second Por Third Pap
tertile | cent | tertile| cont | tertile | cent
Barnes 11 26.7 % 16 40,0 4| 13 w2.h 4
Communl ty 9 59.1 % 5 21.8 7 9 59.1
General 15 5.7 %1 14 35.5 4| 13 21.0 9

Read table thus: In 1930, 11 counties or 27.5
total counties under the Barnes law were in the first tertile;
L6 counties or 40 % were 1n the second tertile; 15 counties
or 32.5 % were in the third tertile.

of the

Table XXIX for 1930 shows that $9.1 /i of the counties

under the communlty law were in the first tertile; 35.7 7

of those under the "general" law were in the first tertile;

and 27.5 ¢

under the Barnes law were in the first tertile.

According to Table XXIX the commnity law ranked first as

to library facilities; the "general' law ranked second; and

the Barnes law ranked third in 1930.

In 1915, Table XXVIII shows that the "general law

ranked first as to library facilities; the Barnes law ranied

second; and the county law ranked third.

Tn order to make the best for library factiitios more

rleid, the
caleulated
of volumes
volumes for all counbles

ahows the number and por cent

in all the counties Lor 191o.

total number of volumes for cach law hag haar
for 1915 and 1920, The par cents that the number
under eacli law represent of Gthe tobtal nutber of
wope nlso ealewlvbed, Table XAK

of the hohal number of v limes
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PABLE XXH{.-8howing the numbor of volumes for cach law and 1ts

per cent of the total volumes in all eountles for

1215,
Law Volumes Per cent of total volumes
Barnes 88, 125 42 % of the total number wvolumes
County 51,294 24 % of the total number volwmes
General 69,850 33 % of the total number volumes

Read table thus: Column I, the name of the county law;
Column II, total number of volumes for the Barnes law was
88, 125 in 1915; Column III, counties under the Barnes law had
42 % of the total number volumes in 1915.

Table XXXI, shows that the number of volumes had greatly
inereased for 1930. Table XXXI also shows the number and per
cent of the total number of volumes in all the countles for

1930, Table XXX was reproduced * to make a comparlson between

the +total number of volumss for each law for 1915 and 1880,

)
<

ibid-, p' 4150
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TABLIY XXXI.-Showing the number of volumes for each law and 1ts

per cent of the tobtal volumes in all counties for

1850.
Law Volumes Per cent of total volunmes
Barnes 40%,908 44 % of the total number volumes
Community 174,319 19 % of the total number volumes
Gencral 543,643 37 % of the total number volumes

Read table thus: Column I, bthe name of the county law;
Column II, total number of veolumes for the Barnes law wag
403,909 in 1930; Column III, counties under the Barnes law had
44 % of the total number volumes in 1930,

Table XXXI shows a comparison of the fiftcen-year trend
with that of Table XAX. Counties under the Barnes law had 44 %
" of the total number of volwies in 1930 as compuared with 42 A
in 1915. The counties under the community law had 19 % of the
total number of volumes in 1930 as compared with 24 7 in
counties under the county high-school law in 1915. In 1930
counties under the "gencral" law had 87 % of the total number
of volumes for that year as compared with 35 % of the total
volumes for 1915. The tables for 1915 and 1930 indicate that
the county laws have held thelr relative posgitions. According
to Table XXX, the Barnes law renked first, the "general' law
second, and the county law third in 1915. Table XX4XI, shows

that the county laws held thelr same rolative nesitlona,



CHAPTELR TX

TEST WUMBEX VII

Az demands of soclety hag luereased, new sublcchts have
been added to the high-school curriculwi. Some hipgh schonls,
because of better facilitles and financial supnort, offer nob
only a greater quantity but also a greater varlety of courses.
New subjects are being added to the currlculun continually

and 1t is belng enriched in varlous ways.

In 1915, the power of accrediting and adminilstering high
schools was transferred from the state university to the state
board of education. Before that time high schools requlred
113 units to satlsfy the entrance roguirements recommended by
the university. Requirements have stendlly increased since
that time. In order to make a compsrable study, 11} units
have been token as a minimum number of subjects which a high
school should offer. High schools have been comparsd according

to those operating under the three county laws upon the number

of subjects offered above 1lj units.

The seventh test applled to the high schools of Kansas
is one on the breadth of currilculum or the range of opnor-
tunity in the selection of subject matter. To apply this teat
the total number of subjochs offered by each high sehool was

4

ascertained. The totals For cach hirh school wers addad bo

socure the Ltotal mumber of subjects offercd in o covnby.
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From the total number of units in a county was subtracted

an amount equal to the number of high schools multiplied by
11%. This determined the number of excess unlts offered by
each county. The high-school population of the county was
divided by the number of excess units in that county. This
determined the number of excsss units offered per pupil in
each county. Since the number of high schools in the county
inereases the opportunlty for high-school education, this
result was divided by the number of high schools in the
county. The quotient was called the "ratio of opportunity”.

The smaller this quotient isg the higher the .county ranks.

Table XXXII has been reproduced * to show the "ratio of
opportinity" in 1915 and also to compare it with the "ratio
of opportunity" of 1930.

TABLE XXXII.-Showing the breadth of curriculum or the "ratio

of opportunity"for 1915,

County Rank [Ratio of County Rank |Ratio of
opportunity cpportunity
Butler 1 7.4 Harvey 11 16 .2
Osborne 2 11.4 Nemaha 12 16 .22
Osage 5 11.6 Dickinson 13 16 .41
Jefferson 4 12.5 Franklin 14 16.9
Doniphan 5 135.2 Barton 15 16.94
Allen 6 1%.9 Sumner 16 17 .0
Marshall 7 14.5 Wabaunses 7 17.1
Stafford 8 14.9 Rice i8 17 .18
Marion 9 15.2 Clark 19 17 .3
Wilson 10 15.3 Logan 20 17 .4
*

" The table above i1s roeproduced in content Ffrom
W. H. Carothers, A domparative Study of the Three Types of
High Schools 1n Koansas by Counties, Unpublished Waster s
ThesTs, Unlveralty of Kansas, 1918, p. 47.




TABLE XXXIT.-Continued-

County Rank |Ratio of County Rank Ratio of
opportunlty opportunity

Labette 21 18.0 Ellsworth 56 38,9
MePherson 22 18.1 Norton 5% 39,5
Greenwood R3 19.2 Mesade 58 40,1
Jewell 24 19.5 Philllips 59 42,9
Anderson 25 19.59 Ford 60 43 .4
Ness 26 20.1 [ Republic 61 43,48
Wallace _7 20,3 Pratt 62 45.8
Brown 28 20,4 Bourbon 63 50.2
Barber 29 20.8 Pawnee 64 54.3
Sedgwick 30 20.9 Kearny 65 56 .8
Greeley 31 22.4 Wyandotte 66 57 .7
Harper 32 28 .6 Riley 6"7 58.9
Linn 33 22 .7 Elk 68 59.0
Mitchell 34 23,9 Shawnee 69 60.9
Woodson 35 25.3 Cherokee 70 6Ll.1
Edwards 36 25.4 Cloud 71 65,9
Reno a7 25.8 Rush 72 66.9
Cowley 38 26.8 Hamilton 73 67.2
Atchison 39 7.5 Finney 74 67.6
Rooks 40 28.1 Washington 75 77.
Montgomery 41 28,3 Jackson 76 79.8
Comanche 42 29.1 Decatur m 83.9
Crawford 43 30.2 Douglas 78 87.9
Kingman 44 30.5 Thomas 79 90.2
Leavenworth 45 30.7 Chautauqua 80 93.77
Ottawa 46 30,75 Chase 8l 94.2
Rusgell 47 30.8 Rawlins 82 94 .5
Pottawatomle| 48 313 Grant 83 97 .6
Miami 49 31.35 Morris 84 100.3
Coffey 50 3243 Seward 85 100.5
Johnson 51 33.2 Gray 86 100,7
Lyon 52 35.1 Sherman a7 100.9
Sallne 53 35.8 Smith 88 117.1
Lincoln 54 AT.5 Bllis 89 118.7
Neosho 55 58 .6 Clay 20 L27.5
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PABLY XXXIT.-Continuede-

Ccounty Rank Ratlo of County Rank Ratlio of
opportunity opportunlty

Geary 91 131.0 Haskell 101 | ~eme-
Gove a2 145 .28 Morton 102 ———=
Qecotbtt 93 146 .2 Stanton 108 e
Kiowa 94 158.9 Trego 104 ——— -
Hodgeman 95 187.0 . Wichita 105 ———y -
Sheridan 086 21l2.5

Cheyenne oY 236 .5

Graham o8 285.0

Stevens 99 5359 .0

Lane _ 100 o~y

Read tuble thus: Column I desipgnates the names of the
counties; Column II, the rank of the counties on breadth of
curriculum in 1915; Column III, "ratio of opportunity" in 19815.
Phe''ratio of opportunlty" for Butler county was 7.4, which
ranked first in 1915.

Table XXXIII shows the counties ranked on breadth of
curriculum or "ratio of opportunity™ for 1230, The same pro-
cedure was used to determine the "ratio of opportunity" for

each county for Table XXXIIT for 1930 as was used for Table

AXXIT for 1915.
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PABLE XXXIII.~Showing the breadth of currlculum or the "ratio

of opportunity" for 1930.

County Rank|Ratio of County Rank|Ratio of
opportunity opportunity

Pottawatomie 1 o9 Coffey 36 5,18
Jewell 2 1.0 Leavenworth| 37 3.19
Jefferson S 1.2 McPherson 38 5.2
Greenwood 4 1.5 Franklin 39 5,24
Osage 5} 1.32 Ness 40 3,26
Butler 6 1.4% Smith 41 3.27
Sumner 7 1.48 Gray 42 3.4
Jackson 8 1.5 Wallace 43 5.43
Morris 9 1.6 Cloud 44 3.46
Marion 10 1.7 Stafford 45 3.5
Nemaha 11 1.9 Pawnee 46 3.6
Ellsworth 12 2.0 Rush 47 3.7
Mitchell 13 2.0 Riley 48 3.8
Donlphan 14 2.04 Scott 49 3.9
Elk 15 2.06 Barper 50 4.0
Reno 16 2.07 Ford 51 4.04
Edwards 17 2.1 Klowa 52 4,1
Marshall 18 2.11 Dickinson 53 4.2
Rice | 19 2,12 Harvey 54 4.21
Linn , 20 2.18 Lincoln 55 4.24
Ottbawa 21 2.2 Woodson 56 4.3
Logan 22 2.3 Rawlins 57 4.5
Crawford 23 2.33 Bapber 58 4,57
Osborne 24 2.4 Lyon 59 4,7
Phillips 25 2.47 Meade 60 4.8
Johnsgon 26 2.49 Clark 6l 4,81
Republic 27 245 Cheyenne 62 4.83
Cherokee 28 2.54 Norton 63 - 4,9
Labette 29 2.6 Graham 64 5.0
Brown 30 2.66 "Neosho 65 5.2
Saline 31 2.8 Shawnee 66 5.5
Barton 32 2.85 Russell 67 5.6
Kingman 33 2.9 Atechison 68 5.68
Anderson 54 3.0 Cowley 69 5.8
Chatauqua 55 Sal I Pratt 70 b.89
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pABLE XXXITT .=Continued-

County Renk Ratio of County Rank |Rutic of
opportunlty oportunity
ontgomery | 71 6.4 Sedgwl ck 9L 12,0
Washington 72 67 Jabaungoe 92 12.]
Siherman 73 6.8 Gove 9% 19,0
Decsatur 74 7.0 Seward 94 15,1
Bourbon 75 7.03 Sheridan 05 1365
Rooks 76 7.1 Greecley 96 13,7
Wilson 77 7.5 Kearny Q7 14,5
Trego 78 7.6 Lane 98 15 .2
Haskell 79 " B.d Stanton 99 15,9
iami 80 8.6 Wichita 100 15.9
Comanche 81 8.66 Bllis 101, 26,0
Allen 82 9.0 Yyandotte 102 54 .9
Grant 85 9.1 Chase 103 59 .1
Hodgeman 84 2.6 Morton 104 H6 7
Hamlilton 80 10.0 Thonas 1085 102 .2
IMinney 86 10.07
Clay a7 10.8
Douglas 88 11.6
Geary g9 11.8
Stevens 20 11.89

Read table thus: Column I designates the nuues of the
counties; CGolumn II, the rank of the countles on breadth of
curriculum in 1950; Column III, "ratio of opportunity” in 1930,
Pottawabomie county ranked first in 1950 with a "ratio of
opportunity” of .9.

SUMMARY OF TEST VII

Tt will be noted in compering Table XXXII for 1915 and
Table XXXILI for 1950 that the "ratio of onnortunity” won much
groater in 1950. Many subjects have heen added to the highe-
gchool eurriculum since 10LH. 'Theve wore also uagy nore high
sehools in 1950, The opportunlty Cor a higheschool ~duost Lo

wag much meeator in 1960 as boys and irln of Wiphesehnnl

hed cagy access bo high schonla. Tn 19600, bhe "ratdo of opnore



a8l,
tunity ranged from .9 in Pottawatomie to 102.9 in Thomas

county. The corresponding range for 1915 was 7.4 in Butler
county to over 339.0 in Wichita county.,

Table XXXIV shows the countles grouped into tertiles of
55 countles each according to the county laws for 1915. It
has been reproduced * to show a comparison between 1915 and
1930 on breadth of currlculum when counties are arranged into

tertiles.

TABLE XXXIV,~-Showing counties grouped into tertiles when rank-

ed according to breadth of curriculum in 1915.

Law Mirst Per Second Per Third Per
tertile cent.’ |‘tertlle cent tertile cent

Barnes 19 49 4 16 41 % 4 10 %
County 4 14 % 7 26 % 16 60 %
General 12 30 % 12 30 % 15 40 %

Read table thus: Column I designates the county law;
Column II, 19 counties under the Barnes law were in the first
tertile in 1915; Column IIT, 49 % of the total number of
Barnes counties were in the first tertile; Column IV, 16
counties under the Barnes law were in the second tertile;
Columm V, 41 % of the Barnes counties were in the second
tertile in 1915.

Tuble XXXV shows the counties ranked into tertiles
according to the three laws on the breadth of curriculum for
1930. The per cents which the tertlles represent of the

entire numbor of counties under that particulur law have also

been calculated.

¥ ibid., p. 49.
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TABLIT XXXV.-Showlng countles grouped into tertiles when rank-

ed accordlng to breadth of curriculum in 1930.

T.aw Pirst Per Second | Per Third Per
tertile cent tertile cent tertile cent

Barnes 11 27 4 17 43 % 12 30 %
Community 4 17 % 8 34 % 11 49 %
General 20 48 % 10 23 % 12 29 %

Read table thus: Column I designates the county law;
Column ITI, 1l counties under the Barnes law were in the first
tertile in 1930; Column III, 27 % of the total number of
Barnes counties were in the first tertile; Column IV, 17
counties under the Barnes law were in the second tertlls;
Column V, 43 % of the Barnes countles were in the second
tertile in 1930.

In 1915, the Barnes law ranked first in the test on
preadth of curriculum with 90 % of its countles in the first
and second tertiles combined. The "general' law ranked second
in the same test with 60 % of its total counties in the first
and second tertiles combined. The county law ranked third
having 46 4 of its counties in the first and second tertiles

combined.

Tn 1930, the "general" law ranked first in the test on
breadth of curriculum or the "ratio of opportunity" with
71 % of its total number of counties in the first and second
tertiles combined; the Barmes lsw ranked second with 70 # of
its countles in the firat end second tertiles combined; while
the community law ranked third with 52 % of its countles in

the first and second tertiles combined.



Table

seven bess

ts of effileicncy. he scores of the gaven Lonis

CHAPLSR &

COMBINTNG RANKS FUR Loomg

XLV and Table XXXVII show the reaulbs of a1l

efficlency are nlaced in colunms in tholr rospective apder,

The scores

for each county are combined for a £l secore.

Since the counties were ranked In order of thelr positions,

allowlng the highest ranking county ths first plice in each of

the seven tests, the lowest score indleates the hiphsst ranl,

For convenience in referring to the tables in thls chap-

ter, the

Plrst.

Second.

Third.

I"'ourth.

Pifth.

Sixth.

Soventh.

seven tests of officlency have becn related.

Percentage of the school mnopulatinsn, In the ¢ounties,

which 1s attending high school.

Persistence of attendance or the percentage of high-
school attendance which reuached the third and

fourth years of high sclinol.

The gualification of high-school teachers basged

upon their years of prepsratlon.
The average salary pald to the hipgh-school teachiers.,

he average salary pald to the high-achool prine-

cipals and superintendents.

k - » 4] o ) wa iy v o g X‘
Phe libpary facilities or the "potio of onportuniby.

e breadth of currloulua in aalaction of gubineig,



Table XXXVI shows the scores obtained from all seven

84.

tests of efficlency with the sum of the ranks in 1915. It has

been reproduced " to show the trend of the combined scores

in the seven tests of efficiency from 1915 to 1930.

TABLE XXXVI.-Showing the scores of all geven tests and the

combined score and rank for 1915.

County’ Test and Rank Secore |Rank
1 2 3 4 5 6 v

Allen 338 74 37 a7 34 7 6 278 26
Anderson 78 87 52 70 |30 | 28 | 25 370 57
Atchison 54 |14 | 70 34 8 3 | 39 222 8
Barber 15 | 17 Bl 11 6R 64 | 29 249 21
Barton 48 30 71 60 17 37 | 156 278 27
Bourbon 52 73 66 41 11 65 63 A7 59
Brown 66 69 39 72 50 59 28 383 63
Butler 2 99 56 33 47 61 1 299 36
Chase 73 29 1 19 19 9 | 81 231 12
Chautauqua 85 87 48 | 69 | 95 | b2 | 80 514 92
Cherokee o1 84 92 56 61 30 70 484 87
Cheyenne 101 96 76 74 (81 | 94 | 97 619 101
Clark 6 92 18 31 40 41 | 19 247 20
Clay 75 33 9 57 73 75 90 412 70
Cloud or 26 79 94 | 45 67 | 71 474 83
Coffey 67 60 8 26 60 91 50 362 52
Comanche 39 42 7 17 57 69 42 273 24
Cowley 7 | 22 | 29 | 37 9| 14 | 38 156 1
Crawford 99 76 63 52 14 44 43 391 a7
Decatur 9 61 58 68 101 [ 100 | 77 477 86
Dickinson 26 54 19 63 59 21 13 234 15
Doniphan 68 | 27 | 99 9 | 49| 16 5] 273 23
Douglas 1 28 25 50 33 11 | 78 226 10
- lidwards 28 11 61 39 26 17 56 218 5]
Elk 23 40 (100 24 | 78 36 | 68 368 55

¥

W. H. Carothers, A Comparative Study of the _
fgkgh Schools in Kansss Dy Counties, unpublished Mas

The table above is reproduced in content from

Three Types of

Thesls, uUniversity of Kansas, 1916, D. 51.

ter's



TABLE XXXVI.-Continued- 85,

county Test and Rank Seore | Rank
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Ellils 105 3 59 13 4 36 89 :
Ellsworth 8L | 66 33| 7| 53 | 78 | s6 382 22
Finney 10 12 17 51 6 43 | 74 213 5
Ford 37 57 13 12 13 40 | 60 232 13
Franklin 40 49 93| 25 21 a7 14 329 44
Geary 62 |- 43| 2| 32| 2| 4|91 |=288 16
Gove 96 | 102 | 103 o7 29 90 92 879 103
Graham 98 [ 100 88| 23| 98 89 98 594 99
Grant o7 75 6| 104 | 88 62 83 515 93
Gxray 56 50 96 8 | 105 73 86 476 85
Greeley 55 4| 36| 78| 66 | 72 | 3l H58 46
Grreenwood aB 56 23 89 4], 68 23 345 48
Hamilton 59 77 28| 88 84 g | 73 467 8l
Harper 22 | 45| R6| 81| 59 | 83 | 32 348 49
Harvey 8 34 12 40 10 42 11 157 2
Haskell 102 | 101 89 106 | 104 |103 |10l 705 104
Hodgeman 83 | 103 10 86 31 av 05 508 91
Jackson 57 b3 351 65 g7 81 76 450 o
Jeffeorson 16 67 49| 29 46 12 4 223 9
Jewell 20 9 62| 100 54 26 24 295 35
Johnaon 4] 31 60 64 64 78 51 387 65
Kearny 79 15 34 14 51 27 | 65 285 3l
Kingman 38 83 73 59 85 79 44 441 77
Kiows 100 94 75 93 72 1102 94 650 102
Labette 64 86 21 54 Ky 15 21 568 56
Lane 4| o8| 3| 98| 97 | 96 |100 | 496 88
Leavenworth 72 10 15 20 5 6 45 173 4
Lincoln 58 36 82 44 | 76 74 | 54 424 73
Linn 69 80 32 76 56 48 33 395 68
Logan ) 23 11 45 75 50 20 227 11
Liyon 32 32 30| 18 3B 34 | 52 R&% 14.
Marion 36 6b 471 15 65 71 9 208 i
Marshall 17 24 95 16 °8 38 ‘7 ?19 7
McPherson 49 44 27 8BS 43 49 28 él‘a? 41
Meade 65 77 V108 28 29 ™ 58 4356 78
Miami 77 67 ag| 78 12 70 49 4453 "723
Mitchell 34 64 80 42 18 l 34 22’7{: z’{»
Montpgomery 60 58 55 a8 7 2 41 M‘L "I /
Morris 94 93 85 *2) 71 99 84 617 100
Morton 103 | 104 | 105 101 | 100 104 102 719 1.086




TABLE XXXVI.-Continued-

86.

County Test and Rank Soore Rank
1] =2 3| 4| 5 6 7

Nemsaha 31 186 65 55 83 51 ~

Ne ogho 88 48 78 58 27 10 .‘%g g%z gg
Ness 12 | 83 | 42 | 21 | 94 | 95 | 26 373 60
Norton 55 119 | 21 | 67 | 63 | 29 | &7 309 38
Osage 18 58 40 92 42 25 3 278 28
Osborne 13 39 78 46 | 20 53 2 245 19
Ottawa 44 81 43 48 66 57 46 385 64
Pawnee 51 4 45 62 52 55 64 376 62
Phillips 47 78 22 77 95 93 59 471 82
Pottawatomie | 50 46 81 10 74 56 48 365 54
Pratt 29 95 14 2 70 63 62 355 47
Rawlins 84 | 72 68 82 91 85 82 564 96
Reno 26 90 | 69 5 23 13 &7 263 22
Republic 82 88 67 96 80 84 61 568 95
Rice 11 41 46 84 58 66 18 324 42
Riley 70 97 20 20 R4 20 67 488 66
Rooks 43 70 77 66 82 86 40 464 80
Rush 90 18 (104 35 92 8 72 419 72
Russell 80 79 86 27 79 3L 47 429 74
Saline 42 51 57 99 25 47 53 354 50
Scott 24 2 55 956 89 19 93 357 51
Sedgwick 21 55 16 3 15 22 30 162 5]
Sewsard 30 b2 il 73 16 54 35 397 69
Shawnee 27 %b 41 4 22 92 69 299 33
Sheridan 93 16 o7 79 69 46 96 496 89
Sherman 74 18 24 83 &% 98 87 441 76
Smith 87 20 | 101 43 96 88 88 523 94
Stafford 19 37 38 | 103 48 38 ag 291 34
Stanton 95 |105 5 71 103 | 105 103 587 28
Stevens 104 91 90 80 86 24 99 574 92
Sumner 14 62 87 53 68 33 16 330 45
Thomas 5 59 50 22 1102 | 101 79 418 71
Trego 76 1l 4 49 5%5) 18 104 285 30
Wabaunsee 35 25 94 50 ue 45 17 284 29
Wallace 61 5 B3 6 B 60 2% 244 18




PABLE XXXVI.-Continued- 87.

County Test and Rank Score Ranl

1| 2 8| 4( 8| 6| ¥

Washington 89 (71 | T4 | 36 | 77 82 | 76 504 90
Wwichita "1 (13 | b4 | 61 { 90 | 80 |1l05 474 84
Wilson 46 |82 | 64 | 47| 36 | 39 | 10 324 43
Woodson 63 |21 | 83 (102 | 44 | 23 | 35 371 58
Wyandotte 86 85 44 1 1 5 66 288 52

Read table thus: Column I, names of counties alphabeti-
cally; Column II, ranks of countlies according to per cent of
school population attending high schoolj Column IIT, ranks of
counties according to persistence of attendance in high school;
Column IV, ranks according to the number of years of teachers!
preparation; Column V, ranks according to average salary paild
high-school teachers; Column VI, ranks according to the average
vearly salary of principals and superintendents; Column VII,
ranks according to library facilitles; Column VIII, ranks
according to breadth of curriculum; Column IX, total score or
sum of the seven ranks; Column X, final ranking of counties
for 1915.

Pable XXXVII shows the results of all seven tests
of efficiency For 1930. The scores of the seven tests of
officiency are placed in columns in their respective order.
The sum of the ranks has been found for the final score of
each county. The final ranking ig in the last column. Since
the counties were ranked in order of theilr pogitions, allow-

ing the highest ranking county the first place in each of the

seven tests, the lowest score indicates the highest rank.



TABLE XXXVII"ShC’WiHB the scores of all geven tests and th

combined score and rank for 1930,

88,
5

County Test and Rank Score | Rank
1 2 3 4 5 6 v
Allen 52 69 56 44 00 41 82 434 80
Anderson 66 77 65 7 B8 | 66 34 473 04
Atchison 32 | 87 | 3L |45 | 26 | 35 |68 | 204 26
Barber 3 | 95 [100 |70 | 34 | 11 | B8 371 52
Barton 88 | 42 | 71 4 | 18 | b | 32 280 16
Bourbon 89 51 50 [ 91 ] 31 { 8L |75 420 76
Brown 62 Sl | 33 | 31 9 | 26 | 30 2el 5]
Butler 17 80 41 25 42 27 6 258 7
Chase 8 | 1L | 62 20 | 63 6 [L03 2635 12
Chautauqua 65 22 87 83 | 91 T | 35 390 58
Cherokee 79 | 88| 78 [ 82 | 69 | 82 |28 508 98
Cheyenne 94 | 85| 91 | 854 [ 11 | 57 | 6% 452 88
Clark 2 8 (101 |23 | 38 | 19 | 61 252 9
Clay 10| 21| 63 | 74 | 46 (102 | 87 409 69
Cloud 57 51 | 37 8 | &7 | B6 | 44 290 R3
Coffey 37 35| B35 | 69 |100 | 94 | 36 598 61
Comanche 1| 15| 97 57 19 | 79 | 81 349 44
Cowley 28 | 37| 28 21 4 | 81 |69 2382 5
Crawford 29 36 56 68 [ 29 | 78 [ 23 209 30
Decabur 14 92 17 89 76 | B0 | 74 382 55
Dickinson 9 14 93 34 44 | 36 55 283 19
Doniphan 69| 75| 72 | 86 | 93 | 28 | 14 437 82
Douglas 3L 13 ) 7 2 1 88 147 1
Tdwards 71 85 103 | 36 | 36 9 |17 292 24
klk 56| 20| 83 | 88 | 66 | 16 |15 343 40
Ellis 106 89 2 53 | 95 5 9.05 450 aY7
Ellsworth | 46 55| 68 | 37 | 41 | 42 |11 300 31
Finney 1| 47| 76 | 65 | 75 | 44 | 86 462 90
Ford 47| 101 34 | 43 | 17 | 40 |61 GH1) 37
Franklin 24 67 59 27 56 65 59 315 33
Gear 82 76 4 5 7 1100 |89 563 47
Govey 74| 64| 73 | 78 | B0 | 32 (93 494 26
Graham 101| 61 13 | 67 | 67 | 71 |64 444 ' B4
Grant g7 78] 105 | 96 11 |103 |83 565 104
Gray B6 73| 46 50 | B¢ 4 142 324 B




TABLE XXXVII.-Continued-

BY.

County

Test and Rank

Seore Rank
1 2 3 4 5 6 v

Greesley o7 94 1! 94| 104 76 96 562 103
Greenwood 49 | 58 | 74| 51| 49 Bl 4 316 34
Hamilton 22 81 (102 65| 102 14 85 471 93
Harper B4 48 59 56 48 956 50 390 50
Harvey 67 65 14| 48 25 08 54 369 50
Haskell 92 1103 6 49 59 | 101 | 79 469 92
Hodgeman 93 1] 12 97| 33| 70 | 84 390 60
Jackson 36 52 82 3D 45 37 8 2956 o
Jefferson 12 83 39 71 52 65 3 325 36
Jewell 26 79 67 72 99 53 2 398 66
Johnson 45 74 45 9 15 68 26 - 285 17
Kearny 80 12 69 92 71 10 | 9% 431 79
Kingman 33 70 55 60 82 60 35 393 62
Kiowsa 68 7 61 24 51 15 52 283 18
Labette 19 19 80 10 186 3 29 176 2
Lane 86 27 84( 76 46 12 28 429 78
Leavenworth 90 53 15 15 1l 69 3 290 22
Lincoln 30 9 29 84 55 26 55 288 21
Linn 15 18 81| 80 86 89 20 389 5%
Logan 76 4] 34| 100 60 38 22 371 51
Lyon 60 4 24 40 24 48 59 259 11
Marion 99 60 95| 104 72 58 10 5085 o7
Marshsall 48 40 b2 81 74 54 18 2617 49
MePherson 40 23 191 39 62 43 38 264 13
Meade 43 (100 88 26 54 97 60 468 g1
Miami 81 26 o1 11 87 02 80 448 85
Mitchell 41 66 18| 64| 656 29 12 295 28
Montgomery 63 |102| 57| 30 5| 67 | 71 395 64
Morris 23 24 94 66 58 90 9 364 48
Morton 20 83 69| 103 105 80 (104 544 100
Nemahsa 96 43 86 48 57 21 1l 360 &?
Neosho 48 56 11 98| 97 72 65 §41 a:
Ness 70 10 30 2 81 61 49 39% 25
Norton 39 50 541 175 50 74 6@ %OQ 7%
Osage 13 | 30| 75| 88| 70| R4 5 275 15
Oshorne 21 44 96 42 56 093 24 ?76 B3
Ottawg 51 45 79 32 @B 3§ 21 Q%Q 33
Pawneao 44 71 64 16 21 75 %@ wwz &g
Phillips 64 68 65 93 94 ?3 ) %Qﬁ @?
Pottawatomle | 54 86 4 90 84 54 1 596 65




TABLE XXXVII.-Contined- 90

County Test and Rank Secore | Rank
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Pratt 1) a7 41 38 27 50 70 358 45
Rawlins 95 96 59 13 20 vy 57 4153 r4
Reno 25 93 44 | 14 13 47 16 252 8
Republic o0 25 89 | 19 ] 103 22 29 335 38
Rice 5 6 49 33 72 45 19 229 4
Riley 6 5 16 4" 28 87 48 237 6
Rooks V& 91 [ 28 | 99 87 91 | 76 549 101
Rush o8 17 9 41 83 2 47 297 29
Russell 53 39 20 | 79 91 86 67 435 81
Saline 58 28 27 | 22 14 88 31 268 14
Scott 84 87 48 1101 { 101 84 | 49 554 102
Sedgwick 75 1104 8 18 8 99 91 403 70
Seward 38 49 5| 24 3] 98 | 94 509 52
Shawnee 856 38 32 12 6 | 104 66 343 41
Sheridan 103 35 91 52 61 13 95 | 450 86
Sherman 27 46 26 28 40 | 105 73 345 42
Smith 78 34 84 6 28 52 41 383 83
Stafford 4 72 99 g7 43 49 45 399 68
Stanton 104 54 20 74 8o | 76 99 511 99
Stevens 21 59 | 104 1 23 39 g0 407 72
Sumner 11 82 52 59 52 64 7 287 20
Thomas 73 S0 40 62 22 .| 18 |105 410 73
Trego 102 2 7 31 30 30 | 78 252 10
Wabaunsee 59 16 ™ 17 78 59 92 398 67
Wallace 61 85 25 [ 105 96 46 43 459 89
Washington 83 99 98 85 73 62 | 72 572 105
Wichita 100 29 9 | 102 ™ 8 (100 425 brdrd
Wilson 18 98 62 55 59 17 | 77 386 56
Woodson 72 32 38 95 64 23 | 56 380 54
Wyandotte 156 |105 43 61 1 85 1102 413 75

‘Read table thus: Column I, names of counties alphabeti-
cally; Column II, ranks of countles according to per cent of
school population attending high school; Column ITII, ranks of
counties accordling to persistence of attendance in high schoonl;
Column IV, ranks according to the number of years of teachers!
preparation; Column V, ranks according to average snlary pald
high-school teachers; Column VI, ranks accordlng to the average
yearly salary of principals and auparintendonts; Qolumn VIiI,
ranks according to library facilities; Column VIII, ranks "
according to breadth of curriculum; Column IX, total score or
sum of the seven ranks; Column X, final ranking of counties

for 1930,



. ol1.
The table above has bheen used to determine the final

score for each county. The final score for each county was
obtained by findlng the sum of the seven ranks of the seven
tests of effliciency for each county. The counties were then
ranked in the last column according to the lowest score. The
county having the lowest score, which was Douglas county,
ranked filrst. The ranks for all the countles were placed in

the last column following the final score.
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CllaP e XX

PINAL RANKING OF COUNTEWS WUITH LAWS

In Table XXXVIII the counties of Kangas have beon ranked
according to thelr superlorlity as shown frow the total scores
in Table XXAVII. This table for 1915 has boen reproduced = %o
compare the final scores and ranks of 1815 with the final
gcores and ranks of 19350. The ranklng was based upon the scven
l efficiency tests applied to the hiph schools of Kansag. BEach
county was ranked according to the sum of the scores of ench
of the seven tests. The lowest score indicates the highest
rank. The same is true of the final scores. The lowegt score
in the final scores deslgnates the highest rank. The law that
applies to its respective county is indlcated in the second
column. In case of tles the rank was determined by school

subjects and breadth of curriculum.

TABLI XXXVITI.-Final rank and laws appllcable to each county

in 15165,
County Law Score Rank
Cowley Barnes 156 1
Harvey Barnes 157 ?
Sedgwlck Barnes 16? 3
Leavenworth Barnes 17§ f
Finney Barnes 2L 5
mdwards Barnes 218 §
Marshall Barnos 219 7
Atchison Sounty @2? ?
Jeflferson Barnes @@@ ¥
Douglas General 206 10

"rho bable above 18 reproduced in content from i
W. 1. Carothers, & Compurative Study of the Thrﬁ? wy?@?lmi
High Schools in Kansug by Cwuntigq, Uﬂp@?liﬂhﬁd naterts
Thesis, Universliby of Kunsag, 1910, D bo.




TABLE XXXVIII.-Continued-

93.

County Law Score Rank
Logan Barnes 20w

Chase - County 23] %%
Ford Barnes 232 173
Lyon. Barnes o732 14
Dickinson County 234 15
Geary General 236 16
Montgomery County 241 17
Wallsace Barnes 244 18
Osborne Barnes 245 19
Clark Barnes 245 20
Barber Barnes 249 21
Reno County 263 _2
Doniphan Barnes 273 23
Comanche Barnes 273 24
Mitchell Gensral 273 25
Allen Barnes 278 26
Barton Barnes 278 27
Osage General 278 28
Wabaunsee Barnes 284 29
Trego County 285 30
Kearny Barnes 285 31
Wyandotte Barnes 288 32
Shawnee Barnes 290 33
Stafford Barnes 291 34
Jewell General 295 35
Butler Butler 299 36
Marion General 308 3%
Norton County 309 58
Ellis General 309 39
Nemaha General 313 40
McPherson General 319 41
Rice Barnes 324 42
Wilson Barnes 324 43
Franklin General 329 44
Sumner County 150 45
Greecley County 532 46
Pratt Barnes 535 47
Greenwood General 545 48
Harper General 548 49
Saline Barnes 554 50
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PABLE XXXVITI .-Continued-

County Law Score Rank
scott County 357 51
Coffey Barnes 362 52
Neosho General %64, 53
Potbawatomie General 65 54
Blk General 568 55
Labette County 568 56
Anderson General 370 57
Woodson Barnes 371 58
Bourhbon General 371 59
Ness Barnes 373 60
Ellsworth General 374 61
Pawnee General 476 62
Brown General 383 65
Ottawa General 585 64
Johnson General a28% 65
Riley General 388 66
Crawford County 391 67
Linn General 393 68
Seward Barnes 597 69
Clay County 412 70
Thomas County 418 71
Rush General 419 72
Lincoln Barnes 424 73
Russgell Barnesg 429 74
Meads Barnes 436 75
Sherman County 441 76
Kingman Barnes 4471 T
Miami General 448 78
Jaclson General 450 79
Rooks General 464 80
Hamilton Barnes 467 81
Phillips General 471 82
Gloud General 47 4 83
Wichita County A7 4 B4
Gray Barnes 474 85
Decatur County A4 86
Cherokee County 484 av
Lane County 496 an
Sheridan County 496 59
Wagshington Gtenoral 504 90




TABLE XXXVIII.~Continued-

County Law Score Itank
llodgeman County 505 oL
Chautaugqua Goneral 514 92
Grant County 516 93
Smith General 583 04
Republlc General 558 06
Rawlins County 564 96
Stevens General 580 o
Stanton County 587 08
Graham General 594 99
Morris General 617 100
Cheyenne County 619 101
Kiowa County 630 102
Gove General 679 103
laskell County 705 104
Morton General 719 106

-

Read table thus: Column I, deaignates the name of the
the county law anplicable to the county;
Column IXI, the final score for sach county; Colwmn IV, the

counties; Column IT,

final rank for each county for 1915.

Table XXXIX shows the counties ranked according to

the final scores obtained by adding the ranks of the seven

tests of efficlency. It also shows the law applicable to each

county in 1930. The lowest score indicates the highest ronk-

ing county. In case of ties the rank was determined by school

subjects and breadth of curriculum.
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TABLE XXXIX.-Showing countles ranked according to the final

geores and the law applicable o each county

in 1930, -
County Liaw Score Rank
Douglas General 183 1
Trego Community 187 2
Rush General 208 3
Brown General 219 4
Labette Community 223 5
Negs Barnes 245 5]
McPherson General 259 7
Lincoln Barnes 268 8
Lyon Barnes 270 Q
Jackson General 271 10
Butler Barnes 279 11
Rice Barnes 279 12
Cowley Barnes 284 13
Cloud General 286 14
Chase Community 286 15
Riley General 288 16
Leavenworth Barnes 291 17
Mitchell General 292 18
Blk General 302 19
Reno Community 302 =20
Republic General 302 21
Clark Barnes 302 22
Hodgeman Community 502 23
Saline Barnes 306 24
Osage General 307 25
Barton Barnes 307 26
Ellsworth General 314 27
Dickinson Community 516 28
Sumner General 317 29
Kiowa General 318 30
Ottawa (teneral 520 51,
Johnson Generanl 520 5
Smith (teneral H21 B
(recnwood General 389 oy
Stevens (teneral 324 Y5




TABLE XXXIX.-Continued-
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County Law Score Rank
Jefferson Barnes 396 %6
Nemaha General 326 37
Atchison Communi ty 327 58
Rawling Community 3387 39
Crawford Communilty 359 40
Wabaunsee Barnes 541 41
Gray Barnes 345 42
Marshall Barnes 548 43
Woodson Barnes 348 44
Wichita Community 551 45
Franklin General 352 46
Edwards Barnes 383 47
Seward Barnes 353 48
Graham General 354 49
Shawnes Barneg 559 50
Ford Barnes 564 ol
Pawnes General 366 52
Chautaugqua General 372 53
Comarniche Barnes 375 54
Linn General 375 55
Morris General 37 56
Geary General 378 oY
Osborne Barnes 380 58
Cheyenne Community 382 59
Lane Comimunity 382 60
Kingman Barnes 385 6l
Logan Barnes 584 62
Norton Community 584 63
Harvey Barnes 586 64
Jewell General 387 65
Harper General 389 66
Kearny Barnesg 394 67
Pratt Barnes 397 68
Sherman Communlty 399 69
De catur Community 400 70
Clay Community 4:00 71
Pottawatomie Generul 408 7e
Stafford Barnes 415 73
Doniphan Barnes 416 74
Bourbon General 417 75
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County Law Score Rani
Barber Barnes 419 76
Anderson General 423 77
Wilson Barnes 423 73
Coffey Barnes 425 79
Montgomery General 426 80
Russell Barnes 428 81
Sedgwilck Barnes 428 82
Meade Barnes 429 83
Thomas Communi ty 439 84
FEllis Genersl 444 85
Sheridan Community 452 86
Miami Genersal 455 87
Marion General 456 88
Haskell General - 4586 89
Phillips General 458 20
Allen Barnes 458 91
Neosho Barnes 463 98
Gove General 464 93
Greeley Community 468 94
BFinney Barnes 483 95
Wallace Communlty 491 06
Wyandotte Barnes 493 o
Hamllton Barnes 498 98
Rooks Barnes 500 99
Stanton Community 508 100
Cherokee Communitby 514 101
Washington General 523 102
Grant General 548 103
Scott Community 574 104
Morton General 614 105

Read table thus:Column I, designates the name of the
counties; Column II, the county law applicable to the county;
Column III, the final score for each county; Column IV, the

final rank of each county for 1930.

It willl be noted in comparing the scores of 1930 with

those of 1915 that there was a greater range 1n 1915. The

scoresg for 1930 ranged from 183 to 614 while those ranged

from 156 to 719. It shows that there was a greater difference
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between the highest and lowest score in countles in 1915

than in 1930. In 1930, scores tended to be grouped closer
to & central tendency. The difference between the highest and
lowest score in 1915 was 563 polnts while the difference he-

tween the highest and lowest score for 1930 was only 431
points.

The median score in 1915 was 364 in Neosho county. The
medien score in 1930 was 372 in Chautauqua county. This in-
formation indicates a great ilmprovement in the high schools

of Kansas gince 1915.
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CHAPTHR XIT

DISTRIBUTION OF COUNIIES INTO THRTILES AND HALV 8

The counties were ranked in Chapter XI according to the
sum of the ranks obtained from the ‘sevon efficlency tests.
Slnce the final scores have been obtained, it willl be inter-
esting to know which law had the highest per cent of its
counties in the first tertile or in the first and second ter-
tiles combined. It will also be interesting to know which law
Iiad the grecatest per cent of its counties in the upper half
of all the countles. |

In Ghaptér XII, the counties have been grouned into ter-
tiles and algo into halves according to the three county laws.
The per cent followlng the number of countles, in each tertille
and each half, Indicates the per cent that the number is of
the total numbe‘r of counties operating under that partlicular
law. Table XL, shows the countles grouped into tertiles when
ranked according to the total number of scores obtained from
the seven efficiency tests for 1915. It has been reproduced ®

to make a comparison with Table XLI.

3

The table above 1s reproduced in content from

W. H. Carothers, A Comparative Study of the Throe Types of
High 8chools in Kansas by Countloes, Unpublished lasterts
Thesis, unLversity of Kensas, 1916, p. 58.

7/7j0
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TABLE XL.-3howlng counties grouped into tertiles when ranked

according to the total scores from the seven

efficiency tests for 1915.

Tertiles Barnes Per County Per General | Per
Law cent Law cent Law cent
1 24 61.5 % 6 22.2 9% 5 12.8 %
2 9 235.1 4 7 25.9 % | 19 48.7 %
3 6 | 18.4% | 1& | 8L.9 4| 15 |[39.5%
39 |100 % g7 1100 % | 39 100 %

Read table thus: Column I deslgnates the tertile; Colum
IT, 24 countles under the Barmes law werc in the first tertile;
Columm TTI, 61.5 % of the counties under the Barnes law were

in the first tertile; Column IV, 6 counties under the county
law were in the first tertile; Column V, 22.2 % under the

county law were in the first tertile; Column VI, 5 counties
under the"general" law were in the first tertile; Column VII,
12.8 % under the "general" law were In the first tertile in
1915 L

Table XLI showsg the counties grouped into tertiles when
ranked according to the total number of scores obtalned from
the seven efficlency tests for 1930. The per cent following
the number of counties in each tertile indicates the per cent
that the number is of the total number of counties operating
under that particular law. The number of countiss in the three

tertiles and their per cents were compared with those 1in

Table XL for 1915.
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TABLE XLI.-Showlng counties grouped into tertiles when ranked

according to the total scores from the seven

efflciency tests for 1930.

m————

Tertiles Barnes Per Communlty Per Greneral Per
law cent law cent Law cent
1 10 25.0 % 6 26.1 % 19 45.2 %
2 16 40.0 9 39.1 % 10 23.8 7
3 14 35.0 % 8 34.8 4 13 3L.0 %
40 100 % 23 100 % 42 100 %

Read table thus: Column I designates the tertile; Column
T1, 10 counties under the Barnes law were in the first tertile;
Column IIT, 25 % of the counties under the Barnes law were in
the first tertile; Column IV, 6 counties wunder the community
law were in the first tertile; Column V, 26.]1 % under the
community law were in the first tertile; Colwnn VI, 19 countiles
under the "general" law were in the first tertile; Column VII,
45.2 % under the "general" law were in the first tertile in
1930.

It 1s interestlng to know which law had the greatest per
cent of its counties in the upper half of the 105 counties
for both 1915 and 1930. In order to determine that fact, the
counties were divided into the upper and lower halves accord-
ing to the three county laws. Table XLII shows the counties
grouped into halves when ranked according to the total scores
obtalned from the seven efficiency tests for 1915. Table XLIIX
has been reproduced * to compare the numbersg and per cents in

the upper and lower halveg for 1915 witlhh those of 1950.

Y 1bid., p. 58.
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TABLE XLIT.-Showing counties grouped into halves when ranked

according to the total scores from the seven

eflficlency tests for 1915,

Halves | Barnes Per County Per General Per
Law cent law cent law cent

1 30 6.9 4| 10 7.0 4| 13 55.5 74

2 9 25.1 4| 17 65.0 4| 26 66 .6 %
39 100 % 2Y 100 % 39 100 %

Read table thus: Column I designates the half; CoTumn 1T,
30 counties under the Barnes law were in the first half;
Column III, 76.9 % under the Barnes law were in the first half;
Column IV, 10 counties under the county law were in the first
half; Column V, 37 % under the county law were in the first
half; Column VI, 13 counties under the "general" law were in
the first half; Column VII, 3%5.3 % under the "goneral' law
were in the first half in 10915.

Table XLIII shows the counties in the upper and lower
halves when ranked according to the total number of scores
obtained from the seven efficlency tests for 1930. There were
53 counties included in the upper half and 52 counties in the
lower half. The per cent following the number of countles in
each half indicates the per cent that the number is of the
total number of counties operating under that particular law.

The number of counties in the two halves and thelr per cents

were compared with those in Table XLII for 1915.
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TABLE XLITII.-Showing counties grouped into halves when ranked

according to the total scores from the seven

efficiency tests for 19350.

Halves Barnes Per Community| Per General Per
law cent law cent law cent
1 19 47.5 % 10 43,5 % 24 57.1 %
2 21 | 52.5 %| 13 '56.5 % | 18 42.9 %
40 | 100 % 23 100 % 42 100 %

T

Read table thus: Column I deslgnates the half; Column IT,

19 counties under the Barnes law were in the first half;
Colwnn III, 47.5 % under the Barnes law were in the first
half; Column IV, 10 countles under the community law were in
the first half; Column V, 43.5 % under the community law were
in the first half; Column VI, 24 counties under the "general'
law were in the first half; Column VII, 57.1 % under the
"general® law were in the first half in 1930.

SUMMARY

In 1915, the Barnes law had the greatest per cent of its
counties in the first tertile. The Barmnes law had 61.5 % of
its counties.in the first tertile in 1915 and 84 % in the
first and second tertiles combined. The "general" law ranked
seqond.with 60.5 % of its countles in the first and second
tertiles combined.

In 1930, the "general" law had the greatest per cent of
its codnti@a in the first tertile. The "general" law had 69 %
ol its countiles in the first and second tertiles and 45 % of

its countles in the first tertlile. The commnlty law and the
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Barnes law ranked about the same with the community law

having & slightly higher per cent in the first tertile.

When the countles were divided into the upper and lower
halves for 1915, the Barnes law ranked first with 76.9 % of
1ts countlies in the upper half. The county law ranked second
in 1915 with 37 %,of its counties in the upper half. The

"general"” law had 355%.3 % of its counties in the upper half

in 1915.

In 1930, the "general" law ranked first with 57.1 % of
its counties in the upper half. The Barnes law showed super-
iority over the communlty law when counties were divided
into the upper and lower halves. The Barnes law ranked second
with 47.5 % of its counties in the upper half. The community
law ranked third in 1930 with 43.5 % of its total number of

counties in the upper half.
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CHAPTHR XITIL

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This investigation has as a main objective the study of
the present statﬁs nof the three types of high-school laws
operating in Kansas in 1930. The purpose is to analyze the
present status of the three laws and to make a comparison
with the findings of a previous study 1 mede upon the three
types of high-school laws operating in Kansas in 1915, In
order to make the study comparable with the study of 1915, the
same procedure and the same seven tests of efficiency have

been applied.to the high schools of Kansas in 1930,

The information gathéred for this study came from the
"High School Principals' Reports", "Report of the First and
Second Class Cities" and the "County Sﬁperintendents' Reports™
to the State Superintendent which were filled out and filed |
at the State Superintendent's office at Topeka, Kansas. These

data were from the reports of the'curreht year, 1929-1930.

The scope of study includes all the public high schools
of Kansas. The seven tests of efficlency have been applied to
every high school in the 105 counties of Kansas. In 1930,
there were 40 counties operating under the Barnes law, 23
counties operating under the community law and 42 countles
operating under the "geoneral" law. For convenience the three
groups have been called Barnes, commnlty and "general" and

include all the 105 countles in Kansas.

1 W, H. Carothers: A Compuratlve fStudy of the Three Types
of High Schools in Kangas by Countles, Unpublished Master's
Thesis, Kansas Unlversity, Lawrence, Kansas, 1916, pp. 67.
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The citles of the first and second clags were the ICfirst

to establlsh public supported high schools 1n Kansas. The
"general" law of 1876 provided officially for the organization,
establishment and maintenance of the first high schools. Soon
thereafter, the cities of the third class established high

schools in connection with the district schools.

Mfﬂe‘ééunty high-school law of 1886 was the seooﬁd high-
school law in Kansas. Lt was supported by a county tax. The
county law was repealed in 1923 and the community law created
in its place. In 1905, the Barnes law was passed. The Barnes
law provided secondary education for local communities and

cities of the third class.

In 1915, the power of accrediting and administering high
schools was transferred from the University to the 3State
Board of hEducation. The rural high school law of 1915, which
provided for the organization of rural high schools In any of
the counties, had a very deslrable effect upon the liberall-
zation of high-school education in Kansas. The rural high-
gschool law was revised in 1925 to keep the valuation of each

district above 2,000,000,
SUMMATION OF TESTS

It was shown in the first test that the Barnes law rank-
ed first, in 1930, having the greatest per cent of itz school
10

population in high school; the “general" law ranked second;

and the community law ranked third.
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The order of the three county laws was the same in 1915.

The Barmnes law ranked first; the "general” law ranked second;

and the county law ranked third,

There was 17.06 % of the total population of school age
in high school in 1930, while there was only 8.51 % of the

total school population in high school in 1915.

In persistence of attendance or tendency for high~-school
students to reach the third and fourth years, the Barnes law
ranked first in 1915; the "general®™ law ranked second; and

the county law ranked third.

In 1830, Table XIT shows that the community law ranked
first in persistence of attendance; the “general® law second;

and the Barnes law ranked third.

A comparison of Table XIII and Table XIV shows that the
percentage of persistence in 1915 was 31.03 % while in 1930

the percentage of persistence was 39.71 %.

In preparation of teachers in 1915, the county high-
school law ranked first; the "general"™ law ranked second;

and the Barnes law ranked third,

In preparation of teachers in 1950, the community high-
school law ranked [irst; the Barnes law second; and the

"seneral" law ranked third.

A comparison of the medlans shows that teachers in 1915
had a median preparation of 6.66 above the elgth grade , while

in 1950 the medlan was 7.34 years abbve the elgth pradae.
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The most remarkable trond of Lhe {ifteen years was found
in salaries. The highest aﬁ@rage salary pald to teachers in
1916 was 117.75 in Wyandotbe counly as compared with 187
In Stevens county in l@SO._Average teachers! msalaries by
counties ranged from 560 to 117.75 per month in 1915, while in
1930 the range was from $1¥9.42 to 518%7. The medlan teachers'
salary by countles in 1915 was 484.65, while in 1930 it was
5162 .49,

In 1930, the "general” law ranked first in average
teachers'!n salaries by countles; the Parnes law ranked

second; and the community law ranked third.

The medlan salary for supérintendents and principals
was $32858.33 lfor all counbties in 1930 which represented

more than twice the mediam salary of {1104 for 1915.

In 1930, the community law ranked first with a median
salary of 2310.00; the rnarnes law ranked second with a
median salary of $2258.33; while the "general' law ranked

third with 152223,

In 1915, the Barnes law ranked first with a medlan
salary of 1101; the”SéneraI“ law ranked second with =
medlan salary of ;9953 while the county law ranked third

with H964.

Pable YXVITI shows that the "general' law ranlked
Pirst 1n library facilitles iu 1918; Lthe barnes law ranked

gecond; and the county law ranked third.
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Table XXIX shows that the communlty law ranked filrst in

1930 in library facllities; the "general®™ law ranked second;

and the Barnes law ranked third.

The median of 10,02 volimes per pupll for Jewell countby
in 1930 exceeded the medlan of 4.85 in 1915 for Pawnee county
by 5.17 volumes per pupil.

The opportunity for high-school education was much
greater in 1930 than in 1915. In 1930, the range of "ratio of
opportunipy" was from .9 to 102.2 while in 1915 it was from

7.4 to over 339.

In 1915, the Barnes law ranked first on the breadth of
curriculum; the "general' law ranked second; while the county

law ranked third.

In 1930, the "general™ law ranked first on breadth of
curriculum; the Barnes law ranked second; while the community

law ranked third.

i/hen ranked upon the scores obtained from the sum of the
scores of all the seven efficiency tests, the Barnes law
ranked first with 76.9 % of its counties in the upper 50 %
of all counties in 1915; the county law ranked second with
37 ¢ of 1ts counties in tlie upper 50 %; while the "general”

law had 8%.3 5 in the upper half.

The "general' law ranked first in 1950 with 57.1 % of
its countles in the upper 5O %; the Barnes law ranked second
with 47.5 % of 1ta countles in the upper 50 %; and the com-
manlty Low ranked third with 435.5 % of its countiles in the

upper half.
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o

It was found in the previous study & that the larnes
law was the most conducive of the three county laws to
secondary education in Hansas in 1915. In only one test of
the seven tests applled did the Barnes law not show superi-

ority. That test was for the preparation of teachers.

In 1930, the community law ranked first in four of the
seven tests but third in the three remaining tests. The Barncs
law ranked first in one test and second in four of the bests.
The "general” law ranked first in two tests, second in three

tests and third in two ftests.

To determine a final ranliing of the three county laws,
the ranks of each law may be added and divided by seven, the
number of tests of efficlency. The law having the lowest

quotient should have the hlghest rank.

In 1950, the community law was operating the most ef-
fectively according to the seven tests of efficlency; the

"general® law second; and the Barnes law third,
CONCLUS3TONS

The data collected and presented in this study reveal
the following facts:

1. That the high schools of Kansas onerating under the
three laws were sorving thelr constltuency more effectively in
every way tested in 1950 than they were in 1915, Thls id
evidenced by the rollowlng:

a. 'me percentbage ratio of enrollment bo census was

From 24.75% 4 tao 0.47 4 in 1950, Table IV, v. £21-

[»)
“hid.
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R5, while in 1915 the ratlio ranged from 13.22

to 2.41 » as shown in Table III, p. 17-20.

Lansas high schools had enrolled 17.06 /% of the
population of gclool age in 1930, while only 8.5l
% of the scheool population was enrolled in 1915
as shown in Table VIII, p. 29 and Table VII,

p. 28 respectively.

Table XITI, p. 56 and Table XLV, p. 357 shows that
the percentage of persistence in 1930 was 31.03
while in 1930 it was 39.71 %.

In 1915 the medlan prepération for teachers was
6.66 years above the eipghth grade, Table XV,

p. 42 while in 1930 it was 7.54 years ahove the
eighth grade, Table XVI, p. 45.

The median salary for teachers in 1930 wasg
$163.49 as shownl in Table,XX, p. 54 while

in 1915 it was :386.66, Table XIX, p. 52.

The median salary for superintendents and
principals in 1930 represents more than twice

the median salary in 1915 of #1014 as shown

in Table XXIII, p.61l and Table XXII, p. 59
respectively. | |

The median volumes per puplil was 4.85 Table

XXVI, p. 67 while in 1930 1t was 10.02

volwaes per pupil as shown in Table J[XVII, p.

69.

The ratlio of opportunity ranged from .9 to 102.2
in curriéulum in 1990, Table XXXITI, p. 79~80

whils Table AAATLI,p.76, 7.4 todd9 which 1lndl-
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cates the higher rank, in 1930,

2. That the teachers had received a proater amount of
preparation and training for their supervision and traching
in 1930 than in 1915. This was evidenced from the following:

| a. The years of preparation above the eirhth grade
ranged from 3 to 8 years in 1915, Table XV, p. 41-
43, while in 1930 it ranged from 6.14 to 8 vears,
Table XVI p. 44-47,

b. The mediaﬁﬁhverage preparation sbove the elghth
grade for all counties in 1930 was 7.34 years,
Table XVI, p. 45, while in 1915 1t was 6.066
vears as shown in Table XV p. 42,

¢c. The average years of preparation in 1915 for each
county law was DBarnes 6.12, county 6.65, "general”
law 6.65; while in 1930 the average for each county
law was Barnes 7.27, community 7.37, and the
"general® law was 7.25 as shown in Table XV, p.
41-43 and Table XVI, p. 44-47,

3. That the law under which the county operated its high
schools was not a determining factor in 1930 to the extent that
1t was in 1915. This was shown from the following facts:

8. The Barnes law ranked first in six of the seven
teats in 1915, Table III, p. 17-20, Table IX, p.
H0=52, Table XV, p. 4L-45, 'Wable XIX, p. HL-53,

Table XXIL, p. H9-00, UYakle XKXVI, n. 67-68,
Table LEXTL, p.. 76-77.
b. 'The Varnes law ranked filrst 11 one of the seven

toghks in 1950, in percentage of population In

e Ot b i e R

Medlan of the averngos Cor all counblog. s
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attendance, Table VI, p. 26; second in four tests,

preparation of teachers, Table XVI, p. 44-47;
salaries of teachers, ''able XXI, p. H6; salaries
of superintendents and principals, Table XXV, p.
65; curriculum, Table XXXV, p. 82; and third in
two tests, persistence of attendance, Table XAII,
p. 95 and library, Table XXIX, p. 72.

c. The communlity law ranked flrst in four tests of
the seven tests in 1950, persistence of attendands,
Table XXII, p. 35, preparation of teachers, Table
VI, p. 44-47, principals and superintendentsg!
galaries, Table XXV p. 65, library facllities,
Table XXIX, p. 72, and thlrd in three tests, per
cent of attendance, Table VI, p. 26, teachers!
salaries, Table XXI, p.56, and curriculum, Table
LXXV p. 82, |

d. The "general" law ranked first in two tests,
teachers! salarles, Table XXI, ».56, curriculum,
Table XXXV, p. 82; second in three tests, per
cent of attendance, Table XII, p. 35, library,
Table XXIX, ». 72; and third in two tests, prepa-
ration of teachers, Table XAVI, p. 44-47,
salaries of principals and superintendents, Table
KXV, p. 6He

4., The rango of‘opporkunity was proater and moro unlform
in 1940 than in 1910,

g. Teachers' preparation 1n 191 ranped firom o to O

years above khe elghth prade, Table XV, p. 4l-43,

while in 1930, teachers! preparablon ranpged from
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6.14 to 8 years, Table XVI, p. 47.

b. In curriculum in 1930 the range in breadth of
currlculum was from .9 to 102.2, Table AXXIII,

p. 79-80, whiile in 1915, it ranged from 7.4 to
over 559, as shown in Table XXXII, p. 76-78.

¢. Library facilities in 1930 were greater fthan in
1915 as shown inn Table XXVII, p. 69-70 and in
Table XXVI, p. 67-68. The volumes per pupil in
1930 ranged from %.68 to 11.65, while in 1915 it
ranged from none to 11.65 volumes per pupll.

d. Table XKXIX, p. 96-93, shows that the total scores
from the seven tests ranged from 183 to 614 wlth
a median of 372, 1n 1930, while in 1915, Table
AZXVIII, p. 92-95, shows the scores ranged from
156-719 with a medlan of 364. The median was not
only higher in 1930 but the range was not nearly

-as wide.
5. Problems have hecome larger and more complicated in
1930 than in 1915.

a. In 1915, Table VII, p. 28, shows 8.5l % of the
school population in high school while in 1930,
Table VIII, p. 29, shows 17.06 % of the school
population in high school.

b. That more piaplls remalned to complete the third
and fourth yéars of hipgh school in 1930 than in
1915 is shown by comparing Table ¥, p. 32-34 and
Tahle IXy p. $0-52, since the range was 22.46 %

to 46.79 % in 1930 and only 12 % to 40 % in 19185.
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There was a greaber number of hooks for

libraries for 1950 than for 1915. Table XXVI,

p. 67 shows the median average number of volumes
per pupll in 1930 was 10.2 while in 1915, the
average number of volumes per pupll wag 4.85 as

shown in Table XXVII, p. 69.

. Curriculum was braader and included more subjects

in 1930 than in 1915. Table XXIII, p. 79, shows
a smaller median ratio of 4.2, indicating a high-
er rank than the corresponding median of 35.8

in Table XXXII, p. 77 for 1915.

6., That salaries were higher for teachers and adminis=

trators in 1930 than in 1915 is shown by the followlng facts:

8.

e

The median -~ salary for all teachers of all
counties in 1930 was $162.49, Table XX, p. 54,
while in 1915 the median - .. salary was 86.66,
Table XIX, p. 52.

The median - . salary for superintendents and
principals in 1930 for all counties wasf$2258.55
per year as shown in Table XXII, p. 61, while in
1915 the median . . salary was 1014, Table
XXII, p. 59. |
Salarles ranged from :$97.59 to $60.00 per month
for teachers in 1915, Table XIX, p. Bl-53, while
in 1930 salaries For teachers ranged from }176.60
to $139.42, Table XX, ». bs-55,

Salarles for superintendents ahd principals
ranged from 51109 to wG79 per year in 1915,

Table XXIL, p. 59-60, whlle 1n 1930 the sala-
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ries ranged from {$3105.71 to 1643.40, Table

XXXII, p. 6l-62.
7. Library facilities are ndt greatly affected by the
county law under which the high school operates. This Ffact
is shown by the following:

a. In 1915, the Barnes counties had 42 % of the
total number of volumes of all high schools;
the county law 24 %; and the "general' law had
33 % as shown in Table XXX, p. 73.

b. In 1930, the Barnes counties had 44 % of the
total number of volumes of all the high schools;
the commnlty law counties had 19 /%3 and the
"general® law 37 %.

¢e A comparison of the first tertlles, Table XXVIII,
p. 71 shows that the Barnes law had 31 4 in the
first tertile; the county law 31 %; and the
"general' law 37 %. A comparison of the second
tertiles of the same table shaWs that Barnes
counties had 54 % in the first tertile when rank-
ed as to library facilities; the county law 11 %;
and the "general™ law 34 %. The per cents, for the
three laws are about the same in the first tertile,
and do not vary greatly in the second tertile.

d. A comparison of the three tertiles for 1930 does
not show a wilde wvariatlion . Table XXIX, p. 72,
gshowsg, in the first tertlle for the three laws,
Barnes, £7.5 %; commﬁnity law, %9 %3 "genoral"

law 33 i .
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A comperison of the gsecond tertiles, for the
three laws, Table XXIX, p. 72, shows that the
Barnes law when rakked as to library facilitles
had 40 % of its counties in the second tertile;
the community law had 21.8 %; and the "general"
law had 33.3 % of its counties in the second

tertils.
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