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CHAprl'EH I 1. 

INTnODu()rl~ION 

Tln;~ NA~'UHE OF' ~J.1I1I'; s'ruDY 

'rho main objective of this investigation is tio study the 

status of' the three types of higrl-school laws aperu. t:tng in 

Kansas by counties for the year 1930. rr'l10 PUl'!)OSO of the in­

vestigation is to analyze tho pI'c,sent status of the three 

t-ypes of laws and to make a comparison with the findings of a 

comparative study made in 1915 upon the three typos of high­

school laws oper;01.tive in Kansas at that time by Carothers. l 

In order to make a study, which shall be comparablo to the 

preVious study for 1915, the same procedure has been used and 

the same seven tests of efficiency have been appliod to the 

high S ohoo18 of Kansas. 

High-school education has made a very rapid growth in 

the United states during the last half century. During the 

last thirty-five years the nunmer of public secondary schools 

:in the United States has increased from 2,771 to more tllan 

20,000. In 1890 the nuraber of pupils enrolled in our public 

schools totaled 211,596. 2 Figures published by the United 

States BU1"'eau of Education based upon data gathered in 192~)-

J..924; indicate that there were at that time 2,538,~381 boys 
'I. 

and girls enr'o11ed in public :38condnry schools. U citate 

._-- ._------._-,- ­
1 W. II. Ga:r'othors: A COIn' ar'::L1;i ve St~.l.~ of _tho rrll,!'ee 'rnH~S 

of' High Scho<;?ls in }\,8;.n8110 'y' C0:u-nt os. UnpublIshed l'!1a01;01' , s 
./ 'rEesis, Kansas Un:!. VUI'oit:y, pp. (57. 

2 Jolm Ruf:i,.: The Small High :;)cho01. ',Lleachox's Coll(~ge,
 
C olUUlbia, New York, ConfrI'6i1Tro-rl-:NO:-'~2~)(j, U)2G, p. 1.
 

3 §.E..~}j.S1:1c~__.~!. ~~~blig,}lli~h, iC~~.!:~l:!:~_.~" 192;~-lD~~/1, Un1.tr:Jd. 
Statos BuLI.ot1n I~O. 40;J::f:f/~<J, p •• 

-~-------- lIIIIfjtLlo 



2.departments rep.orted the tota.l P.ui):L~.e d 1'\ 1
l J seCan fU:;; (m:ro.nton; 

i. 1'1 the f·our regular hlgh-s choo1 :l0ru's In 1028 ns :3, 1"311, ~179. 

The careful estimate from thn census of 1D20 shows t,111.:lt 40 :X; 

of the children of the ages 15-16-17-18 wore enrolled in tho 

public Schoo18 in 1(~2;j, and 50 36 were onrollod in H)~38. ~lhe 

rapid growth experienced between HiH5 and 19~~5 followed b~r a 

decidely slower growtb makes it difficult to say when an ad­

di. ti,onal 10 ;~ will be added to the high-school enrollment. 4 

Kansas has kept pace with other states in this progressive 

advancement. The last fifteen years have been unparalleled in 

increase of buildings and enrollment as well as the numbor 

and quality of teachel;'s. During the last twenty year's, the 

01 5total population of Kansas has iner'cased onJ.:;· 10.9 /0, wlJ.:i.1e 

the high-school enrollment for the last fifteen y0:.1.. 1.'8 has 111­

cr'eased 55.3 'jb, which indicates a most remarkabl\": social plH:)­

nomenon in the history of high-school ecluc<'<1.tion in Kansas. 

The three types of laws in Kansas have been duo to the 

variation in the needs and financial resources of communities 

served by the different schools. Va.rious SUbsidiary laws, 

such as prOVision for city schools, rural hiBh schools, town­

ship and consolidated schools have been deomed necessary in 

orcl.er to px'ovide for particular needs and Lnprove tb.e type of 

work applicable to certain localities. 



~5 • 
To determine which of thu tln'oo 1:U1S opnI'uti.l1{/; In Han.. 

s 8.S serves thc=.l educational intc:ro::Jt of the state:;) to thn bust 

a.dvantage, is the chIef aim of' this study and tUl[;ll~ysirl of tho 

high schools of each county in Kansas. 

PHEVIOUS S'fUDLm 

'N. H. Carothers has made tho most extensive study on the 

status of the high school in Kansas. 6 His study was a Master's 

thesis at tb.e University of Kansas for the year 1916. The 

seven tosts 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 wi tll tltn thron ope!'at­

:Lng laws will be brought to date. 

'rIIE SCOPE OI.j1 'I'HJ5 SlJ.'UDY 

The Bcope of the investigation includes all the public 

b~gh schools in Kansas. No school has been omitted. To every 

high school in eac!J. of the 105 counties of Kansas has been 

applied seven tests of efficiency in order to ascertain the 

strength and effectiveness of e11cll law which provides for the 

establishment and maintenance of the high schools. 

rllhe state of Kansas has 4;0 counties oper·,ting undor the 

Barnes lavlT, 23 op~.lrato und.er the C(ltilmull1.ty-hic;h-schocll law, and 

42 operate as tuition cQUntioB or have special laws applicable 

6 W. H. OarothArs, op. clt., pp. 67. 



4. 
t a them. Special laws apply to l'ilontgnnHH'y, t5umntll' n.ne'!. 8'tnvc)Ju:1 

c auntie s .B'or conveni.ence" the threo r,roups have been called 

Barnes, Community" a.nd ItGenoI'H.lfl and include all th£::) 1Of3 

counties in Kansas. 

tvlETHOD OF PHOCImUHJ~ 

The seven tests wldeh have been used an a basis of com­

parison of the three types of laws operating in Kansas are as 

:Collows: 

First. Percenta.ge of the school population, in the counties, 

which is attending high school. 

Second.	 Persistence of attendance or the porcentage of high­

school attendance which reached the th:trd and fourth 

year of high school. 

Th:i:rd.	 The qualification of high-school teachers based upon 

thei~ years of preparation. 

The average salary paid to the high-school teachers. 

Fifth.	 The average salary paid to the high-school principals 

and superintendents. 

Sixth.	 The library faoili.ties or 'the "ratio of oPPol'bmi. ty. II 

Seventh.	 rrhe br(c)adth of curriculum 01' tho I'l1rlgn of oppor··· 

tuni'by :tn se1.oct:1.on of subject; 'ITlI;lttol'. 

It is pas 81 l)le that other' to s tD m:i.gtLt~ be applied.. IUl clffoe t­

f:l.nd indispeusu'b10 that thoy lrlay lH) cons:i.d:~J:·(HJ I;h.o ehiot' lUld 



5. 
most impol'tant factors wh:l.ch combino to pr'oduoEl an ef't'1.ctent 

secondary school. ~ilhe t(lstS (3.1'0 of such s1.fjnif:lcanc0 tho.t Hei­

di tional tests 01' other tosts, in allpl"'obalxl.l1.ty, would .not 

effect the l'Gsults to any gr'oat exLont. 

The seven test::! were applied to the high. 3cho01:3 by 

counties. 'l'he score for each test was found by co.mbin:l.ng the 

data of all the high schools in the county in regard. to tll8.t 

pal'ticular test. The counties vmpe tl10l1 ranlced accQrcl:i.nc; to 

each of' the seven tests. After the counties werH ro.nl<od o.c­

cording to all sev,;n tests, the sum of the ranlm for each 

county was taken to det'3rrnine the final rn.nk: of the counti.es. 

SOUHCES Ol:J1 DJI.rl'A 

Practically all of the information gathered for this 

study came from the "High School Princlpals' Heporta, II "H.l3­

ports of fi.ret and second Class Gi t:ies" and "County Superin­

tendents Reports II to the state Superintendent which wore 

filled out by the high-school a&ninistrators or county super­

~ntendents and filed at the state superintendent's office at 

Topeka, Kansas. This information wa.s secured by the state 

office at the beginning and at the closo of each school year. 

These data w"ore t~"lken from the reports for the currrmt year 

of 1929-1930. 

Tbs utmost courtesy was Bxtended by tho staff in the 

stato 8upol'l.ntendent' s office at 'j}opeko., };(D..nStLU :In al.1ovt1.np; 

access to th~ filen for this information. 



7	 6.
 
'fIle Kansas l~ducational Dlrec'liory, 19:38-1929, Rovised 

School Laws of Ka.nsas 1927,8 World Almanac 19;52, 9 and United 

states Bulletins were also used in connection with the data 

collected. 10-11. 

rrYp l~S OF' D1\.~L'A OOLLEC'rED 

The following were the types of school data colleoted 

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

office, Topeka, Kansas. 

1.	 School census. 

2.	 School enr alIment' for the Fre 8hman, Sophomol"'6, Juni or, 

and Senior years. 

3.	 High-School law organization. 

4.	 Preparation of teachers in number of' years and kind 

of certificate. 

5.	 li.verage salary of teachers. 

6.	 Average salary of principalG and superintendents. 

7.	 Number of' volumes in the library. 

8.	 Number of subjects o:E'fered in high-school curriculum. 

9.	 Number of high schools in the county. 

PHESENTIVfION OF DATA 

The original data for this study have been vory capefully 

7 Geo. A. Allen, .Tr'.: Kansas Edu~H:l:;lo~:tl ·Dl~ect.~)l'·.¥.., Kansas 
t3tato Pri.nting Plant, fI'opekn., Kansas, -:I:9"rr9"", PI'. 497 

8 
Gso. A. Allen, ,Jr.: Hcvlsed SChool IJaws of ](nrl::ll:1fJ, 1927, 

KamltlS Statt') Pr:tntlng Plant~~roi)ekii,' Kansas, -I91!s, pp:-~381. 

9 
op. cit., pp. 944. 
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and accurately collected, and clasoifiod and presonted in 

statistical tables indicQting tho rank of ouch cmnlty with 

reference to the seven tables of officioncy. Thoro are tables 

grouping the counties according to thu three l~tvJf:! in the 

uppal", middle and lower tertiles. rrhe tables n,lso SllOW t11B 

fifteen-year trend by showing a comparIson betweon 1;.'1ble8 for 

1915 and tables for 1930. 
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LEGAL PHOVISIONS 

GJ.1NT~HAl, LAW OJ? 1876 

The first law relativB to the organizQtion of high 

schools in Kansas was of a genGral nature and is 1m.own as the 

General Law of 1876. Ohapter 122, article 11, 80ct1on 9 pro­

vides that: 

The boapd of education shall have power to elect their 
own officers, except the treasul>er, to make their own rules 
and regulations, SUbject to the provisions of this article; 
to establish a high school when-ever in their opinion the 
educational interests of the city demand; and to exercise the 
sale control over the schools and school property of the city; 
and maintain such high school, in whole or in. part" by de­
mandlng, collecting, and receiving a tuition fee for and from 
each and every scholar or pupil attending such high school. l 

Although thore was no definite p:t'ovision made by the law 

to establish high schools in cities of third class, they were 

established quite early. 

The 1923 revision of the law of 1876, Ohapter 122, 

article 12, section 1 provided that: 

Public schools in cities of third class, if not other­
wise prOVided for by law, shall be governed by the provisions 
of the law which app1;l to the organization and &aintenance of 
district schools or of union or graded schools. 

Since the context of this law is quite general in scope 

and moanj.ng, it has since been known as tho "Genora111 law. 
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LAWS OF 1886 AND 1923 

The next general law appl1cablo to lJ.lgh sC}lOo1s by 

counties was the county high-school law of 1886. It provided 

that each county having a population of G,OOO or over, might 

establish a county high sChool 1'01' the purpose of affording 

better educational facilities for the more advanced pupils 

attending the district school and for those dosiring to teach. 

The county high-school law was revised in 1897 so that 

counties having 2,500 or more could establ1sh a county high 

school. 3 rrhe county high-school law required three yea.rs of 

work for the completion of a general course, a normal course 

and a collegiate course. Tuition was free to all pupils re­

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

It was supported by a county-wide tax lev;r. 

The law of 1923, Chapter 187, section 1, provided for 

county high-school disorganization and the creation of com­

munity high schools and was stated as follows: 

All oounty high schools in the state of Kansas, reBard­
less of acts under which created, shall be disorganized a.nd 
in their stead shall be cl~eated cOlmnun1ty high schools, whose 
terri tory shall include. all the terri tory in the said 
counties not ~ncluded in the territory of other accredited 
high schools. 

The county law d1d not restrict districts in the county 

from mainta.ining a separatel:dgh sehool. In c!,ure !l d1.strict 

maintained a high. school sopIU'Ld;e from tho county high sehool 



it did so t i 10.
8.J ts own expense. Tho poople of' S0n10 districts, 

generally includ:1.ng a town, dosi:r>0cl to h.8..vO the:tl' ch:1.1d.r<m. 

a ttend high school close to home and in their own community. 

This desire became a demand and high schools were built with­

in the county in addition to the county high school. Howev81', 

this meant double taxation. Finally, when expenses incpeLl80d 

for both local high school and county high school to such an 

extent that it became a burden upon the taxpayers, a change 

vias demanded. This resulted in the disorganization of the 

county high school and the creation of the community high 

s chaol. 

BAHNI'~S LAW OF 1905 

The Barnes law has been known as the county a1.d law. It 

carries the name of representative? rr. S. Barnes, of Pratt, 

who introduced the bill to the Kansas legislative act in 

secondary education in Kansas. It was the first step against 

double taxation for both loca.l and county schools. Many com­

muni ties to'Ok advantage of the opportunity to build local 

r.tigh schools, and on account of the great nmnber of Barnes 

lligh schools established, prOVision was made for easy access 

to secondary education for all boys and girls of Kansas. The 

law of 1905 provided that: 

In eVf3ry county in tho state of' Kanslls in which ano 01" 

more school districts or c1 ties of' less than 16,000 inhabi­
'cants shall havemainta:i.ned hIgh. ~Jehools with COUJ'ses af in~ 
s truction l..I.&ni tting those who complete the s~une, to thE) 
F'reshman class of libtH'al arts and sc:1.onces ot' the Un:tvcn"sity 
of Kansas, the county commiss:\.oners shall lovy H, tlLX eu.ch 
ye lJ.r • • for the pUl"'pOS e a~', cl~o[).ting II h:Lgh-s choulfu.nd. Said. 
'tax shall be levied and cO.Uectod in tho sman tr!LUlner U~l other 
county to,xes, and when colloctecl tho county' tNHwurflr' shall 
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pe.y the same to the 'la"easuJ:'o11S of the school districts mnin­ 1­

taj.ning high schools, according to t11.o provls:tons of tho acti. ,) 

rl'uition was free to pupils rosiding in tht, county whnre 

such schools were located. The Barnes laW' recognized tho need 

for local high schools as well as county high schools. Its 

we akness was the fact that it brought upon itself "college 

domination." Before schools were entitled to use funds, they 

were required to meet universi ty entrance roquirements. As a 

re sult many courses were organized to meet college require­

ments rather than community needs. On the other hand, some 

supervisory power is necessary where public funds aro used. 

The Bal"nes law official;L·y recognized the Universi ty 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 

Un:tversity to the state Board of Education, and second, 

thr Qugh the laVl providing for rural high schools. 6 

The rural high-school law of 1915 has had a desirable 

ef'f'ect upon the liberalization of high-school education. It 

provided that: 

-------,----­
5 op. cit., Hevised School :Laws of Kansas, 1927, p. 139.--_._------_. 
6 

ci t ., Hevised 
._-~ 

School Laws of }\D.n~~~~, 1927, p. 9.~op. .'-. 
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rI1he legal electors resicUng in t~)rl"itOl'.·y containing not
 

less than sixteen sql'l.are miles, shall h,ave authori ty to ~)S­

ta.blish rural high-school districts • • • to establish, la­

c ate and maintain therein a rural high s chcol O.S lJDreinH.fter
 
prOVided. 

'1'h8 law was revised in 1925 80 that no high school dis­

trict could be organized in KansRs, whose aggregate property 

vfJ.lue was less than :)1;2,000,000. Irhe rural high school has 

greatly extended high-school education throughout Kansas. It 

i.s stated in the Onaga school survey, for 1927, that thcl"o' 

were at that time 284 rural high schools organized in Kansas. 8 

SUMMAHY 

Private academies were the first schools of secondary 

rank in Kansas. These ap]Jeared prior to the admission of Kan­

sas to the Union. The first public high school was establish­

ed at Lawrence 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 h1gh schools. The 

general law of 1876 provided officially for the organization, 

establisl~ent, and maintenance of the first high schools. Soon 

thereafter, cities of the third class established high schools 

in connection with district schools. 'rhe first five 8c!1nols 

on the accredited list of the University of Kansas were 

A·tchison, J~~mporia, Lawrence, Winchester' and Leavornvorl:;h. The 

first four were on the ucerClditod l:'Lf:J'l; by 1876. ~rhero wore lD 

f'ully accredited high schools in 1n90. In 1891 thore WI):r'O 4:9. 

r] Ope cit., HevJse.~ 1:,)011001 L~~s of. ~.~~lS, 1927, p. 14,6. 

8 P. P. OBri(:)n: School SU:r.'v()"lll.e12or_~~_-,~f.!.2.!'U3.~" Hura! HigX± 
School, BU!'(:l:lU of Servrce and ltos0arCl'::t, UnlvoI'fTfty oI"Kansas, 
1927,-p.5. 



1.;5.
IJ1ho county high-s choo1 law of 18tjG WU,n tIle; f:t.l'fJ t mnrlcoeJ. ,J top 

in connucting the common sChool and tho Univi'H'sit;{' tTl Kansas. 

T'L'd t1.on W:.1S free to all pup:L 18 in the county Wlll:)l"'O the high 

school was located and the school 1JV;.l.:3 supported by a CC1trnt"y 

tax. Dickins on county e s tllblishecl tlll:] first Coun [:;y high school 

in 1889 which was followed by Atchison county in 1890. Twenty­

seven county high 8cho'ls were establishBd by 1914. The com­

munity high-school law was created in 1923 and the county 

high school lNas disorganized by law in the same YOIl.!'. There 

were 23 community high schools in 1930. The Barnes high-

school law provided secondary education for local communities 

and cities of the third cla.ss. [rhe small high-school situation 

created e. double taxation and was a significant factor in the 

elimination of the county high school. The Barnes high-school 

law provided a stimulus fop a rapid growth of small high 

schools. In 1915, 39 counties maintained high schools under 

the provision of the general law of 1876, 39 counties had 

adopted the Barnes law, while the remaini.ng counties op(~rnted 

9
under the county high-school law of 1886. 

In the year 1930, 4;0 counties were operating under the 

Barnes law; 23 counties w':Jro operating under tIle community 

high-school law and the remaining 42 were oper;.iting under 

lIgenerallllaws. r1111e general laws are more specif:lcfJ.l1'y' tormed 

lI rl\1.ition anc1 Spec:tal 1l 1aws. 
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CHAprrNH III 

PEHCENTAGE OF SCHOOL POPULA'l'ION ATrrENDING HIGH SCHOOL 

The information in this cha.pter' Is 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 II 

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

GROUPING ACCORDING TO COUNTY LAWS 

Were the groups of counties in 1915 and 1930 identically the 

each of the three laws in 1915, Table I has been reproduced. 

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

since 1915. In order to know which counties were operating under 
-lr 

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

schools were organized in 1915. 

County High Schools 
---.-------.-._.__.-------1

Column I 

Atchison 

Barnes High Schools 
-----------,-,.'_..,.,_._­

Column II 

Allen 

General High Schools 
---- ­

Column III 

Anderson 
Chase Barber Bourbon 
Cherolree Barton Brown 
Cheyenne Butler Chautauqua 
Cla.y Clark Cloud 
Crawf'ord Coffee Douglas
Decatur Comanche Elk 
Dickinson Cowley Ellis 
G'rant Donipha.n Ellsworth 
Greeley Edwards Franklin 
Ha.slcell Finney Geary
Hodgeman' Ford Gove 

~~ The table above is reproduced in content from W. H. Carothers 
A ... Comparati.v.e st~%!_Of' the 'l'hree ~*es of Hi~h Schools ~n Kansas 
Qx9'-1-~~?E-n11TIes, Dnpu lalied Master's II. esIs, Un v(:)rsi €y or Kansas, 
r9 6, p. • 



15.TABLE I. -0 on'tinuo d­

-===,=;======"'"=::r=======... -=--,=.- ----=---:':.::.. ====.::::.-.:-';._=.=_==_::::.=-::~-:c:::-=.-_-._-_ 

Goun't·y High SchoolB Barnes Hig"h School'" 
--_.._-._._-----­ --._- ... 

---_ .. 

Column I Golu:mn II 

Kj- owa Grla;~T 
LLl.betto Hamilt()Yl
La.ne Harvoy
l\f.lontgomer>y JofferE30n
Norton Kearny
Hawlins Kingman
Heno LeD.VeUiilOl"tll 
Scott Lincoln 
Sheridan Logall
2"111. e rl118.n Lyon 
stanton Marshall 
Su.:nmer Meade 
f.Fh.omas J:Te~3 s 
'rl.-'ego OsbornEl 
VVi chita Pratt 

liicc 
l{us~Jel1 

Saline 
Sedgwick 
Seward 
E;hawnee 
[~t8.f:f.ord 

.iabaul1see 
\'iallace 
Wilson 
Woodson 
:;yandotte 

'LG 1 "Ii ~ 1 1e:nerCl 1 gIl 00 100. S 

-._---- ,--_._._------
ColuJnn III 

Grl;lham
 
Gre onvro od
 
Harper
 
<.Tackson 
Jewell
 
,Jotmson
 
Linn
 
Marion
 
lVlcPhol'r3 on
 
Miami
 
Mitchell
 
ilJol'rls
 
rilorton
 
Nemalw..
 
Neosho
 
()sage 
Ottawa 
Pawnee 
Phillips 
Pottawatomie 
Hepublic 
.'i.:i.ley 
Hooks 
Hush 
Smith 
Stevens 
Washington 

Head t:1.b1e thus: In 19113, tho counties in Column. I, v/ere 
classed as "County High Schools"; those in Cohul1n II, as "Burnes ll 
counties; those in Oolumn III, as IIGeneral" counties. 

How many cou:trbies are operating under eac:h of the LhT'O() 

'l::;ype s of laws '? crable II reveals tho num1)or for 19:30. It shows 

C ountie f3 .op(}l,~a'41ng un(1;;r tho Barne IS laW', eounties 

OpE3rat:i.ng under tho comillunity h:1.gh-i'lchooJ. It'lW' flnd 4~~ countion 

un.der tho It genol'al" Itlv:l of KanrH:ul. 'rrw conn'!;:!. 0 s aro gl:'o'upnd 

tl..G C o:r'ding to the gl:'ouping :Ln tho Ktl.l:1,EIHS Schools Laws 
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f@i ,........we' JEli" ",.,"elliA SU__6Uiin" _
 

£'01" 1927. 1 lEi. 

rrABLE II. -Class:1.f:i.catiol1 of counties by laws undCH' wh:1.ch hlgh 

schools were organized in 1930. 

_."--:::::=:::::::::::::=:==:.::.::.::.:::':- . ..._._.....:.:=-~::.:::.-.- .. _. - - -::- .._-...:::..-=-..-..:::..-_.-.-_.:=-.:::---=-"......---­

C' Ol1t!'I1,·ll.''rl:"Lty~.... Ii]." 0.:11 -:-:(cl'lrJ' (·.)l.'~ 

--..--------
~ ~ 

00lU11ffi I 

Atchison 
Chase 
Oherolme 
Cheyenne 
Clay 
Crawford 
Decatur 
Dick:tnson 
Greeley 
lIod[sel11an 
Labette 
Lane 
Norton 
Hawlins 
Heno 
Scott. 
Sheridan 
Sherman 
Stanton 
Thomas 
Trego 
Wallace 
~:Vichita 

1'3 ··r" , "1 1"aruos tlga oC100.8 

Oo1l.uun II 

Allen 
Barber 
Barton 
Butler 
Clark 
Coffey 
Uomanche 
,COWley 
Doniphan 
Edwards 
Pinney 
Pard 
Gray 
Hamilton 
Harvey 
Jefferson 
Kearny 
Kingman 
IJeavenworth 
Lincoln 
IJogan 
IJyol1 
Iflarshall 
tleade 
Neosho 
Ness 
Osbol"ne 
Pratt 
Hice 
Hool-:::s 
HUBsoll 
Saline 
SeCl.t3wiclc 
Seward 

. Shmvno0
 
Stafford
 
',Vll'bttunfl e 0
 

., 'I.lieneral High SCDOO.S 

Oolumn III 

Anderson
 
Bourbon
 
Brown
 
Chautauqua
 
Cloud
 
Dou,glas
 
:iUk 
Ellis
 
EllsvlOrth
 
l"ranlc11.n
 
Geary'
 
Gove
 
Graham
 
Grant
 
Gl"'eenwood 
Harper
 
Haskell
 
J"aclIson
 
Jewell
 
Johnson
 
Eiovm
 
Linn
 
Marion
 
.LlcPhersol1
 
I;[j.ami 
r.u tehell 
I-ilontgomery 
Morris 
Mortmn 
Nemaha 
OSs.r;e 
Ottawa 
PawnoB 
Phill:lps 
Poi;ta.watomie 
Hepubl:tc 
Hl1e:7 
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'.LIABLE II. -C ()nt:T.nued-

Communi t·y High Schools Barnes m.gh School:3 

Column I Co1tU11ll II 

IN:i.ls on 
Woodson 
Wyandotte 

General High Scho010 

Column III 

Hush
 
Smith
 
Suraner
 
Stevens
 
lNashlngt on
 

Head table thus: In 1930, counties llsted in Oolwnn I, were 
classli'ied as ~lComnrunil;':T High School" counties; those In Column 
II, as "Barnes ,I counties; those in Column III, as lIGonnralll 
counties. 

The first of the seven tests of efficiency to be applied 

to the high schools of Kansas may be stated in the follovring 

manner: What percentage of the school popult:.l.t:i. em in the 

counties attend high school and how does each group, according 

to the three laws operating, compare in this respect? 

Table III for 1915 corresponds to Table IV for 1930. It 
~~~..

is reproduced to show a eompo.rison between the per cent of 

attendance for 1915 and that of 1930. 

'rABL:E III. -Percent:1ge of the school population in the several 

counties which is attending hiGh school in 1915. 

County Hank [~chool 

GOIlf:JUS 

I' iull1b(} ):1 1.n 
11.1c;;11 13 c h(..) 01 

, ~~w. 

Douglas 
Uutlor 
,Lorr,1111 
.Lane 
1J.1homao 

H: 

1 
2 
3 
4 
b 

IU'o'eliors, 

~'32 it 
O~~2 

117 
81') 

1;j6 
:-;--j;)~-"TZ--'-

O~:.Jf39 
(j;~)U3 

DO~5 

Ci?O 
1128 

61T~-c:t· 

Percontago in 
11:1.(1;h school 

1.3 4 :,:~~~ 

12.93 
12. D~~ 

:1.2. :-.;fj 
:U~ •Of) 
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TABLE III.-Continued­

--_._......_.:::=-:.=:=..:::::=:::;==.,::~==::=::=::::::"'~~~~"-' "'" . ,.._--­
....,-_......_"...---.. __.... 

County Hank School 
consus 

Clark 6 U)04 
Cowley 7, 8465 
Harvey 8 5551 
Decatur 9 2477 
Finney 10 1724 

Hice 11 4299 
Ness 12 1764 
Osborne 13 4225 
Sumner 14 8883 
Barbel'" 15 3068 

Jefferson 16 4955 
lVlarshall 17 6792 
Osage 18 6243 
Stafford 19 3574 
Jewell 532020 

21Sedgwick 8312 
Harper 22 4308 
Elk 23 2846 
Scott 24 654 
Dickinson 25 7296 

26 11624 
Shawnee 
Reno 

17521 
Prattn 

27 
2267 

Edvrards 
28 

3435 
Seward 

29 
119730 

5842 
Lyon 

31lifemeha 
7587 

Allen 
32 

7499 
Mitchell 

33 
4425 

Wabaunsee 
34 

399535 

7334 
Ford 

36Marion 
3647 

Kingman 
37 

4280 
Comanche 

38 
1369 

Pranlclin 
39 

670740 

5229 
Saline 

41Johnson 
6271 

Hooks 
42 

4575 
Ottawa 

43 
3639 

Greenwood 
44 

490945 
---I- ­

'-"-'~" 

Number :tn 
high school 

148 
9;:i5 
623 
278 
192 

5013 
197 
464 
953 
~331 

528 
720 
662 
375 
;:558 

1909 
447 
294 

67 
742 

1156 
1742 

222 
336 
126 

555 
721 
700 
411 
366 

660 
324 
379 
121 
591 

468 
549 
;304 
3H3 
4:::) 4 

.._-, ­

r e r eentf3.ge in 
high school 

,,----,"'_....­
11.:34 
11.28 
11.23 
11.22 
11.13 

11.12 
11.11 
10.98 
10.89 
10.79 

10.65 
10.60 
10.58 
10.49 
10.48 

10.42 
10.37 
10.33 
10.24 
10.16 

9.95 
9.94 
9.79 
9.78 
9.70 

9.51 
9.50 
9.33 
9.28 
9.16 

8.99 
8.88 
8.85 
8.83 
8.81 

8.76 
8.75 
8.74: 
8.73 
8.72 



--

TABLE III ...Con1:;inued­

.:..:..... ........__.-......=::::::: ,,_..._'--_ ... 

Cou.nty Rank School Number' in 
CE3nsUS hiC:h school 

...,-_.." ­
Wilson (-3249 1337
 
Phillips 4376
 374
 
Barton
 5277
 4CiO 
McPherson 6399
 543
 
Pottawatomie 5554
 470
 

Pawnee 2365
 199
 
Bourbon
 6775
 5'70 
Norton 3418
 287
 
Atchison
 6881
 569
 
Greeley
 303
 25
 

Gray 1158
 95
 
Jackson
 5030
 412
 
:Gincoln
 3506
 285
 
Hamilton
 (30 
Nlontgomery 

740
 
13590
 1178
 

\rVa11ace 610
 49
 
Gear"y
 3062
 246
 
Woodson
 288~) :231 
Labette 9008
 720
 
Meade
 1687
 134
 

64~~3Brovm 508
 
Coffe'y
 381
 
Doniphan
 

4844
 
361
 

Linn
 
4671
 

341
 
Riley
 

4445
 
375
4915
 

37
 
Leavenworth
 

489
Wichita 
792
 

Chase
 
10489
 

192
 
Sherman
 

2543
 
101
 

Clay
 
1345
 

374
4989
 

115
 
Miami
 

1551
Trego 
435
 

Anderson
 
fS730 

298
 
Kearny
 

4164
 
43
 

Hussell
 
614
 

~~513606
 

2}:m3193
 
54;'j6
 

EllswO:t' th 
362
Hepublic 

lIodgeman f57875
 
13~32049
Hawlins 
r),;.t".
N\)V36l:i5
 

46
47
48
49
50

51
52
53
54
55

56
57
58
59
60

61
62
63
64
65

66
67
68
69
70

71
72
73
74
75 

'"'16 
77 
78 
79
80

81
82
83
84 
Of)

...--1---------- ­
Chautn.uqus. 

19. 

----_.•., ­
Percentage in 
hi. [';11 school 

8.EJ9
 
8 •.54
 
8.52 
8.48
 
8.'4:6
 

8.42 
8.41
 
8.;:58
 
8.26 
8.25 

8.20 
8.19 
8.12 
8.10 
8.07 

8.04 
8.03 
8.00 
7.99 
7.92 

7.~0" 
7.86 
7.72 
7.67 
7.62 

7.56 
7.55 
7.54 
7.50 
7.49 

7.41 
7.40 
7.13 
7.00
 
f) .96
 

6.89 
6.65 
E3.f5~2 

(j .4:9
 
6 • 4~~
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lJ:'A13LJ.~ III.-Oontinued­
.. 

~ 

... - -r------.- ,_...,.. '-
-'-~"" 

Co·u.nty 

_... -
Wyandotte 
Smith 
Neosho 
Washington 
Rush 

Cherokee 
Cloud 
Sheridan 
Niorris 
Stanton 

Gove 
Grant 
Graham 
Crawford 
Kiowa 

Cheyenne 
Haskell 
Morton 
Stevens 
Ellis 

':Potals 

Hank 

86 
87 
88 
89 
90 

91 
92 
93 
94 
95 

96 
97 
98 
99 

100 

101 
102 
103 
104 
105 

.._- ­

E.lchoo1 
census 

31510 
5035 
7152 
6374 
2'797 

12344 
6095 
1497 
3'715 

262 

1442 
293 

2602 
17012 

2048 

1275 
312 
510 
714 

4593 

503011 
-,--_...,_ .. , 

20.
 

_ ......."~"""'"
........
 
~- .. 

Numbep in. Perci;n.t.agc:} in 
high school h1.gh school 

... -

2015 6.39 

317 6.::;8 
450 6.29 
386 6.05 
169 6.04 

726 5.88 
355 5.82 

8'7 5.81 
214 5.76 

15 5.72 

80 5.54 
16 5.46 

136 5.22 
986 5.20 
104 5.07 

61 4.78 
11 3.52 

3. ;531'7 
21 2.94 

III 2.41 

42331 8.51 
' ......,._­ -'­

Head table thus: Column I"designates the county; Column 
II, the rank of each county; Column III, the census of each 
county; Column IV, the number in 11igh school in I')ach county; 
Column V, the percentage of students in high school in ea.ch 
county. Percentage if found by dividing the nwnber in b.igh 
school by the census. 

Table IV represents the counties in 19~50 in order of 

their rank according to the percentaGe of attendance in high 

school. This porc0ntaCB is ascertained by finding the total 

onJ?ollment of'high seho01 studonts during 19;30 for each 

count-y' and doterm:tning tho per e'Dnt thi~J total rlrlfo01lrnent 

is of tho ooho01 census of that county. 



TABLE IV.-Percenta.ge of the. total school population, in the 

several counties, which is attend,ine; high nclloo1 

in 1930. 

- - - -
County Rank School Number in Percqntage i.n 

census high school h::tgh school 
....", -­ . 

Oomanche 1 1628 403 24.75 
Clark 2 1449 353 24.36 
Barber 3 3141 695 22.12 
Stafford 4 3287 708 21.54 
Rice 5 4172 889 21. :::.)1 

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 20.2;5 
Jefferson 12 4285 8(30 20.07 
Osage 13 4916 984 20.02 
Decatur 14 2625 515 J.9.E.12 
Linn 1~-,) 3695 722 19.54 

Wyandotte 16 4:2280 8179 19.30 
Butler 17 10586 2041 19.28 
Wilson 18 6006 Ilf54 19.21 
Labette 19 8878 1702 19.17 
Morton 20 1192 227 19.04 

Osborne 21 3668 695 18.95 
Hamilton 22 1032 195 18.90 
Morris 23 3599 675 18.76 
Pranlclin 24 5995 1124 18.75 
Heno 25 13602 2546 18.72 

Jewell 26 4241 791 18.65 
Sherman 27 2199 408 18. f55 
Cowley 28 11611 2153 18.54 
Crawford 
Lincoln 

2 \';1 
30 

I1B79 
294Ei 

2756 
!j41 

18.52 
18. ;:')6 

Douglas 
Atchison 
Jangman 
rIarpor 
Pratt 

31 
32 
3~j 

34 
3t5 

6491 
)5427 
3721 
4:03::) 
4107 

1109 
~jDO 

(i?7 
73;:.1 
701: 

18. ::.i2 
H3.24 
18.19 
i8.1J3 
18.16 

-""',---­ -----_._._­ _ ... ~--,--
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Percentage in 
high school 
-,-_._.. _­

18.16 
18.11 
18.10 
18.07 
18.06 

18.06 
17.99  
17 •.91  
17.90 
17.84 

17.76 
17.72 
17.69 
17.63 
17.60 

17.56 
17.44 
17.40 
17.32 
17.32 

17.20 
17.16 
17.02 
16.92 
16.90 

16.90 
16.88 
16.73 
16.54 
16.43 

16.20 
16.19 
16.05 
15.94 
15.75 

15.71  
15.6B  
15.67 
15.67 
15.59 

-,,-.----.-...--- ­

TABL:8 IV. -Oontinued-

County 

----..- ­

Jackson 
Coffey 
Sewa.rd 
Norton 
McPherson 

Mi. tchell 
Neosho 
'II/leade 
Pawnee 
Johnson 

Ellsworth 
Ford 
Marshall 
Greenwood 
Republic 

otta.wa 
Allen 
Russell 
Pottawatomie 
Elk 

Gray 
Cloud 
Saline 
Wabaunsee 
Lyon 

Wallace 
Brown 
Montgomery 
Phillips 
Ohautauqua 

Anderson 
Ha.rvey 
Kiowa 
Doniphan 
Ness 

Finney 
Woodson 
Thomas 
Gove 
Sedgwick 

Rank 

I.-t---- ­

__._-_.--.1_-_1---_._._-_.. _......1-.-------"  

36  
37  
38  
39  
40  

41  
42  
43  
44  
45  

46  
47  
48  
49  
50  

51  
52  
53  
54  
55  

56  
57  
58  
59  
60  

61  
62  
63  
64  
65  

66  
67  
68  
69  
70  

71  
72  
73  
74  
75  

School 
census 

..... 
4312  
4120  
2470  
3614  
6770  

3787  
6653  
2211  
2966  
6714  

3198  
5750  
6768  
5644  
4359  

2785  
6250  
3656  
4729  
2535  

2140  
5203  
7963  
3262  
8231  

1006  
6006  

15371  
3598  
3458  

3872  
6702  
2069  
4297  
2977  

3278  
2672  
2284  
1851  

38587  

Number in 
high school _ 

783  
746  
447  
653  

1223  

684  
1197  

396  
531  

1198  

568  
1019  
1197  

995  
767  

489  
1090  

636  
819  
439  

. 368  
893  

1355  
552  

1391  

170  
1014  
2572  

595  
568  

627  
1085  

332  
685  
469  

515  
419  
358  
290  

6015  



--

23.
rrABLE IV. -Cont:1.nued­

---:::::=:--=::.:::':-::-::.:.:..-:=::::::..-::::::::-..:.:-:::::::.:::;-::- ~_._= - -. •. ._..~_..-"--,------",,""'­_~.-.. __
County 

.. -
Hanl.:: School 

census 

Logan 76 1451 
Rooks 77 3410 
Smith 78 4092 
Cherolcee 79 10057 
Kearny 90 972 

Miarni 81 5867 
Geary 82 3440 
Washington 83 5179 
Scott 84 1292 
Shawnee 85 23318 

Lane 86 J.;:510 
Grant 87 957 
Barton 88 6676 
Bourbon 89 6946 
Leavenworth 90 8459 

Stevens 91 1607 
Haskell 92 1018 
Hodgeman 93 1346 
Che'yenne 94 2299 
Rawlins 95 2441 

Nemaha 96 5867 
Greeley 97 497 
Rusk 98 3002 
Marion 99 10542 
Wichita 100 719 

Graham 101 2567 
Trego 102 2103 
Sheridan 103 1997 
Stanton 104 689 
Ellis 

.-
105 5630 

Thll11ber in 
111.gh school 

226 
529 
630 

if325 
145 

873 
496 
742 
184 

3286 

183 
13;~ 

922 
929 

1129 

213 
133 
193 
290 
305 

732 
62 

370 
1279 

87 

294 
200 
187 

62 
477 

.. 

Pnrccnta.ge 
h1gh school _. 

15.58 
15.51 
15. "W 
15.16 
14.92 

14.88 
14.42 
14.33 
14.24 
14.09 

13.97 
13.90 
13.81 
13.37 
13.35 

13.25 
13.06 
12.85 
12.61 
12.49 

12.48 
12.47 
12.33 
12.13 
12.10 

11.45 
9.51 
9.36 
9.00 
8.47 

in 

-_._-~ 

Hea.d table thus: Colmnn I des:1.gnates the county; Column 
II, the order of rank, Oomanche county ranked first; in 19::;0; 
Ool1mffi III designates the total school census of each county; 
Colwnn IV, tIle number in high S 011001 in o,aeh count'~r; Column 
V, the percenta.ge of the total school consus :tn high school 
in 1930. 



SUMMAHY  

It is interesting to note that the percentage of students 

in high school in 1930 was much greater than in 191b. There 

was 8. larger high-school enrollment in 1930. 'rhere were 

17.06 %of the total nwnber of students of school age in the 

high schools of Kansas in 1930, while tIlere were only 8.51 % 
of the total nwnber of students of school age in Ka.nsas high 

schools in 1915. 

This may be due in some measure to the compulsory ele­

mentary-school laws providing ample foundation and incentive 

for higher education. However, it is mOl"'e likely due to each 

locality affording facilities and opportunities for high-

school education. The rural high school and the conununity 

high school have made it possible for small communities to 

furnish high-school education for their children. 

In 1930, the highest per cent of enrollment was found in 

Comanche county~ The lowest per cent of enrollment was found 

in Ellis county. The percentage ratio of enrollment to 

census ranged from 24.75 ~~ to 8.47 ?b in 1930, while in 1915, 

the ratio of enrollment to census ranged from 13.22 % in--. 
Douglas county t.o 2.41 ~;t in Ellis county. 

I 

In order to ascertain wh.ich of tb.6 three laws has pro­

duced the best conditionel for enrollment in 1915 and 1930, a 

comparison. has boen made by divilUng tho lOf3 oem.nLloa into 



trlroe tertiles a.ccording to the Bal'nes, cOl1ununity and 

tI general" laws. The division into tort:1.les conr3:ts t of' di­

viding the counties into thI'ee groups. 'r'l1e tlll'ce groups oon­

sist of the upper, middle and lower thil'ds. Each ter>ti1e con­

sists of 05 counties. rrhe county law ha.ving the highest per 

cent of its counties in tlle first tertile, or lhtlieflrst 

and second tortlles combined, should rank the highest With 

reference to the percentage of population of school a.ge in 

the high schools. 

Table V is reproduced':;' to show a compo.;ris on, with 

reference to the percentage of high-SChool students em'olled, 

between the tertiles of 1915 and the tartiles of 1930. 

TABLE V .....Showing the number of counties, under the three laws 

in tertilGs, when ranked according to the percentage 

of enrollment for 1915. 
......,. .....".-,......_. 

Law F'irst 
tertile 

Second 
tertile 

r.rhird 
tertile 

............ 
Total 

Barnes 

County 

General 

Totals 

20 

'7 

8-
35 

~,~ 

15 

5 

15-
35 

4 

15 

16-
35 

39 

27 

39-
105 

Head table thus: In 1915, 20 CO'lmttes uncleI' tho Bartles 
law were in the first tertile; 15 ccmntiOl:1 utlder> tlle I3arnes 
law WOrE) in the secoYl<l t;<H't;ile; 4 counties undor t;'ho Tkl.I'UOS 

law welre in the third tert:lle. 

~.' w. H. Cal'01;}10I>S, Ope cit., p. 16. 
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Irable VI has been compiled to determine whlch law has 

the highe st per cent of its counties in the f:trst tertile, or 

i n the first and seconcl teri"·iles coml).j.n"'d. A compar':!.son of t.he• 'J 

number of oounties :tn each tertile assists in determining 

which county law ranks the highest with reference to tho pOI''' 

centage of population of school age in tho high schools of 

Kansas for 1930. 

TABLE VI.-Showing the nwnber of counties, under the tl~ee laws 

in tertiles, when ranked according to the percentage 

of enrollment for 1930. 
.­

Law First 
tertile 

Second 
terti1e 

Third 
tertilo 

"-, 

Total 

Barnes 

Community 

General 

Totals 

16 

9 

16-
35 

15 

2 

18-
35 

9 

12 

14-
31::~) 

40 

23 

42-
105 

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

In 1930, the counties operating under the lIgeneralll law 

have of their mUl1ber 24 ~ in the upper terti.le and 67 %of 

their number in the fir:::-c and second l;ortiles comblnecl. r1~he 

24 %was obteJ.ned. by divi cling 10, th.e mlll1l>ol~ of' counti('~s 

UndE)r the Ilgencral" law shown J.n tlH'.1 fiL'st to:rti,l.e of 1[11J.h10 VI, 

by 42the total number' o:f countlos undo!' I.}\.o "general II lttw. 

11'11.0 6'1 /0 Wtts obtai-ned by dtviding tbe sum of 10 and. 18 In 



frabIe VI, or the number in the first and ~Hlcond tnrt:tles 

under the "generalll law,by 4~3 the 'botal number of 11 genm:'ul "­

law counties. 'rho same pnocedUJ:'e Wf.1S followed :l..n calCl.11ating 

the percentages for the Barnes and connnuni ty laws. '1:11.e 

counties operating undor the communi t:r law have 39 ~/; of their 

number in "\-;he upper tertile, while 48 }6 of their' nurnb()r is in 

the first and second tertiles combined. 1~heearnes coul':lties 

have 40 %of their counties in the first te:I'tlle and '78 '/~ in 

the first two tertiles. Tho data in Table VI indicate that 

the Barnes law was the most effective in attracting students to 

high school in '1930; that'lthe Il gem}ral ll higb.-school law ranked 

next in effectiveness in appealing to students ; while the com­

munity law was the least effective. 

In 1915, Table V shows that the 13al~lles la\ll l~a.nked first, 

the "general!,' law second and the county law third. 

'rhis indicates that the community law is operating more 

ef'fectively in attracting high-school stud.ents than the county 

law which it replaced in 1923. 

A COI'i1PAHISON OF THE GHOUPS OF COUNTIES 

The counties operating under each laJ have been grouped 

and rankod. according to the percentage of the total en­

rollment in high school. 

'ruble VII shown the per cont t;hH.t ('Hl.ch COtUlty law had 

enrolled of its total popul0.tton of school ~f~0for' 19J.5. It; 
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is reprodu.ced"· to show the ro.nl".:lng :1.n 1915 and to GOm!)IU'e 

with the ranking of the threo laws in 'Table VIII for 19;;:}Q. 

rCABLE VII. -Grouping of count:1.es under the throe laws and 

showing total e:nrollment and pfH'ofmtages 

sohool census for each law in 1915. 

'-1-.- . 

208,353

114,773

179 885, -

- -_ ....._._- - .-'''~'--~. 

Law School High School Percentage of 
census 'enrollment Cl~nsus in II. S. 

Barnes 19,159 9.19 

County 9,211 8.01 

General l'j, 461 8.03..::...:::.2_...• ,,_ 

~eotals 502,791 ,42:,$31 8.51 

-- -.--"--"'~""\ ..'-­ - --
Head table thus: In 1915, the total census for 

of the 

--._­

Hank 

1 

3 

-2 

counties 
under the Barnes law was 208,353; the total .,mroll:ment of 
high schools under the Ba:rnes law counties was 19,159; the 
per cent of the census enrolled :i.n high school in Barnes 
coumties for 1915 was 9.19~. 

1Table VIII shows the pe1 cent; that each county law had 

enrolled of its total population of SCllo01 age and the r~nk­

ing of the three laws for 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. 

~--'--"._------'-""'---­..)~. 

VI. H. Carotllors, Ope cit., p. 23. 
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'rABLE VIII.-(}pouplng of tho countlEH3 uncleX' the Ul1:,oe lav/S and 

and shmllJ'lng total Gl1:r'o11rlel1'l~ and pOrCOl"ltago of t 

t:b.e school census for each lo.w.ln If:l~"jO • 

- .._.. ' 

Law 

-
Barnes 

Community 

General 

Totals 

-
School High School Perconto.ge 

enrollment census In: 
.--"-,,.,.-.-. 

46,606 17.35 

16,161 17.41 

31 966
::::.::::.L::._.~ 16.49. 
94,733 17.06 

.._. "­ . 

of nank 
census rI. S 

268,475 2 

92,819 1 

' 193L 78§. 3 

555,080 
. 

H.ead table thus: In 1930, the total school sensus .for the 
counties under the Barnes law was 268,475; the total h:lrrh­
school enrollment of Barnes counties was 46,606; the per cent 
of the census enrolled in high school in Barnes counties for 
1930 was 17.35 ~.~. Bal~nes law ranked second. 

It is interesting to note the changes that have occurred 

in the ranking of the three counties laws for 1915 anal 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 hn.ve raised their 

rank from third to fi1~st place. Their enrollment has alm.ost 

doubled. '11he counties operating under the llgeneral rt law, 

which ranked second tn 1915, now prink so cond wi th the en­

rollment slic;htly more than doulJhld. A very potent fact 

that in 19lf5 only 8. 51 ~Va, of the population botWOClJ:1 the 

of' five and twenty-ono, wore attond:tng h:l.rr,h sbhool, while 

17.06 %of those of school age were attending in 1930. 
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CHAPTlm IV  

T"EST NUMBER II  

The second test applied to high schools 1s for per­

sistence of attendance. It is applied with the idea in view 

that the high school must not only attract students and se­

cure their enrollment but it must also offer such courses 

and facilities 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 various cowlties remained to complete the 

third and fourth years in 19l5~ Table IX shows the percentage 

of' students which remained in high school for their third and 

f'ourth years in 1915. 

Table IX is introduced oj} in order to make a comparison 

between the persistence in attendance in 1915 and the per­

sistence in 1930. 

TABLE lX.-Ranking of counties according to persistence of 

attendance in 1915. 

- 
County 

Trego 
Scott 
Ellis 
Greeley
Wallace 

-~- .' 

Rank Per cent 
3-4 yrs. 

County Rank Per cent 
3-4 yrs. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

., 

53.0 
47.0 
45.9 
44:.0 
40.8 

Sheridan 
Hamilton 
Sherman 
Jewell 
Leavenworth 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

-
40.2 
40.0 
39.2 
38.8 
38.6 

" 

-lr The table above 1s rElproduced in content from 
W. H. Carothers, A OOlliEurative study of the Three TtEea of 
High 8c11001a in Kansas by COPF£re~,=UnpuolIshea Mas eria 
~fiesr~rsIty of Kansas, 1~I6, p. 19. 
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TABLE IX.-Continued­

..... 
County Rank Per oent 

3-4 yrs. 
County Hank Per cent 

3-4 yrs. 

Edwards 11 38.2 Saline 51 32.5 
Finney
Wichita 

12 
13 

38.1 
37.9 

Sewa.rd 
Jackson 

52 
53 

32.3 
32.3 

Atchison 14 37.8 Dickinson 54 32.1 
Kearny 15 37.6 Sedgwick 55 31.9 

Nemaha 16 37.6 Greenwood 56 31.8 
Barber 17 37.4 Ford 57 31.7 
Rush 
Norton 

18 
19 

37.2 
37.0 

Osage 
Thomas 

58 
59 

31.6 
31.4 

Smith 20 36.2 Coffey 60 31.4 

Woodson 21 36.0 Decatur 61 31.2 
Cowley
Logan 
Marshall 

22 
23 
24 

35.9 
35.9 
35.8 

Sumner 
Kingman 
Mitchell 

62 
63 
64 

31.1 
31.1 
31.0 

Wabaunsee 25 35.8 Marion 65 30.9 

Cloud 26 35.6 Ellsworth 66 30.9 
Doniphan 
Douglas 
Chase 

27 
28 
29 

35.4 
35.2 
35.1 

Miami 
Jefferson 
Brown 

67 
68 
69 

30.8 
30.8 
30.6 

Barton 30 35.0 Rooks 70 30.5 

Johnson 
Lyon
Clay
Harvey 
Shawnee 

31 
32 
33 
34 
35 

35.0 
35.0 
34.5 
34.4 
34.4 

Washington
Rawlins 
Bourbon 
Allen 
Grant 

71 
72 
'73 
74 
75 

30.5 
30.3 
30.1 
29.6 
29.4 

Lincoln 36 34.4 Crawford '76 29.2 
Stafford 37 34.4 Meade 7'7 29.1 
Montgomery 
Osborne 

38 
39 

34.1 
34.1 

Phillips 
Russell 

78 
79 

28.8 
28.6 

Elk 40 34.0 Linn 80 28.4 

Rice 41 34.0 Ottawa 81 28.3 
Comanche 42 33.9 Wilson 82 27.1 
Geary 
McPherson 

43 
44 

33.9 
33.9 

Ness 
Cherokee 

83 
84 

26.9 
26.5 

Harper 45 33.6 Wyandottl.') 85 26.5 

Pottawat omiE 46 36.1 Labette 86 26.5 
Pawnee 
Neosho 
1"1'an}{lin 
Gray 

47 
48 
49 
50 

33.0 
32.7 
~52 .6 
32.5 

Chautauqua
Hepubllc
Anderson 
Heno 

8'7 
88 
89 
90 

26.4 
26.4 
25.9 
24.0 

.... -..._~-" 
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TABLE IX.-Continued­

" ­
County Rank 

Stevens 91 
Clark 92 
Morris 93 
Kiowa 94 
Pratt 95 

Cheyenne 96 
Hi,ley 97 
Lane 98 
Butler 99 
Graham 100 

Per cent 
3-4 :'I'rs. 

23.8 
23.6 
23.5 
2;).3 
2~~ .2 

22.9 
22.8 
22.2 
20.7 
20.6 

Read table tll.us: Column I 

_. 
-

Oounty 

Haskell 
Gove 
Hodgeman 
Morton 
stanton 

32. 

._-:..==-r--"'- ,-­
Hank Pel" cen t 

3-4 yrs 

18.1 
102 
101 

17.5 
103 12.5 
104 --.­
105 --.­

designates the names of the 
counties; Oolumn II, the rank of the counties in persistence; 
Column III, per cent of students enrolled in the third and 
fourth years of high school ln 1915; Fifty three per cent of 
the students in high school in rI'rego county were enrolled in 
the third and fourth years in 1915. 

vVhat per cent of the students enrolled in high school, 

in 1930, remained to complGte the third and. fourth years? 

Table X shovrs the percentage of persistence in each county 

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

with those found in Table IX for 1915. 

TABLE X. -Hanking of counties according to persis'cense of 

attendance for the year 1930. 

County Hank Per cent 
3-4 yrs. 

- ~ 

Hod.geman 
Trego 
130urbon 
Lyon 
Hilo;T 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

50.29 
48.tiO 
48.12 
47.66 
47.01 

Hice 
Kiowa 
010.1"'1<: 

Neas 
_.'''''' 

County 

Lincoln 

-_. 

--...... . 

Per cent 
~5-4 yrs. 

,~. 

46.79 
4H.G9 
46.J.B 
4Ei.03 
4Ej.84 

Hank 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
" ..­
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'rABT.JE X.-Continued-

County 

Chase 
Kearny 
Douglas
Dicklnson 
Comanche 

Wabaunsee 
Hush 
Linn 
Labette 
Elk 

Clay 
Chautauqua 
McPherson 
Morrls 
Republic 

Miami 
Lane 
Sa.line 
Wichita 
Osage 

Brown 
Woodson 
Gaffey 
Smith 
Sheridan 

Crawford 
Cowley 
Shawnee 
H.ussell 
Marshall 

Logan 
Barton 
Nemaha 
Osborne 
ottawa 

Sherman 
Pinney
Harp(;r 
Seward 
Norton 

_....­

. -'" 

Rank Per cent County Per centRank 
13-4 yrs. 3-4 yrs. 

11  45.74 Cloud 51  42.21 
12  45.52 Jackson 52  42.02 
13  45.50 Leavenworth 53  41.98 
14  45.48 Stanton 54  41.94 
15  45.41 Ellsworth 55  41.90 

16  45.29 Neosho 56  41.85 
17  45.14 Atchison 57  41.81 
18  45.01 Greenwood 58  41.80 
19  44.95 Stevens 59  41.78 
20  44.65 Marion 60  41.75 

21  44.55 Graham 61  41.50 
22  44.54 Surmer 62  41.42 
23  44.40 Morton 63  41.41 
24  44.:50 Gave 41.3864  
25  44.04 Ha.rvey 41.2965  

26  43.76 Mitchell 66  41.23 
27  43.72 Fra.nklin 41.1967  
28  43.69 Phillips 68  41.18 
29  43.68 Allen 69  41.10 
:50 43.50 Kingman 41.0670  

43.4931  Pawnee 71  41.05 
4:3.4432  stafford 72  40.96 
43.4333  Gray 40.7673  

34  43.33 Johnson 74  40.74 
43.3235  Doniphan 40.7375  

43.25 Geary 40.7236  76  
Anderson 40.6643.24 77 37  
Grant 40.6043.09 78 38  

40.58Jewell 79 43.0839  
. 40.5740  42.94 Butler 80  

Ha.milton 40.5142.92 81 41  
40.00Cheyenne 83 42.7342  
40.00Jef.fclrs on 83 48.6243  

4~~ .59  Wallace 83  40.0044  
~')g. 79 85 r~dwa.rds42.5445  

39.6886 Pot tHWf.\t ornie42.4046  
39.6787 42.33 Scott47  
;,9.61Cherokee 88 42 .~3948  
:59.41,~llis 89 42.2849  
3Q .;~g90 Thomas42.2750  

. ­-- ._--'-._._. -'._"­
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TABLE X.-Continued· 
-',."" 

County 

___._-_••_c\o 

Rooks 
Decatur 
/1eno 
Greeley 
Barber 

Rawlins 
Pratt 
Wilson 
Washington 
Meade 

-

. 

Rank 

91 
92 
93 
94 
95 

96 
97 
98 
99 

100 

Per cent 
3-4 yrs. 

39.32 
39.22 
08.85 
38.71 
38.70 

38.69 
38.61 
38.56 
38.27 
38.13 

-'.­-­
County 

Ford 
Montgor 
Haskel 
Sedgwi 
Wyando 

..-~-' ... 

Hank Per cent 
3-4 yrs. 

nary 

ck 
tte 

101 
102 
103 
104 
105 

~;7 .39 
36.12 
31.58 
29.98 
22.46 

1 

Read table thus: Column I, namAS of counttes in order of 
rank on persistence of attendance :th 19~50; 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. 

GROUl'ING OF COUNTIES INTO TERTILES 

The counties were grouped into tertiles acco'rding 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 nmnber of counties in each tertile for 

the three laws for 1916. Table XI 1s reproduced 
~. 

,(' to show 

a comparison with Table XII for 1930 • 

.:~ ibid., p. 22. 
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'I'ABLF. XI. -Grouping of counties under the three laws into 

tortiles when ranlH,d according to persistence 

-......-.- _.... 

Law 

Barnes 

County 

General 

Totals 

- 

First 
tc?rtile 

17 

10 

8-
35 

for HH5. 

-,-,- ­
Second 
tert:1.1e 

14 

5 

-16 

35 

..._........._"._d  

Third 
tr-3rtile 

8 

12 

-15 

35 

.__.. 

To'tal 

-

39 

27 

39-
105 

-
Read table thus: 17 Barnes counties ranked among the 

highest 35 in persistence in 1915; 14 Barnes counties ranked 
among those of the second tertile; 8 Barnes counties ranked 
among those of the third tertile. 

Table XII shows the number of counties in each tertile 

.for the three laws in 1930.A comparison was made bet'u"reen the 

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

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

tertiles when ranked according to persistence 

for 1930. 

Law 

,. 

First 
terti Ie 

Second 
tertile 

.. .. _.­
~"""-""'~'''''''-.-_.,,'"...~"'-_._--­ -. 

Third Total 
tertile 

Bnrnes 11 14 15 40 

Community 9 5 9 23 

General 15- 16- 11- 42-
1'otals 3C::,J 35 :35 

-
105 

Head table thUf:l: 11 L31.1.rnos counties ranl{ed in the first 
tertile; 14 Burnes count:1.os rnnl::ed in the second tertile; 15 
Barnes counties ranked in the third tert11e in 1930. 
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') "p. r.;,').

In 1930, the first tortile showed a gain of sc)ven

counties for the Ilgeneralli law. r:rhe [)arnEHl law showt'd a loss

of six counties in the fil'st tertile. 'l'hc)re was IJl'D.ctiee.ll :'y'

no difference, in tb.e first to:r:'tlle, between the num1)or of

counties under the county la.VII" and those under tb.e cornrnun:tty

law. 1'11.e number in the second. tertile being the same as the

number in the first tertile indicates no difference in per­

sistence, in the middle group for 1915 and 1930. The results

indicate that the llgeneralll-law counties J.lave made considerable

per cents of persistence for 1915.

improvement as to persistence of attenda.nce. It is not likely

·there is an appreciable difference due to the laws.

Table XIII shows a comparieon of the three laws on the
.~:..

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

Head 'Gable thus: Pirst :year enrollment under the Barnes
law 7767; second year, 5039; third. ::rear, ;3329; fourth ;reEir,
27(-j3. '.L'hir·y two and twenty four hnn!tl.:redth per cent of the
tot-;al h:lgh-sel10ol enrollment was ]I,!! the ·third and fourth
'years in Un5.

TABLE XlII.-Total enrollment of county la.ws by years including

... , --
Law 1st year 2nd year 3rd year 4th year Total Per cent

3-4 yrs.

- --
Barnes 7767 5039 3329 2763 18898 32.24

County 3965 2341 1564 1200 9070 30.04

General 5623 ;3764 2,;l:2~) 1953 13703 31.93

Totals in third"and fourth -years '13232 41676 31.03

- .. _."-,-,,_.,,,.-...-..

----,...,-,-----,,--_._--
-ti.-



37.
Table XIV shows a comparison of tho thr'ce) connty laws

on distribution ot' attendanc0 for each hil';h-school year :Ln

1930. The totals have boon added to secupe 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 POI' cent of pers:i.stence for each law.

A comparison vms then made between the per eonts for 1915 and

those for 1930.

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

per cents of persistence for 1930 •
.. -.. -.. -

Law 1st year 2nd yefi!.r 3rd year 4th year Total Per cent
3-4 yrs •

.-
Barnes 17050 12226 9358 7972 46606 37.18

ConununiyY 5004 4324 3709 3124 16161 42.26

General 9677 8830 7180 6279 31966 42.13

Totals in third and fourth years 37622 94733 39.71

.. - ._."~
..

Head table thus: First year enrollment in counties under
Barnes law in 1930, 17050; second year, 12226; thiFd year,
9358; fourth year,7972. The per cent of total high-school en­
rollment in the third and fourth years was 37 .18 ~;!, in 1930.

SUMMAHY OF T~;S T I I

Table X shows that the variation in persistence of

attendance for 1930 rangod from 50.29 %:Ln Hodgeman county to

2r.~. 46 I:; in Wyandotte county. It is interos tlng to note that~

on this test JIodf';eman l'unked first in 1930 but 103 1.11 lDU).

Trego county ranked first in 1915 and socond in 1930.



~~:l8 ..
'.rhere was not an appreciable d.:Lt'fe I'enC) (] in ·pe:r.~;.:L8tonee

In the trend of fifteen Y0f:'l.r'S .E;spec:1ally, thel'0 was :U t:;tle

dl.fl'erence among the Cou.nt:t(-lS of the hi~h()s t; J:'s.nk. Hal/fever,

there was considerable differonce 11'1 I;h(;) tJ'end t1.1TlOIlg the

lower rank. rEha lowest in 1930 was ~32. 4:6 /1 whlle the lowest in

1915 was 12.5 %with two counties entirely without persistence ••

According to Ta.ble XI, tJ16 percontages show that the

Barnes counties ranked first in 1915 in persistence of at­

tendance. The "e;enol'al if law ran}~ec1 second and the county law

ranked thiI>d.

Table XII, for 1930, shows that the c0l1'lll1un1..1:;:l law ranked

first in pe.ssistence of attendance, with 4~3.2G 'Io. ']~he "geneI'al ll

law ranked slightly lower than the cOl11luuniYJ la.w for 1930 with

'Eha Barnes law ranked the lowes t with 3? .18

rEha increase in persistence of tho COHll11Unity high-school

law over the former county lav! is partly due 1;0 the fact that·

s t·udents. once enrolled in the cOllununi ty high school tended to

complete their work rather than tal{e the last year or two at

local high schools. Distanco may havo beon a facto:r in causlng

students to discontinue at the count',1f hi.gh school r-woner than

at the community high sob.ool. A comparison of the two laws is

interesting.

A compariaoll of 'Pablo ,XIII and, 'L':lblD KIV shows that thfl

dl:Cforonco found, hi porDlsL,JnGo :i.1:1 CO'l.lnt;lon Ol)Ol'll.t:1.l'lg lltlcler

t1:.1.8 VCI.:l'iOllrJ laws ill Un13 Ol.' in 10;:;;0. nOV'Jovnx' J tllOI'O \,1ft).l] a



['reatel" "\jf;ndenc-y fOl'" high-school s Lud,fmts to e ompleto t1\l),J

tllird and f'ou:pth ·ye~.l.!·s L'l 1930 than there was in :UHf.j.



pare results wi t11 Table XVI for 1930.

i10.

the ranking of counties accol"ding to the m.:unbt'H' of years of

amount of worle above the ei~~hth grade are alloNod tvlO points.

Te s t mllnbc)1" t·},J.r(,~ (~ i' "',~. I·,' ,".1 t'l,r'~y o ..·f.',' I} I
-- ~ >. l..L~l':) pr'epaI'at:.on and

quallfications of high-s choo1 toachl)rs .:';ac11. yoal' I1bov() the

eighth grade in prdpal's.tion has bOlm, taken as a unit of com­

paris on. Graduate s of coLLeges or un:!. vrD:'si tin [) 11.1'(; allowed

eight points,' three-year state tifi t
v eel"' _' co. -es are allowed

seven points; two-year state certi.fic~ltes and graduates of a

normal school are allowed slx points; and all teachers hold­

:lng special certificates and those whQ have done an indefinite

What is the aVeI'Llge number of years of preparation above

the eighth grade for teachers of each county? Table XV shows

"preparation for teachers for 1915. It is reproduced -.~ to corn-

of years of preparation.

each county. In Chase county, 136 points repre ~\ent the numbi:)r

The proper mUllber of points 'Nas allowed and calculated

for each teacher of each county. rrhe numbers representing the

points were added to determine the years of preparation for
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TABLE XV.-Ranking of counties according to the Qverage 
41. 

number 

of yea.rs of p:roparati.on,. of ,t,o,ac.}lor.-s ~1;'.(,~ ;"191.[5. 
: kill' :": : ~!: ~ ".' "'..,~. :.. ~ : \II ~ ~""~" " l;l 
•• r 0 '" It· 0 ~n' II r " 

w - ::: ---"'" 

Average 
,"",­

"." ," 

8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 

8.00 
7.77 
7.64 
7.62 
7.60 

7.55 
7.53 
7.46 
7.46 
7.45 

7.45 
7.45 
7.40 
7.31 
7.30 

7.27 
7.25 
7.20 
'7.20 
'7.18 

'7.15 
7.15 
7.14 
'7.13 
7.12 

7.11 
'7.05 
7.00 
7.00 
'7.00 

'........"... ~. _." .~ , , 
~ II i'l ." . 

" 
, 

Cou.nty Rank Years of ~ iJ
Q ' N:d.rflb~~ O'f 

prepa:r,u,t:i.a:q 0,'. ~ ,t~t;.,cl1:':rf! ; 
., !lI"~ Il it... ~ 
Il'" V >l .\il U II. Ol l!, :',: :, ~~'1i'.'11 :.", ",..,,."'f> : ~: 
II oJ il II ·'1 

ChaSle 1 136 I?
Gea.ry 2 88 11 
Lane 3 24 3 
Trego 4 32 4 
Stanton 5 16 2 

Grant 6 8 1 
Comanche 7 70 9 
Coffey 8 130 17 
Clay 9 122 16 
Hodgeman 10 38 5 

Logan 11 68 9 
Harvey 12 226 30 
Ford 13 112 15 
Pratt 14 112 15 
Leavenworth 15 276 37 

Sedgwiclc 16 574 77 
Finney 17 82 11 
Clark 18 74 10 
Dickinson 19 300 41 
Riley 20 96 13 

Norton 21 80 11 
Phillips 22 116 16 
Greenwood 23 114 20 
Sherman 24 36 5 
Douglas 25 230 32 

Harper 26 186 26 
McPherson 27 186 26 
Hamilton 28 50 '7 
COWley 29 264 37 
Lyon 30 228 32 

Jackson 31 128 18 
Linn 32 120 17 
IGl1sworth 33 84 J r) .. I".J 

Kearny 34 28 4 
Scott 05 28 4
_,_H... --_......-......~-~. ---.,----"-1-._-,_._--



'fABLT~ XV. -Contlnu~ld-

County Hank Years of Numb(n~ or i\vera.ge
preparlltion teachors 

---_._-­ ----,-_.--_.__.--_.._._._.;.-,,_.,­
Greeley 36 14 2 7.00
Allen 37 216 31 6.90
Stafford 38 174 25 6.96
Brown 39 208 30 6.93
Osage 40 194 28 6.92 

Sh8,wnee 41 346 50 6.88 
Ness 42 62 9 6.82 
Ottawa 43 116 17 6.81 
Wyandotte 44 552 81 EL78 
Pawnee 45 190 28 6.78 

lUce 46 210 31 6.77 
l!larion 47 204 31 6.77 
Chautauqua 48 88 13 6.76 
Jefferson 49 496 29 6.7[j 
'rhomas 50 54 8 6.75 

Barber 51 114 17 6.70 
Anderson 52 140 21 6.6G 
Wallace 53 20 3 6.66 
'Nichi ta 54 20 :3 6.6(3 
Montgomery 55 292 44 6.63 

Butler 56 272 41 6.63 
Sa11ne 57 212 32 6.62 
Decatur' 58 86 13 6.61 
iGlis 59 66 10 G.60 
JoJ:mson 60 138 21 6.57 

Edwards 61 82 14 6.57 
J'ewe11 62 164 25 6.57 
Crawford 63 249 38 6.55 
Wilson 64 190 29 6.55 
Nemaha 65 170 26 6.53 

Bourbon G6 176, 27 6. ~)l 

Hepub1ic 67 104 16 G. FjO 
Haw1ins 6f3 52 8 G.SO 
Heno 69 292 45 Ei.48 
Atchison 70 194 ;30 G.48 

f)'7­
1:',,1.,)Barton 71 140 G .4:3 

Osborne 7/"
fJ 12D ~.~O 0.10 

flO G.40Kingman 73 128 
74, J.10 ~32 ij • :!, ()Washine;t on 

Kiowa 75 313 () G.30 



-------

43.TABLE XV.-Continued­

.. .. ',
_.'- -':::"-'::------=':'::'::--'::::::='=,::::,:. -_.."-=--==:-..,--==:::-.:=== 

COllnty 

Cheyenne 
Rooks 
~Teosho 

Cloud 
ItLl tchel1 

Pottawato[;lie 
Lincoln 
Woodson 
Sumner 
llIorris 

Russell 
Sev:rard 
Graharn 
Haskell 
Stevens 

Labette 
Cherokee 
Pranklin 
Wabaunsee 
IiJ'1arsha11 

Gray 
Sheridan 
LliGJui 
Doniphan 
~:;lk 

Smith 
~,leade 

Gove 
Rush 
Morton 

Hank Years of 
preparation 

,.,.,--­
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 

81 
82 
83 
84 
85 

86 
87 
88 
89 
90 

91 
92 
93 
94 
95 

96 
97 
98 
99 

100 

101 
102 
103 
104 
105 

38 
94 

144 
100 
112 

114 
68 
92 

372 
78 

72 
36 
24 
18 
12 

2130 
188 
188 
126 
148 

28 
22 

118 
118 

74 

68 
56 
32 
36 

6 

Number of Average 
teachers 

6 6.30 
15 6.26 
23 6.26 
16 6.25 
18 6.22 

23 6.21 
11 6.18 
15 6.13 
61 6.09 
13 6.00 

12 6.00 
6 6.00 
4 6.00 
3 6.00 
2 6.00 

34 5.88 
29 5.79 
29 5.79 
22 5.72 
26 5.69 

5 5.60 
4 5.50 

22 5.35 
22 5.35 
15 4.93 

14 4.85 
12 4.66 

7 4.57 
8 4.50 
2 3.00 

'­ --­"~.-

Read table thus: Colman 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; Co1wnn V, the average years of preparation 
for each teacher in the county. 
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44. 
Table XVI shows the ranking of the counti.es according to 

the average number of years of preparation for teachers for 

1930. The averages were obtained by dividing the nwaber 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 ~or 1930 as was used to determine the years of prepa­

ration f'or 1915. 

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

of years of preparation of teachers for 1930. 

- -

County Rank Years of 

preparation 
Number of' 
teachers 

. 

Average 

Greeley 1 40 5 8.00 
Ellis 2 271 34 7.97 
Seward 3 236 30 7.8'7 
GeaI'¥ 4 280 36 7.77 
Douglas 5 668 86 7.76 

Haskell 6 85 11 7.72 
Trego 7 108 14 7.71 
Sedgwick 8 2665 347 7.68 
Rush 9 207 27 7.66 
Wichita 9 46 6 7.66 

Neosho 
Hodgeman 
Graham 
Harvey 
Leavenworth 

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

543 
99 

152 
516 
591 

71 
13 
20 
68 
78 

7.65 
7.62 
7.60 
7.59 
7.58 

Riley 
Decatur 
Mitchell 
McPherson 
Russell 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

568 
227 
408 
542 
345 

75 
30 
54 
72 
46 

7.57 
7.56 
7.55 
7.53 
7.50 

Stanton 
Cowley 
Coffey 
Lyon 
Wallace 

20 
22 
23 
24 
25 

45 
967 
307 
733 
112 

6 
129 

41 
98 
15 

7.50 
7.49 
7.48 
7.47 
7.46 



-----

45.
TABLE XVI.-Continued­

-_..­

County Rank 

Sherman 
Saline 
Rooks 
Lincoln 
Ness 

Atchison 
Shawnee 
Brown 
Ford 
Logan 

Crawford 
Cloud 
Woodson 
Jefferson 
Thomas 

Pratt 
Butler 
Wyandotte 
Reno 
Johnson 

Gray
Pottawatomie 
Scott 
nice 
Bourbon 

Chase 
Marshall 
Sumner 
l\Jorton 
Kingman 

Allen 
Montgomery
Ii'ranklin 
Harper 
Hawlins 

Kiowa 
~Vilson 

Clay
Pawnee 
Phillips 
------,-----_..__

26
 
2!7
 
28
 
29
 
30
 

31
 
32
 
33
 
34
 
35
 

36
 
37
 
38
 
39
 
40
 

41
 
41
 
43
 
44
 
45
 

46
 
47
 
48
 
49
 
50
 

51
 
52
 
52
 
54
 
55
 

56
 
57
 
59
 
59
 
59
 

61
 
62
 
63
 
64
 
65
 

_. -_. 
Years of Number of Average
preparation teachers 

--_.. 

194
 
753
 
283
 
253
 
305
 

409
 
1657
 

557
 
579
 
193
 

115'7
 
459
 
222
 
466
 
266
 

421
 
1034
 
1978
 
1136
 

516
 

221
 
449
 
103
 
522
 
463
 

279
 
536
 
771
 
301
 
366
 

519
 
1257
 

584
 
365
 
146
 

197
 
569
 
291
 
276
 
3015
 

26
 
101
 

38
 
34
 
41
 

55
 
223
 

75
 
78
 
26
 

156
 
62
 
30
 
63
 
36
 

57
 
140
 
268
 
154
 

70
 

30
 
61
 
14
 
'71
 
63
 

38
 
73
 

105
 
41
 
50
 

'71 
1'72
 

80
 
50
 
20
 

2'7
 
'78
 
40
 
;:)8 
42
 

...--_....-.._.__._­.--_ ........__ . .._-~,-_ ..__ ... 

'7.46
 
'7.45
 
'7.44
 
'7.44
 
'7.43
 

'7.43
 
'7.42
 
'7.42
 
'7.42
 
'7.42
 

'7.41
 
'7.40
 

'7.40 
7.39 
7.38 

7.38
 
'7.38
 
7.38
 
7.3'7
 
7.3'7
 

7.36
 
'7.36
 
'7.35
 
7.35
 
'7.34
 

7.34 
7.34
 
'7.34
 
'7.33
 
'7.;:',2
 

7.30 
7.30 
7.30
 
'7 •~JO
 

'7.30
 

7.29 
7.29
 
7.2'7
 
7.26 
7.26 
-"'_........ -..­



TABLE XVI.-Continued-

Oounty 

_..._,--­
Anderson 
Jewell 
IUlsW"orth 
Kearny 
Morton 

Barton 
Doniphan 
Gove 
Greenwood 
Osage 

Finney 
Wabaul1see 
Cherokee 
ottawa 
Labette 

Linn 
Jackson 
Elk 
Lane 
Smith 

Nemaha 
Chautauqua 
Meade 
Hepublic 
Cheyenne 

Miami 
Sheridan 
Dicldnson 
Morris 
Marion 

Osborne 
Comanche 
Washington 
Stafford 
Barber _..... ',..-_."' ........_,,-,.._.
 ~ 

4G. 

AVerK:;lge 

_._""'_ ..•_--_..,........-,,.,..,",,,.,.,,..,­
~)05 42 
450 62 
283 39 

87 12 
1J.6 16 

514 71 
369 51 
159 22 
548 76 
424 59 

?26 
7.25 
7.2fj 
7.25 
7.25 

7.23 
7.23 
7.22 
7.21 
7.18 

7.18 
7.17 
7.17 
7.16 
7.15 

7.14 
7.12 
7.1.0 
7.09 
7.09 

7.07 
7.06 
7.04 
7.03 
7.00 

7.00 
7.00 
6.98 
6.93 
6.91 

G.88 
6.88 
6.85 
6.EHj 
6.60 

"_"'_'_.__"'_",,"_"i>"'-"_~_""~ _ 

Hank 

~._...._,.,.-....,,­
65 
67 
68 
69 
69 

71 
72 
73 
74 
75 

76 
77 
78 
79 
80 

81 
8.2 
83 
84 
84 

86 
87 
88 
89 
91 

91 
91 
93 
94 
95 

96 
97 
98 
99 

100 

Years of' Nurnbo:t' of 
preparati n teaChtH'S 

---,.~---,---,- --,,"-_.....,--"'-­

273 38 
287 40 
674 94 
~301 72 
809 113 

293 41 
442 62 
206 29 

78 11 
312 44 

382 54 
318 45 
169 24 
380 54 
133 19 

336 48 
105 15 
636 91 
319 46 
539 78 

310 4f) 
172 25 
384 !56 

'/. i'
2~j3 d ...) 

'670 56 
......,..."'_.~,-""'.,_*_,."' ....,_........__''',.... 'c,_"_~··' ...,,,._··_'''_,_'' ..,.,.-,,,,~. -.....,'''"•.",......_...,"-,..,..-~,._'''-,!
 



TABLE XVI. -Continued­

._.._.._" -, 

47.
 

" - ,- -­-"'~ 
County Rank Year's of Numbor of 

preparaticm teachers 

oJ..ark 
Ha.milton 
Edwards 
stevens 
Grant 

101 
102 
103 
104 
105 

179 
105 
341 

78 
43 

27 
16 
52 
12 

7 

Average 

6.62 
6.56 
6.55 
6.50 
6.14 

Read table thus: Column I designates the counties; Column 
II, the rank of the counties; Column III, the total yf,ars of 
preparation for each county; Column IV, the number of teachers 
in each county; Column V, the aver~Lge years of preparation 
f'or each teacher in the county for 1930. 

SUM1VIAHY Oli' 'rEST III 

Vfuen the counties arE) grouped according to the three 

high-school laws operating, the foregoing tables show tha.t the 

county high schools supported 440 teachers with an av(~rage of 

6.65 years of preparation above the eighth grade for 1915, 

while the commu~ity high schools of 1930 supported 1012 

te achers with an average of 7.37 years of' preparation above 

the eighth grade. The counties under the Barnes law supported 

996 teachers with an average preparation of 6.12 7fears in 1915, 

wb,i Ie the counties under the same lavl for 1930, supported 2872 

te achers with an D.vern.ge prepapati on of 7.27 yours. The 

counties opeJ:'ating under the IIgeneral" law in 1915 supported 

720 teachers whose average years of preparation Wfl.S G.5b. In 

1930, the countil~)s l~o which tho IIgenc3l'alY1 law applied, l:n:lP­

ported 2224 teachers Whoso avorage prepnration. was 7.25 YCl:.trs. 



· th 48.USlng e averages as u. basis for comparing the prepa­

ration of teachers of' the three groups, those teachinB in the 

communi ty hi..gh schools have the greatest amount of preparation. 

The teachers in the counties under the Barnes law ranked 

second and those under the "generalIt law ranked third in 1930. 

In 1915, the county high schools ranked first; the t1genera:l;.ll 

high schools second; and the Barnes high schools third. It is 

probable that the differences are not great enough to be of 

prirnary significance. The change from 1915 to 1930 is likely 

more significant than the differences in type according to 

the laws in anyone 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 teachers. During recent years, teachers 

with better qualifications have sought positions in Barnes 

high schools, which accounts for teachers of' those counties 

raising their average ranking more rapidly than those of the 

llgeneralll law counties. A comparison of the medians shows 

that the teachers of 1930 were better prepared than those of 

1915. In 1915, the median was 6.66 for average preparation, 

while in 1930, 'it was 7.34. 

GROUPING OP LAWS INTO rrEH'l'ILES 

In Table XVII, the counties are grouped into tertiles, 

consisting of 35 counties each, according to tilJo throo county 

laws. Table XVII shows the number of counties in each tortile 
..~:.. 

:for the three county laws in 1915. It has been reprocluced to 
--_._-_.__.__.._-_._._---_•._----_._-_..__._------­

" "/~ 

ibid., p. 29. 



49. 
show how the prepa.r~1tlon of teachers in 1915 compares with 

that of 1930. 

rrABLE XVII. -Showing counties grouped into tertiles according 

to the average preparation of teachers in 1915. 

.. _­
Law 

Barne s 

Count-y 

GeneI'al 

'rotals 

.. _..
t--._~~.-

First
 
tertile
 

14 

11 

10-
35 

---_.~'--.__. 

- -~_.- .. 

Second Tb.ird 
tertile tertile 

. 
13 12 

9 '7 

-16-13 

3535 
._-_ ....­

. _.. 

Total 

39
 

2'7
 

-39
 

105
 

Read table thus: 14 counties under the Barnes law are in 
the first tertile; 13 counties under the Barnes law are in 
the second tertile; 12 counties under the Barnes law are in 
the third tertile. 

Table XVIII shows the nurnber of counties in each tertile 

1'01' the three county la.ws in 1930. The tertiles in Table XVII:}: 

show which law is operating most effectively as to preparation 

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

preparation for 1915 with those of 1930. 



in 

50. 
TABLE XVIII.-Showing counties grouped into tertiles according 

to the average preparation of teachers in 1930. 
......_._--..:::... -..-­

Law First
 
tertile
 

_.--_.. 

Barnes 16 

Community 9 

General 10-
Totals 35 

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

~-
Second Third Total 
tertile tertile 

._._----- -
12 . 12 40 

8 6 23 

15- 17 42--
35 35 105 

counties under the Barnes law are in 

Table XVIII shows that the Barnes law had 16 of its 40 

counties, or 40 70 of its total number of counties, in the 

first tertile in 1930; that the comraunity law had 9 or its 23 

counties, or 09 %of its total number of counties, in the 

first tertile; and that the Ilgeneraltl law had 23 %of its 

nun1ber in the first tertile. 

Table XVII shows that the TlgeneralYl law ranked third in 

1915, while the Barnes law ranked slightly above the conuuuni ty 

law for first place. The Barnes law and the community law 

counties have each shown a gain while the i1genera111 law 

counties have remained about the same during the last fifteen 

years. We would conclude from this tihat schools operc"tting 

undor the Barnes and community laws have teachers wi tIl gl"eater 

amount of preparation th::'1.n hi.gh schools under the iT general ll 

lClW. 



--
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T'EST NUMB"!ilH IV 

Test number IV applies to the snlarles of teachers in the 

counties according to their rimk. 'l'h6 average salary hlUl been 

determined for each cOlmty. The average salary paid to the 

teachers in each high school was determined, first, by adding 

a1J. the salaries in the high school and dividing by the number 

of teachers. The average salaries of all high schools in the 

county were then added and divided by the nunlber of high 

schools in the county. 

How do the counties under the tbr(,e county laws compare 

in the sa1aI'ies paid to teachers? rrab1e XIX shows the averclge 

salaries paid. to teachers in each county for 1915. It is 1"8­

produced to show a comparison between the average salaries 

for 1915 and 1930. 

TABLE XIX. -ShOWing counties ranked according to the average 

salaries paid to teachers in 1915. 
-
_.. . 

t\ve. Salary 
of teachers 

Oounty Rank

1

2

3

4
 
5
 

-
Wyandotte 117.75 
Pratt 105.60 
Sed.gvlicl{ 102.05 
Shawnee 101.33 
ifeno 98.34 
.. -_1.......­ - -"-­

- ....'" 

County Hank Ave. Salary 
of teachers - --- ­

Wallace 6 
,Ellsworth 7 
Gray 8 
Doniphtl.n 9 
Potto.watomie 10 

97.50 
93.20 
93.20 
9fa .50 
92.27 

'"'--_.._-------'j-,....'"'...._-,.,-~_ ....."'>,.,'-,--.... 
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TABLE XIX. -C ontinued­

._- .. _.." . 
~....--.. _ ___u"~,,,_-~'::· .....~,.......,_._,,_~"_._,,_<0"
"-",.' 

County Hank Ave. Salary Count:Y' '\V(~. St:1.1a.ryRa.nk 1
 

of teachers of teacher's 
~-.._........
 -_.­;--" -~-

Barber 11
 92.00 Finney 84.7:5 
Ford. 

51
 
12
 92.00 Crawford 84.71 

Ell!'13 
52
 

13
 92.00 Sumner 84.66 
Kearny 

53
 
14
 92.00 Labette E34 84.57 

T'ilar ion 15
 91.94 Nemaha 84.1655
 

Marshall 16
 91.30 Cherokee 84.11 
Oomanche 

56
 
17
 90.40 Clay 83.98 

Lyon 
57
 

18
 90.23 Neosho 83.59 
Chase 

58
 
19
 83.47 

Leavenworth 
90.06 Kingman 59
 

20
 83.3789.99 Barton 60
 

82) .34
21
 89.82 Wichita 61
Nes s 
83. (\3 

Graham 
22
 Pawnee89.38 62
Thomas 

83.14 
Elk 

23
 Dickinson89.00 63
 
83.08 

Franklin 
24
 Jolmson 64
88.93 

82.84Jackson25
 65
88.88 

82.66
 
27
 

Hooks 66
88.6226
Coff"ey 
82.43Norton , 67
88.56Russ ell 

Meade 82.37 
Jeff,orson 

Decatur 68
88.5528
 
82.2f5 

1;i[abaunsee 
Chautauqua 69
88.5529
 

82.12Anderson 70
88.3430
 

81.94 
Geary 

71
stanton87.9031
Clark 
81.89
 

33
 
72
Brown87.8632
 

81.3973
Seward87.85Butler
 
34
 81.2574
Cheyenne87.85Atchison 

Rush 80.63Miami 75
87.5035
 

80.1276
Linn87.4336
ivashington 
80.11Phillips 77
87.09Oow1ey 37
 
80.0078
Greeley86.4338
Montgornery
 
80.0079
Sheridan86.1039
EdWtlrds 
80.0080
stevens86.0940
Harvey 

79.4181
Hal'p('H'85.9641
Bourbon 
79.3882
Rawlins85.9542
Nitchell sr>1':J 79.00Sherman85.78 

Hic8 
43
Smi"l:;h
 

78.5184
85.45 
IJ!cPb,orson 

44
Linc oln 
78.1885
8G.44Log[in 45
 

r7S.00HodgE),n1[m 86
8f3 • ~.,540
Osborne 
77.1387
Allen85.27 

Ham:t1ton 
47
'I'Ji1s on 

77.0888
85.00 
(}!'oonwood 

48
ottawe. 
77.0089
84.99
 

90
 
~o 49
Tr'eg

7G. Sf;Hile~rB4.9550
Doug""lus 

- ",..... ,--""".<­ .,_""_".".,,,•.r.. 
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rrABLE XIX.-Conti.l1ued­

County 

Morris 
Osage 
Kiowa 
Cloud 
Scott 

Hepub1ic 
Gave 
Lane 
Saline 
Jewell 

Hank 

91 
92 
93 
94 
95 

96 
97 
98 
99 

100 

Ave. Salary 
of teachel's 

76.15 
75.08 
74.92 
73.83 
73.75 

73.46 
72.81 
71.6'7 
71.31 
70.96 

-
Head table thus: Column I 

II, the rank according to average salaries; Column III, trle 
average salary paid to teachers in Bach county in 1915. 

Table XX shows the average salaries pn.id to t<3~tchers' in 

th(') val"i oue counties for 1930. A cornparis 011 of r:[l ab1e XIX and 

Table XX shows the differences in average sala.ries paid to 

teachers by counties in 1915 and in 1930. 

TABLE XX .. -Showing counties ranked according to the average 

salaries paid to teachers in 1930. 

====:::JF==::.===t=·::::··==·:::;:·==::::~F--::-:--::=~-==:::'-""'·--·--:"'~':=:::::"=.'==.====;.~ 

County 

_ ......""-'.._._~ ..-­

stevens 
Hess 
rrrego 
Barton 
Goary 

amith 
Douglas 
Cloud 
;rohnson 
Ln.bette 

County 

Morton 
Wooclr.:l on 
Stafford 
Grant 
I-laske11 

-"----- ­

Han.k 

101 
102 
1m) 
104 
105 

Ava. S~tlury 

of teachers 

70.00 
69.27 
68.9(3 
65.00 
60.00 

.'-,-----_._'--­
deslc;nates the oounties; Column 

Rank Ave. Salary County 
of teachers 

" ...._..,.....--...._...... 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

------_
18'7.00 
186.50 
186.00 
185.11 
18() .68 

182.79 
182.'71 
179.46 
F/7.32
1?7.12 

..... ....
" 
-,_._-,.,._--_..._,-,­

l/liarni 
Shawnee 
Hawllns 
Heno 
IJouvGnwor'l;h 

Pnvr:nc)e 
WflbHUnSE-)Q 

E3 EJ dgw:t cIt
 
Hepubllc
 
CI1J1IJO 

Rank 

._-" ...""._",­

11 
12 
13 
14 
J ~-.0 

10 
1'7 
18 
1\) 
~··~O 

Ave. Salary 
of teachers
,,,"-_.........._",,­

176.60 
1'75.01 
1'74.24 
17:5.53 
1172.11. 

lr71,.F3? 
1?1.09 
1'/1.0? 
l?O .4(3 
1'"10.14: 
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TABLE XX.-Continued­

..._-­ --r-=:-'--:=--­ ... --.- ..- ...... -­
County Rank Ave. Salary

of teachers 
County Ranlt 

-­
COw~ey 

Sali.ne 
Cla.rk 
Seward 
Butler 

21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

170.11 
169.81 
169.67 
169.36 
169.27 

Harper 
Comanche 
Osage
Sumner 
Kingman 

56 
57 
58 
59 
60 

Mea.de 
Franklin 
Sherman 
Kiowa. 

26 
27 
28 
29 

168.98 
168.85 
168.51 
168.50 

Wyandotte 
Thomas 
Finney 
Mitchell 

61 
62 
63 
64 

Montgomery 30 168.34 Hamilton 65 

Brown 31 168.33 Morris 66 
ottawa 32 168.05 Graham 67 
Rice 33 167.10 Crawford 68 
Dickinson 34 167.05 Coffey 69 
Jackson 35 166.92 Barber 70 

Edwa.rds 36 166.44 Jefferson 71 
Ellsworth 37 166.33 Jewell 72 
Pratt 38 165.85 stanton 73 
MePher s on 39 165.75 Clay 74 
Lyon 40 165.67 Norton 75 

Rush 41 165.60 Lane 76 
Osborne 42 165.50 Anderson 77 
Ford 43 165.14 Gave 78 
Allen 44 165.03 Russell 79 
Atchison 45 164.45 Linn 80 

Nemaha 46 164.26 Marshall 81 
Riley 47 164.12 Cherokee 82 
Harvey 48 164.01 Chauta.uqua 83 
Haskell 49 164.00 Lincoln 84 
Gray 50 163.40 Washington 85 

Greenwood 51 162.77 Doniphan 86 
Sheridan 52 162.50 Stafford 87 
Ellis 53 162.49 glk 88 
Cheyenne 54 162.00 Decatur 89 
Wilson 55 161.59 Potto.watomie 90 

- -----­ ~----,-----

Ave. Salary
of teaohars 

161. 58 
161. 33 
161. 13 
161. 04 
160.73 

160.69 
160. 18 
159. 96 
159. 86 
159.67 

159. 44 
159. 12 
158. 93 
158.71 
158. 25 

158. 22 
157.36 
157.36 
157.25 
156. 89 

156.77 
156.75 
156. 40 
156. 39 
156.17 

155. 56 
155. 52 
154. 85 
154. 80 
154.70 

154. 49 
154. 17 
153.16 
151. 55 
150. 27 

-,,--- '-----,--­
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TABLE XX.-Continued­

..--_.._­,-
County 

-
Bourbon 
Kearny 
Philli.ps 
Greeley 
Woodson 

Grant 
Hodgema.n 
Neosho 
Rooks 
Logan 

-- _.- -..=:-'-==-======:­
Ave. Salary 
of teachers 

RankRank Ave. Sa.larJ 
of teachere 

-
91 150.03 
92 150.00 
93 149.25 
94 148.75 
95 148.38 

96 148.00 
97 147.50 
98 147.20 
99 145.43 

100 145.20 

--

' ­
County 

Scott 
Wichita 
Morton 
Marion 
Wallace 

.-

101 
102 
103 
104 
105 

-


. 

145.00 
144.00 
143.50 
143.33 
139.42 

-~, 

II, 
a.ve

Head table thus: Column I designates the oounties; 
the rank according to average salaries; Column III, 
rage salary paid to teachel"s in each county in 1930. 

Colwnn 
the 

SUMMARY OF TEST IV 

The most remarkable difference in the tren.d of fifteen 

-years 1 among the tests of efficienoy applied to the high 

schools of Kansas, has been found in teachers' salaries. The 

lowest salary in 1930 was $21.67 higher than the highest aver­

age sa.lary in 1915. The highest average salary paid by any 

county in 1930 was $187.00 in stevens county as compared with 

~~117 .75 in Wyandotte county in 1915. Average salaries of all 

count:tes in 1930 ranged from ~~139 .42 to ~1>l87 .00 per month. 

The average sala.ries of all oountles 1.n 1915 ranged from ~~60. 

to :I~ll'7.75 per month. The medi!-ln salary in 1930 was ;i~lEj2 .49 

in Ell.is county. Tho median ~alary in 1915 was found in Sumner 

county which was (!p84.G5 per 'te£l.chel' pt)!l month. 
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56.
GROUPING OF COUNTIES INTO TF.HTILTt:S 

Counties were grouped into terttles, of 35 counties each, 

in order to compare the three county la.ws as to the average 

salaries paid to teaohers in the various counties. 

Table XX! shows the counties grouped into tertiles 

according to the three county laws. The law having the most 

o:f 1 ts counties in the first terti1e, or in the first and 

second tertiles combined, should be considered the one with 

the highest rank. 

TABLE XXI. -Grouping of count1.es under the three laws int 0 

tertiles when ranked according to average salaries 

paid in 1930 • 
....... 

FirstLaw 
terti1e 

-
Barnes 13 

Community '7 

General 15-
Totals 35 

-

.. .. _ .~ .--g-".._"',­ ... 

Second 
terti Ie 

-­
'I'hird 
terti1e 

16 11 

5 11 

14- 13-
35 

_.. 

35 

Total 

40 

23 

-42 

105 

Read table thus: 13 counties under;)the:..Barnes law were in 
the first tertile in 1930; 16 counties under the Barnes law 
were 
were 

in the second tertile; 11 counties under the Barnes 
in the third tertile. 

la.w 

r:i.f)S 

In 1915, counties under the Barnes law paid better 

to their teaohers than counties under E}ither of the 

sflla~ 

other two laws. The first 58 counties in Table XIX for 1915, 

have 53 %of their oounties under the Barnes law; 18 %under 

the county high-school law; and 29 %undor the "general" law. 



p 

57. 
In 1930, the "general t' law counties, whi.eb. ranked first, 

paid slightly higher salaries to their teachers than the 

Barnes counties. Of the first 58 counties ranked in 1930, 41.:3 

%were under th,:; 11 general" law; 39.7 %were und~,lr the Barnes 

law; and 19 j~ were under the community high-school law. lrhi,s 

shoWS a. slightly higher' schedule in teach8I's' salaried foI" the 

counties under the lIgenerallJ law. 

In Table XXI for 1930, 35.7 %of the counties under the 

"general II law were in the first tertile; 32. 5 ;~ of the Barnes 

counties were in the first tertile; and 30.4 %of the com­

munit~'T high schools were in the first tertile. This evj.dence 

shows that the llgeneralll law counties ranked first in 1930. 



58.CHAPTgR VII 

TEST NUMBER V 

This test applies to the salaries of the superintendents 

and principals of the high schools of Kansas. It was thought 

wise to cunsider the executive salaries separate from those 

of the teachCl's. This study of salar.ies is cons.ider'ed very im­

portant because the way in which a school functions depends 

largely upon the administratol'. The old adage lias 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 XXII consists of the counties ranked according to 

the average yearly salary paid to superintendents and princi­

pals for 1915 oli-. The average salary of the superin'l:;endents and 

principals of the various high schools .of the county were 

added and this result was divided by the total number of 

superintendents and principals in that particular county. The 

average salary for superintendents and princi.pals for each 

county was secux'ed in this manner. 

oli- 'Ilhe t~tble above is reproduced in content .from 
VIJ. H. Carothers, A Comparati~~...}3t:Udy of the Three _:~ype~. of 
High SCflools in Kan3!~p'6Y._~~1tIe~,Unp~~lishedl!agte:r s 
Il1hesis, UniversIty of KansaG,--r9"16, p • .;:JO. 
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TABLE XXII.-Showing counties ranked according to the average 

salaries paid to supt1rintendents and principals 

in 1915. 

-	 ---,. ­r--- ­
. 

County Rank	 Average County
salary 

Wyandotte 1
 1864
 Wilson 
Geary 2
 1575
 Labette 
Douglas 3
 1540
 Wabaunsee 
Ellis 4
 1479
 Diokinson 
Leavenworth 5
 1433
 Clark 

Finney 6
 1425
 Greenwood 
Montgomery 1413
7
 Osage
Atchison 1381
8
 MoPherson 
Oowley 9
 1381
 Woodson 
Harvey 10
 1381
 Cloud 

Bourbon 11
 1341
 Jefferson 
Miami 1325
 Butler 
Ford 

12
 
1311
 Sta.fford 

Crawford 
13
 

Doniphan 
Sedgwick 

14
 1310
 
1304
 Brown15
 

1300
 Kearny 
Barton 
Seward 16
 

1279
 Pawnee 
Mitchell 

17
 
Ellsworth 

Chase 
1256
18
 

Jewell 
Osborne 

19
 1256
 
1234
 Linn20
 

Greeley 
Sha.wnee 

1228
21
Fra.nklin
 
Comanche 

Reno 
22
 1195
 

Rioe 
Riley 

1194
23
 
Harper 

Saline 
1192
24
 

Coffey25
 117'7 

Cherokee 
Neosho 

1175
26
Edwards
 
Barber 

Marsh.a11 
1174
27
 

Norton 
Meade 

1158
28
 
Johnson 

Anderson 
29
 1157
 

Marion1127
30
 

ottawa 
Wallace 

1125
31
Hodgeman
 
Sherman 

Trego 
1125
32
 

SUll1ner1120
33
 
Shedclan1115
34
Allen
 
Pr~1.tt1109
35
Lyon 

--'--' 

Rank 

36
 
37
 
38
 
39
 
40
 

41
 . 42
 
43
 
44
 
45
 

46
 
47
 
48
 
49
 
50
 

51
 
52
 
53
 
54
 
55
 

56
 
57
 
58
 
59
 
60
 

61
 
62
 
63
 
64
 
65
 

66
 
67
 
68
 
69
 
70


-_!.....-_,,--_


Average 
salary 

1109
 
1109
 
1101
 
1090
 
1083
 

1080
 
1069
 
1066
 
1064
 
1061
 

1052
 
1048
 
1034
 
1033
 
1033
 

1028
 
1024
 
1014
 
1006
 
1002
 

1000
 
997
 
996
 
995
 
994
 

993
 
992
 
991
 
982
 
980
 

977
 
970
 
965
 
960
 
$)55 
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TABLE XXII. -Continued­

oounty 

Morris 
Kiowa 
Clay
pottawatomie 
Logan 

Lincoln 
Washington 
Elk 
Russell 
Republic 

Cheyenne 
Rooks 
Nemaha 
Hamilton 
Kingman 

'Efteve'ns 
Ja.ckson 
Gra.nt 
Scott 
Wichita 

"' 

Rank AveI't\ge 

71 
72 
73 
74 
75 

76 
77 
78 
79 
SO 

81 
82 
83 
84 
S5 

86 
87 
88 
S9 
90 

salary 

954 
950 
949 
949 
949 

948 
945 
944 
942 
934 

933 
930 
927 
923 
901 

900 
900 
900 
900 
900 

~"."'---" ... 

Oounty 

Rawlins 
Rush 
Chautauqua 
Ness 
Phillips 

Smith 
Lane 
Graham 
Gove 
Morton 

Deca.tur 
Thomas 
Stanton 
Haskell 
Gray 

60. 

."""";--~-,~.",-,.,-,~-",, 
-_.~._-

Hnnk AvorEJ.ge 
salary 
.._,.---­

91 89a
 
92
 869
 
93
 867
 
94
 864
 
95
 863 

96 847
 
97
 840
 
98
 817
 
99
 810 

100 800 

101 798 
102 796 
103 765 
104 730 
105 679 

Read table thus: Column I designates the counties; Oolumn 
II, the rank according to average salaries per year; Column 
III, the average salary paid to superintendents a.nd principa.ls 
:in each county in 1915. 

What was the average salary paid by each county to 

superintendents and principals in Kansas in 1930? Table XXIII 

shows the counties ranked according to the average yearly 

salaries paid by the various counties to superintendents and 

principals in 1930. To obtain the average salaries paid by 

the counties, the average salaries of superintendents and 

principals of the various high schools in aLlch county were 

a.dded and the sum divided 'by the number of 8uperintendemt13 

and principals in that particular county. ~rh.E~ cOlmtJi(HJ V'/(H'('\ 

then ranked in order of the highest aver'nge fHtlll.:r'y pf,'l.::t,d, in 19~10. 



IIIABLE XXIII. -Showing counties l'D.nked fJ..c<JOT.'dtng to tllo avo:r'~;~~ 

salaries paid to suporintendents and principals 

in 1930. 
':..._-.. . ; 

Oounty 

Wyandotte 
Douglas 
Seward 
Oowle~Y' 
Montgomery 

Shawnee 
Geary 
Sedgvfick 
Brown 
Oheyenne 

Grant 
Leavenworth 
Reno 
Saline 
JolIDson 

Labette 
F'ord 
Barton 
Comanche 
Rawlins 

Pawnee 
Thomas 
Stevens 
Lyon 
Harvey 

Atchison 
Pratt 
Hiley 
Crawford. 
Trego 

Bourbon 
Sumner 
Hodgeman
Barb(-)r 
Edwards _. . 

, 

Hank 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

11 

11 
11 
13 
14 
15 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

21 
22 
23 

.24 
25 

26 
27 
28 
29 
30 

31 
32 
33 
34 
35 

-
Average 
salary 

_. 

3105.71 
3066.67 
2951.67 
2946.82 
2933.50 

2914.00 
2833.33 
2724.44 
27J.'"I.55 
2700.00 

2700.00 
2700.00 
2695.00 
2657.80 
2656.67 

2632.27 
2596.43 
2586.88 
2586.67 
2560.00 

2518.33 
250?14 
2600.00 
2490.00 
2·167.22 

2440.00 
2432.22 
2423.00 
2388.82 
2375.00 

2370.71 
2367.50 
2~362 .E10 
2;~51j.91 
2355.63 

00 _. F 

County 

Franklin 
Oloud 
Clark 
Har1kell 
Sherman 

Ellsworth 
Butler 
Stafford 
Dickinson 
Jackson 

Lane 
Clay 
Harpel~ 

Gr'eonwood 
Norton 

Kiowa 
Jeffol~son 
Gray 
Meade 
Lincoln 

Osborne 
Nemaha 
Morris 
Wilson 
Logan 

Sheridan 
l:IcPhers on 
Chase 
Woodson 
Mi tCfl,f)11 

IUk 
Graham 
Mia.mi 
Cb.erokeo 
Os ag(:, 

_.
 

Hanle 

._..._,,­
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 

41 
4:2 
43 
44 
45 

46 
46 
48 
49 
50 

51 
52 
53 
54 
55 

56 
57 
58 
59 
60 

61 
62 
63 
64 
65 

Ci6 
67 
G7 
69 
70 

-


.­
Averrlg'e 
saltt!'y 

A ~..... ---... 

2351.1f) 
2~5~)8. 8 " 9 
2~3~53 • 3~' 

2325.0o 
2323.0o 

2321. E\ 7 
2317.0o 
2312.1·4 
2;310.0o 
2308.4o 
2300.0o 
~a300 .0o 
f~295.0 o 
2~Z92 .8'6 
2286.67 

2~~86 .0o 
2274.4, . 4 
2258.3".) 

2254.17 
2244.29 

~J2·12 .? '3c 
2};37.08 
2223. 3~ 

2222.7o 
2~n5. 8o 

2200.0.o 
2189.71 
2181.4'.3 
2180.0o 
~nnj.:a o 
2175.0o 
2IE) E~ • ;:i;'? 
2160.3'"3 
~nfl4.6r7 
2127 .2~:j 

. 



62.TABLE XXIII.-Continued­

: 

County Rank 

-'-'­
Kearny 
Rice 
Washington 
Marshall 
Finney 

Decatur 
Wichita 
Wabaunsee 
Marion 
Gove 

Ness 
Kingman 
Rush 
Pottawatomie 
Stanton 

Linn 
Hooks 
ottawa 
Anderson 
Allen 

71 
72 
73 
'74 
75 

76 
77 
78 
79 
80 

81 
82 
83 
84 
85 

86 
87 
88 
88 
90 

, ...,-....,-..::.--'~._--,.,"---~-,--,..,-,--~._--.,.-~--- '­
Average County
salary 

2125.00 Cha.utauqua
2122.86 Russell 
211'7.50 Doniphan
2112.19 Phillips
2109.1'7 Ellis 

2105.71 Wallace 
2100.00 Neosho 
2098.33 Smith 
2091.4'7 Jewell 
2075.00 Coffey 

2071.25 Scott 
2053.50 Hamilton 
2048.75 Republic
2045.86 Greeley
2045.00 Morton 

2042.50 
2039.00 
2035.00 
2065.00 ,
2021.53 

--",-,_.._._.....,..._~----

Rank AVEH>age 
a~il.lary 

-'---_.-"--­-­
91 2010.00 
91 2010.00 
93 200?50 
94 1984.50 
95 1981.25 

96 1975.00 
97 1969.58 
98 19~)8.11 
99 1916.07 

100 1910.00 

101 1868.33 
102 1864.'75 
103 182'7.05 
104 1800.00 

_. 

105 1643.40 

Read table thus: Co1unm I designates the counties; Column 
II, the rank according to average salaries per year; Column 
III, the average salary paid to superintendents and principals
in each county in 1930. 

Table XXIII shows that the salaries of superintendents 

and principals for 1930 were considerably above those shown 

in Table XXII for 1915. The median aver~~e salary of $2258.33 

in 1930 represents more than twioe the median average salary 

of :U>1014. 00 for 1915 for all the counties. 

When the counties arc-) grouped lJ.ccording to -ch{')ir re­

spectiva laws, the counties operating under 'thf) community lH.w 

rank, first with a median salary of ~~2;nO .00. rrhe coun'l:1,fCls 



operating under th(') Barnes law rank second. with a modltUl 

s alal"y of ;!~2258 .33. Gray county pa1.d not only the mC'ldi£,l.n 

salary for the Barnes high scllolDls in 1£);50, but t),].SO 

the me eli all salary for 0.11 coun'l:;1,(:)8. Counties und.eI' 

the "general ll law ranked third in 1930 with a median 

s:::tlnry of ~~2223.00. 

In 1915, the medians of the three groups of counties 

were as follows: Counties under the Barnes law ranked first 

wi th a median of il~llOl.OO; counties under the "genel'8.l ll lav; 

ranked second with a median of ~1~995 .00; while the counties 

operating under the count·y law ranked third with a medi.o.n of 

:W964 .. 00. 

GROUPING O~ COUNTIES IN'rO Ti~mrrIT.JES 

Table XXIV shows the counties grouped into tertiles 

c0;n.sisting of 35 coUnties each according to the three county 

laws .. It is reproduced to show the n~unber of counties in 

each tertile for the tXlree county laws in 1915 and to show 

how the salaries paid to superintendents and principals com­

pared with the salaries in 1930 when ranl{:ed into t(;)rti1es. 

_._-------_ ... _-_ ..• __.._." •. _-_ ..._-----_. -------_.-._-~ 

ibid., p. 38. 

______________..t~! 



64. 
ThBLE XXIV.-Grouping of counties under the three laws into 

-
tertiles when ranked according to the average 

salaries paid superintendents and principals 

in 1915. 

Law 

Barnes 

County 

General 

Totals 
-----._


FIrst 
tertlla 

18 

7 

10 

35 

Second 
tertlle 

14 

8 

1.3 

35 

Third 
tertlle 

7 

12 

16 

35 

Total 

39 

27 

39 

105 

Rank 

1 

3 

2 

..---- ­
Read table thus: In 1915, 18 counties under the Barnes 

law were in the first tertlae; 14 counties under 'the Barnes 
law were in the second tertlle; 7 counties" under the Barnes 
law were in the thlrd tertila; the Barnes law ranked first 
in 1915. 

Table XXV has been compiled to determine which law had 

the highest per cent at its counties 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 easily between the ranking of the 

county laws in 1915 and 1930. 

......-~,--_.--------
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Total 

--­
HankLaw First 

tertile 
Second 
tertile 

rl'hird 
tertile 

Barnes 

Col1u:nuni t y 

General 

Totals 

15 

9 

11-
35 

11 

8 

16-
35 

14 

6 

15-
35 

40 

23 

42-
105 

2 

1 

3-

65. 
'L'ABLE XXV. -Grouping of counties under the three laws into 

terti1es when ranked according to average salaries 

paid superintendents and principals in 1930. 

,­-

Read table thus: In 1(0;')0, 15 counties under the Barnes 
law were in the first tertile; 11 counties uncler the Barnes 
law were in the second tertile; 14 counties under the Barnes 
law were in the third terti1e; the community law ranked first 
in 1900. 

In 1915, the Barnes' law ran}{ed first with 18 of its 

counties in the first ter>tile; the "general" law ranked second 

wi t11 10 of its counties in the first tertile; while the 

county law ranked third. 

In 1930, the cOYnL!lUnity law ranked first with 9 of its 

counties in the first tertlle and 17 of them in the firs t two 

tertiles combined. ']}able XXV shows a slight decroase in the 

number of counties in the first and second tertiles for both 

the Barnes and the community laws since 1915. It a1e,Q shows 

a sli{Sl:t,t increase in both tho first and second tertiles fOl' 

the "general" law sinco 1915. In 19:30, the cQrnmunity-law 

gr.'oup r:.mked first in regard to salal'ies paid to supoX'ln­

tendents and pr:tncipals. 



CHAl) 'II~H VI I I 

The six.th tost to be applied to thn htgh schonla of }';[1n.. 

SBS is one in regard to llbrary fac:lJ.i ties. rL1he lrnpol't9.tlCe of 

the Iibrary, as an asset of accurate and. complnte :tnf'm'rnn t.,l ern, 

is well recognized. 'rho library test is :m important one. In 

an effort to control expenses, the mistalce is o1'ten [nfl.de of 

neglecting the J.ibrary. Students need an Ollp ox' t;un1. ty to I'cad 

intelligently and widely. 

In applying this test, tho total number of Voll1mes in tho 

high-school libraries of each cou.nty ','las d:'i.viderl b;r the tot.nl 

number of students in that county. rJihis re~JUl t gave the nU!nb~r 

of volmues per pupil. in each county. The counti€HI were l'anked 

upon the basis of the number of volumes per pup:t 1. 

':Pable XXVI shows the ranking of the counties f:1.ccording to 

tho number of volumes per pupil in 1915. It is reproduced in 

order to compare the library facilities of high schools of' 

Kansas in 1915 with those of 1030. 
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TABLE XXVI. -Showing the nurnbeI' of volumes per pupil in 

coun.ties l.n 1915. 

- -,. ,-- _.._~;; 

'~::-'::::'~=='-~:::::;:::-~:::::'::-7 

Rank Volumes Coun.ty Rank
peI' pupil 

.. 
1 24.28 Geary 36 
2 21.88 Gray 37
3 17.06 Wilson 38 
4 13.44 Wallace 39 
5 11.66 Labette 40 

6 11.54 Comanche 41 
7 11.12 Nemaha 42 
8 10.92 Brown 43 
9 10.10 ottawa 44 

10 10.00 Barber 45 

11 8.72 Leavenworth 46 
12 8.71 Linooln 47 
13 8.59 Wabaunsee 48 
14 8.10 Ellsworth 49 
15 8.08 Wichita 50 

16 8.05 McPherson 51 
17 7.88 Stafford 52 
18 7.79 Pawnee 53 
19 7.46 Lyon 54 
20 7.23 Rice 55 

21 7.14 Ford 56 
22 7.13 Meade 57 
23 7.09 Cloud 58 
24 7.08 OsboI'ne 59 
25 7.07 Washington 60 

26 6.99 Barton 61 
27 6.92 Pratt 62 
28 6.88 Kingman 63 
29 6.82 Marion 64 
30 6.74 Cheyenn.e 65 

31 6.72 Greenwood 66 
32 6.67 Cowley 67 
33 6.63 Cherokee 68 
34 6.54 Saline 69 
35 6.53 Smith 70 

.. - _l ,_=___,-~---" 

"',-----_.. ,,_.,-"'---,--". 
County Volumes.. 

per pupil 

stevens 6.50 
Kearny 6.50 
Gra.nt 6.20 
Doniphan 6.02 
Mitchell 5.99 

Logan 5.95 
Allen 5.~n 
Jefferson 5.81 

5.78Hamilton 
5.57 

Greeley 

Trego 

5.64 
5.64Wyandotte 
5.37Riilley 
5.27Scott 
5.13Sheridan 

5.09Edwards 
4.94Anderson 
4.85Atchison 
4.66Clark 
4.59D:t o.k1.n8 011 

4.56Neosho 
4.40Linn 
4.22Ellis 4.20Jewell 4.18Chase 

4.14Ohauta.uqua 4.04Osage 4.01Woodson 3.97Elk 3.88Montgomery 
3.88Pottawatomie 
~). B7Norton 3.72SUlnner 3.70Marshall 
~).60

Gove 



TABLE XXVI.-Continued_ 68. 

• a ,'-.--___,_.... 

.. - ------, ,- '--, 
oounty Rank Volumes County Hank per pupil 

,~----

~.."'-
Rawlins 71 3.48 Bourbon 91Reno 72 3.47 Phillips 92Ness 73 3.42 Morris 93Crawford 74 3.40 Hodgeman 94Jackson 75 3.28 Sherman 95 
Clay 76 3.20 Butler 96Jobnaon 77 3.04 Finney 97Graham 78 2.98 Kiowa 98Ha.rvey 79 2.94' Decatur 99Rush 80 2.93 Russell 100 

Rooks 81 2.91 Miami 101
Sedgwick 82 2.80 Shawnee 102
Douglas 83 2.77 Haskell 103
Lane 84 2.67 Morton 104
Republic 85 2.55 Stanton 105 

Ha.rper 86 2.55 
Seward 87 2.50 
Thomas 88 2.49 
Franklin 89 2.37 
Coffey 90 2.28 

~" 

~~,-~ 

Volumes 
per pupil:--...-_--",
 

2.26 
2.03 
1.96 
1.91 
1.88 

1.B8 
1.87 
1.78 
1.33 

.84 

.72 .-­.-­
,-­
."­

-
Read tHblethus: Column I, names of the counties j OolUl1ln 

II, rank of counties on library facilities in 1915; Oolumn III, 
average nurnber of volumes per pupil in each county in 1915. 
stevens county ranked first with 24.28 volumes per pupil in 
1915. 

vVhat was the number of volumes per pupil in eaoh county 

in 1930? Were there more volumes par pupil in each county in 

1930 than in 1915? 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 po!' pupll in 1930 

as was used in 1915. rrhe total number of volu.mes in thH high. 

school Iibrary in each county WitS di vidl)d by trl{1 number or 
high-school pupils in each county. A oomparison of Table XXVI 

and Table XXVII shows mOJ:'El volumes per pupil in UJ:30 than 1915. 
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TABLE XXVII.-Showing the number of volmnes per pupil in 

counties in 1930• 
..... ­ _-.o__....__•.,..'...-'_,~".___.,,'____

-.........
 "'--,---­
Rankcounty Volumes County Hank 

per pupil 

Doug1a.s 1
 24.88 Dickinson 36
2
Rush 19.46 Jackson 37
Labette 3
 19.39 Logan 38

4
Gray 18.41 stevens 39

5
Ellis 18.23 Ford 40
 

Chase
 6
 18.11 Allen 41

Chauta.uqua. 7
 17.84 Ellsworth 42

Wichita 8
 17.24 McPherson 43

Edwards 9
 17.16 Finney 44
 
Kearny 10
 16.00 Rice 45
 

Barber
 11
 15.86 Wal1aoe 46
 
Lane 12
 15.28 Reno 47
 
Sheridan 1~? 14.97 Lyon 48
 
Hamilton 14
 14.41 Stafford 49
 
Ki.owa 15
 14.40 Pratt 50
 

Elk
 14.3416
 Cowley 51
 
W:i.1s on
 17
 14.14 Smith 52
 
Thomas
 14.0418
 Jewell 53
 
Clark
 19
 14.03 Marshall 54
 
Decatur 20
 13.75 Barton 55
 

Nemaha
 56
 
Republic
 

13.72 Cloud21
 
Cheyenne22
 13.69 57
 

Woodson
 Marion 58
 
Osage
 

13.5823
 
Wabaunsee 59
 

Brown
 
13.4424
 

60
Kingman13.4125
 

61
 
Butler
 

Ness13.1826
Lincoln 
62
 

Doniphan
 
Wa.shington12.9827
 

63
Franklin12.6428
 
64
 

Trego
 
Sumner12.5729
M:i tche11 

65
 

66
 

Jefferson12.2930
 

Anderson
 
67
 

12.2131
G·reenwood 
Montgomery 

68
 
12.17Gove 32
 

Jolmaon 
Leavenworth 

12.14Ottawa 33
 
69
12.1034
Pot tawa.tomie 
70
Hodgoman12.0535
Atchison
 

, ­--, 

' "',.,'''_-.._,~ 

Volumes 
pElt' pupil 

"__~m_·

11.65 
11.64 
11.31 
11.17 
11.03 

10.92 
10.90 
10.86 
10.84 
10.82 

10.59 
10.42 
10.41 
10.34 
10.23 

10.17 
10.03 
10.02 
10.02 

9.85 

9.81 
9.78 
9.70 
9.68 
9.57 

9.53 
9.49 
9.36 
9.32 
8.94 

8.88 
8.70 
8.42 
8.~5Q 
8.38 

~-OQ; 

http:o__....__�
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TABLE ]G{VII. -Gantinued-

Hun]': V()lttmes 
nnr [1U 

countynu.nli: Volunlt:; B 
per pupil 

--,"'---- ­ ----­

C01J.nty 

Head ta'ble thus: Column I, names of the countifHJ; Golunm 
II ranIc of the counties on 1ibri;lry faciliUes i~1 lC)~)O; C011ll'lm 

I I 1II, aver'lge number of volumes per pu ,il in each county in 
1 9 30. Douglas county ranicdd first wi t;j 84; .88 V'olul1los por plJ.pil 
in 1\);30. 

SUMMARY OF TEST VI 

Table XXVII shows that the high schools [laVe not pr'o­

gresned in library facil1 ties as rapidly flS tho::r IH1Vn along 

other lines to which the efficteneyLfHltr:1 [laVo beon a,nnlLed. 

J:' anlced onl'Y' • fJ of D. volmne hlglwr t;h:uJ. Uti;
 

f":tf'teon yoars :li..:: O • ~f.1he ll10dtnn oJ' 10 .O:,~ volUnle~J flt:I' prtpl1 (;IX­


c e oded tl.l.e corl"ospondlnCtHudltrn .t.'o:r.' l'alh by b .17 Vcd.llm(;H~ pilI'
 

Gr a.llflTl1 

Neosho 
H9.\illin.s 
Norton 
po.. wnee 

Greeley 
stanton 
Orawford 
Comanche 
l',lorton 

Bourbon 
Cherokee 
Ph:tllips 
Scott 
Wyandotte 

Hussell 
Riley 
Saline 
Linn 
IVlorris 

'-"---' -- ­

7J. 
78 
73 
74 
75 

76 
76 
78 
79 
80 

81 
82 
83 
84 
85 

86 
87 
88 
89 
90 

8.:3;3 H.ooks 
8.31 Miami 
8.20 Osbor'no 

Coffey8.15 
:rurpr.):t l8.14 

IiClrvey8.06 
Meade8.06 
Seward8.05 
Sedgv'!ick7.76 
Geary7.52 

I·Iaske117.50 
Clay7.45 
Grant7.35 
ShUWll007.34 
Sherman7.30 

7.17 
7.12 
7.01 
6.89 
6.72 
, ._.­

:1 

91 ('
\,) •"lJ.. 

92 r,) .C;fj 
( ..-1SJ3	 1'" 

,r'to · 
\".j94 • (Y? 

n~) f:t .04 

C) t~f'96 ,..' II ~ /1(,,) 

r:­97	 .{J .81 
98	 i5.59 
99	 5 .39 

5 .. ,:),J100 "'c 

101 5.26 
102 f) .12 
103 4.51 
104 4.17 
105 ItJ .1:58 



--

pupil. Many books in the 1:	 ""11.1igh-school libraries are old and 

out of date. High-school libraries are not adE)quate to mEH)t 

the need for the present reacling age. 

Counties were ranked into tertiles, of 35 counties each, 

in order to ascertain which county law ranked highest in 

library facilities in 1915. Per cents were calculated for 

each terti Ie . Table XXVIII has been reproduced .::. to make a 

comparison of the tertiles on library facilities of 1915 

with those of 1930. 

TABLE XXVII. -Grouping of counties into tertiles when ranked 

according to library facilities in 1915 • 
.--,_.­

Law Per Second PerFirst Third Per 
centterti1e tertiletertile cent cent 
-_.,--_..,.­" --_._---­

25.0 %19 54.0 % 9Barnes 31.0 %11 " 
0134.0	 !o 

crt

4 11.0 % 1231.0 %County 11 

;54.0 r; 40.0 1')141237.0 %General 13 
_,_.__---1_ 

"..-0"-'----. 
Read table thus: In 1915, 11 counties or 31 %of the total 

counties under the Barnes law were in 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 tertl1es viThen 

ranked according to library faoi.li ties ln H);SO. Per' cents f'Ol' 

each tertile of the throe county laws are 1l1E:!O r3hown. 
-----"-_.,."----_.,----_.._.---'"_._--"-"._-_._, ..~----,._-_._ .."-..., ...."..,..,,­

-l:. i bid., p. 43. 



72. 
rrABLB XXIX. -Grouping of counties into turtiJ,os whon l'auked 

according to library facilities in 1030. 

Per r{,hird Per 
cont tortl1e cent 

._.--'>", "- '-"'-'~>-'-"-
40.0 % 1'':. ,) ~;~~J I:'••J 

o.f 
P 

21 .8 ~1(I 9 \~:,9 .1 , 
n 

3~:) .3 %() 13 ~51 .0 0/
Ij) 

Head tuble thus: In 1930, 11 counties or 27.5 IS of the 
total counties unde,r the Barnes law were in the first tertile; 
16 counties or 40 %were in the second tertile; 13 counties 
or 32.5 %were in the third tertile. 

Table XXIX for 19:30 shows that ;:;9.1 ;~ of the counties 

under the community law were in the first tertile; 35.7 7£ 

of those under the Itgenera11l law were in the first t/:)rtile; 

and 27.5 %undel" the Barnes law were in the first tertile. 

According to 'lIable XXIX the community law ranked first as 

'to library 1'aci11 ties; the "'general" law ranked second; and 

tho Barnos law ran}{ed third in 1930. 

In 1915, Table XXVIII shows thut the IIgenoral" law 

ranked first as to library fD.cili ties; the Bn,rnns law rnn].zed 

second; and the county law r'anked third. 

In or'der to mako tho test for l:i.bl"'lry r'lc:ilttiM3 inore 

. . d , tl"10 tot"'lc.... Ilumbt:1r'" of volumcs 1'01' ouch la.w 1WJ:l lYlenrl{!,:L 

calculatnd fo!' HHb a.nd 19;::;0. 'L11'10 pen' C{Hlts til'l,t!; ttln munlHn' 

at' volumes undor oach law repJ.'ofJonb t).f' t;lw !;clLn:l nu.mbop of 

'''[ i' 'L1 co n'c'!('''' V'/n!'O I)J,~lO eulcu1uted.• 'rtlbl0 X;U{vc).,LUlles . OJ.' [1.. " u '""
 

nhows the nurnbcX' I),nel pOI' COl'lt; oJ' 1;11/) j;nt;tll Hilmbol' of V ,lnm~'H1
 

in all tho countios for 1915. 



fN\.BLE X.XX. -Show:i.ng the numbor of' volumes for onc1l, lu'w fxnc'L J. tn 

per cent of the total vc<Lumns in !~ll crmnt:ten 1:'01' 

1915. 

Law Volumes Per cent of total volumes 
,...-­ _.,­

Barnes 88,125 42 %of the total number volumes 

county 51,294 24 %of the total number voltunes 

Genel"al 69,850 33 %of the total number volumes 

H.ead 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; 001u1'nn III, counties under the Barnes law hO.d 
42 %of the total number vo1wnes in 1915. 

Table XXXI, shows that the number of volumes had greatly 

increased for 1930. Table XXXI also shows the number fJ.:ncl per 

cent of the total number of volumes in all the counties for 

1930. Table XXX was reproduced .::. to make a comparison between 

tho total number' of volUrrlL)S foI' each law for 1~n5 and 19;'0. 

~r ibid., p. 43. 

______________••••l1li71, 
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'l'ABLE XXXI. -Showing the number of volumes for each law flnd its 

per cent of the total vo1uJntC)s in 0.11 c01.:ll1tilCJS for 

1930. 

Ln.w 

Barnes 

Volumes 

400,909 

Per cent of total vnlmnns 

14 %of the total numbor vol:umes 

Community 174,319 19 'It of the total number volumes
 

General 343,643 37 %of the total number vc:lu.mes
 

Head table thus: Column I, the name of the count;,! law; 
Column II, total nwnber of volumes .for the Barnes law was 
403 '1909 in 1930; Column III, counties undor the Barnes lallv had 
44 :i,) of the tota.l number volu.mes in 1930. 

rl'o.ble XXXI shows a compe,r:ts on of the f1.ftc:c:n-yoar tI~end 

with that of Table XXX. Coun'liles under the Barnes law ha.d <lA: % 

of' the total number of volullles in 1930 as compared with 42 ;'b 

in 1915. 'rho counties under the cormnunit·,'f law had 19 7; of' the 

total number of volumes in 1930 as cornpaped with 24 %1.n 

counties under the county high-school law i.n 1915. In 19;30 

countle s under the If general" law had 37 ;6 of the total numbor 

of' volumes for that year aD compared with /"
.f

of the total 

volumes for 1915. The tables for 1915 and 19~50 Ind:Lcate that 

the cOlmty laws have held their !'elative positions. According 

to 'Table XXX, the Burnes J.~tW ranked first, the "generalu la.w 

sooond, (;l.nd the county law tllird. in 1915. Table XXXI, sl'l.Qw8 

thr.d; t}18 (lcrunty lawa held their smne rolu.tivc poslt;1.CH'lf:l. 
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'rEST NUMBI':!{ VII 

AfJ demands of societ,.;r lHUJ :l.Tlel'eo.r,')oc~., l' j 1 vI .. new 8lI.J,p:er;::J .1ft e 

beon addod to the high-sohool c1J.:t'r'iculluil. EJ:'nl(~ ld.gh Sel I DC\1:;), 

because of botter facilities and flnancial sunnort" o:ri'e:r~ not 

only a greater quantity but also 1::1. grEHltor vn:r.iet:y ()f cournes. 

New subjects are being added to the curl'leulum continually 

and it is being enriched in vurious ways. 

In 1915, the power of accroditing and administering high 

schools was transferred from 1:;11.0 state u:rdvcl's1.t'Y to the state 

board of education. Before tJ-W.t tlxI10 l'Jj.gh schools requir 

ll'~' units to satisfy the entrance roquirements x·ecom.mended by 

tho unJ.versity. Hequirernents have stend1.1·y incJ:'~3asod since 

that time. In order to make a comparable stuo::{, 11?;\ nnl ts 

have been to.ken as a minimum number of subjects which a hlgb. 

school should offer. High sohoolshave been compnred according 

to those operating under the throe county laws upon the number 

of subjects offered above 11'r3' units. 

The seventh test fl.pplied to the high schools of Kansas 

is one on the breadth of cUI'riculum or the range of op,!,or­

tunity in the selection of subject mattor. To apply this test 

the total number of 8ub.ioct;s offex'eel b.'! on.ell 'Il:lg}l sehool Wf1f) 

n.seorta:tnod. 'NlO totals for nae1l ld.r';ll schol.,l VIOl't'j tV d to 

t;JW"1 ~l;()"",O '1 r l' "J" of' ,"'\t'b'jPct<:· "., nGCCUI'O l .lUUlJI;,: ,,'" 0 ("f"P(H"li (\ . 
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76. 
Prom the total m.unber of units in a county was subtraoted 

an amount equal to the number of high sohools multlplied by 

ll~. This determined the number of excess units offered by 

each county. The hlgh-school population of the county was 

divided by the number of' excess units in that coun·ty. This 

determined the number of excess un! ts offered per pupil in 

each county. Since the number of high schools in the county 

increases the opportunity for high-school education, this 

result was divided by the number of' high schools in the 

county. The quotient was called the IIratio of opportuni tyll • 

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

Table XXXII has been reproduced -l} to show the "ratio of 

opportw.ni ty" in 1915 and also to compare it with the "ratio 

of opportunityll of 1930.
 

TABLE XXXII.-Showing the breadth of curriculum or
 

. 
Count·y 

Butler 
Osborne 
Osage 
Jefferson 
Doniphan 

Allen 
Marshall 
Stafford 
Marion 
Wilson 

-"._-'"-,­

of opportunit;y"for 1915 • 
.... .. --­

Rank 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
? 
8 
9 

10 

'-'- --'-----'-­

. . 

Ratio of 
opportunity 

7.4 
11.4 
11.6 
12.5 
13.2 

l~S .9 
14.5 
14.9 
15.2 
15.3 

Oounty 

Harvey 
Nemaha 
Dickinson 
Franklin 
Barton 

Sumner 
Wabaunsee 
Rice 
Cla.rk 
Logan 

Rank 

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

the "ratto 

Ratio of 
opportunity 
-.. .... lit.. 

16.2 
16.22 
16.41 
16.9 
16.94 

17.0 
17.1 
17.18 
17.3 
17.4 
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Rnnk \atio of 
oppor'tunt ty 

---',-.._._­ "'""".,.".__."_..",,,,,,,._...-,,-,­

Ellsworth 56 38.9 
Norton 57 39.3 
M.eade 58 40.1 
Phillips 59 4~~ .9 
Ford 60 4~3 .4 

Republic 61 4~) .48 
Pratt 62 45.8 
Bourbon 63 50.2 
Pawnee 64 54.3 
Kenrny 65 56.8 

Wyandotte 66 57.7 
Hiley 67 58.9 
Elk 68 59.0 
Shawnee 69 60.9 
Cherokee 70 61.1 

Cloud 71 65.9 
Rush 72 66.9 
Hamilton 73 67.2 
Finney 74 67.6 
Washington 75 77.2 

Jackson 76 79.8 
Decatur 77 83.9 
Douglas 78 87.9 
Thomas 79 90.2 
Chautauqua 80 93.7 

Chase 81 94.2 
Ravilins 82 94.3 
Grant 83 97.6 
Morris 84 100.3 
Seward 85 100.5 

Gr,ely 86 100.7 
Sherman 87 100.9 
Smith 88 117.1 
lU1is 89 118.7 
Clay 90 127.5 

-",-,,-,,~- --'""""'~"..'•.-'-''''''''"''''''.~-

.6 

.2 
1 

.8 

.75 

.8 

.3 

.35 

.3 

.3 

.1 

.2 

.5 

.7 

.4 

.8 

.8 

.5 

.1 

.4 

.6 

.7 

.9 

.3 

.1 

.3 

.4 

.8 

.9 

.0 

.1 

.2 

.5 

.59 

of 
tunity 

TABL:E XXXII.-Continued­
..._._~ ...... 

~_.. 
,._~--

County Rank Ratio 
oppor 

----
Labette 21 18 
McPherson 22 18 
Greenwood 23 19 
Jewell 24 19 
Anderson 25 19 

Ness 26 20 
Wallace 27 20 
Brown 28 20 
Barber 29 20 
Sedgwick 30 20 

Greeley 31 22 
Harper 32 22 
Linn 33 22 
Mitchell 34 23 
Woodson 35 25 

Edwards 36 25 
Reno 37 25 
Cowley 38 26 
Atchison 39 27 
Rooks 40 28 

Montgomery 41 28 
Comanche 42 29 
Crawford 43 30 
Kingman 44 30 
Leavenworth 45 30 

ottawa 46 30 
Russell 47 30 
Pottawatomie 48 31 
Miami 49 31 
Coffey 50 32 

Johnson 51 33 
Lyon 52 35. 
Saline 53 ~-S5 

TJincoln 54 37. 
Neosho 55 :58 

__..___......._.__l..,_,_ -
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'l'ABLIi; XXXII. -Continued... 

-"" "- - ­
oounty 

.. 

Geary 
Gove 
Scott 
Kiowa 
Hodgeman 

Sheridan 
Cheyenne 
Graharn 
stevens 
Lane 
_... 

Hank 

-
91 
92 
93 
94 
95 

96 
97 
98 
99 

100 

flatto of 
oppoI'tuni t·y 

131.0 
145.2 
JJ):G .2 
158.9 
18?O 

212.5 
236.5 
285.0 
039.0 
--_... -

HeLld table thus: Colurnn I 

County Hank RatIo of 
oppor'tun:1. ty 

.... - ---
Haskell 101 _..... -.­
Morton 102 --­ .. ­
stanton J.03 ---,,­
rrrego 104 ---.­
Wichita 105 ---.­

..- .....,.--­ "'-'-'~~ 

designs. tes the names of trw 
counties; Column II, the rank of' the counties on breadth of 
curriculUIl1 in 1915; Column III, llratio of opport;uni ty" in 191fi. 
11he Uratio of opportuni tyll for' Butler county was 7.4, which 
ranked first in 1915. 

Table XXXIII shows the counties ranked on breadth of 

curriculum or Uratio of opportuni tylt for 1930. The same pro­

cedure was used to determIne the Uratio of opportuni tyll for 

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

XXXII for 1915. 
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19. 
TABLE XXXIII. -Showing the breadth of curriculum or the "rati 0 

_ ... -_. 
County 

pottawatornie 
Jewell 
Jeff'era on 
Greenwood 
Osage 

Butler 
Sumner 
Jackson 
Morris 
Marion 

Nemaha 
Ellsworth 
Mitchell 
Doniphan 
Elk 

Reno 
Edwards 
Marshall 
Rice 
Linn 

Ottawa 
Logan 
Crawford 
Osborne 
Phillips 

Johnson 
Republic 
Cherokee 
Labette 
Brown 

Saline 
B~U"' ton 
Kingman 
Anderson 
Chatauqua 

of opportunity" for 
..... -, ....::..=...;.;.==-~~._._-~--::,.-._'-"_

Rank Ratio of' County Ra.t 
opportunity 

Rank 
opp 

,1
 .9
 Coffey
 36
 
2
 1.0 Leavenworth 31
 
3
 1.2 McPherson 38
 

1.34
 Franklin 39
 
1.325
 Ness 40
 

6
 1.47 Smith 41
 
7
 1.48 Gray 42
 
8
 1.5 Wallace 43
 
9
 1.6 Cloud 44
 

10
 stafford1.1 45
 

11
 1.9 Pawnee 46
 
12
 2.0 Rush 47
 
13
 2.0 Riley 48
 
14
 2.04 Scott 49
 
15
 Harper2.06 50
 

51
 
17
 

2.07 Ford16
 
52
 

18
 
2.1 Kiowa 

53
 
19
 

2.11 Dickinson 
Harvey 54
 

20
 
2.12 

55
Lincoln2.18 

56
 
22
 

Woodson2.221
 
57
 

23
 
Rawlins2.3 

58
 
24
 

Barber2.33 
59
 

25
 
Lyon2.4 

60
Meade2.41 

61
 
27
 

Clark2.4926
 
62
 
63­

Cheyenne2.5 
Norton
 

29
 
2.5428
 

64
 
30
 

Graham2.6 
65
-Neosho2.66 

66
Shawnee
 
32
 

2.831
 
67
 
68
 

Russell2.85 
Atchison
 

69
 
2.933
 

Cowley
 
70
 

3.034
 
Pratt3.135
 

....- -,,-_.._---_._,,-_.- .._ ..__._.__..__. ,,_....__

1930 •
 

10 of 
ortunity 

3.18 
3.19· 
3.2 
3.24 
·3.26 

3.27 
3.4 
3.43 
·3.46 
3.5 

3.6 
,6.1 
3.8 
3.9 
4.0 

4.04 
4.1 
4.2 
4.21 
4.24 

4.3 
4.5 
4.51 
4.1 
4.8 

4.81 
4.83 
4.9 
5.0 
5.2 

5.5 
5.6
 
,.? .68
 
5.8 
rj.89l 

. 



no. 
'l'ABLE XXXIII. -Continued.. 

cou.nty Rank Ratio of Count"jr H/:Ull:.
opportunity 

-------t---+-.........--,-+I-----~- ....-. ,1--.. ,­

Montgomery 
Washington 
Sherrnan 
De c a t'L1X' 

BOUl"'bon 

Hooks 
IJJilson 
Trego 
Haskell 
Miami 

Comanche 
Allen 
Grant 
Hodeeman 
Hamilton 

Iilinney 
Clay 
Dou,glas 
Geary 
stevens 

71 
72 
73 
74 
75 

76 
77 
78 
79 
80 

81 
82 
83 
84 
85 

86 
87 
88 
89 
90 

6.4 
G.7 
6.8 
7.0 
7.03 

7.1 
7.5 
7.6 
8.3 
8.6 

8.66 
9.0 
9.1 
9.6 

10.0 

10.07 
10.8 
11.6 
11.8 
11.83 

Sedgwick 
Vjabaunsee 
(l,ovo 
SOWOJ:'cl 
Eiheridan 

Gree1e'y 
Kearny 
Lane 
sto.nton 
\Iichi to. 

TUlis 
1iVyanc1otte 
Chase 
Morton 
l1'hOn1S.8 

91 
92 
9:3 
~14 

95 

gO 
97 
98 
99 

100 

101 
102 
103 
1.04 
10i5 

R1.lt 3. Ci of 
Of)·'ox'tun.:L ty 

UL,O 
1~3 .1 
1") q

£..1 '. (,.. 

1~:j .1 
13 • ~~J 

13.7 
14 .~~ 

15.8 
l"" C';) .'-~ 

].f) .8 

~~6 .~5 

;34.9 
39.J. 
i56 .7 

102 • :;~ 

Head table thus: Column I dosignates the names of the 
counties; Column II, the ranl{ of the counties on breadth of 
curriculum in 1930; Column III, Uratio of opportuni tyli in 1930. 
Pottawatomie county ranked first in 19;30 with a lI:ratio oj' 
opportuni tyll of •9 • 

SUI.1MAHY OF TESrl1 VII 

It will be noted in comparing Irahle XXXII for 1915 f.\.nd 

rrable XXXIII for H;;jO tha.t the "1'a'ti.o of' opnol'tun1.ty ll \'wnmuch 

gr'()t,vtC11 :i.n lCJ60. Many subJoctn have l,eon uclclerl Lo tho h.liSh ­

'1"1 'I t 'I' 'I (' I . 'I "j J' 't" '] (J .' 1)'1"'\'[' 1I ,'I' : 11. ',1,. ('1 r.l ,~,',",' C,J I,..J" 1",,1 [I J' ­,C.fU., O:1:::ry /:tcceuu'o J:1.11~1 rl"lIJlj" •. J ... ' .)1,. I" J! 
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Bl.
tunity ranged from .9 in Pottawatomie to 102.2 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 cOIDities grouped into tertiles of 

35 counties each according to the county laws for 1915. It 
" 

has been reproduced ~,' to show a comparison between 1915 and 

1930 on breadth of curriculum when counties are arrB.nged into 

tertiles. 

TABLE XXXIV.-Showing counties grouped into tertiles when rank­

ed according to breadth of curriculum in 1915. 

Law 

-

First 
tertile 

Per 
cent 

Second 
tertile 

Per 
oent 

-
Third 
tertile 

Barnes 

County 

General 

19 

·4 

12 

49 % 

14 % 

30 % 

16 

7 

12 

41 % 
26 % 

30 % 

4 

16 

15 

Per 
cent 

---,,----,,-,. 
10 % 
60 % 
40 % 

.. 

Read table thus: Oolumn I designates the county law; 
Column II, 19 counties under the Barnes law were in the first 
terti1e in 1915; Column III, 49 %of the total number of 
Barnes counties were in the first tertile; Oolumn IV, 16 
counties under the Barnes law were in the second terti1e; 
Column V, 41 %of the Barnes counties were in the second 
terti1e in 1915. 

'rab1e XXXV shows the counties ranl{ed into tertiles 

according to the three laws on the breadth of curriculum for 

1930. The per cents which t]H} tortile s repl't)Sent of the 

entire numbor of counties undor t;hnt particular law ht:tVt, (lIsa 

been calculated. 

~;'. 

. ibid., P' 49. 



82. 
rrlABJ..JI~ XXXV. -Showing counties grouped into tertl1es when ra.nk­

ed according to breadth of ourriculum in 1930. 

==_...........,-, -,
 
Law 

Barnes 

Community 

General 

: .-: : 

First 
tertile 

-
11 

4 

20 

,-----c--._-=; 

Per 
cent 

Second 
tertile 

-­
Per 
oent 

27 % 17 43 % 
17 % 8 34 % 
48 % 10 23 % 

. 

_"'••W"-"_.~_ 

Third 
tertile 

._-,.,...,.. 

12 

11 

12 

,~,,,,,,,,,,,,,-~--,-'--~''''' ___..,_,_.,__ 

Per 
cent 

:30 % 

49 % 
cI29 /0 

Read table thus: Column I designates the county law· 
Column II, 11 counties under the Ba.!'nes 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 tertilo; 
Column V, 43, %of the Barnes counties WerE) in the second 
tert:lle in 1930. 

In 1915, the Barnes law ranked first in the test on 

bre adth of curriculum with 90 %of its counties in the f:l.rat 

and second tertiles combined. The l1genorallf la.w 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 %of its counties in the first and second tertiles 

combined. 

In 1930, the ll'general lf law ranked first in the test on 

breadth of cUl"riculum or the "ratio of opportunity-II with 

71 %of its total number of counties in the fi.rst and second 

tertiles combined; the Ba.rnes law ranlwo second wi th rIO %of 

its counties in the first and second tliJI'til<~8 combined; while 

the corrununi ty law I'Emked third with 52 7b of' Its count1.es :1.n 

the first a.nd second tert:t1es combined. 



'llablo XXXVI nnd Table XXXVII sl.l.crw the rcnuJ.t~~; of r\11 

seven teota of efficiency. ~he scoros of 

offlc:l.ency D.rE) placed in COlurnTlD ill t'l1:1i:r' I'o'.:pnetivH,n'do'C'. 

'.Phe scores for eD,ch county arc: uo!:'.blned for a 

Since tho countio s wero rfulkod in 01'<10 I' of theil' p081t5. ons 1 

allowi:ng the higho 8 t ranking county l;l:~:; f'irs t plnc(~ 1.n aCt'! of 

the sevon tos ts 1 tho low(;st 8C01"O lndJ, cates the, highe::l t 

For convenience in referd.ng to the) t'lbles :tn th1.~3 

tel', the seven to:Jts of officlc;ncy llu.. ve been l'olrlted. 

First. Percentage of the SCI1(Jol :]0 t LIn, :1.n t;11fJ e,/"tJntlen, 

which is attending high school. 

Seoond.	 Persistence of attendance or the pareen 

80b.ool attendance vihich l'oacl1ed th.e th:i.l"O fHUl 

fourth years of high school. 

Third.	 The qualification of high-school teachers based 

upon their years of prepD,rl1tlon. 

The uvcI'nge salary paid to theilj.I,,;h-sclwol teachers.l"ouI'th. 

'J,fhe avnrage snJ.fu:y pa:i.. c'l to tlle ]l:i.f~h-[lchool pJ:in-Fifth. 

cipals and st~)artntBndentB. 

Sixth. 



Table XXXVI shows the scores obtained from a.l1 fHJ,ven 

tests of efficiency with the sum of the ranks in Ha5. It has 
.,r"

been reproduced to show the trend of the combinE~d Scc)!'ea 

in the seven tests of efficiency from 1915 to 1930. 

TABLE XXXVI.-Showing the SCOl~es of all seven tests and the 

combined score and rank for 1915. 

County' 

Allen 
Anderson 
Atchison 
Barber 
Barton 

Bourbon 
Brown 
Butler 
Chase 
Chautiauqua 

Cherokee 
Cheyenne 
Clark 
Clay 
Cloud 

Coffey 
Comanche 
Cowley 
Crawford 
Decatur 

Dickinson 
Doniphan 
Douglas 
!~dwards 

Elk 

= == : . -
Test and Rank Score Rank 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

33 74 37 87 34 7 6 278 26 
78 87 52 70 30 28 25 370 57 
54 14 70 34 8 3 39 222 8 
15 17 51 11 62 64 29 249 21 
48 30 71 60 17 37 15 278 27 

52 73 66 41 11 65 63 371 59 
66 69 39 72 50 59 28 383 63 

2 99 56 33 47 61 1 299 36 
73 29 1 19 19 9 81 231 12 
85 87 48 69 93 52 80 514 92 

91 84 92 56 61 30 70 484 87 
101 96 76 74 81 94 97 619 101 

6 92 18 31 40 41 19 247 20 
75 33 9 57 73 75 90 412 70 
92 26 79 94 45 67 71 474 83 

67 60 8 26 60 91 50 362 52 
39 42 7 17 57 69 42 273 24 

7 22 29 37 9 14 38 156 1 
99 76 63 52 14 44 43 391 67 

9 61 58 68 101 100 77 477 86 

25 54 19 63 39 21 13 234 15 
68 27 99 9 49 16 5 273 23 

1 28 25 50 33 11 78 226 10 
28 11 61 39 26 17 36 218 6 
23 40 100 24 78 35 68 368 55 

._.,.- :.-""~-'""-- ,,--
-l~ The table above is reproduced in content from 

W. H. Carothers, A COny?,urat~Y6 st~11of' ~.r!~l rnl.I' E) fl .r!'J':.e!~a_2t' 
Hfe;h Schools in Kansas b;[ C-ountIes, ripu'6'!'IiE.(;a1laEitf.el'l' a 
Thesis, Unlversi€y -or KEiri.sa-a, I91.tr, p. 51. 



85.TABLE XXXVI.-Continued­

- . .-... 

County Test and Rank 

1 2 3 4 5 

4 
53 

6 
13 
21 

2 
99 
98 
88 

105 

56 
41 
84 
59 
10 

104 
31 
87 
46 
54 

64 
51 
85 
72 
37 

97 
5 

76 
55 
75 

35 
65 
28 
43 
29 

12 
1£3 
7 

71 
lO() 

Ellis 
El:Lsworth 
Finney 
Ford 
Franklin 

Geary 
Gave 
Gra.ham 
Grant 
Gray 

Greeley 
Greenwood 
Hamilton 
Harper 
Harvey 

Haskell 
Hodgeman 
.racks on 
.Tefferson 
.Tewell 

.rohnson 
Kearny 
Kingman 
K:i.owa 
Labette 

Lane 
Leavenworth 
Lincoln 
Linn 
Logan 

Lyon 
Marion 
Marshall 
McPherson 
Meade 

Mif.-lmi 
M,itchell 
Montgomery 
Morris 
Morton 

105 
81 
10 
37 
40 

62 
96 
98 
97 
56 

55 
46 
59 
22 

8 

102 
83 
57 
16 
20 

41 
79 
38 

100 
64 

4 
72 
58 
69 

:3 

32 
36 
17 
49 
65 

77 
34 
60 
94 

103 

3 
66 
12 
57 
49 

.43 
102 
100 

75 
50 

4 
56 
77 
45 
34 

101 
103 

53 
67 

9 

31 
15 
63 
94 
86 

98 
10 
36 
80 
23 

32 
65 
24 
44 
77 

67 
64 
:38 
93 

104 

59 
33 
17 
13 
93 

2 
103 

88 
6 

96 

36 
23 
28 
26 
12 

89 
10 
31 
49 
62 

60 
34 
73 
75 
91 

3 
15 
82 
32 
11 

30 
47 
95 
27 

102 

98 
80 
t" r"0,) 

85 
105 

13 
7 

51 
12 
25 

32 
97 
23 

104 
8 

78 
89 
88 
81 
40 

105 
86 
65 
29 

100 

64 
14 
59 
93 
54 

98 
20 
44 
76 
45 

18 
15 
16 
85 
20 

75 
42 
~58 
91 

101 

- . ,"""1"'''__ ,-, 

6 

,1-----1-­

36 
78 
43 
40 
87 

4 
90 
89 
62 
73 

72 
68 
58 
83 
42 

103 
97 
81 
12 
26 

76 
27 
79 

102 
15 

96 
6 

74 
48 
50 

34 
71 
3°tJ 

49 
77 

70 
1 
2 

99 
104 

. ---..---­-,,,-,,"',... 

7 

89 
56 
74 
60 
14 

91 
92 
98 
83 
86 

31 
23 
73 
32 
11 

101 
95 
76 

4 
24 

51 
65 
44 
94 
21 

100 
45 
54 
33 
20 

52 
9 
7 

22 
f58 

49 
34 
41 
84 

102 
,--,-'-"--'-' 

Soo:l:'e 

-_.r­

309
 
374
 
213
 
232
 
329
 

2~56 

679 1 
594
 
515
 
476
 

332
 
345
 
467
 
348
 
157
 

39 
61 

5 
13 
44 

16 
03 
99 
93 
85 

46 
48 
81 
49 

2 

104705 
91505 
97450 

223 9 
295 35 

65387 
31285 
77441 

102630 
368 56 

88496 
4173 

73424 
68393 
11227 

14233 
~$7308 
72U~ 

41319 
75436 

78448 
~~t7 :~I 25 

1"'1241 
(jl? 100

1m)719 
"..""-",, 
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86.TABLE XXXVI.-Continued­

-:: : 

county Test and Rank Score 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Nemaha 31 16 65 55 83 51 12 313
Neosho 88 48 78 58 27 10 55 364

12Ness 83 42 21 94 95 26 373 
Norton 53 19 21 67 63 29 57 309 
Osage 18 58 40 92 42 25 3 278 

Osborne 13 39 78 46 20 53 245 
Ottawa 

2 
44 81 43 48 66 57 46 385 

Pawnee 51 47 6245 52 55 376 
Phillips 

64 
47 78 22 77 95 93 59 471 

Pottawatomie 50 46 81 10 74 56 365 

Pratt 

48 

29 295 14 70 335 
Rawlins 

63 62 
84 82 9172 68 564 

Reno 
85 82 

263 
Republic 

26 90 69 5 23 3713 
84 61 558 

Ri.ce 
82 96 6088 67 

324 

R:tley 

46 84 6611 41 58 18 

20 488 
Rooks 

20 90 24 6770 97 
464 

Rush 
82 86 4077 667043 

419 
Russell 

92 7290 104 35 818 
429 

Saline 
7927 31 4779 8680 

354 

Scott 

5325 4757 9942 51 

357 
Sedgwick 

19 9389952 3524 
162 

Seward 
30221531621 55 

397 
299 

3516 547352 8730 
69 

Sheridan 
92224413527Shawnee 

496 

441 

9669 4679971693 

67 98 87 
523 

83241874Sherman 
88 88 

88 
96431012087Smith 

29138 
103 

48103383719Starrord 
587105 10371 

24 
510595S"tanton 

5749986 

68 

809091104Stevens 

330163353 
102 

62 8714Sumner 
4187910J.2250595Thomas 
285;33 10418494rrrego 176 
2841745~5E330942fi35Wabaunsee 

6 ('7. 1) f~44,)1:" 2?5;; 60 

,,-- ._--'--~_._. --,_.- ,_.-.~,--- ........._-_...._.
 
561Wa.llace 

~--------------," Ii 

... --,.,", 

Hank 

40 
53 
60.
38 
28 

19 
64 
62 
82 
54 

47 
96 
22 
95 
42 

66 
80 
72 
74: 
50 

51 
3 

69 
33 
89 

76 
94 
34 
98 
92 

45 
71 
30 
(29 
1.8 

-
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TABLE XXXVI.-Continu0d~ 

-- - . ._­... ­ ----,.". -==:;::::""'= 

County Test and Hank H.ankSOot'a 

1 2 3 4 5 6 ? 
"'N..··'."'_"o·.""'"",

~--

89 7471Wa.shington 36 9077 82 50475 
71 13 54 8461Wichita. 90 105 47480 
46 64 4382 47Wilson 36 39 10 324 

5863 21 83 102 44 23 371Woodson 35 
3286 85 44 1 288Wyandotte 1 665 

Read table thus: Co1mnn I, namas of counties alphabeti­
cally; Column II, ra.nks of counties according to per cent of 
school population attending high school; Column III, ranks of 
c01.IDties according to persistence of attenda.nce in high sC}:l.Oo1; 
Colunm IV, ra.nks according to the number of years of teLlchers', 
preparation; Oolumn V, ranks according to aVHr!J.f:~e salary paid 
high-school teachers; Colwnn VI, rcmks (lCC01'ding to the HverHge 
yearly salary of principals and superintendents; Column VII, 
ranks according to library faciJ.i ties; Column VIII, ranks 
according to breadth of curriculum; Column IX, total score or 
swn of the seven ranks; Column X, flnal ranking of counties 
for 1915. 

Table XXXVII shows the results of all seven tests 

of efficiency for 1930. The scores of the seven tests of 

order.officiency are placed in columns in their respective 

The sum of tho ranks has been found for the finnl score of 

each county. The final ranking is in the last column. Since 

the counties were ranked in order of their posi tiona, allow­

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

seven tests, tbe lowest score indicates the highest rank. 



B
TABLE XXXVII. -Showing the scores of all ae)ven tests nnd tll: • 

combined score and rank for 1930. 
-_.-

County Test and Rank 

1 2 3 4 5 

Allen 52 69 56 44 90 
Anderson 66 77 65 77 88 
Atchison 32 57 31 45 26 
Barber 3 95 100 70 34 
Barton 88 42 71 4 18 

Bourbon 89 3 50 91 31 
Brown 62 31 33 31 9 
Butler 17 80 41 25 42 
Cha.se 8 il 52 20 63 
Cha.utauqua 2265 87 83 91 

Cherokee 79 88 78 82 69 
Cheyenne 94 83 91 54 11 
Clark 2 101 238 38 
Clay 10 21 63 74 46 
Cloud 57 51 37 8 37 

Coffey 37 33 23 69 100 
Comanche 1 15 97 57 19 
Cowley 28 22 2137 4 

2936Crawford 29 36 68 
76Decatur 14 92 17 89 

4493 349Dickinson 14 
69 72 86 93Doniphan 75 

2531 13 7Douglas 
"~dwaI>ds 103 36 35857 

668820 8355Elk 

952 53Ellis 105 89 
41376846 55Ellsworth 
75637647Finney 71 
17"47 4334101Pard 
3G275924 67Franklin 

5 747682GeD.ry 
8073 786474Gave 

1'1­ 67.::> 6761101Graham 
119610578Gl~ant 87 
5~S50467356Gray 

't"_,,__,__• _"' ..,...........,,_._0_1........_,__ ,...'"_~1_
 

.~ iI ~ 

6 

41 
66 
35 
11 
25 

81 
25 
27 

6 
7 

82 
57 
19 

102 
56 

94 
79 
51 
78 
20 

36 
28 
1 
9 

16 

5 
42 
44 
40 
63 

100 
32 
Y71 

10;5 
4 

-~-

7
 

82 
34 
68 
58 
32 

75 
30 

6 
103 

35 

28 
62 
61 
87 
44 

36 
81 
69 
23 
74 

53 
14 
88 
17 
15 

D-05 
11 
86 
51 
39 

89 
93 
64 
8'2d 

4B 

.-.-,_"-_~.~",,,, ~".,_,..."....._.""l ,,*.. 

r; core 

4:34 
473 
294 
371 
280 

420 
221 
2:)8 
263 
390 

506 
452 
252 
403 
290 

392 
349 
232 
299 
382 

283 
437 
147 
292 
343 

450 
300 
462 
3;)0 
315 

:5Ei :5 
494 
444 
5G~5 
;.'1)24 

,~-"~",_.,.., 

Hank 

80 
94 
26 
52 
16 

76 

7 
12 
58 

98 
88 

9 
69 
23 

61 
44 

5 
30 
55 

19 
82 

1 
24 
40 

87 
31 
90 
37 
~33 

4l/ 
96 
84 

104, 



___ 

89.TABLE XXXVII.-Continued­
....-\-"......_._­

county 

--,,-.-,,-._,­

Greeley
Greenwood 
Hamilton 
Harper
Harvey 

Haskell 
Hodgeman 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Jewell 

Johnson 
Kea.rny
Kingman 
Kiowa 
Labette 

Lane 
Leavenworth 
Lincoln 
Linn 
Loga.n 

Lyon
Marion 
Illarshall 
McPherson 
Meade 

Miami 
Mitchell 
Montgomery
l'!Iorris 
Morton 

Nemaha 
Neosho 
Ness 
Norton 
Osage 

Osborne 
Ot'bawa 
Pawnee 
Phillips 

1
 

54 
_0__ 

Pottawatom:l.e 

Test and Ha.nk 

-.-,-_ o 

97 94 1 94 
49 58 74 51 
22 81 102 65 
34 48 59 56 
67 65 14 48 

10392 6 49 
93 121 97 
36 52 82 35 
12 3983 71 
26 67 7279 

45 45 974 
12 69 9280 

33 55 6070 
68 61 247 

80 101919 

7686 27 84 
90 15 1553 

29 84930 
808115 18 

34 1004176 

4024460 
1049599 60 

815248 40 
39192340 
268843 100 

11912681 
64186641 
305710263 

23 
20 

96 
42 
70 
39 
13 

21 
51 
44 
64 

. 
_9.........._''''...,."'_"_,~--.-,
 

__w....._,....."_.,."'.""'_,,. _.----~-->.""._=- ~.~ -~ 

Soore 

7 
-,-- ­

2 3 4 
r­._-­

24 94 66 
63 69 103 

43 86 46 
56 1J. 98 
10 30 2 
50 54 75 
30 75 58 

44 96 42 
45 79 32 
71 64 16 
68 (:;5 93 
86 1,1"1 90 

-'-'-- ­

5 6 
1-----,,- 1--­

104 
49 

102 
48 
25 

39 
33 
45 
52 
99 

15 
71 
82 
51 
16 

46 
11 
55 
86 
60 

24 
79 
74 
62 
54 

67 
65 

5 
58 

105 

57 
97 
81 
50 
70 

56 
88 
21 
94 
84 

76 
:51 
14 
95 
96 

101 
70 
37 
65 
53 

68 
10 
60 
15 

3 

12 
69 
26 
89 
38 

48 
58 
54 
43 
97 

92 
29 
67 
90 
80 

21 
72 
61 
74 
24 

93 
33 
75 
83 
~34 

96 
4 

85 
50 
54 

79 
84 

8 
3 
2 

26 
97 
33 
52 
29 

98 
37 
55 
20 
22 

59 
10 
18 
38 
60 

80 
12 
71 

9 
104 

11 
65 
40 
63 

C'
;:) 

24 
21 
46 
2E; 

1 
-".,-----~,-,~; ;_._-~~~, 

441 
294: 
4Of5 
27S 

;~j76 

:349 
::3;S? 
492 
~39(3 

Ra.nk 

105 
34 
93 
59 
50 

92
 
60
 
27
 
36
 
66
 

17
 
79
 
62
 
18
 

2
 

78 f 
22 
21 r57 
51 

11 
97 
49 
13 
91 

85
 
28
 
64
 
48 

100 

46 
8:~ 

25
 
71
 
15
 

5~1} 

43
 
Z)g
 
95 
EH3 

562 
316 
471 
390 
369 

469 
390 
295 
325 
398 

285 
431 
393 
283 
17() 

429 
290 
288 
389 
371 

259 
505 
367 
264 
468 

448 
295 
395 
364 
544 

360 
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TABLE XXXVII.-Contimled­

-- - ----::=. ..._.»- -. --=.::=::.:===:=~-==:::".::.--:::::.--' 

County '3cora•Test a.nd Ha.nk 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
,_....- --_. ,. 

~~>-1--. 

35 97 41 38 27 50 70
96 96 69 13 20 73 57
25 93 44 14 13 47 16
50 25 89 19 103 22 27 

5 6 49 33 72 45 19. 
6 5 16 47 28 87 48 

77 91 28 99 87 91 76
98 17 9 41 83 2 47 
53 39 20 79 91 86 67 
58 28 27 22 14 88 31 

84 87 48 101 101 84 49 
75 104 8 18 8 99 91 
38 49 3 24 3 98 94 
85 38 32 12 6 104 66 

103 35 91 52 61 13 95 

27 46 26 28 40 105 73 
78 34 84 6 98 52 41 

4 72 99 87 43 49 45 
104 54 20 73 85 76 99 

91 59 104 1 23 39 90 

11 62 52 59 32 64 7 
73 90 40 62 22 . 18 105 

102 2 7 3 30 30 78 
59 16 77 17 78 59 92 
61 83 25 105 96 46 43 

83 99 98 85 73 62 72 
100 29 9 102 77 8 100 

18 98 62 55 59 17 77 
72 32 38 95 64 23 56 
16 105 43 61 1 85 102 

~- - ~--~-

.... -_.. 

Pl"'att 358 45
Rawlins 413 74

Reno 262 8
Republic 335 38

Rice 229 4
 

Riley 237 6

Rooks 549 101

Rush 297 29

Husse11 435 81
 
Saline 268 14
 

Scott 654 102
 
Sedgwick 40~5 70
 
Seward 309 32
 
Shawnee 343 41
 
Sheridan 450 86
 

Sherman 345 42
 
Smith
 393 63
 
Stafford 399 68
 
Stanton
 511 99
 
stevens
 407 72
 

Sumner 287 20
 
Thomas
 410 73
 
rrrego
 252 10
 
Wabaunsee
 398 67
 
Wallace
 459 89
 

572 105
 
Wichita
 
Washington 

425 ?? 
Wilson 386 56
 
Woodson
 380 54
 
Wyandotte
 413 75
 

_._-~ 

Read table thus: Oolumn I, names of count:J.6s alphabeti ­
cal1'y; Column II, ranks of counties according to per cen.t of 
SChool population attending high school; Column III, ranks of 
counties accordlng to persistence of attcmdance in hlgh schonl; 
Column IV, ranks according to the numb(,r of years of teachers' 
preparation; Colmnn V, ranks according to average slllary ps'1.d 
high-school teachers; Column VI, ra.nks accord1.ng to the ave:page 
yearly salary of principals and auporintc:>ndents; Column VII.I' 
ranks according to 11bra!'y facilities; Column VIII, ranks 
according to breadth of curriculum; Column IX, toticl.l score ot' 
sum of the seven ranks; Column X, final ran'king of counties 
for 1930. 



'rhe table above has been used to dotorrnino tho f:1.rull 

score for each county. r11h0 final scorE) for each county WclS 

o"btained by finding the BWU of thE) seven ranks of the seven 

tests of efficiency for each county. 'rhe counties WOI'a then 

ranked in the last column according to the lowest score. rUle 

county having the lowest score, which was Dougl('l.s county, 

ranked first. rrhe ranks for all the counties were placed ::I.n 

the last colwnn following the final score. 



In ']}ab1e XXXVIII th.c counties of !{:nnsns }l8.Ve boo11 ronn\uHl 

according to their superiority as shown from the total scores 

in Table XXXVII. '.phis table for Un.5 has boen reproduced .:;. '1;0 

compare the final scores and ranks of 19115 w:l tll tbo f:Lnal 

scores and ranks of 1930. Tho ranking was based upon the soven 

efficiency tests applied to the hi.eh schoo1~l of' Kl1.usas. gaeh. 

county was ranked accol'ding to the sum of the scorEIS of e~tch 

of the seVen tests. The lowest score indicates the highest 

rank. The same is tl'ue of th.0 final scores. IPho lowost score 

in the final scores designH.tes the highest rlOmk. ':Phe 111.w that 

applies to its respective county is indicated in the second 

column. In case of ties the rank wa.s determined by school 

SUbjects and breadth of curriculum. 

IJ:1ABLE XXXVIII. -Final rank and laws applicable to each county 

in 1915. 

County 

COWley 
Harvey 
Sedgwick 
Leavenworth 
Finney 

Edwards 
Marshall 
Atchtson 
J'efferson 
Douglas 

. 
ScoreLaw 

Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 

Barnes 
B!.u'nos 
Count'Y' 
Bar'nes 
General 

156 
157 
162 
173 
21;:', 

218 
219 
~ag2 
t)rj fl
I.., t;J ~J 

~3 ~:~G 

.___._••"._ b_.__._···~_·....,,~- *"". 

. 

Rank 

-
1 
2 
:3 
4 
t) 

(; ..,
 
B 
n 

10 
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93.TABLE XXXVIII.-Continued­

- ~ -.., .. 

Oounty 

Logan
Ohase . 
Ford 
Lyon 
Dickinson 

Geary
Montgomery 
Wallace 
Osborne 
Clark 

Barber 
Reno 
Doniphan 
Comanche 
Mitchell 

Allen 
Barton 
Osage
Wabaunsee 
Trego 

Kearny
Wyandotte
Shawnee 
Sta.fford 
Jewell 

Butler 
Marion 
Norton 
Ellis 
Nemaha 

McPherson 
Rice 
Wilson 
Franklin 
Sumner 

Greeley
Pratt 
Greenwood 
Harper
Saline 

. ._. 
~--, 

Law 
'" .... 

Barnes 
Count·y 
Barnes 
Barnes 
County 

General 
County
Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 

Barnes 
County 
Barnes 
Barnes 
General 

Barnes 
Barnes 
General 
Barnes 
County 

Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 
General 

Butler 
General 
County 
General 
General 

General 
Barnes 
Barnes 
General 
County 

County
Barnes 
General 
General 
Barnes 

.,.... , _..."'_ ... _.._-- ._""*"'- ­
Score Rank 

.. ­

227
 11
 
231
 12
 
232
 13
 
233
 14
 
234
 15
 

236
 16
 
241
 17
 
244
 18
 
245
 19
 
245
 20
 

249
 21
 
263
 22
 
273
 23
 
273
 24
 
273
 25
 

278
 26
 
278
 27
 
278
 28
 
284
 29
 
285
 30
 

285
 31
 
288
 32
 
290
 33
 
291
 34
 
295
 35
 

299
 36
 
308
 3'7 
309
 38
 
309
 39
 
313
 40
 

319
 41
 
42
324
 

324
 43
 
329
 44
 
330
 45
 

332
 46
 
335
 47
 
345
 48
 

49
348
 
364
 
--,,_._-.._--!--. 

50 
..._-­



'llABLI~ XXXVIII.-Continued­

; :=•• i • _ . ~ 

County Law 

Scott County
Coffey Barnes 
Neosho General 
pottaws.tomie General 
.Elk General 

Labette County 
Anderson General 
Woodson Barnes 
Bourbon General 
:Ness Barnes 

Ellsworth General 
Pawnee General 
Brown General 
O'btawa General 
Jo1:mson General 

Riley Genora1 
Crawford County 
Linn General 
Seward Barnes 
01ay County 

':LJhomas County 
Rush General 
Lincoln Bal'nes 
Russell Barnes 
Meade Barnes 

Sherman Oounty 
Kingman Barnes 
Miami General 
Jacl{son General 
H.ooks General 

Hamilton Barnes 
Plhillips General 
Cloud General 
Wichita County 
Gray Ba.rnes 

Decatur County 
Cherokee County 
Lane Connt-y' 
f3heridan County 
Washington Gen(~I'o.l 

Score 

3b7
 
3G2
 
361;
 
365
 
368
 

368
 
370
 
371
 
371
 
373
 

374
 
376
 
383
 
~)85 

387
 

388
 
391
 
393
 
397
 
412
 

t118 
419
 
424
 
429
 
436
 

441
 
441
 
448
 
450
 
464
 

467
 
471
 
474
 
474
 
4?4 

1J.74: 
484
 
49E3
 
4~:l(j 

fS04 

94. 

HEl.nk 

~51 
{52
 
5 ,)"
 
54
 
55
 

56
 
57
 
58
 
59
 
60
 

61
 
62
 
63
 
64
 
65
 

66
 
67
 
68
 
69
 
70
 

71
 
72
 
73
 
74
 
75
 

76
 
77
 
78
 
79
 
80
 

81
 
82
 
83
 
84
 
85
 

86
 
B7 
8E1 
f39 
90
 



05. 
'rABL1~ XXXVIII. -Contlnued­

=====~r=:::::::::::::====i=====:::;:.-::::::::------::=-::: 
Gounty 

Hodgeman
 County 505
 91 
92 
93 
94 
95 

Chautauqua
 Genera.l 514

Grant
 Count·y 515
 
Smith
 General 523
 
Republic
 Genex'al 558
 

Hawlins
 county 564
 96 
97 
98 

General 594
 99 
100 

Stevens
 General 580
 
stanton
 County 587
 
Graha.m
 
l\lorrls
 General 617
 

Cheyenne
 County 619 101 
County 630 102 

103 
104 
105 

Kiowa.
 
Gove
 GenBral 679 
Has};:e1l
 County 705 
Morton
 General 719 

Law
 

---------..-~.- ..-- -.-- -.----__4­

Read tab1B thus: Column I, designates the name 

Sc o:t:'0 

--_.._-­

!.i:anlc 

_.._,_.._-_.~ .. _.._.. _~-

of the 
counties; Col1.unn II, the county law 8.VP11.cnble to tho connty; 
Column III, the final seax'e for each county; Column IV, tho 
final rank for each county for 1915. 

Table XXXIX shows the counties ranlced according to 

tbB final scores obtained by adding the ranks of the seven 

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

county in 1930. 'I'he lowest score indicates the highest rank­

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

subjects and breadth of curriculu~. 



--

L 

9(L 
rrA·.r:3]".JE'~V'X·XIX' <::! h i
•.f\. ..... u, ow ng counties ranked according to the :etrl€l,l 

scores	 and the law !1pp1:tcable to each count;y 

in 1930. 

------_..---,_. -_.._.-......,....,--_. 
County 

Douglas 
rl'rego 
Rush 
Brown 
Labette 

Ness 
IV'IcPhers on 
Lincoln 
Lyon 
Jackson 

Butler 
Rice 
Cowley 
Cloud 
Chase 

Hiley 
Leavenworth 
Mitchell 
Elk 
Heno 

Hepub1ic 
Clarl{ 
Hodgernan 
Saline 
Osage 

Barton 
Ellsworth 
Dickinson 
Sumner 
Kiowa 

Ottawa 
.Jolmson 
Smith 
Greenwood 
steven,s 

Law 

Gener~,),l 

Community 
General 
General 
Comrimni ty 

Barnes 
General 
Barnes 
Barnes 
General 

Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 
General 
Oommunity 

General 
Barnes 
General 
General 
COYiUuuni t y 

General 
Barnes 
Community 
Barnes 
General 

Barnes 
General 
Commun:tty 
General 
General 

General
 
(Jene.raJ.
 
General
 
GenEH'al
 
General
 

Score 

1S:3
 
187
 
208
 
219
 
22~5 

245
 
259
 
268
 
270
 
271
 

279
 
279
 
284
 
286
 
286
 

288
 
291
 
292
 
302
 
302
 

302
 
302
 
302
 
305
 
307
 

307
 
314
 
;316
 
317
 
~518 

;320
 
320
 
321
 
;323
 
~324 

Hank 

1
 
2
 
3
 
4
 
5
 

6
 
7
 
8
 
9
 

10
 

11
 
12
 
13
 
14
 
] 1­.0 

16
 
17
 
18
 
19
 
20
 

21
 
22
 
23
 
24
 
25
 

26
 
27 .
 
28
 
29
 
30
 

2'>1 
:~,2 

:32) 
:;~!4 

'7'.1"­
.....l •. ) 



97.
TABIJE	 XXXIX.-Continued­

... -= ':':'~-:----" .."'\_'- -	 ---,-,-,""- -'~'-. -- ­
County Law Score Ranl<: 

-_.._-,,_.-_•._". 

Jefferson Barnes 326
 36
Nemaha. General 326
 37

Atchison Community 327
 38
Rawlins Communit:r 337
 39

Craw:ford Community 339
 40
 

Wabaunsee Barnes 341
 41

Gray Barnes 345
 42

Marshall Barnes 348
 43

Woodson Barnes 348
 44

Wichita Corrnnunity 351
 45
 

Franklin General 352
 46

Edwards Barnes 353
 47

Seward Barnes 353
 48

Graham General 354
 49

Sha.wnee Barnes 359
 50
 

Ford Barnes 364
 51
 
Pawnee General 366
 52
 
Chautauqua General 372
 53
 
Comanche Barnes 375
 54
 
Linn General 375
 55
 

Morris General 377
 56
 
Geary
 General 378
 57
 
Osborne Barnes 380
 58
 
Cheyenne
 Conununity 382
 59
 
Lane
 Cominunity 382
 60
 

Kingman Barnes 383
 61
 
Logan
 Barnes 384
 62
 
Norton
 Conrrnunity 63
 
Harvey
 

384
 
Barnes 386
 64
 

Jewell
 General 387
 65
 

389
General 66
 
Kearp'Y
 
Harper 

Barnes 394
 67
 
Pratt
 Barnes 397
 68
 
Sherma.n
 399
Connnunity 69
 
Decatur
 Community 400
 70
 

Community 400
 71
 
Potte.watomie

Clay 

405
 72
 
Stafford
 

Goneral 
415
 73
 

Doniphan
 
Barnes 

416
 74
 
Bourbon
 

Barnes 
417
 75
General 

_-.___~_k,.... ,,'·,_""_....,. _._.'"---_. ­



--
TABLE XXXIX.-Continued­

:- : 

County 

Ba.rber 
Anderson 
Wilson 
Coffey 
Montgomery 

Russell 
Sedgwick 
Meade 
Thomas 
Ellis 

Sheri.dan 
Miami 
Marion 
Ha.skell 
Phillips 

Allen 
Neosho 
Gave 
Greeley 
Finney 

Wa.1lace 
Wyandotte 
Hamilton 
Rooks 
stanton 

Cherokee 
Wa.shington 
Grant 
Scott 
Morton 

.. . 
Law 

BarnAs 
General 
Barnes 
Barnes 
General 

Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 
Community 
General 

Community 
General 
General 
General 
General 

Barnes 
Bal~nes 

General 
Community 
Barnes 

Oommunity 
Barnes 
Barnes 
Barnes 
Oonnnunity 

Oommunity 
General 
General 
Oommunity 
General 

98.
 
_. ....... ,.-,"""",- . _.~, ......._­

Sco:re Ranlr 

419
 76
 
423
 77
 
423
 78
 
425
 79
 
426
 80
 

428
 81
 
428
 82
 
429
 83
 
439
 84
 
444
 85
 

452
 86
 
455
 87
 
456
 88
 

' 456
 89
 
458
 90
 

458
 91
 
463
 92
 
464
 93
 
468
 94
 
483
 95
 

491
 96
 
493
 97
 
498
 98
 
500
 99
 
505
 100
 

514
 101
 
523
 102
 

103
548
 
574
 104
 
614
 105
 

Read table thus :Oolumn I, designa.t·es the name of the 
counties; Oolumn II, the C01,Ulty la.w applicable to the county; 
Column III, the final score for each county; Column IV, the 
final rank of each cOlmt-y' for 1930. 

It will be noted in comparing the SCOI'6S of 1930 with 

-bhose of 1915 that there was a greate!' !'(lnge in 1915. ~Ihe 

scoros for 1930 ranged from 183 'bo 614 wldle those ra.ngod 

from 156 to 719. It shows that there waS H greE.1.t;f~r diff(')rence 



99.
 
between the highest a.nd lowest score :t.n count1.ea in 1915 

tb.a.n in 1930. In 1930, soores tended to be grouped closer 

to a central tendency. The difference between the highes t and 

lowest score in 1915 was 563 points wh:t.le the differen.ce be­

tvveen the highest and lowest score for 1930 was only 431 

points. 

The median score in 1915 was 364 in Neosho county. The 

median score in 1930 was 372 in Chautauqua. county. This in­

:f"ormation indicates a great improvement in the high schools 

of Kansas since 1915. 



above is reproduced in 
arativa Stud 

, 

100.
 
a HAP 'rEH XI I 

The counties were ranked in Chapter XI according to the 

su.rn of the ranks obtained from the SeVtH1 ~)fric:tency tests. 

S:1.nce the final scores have been obtained, it will b~) inte1' ­

est lng to know whi 011 law had the highe 8t per cent of' its 

counties in the first tertile or in the first and second ter­

ti.les combined. It will also be interesting to l{now which law 

ba.d the greatest per cent of its counties in the upper half 

of' all the counties. 

In Chapter XII, the counties have been grouped into ter­

tiles and also into halves according to the three cou.nty laws. 

The per cent following the number· of counties, in each tortile 

and each half, indicates the pOI' cent that the number 1s of 

the total number of count1"e8 operating undor that particular 

law. 'rable XL, shows the counties grouped into tortiles when 

ran.l{ed according to the total number of scores obtained from 

-I:;he seven efficiency tests for 1915. It has been reproduced ~~ 

to make a comparison with Table XLI. 

content from 
of the '£.hr~t;,. Tl:ee};,;-of 
npu ".. shell rilaa tar s 

p. 58. 
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101. 
fNI.BLE XL. -Showing counties grouped into tertiles when ranked 

according	 to the total scores from the seven 

efficiency tests tor 1915. 
.. -,,~_ ........_...
 ,..., .. -.. 

Barnes 
Law 

24 

9 

-6 

39	 

.....---, 

County Per General 
Law cent Law 

.... -"", ...... 

6 22.2 % 5 

7 25.9 I~ 
of 19 

14- 51.9 /1
,J 

-15 

2? 100 % 39	 

--"­ -
Tertiles Per Per 

cent cent 
- - - '­

1	 r.. 
j61.5 % 12.8 %

vi2 23.1 /0 48.7 % 
15.4 %-3 39.5 %_.­

100 % 100 % 
--

Head table thus: Column I designates the tertile; Column 
II, 24 counties under the Barnes law were in the first tertile; 
Column III, Gl.5 %of the counties ul1der the Barnes law were 
in the first terti1e; Column IV, 6 counties undor the county 
law were in the first tertile; Column V, 22.2 ~,~ undAr the 
county law were in the first tertile; Column VI, 5 counties 
under the ll genera1" law were in the i'irst tert11e; Column VII, 
12.8 ;s under the 11 general" law were 1n the firs t terti1e in 
1915. 

'l'able XLI shows the counties grouped into terti1es when 

ranked according to the total number of scores obts.:i.ned from 

the seven	 efficiency 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 counties in the three 

tertiles	 and their per cents were compared. with those in 

Table XL	 for 1915. 



102. 
r.pABJ~E X]~I. -Showing counti~)s groUI)od 1.nto tert:i.les when ro.nkec1 

accord:i.ng	 to the total scores from the seven 

efficiency tests for 1930. 

- ----= ­14 

rr'ertiles Barnes 
law 

1 10 

2 16 

3- 14-

. ..-. 
40 

II--_..,'...... ...._~"'-,-.,.-. 

Per Oommuni'by 
cent luw 

---.... 

25.0 ,,1
fa 6 

40.0 ,"J
/:,,' 9 

35.0 1;/ 
- ­ /0 8-

100 % 23 
.--"'-_.,,--_.. _­

. 
~-"',..,,,.,-'" 

Pel'Por Gellel'a.1 
cent:; centlaw 

-
45.2 %26 .1 19 

10 23.8 /;~39 • 

34. 8 % 13 :.'51. D p 
ol 

100 o 42 100	 % 
._-'--_.-~---­---" 
~ 

H.ead te:ble thus: Column I designates the tertile; Column 
II, 10 counties under the Barnes law were :1.n the first tertile; 
Column III, 25 %of the counties 'lmder the Barnes 1a.w were in 
the first tertile; Column IV, 6 counties under the community 
law were in the first tertile; Col'Lmm V, 26. J. %under the 
communi ty law were in the first tertile; Coltunn VI, 19 counties 
under tIte Ilgeneralll law were in the f'iI'st terti1e; Column VII, 
45.2 ~6 under the II genera1 11 law were in the first tertile in 
1930. 

It is interesting to know which law had the grea.test per 

cent of its counties in the upper half of the 105 counties 

for both 1915 a.nd 1930. In order to determine that fact, the 

counties V'lel'e divic1ed into the upper and lower halvee accord­

ing to the three county lavvs. Table XLII shows the counties 

grouped into halves when. ranked according to the total scores 

obta:tned from the seven effic:l.ency tests for 19lf5. rrable XLII 

has been l'eproduced. 
.:~ 

to compare the numb(:Jrs and. per cents in 

the upper and lowor lmlves for 1~15 with those of 1930. 

" 
~.. 1bid..,	 p. 5£3. 
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'llABLE XLII.-Showtl1g counties gr'oup(~d i.n'l:;o ha.lves when l"anlred 

according	 to tho total scores from the seven 

efficiency tests for 1015. 
- .. , •. 

Barnes 
law 

Halves 

301 

-9 

39 
-2 

.. , -- ;=:::..."":::.-;;:­

Per Ccnm' 
cent law 

-
76.9 0/

/u 10 

23.1 %- 17 

100 % 27 

Per 
cent 

General 
law 

37.0 % 
6~3 .0 % 

100 % 

13 

26 

39 

Per 
cent 

42>3.3 ;0 

66.6 % 
100 % 
___•__U 

..-.....- ­
Read table thus: Colluun I designates the half; Co!umn II, 

30 counties under the Barnes law were in the first half; 
Column III, 76.9 %under the Barnes la.w 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; Oolumn VI, 13 counties under the lIgoneralll law were in 
the first half; Column VII, 33.3 ~6 under the "general" law 
were in the first half in 1915. 

Table XLIII shows the counties in the upper and lower 

halves when ranked according to the total number of scores 

obtained from the seven efficiency 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 counties in 

each half indicates the per cent that the number is of the 

total number of counties operating under that particular law. 

The nlll11ber of counties in the two halves and their per cents 

were compared with those in .'rable XT.JII fOl" 1915. 
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rfABLE XLIII. -Showing counties e;l~(mpod into hI-lIves when l'anked 

according to the total scores frOlTl the seVHn 

efficiency	 tests for 1930. 
'" __.".____ __.__...,._....._"'_.-~O

"" ---':=-'::.,':::;'".-. --, 

Halves Barnes Per 
law cent 

-
191 47.5 % 

-2 -21 52.5 ~b-
100 01.40 

._--_. 
General 
law 

........... ""." """'"',, 

(J ommuni "b"j'" Per 
law cent 

-----
10 43.5 % 
13 ' 56.5 - --
23 100 'l1. 

- --.. 

24 

d -18/0 

42,0/0 

Read table thus: Oolumn I designates the half; 

,-­

Pel"
 
oent
 

57.1 % 
42.9 % 

0"100 /0 

Column II, 
19 counties under the Barnes law were in the first half; 
Colmun III, 47.5 %under the Barnes law were in the first 
half; ColL:unn IV, 10 counties under the community law were 1n 
the flrst half; ColUJnn V, 43.5 %under the community law were 
in the first half; Oolumn VI, 24 counties under the "genera1t1 
law wel'e in the firs t half; Cohunn VII, 57.1 %u.nder the 
IIgenera111 law were in the first half in 1930. 

SU1'/ll/ldlY 

the Bal"nes law had the greatest per cent of its 

ccrunties in the first tertile. The Barnes law had 61.5 %of 

its counties in the first tertile in 1915 and 84 %in the 

first and second te:rti1es combined • The If general It law ranked 

second with 60.5 %of its counties in the fi.rst and second 

tertiles combined. 

In 19~50, the IIgeneral" law' had the gr'Aatost per cent of 

fts count:tes :tn tho £':t1'8t tOl·tile. 1:[lh0 llgeneral ll law 11.rtd 69 % 

of its counties in tb.(] first and second. tortiles and 4:5 ;h' of 

its countios i.n tllO fi.rst tertile. ~Phe coPlttlu:n:l ty law am'! the 



Barnes law ranked about thE) some 'Ni.tb tb.e comrnunitiy lHW 

having a slightly higher per cent :i.n the f:l.rfJt tOl'tilc1. 

When tho counties WOl'e divided into the upper andlov'/er 

halves for H·J15, the Barnes law ranked first with 76.9 ;0 of 

its counties i.n the uppeT' half'. The county law ranked second 

in 1915 vii th 37 y;. of its counties in the upper 11:3.11'. The 

lIgeneraltr law had 33.3 ;£ of its counties in the upper half 

in 1915. 

In 1930, the lIgeneralll la.w ranked first with 57.1 'It of 

its counties in the uppal' half. The Barnes law showed supor­

i 01'1 ty over the communi ty law when counties were ·eli vided 

into the upper and lower halves. '.rhe Barnes law ranked second 

vvi th 47.5 %of its counties in the upper half. The community 

law ra.nked third in 1930 with 43.5 ;b of its total number of 

counties in the upper half. 
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OHAPTli:H XIII 

SUMMAHY AND CONCLUSIONS 

This investigatIon has as a main objective the study of 

the present status of 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 

wi th the f'indings of a previous study '1 made upon the three 

types of' high-sohool laws operating in Kansas in 1915. In 

order to make the study comparable with the study of 1915, the 

same prooedure and the same seven tests of efficienoy have 

be en appli.ed to the high schools of Kansas in 1930. 

The information gathered for this study oame from the 

"High School Prinoipals' Reports II, "Report of' the First and 

Second Ola.ss Oities" and the lIOounty Superintendents' RepDrts'" 

to the state Superintendent which were filled out and f'iled 

at; the State Superintendent! s office at Topeka, Kansas. These 

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

The soope of' study includes all the public high schools 

or Kansas. The seven tests of efficiency have been applied to 

every high school in the 105 counties of Kansas. In 1930, 

there were 40 oounties operating under the Barnes law, 23 

c0':ll'lties operating under the oommun1.ty law and 42 counties 

opertl.ting under the II goneral II la.w. Par convenience the three 

groups ha.ve been called Barnes, community fl.nd "generallt and 

include ~11 the 105 counties in Kansas. 

1 
ViI. 11. Gln~oth€lrs: A Coml?}Lt\ltiVil i:it:\l<l1. ,of the Th:t.::.ee _~~1 

of' ~Iig"e.-':'Schools.in Kansas by .G.o.unt1es UnpubB.shed l'ilast(:3:r" s 
Thesls, Kansas lfniversity, Lawrenoe, Kanstl.s, 1916, pp. 67. 
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'rhe cities of the first and second class Wl~re the :Cirst 

to establish public supported high schools in Kansas. rEha 

ltgenerallt law of 1876 provided officially fOI' the org8.nization, 

establisbment and maintenance of the first high schools. Soon 

thereafter, the cities of the third class established high 

schools in connection with the district schools. 

The county high-school law of 1886 was the second high-

school law in Kansas. It was supported by a county tax. The 

county law was repealed in 1923 and the communi t',v law created 

in. its place. In 1905, the Barnes law was passed. lrhe Barnes 

law provided secondary education for local co~nunities and 

cities of the third class. 

In 1915, the power of accrediting and administering high 

schools was transferred from the Uni vers.i ty to the State 

Board of :j~ducation. The rural high school law of 1915, which 

provided for the organization of rural high schools tn any of 

'che counties, had a very desirable effect upon the liberali­

zation of high-school education in Kansas. The rural high­

school law was revised in 1925 to keep the valuation of each 

district above f~;2, 000, 000. 

SUMriIil.TIOlif OF TESTS 

It was shown in the first tost that the Barnes law rank­

edfirst, in 1930, having the greatost per cent of its school 

popula tion in high s ch.ool; the Hgeneral II law rLll1.kec1 Sl3cond; 

and the communl ty law rLu1ked third. 
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'rhe order of the three county laws WafJ the same in 1915. 

rrhe Barnes law ranl-:ed first; the I1generalll law ranl{ed second; 

and the county law l"'anked third. 

'1'here wa q~ 17.06' I'i f'th0 ttl popu1 Jion f sc11. 1 agev 0 ... -08.. ac o· 00 

in high school in 1930, while thore was only 8.51 J& 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 IIgeneralli law ranked second; and 

the county law ranked third. 

In 1930, rrab~e XII shows that the community law ranl;::ed 

first in persistence of a.ttendance; the IIgeneralil law second; 

and the Barnes 1aV'l 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 lIgenerallt law ranked second; 

and the Barnes law ranked third. 

In preparation of teachers in 1930, the community high­

school ~aw ranked first; the Barnes law second; and the 

\lgeneral" law ranked third. 

A cO.lnpar-ison of the medians sh,ows that teachers in. 1915 

had a median preparation of () .66 al)ove the oigth grade, while 

in 1930 the rnedian was 7. :~\4 years abIDve tl1.0 oigth ere-dB. 

I 
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11.1e1 nl0~ t ''>E)''"lTI,nrJ,?'''l',')le I. ~ f t} ('" l' t /' dJ. - ... "" ,.u.cX'onc~ 0"; J,e : 1', ';een 'Y'8urs wa~3 :: oun 

in salaI'ies. ~ehe b.ighest aVl:JI'o.e;e sal8,r",'f patel to teachnJ:'s in 

1915 was,ill17 .75 in Wyandotte count:y' as COXilr1al'ed w:l.th:::l87 

in stevens county'in 19;30. l\.verage teuGhers I ,'sa1ar:tes hy 

countles ranged from D60 to 117.7fj per month in 19l~5, while in 

1930 the range was from:!;~;39.42 to :};J.8? 11111.e 1l10dhJ.!l 'teachel's I 

In 1930, tIle "generall' law l'anked first in average 

teachers'n salaries by counties; the Harnes law ranked 

second; and the community law ranked third. 

':Phe ,median salary for superintendents and principals 

was :!?2258.33 for all counties in 1930 which represented 

more than twice the mediam salary of ;~ill04 for 19l~. 

In 1930, the cOJrlruuni ty law ranlcecl fir[~t with a median 

salary of ,i?23l0.00; tl1e :--Jarlles law ranlced second with a. 

median salary of ;)~2258.33; while the "general" law ranked 

thir d .1I1i th 

In 1915, the Barnes law ran){od first \id th a median 

salary of 1101; thellgenel'>af tl law ranked second. with a 

:rnedlan salary of :',\;99[); while the county law ranked tihil'd 

wi th :);;964. 

IJ)ta'bJ,(!l X.:CVLI:I shows :hhat tho "L~:lmEl'ral" law ranked 

first 111 libr'ary f'ac:'L1it~ios ill 19U); t11.Ei "tu'nos law ranked 

Gecond; and tho cou.nt'Y law I'anlwd. tb:t:rd. 
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'llable XXIX shows that tho comumn:1.ty law ranked fi:r'st in 

1930 in library facilities; the Ilgenera111 law ranked second; 

and the l3al~nes law ranked third. 

'rhe nledi.an of 10.02 volumes per pupil for Jewell county 

in 1930 exceeded the median of 4.85 in 1915 for Pawnee county 

by 5.17 volumes per pupil. 

r:Vhe opportunity for high-school education was mu.ch 

greater in 19:30 than in 1915. In 1930, the range of lI ratio of 

opportuni~i1 was from .9 to 102.2 If/hile in 1915 it was from 

7.4 to over 339. 

In 1915, the Barnes law ranked f1r'st on the breadth of 

curriculum; tIle 11 genoral ll laW' ranked second; while the county 

law ranked third. 

In 1930, the "generalll law ranked first on breadth of 

curriculum; the Barnes la\'l ranked second; while the community 

law ranked third. 

'iIhen ranked upon the scores obtained from the SlUU of the 

scopes 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 

~i)'r.7"'/ f~ i,i O. its counties ln the upper ~JO %; while the Ilgeneralll 

law had ::j:3.;;~ ;:; in tI10 uppopl1alf'. 

~[,111() Hgonnra111 law ranted fj.r'st in 1~n)0 w:1..th EW.1 %of 

its countio8 in the upper [SO i;; the Burnes law ranked s(1cond 

with 47.5 ~ of its counties in tho upper 50 %; and the com­

mu:rli tY' 1:l1N ra:nJu'Jd t;h:l.l"d with 4;,.b %of :i.ts (}ounties in the 

uppor half. 
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It was found in the prev:l.ous fJt1.1.cly that the llarnes 

law was the most cond.uclve of the three county laws to 

secondary edu.cation in Eanr,JfCl;3 in. 1915. In onl'y one test of' 

the seven tests applied did the Barnes law not show supori­

ority. That test was for the preparation of teachors. 

In 1930, tho community lavv ranlmd first in fOUl' of the 

seven tests but third in t110 th:t'ee l"lemaining teats. r:rhe Ba.rnes 

law ranl<.:ed first in one test ancl second in four of the :bests .. 

The "general" law ranked first i.n two tests, second in three 

tests and third in two tests. 

To determine a final ranking of the three county laws, 

the ranks of each law may be add.ed and divided by seven, the 

number of tests of efficiency. The law having the lowest 

quotient should have the highest rank. 

In 1930, the conmlUnity law was operating the most ef­

factively according to the seven tests of efficiency; the 

1I ganopal'l law second; and the Barnes law third. 

OONOLUSIONS 

rrhe data collected and presented in this study peveal 

the following facts: 

1. '.Phs. t the 11il':11 S GhoolfJ of KfmfHlI3 oTlox'atinc; unclel"l the 

tllX'(l0 ltlvTi:J woro 80:L·v:i.ng tl1.oir eonstitinon,c:,y !llOI'O effeetively l.n 

evidencod by the fol1owinB: 

f:r'om 24.715 /; to D./l? ;!~ :Ln 19::10, '11a1.> 1(' IV, p. 21­
-.---2-----..,..,-..,- -_._.._"-,~-_ ..,_._--------------­

ibid. 
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22', while in 1915 the ratio ranged .fronl 13.22 i< 
to 2.41 /~ as shown in 'l'able III, p. 17-20. 

b.	 LSJ1SaS high schools had enrol1e'd 17.06 %of the 

population of sch~oJ. age in 1930, vrh:i.1e only 8.51 

%of the school population was enrolled in 1915 

as shown in 'Table VIII, 'p. 29 and ~lab1e VIr, 

p. 28 respectively. 

c.	 'ruble XIII, p. 36 and Table XIV, p. 37 shows that 

the percentage of persistence in 1930 was 31.03 ;i 

while in 1930 it was 39.71 %. 
d.	 In 1915 the median preparation for teachers was 

6.66 years above the eighth grade, Table XV, 

p. 42 while in 1930 it was 7.34 years above the 

eighth grade, Table XVI, p. 45. 

e.	 The median salary for teacheI's in 1930 was 

$163.49 as showni in Table,XX, p. 54 while 

in 1915 it was ~J.':~86.66, fl?able XIX, p. 52. 

f.	 '11he median salary for superintendents and 

principals in 1930 represents more than twice 

the me~ian salary in 1915 of $1014 as shown 

in Table XXIII, p.61 and Table XXII, p. 59 

respectively. 

g.	 The median volumes per pupil was 4.85 Table 

XXVI, p. 67 while in 1930 it was 10.02 

volurnes per pupil as shown tn. T:::t'lJle ZXVlr, p. 

69. 

h.	 frl1e ratio of opportunity ranged from .9 to 162.2 

i:n cu,rx'i (lU1UIJI 111 19~iO, Ll,labl(~' X.Y..XIII, p. 79 -80 

whil:) rIlalJlo(~/;,XII,P .70, '7.4 to;5:59 which inc1i­



cates	 the }:l:I-rr,her r'anli.,. :I.n 19~)0. 

2. That th(~ teachers had recelved a g:r'E:Hltc'}r (-tmount of 

preparation and training for their :Jup{~rvis:i.on and tnaching 

in 1930 than in 1915. IUds was evidc·mced from the following: 

a.	 ']}he years of pl'eparation above the eic;hth grade 

ranged from 3 to 8 years in 1915, Table XV, p. 41­

43, while in 1930 it ranged from 6.14 to 8 ;rear~, 

Table XVI p. 44-47. 

b.	 The mediaJ?-t*average preparation above the eighth 

grade for all counties in 1930 was 7.34 years, 

Illable XVI, p. 45, while in 19lf:> it was 6.G6 

years as shown in r:l.'ab18 XV p. 42. 

c.	 The average years of preparation in 1915 for each 

county law was Barnes 6.12, county 6.65, "p-enera1!!
~,) 

law 6.65; while in 1930 the average for each county 

law	 was Barnes 7.27, community 7.37, and the 

"generalll law was 7.25 as shown in Table XV, p. 

41-43	 and,Table XVI, p. 44-47. 

3. IJ1hat the law under which the county operated its high 

schools was not a determining factor in 1930 to the extent that 

t t was in 1915. rIJ},lis was shown from the folloWing fa.cts: 

a.	 'Ilhe Ba.rnes law ranked first in six of the seven 

tests in 1915, '1'able III, p. 17-20, ~['abJ.e IX, p. 

~O-32, Table XV, p. 41-43, ~able XIX, p. 51-53, 

rl'ableXXII,	 p. b~1-(jO,ll '"J.lt:lble XXVI, p. W7-G8, 

·r,,V'X·,'1-]" r76:~ _r/r7'I'll,bJ.0	 ,h,r>. ."., p. {. 

b.	 The Harnes law ranked first 1~ ana of the saven 

teebe in 1960, in porc0ntn~e of population in 
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attendIJ.nce, r:r.a.ble VI, p. ~3G; second In four tOHts, 

preparation of teachCl!'S, 110..1)10 XVI, p. /14-47; 

salaries of teachers, Table XXI, P' 56; salaries 

of superintendents and. principals, fll ableX.XV, 11. 

65; curriculuI'i1, fllable XXXV, P' 82; and 1;hlrcl in 

two tests, persistence of attendance, IPable XXII, 

p.	 35 and library, Table XXIX, P' 72. 

c.	 'llhe community law ranked first in :fOUl' tests of 

the seven tests in 1930, persistence of attendande, 

Table XXII, p. 35, preparation of teachers, Table 

XVI, p. 44-47, principals and sup(:)rintendents t 

salaries, r1'8.ble XXV p. 05, libx'ary facilities, 

~Jable XXIX, p. 72, and third 1n t111'eo tests, POI' 

cent of attendance, Table VI, p. 26, teachers' 

salaries, {lIable XXI, p. 56, and curr:i.culum, (rable 

XXXV p. 82. 

d.	 The llgeneralll law ranked first in two tests, 

teachers' salaries, Table XXI, p.56, CUI'l'iculu.m, 

Table X7J..V, p. 82; second in three tests, per 

cent of attendance, Table XII, p. 35, library, 

Table XXIX, p. 72; and third in two tests, prepa­

ration of teachers, Table XVI, p. 44-47, 

salaries of principals and. supE):r'i:ntendents, fj1a.ble 

xxv, p. 615. 

4. rS.Jhe rango of oppoX'tunl ty WH.S £!;r'oat~lX' rand, mo:.l:'o un:Lfm:'lll 

in	 1~)~50 than in UHf;). 

a.	 'l\Hwhers 1 pJ'opnpH.tlcrn in Un.b r'l1nl~od t'X'OHl :5 to n 

:1'oo.rs o.lJOVO tho e:LsITl;l, !,;rudo, 'Pablo XV, p. 41-l;1~:), 

wlJ.ilo in 1'.12)0, 'lJoD.clHl:l:'f3 1 rlr'Op!1.'l:'~ltj.cm rU.llgfCHl .f'J'om 
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6.14 to 8y'euI's, 'rable XVI, p. 47. 

b.	 In curriculum in 1930 the range in breadth of 

curricuhlln was from .9 to 102.2, 'rable XXXIII, 

p. 79-80, wh1iJ.1e in 1915, it ranged from 7.4 to 

over 339, as shown in Table XXXII, p. 76-78. 

c.	 Library facilities in 1930 were greater than in 

1915 as shown inn Table XXVII, p. 69-70 and in 

frable XXVI, p. 67-68. IDle volwnes per pupil in 

1930 ranged from 3.68 to 11.65, while in 1915 it 

ranged from none to 11.65 volumes per pupil. 

d.	 Table XXXIX, p. 96-98, shows that the total scores 

from the seven tests ranged from 183 to 614 with 

a median of 372, in 1930, while in 1915, Table 

XXXVIII, p. 92-95, shows the scores ranged from 

156 -719 with a median of 364. ~11he median was not 

only higher in 1930 but the range was not nearly 

as wide. 

5. Problems have become larger and more complicated in 

1930 than in 1915. 

a.	 In 1915, Table VII, p. 28, shows 8.51 %of the 

school population in high school while in 1930, 

'l1able VIII, p.29, shows 17.06 0/> of the school 

popUlation in high school. 

b.	 'l'hat mope p1h.pils rernained to complete the third 

and f'ourth;veaps of high school in 1930 ttl.nn in 

1915 is shown by comparing fJlable X, p. ~)2-34 and 

':Uahle IX'; p. ~jO-62, s:Lnce tb.e range was 22. 46 ;~ 

to 4~.79 %in 1930 and only 12 %to 40 %in 1915. 
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c.	 'J1here was 8. gl~eater number of books for 

libraries for 1930 than for 1915. Table XXVI, 

p. 67 shows the median average nruuber of vo11unes 

per pup:t1 in 1930 was 10. 2whi Ie in 1915, the 

average number of volumes per pupil was 4.85 as 

shown in Table XXVII, p.G9. 

d.	 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 aruninis~ 

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

a.	 The median salary for all teachers of all 

counties in 19~'S0 was ~;til62. 49, IJ.lable XX, p. 54, 

while in 1915 the median' salary was ;1;;86.66, 

Table XIX, p. 52. 

b.	 The median salary for superintendents and 

principals in 1930 for all counties was" ~Jp2258 .33 

per year as shown in Table XXII, p. 61, while in 

1915 the median salary was ;;?1014, 'rable 

XXII, p. 59. 

c.	 Salaries ranged from $97.59 to $60.00 per month 

for teachers in 1915, Table XIX, P' 51-53, while 

in 1930 S1110.1"i08 :fox' teachers ranged. from:f,176 .60 

d.	 Salaries for superintendents and principals 

ranged f'rml1 ,;;',1109 to:i;O?9 pel" ;rear in 1915, 

I,Va.ble XXII, po fj9-o0, wbJ1e in 1930 the 89,la­
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ries ran,,':'.:_,ad froln ,(',,[,')'3J.Ot; .71 to ',,",'164,':>" 4·0 rn"b1e!,';	 '-' ,i'.' , .L """ 

XXIII, p. 61-62. 

7. Library faclli t:tes are not greatly affected by the 

county law under which the high school operates .. rrhls fact 

is shown by the followin;g: 

a.	 In 1915, the Barnes counties had 42 %of the 

total number of volU111es of' all high schools; 

the county law 24 ~:;'; and the lleoneralti law had 

33 %as shown in Table XXX, p. 73 .. 

b ..	 In 1930, the i3arnes counties had 44 ;; of' the 

total number of volumes of all the high schools; 

the community law counties had 19 I~;; and the 

It general ll law 37 15. 

c •	 .A comparison of the firs t tertiles, lI'able XXVIII, 

p .. 71 shows that the Barnes law had 31 %in the 

first tertile; the county law 31 %; and the 

IIgeneralll law 37 fo • .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 librar'JT facilities; the county law 11 ;Va; 

and the lIgenerallt law 34 %. The per cents, for the 

three laws are about the same in the firs t tertile, 

and do not vary greatl:T in the second tertile. 

d .. A comparison of the tlll'Or:) -certiles for 19;:)0 does 

not show a wide variation . Table XXIX, p. 72, 

show-a, in th,s flrst tertile for the three In'Ns,, 
, 

"1'3'. arnos-, , ',~r/.,[_,)- I '1'(.),· cormnunity law.
J 

;~g Ir;,~,. Y1 Ccr,onoral Yl 



awaa 

11m. 

A comparison of the second tertiles, for the 

three laws, rrable XXIX, p. 72, shows that t;be 

Barnes law when ramked as to libra.ry facilities 

had 40 %of its counties in the second terti1e; 

the coml11unity law had 21.8 7~; and the llg0nel~al" 

law had 03.3 %of its counties in the second 

tertil13 • 
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