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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Purpose of the 3tudy
Several surveys have been made of the consolidated

school movement in Kansas, but most of these surveys have
dealt with the status of the aschools at a particular time,

and relatively little has been written concerning the his-
torical aspects of ithe movement as & whole. It is the purpose
of this study to treat historiocally tho’movomont toward the
consolidation of rural schools since the beginning of the

Kansas school system.

Sources and Handling of Data
The 4ata for the study have been gathered very largely
from the Biennisl Reports of the State Superintendent of
Pablioc Instruction and from information found in bulletins

fesued by the Kensss Department of Bdueation and the Imited
States Burean of Bducetion. Bocoks, magasines, pamphlets and
newspapers have also boon used., Somé material was taken from
information furnished, in response to letters of inquiry, by
the county superintendeants of those counties in which the
consolidated schools are located. The development of the
movement has besn treated chronologically, for the most part,
Statistical tables have been used to show the present status
of the consolidated schools,



Definition of Consolidation

In this study a ‘*consolidated! school is intended to
mean the school which is formed when two or more districts
are united to make a single distriet with one school re-
placing the two or more small schools in several butldings.
When & new building is erected for such a school it is usual-
1y given a central location in the district. GQuite often a
consolidated district is made up of districts located around
‘a small town and all the children are sent to school in the
town.

Another pian of union, which accomplished some of the

purposes of éonuolidition, was that of closing the school in
one district, usually temporarily, and sending the children
to the school in an adjacent dietrict. In such & case tuition
had to be paid by the district sending the ohildren, so that
the burden of achool sxpenses would bes divided between the
districts according to the number of pupils each has in the
school. This piah was used before any legal provision was
made for consolidation and is still used to some extent,

Consolidation in other States

Although consolidation is not a new movement, 1t is
diffiocult to say just when consolidation, as the word is
generally understood, began in the United States. Probably
in some of the older states the practice of abandoning schools,

as a matter of economy , and sending the children to the



neighboring distriect, began in very early times.l In Massa-
chusetts enough such cases had occurred before 1869 so that
the logislaturo in thét yoar'actod favorably upon a bill
which anthoriaod school trustees to bny, éut of school funds,
ror tha trannpartation of childron te a n.ighboring district.

" The first school which took udvantago of the provisions
of this law was & nehool in the ‘town of QMincy. in the asastern
part cf Klalachuaotta. In 18?4 a school of less than a dozen
puplll 'ts cloaad and tho childron were tranaportod to another
onontoaehor -ohool which alao hsd a umall anrollmont. Although
the ‘transportation and tuition were both paid from school
funda,'iho ixponio ias ioaé th@n the nmouni whieh would have
bo.h t;quirtd to koip the‘sehool bptn. No spocial educational
advantlsoa wcro addod as a result of the wnion.

In 1875, three district ochoola in Montague, Massachu-
setts were sbandoned and a new, contrally located brick buj 1d-
ing was eresoted, to which thu children from the three districts
were trahaportcd at public expense. This consolidation was
formed with the definite purpoae‘of securing better education-
nl‘opportunitioa for the children, and appears to have been

the first one formed with that purpose in 710',2 In 1879, an

1

A. C. Nonshan, con-olldat-on of Rural hoa 8 and Trann ort-—
at%qg‘gg apils at public Expense (Wa: : Oevor
Printing co,'Tb 4

8 rbia., p. 8.



eight room central building was erectsd in Concord, replacing
several one~teasher schools.

In 1888, Hassachuseits abandoned the single district
organization and adopted the township as the ualt or organ-
ization, with the school affairs managed by s singls board.
With the adopiion of this form of organigzation, consolidation
advansed much more rapidly. ~Conesoclidation has slways mads
faster progress in the states which use the township or county
as the basis of organigation than in those which exre argan~
ized on the basis of single distriote, eagh with its own board
of trustess, Hxceptions are Washington and Ninnesota, which,
although organized on the distriet~unit basis have made con-
siderable progress, dus to state aid being given to consoli-
dated distriets.

In loulsiana, eonsolidation, which is now practically
the only plen used in the state, begen (in 1908) because of
& gyelons. In the parish of layfayette, a syclone destroyed
a one-room schoolhouss about six miles from the town of
Seott, As the bullding of & new schoolhouse would cause the
ehildren to be out of school a month or so, two of the board
wembers offered to furmish tamporarily, at their own expenes,
& wagon %o be used to take the g¢hildren to the greded school
located in the toun of Scott. The idea morked out so well
that the board deoided not to rebuild but to put in a per-

5 rid., p. 18.
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manent wagon. Other communities in the parish heard of the
plan, and in a year or so praotically svery congolidation
that was possiblie had been made in Layfayeite., Oradually the
idea worked out through all parts of the state, and other
parishes began trying the plan.‘ This is one example of the
rilaon for the beginning of conzolidation in & state.
!rvn>liaaaehusottt; the schoel consclidation wovemaent has
spread until now there are such schools in evary state in
the Union, and in one state, Utah, all sdhools ars organized
on the consolidated distrist basis.b
As there is no uniformly accepted definition of a con-
solidated school, 1t 1s extremely difficult to collect
data showing the number of such schools in the country. v
sording o the Blennial Jurvey of Bdugation of 1926-1930,
forty-three states in 1980 reported 9,762 such schools. In
1930, forty-four states reported 15,338. In the forty-two
states reporting for both years there wore 9,684 consoli-
dations in 1980 and 15,248 in 1930, and inorease of 5,582
or 57.6 per etgt for the dlcgg!/‘

s Ibid., p. 18.

g%%ﬁ%¥§§2§% I!%Ey‘gghgzg gﬁﬂﬁﬁiigaiéﬂﬁ (Topeka: State
. ,

na catio uhlt-d States Bureau of

' Bul L ¢ o1, II (Washington; Governament
Printing Drfico, 1951), p. 33,




Table I gives, as exaotly as may be had from the reports
of the verious states, statiattea eoncerning the increase in
the number of consolidated schools during the decade from
1920 to 1930. It also shows the number of pnpilsrtranspartad
and ihe amount spent for tranéportatxon.in l9B7*2a, and the
type of mohool organization in ea¢h state. The doeumentation
for the sources of these data is shown under the Table. Al-
though there is shown a decrease in sevoral‘atﬁtas in the number
- of econsolidated schools, there was an increass in one-teacher
sohiools in only three states, Rhodi Island, South Dakota, and
Wisconsin, ' |

7 mgo’ P 38.



I

BTATISTICS CONCERNING
CONSOLIDATION AND TRANSPORTATION '

TABLE I

STATE CONSOLIDATED S0QHOOLS TRANSPORTATION
, n-  FPer No. Puplls  Cest
1920 1930 orease o¢ent Transported in
ine. 4in 1987-88  1927-28

3. Alabamanse 328 643 318 96 54,333 $1,051,981
2. Arisona 29 67 38 1% 216,944
8. Arkansas 170 383 183 108 9,694 169,980
2. California te 178 113 190

2. Colorado 137 167 30 28

1. Connectiout - 80,284 784,830
4. Delaware 5 8é 51 1920 1,588 187,219
3. Florida 59,589 989,369
3, Georgia 888 oR6 644 8Rs 69,760 884,789
8. Idaho 41 41 0 0 18,0G60ne 383,143
2. Illinois 78 109 31 40 898, 4351
1. Indiana 1,040 982 400 4 144,970 4, 846 396
2. Jom 268 379 1 3 47,28& 2,089 788
8. Kansas 118 174 66 47 7,300 292,008
3. Kentucky 288 197 . 61® 84 9,500 437,286
3. louisiana 808 317 491¢ 61 70,681 1,632,638
1. Baine 117 18 102» 87 14,326 590,466
3. Naryland 180 329 149 83 15,907 463,380
1. Mass, 68 45 ,000% 1,728,141
8. NMiehigan 811 874 & B89 £0,000 646,714
8. Mionesota £258 408 51 &9 1,704,344
£. Missouri 168 406 838 141 104,434
£, Eontana 69 &9 0 497,683
8. Nebraska 101 83 18 17 £82,033
£. Nevads 15 13 g 13 78,839
1. New Ham. 15 4,080 391,219
1. New Jersey 98 868 36 39 18 887 1,878,888
S. New Mexico 1g9 378 B46 190 9 034 324,099
2. New York 384 5e1 167 47 1,355,349
8. N. Carolina Co 981 136,980 1,876,442
2. N. Dakote 487 446 11« 2 29,348 993,018
8., Ohio 800 693 107 13 146,136 3,777,886
2. Xlahoma 268 447 1885 70 44,633 781,274
8. Oregon 30 130 100 830 8,693 494,083
1. Penna. 137 648 511 373 39,788 1,974,674
1. R. I. 3 84 Bl 700 868 108,778




TABLE I (oontinued)

STATISTICS CONCERNING
CONSOLIDATION AND TRANSPORTATION

STATR CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS TRANSPORTATION

in- Per No., Puplls  Gost
19280 1930 oreass cent TIransported in
ing., in 1927-28 1927-828
2., 8. Carclina 300 406 106 35 89,054 737,048
2. 8. Dakota 189 106 33 84 5,834 404,548
3. Tennesses 309 89 881 188 25,145 600,967
2. Texss 6365 },B840 908 148 40,960 543, 627
3. Utah 15,738 464,374
1. Vermont - 59 5O L o 16 6,778 284,838
3. Virginia 258 818 554 218 50,088 793,584
1., ¥, Virginia 145 329 184 127 289,174
£, Wigconsin 80 . -. 78 o 11,984 583,606
2. Wyoming 11 133 122 3 7,543 468,980
flead Table Thus: 1In Alabama there were 3&8 oconsolldated schools

in 1980; there were 643 in 193G. The per ocent of increase was 96.
The total incresse was 315. Thers were 54,333 pupils transported

1: t?&@,-at a cost of $1,051,921.. Read in like manner for other
states. ,

aDecrease,

saEstimated,

#&sNunber refers to kind of organisation of the state school
system: 1. Town or township system; 8., District system (in some
cases county organization is optional); 3. County-unit of admin-
istration; 4. State is the unit,

inds of state organization from,
Walter 8. Deffenbaugh, and Timon Covert, hool Administration

¢
with eial Reference gg,&%g gounty ynit (wshington: Government

Frinting Off{ ce, + Do

: Data :n eonsolidated schools from,

: 9 ey O ication ,E%ig*g ggatga\ 2y of Educa-
%}% ulietin No. =20, @E.! 4 %la'a nglton: Government priniing

- ce, ?;325. p. X.

: g:ta ag trugaportattnn t;on, |

, mon Covert, A De ) choa!ssggﬁnlldutton United States
- ggf;cg %g catio giigg;;;: « & (Wshington: ’vernmont *int-
; ng Orfice, %5885 : .

» PP.
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CHAPTER 13

BEGIRKING OF THE STATE SCHOOL SYSTER
I KANSAS

Distriat'syntou Bstablished by law

The territorial locial;tura of Kensss in 1655 estad-
lished the indepsndent distriet system,l end from that tize
the rursl sehool distrist has been the basie unit in Kengse
ueheoi tnzntﬁon and administration, niatrléxn were organized
rnpidly and by December, 1868; there were 705 districta in
thirty-three counties. At that time thers were 86,824 chil-
dren in the stats betwesn the ages of five undftquty—onciz
the enrollment in the sehools was 16,603, whils the average
deily sttendance was 5,549, Duriug that year the cost of
cperating the schools wag $86,781 and 564 teachera vere en-
ployed.

Barly Need for Consolidation

The lesders in the schools very early saw the disad.-
vantages in the plan of organiszing small distriots as the
immediate nesd arose. State Superintendent Iseas T. Goodnow

said in 1843 that districts six miles square were much better

A Clyde Lynden Eing, "The Keusss School Systom-~1ts
Bistory and Tendenoiws.® 1egtions of the Kangas State
Ristorieal Socliety for 190 10, p. 488,

2
uel ort he K 8 gtats superintendent of Fablic
fﬁﬁﬁ%@a%!éér 1§§z§ﬁs;'ﬁf -
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than the more common district of about three by four mileu.s

If the school were centrally Iooatcd in suoh a larger district,
few of the ohildren would have much farther to go to rélch
the school, yet thers would be an area three times as large
as that of the district of smaller dimensions. By such a
plan more monsy would be available for each school and better
schools ooculd be maintained.

Superintendent goodnow went so far as to say that |
since ons teacher could not well handle all the grades and a
large number of pupils, two or three tsachers should have ihe
work. He said:

| To pay the extra expenas of instruction, large nua-
bers of scholars can be colleotsd by uniting two or
more districts. This would constitute a graded school
and the distriet thus formed is called a t'Union Die-
triqﬁ'."* o ‘

In 1886, Thomas M. Griswell, county superintendent of
Lyon Cownty, reported only thirty-eight distriots after hav-
1n¢‘;upartod forty-two for the previous year. He sald that

the decrease was due to consclidation of some of the smzller

distriots in orger to secure larger schools and batter

teachers.”

3 Ivid., p. 13,
4 Ibid., p. 2.

& Report of the k s state Superintendent of Public
g g e e St o
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As is shown by Teble II there were several decreases
in the number of distriots reported in the older counties,
and these decreases were due to the eonsolidation of some of

the smaller and wesker districts.®

TABLE II
BRARLY DBCREASRS IN NUMBER OF DISTRICTS

__COmTY J8AR AND MMARR OF DISTRICIS
| 1868 | 1863 1864 1866 1866
_Allen gg | a7 20 26 3g
1861 | 1868 1863 16864 1865
Atchisen , 89 | 13 K39 40 48
» | 1868 |1ees 1664
Bourbon 38 34 38
1877 |1878 |
_Brown 73 69
1863 | 1864 1865
_Plekinson 6 4 7

Read table thus: 1In 1868 there wars twenty~two die-
tricts in Allen County; the next year there wers
twenty~seven, and 86 on. Read in like manner for other
cﬂmt’..‘- ’
This period of consolidation did not last long, how-
sver, Superintendent Allen B. Lemmon said in 1880:;

The tendency in the older countiss, noticed two

: - : |
t Bi oport of the Kansas !
oi %@ EIO g aim cEIon.TBW:‘?ﬁ, PP

torwmtmdmt
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years ago, "to reduce the number of these organiza-
tions by the consolidation of week districts and the
formation of larger and stronger ones,” hag not been
apparent the past two years. While most of the in~
creage in the number of districts is due to the settile-
ment and organization of now counties, nearly all the
older counties have shown a disposition to still
further divide their tRrritory for school purposes.
The result of this action cannot be other than in-
- Jarious to our educational interests.

In this same report the defeots of the small district
system which were exphasized were: (1) best teachers cannot
be kept on account of low salaries and discord within dis-
tricts; () too many achool district officers and many of
them)are not nompetbnt to0 do even the few things required of
them; (3) the district too small a unit for taxing purposes.B

The school leaders who were advocating new plans, chief-
1y the one of township districts, were not talkins‘abcut
tConsolidationt as such, but their planse, had they been put
into effect, would have accomplished the consolidation of

many distriots.
Tewnship System Favored

The districting plan which esemed to be most dis-
cussed and favored was some form of township plan. At the

;nnual state convention of eounty superintendents, held at

” ; ;
gio%né %gt%gial ggiogt of th 88 ate erintendent

8 1bid., pp. 82-87.
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Topeka in 1867, a cormittee was appointed to confer with the
state superintendent in making recommendations for suchre-
visions {n the school laws as were deemed hocosaafy. Included
in the recommendations were: the substitution of the congrecs—
ional township system of cdistricting for the system then in
use, ih such a way, houovdr, 88 not to interfere with the
bounda of diatricta as alrondy orsanizod, the forming of a
townnhip board of oducamzcn with powor to ostabliah a gentral
gradcd :nhool 1n onch totnahip when the intoroats of the
poopln uhould demand unoh a school.?

State suporintondant Potor MoViear in tho report of
1867 alao augsost.d a tawn-hip system of distrieting. His
plnn was thnt oach congressional townlhip be made a diatrict
wvith a bonrd of oduoutionveanpoacd ‘of the dirsctors of the
sab-diatricta,‘or districts as then organized. Then the
~ sohools in the sub-districts would become primary schools for
the beginners and younger pupils, and a centrally located
graded school would be established for the pypils in the
upper gredss and in high uehool.m

In his report of 1870, Superintendent MocVicar pointed
out that due to their system of gradation, classification,

and other tﬂvﬁntngoa. the schools of the towns and clties of

v i?%%&g t ef the nnalg §tt$o,8qpnr1ntondcnt of Publie
n WQ On; ' P- .

10 I1bid., p. 17.
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Kanses were among tho bast in the world. But he could not
say the same thing for the country aohools of the state.
He believed that their poor quality was due mainly to tho}
lagk of cooperation on the part of contiguous communities in
educational efforts, and to the too small school districts
which seemed to ba becoming smaller. He repeated his plan for
townahip diatriata which he had guggested in his report of
1867, but uddcd th;t if such a plan was not practicable at
least three or four districts might oconsolidate for the pur-
pose 6f maintalning a eentral graded school .11

The téwnahip dtatrtc‘t system was discussed again by
Superintendent H. D, HcCartyl® in 1871 and even more fully
in 1873. He quoted from ooﬁmunieailonu»rrom educators in
ssveral states whieh had adopted and were natxariad with the
plan.la In 1876, of the torty-rivo county auperiﬁtendanta
-ho replied to & letter sent by the state superintendent on
the question of township districting, 31 per cent considered
the plan not practicable or practical, while &9 percent wene
heartily in favor of some system which wouid make the dis-—

trict wmits larger.l4¢ Some of the objections given to the

11
nual Report of thc Kansas gtate g ger;ntondont of Public
ﬁaim«%m,‘ a87, p. 1. i

18 rpia., 1871, p. 34.
§

13 Ibid;, 1873 p. 31.

14 1bid,, 1876[ p. 18.

.

R y B,
Y
ooy
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plan were that i1 would make some of the childrsn have Lo go
too far to s¢hool, and that the people would never a&gree to

such a plan.

Qther Plans Suggested

Untll 1888 tho townnhip vas tbo laracat unit which

had been nentionod a8 the rcaaonahlo busia for rursl aschool
orgnnlaltien. But in the report of 1886-88, state Superin-
tendent J. H. Lawhead seid he balieved that, alihough there
might be some grounds for thn ngitation demanding abolition
of the districts and establiishment of a township aystem, it
would be better to adopt the county system with & county
board, one of whoge 4ut10: would be the locating of school-
houses where they were needed.l®

Suporlnxondini H. N. Oatnes in 1894, in suggesting
nesded school legislation, suggested, not that a new plan
of distrioting be used, but asked that provision be made
for thinly populated districts to consolidate in order to
progide better achool privileges for the children in aucﬁ
dietrictas. He algo agked that digtriot boards be permitted
to provide, from funde raised by taxation, for conveyance or
board and tuiticen for children who might live tco far from
school privilogos.16 This was the first time that trans-

-

18 Bicunial gortiuﬁ the Xansas State Superintendent of
521385 pp- 44 L&,
16

Ibid., 1893-1894, p. 65.
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portation of pupils at public expense had bean mentioned by
& Ksnsae gtate superintendent in his report. 3Such transpor-
tation afterward became commonly used for ohildren who were
far from school and in consolidated distriots.

A oircular letter sent in 1897 by State Superintendent
We. Stryker to county superintendents, teachers, and friends
of the public schools, shows that an effort was being made
to show more of the people the advantages of consclidstion,
and 1o wge the districts to aect on some such plan:

The number of districts and the number of achools
should be reduced, and provision be made for transport~
ing vhose too far from school, thus preventing the
great waste of money no® paild out for buildings,
teachers, and i{n¢idental expenses for keeping up so
wany small schools, and at the same time give the
children the benefits resulting from association,
grading, closer and better supervision, more healtih-
ful conditions, and prompt and regular attendance,
and & relief from the monotony of the small, imper-
festly egquipped school upon the prairies, to which
they will no longer be compelled to walk through mud
and rain and cold, Districts desiring %o follow this
suggestion have unfln suthority without loss of Ore
ganigation or public money and under laws now in
force, (See 9hap. 817, lLaws 1895 or p. 81, School
lAaws, 1897.)1

The state superintendents from 1900 to 1810, in their
reports, told of the rather slow progress of the movement
toward consolidation. Superintendeat I. L. Dayhoff in 1504

said that the consolidation of rural schools was glowly but

~2uklic Jonstrugtifn, 1e9

17mﬁinnnial.8angxi 8L an gtate Superintendent of
- p —
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steadily gaining faver and that wherever the plan had been
tried it had given satisfaction.l® In 1906, Superintendent
Dayhoff telle agein of the 'slow but steady growth!'! and adds:

We are slow to divorce ourselves from tradition,
and so puch poetry clusters about *"The Little Red
Schoolhouse On the Hill," that we are loth, indeed,
to éivorce ourselves from it for the newer i{dea of
congolidation. . . . The best argument in lavor of
consolidation is that, where the system hes had a
reasonable trial, 1t is eminently satlsfactory, and

under no conditions fauld the patrons ae back to the
old district system.

The transportation of puplils was pointed out as the
chief barrier o communities in considering the question,
but wae said by Superintendent Dayhoff to be no harder than
taking the farm products to merket.

18 piennial Re ort of the sas State superintendent of

ﬁi‘w TS 32ty Ltppiuperintendent of

19 pienn ggfort 9f the Kansaa State Superintendent of
:nwion, B-1908, p. 17.
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CHAPTRR IIIl
FACTORS IN DEVELOPMENT OF CONSOLIDATION
Leaderz in the Movement

kany of the state superintendents of public instruction
have felt that there was a need for more consolidation of
schools and have made mention of the fact in their annual or
biennial reports. some of ths state superintendents who, for
their influence and activities in promoting the movement,
deserve especial mention are Isaac T. (Qoodnow, peter McVicar,
H. D. MeCarty, B. T. Fairochild, W. D. Ross, and Elizabeth Woos-
ier. These aupcrintondonta wrote and talked aboul consollda-
tion, encouraged districts to consolidate, and urged the leg-
islature to pass laws which would be favorable to conasolids-
tion and improve the Kansas school system.

In 1908} State Superintendent E. T. Fairchild issued a
bulletin concerning fﬁral school consolidation in which he
ocutlined briefly, the history of the movement in Kansas and
other states, and the advantages of consolidation. He chal-
lenged rural people to keep up educationally with the many
fmprovements which had made their farms efficient and modern.l

Figure 1 shows that there was a larger than usual number of

1 3. 7. Fairenilg, ggn!e§ldl§10n ef §g; Schools (Topeka:

State Printing plant,
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Figure 1.

Representing the number of new consolidations

formed each year from 1897 through 1934.



consolidations formed in 1908, the year the bulletin was 1ssued,
and the growth remained steady for several years.

An explanation of the large number of new consolidations
formed from 1919 to 1983 may be found by the study of the
efforts of a few peopls. Nr. C. B. Rarick, Professor of Rural
Idunation‘aﬁ the State Normal School at Hays, was very active
in making addresses and in other ways encouraging snd spread-
ing information concerning consolidation. His belief was that
children in the country should have as good an education as
those in the city, but thet farm psople should not expect to
get their education for less money than was paid by their
city neighbors. He said in 1921:

The tax levy for education in the one-room schools

is 3.1 aills, in the graded schools 5.9 mills. The

farmer cannot buy educsation for less money than the

oity man. Through the plan of consolidation now pop-

ular in this state, he oan give his children as good

an education as the city man gives his, but he will

have to pay more for it than_he is paying for educa-

tion in the one-room school.®

The state superintendent at the time of the unusually
large number of ccaaolidutiena, Miss Riizabeth Wooster,
issued in 1922 a Rural 3school Bnllitin in which she told of
some of the largest and most successful eonsolidations which
had been in operation tof‘-tvoral years.

Professor M. L. Smith of the Department of School Con-

2 o, m. Rarick, *Kansas Slips Three Notches in Eduda~
tional Ranking.® Kansss Teacher, 13:32, May, 1921,




consolidations formed fn 1908, the ysar the bulletin was 1ssued,
and the growth remained steady for several years.

An explanation of the large number of new consolidations
formed from 1919 to 1983 may be found by the study of the
sfforts of a few people. Nr. C. B. Rarick, Professor of Rural
Education at the Stats Normal School at Hays, was very active
in making addresses and in other ways encouraging and spread-
ing information conserning consclidation. His bellefl was that
cshildren in the country should have as good an education as
those in the c¢ity, but thet farm people should not expect to
get their education for less money than was paid by their
city neighbors. He said in 1981:

The tax levy for education in the one-room schools

is 3.1 mills, in the graded schools §.9 mills. The

farmer cannot buy education for less money than the

city man. Through the plan of comsolidation now pop-

ular in this state, Ne oan give his children as good

an education as the city man gives hias, but he will

have to pay more for it than_he is paying for educa~

tion in the one-room school,

The state superintendent at the time of the unusually
large number of oonnalidutiens, lilss Blisabeth Wooster,
fssued in 1922 a Rural gchool nullitln in which she told of
some of the largest and most successful consolidations which
had been in operation fof several years.

Professor M. L. Smith of the Department of School Cone

B o, m Rarick, "Kansas 8lips Three Notches in Educa~
tional Ranking.® Kansas Teacher, 13:32, May, 1921,




solidation in the Kansas State Normal School, Bmporia, did a
great deal to promote the movement. He is mentioned often in
the 'Kansas Teacher' as being one who helped Lo plan various
large gonsolidation programs. In 1922, the Departimeni issued
a Bulletin entitled "Phat People Say About Consolidation,*
in lhi@h 'da givon,gxﬁtrptn from letters written to Miss
Hildebrand, seeretary of the department, in reply to a gen—
eral letter of inguiry which she had sent to two or more pat-
rons in eagh eonsolidated school distrioct in Kansss. In every
case but one, the consolidated school was reported as a success
and there geemed L0 be no desire to return to the 0ld plan
of separate districts. |

In the same bulletin was included a list of iwenty-
two‘§uoat£onn'ihicn were often asked by people in communities
whers consolidation was being considered, and the answers
were given. A few of the guestions and anawers were:

8. Does consolidation cost more than the present
rural-schocl plan?

g It will vary slightly, depending upon the
kind of a school the people want. Under consolidation
you buy & grade-school aystem, nine months of instruec-—
tion by the best quslified teachers, music, art,
sclencs, transportation, ete. JPorthis you will pay
what {t has always cost for graded-school systems—~
8 %0 10 nills, Per capitas it costs less.

18. Do you think it would be well to wait until we
are better prepared for consolidation? -

‘ gg%;n Witing does not prepare for enything. work
does. sas has been waiting wty years to get pre~
pared while the other states went ahead and did the
work. That may explain, i{n & measure, why Kansas ranks
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twenty-seventh among t.he etates in education.

17. From what sources do you get opposition to
consclidation?

s. From people who are more interested in saving
taxes than in the education of their own children or
the children of their neighbor. From religious sects
and foreign groups who wish to maintain separate schools
to further their particular beliefs and custome. From
1lliterates who insist that education is dangerous to
the religious apd politiscal welfare of the country.

From persons who are aunflciont of any new thing and
are afraid some person will gain from the plan, even
though the ccst is less. This is particularly true
where there i a town in the consideration.

18, What are the advantages of consolidation to us
who are 1n & rural school?

‘ 9gg Longer school terms; better trained and moro
experienced teachers; longer class gerioda. larger class
greupn. more individual attentlion; less duplication of
uipment ; batter bduildings; library and laboratery
faei 1t10¢, training in music, art, etc.; supervised
play; participation in dmamatics, oratory, ‘Geclamation
debate, athletics; high school advantasges; transport-
ation; children ut home at night and week ends with
pnrlntl.

These were some of the typlcal quoations whioh were
asked of Mr. Smith, Mr. Rarick, and others who were promoting
the consolidation idea, by communities which were consider-
ing the plan. Many other questions were angwered in the
bulletin from which these were taken.

 The anéartnent‘ot sSchool Consolidation of the Kansas
State dormal, Bmporia, sompiled and published, in 1922, a
*Kanaas School cbnsolidation.ugnual,' which included infor-

3 The Community School (Em :
) , * ?g poria: Kansas State Normal School
%yl )_FP' . !



mation concerning laws and methods of consclidation and told
where other information on the subject might be had by thoge
interssted in learning more about it.

During the years from 1988 to 1938C the fight for con-
solidation was not quite as strong as it had he§nAtor the
few ysars just preseding. The state superintendents in their
reports emphasized mors the standardization of rursl aschools
than their ocnnolidi&inn. Standards were ast up in regard to
equipment, school buildings, libraries, and instruction. If
611l the standards were attained by a district, the school
was then ocalled ‘Superior’, while the school might bs ‘*Stan-
dard' and not meet quits all of the reguirements for a sup-
erior rltih;, '

Consolidation--Advantages and Objections

A few of the numsrous advantages which were claimed for
eonanlian&iua wars mentioned on previous pages. One of the
most important advantages was the superior instruction which
the childrsn would receive in the larger school with a better
trained teacher. 3everal studies have besn made whidh show
that, with a fow cxanptioni, the pupils in s graded aéhaol do
better work for their ages than do the pupils in a one-room
school. | | -

Superintendent B, T, Fairchild in his bulletin on

- rural schools gives & summary of the advantages of consol-
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{dation, which includes those mentioned by nearly all writers
on the subject. Some of the advantages, as taken from his school
bulletin are:®

It permits a better grading of the school and better
clagsification of the pupils. Consolidation allows puplls
to be plaved in graded schools whers they oan work to
the best advantage and where more time can be given to
the recitation.

It insures the enrolment or a 1ar¢or percentage of
the pereons of saochoul age.

It insures a better nttoadanco from those enrolled.

¢ tiartatcr results are accomplished in the same length
o me .

Bestter school officials can ba secured by having &
much larger district from which to select them.

The course of study can be made more gomplete.

It affords an opportunity for thorough work in

. special branches, such as drewing, music, and elemen-
tary agriculture.

. By consolidation we are taking & lonc step forward
in solving the problem "How to keep the boys on the
farm.! Such a school may becoms the social and intell-
ectual center of the community.

The large classes bring interest, enthusiasm and con-
fidence,

The large numbers meke the gemes more interesting,
make such games asg basedball poessidle, and hence contri-
bute to the attrectiveness of school life.

The social 1life of the pupil is widened and the
cirole of acquaintance extended. The larger association
improves the maanners of ths pupils, strengthens their
individuality, broadens their experience with others,
and makes them better and more intelligent citizens.

Close supsrvision will give the inexperienced
teachers wise daily assistance and guidanca. and great-
1y improve their efficiency.

The buildings are more oomfortable and convenient,
and better adapted to schocl purposss. IThe same number
of rooms can be constructed more cheaply when combined
in one bduilding than when consiructsd separately.

It r.due.n irregular attendance.

4 B. T. Pairehild, Congolidation of Rural gchools (To oka.
State Printing m.%';t 19087, pp. 43 ¢, (Zop
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It gives value received for the amount expended.

The gonsolidated school has gone far beyond the
sxperimental stage. Itz advantages are as well con~
firmed as are the disadvantages of the one~teacher
rural school. \

Some of the objections which have always been present
are; consvlidated schools cost {00 much; the chlldren would
be too far from home; the children would not be safe in the
busses; the old school is good enough, sontrol of the school
would be taken eaway :rom iho people; the children would learn
bad habits from assoclating with so meny others; diseases
would be spread more easily. There ssems to be a &rcat deal
of opposition to giving up the f{dentity of the small school
districts. In soms cases distri¢is have sent their children
to another district school for several successive years, but
still insist on keeping their own éistriet snd school board
of three membere instead of forming & true c¢onsolidation with

other districts.

Legal Provisions for Consolidation

The suggestions of the state superintendentis and other
school ioadors have hsad soms effect on school legislation,
and some laws have been pasged which have made possible some
of the doétrod improvements in the schools. In 1876 it wes
made legally permissible for two or more school districts to
unite for the purpose of forming & graded school, and giving

therin instruction in the higher branchop of education.B

S Laws of Kansas, 1876, ch. 122, art. 7, sec. 1.
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In 1898, school hoards were authorized to send children out-
aide their own diestriets If the number o chiidren wae too
small and their distance from the schoolhouse too great to
Justify the keeping of school in their district, Tuition was
1o be paid by the district from which the children.®

In 1899, the county superintendent was permitted to
‘sombine adjoining distriots, when they had lese than five pupils
.sach, and to divide the term of school and the expense between
them.” If the children lived three or more miles from the
schoolhouss the sohool board was %o pay the parsnts far,trdnsi
porting the children to and from school.® The next step made R
possible the woluntary disorganization of districts for the
purpose of forming a graded sehool.? Trensportation of pupils
living two or more miles from the schoolhouse was to be ar-
ranged by the school board.lo "In 1911, school districts were
pornittcd 10 be annexed to a district aiready containing a
3:3456 sohool .1 The most recent law affecting conselidation

{8 the [Rees -ohuol 1su; whish authorizes two or more districts

6 Kensas javs of 1895, eh. 217, sec. 1.
7 gensas m_, of 1899, oh. 177, sec. 11.
8 ngg.. sec. 12.

% gangas faws of 1501, oh. 305, sec. 1.

10; 14., wec. 2. ‘
11Kkengas Laws of 1911, ch. 875, sec. 8.
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to cooperats ln the maiatenange of a achool, without the in-

dividual distriets losing their i1dentity.}®

Recently Presented Plans

In spite of the fact that wherever consolidation haa
been fairly tfied in Kansas it has proven satisfactory, rural
Kansans seem to be very slow in adopting the plan generally.
Recently a plan has besn suggested which is designed to accom-
plish the sams purpose as econsolidation, but whioh is more
gradual and conservalive and woulid probably meet with less oppo-
sition if put into effest. This plan is for Qo-operative
School Areas, snd was worked out by W, B. Sheffer, superin-
tendent of the Manhatian, Kansas, clty schools. 1In defiaing
‘this co~operative school aresa Mr. Sheffer says:

| Co-operative Sghool Districts are defined as areas

conelsting of one graded school diatrict with one or
more adjaaent ane-teacher distriets whose pupils would
be taught in the graded school for a payment made by

the rcap¢e§£v¢quq-h!§sh-r district school bemrds to the
graded school board.’

The co—-operative school area ip similar to the con-
solidated school distriot in many respects: it is developed
from a group of ppkllor»seuaol units; it may inolude a ays-

tem of pupil transportation; it provides better socisl and

12 Kansas Lews of 1925, on, 888, |
13 y, 3. Sheffer, The Co-operative School Ares In Kansas
(TR SR In Keusas

(Topeka: Kansas 3tate nting plant, 1934), p. 8.

.



sducational opportunities than does the district system; it
gives & larger texing area over which the financial burden of
the school may be spread.

Thers are differences, hovever, between the two plens.
The plan of co-—operative school areas would not require dis-
tricts to lose their identity nor would it osuse all local
school boards to be disbanded and replaced by a single board.
There would not have to be an immediate expenditure for new
bui ldings and squipment and thus no "bond issue scare” would
be aroused. The people eould gonasider the plan as more or
less an cxportutatil program froa which they could easily
withdraw at any time 1f it proved unsatisfaciory.

Mr. Sheffer holds out the hope that rural schcol
conditions in the state of Kansas oan be lmproved by a
prosess of ginatic;l sxperimentation in which the citi-
zenry :111« slowly educated to the ides of consolida~
tion.

A sooond recent plan has been offered by Harrison
Buler. #is plan is for & oousolidation of county units of
covornyont in Kensas and for & corresponding consolidation
of school distrigts which would naturally follow. He says:

Since sducation is one of the principal functions
of county government the problem of county unification
is closely related to the preblem of the consolidation
of school units. It hag been shown that there is real

need of cousolidating many small school districts, that
there would be & great advantage to all concerned in

14 Herrison resite Buler, County Unification in Kansas (New
York: Teachers College, Columbia Universiiy, » P 76,
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such & development, and that there are genuine possibil-
ities for bringing it about.

The problems involved in school consolidation are
analéguous throughout to the prodblems involved in county
unification. They are in effect part and parcel of the
same general problem. The progress in the solution of
the problem in one area will rutgt toward helping along
the solution in the other area.

Cost and Transportation

The purpose of thi very early school consolidations
was more to save monsy than to provide better educstional
- opportuni ties for the children. This viewpoint may be seen
in reading the reports of some of the sarly ooﬁnty and state
superintendenta. They believed that while the schools werse
so small, that one teacher gould very weel teach the chil-
dren from more than one school, and thus aave the expensze
of hiring other teachers and paying fuel bills in several
buildings.

During the period from 1917 to 1923, & ﬁoriod of great
aotivity in tho'pronotion of consclidation, districts were
nrg;d to unite, not for the purpose of economy, but in order
10 have more money o spend on making larger and better school
ay;tona. Rural people had always paid less for edueation than
nad the people in the cities, but du¥ing this period they were
sneouraged by various leaders to spend more nohoy on sducation.

In 1918, T. A. MoNeal, editor of the Mail and Breeze,

15 m,, p‘ 78.
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been paying tuition end sending their children to another
school, but have kept their own districis instead of aonsol-
fdating and 1n that way spreading the tax over the whole
ared. During the school term of 1934-35, over three hundred
districts sent their pupils elsewhere.l8

When transportation began in Kansas, the children were
transported in wagons drawn by horses. As automobiles have
become common &nd the highway sgystem has been improved, the
motor truck and bus have gradually taken the place of the
horse-drawn vehicles.

There are various provisions mede for the transporting
of the children who live in oconsolidated districts. 1In many
ocages busses are owned by the district and are dirven by some
responsible persons for a certain sum per month. In other
cages aovurni individuals are paid to use their own cars in
transporiing pupils, and 1n‘ut£11 others the parents are pald
to take their own children to school.

There has been A& great increase in the amount expended
in the state for transportation of pupils. In 1888-89 the
expense was $88,000; in 1905-06 it was $236,000;% in 1927-
28, $298,008;% ana tn 1934-35, $505,508.81

/

18 pagts of Intersst for Ye ding June 30, 1938 (Topeka :
3tate Department o uc&%ion’.’ Ex:'. %.‘29" 222 (Top '

19 g. 7. Pairenild, Consolidation of Rural Schools (Topeka:
State Printing hant, 908, p.gzb. ‘ R (Top

20 Thmon Covert, A nsolidation (Washing-

cade o »ggnool Co
ton: Government ¥rint n5£ ice, I§ES, p. 13.

2l Facts of lnterest, op. eit., p. 17.
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CHAPTER IV

PRESENT STATUS OF CONSOLIDATION
IN KANSAS

consolldatlan, as previocusly defined in this study, ia
not progressing rapidly at the proaont time. Money ig not
bojng spent for bullding up lhraor andvboitor school systeme.
There Qrt, baiovor, during the ﬁrﬁsint school term, four hun-
drog‘foftyafonr diltricti‘not holdxné school but sanding the
ohilﬁrtnlto nnothor aistriot and paying tuitlon.l This is
abqgt onorhundrod ;oro diitricti imployihg the plan than d{d last
ygtr.. Tho‘ﬁeoa‘-chool law of 1935, mentioned previousply in
this study, sncoursges districts to use this method of =olving
“the problems 1nvolvpd in nainiainlng expensive schools for a
small number of pupils, and enables them to have their children
in aobool althdugh tﬁo district might not have encugh money to
keep it-/own school open for the year,

In Table IIY the names of the conaolidatud‘uchoola are
given, with ltatlsticl concerning the school districts. The
lahooll'whiah are sending their children to anothor district
but have retained the identity of their individual districte
are not inciluded in this table.

1 *Additional Districts are Consolidated in Kansas.® nses
City Iimes, December 28, 1936,



TABLER IIT
CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS OF KANSAS 1951-528

L]

COUNTY
RAMB OF DISTRICT le 2 3 4 5
Andersont : , | ‘
Seiplio, No. 2A 3 15.88 106 3 1908
Rnral, No. LA 2 8.5 20 1l 1800
Atchlaon- ‘ N
‘ Potter, ¥Ynien No. 1 o 7.78 49 2 1918
. Union Ro. B 3 13.8 45 S 1910
Union Mo, 3 8 7.885 40 ) 1980
Burbor. '
. Medicine Lodge Ne. 1 8 39 632 83 vera
Sharon, No. 28 B 16 113 4 1919
Hagelton, No. 37 8 17 144 14 1920
Iaahol. No. 48 8 19 124 14 1921
Barten'
Bewver, Unien No. 1 = 2 13 17 1 1980
Butlorz
‘Towande, No. 6 2 80 168 9 1911
lathem, No. 42 4 40 185 9 1982
Benton, No. 58 3 26 182 8 1916
- Cole Creek . 98 3 21 27 2 1924
Richlend, No. 100 4 13 54 3 1923
Rose Hill, Ro. 110 4 36 191 16 1910
Haverhill, No. 113 3 87 88 3 1920
Andover, No. 183~ s 56 136 8 1910
Chaloz
Klmdale, Ho. ] 38 73 4 cees
Clements, doc. 8 3 28 &5 3 ‘oo
Cedar Foint, No. 3 2 23 77 3 oo
Metfisld green, No. 43 3 53 63 2 sans
3’0‘“1" “ot 65 8 % 85 3 s sa
Blk, Union dNo. 17 8 36 82 b
Hymer, No. 4 8 31 38 g cevs

mm Report. 2& Kangas State Superintendent of Rublis
Instruetion, 1981-38. pp. 388 ff-
# Explanation of numbered columns:
1, Districts consclidated. ‘
8. Areas of consolidated districte (square miles).
3. Warollment.

f. fu@boerf teachers.



TABLE 1III (continued)

COUNTY
NAKE-QF DISTRICT 1 8 3 4 5
Chautauqua:
Union No, 1 2 11.5 16 1 19182
Elgin, Union No. 8 3 135.8 157 8 192
Hewins, Union No. 3 5 30.48 106 5 1981
Union No. 4 £ 11.28 18 ) § 1931
Clark:
~ Baglewood 3 i 284 1g 1801
Rural 3 41 22 2 cone
Sitka 4 74 45 3 1921
couanaho: :
Protection No. 1 4 47 419 10 1928
Wilmore, No. 2 g 30.5 21 3 1986
Decatur:
QOberlin, No, 1 3 24 426 16 1928
Jenpings, No. 18 8 7?.75 240 10 1983
Dresden, No. 101 3 24 110 B 1623
Dickinson:
Pearl, Union No. 1 8 17.78 48 2 1904
- Talmage, Union No. 8 8 10.5 1128 5 1904
Manchester, No. 71 2 10.18 43 3 1982
Edwards:
Felisburg, No. 18 3 37 53 3.5 1988
Trouldalc, Ho., 382 ] 68 25 164 ] 1981
Balpre, do. 34 2 111 3.5 1917
Lewis, Bo. 38 8 55 188 6.5 1981
Of ferle, No. 43 £ £7 87 5.3 1980
Genterview, N, B8 2 20.76 49 8 1928
Ellsworth:
Lorraine, No. 26 4 36.28 86 4 1898
Kanopolis, bo. 4 2 12 328 18 1909
Finnoy.
Holcomb, Union No. 1 6 125 549 19 1980
Friend, Unien No. 2 4 89 8C 4 1930
Sunrise, Union No. 3 8 71.E8 17 1l 1926
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TABLE IX1 (oontinued)

COUNTY o .
'NAME OF DISTIRICT 1 2 3 4 5
Ford « '
Bloom, Union No. 1 8 71 101 8 1919
Kingsdown, Unjon No. 2 4 70 187 9 1920
Franklin: | |
Eantoul, No. 58 g 3.8 81 2 1912
Homewood, #o. 99 3 10.5 110 8 1981
#illiemsburg,Ho. 51 3 20 31 2 1806
NHew Union,No. 100 2 9.38 B3 1 1923
Gove: . S
Quinter, No., 6 4 86 261 9 1981
arey: |
tmmaron, No, 1 é 138 -} ¥ 18 1917
lonitesuma, No. 17 4 99 asg 10 1980
Ingalls, lo. 86 6.5 127 137 & 1917
Greeley: ‘
Rural, No. 4 2 112 10 1 1932
Greenwood \
Quiney, Union No. 1 4 183 108 8 1909
Virgil, Union No. 82 4 . 143 160 é 1912
Tonovay, Union No. 3 3 71 81 3 1914
Neal, ion No. 4 3 111 98 4 1914
Climax, Upion Ne. 8 8 11 44 2 1980
Ramiltoni
011“.. Cons. 3001 123 8 1918
onsolidated Ho. & 2 36 1é 1 1928
Harvey:
Wwalton, No, 68 4 13.88 163 4 1913
Jefferson;

Roek Creek, MNo. 19 B 8,75 54 g 1918



TABLE I1I (continued)

COUNTY

NAMBE QOF DISTRICT 1 2 d 4 -
Jewell:

Ionia, ¥o. 8 3 18 67 3 1911

Northbranch No. 1 2 - 10 37 £ 1913

Near Rsbon, Union 2 8 - 11 7 2 1981

Near RBabon, Union 3 8 10.88 13 1 1931
Kinsaan. , _

Illlovdalo. No. 1 3 30.78 133 4 1920
Kiowa:

Oreensburg, No, 1 2 36,78 24} 8 1981

. Wellsford, ¥o. 87 3 80.75 52 3 1920

Hullinville,No. 36 ] 74.75 181 8 1938
lLabettie:

'Horchatd, ko, 1 4 13,37 113 4 1909
Lane: |

Realy, ﬁa. £8 4 110.78 94 4 1980
Lineoln:

Union, fNo. 1 3 16,5 i8 1 1912

Vesper, Union No, B 3 17.85 71 6 1913

Denmark, Union No. 3 8 14.86 38 2 1917

Union, No, 4 ! 14.5 17 1 1920
Logan: ‘

Qakley, No, 8 é 180 410 a2 1980

Winona, No, 4 3 106 146 12 1921

‘Monument, ¥o, 8 5 115 41 9 1932

Rnscell r!ng- No. 17 4 103 80 ? 1988

MeAllaster, No., 18 8 63 32 8 1930

Bage Oity, No., 49 3 47 81 6 1924
Lyon:

Hartford, “o. 1 11.28 110 4 19281

Americus 1 16.8 108 4 1982

Hiller, &a 2 17.8 70 3 1983

Reading, MNo. 4 3 20 117 4 1925
Ne2de: )

Plains, o, 16 4 124.75 383 18 1920



TABLE III (continued)
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SmEm—— — —————=
COUNTY
NAKE OF DISTRICT 1 8 3 4 5
Niami: ' '
Hillsdale, No. 54 4 18.5 134 5 1919
Montgomery: : ' ‘ |
WMyside, No. 18 3 12,88 150 7 1919
Morton! . | -
Mla, #o, 17 8 88 188 7 1981
Nemaha': .
 Kelley, Yo, 81 3 18 180 4 1932
Neosho: . ke
- stark, No. 70 8 10.88 55 8 1921
- Distriet No. 34 2 9,66 13 1 1933
Neas: _'
- Arnold, Be. 1 5 58.75 108 9 1919
- Qaborne:
\ élton, No. 18 [ - 38.5 201 5 1905
ortis, No. 19 3 16 140 4 19185
| Katoma, No. 358 4 25.63 247 6 1907
Ottawat
Union No. 1 3 13 24 1 19281
" Wells, lo. B8 2 11.78 27 g 1981
Pamest : ' o o :
~ Bozel, No. 1 8 39,78 161 8 1913
Garfield No. 3 5 68.63 141 '3 1918
Zook, Bo. 4 s 55.75 108 4 1921
Burdett, Ha, 8 R 48.85 181 4 1981
Union No. 2 2 1505 16 1l 1982
Priliips: B
Srein, No. 8 4 31.13 246 3 1917
Long Island, No. 13 3 17.8 143 9 1981



TABLE I1I (continued)

COUNTY

NAEB OF DISTRIOT 1 8 3 4 5
Pottavatomie:
Wamego, No. 1 2 1£8.5 213 10 1931
St. George, No. 7 2 9.5 88 3 1929
garrison, No. 1 3 21 63 3 1908
Haveneville, io. 17 2 13 77 4 1928
Rural, No. 8 3 13 14 1 1908
. wamego, No. 19 2 11 259 8 1928
- Plush, No. 3 4 18 43 4 1921
Prate: ‘
' FPreston, No. 8 é 40 144 4 1919
 Byers, Bo. 13 6 50 134 8 1920
Cullison, ¥Wo. 46 7 56 148 5 1981
Goats, No, 84 3 30 a9 4 1989
Glendale, do, 89 3 26 31 2 1981
Fairview, #o, 90 3 28 55 2 1817
Reno; .o :
Nedford, o, 8 4 £7.78 95 2 1910
Langéon, No. 68 4 29.88 100 4 19831
Teren, No. 73 2 16 177 6 1918
Sumner, ¥o, 78 g 14.63 108 3 1918
Sylvia, No., 108 3 28.88 187 6 1981
Haven, No. 139 4 18.13 108 5 1901
Buhler, No. 1850 3 10.88 99 5 1901
Republie:
 Courtland, Mo. 2 2 8.5 178 .9 1908
Norway, No, 3 2 9.5 73 6 1908
Rice: -
Unfon Neo. 2 3 28 41 3 1908
Chage; Mo, 3 3 20 108 8 1903
Unton, Mo, 4 4 88.5 41 B 1903
Alden, Mo, 9 2 88 191 10 1980
BRaymond, bo. 38 3 BO.5 77 3 1921
Mitchell, No. 76 3 £1.78 68 4 1920
Unien No. 96 - 13 18 1 1920
Riley:
Randolph, Ho, 9 2 12 83 4 1981
Steckdrle, No., 89 13 41 2 1914
Rooke:
Webater, 8o, 3 6 38 69 3 1918
Paleo, ¥o. 61 5 43 217 11 1988



TABLE 111 (continued)
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County
NAKR OF DISTRICT 1 8 3 4 &
Kuahn ’ -
Mmar’ RO¢ 1 5 48 14“ 3 *e e
sallnn.., : ‘
“1pp #o, 1 ﬁ 2 £8.5 41 3 1910
soott: . ' . o
Shallow !It'r, No.1l0 8 Be.5 133 5 1921
lannlna, 0. 30 3 36.78 . 53 4 1920
50¢¢u1ckc S
Derby, No. 6 : ¥ ] 10.78 161 8 1915
Nt. & po, Ho. 44 5 32 248 11 19282
‘Rural, No. §7 g 28 93 6 1908
Rural, JNo. 68 2 18 20 2 1918
Rural, No, 88 4 89.85 136 4 1907
Naize, No. 83 5 $8.85 148 11 1988
Garden Plain, No.102 3 28.5 94 6 1908
Goddard, No. 142 3.8 27.8 118 9 1916
Viola, o 160 3 18.75 74 7 1908
Bcntloy, No., 167 3 16.28 91 3 1923
snwardz |
Kismet, ﬂo. 1 8 83 138 3 1930
Sheridan: L
Angelus, #o. 1 3 BO.75 103 4 1913
Rural, Ha, % 3 87 80 2 1980
Sherman:
Bdson, Ho. 2 8 130 188 7 1923
Ruleton, No. 3 3 36.78 70 4 1926
Kanorado, No. 73 5 109.88 217 11 1980
Smith:
3011&1".0, “Qb 1 4 ] 51 3 L ]
Union' NQA 8 8 a b 19 1 1928
Union, Ko, 3 3 cara 14 1 1930
Stafford;
Radivm, Ko, 1 reas 124 4 1928
" N
son, No. 7 3 85.76 77 3 1908
Milton, No, 124 5 37 138 9 19
Dalton, Ng. 1ga 2 10.5 26 2 04
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TABLE III (continued)

COUNTY '
NAME OF DISTRICT p ) 8 3 4 8
| fhonae:
| " Colby, No. 4 B 67 849 31 evas
Lﬁvmt,“ﬁO. 8‘ 4 : 68!75 181 7 eravw
G.m' n‘! 38 ' ‘ ‘6.6 . 188 8 s e n
Brownville, Neo. 37 3 111.8 79 8 vaes
Kenlo B . “ ’ ‘ 83’75 303 10 P
Brewster, Ho. 80 3 86 263 3 ...
| Rexford, Mo. 88 8 46.75 179 9 oo
- Trego: ' ' : ‘
L Union He. 1 e 17558 17 1 1981
»ilbaunsoe: a
- Newburg, ¥o. 1 3 ~ 81 4 19282
Wallace; = - -
#allace, %o, 1 . 78 154 7 1981
Sharon Springs, No. £ B 40 203 8 1983
Woskan, do, 3 ] 198.5 207 10 19320
.ﬁnthingtonf ~
, Union No. 1 e 9.06 4 1 1910
Union No, 8 2 10.13 e7 1 1919
- Union No. & 3 12,13 10 1l 1920
Union No. 4 8 11.78 18 1 1929
] Wehita:
j Selkirk, No. 49 2 39 28 2 1986
. Wilscn:
| Benediet, lio. 8 8 13 141 9 1920
| Maple grove, No. 3 8 9 2 1928
; Coyville, Ho. 4 3 20 107 7 1921
Totals 818 B,780.88 3L,BI% 1,080

- Read table ithus: In Andersovn County, Scipio, number 2A dis-
wrict is made up of three original districts covering an area
of fifteen and eighty-eight hundredths square miles; the one
hundred six pupils are taught by three teachers; the consoli-
:?téo? :aa formed in 1905. Read in like manner for the other

striots.
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Letters were sent to the superintendents of the counties
in which consolidated schools are located, asking for some
information ooncerning those schools. Replies have been re-
ceived concerning fifty-seven of the total number of one hund-
red ninety-~six consoclidated schools in the state. Some faats
about these fifty-seven districts may be of interest: the
largest valuation is $5,385,593, and the smallest is $2,100,;
the largest amount spent for sehool purposes last year was
 $19,808, and the smallest amount was $559; the highest tax
levy for this year is 18.4 mills, while the lowest is .26
mills; the largest nnrollmont'il 258 and the smallest is 9;
89 of the schools use district-owned busses for pupil trans-
portation while the others either pay individuals to usze
théir ovn oars, pay the parents for transporting their chil-
dren, or have each family furnish transportation at its own
cxponao.s

In 1980, C. B. Rarick stated that 49 per cent of the
children in Kansas were dependent upon the one~teacher school
for an education. During the year ending on June 30, 19385,
there were 170,965 children, or 31.6 per cent of the 540,431
total school population, enrolled in the one-teacher schools.®

This shows that there has been some progress in getting the ohil~

8 Letters from county superintendents of public instruction,  -

oty of Interest for Yeer Juno 30, 1938 (Topeka:
‘hoe n.prm%romm X pa e (Fop
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dren into the larger, centrally located schools of consoli-
dated or olty districts. |
During iho y-ir of 1934-38, the amount spant for the

trahsportatlon of puplls in Kansas was $5056,508, or 2.3 per
cent nf'thi total expended for school purposes during thet
yoar.sl o o D o

| In ﬁiguro 2 the number of consolidated schools in
the ooéntiqn of‘tho state are Qhovn. There is a total of
196veéﬁkolldationaNin sixty;aik counties., 8o far, the other
thirty-ninn counticn hnio done nbthiﬁg toward reducing the

number of their small, and quite often poor, districts.

 Ip1a., p. 27.
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Conclusions

It has been shown that consolidation has progressed very
slowly in Kansas. After unvonty5f1v§ years of statehood only
2.6 per oent of the'fural districts are consolidated districts.
The rest of the more than seven thounﬁnd separate rural dis-
“4riots with their wide range of valuation are haiing what-
ever kind of achaol‘thoy can afford. Some districts are so
low in valuation that they can not raise onough‘nonoykto'
maintain & very high grade of school even with & high tax
 levy. Other distriots cen have a good school on a low tax
:boécusi'-ofduch»vuluabli propsrty51(ot within the district.

~ Such & cohdition makes the sdusational opportunities of
. the childrea of Kensas very unequal. It also i2 one of the
k:l'thinci wvhich tends to hinder the progress of consolidation.
'The districts with high valuations do not desirs to consoli-
»'aiti with poor districts Decause it i{s» very likely that their
tax would be raised. The poer districts may want to consoli-
" date but be unable to do so because consolidation has to be
aprroved by the voters of all the consolidating districts,

B Lﬂudarb in sducation fron the very beginning of the
state system have seen the evils of the small districts but
not much can be done to ronn&j.thl‘nituntion as long as the
taxpayers do not fully understand the needs and yet have the
 power to decide what shall be donme.
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During the pericd following the close of the World War
thers was a spurt in eonnolidation. Beonomic conditions were
very good and the school patrons were willing to liaton to
those who were promoting consolidation tgr'tho good of schools,
uﬁd wers giad to try‘tho plan, Now that money ia»nct sé |
plont;rnl,,tho people are cxtrinnly‘oongorvatlvp and are afraid
to try any no',ny;ton. 'rhoy feel thﬁt lt t&oy held to what
tﬁoy have, thoir'eondit&oh willvbn At least no worse than‘it
is now. , | | /

"‘In order that tno’childron of Ksn#as may have more nearly
squal educational opportunities, some plan should be adopted
for the equalisation ét th. burden of the expenses for educa-
tion. Then, when consolidation would no longer be & factor
in raiiii; or lowering the taxes fof the distriots, the people
would probably be more willing to cooporstoyin‘tho work of
the schools.

Consclidation is not expscted to remedy all the evils of
the small rural schools, but it is believed that consolidation
zp a long step toward the obtaining of better educational
ofportunltios fot rural children.
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Changes based on consolidated district plan, Tables
comparing old and nes aohooll.

*A Dacsde of Progress. lﬂblﬁftl School Consolidation." Elemen-
tary School Journal, 31:171-8, November, 1930, T

Statistics taken from a United States office of Rdueation
pamphlet.
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66,

67.

68.

&9,

70.

71.

66

Dieck, - Gaerao 8., *Consolidated Schools in Middle Western
States.® HNationml Bducation Association Progeedings for
1981, PP 606~9.

Oeasolidatod schools as eounnn&ty enntnrn. Advantages %o
¢hildren of being able to get twelve yoarl of education
while living at home.

bowns, S. B., *Bus Servicas To and From c-ntraltzcd Suhools.
Ameyican City, B83:812, November, 1980.

Short article telling of transportation in Lower Merion
School Distric¢t, Ardmore, Pnnnqylvan!t.

Driver, lee L., "The oontulidltaon of Rural Schools.® National
Biucation Aswocietion Procesdings for 1922, pp. 1207-13.

Br!or higtory of consolidation movement and some pointe
to be considered in planning & program of" ecnsolidation.

Drummond, Glenn, "The Consollidated Sohool’s Contribution to
Frogressive Bdugsation.* Nation Bducution Associstion

Ee«odgg_g for 1930. PP. 47

conablidutod cehaola a8 an exoellent sottinc for social-
ised activities and development of teacher initiative.

|l
Duke A ng%tqr Oklahoma City:
D;pnrtncﬁt.afggégilc ¢ 6. 187 pp.-

Pages 058-71 det) with econsolidation im Oklehoma. List of

counties having consclidated schools. Letters from Prin-

:ipll: of consolidated ncha«la congerning the success of
e plan.

Barle, George '., ’ rt on a yrnlininary Stuwdy of the Fin-
ancial Accounting stems in Use in the Rural and Consol-

idated Schools of Kansas." Xaunsas Teecher, 18:10-12
November, 1923, ’ ’

Title suggestive of e¢ontent.

Bdwards, I. N., "Change of School District Boundaries as

Artcotlnz rro~cxtisi Assets and Liabilities.® ElemeAtary
school Journal, £4: 5:%— » March, 19384,

Loaal provisiona of various states for the distribution

of taxes and payment of debts when school districts are
coneolidated or otherwise changed.
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72, Eginton, Daniel P., "Advantages of Consolldated Schools.®
Bdueational Aﬂnlni-trutla ggg ﬁggorvision, 20:513—26,
QCG r’ «!r S ‘

Advun o8 pressnted under ten nain headinge., Very
good a 1cle on the uubjoct.

73. Elllctt, ll'ard C., "State School ayatomu~—Ltgialation and
Judieial Decision Relating to Public Bducation, October
1, 1908, to October 1, 1909." United States Eurmau of -
Eduoation Bulletin, 1910, 2:264-74.

Tegislation and decisions in reference to conablidation
and transportation, Only Indiana and ¥issouri represented.

74. BEnsign, Forest C., ﬁconsolidatod.sahooll in Jowa.” American
Gity, B7:513, December, 19E2. ‘

Good general view of gonsclidation in Iowa, showing in-
flusnces which have helped or hindered the movement.

76. Bssex, Don L., *Planning the Central Rural Sehool.® Sghool
Executive's Magasine, 55:6-9, September, 1935.
‘Bllcuanian of the planning of bulldings, class schoduloa,

anrollment, ete., which 1: n.colltry in plnnning & con-
‘solidation. ,

7&.‘Eulor,ﬂﬂartinon Lasl&a, ng%%i_ﬁﬁ%gg nsas. New
York: Tetchers Oollcga. umbia vers t 8, 92 pp.

Plan for the consolidation of county units of government,

ons of the r.-ulta of whleh lhonld be school consoli-~
dation. :

77. Facts of ] for gg%%gg g%g 1938. Topeka:
§t§%‘o ment o}'l!nu -u;'u hed. 86 pP.
Many statistical tables.

78, Fairchild, B. T. nsolldnmion of §gg Schools. Topeka:
sta&t'yrintiﬁg piant, 1908, 48 pp P

2ives reasons for consolidations.

79. *Fewar School Districtas for Egonomy."* American 0& 50:81
August, 1935, ' '

Shert article. JPeapls recognising that school districts
are inefficient and sre meesting problem by consslidation.



80. Finloy, John H., "Improving Rural gchoole in New York. .
gg_v_ __g_nevggn, 62:183-4, August, 1980,

Inprovomcnt by conlolldatlon and transportation.

81. Fbgarty. w s., *The Iftentual QStirins Bp' of a County to
Conselidate 1%s Rural Sehools." American City, 25:201,
Sthomb.r, 1931 .

Ides of progress through sonsolidation 'aald' 1o people
in Predble caunty, nhla. Tells of progrons made 1n 8ix

ytars.
88 reght Harold W. chool Consolidation in Missour
,aérx-vills, iiataurig“xfif ?Sfdsars'%SIiccc, I§I3
PP -

Brief goneral view of consolidation in Missouri. Dis-
cusgion of coste, transportation, buildings, etec. Also
givoa steps in forning eonsolidationu.

83. Footo, John l., 'A Gauparattvc stndy of Instruetion in Consol-
idated and One-TeaAcher Schools.' National Bducation Assoc-
iation gggcogging 8 for 1923, pp. 812-26.

aivxna sanoral purpaac. plnn und rqaultl of the study.
Tables showing Tresults for each test, Inatruetion found
better 1n consolidated schools.

8¢. Foote, John l., "The county as the Locel Wit for Rural
Schools,.® Eansas ;*;chcr. 18 14, December, 1921,

Advantages of thc plan in Louielana.

85, Fowler, William K., *Consolidation of Bural Schools.® Netion-
al Bducation Association proceedings for 1803, pp. 919-38.

Twenty-nine arguments for, and twelve against consoli-
dation. Brief expressions of opinion concerning consoli-
éation from several ltntnl and 1ist of articles on
conmoliidation.

86. Gayentitz, W. B., 5#;%3‘5 gg;;*'akig%
M w% tates ce 0 ueation mﬂ.in,
shington: Oovern ment Printing Office, 1934. 54 pp,

aaottng how nxponaiv- qxtrcnoly small schools are. Offers
anunval atthud- qﬁ uotxtnc rid of very amall achools.



87.

88.

89.

90.

gl.

98‘

93,

0.

89

Glenn, % P., "The Ooncentration of Schools and Transportation

of Pupils." Annals of the American Academy of Political
Seienge, Basggg"aﬁ. “geptember, .

canseiidated schools & method of giving rﬁrll children
an sdeguate gduestion and at the saze time avoiding the
vad social effects of the clity.

Greigt, 0. H., "The Administration of Consolidated Rural
High Schools.2 Schgol Review :snmn-as, B‘cbnrary, 1983.

Iltle saggestive of eantcntn. Loca&iou, Rnn&elph county,

ndlana
‘ﬁ” ;z S¢ho is wn. Ocdnr Falls, lowa:
D ] 1.8.' QF !

tmorgh 2e

Ybry brief hiutory and survqy of status of aonselidation
n Iewa,

Grupe, Nary A..,'an t&n&p@pbl.ms»of'thn«nnral Schools Are

Boing Net. ' .populer Seience Monthly, 83:484-90, Noven-—

Shuis tnad.quacy of one~teachear wehools to meet aodbrn
neads. Various plans which have bnen used in an ofrort

to encourage consclidation.
Hayes, Augustus V., %ﬁﬁﬁ% ") t g%eanizitianw Chicago:
Thc‘untvoralty o 16880 Cas, pp.

Study of ochanging rural-life conditions.. scéglal study
of Randolph County in Indlansa and Marshall County in
Iowa. Consolidation ealled social-economic plan and
eounun!ty lines must be reacgnized.

Harding, I. L.. 'uowuakins Coun@ry Sochoolse in Iowa. Review
of aniuna, 68 179—83, August, 1920,

Gre'th of ltutinltntd eonsolidations and Standard one-
tcachar schools during the year of 1919.

}hrris, T. B., "The . County mut. Elementary School Journal,
’7‘5"?‘; June, 1983, : '

Bxplaine the opcvnttun of the county system in Louisiana.

Hart, ¥.W., and n.nnltttwoaa. *Community Center Schools.®
ca t rad irberdy of geeondary Rducation, 9:859-64,
pr

conlolidattd sehools as centers of the compunity. Density
of population, condition of roads, e%o., considersd.Stat-

istical tablea showing present conditions and proposed
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95. Hildedbrand, Earna, T"How to FPromote 3Scheol Consolidation.®
Kansas Teacher, 13:13, November, 13£l1.

Suggeetions for securing interest in the plan.

96. Holy, T. €., "Relation of Size snd Cost of Qperation in

Certain Schools in Iowa,* Journal of Rural Bducation
'8:317-28, March, 1924. !

A study of ninety-two second-class cities ranging in
sise from 2,000 to 15,000. Data include many facts
relative to consolidation and conclusions are applied
to planning consolidations.

97. Hotson, J. W,, °*The MacDonald Consolidated School, at Guelph,

gzur{gé; Blementary School Teacher, 7:16~19, Septem-
or, .

ti? of the school is to educate farm children for farm
®.

98. Howard, Charles W., *A Midwest Rural Sochool.* Journsl of
t%o e tional Bdugation Association, 18:39, PFebruary,

Story of the consolidation at Holcomb, Kansas. The

school as a soclal, agricultural, recreational, and
educational center.

99. "How ggg:olldation Orows." [Kansas Teacher, 13:30, May,

Statistics concerning consolidated schools in wWeld
County, Colorado.

100. Improvement of al Schools Means of Consolidation.
ig;gy nz;h-' ersey: pgginqn of public Instruction,
. PP

Survey of growth and advantages of rural school consoli-
dation in New Jersey.

101, Jeroms, J. 7., “County-wide Plan of Conmolidation and Organ-
ization of Schools~-Abstraot.' National Kducation
Association procesdings for 1929, pp. 520-2.

County-wide plan of consolidation in North Carclina.

102. %"Jordan Consolidated school."® owrnal of the National
Blugation Asgsoelation, 14:%31‘"7‘, ane, 1928.

Consolidated high school in the scountry near Sandy,
Utah. Combined efforts of people in e large area make
poseidle this modern rursl high school.
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103. Joyner, J. Y., "Consolidation of Schools.® Nationel Bduca-~
tion Association Froseedings for 1904, pp. 313-6.

Facts suggesting reasons for consolidation of rural
schools in North Carolina, obstacles to consolidation,
what had been done in eonsolidated rural districts in
two years, and how it works.

- 104. Kandell, I. L., "We More Toward Centralization.® Nation's
Sghools, 185:21-4, February, 1938, ‘

State should be the central authority in order to pre-
vent haphaszard action. Planning and initiative of
people in each locality not to be discouraged.

105. 'Kanu#;,&ddnn&”uow'conioltdatod Sshool." ;nnnlg Teacher,
13:21, December, 1981. AR

Tells of dedication of building at Oakley, Kansas.

ne hundred square milea included in district.
E. L. S3sith helped plan the organization.

106. Kansasg §shool gonsolidation al. Compiled and Published
y g%%i?%hon [ 00 ynsolidation, Kansas State
Nermal, Bmporis, 1982, B |

Directions to districts on how to organize for consoli-

dation.

107. 'xanna;‘ﬂchool Problem.* Topeke Daily Capital, December 185,
1934, ‘
Report of W, B, Shofror?s *Co-operative School Area in
Kansas."

108. *Kensas Wakes Up on School Fonsolidation.® Kansas Teacher,
14:88-29, April, 1983. )

Flotures of consolidated schools &and activities.

109. Kern, 0. J., "Consolidation of Rural Schools.* Eduoation, 86:
14-86, geptember, 1905. '

Showing the bad condition of rural education and present-
ing consolidation as & solution.

110. Kern, 0. J., *The Consolidated School and the New Agriculture.®

g;;iggal Sducation Association Proceedings for 1907, pp.

Rural centralized schools should cost more but should glve
a broader training in keeping with rural needs.
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111. Kern, 0. J., *The John Swaney Oonsolidated Country School in
Magnolia Towmship, Putnam County, Illineis.*® National
Bducation Assoclation Progeedings for 1908, pp. 480-31.

Faegts conderaning the cost, bullding and squipment, trans-

por:luo-n, gourse of atudy, and the high school of the
system.

112, King, Clyds Lyndon, *The Kansag School System-~Its History
and Sendencies.® %%’%nctiom of the xXansas State Hist-
orical society for - s Pp. 4B4-455.

Title suggestive of contents. |
113. King, ""’n’*ﬂ"' i 'Gonaoud;tton of a:hool.a n;d Pupil Txiuna-
' ‘portation.® - of the erlie ademy of politi-~
.gal goience, ﬁﬁiw:m.s.r.‘i‘eﬁ. Lol

History of pupil transportation in several states. Tables
and maps concerning transportation and econsolidation.
_ Avsntages of oonsolidation. o

114. Knight, Bdgar W., The g»anmudauen of %nral shools. Chapel
nin, North Carolina: University of North Carolina, 19820,
“University Extenaton Lesflet, Yol III, No. 66. 86 pp.

‘Bulletin of infeimation regarding consolidation and its
advantages. Intended to arouse interest in ccnsolidation
in North Carolins,

115. Larson; Bail Leonard, ?"‘Mﬁ d U‘o'nwl,idahd ?chovolg in
'mot t. ﬂ:é ark: a"égi'r- College, Columbla Univ—
- sraily, . 67 pp.

Study and comparison of cests, holding power, attend-
snee, and teaching ataff of one-room and consolidated
schools. | Twenty-swvén title bibliography.

116. Lathrop, Baith A., "Dormitories for Secondary Schools.*
%o%ral gﬁ%n Hational Bduecation Associstion, 12:57-8,
h . § h & . ) ’ )

Dormitories in connection with central high school in
sparsaly settled aress make possible education for some
who otherwiass could not go to school. Charge to
students iz Usually for meals only.

117. jaws of Eansss.
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118. Little, Harry A., 'Potential JNoonomies in the Re-organisation

of loeal School Attendange Imits.” Sghool and soeiotz
40.388-7, October 20, 1934.

Review of a study of a school survey of 223 countles,
showing that gonsolidation does not. greatly increzge
expense.

119. Lockhart, John Q., *The County and the Rural Schools.*
National sdueation Aalociation zggccodigg s for 1928,
pp . 58&"’9 .

Gounty unit as an aid to progress in consolidation.

120. "Logan County Plans Consolidated School.® Xansas gntaher
18:2%, June-July, 1981. ’

Oskley in Lesnn County plaanning for connnlidation. ATea
of 186 square miles propesed. population of 380 children.
M. L. Smith working on the praject. _
Same number of the magasine, in the peges following

this article; t!olvu other prapoand aonaalidationa are

- mentioned.
181. Marberry, J. Q. ] ucatl n in
trali \ Tnxaa'
University

Statistical survey of sohool administration.

188. *Markham Asks If School Funds Are Well Spent."® Topeka Daily
Capital, Qetober 31, 1935,

Suggests state wide program of county unit for aschool
taxation.

123. Marple, Albnrt "Student Mobilisation by Motor Iruek.
sori ) Cley, 16:348, April, 1917, (Town and County

Transportation plan of Fllertin Uhion High School
- distriet in Califoramia.

124. McCraexen, C. C., 'nﬂorzlnlalna the Locsl School Unit in
Terms of Social and Beonomie Relationships.® National

Masation Association presssdings for 1927, pp. 503-6.

Study of faators which should determine boundaries of
local or donsolidated districts.



185. KeNeal, T. A., "The Rural Schocl of the !hturc * Kansas
g!ggg;; 6:9, March, 1918,

Mr. MgNesl's plan for the ideal rural consolidatsd school.
126. *Nesds County Begins.® Eanses Teacher, 13:32, May, 1921.

Three districts to consolidate a$ Flains, Kansas, Con-
solidation wap voted upon in sl distrieta. -and lost in
three of them. ,

127. *Neads Gounty Likes Consolldat.d School.® Kensag Teacher, 14:
16, January, 1982. ‘ ‘ )

Suoocns of tho consolidutod'nchool at Plains, Kausas.

188. Mendenhall, ar 'ih Not the County Unit ror xanaaa?' Kansas
Ms 14, Oetober, 1928. '

Advantages to be gained fron the plan.

189. lilln.‘t. 8., '3¢hool'conadiidailon A Gradual and Spontaneous
x ¥ovement . Agnggg,ggga, 12:53~56, Novthar, 1986.

distriots of th. town of rannington, connpcticnt con-
tains many data.

130. *Modern HMethods uttu the End of the Little Red Schoolhouse.®
Amtrican City, 83:40, Oetober, 1980.

Transportation and consolidation as methods of improv-
ing rural education.

131. Monahan, A. €,, Lidation gggoola d Transport-
‘ « au ¢ uca Qn,

nﬁon, -

Good genaral history nt consclidation and transportation
in all the states.

lhe Adminlst-
Bureau o ue e~

Gives essentials of prccqnt eounty unit systems, how

county organisation of brought about, and success of
the gounty-unit planm. '
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133. NMorphet, Rdgar L., "The Influsnce of Roads on School Trans- iy
ortation and Consolidation.® S¢hopl Board '
ig_\m;. 84:53, June, 1932, and 85:64, ""aug‘usg'gf,m.

Shows need for & thorough study of rads to be used for
pupil tmcpart&tian.

134. Morris, George, "Demosracy in Bducation.® National Bduca-
tion Association proceedings for 1929, p. 888.

Advantagesa of consolidation.

135. Mort, Paul R, ;ogor’t of the State School Code gommissicm
_é_g; nggg'. = pem?g'sﬁ'fﬂ nting Plant, 19BET PP

Study proposes & minimum educational progrem and outlines
the setting up of a financing plan. Tables ghow opera-
"~ tion of proposed financing plan in all Kansas school
districts. ‘ ‘ f

136. Motes, Huldsh, "Twelve (bjections to Consolidation." Kansas
Zescher, 23:13-15. June-July, 1926.

Most of the twelve objections frequently heard can be
grouped under two heads: First, transportation probless,
snd second, finance. The twelve objections are listed
and answersd in the article. ‘ ‘

137. Mueller, A. B,, Progressive Trends in %&L Bducation. New
York: The tentary Compiny, T08s- 88% p. |

Several chapters are devoted to the larger rursl school
unit and consolidation. Data are used for illustrating
what is Peing done throughout the country.

138. Mnerman, J. C., *"Trensportation of School Children at Public

Bxpense." National Bucation Association Proceedings for
igc2, pp. 495-7.

Short discusslon of costs, kinds of transportation, and
pumber of children transported.

139. Nelson, €. A., and B. B, windes & Rura chool.
United States Office of muéa%;uzﬁan t&%&n. 7. %554,
Wshington: Government Printing Qffice., 36 pp.

Tells of the Mount Vernen inion High School in 3Skagit
County, Washington., B '
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140. Nelson, ¥rank, Circular of Information arding Consolidation
%é{gbrnl Sohaols. Topaka° ate Printing plent, 1008,
% op.

Por gensral distribution in an effort to proncte consol-
idation. Facts concerning consolidation in Kansas and
othtr statoa.

141. Ntlsen. Frank, and l!llinm B. Shaw, *"The Bonaclidation of

gonntigegehools. zg!;gg,gg‘novg-tn, :702~-10, Decem-
er, .

Part I: Plan which might be worked out in Kaneas, Lor-
raine schoel in Rllsworth county as example. -

Part Il: progress of the mavamlnt in aovaral or the
utatcs. ‘

148, *New-Fangled Hotions and B.ttor Rurel SGhoola.' ganana Teach-
8r, 14:7, Psbruary, 1922, ‘

Ganuolidatlon 25 a means of notting rural probleams.

143. Narman Maey Baker, *Our Rural High School,® gegoo
f-z 8:184~61, July 51 19 5. - “'g

‘A humorous agcount of the att-mpt of & group, nontly

women, to get A townehip high cahoq& near Groauwlllt.
Indiana. Voters rejected the plan, |

144, O'Brien, ¥. P., g;no~ Qs gogaiblc 11} ggrgnr gggg g%;}g
Ln;rtnoa,*ft js: Universily of Kansas,
‘ Séhool service and mesearch, 1934. 29 pp,

Showing that economies have been made, unwinaly, hy
sutting out activities, ecial teachers, ets., while
paking fewer sehoqla would be both economical and wise,

145. O'Brien, F. F., and T. J. Smart, &g hawnee-lission Rural
%%gg_aggo 1. roptka: Kansas te printing Plant, Iyﬁaﬁ

Ascount of the oatahliahnent ot the Shawnee-jiiiszion
rurnl high cchaol.l

146, Olsen, J. W., "pProgress in gonsolidation of Rural -Sehools.*

National Bdueation Assoaiation zgoccggtggn for 1908,
PP 793-7.

Some advantnapu at sonsolidation and some fsotors which
are hindering its progress,
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147, rhillips, D. E., "Rural Rdueation and Consolidation.® Sechool
and Socisty, 7:191-4, February 16, 1918. _

Plan for giving federal aild as an inducement to nation-
wide oonsolidation. ,

148. "A Plea for Gonsolidation of Schools.® Elementary School
Journal, 30:334-38, Jenuary, 1930,

Waste of money in Kansas due %o malntaining so many
schools with wvery few puplls.

149. *poor &ncugh to Be Sensible.* Editorial, rqpeka State
Journal, Qetober 24, 1933.

Gongolidated needed, but only as a matter of economy.
o expensive school plants, transportation systems,
etc., to be set up when gveryone 18 so poor.

150. Probst, Albort Froderick, “Consolidation and Transportation:

A anral gehool Probiem.® Elementary Sehool Teacher, 9:
1-16, September, 1908. = '

Consolidation and transportation in Ohio, Masseachusetts,
and Indiana. Advantages of, and objections to consoli-
dation.

151. Punke, Barold H., "Highwey Systems and tho Laoatlon 9t’ﬂith
Schools.* 8chosl Review, 482: 415-30, June, 1934.

Infiuence of ixptndlng highway system on the naed for

school bulldings. Study made in central Illinois. Stetis-
tical tabdles.

188. estions and swers Relati ohool OOusolidatlan. Do~
%%E e?ai”“if'Bﬁﬁaﬁfaﬁbnsc ation, Kanseg State Normal

School Eaporis, 1980.

Title suggecstive of eontents.

153. R&poor Louis W., editor ;gg ggngoiig%tog g Qghao . New
!b;k charlcé scribn;r 8 Sons, 4

Articles contributed by a nusber of leaders in rursl life
study. Deals with all phages of rural 1ife and education
from & viewpoint of eo-operation and consolidation,

154, Rarick, ¢. E., 5xansaa Slips Three Notches in Educational
Ranking. Kansas Teacher, 13:32, Nay 1981.

Tells cf Kansas having the twenty-seventh place educa-

§é§gally in 1920, instead of twenty-fourth as it had in




185,

186.

187.

188.

1%59.

160,

l61.

162,
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Rariek, ¢. B., *"larger School Units and School Taxes,*
Kangae Teacher, 13:83, June-July, 1921,

Parmer should not expect %o have to pay less for educae-
tion than does the clty man.

*Report of the Conference on Consolidated Schools.* Kansas
Teacher, 14:17, April, 1983,

Report of conferance &t Secott City, Kansas, Qctober 8l-
88, 1981.

*Rees School Law to Bffect Iarge Saving.® Topeka Dail
Gapital, April 4, 1936, Topeka Dally

- Tells of sohool law which permits districts to unite with- .
out losing their identity.

i1ts of Instruction in Different Types of Blementar
5EEIE1:"I§,S§g_§§;$Q of Kansas. %It sburg, Kensas: Kaneas
f%%ci

The R

i{ate Teachers ogs . 1981-88, 46 pp.

Results of tests given to pupils of one.-teacher, and
second and third class e¢ity schools.

Roudebush, R. I. Gongg%édatgon of gehoo%a gdvnntugna-gent~—
ijnétlanl" rleston, ) st | rgin Q; ate Departimen
o ucation, 1921. 10 pp.
Title suggeative of contents.

Rowland, 5. P., *Changes in Qur School Organiszation After the
War.¥ Kansas Teacher, 8:12, March, 1919,

Hesded changes in the state system, one of which is
eonsolidation.

Sabin, Bary B,, "kEducation in Its Proper Bavironment.® Nation-
al Bducation Association progeedings for 1922, pp. 1137~

L]

Story of the Chasy Consolidated Rural School in New
lork 8%ate. An unusually fine system.

Salser, Alden, “How Consolidation Works At Milton.* Kansas
Teacher, 15:10, November, 1988.

Flan of consolidation is very satisfactory, sccording
te the Superintendent.



163.

164.

165.

166.

167,

168.

169.

170.

69

Samuelgon, Agnes, "Consolidation, Supervision, and Administra-
tion of a County System of Schools.” National Edusation
Asgociation 2rocood1§gs for 1922, pp. 229--34.

Advoeating consolidatien !ndmtttor but better qualified
administrators and supervisors.

G., Consolidated Schoole of the Mountains,
i-ya. and plains of Golorado.* Netional Bducation

Assocuticn Frooeedings for 1922, pp. 1135-6.

A few interesting .xamploa of consolida&nd schools in
Colorade. . , \ . ,

S&rgont

sargent, C. G., *Consolidated Schools sucootsrully Ropluae
One-~-room Type.® Ration's 3chools, 1:23-88, March, 1988,

Shows now the one-roam schools are bdbeing replaced by
modern rural schools. Presents data concerning four
typical consolidated schools of Colorado, conparua cost
with those of four e¢ity school systems,

sargent, €. G., "Some Advantages of the Consolideted School/*®
National lﬁu&ntion Association Pprogeedings for 1926,
pp. 578-3.7 ‘
Tltlo luggoativo of content.

*School Busses Plow Through Kud on Time.® Xansas Tesacher, 13:
21, November, 1981. -

Plains consolidated schoola, busses on time in spite of

bad roads. A
*School Consolidation in Arkanaa..'_gagggaan School Board
Journal, 83:68, August, 1931. - |

Short article on succsss of eonsolidation in Arkansas.

*School Consolidation in ronnc-soo.‘gdhool and Society, 1l:
923-24, June 26, 1915,

Anderson Couynty, Tennessee. Transportation used for part
ef pupils although land is aoni—nountsinoun.

*School Consolidation.® Topeks Daily Capital, April 12, 1935,

Proposed consolidation plan, as an economy metsure, for
Neosho County, Kensas..
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-171. Seerley, H. H., "A Story of Rural Education Reorganization.
‘National Bducation Aasociatien Erocesdings for 1980,
PP. 240-4. ‘

A short repert on aix-pears of activity csrriod on by
the teachers college at Cedar Falla, Iowa, for the im-
rovement of rural edusation in Iowa. Included work in
raining teachers for rural schools, promotion of oon~
solidation movement, extension service, ate.

178. Shaw, Albert, "Pennsylvania's Plans for School Consolidation,*
agv;ow_gg;ggvﬁntgg 68:185—7.AA¥8u¢t, 1980,

What conscolidation would mean in four typlcal Pennsyl-
vania localities. Also tells what progress has been
mada xn conaolxﬁutxan to date.

173, shaw, Robert C., %A Fnturo Outlook on the G°naolidation of

Schools.® National lduattion A-sociation zroceodigg
- Lor 1931, pp. B21-3.

Consolidation in the future should be for the purpcse
of turnishing a greatly enriched curriculum.

174. Shaw, Robert ﬁ.,"rro ress in Consolidation in ronnaylvanta.

National Bducation Assoclation xgggggmgggg_tor 19aaw?yp¢
496-8.

legislation favorable %o eonaalidntton. Gb't of buildxnga
B an obstacle to conaolidation.

175. Shoft.r, ¥. B., The g%i goratlv: choo Aroa 1n gggo: . Tepoka:
Kensas State Printing Plani, 121 pp.

Plan for using villlgo grndod schools ag centars at L
district with surrounding one~ts&cher districts sending
their pupils to the already existing school.

176. sSkidmore, C, H. Hﬁuduﬂkpregrtsn in gonpolidation of Rural

fgggola. ggcrgc Sshool Board Journak, 83:52, November,

Plan or,aonqolidat&on in & section of Utah.

177. Smith, M. L., *Organizing the connunity School .” Kansag Teagh-
g_g, 14:80, April, 1922.

Arguments for consolidation.
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179.

180.

181.

188.

183.

184.

185.
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S8mith, M. L., "What Bvery Teacher Can Do."® Kangas Ibaoher.
14:18, April, 192g,

Teachera ean arouse interest in district for congolidetion.
Correlate material concerning eonsolidation with school
work for ths ehlldren.

Snyder, J. Buell, *Consoclidation of Rural Schools, " National
Bdueation Association gggcocdlgg 8 for 1922, pp. 12g24-8.

General disceussion of the soonomic and social phasss of
oonaolidatnd rural schools.

stane, Julia M., 'Transportstion and th. contolxdatnd schaol.
Kapnsas Tesscher, 14:11, April, 19%8.

Showing that iransportation is successful.

Straysr, Geoxge P., N. L. BEngelhardt, and §. W. Bart, possible
%onaolidutiona §¥§§£ ochocla golsvaro. ¥ilmington,
aWAre: Service aann [-) ll 9. 60 pp.

A survey of thc public schools of Dolnwaro. Plan of con-
solidation proposed.

Swanson, Nina, *The Dovclopnont of ruh%tc Protection of ah11~

dren in Kansas.*® ggl%ictions of the Kansas State Hist-
orical Society for » PP 831-278. _

Dovnlopmont of lagal protection and provision of c&vnn«
tages for children.

Taylor, R. R., "Ine Ingalls Consolidated Sohool.* Kausas Toagh-
or, 14:19, April, 1982. o

Report of the Ingalls sohool by the Superintendsnt.

Thomsen, A. 4., *Brief for a Debate on Consolidated Rural

Schoole.® American City, 15:381, October, 1916, (Town
and County e on. ' ! ’ ¢

Title suggestive of content. Both affirmaiive and neg-
ative presented.

'Too Iany Haak Schaals.' Rditorial, Topeka Daily g pital
December 18, 1935, ! ==

Bnpcrintondont W, B, shaftor of Manhattan, and State
Superintendent W. T. Markham urge reorganization of

10::1 taxation units before asking state afd for weak
units,



186.

187..

188,

- 189.

190.

i1,

198.
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"The Township Sochool Iaw."® School and Soelety, 7:297-98,
Mareh 9, 1918.

Letters from varioue schaool officlals in eomm‘ndatlon
of the township ol law of New York state, the re-
pesl of which was being throat.ncd

*Iransportation of Fu ‘{ila,-'

ournal. of the gpxional gducatzan
Aanoeiutian, 184, 7. Dccim{;r,

’ lm,.

Progyram of transportation uud oonaolxdatian in Hontgonc&y
Gomty, Mlbmu.

Turner, Dodds M., h\r , ' "”ariaon et tha Guntvaligeg
and One-Teacher Schoo. 1 Chase Co {(ansas, unpublish-
od lactor'a eE co 030, nmporia, .
1954 | , ’
Titla—suggostiva'of aont.n&af

ﬂnger, uaurico 8. H:, “"The caunty As 8 Unit of Ox-ganizauon.

uational nduention Association zgoco&d;gg rar 191&,

Brief cutline of the district and. ‘township unitc L
more. complete explanation of the wavklng of the éﬁuniv
plaru .

Upham, 4..A., 'Trancportatiou of anrul anheol G&ilﬂrlh a% ’

iggéic -Bxpense." ucational Review, ‘80 :B4AY-B1, Oo'tober,
L

Legal froviaiens for tranaportatian in warious stetes.
Objections to consolidation and advantages of tho ‘plen.

Vankatre, Charles A., "The Flnancial phase of the Conseli-
dation of Rurel Schools." National ERducation a;aociution

Eroceedings for 1902, pp., 224-830.

A new consolidation of several schools mny cost more but
it costs less for amall schools to transport tboir puptls
to- alvu&ﬁy sxisting graded schools.

Vingent, George B., ‘City Comfortas for country Tonchvrn.
Review of naviggp, §5:403-8, April; 1917, X

Story . of how a tachar's hom was bailt in connection
with the rural comsplidated school at Alderta, Nihnesota,
and of tha success of the project.
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193. 'Woékan Consolidated gchool.* Kensas Teagher, 13:28, October,

Statistics and discussion ¢oncerning the Weskan ceonsoli-
dated school. ‘ ‘

194. "What is the Ansver."' Kansas Teacher, 13:23, June-July, 1921.
- One-room school education seen as a factor in causing

people to leave farms. Plan called undemocratic since
all do not have same opportunities.

johool G on, Kanaas{ﬁfato Normal, Bmporia,

195. Wnhat Psople Sa A%oux chool Consolidation. Departiment of
Usﬁho Tdat
1928.

Replies to a general letter sent, by Miss Erna Hildebrand,
secretary in the School Consolidation Department, to
two or more patrons in sach consolidated district in
Kansas. '

196. 'ihat Preston Petrons Think of Qonsclidation.* Kangas Teach-
er, 13:82, Nay, 1921. '

Tells of the consolidated system at Preston, Kansas.
Nineteen out of twenty patrons satisfied with the plan.

197. Williams, J. Harold, Reorganiging a Gount stem of Rural
, §£héola. United gfafcs ﬁrffoo o§ §3uaa%§on Bullefln
gg. ), 1916. Washington: Government Printing Office.
PP.

Report of a study of the schools of San jateo County,
California.

198. williems, R. €., "Instructional Aspeots of the Consolidated

Schools." National Education Agsocietion Froceedings

Interesting article on need for more consideration
being given to the kind of teachers and teaching in
congolidated schools. Not all attention should be
given to fine school plants. '

199, willeon, A, L., "The One-Teacher sdhool.' Esnsas Teacher
15:17, August-September, 1982. ) ’

Showing that sugh schools are inadequate to meet
pressnt needs.
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200. Wooster, Rlizabeth Lorraine, Xansas Rural Sshool Bulletin.
' Toptl':a: Kanasas State Prix’zti ng Plant, 1922. &8 Pp. ’

Includes reports of several successful consolidated

schools. 3
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