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This Appendix describes the procedures used to construct the state-level secondary school

enroliment and graduation numbers contained in NBER Working Paper "How America Graduated

from High School: 1910 to 1960." The graduation and enroliment rates by region are given in

Table A1 and are graphed in Figures 1, 2, and 3 for the Middle Atlantic, East North Central, and

Pacific regions. The main features of the data, discussed in detail in *How America Graduated

from High School,” are:

- Graduation and enroliment rates increased greatly in the 1920s and 1930s in most
regions. In 1910 an 18-year old male had just a 10% chance of having a high school
diploma but by the mid-1930s the median 18-year male was a high school graduate.

+ Increases were particularly large during the Great Depression in the industrial North.

« Enrollment and graduation rates increased to such high levels during the 1920s and
1930s that they did not again advance until after 1960, in most regions. There were
substantial decreases in secondary schooling during World War Il.

» In every region, more girls graduated from high school than boys.

« The South is anomalous and lagged behind the other regions for the entire period
considered, but the gap between North and South narrowed in the 1940s and 1950s.

- The states with the highest graduation and enroliment rates were in the Pacific and New
England regions. Many states in the West North Central and Mountain regions also had
high rates of graduation. The three states of the Middle Atlantic had the lowest rates
outside the South. New England was a diverse region with some states having low rates
and some high rates of secondary schooling. If one travelled West on just about any
latitude in the 1920s and 1930s one would have encountered successively higher
secondary schooling rates.

General Comments

Data on the number of individuals enrolied in and graduating from secondary schools were

collected by the U.S. Commissioner of Education, who requested such data from each secondary

school on record with the U.S. Bureau of Education.' Grades nine through twelve were included

' The Bureau of Education, the forerunner to today's Department of Education, was established in 1867
as a department of education and became the Office of Education in 1869, an agency of the Department
of the Interior where it stayed for 70 years. It was known as the Bureau of Education for those 70 years,
but in 1929 it was formally renamed the Office of Education. [n 1939 it became part of the Federal Security
Agency and was, in 1953, included in the new agency of Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW). The

Department of Education became a separate cabinet-level agency in 1980.
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in the secondary school group.? Such data were collected as early as 1870 and were published

in the annual Reports of the Commissioner of Education and, after 1917, in the Biennial Surveys

of Education. | will term these “the school survey data.” Each state independently collected simitar
data, although coverage varied by state and over time.

The secondary school data in “How America Graduated from High School® begin with 1910
because before that date the proportion of secondary schools responding to the Bureau of
Education’s request for data was low (see Table A2, col. 5) and evidence for many states is difficult
to obtain. Further, before 1910 secondary students were often not in graded programs.

The intent of both the states and the U.S. Bureau of Education was to survey all public
schools and as many private schools as could be found. The Bureau of Education received lists
of public and private schools from the states which it checked and augmented in various ways.
Not all states collected information on private schools for each of the years, and the U.S. Bureau
of Education recognized that the private school data were probably the most deficient.

Undercounts present the greatest potential problem with the school survey data collected
by the U.S. Bureau of Education. Before 1920 the U.S. Bureau of Education relied solely on its
school survey data. Enroliment data in various state reports exceeded those in the Bureau's
school susvey data. But there is scant commentary in the annual reports of the Bureau regarding
the possibility of an undercount. There was mention that the number of schools responding was
less than the total, generally somewhere around 85 percent in the 1910 to 1920 period. But
comment was also made that most schools not responding were small, and by implication,
therefore, that the undercount of students was far less than the undercount of schools.

In 1920 the U.S. Bureau of Education attempted to bring their data into line with those
reported the states by requesting information from the states and publishing it in a separate section

ot the Biennial Surveys called “Statistics of State School Systems.” Thus the Biennial Surveys from

1920 to 1938 contain two sets of numbers for both the public and private schools. One is from the

2 Summer school and night school are generally omitted.
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school surveys and has considerable detail on students, teachers, and schools. The other is from
the states and although it lacks detail, it has been treated as more accurate by subsequent
researchers at the Bureau of Education. Oddly enough, there is no discussion in the Biennial

Surveys about the two series and their differences. Thus from 1920 to 1938 the Biennial Surveys

contain two sets of state enrollment estimates, often with large differences but with no explanation.
In 1932-34 the U.S. Bureau of Education began to augment their school survey information with
data from the records of the various state departments of education and the enrollment data from
the two surveys are nearly identical.

To summarize, the data on enroliments and graduation before 1920 were obtained by the
Bureau of Education through their school surveys. From 1820 to 1938 the Bureau obtained data
both from schools and from the states. The data obtained from the states contain oniy enroliments,
not graduates, although enroliments are given by grades. Therefore, for the 1920 to 1938 period
the state data can be used to revise those from the school surveys, but there are no easily
obtainable state-level data for the period before 1920.

Graduation rates have attracted the most interest, in large measure because they are
considered the single most important statistic regarding secondary school performance.

Graduation rates have also received attention because Historical Statistics, series H 598-601,

contains historical data on graduation rates for the entire United States going back to 1870. The
data from 1870 to 1930 are substantially different from those in the original reports from the U.S.

Bureau of Education for those years. The source in Historical Statistics for 1870 to 1930 is table

15 of the “Statistical Summary of Education, 1929-30," an obscure document which provides no
information on the exact method for the adjustment.®* One has to go back to earlier documents of
the Bureau of Education to find the source and even then, the exact adjustment is elusive.

The earliest note on an adjustment appears in the Biennial Survey of Education, 1918-

8 The "Statistical Summary of Education, 1937-38," is chapter | of the Biennial Survey of Education,
1936-38.




1920, table 2, and states that the table is *largely estimated” and that the “enroliment in 1912,
1918, and 1920 reported to the Bureau of Education from the departments of the several states®
forms the basis for the adjustment. “Enroliment for other years [is] computed from enrolment
reported to the bureau ... multiplied by the ratio (1.175) which the high school enroliment reported
for 1918 by the departments of education of the States bears to the enroliment for that year
reported by the high schools [to the U.S. Bureau of Education}.” These enroliment numbers,
however, were not largely incorporated in a subsequent document (*Statistical Summary of

Education, 1929-30,” chapter | of Biennial Survey of Education, 1929-30, table 3). The only

revision been adopted was that for 1920,

Thus the adjustment to the enrollment data appears to have come from a belief that the
undercount was about 85% or that the state data were 1.175 times those collected by the Bureau
of Education. As Table A2, col. (3) indicates, there were times when the ratio of the state to the
school survey numbers was above that figure and there were times when it was below. it should
also be noted that the ratio is much closer to one (1.065 in 1930) as the number of schools
reporting (col. 5) increases. The percentage of schools reporting and the ratio of state to school
survey numbers, cols. (4) and (5) in Table A2, are very similar. But if the smaller schools
disproportionately did not report, the actual undercount will be less than that given in column (3).

It appears that Bureau of Education then took the 1.175 adjustment from the enroliment
numbers and also applied it to the graduation numbers for both public and private secondary
schools. Although there is no mention that this was the procedure used, one can virtually dugplicate
the national graduation numbers with such a procedure (additional corrections must be added for
the private school data). But there is no reason that the undercount of graduates would be the
same as the undercount of enroliments.

| have, thus far, only commented the possibility of undercounts. There are also problems
with missing data, particularly the number of graduates in certain years. These adjustments are

detailed below and are based on straightforward extrapolation procedures, some using independent



evidence from Catholic schools.

Adijusting the State Education Data

Public Schools: 1910 to 1922

The adjusted data were published by the U.S. Bureau of Education only on the national
level for the 1910 to 1920 period. Interest in the present work centers on the data at the state or
regional level. There are various ways of adjusting the state numbers. One could use the ratic
of the enroliment reported by the state to that reported by the schoois for each of the states in an
suitable year and apply it to the 1910 to 1920 period. The state data are conveniently listed for

1920s in the various Biennial Surveys. The earliest year for secondary school enroliments by

states is 1920 but both it and that for 1922 produce inconsistent ratios for various states, possibly
due to the impact of World War | on enrolments. Because of that, | have used the 1924 state

data, constructed a ratio to the numbers from the schoals in the Biennial Surveys, and applied the

undercount (there were some overcounts) by state to all data for the 1910 to 1922 period.

It is likely that the procedure overstates the enrolment in and graduation from public high
schools. The implied undercount of students is almost identical to the percentage of schools not
reporting (see Table A2, compare cols. 4 and 5), yet the schools that did not report were smalier

than average. in the Biennial Survey of Education, 1924-26 the Commissioner of Education noted

that the schools not reporting (of which there were 3,064 or 14.1% of the total for that year) were
*small schools® (p. 1037). Thus the adjustment to the number of students should be less than the
undercount of schools. The question thus arises whether the data reported by the schools to the
states were in excess of those reported by the same scheols to the U.S. Bureau of Education. The
schools had little incentive to overstate their enroliments and graduation numbers to the federal
government, but they may have had an incentive to do so at the state level. One cannot assess
the possibility by comparing the responses of identical schools because there are no known

surviving records. Because the size distribution of the nonreporting schools is also unknown, |



cannot use an adjustment that weights the schools by their student populations. The data suggest

that the undercount of students is probably less than the undercount of schools.

It should also be emphasized that the use of the state data resuits in larger corrections
than would be obtained by other procedures, such as the undercount of schools adjusted by size.
Statisticians and others at the Bureau of Education in the 1920s and 1930s may have been
sensitive 1o the desires of the state commissioners of education to claim high enroliments, and they
may have chosen this particular procedure for that reason. Because there is no discussion of the
adjustment procedure, we may never know.

| have mentioned the possibility that the state survey data overcounted secondary school
enrollments, but the reason is somewhat elusive. One possibility is that the U.S. Bureau of
Education may have requested “first-day” enrollments, but the states could have included those
who enrolled throughout the year. There is also the possibility of double-counting enroliments if
a student dropped out and then re-enrolled. The number of graduates would not be atfected by
the procedure, but was not included in the state-survey information.

The results that | obtain from the various procedures outlined in more detait below, virtually
duplicate at the national level the data given by the Bureau of Education in their eventual revision
of the numbers on graduates. | repeat that the Bureau of Education gave very little information on
their adjustments and thus | am not merely following their formulae. By using the state data to
correct the data reported by the schools, | have followed the lead of those who lived very close to
the period of interest and who worked for the U.S. Bureau of Education. [t is most likely that they
knew better than do we the answers to many of the questions | have raised and made their
computations with those answers in mind. Why no one left a record of the answers is another
question,

If my corrected data err, they probably do so on the high side, particularly the graduation

numbers. Because much of my work demonstrates a large increase over time in secondary



schools, a bias that increases rates early in the period would be preferred to one that lowers rates.
Particularly when | compare the data with those from the 1940 census, | would much prefer that

any bias in the contemporaneous data create an upper bound to the actual estimates.

Private Schools: 1910 to 1922

Table A3 compares the private school data in the school and state surveys of the U.S.
Bureau of Education. The undercount, shown in col. (3}, is somewhat larger than that for public
schools. Private schools were apparently harder to track than were those in the public sector. As
in the data for public schools, the U.S. Bureau of Education published state data on private schools
beginning with 1920. The adjustment uses the data by state for 1924 for the entire 1910 to 1922

period similar to the correction for the public schoot numbers.

Public and Private Schools: 1924 to 1940

The adjustments for the 1920s are based entirely on the data reported by the states in the

Biennial Surveys for 1924 through 1938. After 1930 the Commissioner of Education used the state

data to adjust their own when schools were missing. Therefore after 1930, the differences between
the state reports and those from the schools are very small. The difference -- about 5% -- seems
to be due entirely to the fact that the Bureau of Education did not report data from schools with
fewer than 10 pupils.

Public school graduation data are missing for various years in the 1930s and have been
estimated from the data for 12th grade students using the relationship in previous years between
enrollments in the last year of high school and graduates in that year. The adjustments are

summarized below.

Private Schools: 1950s

Graduation and enrollment data for private schools are given in the Biennial Surveys but




the graduation data terminate in 1934. Data on private school enroliments continue for 1836 to
1940, 1946 to 1950, and 1958, but there are no data on grades in private schools for the years
missing the graduate information. The private school enroliment data are used to estimate the
number of graduates. | have computed the number of private school graduates in 1952, 1954, and

1956 based on Catholic school data from the Summary of Catholic Education (National Catholic

Welfare Conference various years).

Preparatory Departments of Colleges and Universities: 1910 to 1936

Another undercount concerns students in the preparatory departments of colleges and
universities. These students were counted by the Bureau of Education in the college category
because schools were surveyed by type in the commissioner's reports. The college and university
data, therefore, have not been included in any of the enroliment and graduation data in the Biennial
Surveys and it is not clear whether they were included in the data revised by the U.S. Bureau of
Education in the 1920s and 1930s.

In the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries when the public high school system was
in its infancy, many colleges and universities trained secondary school students. These
preparatory departments were founded to ensure that colleges and universities received students
with appropriate training. Many preparatory students were in denominational schools, included in
the college survey because they had graduate programs. These were often schools with hundreds
of secondary school students and only a few graduate student priests. Many of these institutions
were in the Midwest and it may be that local boosterism favored calling them colleges rather than
high schools. Other high schools in this group (such as Hunter High School in New York City) had
once been part of system in which the high schools were governed by the state higher education
bureaucracy.

The national figure for preparatory students in college and universities is given in the

Biennial Surveys, but without grades and graduation data. Enroilment data by state also exist for




various years. | have used those for 1910, 1922, and 1928 in making the adjustments. For each
of these benchmark years the proportion of the national total for preparatory students is aliotted
to each state. The aggregate number is then assigned to each state according to the closest
benchmark year.

The number of preparatory students, as a fraction of all high school students, was quite
large until the 1920s when the high school movement took off. [n 1910 preparatory students in
colleges and universities were 31% of all high school students and in 1920 they were 22% (see
Table A4). There are, then, important adjustments.

| have not included preparatory students in normal schools because the figures appear
inconsistent from year to year, and | have not been able to find estimates of the grade distribution
and graduation rates from these schools. Omitting the normal schools will decrease the enroliment
and graduation rates of girls far more so than of boys. The understatement is likely to be quite
small even before 1920 (see Table A5, col. 2).

To obtain the number of graduates from the preparatory departments one must know the
percentage of the total enroliment that the graduates formed. Such figures were not collected by
the U.S. Bureau of Education, but | have located them for one state -- New York. Graduates in
these data formed about 16% of the total enroliment in a given year. The 16% figure is used in
Table A4, column (4) to estimate the number of graduates from preparatory departments. For the
period 1910 to 1930 the preparatory departments provided a substantial fraction of alil private
school enroliments and graduates, although the fraction declines over time (see Table A5, col. 3).
Public high schools increased significantly during the period, making preparatory students a far
smaller fraction of the total. And with the expansion of public high schools many colleges and
universities no longer had reason to have their own preparatory departments to train youths for

college.



Summary

Secondary school enroliment and graduation data collected by the U.S. Bureau of
Education from the various schools in the period prior to 1920 require adjustment because about
15% of public and private schools did not return the surveys. Further, the preparatory departments
of colleges and universities were never included in the Bureau's surveys on secondary schooling.
Complicating the matter is that the states performed their own surveys, and the enroliment and
graduation numbers of the states were often higher than those from the U.S. Bureau of Education
school surveys, even allowing for the school surveys that were not returned. Sometime in the
1920s, the Bureau began to accept the state data and adopted a method for making revisions to
the national data. That procedure was never fully described, although the method was hinted to
in various reports. The method that | have devised results in estimates that are very much in line
with those of the Bureau.

As Table A4, column (1) shows, the percentage difference between my revisions of the
number of graduates (col. 6) and those revised by the U.S. Bureau of Education (and adopted by

Historical Statistics, col. 1) is very small for the 1910 to 1930 period (see col. 7). The difference

between the two series is at most 5% and the average across all years is a mere 0.4%. Because
high schools were growing so rapidly during the period, a difference of 5% means that the series
are off by just one year in the number of graduates or enroliments. After 1930 the Bureau of
Education began to fill in missing data with information from the states and the adjustments
become less important.

The adjustments made by the Bureau of Education prior to 1930 were very poorly
documented in the Bureau's reports. So meager was the documentation that extremely able
personnel at the current Department of Education made fundamental errors in interpreting them.

An otherwise informative publication, 120 Years of American Education: A Statistical Portrait (U.S.

Department of Education 1993) gives a largely inaccurate historical series on graduation rates.

The revised data (such as that found in Historical Statistics) are used for the total, but graduates
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from private high schools are computed by subtracting from these the number graduating from

public high schools, as given in the original Annual Reports and Biennial Surveys. This procedure

results in an extremely large, and erroneous, figure for the private graduation numbers for the
period to the mid-1920s. | have just shown, the public graduation numbers were largely revised
by the U.S. Bureau of Education on the basis of state survey data. Therefore the total graduation

data in Historical Statistics already reflect revisions to the published data of the U.S. Bureau of

Education. Thus, if the adjustments in this Appendix appear beyond comprehension for those
unfamiliar with education data, they have been equally unintelligible for those in the agency that

originally produced the data.

The Adjustments in Detail

There are three main types of adjustments: those to the public secondary school data,
those to the private secondary school data, and those to the preparatory school data from colleges
and universities. Most of the adjustments render the school survey data consistent with the data
from the states. Others produce numbers that were never collected for certain years.

The school year is taken to be the end year given in the documents and of the school term.

For example, the enroliment number for 1924 is from the Biennial Survey of Education, 1922-24

which reports data for the school year 1923-24. The number of graduates is often given in the
surveys for both the current and preceding year, but only the current year is used here. Secondary

students are those in grades 9 through 12.

1910 to 1922: Public and private secondary schools

The data from the school survey are used in each year as a base for enroliments by grade
and sex and the number of graduates by sex (all by state, for public and private schools
separately). The adjustments for the 1920s make the total enrollment numbers consistent with

those from the state-level data. But the Bureau of Education did not conduct state surveys in the
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1910 to 1920 period. The ratio of the state numbers in the 1924 report (by sex) are used to adjust
the public and private from 1910 to 1924 (each year of secondary school and the graduation
numbers). In most cases there is an undercount, although in a few there is an overcount. The
largest undercount is in the South, although some non-South states (e.g., California and New York
State) also have large undercounts. | chose not to use 1922 to make the adjustment, even though
the Bureau conducted a survey in that year, because there are large differences between this
survey and that for 1824 in many states.

For the public secondary schools, the state survey contains data on total enrollments and
for each of the four grades (9 through 12), although not by sex. The state survey data do not
contain graduation numbers. The school survey graduation data were revised using the state and
school data for 12th grade.

Private school state data exist only for enrofiments. Enroliments for each grade and for
the number of graduates are all adjusted using the ratic of total enroliments in the state survey to
those in the school survey. The Utah private school numbers are not adjusted and are left at the
levels reported by the schools. Adjustments make them unreasonably large. The data for the
Mountain region were overly inflated using the procedure outlined and all its numbers are divided

by 1.12 to bring them in line with the data for 1926.

1924 to 1958: Public and private secondary schools

The state data in the Biennial Surveys are used to adjust the public and private school data

in each year. The procedure is similar to that for 1910 to 1922, but the contemporaneous year is
used for the adjustment.

Public and private school graduate numbers are missing for various years. The public
school data were often extrapofated on the basis of information on 12th grade enrollment and the
fraction, by region, that advanced from 12th grade to graduation. The private school data were

generally obtained by constructing a ratio (by sex) of graduates to enroliments for each region
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during a prior survey year and multiplying it by the enroliment data for the missing year (by sex and
region). The missing years and data are:

o 1932 public and private school graduates

o 1934 private school graduates

o 1936 public and private school graduates

0 1938 private school graduates

0 1940 public school graduates by sex

o 1952 public school graduates by sex.

Private school enroliment and graduation data are added for 1952, 1954, and 1956 using
data on Cathotic schools, mentioned above. The ratio of total private school enroliments and
graduates to those in Catholic schools were obtained from the nearest year with data on all private

schools and Catholic schools. Private school data for the three years were obtained by multiplying

the ratios by the Catholic school numbers.

1910 to 1936: Preparatory students

The data on preparatory schools is added to the private secondary school enroliment and
graduation numbers. Total figures for preparatory school enroliments exist for 1910, 1911, 1913,
1914, 1918, 1920, 1922, 1924, 1926, 1928, 1930, 1932, 1934, and 19336. The distribution of
enroliment by state was obtained for 1910, 1922, and 1928. The nearest year is used to distribute
the totals by state. Data from New York State indicate that graduates were about 16% enroliments,

and that fraction is used to estimate the number of graduates for the 1910 to 1936 period.
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Figure 1: Public and Private Enroliment and Graduation Rates in the Middle Atlantic Region

Sources:
U.S. Bureau of Education, Reports of the Commissioner of Education, Biennial Surveys of
Education (various years). See Appendix text for details.

Notes:

Private school graduation and enroliment numbers are missing for the 1940s. The line with the
dots is for the enroliment and graduation rates of public schools, shifted up by 0.06 for the
graduation rate and by 0.09 for the enrofiment to mesh with the total data before and after.
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Figure 2: Public and Private Enroliment and Graduation Rates in the East North Central Region

Sources:
U.S. Bureau of Education, Repeorts of the Commissioner of Education, Biennial Surveys of
Education (various years). See Appendix text for details.

Notes:

Private school graduation and enroliment numbers are missing for the 1340s. The line with the
dots is for the enroliment and graduation rates of public schools, shifted up by 0.05 for the
graduation rate and by 0.08 for the enroliment to mesh with the total data before and after.
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Figure 3: Public and Private Enroliment and Graduation Rates in the Pacific Fleg'ion

Sources:
U.S. Bureau of Education, Reports of the Commissioner of Education, Biennial Surveys of
Education (various years). See Appendix text for details.

Notes:

Private school graduation and enroliment numbers are missing for the 1940s. The line with the
dots is for the enrollment and graduation rates of public schools, shifted up by 0.04 for the
graduation rate and by 0.05 for the enroliment to mesh with the total data before and after.
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Table A2
Public High School Enrcliments from State and Federal Reports
and Percentage of Secondary Schools Reporting, 1890 to 1934

(1) () (3) (4) Q]

Year Bureau of Bureau of (M2 1/(3) % of Schools
Education Education x 100 Reporting®

State Survey School Survey

1890 202963 60.8

1895 3500938 70.3

1896 75.2

1900 519251 774

1905 679702

1906 84.0

1910 915061 85.2

1911 1156995 984677 1.175 85.1

1912 1200798 1105360 1.086 92.1 84.6

1913 1333356 1134771 1.175 85.1

1914 1432095 1126456 1.271 78.7 840

1915 1564556 1328984° 1.177 85.0

1916 1710872 1456061 1.175 85.1 845

1917 1821974 -

1918 1933821 1645171 1.176 85.0 87.2

1919 2057519 --

1920 2181216° 1849169 1.180 84.8

1922 2725579" 2220306 1.228 81.5

1924 3176074 2529889 1.255 79.7

1926 3541254° 3047690 1.162 86.1 85.9 (83.8)°

1928 3911279° 3335690 1.173 853

1930 4399422° 4129517 1.065 93.9 92.9'

1934 95.6¢

* Schools reporting may also include some that reported incompletely so that the data could not be used
in the tabulations. n 1911 the Bureau of Education stopped tabulating schools with fewer than 10 pupils
(the cutoff was 5 pupils before 1911). It is not clear whether the schools reporting data exclude those too
small to be tabulated.

® |t is not clear how the Bureau of Education constructed the 1915 figure of 1,328,984 since there was no
report for that year.

° The number 2,199,389, which appears in Biennial Survey of Education, 1929-1930, also includes
vocational and normal schools and may include continuation school students.

? The totals from the series with grade reported have been used. The totals without grade reported appear
to include students attending continuation and certain evening schools.

® 83.8% sent in reports that were complete and had 2 10 pupils. In 1911 the Bureau of Education chose
not to tabulate schools having fewer than 10 pupils (2.1% of all schools in 1926).

' 93.6% of schools in the non-South reported.

¥ 97.0% of schools in the non-South reported.
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Notes and Sources:

The year given matches the end year in the Biennial Surveys, e.g., the Biennial for 1915-16 is 1916. This
appears to be the procedure used by the Bureau of Education.

(1) 1890-1920: Biennial Survey of Education, 1918-20, chapter |, p. 46, table 1. Estimated by U.S. Bureau
of Education from data provided by the states.

1922-1930: Biennial Surveys of Education {(various years).

(2) Data reported by schools to the Bureau of Education: Reports of the Commissioner of Education
(various years) and Biennial Surveys of Education (various years). Only grades 9 to 12 are included;
postgraduate and special students are subtracted.

(5) 1890-1918: Biennial Survey of Education, 1916-1918, Bulletin No. 19, "Statistics of Public High Schools,
1917-18," by H.R. Bonner, pp. 12-13, table 1; 1920-1934: Biennial Surveys (various years).
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Table A3
Private High School Enroliments and Percentage of Schools Reporting

(1) (@) @) (4)
Year Bureau of Bureau of 2)/(1) % of Schools
Education Education Reporting
State Survey School Survey

1920 213920 184153 B86.1
1922 226873 186641 826
1924 254119 216522 85.2
1926 295625 248076 83.9
1928 341168 280449 82.2
1930 84.7

Notes and Sources:

Neither the state data nor those from the school surveys contain numbers on preparatory students in
colleges and universities.

(1) 1920-1928: Biennial Surveys of Education, “Statistics of State School Systems,” (various years).

(2) 1920-1928: Biennial Surveys of Education (various years). All students are included, even those above
fourth year and unclassified.

(4) 1930: Biennial Survey of Education, 1928-1930, chapter I, p. 1. The figure of 84.7% is estimated using
the number of forms sent out plus the number of schools in existence in the previous year but not listed
in 1929-30. The estimating method may allow for the growth of new schools not yet in listed in the Bureau
of Education records. Note that in chapter Vi the number of private schools is estimated at 3,500, 78.9%
of which would not have reported. No basis is given for this estimate.
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Table A5
Preparatory Student Enroliments in Colleges and Universities, 1900-1936

(1) () 3)

Colleges and Normal (1)} Total Private
Universities Schools Enroliments x 100
1900 . 56285
1903 53794 13995
1905 64085 15324
1907 76370 12831
1909 70834 11037
1910 66042 12890 31%
1914415 67440 13504 27
1920 59309 22058 22
1922 67649 n.a. 24
1925 [58703] [12470] 18
1928 50588 na. 13
1930 47309 11978 10
1934 23188
1936 27680

Notes and Sources:

Columns (1) and (2):

1900: Biennial Survey of Education, 1934-36, *Statistics of Universities and Colleges”

1903: Report of the Commissioner of Education, 1803, vol. 2, p. 1813.

1905: Report of the Commissioner of Education, 1905, vol. 2, p. 813.

1907: Report of the Commissioner of Education, 1907, vo!. 2, p. 1043.

1909: Report of the Commissioner of Education, 1909, vol. 1l, p. 1121.

1910, 1915, 1920, 1930: Biennial Survey of Education, 1928-1930 (p. 5, tablc 3), and virtually identical to
those from the original sources. Note that for 1910 the figure 60,392 is given in the original report, but that
figures does not include women'’s colleges.

1925: extrapolated on the basis of data for other years

1922: Biennial Survey of Education, 1920-1922, “Statistics of Universities and Colleges’

1928: Biennial Survey of Education, 1926-1928, “Statistics of Universities and Colleges”

1934: Biennial Survey of Education, 1934-1936, “Higher Institutions”

1936: Biennial Survey of Education, 1934-1936, "Higher Institutions”

Column (3): Total private enroliments are the adjusted data and include the preparatory enroliments.
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