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INTRODUCTION

The library in any high schoo! is an integral part of
the educat!ional experiences offered by the school. In
assessing the adequacy of a library, the question arises as
to whether or not students feel that they are able to, make
effective use of the library because of possible limitations
in their physical access to that llbrary, caused by sched-
uling. class or school rules, etc. A second type of access
1S also to be considered: the access students have to speci-
fic types of materials in the llbrary, which is partially
decided by the presence or absence of those materials.

It is the purpose of this study to: 1) inquire into the
opinions of a randomly selected group of public and private
high echool students i1n a specific geographical area
regarding their percepntions of the level of accessibllity to
their school llibraries: 2) to determine whether or not
stuadents feel the librarles provide sufficient materials for
thelr needs: and 3) to determine lf there Is a significant
difference between the reponses of the public and private

school students.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Jody Charter, In her 1982 doctoral study, used student
interviews and the PSES Purdue Self-Evaluation System for
School Medla Centers. among other instruments, to

investigate the status of hligh school |ibrary service. The
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PSES is a catalog of items which may be addressed to

students, teachers and administrators in Individual schools
to evaluate the services being provided in school libraries
(Loertscher and Stroud 1976).

Charter found that In flve out of six high schools
which had been labeled "exemplary" by education and llibrary
professionals, students felt that thelr schools offered poor
access to the llbrary and its materlals. Students stated
that the library was not avallable to them for enough hours
before, during, and after school. A further finding of
Charter“s was that onl!y sllightly more than half of the
students in her survey reported finding materials they
needed for class or personal interests in the school
library. In fact., the overall disenchantment with the
library was so high that approximately flfty percent of the
students sald they might not continue to seek access to a

library after leaving high school. As Charter (1987) sald:

In an era when the federal government feels the

need to remind soclety of the risks of contlnulng
our way life without Intellligent, discerning readers
and decision makers, the school llbrary media
profession most assuredly needs to address
philsophically the needs for free physical access

to resources and services, as well as to Implement
purposefully programs whose top priority is serving

thelr publlic- students.,




The need for research evaluating the quality of school
Ilprarles has also been noted by Shirley L. Aaron (1979).
She polnts out that during times of financlal cut-backs,
!{brary programs whlch can demonstrate thelr high quallty
will be better sltuated to compete for adequate funding.
Research which can determine what llbrary services are
valued by users can help the llbrary plan for higher quallty
And make adequate funding more |lkely.

Lilllan Gerhardt (1992) agrees with the theory that It
ls during tlmes of financlal need that librarles must expend
the most effort to explain the necesslity of thelr exlstence
to the publlc., Gerhardt cltes the 1962 Knapp Foundat!on
project, whlich set out to demonstrate how well-equlpped and
well-staffed school llbraries could benefit students and
teachers. She offers the opinion thét It Ils time for another
well-pudllclized demonstration of the positive effect of good
school libraries on student performance, which would ensure
the awareness among politiclians and the publlc that school
llbrarles are a vital part of producling the high quallty
educatlon needed for our country’s future.

To demonstrate the need for more fundling for school
library professional staff In one region whlchlls addressed
in this study, It Is interesting to note that Ohlo has only
1.637 cert]|fled Llbrary/Medla Speclalists employed to serve
1,758,134 students, or approximately one professlonal for
everv 1,074 étudents. When asked about the state of fundlng

In Ohlo for school llbraries, the response from the Ohlo
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Department of Education was that In 85% of the dlstricts,
funding was "poor" (DeCandido and Mahony 1992)>.
Several surveys conducted In high schools by Donald R.

Gallo (1985> indicate that students do not feel! comfortable

with thelr school library and/or librarlan. He found that
teenagers prefer the town |lbrary to the school library (63%
to 25%), chlefly because of the wider cholce of books and
magazines avallable at the town library. Gallo’s findings
reinforce the Importance of avallablllty of resources as a
factor to be considered iIn evaluating and improving school
llbrarles,

A survey conducted by Hodges, Gray and Reeves (1985)
found that the Inclusion of certaln types of materlals was
very relevant to the attitudes of high school students
towards thelr llbrarlies. In thelr findings, it was the
pregence and uge of audio-visual materlals which added to
the perceptions by the students of overall |ibrary quallity.
For this reason., audio-visual materlals are Included as a
factor In this study. '

Leticla Ekham! has described a Georgla hlgh school
media center that has Involved a student commlittee in the
selection of new books (1991), In 1991 the students were
allotted $3000 (ten percent of the total book budget) to
gpend. U=lng a random sample and a needs assessment survey
among thelr fellow students, a "shopplng 1ist" was prepared.
Books were bbught at a large local bookstore by the

students. Students were encouraged by the media speciallst

i 0



ro puy wvhat wag requested by the student body: cholces vere
not censored. Thls total Involvement of students In the
materlals selectlon and acqulisition process seems an ldeal
technlique for making the llbrary a relevant resource for
students.

The need for further exploration of students’ vlews
regarding physlical access to the school 1lbrary and adequacy
of avallable materlals |s a part of the contlnulng need for
overall evaluation of school libraries. At a minimum,
students have the right to expect a materlals collection
which 1s adequate for their academic Information needs, |f
not their personal recreatlional reading needs., and the
access to use those materlals which are avallable.

A common practice ln many schools is to have scheduled
class visits to the school library. Many llibrary
professlonals. Including the Amerlican Assoclatlion of School
Librarians and the Assoclation for Educat!onal
Com&unlcatlons and Technology, now encourage schools to make
use of flexible schedul ing, whereby ‘¢lasses visit the
liprary on an as-needed basls, making immedlate use of the
facilitles "at point of need," rather than on a rlgid and
restrictive regular schedule. (MIlls 1991)>. Mills points out
that the cooperatlon of school princlpals is vital to
flexible schedullng belng effective: wlthout the support of
school administrators, a llbrary will be unable to operate

~

In this more advantageous manner.
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Evaluation of access is necessary for llibraries whose
dutles are two-folid: to prove their viabilty in restrictive

economic times, and to meet the needs of thelr patrons as

well as possible,

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

This study addressed the following questions in an
effort to find specific information from a sampling of high
school students about thelr perceptlions regarding thelr high
school llbraries” services.

1. What Js the level of physical accessibllity to the
school 1ibrary as pefcelved by high school students in three
publjc and two private high schools in the Belmont County,
Ohio. and Wheelling, West Virginla area?

2. Is thls accessibility seen as sufficient by the
students?

3. Are there sufficlent materials avallable }or their
needs in the school |lbrary?

4. Where do the students go for information if it Is
not avallable or accessible in their school 1ibrarcy?

5. What would the students suggest to improve
access!blility to the school 1ibrary?

5. What materlals would they like to have avallable
which are not?

7. Is-there a difference |n the responses of the

students at publlc and prlvate high schools?

12




Operational Definlitions

For the purposes of this study, the followling
definitlons will be used.

1. percelved physical accessibility to the |lbrary: the
times when students think they are allowed to be in the
library, regardless of offlclal schedule of access.

2. sufficient accessibllity: the amount of time
Students need or think they need in order to comélete
personal or schoo! projects for which using the school
library would be helpful.

3. school llbrary: that part of the school which is
sometimes also called the media center, |ibrary medla center
or learning resources center.

4. materials: books, magazines, reference sources and

audlo-visual materials and equipment.

Assumptions of Study

1. It was assumed that students wlll understand the
questions and be honest in their responses.

2. It was assumed that most students wil! have a study
hall during the day. during which they may take part in this
study by answering a guestionnaire.

3. It was the partial purpose of this study to discover
the students’ percelved accessibility to the school library,
rather than the school’s official schedule of access; this

{s the crucial measure of a library’s accessibility. It |s

13




from this point of measurement that changes must be made.
Therefore, |t was assumed that the students’ perceptlon of
the accessiblllity shall be deemed the relevant

accessibllity.

METHODOLOGY

An exploratory survey using a Likert style
questionnaire and two open-ended questions was conducted
with a random sampling of high school students to determine
their perceptions of the level of accesslbllity and adequacy

of materials In their high school 1ibraries.

Sample

The sample of students was drawn from a population of
€lve hlgh schools (three public and two private) (See
Appendix A>,

The schools were chosen on a geographlical basls, In
erger to assess the status of perceived service in the area
of the Ohio River Valley. The schools are located within an
approximate thirty mile radius of one another. A sampling
from both public and private schools was included to
cetermine i{f there are any significant differences in the
responses from students in the different types of schools.
Any such dlfferences might be reflective of policy,
schedullng,-or budgetary factors, and would provide a basis

for future studles and conclusions.

14




The sample was randomly chosen. Approximately ten
percent of the studentz In flve high schools was surveyed:
the exception to this was for a high school with fewer than
100 students enrolled: In this case at least flfty percent
of the students was surveyed. The total sample was 208
students.

An approximately equal number §f males and females was
surveyed to control for differences In response caused by
gender. Equal representation from each grade level (9-12)
was attempted, but not always possible, due to schedul ing
conflicts within the school. The survey was administered
during study halls and at the beginning of some classes, as

determined by the wishes of the school adminl!strations.

Data Collection

Descriptive data (frequency counts and percentages) was
collected from the written questlonnaire administered to the
described sample of hlioh school students and analyzed In
regards to the following lssues:

1) the students’ perceptions of the level of physical
accessibllity to thelr school library (the times when

students think they may use the |lbrary regardless of

official school schedule of access);

2) whether or not this access |s seen as sufflicient by
the students.(the time needed by students to complete
peraonal or school projects for which the school ltbcary

would be helpful);

15




3) whether or not there are sufficlent materials

(books, magazlines, reference sources and audlo-visual
materials and equipment) In the school library to meet thelr
needs: and

4> how and whether or not students obtaln Informatlon

l1f needed Information is not accessible in their school

library.

Data concerning the four questions 1lsted above were
also analyzed by t-test to determlne |f there was a
slaniflcant dlifference petween the responses of the publlic
and private school students. A narrative summary !s
praviaea describlng responses to the following two
questlions:

1> what suggestions do students have to improve
accessibllity to the school llbrary?; and

2) what materlals would students 1lke to have avallable

which are not?

PROCEDURES

Contact was made by letter (see Append!x B> with the
schoo! principals to receive approval for the use of the
questionnaire In thelr schools. Schedules were set up to
allow time for collectlon of data in each school.

Comblned letters of explanation and consent forms for
students (see Appendix C) were distributed and collected

elther In the students’ regularly scheduled study halls or

10
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at the beglnning of some classes, as determined by the
wishes of the school admin!stration.

The survey was then acminlstered by an on-site
distribution of questionnalres (see Appendlx D>. A brlef
verbal description of the study, supplementling that glven In
the letter to students, and instructions for completion of
the questlionnalire were glven., Questlonnalres were completed
and returned as soon as completed. The average time for
completion of the questlonnalre was ten mlnutes.

Approximately equal representatlon by gender and by
grade level was attempted in each school by students
Indicat!ing thelr status on the questlonnalres, and
subsequent random selection from each category of gender and
grade level after all volunteer respondents had completed
the questionnalre. Equal representatlon was attempted In
order to ellmlinate possible blas In results caused by gender
or grade level-based differences.

A sample of approximately ten percent of the students
enrolled at flve hlgh schools was taken, with the exceptlon
of one school with an enroliment of less than 100 students:
the sample In this case was at least flfty percent of the
enrollment. The total sample was 206 students.

Confidentlallty was assured to the students; no names

were required on the quest!onnaire.

11




Limitations of Study

1. The value of information gathered in this study is
IImited by the speclflclity of the geographlic reglion covered.

2. The selection of students, whlle potentlally random,
was influenced by the self-selection of students who chose

to complete the consent form and particlpate by completing

the questionnaire.

RESULTS

Descriptive Analysis

Descriptlive statistics ¢(frequency and percentages) are
reported for the sample population and for responses to the
tirst nine i{tems on the questionnalre: t-tests are presented
comparling data from publlc school and private sachoo! student
responses. A narrative summary of the findlngs from the two

open-ended questions concerning student suggestionz for

liprary improvements Is lncluded.

Sample Population

The sample population consisted of 109 males (52.9%)>
and 97 (47.1 %> female high school gtudents (see Table 1).
Males and females seemed equally wlilling to participate In

the proJject by completing a questionnaire.
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TABLE 1
DISTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS BY GENDER

,l
|

Students
Cender No, %
Males 109 52.9
Females o7 47.1

57 ninth graders accounted for 27.7 % of the total:
there were 68 tenth graders (33%): 47 eleventh graders
(22.8%>: and 34 twelfth graders (16.5%) - (see Table 2).
The low number of senlors was caused by the timing of the
visit to one of the larger schools- it was Senior Skip Day,

and there were few avajlable seniors to participate in the

study.
TABLE 2

— DISEBIBUTION OF STUDENTS BY GRADE LEVEL
Students

Grade level No. %

S9th grade 57 27.7

10th grade 68 33

llth grade 47 22.8

12th grade 34 16.5

Private.school students accounted for 19.4% of the

sample: publlc school students were 80.6% of the total (see

Table 3,

13
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TABLE 3

DISTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS BY TYPE OF SCHOOL

Students
Tvoe of school No. %
Private 40 19.4
Public 166 80.6

Physical Access to Library

The first ltems (#!-4b) of the questionnaire dealt with
physical access to the library. Possible student answers
ranged from ! ("don‘t know") to 6 ("always"). The responses
by the total student group to these questions are summarized
in Table 4 by frequency and percentage for each item. (See
Table 4.3

Examinatlion of responses to individual items on the
questionnalre reveal an interesting summary of student
pecrceptions of their librarles.

While over half (56.3%) of the students sald they could
use the llbrary during a study hall, this means that the
remaining 43.7% said that they could not use the llbrary
during stddy hall. Allowing for some students who did not
have a study hall at all, this still leaves a large number

who thought they could not make use of the |lbrary resources

14
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TABLE 4
COMPOSITE RESPONSES: PHYSICAL ACCESS TO LIBRARY

The numbers represent answers as follows:

l 2 3 4 5 6
ror’t know never not very often somet lmes falrly often always

Duest ion Ttl1 # Pesponding _ ... Percent
"1 2 3 4 S 6

1. T reqularly ao to the school library

2. T am allowed to go to the library
independently during:
a’) studyv hatll 206 2.9}7.8|4.4 [7.3 [21.4 56.3
B> lunch break 201 121.4 27.7 10.7 |9.2 7.3 (21.4

3. If I need to, 1 can use the llbrary
2) before school starts 206 [42.7 13,1 | 4.9 6.3 | 5.3|27.9
b> after schoo! is over 205141.3 |18.0 | 7.3 |{5.8 5.3(21.8

4. The =chool library is used for

student meet!ina® and actlivities:

3) wmefare or after school hours 205.41”3 18.0f 7.3 | 5.8 5.3121.8

N ouring school hours 206(21.4] 8.3 ]13.1 {28.2 |13.6 15.5

15




during the very time set aside for study durling the day. In
tact, the librarians for each school. except for one., stated
that students were allowed to use the library during study
hall. However, students were also sometimes required to get
special permission or to be on a list before using the
library during study halls. It seems that many students
were unaware of the possibllities or unwilling to go through
the steps required for admission to the library.

27.7% of the students sald they were not allowed to use
the library during their lunch break. This was In fact a
close representation of actual school policles as described
by the librarians. Two librarlans stated that the reasons
thelr llbrarles were closed during lunch were that they had
the same lunch time as the students and there was no one
rlse to staff the library. The fact that most llibrarles
wece closed during lunch may also be an Indication of
limited lunch time, which does not seem to allow for student
library visits: on the other hand, It iIs often the case that
what a student needs in a llbrary may be obtalned very
quickly, and a few minutes would be sufficlent to make use
of the library if |t were permitted.

Almost half of the students didn’t know |f they were
allowed to use the library before or after school. All but
one of the llbrarians indicated that the 1lbrary was in fact
available to students before and after school., even If only
for fifteen minutes. In one of these cases, the |librarlian

dia not regularly make the library avallable before school,
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vut would do so with prior arrangements. It is unfortunate
that students were unaware of the school policles regarding
access before and after school: greater use might be made of
the faclllitles |f hours of access were communicated to the
students,

All of these blocks of times (study hall, lunch, before
and after school) opviously éould be used much more
- effectlvely for learning by the students 1f the schools made
creater efforts to oren the library durlng these times and
made the existent possibliities known.

More defliclits In student awareness were demonstrated by
the one third (32%) responding that they did not know if
student meetings or activities were held in the llbrary
before or after school. This fligure corresponds to the
number who did not know 1f the llbraries were open then.
Approximately one fourth (28.2%) of the students stated that
student meetings and activities were held in the llibrary
during school. which ndicates a good beginning in multi-use
of the librarles. This figure also closely reflects actual
school policy: two of the five llbrarians had policles
aliovlng student meeting and actlvity use of the llbrarles.

Access to school llbrarles seems to be limited by two
separate factors: school practlices and students beling
unaware of school policy. Both of these limltations might be
removed with positive action on the part of the school
acministration. While it is possible that existing school

practices regarding the schedule of accessibllity to the

17
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! "brary have pbeen determined by budgetary factors and are
therefore less open to immedlate change, informing students
more efficiently of the optlions already open to them could
be done without great expense, and could result in immediate

imorovement in use of the |ibrary.

Access to Materials

In attempting to determine if the students”’

informational and recreational needs were being addressed In
the school librarles, several questlions were asked.
The results overall Indicate much room for Improvement.
Frequency distribution and percentages of responses to
questionnaire ltems Sa-f, which address this Issue, are
summarized in Table 5.

One third of the students sald that they could find
what theyv needed for school work in school llbrary books
“falrly often": only 20.9% sald they could "always" find
what they needed In books.

Magazines within the school librarlies did not offer
much more of a rellable source, with 39.8% of the students
responding that they “sometlimes" found what informatlion they
needed. Only 12.6% "always" found what they needed.

Non-flictlion books, often considered the backbone of a
school library. "always" answered the needs of only 14.6% of
the students; less than a third could even say that their

needs were met "sometimes" by the non-fiction collection.

18
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TABLE S
COMPOSITE RESPONSES: ACCESS TO MATERIALS

{ 2 3 4 5 6

don’t know  never not very often gomet imes fairly often ajwaysg

Quest ton Ttl 8 Respondling Percent

.

1 2 3 4 S 6

5. When ] need informat!ion for a

clasg, I can fina It In the school

Tipraev jns .
a) books 205 | 4.4 1.5 (8,3 [31.6 |33 20.9
B3 macazine articles 204 | 3.9 | 1.5 11.7 [39.8 |29.6]12.6
¢) non-fiction books 203 [ 7.3 | 5.8 17 |31.6 [22.3]{14.6
d) computer databases 201 -i31.6 (18.9 | 12.6 |14.1 |13.1} 7.3
e) inter-library loan 201 ) 51 19.4 5.31 9.2 {7.3 5.3
) avudlo-visual materlals 202 | 34 22,81 17.5114.6 |6.3 2.9

(videons. etc.)

These responses indicate a great need for new and more
materials to meet the educatlonal needs of students.
The most common responses to the questlons askling |{f

Information was found in a) computer databases, b) through

inter-library loan, and ¢) audlo-visual materlals were
"don‘t know's., Most students seemed to be uncertain |f
these were options of service in their llbrarles. In fact,
only two of “the schoois allowed student access to computer
databases: three allowed access to A-V materlals, and two

used inter-llbrary loan.

Q 19 95




Checkling OQut Materlals

When asked what materlals students thought they were
allowed to check out of the library (see Table 6>, 77% of
the students stated that they were always allowed to check
out fiction books; all of the school llbrarles actually
permitted students to do so. 29.6% of the students said
they were always allowed to check out magazines (although
33% stated they never were allowed to do sS0); two of the
five llbrarles actually permitted students to check out
m3gazines. 73.8% of the students said they were allowed to
check out non-flction pooks: all! llibrarlans reported
students were allowed to do so., Students reported that
caomputer discs and audio-visual materials were elther not
ailowed to be checked out (as stated by 38.8% and 36.9%
respectively) or the students didn’t know lf they were
5lloved to rcheck them out (50% and 48.5% respectively).
These flgures closely reflect the fact that most schools did
not have these materials to check out. Overall., libraries
seemed willing to check out books of all sorts and some
magazlines, but not able to provide computer or A-V
materials.

Libraries which allow students to check out materlals
ao not alwavs succeed In getting students to actually do so.
Stucents were asked what materlals they had checked ocut of
the school glbrary auring the time they had been students at

the school. The most common response regarding fliction books
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TABLE 6
COMPOSITE RESPONSES: CHECKING QUT MATERIALS

! 2 3 4 S 6

don‘t know  never not very often somet imes falcly often alwayg

Duestion Ttl # Respondlng Percent

1 2 3 <4 5 6

5. I can check out:

3) books 206 2.4 1.5/ 2.4 5.8 }[10.7(77.2
b)Y magazines 203 |13.6 33 | 4.9 {10.7 | 6.8(29.6
) non-fiction books 206 4.4 (3.9 | 1.9 7.8 8.3/73.8
d) computer discs 204 50 38.8; 2.9 4.4 5] 2.4
e) aualn-visual materials 204 48.5 |36.9] 4.4 5.3 1.9 1.9

7. Durina the time I have pheen

w

arudent at this echool., I have

~harkpn AT

1) naoks 202 .5 24,3/20.9 [23.8 | 7.8/20.9
"3 magazines 202 (1.5 }¢63,2/9-7 J11.7 | 5.3 8.7
) non-fiction books 205 105 40.3 1904 17.5 4.9 16.0
ol computer discs 203 2.9 92.2 109 e5 e5 .5
e) audlo-visual materlals 203 | 3.4192.7 | 1.0 1.5 0 0
£
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was they had “never" checked out a book (24.3% of students).
A combined 28.7% of the students responded that they "falrly
often" or "always" checked out books of fiction.

61.2% of the students indicated they had never checked
out a magazine.

Non-fictlion books., although allowed to be checked out
by all of the llbrar!es, had been checked out by only 60% of
the students.

Computer discs and audlo-visual materials had almost
never been checked ou%t: only one schoo! allowed students to

do So.

Personal Needs of Students

Moving beyond strictly academic needs, in item 8
students were asked i{f they were able to find items for
personal Interest In thelr school llibraries. The responses

to this Item are summarized in Table 7. The most common

response (32%) was that thev could "sometimes" find
something to interest them: “"fairly often" and "always"
accounted for a combined portion of 35.4% of the students,
which - Is a falrly encouraging response. One might assume
that students who are able to find materlals they llke for
personal use might be more inclined to keep looking in the
lipbrary for materials needed for school use, |f only because

they have been successful at one level of |lbrary use.
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TABLE 7
COMPQSITE RESPONSES: PERSONAL NEEDS OF STUDENTS

m————
———

t 2 3 4 S 6

on’t know never not very often somet imes fairly often always

Quest ion Ttl # Responding Pgrcent

1 2 3 |4 ] 6

8. When I want a book or information

for nersonal interest, I can find what

I want in the schoo! library. l 206 8.3 6.3 |18.0 |32.0( 26.2

Other Information Sources

Students {ndicated varyling patterns when asked where
thev Jooked next for material they could not find in thelr
school llbraries (see Table 8). A 'high percentage ¢70.3%)
Indicated that they would not glve up looking !f thelr
school library did not have what they needed, but would
continue a search at some level, 64% sald that they used
Information they had at home at least "sometimes". A larger
88% sald that they went to the public library at least
‘sometimes”. An interesting 64% of the students said they
asked a frlend for Informatlon |(f they could not find it at
school. Only 15% of the students indicated they tried a
college library as next resort at;least "sometimes". For
each of the schools surveyed, the nearest college library
was at least a ten minute drive away; In most of the school
dlistricts lnvolved In thls study. there |s no public

transportation avallarle for residents. Theae factors would
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limit the students- abillty to take advantage of college

libraries on their own.

These results indicate that overall students seem

fairly well motivated to find Information they need for

school: [t could only Improve the learning which might take

place if school libraries could better meet the educational

needs of thelr students immedlately and on site.

TABLE 8
COMPOSITE REFSPONSES: OTHER INFORMATION SOURCES

l 2 3 4 5 6
gon‘t know never not very often somet imes fairly often always
Queet ton Ttl # R Peccent

t 2 3 4 5 6
|

9, If T can‘t find what I need in the i
school llibrary, I: |

33 do not look further 202 | 2.4 52.9 |18.4 [20.4] 1.0 2.9

B> use materials from home 201 | 1.0y 9.2 [11.2 [45.6[20.9 9.7

) go to a publlc library 202 5] 3.4 | 5.8 |20.4(31.6 [36.4

) go to a college llbrary 203 | 3.4| 68.0 j12.1 | 8.3] 2.9 3.9

e) ask a friend 203 | 1.5( 13.6 |18.4 |40.3]15.5( 9.2
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ANALYSIS BY TYPE OF SCHOOL: PRIVATE OR PUBLIC

Two-tailed t-tests were performed on student responses
to the first nine items on the questionnaire, to explore
pogsible differences in student perceptions of | lbrary
accessiblllty In private and publlc schools.

Some signiflicant differences in responses were shown.

Physical Access to Llbrary

In questions concerning physical access to the llibrary
(questions 1-4b of the questlonnaire: see Table 9) prlvate
schools rated significantly higher than public schools on
all ltems except access during study halls- In this case,
public schools rated signlflicantly higher than private
schools.

Private school students had significantly more access
to thelir school librarles with classes than did public
echool students, td(l. 204)=2.60, p<.010. The mean response
of private school students was 23.80; the mean response of
publie school! students was 3.27, as determined by the
questionnalre with an answer of "3" |ndicatling "not very
often" and an answef of "4" indicating "sometimes."

Regarding access to the llbrary durlng study halls,
private school students reported a mean answer of 4.65
("sometimes">, while publlic school students reported a mean
answer of S5.15 ("falrly often"), Indicating a significant

difference, t(1i, 204>=2.03, p<.043. Private school
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TABLE 9
PHYSICAL ACCESS TO LIBRARY

i f-tests for inoepencent samplies of PRIVPUB
GROUP | -~ PRIVPUB EQ 1: PRIVATE

¢ _PUBLIC
Varlabie Numper Standard Standard
of Cages Mean Deviation Ecror
Gl
GROUP | 40 3.8000 1.324 .209
GROUP 2 166 3.2711 1.109 .086
Pooied Variance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Value Freedom Proo.
2.60 204 010
" Variaple Numper Standard  Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation Error
G2A
GROUP | 40 4.6500 1.748 276
GROUP 2 166 5.1506 1.301 .101
Pooled Vaciance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Value Freedom Prob.
-2.03 204 043
Variable Number Standara Standard
of Cages Mean Deviation Error
028
GROUP 1 40 4,9500 1.467 232
GROUP 2 161 2.7391 1.698 134

Pooled Variance Estimate

t  Degrees of 2-tall
Value Freeaom Proo.

.96 199 000__
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GROUP | - PRIVPUB EQ 1: PRIVAIE
GROUP 2 - PRIVPUB EQ 2: PUBLIC

Variablie Numoer Standard  Standard
of Cases  Hean Deviation Error
33
GROUP ! 40 3.8750 2.334 .369
GROUP 2 166 2.8072 2.059 .160

Pooled Variance Estimate

t Degrees of z-tail
Value Freedom Prob.

2.87 204 .005

Varlable Numper Standard  Standard
of Cases  Hean Deviation Error
Q3B
GROUP 1 40 5.0750 1.591 .252
GROUP 2 165 2.2667 1.708 133

Pooied Variance Estimate

t Degrees of 2-tail
Vaiue Freedom Proo.

$.45 203 .000

Variabie Numper Stancara  Standara

of Cases Mean Deviation Eccor

04A
GROUP 40 3.9750 1.819 .288
GROUP 2 163 2.7853 1.574 123

Pooled Variance Estimate

t Degrees of 2-tail
Vajue Freecom Proo.

4,49  20] .000

Variapie Number Stangard . Standard
of Cases Mean Deviatlon Ecror
448
GROUP | 40 4,1750 1.631 .258
GROUP 2 166 3.3494 1,691 134

Pooied Variance Estimate

© t Degrees of 2-tail
Value Freedom Proo.

2,79 204 .006
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students” comments Indicated that private schools were more
!lkely to hold study halls in areas other than the library,
with less moving from one location to another.

Lunch breaks provided significantly more library access
to students in private schools than public schools tdt,
199>= 7.56, p<.000. Private school students’ mean response
was 4.95, whlle public school students’ mean response was
2.73, with "4" [ndicating "sometimes" and "2" Iindicating
"never." Prlvate school students indicated they had a
relatlively long lunch pbreak (up to an hour and flfteen
minutes) and the library was generally open to them at this
time. Public schools generally have very short lunch breaks,
3S they accomodate larger numbers of students: this could
account for thelr lessened access to the 1lbrary during this
period.

A signlficant difference was also found in the
responses concerning accessliblility of the library pefore
school for private and publlic school students, t(1, 204)=
2.87, p<.005. The mean response of private school students
was 3.87 ("not very often") and 2.80 ("never") for the
publlic schoo! students. Although private school students
felt they had some access before school, nelther group felt
they had significant access.

After school accessibility to the library was
sianlficantly higher for private school students than for

punlic school students, t¢!, 203)= 9.45, p<.000. The mean
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response wag §.07 ("fairly cften") for private school
students and only 2.26 ("never") for publlic school students.
Since one of the private schools was a boarding school,
students in this case had easy physical access to the
library after school, even when it was not staffed. Whether
access to [nformation can be assumed when staff iIs not
present is another issue.

Discusslions with the public school llbrarians indicated
they wished the llbrary could be opened before school and
longer after school. Some librarlans sald they tried to
accomodate students who approached tiiem with specific
requests to use the library after school: however. they
realized this Is not a real! substltute for regular open
access. The llbrarians clited school staffing budgets and
constralints on their own time as reasons for the
restrictions after school.

Use of the library for student activities before and
after school was significantly higher for private school
students than for public school students, t(1, 201)=4.15,
p<.000. The mean response of private school students was
3.97 ("not very often"); the public school student mean was
2.78 ("never"). Though there was a signlflcant dlfference In
these responses, neither Indicates high use for student
actlivities and meetings before or after school.

More use of the llibrary for student actlvities and
meetings duging school was indicated by both types of

schools: even so, private schools (M=4.17, or "sometimes")
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agaln rated significantly higher than public schools

(M=3.34, or "not very often"), t(i, 204)= 2.79, p<.00s6,

Access to Materials

A comparlison of access to needed information in yarfous
formats in private and publlic school libraries (questions
S5a-f of the questionnalre: see Table 10) showed fewer
signiflicant differences, with the exception of avallabllity
of Information from computer databases and inter-1ibrary
Joans; private school students had signiflicantly more access
to these optlions. ‘i

There was no slignificant dlfference, t(1,203)=1.36,
p<.175, In the students’ abilities to find what they wanted
In library books. The private school students’ mean
response was 4.27; the public school students’ mean was
4.56, both indicating "sometimes."

Similarly, there was no signlficant difference in
respnonses concerning the llkellhood of wanted Informat!ion
being found in magazlines. t(i, 202)= .54, p<.591. Both
groupe Indicated they could "sometimes" find what they
needed (private school M=4.37, public school M=4.26.)

Non-flction books answered the needs of both groups of
students at a similar level, with no significant difference,
tct, 201)=.%8, p<.859. The mean response of private school
students was 3.97 ( a high "not very often"); the publlc

school mean response was 4.01 ("sometimes") when asked 1 £
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TABLE 10
ACCESS TO_MATERIALS

Items Sa-f
Variabie Numper Stancara  Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation _Error
J%A
GROUP | 40 4.2750 1.i98 .189
GROUP 2 165 4,5636 1.206 .094
Pooiea Variance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Vaiue freedom Proo.
: -1,36 203 L1175
Variaple Numpber Standard  Standard
of Cases Hean Deviation Error
358
GROUP 1 40 4,3730 979 153
GROUP 2 164 4,2083 1.157 090
Pooled Variance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Vaiue Freedom Prob.
D4 202 294
Variable Number Standard  Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation  Error
03¢
GROUP | 40 3.9750 1,368 216
GROUP 2 163 4.0184 1.385 109

Pooled Variance Estimate

t Degrees of 2-taiji
Vaiue Freecom Prob.

-.18 20! .859
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Variable Number Standard Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation Error
33D
GROUP | 40 4.3250 1.492 236
GROUP 2 161 2.4161 1.498 .118
Pooied Variance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Vaive freedom Proo.
7.22 199 .000 _
Variable Numoer Standara Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation Ecror
Q5E
GROUP | 40 2.9250 1.730 274
GROUP 2 16} 1.9752 1.483 A7
Pooieqa Variance Estimate
t  Degrees of 2-tail
Vaiue Fresdom Proo.
3.30 i99 .00]
- Variable _ﬁumber Stangard Standacd
of Cases Mean Deviation Error
g5t
GROUP ! 40 2.7500 1.214 .192
GROUP 2 162 2.3642 1.448 114
Pooied Variance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tall
Value Freedom Prop.
1.55 200 122
32
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they could find what they needed In magazines !n thelr
!iprary.

Use of computers demonstrated the greatest dlfference
hetween types of schools, with private schools rating
significantly higher than public schools, t(1, 199)=7,22,
p<.000. When describling thelr success in obtalning needed
Information from computer databases, the mean private school
response was 4.32 ("sometimes"): the public school mean was
2.41 ("never"). This difference is clearly accounted for by
the fact that oniy the private schools had databases for the
students to use.

The other significant difference In the area of access
to Information in varlous formats came from the use of
inter-library loan materials, t(!, 199)= 3.50. p<.001. The
private school students’ mean response when asked about the
use of this source was 2.92. indicating "never", but almost
“not very often." The publlc school mean, 1.97 ("don‘t
know"), indicated a lack of informatlion about this
possibllity. It would seem that private school students
were more aware of inter-library loan possiblilities, even
though It was not a productive service for them. One
private school and one public school indicated they offered
this service to students.

There was no significant difference In the use of A-V
materials by the the two groups, t(1, 200)=1.55, p<.122.
Neither gron found thls to be a useful source: when asked

If they could flnd needed information in A-V sources, the
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private school mean response was 2.75 (“never"): the public
school mean was a similar 2.36. In fact, A-V materials were

avallable for students in only one school.

Materials Which Can Be Checked Out

Questlons 6a-e dealt with what materlals students sald
they were allowed to check out of thelr llbraries (see Table
113,

When asked |f they were allowed to check out books from
thelr librarles, there was no signiflcant difference in the

responses of the private school students (M=5.65: "falrly

often") and public school students (M=5.49: "falrly often")>,
t¢l, 204)=.82. p<.416. Both groups had good access to
bnoks.,

There was. however, a slgniflicant difference in the two
groups” ablllties to check out magazines, t¢i, 201)= 7.77,
P<.000. The mean response for private school students was
5.40 (“fairly often"), while the publlc school students’
mean answer was 3.07 ("not very often"). Publlic schools
seem to have adopted a stricter policy on this issue.

Non-flction books were available for check-out "falrly
often" for both groups (private school M=5.32, public school
M=5.33>. There was no significant difference In responses,
t(1, 204>=.03, p<.979.

Both groups indicated they did not know |f they were
allowed to check out computer discs (private school M=1.85,
publlc school M=1.6, where "1" I|ndlcates "don‘t know.")
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MATERIALS WHICH CAN BE CHECKED QUT

TABLE 11

—items 6a-e
Variable Number Standacd  Standard
of Cases Kean Deviatloq Eccor
G6A
GROUP ¢ 40 5.6500 949 . 150
GROUP 2 166 5.4940 1.118 087
Pooled Variance Estimate
t  Degrees of 2-taii
Vaiue Ffreedom Proo.
_ .82 204 416
Variable Numper Stancard Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation Eccor
GéB
GROUP 1| 40 5.4000 1.297 .205
GROUP 2 163 3.0798 1,774 139
Pooled Variance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Vaive Freecom Proo.
71.77 201 .000
Vaciaole Number Standara Standard
of Cases Hean Deviation Ercor
0ec :
GROUP | 40 5.3250 1.474 .233
GROUP 2 166 5.3313 1.332 103
Pooiea Vaciance Zstimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Vaive Freecom Prob,
-.03 204 979
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=

Variable Number Standard  Standard

of Cases Mean Deviation Error
06D
GROUP 40 1.8500 1.167 . 184
GROUP 2 164 1.5954 1.005 079
Pooled Variance Estimate
t Degrees of 2-tail
Value Freecom Proo.
85 202 .399 _
Vaclabie Number Standara  Standard
of Cases Mean Deviation Ecror
G6E
GROUP | 40 1,9250 1.309 .207
GROUP 2 164 1.7683 1.043 .081

Poolea Variance Estimate

t Degrees of 2-taii
Value Freegom Prab,

81 202 .420

TABLE 12
MATERIALS STUDENTS CHECK OUT

Items 7a-e

|

Variable Number- Standard Standard
of Cases Mesn  Deviation Error
J7A
GROUP | 39 3.9487 1.486 .238
GROUP 2 163 3.7423 1.460 414

Pooled Variance Estimate

- t Degrees of 2-tal]
Vaive Freedom Pcoo.

J9 200 .430
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Q8

GROUP 1 40 3.7750 1.459 .23
GROUP 2 162 2.6111 1.212 .095
Pooled Uariance Estimate
F 2-taill t  Degrees of 2-tail
UValue Prob. Valus Freedom Prob.
1.45 .17 5.22 200 .000
Varlable Number Standard Standard
of Cases ftean Deviation Error
Q7C
GROUP 1 40 3.3750 1.580 . 250
GROUP 2 165 3.3091 1.459 114
Pooled Uarliance Estimate
t  Qagrees of 2-tail
Ualue Freedom Prob.
.&5 203 80
variaoie Kumber Stanocara Standard
ot Lases mhean Deviation grror )
w7l
GROUP | 40 VY] 823 4R
OROUF 2 163 109939 bl W0
fooled Variance Estimate
t Degrees of £-taii
Value Freedom Froo.
N .71 vl JU7
Variable Numper Standarg Stancard
ot Cases Mean [eviation grror
w7k
OROUP 40 §.9750 270 W44
BROUUP 2 163 20123 1333 26

rooled Variance Estimate

t Uegrees of Z-tail
Value Freecom Froo.

U~ Y] | Si4
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There was no slignificant difference in these responses, t(1,
202)=.85, p<.399. One public school did allow its students
fo check out some discs.

Simlitarly. nelther group knew 1f they were allowed to
check out A-V materlals: there was no signiflcant difference
in their responses, t(l. 202)=.81, p<.420. A librarian
from one school said that students were allowed to check out

A-V materials.

Materlials Students Check OQut

When asked what materlals they had actually checked out
of thelr school libraries (questions 7a-e: see Table 12),
there were few significant differences In responses of
public and private school students.

Both groups sald they checked out books "not very
often”: private schoo! M= 3.94, public school M= 3,74.
There was no signiflicant difference indicated by these
cesponses, t(l, 200)=.79, p<.430. These responses Indicate
what |s perhaps a discouraging fact: very few students
use the librarles’ materlals outside of the library. Other
materials, with the exception of magazines, were also not
checked out very often, as shown in the following analyses.

Private school students were much more llkely to check
out magazines than were public school students (means of
3.77, "not very often," and 2.61, "never," respectively).

However., earller analysis pointed out that private school

students were allowed to check magazines out and public
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school students generally were not. It makes sense that the
check out rates would obviously be significantly different,
t<l. 200)=5.22, p<.000.

No significant differences were found between the two
groups concerning the frequency of check out of non-fiction
books, t(1, 203)=.25. p<.801. The private school students’
mean response to this item was 3.37 ("not very often"); the
public school mean was 3.30 (also "not very often®.) Again,
it is interesting to note how infrequently students'check
out the materials In the llbrary.

The responses to the question regarding checklng out
computer discs reveal! low computer disc use outside of the
library. While the private school students do not check out
computer discs. M=2.2: "never" (they were not allowed to by
policy), the publlic school students seemed confused by the
question of whether they had ever checked out a disc. Their
mean angswer was 1.9 ("don’t know")>. They had indicated
previously that they could not get information they needed
via computer discs, and that they did not know if they were
allowed to check them out. In fact, only one public school
had computer materlals, and students were allowed to check
some of them out. Although the responses to this question
were significantly different, t(1., 201>=2.71, p<.007, no
positive rate of check out was indicated by either group.

Audlo-visual materials were also a format which was

either not checked out or presented some confusion to the

studente. The prlvate achool students In this case
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Indlicated "don“t know", M=1.97, when asked If they ever
checked out A-V materials. The public school students knew
thev never had: M=2.0! or "never." Only one public school
allowed students to check out A-V materléls. It may be that
the term "A-V materials" on the questlonnalire was not
speciflc enough to eliclt definite answers from some of the
students. The answers were not significantly different

hbetween the two groups, t(i, 201)=.85, p<.514.

Personal Needs of Students

There were Inslignificant dlfferences in private and
publlc school libraries meeting the students’ personal
needs., t(1, 204>=.88, p< .379. Both types of schools were
able to meet the students personal needs "sometimes," with a
private school mean response of 3.72 and a public school
mean of 3.93. (See Table 1(3). This seems a pleasant

ailowance on the part of the students.

Other Information Sources

Concernlng where students tended to look for more
‘nformation |f their library did not have the information
they needed (questions 9a-e of the guestionnaire: see Table
l4) the only signiflicant dlfference was that private school
students were much more likely to go to a college llbrary as
a backup i{nformation source than were publlic school

gstudents.
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TABLE 13
- PERSONAL NEEDS OF STUDENTS

—_—
Item 8
variabie Numper Stangard Standard
of Cases tiean Deviation Error
)
GrROUP 40 3. 7250 1.414 D7)
DROUP £ 166 3.5337 14326 103
Pooieg Variance Estimate
t Degrees of z-tail
Vaiue Freacam Proo.‘
-85 204 Nyl
TABLE 14
OTHER INFORMATION SOURCES
—— —_—
~Items 9a-e
variable wumoer - Standard Stanoard
or Cases Mean Deviation Error
W9A
GROUF | 40 2.8500 1,051 166
GROUP 2 162 2.6%7% 1040 WV:-Y;
7ooied ‘/ariance Estimate
t liegrees of z-tail
Value Freadom .Prob..
B9 200 V8
Variable Number Stanoaro Stanoard
of Cases fean ﬁeviat;on ' gError
Wb
GROUF 1 EH] 4,000 1.304 200
ORUUF < 164 §.0994 1.038 JUB<
Pooled Variance Estimate
- t Uegrees of Z-tail
Vaiua Fregcom Proo.'
-03‘ 1‘;‘; 0008
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Variaole Numoer Standard Stangara
ot Cases Hean Deviation Error
ayC
GROUP | 40 4,6250 1133 478
OROUP 2 162 4.9938 1.083 +0B8S
Pooled Variance Estimate
t Degrens of z-taii
vValue Freecaom Proo.
~§.91 AV Y vy
variapie NUmMDEr Stancara Stangarc
ot Lases hean  Jeviation grror
650
BRGUF ¢ +3 31250 1.436 S
ORUWF < 163 23497 S5 L7
Fooiaad variance £5timate
t  Desrees of I-tali
vaiug Fresgsom Preo.
4 .28 i IOV
variabie Kumber Standara Standaro
ot Lases mean  {laviation Error
Rt
GROUP v J 7300 1300 206
oROUP £ 183 3.80%8 1.147 L50
Pooleg variance Estimate
t  Degrees of Z-taii
vaiue fresoom  Frob,
07 Ul SV
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Most students indicated that they would not glve up
looking for information if they could not find it in thelr
school library. The private school student mean response
was that they would "never" (2.85) "not look further"; the
public school mean response was 2.69, also "never': these
responses were not significantly different, t(1, 200)=,83,
P<.408. It is encouraging that students assumed the need to
do further research if their school libraries did not meet
their needs.

Using materials from home was a popular alternative for
both groups (private school M=4.0. "sometimes": public
schonl M=4.09. "sometimes">. There was no significant
difference in these responses, t(1, 199)>=,51, p<.608.

The most popular source for both groups for further
Information was the publlc library: both groups sald they
used this resource "sometimes": private school M=4,62;
public school M=4.99. The difference in how often each
group used this resource was not significant, t(1, 200>=
1.91, p<.057.

The use of college libraries presented the only
signiflcant difference between the two groups when they
looked for more Information, t(l, 201>= 4.28, p<.000. The
private school students indicated they used this resource
“not very often" (M=3.12). while the public school! students
Indicated they "never" dlid (M=2.34). This dlfference may be
zccounted fér by two factors: the abllity of the private

schools to provide transportatlon to college |lbrarles |f
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needed: and the basic lack of public transportation comblned

with workling parents’ busy schedules restricting public
school students’ access to college librarles. For most of
the schools., the nearest college llbrary was at least a ten
minute drive away. |
The difference In how often students consulted their

friends for Information was not significant, t¢(l, 201)=.87,
P<.501. The mean response for private school students was
2.95 (a high "not veryvy often"); for public school students

the mean was 3.80 (also "not very often').

SUMMARY OF STUDENT SUGGESTIONS

When students were asked In an open-ended question |f
there was anythling they would llke to have changed about the
schedule of thelr school llbrary, almost a fourth of the
private school students asked for a more flexible and
extended schedule of hours. One fifth of public school
students asked for more hours and more opportunities to use
the library. It Is unclear whether these differences in the
percentage of requests for more library time result from
restrictive hours or varyling degrees of desire to use the
llbrary. Among publlic school students, the most common
request was for the library to be open after school.

Private school students wanted more flexible schedul ing
during the agy: after hours access seemed to be less of a

problem.
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Students had many and varied suggestions when asked
what they would like to have added to thelr libraries. 1In
publlic schools, the most common request was for more
computers, followed by new books and magazines, as well as a
general updating of material. Requests were also made for
A-V materlals, a copy machine, more reference materials,
newspapers. an online catalog, comic books, more space and
tables.

Private school students requested more books the most
often, followed by computers, and a general updating of
materials. Also requested were more reference materials,

magazines, A-V materials, a copy machine, newspapers, more

space and tables.
Manv of the students were quite emphatic in the need
for the ltems they requested. Many students also mentlioned

that they thought rules concerning student conduct in the

library were far too stringent. and affected student desire
or ablllity to use the library (for Instance, many stated
they had been kicked out of the library, or had never even
been there).

It seemed significant that many students wrote careful
answers when asked for suggestions; students would be a

valuable resource for individual schools evaluating their

|ibraries.
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SIGNIFICANCE AND CONCLUSION

It is evident from the data collected in this study
that high school librarles are in need of new materlials and
methods of extending service. Students in high schools seem
willing to learn and to look for information, but must be
backed up with increased efforts and funding from their
schools to make this possiple. Examination of scheduling
and rules could make the llbraries more accessible: finding
funds for more materials and equipment in restricted budgets
will be more difficult and must perhaps be addressed to
higher authoritles.

It s hoped that this study will contribute to the
awareness of professionals in the flelds of school
librarianship and schoo! administration of student
perspectives concerning the accessibllity and the adequacy
of materlals avallable In high school libraries.
Information gathered from this study offers concrete
Iinformation to be used by library and administration
professionals in their efforts to improve services to
students and in their continulng dlalogue with funding
agencles.

Students may beneflit from greater staff awareness of
their informational needs, and by eventual improved funding
to meet those needs.

The high school library exists for student use. The
logical precedents to this assumptlion are two-fold: flrst,

that for students to use the library effectively, it must be
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accessible to them, and second, relevant materlals must be

availaple within the library. Information in this study may
aid In evaluating the success of these aims and In guliding

tuture declislions regarding high school libraries.
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APPENDIX &

List of Schools

SCHOOL & PRINCIPAL PUBLIC-PRIVATE TELEPHONE SAMPLE ENROLLMENT

!'. €. Gary Hill
3t. Clalrsviile High School
108 Wnodrow Avenue
St. Clairsvilie, Ohlo (publicd 614-695-1584 58 628

Gary Norris

RBarneaville High School

Shamrock Drive

Barnesville, Ohlo 43713 <(public) €614-425-3617 56 363

3. Phil Irwin
Nlney Frlends School
Sandy Ridge Road
Barnesville, Ohlo 43713 (prlvate) 614-425-3655 19 35

)

4. Frank Danadic
Bellaire Hligh School
349 35th Street

Bellalre, Ohin (public) 614-676-3652 52 550

N

Dan Vitlip

St., John“s Central High School

37th 8 Guernsey Sts.

Bellaire. Ohio 43908 (private) 614-676-4932 21 200

TOTAL 206 1776

(An approvimate ten percent sample of each school was attempted, with
the evception of the small school: a sample of approximately fifty
nercent was taken in thie case.)
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APPENDIX B

Letter to Schools

Yent State University

Schoanl of Library and Information Science
Columbus Program

124 Mount Hall, {050 Carmack Road
Columbus, Ohio 43210

May L, 1993

Dear School Administrator,

I am a student In the Kent State Unlvereity School of
Liprary and Information Sclience. Part of my course work
involves dolng a research paper. The toplc I have chosen
concerns high school students’ perceptions of the level of
accessibllity to thelr school librarles, and their
perceptions of the adequacy of the library materials in
their school llibraries.

To agather data for the paper I would 1lke to survey, by
writter guestionnaire. about 10% of the students in five
nigh schonis |n the Belmont County, Ohlo ~ Wheellng, West
Virginia area.

[ would Ilke to !nciude your school In this survey, since
't Is in the geographical target area. I am enclosing a
cooy of the questionnalre and the student consent forms for
vou to ook over,

I hore to administer the questionnaire during the
students’ study halls. including in the sample a
reocrecentation from each grade level (9-12). The
questionnaires wil! pe completely anonymous; no names will
be required., The Informatlon sources will be ldentlfled
only by gender. grade level, and whether attending a public
ar private school. Indlvidual schools will not be ldentlfled
In Cconnecton with particular responses.

Thie study Is part of an effort to evaluate the
perception by high school students concerning some parts of
scnool library services, It |s hoped that such a survey may
offer !ndications of strengths and weaknesses In high school
tlbraries In general, thereby providing a basls for
encouragement of improvement of services when improvements
are inadlcated, and a Justiflcation for sustalned services
when needs are already belng met. If you would like a copy
af the completed study, one will be made avallable to you.

I thank you for considering particlpating in this
projJect., If you have any questions about the study, please
write or call, My telephone number 18 (514) 425-1175S.

-

Sincerely,

Karen Hampton
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APPENDIX C

Consent Form for Students

Kent State Unlversity

School of Library and Information Sclence
Columbus Program

124 Mount Hall, 1050 Carmack Road
Columbus, Ohlo 43210

Consent Form: Issues of Accessibllity In High School
Librarles

I want to do research on how students feel about thelr
access to thelr hlgh school library, and thelr opinions
about the adequacy of the materlals In thelr llibrary. I
want to do this in order to galn informatlon about the need
o Ilmprove services or materlals, and to Justlfy services
and materials In school pbudgets. I would llke you, as a
high school! student, to take part In thls project. If you
declde to do thls, you willl be asked to £11] out a
twelve-item questionnalre at school. It wlll take about ten
minutes to f111 out the questlionnalre.

You will not need to sign your name to the gquestlionnalre.
Your answers wll] be anonymous;: no one will know who f11]led
out which questionnalre. There will be no dangers Involved
in fl111lng out the gquestlionnajre.

It 1s hoped that by your particlpation In this project,
eventually your school may benefit from knowledge galned and
sharea with school liprarlans and administrative staff.
Taking part In this proiect 1s entirely up to you, and no
anwv will hold it against you |f you declide not to do It. 1If
vou do take part, you may stop at any time.

[f you want to know more about this research project, please
call me at (614> 425-1175, The prolect has been approved by
Venr Gtate Unlverslity, If you have questions about Kent
State Unlversity's rules for research, please call

Or. Adriaan de Vries, telephone (216> 672-2070.

You wlll get a copy of this consent form.

Sincerely,

Karen Hampton
Graduate Student




CONSENT STATEMENT

I agree to take part in this project. I know what I will
have to do and that I can stop at any time.

Slgnature (student) Date

{Student copy of this letter and consent form Included this
and the preceeding page on one page.]
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APPENDIX D
Student Questionnaire

Fead the starement and then put a circle around the

inatructions:
numner that hest answers how you feel about the statement.

con’ t understand the statement or don‘t know the answer, circle #1
Please answer the questions on ail

wnich |s "Don't know."
Thank you!

pages and then turn in the form.

The numbers represent answers as follows:

5

If you

three

4

1 2 3
gsomet imes

not very often

falrly often| always:

don’t know never

OUESTION

!. I requiarly go to the library with a class.

- -

2. I am allowed to go to the llbrary
independently auring:
aj) study hall

b’ gduring lunch break

3. T1f I need to, I can use the |lbrary:

ad) pefore schoo) starts

L) after =chool 18 gver

4. The school library is used for student
meetings and activitles:

a) before or after school hours

b} during school hours
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2 3
2 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
l 2 3
l 2 3
1 2 3

ANSWER




! 8 3 4 5 6

don‘t know | never not very often somet |mes falrly often always

5. When I need |nformatlon for a class, I can
find it in the school llbrary in:

a) books ! 2 3 4 5 ¢
b) magazine articles 1 2 3 4 5 ¢
) non-fletion books { 2 3 4 5 6
d> computer databases 1 2 3 4 &5 86
e} Inter-llbrary loan ! 2 3 4 5 6
£) audio-visual materlals (videos, etc.) 1 2 3 4 5 6

Comment<:

f. I can check out:
a) books 1 2 3 4 &5 6
0> magazlnes - 1 2 3 4 5 &6
c)> non-flction books { 2 3 4 5 ¢
d> computer dlscs 1 2 3 4 5 8
e) audlo-visual materials 1 2 3 4 5 6

Comments:

7. During the time I have been a student at

this school, I have checked out:
a) books ! 2 3 4 S 6
b) magazines 1 2 3 4 5 6
) non-flction books { 2 3 4 S5 6
d) computer dlacs 1 2 3 4 5 8
&) audio-visual materials { 2 3 4 5 6
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1 2 3 4 S 6

don‘t knowl never | not very often somet Imes fairly often always

. When I want a book or Information for personal
Intereat, [ can find what I want In the school

linracy. 1 2 3 4 S5 6

9. If I can“t find what I need In the school

tibrary, I:
3) do not look further 1 2 3 4 S5 8
b3 use materlals from home 1 2 3 4 5 6
) go to a publie llbrary 1 2 3 4 5 6
d> g0 to a college llipbrary 1 2 3 4 S5 6
e) ask a friend 1 2 3 4 5 &

10. Is there anything you would llke to change about the school
llerary‘s schedule or the times you are allowed to use the |lbrary?

g

1. Is there anything you would llke to have added to the school
llheary?

Peraonal Informatlon: Clrcle the number that applles to vou.
Sex: 1. male
2. female
Grade level: 1. 9th grade
2. 10th grade
3. 11th grade
4, |2th grade

Thank you for completing this questionnalre! Please return It now to
the person who gave |t to vyou,
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