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CHAPTER X

THE PROBLEM

Introduetion
Iibrary services in the modern secondary achool are recogmized
by most educators as fundswemtal Lo a sound program of tsaching and
lesarning. The concept of the library's direct relationship to the edu-
cational objectives of the schoal is not of recent origin, but an in-
ereasing awareness of this consociation is clearly evident from the cao-
monts of edacational leaders, by the adoption of higher standards for
schocl lihraries, the initiation of nationally-sponsored schaol library
projects to implement the standards, sequent legislation providing addi-
tional funds for materials and improved servicas, and from the widespread
eoncern of students and their parents in their search.. for information.
In 1961, school sdainistrators pronounced their interpretation
of the cardinal role of the library in the following policy statement:
The school library 1ls intrinsic to the purposes of the school
and is, therefore, a basle service for which the board of edu-
eation i3 responsible.
James B. Conant, former president of Harvard University, whan
reporting his prelininary findings of a one-year study of American janior
high schools at the anmual conference of tha Amariecan Associatlion of

Ypesponsibilities of State Departments of Fducation for School
brary Services: A Policr Statemsnt. Council of Chief State School
Officors, 1961. 5School Library Development Project, March 1962,

W 25577, p. 2.
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Sohool Administrators in February, 196]1, included among his rescmmsnda-

tionet

A well-stocked central library with a full-tima librarian for
every junior high school.

It is significant that these statements were issuad within a year
after the Americgn Library Associztiom standards for achool llbrariess
were revised by a group of librarians and other sducators, and were gen-
erally accepted as the best guldes available for estimating qualitative
. and quantitative needs of the school library for quality education.

Over tweanty years ago, when our population Increasa was accel-'
erating and the peed for pew knowledge was felt, the following observa-
tion realistically expressed the goals for the school library of the
warly 1960"s)
From being a mere collect.ion of books, the modern school library
i1a rapidly becoming the coordinating center of the entire instruca
ticnal program, with service to popils and teachers representing
the keynote of its operation.l
Tha same source forecast in essence, 1f not in detail, the pres-
sures of the moment, and the current school library needs:

Newer trends and responsibilities place added burdens upoa the
school. 1ibrary.Z _

Between the lines is percelved the challenge to librarians to

| ssm students and teachers through cooperative selection of -prl.nt.ed,

filmed and elec¢tronically-recorded materials, orpanization and interpre-

tation of such materials, and respemsibility for promoting their uss.
Today's high school students are wictims of the frustrating

dMaurice M. Smith, L. L. Standley, and Cecil L. Rughes, Junior
High School Bducation (New York and London: McGraw Hill Book Gompany,
Inc., 1942}, p. 270.

21m4d., p. 296.
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etreunstances of which they are, in part, both cause and affect. After
World War IT, the birth rute began its climb toward unprecedented
bedghts. More schoels were constructed to house the educational processes
pooded for all pupils. Wany of these facilities are already outgrown,
-thareby requiring new construction and additions to existing bolldings.
School libraries hawe grown, developed, and changed, bat only at the
. pace and in the direction each schocl has allowed.

With the popunlation exploslon there came an explosion of lmowl-
odpe. Sputnik and Telstar are ths contemporary syabols of man’s achieve-

" ment in science and commmicatlon. World communications improved because

men of all countries had information to share and problems to selve
requiring the sharing of the experience and research. With this inter-
play of ideas, knowledge increased and modern man discowered that sci-
ence conld automate tedions processes thus allowing mare time for learn-
- ing better ways to ovorcome barriers te progress and the advancemont of
information.

The concept of the student has transcended the image of a lad

.. going to achool with @ textbook latched to hiy bookstrap. A student is

" now conceived as anyone Whio iz seekding knowledge in a purposeful way.
Workers in many flelds are retraining to achleve new sidlls in order to
acquive affinence and, eventually, to alevate cultural and inmtellectual

" standards. Intellectmal activity has spurred the pnblication of books
and magazines to a new pedlt, and the cost of all printed materials has
risen disproporticnately higher than the national cost of living. More-
over, the nead for these tools of information spirals throughout sccisty.
Eome libraries are being daveloped, and more students are using libraries
ubersver litraries are open to thea.



»
" Increases in earollment, world-wide growth of knowledge, curricu-
lar changss, aad vast increases in printed materials along with thelr
rising costs, the advent of educaticoal television and other teaching
modis, the lomdicape of cat-of-date book collections, and a lack of
suff$ viant mombars of adequately trained library staff are some of the
masons for j.nemaaed concern.

Fohlic libraries are often unahle to accomnodate the growing omm-
bors of simlents making excessive demands on avallable space and mate-
Flals. It ka= forced many libraries to limit student-use in the inter-
eat of porvimg the enotire community.

In ore city, Baltimore, the Deiches Study reports that fifty-five

For aciocl-relatos purposea L e (e Eoch Fratt Library
Although ns caparable study has been mads in Dhio, the figure parallels
porsanal estimgtes made by a mumbher of librarlans mtlnclevalandam-_

Stadonts use many different libraries and their paremts have
oftan assumef the rale af co-workers with their children in the search
Ior school-related materials, frequently traveling considerable distonces
1o obtain tha information. Research libraries and large public collec-
tions gre being misused by studsnts uhose needs should be better met by
" adecuats Tacilities in their own schoal libraries. Inadequacies can
wsuslly be explained by lack of funds or by inadequate staff, or both.

Educators in the library field are deeply concerned about the
guantitative and qualitative problems comcerned with training perseonel

lunmtlished paper: Frank L. Schick, Henry 1. Drennan, Mary
Belen Mahar ami Theodore Samore, Staff of the Library Services Bramch of
the U.5. Office of Bdueation, ™Assessing the Availability and Accessibil-
3ty of Resomroces to Meot Student Meeds.™ Conference within a Conference,
Smerican Library Association, July, 1963. Background Paper Topic 1, p. 8.



to handle the needs of youth.

Is there any apparent visible relief from the quantitative
burden in education? On the contrary, the rise in the birth
rate means that millions of young people will come flocking to
our school house doors, and that thousands of new teachers will
be needed to instruct them. Rapid advances in technolozy will
demand increasingly higher levels of education if we are not to
be overtardened with the unemployed. We may anticipate even
grealer expansions in the numbers of high schools, vocational
institutes, and junior and community colleges, all demanding
more teachers, more equipment and more physical plant. What
will happen to educational standards under such pressures?
When edocation most desperately needs reappraisal and renova-
tion, we may be unable to provide it. One can scarcely view
the prospect of the future without deep sense of alarm. Yet
the gualitative problem of education must ba solved if our
technology is not to create an environment in which mankind is
unsble to survive.l

The literature since 1960 reflects not only an attitude of great
concern for handling the educational needs of youth but of meed for
great efforl being exerted toward certain definite goals and a movement
for quality for school librarians.

The library will become the major resource and center for learn-
ing activities. To carry out this concept, library functions
and procedures mast be redefined. The resources offered will
include not only books in abundance but also microfilms, charts,
recordings, filmstrips, videotapes, and other materials to whet
tho?puu for learning and to feed the bunger for understand-
m-

Schoaol libraries must not only be clearly defined, they mst
become progressively comprehensive within that definition. Educators
who revised the standards for school libraries outlined requirements and

assigned contiming responsibility to librarians, school administrators,

1055 H. Shera,"Staffing Library Services to Meet Student Needs,“
Library Education Background Paper, Topic 4, No, 2, Conference within a
Conference, Anerican Library Assoclation, July, 1963, p. 1.

25ara Imnis Fenwick, New Definitions of School-Library Service.
Papers Presented before the Twenty-fourth Annual Conference of the Gradu-
ate Library School of the Unlversity of Chicago, August 10-12, 1959
{Chicago, Ilinois, 1960). Composed and printed by the University of
Chicago Press for the Library Quarterlys p. 8.




ll:ll indead society in general.

To work continuously toward excellence in providing students and
teachers with the rescurces of teaching and learning that they
aeod, is a good investment for the commnity.l

Ll

. ferers) Purpese of the Study

The purpose of the present study is to evaluste services in
secondary school librarles of Ohie, and to determine the impact of thase
services upon the stodants and teachers. It also seeks to promte a
goooral apgrading of services by presenting a symthesis of better library
practices in salacted achools. '

Yoo A.L.i. Standards Ffor School Librzry Programs, adopted by
sdncators as the pational goide for providing services, are the criteria
used by many Chic schools for adequate 1ibrarles, but thare is no objec-
tive estinmata ‘nf the inflwence of secondary school libraries, with their
nerous innate differ=oces, on the quality of education in Ohio, and no
appraizal of the walnes of the school library with respect to the develop-
meot. of each student's potential.

n ;s knoun that many school libraries sre presently oporating

" undar serisus bandicaps; the most evident ones are the lack of sufficient

. Kinds and manbers of qualified personnel, inadequate and inappropriate
spaca, dearth of up-to-date materlals, and the presence of a coafused
attitude concerning the kinds of materials and the waya in which the

*' 1itrsry should serve the school. These conditions wers found in Georgia,
Arkansas, West Virginia and Bevada, and were doubtless common in other

Limerican Library Association, Standards for School Iibrary Pro-
grams (Chicago, Nlinois: American Library Association, 1960}, p. 7.
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‘The present study also attempts to analyze the conditlons which
make cartain library programs more effective; to identify specific fac-
tors which are bariers to effective services; snd to reveal aome of the
underlying causes for their axistence and persistence.

The third purpose i3 to recommend a program for improvement of
library services for the high school students and teachers of Chio basod
upon the professional kncwledge and axperiences of “1ibrarians and prin-
cipals in Chio's public high schools.

Poad for the Study _
For asveral reasons, the need for the study is not likely to be
. questicned. First of all, knouledge of the effectiveness of school li-
brary services in Chio exists In the minds of all school persconsl. This
informatlion should be brought togethar for a study of its implications
and direct information of value to othars. Secondly, the ldeas of poten-
tial sarvices through the school library should be clarified, re-szpha-
alzed, and wodernized for teachers, lidbrarlans, students and the tex-
payers of Chio. These are especially important at.-thls tine of damand
far rapid change in the curriculum content and methods. Thirdly, frus-
trations need to ba replaced by action programs designed to implemant
the sdvancement toward meeting the general demand for quality and greater
excellence. -

Another reason for the study iz to help Iadrninistrators and

1Mar;',r Frances Kennon and Leila Ann Boyle, Planning Schgol Library
Pevelopmant, School Library Dewelopment Project, 1962. American Assecia-
tion of School Librarians, 2 Division of the Amsrican Library Associatioa,
a dopartment of the National Education Association (Chicaget American
Library Assocliation, 1962), Caapters IL and [LL.
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librarigns interpret thelir o\m. neads and see their prohlems as & chal-
lengs for actisn instead of a hopeless situation, or one which tima
slopa can alter. It 1s a premise to the study that every school library
gives valuable service but in most casas, service can and should be
improved. _ .

Fipally, & mtemtic search of ths profsssionzl litarature has
falled to reveal a single, up-to-date report of school library sarvices
in Ohio to support, negate, or qualify ihe findings of 191&91 supplied
by the State Dopartment of Education.

e

Statement of the Problem
The present study attempts to inwvestigate five aspects of secand-

ary schoollibrary services in Ohio. Specifically, it seeks (1) to ascar-
taln the present services affordsd by the schoel libraries of tha state,
particularly by comparing data gathered in 1949, 1956 and 1963; (2) to
analyze the methods and kinds of services, including an erxamingtion of
the nsture of the staff and their general dutles; (3) to stady other
factors concommitant to library service, namely, materiasls and facilitles;
{4) to identify and analyze developments and trends related to techno-
logleal adva.nces,. the conservation of human resources through cooperative
efforts, and to supgest some untested ways of getting things done; and
{5) to summarize the general status and trends of school library services
with respect to the stated functions of school library programs, patterns
) of Hbrary supervision and appropriate patterns of commnications, and
to offer suggestions for the improvement of the services, especislly to

the students and teachers of the schocls.

11sabel Holan and John H. Herrick, "What Is the Status of Library
Service in Dhio Schools?™ Chio Schools (May, 194%9), pp. 220-221.



Scope of Investigation

In the present study, the concept of services as performed by
public high school libraries, includes the obligations, functions, pro-
grams, or responsibilities related to the selection, procurement, organ-
ization and malntenance of materlals of instruction and their interpre-
tation; use of these materials in the process of reference, reading
guidance, and library instruction; the promotion of services through ef-
fective communication within the school, between libraries, and through-
out the community as prescribed and approved by the superintendent, the
principal, or the Board of Education. The specific areas selected for
study include two major responsibilities in the general area of library
administration, four in the area of direct service, and two in the field
of communications.

Under administration are: (1) the organization of library mate-
rials with emphasis of the concept of a "materials center,™ and (2) the
responsibility for providing “technical services.™

In the area of direct service to students and teachers, the fol-
lowing are treated: (1) reading gmidance, (2) library instruction, and
(3) curriculum enrichment through teacher-librarian teamwork. In the
field of communications and cooperation are: (1) promotion of the
school library program, and (2) affiliations of the school 1ibrary with
state, public, and college libraries.

The study which originally began during the school year of 1955-
1956 includes public secondary school libraries in Ohio cities, in county
local schools and in exempted villages. The secondary schools include
those enrolling grades 7 through 12 in any combination recognized by the
Ohio State Dapartment of Education. A11 schools including specialized
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types such as vocational, adult, night, technical, and susmer high schools
are incluwied. In 1956, 1,138 schools were sent the first questionneire.

mx;ing tha fall of 156), 143 schools previocualy surveyed were
seat the second questionnaire to provide data especially related to as-
certain growth and change during the intervening Bigh‘b-ym;r period.
Sixty other libraries in new schodls estahlished since 1955 were also
surveyed by questionnaires in 1963. Letters and conferences with prin-
elpals and 1ibrarians in 1964 completed the accumilation of data. In
a1, aover 1,37 school contacts were made between May, 1956, and Febru-
ary, 1964. Principsls and librarians shared in the reporting. In the
sarlisr sarvey, principals were asked to have the head of their 1library
conplote the data requested. In the teo more recent surveys, the prin-
cipals were asked to sign the questioonaires and were asked for thelir
perscoal opinions and evaluations of the sarvices. On many, if not al-
most all of the questicnnaires returned, the librarian shared in propar-
ing tha reply, slthough the-pritcipals answered the quastions relating
to school philosophy, policies and commnmications.

Jian of Presentation _

In Chapter II, the professloml) literature related to the study
is roviswed. Yo Chapter ITI, the data cm public high school libraries
in 1956 are analyzed and presented. -

Chapter IV affords an analysis of the more rocent, 1963, mate-
rials collected, treating first, the status of library services of
schools prevlously swrveyed; then ths more detailed rating on materials,
fueilities, persomnsl and services im selected schools evaluated by the
principals according te A.L.A. Standands; then a report on new school

libraries. Chapter V compares the schgol libraries in 1556 and 1961
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with smphasis uwpon the instructional materials center, sod o ovdt_ution
of Thio's progras of comwunication and cooperatlon. Chapter VI, the
im} chapter, surmarizes the major findings and coaclusions and affords
osrtain Mecawsadailons.




CHAPTER IT

RELATED STUIIRS

Gemoral Concepts of School, Library Seryizes

Qoe of the major factors preventing a 'witer wxisrstanding of
the yola of ths mchool library has been ths wariance fomi in the con-
cepts of lta functions. The role of the library was infinenced inm no
mmall massure by the rapidly changing educationa) pattssms, the natore
of the local emviromment, the lihrarian's ability, entimeissm gnd per-
soym? philosoply, and by the principal's knowlodge of emrreat 1lbrary
standards, and his sttitode tovard a developnental and dynmmic library
progras. :

¥atoration of the modarm program of 1ibrary services may be ob-
sarved through comsarison of the developmental stages of Iibwrary stanmd-
ards, tho conditions precursisg their sdeption, snd the activitles wirlch
followed. Slaoe the beginning af the twentieth centary, trends 1n edn-
cakion have affected standards, and in turn, Standards Zmve promoted new
goals. Fargo believad in estabilishing standards to goide constructively
the afforts of those responaible for giving school litwrary service.

In the library, as alsewhere, reach may wall exceed grasp; ob-

jectivei and staodards are the conpasses by which the course
is set.

l1ucile P. Fargo, The Library in the School {Chisago: Amarican
Lidtrary Aascciation, 1947), p. 27.
|
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Libraries hawve been formulating and evaluating standards for al-
most fifty years, and te professional literature reflects intermittent
emphasis on that subject since 1918. Attempts to improve school libraries
through an appraisal of thalr composite strengths and weaknesses have
resulted in the formilation of various instruments of measurement and
evaluation to guide and direct the course of action for planning, stock-
ing, and staffing these areas of educatlional service.

Interpreting the Standards

The remainder of the present chapter is divided into four parts.
The first part is an introdoction to the early national standards under
the title: o for Sacondary School
Develomment in Chio. The second part continues the analysis of stand-
ards adopted during an era of investigation; it is called The Search for
Qualitative Norms for Svaluating School Libraries. The third part is
largely an evaluation described by its title, The Progress of Chio's

Secondary School Standards as They Pertain to the Library Program. Sec-

tion A compares library statistics and administrators' opinions concern-

ing the quality of library service with the standards representative of
the "forties and 'fifties. Section B is called "Ohio's Approach to the
A.L.A."s Standards for School Library Programs, 1360." The fourth and
last part coansists of a presentation of selectad Recent Efforts to I=-
prove Library Services for Students and Teachers by reviewing factors
of school library development in several states while noting their ia-
plications for Ohio. Becsuse of inherent similarities of the conditions

of library service in Baltimore and Greater Cleveland, considerable
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atteation is given to the parposes end findings of the Deiches Fund
Study No. 1t ™Students and the Pratt Library: Challenge and Opportu-
nity."

- -!

$mificance of Standards for Secondary School Library -

Dovelopment. in Chio
~ The earliest report on school library standards in thes United
States which appeared in 1918, wa» prepared by the Secondary School
Dopartaent of the Hatiomal R‘lﬂc‘ation Assoeiztion and by the Library Coa-
mittee of the Borth Central Associstion. N
The Library Comlttee =tudied condl-tiuns in high school libraries
_and reported the tindings at a national meating of high-school principals,
teackers, librarians, and state and city superintendents. From this ac-
tivity esarged 3 new concept of the status of the library in the achool,
and the action of the various organizations gave school adainistrators
tha rirst set of pvational standards for high school library developmnt.
More significantly, the early standards presented certain goals
yot unrealized in Chio. Jesse Newlon's memorable statomont was beamed
20 33 to stimglate the establishment of adsquate school library faelll.
tias to serve as @ pattern for others to follow: | | -

There are few well.planned high school libraries in the
United States. Somstimes thare is a large study hall for the

1gitions)l Education Assoclation, Comnittee on Library Organiza-
tion and Bjuipment, Standard Library Orpanization and Equiveast for
Secondary Schools of Different Sizes. (Commonly known as the Caertain
Report froa the name of tho chalrman of the ¢ommittee responsitle for
the survey on uwhich the standards were based. This report was accepted
by the Natlongl Education Association in 1318.) Addresses and Proceed-
M’ Yol. III. 1913! Boz PP~ |
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library--generally just one room with no workroom or convenience
of any kind for the library staff . . . in the science depart-
ment we have had definite standards by which to design. These
standards have been worked out during many years in the colleges
and secondary schools. . . « It has been easy, therefore, to
convince boards of education that it is necessary to provide
these. We have beon able to take boarda of education to neigh-
boring cities and show them what has been done, but we have
been unahle to do that in the library field.l

Bewlon's practical observations influenced not only the school-
men of his era but may have induced the members of the American Associa-
tion of School Librarians® to seek funds from the Knapp Foundation for a
five-year project (1963-1967) to demonstrate the educational value of a
full program of library services. A grant of $1,130,000 is now being
used to bring selected elementary and secondary schools up to A.L.A.
standards for the sama purpose recommended in the report of 1920.

In 1920, the National Education Association of Secondary Educa-
tion recommended a six-point program for school libraries:

1. Appropriate housing and equipment of the library; 2. Profes-
sionally trained librarians; 3. Scientific selection of books
and other materials, and proper classification and cataloging
of this material; 4. Instruction on use of books and Libraries;
5. Adequate annual appropriation for salaries and for zainte-
nance of the library, for the purchase of books and other
printed matter, for the rebinding of books, for supplies, and
for general upkeep; 6. A trained librarian as a state supervisor
to be appointed a member of the state education department . . .
or under the nbmjj-y commission in co-operation with the state
&Fmﬂt PO

One authority reported marked improvement in school library pro-

grams and in the number of school libraries following the publication of

1mid., pp. 693-6%.

Zpmarican Assoclation of School Librarians, News from the Knapp
School Libraries Project (Illinois: 1963).

JMational Education Associat ion, Committee on Library Organiza-
tion and Equipment, Standard Library Organization and Eouipoent for
Secondary Schools of Different Sizes (Albany:s University of the State
of Hew York, 1920), p. 10.
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" . tha Certaln Repart. Standards have boen raised and state departments of
wducation have revised thelr stzndards, usually in line with those of
© ' the reglanal aserediting agencian.]'
' The standards and thelr 1932 supplement, were also officlally
adopted by the NHorth Central Association of Colleges and Second-
ary Schools. They had a great deal of influance on the develop-

% <7, 'ment of school libraries and helped anazingly in raising the
o 7+ lewvel of support, aorganization, and servics.

o Part I1 | |

s Search for Quantitative Norms for Evaluating
School Libraries

_ Farly standards were usunally firm, numerical stipulations which
afforded schocls tangible, specific goals for staffing and equipplng
their llbrarles. This was what educators wanted and it provided admin-
istrators with factual dates for securing tbe pecessary funds for rate-
rials, facilities, and staff to serve the studants and teachers of their
Pollowing the adeption of the Cartain Standards, gquantitative
porms for secondary school libraries were adopted by regiooal accrediting
" associations and state education departmants. The standards were easier
to enforce when stated in numerical terms but the rigidity fostered grow-
_ing dissatlsfaction, and eventually resalted in a coaprehensive investi-
.;ut,ion of the protlems of accrediting. | i
In 1933, tha Cocperative Study of Secondary School Standards was
organized to study the school, a3 a whole, in terms of gquality rather
than quantity. Ov§r a quarter of a million dollars were spent during

lpilgred L. Kickel, "Stendards and Certification,” Library
Irends, I, No. 3 (Jannal'y, 1953)! 7. ) ‘ ‘

zI.'ai!-- p. M. : |
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years of econcnle depression to replace the dstailed specifications with
descriptive statements. It was thought then, as today, that the library
could not be treated as s separate part of the whole school, but that
its activities should be integrated with all phases of the school’s
organization and activities. The Eviluative Criterial becase a tool of
self-evaluation providing a periodic record of progress to be reviewed
by a visiting committee of experienced and professional educators.
Although Hayes found the sections devoted to library materials

were an improvemsnt over similar sections in former standards, she ques-
tioned the methods used to determine the adequacy of the collection.
For example, each periodical owned by the library was rated by a fixed
quality score which represented the judgment of a large group of second-
ary school librarians, and the score did not allow for circomstances
germane to the individual school, and afforded no valid interpretation
of the general worth of the periodical r.m'.l.lm:!:.!mt:-2

Changes in the instruments and procedures for evaluation of the

school library have corresponded closely with changes in educa-

tional measurement and evaluation.J

By 1945, there was a recognized need for a quantitative measuring

stick, combined with qualitative statements about the educational func-
tions of the library. The American Library Association's Committee on

Post-War Planning published School Libraries for Today and 'l'wrrw#

Leooperative Study of Secondary School Standards: Evaluative
ria. Section P, Library Sarvices. (1940 ed.j Washington, D.C.:
The Study, 1939), 233 pp., pp. 207-218.

2Margaret Hayes, "Evaluating School Library Services," Library
m I (Jamuary, 1953), 372-335.

m., p. 372.

.'lmricsn Library Associstion, Committee on Post-War Planning,

School Libraries for Today and Tomorrow: Functions and Standards, Flan-
ning for Libraries No. 5 (Chicago: The Association, 1945), 43 pp.



18
which devoted entire chapiers to general topics of service, personnel,
resources, housing and adzimistration. The contents represented the
Jodgments of school library specialists.

The higher quantitatiwe standards were used to stimulate in-
creased support for the library, while the qualitstive requirements out-
linad succinctly the purposes, types and characteristics of library
services necessary for a vital educational progras.

Following iwo and coe-half years of Tesearch, a revised edition
of the Bvaluative Criteria’ was puhlished. The major wsefulness of the
pewer edition lay in its listing of the basic services and facilities
eassential to a good high school library program and its emphasis upon
appraisal on the basis of student needs. Its lack of suggestions as
to the types of evidence meeded Lo get a complete picture of current
services, and methods for determining the success of the library program
in terms of student needs constituted its chief limitations.

mmfmzmmmmunwmm
library evalnation even thoogh their application might not permit a
thorough appraisal of the status of the library in question.

Since effective library service was dependent upon adequate
resources, sound organizaliom, and a capable staff, devices for measuring
these aspects of the library were felt to be essential. The need for
more precise measures of the educational functions of the school library

lacooperative Study of Sscondary School Standards,™ Evaluative
Criteria, (1950 ed.; Washington, D.C.: The Study, 1550), X5 p.

2 1. Rufsvold, "Library Service to Schools in the South
since 1500" (unpublished Master's Thesis, 1933), 128 p., The Abstract.
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was recognized in I-lonno'll four-point program for the total evaluation
of amy school 1library: (1) obtaining information concerning basic fac-
tors which described the school and which affected the evaluation of the
school library; (2) measuring the library in terms of existing standards
relstive to budget, staff, materials collection, equipment and library.
use; (3) appraising the library's participation in the achievement of
the school's objectives; and (4) keeping the essential records necessary
for a walid evaluation. The chief value of the proposed program was
that it was intended to serve as a guide for the librarian interested in
estatilishing his own procedures which would go beyond the mere applica-
tion and interpretation of standards. It was not intended as a univer-
sally-appropriate instroment.

A Planning Guide for the High School Library Prozram, designed

by Hemne, Ersted, andld:nr,zmbaudmhrppu'tupunthn sugges-
tions made earlier by Henne. The end product of evaluation—-planning a
future program for improved school library service--was emphasized.
Standards of the regiomal accrediting associastions, and the national pro-
fessional association of school librarians, were included for aspects of
the library prograam for which standards existed. Evaluations of the
relative importance to the school of the services or facilities, and
their effectiveness or adequacy were recorded by encircling appropriate
symbals in the margin. These were later transferred to summary tables.

The amalysis was thorough, and a significant part of the appraisal

Iprances Henne, ™Me Evaluation of the School Libraries," in Ha-
tiomal Society for Study of Education: Forty-second Yearbook, Part II,
X n General Educalion (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,

1943), pp. 333-347.

2!1’:11:!03 Henne, et al., A Planning O:ide for the High School
Library Program (Chicago: American Library Association, 1951), 140 p.
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oconsisted of the identification of reasons for not achleving the objec-
tives desired.

Bacognition of the value of an informed faculty, and of student
and community participation in planning the educational program led the
Tllinols Secondary School Curriculum Program,® in 1949, to organize the
Local Area Consensus Studies. These consisted of inventories which
sought cooperation and support by asking: What do you think about our
-mnmqmm.zmmmt respects should we strengthen our
School Library Progrur}

Standards for school library service have been formmlated for
one major purpose--to meet the needs of the pupils and teachers
of the school of which it is a part. It is commonly agreed that
they should be used to stimulate improvement and shpuld repre=
sent ideals to be attained, not ends in themselves.

The application of standards, or the measurement of the school

against standards, should be a continuous process jnt.erpm?.gd
as a part of the general educational program of the school.

1§, C. Eand, Prospectus of the Local Area Consensus Studies
{Circular Series A, No. 51, Illinols Secondary School Carriculum Program
Bulletin No. 15, Springfield, Illinois.) Office of the State Superin-
tendent, of Public Instruction, March, 1951.

2111inois Secondary School Curriculum Program, What Do You Think
?M_l‘, Our School Library Program? (Consensus Study Ho. 6, Inventory A.)
Springfield, Illinois: Office of the State Superintendent of Public
Instruction, 1951.)

3]]_.111::13 Secondary School Curriculum Program, In What Respects

d n Our School Library Program? (Consensus Study No. 6,

Inventory B.E (Springfield, Illinoist Office of the State Superintend-
ent of Public Instruction, 1951.)

M1dred L. Wickel, op. cit., p. 5.

S1bid.
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Part III
Ihe Progress of Ohio's Secondary School Standards
A2 They Fertain to the library Progran

Ohio has produced a limited amount of resesarch on school librar-
ies which has contributed to the general betterment of library services.

lldﬂnhl mentioned the periodic concern for a better understand-
ing of all factors of the school library problem, and he reported a
statewide interest in educational advancement with specific emphasis on
the status of school libraries.

Mational leadership has frequently sponsored general library
development. through investigations and reports on school
library status and needs, teacher and librarian training and
certification, national and state participation in schoal
library service, evaluations, and emphasis of the school
library as an integral part of the total educational program.

Statewide surveys of Ohio education in 1913 and 1946 are
used because they reveal school library conditions and sug-
gest ways to improve the gquality of library service. One of
the twenty-five volumes of the Cleveland Edncation Survey of
1916 analyzes school library problems and offers proposals
for school. library improvement.

Anmaal and biennial reports of Chio's chiel state schoal
officer and other publications of the state department of
education not only contain much information on education in
general, but statistical data on schools and school lib es
and pertinent information on school library legislation.

In 1945, the Ohio Legislature created a Library Sarvey Commission
to study the laws affecting the organization, administration and financing

of library services. Library laws needed revision, and the matter

lh'oderic Delong Aldrich, "History of Chio Puhlie School Library
Legislation™ (unpublished doctoral dissertatien, Division of Education,
Western Reserve University, 1953, 209 p.), p. 5.

Ibid.



bothered many sducaters, particularly the librarians.

Mot only are the public schools usars of library service, but in

~ Ohio they influence library service in general by virtue of the
power of boards of education to imate public library districts
and to appolnt library trustees.

A conference was called to considar g thres-polnt program:
(1) organigation and control of library service in Ohlo; (2) control and
adwinistration of echool 1ibraries; (3} financing of school library

* The Ordinance of 1787 creating the northwest territory declared
that schools and the means of education shall forever be eo-
eouraged. Libraries are a means of education. The problems
confronting the provision of lLibrary service to schools and
adults nsed careful consideration if adoquate solutions are to
be reached. The need for mutual understanding between scheol
mon and librarians has been felt for some time and the creation
of a Library Survey Commlssion by the Governor and the lezisla-
ture suggesied that now was the tilme for a worltshop an library
problems.s

Fifty educatars, litrarian=s and library trustees were invited to
participate. Members of the Joint Committee of the Ohic Education Asso-
- ehation and Ohioc Library Trustees Association, the Committee on Libdraries

of the Ohio Post-War Program Commlssion, the Director of Studies of the
Library Survey Commission, staff members from the Stete Department of
L Bducation, and others who were selected to provide geographlcal represen-

"} tation of all sectians of the stats, comprised the group.
' The Ohlo cooperative study was significant because it undoubtedly
precipitated the revision of .the Chlo High School Standards (1947) which
pleced considerable emphasi’® upon the library. It was not unrelated to .

current efforts to meet the challenge of library service to students.

1suparintendsnt of Public Instruction, Schogl-Library Workshop:
A Beport of the Conference on School and Library Relationships, Golumbus,
Ohio was published by the Ohie State Library, Columbus, Ohio, 13i46. p. 8.

2191(1., pe 4.




2
It would be interesting to note t.s changes Ohio would adopt if a state-
wide study of school-public library relationship should be attempted.
The library Survey Commission recommended six principles of

school library service, namely:

(1) Responsibility of boards of education for the financing
of school library service, or help in securing for the public
library giving the service, support equal to a basic support for
general library service plus support equal to a basic support
for school library service.

(2) One library unit for smaller commmities should serve
general and school library needs, housed when practicable in
school buildings.

(3) Responsibilities for shared paymant of salaries; pur-
chase of materials and equipment should be defined clearly in
a contract.

(4) Accessible quarters of ample size located on the ground
floor with separate outside entrance open at least two evenings
a week and all vacation periods except legal holidays with pro-
vision by the board of education for adequate light, heat and
maintenance during all hours the library is open.

{5) Cooperation betwsen school and public library personnel.

(6) Sufficiently lirgo units to provide central services
and trained personnel.

Six points strike at organizational and administrative problems
which must be solved by the state before librarians might qualify for a
state financial subsidy: (1) greater uniformity in the nature and power
of the boards of trustees, (2) units of econcmical size, (3) definition
of defensible adequate minimum for support and establishment of soms
reasonable level of required local effort, (4) provision for financial
assistance for mergers of existing small-library districts, (5) broadened
suthority of boards of library trustees to permit contracts for library
service across county lines, (6) adoption of operating levies for library
support by a majority vote.

Constructive planning in Ohio for practical library quarters,

larger service units, and cooperation between school and public library

l1bid., p. 16.



. T
-~ parscnnel have made, and contlinue to make, a contributlon to_,‘l‘ibralr
practice recommsndad by the Anerican Iibrary Association. | | |

Although it may be assumsd that current practices and unmet oeeds
have tended to influence standards in .mry geoeration, each era offered
developmental changes which supported und strengthened earlier convic-

) tions, or provided adequate reasons to disregard thew.

In 1945, the Study highlighted the broad functions of the school
1ibrary and suggested better ways of sharing the publicly-owned library
facdlities and sarvices. The influence of this conference may be ob-
served by reviewing the main lssues of the (hio High 3chool Standards,

. 1947, which were prepared to guids, to teach, and to inspire litrarians

a8 wal) as school administrators. Althongh certain quantitative stand-
ards woze obsorved, the recommendatlony permitted great [lexinility inm
interpretation. | -0
An example of the simple, qualitative aspect of these standards
.dwuld be cited. For example, the number of books required for adequate
. 1ibrary sorvice was difficult to evaluats, and the 1947 standards defioed
the ccuple.: problen and expressed the critical term as follows: : .
Adaquacy must be considered in terms of peeds and interesis of
popils and teachers, abilities of pupils, requirements of cur-
ricnlum, methods of instruction and the availability of services
outside of the school.l
Concarning purchase of expensive sets of reference bouks. timre
was the recommendatlon that reference books |

should be selected from those approved amd recommended by the
A.L.A. and the H. W. Wilson Catalog. It is alsc advisahle to

lohio High Schocl Standards,1947, revised by R. M. Carrison, is-
susd by Clydo Hissong, State Superintendent of Fublic Instruction.
Thomaa J. Herbert, Governor of Ohie. 111 p. FP. 58. | |
1
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consult a 1ibrary which subscribss to the “Sudscription Pooks
Malletin™ published by the A.l.L. The collection of bocks must
. Pepressot very best which cso be purchased with the awvail-
mble fends. !

|
The 1547 standards identified tha fanctions of the library as
follows: . : ] .
|
|
{1) To enrich and vitalize the corrienlus and to supply |
aseded reference material. '
{2) To provide for the vocetional interests of pupils and
{3) To encourage the acquisition of indepsndent habits of

(k) To offer valuable exploratory experiences.
{5) To train pupils in the effective use of the library.2

The standards also specified systeaztic imstructlon in the effec-
tive usa of the library, and recomwwled z series of lessons to teach
npllsthemtumdmthodorﬁhxgandcatﬂ;guguueuuwto
use reference material. . :

Advanced edocation of the library wvas encourageds “The quality
of the service ihe lilrarian can rendet is proportionsl to her training
for the work."3 ||

The standards positively recommended adequate persconel and sug-
gested ways to free the librarlan so that she conld give the best gervice.
It wvas unfortumite that thess carefully-prepared standards overlooked
the great need for pald adult clericil assistants who could handle the
technical, clsrical details, and probably direct Yibrary pablicity.

The 19547 standards stressed eontacts and contracts with public
litraries, and with tha State Library, as a2 method of providing better

. 1;31_‘.1'! p- 53. O
zmg., p- 62. _ |
Imag. |




26
pervice.
When libraries were small and had access to the services of
larger libraries, it was normal to seek substantial forms of assistance

in an effort to accomplish the goals of service. The 1947 standards’

proposed the cooperative plan of establishing a public library in the
school bailding. Borrowing from the county library was also recommsended.
The standards glso recognized a problem which parallels today's pressure
to keep up with the reading needs of youth.

When the public library was more removed, the school should have
bad sufficient general reference material for use in school, and shoald
bave depended on the public library for free reading and advanced or
special materials. It should be recognized that it was difficult, as
pow, for the sverage small library to purchase, without financial as-
sistance, all of the callateral reading material needed by high schoal
pupils. Some plan for pooling of all of the resources, and to foster
friendly relationship betwsen the school and other library agencies was
oiwiously needed.

It seemed obvious that this recommendation merited further study
by public Iibrarians, schoolmen, and the taxpaying citizenry.

Within a year of the putilication of the 1947 Ohio High Schoal
m,mmmﬁmmmu”rammm-
sis of the 1943 anmual reports sulmitted to ihe State Department of Edu-
cation by Chio's high school principals. The study was made in prepara-
tion for a conference on school library problems jointly sponscred by
the State Department of Education, the Ohio Library Association, and the

Imig., p. 6.
Zgslan and Herrick, gp. cit., pp. 220-221.
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Chio Education Associstion. The conference was attended by mum
snts of schools and achoel librarians from all parts of Ohlo.

At the tiss, the peneral pieture of school Ilbraries was one of
great unevermess, both with respect to quality and quantity ef services.
Larger achools appeared to enjoy the advantage of trained perscunal, and
often the resources of a public library, while smaller schools, for the
moat part, had relatively fow books, and classromm teachers attempted to
give whatever library service existed. Qutside of the small achool
thare was little evidence of publie library service.

The coaclusions of the conference recognized that edncational op-
portunities in arv field were not equal in zall parts of the state and
that every child shonld be given a chance to acguire good reading habits
and a liking for reading while in achool.

The actual gains from the conferance are not sstimable, baot the
report suggastedﬁndermm ways to improwve services: (1} it was felt
to ba imparative that superintendents and principals endertake sysismeti-
cally to improve the quality of thelr school libraries; and (2) that
qualified school library supervision be provided at the state level, or
otherwise. )

Ths report of the Gonference on School Library Prohless held in
January, 1949, tended to show (hic in a less favorahle position than the
1947 standards would indicate. It may therefore be concluded that the
194? Ghia Standards were designed Lo establish and organize librardes
shere they did not exist, as well as to upgrade services in schools that
had libraries.

Table 2.1 summarizes the status of Dhio school libraries, together
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with A.L.A. mmndltlml based upon statistics gathered from 1,210
schools by the Conference. Of these schools, 998 had enrollments under
500 and this group seemed to lack organization, proper facilities, regu-
lar library staff, and any measurable means of support. Ne figures on
expanditures for books were reported for schools in this group. Only a
few schools had a librarian on duty more than one or two periods a day-

It may be observed that some of the larger schools, even those
in the 500-999 enrollment category, had more books than A.L.A. standards
required, but that no school in any category met the A.L.A. minimum ex-
penditure recommendation of $1.50 per pupil. Half of the schools in the
1,000-1,999 group had smaller book collections than were recommended.

The largest schools reported at least one librarian who had had more than
15 semester hours of tralning in library science. No clerical assistants
were reported, although it was a known fact that clerks were employed in
Cleveland at that time. It is very likely that the questionnaire did
not ask specifically for data on clerical assistance.

A progress report on library expenditures and the training of
librarians was released in 1955. It was compiled from statistical
records on Ohio school libraries for the year 1952-1953.2 At that time,
all high schoals of tha state had school libraries. Fifty-four per cent
of the high school librarians, however, had no speclalized library train-

ing; 61 per cent had less than six semester hours of library work.

lpmerican Library Association, Committee on Post-War Planning,
School Libraries for Today and Tomorrow, op. cit.

2Report of the Ohio School Survey Committee to the Governor and
the General Assembly, Ghio School Survey Committee (Uhio, 1955), p. 23«
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Eleven per cent of the schools spent no money for library books in 1952-
1953, and 13 per ceot afforded no money for periodicals. The median ex-
penditure per pupil was $1.33 for books and $.22 for periodicals. Only
one school in seven exceeded $2.99 per pupil for books and §.49 per
pupll for periodicals.

According to the figures, book collections in many schools had im-
proved since 1949, but the fact that so many spent nothing for books or
added no periodicals indicated serious lacks. Moreover, there was a
great difference between the top figure of $2.99 per pupil spent for
books in 1952, and the $5.00-$12.00 per pupil which was being spent in
1964 by some of the schoals in Cuyahoga County.

The Ohio High School Standards for 1957 adopted the terminology of
& modern library in Standard VIII, Instructional Materials. This ap-
peared to be a reinforcement of the recognized need for better materials
and services. It imediately precedss the section on The Library Collec-
tion, Standard IX.

Instructional materials shall be appropriate in kind and amount

to make possible the achievement of the purposes of the educa-

tional progras.

A. Instructionmal materials shall reet the needs in all areas
of work in the educational program offered by the school.

B. Each school shall have sufficient textbook materials and
the proper procedure for their selection, filing, and
preservation.

C. Each school shall have audio-visual instructional materials.
D. Each school shall make effective use of current literature

and newspapers.

E. The board of edication or administrative authority of each
school system shall provide necessary physical facilities "1
and appropriate instructional materials for each department.

The function of the library is cutlined as follows:

lohio High School Standards (Mini-mm) 1957, The State of Ohio,
State Board of Education, Colummus (Effective-—January 1, 1958), 116 p.

P 13-
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The library shall be the service center and unifying agency ing
1. Promoting the philosophy of the schcol.
2. BEnriching and vitalizing the currficulom,
3. Providing for vocational and avocational interesats of |

pupils and teachers. P

4. Develeping independent habits of stady. ‘ !

5. Encouraging exploratory experiences. P

6. The vee of librsry and visual materials effectively and
sfficiently.l

he advent of the “instructioral saterigls* concept has had a
noticeably great impact upon the curremt, metiongl standards.

A reliatle tool for library evalustion was revised in 1960 to
intlods instructional materisls handled iy the sckool library, namely,
the Bvalugtive Oriteria.? Schednle F is especislly notable for its pro-
sestation of a service based upon a rapidiy-intreasing range and quan-
tity of materials, and new forms of commmication materials.

The Bvaluvative Criteria of 1960 presented a problem when evalui-
tors and staff atteapted to interpret the effectivensss of a program
based upon two separate services: the lilwury proper, and the materials
service. Often tha separaticn was the result of a building which would
demand major structural changes were the two services to be housed to-
gother, The 1960 Edition afforded criteria for better coordimation of
the over-all program, more efficient ose of personnel, and better insight
into unnecessary duplication of effort which might be reduced. A major
improvemsant over the 1950 Edition was the caocept of the materials in-
struction center and the analysis of the boak collection zmd the pericdi-
cels. Moreover, I'rom the peint of view of the librarian analyzing her

oun callection, the record keeping was siwpler and at least equally

inwa., p. 0. N

Zyational Study of Secondary Schoa? Evaluation, Evaluative Cri-
ferig, 1560 Edition. The Author, 1735 Massachusettis Ave., H.W.,
Washington, D.C., 1960. 376 p- ‘ ‘
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offective as the former edition whare a count of the pusber of A.L.A.
and H. W. Wilson titles was indicated.

To provide staff, quarters, and equipment was not enough if
wnderstanding and enthusiasm to improve education by giving & better
prograa of library service to teachers and students were lacking.

It is very difficult to inclode everything, however. One
librarian noted the omission in the physical facllitles section where
there is no mention of electrical outiets. Microcard readers, viewers,
or recording machines can be used on any table top in a reading room,
but lack of nearby electrical outlels can prevent their use.

Section B--Ohio's Approach to A.L.A.'s Standards for
School Library Programs, 1360 -

Beviewing the progress of school libraries during the past half
century demonstrates not only the value of determining zoals but of de-
fining a program to reach them. Recognition of the growing opportunities
of school libraries to promote independent study, to stimilate the cre—
ative teacher, to challenge zealous students and to encourage slower
learners through the expanded facilities of the instructional materials
center, consLitutes a major breakihrough in education as well as in
library services.

Acknowledgment of the need for specially-trained library persoo-
nel, and the projected ideas for use of college-trained technicians as
assistants to the head librarian, in lieu of additional staff with the
library science degree, and the recognition that clerical persoonel are
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as indispensable as librarians for certain functions are signs that real
progress is promised by the immediate future.

The most comprehensive and useful guide to help in appraising a
1ibrary program and in planning for improvement was published by the
American Library Association in 1960. Standards for School Library Pro-
mlupinin; wide acceptance partially because its recommendations
are practical and afford latitude to compensate for different aspects of
library development, but more significantly, because of the broad parti-
cipation in the research and preparation of the standards. A committee
of the Imerican Association of School Librarians, a division of A.L.A.,
sought the cooperation of twenty national professional and lay organiza-
tions interested in quality education. Nine of the twenty participating
organizations were affiliated with the N.E.A.

The new standards pointed out that a good school library was a
readily-accessible, centrally-crganized collection of many kinds of
related materials that may be used to enrich and support the school's
edocational program. The professionally-trained librarian was said to
bring the program alive for teachers and students, make it an integral
part of the curriculum, motivate learning, and guide the development of
tastes in reading, listening and viewing.

According to the A.L.A. report of 1945, the final goals of li-
braries consisted of a program of services fulfilling the purposes of
the library. These were to:

1. Participate effectively in the school program as it sirives
to meet the needs of pupils, teachers, parents, and other

Lpmarican Library Association, American Asscciation of School
Iibrarians, Standards for School Library Prozrans (Chicago: A.L.A.,
19&]0 ]-y P-
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5.

6.

?-
8.

9-

3

community membors.

Provide boys and girls with the library materials and ser-

vices most appropriate and most meaningful in their growth

and development as individuals.

Stimilate and guide pupils in all phases of their reading

80 that they may find increasing enjoyment and satisfaction

and may grow in critical Judgment and appreciation.

Provide an opportunity through library experiences for boys

and girls to develop helpful interests, to make satisfactory

personal adjustments, and to acquire desirable social atti-

tudes.

Help children and young people to become skillful and dis-

eriminating users of libraries and of printed and audioc-

visual materials.

Introduce pupils to community libraries as early as possible

and co-operate with those libraries in their efforts to en-

courage continuing education and cultural growth.

Work with teachers in the selection and use of all types of

1ibrary materials which contribute to the teaching program.

Participate with teachers and administrators in programs for

contimuing professional and cultural growth of the school

staff.

Co-operate with other librarians and community leaders in
and davel an over-all library program for the

community or area.

The above goals defined by the A.L.A. Committee on Post-War Flan-

ning may be achieved most effectively by close adherence to the curreant
Standards for School Library Programs.” They were considered to be very
important to administrators planning a school library, and for achieving
and maintaining the modern, quantitative and qualitative requirements
for materials, facilities, personnel and, ultimately, services.

Public interest, inquiry, study and evaluatiom of libraries in

Ohio have contributed to the changes wrought in recomsendations of the

state.

It is encouraging, for example, to sense the high degree of

flexibility written into Ohio's most recent publicastion on the subject,

ool

lpmerican Library Association, Comittee on Post-War Planning,
braries for To and Tomorrow, op. cit., pp. 9-10.

2standards for School Library Prograss, 1940, op. cit.
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A Ouide for Ohio Secondary Iibraries,’ prepared by a state-wide committee
eomposed of Department of Education personnel, administrators, librarians,
and the officers of the Ohio Association of School Librarians in an ef-
fort to assist boards of education and school administrators in their
efforts to improve library services. It is an instrument which can be
used to assess the present level of library service in any school, and
it affords an excellent statement of the philosophy and purposes of the
modern school library.

Today education is essential for all. Our schools rust have

functional programs with libraries which provide the necessary
resources for teaching and learning.?

The Anerican Library Association Standards for School Library Programs,
1960, was studied by the committee; hence their report reflects the
"most desirable,™ current A.L.A. standards.

This Ohio guide should encourage schools, which fall below the
accepted national standards, to improve the quality of their services.
By following the suggested two-step program which is readily adaptable
to fit the local circumstances of a school, definite progress should be
quickly achieved.

To complete the growth-profile of Ohio school libraries and to
clarify further its progress in terms of the standards, three tahles are
employed to present a factual summary of Ohio standards from 1947 to
1963. The North Central Assoeciation requirements for the 1363-1964
school year, and the A.L.A. Standards for School Library Procrams, 1960,

1E. E. Holt, Superintendent of Public Instruction, A 2iide for
Ohio Secondary Libraries, State of Ohio, Department of Educaticn, Division
of Elementary and Secondary Education, 269M4% with Bibliograzhy Guidelines
for State School Library Standards. Revised, February, 1%62. 24 p.

zM-- p- 3-
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sarve as controls for judging the dimensions of the goala set by Ohioc.

Table 2.2 deals with the quantitative aspeets of book collec-
tions, Table 2.3 relates to the financial nseds for books and andio-
wisusl materials, and %able 2.4 concorns porsornel and training. |

Takle 2.2 shows the number of volumas as well as the number of
titles needed to meet the requirements for a secondary sachool library.
They are aexpressed in termy of enrollment as recommended in the Chio
Bigh School Standards (Minimum} for 1947, end are cootrasted with the
Ohio standards for 1357. The latter inclode recommzndations for emroll=-
ment below 200, although no recommendation was made for this group in
1947. Recognition of the noeds of libraries in very small schools is
also significant. |

Similar improvement cccurred in the Ohlo standards in four other
enrollment groups: (1) in schools with 200-399 puplls, 2,000 volumes
were recommended io 1997, ut 5,000 was the minimum in 1957; (2) enrglla-

" ments of 500-599 puplls wers thought to need at least 5,000 velumes in

1957, but by 1957 this was raised to 7,000; {3} for larger schools with
1,000-1,999 pupils, the pumber of volumes recommendsd rose froa 7,000 in
1947, to 10,000 in 1957. The increase was proportiocnately the same for
schools with enrollments of 200-499, thersby restating the inference
that smaller schools also required adequate, basic book collections;

{4) 1o the highest enrcllment group of 2,000 or more pupils there ap-
peared the first sign of compromise. In 1547 the recommendation for the
largest Ohio high schools was 10,000-15,000 volumas, including 6,000-
8,000 titles. Ten years later ths minimum figurea were lncreased tut
tha single recommendation of 12,000 volumes included 7,000 titles, lower

than the maximom recommended ten years earller. |
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Table 2.2 further illustrates the continued acceptance of the
1957 standards for Ohio, in the column headed "Guide for Ohia Secondary
Libraries.™ Data were abstracted from a document prepared to serve as a
guids for the continued development of high achool libraries. Although
figures support the recommendations for 1957, the qualifying statement,
"ALL Standards Most Desirable,™ was intended to encourage all high
schools to foster a library program to meet the A.L.A. Standards for
School Uibrary Prograss.

North Central Criterion v stipulated a minimum of 1,200 books
for any high school, or seven books per pupil, whichever is higher. For
500 pupils, the Borth Ceantral Association recommended 3,500 wolumes.
This was less than is currently recommended by the Ohio State Department
of Education, and is far below the national standards.

For enrollment of 500-1,999, Horth Central Association reduced
the per-capita recomsendation from seven to five additional boois, and
for 2,000 pupils or more it recommended only three books. This exceeded
Ohio's recommendation, but did not approach the national standards which
call for a minimum of ten books per student.

Although there has been no recent study published on Chio second-
are libraries, some information is availahle by simple deduction:

{1) book collections are below 6,000 volumes in schools with enrcllment

of 1,000 or less, and more seversely lacking in schools with less than

500 students; (2) there is no evidence that Ohio recognized the need for
200-1,000 professional books for teachers' use, with the exception of

the recent general statement that the "A.L.A. Standards are most desirable™;

Lrhe North Central Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools,

Policles and Criteria for the Approval of Secondary Schools, Criterion Y,

39 p., p- 19.
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(3) larger schools with earcllments of 1,000 and more are probably not
meoting A.L.A."s recomssadation of ten books per student as & miniwua
requirement for quality library service.

Tatle 2.3 1llustrates the increasing need for financial support
of library services as stipulated in the Ohio High School Standards for
1947 and 1957, by the figures in Ohlo Secopdary Librarles, in the guide
prepared by the State Department of Educatien, by the requirements of
Jorth Contral Criterion ¥, 1963-196%, and by the A.L.A. Standards for
School Library Prograss, 1560.

Ghio has increased its minimum anmal library budget for high
schools from $100 to $200 bstween 1947 and 1957, but there was no corres-
ponding improvemsnt for libraries in schools with enrcliments over 200.
In fact, in 1957, for schools of 1,000 and over there was a decrease of
$.25 per pupil in recomsended expenditures. This may be explained, how-
ever, by the fact that the costs of periodicals, binding materials and
supplies wers not included in 1357, as they were in 1347.

Another increase in the recommendations of the recent Gugide for
Secondary Libraries was observed. In effect, this was a statement rela-
tive to the costs for printed materials. The guide specified the amount
shown in Tabls 2.3, as "Budget for Bocks.”

All fine money and gifts should be allocated to the library for
Trathote, saargency requote, special pailicstionss ok
’ .

There was no attespt to estimate an equitable budget for audio-
vlsual materials although the gmide implied a need for such a provision.
There was also a lack of definition of the role of the library in the

audio-visual program although the way was pointed out:

1g, E. Holt, A Guida for Ohio Secondary Libraries. Superintendent
of Public Instructioa, State of Ohio, Department of Bducation, Feoruary,

1962’ P- 9.
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Audio-visual material, if housed in the library, should be catae
logued and processed sccording to recognized procedures for pro-
cessing those materials. If these are not a part of the regular

library collection, a 1ist of materials avallable in the school
would be in the library.:

Borth Central Criterion V required a minimun anmual expenditure
of $400 for books and magazines exclusive of textbooks and audio-visual
materials. A total of $2.50 per pupil was to be allowed for the first
200 pupils, and $1.50 for the next 300 pupils. The Guide for Ohio
Secondary Libraries recommended a minirum of $300-§750 for schools with
fewer than 200 pupils, and $1.50-$3.00 for each additional puplil over
200, in schools with enrollments between 200 and 439. For larger schools
of 1,000 and over, North Central Association stipulated $.75 per pupil
for enrcllments above 500. OChio had a more comprehensible and flexible
recommendation of $1,250 or $2,650 for the first 1,000 pupils, and $.75
to $2.00 for each additional pupil in schools of 1,000 and more pupils.
The alternate figures were steps toward meeting A.L.A. Standards for
School Library Programs.

Fortunately, A.L.A. has affordad workable and realistic goals
for establishing and maintaining budgets both for bocks and for audio-
visual materials. Standards for other printed materials will be dis-
cussed later (Chapter IV) when presenting current statistics on Ohio

secondary libraries. o

For many of the smaller, established libraries it would be a
major step upward to meet the $1,000-$1,500 minimum recommended for all
school libraries. New schools should also plan for this minimaum. For

an enrollment of 250 and over, A.L.A. suggests at least %.0046.002

l1bid., p. 13.

23.L.A. Standards for School Library Programs, op. ¢it., pp. 83-
84,
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. per astudent for printed materials, which sllows spproxinately one bock
. per studsnt to be added to the school 11bravy each yeor, although *li-
brarles in vocational, technical and other .achools having apecialized
curriculums of this nature may need an anmael budget larger than that
noted . . . ."1

Tatils 2.4 concerns perm and the kinds of akillis and knowledge
recognized as vital for performing the professional library functicn.

Thia table, like the others, was arranged according to earollment. Full-
timo equivalence (FTE) has been employed to express staff time available
for library service. Therofore, 1.0 aquals ona porson employed full-time
' ~ for the work described, and .5 equals one person employed half-tima. |

In 1547, the standards recomwended that schools with less than
800 pupils, but over 250, should hawe .5 FTE librarians with 15 hours of
library science tralining. Eipht semester hours of training in library
sclence were recomendad for schools under 250, tut po specilic time was
scheduled for Library work. It was expected, however, that one person,
possibly a teacher, wonld be in charge and would spend cceasional periods
during the wesk performing library duties., This was a fair assumption
aince the recommendations for 1557 specified ona librarian, with siz see
master hours of library science, Lo be on duty one period each day.

In 1557, .5 librarians with 15 semester hours of library scienca
was recomuended for schools with 200-500 enrollment. In the mare recenot
Luide for Chic Secondary Libraries, af least .5 of a librarian was ex-
pected ta be on duty in all schools with less than 300 snrclled.

There has been a noticeabls effort to add staff and incresse

lmglg po Bn'- -
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profeasional treining aineo- 1947, Since larger schools have consistently
smployed a Jibrarian, it is probably more mesningfsl to compare the fig-
wes for smaller achools during the *fortles and *fiftiss with ths A.L.A.
Standards of 1960. Although the North Cantral &ssociatiom’ specifiod
toacher-trained librarians with 15 houra of litwary science, the require-
mant falls noticeably short of adequate preparstioo for a key staff mem—
ber of the achool. Korth Central further stipalated the equivalent of
one-third librarian for schools with under 20 popils; .5 librarian for
200-459; and one full-tims librarian for 500 or more enrcllment. Schools
are advised to have at least coe full-time lihrarian with five years of
college and professional edocation recommanded for the school librad.a.n.z

Ohio certification now requires 24 semester bhours of library
. sclence {raining. In addition to one trained librarian, even very msall
schools with only 200 enrollment need half-tine of an adult clerical as-
sistant, and schools with 300-59 pupils need a full-tine clerical as.
sistant in addition to ope librarian indicaled io the standards.

The caoncept of clerical assistants im librarles is not new, but
school, Libraries in Chio have been slow to recogriszs the potantial of
added service which psid clerical help would relcass.

Trprovement is more noticeable in larger schocls. The 1947 Ohto
standards suggested that schools with 800-1,199 pupils have ons full-time
librarian with 30 semaster hours of library science and that schools with
1,500 or more students have ooe or more trzined assistants.

It is difficult to undarstand why the standards of 1957 remalped

Lo NWorth Central Association of Collezes and Secondary Schools,
Criterion ¥, op. git., p. 18. .

23.1.A. Standards, 1960, op. cit., p. 60.



unchangsd from 1947, for schools with over BOO enrclimect. It wes not
wntil the 4.L.4. standards spocified more sdequate staffing of litraries
that Ohlo took steps toward meeting the goal.

Where Ohio recomwnds coe 1itrarim and ono-belf adult, clerical

ssplstant, A L.&A. specifies two librarians, one adult cl.eriﬂl assist-
ant, one aadio-wisual coordinator, and a klf-time andic-visnal clerk
for schools with 500-739 enrvllment. This same arrangement is noted for
schools with 1,200-1,499 enrollment. Obkdo standards call for two 1i-
brarians and coe adult clerical assistant while A.I-A. standards specify

.. three librarians plus one additlonal librarian for each %00 studants or

major fraction thereof, plus an audic-visual ccordimator for ezch 500
students, and oo andio-visznal clerk for each 1,200.

It would appear that (hioc is working its wy toward building
strooger feandations for excellencs in its school libmaries, bot many
schools contimue to face a realistic challeoge.

A e

fart IF

Rocent, Efforta to Tmprowe Library Services to
Students and Teachers

libraries were potahly active in the early nioeteen aixiles, par-
tis11y 4n their divergent efforts to handle the intensive and widsspread
erowding of their facilities by the expanding studemt bodies. Discus-
slons and studies have been in progress in sany areas and great sums of
money were being spent for the purpose of finding better methods of )
handling the great mumbers of students, wbo seem more highly mrtivated
to read thon at any former time. ‘ _

1ibrarlans recognized the need for national discussioas of the

ourrent library crises and, in 1963, tbey arranged for a series of
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meetings patterned after the 19560 White House Conference on the aging,
and children and youth. The resulting A.L.A. Conference-Within-dA-
Conference in which librarians from all services mwet to conduct “"An
Inquiry into the Needs of Students, Libraries and the Educational Proc-

ess™ vas summarized by Lowsll Martin.

1. First find cut just what is needed by students in your lo-
cality and just what is already available.

2. The pecessity for communication in clarifying the studeat
demand for reading materials, in decisions on action, and
in meeting the peed in the period ahead.

3. Definition of the respective functions of the several kinds
of 1ibraries in serving students.

k. Development of cooperative joint action cutting across
types of libraries.

5. A definite increase in financial support in order to bring
211 libraries gp to standard.

6. A1l possible legislation and regulations concerning li-
braries should be reviewed, strengthened, applied to help
meet this growing student need.

7. Becruitment of librarians must be intensified.

8. More effective use to be made of library personnel through
review of library positions and a search for new personnel
;llm-

9. Seek to apply technical and mechanical advances more fully
in libraries.

10. Mnmaﬁmusthamdatotfsmcﬂmmmnf
libraries on the part of students.

This conference on the challenge of the libraries to meet the
students® needs convened near the date of publication of the first
Mehnahpn:‘t..z The Enoch Pratt Free Library, the publie library of
Baltimore, and neighboring schools had found that it was no longer prac-
tical to continue traditional programs of library services; therefore,
a thorough study of all facilities and methods was proposed.

Ihe Conference-Within-A-Conference, "Lowell Martin's CWC Sum-
mary,” in A.L.A. Bulletin, LVII, Ho. 8 (September, 1953), 735-74l.

21 owell A. Martin, “Challenge and Opportunity,™ Students and the

%tt Library, No. 1 in Ieiches Fund Studies of Publie Library Service,
Pratt Library (Baltimore, Maryland, July, 1963)s 63 p., p- 4.
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The Deiches Library Fund Trustees provided money for a series of
studies aimed to help public librarians improve their services, especlally
libraries located in metropolitan areas. The Deiches Studies, however,
are more than a mere progression of surveys; they also involve experi-
mantation and action to test the findings.

In July, 1963, the first report entitled: ™"Students and the
Pratt Library: Challenge and t)ppm-txm.tt:r,"1 was published.

Before the Delches reports can be evaluated and applied to
parallel conditions in other areas, it is desirahle to note the develop-
ment of the situation in Baltimore and to identify the areas of the
sources of the problems and the proposed solutions.

The first Baltimore study identified the library service problem
succinctly:

The schools depend on reading as a significant element in educa-
tion, but adequate provision has not been made for student read-
ing materials either in the schools or the community-at-large.
Within the next five years, the situation will nove toward a
erisis, and unless mat in some way will distinctly deter the
educational growth of goung people and undermine the service
programs of libraries.

The problem was not a self-coatained challenge to the public li-
brary, nor was it exclusively a school predicament; it was an alarming
condition which had to be attacked by informed men of action who would
proceed to gather and analyze the facts, and plan a program for exploring
and testing better ways of handling the confused and complex situation.

The study found an impressive amount of school-related reading

being done by a majority of the young people. Concern was derived

g,
21bid., p. 4l.
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sspecially from the strain experienced by agencies sttampting to supply

the reading material for students, and the reslization that doubling the
student demand in the saxt five yoars would result in intclersble pres-
#ures on both the poblic library and the school 1ibrary, as well as frus-
trations In the eduraticnal eaperiences of the students.

Two aspecty miiich were regardad as vital to learning wera {1} the
groat amount of materiala being examined by young people and {2) the
quentity of roading wiich they did.

Two-thirds of the high school students in Baltimore read at laast
four books per mouth. Ope-third read little except their textboaks.

Four cut of five non-text books cams from school or public lidraries.

ol o R RE

In Baltimore, studemts gsad 400,000 books per wooth, or three millien
per yoar, and the average student spent eight to nine hours per month in
tha schoal library. |

It was significant that public librarians and school librarians
attempted to coordinate their services in order to meet the overvhelming
damands for published materlals, and the swelling ranks of adolescents.

Oue concrele exsmple of the effort to clarify the public library's
responsibility to hizh school students was to be found in the standards
for Joung Adult Services in the Public Library.' The selecticn of mate-
rials and reading gunidanecs, two of the most importanct areas in working
with young adults, were fully treated with siress placed upon the con-
copt that work with young adults was definitely a part of the adult pro-
gram of tha public li%rary and differs only in focus and emphasis. The
focus is on the Individual, and the emphasis on expert gnidance in reading.

lppriie Livtrazy Assoclation, Cormittee on Standards for Work with
Young Adults in Public libraries, Young Adult Services in the Public Li-
brary (Chicago: American Library Association, 1960), 50 p-
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At times, the school librarian doea not receive cooperation from the
school faculty or administration, nor does the public librarian always
have the cooperation and understanding of other members of the publie
library staff. The six authors of the report, who were specialists in
working with young adults in the public library, directed their efforts
toward helping create an educated and thoughtful citizenry, and they
stressed the importance of having the two institutions work closely
together in developling parallel programs or cooperative programs.

The Delches analysis of students' use of the library indicated
that present-day teaching in high school assumed the availability of a
substantlal eollection containing extensive holdings of both books and
magazines. Most school libraries could not meet such expectations even
Af they were doubled in size. The Deiches Study No. 1' indicated that
a school library, if it were to meet all the reading needs of a high
school with a modern curriculum, might well need 75,000 volumes.

Moreover, students tend to prefer the public library over the
school library for the following reasonst (1) more adequate collections,
(2) more suitable hours of service, (3) fewer restrictions or controls.

The movement toward a library crisis is gaining momentum. More
high school students plan to go to college; accelerated and enriched
classes are on the increase; and there is a trend in favor of academic
performance as the status symbol. The hard core of the program depends
upon the substantial development of school libraries in the immediate
future. Not only mmst they strive for greater excellence, but book col-
lections must be strengthened. It is imperative that schools become
better prepared to handle the bulk of collateral and reference reading

lpeiches, op. cit., p. 5l.



n
needed by the students. Library seating capacity must be increased to a
minipum of 10 per cant of the enrollment and schools mist estsblish
longer hours.

Major branches of the public library should have a seating ca-
pacity for 150 readers since such a cormunity branch is the primary
source of free reading for a majority of the students. The trend in
library use by advanced students was also indicated in the marked prefer-
ence for use of the Central Library of Pratt. This was twice as likely
to occur if a student was in an above-average, or accelerated class.

Libraries cannot equal the demands under the present mode of
operation; therefore, Baltimore has proposed definite lines for develop-

ment.
The Deiches report outlines a master plan divided into four
ltlgosll
I. PBackground or preliminary steps to preserve the strength of

libraries
2. Review the place of reading in secondary education.

b. Provide in paperback form titles used intensively over
a considerable period of time.

II. Getting full return from present resources

a. Prepare mamuals and other media for a program of instruc-
tion in use of resources and libraries.

b. Longer hours of school library service.
¢. Commnications between classroom and library.

III. Expansion to meet student needs

a. Develop school library facilities.

b. Identify the role of Pratt Library in providing student
- reading materials.

lpoiches, op. cit., p. 4l.
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¢. Provide facilities to handle increasing student load.
IvV. more me t tat
a. Establish a new position of Student-Teacher Librarian.

b. Organize a coordinating council on student reading
materials for the Baltimore area.

It would seem that the Deiches report confirmed at least one
major principle: that the era of the independent, small library has
passed. It is time to formulate a practical plan which allows the joint
efforts of the two agencies to do together what neither could do alone.

The first organized effort to implement the 1960 A.L.A. Standards
for the betterment of school libraries was the School Library Development
Project in 1561 and 1962.1 Twenty-two states participated in a national
project, established by the American Association of School Librarians
(A.A.S.L.) to assist state and local groups in implementing the 1960 na-
‘tional stendards. A grant of $100,000 to the American Library Associa-
tion by the Council on Library Resources made it possible. The purpose
was to promote the adoption of higher standards for school libraries in
each state. The staff of S.L.D.P. provided leadership training for
representatives from the fifty states, allocated grant funds for twenty-
one special projects in school library developments, distributed a wide
variety of printed and asdic-visual materials, and offered consultant
service to state and local groups.

State school library associations and state depariments of

lMary Frances Xemnon and leila Ann Doyle, Flanninz School Library
nty a report of the School Library Development Froject, American
Assoclation of School Litrarians. School Library Development Project--
1962, American Associatica of School Librarians, a Division of the Ameri-
can Library Association, a Department of the National Education Assocla-
tion (Chicago: American Library Association, 1962), p. 87. Note: Here-
after to be known as S5.1.DI.P.
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- education, in cooperation with other edocstion snd citizen groups,

lannched inteosive programs to improve thedr schoal 1ibraries. Impetus
and holp for state sction uas provided by tha A.A.3.%L. Standards Commlt-
toe ond S.L.D.P. At local lewels, grouing ousbers af schoals and school
districts worked to establish and extend school ltbrary services by such
maans as increased appropriations, added library persompel, and the
developmant of elementary schoal, libraries.

Good school 1ibraries mast be bailt atep by step, through care-
fal planning smd coordinated effort. Demoostrations of this appreach
ware provided by twenty-cne S.Y.D.F. projects cooducted in 1961-1962
which were first required to formulate long-range plans for a period of
thres to fiwe years. These sisfte projects testad priu:iplesl found to
be important in planning schoall library development and which applied to
an individnal s=hool and the sthool distriet. They included: (1) focus-

ing on the schoal 1library program, including improveseot of the services

to puplils and teachers; (2) prowiding good leaderships {3) obtalning
qualified consaltants; (4) evaloating present serviees and rescurces;
(5) selecting specific poals; (&) setting wp priorities and deadlines;
{7) enlisting support for schaal library dewslopsent; {8) maintaining
effective commmmication; snd {3) evalnating and revising plans.

411 of the S.L.D.P,—prant projects cited the need for effective
communications, the interpretstion of their action doring 1961-1362, as
woll as for their long-range plans. Case studies were made in two grant

I-.p.rojact states, Georgia and Arlcnsas. The Gaorgiaz project demonstrated

" the developmeat of strong support for improvement of school librarles

lmbja-, pp. 12-14.
ZIbid.. P~ 16l
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through conferences of representstives of important library, sducation,
- and citizen groups. The Arianses project illustrated effective coopera-
tico by the state school library associstion, tha state library ageacy,

and tha state department of education with the state organirations of

achoal principals, superintendsnts, and architects. Domoestrations of
good school-1library programs were found to be an effective means for
interpreting 1ibrary services.

The procedures in Georgla were related to the preseat study.

| Bepresentatives from the two state school library associations joined

with the staff of the Library Division, State Departmemt of Edocation,

to plar ways for using tho new natlonal standards to improve school 1i-

brary services in Georgla. S.L.I.P. granted funds to make it possible
" to bold conferences to familiarize educatars and citizens with the na-
" tiopal standards, to project the schogl library situstion in Georgia
against these standards, and to make imwediate and long-range plans for
isproving service throughout the state. Farticlpants recowendsi sction
rolated to finance, facilitiss, persaoel, and materials.) |

It was sgreed that both the Georgia Accrediting Coomission and

the Southern Association of Colleges and Secondary Schooly shogld raise
their standards of school library expenditures to bring thes more in
line with the natjona) standards. Becognizing that such action must be

a long-term preject, and in view of present differences between the
standards, it wzs suggested: (1) that the two agencies ralse the required
per-papil expenditures by $.50 each two years until the national standards
were reached, beginning with the 1962-1963 schocl year; (2) that the
State Department of Education increase the state's portion of the school

lmad., pp. 18-20.
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1ibrary matching funds as a step toward helping schools to meet the pro-
posed higher accreditation requirements; (3) that school librarians be
reminded of their responsibility to keep records of, and issue periodical
reports on, all school library finances; (4) that school librarians, in
conference with classroom teachers and curriculum directors, formulate
budget requests for presentation to their school administrators during
the school year; (5) that the state organizations of principals and super-
intendents be urged to conduct a study of budget-making, so as to include
consideration of school library budget and finance; (6) that all avail-
able means be used to publicize the possibilities for using funds pro-
vided by the National Defense Education Act for the acquisition of in-
structional materials in the fields of science, mathematics, modern for-
eign languages and under certain conditions, guidance; (7) that the
Georgla Association of School Administrators and the Georgia School
Board Association recommend to local boards of education the reservation
of sufficient bond money to provide a basic collection of five books per
pupil, plus related instructional materials, in each new school; (8) that
state library organizations send resclutions to their congressmen in
support of general federal ald to education; (9) that professional organ-
izations undertake a planned program of action to educate the citiszens
of Georgia to accept responsibility for providing more financial support
for school libraries.

The Georgia project emphasized the need to: (1) lay careful
plans for interpreting good school library prograszs in order to create a
demand for them; (2) gain acceptance by all citizens of their corporate
responsibility for effecting improvements; (3) plan definite and specific
action; (4) provide effective means to keep concerned groups informed on
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plans and achlevements.

One highly slgnificant factor in the Georgia Project was the
leadership of the state school library supervisor.

The school library picture in Georgia documents the conclusion
that school libraries have reached a higher level of develop-
ment, in general and on a state-wide basis, in those states
which have state school library supervisory programs.ls<

8.L.D.P. enccuraged programs tallored to the needs of school 1i-
braries in Georgia and each other state. Arkansas and the District of
Columbia worked toward promoting a better understanding of school library
programs. New programs of state aid established in North Carolina and
Pennsylvania pointed the way for other states. West Virginia conducted
a state survey of school libraries and obtained grant funds for the es-
tablishment of a state school library position to provide consultative
service. State aid for school librarians' salaries was the chief goal
in Borth Carclina, and supervisory programs in pilot school districts
were established in Arkansas, Iowa, and Montana. Major improvements in
library sources have been achieved through improved budgets, persoonel,
and library quarters.

The Illinois’ project concentrated on the development of a school
library center to serve thirty-two schools in the multi-district area of
Champaign, Urbana, and the University of Illinois laboratory school.
Centralized processing of instructional materials, loan and distribution
of materials and equipment to individual school libraries, studio facili-

ties for radio, television and recording, production of teaching aids, a

Ibid., p. 17

2, 1.A. Standards, op. cit., p. 0.

Js.1.D.P., op- cit., pp. 37-39.
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professional library for teachers, and conferonce and demonstration
classroom areas were considered in this study. The year's project pre-
pered the way for detailed work on the milti-district center.

New Jorsey’ tested the principles of school library development
as a source of ideas for other groups working to improve the preparation
of teachers for the use of library resources. Special programs for pros-
pective teachers in the use of libraries, team teaching, conferences at
the state and local levels to stimulate programs of in-service education
in the use of library resources, and the developing of guides to help in
plamning local in-service activities were found to be practical ways of
accelerating library interest of the teachers; the main connecting artery
betwsen the students and the library.

Gains have been noted, needs will persist, and other studies
will lead to further improvements and higher goals, but the S.L.D.P. has
belped in tangible ways to interpret the school library situation.

In Chapter II, reference was made to the $1,130,000 grant awarded
the lwl..S.L.2 to demonstrate the educational wvalue of a full program of
schoal library services as examples of the kind of program recomended
in the national standards. Schools are being selected on the basis of
the school's library program, the potential for demonstration and research
in the school, the nature of the school district, and the teacher-prepara-
tion institution, evidence of the potential for maintaining the level of
program made possible by the Knapp Project, and geographic accessibility
for potential teams of cbservers. The grant will provide funds for the
purchase of books and other library materials to bring the library

1md., pp. 4o-lk.
2).A.5.L., Xnapp Project, op. cit.
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collection up to recommendad standards, pay salaries of additional pro-
fessional and clerical personnel required to meet the standards, includ-
ing summer employment, half-time salary for half-time services of the
field worker assigned by the teacher-preparation institution, plus funds
required for clerical assistance and travel, consultant service by the
Project Director and funds for structural changes in the library facility,
if required.

Demonstration projects will be designed for teachers through co-
operative relationship with institutions engaged in teacher education.

Conclusions
In the Certain Report of 1918, educators have pronounced the

peed for stipulated norms or dimensions to guide the development of
school libraries over many years. There was evidence of recognized need
for specific criteria in Ohio shown in the 1947 Standards of the State
Department of Education, by the Nolan Report in 1949, by the improved
state standards for 1957 and the current state guide to implement £.L.A.'s
1960 Standards for School Library Programs.

Influence has been exerted upon the goals of school and public
libraries by the Deiches Studies and the American Association of School
Iibrarians School Library Development Project.

The Knapp Project provided further impetus for scheol library
excellence, and will be particularly significant if an Chio secondary
school should be selected for demonstration.

One overwhelming deterrent to the improvement of library services
is the lack of information on library personnel, the actual conditions

of existing facilities and programs, and indefinite or conflicting concepts

of their functions.
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The present study was planned to identify and evaluate the high
school. 1ibrary services in Ohio and to offer recammendations for accom-
plishing ways of meeting the maltiple demands upon libraries now and in

the immediate future.



CBIPTER 111
CHIO EIGH SCEXL LIERARTES TX X956

Introdoction

In Chapter I, evidemce concerming establisiring and mintalning
guality high school libraries was presented in a merer designoed to show,
chronologically, the ircprovemewts in standards as well as the attitode
is Ghic with respect to =etting and sttaining desirale lilkrary goals.

The Bolan report of 1949 provided an overview of the status of
high school 1libraries and concluded that great rrewerwss jn materials
a faci)ities characterited the Mbraries of Ohio. It noted that larger
quarters wore badly needed in more than half of the schools. Tn the
Jarger schoals, the advantages of nore liberal imigets sod professional
personnel ware observed, ot an ewaluation of the qrality and kinds of
services that were attempted or accoemlishad was lacking.

It may be assumad that schoal libraries fusciionsd about as wall
as eonditions permitted, bat thers was oo indicstion thal they attempted
to provide more than mere ecllecticas of Luoks orgerized for use and
oada scceszible through central locations within the kigh school tuildings.

It has boen previcusly nmoted that the first phase of the present
study consisted of a questionnaire sorvey of all of the Chio high schaol
Mbraries in 1956. The general scope of the study is sTwmrized in
Yatle 3.1. Superintendsnts er principals of 1,138 Otio pudlie high schools

17aabel Nolan and John B. Berrick, gp. git., pp- 220-22.
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TARLE 3.1
SOURCES OF 1956 DATA OF OHIO FUBLIC HIGR SCHDOL LYBRARTRS

R Other 75
Source of Reaponsa At Coanties Corfrined
Bo. | £ [ Koo } % % | $

Fore 1 mailed 471071 8% 78.311,133 1100.0
Bo Response 9 | 14.0 601 | 85.0) 639 |100.0
Tatnlated W | N9 2w &0 9| 9.9
Counties Surveyed 13| 149 750 85.2 83 |100.1
Repised 13 ) 15.3 2 | Bs.7 85 | 130.0
Types of Diatrict Surveyed:

City 08 | 3.5 2% | 5.5 322 1100.0

Local 135 ; 18.3 & i 81.7 736 1100.0

Exnapted Village 7 8.8 i a.l & [100.1

City 86 | 43.9 BS | 83.9 172 | 9.8

local 51207 1| 75-3| =227 |100.0

Exmpted Village 7 i 18.0 | A P {100.1

Vnknown i 1 {100.0
Typs of Schools Surveyed:

JHS s lws] m)] 2| 1n3°w0.0

J-5H5 193 t 18.8 832 | 81.2 | 1,02% {100.0
Bepl 4edt

JBS 8] 72.9 16 | 27.1 57 |100.0

J-S5H3 106 | 27.9 erh | 2. 32 [100.0

2Forth Bastern Ohio is comprised of thirteen eountiess (1) Ash-
land, {2} Ashtabula, (3) Cuyahoga, (%) Erie, (5) Semuga, (6) lam,
. (7) Lorain, (8) Mahoning, (9} Medina, (10) Portaze, (il) Richland,

(12) semmit, (13} Trumbull, L

” brore were 1% junior high schools in local schoal districts in
1956. _
were asked to refer the checklist, Form 1 (Appendix 4), to the haad of
the achool library. Over one-third of the questioconaires, %37 from 85
of the 58 countles of Ohip werv returned in usable form. Of t&is yumber,

149 ware recelved I'rom schools located within the thirteen coonties
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designated as North Eastern Ohio (NEO).® Although only 21.7 per cent of
the schools on the original mailing list, which was based upon the 1955~

56 Ghio Educational Directory, were in the latter group, their response

constituted 33.9 per cent of all of the schools surveyed.

When the replies were chacked according to the counties to which
questionnaires were distributed,? the response from the schools in North
Eastern Ohio was again found to be higher. Table 3.2 shows the interest
of North Eastern Ohio to be greater than in the state as a whole. Over
sixty per cent (60.3 per cent) of the schools in Horth Eastern Chio com-
pleted the questionnaire, while only 32.6 per ceat of the other schools

responded.

TAHLE 3.2
SUMMARY OF QUESTIONNAIRE RESPOESSS, 1956
fo— Usable Ret.um] No Responss Total
No. % No. 4 No. £
NEO 149 60.3 98 39.7 247 100.0
Other 75 Counties 290 2.6 601 62.5 891 100.1
Total 439 B.6 | 699 6l.4 (1,133 | 100.0

It was assumed that the general superiority of school libraries
in larger urban areas would be indicated by the greater numbers and kinds
of schoals reporting from the different counties. Although eity, loecal

and exempted village schools were found in almost every area, the

1(3) Ashland, (2) Ashtabula, (3) Cuyahoza, (&) Erie, (5) Geauga,
(6) lake, (7) Lorain, (8) Mahoning, (9) Medina, (10) Portage, (11) Rich-
land, (12) Swmit, (13) Trumbull.

2145t of responding schools, Appendix A. Sources of 1956 Data
on Services in Ohio'"s Publie High School Libraries, Table 1.
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preportien of elty schools was greater in North Eastern Ohlo than else-
where in the atate; with 43.9 per cont of the responding city schools
boiog located in North Eastern Ohio, but with 75.3 per cent of the local
schools, and 82.1 per cent of the exempted willage schools being outside
of the thirteen-county eree comprising North Eastern Chio [Table 3.1).

Of the responding Junior high schools, 72.9 per cent were in
Borth Rastern Chic (Table 3.1)}. Table 3.3 shows that thess schools made
a 79.6 por cont response, while only 27.1 per cent of ths schools in the
other 75 counties did so. North Eastern Obdo had 54 junior bigh schoola
in 1956 wvhen there wers only 59 in other countises. Among the latter,
only 1% schools were in local school districts (Table 3.1).

TAHLE 3.3

BESPONSES FROM JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS TN NORTH FASTEXN OHIO
AND EISBRMERE IN OHXO, 1956

Area . flsable Resggnsas! No Response Total
No. 4 No. £ Ro. | &
EEQ 43 79.8 11 20.4 54  |100.0
Othar 75 Countias 15 27.1 43 72.9 53 1060.9 _
" Coabined 59 s2.2 | s |lup.s |l n3 |ico.0

o _ Schools and Comminities

In order to understand better the differences awmong Ghio high
school libraries, certain general information regarding the schools,
their libraries and their comwnitles was requested. The sizes of the
schools, as shown by enrcllments, are shown in Table 3.4.

One hundred fifty-two schools {70.4% per cent) with enrcliments
betwoen 100-459 reported 100 per cent student-use of the ﬁbmq. In

the 500-999 group, 65 per cent of the schaols reported that 100 per cant
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TAELE 3.4 _
DSE OF LIBRARY ACCORDING T0O SIZE OF SGHOOL
Student Use
Rorellnst 2008 50%.99% | Undor 50% | Unicown Total

!ﬂo ‘ :Lio- i NO- * !“Q. ¢ !’Q_. j
2,000 & ap & | 86,2 31231 2|15.4 2} 15.4 | 13 [100.1
1,000-1,9%9 351610 10 t16.9 3] 5.1 10| 16.9 5 | 99.9
0999 go | 65.0 | 27.6 1] 0.8 Bl 6.5 123 | 99.9
102499 i52 { 70.% 43 119.9 61 2.8 15| 6.9 228 [100.Q
- -0 11 |9n.7 1| 8.3 0| 4.0 o] 9.0 12 |100.0
Taknown o! 0.0 0] a.0 o] 0.0 16[100.0 | 16 [100.0
Total 285 | 4.9 a1 ] 20.7 121 2.7 5 11.6) 37 | 99.9

of thelr students ussd the library, end in schools with 1,000-1,999 stu-
dents, only 6L par cent reported 100 per cent usage. That the pattern
of use wvas in inverse proportion to the enroliment was evident. Although
the smllest schools, with 0-99 students, had the largest proportion
reporting 100 per vent usage {91.7 per cent), it could be assumed that
wily the most progressive schools in this category tended to respond to
. thes gosstlonnalre. In the largest sohools, there may have been inade-
quate space, matarials or personnel to afford such complete service.
Data expressed in Table 3.4 show that the majority of schools of
every size had more students who used the library than who did not. Al-
thoggh 20.7 per cent reported 50-99 per cent usage, 4.9 per cent of all
of tier schools reported that 200 per cent of the siudent body used the
lihrary. Only 2.7 per cent of the schogls reported usage below 50 per
cent, and another 51 schools (11.6 per cent) did mot know the extent of

the service offered.
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The questionnaire did not completely ascertaln the number of
teachers in every school in 1956, but it was found that in 38 of the 4¥
responding schools, 50 or more teachers in each school used the library
services. Moreover, U06 schools reported some use by their teachers,
and 12 schools said that all of their teachers used the school library.
Thirty-three schoals did not report on this item.

With respect to the area serwved by the libraries (Table 3.5), it
was surprising to learn that 100 of the 439 schools served an area of
from 25 to 43.9 square miles, and that 14 other schools served areas of

TAHIE 3.5
AREA SERVED BY SCHOQLS, EXPHESSED IN SQUARE MILES
Square Miles Schools

No. 4
100 and up 14 3.2
50-99.9 47 10.7
25-419.9 100 22.8
5-24.9 72 16.4
0- 4.9 206 I6.9
Total (55 100.0

100 or more square miles. Generally speaking, 53.1 per cent of the
schools sald that they served areas of five square miles or larger. It
was appareni that with such distances and the problems of transportation
it was often not feasible to expect extensive use of the library before
and after school. Insofar as services were concernsd, it would appear
that smaller schools situated in smaller areas would have certain advan-
tages with respect to use, despite the fact that larger uniis could be

operated with greater economy.
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Sct rie
Form I was also designed to gather certain information relative
to the physical aspecis of the school libraries, including environment
and equipment. Tahle 3.6 summarizes the basic data.

TAHLE 3.6
PHYSTCLL ASPECTS OF OHIO HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARIES
!r_L Eo No Response Total
Bo.| % | wo.| £ 1mo.| ¢ [wo.| ¢
Envi rorment
Desirable location 46 | 78.8 73 |117.8 15 | 3.4 | 439 [100.0
Fleasant atmosphere 371 |84.5 ( 5% |12.3 | 14| 3.2 | 439 |100.0
Adaquate size 205 |46.7 | 218 (&3.7 | 16| 3.6 | 439 |100.0
Storage 186 |42.4 | 241 154.9 12 | 2.7 | 439 |100.0
Workroom __ 162 136.9 | 263 160.0 | 14| 3.2 | 439 (100.1
Equi pment.
Suitable tables and 326 |7%.3 | 103 |23.5 10 | 2.3 | 439 |100.1
Adequate facilities 338 (77-0| 90 [20.5| 11| 2.5 | 439 [100.0
for circulation
Card catalog 392 189.3| 4o | 7.1 7 | 1.6 | 439 [100.0
Vertical file(s) 310 |70.6 | 103 {24.6 | 21 | 4.8 | 4339 |100.0

Concarning emwironment, the librarians were asked for their judg-
ments as to the relative quality of three factors related to their own
1ibraries: location, atmosphere, and size. The greatest pumber of 1i-
brarians (371, or 5%.5 per cent) felt that a pleasant atmosphere was the
most desirable of the three, with location next. Less than half regarded
their libraries as being adequate in size. Two hundred forty-one librar-
ians reported that tiey had no storage space, and 60 per cent had no
workrooms. Although write-in space was provided for naming other aspects
of enviromment, nothing of consequence was mentioned.

With respect to furniture, 74%.3 par cent of the librarians thought
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~ they had suitable tables and chmirs. It was quite unexpectied, however,
.. to have only 90 schoals (20.5 per comt) express & nesd for better piyst-
" oal facilities for the cirenlation of library materisls. With the possi-
'bﬂitro:u‘pIOMawomormaralmthodsotchargmgnbmmt&-
_* rials, it would have boem interesting to deterwine the particular method
. j adopted by the maJority of school libraries, and what effect the local
oystem may have had on the Judgnents of adequacy.
Almost all ef the librarias reported having a card catalog, but
" M0 schools {9.1 per cent) bad none, and seven others failed to answer the
W1w. Vertical files were reported in 310 schools {fabls 3.6). It
. ., a3 motshle, howsver, that 2) achools did not answer this question. Tt
might be assumad that untraiped persosnel completed this segmant of the
" questlomnalre.

B

aoamew .

Although it has never been wise or practical to Judge the marits

" of a bock collectica exclusively by its size, many sducators, and espe-
<" otally 1ibrarians, have counted the Dumber of volumes to coplets offi~
cial. reports ever sinca stanjards for libraries were first considered to
- be important. The totsl mumber of volues could be used to demonstrate
growth, espacially uhan professianal librarians selected new books and
weedod thelr collections reguiarly so as to remove oboolete materials.
Inesmch as the earlier reporis’ specified the mmber of volumwes cwned,
bt not the number of titles, sduich would have given a more accurate and
detailed figure on book stock inm school libraries, Form I requested the
~ munber of volumes at the last imventory, and the mmber of taxtbooks

lgoian, gp. cit.
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included in the total figure. It was declded, however, to disregard
both the date of the inventory and the number of textbooks since neither
would have appreciably altered the reports.

The data afforded certain meaningful comparisoas with the Ohio
Moﬁflﬂs-l In 1943, the mmber of books apparently was considered
adequate in the eight largest schools with 2,000 or more students. In
1956, 13 schools reported enrcllments of 2,000 or more (Tahle 3.7).

TAHLE 3.7

OHIO0 HIGH SCH0OLS OF DIFFEHENT SIZES, 1956
— Eurollment, _No. b3
2,000 and up 13 3.0
1,000-1,999 59 13.%
500- 999 123 28.0
100- 499 216 .2
0- 99 12 2.7
Unknoun 16 3.6
Total 5] 9.9

Moreover, 7.1 per cent of all of the reporiing schools had 10,000 volumes
or more (Table 3.8) although only 3 per cent enrclled as many as 2,000
students.

It seemed safe to assame, therefore, that more of the largest
schools had better-stocked libraries in 1956 than in 1943, despite the
fact that the netional Jitrary stendards’ Temioed mmchaged.

In 1948, 60 schools out of a group of 71 reported enrollments of

1,000-1,999 students (Table 2.1), while 59 responded in 1956 (Table 3.7).

1mig.
2).1.A. Committee on Post-War Planning, School Libraries for
Today and Tomorrow, op. £it., 43 p-
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TABLE 3.8
BOOK STOCK IN OHIO HICH SCHOOL LIFRARIES, 1956
Schools

—Humber of Volumes Mo. £
14,000 - Up 8 1.8
12,000 - 13,999 10 2.3
10,000 - 11,999 13 3.0
8,000 - 9,979 26 5.9
6,000 - 7,999 ko 9.1
4,000 - 5,999 66 15.0
2.000 - 3’9” l"? 33'5
0- 1,999 38 22.3
No Response 31 Wl
Total 433 100.0

A.L.A. standards called for 7,000-10,000 volumes in libraries in schools
of this size. By 1956, 66 schools, or 15 per cent of the 439 responding
schoals, had 6,000-9,999 volumes; and an additional 7.1 per cent owned
larger callections (Table 3.8). Eight years earlier, one-half of the
schools with 1,000-1,999 students met the A.L.A. standards (Table 2.1).
The actual Wntsinbuokcollectimsinschmls;:fthisslnw
be somewhat disguised by comparing the 1956 sample which consisted of
38.6 per cent of the total schools (Table 3.2) with the 84.5 per cent
included in the 1948 study (Table 2.1). Other gains were evident, al-
though all of the smaller schools did noi measure up to the natiomal
goals, and 51.9 per cent of the libraries served fewer than 500 students.
By 1956, schools with 500-999 enrolled were expected to have 5,000-7,000
books (Table 2.2), but only about one-fourth in that category had 4,000~
7,999 volumes (Table 3.8). Less than 4,000 books were cwned by 245
schools, 55.8 per cent of the responding libraries. Although one-fourth
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of these sctually fell below A.L.A. standards, the improvemsnt since
1943 was notable. OF the 101 schools in the 1948 survey, only one in
each five met these standards (Table 2.1).

Porhaps the grestest school library growth occurred among the
saallest achoola. In 1948, there were 998 schools with less than 500
enrcllsd, but, unfortunately, no report on book stock was mads. This
would indicate that only small, generslly unorganized book callections
probably were to be found, bat by 1956, 245 schoals, constituting 55.8
por cent of the 439 responding schools, reported collections of less than
4,000 volymes and 33.5 per cent of them had at least 2,000 books (Table
3.8). ¥one of the collections appeared to be extremely small although
the smaliest schools were requirad to own as few as 2,000 volumes to
moet A.L.A. standards' which was ten books per pupll with a sinimum of
2,000 volumes por school. Although the number of small schoals apparantly
was greaster in 1948 when 998 were roported in this category (Table 2.1},
the 1955 figures showed only 228 schools with less than 500 students
(Tabls 3.7). Tbe combined grogps of schools also showed a reduction of
42 bigh schocls in Ohio between 1948 and 1956, thus reflecting the trend
toward consdlidation.

Another basic requirement for a good library is an adequate col-
lection of magazines which have been selected by the trained librarian.
Sinee odd lots of gift periodicals might add an overly-complimentary

image to the magawuine sarvice, Form I not only asked for ths mmber of
current subscriptions, tut for the pumber indexed in Repders® Guide.?
The summary data were combined into Table 3.9. Ho attempt was made to

1nid., p. 2.
2Readers* Guide to Periodical Literature, H. W. Wilson Company.



71

TABLE 3.9

NUMBER OF PERIODICALS IN OHIO HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARIES
AND THE NUMEER INDEXED IN READERS' GUIIE

Total Mumber of Schools Scheols
Periodical Number Indexed in
Subseri ptions Bo. | % || Resders' Guida | No- | #
125 1 0.2 90 % 0.2
105-119 6 1.4 80-89 1 0.2
90-104 8 1.8 70-89 2 0.5
75- 89 1 2.5 60-69 8 1.8
60~ 7y 29 6.6 50-59 1 2.5
45~ 59 58 | 13.2 4o-49 22 5.0
30- 44 100 | 22.8 30-39 b | 11.2
15- 29 136 JL.0 20-29 75 17.1
1- 14 60 | 13.7 10-19 89 | 20.3
0 4 0.9 1-9 22 5.0
0 17 3.9
No Rasponse 26 1 5.9 No Response | 142 | 2.3
Total 437 [100.0 Total 433 1100.0

relate the mumber of pariodicals to the size of the school since there
was no reason to believe that the number of magazines would differ
greatly from the relative size of the book collections.
The greatest mmber of schools (136 or 3L per cent) had between
15 and 29 magazine subscriptions, and 100 schools (22.8 per cent) reported
between 30 and 4% current periodicals. One school subscribed for 125, and
four aehooi.s had pone at all. There was no response from 26 schools.
A.L.A. standards recommended 15 to 25 magazines for schools with
200 students, with the pumber of subsecriptions to be increased propor-
tionately with higher cnmllmnta.l Since 41.4 per cent of the schools
had more than 500 students (Table 3.7), it would appear that nearly half

15,L.A. Committes on Post-War Planning, School Libraries for
Today and Tomorrow, op. cit., pp. 22-23.
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of the achools weuld have subseribed to at lsast 50 magazines; however,
- Table 3.9 shows thet only 25.7 per cent subscribed to mere than 44. Al-
though it would have required but a few moments to check the 1ist of
periodicals againet the Readers® Goide, or its abridged edition which
shogld have been avallable in every library, 142 schools did not answer
the question (Table 3.9). It was assuved, therefors, that #lmost one-
thivd {32.3 per cent} of the achool libraries did not have acceas to this
refercnce, or did not now about it. Seventeaep of the remaining schools
bad no periodicals which wore inciuded in this basic list., Only 5.2 per
oant of the schools had more than 50 of the Readers' Guide perlodicals;
89 achools (20.3 per cent) had between 10 and 19.eurmt subscriptions
of the indared magazines.

Tt secmed evident that, in 1956, a majority of the public high
achool libraries in Ohio failed to utdlize the primary sources of cur-
rent, relatively-lnexpensive periocdical materials.

With the exception of periodicals, Form I treated library ouner-
ship and non-book materials enly in a very general way. Jdecording to
the data, a» reported in Tahle 3.10, 18 per cent of tas 439 schools
indexed films, filmstrips, slides, recordings, globes, charts ar other
asdia of sudio-visual instrustion in the school library, but only 3.6
per cent of the libraries were responsible for ordering them. The fig-
ores implied that 3.4 per cent of the libraries had 2 cooparative ar-
rangement between an audio-visual department and the library, but also
that approximately four=-fifths of the libraries were not providing
- 1eadership in promoting the use of non-book materials. It was alsa
ascertained that 20.5 per cent of the libraries circulated audio-visual
materials borrowed by students and teachers. ;!
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TMEE )10

MATEETALS CENTER, 1956 '

Audio-Visua) Matersal Jes N No Responae!  Total
Wo. | % | Ga. ! 4 | Wo. ! 4 | Wo.| 4
1. Indaxed in lihrary 79 |J18.01 33 [73.6] 37| 8.4 | 479 |100.0
2. Circilated by 00 l20.5] 3W [75.4| 18| 4.1 | 439]100.0
. ibrary
" 3. Ordeved and pur- 82 9.6] 332 )%.2| b51{10.3| 439 (1001
chased tyy library
Separate andio- 151 3.6
vimsnal department !

Tha topiec of amdio-vispal moterials was undcubtedly a troublesome

; ona for some of the Iibrurians irssmoch as they took time to write noles

© | on the gquesticmmalre 1o explain local comditions. For example, twenty-

. tuo librarians memtioned their limited amdfo-visual services. It becams

apparont that phonograph recordimgs were more likaly to be provided than
films. FMlnstrips, shich are far less costly than 16 mw. films, were

. used loss by four of the 22 schoals, mﬁsﬁdesmmmionedanlym.

The differesmt methods of handling and purchasing audio-visyal
materials by 3L Litzerians werez (1) a separate audio-visual depariment,
{2) through teachers, (3) the principal®s office, (4) the board of edu-
cation, and (5) a cegtralirod sodig-visual exchange. Sixteen schools
(3.6 por cent} reportad separate departwents. : |

In 1956, slightly more Lhan half of the 439 high school libraries
borrowed materials from oller agemzies in order to supplement thelr owm
sorvicas. City and county librariss, and the Ohio State Library, sup-
plied books to suppilement the callections in more than half of the



7%
schools (Table 3.11). The service was initiated by the local librarians
aocording to the procedures prescribed by the affiliated libraries.
Fewer libraries borrowed axdio-yisaal materials than books, but 165
schools (37.6 per cent) said that they borrowsd these aids regulariy.
Only one school in ten songit audio-visual materials or services from
museuns of one kind or amstber. Distance doubtless often complicated
delivery of large numbers ef books, but mail service could have been
used for special orders ow an interloan basis.

TAHE 3.11
SOURCES FOR THE SIFFLEMENTATION OF LIFRIRY MATERTALS, 1956

Library Materials —— lr L Toral
£ %.| % |¥.| %

1. Books borrowed regu- | ZF | 53.3 | 190 (%3.3 15| 3.4 | 437 |100.0
larly from city,
county or state
library

2. Andio-visual aids 1455 37,6 23315310 m | 9.3 | 89 {100.0
borrowed regularly |
from libraries, etc.

3. Specimens borrowed A% l10.0) B (79.3( 47 |10.7 | 539 |100.0
from museuns, etc.

Personnel
It is generally accepled that a well-gualified librarian is the
first requirement for amy library, for without the leadership in the pro-
fessional planning of facilities, Lhe selecticn and organization of books
and related materials, and supervision and promoiion of their ase, there
can be no real foundation for giving service.
The school librarian is perhaps the most important factor in a

full program of library service. A professional librarian who
knows books and knows cw Lo select, organize and interpret them;
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& master teacher who undarstands children and kmows what the
achool should do for them; and a practical exscative who is
skilled in organizing a varlety of forces to pruduce effectiwe
aoticn..all are needed in the porson of the swepessful school
1ibrarign.l
In addition to requesting the mnber of staff sembers on library doty,
the questionnaire elso asked for the amount of trximing possessed by
aach nembar, In the 1549 report en Ohio 1ibraries, it wes found that
oaly a relstively swall mmber of librarians had cosplated one year®s

stody beyohd the baccalsureate degroe, as required for tha Bachelor of

Sclenca in Library Science degree, or more recently, for the Masier's
Degree in library Science granted by 1ibrary schoo's accredited by the
A.L.A,

At tha time of the last state survey (1543), the A.L.A. recos-
mended one full-time librarian for schocls with less than 1,000 students,
and two to four full-time librarians plus one clerk for achoola with
2.000-1,999 studants.” The largest schoals, with 2,000 or more enrulled,
were advised to provide a minimum of four librariams and two clerks, all
- fall-timo.

At that time, a3 now, Chlo"s schoals were below standard with
respoct to llbrarian-time avallahtie. Morsover, training of the 1ibrar-
Mmssubstandard From 1348 to 1956, the state as a whole made
progress by filling 107 full-tims professional pasitions in 98 of the
4% schools studied (Table 3.12). In 86 schocls (17.5 per cent), a full-
time librarian was hired, and 12 other schools had a total of 21 librariaos.

llhtioual Education Association, Joint Comzittes, Schools and
Publie Libraries Working Tozether in School Library Jervice { i
Matlional Education Association, 1941), p- 11.

ZHolan, gp. cit., pp. 220-221.

nid., pp. 220-221.
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 Although this was less than one-fourth (24.4 per cent} of the total

aanple, the mumber was grester than the total number in tho state eight
. years euriier (Table 2.1). For more detailed observations, the data in
Tsble 2.1 should bs compared with the four tables on persannel uhich
follow immodiately balow.

By 1955, Mull-time professional librarians staffed as many as
22.3 per cant of the school libraries [Table 3.12), snd part-time profese
] tio_nalssemdzoormmhmlrs per week In another 11.3 per cent of the
1ibraries. Only 5.5 per cent of the schools had professional librarians
who worked up to 20 hours per wesk. The table #lse shows that the high-
st perventage of full-time trained librarians was found 1n schools with
enrcliments of 1,000 or more; 38.5 par cent of the schools which reported
more than one foll-time trained librarian were among the five schools
with 2,000 or more students. The largest percentage of schools {55.%
por cent) with a full-time profesalonal librarian was in schools with
1,000-1,999 errolled., Schools with 100-099 students tended tp have less
trained personnel; in fact, 18 of these achools repoerted that they had
trained librariens lass than helf time, and five had fewer than fogr
hours of professional library service eech week. |

Inasmch as 13.3 por cent of the 439 schools reported mo mroles-
sicnally-trained librarians and 47.2 per cent more did not £311 in the
item, it sesmed evident thot morc than three-fifths of the high school
Yibraries wers functionlng without professionsl leadership (Table 3.12}.

In 1948, the schools in the 500-999 slze-category had three out
of each five librarians with more than 15 semester hours of library sci-

ence-l In 1956, the larger number, 19 full-time librariens with more

rua.
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than 15 semester bours of library sclence training were found in schools
of the same size, but less than one fifth of the 1956 sample had librar-
ians with equivalent training (Table 3.13). FHowever, 37 schools in this
group had one fully-trained librarian per school in contrast to only
eight schools with comparable personnel in 1948 (Table 3.12).

Only 18.7 per cent of all of the schools had librarians with 15
or more semester hours of library sclence (Table 3.13), and less than
10 per cent were employed on a full-time basis. Two schools reported
more than one full-time librarian, and 5.2 per cent said they had a 1li-
brarian with these gaalifications for 20 to 36 hours each week. Only
3 per cent had the librarian assigned for fewer hours, although two
schools reported that their librarian had more than 15 semester hours of
library science traiming but worked in the library less than four hours
per week (Table 3.13).

Another group of schools reported partially-trained librarians
but with less than 15 hours of library science (Table 3.14). The per-
centage (15.2) was slightly less than for the latter group with advanced
training. One-fourth of the smallest schools had librarians with less
than 15 semester hours of library science who were scheduled for eight
hours a week in the library. Fourteen schools had full-time librarians
with minimum library training, and only one was employed in a school
with 2,000 students (Table 3.14).

Although the percentage of schools (33.9) in the combined groups
having only partiallpy-trained librarians was smaller than the 33.9 per
cent which had professional librarians, the need for specialized training
was recognized by tie reported efforts of almost three-fourths of Ohlo's

public high schools to employ librarians with training in library science.
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a1
Anotber group of scheols (29.2 per cent) had faculty sembers as-
slgned as librarians who had no formal training in library science
{Table 3.15). O©Of thess, 4 schools had full-tims libearlans and four
othera had more then cone Jibrarian. In scoms instsnces, houever, s
sehmlhadi-n:n.;.rmrmporuukmmylu.lperm
yeported more than half-time service. '
_ The professiopal staffing of bigh school libraries in 1756 was
. obviously less than sdoquats as shown by the varying personnel tims al-
lotted the libraries as well as the distinect differences in their tralning.
In otilizing 3ll personnal to bast advantage, it ls important
to distinguish between professional and clerical jobs and to pro-
vide clerical persommel. It is false econamy to expect profes-
sima) personnel to devote their highly siilled and well-paid tizme
to rvatioe chores. The librarian should have time to work with
students and teachers directly, encouraging greatest possible use
of the library and its resourcas.l
The stundards for (hio In 1947, swmarized in Tahls 2.4, recom-
mended ones or wore trained library assistants in schools with Boo or
more studénts, but dld ol specifically mention the need for clerical
asaistance. The A.L.A. (Talle 2.1) recommanded ooe clerk for schools
with 500~1,900 enrolled, and two clerks for schools with 2,000 or more
studonts. Eight of the largast schools reported clerical help iIn varicos
smourts boginning with oms hour per week (Tahle 3.16). Asonz the 53
schools with earollments of 1,000-1,55%, ooly Z1 had any clerical assist-
ance., The smallest mmber of 1ibrary clerics per schoal was found in
librarles serving 100-499 studemts. Among the 20.6 per cent of the total
sample reporting clerical assistance, 10.4 per cent were employed fyll
time and 14 echools (3.2 per cent} had the eguivalent of more than one

1Irving E. Lare, “An Administrator Looks at the Library,® coop.,
Charles L. Trinkeer, Better Librapies Make Better Schools (Conpecticul:z
The Shoe String Press, 1962}, p. 59.
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s
full-tims clerk. An unusually large number, 3 schoola, sither failed
to'lnmr thia item or ropeorted no clerical service availahls.

' It would seem that the ertrems shortage in clerical staff mast have
been primarily the result of insufficlent funds for salaries. Mo other
condition would satisfactorily explain why in 1356, 79.3 per cent of (hio's
high school 1ibraries did not empley clerical personnsl (Table 3.16).

o It wma difficuit to assess the exact mumber of aschools that ac-
tnally wet the A.L.A. postwar standards for parsonnal, although it was
possible to reach a vary close estimate. It has been ascartainsd that
all of the schools with as many as 200 students needed a Llbrarian and a
cleri.} Therefore, with 12 aschools of less than 100 enrolled added %o
coo-hilf of the 216 schoole with 100-499 enrolled (assuxing 50 per cent
had under 200 students) together with 16 more schools for uhich the em-
rollmeat was not datarmined froa the data, as many as 136 (21.0 per cect)
. schoole could have mot the standards by employing a part-time or teacher
Tibrarian (Table 3.7). Tables 3.13 and 3.14 show that as magy ss 152 18-
brarians were eoployed part-time although soma of the schools had more
than one. Qf the remalning 303 schocls, the 62 with enrollments over
1,000 peaded two to four llbrarians. It was unlikely that sany of thea

. had the staff required, but Tahle 3.12 showed that 21 librarians serwed
the twelwe largest schools. AL Yeast five of those presamalily were seet-
' ing the standards, and since 86 trained librarians woriad full-tims, an-
other 86 schools were added to tho qualified list. Sevenly-three mare

. tralnad 1ibrarians worked part-time affording approximately 36 of the

remaioing schools standard service.

13 L.A. Comaittee on Post-Mar Planning, School Libraries for
Today and Tomorrow, op. cit., pp- 16-18.



]

The total number of schools meating A.L.A. standards for profes-
slonal staff in 1956 wes calculated to be 263, or 60.9 per cent of all
tha publio high achools in Chio.

Tahle 3.16 showed that only 91 schools had any clerical personnel

in 1956, yet to meet ithe standards 208 full-time and 120 part-time clerks
ware neaded. Only 50 schocls (13.7 por cent) met the standards (Tahle
3.16). Statistically, only 13.7 per cent of the school libraries in
1956 mst all of the roquirements of the A.L.A. parsonmsl standards.
Boaxly 80 per cent, or M, of the 439 schools reported programs
exploying student assistance {Tsble 73.17). One smaller school said that
110 students regularly assisted with eertain library duties, while six
other schools of comparable size did not use any student helpers. Be-
twoen five and nine studemt azsistants helped in 20 per cent of the
school 1ibraries. It ¢an be surmized that students were often used in
len of pald clerical personnel since it was shown that 79.3 per cent of
tha libraries were lacking clerical assistance (Tahla 3.16). '
Stodeuts may voluonteer their services to the school library in
order 1o eam class credit, honor points, or service awards, ut the
growth and develoment of the individual is of paramcunt importance.t
The range of duties suggested by Iouglas was very btroad and required
careful planning and supsrvision to administer the program effectiwvely.
A carefully directed plaen of student help makes possible
farther utilization of the professional services for which the

librarizan was trained without jeopardizing the efficient opera-
tion of the library.2

lllzn'y Paacock Douglas, The Pupil Assistant in the Scheo) Library,
Amarican Librury Association {1957), pp. 17-18.

2I§id-, b 2.
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a8y

In order to make the axperience worthwhils, guidance end train-
ing in the arrangement and use of the iibrary, classification scheass,
the card catalog, Regders® Oyide and ether cammonly used reference tools
must be prwidod.]' Such exporience precares studemts to nse the library
more effectively. Douglas recognized the importance of varisiy in as-

- signed vork and listed specific duties wikich could be given to students
with differemt interests. Those dutisrs enconpassed shalving of books,

housckesping, care of reservo-materials, book processing, magazine and

newspaper services, vertical rile services, agdio-visual services, pub-
licity and poblic relations, refarence services, cataloging and order,

and general clerical services.Z

Althoogh it is desirable for students to participate in the ser-
vice program of their library, in her emphasis, Douglas may have inad-
mrbantlydimraéedthoemplo:mtmtmadﬂt porscapel for cleri-
cal and reference functioms.

The present 1956 survey showed grest variation in the mmber of
student assistants. As one mizht expect, the mmber tended to increase
with the size of the school, although the thirteen largest schoals aver-
aged fewer assistants than did schools in th two smller categories im-
madiately below. ’ |
_ Tatle 3.18 helps somewhat to elarify the more detalled Table 3.17.

Tha mean for all of the reporting schoals was 10.3 student assistants per
school. Schoals with 1,000-1,999 stuients averaged 2) student assistants
each, but the largest schools averazed omly 11.7 student assistants esch.
The largest category (216 schools} swaraged 7.8 student assistants.

limd., p. 3-
2mpig., pp- 3-1.



TAHE 3.18

439 OO FIGH SCHOOLS WITH VARYTING NUMBERS OF STUDENT ASSISTANTS
IR 1956--KRUTAN SHOWE FOR EACH EWHOLIMEWT CATEGORY

o. of . Bumbers of Studedt #ﬂ:tangs For School
—Eorollment | Schools |  High Low Range Median,

2,000 and Tp 13 29 1 28 n.z
1,000-1,999 59 L > 20.0
500-999 123 64 1 63 13.4
100459 26 1o 110 7.8
0-99 12 9 1 3 2.8
Unknown 16 24 1 5.7
Conbined [55] 10 110 19.3

Eine-tenths of the libraries in schools, with enrallments of 500

and gver, had a paid staff moober on duty before and after school, whils

only two-fifths of tha smaller schools provided sach service _('rahle 3.19).

TELE 3.19

LATLY LITRARY HOURS WITH SEXVICES OF A PATD LIERARIAN
IN SCHOOLS OF DIFFERENT SIZES, 1956

Open Bofore and Open Almost
- o. of Aftor School Every Period
Caterory Schools Ko < ¥o. 3
2,000 and Up 13 13 100.0 12 92.3
1,000-1,999 59 53 69.8 ) 83.1
500399 12) 7 7.9 9 80.5
100-499 _ 216 80 37.0 68 3.5
0-99 1z 5 k.7 6 50.0
No Rasponse 16 16 100.0 16 100.0
Total 439 264 60,1 2% 56.9




)

" The greatest lack of such service oocurred in the schools with 100-659
'+ studeats, where only 37 per cent had at lsust one paid staff mecber svaile
able bofore and after M. In tha 300.59% category, the greatest mm-
ber of schools {99, or 80.5 psr cent} had a staff masber svailahla during
slmost every period of the day. Considering the entire group of achools,
56.9 per ceat reported a paid staff membar on duty almost every period.

In the guestionnaire spaces provided for voluotary comments, Z1
schoola described ooe or ancther form for providing service. It was ’
notesworthy that nons used walunteer library aids or clerks.

Ona school, in the 500-999 group, also opened its library coe
evening each weok, while the other 20 schools reported that their librare
ies were open only part-time. Fourteen schools ip the 100~499 bracket
said the library was open from two to four periods per day, or on two to
four days per wock. Twenty schools expresssd concern over their limited
bours of service, but many more did not, although their shortconings
wore spparemt and gregt.

3

Budget,

As used in the present study, the tern tadget wes imtended to
relate to the amcant of money allocated for books and other materials of
finstruction handled by the school library, as well as for the ordimary
supplies god aquipmont required for circulating and saaintaining the book
collection., Salaries were not intendsd to be included although it was
sarmized that in some cases they were. To minimize the error prodiced
AL salaries were inciuded, Table 3.20 was constructad s0 as to reporti
the total budget ¢n a ten-polnt scale ranging from $1.00 to $5,000-and-
ap. The grostest mmber of schools {26.4 per cemt) spent betwoen $500
and $999.99 for library materials and services in 1956. The next largest
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gromp spent less than $500.

Oaly 9.4 per cent of the schools from North Eastern Ohlo fall
into the budget renge of $1.00 to $459.99, whereas 23.8 per sont were
found elseuhere in Ohlo. Among the achools which did not report library
budget fignres, sighteen wore located in North Eastarn Ohio, and 49 in
ather areas.

Tahls 3.20 shows that fewer schools reported budéeta of $2,000
or over than ths more modest budgets of $1,500 or less, Moreover, a
higher porcentage of the Harth Eastern Onlo schools had larger library
udget allocations than did the sghools in other counties. While 5.4
por cent of the school libraries in North Eastern Ohio spent $5,000 or
mare for mataerisgls, equipnemt and services, only 3.1 per cent of the
Uibraries in other counties had comparable budgets. Among the North
Bastarn Ohlo schools, 22.3 per cent spent $2,000 or more for their li-
braries in 1956. This was more than twlce the percentage of schools
found in the 75 other cat_mtios, whore only 10.3 per cent had 2 mqiarablu
todget.

Tahle 3.71 shows schools arranged inte four budget categories.
For exanmple, 23.1 per ceat of the schools with 2,000 or more students
operated on @ budgat of less than $500, while €1.5 par cent of the
schools in the same size category had between $2,000 and $4,999.99.
Only 7.7 per cant of the schools in this .gr;up had ss mch as $5,000.
Among the schools with 1,000-1,999 studsnts, over half (55.9 per cent)
had budgets of §500-$1,999.99, while scme schools of similar size {11.8
per cent) had $5,000 or more. Moreover, 13.6 per cent had under $500
for the entire library program in 1956, or less than one-tenth as much

as certaln othsr schools of the samo general aigze.
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In fact, more then half of all the schools {51L.5 per cent)
reported budzets ranging between $500 and $1,999.99. The greatest per-
eontagze of schoals with 500-%99 enrolled (62.5 per cent) speut that
amount. but lexs than 20 per cent of the schools in that group spent undar
$500. Almost coe-half of the schools with 100-499 students had between
$500 and $1,999.99; and mwarly as many {43.9 per cent) had lesser allo-
cations.

ha very small schoals differed fros the others in that none
reported a bodget of $2,000 or moTe, and two-thirds of them had less
than $500.

Factors which affected library expenditures or fotal budgets
wore the age of ths school, the changes In enrollment, interest of the
aduinistration, the faculty, and the likrarizn, and the avallability and
extent of services of other librarjes. It became evident &lso that some
of the schools with the highest total budgets had earmzried library funds
for major equipment and staffl salaries. An attempt was made to chock
that assumption. Inasmnch as eight of the 143 schools in Borth Eastern
Ohio, and only seventeen in the entire state, reporied library expendi-
tares of $5,000 or more, it seemed fair to rule that salaries wers not '
generally included in the library bodgets. Eleven schodls that reported
umsally high budgets were contacted by telephone or letter and asked:
(1) how much of the mum reported was spent for library materisls and
processing, (2) what part of the specified awcunt was used for salarles,
and {3) what major equipment was purchased Prom that amount. XNine of
the schools had included the salary paid to the librarians, and in each
case the amount far purchasing and maintaining printed materials was
found to be betwsen one—quarter and ene-half of the eotire budget. Two
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of the schools had purchased additional shelving, and in each of the
schools more than $500 was allocated for supplies. %o sudio-visual
costs were included.
For the purchase of books, periodicals, aad other printed

materials and supplies for rebinding in an erzamized library

unit in a school of 200 pupils or fewer, the ninimam anmual

budget should be not less than $300.1

The majority of the schocls, all sizes conbined (51.5 per cent),

spent $500-$1,999.99 on libraries in 1356 (Takle 3.271). Table 3.22 was
prepared especially to show the size of high schools in North Eastern
Ohio. Two-thirds had enrollwments between 100 and 1,000 students each.
Table 3.23 shows the number of schools in each of the thirteen counties
in relation to the dollars allocated to the school library. Cuyahoga
County, with 56 schools in the sample, ranked first in both the number
of schools and in thelr budgets for libraries. Three other counties,
Lake, Portage and Richland, had ooe school each with a budget of $5,000
or more (Table 3.23), and no county, other than Czyahoga, had a school
with 2,000 or more students (Table 3.22). Cuyshoga Coanty reported 15
schools with enrollments of 1,000-1,999, followed by Mahoming with five,
Richland with three, lake with two schools, and Ashiland, Erie, lorain,
Summit and Trumbull counties each with one. To serve their students
reasonably well, library budgets for printed msterials should be from
$1,500 to $2,000 for the 30 schools in this categery.® According to
Table 3.23, 19 schools spent that amcunt, while 33 others kad larger
budgets. This was not mislaken as conclusive evidence that the schools

in North Eastern Chio tendsd to receive support in keeping with the

1) L.A. Conmittee on Post-War Planning, Sciool Libraries for
Today and Tomorrow, op. git., p. Z3.

21bid., p. 23.
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national minimum standards because the smounts specified in the standards
were restricted to printed materials and supplies, and rebinding.

Cuyahoga County had 28 schools in the 500-999 category that par-
ticipated in the present study (Table 3.22). These, together with Mahon-
ing County's nine schools, four each in Swmmit and Trumbull counties,
three in Lake, two in Lorain, and one each in Ashtabula, Portage and
Richland counties, totaled 53 schools each with 500-999 students. Ac-
cording to the national library standards, these schools needed at least
$750 to $1,500 anmually for books.! Table 3.23 shows that 33 schools
each spent $2,000 or more, and that 52 schools had at least $1,500.
Twelve of the 56 schools in Cuyshoga County reported budgets between
$1,500 and $2,000, and eleven others claimed budgets of $500 to $1,000.
Three schools had less than $500, and four schools did not report any
budget figures. Cuyahoga County provided nolt only the largest number of
schools in North Eastern Ohio but it also included schools of every size,
and statistically, all apparently met the national minimum standards for
budgets although further information was sought.

An attempt was next made to learn why some libraries had greater
budget prohlems than others, and what effect, if any, trained library
personnel had on the determination of budgets for printed materials.
Four tables of data were prepared especially for this purpose. All of
them had one factor in common in that they included only schools having
a professional librarian for 20 or more hours each week. For example,
Table 3.24 includes 10 counties with 11 schools, all of which were in

100-499 category of enrcllment. Two city schools, six local, and three

1;,1.A. Comittee on Post-War Flanning, School Libraries for
Today and Tomorrow, 9p. cit., p. .
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TARLR 3.24

HIGI SCHOOLS TN THE 100-499 CATEGORY AND STAFFED HY PROFESSIONAL
LIRRARTIAKS, ARRANGED BY COUNTIES 70 ILLUSTRATE
IIFFERENCES IN BUDGSTS, 1956

Organization Budget for
County Bame of Schonl Ex. Materials
City lloecal 111apgn

Cuyahoga®! Cleveland Trade{wWest)| X $ 1,100
Bria® Verwilion High b 4 2,600
Gemuga® |West Geauga High b ¢ 1,000
BEmnilton |[St. Pernard High b 4 800
Elmsood Place Eigh I 200
Holmes |¥ashville High koo
Heron Monroeville High 4 750
Lale® Mentor High ' I 2,000
Mercar St. Hanry Local High b 4 50
Bomrgan {Harion local Wigh I 250
Partage® [Windhgm High X 1,500
High -— $2,600
Low -—— § 350
Total 10 1 2 & 3 Range—- $2,250
Mean - $1,032

Por
Popil-- $3.044

Tn North Eastern Ohio.

exnmpted village schools comprised this group. Certain other schools
reported professional librarians tut failed to indicate the anmowmt of
weekly time given to library duty. Schools having professiomal librarians,
bat which did not give data on the budget were alse omitted. Among the
cognties, only Hamilton County had two schools; ons ¢iiy, and the other
oxnapted village. The largest tmdget was $2,600 for Vermilion High School
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in Erle County, a local school in Forth Bastern Ohioj tha lowest figure
vas $350, vhich was reported by two schools outaide of the North Eastern
Chic ares, in Mercer and Morgan counties. Both were local schoola., Of
the eleven small achools, five were in Morth Rastern Ohio. The mepn of
$1,032, or $3.4% per pupll, was nore than double that of the minimm
spocified in the naticnal atandards. It should be notsd that one achool
‘An this category had reported a gemeral library budgzet of $6,000,1 but
that figure incorporated the salary for the lihrarian.

Toble 3.25 includes 5% schools in 22 counties all im the 500-999
slze category. Six of the counties were in North Easterm Ohio. Thirty-
elght were city schools; seven, local; and nine, exempted village.
Twanty-cne schools, all in Cuyahoga County, included eighiteen city
~ schools, while the oihers were located in exempted villages.

The two highest budgets reported were disregarded, since it seemed
obvious that tha librarians® salaries were included and no response was
received from the lstters of budget inquiry.> The smllest anount reported
wan $400, well under the standard of $1.50 per pupil. The lowest budget
figure in Cuyahoga County was $690, alsc below the A.L.A. standards.
Because of their location, it could be assumed that certain schools had
few library resources apart from their own school faellities, and that
ths standards would be far from adsquate for such schools. Toe mean of
. $1,532 indicated that the average budget for schools with 500-399 stu-

- depts was $2.04 per pupil in 1956.
The data were not sufficlently dstalled to warrant an analysis

lgentor High Schoal, Lake County.

2¢reenville High School, Darle County, $3%,750, and Loulsville
Public High School in Stark County, $23,860.
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lm

HIGH SCHOOLS IN THE 500-999 CATECOHY STAFFED BY PROFESSIONAL

LIBRARIAKS, ARRANGED EY CCUNTIES TO ILLUSTRATE

DIFFERENCES 1IN BUDGETS, 1956

| Organization Budget for
County Name of School Ex. Materials
City {Local
Belmont Bridgeport High I B 500
Clark Hayward Junior High I koo
Columbiana | Wellsville High } 4 500
Mahop' Albert Bushnell Hart I 1,200
Hi
Audubon Junior High I 2,295
Bay Village High X 2,545
Brooklyn High ) 4 3,000
Central Junior High I 2,040
Charles F. Brush Fem-| X 830
orial Junior High
Emerson Junior High X 690
Enclid Central High I 3,893
Frank L. Wiley Junior X 1,125
High
Glenville High ¢ 1,500
Mayfield High I 1,110
Myron T. Herrick X 1,720
Junior High
Nathan Hale Junior I 2,000
High
Newton D. Baker I 3,100
Roxboro Junior High ) 4 1,783
South High x 2,069
William Dean Howells I 1,790
High
Wilson Junior High b 1,785
Cuyahoga Hts. High ; 4 691
Orange High X 800
Warrensville Hts.High X 3,139
Delaware Willis High X 1,300
Fairfield | Lancaster High 1,200
Franklin [ Grandview fAts. High b4 1,000
Grove City High X 3,000
Madison Local High 3,800
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TARIE 3.25—Continaed

Organizaiion Budget for .
County Nae of School L— 2x., ¥aterials
City :locad Willage
¥wmilton | Mt. Bealthy Figh b 4 . $ 500
Madairs High b 4 2,950
Wyoming High 4 3,200
Bancock Findlay Senior Eigh X 600
J.C. Donnell Juni X 800
o Bigh -
Hardin Kenton Bigh b § 1,248
Highland | Greenfield Bigh b 4 &0
Haron Norwalk High I 1,000
Lorain® Avon Lake High ) 4 1,800
¥ahoning® |Chaney High I 860
North High X 93
Bayen High I 1,26
Struthers Righ X 1,36
Poland Seminary High b4 2,000
Miami Piqua Central High b 4 1,750
Montgomery |Washington Twp. High X 3bh
Portage® |Roosevelt High b 4 1,000
Stark Canton South High I 1,500
Middlebranch Eigh I 500
North Cacton Bigh X 1,000
Sarem) ¥ Scoth High b § h20
Trunbull? |[Harry B. Turner Junior] X o
High
Hubbard High X 1,000
Tugpcarawas | Dowver High X 1,600
' Yag Wert  |Van Wert High I _ 2,100
T High  --$3,893
Low -— 400
Total 22 54 1 33 ? 9 |Range - 3,433
¥ean - 1,52
Per Pupil-$ 2.0%

An

¥North Eastern Chio.
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of the relation of the slrs of budgets to particular factors, wuch as
location or type of achool. Other studies shich would degl only with
1ibrary budgets would doubtless bo revealing and profitable.

Among the Ul schools with 1,000-1,935 enrollments, 23 were lo-
cated in six countiss of ¥orth Eastern (hio, and 20 were situntad in 16
other counties of the state (Table 3.26). LEIT of the schools, except
Clay High School in Iucas County, were in city districts. Clay was a
local school snd Feported a budget of $15,705, the highest of all the
sohools in this category. A lstter to the principal, followed by a con-
ference, produced the figure for books and materials, $5,315, as shoun
in Table 3.26. 7The average budpet for the larger schools was $1,747 or
$1.16 per pupil, considerably less than the standards. The lowest amount,
$691, was reported by Uhrichsville Hiph Sehool in Tuscarawas County. The
mintmy budget for this category shewld hawe beem $1,500, with tuice that
amgunt for the maximm enrollmant in this siidivision of size.

Tahie 3.27 contains ten of the larpest schools all located in
cities in four counties. Coyahoga County®s five city schools wers the
only ones located in Borth Eastern Ohio. The highest figave of $5,500
mas, however, ln Hamilton County, snd the lowest came in Moatgomery
County. The mean was $3,18, or $1.57 per mpil, bamly exceading the
$3,000 minimum for schools of this size. ' '

Three budgets of $10,000 or more ix=re also reported from Cayahoga
Cognty. These were checked with the schogl financlal offices to deter-
mne expenditures for materials. A1l three included perscanel costs as
did Mansfield Senior m;h School in Mahomimg County. A1) of the corrvected
udget figures appear in Tables J.24 to 2.27.

Summary Table 3.28 was constructed to illustrate the extremes in
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TARLE 3.26

HIGH SCHOOLS IN THE 1,000-1,979 CATEGORY STAFFED BY PROFESSIONAL
LIBRARTANS, ARRANGED BY COUNTIES TO ILLUSTRATE
DIFFERENCES 1N BUDGETS, 1956

_oﬂl.ﬂl?ﬂﬂ_ Budget for
County ¥ame of School City [Other | Materials
Allen Central Junior High b 4 $ 1,925
Butler Hanilton High 2,250
Cuyahoga® |East Technical High X 4,450
Euclid Senior High X 2,743
Garfield Heights High X 1,300
James Ford Ehodes X 2,200
John Hay High X 1,580
Kennard Junior High b & 2,600
Maple Heights High X 1,587
Parma Schaaf Junior High b 4 1, 504
Rawlings Junior High X 2,360
Shaker Heights Senior High b 4 1,720
Shore Junior High I 2,822
Thomas Edison X 1,500
W. H. Kirk Junior High b 4 1,023
Defiance |Defiance High X 1,284
Franklin |East High b 4 1,544
South High b & 1,500
Upper Arlington High X k,062
Hamilton |Norwood High X 2,100
Hardin Patterson Cooperative High p 4 1,243
Licking Bewark Senior High I 1,000
Lorain® lorain High X 2,000
lucas Waite High I 1,616
Woodward High b & 1,332
Clay High ' 4,315
Mahoning® |East High - 1,38%
Hayes Junior High X 1,158
Woodrow Wilson High I 1,330
South High b ¢ 1,257
Marion Marion (Harding) High X 1,485
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Lerpaclization Budget. for

County Hame of Schoo) City |othar | Materials
Kontgomery | Colonel White High } 4 § 1,296
Fairview High X 1.277
Richland® |John Simpson Junior High p 4 1,250
Johnny Appieseed Junior High| X 1,25
Manafield Senior High X 1,500
Sandualy |Ross High b 4 1,600
Scioto Portsmouth High ) 4 1,500
Sencca FPostoris High X 1,200
Stark Lincoln Righ X 1,500
Susei t2 Central High 4 0
Trumbull? | Warren O. Harding b 4 3.789
Tuscarauas | Uhrichaville High X &L
Ngrne Wogpster High I _ 1,150
' High  $ 4,45
Low § 691
Total 22 ik 43 | 1 {Bange  $ 2,759
Mean $ 1,747
Per Popil § 1.16

3Tn Borth Bastern Chio.
By local schoal. None were inm exenpted villgges.

~ budgetary allotments, and to bring together the medians of the different

sizo categorles of the schools having trained librarians. Of the 433

schoals responding to the questiomnaire, it became appareat thal many

achoals had adequate budgets for their size, according to prevalling

A.L.A. standards. Of course, this assumes that the report covered a
representative ymar, and not, for exasple, the budgat required to estab-

Jish a npew 11btrary. Amorg the schools, the areas cutsida of North Eastern-— —
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TABIE 3.27

HIGE SCEOOLS OF 2,000 OR MORE STUIENTS STAFFED BY PROFESSIONAL
LIBBARIAKS, ARRANGED BY COUNTIES TG YLLUSTRATE
DIFFERENCES IN BUDGETS, 1956

| Orzanization Budget for
County Namo of Schoal City |Otherd Ha&dgiial:

Coyahogs® |John Adams High I $ 2,135
Jobhn Marshall High X 3,570
Lincoln High ) 4 3:235
Parma Senior High b § 2,11
Shaker Junior Bigh I 3400
Eamilton |Bughes Figh b4 4,150
Western Hills High 1 4,000
Withrow High ) 4 5+ 500
Kemtgoosry | Fairmont Eigh p 4 1,300
Stark ¥eKinley Bigh I 2,000
Rgh $5,500

Low *ls
Total & 10 ' 10 0 JRange $4,200
Mean $3,141
Per Pupil $1.57

71 Borth Eastern Ohio.

b)) of the schocls were in cities.

Ohio showed higher maximum budgets but lower minimums, with the exception
of the 100-499 group. Median budgets of all schools but one group met

. the matlonal standards. Schools with 1,000-1,999 students were lacking
approximately $750 each for reading materials. Schools with fewer than
100 students do mot appear in Table 3.28 because none had professional
porscmnal for 20 or more hours each weak.

The forescing data demonstrate that better-staffed schools in

1946 bad more adequate budgets than did the Ohio high school libraries
as a whale. This is especially significant since only twelve schools
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reported more than one trained librarian while the gregt need for more
than one in achools with over 1,000 students has been shown. There were
44 schools in the 1,000-1,999 enrallment category and as many as 33 had
only one librarian (Table 3.12). The expenditure for printed materials
vap based on the mean and compared to the sedisn budgets. For the

dargest schools the mean dollar per pupil expanditure was calculated to

be $1.57. The weakest budget of $1.15 per pupll espenditure was in

| schools with 1,000-1,999, vhere the madian budget was also below A.L.A.

standards. DPetter budgzets were provided in schools with 500-999 studants
uhere $2.04 por student was spemt ie 1956. The best allocatlion was for

" the suallest group with under 500 sindents wbere $3.44 per pupil exceeded

© . the minimim by nearly 230 psr cent.

Seruices
Scmnspodﬂclibmmmhstedanddaﬁmdinfbxmi.
Fart I, of the 1956 questioonaire, and ilbrarians were asked to place a

" check mark in the coluwm which bast described the gnality of sarvice af~

forded by thelr school library. Golumns were headed: A (Sorvice extends

beyond the minimm requirements), B {Sarvice meets minimm needs), and

¢ (Service is needed but is not affered). The sewen specific sarvices

giing in libra e: arrangement, location and use of
211 books and facllities imcluding reference materials, card
cagtalog and indexes.

II. Promoting worthy use of leisure time: providing material on

historic buildings, ecurrest events, condueting hobby clubs,
reading contests, inviting visitors to stimalate new iunterests
for leisure tima.

III. Earjching the curriculims serving on currictlum committess,
ecirculating curricula of other cities, helping with teading
assignments.



. 109

IV, Contraliring instroctiogal materigls: sudio-visual mids, speci-
mans, mechanical devices as well aa books, periodicals and pam~

phleta.

¥. Cooperating with insepyics Lraining of teacherss dlsplaying an-
nouncements of grasaate courses, professional lectures, conven-
tions and meetings, by directing professional pzhlications to
those particularly concerned. :

i o) £ ¢ ams  audio—
visual sorvices, guldaocee and health services, reading improve-
mant.

VII. Sharing in the coltuyal 1ife of the comvmniiy: assisting with
clvic projects, organizing parents’ reading clubs, publicizing
concerts, plays, lectures, and exhibits.

ﬂ:smpmesmmgrmpsdmtoth.eﬁw categaries of surollmeat
size followed in the present chapter. The resulta are given in the paxt
soven tables begluning \ri-t.h Takile 3.29.

Xach of the {ables provides an average rating of the services as
they were performsd In schools of a particular size. Two polnts were
asgigned for those sarvices checked as supsrior (4}, and one point for
each sarvice checked as meeting the minimum requiresents of the studeats
and teachers (B). Although a school which checked Column C counted as
ons vote, no polnts were assigmed bocause the service was either very
woak or was not affered. _

The formila used to determine the average nﬁngu&s%, 1n which
X equaled the momber ef paints {2 A+B), and T equaled the mumber of wvotes
(AHD+C), The mumber of points divided by the pumber of voles produced
the average rating of the performance for each service, as well as a
total mumerical eveluation of the services ir schools of varicus sizes.
Each table shows the mmber of possitle votes and the parcentage of
pchools that rated the services as excellent, average, or poor. Horizon-
tal totals appraise tha rmality of the service in a given enrollment
category, end the final colummns show the average rating and rank of each



TABLE 3.29

" RATING BY LYERARTAKS OF SEVEW LIDRARY SERVICES IN 13 SCHOOLS
WITH 2,000 STUIEHTS, OR YORB, 1556

' B c Unimown . L EJ
Service® |Fatinzs tings IRatings | or M.R. | Total ;gngm
21 % INo.) % IWo.| € [No.| € o] %

I % | 3.8 6 |4ss.2] 3] 232 13 f100.y 1.03] &
= b | 0.8 5 3.5 & | 30.8 1 [102.1] 1.00] 5
hung 6 | 45.2| & m.BH 23.1 13 [0 .23 | 2
r 1l 7.7l 6 | 46.2] & | 0.8 2 | 15.4]13 [100.1} 0.3} 7
¥ & 1 46.2l 5§ 38.5] 21 15.4 13 |wo0.1) 2.0 1

w | 5|35 535|321 13 [100.1] 15| 3
B )it 2 115.4f 2 11s.4F & 3 0.8] 5 1 33.5]11% 1100.1] 0.75)] &
yotal 128 | 20.8033 | 36.2l23 | 25.91 7 | 7.7[1 |100.0} 1.05

87, Instructing in use of library; II, Promoting warthy use of
ledgore time; ITT, Belping enrich the curriculum; IV, Centralizing ine
structional materials; V, Cooperating with inservice traiming of teachers;
VI, Cooperzting with thes promotion of the school program; and VII, Saaring
in the cultural life of the commmity.

D(A) The service extends beyond minimm requirements; {B) Seryics
moota minimm nesds; and {(C) Service is needed but not offered.
pecvice.
' In 1956, the largest schools in Ohdo rated serviece ¥, Cooperating
with inservice training of teachers, as their best service, and IV, Cen-
tralizing instructional materisls, they jedged to be the least effective.
There were more B ratings than eitber & or C, but amng the thirteen
schools with 2,000 or more students, 30.8 per cent of the library services
extended beyond the minimum requirements. There was a total of 91 passi-
ble votes from this group of schoals, and all but seven {7.7 per cent) of
thom appraised the service given (Table 3.29). :
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Fifty-nine schools with 1,000-1,999 students sach were polled on
the same seven services, Of these, 10.7 per cent of the votes were lost.
It is interesting that the greatest number failed to check service IV
(Table 3.30). Only 20.3 per cent of the librarians rated IV, Centralizing
instrectional materials, as A or superior, while k4.1 per cent rated the
same service B, or as meeting minimum needs. Only 6.8 per cent rated it

TAELE 3.30

BATING BY LIBRARTARS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IN 59 SCHOOLS
WITH 1,000-1,999 STULENTS, 1956

3 sanen | Batings | o Bohe | 2o l“mﬂL"k
- i&%ﬁ_#;_if'ﬁf o I 20 s
I 20 }33.3) 33| 55.9/ 3| 5.1 3| 5.1} 52/100.0) 1.30 |1
n 12 |20.3| 38| 644 6]10.2] 3| 5.1 59[100.0f 1.12 |3
I 13 {22.1] 38| 64.4| 8]13.6 59]100.1| 1.08 | 5.5
v 12 |20.3| 26 | 441 4| 6.8 17| 28.8| 59[100.0| 1.08 |5.5
v 17 |28.8| 33| 55.9| 5| 8.5 #| 6.8| [100.0| 1.09 |%
VI 18 |30.5| 31| 52.5| 6|10.2| 4| 6.8] 59/100.0] 1.22 |2
Vit 7 111.9] 29| 49.2) 121 20.3} 11 ) 18.6! 591100.0} 0.90 |7
Total 99 {24.0(228 | 55.0| 44| 10.7| 42| 10.2|%13| 99.9] 1.15

&], Library instruction; II, Worthy use of leisure; IIT, Bnrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Sharing in
commanity life.
as nesded but not offered. The centralization of audio-visual services
apart from the library, in many scheol sysiems, undoubledly made this
aspect difficult for many to answer. Librarians would quite logically
hesitate to indicate a strong preference for adding the responsibility
to the library if they had little or no help to handle the work. Also,
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the crowded quarters in some of the school libraries would doubtless
necessitate modernization and expansion of the library to accommodate
such extra services.

The favored service was I, Library instruction, with an average
rating of 1.30. The poorest service was VII, Sharing in the cultural
life of the community, with an average rating of .90.

The same series of services was rated by the 123 schools with
500-999 students (Table 3.31). Centralizing instructional materials
ranked lowest in these schools. The average rating was .88, and library
instruction was again noted as the best service.

TAELE 3.3

BATING BY LIBRARTANS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IN 123 SCHOOLS
WITH 500-999 STUDENTS, 1956

A B c Unknown '“m,]
|_Batings | Ratings | Ratings | or N.R. Total ting | Rank
o | £ INo.| % [No.| % |Wo.| % [Wo.| #

&3 | 35.0] 55| B4.7| 15| 12.2] 10| 8.1{123(100.00 1.25

15 [12.2| 68| 55.3| 8| 6.5 32| 26.0[123|100.0/ 1.08
28 [22.8] 62| s0.4| 21 [17.1] 12
22 [17.9] 33| 20.9| 33 | 26.8| 30| 24.4{123|100.0| 0.83
29 (23.6]| 63| m.2| 13 [10.6| 18
32 |26.0| 57| 46.3| 22 [17.9 12
17.9] 33 30.9| 28 | 22.8 28.511231100.1] 0.93

9.8/123100.1 1.06

14.6/1231100.0 1.15
9.8|123{100.0] 1.09

la\um-a\n&!-'

Eﬁaﬁuﬁnug

191 122.213381 | 4431140 |16.31149 ]| 17.31361 [100.11 1.07

271, Library instruction; II, Worthy use of leisure; III, Enrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Sharing in
community life.

The next table (Table 3.32) shows the evaluatlons by librarians
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in 216 Chio high schools in the 100-499 group. In this category, over
90 per cent of the 1,512 possible votes were cast. Again, the best
service was felt to be I, Library instruction, and the lowest was VII,

Sharing in the cultural life of the commnity. It was also observed

TABIE 3.%2

BATING BY LIBRARIANS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IN 216 SCHOOLS
WITH 100-499 STULENTS, 1956

B c Unleny
Ratings | Ratings | Ratings or qo:.n Total Er:é#.nk
No.| £ !¥o. ) % INo.! % INo. | & INo. | %

43 [19.9{123 | 56.9| 43| 19.9] 7| 3.2| 216| 99.9 1.00

26 112.1}102 | 47.2 32.9) 17 | 7.9| 216(100.0{ 0.77

1
71 6
22 |10.2{110 | 50.9| 62| 28.7| 22 |10.2| 216[100.0! 0.79 |5
79 | 36.6| 61| 28.2( 35 {16.0{ 216( 99-8] 0.89 |3

2 14.8{115 | 53.2| 52| 24.1| 17 | 7.8| 216] 99-9] 0.0 |2
3L [14.8[108 | 49.8| 60| 27.8| 17 | 7.8| 216| 93.8] 0.85 |4
9 118.1! 59 |27.3| 87| 40.3] 71 las.u]| 216(100.1] 0.7% |7

2% 115.51696 | u6.0lu36 1 28.8 146 | 9.7 1512 h00.0] 0.85

%Enquﬁuug

87, Library instruction; II, Worthy use of leisure; III, Enrich-
ing the curriculu=; IV, Centralizing instructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Samaring in
community life.
that the total average rating of 0.85 was lower than for any group except
the very smallest schools with less than 100 students (Table 3.33).

Only 12 schools of the latter size were included in this study
and they seemed to experience difficulty in judging the quality of their
1ibrary services. Three services each had the very low average rating
of 0.58, and the highest rating was earned by service V, Cooperating

with the inservice tralning of teachers.
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TAHLE 3.33

RATING BY LIBRARIANS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IN 12 SCHOOLS
WITH ¢-59 STUIENTS, 1956

A B | c Unkmown veragd
Service® | Ratings | Ratings  Ratings | or N.R.] Total ting Rank
Bo.! & INo.| & %o.| % IMo. | % |No.| 4
I 7 58--*4' 5| ¥1.7 12{100.] ©0.58| 6
I 2]16.7] 7]|5.% 3| 25.0 12]100.1 0.92]| 2
Ix 1| 8.3] 5 41-71i 6| 50.0 12({100.00 0.58| 6
w 2|16.7 4 33-3i! 6| 5.0 12|100.00 0.67| 3
v 2116.7| 8 66.7! 2]16.7 12{100.1} 1.00| 1
I 2|16.7] 3|25.0, 7| 58.3 12(100.0f 0.58| 6
vII 1] 8.31 si.7 slw.70 1 |8.3] 12{100.0] 0.641 L
_Jotal 1o 111.91 39 %.4!;& 0.5 1 [1.2] s4l100.0l 0.7

81, Library instructiom; II, Worthy use of leisure; ITI, Enrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Sharing in
community life.

Table 3.3 shows the ratings of 16 schools that did not report
enrvllments. The total average rating was the same as the average for
schools with 500-999 students {Table 3.31), but there was no correspond-
ing similarity in the ranking of the seven services. Among the 16 schools,
service V, Cooperating with the inservice training of teachers ranked
first with an average of 1.41, and the least effective service was felt
to be IV, Centralizing instroctional materials.

The finmal table in this sequence of tables showing the ratings
as related to size of schools, provides a swmary of the ratings by 1li-
brarians of all of the 439 schools combined. There were 3,073 possible
votes for the combined services. It is noteworthy that more than one-
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TABLE 3.3%

RATING BY LIBRARIARS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IN 16 SCHOOLS
WITH UNDISCLOSED ENROLLMENTS, 1956

A B c Unknown verage
Service® | Ratings | Ratings | Ratings | or N.R. | Total Boying |Rank
o] % IMo.| % INo.| % |No.| & INo.| ¢
1 2|12.5| 7{43.7] 3|18.7] 4| 25.0] 16/ 99.9 0.92 | 6
o 2/12.5| 8] 50.0] 2)12.5 &) 25.0] 16/200.0f 1.00 | 5
puss 4| 25.0 6| 37.5| 2|12.5| &|25.0] 16{100.00 1.17 | 2
w 3(18.8] ®|25.00 5| ;.3 4| 25.0 16/100.1 0.83 | 7
Y 71 43.7] 3]18.8/ 2|12.5| &) 25.0 16/100.0 1.1 | 2
VI 3|18.8] 7| 43.71 2|12.5| 4| 25.0| 16/100.00 1.03 | &
vIx _3118.8] 5| n.3 2112.51 6] 37.5| 16/100.1f 1.10 | 3
JTotal 2] 21.b) bo) 35.7) 181 216.11 30 26.8/112/100.0f_1.07

#1, Library instruction; II, Worthy use of leisure; III, Enrich-
ing the carrienlum; IV, Centralizing instructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Sharing im
commmity 1ife.
firth of the ratings indicated that the respective services were not
even offered (Table 3.35).

The B ratings were the most common, showing that approximately
half (46.1 per cent) of all services were judged to meet only the minimum
requirements of the schools. Less than 20 par cent received A ratings
and a slightly greater proportion (22.6 per cent) rated their services
as needed but not afforded. Service II, Promoting worthy use of leisure
time, received the smllest proportion of A ratings, and Service I, In-
structing in use of the library, which ranked first, also had the highest
proportion of A ratings.

Services IV and VII seened to be the most difficult to rate. It
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TAHE 3.35

SIMMARY TABLE OF FATIKGS OF LTTRARTARS OF THE SEVEN LIRRARY
SERVICES; ALl SCHIQLS COMHIMED, 1556

A B c Gnimown hverage
s.mce. Rst!.ngs __R_a_!i_ggs &t&d}: H.R. Total _aung Rank
No.| & I%o.]l £ No.| £ [¥o.} £ |¥o.| &

I 1z} 25.5(27; 52.6] 72] 1.4 24f 5.5 439(2w00.0 110 1
o 611 13.9| 223l 51.9] 9u| 2. 56| 12.8 49i100.00 0.9 | 4
I 74| 16.9| 225] st.3|102| 23.2' 38| 8.7 4% 1oo.o| 093! 5

IV 81| 18.5157| 95.8]113] 257 8a! 20.0} 439{200.0; 0.90 ] &

v 93] .22z &7 76! 17.31 53] 9.8|839|100.0] 1.04 | 2
vI 1] 20.71211| 53.1]100] 22.8] 37| 8.8 439|100.0] 0.98 | 3
v 741 16.90138) B.41133| .4l 89l 20.9 439|100.0| 0.82 1 7

Total 5361 13.18417] 45.11635 zz.éLIzs 12.20073100.0] 3.96

&Y, Library instruction; II, ikrthy use of leisure; IIT, Earich-
ing the carriculum; IV, Centralizing imstructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the schoal program; VII, Sharing in
commnity Life. .
has already bean established that most schoals did not centralize their
andio-visusl services. Fow wideospresd the practice was of placing in
the classrooms and laboratories referenca or reading-improvement mate-
rials which were not cataloged in the pemeral library callection could
ot be estimated from the data availate, but the uncertainty seemed evi~
dont in the ratings. Mnbmﬁmdidmtmemtommtﬂndor
organization vas bast for their schools. '

It might be ssqmed that VIE, Sbaring in the cultural life of
the community, was nct pgenerally regardod as a service vital to 2 suc-
cossful schoel library program. Hearly one-third of all ths schoois
rated that service C, as not being giwm, and over 20 per cent mope falled
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to wote at all on that particular servics.

The following four tables deal with tAe ratings of the seven ser-
vices in libraries with professional persommel, both with and without
clarical assistants, as well as libraries with sub-professional librar-
fans with and without clerks. Puints were ssuigned to weight the services
as in the tables immediately preceding. Taile 3.36 shows the ratings of
¥ schools, all of which were staffed by at lsast one professional librar.

ian and one clerk.

TABLE 3.36

RATINGS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IX 3 HIGH SCHOOLS OF
NORTH EASTERN CHIO, STAFFED =¥ PROFESSIONAL
LIBBARIARS WITH CLERICAL ZELP, 1956

A B c Tsimoun
Service® |—Hatings ! Rat | Ratings | or T.R. | Total ‘:’m“ﬁ’m
Bo. | $ {Wo.i & INo.| % ¥o. % |¥o.| %

1 16 |#1.0] 21| 53.9] 1| 2.6 1Ij 2.6| 39{100.Y 1.40 | 2

b d 8 |20.5] 22 {56.4] 6] 15.4] 3 7.7 39|100.d 1.06 | 6
Iox 16 |W.0| 18 | 86.2) 3] 7.7! 2 5.1 39190.:1 1.35 | 3
v 6 |15.4| 18 |85.2] 5] 12.8] 10 25.6] 391000 1.03 | 7
v 18 |86.2| 18 | 46.2] 2| 5.1 1E 2.6] 9001 1.2 | 2
I 13 |33.3]| 22 | 56.4| 3| 7.7 1E 2.6] 9100.0| 1.26 | &
vII 15.4] 21 153.8] 3| 7.2! o' 23] 39hoo.0ol 2,30 1 5

_Totar | 83 [%.8liol 5.3l 231 8.4 =2 9.9l273h00.0f 1.2

1, Library instruction; II, Worthy zse of leisure; III, Enrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instractional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; V1, Promoting the schoel program; VII, Sharing in
commmity life.

The total average rating for these schools was 1.24. The highest
ranking service was V, Cooperating with the inservice training of the

teachers (1.42). Following closely was servics I, with an average rating



) 118
of 1.40. The poorest service in the schools with the professional 1i~
brarian and a clerk was IV, Centralizing instructional materials (1.03).
Almost the same proportion of schools in North Eastern Ohio were
staffed by a trained librarian working without clerical assistance
(Table 3.37).

TABLE 3.37

RATTNGS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IN 33 HIGH SCHOOLS OF
NORTH EASTERN CH10, STAFFED BY PROFESSIONAL
LIBRARTANS WITHOUT CLERICAL HELP, 1956

A B C Unknown Average
Service® Ratings | Ratings | Ratings | or N.R. Total ting |Rank
No.| $ No.| 4 INo.| $ |Wo.| § INo.| #
II 3| 7.9)/ 20| 52.6| 12 | .6 3| 7.9( 33|100.0! 0.74% | 6
ox 8]2.1) 20)52.6] 7|18.4] 3| 7.9} 38/100.0 1.03 | &4
v 6|15.8] 14| 36.8| 10 |26.3| B, 21.1| 33/100.0| 0.B7 | 5
v 11 (29.0{ 18 | 47.%| & (10.5! 5(13.2] 38{100.1] 1.2 | 2
Vi 10 | 26.3} 19 | 50.0| 6 [15.8] 3| 7.9| 38[(100.0| 2.11 | 3
VII 31 7.9114135.8/ 12 [31.6] 9|23.7] 33{1100.0) 0.62 | 7
Jotal | 4 120.31127 |47.71 54 120.31 31 |11.7]266{100.0] 1.00

&1 library instruction; II, Worthy use of leisure; I1I, Enrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Sharing in
community life.

The average rating was 1.00 in contrast to 1.24 for the schools
that afforded clerical help. The best service among the schools where
the librarian performed all the duties either alone or with student help,
was library instruction, an indication that students had to locate 1i-
brary materials largely through their own efforts and were, therefore,

given careful instruction. The important point, however, was the
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difference in average rating of the second best service in the schoals
with & 1ibrarian and clerk (1.40, Table 3.36), and the highest average
rating of the best service in schools without clerical help (1.26,
Table 3.37).

Where sub-professional librarians wera in charge of the schoal
library the services did not maintain as high an average rating as those
with profeasional leadership. In Table 3.33, the 11 schools where an
untrained librarian was aided by a clerk, the total point average was

TAHLE 3.38

FATTNGS OF SEVEN LIERARY SERVICES IN 11 HIGH SCHOOLS OF
NORTH BASTEIN Ci[I0, STAFFED BY SUB-PROFESSIONAL
LIBRARTANS WITH CLERICAL HELP, 1956

A B c Unknown hvern
Service® ___g.,_tf;_m;_,ﬁu._ s | Rati or N.R. | Total b o7 3‘3 ;
Bo.| & INo. | 4 Mo. | % INo.| & Wo.| &
I 3| 27.3| 6|54.6] 2 [18.2 11/100.1] 1.09 | 2
T 2(18.2| 6 (s%.6] 2 (18.2{ 1| 9.1 11{100.1] 1.00 | 4.5
III 2|18.2| 7|63.6] 2 |18.2 11/100.0] 1.00 | &.5
w 1| 9.1 & [36.4| & |36.4] 2| 18.2| 11|100.1] 0.67 | 7
v 2|18.2| 5 |45.5| 2 [18.2] 2| 18.2| 11/100.1] 1.00 | k.5
VI 4|36.4) 2 (18.2| & [36.4] 1| 9.1| 11|100.1] 1.00 | %.5
viI 2118.2] 6lsu.6) 1 193] 2]18.2]11/100.2} 1.11 ] 1
_Total 16 120.81 36 {46.8117 122,1] 8] 10.%] 77]100.1] 0.99

a1, Library instruction; IT, Worthy use of leisure; III, Enrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instructional materials; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Sharing in
commnity life.
0.99, and the best service was VII, Sharing in the cultural 1life of the

community. Since the sample was guite small, and 18.2 per cent of the

1ibrarians did not respond to item VIL, the number of negative votes for
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service VII was less than if the librarians had known or admitted the
service was not effective or was pot offered. Library instruction ranked
second highest, and Centralising materials of instruction fell into
seventh place.

The largest number of schools in any one of the four groups in
the present series of tables was 47, the schools that were staffed by
sub-professional librarians without clerical assistance. With this ob-
vious weakness in staff it was understandable that the total average
rating would be the lowest of tha four categories studied (0.82, Table
3.3)-

TABLE 3.9

RATTNGS OF SEVEN LIBRARY SERVICES IN 47 HIGH SCHOOLS OF
NORTH EASTERN QHIO, STAFFED BY SUB-PROFESSIONAL
LIBRARTANS WITHOUT CLERICAL HELP, 1356

A B Cc Unknown Ve
Serviced | Fatings | Hatings | Ratings | or N.R. Tot t;ngm Reiie
2| % IB.| % IHo.| % INo.| % 'No.| %
I 9 |19.2]| 29| 61.7] 9 }{19.2 47/100.1 1.00 | 2
II 1| 2.1) 2%(51.1]18 | 38.3| 4| 8.5/ 47 100.0 0.60 | 6
Im 6 112.8) 19| bo.b) 17 { 36.2| 5| 10.6! 57/100.0] 0.74 | 5
v 9 119.2| 19 | 4o.4| 13 | 27.7| 6| 12.8] &7|100.1] 0.90 | 3
v 8 [17.0{ 0|63.8| 6|12.8| 3| 6.%| 57|100.0{ 1.05 |1
i 6 |12.8| 27| 57.5|13 |27.7| 1| 2.1] &7|1c0.1] 0.85 | &
YIL L | g.50 1sl29.8] 22 |46.8] 7[14.9) L7i100.0] 0.55 | 7
_Total 43 113.1062 | %9.21 98 129.81 261 7.21325]100.01 0.82

27, Library instruction; II, Worthy use of leisure; III, Enrich-
the curriculun; IV, Centralizing instructional raterials; ¥V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; VII, Sharing in
commnity Iife.
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It iz interesting that Yibrary instruction ranked second, aa in
the group preceding, and that the best sarvice was ¥, Cooperating with
the inservice training of the teachers. In line with the schools staffed
by professicnal librrians, service VIT was sgain reted as being the |
poorast.

From the foregoing data, it wax evidant that the best library
servicas were performad in libraries having an adequate staff, qualified
by training and assigned to work which they wers professionally prepared
to do. The total average ratings were highest in schools with profes-
sionsl 1ibrarians end clerks; second in those with professional librare -
jans witnoot clerks; third in librarles with suh-professional librarians
without clericsl assistance. The highast proportion of A ratings (30.%4
per cent), as well as B ratings (51.3 per cent), occurred in schoola

_with professional librarians and clerks (Table 3.36). The greatest
weagknesses in servioes wars rewaled by the large proportion of C ratings
(29.8 per cent) which sccurred in schools with neither an adequately
trained librarian nor a clerk (Table 3.39).

Tha best sorvice among the schoals in the thirteen counties jn
Forth Eastern Ohlo was found to be Service V, Coopsrating with the in-
service training of teachers with a high average rating of 1.20 (Tabla
3.40). library instruction, Service I, scored second with a competitive
gvarage of 1.19. It is interesting that Library instruction had the
highest pomber of A ratings and only ona none-voter.

The two weakest school library services in the same area were
service I, Ialsure time (0.81) and service VIT, with 0.79: a lower
rating than given for the state as a whole, which was 0.82. The schools .
in Forth Bastern Ohlo had a slightly higher total point average on all



TARLE 3.40

mmwmmormsmummwor
¥ORTH EASTERR CEIO, ALL SCHOOLS COMBINED, 1556

A r B [ Unknown kvemge
Service L Fatings | Pat Batings | or N.B, | Total eoein: {nank
. | ¥ |Bo.] € iwo. | £ INo.! £ INo.| £ |
1 @ . 7 5-;.3‘ 15l 1] e.pfans mJ 119 | 2
e 14 |10.af 72| 53.3) 38| 28.3) 11| 8.2]135/200.1 0.0 | 6
boss 22 |z3.7] &) 474 29| z1.5] 10] 7u4l13s 100.0! 1.02 | &
¥ 22 (16,3} 55| b0.7] 321 2).7| 26 19-3L13§ oo 1.10 | 3
v % |28.9] 7| 52.6] 16{10.6] 11| s.1{1350100.0f 1.20 {1
Vi 33 |28 20| 5.8 26[19.3] 6] s.4{135] 93.90 1.00 | 5
m 25 |n.1] 55! wo.7! 33(28.1] 27} 20.0/135] 99.9¢ 0.29 ) 7
Total 196 120.20465) 43.21192 120,31 921 9.71945) 92,21 1.00

a1, Library instruction; LI, Worthy nse of leisure; TEL, Enrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instructional materizls; V, Inservice
training of teachers; VI, Promoting the school program; Vil, Sharing in
cogmunity life.

‘services for its sensols {1.00) than the schools in Ohio cambrined which
had 0.96. Moreower, all except three por cent of the schools in Chia,
those with 2,000 or more stodents, rated higher on services in direct
Telation to the sz of the school (Table 3.41). Large schools with
1,000-1,%99 scored 1.15 with the pext best score 1.07 for schoals with
500-999. Smaller emrollment categories, 100-43%, had an sverage rating
of 0.85 and those under 100 kad 0.7L rating. The pamo tahle shows the
ratings for Forth Tastern Ohio according to the qualifications of library
personnal. It shymld also be cbserved that the grestest percentage of
ratings (3.8 per cent) came from schools with neither a clerk nor a

professionzl librarian.
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. , TABLE 3.41

TUTAL AVERAGE RATING OF SELECTED LIFRARY SERVICES® OF
QHIO FUELIC HIGH SCHOOLS, 1356

School 8 . Schools in NEO
Farollnent Total Mmalifications{ Total
Categary Average of Staff {Average
Ratings } ¥o. | ¥ Ratings | Ho. | §
2,000 sood upt  1.06 13 { 3.0 |Professional 1.24 ¥ |28.5

e

1,000-1,93% 1.15 13.4
Professional 1.00
Librarian and

»
S00-95> 1.07 123 8.0 JBo Clerk
a6

-
&
-t

100493 0.95 4.2 |siomal Librar-
ilan and Clerk
0-99 0.71 12 | 2.7 [Son-profes- 0.82 &7 | %.8
onil Librar-
and Bo
Dmkrcomrs 1.07 16 | 3.6 erk
Total 0.95 e |99.9 Total 1.00 135 (99.9

a7, Library instruction; TI, ¥orthy use of leisure; I1I, Enrich-
ing the curriculum; IV, Centralizing instructiocval materials; V, Inservice
tralning of teachers; VI, Promoting the sthoal program; ViI, Shariog in
comrmmity life.

In order to permit further examination of the ratings of the meven
rated services, four tables were prepared with the data arrahged according
to the perscnnel cowplement reported for each group in each connty. The
schodls were identified only by code mmbers, and the exact rating of
each of tha seven servicas was shown. The four tables are shown in Ap-
pandix C. They are concerned with the responding schools in North East-
ern Ohio in 1956, It was felt that superintendents, school library
supervisors, sccrediting agencies of the stute, and the North Central

Association might f£ind such data valuabtle when conducting developmental
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studies of these libraries.

The fact that librarians recognized the need to be more closely
identified with the cultursl 1ife of the commnity is shown in the volune
tary responses to the summary questions which followed the checklist of
seven services. Aocording to the librarians, the service most expertly
performed was I, Instructing in library usage, and the service which was
done lsast well was YII, Sharing in the cultural 1ife of the community.
The difference is emphasized for North Eastern Ohio in Table 3.42, which
contrasts the best and poorest performances. Ower 4O per cent of all of
the schoals regarded library instruction as their best service, and 58.4
per cent of the schools in North Eastern Ohio felt that such instruction
was their greatest coniribution to the over-all library progra=m in 1956.

Although Promoting worthy use of leisure time, service II, ranked
second best among most of the schools, the percentage was only 10.7 per
cent in contrast to 41.5 per cent for service I, Library instruction.
It is interesting to mote that 11.2 per cent of all schools also rated
saryvice II, Leisure, as its second poorest service. Enriching the cur-
riculum, service ITI, was rated best by 10.5 per cent of all schools,
but this service was more highly regarded among North Eastern Chio
schools where it ranked second only to Library instruction. It was sur-
mized that school libraries in North Eastern Chio were somewhal divided
in their philosophy of providing for the leisare time of their students.
Although 10.7 per cemi of the schools in that area ranked the service
3.5 out of seven, a greater percentage of the schools (13.% per cent)
ranked that service as the second poorest (Table 3.42).

Services II, Use of leisure, and ¥I, Cooperating with the promo-
tion of the school progras, were ranked equally in North Eastern Chio,
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but tho latter ranked near to tha bottom in other parts of the state.
Sorvics VI raniked last. Centralizing fnstructiocnal materiuls, service
IV, ranked fifth smong the best services but nearly 10 per ceat of all
sthools rated 1t as being their third-poorest service. A more reliable
statistical estimate was obtained by assigning points to the & and B
wotes.

Soms diacrepancy between Total Average Ratings in Tshles 3.35
sod 3.40 and the ranks of best performance in Talde .42 was anticipated
since seversl A ratings could mot possibly reveal which of the "A™ ser-
wices was baxt. Two different facts have been established: (1) Table
3.35 shows the aversge ratings for the group as a whole, and Tghle 3.40
ahowy ratings in NHorth Bastern Ohio; {2) Table 3.42 shows the percentage
of schools that regarded each service gs the best and which service was
best in the greatest number of schocls. Therefore, more schools gave
good service in V Cooperating with inservice training of teachers (1.04),
but 10.7 por cent of the schools regarded service IT, Promoting worthy
use of leizyre time, as their best service, and three-fourths as many
specifiod Library instruction as the outstanding service performed. COno-
fafth did not indicate which service was best and almost ona-thlrd did

not specify the most neglected service.
The greatest similarity beh‘.reen the schools of Borth Eastern Chio

and the state as g whole was found in relation to studies or evaluations.

. Shile 45.2 per cent of tha gther counties had evaluated their schoel 1i-

brary services, 46.3 per cent of the counties in North Eastern Ohio in
1956 had rated their school libraries witkin the past three years {Tatle
3.43). These datz indicatsd a marked similarity in pattemns of evalus-
tion and the corresponding need fur greater concentration on the |
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wmaiptenunce and developmant of library services.

_ ions

The principal ainm of the present chapter was to identify and
svaluate Ohioc High Sehool Library services in 1956 and to record the
guaatitative changes observed in organization, materials, und parsonnel
since the Nolan report of 1949,1

' Although the greatest interest in the suwvey was elicitsd from

schools in North Fastern Ohle, over 32 per cent from outsids of that area
responded to the checklist guesticnnaire. Tn all, %39 schools replied.

A greater proportion of city schools in North Eastern Ohio were
reprosanied, and neariy 73 per cent of the jJunior high school replies

ware from schoals in that area,

Unfortunately, there were no earlier records with which to com-
pare the percentage of students that used the school libraries in 1956.
It was learnad, however, that the greatest use occwrred in the smaller
achools; in fact, the pattern of use was found to be in inverse propor-
tion to the enrcliment. BHearly all school librarians reported lisited
use by teachers, but a negligible number reported that all the teachers
used the service.

Schocla were found to be miles apart in many sreas, snd problems
of transportation undoubtedly made it lmpractical to expect widespread
use of the school library befors or after classes. Orily 60 per cent of
tha libraries wore open before and after school, and wirtually none had
evening hour's; morscver, many libraries offered only partial service
during the sehosl day (43.1 per cent).

1gclan and Berrick, 9p. git.
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Storage space was lacking in over half of the libraries and less
than two-fifths had workrooms. About three-fourths had suitable furnishe
logs and leas than half had enough space for zll of its library functiona,

Xore of the schoale had betler.stocksd lihraries than they had in
1948, tut at lesst one-third nesdsd more bocks. Over 80 per cent met tha
atandards for periodicals having a mindmum of 15-29 sabmcriptions, but
only two-thirds had access to Readers® Guide and omly one cut of five
schocls had 10 to 19 subscriptiocns which were indsxad. Andio-vimual ma-
torials were circulated by one-fifth of the libraries, amd 37.6 per cent
borrowed from other libraries. One out of ten borrowed specimens from

Mora than hall of the schools had budgets for books and other
printed materials and suppiies which ranged between 3500 and $2,000, but
mofthevqwsmallschools reported a tmdget as large as $2,000.
Cuoyabhoga County schools had the largest budgets, but oo other county had
a school with more than 2,000 students. It was ascertalpoed that budgets
were geperally adequate in schuols staffed with traiped librarians. Budg-
ets for schools of different sizes that had a professicnsal librarian at
least 20 hours each week were studied in varicus size-groups. Schools
with 100-499 students spent $3.44 par pupil; schocls with 500-999 spent
$2.08; those with 2,000 or more students barely met tha standards with
$1.57 per pupil, and only the group with 1,000-1,599 spent $1.16 per
papil, less than the standards recomwended.

The best service of the Ohio high school libraries was Library

instroction. According to the polnt system employed, 1.10 was the highest

. total sverage rating, while 0.82 was the lowest. The latter was for
mervice VII, Sharing in the <ultursl }ife of the cammmmlty. Cooperating
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with the inservice tralning of teachers, service ¥, ranked second with
score of 1.05, fallowed by service VI, Cooperating with the promction of
the school program (0.98), II, Promoting worthy use of latisure tims (5.54),
IIY, Belping enrich the curritulum (0.93), and IV, Cemtralizing instrec-
tionsl materials {0.91). The highest total 'mra.su polnts were cheserved
among the schools having both o professional librarian and a clerk (1.2%);
next, by a professional librarian alone {1.00); third, by schools baving

& clerical assistant with a sub-professional librarian (0.99); and the
poorest average by schools having a sub-profsssiongl librarian (0.82).

Schools remained below standard in personnel, but by 1956, 86 of
the 439 school (19.6 par cent) had at least ooe professional likrariam,
and 12 t2.7 por cent) schools had more than one.

Sehool libraries were staffed with personnel with varying degrees
of training, and more than 20 per cent had no library science training
at sll, Slightly more than one-third of the schools had trained librar—
fans. Tha total nomber that met the A.L.A. standards for professional
staff in 1956 was caleulated to be 60.9 per cent. Only 13.7 per cemt of
the schools mot the standards for clerical persemnel for the library.
~In North Eastern Ohlo about one-third of the libraries had clerks, and
over half of them had trained librarians.

Student assistants were gansrally assigned to belp with library
duties. Schools with 1,000-1,999 studsnts had an average of 20 per
school, and the greatest mumber, and the .feuest .wera found in the schools
wlth undar 100 enrclled. In 1956, the median for Chic was 10.3 stwlemt
assistants per schoal. Their dutiea were not delined, but it was assomed
that more often than not their function was largely clerical, considerimg
the fow schools that employed adults for that type of library service.
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Leas than half of all of the schoal libraries had been evaluated
during the past thres years and the average for North Eastern Ohio was
approximately the same as for the other counties surveyed. The best
svaluation report cams from Lake County, swhere 83.3 per cent of the
schoals had mads recent studies. In Cuyahoga County, 37.5 per cent of
the libraries had bean stuited within the threwe-ymar period and ranked

11.5 among the thirteem counties.



CHAPTER IV

OHIO HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARIES IN 1963

dntroduction

The most recent data on Chio's public high school libraries, ob-
tained for the present study during the school year, 1963-1964, are sum-
marized in the present chapter which is limited to the area of North
Eastern Ohio. It consists of three parts. Part I, High School Library
Facilities and Services, attempts to interpret the qualitative and quan-
titative aspects of the high schools that participated in the survey of
1956. The majority of the schools also cospleted supplementary evalua-
tions of their libraries which are treated in Part II, High School Li~
braries Evaluated by A.L.A. Standards. Part ITT, Library Trends in
Bewer High Schools, describes the major findings in high schools which
did not appear in the 1955-1956 Ohio Educational Directory, but which
were listed in the same source in 1962-1563.

Hi Library Facilities Servi
In the late fall of 1963, 147 high school principals in North
Eastern Ohio reviewed various aspects of their library services in order
to help them interpret the needs of their own school, to intensify their
interest in library excellence, and to up-date their information gained

in the 1955 survey, reported in Chapter I1II.
A1l types of public high schocls in the thirieen counties

132
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conprising North Eastern Ohio were numyud.l Among the 92 city schools,
47.8 per cent replied, while 49 par cent of the 51 local schools, and 40
per cent of the six exampted vlllage schools answered the questlonnalre.

In all, 71 schools, or approximately half of the total, respondsd (Table
k.1).

TABLE 4,1
SOURCES OF 1963 DATA ON PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARIES?
. Schools Total
Description _Replied No Besponse Surveyed
XNo. % No. 3 ¥o. b3
Type of District
City Iy b7.8 48 52.2 92 100.0
Local 25 k.0 26 51.0 5 100.0
Exeapted Villagel 2 | 40.0 4 60.0 | 6 00.0 _
Total | w2 78 3| s 1100.0
Type of School
JHS 22 51.2 21 43.8 L3 100.0
J-SBS 49 4g.2 57 53.8 106 100.0
_Total | k7.7 78 52.3 149 100.9
Size of School
2,000-3,999 10 14.0 6 7.7 16 10.7
1,000-1,999 ) b2.3 24 0.8 sh 36.2
500-999 25 35.2 27 3.6 52 .9
0-599 6 8.5 21 26.9 27 18.1
Total 71 |100.0 78 |100.0 149 99.9

8Form II was mailed to 149 schools in the thirteen counties of
Worth Eastern Ohio in October, 1963. A copy of Fora I and the mailing
1ist may be found in Appendix B.

The sizahle response was attributed largely to the recognized
need for more complete and modern data on Ohio school libraries, as well
as the widespread concarn of school men for the establishmnent, maintenance,

and improvement of adequate libraries as bases for guality education.

lpora IT was mailed to 149 schools in Morth Eastern Ohio, Octo-
ber 23, 1963. A copy of Form IT and the mailing list may be found in

Appendix B.



1%
More than three-fourths of the replies came from schools with enrollments
from 500 to 2,000, while less than 10 per cent of the responses were from
smaller schools, and only 14 par cent came froam schools having more than
2,000 students. Although &ll counties were represented, 50.7 per cent
of the responses came from Cuyahoga County (Table 4.2). The only enroll-
ment group in other counties which matched Cuyahoga County was the

TAHLE 4.2
BEESPONSES FROM SCHOOLS BY SIZE AND COUNTIES, 1963

Enrollmeat

e 000-3,99911,000-1,999 |  500-9%7 0-439 Total
Ho. | $ i Wo. | & |Wo. | £ |%. | $ |No. | &
Ashland 1| &o 1] 1.4
Ashtabula 1 3.3 1| 16.7 2 2.8
Cuyahoga 8 | 80.0] 16 | 53.3] 11 | &4.0] 1 | 16.7| 36 | 50.7
Erie 2 8.9 2 2.8
Geauga 5 k.0 1| 16.7 2 2.8
Lake 2| 6.72] 2| 8.0 4 | 5.6
Larain 1 &0 1 | 16.7 2 2.8
Mahoning 1| 0.0 2 6.7 2| 8.0 1f16.7] 6 | 8.5
Medina 1 3.3 1 &0 1| 16.7 3 4.2
Portage 2| 6.7 2| 2.8
Richland 3| 10.0] 1| 4o b | 5.6
Sommit 2 6.7 1 &.0 3 4,2
Trumball 1] 10.0 % 3.3 2 8.0 L 5.6
—_Total 10 1100.0f 30 [100.01 25 [100.0] 6 {100.2] 71 |99.8

smallest category consisting of six schools with less than 100 students.
The following data on many of the aspects of library services
were arranged by counties so as to preserve the individuality of the
schools, especlally in areas outside of the larger urban districts.
One aspect which did not change greatly from one county to another

was that of enrollment. Table 4.3 shows that two-thirds of the schools
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TARLE 4.9
PREDICTED GATN IM ENROLLMENTS AMONG SCHOOLS OF WORTH RASIERN OHID
S
Por Cent 1956-1963 196319708
of Gain ¥o. of Scho No. of Schaol
150250 1 1.4 -
125-14% 1 1.4
100-124 7 9.9 5 7.0
90-59 1l 1.%
80-89 2 2.8
0-79 3 §.2 1 1.4
&0-59 3 0.2 .3 5.6
50-59 [; 7.0 1 1.4
ho-h9 1 1.4 5 5.6
0-39 5 7.0 7 9.9
20-29 10 1%.0 13 13.3
1019 & 5.6 5 7.0
1-9 7.0 4 5.6
[ 6 8.5 9 12.7
No Besponse 17 23.9 18 25.4
. ——total 7L 23:7 7 23-9

*Eatimate nade by schools.
blnss reported in twe schools of Cuyahoga County.

had 1ncreases in school population during the lntervening elght years.
~ Ooe achool, however, had more than 150 per cent, although the largest
purber had between 20 and 2 per cent. Six schools actually bad fewer
stodents and seweral of the newer schools were unahble to report compara-
tive figures. Table 4.3 also shows the predictien of population galin
botwean 1963 and 1570. Approximately one-fourth of the schools did not
answer the guestion concerming expected growth, and 12.7 per cent reported
no expected increase.

' Fo direct relationship between the siza of the schoal and the
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quality of its library services wis discernible, hance the principals
were ashed to judge their iibrary's general sdequacy. The quastionnsire
did not refer to the standards. The purpose was to obtain the candid
appralssl of libraries by a large group of primcipals. Tahle 4.4 ranks
the counties socording to the percantage of the principals reporting
adequate 1ibraries; libraries that met the neads of the individual achools.
It is surprising that less than one-third rated their library as adequate.

-

SN TAELE 4.4

AIRQUACY OF OHIO HIGH SCHOOU ITERARTES RANKED BY BATINGS OF
FPRINCIFALS TN BORTH EASTERN OHIO, 1963

County Fank te |Inadeguate | Ho Response) Comblned
No. | & IMo. [ £ {Bo. | £ (% | ¢
Erie 1 2 |1p0.0 2 1160.0
Geauga 3 1| 0.0 1| 50.0 2 1100.0
Richland 3 z2{%.0| 2| 5.0 & {100.0
Lorain 3 11| 50.0 1] s50.0 2 J1%0.0
Mahoning 5 2 | 4.0 & | 60.0 & |1co.0
Cuyahoga 6 12 | 33.3 | 20 | 59.6 | & | 11X | 36 |100.0
Lake 75 1] 25.0 3] 75.0 4 1100.0
Trumball 7.5 11 25.0 3| 75.0 & $100.0
Modina 9.5 3 [100.0 3 {100.0
Swmlt 9.5 3 |W00.0 3 |100.0
Ashtabula 12.5 2 {100.0 2 §100.0
Portage 12.5 2 ]1100.0 2 1100.0
Ashland 1 1 1100.0 1 1100.0
Total Mumber
©f Schools 22 | .0 hol ez b | &i sS.61 7 ]100.0

Table 4.5 sumarizes four reasons why the principals® ratings were "lssa
than adequate.™

Approximately half of tha principdls complained about poor faciii-
ties and equipment, end over cne-third regarded the lack of books and
related materials as the second greatest fault. Ouly 22.5 per cent
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consldersd the shortage of personnel as a handicsp, although seversl men-
tioned lack of staff tims. Insufficient funds were mantionsd only by
about oos princlipal in sach ten, but in each cass, accompanying poor
fac)lities also contribute to the inadequacy. More than half of the
schodls reporting insufficlet funds alse repartsd shortage of library
staff. Ops aspect not sentioned by the principals related to the lack
of trained staff for classifying and cataloging materials, a tims.con-
suming duty. .

less than ove-fifth {19.3 per cent) af the high school principals
pointed cut characteristics of thelr lilwaries which accounted for satis-
factory services. Adequate space ranked first, followsd by good books
and related materials, gualified persomoel, snd sssessment of changing
needs, Unfortunately, howewer, the zangplie seved too mmall to warrant
tabulztion.

The relationskip betwoon the shorteaxdngs of present libraries
and ths recoamendatioms of the principals say be readily noted in Table
&.6.

Changes in facilities and equipment will be oseded by 57.8 per
cent of the schoals, with 18.3 per cent meeding new housing, and 28.2
por cent enlarged quarters. Additional shelving and seating space were aomi-
tioned by a lesser percemtage, but enlarped facilities wimld undoubledly
require more equipment. '

Although Table 4.6 shows the need of 22.5 per cent of the schools
for more materials, and 21 por cont for added staff, by 1970, it is in-
consistent that only 1B per cent voiced the need for a larger budget.
Although the schools may think of tapital expense as being unrelated to
operating budgets, 1t would seam unlikely that eurrent budgets would be
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adequate in 1570 1f all of the neods were met.

TABLE 4.6
EECOMMENDATIORS OF HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIFALS FOR IMPROVING
LIBRARY SERVICES
Wumber of
__Aspect of Services Schools | Per Gent®
A. PFacilities and Equipment
1. Enlarge quarters 0 28.2
3. ddd shalving, seating space, expand 7 9.9
el paemt.
&, Extend hours 1 1.4
Tota) Lok 7.8
B. Boocks and Related Materials
1. Expand book collecticn 13 18.3
2. Batahlish materials center 3 4.
Total 16 22.5
C. Persomel
1. Additiona) staff 10 1k.0
2. Clerical help 5 2:0
Total 15 21.0
. Funds
1. larger bodget . 10 1.0
Total 10 1%.0

Aporcentages based upon 71 respading schools.

Only ooe principal suggested that library hours should be sxtended.
Although over 40 per cent of the schools were open more than 40 hours a
waek {Table 4.7}, and more than 25 per cent of them had a librarian on
dnty beyond the 40-hour pericd, more than one-fourth of the schools were
open 35 hours or lass cach week, and approximately two-thirds had a 1i-
brarian on duty for more than 35 hours a week (Table %.7).

As noted in Table 4.8, over one-third of the priocipals voted for
longer hours, and almost 10 per cent said that a change in hours was
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TABLE 4.7

BOURS OF LIBRARY SERVICZ IN PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS
OF NORTI! EASTERN 0410, 1963

Bours Open Schools Hours Open with Schools

per Weok No. % Librarian Ko. L
45t} 2 2.8 L6 2 2.8
14y 28 394 4145 16 22.5
3640 22 3L.0 3640 29 Lo.8
J-35 13 18.3 =35 13 18.3
26-30 2 2.8 26-3 5 7-0
21-25 2 2.8 21-25 1 1.4
16-20 16-70 1l 1.4

11-15 11-15
6-10 e 2.8 6-10 3 5.2
1-5 1-5
o ] X 1.4
Total 71 9.9 Total 71 99.8
TAHLE 4.8
EEED FOR ADDITIOMAL HOURS OF LIHRAHY SERVICE, ACCORDING TD
BIGI SCHOOL FRINCIPALS, 19563
Rumbe:r of

School Library Hours Schools Per Cent

Feed to be extended 26 3.6

Curresnt library hours satisfactory 21 29-6

Changes in hours contemplated 7 9.9

Bo opinioa expressed 17 23.9

Total 71 100.9

being coatemplated. This apparent need for extended hours was 2ol among
the four major shorteoaings voluntecred by the principals (Table 4.5).
Tahlo 4.9 also shows that 29.6 por cent were satisfied with the present

hoars, & 23.9 per cenb did nob express an opinicn on Lho subject.
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When gaked the reasons for voiing for or against cpaning the
school 2ibrary evanings, on Saturday, or during the sumner, 26 principals
volunteered elght differont reasons why more hours wete aseded, and pro-
posed flvo reasons why the hours did not need to extend seyond the school

day (Table &-9).

TAHIE 4.9

QPINIONS OF PRINCIPALS RETATIVE TO OPENING LIZRARTES
DURING EVENINGS, SATURDAYS, AND SIMMGZS

Ressons Schools
- o, %
4. Why more hours are neededs:
1. Summer classos 10 3.5
2. Might ¢lasses 3 23.1
3. Lack of timo during the day & 15.4
4. Curriculum expansion 2 7-7
5. Imadequate public library 1 3.8
6. Tnaccessible public library i 3.8
7. To stretch linmited malorials 1 3.8
8. For processing bogks 1 1.8
Total 26 9.9
B, Why more hours are not necded:
1. Prunimity of public library 15 %
2. School building closed 3 14.3
3. After-school activities h § 4.8
4, Arranzement of building not suitable 1 4.8
5. Befersnce materials circulated overnight 1 4.8
Total 2L 100.1
-
€. (ther:
1. Additional hours beinf considered 7 29.2
2. Undecided .} 16.7
3. Bo responsa 23 5,2
Total 2h 1001

Of the 26 schools recommending longer hours, sbrut gne-third
foelt that they needed more time to serve summer school elasses, and 23.1

per cent mentioned night classes. Only four schools t2aught the students
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had too little time during the day to use the library. Two interesting
reasons for additional library hours were related to a public library.
Ona school principal thought that the public library was inadeguate, and
another sald that it was lnaccessiblo. Had the question been asked more
directly, more schools would doubtless have commented on the adequacy or
inadoquacy of the public library. In fact, 71.% per cent of the 21
schoals not noeding expansion mentioned the proximity of the publie
library (Table 4.9).

The Standards recormond that the school library be open "at leas*
ono-halfl bour before classes begin and at least one hour after classes
end."! In Junior and senior high schioals, the library should be open
until five o'clock, or longer if ihe community has no public library.
The Standards further encourage being open on Saturdays and at nlght.z
It was obvious that somo schools, especially those remole from a good
public library, realized tho importance of library services outside of
class time, but the provision of public or school library services in
the esvenings, on Saturdays or thruughout the sumnors was not widespread,
nor did it seem to be a concern lnasauch as less than half of the schools
falt a need to change their present palicy (Table 4.8). Moreover, the
majority of the school libraries wers open no more than 40 haurs a weei;
barely cnough for the most meager service {Table 4.7}. It is conceivahle
that many students were not finding sufficient school time Lo use the

1ibrary.
The school de=ands upon public libraries in Ohlo have not yet

lpmerican Library Association, Stundards Tor School Library Pro-
gErams, op. git., p. 33.

Z1bid.
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been fully determined. The presont study, however, atleupts Lo estirate
the use of the publle library by students, and certsln sspects of the
interrelationships of school and public libraries. Al educaiers shoald
ba avare that objective munber slx, one of thas nine major objectives of
the school 1ibrary progras, directly concerns the need lor mupplementary
sorvices of the public library.

Introduce puplls to coawn:nity libraries as early as possibtde and

€o~operate with thoce Libraries in their offorts to encouragze

contiming education and cultural growth.
The objective impliesz that the bond between the different kinds of li-
braries should be strengihenad through mutwal efforts to provide cooprdi-
nated services. In comminities where the public 1ibrary is inadequate
or inaccessible, the burden on the school is often too great. 0o the
other hand, the dangor of dependence of schools upon the public library
to the extent that lhe development of school library services are

retarded 1s hazardens and mnsound.

Instroctional Materials Center
In the standards for school libraries the term ™instructional
malerials center™ was incorporated in onder to describe the modern 1i-
brary. The idea was adopled ab the business eeeling of the American As-
sociation of School Librarians in 1956z

The American Associaticr of School Librarians believes that the
school library, in addéition to doing its vital work of individusl
reading puidance and dereloprunt of tho school curticulum, Should
serve the school as a center for instructional materials. In-
structional materials include books - the literature of children,
young prople and adalts - other printed materials, films, record-
ings, and newer media déaveloped to aid learoing. . « . Histori-
eally, libraries of all types have been established {e provide
eonvenient centors for books and reading and for locating ideas

lmid., p. 9.
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and informatioo important to the commmnities they serve. The
interest a modern school new has in finding and using good
motion plctures, sound recordings, filmstrips and other newer
materials simply challenges and gives incressed dimension to
established 1ibrary roles.l

' The above paragraph: identifles the term and its origin, and an officisl

statemsnt mxpands the definitions

In addition to tangible media, the concept of "instractiomsl
materials™ inclodes such camminity resources as individuals who
can make g significant contribution and the use of first hand
expariences in the field. A1l instructional materials now
svailahle, an? octhers yet to come, are needed to secure effec-
tive and efficiont utllization of educaticnal facilities and
B teaching personnel. . . . There is no basic competition amoag
S instructional materials. The point is that in any situation ths
: distinctive characteristics of each medium should be recognized
and g1l appropriate materials shouald be used.2 : .

B _; Wide goceptance and implementation of the materials center con-
oapt were indicated in Lohrer's preliwinary report of the study condnpcied
/. by the Graduate Library Schocl of the University of Illinois under Title
"’ WII of the National Defense Education Act. Lohrer found that independent
schoal aysteas ware leading the way amd that the larger cities tended to
be more conseyvative. She also observed that providing forther services
was the greatest interest of the staff members.>
Concentration of large school districts in North Eastern Ohto

1pid., p. 1.

*  20fricial statement of the Joint A.4.5.1.-A.C.R.L.-D.A.V.I Com-
mitias, approved in 1958 by the exzcutive boards of the participating
organizations; i.e., American Association of School Librarians and the
Association of College and Research Librarians of A.L.A., the Departaent
of Andio-Visual Instruction of the M.E.A., in A.L.A. Standards, op. glt.s

PP 59-62- -
311ice Lobrer, The Schoo) Iibrary as a Materials Center; Eduga-

onal Needs of Librarians and Teacters ie Its Administration :md Usa,
Proceedings of a Gonference under ibe Anspices of the U.5. Department of
Health, Bducation, and Welfare, Office of Education, Washington, May 16~
18, 1962. Washington: U.S. Govermwent Printing Office, 1963. 20402,




k5

partially explains the slow development of the material center idea.
The high school principals, for one reason or another, did not regard

their libraries as centers for all of the school’s materials of instruc-

tion. Of the Lk city schools, and 25 local schools, that reported on

that issue, only five, or a mere 7 per cent, had high school libraries
functioning as instructional materials centers in 1963 (Table 4.10).

TARLE

4.10

HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARTES FUNCTIONING AS INSTRUCTIONAL
MATERIALS CENTERS, 1963

Type of District | Enrollment®
Seuty | Rabimecpsdin Somoomtuon. Ly [tasal, 3= Tt fan fer far
Cuyahoga |Shaker Heights High Schoal®| X x
Shaker Heights, Ohio
Geauga Bewbury High School b 4 p 3
Newbury, Ohio
Richland |Lexington High School I I
lexington, Ohio
Sammit South High School I I
Akron, Ohio
Tallmadge High School X I
Tallmadge, Onio
Material Centers ;‘9 5 3 2 o |]1]2]2
2.0 2| 2.8 0.0 1.412.82.810.0
Total School Replies Fo.| 71 uw | 25 2 |6|25|2 |10
4 l100.0 62.0|35.2 | 2.8 |8.5B5.2k2.3[14.0

(1) 0-499 students; (II) 500-999 students; (III) 1,000-1,999
students; (IV) 2,000-3,000 students.

All schogls were J-3lS.

b&lt.hough Shaker Heights High School reported excellent facili-
ties, it was observed that reference materials were not available in the

school library.
CPercentages based upon 71 schools.
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It will be recalled that many of the schools lacked space for
all educational functions; therefore it may be assumed that space was
also limited for audio-visual or non-reading materials. Only 17 schoals
(2ess than 25 per ceut) reported the mumber of square feet of library
space they required for such materials. Six schools, in four different
counties, allowed from 101 to 300 square feet (Table 4.11). The wide

TABLE 4.11

LIBRARY SPACE ALLOTTED TO NON-READING MATERIALS® IN
NINE OHIO COUNTIES, 1963

Nuzmber of Square Feet for Non-Reading Materials

o -0 =100 | 10]1-300 | 301-500 1-600 ned
No.| % [¥o.! % (Mo.| % [¥o.| 4 [Wo.| % [Mo.[ &
1 | 20.0 2 (3331 |33.3 1 | 5.0 5| 29.4
Richland 1 {100.0] 2 | 33.3 3| 17.6
Kahoning 1 133.3] 1 [50.0 2 |11.8
Geauga 2 |40.0 2 | 11.8
Lake 1 }33.3 1| 59
Sumit 1 |16.7 1| 5.9
Trumbull 1| 16.7 1 5.9
Erie 1 |20.0 1| 5.9
Kedina 1 _|20.0 1! 5.9
__Total s hoo.ol 1 hoo.ol 6 1100.01 3 199.9] 2 }00.0{17 [100.1

3Materials of instruction not ordimarily regarded as reading ma-
terials include recordings, pictures, slides, films and filmstrips,
globes, maps, charts, and other newer media.
range, from three square feet to 600 square feet for non-reading materials,
may be explained in part by the general practice of employing separate
awdio-visual deparitnents, as well as the use of public library resources.
The schools ranged in size from 2,966 to 420 students, and the median
was 192 square feet. Table 4.12 provides coded identification of specific
schools for those who might wish to ingquire further into the matter. It
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TAELE &.12

* SPAGCE TEVOTED TO NON-READING MATERIALS I¥ HIGH SCHOOL

LIBRARIES OF VARIOUS SIZES, 1963

Space for Non-Reading
Materisals

Coda Na.

Rurel of School® { County
Bank | Pumber of Stydentst Square Feet Rank
1 2,966 500 3 372 |Cuyahoga
2 2,53 600 2 12 Mahoning
3 22200 200 8 18 Cuyahoga
L 1,83 144 10 T Richland
5 1,810 4 16 226 Medina
é 130 80 12 13 Richland
¢ 1,206 Loo 3 X3 Lake
8 1,233 550b 2 Jro Guyahoga
-9 1,116 192 9 15 Trumbull
‘10 .12 108 n 124 Summd &
u 1,050 250 6 266  {Cuyanoga
12 1,015 225 7 59 Richland -
13 93 300 5 339 Mahoning
pLY o4 3 17 b6 Geauga
15 798 20 14 142 |Cuyazhoza
16 763 60 13 53 Erie
17 520 10 15 11 Ceau

Shomes of indivicual schools
malling list, Appendix F.

b!bdm.

may ba found in the Oetober, 1963,

" should be noted that cne school library in Mahoning County, which aid
not claim a materials canter, allowed 50 square feet more for aon~readiog
materials thah did tha pext ranking school known to have an outstanding
sxample of a modern lnstructional matarials center.l Tt is also inoter-
esting that one of the other five schools serving as a materials’ center

required only ten square feet of floor space, and that stil) another did

lghaxer Beights High School--Cuyahoga County.
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not answer the question.

One of the school systems in Cuyshoga County submitted a report
of its efforts toward a materials center to serve its growing community
of nearly 2,000 Itw:lmts-l The estimated enrcllment in 1970 was 3,500.
Although the study does not attempt to describe all of the efforts of
Beachwood for a materials center, the superintendent notes the contractual
services provided by the County Library, namely: (1) to provide resources,
and to conduct meetings to facilitate the selection of books; (2) to place
orders for books, magazines and pamphlets selected by the school librarian;
(3) to analyze, classify and catalog books ordered from County lists;

(4) to mend local school library books and to handle those to be commer-
elally bound; (5) to lend large quantities of books from the regional
callection for periods of three months; (6) to lend sudic-visual mate-
rials; (7) to assist with reference services for special materials;

(8) to consult with administrators and teachers on plans and equipment
of the schoal library, the book selection, coordination of the library
with the curriculum, and other activities.

The Beachwood report listed five major activities needed for a
functioning materials center: (1) reading, listeming to recorded mate-
rials, and viewing projected pictures and films by both students and
faculty members singly or in groups; (2) acquiring, organizing and housing
materials for ready accessibility; (3J) servicing and repairing materials
and equipment; (&) teacher and pupil production of teaching aides such as
graphs, charts, feltboard materials, slides, simple models, sound tapes,
etc.; and (5) organizing of locally-produced closed-circuit television

1peactmood Local School District, "Project Materials Coenter"
(unpublished, not dated).
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“leasons.

Principais in Morth Eastern (hio sre presently not inclined to
oampaign for reglonal llbrary centers. Although tha concept ia wall ex-
pressed in the Standards.]' the negative response may imply that the need
is not felt to be sufficient, or is not realized. It is possible that
many of the school libraries have contracts for servica, or other coopera-
_ tlve arrangements, which are presently more satisfactory. Tahle 4.13
ahows the eutstanding negative vote which gppeared in all of the counties.

TARIE 4.13
DISTEICYS WHICH KECOMMEND REGIONAL LIBRARY CENTERS
Schools
Courty o Not Eecommend
+_Mnd Center Center Tot

No. ;3 No. 4 No. 4

. Aakland 1 100.0 1 loo.0

- Ashtatula 2 100.0 2 100.0

Cayahoga 3 8.3 33 9N.7 36 100.0

Erie 1 0.0 1 50.0 2 100.0

Ceauga 2 100.0 2 100.0

Laka & 100.0 4 100.0

Lorain 1 50.0 1 5.0 2 100.0

Mahoning 6 100.0 § 100.0

Madina 3 100.0 3 100.0

Portage 2 100.0 2 100.0

Richland 1 25.0 3 75.0 4 100.0

Sumtt 3 100.0 3 100.0

Trumball 1 2=.0 3 75.0 & 100,0
Total Mumber

of Schools T 9.9 [ 90.1 71 100.0

In fact, only two counties, Erie and loraln, voted equally for and against
the issus, while Richiand and Trumimli counties cast a thres-to-one vote

15.L.4. Standards for School Iibrary Proprams, pp. 112-113.
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against regional library centers. Only one achocl in ten was interested
in the regionsl plan.

" Among the 7L schoals surveyed, only thres did not furnish sm
wstinate of the percentage of their students that used the school likrary.
Many gttached notes glwlag circulation statistics per day, or the spprux-
imate daily use. Table ‘l.lk.attempts to translate the mixed data into
mful_pamtagua. The data, however, falled to reveal the optimm xime

TAEIR 4.14
USE OF LISRARIES ACCORDING TO SIZRE OF SCHOOL

Use by Students

Enrollment 1004 £05.99% | 258495 | Under Oninowny | Total
Bo.| % I%.] & [NWo.)] % [Mo.] & |Wo.l & |No.| £
L 2,000-3,999 1 | 8.3 7 {149 1 (333 {1 (33310 { 15.0
500-999 | s [w.7 )17 [36.2 | 1 |16.7 2 |66.7 [25 | 35.2
o 0-499 5 l10.6 1 1 |16.7 61 8.5
total (12 hesluyles.2| 6| 8.5] 3| s2 | 3] 4.2 |7 J1o0.0

.of school. The best use of school libraries seemed to octur in schoals
with enrcilments of 1,000 to 1,599 stodents, and the pext best was in

7' gcheqls with 500 to 997. A majority of the achools in all size-categories

reportsd ocoe-balf to 99 per cent nsage by their students. On the other
hand, two-thirds of the schools reporting very poor use were in the sane
I- category a3 the =chool reporting the greatest use. The size of tha
sthoal, tharefore, did not seom to ba a controlling fector, although it
would seem that larger schoals would have many advantages that smallar
schools could not provide. '

A majority of the principals were able to estimate the porcentage
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.. of thedr enrollment that used the pablic library for school assignments

(Tatile 4.15), Ii seemed more meqningful to presemt ths facts by counties

7" because it would facilitate idamtification of the areas needing the

- greatest lmprovement. Moreover, it wans felt that objective data on nmdn-
~ mental needs would be more convincing 1o taxpayers than wonld the mere
presentation of goals or standaprds.

The present study found that almost omm-third (29.6 por cent) of
tha students in Borth Eastern (hio were very wumcertaln about the use of
public 1ibrary facilities. The greas of greatest uwertainty consisted
of Sommit, Portage, and Cuyahoga countles. In three other counties, 5.6
par cent of the schoals reportad that more tham three-fourths of thelir
stadents used the public library for school-related purposes (Tahle 4.15).
The enly counties reporting besvy usage were Medina, wheore coe-third af

..tbasnhooladepom’eduponthphnc lbrary for school references; Trum-

ball, where ono-fourth of the mimals were evidently in very short supply
of school library materials; gnd Coyahoga County, where only 5.6 per ceat
of the schools reported beawy wee of public lilwary facilities for school

assigrments.
Considering ¥orth Eastern Chio as a whole, 23.9 per cant of the

'-._'highschools said that more than coa-fourth, ut less than onechalf of

thedir stndents went to the poblie library for school purposes. Ashtabala,
Erie, and Richland counties had the greatest percentages.
In Ashlapd and Geauga coamties, the public libraries served less
than 10 per cent of the studests. Although it might be assumed that the
" schook Mibraries in these counties had appropriste materials, it is also
. _ probatle that the peeds of soms students were mot being adequately met

from edther source.
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Other Libraries doubiless help high school students with their
school work., For sxamgle, collage and univeralty libraries sppareatly

sarve some of the students in every county (Table 4.16), although almost
bhalf of the princlpals could mot tell how many. A few schools, however,
sstinated that 10 per cent or more of thair students nsed & college 11-
brary, end one Medina schoal believed that one-third of the students did
. A1l of the achocls in Seangza County, and half of the schools in
Jaktatula and Lorain counties, reported from 5 to 9 par cent of the stu~
MSmdoollaguhlibrariss. .

Another clue to the effectiweness of the school library is found
in the interest shown by the teachers. The date showed that 75.5 par
emt of the teachsrs, to summ extemt, use the school libraries (Table
§.1Y%7). More than cne-fourth of the principals said that 71 to 80 psr
cent of the faculty used the school library, although ih 7 per eant of
the schools less than 10 per cemt of the taachers did so. Table 4.18,
which compares the teachers® wme of the school library with that of the
public 1ibrary, shows that the feachers mada better use of the pudlie
2ibrary. Although the use af schoal libraries seems gemerally good,
thore seems to be an apathy oo the part of somo schools to provide ample
professional materials for the teachers. The preference of teachers for
poblic Mbraries, and the lack of time during the schocl day to use the
- pehool *s services, may belp to explain the situation. Whatever the rea-
B pn may be over half of the teachers use public libraries more, while
ooe-fourth make greater use of the library in the school.

It the libraries of $bio should decide to adopt modern, coopera-

tive objectives with respect to library services, this would bo an area

wiich might profit greatly.
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TABLE 4.17

SCHOOL LIERARY SERVICE TO mﬁrguc HIGH SCEOCL TEACHERS
19
Fer Cont of Kumber of
Teachors Schogls Por Cent Rank
91-100 12 146.9 2
8i-90 9 12.7 4
780 18 25.4 1
61-70 5 5.6 £.5
21 -5 2 2.8 10
§1-50 10 140 3
40 k) 4.2 8.5
1.3 i 5.6 8.5
11-20 1 1.4 1n
0-10 x 7.0 5
Tokaxnm 3 4.2 B.%
Tot=21 A 92:8
TABLE 4.18

TEACHRRS® USE OF SCHOOL AND PUELIC LIBRARIES, 1963

Use by Teachers
Typs of Likrary Optimum Insufficient Total
Bo. of Ho. of NHo. of
Schools | 4 Schools £ Schoo, 4
School 18 25.4 53 .6 | 100.0
© Public 36| 50.7 s | 1.3 7 | 100.0

_ It would bepefit mt teachers to acquire greater nowledge of
putilic litrary materials, not only in their own areas of subject speciali-
gation, bt in all of tha arts and the many phases of cultaral development.
Although the school librarian is expected to pussess a broad kmowledge of
materials, thes bast school library collections tend to be selected with .

the cooperatian of the teachers; hence thay reflect the taschars® cultural
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and professional viewpoints. The public library affords ready access to
a wide array of diverse and special media such as books, other printed
materials, recordings, films, and microforms. Instruction of teachers
in the use of the newsr medla of communications would encourage wiser
selection und use of the materials for school libraries. The responsi-
bility of the school librarian to the teachers can hardly be under esti-
mated. The Natfional Education Association (N.E.A.) found that only 13.1
per cent of 1,448 teachers, surveyed in 1953, were professionally trained
in the role and function of the school library. A resclution was passed
by the A.A.5.L. in 1960, and a similar one by the Association for Super-
vision and Curriculun Development of the N.E.A., to promote competency
in the use of library resources in all teacher educstion programs.l Al-
though such measures reach the grass roots of the problem, many teachers
obvicusly need more library assistance than they are presently receiving.
Librarians therefore should expend greater effort in assisting teachers
to learn about and use the library resources of the school.

Personnel

It has boen shown in an earlier part of the study, dealing with
1956, that the qualifications of the personnel had a direct bearing upon
the effectiveness of the school library services. Although many charac-
teristics of a qualitative nature must not be overlooked or minimized,
one of the more tangible measurements concerns the number of trained
librarians on the staff. It was noted that the number of librarians
needed is delermined, to a degree, by the number of students to be served

1K)1izabeth 0. Williams, Journal of Teacher Education (March,
1961), pp. 104-105. Reference made to Hesearch Honograph 1958-MJ, "The
Secondary-School Teacher and Library Services.™
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and bty their training in the effective uss of the library.

L The Stendards are more specific regarding the quantity of librgr.
* Lans needed for schools than they are about their professicnal prepars-

tian. Yor the first 900 students, or fraction thereof, the Standards

recamnend one librarisn for each 300 students. For each additional 400

students, one full-tins librarian is recommended.l On this busis, Teble

" 8,19 points t6 a gross shortage of librarians in wall qver half of the

schools in Worth Easters Chio, in 1983.

, © TABIE 4,29 _
PROFESSIONAL FERSONNEL IN PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL LIERARTES, 1963

Profaeszionzl] Enrollment

Librarian® 1-£2000-3,99911,000-1,999] 500-933 0-499 Total
FIE No. $ {No. | £ 1 No. £ | ¥o. 4 I%. | £

Ooe full- g 90.0| 26 86.71 18 72.0] 1 16.7) 54 76.1

timn Jibrar.

ian

Less than 3 10.0] = 20.0] 13 50.0] 11 15.5

1.0 1ibrar-

ian

Ope libhrarian 1 10.0] 1 3.3 2 8.0 2 3.3] 6 8.5
hired for
sach 300 stu
dents

Total Ho.
. of Schools 10 [100.01 30 1oo.0d 25 lloo.00 6 l1g0.0l 73 1100.1

s Dfinivam of 0 szemester hours of 1ibrary sclence is required.
. ALah., Standards for School, Library Proprams, 1960.

ALl of the schools witk more than 500 students poedsd more
“traiped librarians than were available. Less than ope tenth (B.5 per
cent) of the schools hired a librarian with at least 0 semester hours

15.L.4. Standards, op. cit., p. 25.
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of training beyond the Buchelor's Degrea. In order to walidate these
dats, the principuls were asked regarding the nsed for more Likrarians,
specifically on the basis of one for each 300 students. Table %.20 shows
that £0.3 per cent needed more than ons librarian per school. Koreower,
sccording to the principals, less than one-fifth of the pchools in Berth
Eastern Ohio could get along effectiwely with only one trained librarian.

TABLE &.20
LIDBARTANS WEETED, ACCORDING TO HIGH SCAQUL FHINGIPALS, 1963

E Enrollment
. Taprarians |5 000-3,99911,000-1,999] 500-999 | o Toral
o Ml Time | Bo. % 1Mo, | & [ No. ! % | No.! % !B | £
! More than 10 [100.0{ 24 | 80.0| 20 | 8o.0] 3 | s0.0] 57 | 0.3
1.0 per
school
) _Sarveyed 1 20 [loo.ol 30 [joo.ol 29 froo.0f 6 |300.0l 71 1100.0

ndoubtedly, in many schools other persons wers attempting to do

- the work of a trained librarian. It is not the purposa of the present

stody to dafins the educational preparation required for schogl librar-
" ians. Bvea the Naticnal Standards sre very broad, and quite vague an

‘ " this point. In Ohio schools, librarians are expected to have a special

ecartificate from the State Department of Edueation. The same basic ede=
ecation is required for any certified teacher except that the librarian

pst have a minimum of X semester hours in library sclence as specified

in laws and Reg;glatlggs.l
1R, E. Halt and Albert C. May, Laws and Regulations Governirg

the Certification of Teachers, Administrato and izors and Schoo
Erployees in Personnel Servicg, State of Ohio, Department of Bducation,
Colunbus, effective Jamuary 1, 1963, pp. 20, 21, 28-31.
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The North Central Assceistion has anothsr prowiaton, If the 14-
lnﬂminngudndulm.thnham'amurmimd ‘
with special preparstion in miject-matter ares.l This would imply that
all librarimos may not be regeired to have the same training as the head
'libnrim\dm. in affect, serves as the librury mepervisor in the schodl.

The need for adiitional trained )$brarians has becoms commoa iz
almost a1l fields of 1ibrary endegvor, but schoals hawe the greatest
reod of all. A notional sarwey in 1962 ahowed that 92,400 school librar-
ians wore neoded in addition to the 19,400 currently employed. Public
l1ibraries neodsd 8,500, and college and university libraries required
2,500 wore.? Suggestions for alleviating the shartage of trained librar-

lans are legion. ERecruitment, intarnship, and inservice training have

boen widely employed. Of course, more training schocls are peedad, and
. teachars should be entouraged to know more about the materials to help

them with tesn teaching and \mdependent study prozrams.

Brated compiled a 1ist of forty of the mon-professional jobs
which should be performed by peid adnlt clerical help.d Scme of the
doties required greater organizational ability while othars nweded some
dogree of mamual dexterity. As the clerical staff grows, the work should
bo divided and the persommel selected and compensated according to the

1The ¥orth Central Assseiation of Collerss and Secondary Schoals,
icles and Criteria for the lsbroval of Secon Schagls (196364},

 pp. 13-1k. _
' AAbur J. Cohen and Jobm G. Lorenz, Library Services. HNealth,

R Rducation and Welfare Indicaters. December, 1962. Library Services

* . Branch, Office of Bducation, G.S5. Department of Bealth, Bdicaticn and
“x Welfare, p. vil, .
JRuth M. Brsted, Mintesota State Superviscr of School Librarias,

" “Somo Non-Professional Jobs i the School Library,” SIDP, American Asse—
ciation of School libraries, Calcago, Illinois, Mirch, 1962, JN 25476.
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Job performed. Tha genera) categories includa: (1) sequisition and me
eharical preparation of materiales, (2) cataloging and classificatien,
] (3) circulation, (4) assistance to students and teschers, (5) physical

wpisep of materizl, () care of shelves and Plles, and " assisting
with reports, - o
o According to Fational Standards, the average personnel require-
mat for Ohio achool 1ibraries, based upon the current student population,
=3 5.2 trpined livrarians (Takle 4.21) and 2.9 clerical gssistants

{Tabtle 4.22) per achool.

TABLE &.21

- JXBRARIANS NEETED I THE EIGH SCHOOLS OF NORTH EASTERN
I0, 1963, BASED UPOH A.L.A. STANDARIS®

Trained Librariang :
Borcllment | o 0. per School® | School Surveyed Tota]s.w;—he}gird.r\?d by
2,000-3,999 10.0 10 100 N
" 1,000-1,599 8.6 3 158 |
500-959 2.5 25 62.5
| 0499 1.0 é &
Combined Kean 5.2 n 366.5

a3 k.8.L., Standards for School Idibrary Programs, 1960.

o bRgsed wpon the midpoints of each enrollment category; i.e.,
3,000, 2,000, 750, and 200 students per school, with one full-time

. libraxian for each 300 students.

,lo attempt wes made to determine the prevailing personnel com-
plenent, but the opinions of the principals were convincing testimony
that Ohio high school libraries were understaffed. Table B.23 41lustrates
the shortage of clerical persomnel in all tuit the largsst schools where
B0 per cent had sufficient clerical halp. Only %0.8 per cent of all of

[
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TABLE 4.22

CLERICAL PERSOMMEL NEEDED IN SCHOOL LIBRARIES,
ACCORDTNG 70 A.L.A. STAKDARDS, 1963

Cleris
Enrallment Number per School
(A LoA:) Bumber of Schools | Total

2,000-3,999 5.0 10 50.0
l.m’m 205 m 75-0
300-999 1.3 25 2.5
0-499 1.0 6 6.0
Combined Mean 2.9 71 163.5

TAELE 4.23

MEED FOR CLERICAL ASSISTANTS TN LIBRARIES, ACCORDING TO
HIGH SCEOOL PRINCIPALS, 1963

Clerical Personnel
Romea ___Lﬁunm___ to Total
No. 1 _No. £ No. ) S

2,000-3,999 8 80.0 2 20.0 10 100.0
1,000-1,999 12 40.0 18 0.0 30 100.0
500-999 ) 32.0 17 63.0 25 100.0
o-439 1 16.7 5 83.3_ 3 100.0
Cambined 29 ko.8 42 5.2 71 100.0

the schools had sufficlent clerical staff to “permit the librarians to
concentrate on professional services and activities without the need to
devote large segments of thelr time to clerical and housekeeping dut.iuu.‘l

Tt would be not only interesting but highly beneficial to many

1A.L.A, Standards, op. git., p. 53.
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schoala if & liat of dutles, such a3 Erated's were prepared by local high

' ... sohool librarians to include professional, technicel and clerical func-

tiona. It would asslzt librarigns when delegating tine-consuming work,
and coeld serve in.the preparation of job spacifications for sslecting
and training qualified staff for clerical and refarence Library service.
It may be asyumad that =chools depend widely upon studsnts for

| socoaplishing mumereus library details. Principals were asked to list
the dotles performed by such stodent sssistants, and which they felt
were odunational. When litrarlans had no other sogree of assistancs, it
is concelwable Lhat soch items as desk routinm, mending booka, relaforelng
magacinss, filing and dictation ware handled by students instead of by
paid clerical staff. Several schools poted that students were employed
a8 pages to shelve books and redinforce magazines. The duties as listed
in Tatle 4.24, howswer, were expected to contrilute to the general edu-
cation of tha stadents. Moreover, they were perrarmd oz a volumteer
basts. Fillng, shelwing, and desk routine ranied highest among the
twonty dutles sentlonsd. 1t woald appear that sach duties as preparing
bitliographies, indexing, and displays might hwold greater interest for
students, but thase were among the least popular assignnents,

Yolunteer stodent help in the library should never be exploited,
. and undar no cirtumstances should 1% be used as ¢ substitute

. far pald elerical assistance or janitorial work.
o Boak Collection
Ona of tho =major .aspaets af llbrary serwica concerus the book

callection.? There was no feasible way to measure the adequacy of the

1p.0.4. Standards, op. ¢lt., pp. 20-71.
- 2dey P 76



163

TAHLE 4,24
LIBRARY DUTTES OF STIDENT ASSISTANTS, ACCORDING TO PRINCIPALS, 1963
Forforma 5 s
Duting Rumber of

Schools | Por Cent® | Fark
Carding bocks 3 k2 10.5
Cataloging b 5.5 75
Checidng attendance 3 4.2 lo.5
Clarical (General) 3 4.2 19.5
Doz rogtina n 15.5 3
Dictation 2 2.8 14
Pisplays 2 2.4 1
Filing .a 28.2 1
Handling filns 2 2.8 14
Bousakeeping o 1 1.h 15
Indaxing 1 1.4 18
Library Assistant (General) 1 1.4 18
Mending books b 5.6 7-5
Bazsenger 1 I.b 15
Preparing bibliographies 1 1.k 18
Processing books 3 .2 10.5
Reference--Assisting students & B.5 5
Roinforving magawines s 7.0 6
Shalving 20 28.2 2
Typing 7 9.9 &

Spasad upon the 7L schools roporting. Thirteen schools {185.3
- par cent) do oot have student library assistants. '

" book callactions in Chifio high school libraries. One would need to know
a great desl sbout the process of salection, weeding-out, the school's
curricolum, the roading lavels of the student body, etc. Gathering com-
parative information to up-date the surveys of 19437 and 1956 soemsd to
be the bost procedare. It should be noted, however, that the size of

lgslan, op. ¢it-, pp. 220-21,
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the minimum, recommended collections in schools having 200-999 students
may vary froa 6,000 to 10,000 books. For schools with 1,000 or more
students, the requirement is ten books per s‘t.udarrt..]'

Enrollment is a fair basis upon which to estimate the adequacy
of the book collection, if the A.L.A. recommendations concernming general
basic needs of the very small libraries are also kept in mind. &nong
the thirteen counties surveyed, Trumbull had the highest average per
capita book collection, with 17.5 (Table 4.25). Half of Trumbull's
schoals had a mean of 32.5 books per pupil, and the other half, composed
of one school in the 2,000-3,999 category, and one in the 1,000-1,399
classification, reported eleven and nine books per pupil, respecitively.
Summit County had the second highest mean of 16.2 books per pupil. The
mean for all of the schools was 9.2 books per pupll, and the largest
book collections, relative to enrollment, were found in schools with
enrollments between 500-999. This was found in Ashland, Cuyahoga, Erie,
Lake, Richland, Summit and Trumbull countles. It seems fair to eonclude,
therefore, that the older school libraries are situated in school bwild-
ings which were planned during an era when enough space was allcwed for
adequate book collections.

Pive counties, namely, Ashland, Erie, Geauga, Mahoning, and
Portage, reported that all of their high school libraries possessed ade-
quate book collectlions; sufficient in coatent and quantity to mee the
needs of students and teachers. Those counties were, therefore, sssigned
the rating 100 per cent in Table 4.26.

The countles were readily ranked by size, but the ranki=g by
percentages of schools in each county that reported adequate bock

IA.L.A. Standards, op. eit., p. 25.
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TABLE &4.25

SIZE OF BOOK COLLECTIONS IH S(HOOLS OF YARIOUS 3IZES,
HI COUNTIES, 1963

Bocks per Pupil
m 2.000-3-999l.000-1.999 500“'999 0-99 TQtal
¥o. |Mea » J¥ean (%o, | Mean [No. |Mean | No. jMsan [Rank
Ashlend 1 | 8.0 1 B.0 |7
Ashtabula 1 2.5 1 9.0} 2 58 11
Cuyzhogs 8 | 58|16 | 80|11 j12.2| 1 5.0 |36 7.8 |8
Eris 2 [11.5 2 |Ju.5 |3
Gesuga 1 {70|1 |w0.0[ 2 8.5 | &
Lake 2| 65| 2 | 7.0 4 6.8 | 9
Lorain 1 ;EE |12 |10.0) 2 (0.5 1 5
. Mahoning 1 jso0|2|30]2 751 |60 6 [10.5 |08
. Medina 1 2.0 1 501 9.0 | 3 5.3 13
 Portage 2 | 5.5 2 | 5.5 12
Richland 3 59| 1 6.0 4 6.0 1o
Swmit 2 | 75| 1 |25.0 3 [16.2 |2
Trowball 3 m.ol1 [g0] 2 lp.5 4 117.5 11
Total Bo.
ef Schools |10 | 2.31% | 5.5125 j12.21 & 1 9.817 [ 9.2

Ahonber of books per pupil. |

eollections were alsc given careful consideration. For example, Ashland

County rated 100 pur ceat but had but one school included in the survey,
. whareas Mahooing County, with its six schools, alsc rated 100 per cemt.
Mahonding County, which afforded the graatest quantity of favorable evi-
denco, was, therefore, ranked first, with Ashland County ranking fifth,
following Brie, Gesuga and Fortage counties each of which had two schools,
and which shared the mid-rank between one and five. The largest county,
Ouyahoga.ﬁhinh ranics first in stze, reported that 25 of its 36 schools
(69.4 per cent) had adequate book ccllections. The largest county, with

&1l of its best library resources within the greater Cleveland area, -
|
{
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g TARE 4.26 )
BY Ooumries, 1943 '
Schools
Courky Adequate Mauber
No- Rank er Cent |Surveyed Rank
Ashland 1 3 100.0 1 1)
Ashtabgla p ! 1n 50.0 2 16
Cuyahoga 25 [3 69-% 3% 1
Brie 2 ) 100.0 2 10
Oeauga 2 3 100.% 2 14
Lake 2 3 50.0 b Iy
Lorain | 13 R 2 10
Mahoning 6 1 100.9 6 2
Medina : 1 12 333 3 8.5
Portage 2 3 100.0 2 10
Richland 2 9 5.0 It 3
Sumait 2 7 | .7 3 6.5
 Trambull 4 2 5.0 & 4
Moan
Total 5 66.9 87.6 7

' panked sixth in Borth Eastern (hio. The Cleveland Metropolitan Services
Compission reportad in 1357 on tha school 1ibrary sapport in thot area:
s stated the Cleweland Public Library, contrary to the situation in
aame of the other 1ibrary distriects, has aluays assumed the lion's share
of the schoal-library costs. ' ' '

- The 4.L-A. Standards clearly say that the responsibility for
achool 1ibrary services rests xith the Board of Rincation.
Since the school library is an essential part of the total school

the provisios of libraries in the sehools is the reapon-
sibility of tha board of education. The administrative authority

Yarlenes A. Thewer, Poblic Iibraries in Cuyahosa County, Staff
Report to Study Groop om Public Likwaries, Cleveland Motropalitan Services

Comxlssion, 1959, p. 27.
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- and responsibility for school librarias balong to the board of
. educaticn and not to the puklic library.l

One mathad of mssting the continping desand for more books La
the growing use of paperback editions. Nearly 80 per cent of the achools
.htuldophodomormmstopmtheirun(‘hhlelhzﬂ. F
timsly articls was published cn the paperback progras of Parua Schools
whare the bookstore's stock is beyed to the schaol™s enrrlcnlm.z The

TABLE 4.27
POPULARTIT OF PAPRREACEK BOOKS WITH STUDENTS, 1943
Service Not
Sarvice Cffered Total
Paporbacks Of fered

%0, 4 No. £ No. ]

. Circulated by library 55 7.9 15 2.1 71 100.9
Sold by school 56 78.9 15 n.a 7 l1c0.0

chairean of the soclal stodies department assuned tha role of manager of
the paperback bookstore, located in a glass-walled roca of the library‘s
min resding rooa. Approxizately 500 titles are saprilied by a Jocal
wholesaler.

+ « « our philosophy on the selection of titles is to stteopt

to obtalin whelasalu' reading Tor all students, §eganﬂ.oss of the

young person's reading level andfer interests.

The librarian's cooperation, entlmsianss, and jnw on tha

spitability of the books supnlied Ly the book wholesaler, in addition to
the achoo) order, are basic to the successful paperback bookstore. The

1, L.A. Standards, op. €it., p- 33-

?Iavid W. Grodhaus, "Paperbacks and the Righ School,” OIA Bulle-
$in, IXXTXT, No. 2 {April, 1263), 26-23.

Imig- p- 27 |
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library staff also supervises the library patrons who vlsit the bockstorw.
~ They have & regulation that only those students who are in the Library
during a regular pericd may use the new facility. It will bas recalled
that the Deiches Report also recommsnded tha use of}aperbmk editions
of titlsa that wers nsed extensively and over a considerabla pericd of
time !

Certain deductions may ba made from the data in Table 4.28, which

~ daplcts tho magazine and periodical holdings in the high school libraries.

TAKLE 4.28
WIMBER OF PERIONICALS TH HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARIES, 1563
f Schools

&:hscript:om JE 585 Cohined

: No. ;. Ko. £ ¥o. k]
19% 1 2.0 1 1.4
1201 3% 2 AT 2z 2.8
105-119 3 6.1 3 i,2
90-104 5 10.2 5 7.0
7589 1 4.5 3 6.1 5 5.8
80-74 6 (2.3 | 10 2.4 | 16 | 2.5
45.59 7 3.8 12 2.5 19 26.8
3044 5 2.7 10 2ok 15 21.1
15-29 3 13.6 1 2.0 4 5.6
1-1% 2 &1 2 2.8
Total Fumber of Schools 22 o9 45 99.9 val 99.48

A.L.A. recammends 70 titles for JBS and 120 titles for SHS.
A.L.A. Standards for Schocl Library FPrograms, 1960, p. 78-
Tha ommbar of subscriptions reported by the jJunior high schools and the
Jonior-senior high schoals may be seen in tan stepa. The mode for the
school libraries was between 45 and 59 ragn‘lau- subseriptions, which was

Inuiches, gp- cit., p. M.
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far below the recommendations of A.L.A. which calls for 70 titles at the
Juntor high level and 120 1n senior high schools.) Less than one-third
of the junior high schools, and less than 5 per ceat of the senior high
schools, met the requirements.

Bvidence of wide disregard for the most current reference sources
weakens any belief that materials in Rorth Eastern Ohio high schools
were as good as they should be. Enrollment was not consldered when tabu-
lating this service because the Standards make it clear that the number
of titles meeded is not greatly affected by the mumber of students in
the scheal, but that schools offering a special program in technical,
vocational or cther areas obvicusly nesd to expand the scope and size of
their callections so as to include magazines in the special fields.?

The full use of magazines requires both time and space. The
Standards recommend that magazines be kept for five years. Schools have
reported that serious spatial problems restrict their magazine services.
The data did not reveal how many schools were using microforms, but the
possibility of scanning magazines photographed oa film, sections of
which may be readily enlarged, reprinted and circulated, should be ex-
plored by school lilm:t'u:l'ies.3 Davices currently used in some schools in-
clude photocopiers or photodoplicators which rapidly reproduce full pages
of printed or illustrated material. Such equipmant is also space-consum-
ing, but the location of reading stations, carrells in the library, or

13 L.8. Standards, op. cit., p. 79-
2.

M. Klempner, "The Influence of Photaoreproduction on Library
Operations,™ Library Resources and Technical Services, VII, No. 3 (Summer,

1963), 2k-253.
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glass-wvalled areas adjacent to the library, may actually be a more
profitable use of space than extensive magazine atorage.

Significant, too, 1s the time spent in the search for pertinent
magazine articles. One librarian working with more than 300 students
camnot hops to train students to find magazine information or to locate
all of the references needed by teachers and students. Sufficient 1i-
brary help would also improve the use of present collections of magazines
in high school libraries.

When schools were asked to describe their best method of handling
periodicals, some of the replies (less than one-third) concerned consecu-
tive runs of magazines which usually exceeded a five-year file. The
display and circulation of magazines were mentioned by 25 per cent of
the schools as especially effective, and about 10 per cent reported
circulating new magazines to teachers. Sowe of the schools regarded
thelr purchasing procedure as satisfactory, especially when it was
handled by a local ageal or a magazine service.

Table 4.29 summarizes the schools® evaluation of their magazine

TABLE k.29
EVALUATION OF PAMPHLET, NEWSPAPER, AND MAGAZIRE SERVICES, 1963
Suparior Average Poor Total
Service
No. | % | Ho. | % |Wo. | % | %.| &
Pamphlet.s b |[56.3| 25 [35.2| 6 | 8.5 ;0 |100.0
rs
3-8 suybscriptions L2 |59.2
1-2 subscriptions 25 |35.2
None & 5.6
Cambined 7 |lo00.0
Magazinas s [67.6 | 11 [15.5 [ 12 [16.9 | 71 |100.0
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services, as well ‘a5 those concerned with pamphletes and newspapara.
N In two-thirds of the schools, the principels estizated that the
‘magazine service was superlor in quality, but one-third frankly said the
porvice was poor or only aversge. Even fewsr scheols jJudged the pasphlet
sarvice to be superior to that of magazines or newspapers. Talem all
together, over 50 per cont of the schools sald all three servicea were
sxcellemt.

.. In 1963, every school had at least one newapaper subecription,
 but only 59.2 par cent met the Standard of three to six subscripticns.l
In & few schools, the pamphlet collactich was daseribed as extansive and
ourrent, reflecting the high level of interest of those librarians. In
some schools very little was sald about their collectlon of pamphlets.

The role of the school library in the managomant of amdio-wisaal
services 13 cne in which the phllosophy ditfers greatly. A series of
quastions vare asked to learn how these services were I\znctioning. and
' whether the principals felt that the library should show greatar intarast
in duveloping into s conplete materials center.

Boarly 85 per cent of tha schools in Rorth Eastern Chio had a
ssparate audlo-visual departmsnmt, but 40.9 per cont of these dopariments
wers located near the library (Table 4.30). About one schoal in Seven
bes indesed Jll sudic-visual materials in the school library. This would
tend to show thalt lnstructional materlals centers could be realized withe
out great physical change in well over half of the =schools (56.3 per
cent). The principals, however, did not generally favor the library
handiing the eirculation of realia or equipment such as globes, maps,
display itums and reading machines. Only 18.3 per cent thoaght the

J4.L.A. Standards, ep- gik-s - 79-
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library might assuse that duty, But 36 par ctat of ths schools cbserved

.. the sdvantages of the sndio-visgal saterials belng handled by the library,

' mapocially with assistance fram an audio-visusl staff.

. mmnmﬁrmnuﬂﬂsintmmtmh
largely throogh a ssporota sadic-visus) depertsent, were partly related
to organization. In the larger achool districts, a centrul bureau apart
P from the school bullding hamiled the emtire service. Such an arrange-
'mwuhmmummmmum
 yeporting that kind of servics. Several other schoals menticued the
_mmmmmwmmmummmu
‘staff of spscialists who were empioyed to work with the audio-visual ua-

/| terlals. A few schodls reported that eurrent building plans did not
- . make sany change in preseat operation soem feasible. Once more, the prob-

lema seomnd to be espacially related to space and persomel.

Froo the soworal questions asked of the principals and Lheir obe
viocusly serious responses, it wus apparect that the adminlstrators in
Borth Bastaprn Ohio had mot hess sofficiently impressed by the concept of
._ a materisls center to imitiste sy rapid changes towards 1ts realization.

" There had boen a nolicealils lack $n Oblo of comsistent leadership in

" granslating the idea of an instructional materials centar. This may
refloct the noed for a State Schocl Library Supervisor.

8.L.D.P."s afforts in West Virginia are a good example of one
| atats®s three-yoar program to acquire a qualified state supervisor.l The
Ohio principals, it would seem, wore nol as coovinead that status quo

. was the best, as they were that it wodld take special ingenmity, bard

work and additional funds to expand the current services and to creaie a

15.1.D.P., op. git-» PP- 26-29.
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scoperative authority betwsss the 1ibrery and sadio-visusl staffs. Ob- |
. viously, ooa-fAfth of the principals were fearful that if librarians

" sttempted to bouss and handle the repair of conplicated equipaent, thers
would be sdditiccal problems. The Standards siould assure the principels
that tha service would not necessarily affect the present means of deal-
ing with the mochanics or physical handling of viswers or recelvers.

The great importance of centralization aof materisls 1s that the treatment
of noa-book materials would be of tho sawe depth as the books, magazine
or paaphlet services; thereby making a film as accesaible as a bock, a
tape as gvailable as a magazine grticle. Spectalists would obviously be
nosded and these would have to be librarians carefully trained in the
broader gspacts of library sclence, who knew alxwat 11 kinds of educa-
tiocoal meterials and how 1o nse thes effectively. “Thelir province is
the aatarisls of learning and teaching.™ The cost of clasmifying and
cataloging & book, or a film, or a recarding my wary according to the

. method and procedure that was followed and the quality of service depended
upon tha persomeal and aquipgent avallabls. hether the material was
cataloged by an audio-wisual spscialist, er by a librarian, or by someone
_alse, it mast be integrated with othar catdloged materials in ordar to
bring stndents and teachers into guick coatact with all of the availakle

' pources of inforwatica. )

In North Fastern Ohio high schoois, 52.1 per cent of the library
staffs parformad ths cataloging as wall as the book ordering, procossing
I.ndmpairingorpnntadmterials. Over 50 por cent of the libraries
recaived full or partial assistance from a pudlic library or other
source, and 46.5 per cent of the schools had enotracts for service from

1,.1.4. Stendards, op. git-, p. L.
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8 public library (Table 4.31). The quality and quantity of library in-
struction, reading guidance, curriculum earichment, reference service,

and the availability of time for the selection of materials are greatly
affected by the tlme expended on techn!cal services.

The Standards would encourage schools to reduce the duplication
of technlcal processes by creating a centralized operation, or to con-
tract with a public library for such services.

Centralized technical processing constitutes a form of co-opera-
tive planning for school libraries that may take place before
the establishment of a materials center.l

S.L.D.P."s interest in ceantralized processing was a factor in
the Tllinois study.>

Under somd circumstances, the public library may do the process-
ing of materlials for the school that does not hawe access to

this type of service in the school system. . . . If the public
library assumes responsibility for processing materials for the
school library, the board of education pays for this service . . .2

Assistance with book selection and reference service are two
principal reasons for suggesting the bock catalog far schools, although
the current interest in the subject arises mainly from the economic fac-
tor affecting libraries of all kinds and proportions.

The advent of the copy camera and the technical perfaction of
offset printing methods have made it possible greatly to reduce
production costs of book catalegs. At the same tize, card cata-

log costs, part.i.cﬂluls for filing, storage, and catalog equip-
ment, have risen.

1, L.A. Standards, ep. cit., footmote p. 112.
23.1L.D.P., gp- git., p- 33
J5.L.A. Standards, gp. git., footnote p. 112.

Y¥red Heinritz, "Book Versas Card Catalog Costs,™ a summary of a
doctoral dissertation, Rutgers University, April, 1563, in Library Re-

gources and Technical Services, VII, No. 3 (Summer, 1363), 229.
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The book catalog has other important implications far school

" 1ibraries.

Ttilization of the book for centralized technical processing and
unlon catalog becomes no lonper an object of wishful thinking,
but the most practical device currontly avallabls to record and
disseninate the record of library holdings. . . . The highly
adaptahle book form can be tailor-fit to the nseds of e particu-
lar achool or publio library district, academic library plexis,
or inter.district cooperative projoct.l
Tha schools showed appreciable imtersst in an ammotated catalag
which would bring county-wide, regional, state or naticmal library hold-
ings within reach of every student. If such catalogs were avallable,
oontractaal schoola might request multiple coples which could be located
in differeat sectlons of the school for more convenient veference. Copies
of ths holdings of gther libraries which copld be accessible to students
and teachers mizht alsc constitute a valushle, added service. Indexes of
holdings of a pearby public library, or a reglonal center, could be made
with computerized equipment at a designated library ceater. Although
sxtensive dovelopnent would sdd considarably to the cost, the utilization
of the nevar equipment, and the training of personnal, greatly need op-
grading. Traditional library methods are rapidly becoming ntiquated.
Table 4.32 sumarizes the judgments of the principals relativa
f.o five ways of lmproving library commmnications. The first koy relates
to library instruction. In 1356, Chio schools reported library instruc-
tion a3 the best of tho Five services. In 1963, the sume question was
asked, btat in two parts: the first to determina the pature of the in-
struction, and the second, its effectivenecss.
Each responding school attempted to defins the program and to

welgh its over-all effectlvensss, but only 57.7 per ceat of the principals

g, pe 29
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TARLE &.32

FIVE IEIS T0 EETTER COMMUNICATION, AS RATED BY THR
SCHOCL PRINCIPALS, 1963

The School Library Programs | _Ruted First
Bo. |[Por Cept | Rodc
1. Effecta positive working relationship &) BS.9 1
. with the public librury .
- 2+ Provides eppropriats azhibits 52 732
Informs comenity of school library 55 3.4
needs
&. Affords adequate librury instructioo 5 52.7 ' 3
5. Promotes successfol commmications » 53.5%
between teacbers amd public librarian
Funber of Schiopls a1 9.8

appraised the pervice as baing sufficlently adequate to provida the stu-

. dents and teachers with an optimm imowledge of the matertals avatialls,
as wall as to acqualnt them with the rols of the library in the achool .
Addttadly, an affirmative answer to the question implied a suparior
program with 1little room left for improvement.

With respect to library instruction, the information given proved B
to bo extensive. The achools had approached the protlem in so many in=
{eresting and successful ways that a handbook for gemeral dlstribution

" to studeots could be attractively compiled. No mentlon that such am
- nstructionsl mamal was mads was received, howover.
_ Iibrary instruction was described by a2l of the 71 high school
‘. principals, and certain basic patterns were disclosed. In seversl
schoals, group instructica for the entire school was attempted throegh

various teaching wedia such as an opague projector to illustrate the
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|, arrangwasnt and location of materials, library regulations and privileges.
3% Suod instructioa incorporzted slides and lectures, films and filmstripe.
‘Other plans were part of the general orientation progras for eithar the

. severnth or tenth grade.

In Xirk Junior ngh School, East Cleveland, the seventh grade
students were instructad in: (1) proper library conduct, (2) care of
books and 1ibrary property, and (3) location of books. Eighth grade

" . students were taught the: (1) Dewey Decimal classification of non-fic-

*  tion, and arrangemsat of fiction books on the shalves; (2) use of the
card catalog; (3) nse of the physical parts of ths book. MNinth grads
students were instructed int (1) use of the dictionary, encyclopedias,
almanacs, refsrence books, etc.; (2) Abridged Reader's Guide; (3) com-
pliling a simple bihliegraghy; (4) how to resd, evealuate and use library
materials. ' ' B
Some high schoal libraries reported orientation Iessons for.
tenth-grads English classes followed by exercises and ¢lass assigoments.
. Instruction through individnal classes was given st specific times.
Socisl studies snd Eaglish classas had library lnstruction to prepare
" them for research assignments.

Orange High Scheal, in Cuyahoga County, reported an intensive
soquence of instruction from kindergarten through grads eight. One or
two lessons were given for eleventh-grade English classes, and for
gradag 9, 10, and 12 when requested. Rew students in high scheol who
lacked thorough training oeeded more training than the present schedule

Other high schotls reported that instruction was glven in ithe

. Junior high before students usad tha high achool library, but the method
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. san regardsd as only fairly satisfectary. Another achocl library in
. Cuayshoga County offsred instruction for every grade every semsster. in

outatanding report cams from a Cleveland fumlor high achool whave the
principal “s thorqugh understanding of the library was evident. In that
school the librarian condocted classes with the atd of an assistant and
a classroon teacher. Bame work, lecturs and practical applicgtions were
used.

The majority of schools (73.2 per ceat) employed exhibits to

' promote library informaticn and activities, and to display bocks and

other realia. Table 8.3 shous tha degres of interest in this sscond

- koy to commnication. Ashtabuls, Geauga and Trusbull Counties apparently

provided noteworthy extilits during 1363.
Tha first key to library commmnications invalved the broader as-

' pocts of school-puhlic HMbrary relaticoships, such as contractual agrea-

. ments for assistance to the schoel with book selection msetings, tech-
T nicn)l, adin-visual, and intsr-loan services. .

A poblishad stady on cooperative services in Cuysboga County
spocifisd the relationsiips which existed in 1959.) On the basis of the
study, the services in effoct five years earlier had remained largely

. wnchanged, with 97.2 par cent of the schools in Cuyahoga County reporting

& positive porking relationship with the public library. The state as a
shols declared that a Righ perceutage {85.9 per ceat) of its schools -
wore attempting to WuIX directly with the pubilic library to provide
batter services. '

Ths fifth key to communications concernad the teachers and the
pablie 1ibrarians. Slightly more than half of the principals (53.5 per

1‘1!:&0!,92—%
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i+ eent} thought the teachers and public librarians had achleved a workaile

- systen of exchanging informaticn (Table 2.32). Ons of tha key dunm;
to librarians vas ertenxive disssmination of limited materials. It would
appaar that teachars who regularly used the public Library would be best
soquainted with its materials and would sxpadite their nse by working
directly with the puhlie lihrarian. In scome areas, the achool librarisn
apzisted teachers to search beyood the school library for sets of mate-
risls which could be barromsd for team projects. '

| Teble %.32 shows that thers was greater interast in some counties
An presenting library needs to the commmnity. In some of the larger
schoql districts, principals sxplained that the Board of Educailion handled
all major public relatioms. lile it was comprehenstble that such uni-
formity and consistency bad their merits, same of the schools outlined
thelr oun successful prograss with the pulilie, and some reported better
~ results than might have been predicted.

In Ashland, Geaugs and Kadina counties, the schools appeared
goperally to make an offcct to inform the comunity aboat the 1ibrary,
but in other counties the pattem warisd from one school to the other.
Taken altogether, the replies showed that £3.% per cent of the schools
bad sows method of notifyinmg the community of their needs, and 4.5 per

©. cent deliberately advised the commnity how it could help.

Although the details do not appear in the tables, more than half
of the guestionnaires mawed the parent-teacher organization as the maim
channe) for public interest and support. Booster clubs, neighborhood
conferances, and citizans® librery committees, and labor and civic groups
were cited as other media of commnication.

Ooo ochool ilmproved its Yibrary following appeals to the board
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of education by individual citisecs. Many schools meationed sizable
gaina in book eollections through gifts. The report of coe of the
schools that “such tactlcs are not approved by the board of education”
reflected the attitude of a few adninistrators against deliberate at-
mmmmmmmmrwnmmw-
ment.

In the responses, there was considerable emphasis on efforts to
encourage greater teacher use of the library. Teachers® meetings, levy
campalgns, magazine drives, memorial funds, and grants from foundations
were sald to have been worthwhile. Ooly one school reported fallure in
its attempt to raise funds thromgh a program of public information.

When the principals were asied to list the steps taken during
the past year to improve the school library, it was surprising to learn
of tha diverse ways employed. All but a few schools (88.7 per cent)
reported on one or more such efforts (Table 4.33). Unfortunately the

TRHE 4.33
EIGHT GENERAL AREAS OF LISRASY IMPROVEMENT, EEPOHTED IN 1963
Aspect | sonter of Scnoots® Per Cent,
Commnications and Promotion 27 33.0
Added Space i7 23.9
Added Books 10 14.0

Increased Budget
Added Personnel
Added Equipment

Increased Hours
Simplified Procedures

Schools Reporting Improvements
No Response

B e vy woo

Total
8goms schools reported inprovemsnt in more than coe aspect.
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individuality of the responses has been lost in the table. The diffi-
culty of attempting to serve without a librarian, the conferences that
were arranged with librarians, teachers, and students to promote greater
use of the achool library facilities, the care in presenting detalled
neads to ths board of education, and the description of tours and teas
to demonstrate library needs to the public could not be preserved, but
it was evident that 38 per cent of the principals had been concernad
with some phase of communication.

It was gratifying to learn that many of the administrators ap-
parently had close contact with the school library services although,
somewhat disturbing, was the fact that 11.3 per cent could not report a
single effort made during the past year to make the library more useful.

Bearly 65 per cent of the principals thought that closer coopera-
tion among all kinds of libraries would have certain advantages. Talle
5.9 ranks the replies without regard for the number of schools in each
county. Inasmuch as the challenge of cooperation at the local level
loomsd larger than that at the regional or state level, it was decided
to rank the recommendations only by county. A couniy with only one
schoal, but which ranked 2.5 was as significant in measuring attitude as
a county with several schools of the sams rank. For example, Table 4.34
shows that the public high schools in Ashland, Erie, Geauga, and Trum-
bull counties were ready for maximm inter-library cooperation.

It was disappointing to discover areas that obviocusly meeded im-
provemaat and to find that the school rejected the idea of a modern pro-
graz which wonld implement it. It is likely that those schools had not
sufficlently explored the situation. For example, library services pro-
grammad on a regional basis might be established to serve a large area
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TAELE 4.34
PRINCIPALS ' RECCMMENDATIONS FOR CLOSER LIERARY COOFERATION, 1963
Total of All Schools
C ty Recormanded Closer Cogperation Survered .
_Xo. % Rane ¥o %
Ashland 1 100.¢ 2,5 1l l.%
Ashtabula 1l 50.0 11 2 2.8
Cuyahoga 20 55.6 ? J6 50.7
Eria 2 100.8 2.5 2 2.8
Gaanga 2 100.0 2.5 2 2.8
Lake 3 75.0 &.5 4 5.6
Loratn 1 0.0 n 2 A
Mahoning 5 £3. 5 5 8.5
Modlna 1 33.3 13 3 b2
Portage 1 0.0 11 2 2.8
Bichlant 3 75.0 6.5 11 5.6
Swmmit 2 66.7 8 3 k.2
Tromdull L 104.0 2.5 iy 5.6
Total ] 4.8 ! 9%.8

such as that described in the Illinols project where adjolning Illinols
comunities established a materials center supported by mors than one
- . schoal distnct.l .

The principals offered a mumber of suggestlons polnted at greater
cooperation: (1) longer achool library hours, .(2) the estahlishrent of
& young-adult room devoid of entertaimment festures, {3) mors newspaper
srticlies, (4¥) clesor cooperation betwson ths library and the PTA,

(5) group meetings to define needs, (6) interchange of library porsonnel
botwsen the school and public libraries, and (7) mail service with dis-

tant libraries.

15 L.D.P., p- 9.



185

" Fart Oue of the pressnt chapter discussed the general adequacy
of the participating Ohic high school libraries in 1963, including the
appraisal of facilitles and sarvices as Judgad by the prineipals. Spe-
clal sttention was focused upon schools in North Eastern Ohto.

Oos-third of the principals rated their own libraries inadsquate
in coe or motw of four aspects: (1) poor equipment and factlitles (50.7
por cent}, (2) lack of books snd related materlals {33.5 per cent),

{3) shortage of personnal (22.5 per cent), and (4} insufficient funds
{11.) per cast). Conversely, threa of the reasons for adequate libraries
consisted of the reversdl of the nogatlve statemants menticned above,
althoogh ™assesmment of changing needs™ was cited instead of the direet
reference to an adequate budget.

By 1970, it was belleved, new honsing will be needed Ly 18.3) per
cent of the schools, and 57.8 per cent more will neod to modarnize facili-
ties and equipaent. The principals estimated that 22.5 per cent of the
oachools should have additional materials, and Z1 per cent, a larger staff.

Arallabllity of the School Library

Over 40 per cent of the rsporiing libraries were open more than
40 hours a woek, and 36.6 por cent of the principals thought the hours
ahould be extended. Summer classes, night classes, and lack of tima
during the day comprised over three-fourths of the reasons given for
poeding more library time. Seven out of ten principals said that the
proximity of the poblic library explained why there was no need for
- geheoal 1library time to be exbended.
I' The reported use of library facilitlea by students and toachers
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was of great interest, particularly since new evidence of heavy student
use in ancther stale was recently described in the Deiches lhport.l The
present. study locksd for relationships between use and school enrollment,
such as was noted eariier in the present study, but nothing consistent
with the 1956 survey was found. In fact, with respect to use of the
library, the best aad poorest use seemed to cccur in schools with enroll-
moats of 1,000-1,999 students, with the next best in schools with 500-
999. Quite possitly, many of the smaller schools of 1956 had growm in
size and retained a higher level of service. Service, therefore, seemed
to be the critical factor affecting use, rather than the size or type of
the school.

A majority of the principals reported that 50-99 per ceat of the
students used the school library. Only 16.9 per cent claimed that all
stodents used the library, and almost ene-third (29.5 per cent) of the
principals expressed uncertainty aboat the figure. In fact, over % per
ocant of the schools in Cuoyahoga County were unable to estimate ihe per-
centage of their stmdents using public libraries. Moreover, only 5.5
per cent of the schools reported great patronage because of school as-
sigments. In North Eastern Ohio, Medina, Trumbull and Cuyahoga County
principals reported the heaviest use of local public library services.
Although soms of the principals said that as many as 10 per cent of their
students used a college library, 45.1 per cent were unable to answer the

guestion.

Jeachers and Libraziss
Between 71 and 80 per cent of the teachers reported that they

1peiches, go- cit.



 msed the school 1ibrary, but the principals reported that the teachars
georally made totiar use of the public libraries than the school facill-
" tdes. Althongh slecst 75 per cent of the faculty used tha achool services

' - to some degres, ozly ona-fourth csed its full rescurces, whils 50.7 par

oant foond the mdilie library sore satisfactory.

The kinds of asxistance avallabls from public libraries ware
i1lostrated by the Boachuood report oo the contractusl services offered
Iy the Cuyahoga Comnty library, including rescurces for book aslectioo
and certain techairsl, refereace, and consulting services.

Ohio lagmed behind certaln other parts of the country in maxing
the achool libtrarizs responsible for ihe nover media such as audlo-wisual
materials. Servires implied in the cootepl of “instroctionsl materials™
wore not well provided for. Large school districts especially were slow
t0 changw frum the pattern of servicas traditiocnally provided by the
Udrary and the segarate audio-visual departmest. In North Eastern (kio,
with its many large districts, ouly 7 per cent of the libraries functioned
as Spstroctions) materials cemters in 1963. |

Jorsoonel,
mmdwnmmmmﬂmumdm

they nseded more Librarians than were availahle. Only 8.5 per cent, or
meotmchtmmschmls,ntﬂnstandardnromlihrnrimror
each 10 studets. Eight out of ten schools needed more than one librar-
ian, socording o $he judgnent of the principals. It should be noted,

moreover, that the principals were ahle to campare thelir libraries with
the L.L.A. recomendations which had beeo reduced to brief form [Appen-
dix’B) and mailest with the questionnaire.

According to the National Standards, the average personnel



168
roquirenent for Ohio high school libruriss, based upon current studsnt
population, was 5.2 tratned librarians snd 2.9 clerks per school. Only
loo._s por cont of the Litraries had adequate clarical help, altheugh many
students volunteared for such clerical duties as: (1) filing, (2} 3}”]_".;
ing, (3) desk roatines, and {4) typing; renked in descending order. The
dutles parformed less frequontly by stodeots included preparation of
bibliographies, indexims, messenger service, amd general asaistance; all
of which ranked about equally.

ddoguacy of Materigls
| The average (hio public high school had 9.2 books per student in

. 1963. ©Cgyahoga County, the largest in North Eastern Ohie, had 7.8 becks
par stndent. The extensive resourves of the public libraries were aot
includad in these estimgies, although they greatly augmented school
sorvioes in many instawss. Schodls in Tromball, Sumtit, Eris, Mahoming
and Lorain counties bad the greatest mmber of tooks per student, and
all mot the A.L.A. Staxiirds. -

Tha trend towani widespread wse of paperbacks was cbsarved in
78.9 per cent of Dhio's schools. Four oot of five circulated peperbacks

* through tha 11brary and pearly cne-fifth of the schools sold paperback
- sditions to the studeats.

The great disregard for magazine service was difficult to under-
stand. Iess than ope-third of the jundor high schodls, and 9% per cent
of the junicr-senior hizh schools, falled to neet the A.L.A. recomwenda-
- ticns for periodicils. The reasons for imadoquste magazine services
wera assgmed to be relatsd mainly to spatial and personnel shortages. It
was signtficant, howewver, that two-thirds of the principals Judged the
magagine service as suparior im quality. More than ono-half had superior
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newspapsr and pamphilat services, gt macy were only avetwge, and & [ew
werwn sctually poor. ' -

" About half of the school librerisns personally handled the tech-
olcsl dutles of ordering, classifying, cataloging and maintaining the
book collectlon. Others had outside assistance, and more than 45 per
cent contracted for mich services through a pablic librery. Obviously,
¢current mothods were not ontirely satisfactory inasmich as 57.7 per cent
of the principals showed an interest in suhocribing for a book catslog
which would annotate and classify new materials. W%hile the possibilities
" of the book catalog have not bean fully axplored, it should be examined
Jointly by the schools and cutside librariss.

M' cations
The principals vers quits genersily intarested in programs of

1sbrary instructlon, snd the quality of some of thom was obwiously high.
. Only 57.7 per cent felt that it was the most important key to commnica-
ticos. Iibrary instruction ranked fourth mmmg the five keys noted in
_ . the gquestiognaire. Ranked first was a positive working relationship
" yAth the pabilic 1ibrary. Almost 86 per cent of the schoals reported suc-

I cassful programa of this niture. Second was appropriate exhlbits; third,

e © cowmnlty information programs working through the PIL and other groups,

sponsoring prograns of visitation, opem house, newspaper contacts and
otber ways to involve the citizens with the library as a focal point of
the school. The fourtk key concerned the relationship between the
taachers and the public librarians,. Over half of the schools falt thsat
they enjoyed adequate teacher-publie librarian cooparation.

‘ In 1963, 38 por cent of the principals were concerned with im-
vadng library conmunicationa. Othars desired addod library space (23.9
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per cant), additional books (1% per cent), an expanded budget and more
personnel (1) per cent each). It was encoursging to Yearn thet B8.7 per
osat of all of the principals reported eight gensral areas in which
their libraries had improved during the school year of 1962-196). Only
11.3 per cent did not report & major socomplisbment for the bettermeat
af the lihrery.

In 1963, 64.9 per cent of the princimils recommndad closer 1i-
brary cooperation between the school llbraries and othera. Schools in
Ashland, Erle, Ceauga, and Trumball countiea votad for maximm coopera-
~ tion. Cayahoga County raniced nimth with 55 per cent of the aschools fa-
voring graater couperation than the high degres that has already beem
affected.

Part IX. Hipgh School Iibraries Evaluated by
L-A. § rds

_ Fifty=-four schools® priocipals volunteered to coupleis the spo-
| cisl svalustion sheets in addition to filling oxt .tha regular questionw
paire. Form 11X, in Appendix E, providad a thanhnail review of the
astandards relating to ssven aspscts of library services together with
spaces to comment cn'ndaatlourschoollihnqhs'md‘\matmmol
library peeds.™ Iibrary quarters, squipment, princted materlals, book
wudget, organization, personnel, as well as the Libiary program ware the
areas evaluated. '
The data revealod the status of Ohioc high school libraries im
ralation to the national standards found 1n the referance Ifrequently
oited in the first part of the presect chapter: A.L.A., Standards for

Schgol, Library Programns.
In Table 4.35 the reading rooms in the high school libraries are
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BARIE 4.35
QHIC LIERARY QUARTERY COMPARED WITH MATIONAL STANDWRIS, 1963

Quarters A.L.A, Recommendation piiequate. dw
LB S N .
A. Roading rooms | Minimum ppace Lor 45-59 30 | 55.6| 24 | &% | S4 [100.0
_ . mapiles or 10% of en=
rollment over 550: 25
sq. ft. per reader
B. Space far: Sufficlent spacea:
1. Workroan Technlcal processing |23 {42.58] 3 [ 57.%] 54 |100.0
2. Storage Supplies; 5 years each | 3 | 63.0] 20| 37.0{ 54 | 100.0
for pericdicals
3. Office 200 sq. ft. 1 (20.3| 13| 79.6{ s | 99.9
&. Listening | Storage, distribution | 8 |1%.8| 46| 85.2) 54 |100.0
andfor and repair of materials|
Aadio- and equipment; preduc-
Visual tion of materials; .
room{s) 1listening and viewing .
5. Coafarence | One rcom for schools |26 [48.1] 23] s1.9( 54 [100.0
yoom{s) with lazs than 1,000
D students
6. Classroom | Adjoining reading 13 f26.1} 4] 76.0] 5% [100.1
room for library use
by clazs groups

shown to 131l below the standards. Only slightly over half of the schools
provided enough space for the mumber of students enrclled in 1963. Almost
two-thirds of the schools had enough storage space for fiva-year runs of

magazines, although 1t should be recslled that the mumber of periodicals

failed to measure up to the standards in a great mumber of schools. Only
42.4 par cent had sufficient space for technlcal processing, and & msre |
14.8 por ceat had a llbrary stormge area for listening and viewing equip-
ment. Slightly less than hall of the achools had conference rooams, and

+
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less than ona=fourth had a classrcom sdjoining the reading room for
' [ ; . Jbrary use by clasa groups.
- Table 4.36 concerns library equipment, specificslly, the thres
""" mager items of whelving, tables and chairs, and card catalog. Special

" QEIQ LIBRARY EBQUIPMENT COMPARED WITH NATIONAL STANDARDS, 1963

 Adequate | Total
_A.L.A. Rocommondation | Ne.| $ |¥o.| # ! Rank

Adaquate, standard ad- 37 |68.5117 |3.5 4
Justable shelving;
special shalving for
magatipes, records, ete.
25 bocks per shelf

..1'_‘..3- Ttlilu. chalrs | Appropriate sizes s |183.3| 9 (16.7| 54
C. Card catalog Standard 1ibrary make 46 [85.2| B |1%.8

b

- D. Special equip- |Book trucks, verticsl 45 183.3| 9 |16.7]
s Bt files, dictionary -
e R e atlas stand, typewriter,

B machanical copy ma-
chinex, eto.

squipment considered incladed book trucks, vertical files, distlonary-
- atlas stand, typewriter, and mechanical copy machines. Tue latter items
"% were grouped under item I. ' '
E Library shalwing, safficlent for all library materials was ade-
" quate in 68.5 per cent of the schools. '
A higher percentage of the schools {83.3 per cent) had sufficlent
" tatles and chairs to accommodate the students and sl but 24.8 per cent
' bad satisfactory card catalogs. Approximately the sama proportion had
adaquate spacial equipment for the services which they offered.
o Tabile 4.37 shows that almost two-thirds of ths school libraries
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TARLE 5.37

ATBQUACT OF FEIATED MATERIALS EVALUATED ACCORDING TO
A-L.A. STANDRADS, 1963

L _School Msets Recommendations

Printed L.LA.
Materials Recommenniat ion rﬂfn! In P Total |Rank
£ ] & l¥.] %
A. Studects: .
1. Books Minimoy &£,000 wole| 34 [63.0 120 |37.0 | 54 [100.0] 1
e wnes; lxrper
 jper puplk
2. Magsxioes | JHS, 70; J-SHS, 120 15 |27.8 | %@ |72.2 | 54 [100.0
3. Bewspapers | 3-6 20 155.5 | 24 |4b. 0 | 4 (1000 3
k. Pamphlats | Extenaiwe ecl- 32 |59.3 |22 (4o.7 | 5% [100.0
1sction
n- Tmm .
1. Bocks 200-1,000 titles |16 (29.6 |38 [70.4 1 54 |200.0] &
2. Bagasinos | 25-50 professiongl | 10 |18.5 iy B1.5 | 54 [100.0| &
titles
3. Other Instroctioosl ma- 10 f18.5] 5 | 9.3 |15 | 27.8] 7
terials as needed

in Yorth Rastern Ohle were prepared to suprly the books required by their
stodents, zlihough slightly more than cue-fourth had encugh magazines.
A1l of the schools providsd st loast coe mewspaper but ooly 27.8 per cemb
’ met tha recccsendstions far three to aix pewspapers., More than half of
the schools had extensive pamphlet collections but 40.7 par cent Teported
callectioui that were deficisst 1n site or scope.

The reported supply of printed materials for teachers was very
poor. More than 70.% par cart of tbe schools had only a fraction of the
books noedad By the teachers, and 81.5 per cent had less than the '
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recommended minimas of 25 professional magazines. It is interesting that
oenly 18.5 per cent of the schools had an adequate supply of other instruc-
tional materials for teachers.
The adequacy of additional funds over and abows the budget for
regular library work for eight areas is shown in Table 5.78. Under
reference books are included encyclopedias, atlases, indexes, etc. HNone

TAELE &.38

FUMIS FOR LIEEARY MATERTALS AND SERVICES, OTSER THAN
BOOKS, COMPARED WITH A-L-A. STANDARDS, 1363

Schools That Meet
| A.L.A. Standards
Punds fors Punds in Addition to |
Boox Budget: ! ¥o.| % | Rank
1. Reference books To meet needs of school {20 |37.0 | 6
2. Fewspapers and To meel needs of school » [55.6 | 5
3. Magazines To meet needs of school A |s57.8 | 3.5
&, Sapplies To meet noeds of school B |(70.5 | 2
5. Babinding To meel needs of school 35 |48 2
6. Audio-Visual mate- | $2.00-$6.00 per student 13 |24.1 | 7
rials
7. Professional mate- | $200-$800 as needed 2 |37 8
rials
8. Personnel (Salaries) | Comparable to professional N |57 | 3.5
personnel with equivalent
training

of the schools mst the standards in all of the eight sreas. Thirty-seven
per cent of the schools had sufficieat funds for reference books, and

more than half had additional budgels for newspapers and pamphlels, maga-
zines and the major item, persomnel salaries. Supplies received the best
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support when additional mooey was allocated.

Ferbapo the greatest osed which was not met by ths schoola uas
an sdequate anmal budget for the purchase of books. No attempt was made
to estisats how rapidiy the achool library collections in Horth Eastern
Oblo were becaming obsalete, but the evidence of woefully imadequate
budgeta ¥as revealing.

Talile &.39 affords an opportunity to compare the ammal alloca~
tions for bools with the amomit recommended by the standards. Only 21.9
par cant met or exreeded the £.L.A. recomuendstion. 0Oa the whole, the
local schoals tanded to show batter budgets than the city schaols although
the evidence wvas not coocimxiwe. The greatest differences ware observed
in the countiea with many ==hools, such a3 Cuyzhoga County, which wvaried
betwean 23 per cent for a eity school and 238 per cant for a local school.
In the smiller counties, smch as Geasuga, they speat only 43.2 par. cent
as much as the standards callad for in their eity achool, but displayed
great effort to meet thelr actnal needs in the local school by expanding
245 per cent of what the standards actually required.

An attenpt to show the streagth of the librery support by coun-
ties was made by ranking the counties by the percentage of the budget In
relation to the recommended standards. It became apparent that geographl-
cal location, type of school, or the sizes of school had mo discernible
aftfect, bence no table is presemied. _

The hipgh school 1litraries genorally were well organized, as shown
in Table 4.40.

Bscords, such a3 atruisition, accession and eirculation statis-
ties, wora regardad as entirely satisfactory. Mareover, regular consid-
eration was given to the physical upkeep of the book collection which '
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_ TABLE 4.9
ANNUAL BOOK BUDGETS COMPARED WITH THR NATIONAL STANDARDS, 1963
Count Typa of School Book Pudget Rocommended
: City | Local |Ex. ¥111J 196364 <* ia1a Stds.]Rank
Ashlond I $ 1,000 | 47.6 | § 2,100 |29
Ashtabula b 4 1,50 | 83.2 1,700 [13.5
Cuayaboga I 9,600 | 58.1 6,300 122
X 2,500 | 50.0 4,800 125.5
X 2,100 | 2.4 2,900 ;17
X B,200 | 0.0 7,000 ;A
1 3,20 | 23.9 13,784 (4o
X 5,600 | 62.2 9,000 |19
X 9,500 | W2 12,800 [16
b 4 3,500 |100.0 3,500 | 6.5
} 4 1,500 | 0.8 5,200 [ 37
I 3,000 | 33.3 12,000 |36
b 4 1,200 | 24.5 b,900 139
) 4 5,100 | 50.0 10,200 | 25.5
x 1.2“1 j]-o 2"“” 25'5
I 7,200 1 472.1 15,300 |30
X 3,600 1100.0 3,600 | 6.5
X 2,200 ) 40.7 5,400 |33
I 1,500 | 4.3 3,100 |20
) ¢ 5,40 |100.0 3400 | 6.5
X &.800 {150.0 2,200 3
I 2,600 1100.0 2,600 | 6.5
I 10,000 |233.0 4200 | 2
I 1,100 | ».0 2,200 |25.5
Erio b 4 2,000 | 4.5 3,100 |18
9,1& 2“6.0 3:700 1
Geanga 1.600 [ 83.2 | o0 |3
Lake 5,400 t 93.0 5,600 {11
X 5,000 {100.0 5,000 | 8.5
) 4 2,300 | 80.5 2,600 |15
Mahoning X 3,500 | 92.0 3,800 (12
x 620 | 9.6 1,25 |28
X 3,200 | 52,2 2,300 123
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TARLE 4.39--Continued

County Tyxe of School Book Budget Recommanded |
City | local IBx. Vi11. 1963-64 g8 |ALA Stds.!Rank
Modina X $1,300| 351 |[$ 3,700 |35
x 1.000 28-6 3!500 3'3
Portage ) 4 2,000 | 7.7 5,300 | 34
Rlchlmad I 3,00 | 100.0 2,300 | 6.5
e 1 5.,200 | 98.1 5400 |10
Summit I 900 | 20.0 &,500 |41
Trumboll ) 4 1,000 | 4.7 2,400 | 32
X 200 ] a8.2 3,400 113.5

Spercentage of budgel recommended by A.L.A. Ztandgrds, 1960.

was professionally classified and cataloged in 82.9 per cent aof the
sohoals, slthough wudic-visual alds were only partially cataloged in
38.9 per cent of the schools. Centrallzad facilities were reported in
exactly half of the schaols.

Practically oona of tha schools have met all of the perscanel
yoquirements spacified in the standards (Tabla %.10), however. Approxi-
mately one-half of the schools had one trained librarian for each 300
studerts (43.1 per cent) and 85.2 per cont had a fell-time professionsl
Yibrarian. Lass than half had adequate ¢lerical help, although 74 per
cent of gll the schoals had some clerical assistance. Only 27.7 per cent
had an sudio-visual coordinator, and only 3.6 per cent had an sudlo-
vimusl clerk.

. Almost all of the schools had student assistants (68.9 per cant.),
but only 11.1 per cent of them were paid for their services. More than
one-third of the achools had volunteer helpers.

Wine aspects of the library program were determined to be either
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TABLE 4.40
ORGANIZATION OF OHIO PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARIES COMPARED

WITH A.L.A. STANDARDS, 1963

Schools
Partially
A.L.A. Maat Meet
Organization Recommendation Standardg Standardsl _Total
No.| & I¥o.| £ [¥o.| £
4. A1l materials |Organized for best use| 37 | 68.5 |17 | J1.5 | 5% |100.0
B. Book collec- Professionally classi- | 43 [88.9 | 6 {11.1 | 5% |100.0
tion fied and cataloged
C. Audio-Visual Cataloged 12 |22.2| 9 |16.7 |21 | 38.9
materials
D. Records kept
1. Acquisition [Simple as possible 54 100.9 s |100.0
2. Circulation |Simple as possibla 54 100.9 54 [100.0
3. Accession Simple as possible 54 100.0 54 | 100.0
and/or shelf
1list
E. Discards Contimicus re-evalua- | 52| 96.3| 2| 3.6 5% | 99.9
tion of callection
¥. Rebinding Regular consideration | 54 [100.0 54 1100.0
G. Annual report [Statistical data col- 53198.1| 1| 1.9 | 5% [100.0
lected during the
year
E. Centralized Beeded when 3 or more | 27| 50.0 | 27 | 50.0 54 |100.0
facilities schools make up system

adequate or inadequate when compared with the standards. All libraries

rated as best the lending of materials both for home use and for long

and short-term loans. The items D, Home Loans, and E, Classroom Loans,

tied for first place (Table L.42).

The reference service, the third best service, was rated as ade-

quate by 98.2 per cent of the schools. It was anticipated that more

schools would report adequate programs of library instruction. This
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TAHIE &.41

FERSONMMEL IN SCHOOL LIERAHIES OF OHIO COMPARED WITH
A.L.A. STANDARDS, 1963

- Schools
] Moot
Perscemel Racormandation Standards|Standards | _Total
No.| % Ho.| % |%o. %
A. Librariasns 1.0 for sach 300 |26 |48.1| 28 |50.7 | 54 |98.8
) stadeats
1. Training (full- | 30 semastar hours | 45 [85.2| 8 (14.3 | 5% 100.0
time librar- library sciance
1ans)
. Ba Clerks 1.0 for each 600 | 24 | b4 4| 16 [29.6 [ 40 |74.0
h stadents
C. Audio-Visual 1.0 for each &0 |12 [22.2| 3] 5.5]15 [27.7
: CGoordinators studants
D. Aodio-Visal 1.0 for each 1,200 2| 3.6 2| 3.6
Clerks students
E. Stodent Assistants | {Bo substitute for| 42 [77.5
paid cleris). Paid
for services as 6 |11.1 43 [88.9
pages
¥. Yoluotesr Helpors | Ho substitute for | 1% 135.2 19 |35.2
trained porsonnal

_ service ranked eighth, with 33.3 per cemt of the schools expressing a

need for improvement. As was eXpectad, the least adequate service would
prove to be andio-visual mterisls and guidance in listening and viewing.

In Part IT of the present chapter certain aspects evaluated by
the principals were reviewed and were ralated to the National Standards.
In many instances, however, quantitative values were not forthecoming.

Io 1963, 54 of the high schocl principals in North Eastern Chlo



TABLE &.42
IVAULTION OF SGEXH LIBRARY PROGRAMS, 19653

Library Progras L.L.A. Bacamendation Adoquate Inadequate
. EOL ‘ HQ_- ‘

A. Library in- |Contimmous, extensive plan 3 |66.7[ 18 |33.3 | 8
struction developad by principal,
teaachars, and librarians

© B Class g Library vsed as an extension | 51 |94.4%f 3 [ 5.6 | 4.5
’ of classroon when appropriate

€. Individoal |Library is open to all stu- - | 48 [88.9) & |11.1 | 6.5

use dents and teachersa before,
. during and after the schoal
day
" D. Boms loens Library resoarces easily 5% 100.9 1.5
availabie for homa ase .
" B. Classroms | Comtimuous short and long- | 5% 100.0 1.5
loans tars Yoans of all typas of
mterizls

7. Reading Conmprebensive program~--Toint | 43 [83.9( 6 [11.1 | 6.5

guidance responsibility of teachers,
1ibrarians and parents

@, Sadio-Visual |Students guided in listesing | 78(13.0| 43 [79.6 |9

use and viening 4ol 2.4
E. Boleremco library usad as a laboratory {53 [98.2] 1] 1.9 |3
asrvice for referepce and ressarch

work by individoals and
groaps of students

I. Student Organized stodent participa- |8 [94h]| 3| 5.6 | 4.5
asslistants tion without explaitation

BService given in classroams was regarded as adequata for the
naeds of 13 per cent of the schools.

bRavenna High Schaol in Fortage County offered a contimuing pro-
gram of guided listening and viewing.
evaluated thelr libraries by using Form IIT, "4.L.A. Becommendations For
Your School Library.™ The results showed that library quarters were fron
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37 to 85.2 per cent deficlent in coe or more aspects. While 63 per cent
of the 1ibraries bad adequate storage, ounly 14.8 per cent provided
listeaing or sudio-visual rooms. Neading rooms were judged to be oaly
uﬂ.épruutnﬂ:plu. Less than half had good work rooms for technical
services, and only 20.3 per cent provided separate library office space.
Moreover, only 43.1 per cent had conference rooms. Eguipment was found
to be more satisfactory tham library quartiers, bot almost coe-third
needed more or belter quality shelving. In general, fewer than one-half
of the libraries met the Natiomal Standards for guarters and equipsent.

Ixinted Materials

In Part I of the present chapter, it was found that the average
high school had 9.2 books per pupil. The A.L.A. evaluation showed that
63 por cent of the schoals met the standards for books, and that 59.3
per cent had ext=osive pamplilet callections. Slightly more than half of
the libraries had tha three to six newspaper subscriptions recommended
by A.L.A. The weakest area of pristed materials was that of magazines.
Barely more than one-fourth (27.8 per cent) had the full quota of maga-
gines. Despite the apparent inadequacies, half of the principals were
satisfied with the periodical service.

Teachers” materials were woefully inadequate in 1963. Only 29.6
p-ruubhadun:wuth-zntol..onoutluspodnedutml.l.;.
minimun for a professional collection, and less than one-fourth of the
schools had 25-50 professional magarines. Apparently, schools in North
Eastern Ohio neglected the entire range of teachers® materials. It was
fortunate that so many principals rated the callections, but the real
pood is for the administrators to examine and compare the services where

collections are well-selected and used wisely.



Pudeet
It was observed that schools did not generally allocate separate

funds for library items such as reference books, newspapers and pamphlets,
magazines, supplies, rebinding, newer media, and professiomal materials
for teachers. The major item of salary, bowever, was usually handled
apart from the library budget. The present study sought the specific
amounts assigoned to each itea. The schools were found, for the most
part (70.4 per cent) to have sufficient sapply budgets, but only 3.7 per
cent had funds earmarked for teachers' materials. This was obviously a
logical explanation for the large perceatage of teachers &w used the
public library. Less than one-fourth of the schools had adequate funds
for audio-visual materials, magazines, newspapers and pamghlets. The
amounts reported were slighlly more than half the amount recommended by
the standards.

The report that over 40 per cent of the schools failed to match
the salary paid librarians with that of other faculty mesbers may help
to explain why more librarians are not emiloyed in Ohio schools. While
ﬁjprmtofthlibmdaamthoukm.onJJZ?promtcrthls
schoals met or surpassed the recommended anmal budget for books in 1363.
Quits poc?i.bl:, many libraries with sizable collections were working in
crowded quarters which would not accomsodate more materials, or that
peeded funds were allocated for other purposes or were not availatle.
Bo particular area in North Eastern Ohio was generally beller supported
than any other, although 78 per cent spest less for books than the stand-
ards recommended.

The principals of 5% schools had been able to provide more library

personnel than the schools had generally bad. Approxisately one-half of
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this selected group had one trainad 1ibrarimn for each 200 students
(Table 4.2}, but 1n the larger group only cne cut of each 13 schools
fulfilled that specification {Table 4.19). Lass than 45 par ceat had
the minlmn clerical help recommndsd. '

Otio's best service in 1963, as recomended by the standards,
was the svallability of materials for home leans and classroom logns.
However, library hours very definitely needed to be extended. Eaference
" service was 98.2 per cent adequate according to the evelustions, althouzh
in some schools the students failed to find all of their assigned mate-
rials in the achool library. S

It might be gensralized that between cneethird and one-half of
tha libraries in the Borth Eastern Ohio schools afforded wery good ser-
vice, and a few wore outstanding, but the state a3 a whole had not made
any noticeshle headway between 1956 and 196) toward meeting natiomsl

. b T i in
_ It will be recalled that 60 additional high aschools were chosan

for a spacial 1rventory of their library services in Decanber, 1963. Nooa '
bad reported previously inasmuch as the malling list which was wsed in
October, 1963, included only ten schocls established since 1956, the year
that the present study began. Uata on the newer hipgh school, libraries
were obtained through Form IV, mailed fo 60 sckools not previously sur-
veyed in the current study. The greatest growth in new high schools oc-
curred in Cuyahoga County, where 28.) per cent of the December quastion-
naires (Fora IV)! were oirculated (Table %.43). Sumit County had 18.3

ll.eopyor Form IV and the 1list of responding schools may be
found in Appendix G.
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TABLE k.43

LIBRARY SERVICES IN 30 NEW PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS IN OPERATION
SIX YBARS OR LESS

1% o K
Responses
Comnty | Xatled J%S J-SHS Total | City cal
h' ’ uo ’ so- ’ No. ’ No. _’ Nﬂ- ‘

Ashland s I [
Ashtabula 1| 1.7 12| 6.3 1| 3.3 1] 7
Cuyahoga 17 [ 28.3] 5 | .3 2| 1.3 7 | 23.3 7 | 83.8
Erie 2| 3.3 1| 7.1/ 1] 3.3 1| 7.1
Geauga 2| 3.3 1) =11 3.3 1| 71
Lake 5| 8.3 2 |12.5 1| 7.1/ 3 |10.0] 3 | 18.8
Loraln 4 6.7| 2 | 12.5 2 6.71 1 6.3 1 7.1
Mahoning 4| 6.7{ 2 |12.5 1| 7.1] 3 {10.0] 1 | 6.3 2 | 14.3
Medina 2| 331 6.3 1| 7.1/ 2| 6.701| 6.3 2| 71
Portage 4| 6.7 213 2| 6.7 2 | 143
Richland 1| 1.7 1| 231 3.3 1|71
Summit 11 |18.3] 3 |18.9) 2 | 14.3! 5 |16.7] 3 | 18.8] 2 | 14.3
Trumbull 6 |10.0 2 13l 2| 6.2 2 |14.3

Total | 60 [100.0116 [100.312% | 99.8{3% loo.o0{16 l100.3|14 | 99.8

per cent of the sixty new schools contacted. The proportionate growth
of junior high schools was evident by the responses froam 16 junior high
schools and 1% junior-senior high schools; exactly half of the total
surveyed.

All of the counties except Ashland are represented in the follow-
ing report on the newer schools (Table U.l4). The sevea schools in Cuya-
hoga County are city schools. All but eight of the 30 schools, or 73.2
per cent, reported enrollments between 400-999 students, although one in
Cuyahoga and one in Lorailn County had between 2,000 and 2,999 students.

¥o very small schools were found.
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That fextor whiclh appeated to identify ths schools with better
" ‘1ibrary service was that of use by the students and teachers. Tabls 4.45
shows that one-halfl of the schoola served more than 85 psr cant of the
students and 65 par cent of the teachers thruugh the school library.

UELE b5

ELTENT OF USE OF PUELIC HIGH SCHOOL LYBRARIES
I 0 NEW SCHOOLS, 1953

Per Cent of Sehs Per Cant of Schoola

Student. Use Bo. % Teacher Usae ¥o. %
1o 8 26.7 100% s 20.0
90-99 5 16.7 90-99 3 10.0
8059 3 10.0 80-89 1 33
70-79 6 20.0 70-79 5 16.7
5063 2 6.7 60-59 1 3.3
50-53 1 3.3 50-59 é 20.0
4059 %9 2 6.7
0.9 1 3.3 n- 2 6.7
20-29 5 13.3 20=29 3 3.3
10-19 1 3.3
Total ) 100.0 Total _ 30 100.0

¥hen the achocls were ranked by size, only ooe reported that all studants
~ used the 1ibrary. It was concluded that no important ralationship ex-
isted betwoen =ize and the sxtent of use of library services among these
nswer schools.

In ordexr to stady the availability of library materials, the
schools wore arranged according to the hours per week they were open
(Table 4.46). Lkmong those reporting 100 per cent student use, 56.7 per
cent were open forty or more hours par wsek and ons-third more were open
from 35 to 39 hours per week. In a1l of the Iibraries where teachers
made full use of the facilities, the school library was opem st least 35
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TAHLE &.46
HOURS OF LIBRARY SERVICE AVAILASIE IN THE 0 NEW
HIGH SCHOOLS, 1963
| Eeported 100 Per Cent Use by
per H?::n ] Stadents Teachers

b ] ¥o. b1 _No. £
5o-his 17 56.7 > | 62.5 & 66.7
B 10 33.3 3 37.5 2 33.3
0-% 1 3.3
25-29 1 3.3
20-24
15-19 1 3.3
Total 30 99.9 B 100.0 6 100.0

hours a week. Availability, therefore, seemed to influence the use of
school library services.

In the eight schools that reported the greatest use, five prin-
cipals specified that their book collection was inadequate, and the
others indicated that it was improving; it would appear that time is an
important aspect in bringing new schools up to standard since all edu-
cational areas need to be developed. Ohio"s guide for secondary school
libraries recognized the need for developmestal stages in the attaloment
of the standards.!

The reported use by students seemed to be unrelated to the book
or magasine collections. The mean for the eight achools reporting the
best use was 33.8 magazines, contrasted with 55.9 per school among the

remaining 22 schools.
Lﬁng the newer schools, 76.6 per ceat had at least one profes-

lghio State Department of Education, Ghlo Guide for Secondary
School Libraries, gop. cit., p. 1.
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sional librarian (Table A.47). A1 schools that employed a litrarian
with less than the required training elsoc employed a clerik. The grestest

S TARE 5.47
. ' LIBRANY PERSUNMEL IN Y0 NE¢ EiGH SCHOOCS, 1963

Al 100_FPer Cent. Use by
Persornel Conplemmt
|_Schools § Studenta | Teachers
_ Wo. | % 1Mo | £ |MNo. | %

Trained librarian and clerk 10 53.3¢ 3 | 37.5] 2 | 3.3
Trainad librarian without clerk 13 43.3; 3 - Y 16.7_

. Gopbined 23 1266l 6 {750l 3] 0.0

Untreinesd librarian and elerk 7 23.31 2 25.05 3 0.0

Total 3 1 99.91 8 Jloc.01 6 _1100.0

pamber of tha new schools (43.3 per cent) afforded the sarvices of a
professtonal librariam, but without clerical assistance, whereas coe-
tuﬂdthhadbthlmfwﬁ.m]lrmwmmdadeﬂc.
Ouly tas schools employed the equivalent of oue librarian for each 300
stodntis. nummtmmmmmmw
itssbldeutaﬂnruapluraaﬂnnalnbrarunmnnﬂahlo.buttb
tmua@dwmmlmwmlhwummfanmtmmd
librarian. Tt seemod mmsual for one school to yeport 100 per ceot use
%y its teachers and only 33 per cent by its students. Tn that school an
wntrained Jibrarian was in charge. _

Eightesu of the %0 schools reported cooperation with patlic 1i-
braries. ﬂnpmnhgeorem]lmntmngpuhlicnhmﬁesm
from & to 50 per cent, with 23.7 per cent as the nean. One wonders 1f
thanmrsdzmlswmdependmgupmoutsidasenimenmghtocmpen-
aate for their new, and, therefore, less adsquate facilitles.

mdptﬂ.guresuamnaxtsmﬂadinmhtimto student use. The
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Lighest flgure reported for librury meeds, eaxluding perscamsl, for
1963-1964, was $3,00). Among the schwols reporting the best student use
the amcunt varied from $550 to $5,000, with a mean of $3,030. The
largest mchool among the eight reparting best use allocated $5,000
sheroas the school spending $3,000 kaudi only 90 students.

The newer schools were not pemrally accepting the materiala-
esuter concept, according to the reperts. The majority preferred a
w&prtmntforhanﬂingﬁlmmtnpaandotmm,m
ouly five of the sohools (16.7 per emt) indexad such matarials in the

S _ . .

Thirtoem achocls (43.3 per emt) recelved help with technical
sarvices froa the pablic library or ansther catside source, s seven
.chmmmwﬁmmmmaum
the classification and cataloging of mzterials. Seveaty per cent of the
_mrmmdtmtmmm.mokmmogmmmtam

' qualified thelr responses. Tt seemed spparent that some of the schools

| gelt that the book catalog wlght regliace the book meetings which provide
" an ty for discussion of muterisls. Others ight mot wmant to be
" yastricted to titles in a catalog.
ﬂBpmgramsofliburrimﬁ.onintInmrsenmbm

* ot moch different from those in itk older schools, althonph consideraklea

antbosiasm was diminmorthem.
Mrmpareentorthemschmlsraportedanaﬁaquatem-
gran of library instruction, butmwthmghtitmmnmbemof
. maximoa quality. :
o Mhen the principals offersd their persenal opinicos relative to

thelr sccompllshments, many of them moted their offorts to scquire
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adequate funds as the zajor stap toward improvement of their libraries.
maprlnqipnlvouldorbondthphmrs. snother would mske the ldibrary
. more saccessihle, still enothar would delegate greater freedom to the
head 1ibrarian.

Sevarsl principals were proud of the acquisition of additional
staff and the increases in profesxional reference maltarials. It soemad
obvicas that tho librariens and principals were working toward cocowon
aducational goals and agreed on greater cooporation between libraries to
sphance gse by the students. Although scme cited the risk of lasing

. local eontrol, and athers specified cooparation only within their own

district, the principals generally offered recamsendations for imple-
mating greater 1ibrary cooparatlon. Among ths soggestions were those
faor coatimed confarences and workshops between school and public librar-
3es, visitation to sse the services other libraries might pravide, & com-
mittee composed of members of the school board, the superintendemt, haad
of the 1ibrary, trustees and teachers created to pramote the use of all
library pervices, and to appoint a library coordinator for the achool
district.

Principals who had recently faced problems of building construc-
tion ware askad for recommendations relative ta the schoal library. In
response, the administrators adviseds {1) providing for optimm eoamn-
1sation between school personnel and the architects; {2} planning for a
ground-level library to be opan at times other than school hours;

(3) baving the librarian help with plamming the library quarters; employ-
ing a professional librarian one year tafore the 1ibrary opens to arrange
for its services; (i) providing adequate storzge space, lighting and
yentllation; {5) establishing a bodget scaled to A.L.d. Standsrds;
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(6) planning for individual seating with no tables for groups; (7) making
the library large enough to accommodate future enrollments; and (8) pro-
viding a materials center with adequate staff.

The school men named five services which they believed were best
in their libraries (Table 4.48).

TAELE 4.48

LIBRARY SERVICES MOST NEEDED IN THE 30 NEW SCHOOLS,
ACCORDING TO THE PRINCIPALS, 1963

Service Fo. £ Rank
MR w—d b b
Enrichment of curriculum 5 16.7 | 2
Reading-guidance materials. & 13.31 3
Center for learing 2 6.7 &
Library instruction 1 331 5

Malding books and related materials readily accessible for reading,
research and reference was specified by 53.3 par cent. Materials for the
enrichment of the curriculum, and reading guidance, ranked second and
third. Some wanted thelr libraries to become real "centers for learming,®™
and, surprising as it may seem, library instruction rated last with 3.3
per ceat of the newer schools claiming instruction in library to be the
best service afforded.

Summary
In Part III of the present chapter, the 1963 data dealt with
generalized information, as well as conditions indigenous to new librar-

jes. It was observed that schools tended to be larger and that additional
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sohools were provided in every county in North Eastern Ohio stnoe 1956.
A1l but oo county provided data relatlive to new sshool libraries.

The uyas of the libiery by students in new schools was 10 per cent
greater than that reported in schools in 1363, but fewer of the new
school librarles served all of thelr tsachers. It should fallow that
matarials for the students were stocked before the 1ibrary opensd, but
teachars’ needs apparently were nelther plannsd nor provided. Undoubtedly,
the bours of service iaflusnced teacher participation ipasmmch as the
bast teacher use was reported by school libraries open at least 35 hours
por wook. One-third of the now schools had a trained librarian snd 2
elerical sssistant.

Matoriels couters te handle all of the media of instruction were
not genarally provided in the new schools. Seventy per cent were lmter-
estod in having book catalogs.

Probably the most important contribution of the survey of oew
sohools was the 1ist of recommendations for estalilishing the library in
pow baildings., Two cutstanding recormendations were frequently hoteds
to hire a competent, trained librarian to arrange for the lihrary set-
ﬂmualiinadvanmofthaﬂmtdayafachool, end to provide an ade-
quate bedget.

In conclusion, it may be noted that ona-third of the principals
actually completed thorough evalnations of their school libraries accord-
ing to the A.L.A. Standards. With varying degrees of success, lihraries
wope found to be working toward ths national standards with respact to
tadget, personnel, booxs and certaln other printed meterizls, but less
than one-third met most of the recommsndaticns. Space was 3 problem im

mary likraries.

Teachers neodad to become more deaply involwed io school library
pervices in sach ways as assisting with book selection, working with the
students in the 1ibrary, and directing students to spacific materials
which they knew ware provided.

It was concluded that the priscipals were generally wall-informed
ot library matters, and that their candid appratsals of library adaquacy
wore generally facilitated by rating them against the A.L.A. Standards.



CHAPTER ¥
COMPARISORS OF LIBRARTES IN 1956 AND 1963

Jntredyction
The present chapter compares the essential characteristics of

Ohio public high school libwaries found in the data for 1955-1956 and
1963-1964%. The comparisons may be regarded as the highlights revealed
by the data presented in Qmpters IIT and IV, Where tables seem nore
convenient they are inteoticnally brief and cumilatiwve. Detailed statis-
tics have been presented in the earlier chapters.

The general areas to be discussed are: (1) budget and materials;
(2) quarters, facilities and equipment; (3) personnel and services; and
(#) major trends in cooperation and communications. FBoth differences
and similarities are noted.

Budget and Materials

In 1956, schoal lidwaries which spent as much as $1.50 per pupil
for books and their maintemance could be reasonahly sure that the stu-
dents and teachers were provided with the most laportant new materials.
The Ohio State Department of Education and the A.L.A. supported that
viewpoint, and most of the libraries were easily meeting the standards.
In 1956, almost three-fourths of the schools enrclled between 100 and
1,000 students and the majority of them allocated from $500 to $2,000 to
the library, principally for books and magazines. Per-pupil expenditures
in Ohio ranged from $1.16 to $3.44 and the most favorable per-capita

21h
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budgets were found in the ssaller schools. The lowsst book budgets were
in schools with 1,000-1,999 stadeats. It was falt that the latter group
had older, betler-stocked librariss, snd quite pessihly lacked space for
larger collections.

W1§63.tb1mn-up-u;wmm¢tm
requiremsnts. The standards raised ithe recommended minimm expenditures
from $1.50 per pupil to $#4.00 to $6.00 per studest in order to offset
the higher cost of books and mazazioes and to immowe services. Addi-
tional funds for reference and aadio-visual materials, as well as $200
to $800 more per year for professional materials for the faculty, were
alsc recommended.

The principals® reports showed that 21.9 per cent of the schools
mot or surpassed the book budget recomssnded for wery good library pro-
grams in 1963 (Tatle 5.1). In that year, the needs ranged from $1,250
to $15,%00 for books, and actual disbursesents rusged from $300 to

TAHE 5.1

BOOK BUDGETS OF OHIO PUSLIC HIGH SCHDOL LIBBAHIES
COMPABED WITH A.1-A. STANDARIS, 1555 4XD 1963

Equaled 50-99 per cent of the recos- Ly 2.0 | 19 56.3
mendations

Equaled 30-#) per cent of the recoa- 10 244
mandations

Lass than 30 per cent of the recom- 3 7:3
mandations

Total 119 100.0 | 41 29:9
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$10,000. In 1956, 63 per cent of the sdisaly in Ohlo wxcewdsd the stand-
ard yecommendation for bock budgets in cmtrast to 7.3 per cect in 1763,
T highest budget figure for 138¥ mxreedsd the recoomendstions

by §5,800, while the poorest runking bufiget was oily $3,600 short of the
A.L.A. standards. The 1956 expenditures ware amall in comtrsst to those
of 1963-196%, 3ome achocls spent as mudh as §5,500 for prizted materials,
ubhils otbers allocatad as 1ittle as $350. )

. The 1963 murvey of budgets solirtitmd information on separate iteas

asoally groupsd by the achool men lnto a geeralized llbrary budget-
Bookn, periodicals, pamphlets, newspapers, reference tcols amd the newer
modin wore treated as components of the Pudget which, altogethar, totalad
consideratily more than $4.00-$6.00 per sbmimat. It was difficenlt, how-
over, to assemble meeningfi]l figures beravwe the principals, for the
most. part, had pot recorded expenditures im sefficient detsil, either
becyuse they had not recognized the advasiages of discreta budgeting or
becanss the over-gll budget was gemardlly Inadaquate for printed mate-
ridls alooe. ' _ |
Schools have been subjacted to afifftiensl pressures for financlal
support of their libraries corresponding o the growth ol the coxxmlty
and the stadent body. Since 1956, 14 par cant of the achoals had 20-29
por cent more students than they had im 1356, and over two-thirds of all
of the schoals reported enrollmant ipcressms. Nearly 1D par cant aXperi-
anced spoctacular increases of 100-124% e cent, even 1n achnols astab-
1ished bafore 1956. Eeeping pace with prowth, attalining higher standards,
and providing a wealth of newar media fur the instructlonal materials
ceater were perhaps the outstanding edussiionsl chuallenges of the *sizties.
" School librarians reported 1imited use of certain audio-visaal
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materials in 1956, but ths librarians had not evinced mach initiative in
doviwing workable plans for integrating the verious materials for the
convenisnce of tsachers and students. Such a plan wogld have imvalved
the cooperation of administrators and andio-visual coordinators.

' In 1963, only 7 per cent of the responding schoals regarded the
library &5 the cantar for sll materials of instruction. Interviews with
librarians and principals, however, revealed an Interest in the subject,
and a cancern that their owm particular tuilding either did not lend 1t-
self to sgch a plan or that it would be a mistake to disrupt thelr pro-
gressive, but distinot, asdio-wisual program. One school noted that tha
board of sducation had appolated an avdio-visual coordimtor as well as
a lihrary coordinator, for the district schools and that the budget did
not provide for greater cogts. Although the advantages of unificytion
ware accepted, it scemed feasible cnly through the cooperation of the co-
ardinators. Besponsibllity and authority, howover, wmoald need Lo ba
elaarly dafived and mitwally acceptable. '

Tha data further revealed that although B4.5 per cent of the
schools had separata audlo-visual departments in 1963, 15.5 per cent had
the matarials indexed in the library, and 40.8 per ceot reported that
sudio-visual materials were loczted near the library (Talle 5.2).

It was oot only evidesat that many 1ibraries neadad more substan-
tia) budzets than many of the schools prowided, but slso that the growth
of audio-vwisaal services had at lesst kept pace with the growth of the
lbraries. The burden of greater costs were not as pondercus as it '
might ba expected, however, because separate budgets had already been ap-
propriated far aodio-visual persomnsl, equipmént and materials, although
they had not besn consolidated in an instructional materials ceatef.



TARLE 5.2
TEE LIBRARY AND AUDIO-VISUAL SERVICES, 1956 AND 1363
—Suryey
Bo. | 48 |y, | 4b

Separats sudio-visual department 16 3.6 60 &h.5
Library clrculates all or part of 90 2.5l 11 15.5

sdio~visual materials
Ubrary materials centers 5 7.0
Schools preferred concentration of all, h2 9.4 27 8.0

media in the library
Audio-yisual materials located near 29 .8
-%he library

SParcentages basad upon 433. .

: bPercent.agea based opon 7l. _ .

In 1956, nearly all of tha schools met the current requiremants
for books, and all buai 19.5 per cent had snoccgh magazines, according to
the post-~war A.L.A. standards. It is interesting to note, however, that
ths subsequent rovision of the standards was 50 marbed as to make tha
1956 statistics practically incomparable with those of 1963. While 15-25
magazions was the mumber generally neednd in 1356, 70 to 125 were advo-
cated by 1963. Table 5.3 shows the percentage of schools that met the
rospactive A.L.A. specifications for the years 1956 and 1963.

rters, Facllities and
Following 1955, the physical facilities for school libraries
were improved, although only alightly more than half of the principale
falt that their 1lbrary reading roons were adequate (Table 5.4). Storage
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TAHLE 5.3

AIBGUACY OF PRINTED MATERTALS IN OAXO HIGH SCHOOL
LIERAKIRS, 1956 AND 1963

Printed Materials 12 1963

No. £ No. ;]
Boals s | 9h3 ¥ | 63.0
Periodicals ' W | 7.5 15 | 27.8

TAELE 5.4
PEYSICAL FACTLTTIES TN OHIO HIGH SCHOOL LIBRARTES
1956 AND 1963
}—_Adequate Facilitjes
&spect, | !9,‘19 Z no.bm@_j
Adequats reading rooms 205 | 46.7 » | 55.6

Storage ares 125 A2.h * 63.9
Markroom o 162 | 3%.9 | 23 | w25
Taliles gnd chairs 26 | 7N 4 | 83.3
Card catalog ol 32 | 9.3 4 | 8s.2
Yertical file{s) and other no 70.4 ] 83.3

—Sguipment
R ®Byeex} upon 439 responsas.
bhﬂdupon?lmaponsas-

wimundinmmthnzoparcentortheubnﬂesandmmtm. |
was generally falt to be more suitaltle. Slightly fewer libraries reported
satisfactory card catalogs im 1963. This may hawve resultied from divlding
the book eollactions for separate junlor and senlor high schools, and by

tha rapid iaflux of new entries.
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One of eight general improvements reported by 23.9 per cent of
the principals in 1962-1963 was the addition of space for the school 1i-
brary. It was notable, however, that unfavorable facilities and equip-
ment were cited by 50.7 per cent of the principals of North Eastern Ohlo
43 a major reason why thelr libraries were rated as inadequate. Although
more than 70 new schools had opened in North Bastern Ohlo since 1956,
the majority of libraries werw not enlarged in keeping with the growth
of the schoals. Moreover, many were reported to be inadequate in 1956.

Schools experienced an increase in needed hours of service, and
in 1963 it was found that 38.5 per cent of the principals stipulated the
need for summer library hours, and 23.1 per cent reported that night
classes required library services.

Among the new achools, 56.7 per cent afforded library service
40-4+ hours a week, while in the othar schools, more than 25 per cent
were open between ¥1 and 49 hours weekly in 1963. In 1956, only 60.1
per cent of the libraries were open before or after school and less than
two-thirds (56.9 per cent) offered service every period of the school day.

There was also evidence of a greater dependence upon libraries
in 1963, than in 1956, and 36.6 per ceat of the principals felt that the
school library hours should be extended to make more curriculum-related
materials accessible during the evenings and on Saturdays. In 1963,

" 88.9 per cent of the libraries were open to all students and teachers
before, during, and after the regular school day.

Personnel and Services
Probably the most significant part of the 1956 study was con-
cerned with the effect of the library staff on the quality of its ser-
vices. It will be recalled that librarians rated the services offered,
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and that & series of tables showed thai tha best services were afforded

in schools vhich eaglozed both professional and clerical library steff.
Sumsary Tsble 5.5 coopares the sversge ratlngs. 7The pext-bast services

’_, '. . ‘._ .. . TAHIE 5.5
: OF O0 HIGH SCEOME LIBAARIES RATED BT
FRDICIFALS, 1956

Summary Retinga®

e

Servioe Total
Average

B C D_|Rating |Rank
Y Ipstrecting in woe of library ; 1.40 }1.26 {1.09 j1.00{ 1.10 |1

II Promoting worthy use of 1.06 (0.7 [1.00 |0.60 | 0.9% | &
leisure time )

I Halping enrich the carricnlws | 1.35 1.03 (1.00 0.7 | 0.93
IV Cantralicing instructional 1.03 | 0.87 1 0.67 {0.90 | 0.91
¥ Cooperating with inservice 1.42 11.21 [1.00 [1.05 | 1.04 2
training of {eachers

VI Cooperating with proswotion of | 1.26 {1.11 [1.00 [0.85 | 0.98 3
. the school program

" ¥IT Sharing in the cultural 1ife |1.10 |0.69 |1.31 lo.55 { 0.82 | 7
of the comwunity

Total 1.2 11.00 10.99 10.82 | 0.96

%), Ratings for schools staffed by professional and clerical per-
samnel; B, Ratings for schools siaffed by professional librarian, but
withoat clerical hlep; C©, Ratings for schools with a sub-professzional

-~ librarian and clerk; D, Fatings for schools with a sub-professional lia
brarian and without a clerk. )

were found in schwols with professional leadership bot without library

clerks. Sub-professtomal Iibrarians, lacking a degree in Mbrary science,

" but assisted by ¢lerical personnsl, scored third best, and the lezat

satiafactory programs were observed where sub-professlonal librarians |



worked alona, or coly with the aid of student assistants.

To facilitate compariscas, the tabls also racks the services as
they wers parformed by all of the Ohio schools in 1956. Tha bust service
affordad by the school litweries was I, library instruction, while '
swueavn,smringummtummeofmmty. received the
fowest votas and, therefore, ranieod seveoth.

The idoutical roster of services was not stadied in 1963, but it
1o interesting to note the change in emphasis during the eight-year

period. Moo services conxideiwd most important by the A.l.A. were

rated by 5% principals who 180 checksd the supplsssatary portion of the

' 2963 survey which evaluated their litwraries according to A.I.4. Standards.

1ibrary instruction renked eipghth, and Home loans znd Classroom loans
shared first place (1.5). (The detailed evaluation may be found fn
Chapter IV, Teble 4.42.) '
_ Raference morvice was the third best service in 1563, and the
Aihrary used as an "sxtension of the clasaroom™ as wall as “organised
student participation™ tied for the ramk of 4.5. Both “irdividnal nse™
and “reading guldance®™ were more popolar than "ithrary instruction.™
The fact that “audio-visml ne™ fell to the bottom of the 1ist uas
farthar svidance that (hio achoals ware not enjoying the benefits of a

& .. complate materials cemtar. The apparent changa in irterest and service

satisfaction botsmen 1756 and 196) suggests that library services in
(hio should be eviluated more frequently in ordar to keep zhteast of
thanging educational needs and developments. _
S The attempt to compare 1963 library persommel with that of 1956
" pevesled a notable increase in the percentage of trained librarians
{(Teble 5.6). Whils 22.3 par cent of the schools had full-time professional



TR 5.6

PROFESSIOMAL LIBRANIANS TN QHID EICA SCHOCKS
19556 AMD 1963
Schocls with Pull-Time Staff
T with 'l.i‘t:rg legmas
Bo. y |
1956 98 2.3
1963 ) 82.2

ibrarians in 1956, 82.2 par cent had them in 1363. The latter percent.
age was schiwsved by tha combined reports froo established and new achools.
The scoompanying veduction of sub-professiomal librarians simee 1956 suge
gested certain observations. Edacators seemad Lapressed by the need for
trained librarians, and ondoobtedly many of the sub-professicmal iibrar-
ms-umomouragodtoeamadagman:i;ruyacim. R’ s pot
Iikely that over half of those emplayed in 1955 ware actually replaced.
It is more likely that many improved their status by conplsting a progras
of gradoate atgdy. ' -

_ Although elerical assistance was avallable in 1353, the shortage
rermined very acute. Only 33,4 per cant of the principels reported
clarical library forces that were op to the staodards (Tatle 5.7), #l-
though the improvement since 1356 exceeded 150 per cent.

- Principsls in Cuyahoga, Gommpa, and Yadina counties eited their
shortage of perseansl as an imadeguacy in i963. In fact, 21 per cent of
the schools in North Eastarn Ohio plamoed to improve thelr Jibraries by
sdding staff, of which 7 per ceat was clerical. Moreover, 0.3 per cent
of the principale reported that the equivalent of more than ana full-tima
1ibrarian was needad, wnlle neariy 20 per cent thought that one librarizn
would be adequate. In 1963, M4 par cont of the schools ad sufficlent



TAHIE 5.7
LIBEARY PERSONNEL IN 1956 AND 1963

Position 1
% | % ¥o. £
Librarian 263 | s.9 86 | 852
Clerk I 60 | 13.7 2% | Wb

elerical staff, according to the principals; but 55.6 per cent dld not,
Morecover, two-thlrds of the new schools were without any clerical asaist-
apoe. Xt was obssrved that tha standards, based gpon the midpoints of
sach enroliment group, showed an average nsed of 5.2 librarisns and 2.9
clerks per school. In 1963, only 8.5 per cent of the schools eaployed
the squivaleat of one full-time librarian for sach )00 studemts. Many of
the library stalfs were very imadequatas althouzh great improvesant had

" taken place slnce 1956. In fact, 85.2 por cent of all of the schools had
attainad the A.L.A. gtandards for trained personnel, wlthough lexs than
half wet the standards for clerical staff.

Oune of the main values of the present study was the large amount

of comparative data which make 1t poszihle to identify the areas of weak-

' pese or strength in the libraries in 1963. It may be said that a llbrary
1s as adequate a3 ils services and that the quality of service controls

| the extent of its use. The sharp decline in the percentage of achools
reporting 100 per cent use by students was surprising (Table 5.8},
Dospite the many more dollars spent on the libraries in 1963, the ratio

7. of use by all of the studemts betwoen 1956 and 1363 was four-to-ona. In

1956, 4.9 per cent of the librarians reported that the entire student
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TARLE 5.8
TSR OF OHIO HIGH SCHOOL LIRRARIES BY STULENTS
1955 AND 1963
1967
Loss Scom ¥ew ’
h School. T
Use by Studants ‘-?-H—
Ho- ‘ . i NO. ‘ No. ‘

100 par cant of enrollment 285 | 649 12 [ 16.9] & 26.71 20 { 19.8
50-99 per cent of enroll- 15k | 35.1] 47 | 66.2| 18 9.9 65 | s4.4
—rh

Schools surveyed 53 |100.0] 7 70.21 30 | 29.7|10 {100.0

body wsed the 1ibrary, but in 1963 only a small fraction of the older
Ubreriss, uvauaathamermamportod 100 per cent use. However,
the mjority of school libraries in 1963 served over half of their sta-
'dmta,mumnom-mamstudmumdmpumcumror
_ wchoal asstgmenta. ' '
Schoalmnin%anminqulrthnimdﬂqudoaortheum
iex. It wax noted thst 79.6 por cent rated 'guidanceinliat.euingtnd

vlewing® as lnadequate in 1963, decording to the principals, over 11 per

eu:thadirm.!‘tioimtltburyhomduﬂngmachooldu, and more than
a third of the principals felt that additional hours wers needed boyoad
the school day. More than one-third of the schoals felt that mors Bocks
wers poeded, and 78.9 per cemt of the schools depended largaly upoa
papartacks to reinforce and supplemsnt, their 1ibrary collections.

ration and Cor cations

By 1963, most ¢f the schools had aacepted the ides of cantralized
Hbraries. Over half of the schools had arranged for asalstance from



outside sources with respact to book ardering, cataloging or repairs.
Qver 46 per ceat bad contructs with public libraries for technical
servicas.

In 1936, Service VII, Sharing 1n the eultural life of the com-
mndty, was found to be virtually noo-existent. Byt in 1963, cooperation
with the commmity was enphasized as thelr majer accozplishment by 33 per
oant of the principals.

Four areas nrcoopemtimmdnﬁ.nedwthnhighschml prinoi-~
pels in the present study: (1) closer cooperation between the l.i.hmry.
and the PTA; (2) cooperative group meetings to define meads; (3) inter-
change of library persomnel between school and puhlie lMbraries; and
() matl service with distant libraries. Betghborhood conferences,
citizans' library comuittees, labor and clvic groups had helped many
schoola. Speclal levies, migazine drives, visitation of outside 1ibrare
les, and open house were reported as effective davices. Encouraging
teachars to nse the schoal library, and more comprehensive and contim-
log programs of library instruction for studeuts also helped to lmprove
cammunication and cooperation.

It was ﬁgniticmtthat&haparcantuft.haprmclpalam
mendod cooperative lbrary services. Ona newer service which would be
aocceptable to 57.7 per ceat of the schools, if it were available, was g
book catalog of current publications annctated znd evaluated for student
uss. Begular issues would assist independent schools with their book
salection and processing and would be ussful shen preparing interloan
roquests. '
| '.' | A better climate for the exchange of information and assistance
among libraries appeared in the "sixtles. Tt was felt, however, that - _
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leadership for implemanting greater cooperation probebly must rest with
a oantrel sgthority, such as a state coordinator of schosl libraries.,

| Semary

The high schood llbraries of (hio expesrianced impressive changes
since 1956. Second ouly to the unprecedented growth in school population
was the timely revision of the A.L.A. Standards for School Idbrary Pro~
" gramg in 1960, and ite far-resching influence on aduinistrators, librare
dsns, and citizens. Without the work of the dmsrican Association of
School, Litrarias and the Hational Educatlon Aasociation, Ohio's libraries
. would not likely ba working so deliberately for better Library services.

Badgets have been incteased to four or five timeas ths amounts
allocatad in 1956; there were &2.2 par cent more trained librarians;
23.9 per cent of the schoals added more space to their libraries, and
most importantly, school administratorsz gained increased awareness of
the importancse of the library in the over-all schocl program. A whole-
soms attitude of concern, a willingnsss to eviluate curremt mothods, and
1o ¢ooperate with others in inprovwing services becams apparent. i
_ Batween 1956 and 1963, the needs of the libraries were clarified.
Although the quarntity of materials and the quality of services doubtless
improved, bocks and magazines were 1n short supply, and library staft
.: servicas were below the lavel of need. Although library hours increased,
much sdditional tims was noedad. While a few schoals plonsared with the
pewer concept of an Anstructicmal materials center, the greatest need
was for a closer coordination of materials and services which would

snhance instruction. -



CHAPTER VI f

o et j
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i

e Study

Tha purposes of the present Ohio ktgh school library study,
which spanned the achodl years 19551956 and 1963-1964, ware threefolds
{1) to evaluata 1lhrary services and thmir effect upon students and
teachers; {2} to study Mbrary practices in & group of salected schools,
in sn atteapt to jidantify conditions which made certaln library prograns
_ more sffective; and {3} to male recommandgtions dosigned to foster ime

4 checklist guestiomaire (Form I) was mitled to 1,138 puhltie
high schools in May, 1956, and the replies from 439 librarians in thoss
' schools supplied the data for the first phase of the study. late in
October, 1963, a second questiomnaire uxs mailed to the principals in
149 of the schools in Worth Kastern Ohia that had respondsd in 1956.
Also included was Form ITE, which sunmarized the Matlonal Standards
{A.L.A.) for ochocl libraries and contaimed 3 form for evaluating the
l1ibraries. There wers 71 replies to the questiomnaire, and 5% evalna-
tdoas. - ;
Lthough severdl new schools wers Included in the sacond survey
in order to furnish comparative materisl, a modified questlonmaire
(Form IV) was sent to the principals of £0 additional schools that had
pot beon established in 1956. Thirty of these principals contributed
228

N R i
B . .
i
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informatics rolative Lo =it~y Lp the Yibrasy in v sclicols.

In Cnapler Il of ire pre--nt siody, eritaria desizosd to galde
the dovelopannt of mcasd’ | rravles wend discosssd, The bost set of
recommndations vere founs to e tre ALL.A. Staniirds for Seheol Lio:srz
Progra=s prepared An 1590 ty 2ty ssociulisle ieluding cohogl oony 1i-
brarians, and architocts. The Standards envizloned widoe sccepiance of
such concepts as indepsno%l siucy, leas besching, and progrommad learie

ing, and doalt with the .= of nower sodia.

De 133 Sarvey
Analysis of the itz fro: tra Onlo hizh school llorarians'
responses Lo the 1955 survey maz be sumarized in nine statenents.

1. Library intercsi iz Jorih Faslarmn Chio was found to ba greater
than in the =tale 3% 2 w=ole. More than €0 por cent of the schools zar-
wveyod in the thirtecn comnies of Forth Eastern Onlo responded to the
questloonaire in contrusi to 2.6 per cent outsids of that area. There
were also more city sciosis in Nortn EBastern Onic, and 73 per cent of
the junior high responses wome from that regzion.

2. The best scrvice ¢®fared oy Uhlo =choo! libraries, as rated by
the librarians, was "litrioy instruction™ which scored 1.10 on the point
systea wilh an avernge of 1.5 "Srarsing in the caitural life of the
comrmnity” was the waiess ef seven serviess (0.22).

The services incl-dec: I, Instructing in the use of the library
(1.10); II, Procoting weror wse of lelsure Li-e (0.9%); 1IX, Holping
enrich the curmiealem (2,570 1V, Cenfralizin: iasbructiona) materials
(0.91); V, Coopersting witz  ~service Lraining of teachers (1.04); VI, Co-

operating with Lhe proasi so of ile school prugres (0.93); and VII, &aring
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in the culturol LiYe of the coctnivy {(G.82),

3 The boest liurery fervicea wure wfforasd in librariss staffed
with a professiona) 1brarias andg & clericsl) sssistant (1.28). Those
with proefassicoal Librarbuns, bal without clerical Lelp, ranked second
{1.00). Tha pourosl worvicas were glven when son-prefessional librariong
operated Lhe ibcariées withost pald cleriecal rrxistanoa. ahwre clerks
saslsted non-professional librarians, tha ssrviess wore found Lo Do al-
most 40 pood (0.99) 28 wisre professisnal librarians bandled the entire
Program.

k. It was Foond thal 64.7 per cent of tne schocols met the minimum
standards for professional staff, out caly 13.7 per ceat met tho stand-
ard clerical rocomaendations.

Ona-fifih ef the Ohio ccuels reported coe professtonal librarian,
and & very spall ruamber {#.7 per cent) had more bhan ons.  Ona-fourth of
the library perscnnal had mo training in library sclence.

In Forth Eastern Ghlo, persormwl were more ad>qmate than in other
Ohie areas. More than one-rolf of the schodls in the formar area had
professional librarians; and onc-third slso hsd elericil assistance.

The wiian mober of studenl assistants was found to be 10.3 por
school. It was concluded thay their duties were largely clerical and
necessitaled becavse the majority of the schioets were lacking in paid
services.

5. Budgets word pereralily sdsqoate in schosls wilh professional
librariana.  The avorage prinled naterials buiget for iibrarics staffed
by professional Mibrariane al least half-tims, wvas $2.05 per pupil. The
bast budpoets were Tound in fhe smaller zchouls ($3.44 par papl 1), and

schools with 1,000-1,999 stodents had the poorest ($1.16 por papil).



23
The largest echools, with 2,000 or more, allocated $1.57 por pupll for
1library materials. HNearest to the average budret ($2.04 por puptl) were
tha schoola with enrolimants betwsen 500 and #93.

6. Two-thirds of the schools had satisfactory book collectioms, and
80 per cent mot the A.L.A. Standards for periodicas, although owly one
out of each five schoals had from 10 to 19 subseriptions as indexed in

dora’ Guido, Only one-fifth of all of the Ohio high school libearies
clrculated audio-vlsual matorials.

7- The greatest use of lihraries by students w=ws observed in the
saallar schools. The ule was in inverse proportion to Ltha ouxber of stu-
damts enrolled.

8. It was found that &0 per cent of the libraries were open hefore
and after school, although praciically none kepl evening hoars. Almost
halt (43.1 per cent} offered only pact-time service during the school day,

9. Over half of the libraries kad less readieg and reference space

than the standsrds recomwnded, and craly three-fiftns had no workrooms.

Ihe 1953 Survey
Thres sourves of data frex schools in ¥orth Zastern Ohio weng
employed in the 1943 phase of Lhe study: questiosmaires sent to the
school=s in 1956, tho self-eva’vations of ccheol lihrzries by 54 princi-
pals, and the questicnnnires sent to schools ostahlished tetween 1356
ant 1963, Nine ponoral conclusions were fortheorisz, as follows:

1. High school libraries were rated inadeqoate by osz-third of the
principals in ona or more of four aspsets: (1} mor equimant and facili-
tlas {50.7 por cont); (2} lack of bocks and related mterials (33-T per
cant); {3) shortage of personnel {Z2.5 por cenl); and (4} insufficient

funds (311.3 per cent).
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{1} Equipment and facilities: (a) Botwean 37 and 82.5 por cent
of the libraries were located in bulldings where guarters were deficient.
However, 55.6 por cont had sdoquate reading rooms, 43.1 por cent had
oonferente rooms, and 63 por cent had omple storage facilities. Only
14%.8 por cent had listening rooms. {b) By 1970, new housing would be
woedod in 19.3 par cent of tho schools; and 57.8 per ceat would noed to
mxdernize facilities and equipmunt. (o) Ona-third neaded more or batter
shalvicg.

{2) Books and related materialst (a) The average bock stock per
pupll was 9.2 valumas, (b) Paporback editions were used Lo some extent
in 78.9 por cent of the librariss. (c) Of the entire groap of libraries,
63 por ceat met the standard recommondations for beoks. (d) ¥agazine
service was found to be highly inadequate; less than a third (27.3 per
cant) of the junlor high schools, and 6 per cent of the saator high
schools =ot the A.L.A. Standards. {e) Less than one-third provided suf-
ficlent professional materials for the staff.

{3) Persomnel: (a) Principals in the 54 sslocted schools
peported wore library parsonnel than was found in the (hio sehools, gen-
erally- Ooe school in two had the squivalent of one professional librar-
jan for each 300 students in contrast to one in 1) {or ibe larger group.
{b) The awverage persoancl requiremant, basod ypon current siudent popula-
tlon, was found Lo ba 5.2 profossional librarianz and 2.9 clerks per
school. (e} Lass than half of tha libraries had safficient clerical
ataff (40,3 per cent). {4} Bight out of ten principals reported tho nead
for more than one librariaa. (e) By 1570, 21 per cent of the libraries
felt that thoy would nend larger staffs. () Over L0 por cent of the

1ibrarians failed to receive salaries equal to those pald to other
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faculty monlers with equivalent tralning.

(4) Budget: (a) With respoct to hudgets, almost one-fourth (22
per cont) of the schools ejualad or surpassed the A.L.A. stan 3, while
78 per cent spent loss than the amount recommondod. (b) Budgets for
magazlnes, newspapors and panphlets wore only half adequate. (ec) Only
3.7 por cont of the schools provided sepsrate budgets for profossional
materials. (d) Less than ome-fourth of the schoola had sufficient budrets
for sudio-visual materials.

2. Less than half of Lhe libraries (40 por cont) were open more than
M hours por wook, although 36.6 por cent of the principals recomnendod
extendod hours of serviee.

(1) The proximity of a putlic library was the reason cited by
saven out of ten principals for not extending school library hours.

3. Use of libraries by students and teachors:

(1) Only 16.9 por cent of the rosponding schools reported use of
the schiool library by all of their studeants, although the nower schools
reported 10 por ceat greater use by Lha students. (a) The majority
reparted betweon 50 and 79 per cent student use. (b) Only 5.6 per cent
of the schools thought that their studoats genorally used the pablic
1ibrary for school assigments. (c) Three-fourths of the teachers used
tha school library on oceasion, but 50.7 por cent found the publie li-
brary more satisfactory. The newur librarios served fewer tcachers than
those establizhed prior to 1356,

4. The cutstanding school library service in 1963 was that of making
avallahlo materials for hom» leans and class leans. Heforence service
was reported to bo adequate in 98.2 per gont of Lthe schools.

5. A reluctance to accopt the material s-conter concopt was evident
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inammch 83 only 7 per cent of the school libraries functioned as a
aeater Lo 1%6).

6. A majority of the princtpals (88,7 per cent) reported 1wprovs.
ments in tholr libraries during Lhe precoding year ag follows: oummnl-
gation and promotlon of services {38 per cont); ndded space (23.% per
cent); added books (1% per ceat); increased budgets {11.3 per cemt);
added personnal (11.3 por cent); added equipmont {7 per cent); increased
bours (2.3 per cent); simplified procedurss {2.8 por cent).

7. The principals sugpested five ways in which to lmprove commni-
eation between the libraries and their patrons: (1) positive working
relationship with the mblie library; (2) appropriats exhibits; {3} pro-
grams of cammnity information; (4} library instruction; and (5) teacher-
public librarian cooperntion. Approximately two-thirds (4.9 per eent)
of the principals recoxmended closer cooperation with other libraries
than had slready been aeccompl ished.

8. It was found that one-half of tho school tibrarians handlsd the
technical work of the school library, such ag ordering, ¢lassifyinza
cataloging and ropairing materials, although 45 per cent contracied for
such services throagh a public library. Moreover, 57.7 per cent c? the
older schools and 70 per cant of Lhe newer schools expressed an ittarest
in subscribing to a book catalog which would asslst in selection, relers
ence work, teanm teaching, independent study, etc.

9. Two recomrondations were emphasized by the prineipals in e
nower high schools: (1) kire a compolent, trained librarian to z=range
for the library sarvices wall in advance of tha first day of schosl; and

{2} provids for an adoquale budret.



235

1956 and 1353 Compared
Four significamt hnprovemeats were aceonplished in Chlo durkng
the sipght years covared oy the present study:

1. Quarters and egulpmienl Lecana more adoqrato in 10 per cent of
the schoola.

2. Personoel were addad, and the nombor of professiopally-trained
1ibrariens increased by 60 pac ceni. (1) An additional ona-fourth of
the schools met the A.L.h. national standards for librarians. {2) More
than an additional 30 per cent met the standards for cierical persoanal.

3. Iaterest in the library increassd as a result of cooperative
gomminity action.

4. Uibrary budgets irioled betuwoen 1955 and 1363-

Greater needs w=re indicated in 1363 than in 1956:

1. While &3 por cent of Uhio school libraries mat the national
astandards for printed materials in 1356, only 2i.9 per cent reached tho
revised standards in 1363. (1) Ons-Tourth of the schools failed te
pecoive as mich 25 one-haiil of tha sum recommended. (2) One-third more
achools wers balow the stzwiard for boois, and over 30 per cent more
fell below the miniwun pericdice] requirement since 1356,

2. library services im [J63 werv found to be leoss adeqoats than
in 1956, (1} In 1956, 64.% por cent of the school librarias served 100
por ceat of the students, 3mt by 1353, only 19.8 per cent were able to
handle the entire curollrest adogustely. (2} Two-thimds of the schoeol
1ibrarics served hotwscn 33 amd 95 mar cent of their students in 1963,
(3} Teachars genmrally profarred t*e sarvices of the public library to

those of the school library.



Throughout the study, an ale; . ate budrzel was -nted s Lhs p* Aty
need of achool Mbraries in (hip, =1t 2oy the need Zor more space was
also obvious. Kxtenston of the idza of 2 raterivis centar 0 GCosgass
sudio-visual and other ni~er media loassd as a proiscative canllens s for
school man and libmarians. Sorvices of e schoal lizraries were ool
moeting the needs of all of the school citizens. Clerical sstistance
was notably lacking. Ahout Lwo-thinis of L'e prine rals seek closer
cooperation with other Jibruries. Tt was generally fz.t thst comwizica-
tions should be improved s=ong all grouss intercsied in school library
services. For example, a nrwsletter froe the Cruo dssociation of Schwol

IAbrarians aizht apprise Ohlo principals of nower lilrary developments.

fcaticns
In view of the data presented in Lhe presest stady, it seems
reasonable to suggest thal:

1. Boards of educatioca, aspocislly in the lar er urban aress, should
promote conferences asony kuy porsoancl in toczl stoools and collepes,
gnd in public and special libraries. Consaltamts s*2.:ld bo employed to
help explore mslhods by which all litrury serviees, including ralersals,
facilities, and porsonnel, could bo rore offectively utilized for witca-
tional purposes.

2. The functions of tho library personnel sholld be axamined Lo
dafine duties and rosponsibllities end to prepure wT.tten job donerip-
tions.

3. Principals should o kepl infe==ad of library lssues ond pmac.

tices, and should Bo encourajed to evalzsto thelr o Libramas a5 2



2
oorponent part of tneir roperis Lv the State Board of Fducation.

h. Speocral studionk ®vmld e medo of the local publle and scheool
library facilitios waith the twuuwenticn of fostering cocporation and the
poaling of rescarves.

5« Principals phould assomd Lhe leadarship in adapting prosent
Yibrary facilities and porsciansl to asiablisin and oparate an effeetive
materials cooler.

&. Programs of publir intormation relative tg library services
shoald be propared by & cenfral service in ovder to sdvise taxpayers of
the statns of Lhuir schoo) Llbrary as compared with the bast Ln Ohlo.

7. The Uhio Association of School Librarians and the Ohio Edueatlon
Association shoold propars programrod witerlal on the effective use of
libzary services,

B. There shwald tw » stody of library methods whica proaote and
preserve quality practices.

4. Prorpt, concertad action should be taken to appelnt a gqualified

atate coordinator for all (no asehonl libraries.
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APPERUIX A

CHECKLIST QUESTIONNAIRE, FORM I



Rame of School
Address
Frincipal

Reporter, Title
LYBRARY SERVICES IN OHIO PUSLIC H1GH SCHOOLS

The informatlon requested lelow La necdod to oblain an overview
of school library practices ln effuct undor various conditions. This is
a study holng conductlod undor Lha spor Fordnl of Dr. C. B. Allen, Profes-
sor of Education at Wostern Heswrwo Univorsity. Will you please ask tho
baad of your library to assist in coupleting this form so that it may be
MWH—“ la. ly‘. bo

Thank you sincerely for your coopsration.

PART Y. BACKGROUND

I. The School's Commnity
4. Bumber earolled in grados:
1. 7 throush 3 . 2. 10 throuzh 12 .
B. Bumber using schoo! library:
1. Pupils___ . 2. Teachwrs . 3. Others

e e s

C. Approximate nuzber of square miles secved »
II. Payysical Aspocts of the Library

A. Envirommant: {Yes) (No)
1. Dmsirable location 1.
2. Pleasant atrosphere 2
3. Adequato size e o M
k. Storage B
5. Workroon L NEE—
6. Othor 6. N
B Equiprant:
1. Suitable tables and chairs 1.
2. Adequate facilities for circulation 2.
3. Card cataley 3.
b. VYertical file(s) b
5. Other B 5.
III.Stock of Library Materials
k. Books:
1. Mumbor of volumes last inveabtory, Thte
2. Bumber of textbooks included above
B. Periodicals:
1. Bunbor of current sub: crip’lon' T
2. Mumber indexsd in Redor: . > Govde .

C. Audio-Vizus! and mechanical aidus (Yos) (%o)
1. Indexed in library L R
2. Circulated by library 2.

3. Drdercd asd purchased by library 3.

D. Other

2ko
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IV. Affiliations

A. The school library borrows from other nponcloss (Yes) (%o)
1. Books are borrueed rvsularly fros eity, county
andfor state Library 1. P
2. Rvdio-¥ir:-1 sids sre borrownd repulurly
from libriries and cbhor sources 2.
3. Sprelnus are orrewed regularsy from
BUSOULS 3.
4. Other,
V. Library Staff Total Lib.
No. on Hra. per
A. Description: Staff _ Wook
1. Library degree plus baccalaurvats 1. o
2. 15 or more semmster hours of library
scienca (not including 1) 2¢ o
3. 6 or morv si=wslar hours of library
sclence (rot including 1 and 2) 3.
h. Facully meabers vith less than 6 houra
of library scicace &,
5. Clerical assistanls 5.
6. Student assistants 6.
7. Other, 7.
B. Extent of coverase:
1. At least one paid staff sembar is on duty: (Yes) (Eo)
a) Before and after classes for a
reasonable Li=n a)
B) During almast every period b) =
¢) Other (Iescrite) o
)
YI. BUIGET

A. Amount allocated, 19% hy:
1. Board of Elucation
2. City or county hibrary
B. Sizadble gifts, 1924
C. Total librury budiel i1s spproximately what per cent of the
school *s budzet

PART II. SERVICES

Key: A. Scrvice exteads bezesd our pini-wm requiremonts.

B. Sorvice rots o071 e
C. Tho nood is pros 1o, but i- .
Instructions: Pleaso check the box which bost describes each service in
your library.
Tho Library Serves Punils, Trachors and the Co-aunity brs

B C_

Y. Instrueting in Vihoary L ==-ez  arrangemont, location
and use ol all Wwws gnd farcilitios; refopunce
matorials, catalog, inioxes 1. L
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- P tine yartey yoa 6f 1) vt s prodding B C
‘ml:;a‘" ) W o ' IrrenL CYUDLE, ' ! }
econductine habiv el ) v ; . ine S F
witing visitors to sli~ulawe rw fptonvets (or | I'
lalswo tics 2. '

3 PEnpiching t' eugrirdiae  serving oo rorrienlus -
coaalttecy, Carcs CorTici-a of oliur |
eltins, holplinr watih o e araionarnt e 3.___ !

B, Contralisins in crsciteon] e L3 auaio-vizaal i
aldy, =peos- Iy 14 raed 5 a3 weil as
book3s, jariniisls sna g e N

5. Cooyerstin: v)! ez T L i t of tosohnpsl !
d.ispl"j'j-]! :,r...au'y‘ il €2 NE .18 Clursas, i 1
professional lecturun, copten. o3 and reatings, '
by directinz profcas:onal ruuiicatioas to those |} [
particularly coscon 5. |

6. Cooporalins wits ! wion € the school - ‘ .
PrOFLaNS @ucio-vis i 'r7.cus, wiitance and |
health services, rvading 1-oromeant 6., ] i

7. Stharins in the cultorstl 13 _t_ e -2 ea iyl i
nslst.hu A0 ¢iViC Projucls, €= wnsing | :
parents' reading ciubs, patliciiung cormrt..s. ; i
plays, lectores, exhibits 7-1 i

8. Others. (srite in.)

Which of the services =pecificd above do you feel is most exportly
porformad by your school library? (Flease circieons.) 123456782

Mhich of the sorvices specified is least zaliafactory in your
1ibrary? (Fleasc circle ow:.) 12345678

Has your library been evalnated during the last thres years? (Please
c¢ircle one.) Yes Mo

What plans for evalustion within the next threo yoars have you
copnsidered?

Will you pleass assist with a nore detailed chacklisl «hich will be
distributed eariy next fall to a seiceted group of high schoa's? (Please
eircle ons.) TYes Mo



APPMDLX B

SOURCES OF 195 LA%A O 11-°&%f SIS TN 0410 PURLIC
HIGH SCHOOL Ll asi=S

TAMIE ]



APPLADLX N, TA¥EE )
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Alien

Auoglalze

Butler
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]

i(t-.'t:-_-
L 37
| 93
| 272
| 6

9?
433

| 163
23
»

262

169

07

262

299

3

192

50

19
145
B15

! 83
173
hol
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2%
Wz

421
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TABLE I--Continued

Schools Survuyord

Tyno of District

Cods

Schogl Wame

City ' local

Exempled
Villare

Chaepaign
Clari

Clinton

Calamtiana

Crasford

Cayahoga

193
25

123

233
2h0
06

fugusta High
Pellroy High

Grahas Local High

George Hogers Clark Junior
High
lgyward Junior Hiph
Koifer Junior Hipgh
Hoosevelt Junior itligh
Schaefer Junior High
Springfickd Senior High
Calawba Local Hizn ‘
Bew Yoorefield High !
Possua Junior Uiph '
Sgutheastern High
Tecanseh High

Owensville High
Kilford High

Simon-Eenton Local High

East Livorpool High
Wellsrille High
United High
Ileclonia High

Conesville Rural
Kecne Local High

Bolres-Libarty Hiph
Jefferson Loeal High
Mt. Zion fligh
Whotstone High
Crestline Hlipgh

Abert Bushnell Hart High

Auduion Junior tligh

Bay Villaze Iigh

Brooidyn high

Brownell Junior High

Central Junior High

Cuartes F. Orash Mamorial
Junier High

Cloveland Trada (Wast)

I
1

P b B

M MMM
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TARE T--Continied

Schools Jurvozad

Typy of Plstoicy
County i | S pLed
l Codn | Schasl Vs City ( local Jilloge
Cuyahoga 367 | Past Teehniesl Figh I
{continuad) | 22 | Frorson Juator lUigh i

209 | T.mld Contral hirh
75| | Evelid Sontor High
155 | Frank L. Wiloy Junior High
158 | Gleaville High
81 | Garfiold Unights High
05 | Rardins High
402 | Jazes Ford ihodes High
265 | Jaha Adams High
30 l John Hay High
175 | Jota Marohall Bigh
266 | Keanard Junior High
429 | Lakewood High
Lo H.imaln High
171 ' ¥aple Beights High
| ¥ayfield High
1‘9 ' Manticello Junior High
69 | Myron T. Horrick Junior High
167 Kathan Hale Junior iish
79  Bewton D. Baker Junlor High
5 Xorth Olmsted liph
| Parma Schaaf Junior High
Parma Senior Hiph
Plu*.ant Valley Junior i'hr,h
"u:a: Henry Junier Bigh
Bndlirgs Junior Nigh
177 | | Eorxy River High
%  Roosevelt Junior Hipgh
250 HEoxtoro Junior Hirh
15‘- ver Heliphts Senlor High
107 Shszor Heights Junior ligh
I93u High
380 Steme Jundor Hipgh
47 1th High Scheol
281 | Tha=as Edison
235 | w. 8. Kirk Junior High
368 | W=. Dean Howolls Higzh
106 | Wilsan Junior iligh
35 | Brocasville Hipgh
376 l Cortioga Halgnts Hish
43 | Borth Hoyalton idgh
15) | Ol=asted Falls Towaship High
142 | O=swu High
319 ( Salon High
435 | ¥armensville Heichty High
23 | Wastlake Hiph
249 | C:=-rin Falls ilich

: ?ﬁ WL,

P s e B B D e B b B B e b e B B B B B B e B e B e B B

P b e
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TABLE I--Contlrund

County

Schools Surveyed

Typo of District

Coda

Sehool Eama

City

Local

rasmphod
LAlg,00

Dalavare

Fairfield

Fayeite

426
353
n
xz

103
236
252

11}
407
2
25

Croonville High
East Sida iHigh

Gettysbyrg Hizh
How Madison High

| Dafiance Migh
| Farmor local Bigh
| Hicksville High

I

Willis High

Elm ¥alley Local High
Olontangy High
}Sclot.o Valley iigh

' Sandusky High

Berlin local High

Huron High

Eslleys Island Local High
¥argzaretia High
Yermilion High

lancaster High

Bremasn High

Iiterty Union High
Fleasantvilla Local High

Jeffersouvillo High

Rarpett Junior Highk

Last Migh

Bastuoor Junior-Sendor High

Everett Junior High

Frankiin Junior High

Grandview Holshis High

Linden-MeBinley Junior-
Senior Hiph

Soubh High

Canal Winchoster Logal High

Lincoln Cahanna Bigh

Hadi son Incal Righ

¥arion-Franklin High

MAME UbEnWn {Columbus)
Juniar=Scoiner High

Grove Qity High

Uppar Arlinglon Hiph

Worthin-ton Hirh

L

e

Pl HHEe PO e

M MMM
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TARLE T.-Continued

T
Scheals Survesod i Typo of District
County | {Exompted
Coda School Pumo Clty Logal (Vijlaza

Fulton 248 . Ches‘erfiold-Dover High
220  Pultan loeal Bish
az i Gorl.an-layotie Eigh
3} ! Bwanton Village Local High
406 | Waaseon High I

bl b

Gallia

Geauga 31 ' Barten-Troy Bigh
160  Eenston Migh
1n ikubzry Local High
West Ga=uga High

M MMM

s |
Greena 322 :cedar CLiff Public High

Guernsey 105 i Cankrid>e Junior High I
427 | Breswille High
116 : Quaker City High

16 iﬂammn Cons.
134 | Pleasant City Local High
9 | Valley Locsl Bigh

397 [ Washington High

Ramllton 67 | Bugtws High

218 | ¥t. Sealthy Hirh

94 | Borwood Hipgh

90 | Robsct A. Taft High

172 i St. Bernard High

111 | Waskington Junier High

225 ‘Wpsiern Hills High |

T 52 |Witarow High
8 | Wyuzing Bigh

185 | Anderson High b ¢

173 | Elrwzed Flace Bigh

Lovelgnd Rivh

24 | Kadekra High

B e b
o et B

b

Hancock 391 | Finflay Senlor Biph X
300 | J.C. Donnell Junior Nizh X
76 iirrton Iligh
70 | Cory-Sawson High
425 | ¥t. Elanchard Local High

bt

Hardin 163 | Ecowon High I
32 | Petterson Cooperative Hamh I
121 | Ads Zigh ) 4




County

Barrison

Jofforson

EE

Licking

i Cotn e ol I e City

193 S=lo local Highn
273 | Cadiz High
i
02  Daxascurn Township
306 Dosaler Fubic
33  Haaler local ilish
358 Hidgeville Local Ligh
|

24  Greeafield High
3?5 Gibsonburg high

119 Berlin Local Hiph
2P0 Gler=ont. local kizn
I Killtuck High
223 Kashville High

|

373 Eellevue High 1
359 borwaik Hirch 1
318 Creemsich liigh

54  Monroeville iigh

29  Sew londan local Figh

7 Oak Hill High '

293 PErilliant Figh
102 * Jeffervon Union iigh
20 Smthficld High
277  Yorwville Lipgh

i
409 ' Bladensburg High

87 | Fasllako Junior Ei-h
256  Thocas W. Harvey Hizh
357 | Wickliffe Eigh
303 | Madison Feworial figh

62 : Perry Wigh
341 | Eentor High

o

58 ' Windisor High
'

57 Boa Sranklin High '
110 Central Hizh
254 | Bowark Sewior Hisa
101 | Woodirow Wilson Junior High
251 Klexandria High
3195 Marlinvton local fzh

Lol Rl o
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TAHLR P--Coijlin~4

! .

; 3 Y
e T o il
L e

County j Bl

Leking | W5,

(continued) 23’
! 326

!
Logan t o296

1ot A 2 sl B
!CI'u\wu- 51

| Poddr fomtass =

13 | Dirtf in

192 | Wast Lib-gis =i Kigh

20 | Srowas Loce

257 | Zanesfield Fomoce Rign
Loraio 366 | Irviny Jurues %

YA

276
04
298

e

289

| Lenpxfellos <ovae digh

125 | Lorain Eigh

Whittier Joniz= digh
Avon Hign

Avon lake Iy
Kidvicw Has)

36 | South Auberil Simn
381 ; Amherst Conl=l idigh
i\:’nl}lna.tr..': Hi=y

Cety

M

- ——

Lacas 363 | Litboy Hipn b ¢
219 | Faumee Hich I
202 | Waite gk 1 i
285 | Scoll Fvonin- Zirh I
2B2 | Whitnoy Voo ional kign I :
28k | Woodward & o ) §
Jgg Anthony W~ |
1 Clay High 1

Kahoning 337 | C.K. Camntedll ¥emorial 2 !
221 Ch'-.l.'. ¥ .i.u 7]
k2 | Bast High '

Hayes Junicr = h

Jamas Hillp== J zajor Bies
North Hiph

Princeten Jurssr dich
Hayen High

Struthors L1 =

Woodrow Wilsn High
South llarh
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187 | Borlin Corfer Tzah I
12 | Boariun b 1 I
230 | Loweddville T i i 1
387 | MeKindey T2 ! b §
201 | Po) nnid Somiroo=r Hirk 1 I
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County

Marion

Montpocery

:0::-.'3_'

255 | Taft J i

112 Prar i $ i
291 :.t:“.l'.. | N B

15 :Harion ! { ht)
65 ' Morral Jocss Vi

&% Movzer Lol bty
104 jCla.*;:.:: isgh

165 Wadeworth "ntor Eigh b 4
287 | Bruassie: 10l
3 ‘Bom:r 'oana wigh
30 lodi Lion
260 'Spencor locas Ai-h
226 Madsworth Contralized bagh
i

1
35 'Calins Punhiite Hizh I
St. John Local Firnt
1_Boek!om Panlic Linn
St. Fenry local Bign

| Prown Big’
| Tipp City hugn
|

118
27
52
2i4  Pigua Cenlral Hapd 1
127
¥

TAntinch Foeh
{Beallovilie bogr
jlewizville HIgh
|

Colori Ve ok

N
.o

By €3 §vw
o

EOS By {inrteon;

v Jumior-tontnr Clpy

| Badr-snt « I

'Falrvienw “i b X
I3 His=ltar loap 1
238 |z U s (inytond 1

{ dJuntor-S-nior iign

189 |Ger.atos s

18] delffo=son Tronnleg
21 | Fori o iz ph
156  kan'

129 ¥a "Lr fratein ik 170

239 Varics lecn: Hre
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TABLE I--Continied

; _Schools Survoyod T2 of igirict
County | I ! aosptead
SEE—— L USSR 8 ) Uity | Decal HidM1ags
Forrow 151 | Johnaville High

|

! |

Masicingus 252 | Chandlersvillo High |

186 | Rosevills High ' ‘

161 | Millo litgh i '
175 | Jafferaon Local High

26 | Doxter City local Hipgh
P34 |mmu High

PO b e

Ottava 373 ' Port Clinton Hish 1
| %23 | Danbury Towm:hip Hizh
| 3% |Harvis-Elmore Hich |
| 332 | Put-in-Bay High l

Panlding 210 | Grover Hill High
¢ 1 | Paulding Hizh - I

MO

Perry * 100 |Harrison High (Crooksville)
33 | Junction City (Jackson)
327  Thornville Firh

140 ic:'uokm:llln High

20 | New Loxington High

Pickawy 3279 Circleville Hipgh |
i 120 ' Darby Towmship Hizh i

i 335 | Juckson Loeal iligh j !

328 | Porry Township High l

i

I

(o
LR

LBl h ]

Portage 33 Moosevelt High
« N3 Havenna Local Hign
233 Aurora Hirh
| 316 'Hiram High
i 85 |Jamoa A. Garfield High
| 72 | Southoast Wigh

P e

13 : Windham High

|
Proble . 133 | Camdon High
b o35 |l1:mruo Towrnehip Local High
i 66 | wast Alexandria iizh
|
Putnan v 323  Columtvas Growve Tligh
26 | Glandorf Hizh
263 Ji.'l‘ll"l"u',‘! 1ol Hirh
333 | Kalida High

A6 1Miller Cily Hip

e O
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TARLE I--Contirngd

Courtly

Sohoals Survgod

Type of Distriat

Sehao' Nama

City

Logl |

Rlchlard

Scioio

Shelty

Sumit

DAL

202
196
146
222
1

133

John Simnson Juntor High
Jonnay Arplaescoed Junlar lidgh

Manzficld Sentor Hipgh
Ballwiile Local High
loxington Local High
Hadisen High

Chillicothe High
Twin izh
Frankfort High

Ross High

Groen Sneings Hirh
Jackson Local Kigh
Woodville Local

Porteumath High
Portesmoath Kast High
Minford Hich
Wachinztan High
Yalley Iecal High

Fostoria Jigh
Attiea Eich

0ld Fort Eirh
Scipio Farublic Bigh
Thompean Eigh
TifTin Junior Bigh

Sidney High:

Alianee Aipgh

E. Jamms Junior High
Lingoln mizh
HeFinler High
Washiroton Hizh
Canten Scoth sigh
Louisville Fublie Wipgh
Middlebranch High
Kavarre i'igh
Norihsest Local High
Onalsarg

Barik Canton Hizgh

Cantral Eigh
Korth ¥:zh
ish)and Juniaz Hirh

I
X
X

e
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M
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TAHE I--Continnod

Caunty

Schools Survesoed

Typ: of District

Senool Yat

Cods !

Sumait
(coatimuad)

Union
Yan Wert

Vinton

Warren

Washington

\ ) -somptod

203 |
124
152
224

Portare Junior 2174

South Elzh

Talleadze iizh

0. L. Wght Junior High
88 | Boston Eigh

135 | Groan High

354 | Kogadore Hizh

420 ! Stow Hign

13 IMMbLu‘( High

199  East Junisr Tish

)75 Harry B. Turwr Junior High
166 [Marrea G. Ha=d:i-s Tith
15 :Enrooi-:l‘.leld Toerzesin ilizh
405  Cortland Villa= _zh
10 | Kew fuzetta local High
153 . Vienna High

21 | Weathersfield Eiza

74 il'luhbm.rd High

194 ' Dover ligh
191 | Uhrichsville Fizn

37 ' Baltic High

227 | Tusearawas-sarw =« High
204  Wayne local fizh

&4  Borthwostern Zizh

8% | Convey-Union H:=3
292 | Hoazlin=Jackssa Sizh
117 | Willshirg ii;
211 | Wrea Villase o
176 | Van Wort High

422 | MeArthur I~
4730 |Wilton Loacal Fi=h

523
188 |

Morrow High
Lebanon ligh
122 | Low=z1ll High
71 | Orrville Hish
207 | Moustar liiph
45 | Inlton High
190 | Korsayne Hi-n
433 [Ritt=yn Hinh

L City | local Villaga
4 x I 1

N

! |

1

| |
|
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TANLE I.-Continued

Schools Swrvayed

Tyy of olrict

Setool ¥ong

]

Gity

Ioeql

wxcnplod
Villazo

Williams

Bryan Rizh
Floruvace-Edon High

Elogpmdals High

H. Piltinore High
Olnoy Hizh
Troy-luckey High
Perrysury Righ
Rossford high

Marsellies High
Salem igh
Sycamore High
Caroy High

UNKNOWE JTYIOR HIGH

b ¢

b

Bl

7y




APPERULX C

Appendix C contains four tables of data, by eounty, on public
high school library services in Unto: Table I, Ratings by 37 Profes-
sional Librarians with Clerical Assistants, of Sevea Library Services
in Public Bigh Schools in %orth Eastemm Ohio by Counties, 1956;

Table II, Ratings by 33 Professicnal Librarians withoat Clerical As-
sistants, of Seven Library Services in Public Hipgh Schwols in North
Eastern Ohlo by Counties, 1956; Table ITI, Batings by 11 Sub-Profes-
sional Librarians with Clerical Assistants, of Scven Library Services
in Publiec High Schools in Morth Eastern Ohio by County, 1956; Table IV,
Ratings by 47 Sub-Profossicnal Librarians wilhout Clerical Assistants,
of Sewven Library Sorvices in Publie High Schools in Borth Eastern Ohio
by County, 1956.

Bsorvices: 1, Instructing in use of library; 1I, Promoting
worthy use of lolsure time; ILI, Eelping onrich the curriculum;

IV, Cenlralizing instruclional materials; V, Cooprrating with inservico
training of teachers; VI, Cooperzting with the pro-ollon of the school
program; ViI, Sharing in the cultural life of Lhe comminity.

A, B, and C rate Lhe perfumance of those seven services.

A, the servico ertends beyend the miniesum roquiresents; B, service
moets mintmum noads; €, the sarvice s not offercd.

PMo responso.
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APIFNLIL C.
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APPERITX C,
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APPENUIX €. TAMLE ILY
RATINGS EY 11 SUB-PRCFMISIONAL LIRIGARIANS WiTH CLLRICAL ASSISTANTS,
OF Suveal LIARY 55910054 IH FORLAC mIGH G008
18 OoTH EASTRAR LT0 Y COUNIY, 1956

School E'\‘:'vic_.ﬂ,_s____ Crimb gy g Ho
County J Code | TlITiIn1Iv @ ¥ V‘}?II%A ;’ L € JResponse
Ashtabula 99 glct s B;C clci ;3i“
Cuyahoga 5 Bicicjciegjc!lal 3 .4
» | A[B|B blb cisl1 |3 1 2
B BiB|A blbv A B2 2 3
150 ClA|{BIC €C:Ciaj2 |1 4
233 (Ajrjclerafein, 3 2 2
Zria 53 B[B{BiA{AIA!B|3 | & |
Laka 62 CIB|B|C|BiB|A|Z 4 ;2
256 8{b|{B[B|B AIB 115 ° 1
357 | A|BiA|B|B A‘B 3 14 i
Lruzbull 15 BlBlBiRIBIB]| B ?E
Total Schools 11 1% 136 {17 8

£53
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AFPENDIX €. 'TABLE IV--Contlnuad

kS chool Sc_ggic;aa rcw;bir'gﬁ_ 1 _J ¥o
County, cida { 30m fyuliv v vz byl a {8 l ¢_Response
Trumbull 153 | Bic|cio|Bi{C]|C RE 1
199 sf¢{v|B|B|B|C Pl o2 1
Los ciciecle | clcle i ?
410 clclecieciplceclce 6 11
Total Schoolsy 47 43 162 | 98 26




APPENDII D

QUESTIONKALHS, 1953, PO 11



ForM 17
Miss ¥arlon D. Shell
llw }.v‘.lﬁ v
Cleveland, Lo 44107
Octobar 24, 1003

Ramo of Schnol
Address

Mamo of Frincipal

Signature cf Frincipal or

Executive bBead

TOUR CORMENTS, RECOSZLATIONS AND SUGGESTIONS ARS AFIECIATED.

THE SCHOOL'S CCG:MUNITI

A.

Bnrollrent
1. Bumber earolled :=
a. Grados 7 twou-h 3 _=+ b. 10 throogh 12

2. ‘ of enrollment aun since 1Y36, grados 712 o
3. £ of enrclleent raln anticlpated botween 1333 and 1970

B. Present Ncods

1. Consldaring tho ;Towth and population of your school, Lhe
total enrollment, the number of teachiny and olhwr person-
nel involved, 35 your school library sdequate for today's
paads?___ . Fleasze tell why or why nots

2. 1If the predicted enrollront for 1973 is hirler than teday's,
what plans shouig >: put into effect to provide adequate
1ibrary sorvice at that Limal

FACILITIES
A. Hours of Sorvice

1. BHow many hours par week i3 your library opeal

2. How wany hours e~ wvieek is a trmined 1ibryrian or teachor
on duly in the litzary Lo assist students? .

3. Do you necd evenicz, Saturday or swiser hours for adequatu
servicel ¥nyT

B. Quartors

1. Is your library sce adequate for present noeds?

2. By 1970 will ti+mw ke sufficicnt space Jor accamulating ap-
propriate readir: end non-pendins raterials for tho student
use ln your buil :--?

3. Is your library a center for all rmaterials of instructiond

b, How muny square f- L are required for handling non-reading
materialst__ =

C. PRuture Spaco Moeds

1. Is it practical ' zeek other library space such as might
bo made availobie Larough @ regional studeat library
centor?
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II1. LIBRAKY Uus
Ad. SBtudonmts

1. What 5: ot your dtbdonls vse the school Yioreryl 3

2, What ® ¢f your siudesis ese rno jubiic Libesry for scoool
anshpnmantsl st

3. Waut £ of your stuwins wse a colles - I¥ OF obther
1ibrarics or racal s 10F Mucol ReTiormumts olher bhan the
publie lincacy¥ g
Fleaso ceserio: (he kands of facilities tiany use

B. Teachors

1, What % &f tha teachere use thn schocl 1inmry? 3

2. Do bteachers cake oulinie use of the seosel librared_

3. Do Leachers cdizcuss thoir wireds with e stafl of the
public lifmmryl

IV¥. FERSOINGL

A. Librarians

1. Do you heve abt least oma full-time trai-wd librarian in
your schoal?  (Minimm of 37 wemester »ours of linrary
sciense)

2. Do you have one Dull-iinme tralned libririun for evory 56
pupils?

i, 1% morme than one Lratmed librarian mewd2d?

3. hre them sufficient funds for hiring a wrained
librariasl

B, Does the shirtage of ginrmbely Lrainsd mersennel explain
&ny Library necd ihsi mas exist in yoor zebooll

B. Clerks

1. Do you have 2 sulficient misoer of clexienl assistants in
your lihrary to frec the Iilrarian for resding ruidance,
Mibrery ianstruction and cilzer library ovorasst

2., I your siudaant =zssislatiis verform tsZos waich olso cob-

tribute to their ednecatienl Pleswe Gescriba briefly
what thoy sre:

¥. FPRINTED MATERIALS

4. Books
1. How mary books per ponil are catalozod inm your schoal
library c=2lectiond )
2. Doas your book collectios serve the asizal requiremenis of
your stulzahs and tezchersT
9. Have you used paporbacks to ruinforce jour boosx colleec-

tiont )
a. Do ztudemis purehsse oz

wrbacks Lhroidh your senoold

B. Kagazines, hewspopers and Fasgicets
1. How mrny mazasing subscriztlons docs sos library

receivel __ .
a. Do yo:z =ave a specific method of toodiling moriedicals
which seema highly satisfactory foT your reohnold -
If se, ploase describs briefly:

b. Would tiere bo an zzmantyre in hovlr ;2 lilsury eontes
with a wore compleis cdilection of nsjesines indeacd
for =chool usol
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2. Eow sany rooanpay-ccs s
3. Eow satisiaciory fun jyuos

Vie AUDLO-WI. AL Sooiees
A Do roi kawo g noparate
pletires, 8licdoa 207

X J¥s thds Foaborial x

2. 1Is tuip ritepyq)

3. Could At ta ehroaial
brery with ansin .

&, Wt oo the sl cile v

yeoa dal .

Io Fu particdistle o oo
Is it practieal tn cireg

such a8 speed roaaine
display ite=s and othor
Library?_
1.

If your library gives -

1y eenivedt

et .

dev cadicai lon I

= for hawilh ng It lrs, filnstrips,

-

A araty | sohoos
g G-yl f 4
et ine Lhis o “rial t- Ok 4
i e i i —
ot —————n e —————
vl 1 alds and ¢ Fasil B

g VATREAD Gl mSiy A L <1 as
raterials throush LU0 scnoo.

ropvice, plegse desor,ies

—_—

2. Are sach raterials procy s

3. w=at are thoeyt

Trom OUWr Sourcest

¥I1. YEC WICAL SENYVICES--BOOK OIS,

EEPLEINS

A. Do you haodle dotalls of
1. Toes your library st oif
2. Is thore any holp ava’:

CATALGGING, PrOCESSING AND

tosimieal sorviess in your library?

srm this SLrk?
from the moblie library or froa

another source for bosw ¢muering, cotalezing, processing
and repairing witlch wre aocussary el uits-conswusg for

your gtaffi

3- o you bave a conirech
library?__

-

servica With a mmarky meblie

e ——

b, would you bo intercuted iz silacting and puredn.iny maite-
rials froam = beol eaiiles
ineluding carrentl roteriils evaluaied oy librariazs on a

continuves basis¥

paveantd for sewol litmries

VIII. FROCEUR CF OCESUNICATION

A.

Waat kind of library inslruciiza do you havel

1. is It acoquato to pive ..

kaowledye of thu s=2ior ¢
wehat!l

= huteerlt el Loson saxinus
= aviilatde and Lae role of the

library in your - 1

Do you kavo exhibils in ¥
are suyniied throogh youi
Is thare a posilive woril
library and Lhe public 1.o-
Io your bteachers have a :o:

c.

tre peblic librariany for e ¢

szeh as chocking in advancs
maltin: assipaantst

sat or an -_-.r.mr corz=inity which

I —

- .1;'-,.“

vl p hotwien tha s==npl

o depr coc byl ST
thoa 6 roriunLtasing with
WG mErPeen Lo FO4Ar s.unents,

o

nterials asvailable ix

Ficrs= l:-:&'\:lal.ul_‘______ . B
Is your cisiuanily awars o
l. o prople know Low Lhe

noeds of thu sonsol T.x:’.:;!-;?

AP R oA practical wayt
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F. Hes thore boen any dlract contgel with FTh, wlia huslness,
indastry, or any othar cosmmnlty adurce fur cgtali) assistance
to izprove yoar budiut, te lnoreare Antsrmast in & bullding
program, oF any othor wiy to foster iupruvanent of Library
porvices? If so, please doseribe:

IX. MEED FOR A BRCAYER IIHURY COUGERT
A. Ehai steps bave Fou, as baad of your schnool, takes during the
last year o ilmaruve yoar schigol library sltoaiion?

B. Do 3uu see sny sdvgninzes in closer coopatation aoweg Jihrar-
ies for maximm servica to stuidnnbs?
1. Are therm gny disadvantszes which should he notedi

C. #hat supercstions can you makwe for isplomonting seeh 2n improve-
ment in library service for your commanity?

D. To be certain that a superior school library is not overlooked
in this survey, please nama an outstanding school Hibrary in
yoar area.

Thank yon greatly fer your cooparating?



APPENIIX E

A.L.A. EECOMMENIATIONS FOR YOUR SCGHOOL LIBRAKY, FORM ITI



268

; 'dd 26T '(096T 'usijwiooscy Sfiriqyg utdjduwy
_omdu«n.bw (SRR ¥ uu-uﬂ.ﬁ LEUdE =0 SpILpLEY 'SUBTINIQTT TOOUDS JO UOTIBTOOEEY UBDIIOUY 103Ini7Tg
847500 80 0.dJYs T R TS

a1qissed se eTdulg
e1gssod se etduy

20 /pUR U150 t
U0ILETNOLTS 2
uoyissInbay o1

13day spacomy 'g

FERER TR I

STELIOALY LEnstA-C}

Fevo[uito pee
pot3ieenTo L1TEUOTLC0 04

UOTIDTTISH Hoog

O CH SR L I T

Bl LAV GoL9 33

v
ous 37ared 0% poiyunAig |

e LR S o e i T "

~gTio1tw
VISR

'Y

Jujusmay |
weeraTnte Y3 a rovuossod |

[Twiovs ;yoad 0% etgravdiogy |

f spcou )

| o P 0355 = COZ$

ety o] 0023

|  Teouce JO Spcou 06w 03

i TEoLE8 20 BROLU 10Ta 03
1004SE® 3O Gpoou 300w 0% |
109538 7O EPOOU 350d 0}
10049@ JO spacu joouw 0% |

_ IEPLRG TOLOTITERY |

NOISV.INVUEO 3T

(seTamEg) Touucaing G

|STOTINITY TTuCIScostag L
TOTI0YEY TEMSIA=ITEOY 5

| dutputymy ¢
9

.-

.o

L4

1907 STUNG TWROTATRRY Y

sty

=od 00'9% = 0'n$

BY00 A48aqT] JUTE Ty 204

IR e i U a1 1 5 3

AT

€987 ‘Bz 28Q03%0
SAEVEETT TT00EDS ¥N0X ¥O4 SNOTIVIITINADCSH *Y'1'V

(tencay) veais ¥



269

0zZT **H-ag tol "*Hoar
f08 g~y 62 ‘9=
Tidnd xod syooq 01
‘sTooyss Jelaey f000°9
JO USTIDETTO0 LIWTUTRK

foutzefey 2

§359g "1 1S1USPTIS Y

Speon ASTEqy] 100498 T10

BPCT— 00 TV TV

TEg ADUSqV] To0hos 210

+

1ouvocsod
poutesy 2o 8IMITALARE OF |

|
\
-

SIVINZLVA CEiNTEd AT

prod 1oy goesunTes ¢

00 Pi-d 20y Gaidfamrioe OF  +% 100} Y
Eoa prad UOCTY Guv-t 205 1
m. 5] = 35 CoY Gosv FEN o
SALLOAE OOy Gele d0g T
T ﬁi.r_...ug.-r\,l....r
LIeaq T eanoy Jeisitis QL WII=TIN3) Susuiesy 1
Ceu it Qug Go=9 w9} 1

Spovy ABaqT] 100498 JINY

SPUGLOSd ‘Y'Y

EPH Alelqiy 1o0Uog JNO

. FA AR 5 T AT
v eek WO WAL B DL LCE

BIOU 20 £ uaya poposy

SOI3ITHOCS pozfTRItue)

SEdd cudalp ._|

P32 TTO0 BIEp TUSTISTI45 |

wodey ey o

LS TI2depTEU00 JF Hﬂ_.m o |

Toypdiaeg 'g

ToT3591.00 30 |

UOT3ENTEAS=-GI STONUTIUCY

EPIBASTT '3

TSerare
(Penui3ucy) ROILVZINVOUO



; L H P T OUR | e S—
| LEie K3ta0eTTY JO uote |
=Udixo U8 8T poon Laraq os) sse7y g
T EEtia-uq) L LWl Teauuouoy |

o sl v g (Ther

5] ﬂ-., . e

tredisutad g pedoTorop

urtd CATCUGIND foronuIve)

PSP

faexcy
J0 68Rh U5 UOTIITIYoUY v

L GO

-

—— e — e A F 4 S b e s

Tevpul o

T
weduded

suordtale tuiscds g

favaqyl paepueEiE og

S s e —

Sotmesen s2ug *)

—em— . —— e — 4 .-

. b .r
e TE wiEtadocidy

e . ——— e e —

S BA3LUD ‘L icEl °Q
g2000 €2
ts0uss _
.18l l.l.n_ .U..Iwz.. e
(LR JUTATOYS Y

pepoau s®

STUI0ITE TRUSTIINIICUT
coutzeing

Teuciasagoad of = 62
97373 000°'T = Co2Z

2wy €

sougzelsy *Z
redeyoral g

gdp%ﬂﬂ&nﬂaﬂmﬂwﬁll:!.:l ....--I.-

Sxoog 1
ey S i e

| ) -t.‘lxm b
g saecedsasy of

a——— a._ﬂ.% T RG] 008 10

2EL Qg
(PeTiuTiu0gy) STVINALVA TZINTHd



2n

=rnh

o vy rCE N ]

a ﬁﬂ.wnhi.‘-.l-! T Y R —

(e)woay Yatpewy 'Y

. B ALLAQYT Lo-leg <0

- e ——
AATE

Stewavay ILIA

sueqeysgy ju.pnag 1

STAJOS edtodegay “H

$67, TETSTA-CTITY 'T

SuBe] LO03363T) ‘d

st

Vet Lot JdUp @la-LisAl
Lriste sedancsar L3291

suToq UoH g

WIS

XT3 T

<OOUZE eu3 I8P pUE Qulanp [

f22078Q EIOYDTUT PUF BIUGD |
=n3e (19 0% usdo o3 Atwagyy ! _

an
L)

TPIATIUL *D

PRIV SV R YR IR

ETA o
PONLILUCY) WYHOOUS



272

! E3UT0 A Jem Lt

%
1837 Ladx Sutpriz euto;

¥ -

e s R

-

UOCIESETS 5

(8)mooy eduaisguoy *f

(9)wooy TwneTi-cTInY
J0/pur Giuy

031320 ¢
ciniong 2
LOOIVI0Y, *Y
1303 etwde IUSTOTIINS 'H

EEIHE
PONET IR0 ) bR YT

m
|
_
_ 1203 eards _

LI SER = Y W CE 1_fMHHQHJ4ﬂqjﬂ|IIIQ|qswuuuummWAﬁﬂﬂ

L'E
-
O
-_




APPENUIX F

SOURCES OF 1963 IATA OM GII0 PULLIC EICH SOIMO0L LIEINILD



APPEXDIX P

SOURCES OF 1963 DATA OX CHI0 PUDLIC HICH SCHOOL LIBRARIES

8chool Zypo of School! Typa of District
Coda® Schoals Surveyed | TIixe
c Jus | J-ms | City llocal [Village
Ashland b
39¢ Maploton High I I
Ashiabuls
165° Pymatuniag Valley® X I
z2é1° Jatfaerson High ' b4 X
Cuyshoga i
27" | Bay High I } 4
310 Brocklyn High : I I
233° Alexandsr Hamilton z 4
Junior High
W64° Coatral Juaisr Hirh I b 4
06° Cleveland Trado (west)?. ) 4 i
|
155 Frunk L. Wiley Jr. I 4
156° Gleaville Bigh x I
05° Banding Junier High ) 4 I
265° John Adams High : I I
30 Jotn Hay iigh ; ) 4 I
1
3
175° John Marshall Hiph ' I b4
266 Keanard Junior Hish I )1
h2q¢ Lakewaod High I b4
40° Lioeoln High ; ) ¢ I
171° Maple Heights High ! I X
18 HayTield Bigh ! b 4 b 4
£5° ¥yroo T. Herrick Junior . I b4
79° Bewton D. Boker Jomior . X P 4
£C ¥orth Otmsied Hizh i X X
372° Parua Sonior High [ I X
j?cc Plesszmt Valley Juaiar | X X
216 Rawlings Junior Hizh [ X
250¢ Roxbome dunior Hizi ' X x

2Rasponding schools in North Eastern Ohle, 1956, were mailed
Form II, tho guestiomnaiee oo 1ibrary serviess, and Forw 1L1, a guide to
eurront A.L.A. standaris for quality educabion.

bgehools eabstituted within the same county Lo wvepresont changas
in school nrms, Lypo of oehool district and type of school. Inta froa
71 replies wary babulaled.

Clibraries evaluatsd according to A.L.A. recommndatlons.
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Type ol Srragll  Type of District
Schogl Schools Survoyed ! | L' ke
Cods JHS G J-TS | ity | Local Witlage
Cuyehoga i
{cantinued) l
6ac Shaler Helghts High X I
10%C Byroa Janior iirh [ SR I
e Shore Janlor Hich ll I I
235° ‘W.H. Kirk Junior High , X I
363%  Willian Dean Howslls r . I
165% | Willsen Junior High P ¢ 1
n5° ! Brocksville High S x
3¢ | .. Eoot HighP B b ¢
lae Orange nigh . 4 b 4
319 Salsa Hizh | X I
f
43ys° | Warrensville Hts. High L I
2ipd | Chpgrin Falls Bigh ; . ¢ I
2H° Westlske High i X I
Erie
53 Euran digh X I
337 Margaretta High X X
Geauga
11 Bewtmry Local I I
B6< Wost Seaaga High |. I I
Lake !
87t Bastlaks Junior High I b 4
256% Harvey High ) 4 X
wI° Kadison Momorial I I
62 Parry Hich ) 4 I
Wk Tongzfal low I I
289 Welliozton High I I
Mahoning
339¢ Canfisld Hirh 4 1
187° Austintown-Fiteh Zizh® . X I
12 Boaréaan Hizh P X 1
b 1A lowsilville El?h { X }
387 MeKintay Hizh (Sabriag) l I I
201 FPoland Seminary High | I X

dheceived after reporks were tabulaled.
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APFEMINY Fa-Lontirred

'

i . [
(Tyme of Senagny  Typs of Tistrict ..
School Schools Jarveyed ! : . : kx.
Coda ' JHS _ J-8iS @ City | Local Willare
Madina b |
260 Black River High r | b 4
226° Wadsworth Junior i';ighb ! t b 4
165° Wadsworth High ; . 4 I
Portage
an Ravenna Local X ) 4
B Theodore Roosevelt Highs r I
Bichland }
5 Johnny Applesesd Juntor : I 4
Yol Mansfield Sealor Gigh . X I
149 Cloar Folk Lozal . 4 1
1nc Lexington Local ! X I
Symmi t
124¢ South High I X
152 Tallmadie High ! i I I
22h U.L. Light Junior Sigh | . I
15 Brookfield Township Hig i X I
153° Mathews {Fowlar Vieana) T 4 ) 4
199° East Juntor High '! b4
375 Harry B. Turner Juntor | X

High
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Rame of School ) ) ;

Addvress

HEame of Principal

FORE IV

Miss Mariom D. Sheil
1190 Balle Avenue
Cieveland, Chto 44107

mnmmm COMCERMTNG HIGH SCHOOL LIFRARIES
IN OFERATIOR SIX YEARS OR LSS o | :
Paceaber, 1363 .

I. THE SCEQOL'S COMMUNITY

"

Signature of Frincipal or Executlve
Boad
Farclliment !
1. FNumber snreollsd in o
a. Oradesa 7 through 9____ . b. 10 through 12
2. % of enrollment geln sntlcipated betwmen 1363 and 1570
Frassat Foods .
1. TIs your schoal library adejquate for today's oeedal
Fleasa tall why or why not:

2. 1Ir the predicted enrolliment for 1970 is higher than today‘s,
what plans shoald be put into effect to provide adequate
library service ab that tiwmel

JL. FPACIEITIES

L.

.

A.

€.

A,

Bours of Service : 'I
1. How many hours per week is your library opem?
2. Bow many hours per woek i3 a trained librarian or teacher
on duty in the 1ibrary to assist atodentsl
2) Is this adequats? ]
3. Do you need ovening, Saturday or summer hourx for sdequate
service? a) Why or why not?
Quarters
1. How many years ago was your school building eanstructed
2. Is your library o cenmter for all materials af instruction?
3. Bow many square feet are used for handling pon-reading
materials?
Futare Space Neods
1. Is it practical to sesk cther library space sxch as might
be made available through a regional student lizrary
canter?

LIBRARY USE

Student.s :

1. bhat % of your students use the school 1ibraryl ; ]

2. What § of your students use the public library for school
asalgnmentst

3. What ¥ of your students usze a college library or other
Ubraries or museuns for school assignments oilar than the
public library? $ Pleass dascribe the kinds of
facllities they use:

@




“’

'.

“.

21

B. Teachers
1. What § of the teachers use the school libraryl %
2+ Do teachers make cptimum use of the school library?
3. Do teachers discuss their students’ needs with the staff

of the public library!

FPERSONNEL
A. librarians
l. Do you have at ieast one full-tiwe trained librarian in
your school? (Minimum of 0 semester hoars of library
science)
2. Do you have one full-time trained librarian for every J00
papils?
a. Is more than one trained librarian needed?
3. Are there funds for hiring one librarian for every 300
pupils?
. Does the shortage of adequately trained personnel explain
any library need that may exist in your schooll
B. Clerks
l. Do you have a sufficlent pusber of clerical assistants in
Your library to free the librarian for reading guldance,
library instruction and other library programs?
2. .Do your student assistants perform tasks which also con-
tribute to their educationf Flease describe briefly
what they are:

PRINTED MATERIALS
A. Books
1. How mamy books per pupil are cataloged in your school
collection?

library
2. Have you used paperbacks to reinforce your book collec-
tion?
a. Do stodents parchase paperbacks through your schoolT_
B. Magazines, Newspapers and Famphlets
1. How many mazazine subscriptions does your library receivel__
a. Do you have a specific method of handling periodicals
which seems highly satisfactory for your schooll
If so, please describe briefly:

b. Would there be an advantage in having a library ceater
with a more complete collection of =azazines indexed
for school usel

2. How =any newspapers are regularly received?
3. How satisfactory is your pamphlet collectionT

AUDIO-VISUAL SERVICES
A. Do you have a separate department for handling films, filmstrips,
pletures, slides, and other medial
1. 1Is this material indexed in the library?
2.. Is this material located near the library?
3. Could it be circulsted more effectively through the school
library with assistance from an sudio-visual staff?_________
4, What are the sdvantages in handling this material the way

you doT
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B. Do you participate in a filmstrip pool?___

C. 1Is it practical to eirculate other visual aids and equipment,
such as speed reading machines, globes and maps, as well as
display items and other non~reading malerials through the

2. Are such materials procured from other sourcesT
3. What are they?

YII. BUDGET
A. hhtruf:olhrst.ohtlpant th%unarfort
1. Books 2. Magazines 3. Newspapers and
Pasphlets §_____ A. Rebinding $_____ 5. Audio-Visual
Materials § 6. Professional materials §___
7. Personnel §

VIII. TECHNICAL SERVICES--BOOK ORIERING, CATALOGING, PROCESSING AND
EEPATEING

A. Do you handle details of technical services in your library?
1. Does your library staff perform the work?
2. Is there any help available from the public library or froa

another soarce for book ordering, cataloging, processing
and repairing which are nacessary but time-consuming for
your staff?
3. Ib:ul?ﬂuamtﬂctfnrurvicaldthlmﬂ'b}mhllc
§. %ould you be interested in selecting and purchasing mate-
rials from a book catalog propared for school libraries
including current materials evaluated by librarians on a
contizuous basis?

IX. PROGEAX OF COMMIKICATION
A. What kind of library instruction do you havel

=

« Is it adequate to give your students and teachers maximum
imodledge of the matarials avallable and the role of the
library in your school?

B. Do you have exhibits in your school or in your coeounity which

are supplied through your library?

C. 1Is there a positive working relationship belween the school

library and the public library in your commnity?

Do your teachers have a successful method of comminicating with

the public iibrarians for the maximmm service to your students,

such as checking in advance on materials available before making

E. Who participated in the planning of your school libraryl FPlease
check. a. Architect b. School Board c. Administra-
tion d. School Librarian, . Teachers f. Pupils
g- PTA____ h. Please specify others

X. HEED FOR A BROATER LIHRARY CONCEPT
A. What steps hgve you, as head of your school, taken during the
last year to improve your school library situation?




B.

[+3

281

Do you see axy advantages in closer cooperation among libraries
for maximum service to studsnts? 1. Are there any dis-
advantages which should be notedl

What suggestions can you make for implementing such aa luprove-
ment in library service for your community?

In the interest of best service, what recomsandations eould you
make for effective planning of a new school library?

In your opimion what is the greatest service rendered through
your school library?

Thank you for your cooperation!
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APPENDIX H

SOURCES OF DATA ON NEW HIGH SCHOOLS SINCE 1956

Schools Surveyed

Ashtabula

Edgewood Junior High School

Moody Junior High School
Midpark High School

Roehm Junior High Schoal
Valley Forge High School
Greenbriar Junior High School
Greenview Junior High School
Bay Junior High School

Perkins High School
Cardinal High School

South High School
Willoughby Junior High School
Willowick Junior High School

Admiral Eing High School
Learwood Junior High School

West Branch High School
Poland Junior High School
Yolney Rogers High School

Madina Junior High School
Cloverleaf High School

Crestwood High School
Streetsboro High School

Ontario High School

Firestons High School

Stow Junior High School
Tallmadge Junior High School
Nordonia High Schoal
Nordonia Junior High School

Chalker High School
Brookfield Junior High School

P

MOoMrM

MMM

| Type of District
mm‘

HMoHM M b

HEH MM
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Cecil, Heury L., and Heapa, Willlard A. $chegl Iibrary Service i the
United States, an Interpretative Suryey. New York: H. W. Wilsoa,
. 1%0. . - ! .
Pouglas, Mary P. The Pupil Assistant in the School Iibrary. Chiecago:
) : Amarican Iibrary Associatlon, 1957.
.. Fargo, Locila F. The Library in the Schogl. Chicage: American Library

Aasoclation, 1947,

" Sadth, Maurice M., Standley, L. L., snd Fughes, Cocil I Juntor Uigh
- Schood Rducation. bew Tork and Landons MeGraw-Hill Book
Company, Inc., 1942.

" American Association of School Librarians. "Sews from the Knapp Sthool * ™=
Libraries Project” (Tllinois: 1963}).

Cohon, Wiltur J., and Lorenz, John G. "Litrary Services,” Health, Edu-
) cation, and Welfare lndicators (Dececber, 1362}, Library Services
Eranch, Office of Education, U.5. Lepartment of dealth, Educa-
tion and Welfare, pp. v-xiv.

Ersted, Rath . ®Some Non-Professional Jobs in the School Library,”
Hoproduced by the School Library Develommaat Project, American
Assoclation of School Librarians {Chicagn), March, 1362
(Mimeograph), JH 25475,

Forprick, Sara Imis (ed.}. New Definitions of School-Lib Service
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AssTRICT |

In 1956 and in 1963 a comprehensive survey was mads of Ohlo high
achool library services. Librarians provided ratings of servlices in
terms of materials, staff and facilities, whila the principals were con-
osrnad mainly with the affocts of the library upon the achoo)l, and the
relationship of the oeeds of the library to its services. Trends toward
greatar camunication and cosperation with other reacurces, including
public libraries, wers noted. - :

The most 3ignificant aspect of the 1956 study scncernsd the ef-
foct of the library staffl upon the mervices offered. Bost services were
afforded 1n schools which employed professional and clericel library
staff. Seven library services ranked in descending order werer (1) Li-
brary instruction, {2) Inservice tralning of teachers, (3} Promoting the
school program, (%) Worthy use of leisure, (5) Bariching the curriewlam,
(6) Centrallzing instructional materials, end (7} Sharing in commuity
1ife. In 1958, library budgets were generally adequate in achools with
profeasional librariens.

The avorage printed materials budget for Ohio achool 1ibraries
which were staffed by professional librarians at least half-time, was
found to be $2.05 per pupll. The best budpets were found in the small
schaals.

In 1963, tha hizh school libraries were judged inadequals by
one-third of the principals in one or wore of tour aspectst (1) poor
equipment and facilities {50.7 per cent), {2) lack of books and related
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. 1 2 i
materials (33.8 per cent), (3) shortags of parscanal (22.5 per cent),
and () Ansufficient funds (11.3 per cent}, '

The outstanding sclool library service in 1363 was judged to be
the availabdlity of materials for home loans and cless loans. Reference
service wae reported adequate in 98.2 per cent of the schools. !

The change of emphasis betwwon 1956 and 1563 was sttributed tos
(1) the wide acceptance of the improved A.L.A. Stapdards for Scheol
' Lidrary Programs, and {2) the tncreased demands gpon library resources.,

In one-half of the schools, the librarians handled the technical
services, such as orderlng, classifying, cataloging and repairing mate-
rals, althouzh 45 par cent contracted for thess services through a
public library. Approximately two-thirds of the principals were inter-
ested in subscribing Lo & boock catalog to asstat with seleciion, refer-
ence, team teaching, etc. '. ’ |

Five recommendations for imaproving library commnications were
volunteored by the achool man in 1763: (1) positive working relationship
with tha public library, {2} appropriate exhibits, (3} ?armnitr 1nforas—
tion programs, (%) library instructian, and (5) teacher-public Librarian
cooperation. . |

Principals who eovaluated their llbraries according to l.L-A.I
standards provided more library parsonnel for their libraries than did
Ohle schools ia genaral. Ons-halfl of the selected schools had one pro-
:I.’essmt;al 1ibrarian for each 300 students, in contrast to one out of 13
for ths larger group. Less than one-half of the Ohio schools (40.5 per

osnt) reported sufficisnt clertesl help. ||
. Four major improvaments were accomplished in Ohic since the 1954
sarvey: (1) quarters snd equipment tended to be more adequate in 10 per



oot of the schools; (2) professionsl personnel wore increased Yy &0 per
cmt: (3) interest in the library progressed through cosainily action;
amd (4) 1ibrary bodgets tripled, Although the improvenecis were acte-
wortky, groater needs were indicated than in 1356. i
lﬂ:ﬂsGJpercanto!Moachoolubnﬂumtthsktmﬂ
Standards for printsd materials in 1956, only 21..9 par ceot mst the
revized standards in 1963. Moveover, 50 per cent of the libraries
lachexd the periodicals recommended in the recent standards. '







