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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to study and compare the quality development guidelines of
school library under the Office of Kalasin Educational Service Area II. The resecarch samples
consisted of 121 administrators , and 335 teachers in school level I — 2 and level 3 — 4 under the
Office of Kalasin Educational Service Area II in selected through the Stratified Random
Sampling and determined according to the sample size in the table by Krejcie and Morgan. The
research instrument for data collecting was a rating scale questionnaire with 47 items. The
coefficient of reliability value was 0.96. The data were analyzed by computer program to find
percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test and one way analysis of variance,

Findings of the study were as follow:

1. The quality development guidelines of school library Under the Office Of Kalasin
Educational Service Area I according to status, it was found that the opinions of administrators,
librarians, and teachers regarding the quality development guidelines of school library were at
“high” level, which can be put orderly among 3 items as ; personnel, buildings and materials and
finance and budget.

2. Considering by school size, it was found that the opinions of personnel in the both
school size regarding the quality development guidelines of school library were at “high” level
in order as follow: personnel, buildings and materials and finance and budget.

3. Comparison the the Quality Development Guidelines of School library Under the

Office of Kalasin Educational Service Area II, considering by status and school size, it was found



that there were not found the difference in the items of staffs, finance and budget, buildings and
materials, services and activities and information resource.

4. The suggestions, and guidelines about the quality development of school library in
order as follow:

4.1 For the item of staffs, it school recruit the professional librarian.

4.2 Finance and budget aspect should co-operation with community for library
performance for budget sources supporting.

4.3 Buildings and materials aspect should provide a school library particularity and
suitable. Such as : Good atmosphere, wide area and spotting for adequate service, adequate light
and so on.

4.4 Services and activities aspect should collect statistics for service and activity of
library, reading activity, evaluation of service, and co-operation with the other school library.

4.5 Informational resource aspect should provide informational sources for adequate

service and variety medias and should evaluation for using informational sources usually.



