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3 ) Ohio residents interested in pursuing a graduate degree in
3 ’ i 1 . . Y
- . library and/or information science.cffered by 2 program accredited ‘ .
. .' R . . ' o -~
f by the Ameri&an Library Association may choose to attend one of
. . .
. - ~

' - the following: 1) the Kent State University'program,’2) the Case
' Western Reserve University program, or 3) an out-of-state program.
v ’ i N
Both Ohio, ALA accredited programs are currently located in the \
’ 4 - :(
northeastern part of the state. Resideuts in northwestern, v

central, and southern portions of Ohio-are therefore confronted

with problems of long commufing distances, high costs of out-cf-

-

. state tuition‘'at out-of-state programs, separation from families, p

]

. v ’
* or indefinite postponement of graduate degrees.
-

¥

In an attempt to reduce some of these problems, the Kent

H . .
. r ' A

State Uﬁiver§ity School of Library Science, with the support of
. the Public Library of ‘Columbus and Franklin County, initiated
- - - :
an extensisn progiam in 1975 to serve the Columbus and central
N N . A

Ohio regidn. fn 1978 facilities at” The Ohio State University

@ were made ayailhble-to the Columbus program, through an expanded

' . .

cooperative agreement. In 1980 a part-time .coordinator was-hired
1 : . . . * . ¢

on a trial basis for the Columbus program, with office space -

2

- in the main library at The Ohio State University. .
/‘ R ! . .
The cqnﬁinuation of the off-campus program, .in puart, depends -

-
.

) h -~

; on the continued demand for graduate library science training in
the, Colunibus and central ‘Ohio area. Rather than limiting a .
. ﬁ “ ! .

nedds assessment to the Columbus area, the School of’ Library

Science at Kent State University sought and received LSCA Title

v

111 funding from The State'Libfarx of Ohio to conduct a state-wide « * ¢
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needs assessment and ro evaluate alternative programming to meet

identified needs.throughout the state.

’

-

The needs assessment phase of the projéct consisted of the .

following parts: n ] - .
1. A surve§ of previous and predicted personnel

hd ] - .
needs in Uhio academic, public, speclal and

school libraries, ’ : . ‘
- / . ’ . . > . -
" 2. A survey of library associates employed in Ohio .o~
' N
- \

. . .
SN .acadenic, pu%lic and special libraries to

— ) , -
determine their interest in graduate programs, . -2
! A 3

LT ~ RN

in librarianship, )

. AP e LT
3. % survey of certifdfed librarians in Ohio

public schools to determine their interest in

graduate programs, - - .

4. A survey of undergraduates enrolled in educational

media and library science courses in Ohio to

determine their interest in graduate programs,

¢ =

5. A survey Sf student assistants employed at Ohio . y
" academic -libraries to determine their interest
in graduate programs, . \
6. A study of advertisements for professional
vacancies at Ohio academic, public, special
l%braries and other agencies posted between
1976 and October 198G, and

7. Afreview of previous studies on national and
state employment trends, placement patterns,
* )

enrollment forecasts, etc. ’ ;

: 7. The report\which follows is a result of one of these studies,

v

R ’(ii) !

il
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Enrollment Projections for Graduate

Programs in Library and Information Science

. and Educational Media in Ohio, 1981-1985+ .

>

Introduction

As.staged in the foreword to this report, The Graduate Edacation
for Librarianship in 6hio Project was funded to invéstigéte alternative
methods for providing graduate education in 1ibrarianship~in Chio. A
two part needs assessment was conducted: .the firet part examining,
projected personnel needs of Ohio libraries through 1990 [1] and the

second part investigating potential enrollment for graduéte programs

M .

in library science, educational media and computer and information
. ‘ -

.

science.

This latter activity was divided into three studies: 1) a study
of library associates and certificated public school librarians .

currently employed in the four library types in Ohio, 2) a study of
undergraduates currently enrolled in educational media courses at Ohio *
colleges and universities, and 3) a study of student assistants current-

1y employed ir Ohio aepdemic libraries. These groups were selected
since they were the most probable sources of future students for graduate

) . .
library education programss . ’

The first substudy, the most extensive of the three, comprises

the body of-this report. The other two studies have been described-in

the last two appendices, with.conclusions summarized- in the final sec-

—~

.

tion of this report. : : v
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This survey of library associates and'éertificated gchool librar—
ians had the following objectives: -
/ .

1. To estimate the number -of individuals from these groups who
plan tg enroll in'graduage programs in library science,
;aucdtional media, or computer science in the next fivg
years
2. To identify geographic areas of need that aée currently

unserved by an ALA ‘accredited dégree program
3. .To determine iﬂsticJtional sites whiéh would serve maximum

numbers of *"potential students

4. To determine the probable impact of cormmuting.and residency
. requirements on potential enrollment
. L Method . ‘
Sample

Four’ populations were sampled: library associatesemployed in

.public iibraries, academic libraries, and special libraries; and those
public school l&br;riahs certificated in libwary science or educational
media in Ohio but not- holding a graduate degree in either of these
areas. Estimates of population sizelhere obtained from thé statistical

- -

compilation, Statistics of Ohic Libraries [2], and related input docu-

ments available in the Planning, Evaluation, and Research Unit of The
e M .

State Library of Ohio. Deta on number of librarians, media, and audio-
/ -

visual specialists, etc. with a barhelor's as the highest degree were

~ ’

totaled separately for public libraries and special libraries. These

figures, which excluded technical, clerical, plant, and maintenance
% B
staif, defined the library associate populations for public and

2




special libraries. Since academic libraries do not report educational

“

- data on personnel, another method of defining acadeamlc library asso-

ciates was needed. According to the American Library Association per-

Dl [l
sonnel definitions [3), support staff consists of three icvels:  library
~

associates, library technical assistants, and clerical staff. Conse-

quently the academic 1library associate population was estimated as-one-

third of reported non-proiessional staff totals which excluded mainten-

0]

ance, custodial, and student personncl. For school librarians, the
) M

. certificated withOutzmasten's degree pop“lation'was estimated as the .
- ]

’

difference between total cerLificated iibrary personrel and total

certifiéatcd librarv personnel with master's degrees in library science
>

= : or educational media. These data were available in the annual stacis-

tical -Girectory [2) and other input docuﬁents on file at the State

L Library.

Jable 1 provides a regional breakdown of the population estimates’
b} .
Ohio regions were definec¢ by the fallowing library systems: 1) North-

west (NORWELD and WORLDS), 2) Northeast (INFO/CAMLS, MOLO,and NOLA), 3)

.

'

Central (CALICO and COIN), 4) Southeast (CVAL and SOLO), and 5} Southwest
] . ,

MILO and SWORL/GCLC). Figure 1 locates these eleven library cystems

. and Table 2 lists the counties comprising each system. The reader

should note tha* scudy systems did not torrespond in all cases to ALSO

swvstem county membership.. © .
As seen in Table 1, school librarians formed the largest potential

- source of future enrollment with a state total of 1,744 certificated,

. . non-master aegreed librariams. Publie libraries followed with a library

¥
’

associate staff of approximately 720. Foa.academic staff, -an estimate
. .

of <20 library assoclates was cbtained; for speclal libraries, an estimate

-3-
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Table 1
~ Estimated Population Size for
Four Study Groups )
: . L1 .2 .23 4
Region Public Academic Special School
Northwest 92 42 10 346
Northeast 397 133 29 522
»
Central . 117 100 48. 298
- Southeast 28 26 _: 7 ’ 199
Southwess . 86 119 44 379
. STATE 720 420 138 1,744
1. Public library associates: regional totals for number of

librar¥ans, media and audiovisual specialists with bachelor's
degree as reported by public libraries for 1979 [2].

2. Academic library associates: cne-third of regional totals
for numbef¥ of technical, clerical, and other supporting staff
on library budget, excluding maiftenance/custodial staff and
student assistants,’gﬁreported by academic libraries for

- 1979 [21.

x -
Special library associates: regional totals for number of
librarians, media,-and audiovisual specialists with bache-
lor's degree as reported by special libraries fot %2;9 [2].

[

4, Certificated public school librarians without master's: |
regional totals of differences between total certificated : ;
library staff and total certificated staff with master's
degree in library science or educational media as reported’
£or 1979 [2]. - :

| -y
.
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Table 2-

®hio Counties Comprising Study Regious

COLN

Vv

L 2a A b Y

- * CALICO .

Delaware
Fairfield
Franklin
Licking
Madison
Union

Ashland
Crawford’
Knox
Marion
Morrow
Richland

-Wayne

Wyandot

&
INFO/CAMLS

Cuyahoga
Lorain
Medina
Summit

WORLDS

Allen
Auglaijze
Hancock
Hardin
Logan
Mercer
Putnam
Shelby
Van Wert

NOLA

Ashtabula
Colunbiana
Geauga
Lake
Mahoning
Portage
Trumbull

A

NORWELD .

MILO

MOLO

Defiance
Erie
Fulton
Henry
Huron
Lucas
Ottawa
Paulding
Sandusky

"Seneca

Williams

wood oy

Champaign
Clark
Darke
Greene
Miami
Montgomery

Carroll
Coshocton
Holmes
Stark
Tuscarawas

 SOLO

Belmont

- Guernsey

Harrison
Jefferson
Monroe
Moxgan
Muékingum
Noble
Perry

Washington

SWORL

OVAL

Adams
Brown
Butler
Clermont
Clinton
Fayette
Hamilton
Highland
Warren

Athens
Gallia
Hocking
Jackson
Lawrence
Meigs
Pickaway
Pike
Ress
Scioto
Vinton

ry
V)
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of 138. These estimates were assumed to be conservative ones for poten-

tial 'student populations in public, aquemic, and special libraries

since technical and clerical positions are often filled by bachelor
devel staff who might also se interested,in/pursuing a library-related
graduate degree.

All institutions”were“first listed by library system (e.g. CALICd).
Two stage disproportionate samples were drawn from the public and
academic library populations. Public libraries with at least ten li-
brary associates and academic libraries employing at least ten profes-
sional librarians were automatically sampled with a fifteen percent
ratio. Then five pﬁgiﬁ% libraries and two academic libraries were
selected from each system. One library associate was randomly selected
from each public library and two from each academic library. A fifteen
percent proportionate sample was drawn from special libraries.{ No
special libraries.were automatically included in the sample. Finally a

. ’ \

two stage proportirnate sample was drawn from public school libraries.
A fifteen percent cample was dfawn from all sc¢hool districts employing
at least‘ten certificated, non-master degreed iibrarians. The remaining
districts in each system were sampled to produce a tétal sample of

* -
fifteen percent from each system. Sampling welghts were computed for

each group and used to estimate system totals for each of the four

populations.

Names of library associates were requested from each public, special,
and academic iibrary sampled. This was not necessary for the school
sample since building level data were available from the Planning,
Evaluation, and Research Unit. The appropfiate sample size was randomly

drawn from each list provided. Since many libraries did not provide

-7-.
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rosters, a packet of questionnaires was sent to the library directors

.

and personnel officers with instructions for disttibution. All letters .
relating to questionnaire distribution are included in Appendix A.
4 7

To reduce the costs of follow-up mailings, a stamped, self-addressed

2

postca;ﬂ was attached to each questionnaire w{th the name of the library

o

- L g N -
associate, the name of the school building, or the name of the library,
as appropriate. Sample members were instructed to return the postcard

. ‘

separately when mailing the completed queétionnaire. A second mailing

was sent to all sample members who had not returned postcards. Personnel
»

of ficers who had distributed questionnaires in the first round were also

.

asked to distribute follow-up questionnaires. Appendix A éontains the
< . : .

"f

distribution instruccions.
Table 3 reports regional response rates for each library type.

v
Response rates were not based dn total questionnaires sent But rather on

total questionnaires distributed. An examination of returned postcards

4 ) X o .
revealed that several large public and academic libraries in northeastern
&
\ . >
Ohio and several large academic libraries in southwestern Ohio had

apparently failed to distribute questionnaires. This was confirmed in

some cases by returned questionnaire packets accompanied by letters of-

regret regarding distribution. Consequently response rates were adjusted
for these regions.
As Table 3 indicates, all four samples exceeded a minimally accept-
o

able response rate of 70 percent {4]. Public libraries had the highest

Central and southwestern Ohio tended to have

[N

response rate, 76 percent.

higher response rates while southeastern Ohio consistently had the

lowest response rate across all four library types.

v




Table 3

. -t
Résponse Rateés for Geographical Regions : *
& I ) )

. b ’ .

) Library Type
’ v N .

‘Region Public Academic Special School 3

Northeast 67% 69% o . .. TIX 72%

- ‘ ' - . L ) N *
Northwest *73% 87% ‘7 50%, 78%
Central 100% 66% © 83% ° 80%

. :
Southeast 607 58%. - . 50% ~59%
Sbuthwest 73% 817% .867% .75%,

1 . }
STATE TOTAL 76% 3% 1% 73%
< o
<O
) .
&) . - J -
-9 -
- £

A

o
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Appendix B contains a library system breakdown of response rates

A

‘as well as total number of questionnaires distributed, adjusted totals,

. ; and significance tests on regional response bias. Only public libraries®
{

\showed a significant 'difference. in pattern of response across regions.

-
. “ .
. ¥

All of the public library associates in central Ohio returned completed
. questionnaires, while only 70 pércent, ‘on lhg_averageg returned forms in
"the other regions. This suggests there was a significantly higher level

of interest among-public library associates in central Ohio than in any

s ~e
- - - N . . . .

- oot
other regions. ) . ¢

s - .
-~

-Data Collection and Analysis ! ‘ ’

.
~ H

Two questionnaires were developed for this survey, one form for

library associates and one form. for certiflqated school librarians. The

Y

only differences between the forms, however, were items on school build-
ing level, type of media certification, library type, and service area.

Questionnaires were reviewed by faculty of the School of Library Science,

(Y

Kent State University, and field tested with library science students
™ enrolled in the Columbus extensior. program in *“he Fall term, 1980. The

two forms were reviséd and color coded to reflect sample weights for

each subject. All questionnaires, however, were anonymous. Respondents

. "+ «were invited to share comments or concerns in space provided in the

~

questionnaire. s '

Appendix C contains the questionnaires and cover letters. Follow-

up letters are also included.

Data analysis was restricted-to descriptive statistics, 1i.e. per-

.

centages, cross-tabulations, and gotals. The WEIGHT optién of the

»
.
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Frequency Program in the SAS statistical package was used L0 obtain

weighted totals for each sample group [5].
Results j

Description of Sample Respondénts

Table 4 coptains percentage responses to each item and its sub-
ca;egories. These data wefe hot weighted. Most respondenis ranged
between 25 and 39 years of age. Forty percent of the school respondents
were between 40 and 59 years of age and 45 percent of the public library
asséciates were also in this‘age bracket. ‘&he_prevalence of female
respondents was as expected. Over 90 percent of the-academic, special
and school library responﬁents were employed over 30 hours per Qeek.

L ]
Ninety-one percent of the public school librarians worked 21 hours or

more per week.
Table 4 suggests that questionnaires were usually completed by
members of -the target populations. Ninety-four percent of the public

library associates qualified for graduate admission (i.e. had at least

an undergraduate degree); 90 percent of the academic library associatecs;

" 91 percent of the school librarians. Only 75 percent 6f the speéial

library respondents had at least an undergraduate degree. It is believ-
ed this less than 100 percent hit rate resulted from vagueness rééarding
the "library ‘associate" classification and possible problemé‘eﬁcountered
by personnel officers when sampling and distributing questionnaires.
Table 4 also indicates that few of the ;;;pondents had graduate
degrees in library science or educational media. School librarians had

the highest percentages with six percent having an MA/MS degrez in

library science and eight percent, an MA/MS degree in educat’ional media.

-11- . & | : &
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) Descriptive Stat,i@n\}{éspondents
. . . R
t —
M Library Type
o, L] tl
Descriptor Public  Academic Special  School
\ . . o
(N=81) * (N=79) ° (N=17) (N=190)
1. Age ’ , To
AN ‘ -
18-24 ~ \ 5% 5% 12% 5%
L 25-39 537% 14% 37% 50%
i 40-59 35% 19% 29% 40%

60 or over ’ N 7% 2% 127 5%
2. Sex

Male . 8% 17% 192 9y

Female ~- 927 837% 81% 917%
3. Number of hours worked per week:

11-20 9% 67 T 0% 1%

21-30 127 0% 0% 5%

31--40 79%. 94% 100% 947%

\ -
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Table 4, continued f/r'
' (
. . ‘ —

DPescriptor Public  Academic Special  School

- N ¥

4.  Educational dttainment: 5' ' -
High school diploma . , % 4% 19%- 7%
AA or 2 years cdllege 47 6% 6% 2%
BA/BS : - 897 78% 69% 687%
MA/MS N sy 11% 6% 227,
Other 0\% 1% % 1%

5. Library/Information degree: '
Completed /

AA: Library Sciefce 1% 0% 117 1%
BA/BS: Library Science major 2% 5% 6% \ 12%
BA/BS: "Library Science minor 5% 0% 0% 197
MA/MS in Library Science 4 14 07 6%
BA/BS: Media major 0% 1% 6% 7%
BA/BS —QMedia minor 6% 07 0% 7%
MA/MS in XJ. Media 0% 27 0% 8%
Certification hours - - - 67 /
BA/BS: CIS major v ‘ — 0 0% 0% 0%

) BA/BS: CIS minor’ 0% 0% . 0% 0%

" MA/MS: in CIS 0% 17 0% 0%
> ¢ .\
. 0o
Qo

- ———
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. 'fable 4, continued )
Descriptor Public  Academic  Special  School
6. Library/Information Degree:
In progress
AA: Library Science 1% 0% 67 1%
BA/BS: Library Science major 0% 0% 0% 1
‘ BA/BS: Library Science minor 0% 1% 0% 0%
MA/MS in Library Science "127% 57 6% 5% '
BA/8S: Media major . 2% 0% 0% 1%
) BA/BS: Media minor 0% 0% 0% 0%
N MA/MS in Ed. Media 1% 0% 0% 6%
Certification hours - - - 17
BA/BS: CIS major 0% . 0% 0% 0%
BA/BS: CIS minor 0% 0% 0% . 0%
MA/MS in CIS ) 0% 1% 0% 0%
7. Ohio Resident: ’ "
' <
Yes 997% 1007 L007% 997%
8. Continue with library career: N .
Yes y 70% 58% 76% 782 ]
’ {
-~
[
l)'
~' 4L
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Five percent were pursuing the former degree and six percent, the latter

at the time of this study. Twelve percent of the public library asso-
- - . t

ciates were pursuing the MA/MS degree in library science; five percent

of the academic library associates and six percent of the special

~ . . -
library associates also had:master degrees in progress in library science.
As Table 4 further reports, over 99 percent of the sample consisted

v

of Ohio residents. Table 5 reports data on classification and service

area for lijrary associates. Classification responses’ confirmed the

suspected vagueness of the "library associate' classification category.
While 89 percent-oi the public library respondents had reported an

undergfaduate degree as their highest degree, only 53 ﬁeicent classified

<>
themselves as library associates. In contrast only five percent indicated

they held a graduate degree, yet 24 percent classified themselves as

-

¢ librarians. Respondents tended to be employed primarily in public

~ . services in the publjc and academic library samples and in technical
4

services in special libraries. . . .

Table 6 reports data on buildiﬁg.level and certification type for

the' school librarian.respondents. As expecled most certificated li-

brarians without master's were employed at the elementary level (45

percent). Only nine percent of the sample respondents were not certi-

’
.

fied in library science or .educational media.

- -

Educational Plans
L4

Respondents in each of the four sampled groupg reported on their

élans to pursue a graduate aegree in library and information science,

te M "

s . N . .
educational media or computer and information sciznce. Table 7 indi-

-

cates roughly 20 percent of each group definitely planned to pursue a

~15-
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. Descriptive Statistics:

Table 5

Library Associates

.

%
. Librarv Type
Descriptor Public _ Academic  Special
a3
Classification
Vi ‘ .
3 ?ﬂ Clerical - 67 8% | 0%
Library technical assistant 13% 467 35%
i Library associate 33% 34% 18%
) Librarian 24% 3% 47%
Other &% 9% T 0%
Primary service area’ N
poa Technical. 6% 34% 59%
; Public ¢ 85% 53% < 187
Administrative &% 7% 12%
Learning Resource Center 47 47 %
> ) Other P 2% 5%

_____

\n
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Table 6
I Descriptive Stétistics: School Librarians ]
£ N
Building level -
High school 30% . o
Junior high school . 11% . -
. Middle school 7% Co
Elementary school 2 ' 457
. Other 1% .
. Educatignal Media Certification ‘
None ) A o )
: K-8 19%
7-12 33%
K-12 36% .
Other ) ® 3%
. .
<
‘ l
. s
., .
-17- ) .
£) euy »
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Educational Plans*

Descriptor . Public Academic Special School

|
|
)
.2 Table 7 : .
\
\
|
|
|
|
\
|

1. Plan to work on graduate
degree in library science,
educational media, CIS?

. Yes 21% 24% 18% 237%
y Undecided "\ 38% 237 41% 32%
No : 29% 47% 35% 39%
Degree in progress 127 6% 6% 67%

2. If yes or undecided

a. Field to be selected A B A __B___A B A B
Library/information science 71%Z 78% 89% 867 100% 88% 447 447
Educational media or 187 17% 07 6% 0% 07  42%  45%

instructional technology
Computer/information science
Undecided -

07 8% 0% L. 12% 9%
2%

wvr Ov
N
N
>
'..J
o
N
o
N
o
>
o
e
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Table 7, continued

Descriptor Public Academic Special School
b. Work while studying: A B A B A B A
Yes, full-time 71% 61% 53% 587 677% 887% 88% = 91%
Yes, part-time 297 39% 37% 33% 33% 12% 7%
No . 0% 0% 11% 9% 0% 0% 2%
lindecided 0% 0% % 0% 0% 0% 3%

c. Attend Ohio institution:

Yes 38% 95% 747, 779 100%  100% 92% 927%
d. Age

18-24 127 7% 11% 5% 33% 20% 124 )

25-29 41% 31% A4 43% 0% 10% 21% 17%

30-39 237 26% 21% 35% 67% 40% 30% 8%

40-49 12% 17% 16% 11%2 = 0% 10% 21% 18%

50-59 12% 17% o 5% 6% 0%. 10% 14% 20%

60+ 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 10% 2%

e. Employment desired:

Academic 7% 3% 18% 77% 0% 0% 5%

Public 73%  80% 117  13% 0% 0% 8%

Special - 7% 3% 11%  10%  67% 907 8%

School 0% 3% . 0% 0%  33%  10%  71%

Other ' 0% 3% 0% 0% = 0% 0% 8%

Undecided : 132 87 oz or oz 0%z 0% 0%
0y |
2J
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Table 7, continued 57
Descriptor Public Academic " gpecial School

f. Year cornmenced A B ‘A B A, B A B
1980 6% 3% 167 8% 0% 0% 15% 87%

1981 ° 567 437 53% 40% 33% 37% 387 37%

1982 13% 32% 167 17% 337% 37% 27% 25%

1983 6% 5% 11% 117% 34% 13% 27% 25%

- 1984 Q%\\\\ 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 7% 1%
1985 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 0% 3% 0%

After 1985 137 8% 0% 17% 0% 13% 3% 117%
Undecided 67 87 5% 3% 0% 0% 1% 10%

. |

*Column A includes individuals responding fyes' to question C2 on educational plans. Column B
includes individuals responding ''yes' or "undecided" to item C2 on the questionnaire.




degree while roughiy one-third of each group had no pians for future

~

education in a library-related field. Over 50 percent of public, special,

’

and'school library —espondents were considering such a degree.

The rémaining data reported in this study are restricted to the

respondents who either definitely plan to obtain a relevant graduate

.

degree,or are currently undecided. Data are reported twice in all

tables, data in columns A representing those with definite plans and

S

data in columns B reflecting individuals with either definite or undecided

-
.

educational plans. The phrase "individuals contemplating a degree" will

be used to describe Column B -data throughout this report.

Table 7 indicates that the majority of special, academic, and
’ public library respondents wish to pursue a graduate degree in library

and information science. Eighteen percent of the public library respon-
dents with definite plans wish, however, to pursue‘an educational media

; ) program. School librarians with definite plans were divided between

- ~

library and information science programs (44 percent) and educational

media programs (42 percent). ' .

)

Table 7 also indicates that the majority df individuals contemplat-

~
~,

1 ing a degree expect to enroll in a program in the next two years (i.e.

-

- - 1981 and 1982). Over 90 percent of each group would continu%~£o work,

most on a>full-time baggs. Public, sbecial and school library respon-

4

A

NPTy

dents ant{cipate attending an Dhio academic institution for this degree

R
%

(i.e. 90 percent or more);'howéver only approximately 75 percént of *

ey
S

i
¢
S oo

iﬁ academic library associates would attend a state institution. .

g .
;M E - Data in Table 7 demonstrate that potential students represent a .
, wide rafige of age groups. While over 50 percent of eacthroup fall in
% %

& -21~ ’

ﬁ% 3 Pl

| Ji 3
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the 25 to 39 years of age range, at least 20 percent of those contem-

plating a degree fall in the 40 to 59 years of age range. Finally Table

7 also indicates that while the majority of individuals contemplating a

P

degree would continue in the type of library in wiich they were currently

<employed, that career shifts would occur, especially among those with
definite educational plans. ¥For example, eight-pe}cent of school -
librarians wished to enter the public library field and 1l percent of.

AN

academic library associates were considering special library careers.

}%:. Potential Student Populations )
Lo Table 8 ‘reports éstimates of the number of students with definite
‘qf», o plans and the total pumber contemplating a library-reiated’ graduate

> ’ -
wEE »

degree. The reader is reminded that these are conservative-estimates, -

. .
3
<iE ’

especially those for the northeastern and southwestern Ohio regions.

: ) The reader is further cautioned that these are estimates of the numbers

planning and/or contemplating a degree, not those who have applied to a
o . i . . ’

. program nor those who would necessarily meet admission criteria if in
. - . 4

'S fact they did apply.

. A N .
Table 8 shows that the largest number of potential students in each

fegion are emplbyed in school libraries, followed by pﬁblic libraries.

-~ - .

Totaling across the four groups suggests there are 62 studerts jn the
Nortﬂ;est who definitely plan to pursue.a degree; 125 stuéents in the
Nortﬁeast; 138 in central Ohio; 14" in the Southeast;‘and 114 in the
Southwest. Undecideds in each region totaled 71, 204; 156, 67, and 105

respectively.

s

Because potential students varied in their anticipated field of

study, degree program breakdowns were obtained. _Table 9 reports these

. . -22-
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. Tablé 8

-

Potential Student Populations- by Region*

. Ly
~ -

Public Academic Special School

. Region A B A B A B A B
Northwest C7 1 1 18 - - 44 10k
Northeast - 31 100 | 7 18 10 - 16 © 77 195
Central 5277 15 31 0 .17 717 169
Southeast 1 8 0 2 - - ' '13 71
Southwest 12 50 21 40 - - 81 129

*Column A figures represent 1ndividuals responding "yes' ‘to the
following question: If you are not currently working on a graduate e
degree in library science, educatlonal media, or computer/information
science, do you plan to do sc in the future? Column B figures represent

.individuals responqlng either "yes" or "undecided" to the ‘above ques- -
' tlon

-

-23=
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Table 9 - )
Graduate Programs to Be Pursued by Potential Student Populatlons for the Period 1981-1985+ ;
¢ ) . Public, Acadeniir, an& Special Public School -
- Library Associates_~ .. Librarians _ |
Region A (2) B () A (%) B )"
. . - - . . .

Northwest . . N
Library/Info. Science 18. (100) 32 (100) 25 Y (57) 51 (50) .
Educational Media .0 ( 0) 0 ( 0) 19 ( 43) 4 4)
Computer/Info. Science 0 ( 0 0 ¢ 0 0 ( 0 (6), ~

Northeast . - . ..
.Library/Info. Science <41 ( 85) 127 ( 95) 28 “( 36) 63 (32)
Fducational Media 0 ( 0, 0 ( 0 35 ( 46) 97 (50)
Computer/Info. Science J ( 15) 7 ¢ 5 L4 (18) 35 - (18)

Central \

{%ibrary/lnfo. Science b4 ( 70) 88 (73) 39 ( 54) 85 (50) .

“"Bducational Media 19 ( 30) 26 (21) 26 ( 36) 78 (46)
Computer/Info. Stience ) 0 ( 0 7 ( 6) 7 ( 10) 7 (4)

,Soﬁpﬁeast : -

Library/Info. Science 1 (100) A (40) 0 ( 00 33 (46)

o Educational Media 0 ¢ 0 6 (60) 13 (L00) 34 (48)
Computer/Info. Science 0 ( O 0 ( 0) 0 ( 0) 0 ( 0)

Southwest
Library/Info. Science 27 (84) 67 ( 68) 3 (42) 61 (47)
Educational Media 0 ( 0) 23 ( 23) 27 ( 33) 48 37
Computer/Info. Sciénce U3 ( 16) 9 (9 13 ( 16) 13 {(10)

Note: Percentages represent proportion of A and B respondents that selected each field. Per-

‘ centages may not tetal to 100 for each region due to "undecided" responses.
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data for public, academic,'and special library associates and for school
: ‘ ‘ *

librarians. .Only in céhtra}loh;d did a sizeabie.peréentége of library- -~ -

- - 2

a§soc;atés definitely, plan to.pursuE_q.f}é%ﬁ other than library and .

- . €

. " - - B

information science; 30 percent of central Ohio associates plan to study

in'the/educalional’ﬁEdia’TieIﬂ. As reported earlier, school librarians

were split between library and information science and educational media

programs. Over 50 percent of the school librarians in northwestern and
central Ohio plan to obtain 2 graduate degree in library and informdtion
science. Table 9 indicates that individuals selecting computer and

information science were located primarily in northeastern and southwes—

tern Ohio and came from both the library associate and school librarian

-

populations. i : ) !
Table 10 aggregates the data reported in Table 9 across all four

groups. Again northeastern Ohio estimates were conservative since XS

.
. -

'-_.A “- 3 - - -
library associates in several large libraries did mnot receive question-

-

naires. Data indicated that central Ohic had the largest number of

“ »

individuals committed to degrees in library and information science.

This was true for both library and information science and educational

<
. A of

media programs. Northeastern and central Ohlo were approximately equal
in the number of individuals contemplating a 3raduate degree i[ any of 1
the three areas. .Northeastern and southwestern libraries, however,

ei.ployed most individuals interested in computer and information science

degrees.

Probable Enrollment by Institution

Individuals planning to attend an Ohio institution for their degree

were asked to name the one they would most likely attend. Table 11




| . Table 10 :

Potential Student Population by Degree Area for
rhe Period 1980-1985+

e Library/ Educat jonal Computer/
Information Scicnce “edia Information Science
_Region A B A B_ - ¢« A "B
Northwest 43 83 19 44 .0 6
Northeast © 69 "190 - 35 97 21 42
] ‘ ‘ | Central 83 173 45 104 7 14 .

Southeast 1 37 13 40 0 0 ’

' Southwest 61 128 27 71 18 22

Note: Regional totals do not consistently equal those reported in
previous tables since some respondents had not decided on a
degree program.

26—
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arranges these data by iibrary type and degree pregram. Any response

left blank was coded as undecided. Data are for only those individuals

with definite plans to enroll :n a degree program (i.e., Column A res-

-

pondents).
Table 11 suggests that 33 percent or more of academic, special, and

schocl respondents were undecided on which institution to attend for a

2

degree in library and information science. Perhaps this was due to the

geographical locations of most of these respondents. Data in Table 3

Y

indicated that highest response rates for these three groups were in the

southwestern, cepcral, and northwestern regions. Southwestern anc:
!

. »

northwestern respondents have to choose between attending out-of-state
institutions in “their area (e.g. University of Michigan, University of

’

Kentucky, etc.) or commuting to northeastern Ohio. Central Ohio resi-

dents have the Kent State program at Dhio State University, but this

has not been widely publicizea.

Among those who identified an institution, the majority nﬁmed Kent
State University. Tweﬁty—eight percent of>t5;/
named Case Western Reserve University and only eight peréént.of the
academic respondents identified the CWRU program. This may refleét the
higher fees at the private program.

Table 11 also indicates some confusion may exist as to which pro-
grams have graduate degrees in library and information sciepce. A
sizeable percentage of public, academic and special library agsociates
indicated they would at.end Ohio State University or Cleveland State

University. Either these respondents planned to enrvll in the informa-

tion science programs offered by computer science departments, confused

-27-
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Probable Institutional Atﬁendance for Individuals wit
Library and Information-related Degree

£

to Pursue a

Table 11

14

h Definite Plans

Library Type

Degree Public ‘Academic * Special School
Library & 13% undeéided 337% undecided 34% undecided 39% undecided -
Information 39% Kent State- 29% Kent State 33% Kent State 417 ¥ent State
Science 287% Case Western 25% Ohio State 33% Cleveland State 7+ Miami U.
10% Ohio Dominican 8% Case Western : 7% Bowling Green
é . 10% Ohio State 47 Cleveland State 7% Wright State
]
Educational 65% Kent State e ™ 28% undecided
Media or 35% Ohioc U. 23% Kent State
Instructional 14% Bowling Green
Technology L] 147% Miami U. .
147 U. of Toledo
Computer and 1007 Kent State 17% undecided L 20% Kent State
Information 83% U. of Cincinnati 207% Miami U.
Science 20% U. of Cincinnati
- 20% Ohio State
20% Youngstown State
Z
.
LV .
£y ¢
) —_ N 37
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ary and information science programs,

or knew of the Columbus and Clevelan

. 3

educational mdlia pregrams with libr

d extension programs. _Whatever the
-

raason, these data suggest that the Columbus and Cleveland residents

would be inggrg§ted in local programs.

-

Table 12 presents similar data for individuals unsure about their

educational plans. Again there was considerable indecision regarding .

the library and information science program that would be attendeld, '

HJEE universities were listed;. some actually offering the specified - ’

-

’ » :
degree; others, nor listing such degree Programs ih their catalogs. O

"Undecideds" among public library associates seemed to favor or to be ip *

)
ht State University programs

.

cleser prox

2 B P o ey a S ke

imity to Miami University and Wrig

in educational media.

.
.

.
.
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Commuting and Residency Requirements

Sample members were asked if they would attend an A.L.A.\approved

degree program if it were within one hour's comnuting distance of home

or place of emplovment. Table 13 reports the responses, again separat-

ing those with definite plans (A) from the total contemplating such a

degree (B). 1in general most respondents reporting definite plans for a . '

* degree would drive the one hour if an ALA program were available. The J

one exception to this was the public library group in southwéstern Ohio

$

Only 50 percent would ‘be willing to commuce; the other 50 percent belng

undecided. ! .

When those with definite plans were combined with those still )

unsure about their educational future (i.e. column B), the number willing

to commute dropped. If one is unsure about pursuing a degree, one would i

be equally unsure about commuting to a degree program. This drop could

LIRS LEA PR
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Table 12 - |
Probable Institutional ALLendance for Individuals Undecided on .,
PurSulng a Library and Information- related ﬁogrec . . .
Ad ©® - * - ‘\‘
Library Type B \
Degree ' Public Academic Special School
o . o=
‘ N . L4
ibrary & 487% undecided 257% undecided 90% undecided 37% -undecided -
Information 31% Kent -State 43% Kent State 10% Kent State 21% Kent State
Science 10% Cleveland State 257 Ohio State . 11% Miami U. C
. 6% Case Western'® 6% Miami U. ~ 11% Ohio State -
5% 0Ohio State ) 5% .Ohio U, =~
. t
! L 5% Youngstown State

5% U. of Akron
5% Bowling Green

Educational '36% Miami U. | L00% Kent State o . 29% undecided
edia or 64% Wright State . 34% Kent State
Insttuctional ) ' ’ " 13% Wright State
Technology 8% Bowling Greenf

47 Miami U.
4% Ohio State
4% Ohio U.

4% Xavier

Computer and ) 1007% undecided 100% undecided 25% undecided Lo
Information 52% Kent State
Science 23% U. of Toledo

~ - a ? \

o
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o Table 13°
sk
.
§§§ - Regional Willingness to Commute
%@E . “One Hour to an
§§§ ALA Accredited Program
.“E:“é‘& '
3 1
Library Type
Public Academic Special School
Region A " B A B A B A B
- ¢ ‘ &,
Northwest L
Yes 1007 100% 100% 100% - 100% 100% 94%
503 Undecided 07 0% % 0% - 0% 0% 6%
B No 0% 0% 07% 0% - 0% 0% 0%
e Northeast P
7 Yes 100%  57% 100%Z  40% 100%  75% 90% 56%
i Undecided 0%  36% 0% 60% 0%  25% 10% 407%
S No 0% 7% 0% % 0% 0% 0%2 4%
Central
Yes 100% 837 80%  70% - 67% 100% 55%
. Undecided o 17% 0l 204 - 33% 0% 417
e No " 0% 0% 20%  10% - 07% 0% 4%
e Southeast :
e Yes 100%  60% - 67" - - 100% 82%
Undecided 0%  40% - 337 - - 0% 18%
No 0% 0% - 0% - - 0% 0%
Southwest
Yes 50%  60% 1007  91% - 100% 82% 78%
Undecided 50%  40% 0% 9% - 0% 18% 227%
No 07 0% 0% 0% - 0% 0% 0%

-31-
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suggest, nowever, that those with definite plans prefer the APA degree,
while those undecided about a degree may not have given as much thought
to ALA approval. This does not apply to the Northwest where the majority
of those contemplating a degree would commute if the ALA program were

available. The University of Michigan library science school at Ann
b
Arbor is within an hour's drive of many of the northwestern libraries.

Table 14 suggests that interest in an of f-campus ALA program would
drop if a {ull term of study was required at the main campus. A large
number of respondents indicated they would not be willing to meet resi-
dency requirements. This was especially true for northeastern, central,
and southwes.ern Ohio, the regions of highest potential student enroll-
ment. This suggests that potential students are looking for off-campus
programs similar to those offered in Columbus, i.e. those at which a
degree may be obtained without attending the main campus. Respondents
who plan degrees were willing to comnute an hour to attend ALA approved
zcurses but ind;cated far less interest in meeting full term residency

requirements.

Potential S:ites for Of f-Campus Programs

f
-

Sample members were asked to\list all state supported, academic

instltuti;ns that were within one hour's commute and also to specify the
one closest to work or homg. As Table 15 indicates, Bowling Green State
University would provide-the most access to students willing to commute
to a state upiversity in northwestern Ohio. University of Toledo would
also be within one hour's driving for over half of the respondents.

Northeastern respondents were more widely dispersed. Over half of the

[
1ibrary associate respondents were within commuting distance of Kent

»
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Regional Willingness to Meet a

Table 14

‘Full-cime Residency Requirement of One Term

at a Main Campus

Library Type

-

Public Academic Special School

Region A B A B A B A B
Northwest

Yes 0% 0% 83% 75% - % 715  43%

Undecided 1007, 100% 17% 257 - 100% 14% 347

No e 0% 0% 07 - 0% 15% 23%
Northeast

Yes 507 23% 50% 20% 33% 33% 50% 24%

Undecided e 317 % 20% 347 34% 20% 32%

No 507% 456% 50% 607 33%-  337% 307 447
Centrzl

Yes 337 36% 3507 22% - 0% 36% 25%

Undecided 447 43% 25% 567 - 1007; 45% 437

No 22% 21% 25% 227 - 0% 19%° 32%
Southeast

Yes 0% 20% - 0% - - 0% 10%

Undecided 1007 607% - 33% - - 100% 60%

No 07 2u% - 677% - - 0% 30%
Southwest

Yes 50% 30% 507% 457% - 1007% 36% 33%

Undecided 0% 30% 17% 37% - 0% 45% 39%

No 50% 40% 337 187% - 0% 19% 287

-33-
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Table 15

State Ualversities Within One Hour's.Drive in Each Region®

Region Library Associates School Librarians
Northwest 887 Bowling Creen 867 Bowling Green

56% U. of Toledo 79% U. of Toledo

28% Ohio State + Lima 217% Ohio State - Lima

167% Ohio State - Marion 21% Bowling Green - Fire Island
Northeast 58% Kent State 567 Kentl State

> 54% Cleveland State 32% Youngstown State
147 Youngstown State 287 U. of Akron
19% U. of Akron 20% Cleveland State
97 Kent State - Ashtabula 127% Kent State - Ashtabula

Central 81% Ohio State 64% Ohio State

217% Ohio State - Marion 15% Ohio State - Mansfield

15% Ohio State - Newark 15% Ohio State - Marion

15% Ohio U. - Lancaster 117 U. of Akron

137 Ohio State - Mansficld .
Southeast 30% Ohio 1. 407 Ohio U. ~

20% Ohio State 30% Ohio ¥. - Zanesville

20% Ohio U. - Belmont 20% Kent State - FE. Liverpool

20% Ohio U. - Chillicothe

20% Ohio U. - Lancaster

20% Ohio U. - Zanesville .

207% Kent State - Tuscarawas
Southwest 59% Wright State 617 Miami U.

577% Miami U. 56% U. of Cincinnati

417% U. of Cincinnati 447 Wright State

31% Miami - Middletown 117 Ohio State

14% Miami - Hamilton

10% Ohio State

*Data are restricted to

regpondents with definite plans to

45

pursue a graduate degree.
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State and Cleveland State Universities. Kent State provided the best

access for school librarians (56 percent). The main campus of Ohio

State would be feasible for 81 percent of the library associates and 64

percent of the school librarians in central Ohio. Ohio University in
Athens along with all branch campuses would be a practical commute for

southeastern respondents. As in the Northeast, southwestern respondents
have a number of choices. Wright State UniQersity and Miami University
provided accessible locations for library associates and Miami Univer-
sity and University of Cincinnati provided similar access for school
;ibrarians.

Table 16 identifies the state university providing the’ shortest

drive for the largest number of respondents in each region. Bowling

Green State University was closest for northwestern library associates
(43 percent), but University of Toledo afforded the shortest distance
for school librarians. 1In the Northeast, Cleveland State University (42
percent) appeared to be the best site for library associates, with no

one institution being closest for a majority of school librarians.

Central Ohio respondents would be closest to Ohio State University;

southeastern respoandents, closest to Ohio Univefsity and its branches.
In southwestern Ohio, 46 percent of the libra?y associates named Wright
State University as ghe closest campus. The school libraries were
divided among Wright State University (28 pe;cent), Miami University

of
(28 percent), and University of Cincinmati (22 percent).

Written Comments

As stated earlier, space was provided in the questicnnaire for
comments. These comments have been arranged by geographical region and

reprc luced in Appendix D. Some general observations are offered here.

-35- .
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Table 16

Region

Library Associates

School Librarians -

Northwest

Northeast «

Central

437%
297%
287%

427
207%
6%
47
287%

74%
5%
5%
5%

3%
3%
3%

Bowling Greeen
Ohio State = Lima
U. of Toledo.

Cleveland State

Kent State

Kent State - Trumbull

U. of Akron

Private and/or Lommunity
college

Ohio State

Ohio State - Mansfield
POhio State ~ Marion
Kent State

Ohio State - Newark
Ohio U. - Lancaster

Y. of Akron - Wayne Technical

507
38%
6%
6%

24
16%

167%
12%
12%
47
4%
4%
8%

53%
11%
7%
7%
7%
47
47
7%

U. of Toledo g
Bowling Green

Wright State - Plqua

Wright State - Western Ohilo

Youngstown State

U. of Akron

Kent State

Cleveland State

Kent State - Ashtabula.
Kent statfe - Salem

Kent “State -~ Stark

Kent State - Tuscarawas
Private college

Ohio State

Ohio State - Mansfield
Ohio U. - Lancaster

U. of Akron

Ohlo State - Newark
Ohio State - Marion.
Cleveland State
Private college




Table 16, continued

Southeast 30% Ohio U. ) 30% Ohio U. .
10% Ohio U. - Belmont 30% Ohio U. - Zanesville
10% Ohio U. - Chillicothe 10%Z Ohio U. - Belmont
> lOZQOhio U. - Lancaster 10% Ohio U. - Chillicothe
107 Kent State - Tuscarawas 10%/Private college
Southwest 467% Wright State 28% Wright State
' 167 Miami U. . 28% Miami U.
117% Miami U. - Middletown 22% U. of Cincinnati
10% U. of Cincinnati - 6% Miami U. - Middletown
Raymond Walters
6% U. of Cincinnati 16% Private and community college

6% Central State
5% Private college

*Data are restricted to respondents with definite plans to pursue a graduate degree. Some respon-

dents specified a private and/or community college.

13
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First the desirability of the ALA degree is confirmed.- It appeafs
t?at respondents would pursue a graduate degreé Ln,lfbrary science if an
ALA accredited program wg;e in the area. Proximity of the program was a
key factor emerging from the comments. Family responsibilities apd
full-time émployment were listed as deterrents to extended periods of
absence o; coqmu;ing.

I’

Some comments focused on the inability to earn graduate degrees in

-

edujﬂtional media from local institutions because of overlap with under-
graduate media coursework, Others pointed to the need for more continu-

ing education opportunities, credit for experience, and correspondence

course options. Several vijyéd the graduate degree as a credential

2
¢

necessary for higher salaries.. Some respondents believed they were
perfo;miﬁg professional functions now, but needed.th; degree to receive
paymgnt at the-profess;onal ievel.

Southwestern and northwestern respondents offered the most com-
ments. In addition to the above issues, they pointed to the problem of
paying high out-of-state fees to ga;n an ALA degree in Michigan or

Kentucky. These out-of-state programs were closer than the Kent State

program but approximately twice as expensive.
Conclusions

The three enrollment studies conducted to assess the need for
gradizate education in librarianship in Ohio have been presented in this
report and its appendices (i.e. Appendix E and Appendix F). The main

points of these studies have been summarized below. Implications for

librarf.education have been briefly discussed.
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Three main conclusions emerge from all three studies:

-

1.

Northeastern and central Ohio contain the highest percentage
of residents interested in pursuing a éraduate degree in a
library and-information service area.

Of the three areas - liErary écience, educational media and
comp;ter science - the library scienée field is the one most
frequently selected for graduate study.

Proximity of the institiition is an important factor in select-

ing, a degree program but students would endure a reasonable

commute to obtain the preferred ALA degreé.

(

The library associate and schoo¥ librarian survey provided the most

s

Al

data, as follows:

ll

to

Over 50 pefcent of these individuals have contemplated pursu-
ingla graduate degreeg‘aéproximately 20 pe;cent have defigite_
plans for a graduate degree in a ‘library.related field.
Upgrédiné of skills through graduate work is an ongoing event
among these Eroups: 12 percent of theée public library asso-
ciates and 6 percent of the other three groups had rélated
master's degrees in progress at time .of survey.

Library associates believe they are performing profgssional
tasks and seek the graduate degree with.its-attending profes-
sional salary levels (That library associétes.do perform tasks
s}milar to'those of entr&-level professionals is a fact con-
firmed by research [6]).

Most students would be between 25 to 39 years old, would work
while studying, would commute up to one hour if an ALA degree

” v
program were available, but would lose interest if an off-




N

.

campus program reguired a full term of residency on the.omai
campus.
-~
c . ) “The threc studics suggest that northeastern and cent.al Ohido con-
- * \

rinte to be areas of greatest need for library scicnce education,
followed by the southwestern reglon. The three areas respectively have

estimated potential student enrcllments of 69, 83, and 61; with 19yu,

173 and 128 in cacn region who have considervd obta:inirg-ihe library
scicnce degree. These figures do not include student library assistants
‘

or current educational media under,raduates.

: Physical sites which would provide central commuting points for the

~ost students in these areas are as follows:

. Northwest - Beowling Green-State Univ¢rsi£y
e lurtheast - Kent State dniversity.
) Cleveland State liniversity
Cehtzal - Ohio State University .
- Onio University

Southeast

Southwest " - Wright State University

The student -ibrary assistant study revealed that only between 11
and 20 percent of student workers wish tO pursue a library carver.
N «
- . Approximately 60 percent would <alu a library science graduatc degree

. while 22 percent would seek a graduate degrec in a subject area. Most

I.

of those planning in-state degrees were located in northeastern and

central Ohio. Northwestern and scut.western students werc more inde-
cisive about the institution they would Hétend. The majority of the
individuals planning degrees.indicated they would start degree program§
within’the next two vears. The remaining were staggered through 1983

K and beyond. Since most studendts would work while studying, a degree

program could require three to four years for completion.

ERIC J vy

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




campus program required a full term of residency on the main
campus.

The three studies suggest that northeastern and central Ohio con-

tinue to be areas of greatest need for library science ed-.cation,

followed by the southwestern region. The three areas respectively have )

estimated potential student enrollments of 84, 114, and 92; with 225,

234 and 182 in each region who have considered obtaining tlie library

EgRgee Ay wamOn

science degree. These figures do not include student library assistants

g or current educational media undergraduates.
4 Fa
. Physical sites which would provide central commuting points for the

most students in these areas are as follows:
N Northwest - ' Bowling Green State University
é Northeast - Kent State University N

‘
Cleveland State Univgréity
'1 Central - Ohio State University
- Southeast - Ohio University
. Southwest - Wright State University

The student library assistant study revealed that only between 11
and 20 percent of student workers wish to pursue a library career.

Appreximately 60 percent would earn a library science graduate degree

while 22 percent would seek a graduate degree in a subject area. Most
of those planning in-state degrees were located in northeastern and
central Ohio. Northwestern and southwestern students were more inde-

cisive about the institutiorr they would attend. The majority of the

TELIE SRARI R, At

individuals planning degrees indicated they would start degree programs
within the next two years. " The remaining were staggered through 1985

and beyond. Since most students would work while studying, a degree

program could require three to four years forn wompletion.
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KENT STATE ‘
~ UNIVERSITY AT

S ENT e - t216) 672-2282

September 26, 1980

Deayr librarian:

R

. Have you ever noticed that both Ohio ALA accredited library schools are
located in the northern part of the state? Have you wondered if there is
sufficient need to justify additional library science programs, both in terms
of potential enrollment and projected professional vacancies throughout Ohio?

Concerned with these issues, the School of Library Science at Kent State
Universi.y has obtained an LSCA Title IIL grant from The State Library of Ohio
to assess the need for new library science programs in Ohio, and 1if warranted,
to develop alternative models for providing such{eQucation throughout the
state. And ves, we do need your help. '

During the next month, we will be surveying a sample of library associates
emploved at Ohio academic, special, and public libraries, as well as college
students currently employed on a part-time basis in Ohio libraries. Our
purpose is to project regional and statewide enrollment for graduate library
education in Ohio. Please help our project by providing the names and business

addresses of library associates and student workers currently employed in your
librarv svstem. Please use the following aLA personnel definitions:

1. library associate or associate specialist - a supportive staff
member holding an undergraduate degree in any field but lacking
a master's degree in librarianship or a subject specialty.

o
.

student worker -~ an emplovee currently attending a four year
college or university in Ohio and holdiug an ALA personnel
classification other than librarian or library associate.

Individuals sampled from these lists will be asked about future educational
rlans and previous library education and experience. All questionnaires will
be considered confidential. Results will help determine if new programs are .
needed, where t ese programs might best be located, and what modifications
might be made in existing programs to meet student needs.




Page 2
September 26, 1980

R T
»

Please participate in this study by sending the requested listings to the
address given below by Monday, October 6. Please return the enclosed informa-
tion form as well. A stamped self-addressed envelope has been .provided.

§ A SR AAEV I TTA Y  ® AT C

1f you have any questions, please write or call (b14) 466-5264. Thank
you for vour prompt attention to this request.

Sincerely,
(‘),Lkazkk [ Xt;;»“\’
)
Maryv T. Kim, Ph.D.
Research Associate
The Graduate Education for
Librarianship in Ohio Project

€5 South Front Streer, Room 1206
Columbus, Ohio 43215
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Name of Lihrarv Svstem/building:

please specify.

-y

N wi..cih 7refessicnal staf{ member i1n vour svstem could provide data
o0 Gl ticifaled retirements, new pesiiions, etc.?
Nalie

[han« vou for vour cooperation., Please 'return this form along with

ne reyuested listing of library personnel to the following address
vy Monday, October 6, 1980:

Mary T. Kum, Ph.D. .
The Graduate kducation for Librarianship
in Oho .Project, Room 1206 -

65 South Front Street
cuiumbus, Ohio w3215

' 3

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

1. Does vour librarv.gvstem have 2 central mailing system?
™~
/
) Yes
No
- -~
¢
t ’
a. ” Lf ves, may our project send a package of
addressed questionnaires to this central
office for distribution? .
. ovien
. sies
No
b. 1f there are specific address requirements,

e ve e VYA

}

i
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JAruitoxt provided by Eric

KENT STATE
UNIVERSITY

SEnr o0 ofr

LIERARY SCLENC
(276Y 672 278

t
2

Yarlier this ronth 1 asked
mate cducation for librarianship
i tly empleved at vour library,
ime for response, many libraries were unable to return

rv o arsccigtes
relatively she
+ Yneter in tf
in the >l

e
I b7 {eve

request poses

Please pick at random a sample of library staff performing

bl
lotted time.
n

October 15, 1980

vou to porticipate in a study of gra-
Becouse there was a

For tiis reason I am asking you to help
hopefully, less time-consuming way:

professioral or technical assignments who currently hol

a BA or BS as their highest degree.

tenance or strictly clerical positions. Select one name
{or each questionnaire received.

in Ohic by furnishiing a list of libra-

d

Do not include main-

Distribute one questionnaire to cach iadividual selected.

Lo
Pl

e

Looguestionnaive needs Lo be s-nt. This

€

anenyTity of all questionnaires.

any d

this rethod should sirplify your participation.

i

keep a Tist of tue names selected in case a follow—
insures complete

If this

fficulty, do not hesitate to call me at (614) 466-5264.

Thanr. vou for vour cooperation.

MTK,al
Fncloaure

Sincerely,
C>/y<Yl(1/72f3:—_YTi 4<ii/M\»\_

Marv T. Kim, Ph. D.
Rescarceh Associate

T47- S, ‘

GEANATE RDOUCATION FOR LIBRARIANSHIP IN iHIO:
AN LSCA TITLE [I1 PROJECT
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KENT STATE
UNIVERSITY Cru i

LIBRARY SCIENCHE

e . (2161 672 2782

November 7,- 1980

Dear Librarian:

Last montih I invited you to participate in a study of graduate education
for librarianship in Ohio. You received a packet of survey questionnaires and
were requested to distribute them at rundom to members of your non-professional
staff. Thank you for’ vour cooperation.

You may remember that I asked you to record the names of those individuals
selected in case,a follow-up questionnaire was needed. I am enclosing second
round questionnaires and ask your help in distributing them as follows:

1. Please remove~the yellow routing slip from the envelope.

2. On the routing slip please write tlie names and library addresses of
/the original _ library associates selected from your library. (Ian
Ycase the first round of questionnaires was not distributed, please

refer tc the original distribution instructions which are also

enclosed).
37 Please write vour name last on the routing list.
“. Please attachi the routing slip to the outside of the packet envelope.
5. Please leave the __ questionnaire copies in the envelope and dis-
tribute the entire packet to the first name on the routing slip.
6. When the packét returns to you, please fold, staple, and drop any

remaining blank questionnaires in the mail.

1f this method of distribution poses a problem, please call me collect at
(614) 466-5264 as scon as possible. The response date requested on the question-
naires is Momday, November 24. This will be the only follow-up sent for the

.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

library associate survey.
Thank you for your help.:

Sincerely,

Mary T, Kim, Ph.D.
Researth Associate

MTX/vig -48-
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L ROUTING SLIF i
kad . v 1
' ** Read and pass on immediately *% - N
v . } !
X TO: Name Location / 3
s _ _—— ‘
) 1y
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13.
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. b
FROM: Marv T. Kim, Research Associdate, Craduate Education for Librarianship R
in Ohio Project, School of Librarv Science, Kent State University g
1
i
j
SUBJECT:  FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONNALRE DUE MONDAY, NOVEMBER 24 1!
‘ S
.
In late October you received a questionnaire from the School of Library ';
; Science at Kent State University. You may recall that the purpose of the i
: Survey was to determine if, where, and when additional graduate library i
: sclence education programs might be needed in Ohio. If you have already "
B completed and mailed your survey, please cross out your name and immediately
) send this entire packet to the next name listed on the routing list. Thank . o3
.0u for vour interest. . ' o
[F YOU DID NOT COMPLETE THE QUESTIONNAIRE AND WISH TO PARTICIPATE IN THE
. RENT STATE STUDY, please remove one Questionnaire from the packet, cross out
vour, rame, and immediately pass the packet on to the next name listed.
-&dditicnal instructions are attached to each questionnaire.
~. Teally need Lo hear from you if our projections are to be accurate.
. As [ said before, your lack of interest in a graduate degree in library
. science 1s equally important for us to know. N
i 4 -49- ‘
2: 1 **k****f:*********************************
v
# i \ *RESPONSE DEADLINE: MONDAY, NOVEMBER 24%
;i’s g - ****i\'**f'********i“*************‘k*********& *
iJERJ!:
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Appendix B
Response Rates and Regional Response Bias
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- Table 17 !

Response Rates"py Library Type ; s .
LIBRARY TYPE

REGION Public Academic Special School

CALICO 1003 ., 61% 80% 747, i
COIN 100% 100% 100% 93%
im-*o/cms 71% 80% 57% 719
MILO 88% 9% 0% 79%
MOLO . 29% 0% 100% 647
NOLA ’ 80% 67% 100% 77%
NORWELD - 78% 82% 0% 79%
OVAL 40% 63% iooz - 62%
.. SOLO 80% 50% 0% 56%
SWORL/GCLC 75% * 807 100% 705
WORLDS 67% 100% 100% 76%

__________________________________________________________________ §

TOTAL 767 73% 71% 73% .

§

;

, 14
. €N
v » -51-




Public Library Sample:

Table 18

Totals, Adjusted Totals, and
Significance Test of Regional Response Bias

Sample Size

freedom: Y.

E:. *

Chi square test of homogeneity of distributions with
10.4, .02 ¢p.¢ 05.

Region/System Total Adjusted Returned Not-Returned
Northwest 15 15 11 4
9 9 7 2
6 6 4 2
Northeast 56 45 30 15
INFO/CAMLS 39 28 20 8
7 7 2 5
10 10 8 2
21 21 21 0
16 16 16 0
5 5 5 0
Southeast 10 10 6 4
5 5 2 3
5 5 4 1
Southwest 16 16 13 3
8 8 7 1
SWORL/GCLC 8 8 6 2
107 81 26

4 degrees of ¢




Table 19, . -

Regional Response Bias

Academic Library Sample: Totals,.
Adjusted Totdls, and Significance Test on

Sample Size

Response

.

Region/System Total Adjusted Returned Not-Returned
Northwest 17 15 13 2
NORWELD 13 11 9 2
WORLDS 4 4 4 0
Northeast 48 ¢ 29 20 9
INFO/CAMLS 30 15 12 3
MOLO 4 ' 2 0 2
NOLA 14 12 8 4
Central 34 32 21 11
CALICO 30 ) 28 17 11
COIN 4 4 4 0
Southeast 12 12 7 5
OVAL 8 8 5 3
SOLO 4 4 2 2
Southwest 3 21 18 3
MILO 13 11 10 1
SWORL/GCLC 22 10 8 2
- 109 79 . 30

Chi square test of homogeneity of distributions with & degrees of *
freedom:.XZ = 5,50, .20 ¢p. ¢-30. ) I

<l

n

2




Table 20 )

" Special Library Sample: Totals, Adjusted Totals,
and Significance Test on Regional Response Bias

- - Sample Size Response
Region/System Total Adjusted Returned Not-Returned
Northwe st 2 2 1 1
NORWELD 1 1 0 1
WORLDS 1 1 1 0
. Nortpeast 10 10 7 3 :
. INFO/CAMLS 7 7 4 3
) MOLO 1 1 1 0
1 NOLA 2 2 2 0
Central 7 6 5 1
CALICO 6 5 4 1
COIN 1 1 1 0
Southeast 2 2 1 1
OVAL 1 1 1 0
SOLO 1 N 1 0 1
Soutnwest 5 5 3 2
MILO 2 2 r 0 2
~ SWORL/GCLC 3 3 3 0

3 : 25 17 8

Chi square test of homogeneity of distributions with 4 degrees of

freedom:,i? = 1.41, .80 ¢p. {90.
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Table 21 _ ,ﬂ

Public Schocl Library Sample: Totals, Adjusted Totals,
‘ ( Significance Test of Regional Response Bias

Sample Size Response b
!
Region/Syvstem Total Adjusted Returned Not-Returned {
‘ |t
Northwest 51 51 40 11
NORWELL 34 34 27 7
WORLDS 17 17 13 4
Northeast 78 78 56 22
, . INFO/CAMLS 41. 41 29 12 «
. MoLo 11 11 . 7 4
77 NOLA 26 26 , 20 6
Central 45 45 36 9
A y CALICO 31 31 23 8
CO1IN 14 14 7 13 1
Southeast 29 29 17 12 !
OVAL 13 13 8 5 :
SOLO 16 16 9 7.
Southwest 56 56 41 15 :
MILO 19 19 15 4 o
SWORL /GCLC 37 37 26 11 -
' ' i
!
- 259 190 69 N
Chi square test of homogeneity of distributions with 4 degrees of *i

freedom: 1? = 5,02, .?0 (p- (30

hY
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Questionnaires, Cover Letters

and Follow-up Letters

¥
i
i
¥
G
<
]
1
[

o

- ————oe




ENRGLLMENT PROJECTIONS FOR

OHIO GRADUATE EDUCATION
IN LIBRARIANSHIP

=

4 Survey of Ohio Public, Academic,
Special, and School Library Personnel

by

THE SCHOOL OF LIBRARY SCIENCE
Kent State University, Kent, Ohio

This survey is supported by an LSCA TITLE Il
grant from The State Library of Ohio.
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SECTION A.

[ 2%

(99

s

o,

7.

Current educational, personal,

Please complete the following section by
Mark only one response per item unless otherwise indicated.

response.

Age (1) 18-24 (1]
_25-29 [2)
__‘_'30-39 {3]

Sex (2) Male (1}

———————

and employment information

marking (X) the appropriate

40-49 [4)
50-59 (5]

__ 60 or over 16}

Female {2]

——

Type of library in which currently emploved (3)

public [1]
academic [2]

special [3]

Classiiication
cierical (1]

library technical
assistant [2]

library associate [3]
Primary service area in which currentlv
technical (1}

~public (2]

Number of nours worked per week (6)
o 1-10 hours {1}
__ 11-20 hours (2}
gighest diploma/dcgree earned to date (7)
__high school diploma (1]
AA or two vears college 12

BA/BS {3}

MA/MS (4]

-58-~

of Currentiy held position

_ school {4}

other, please specify [5})

librarian {4}

other, please specify [5]

emploved (3)

_ administrative [3]

learning resource/media
center |4]

other, please specify [5]

21-30 hours [3]

31-40 hours [4]

bth year certificate [5}

Ph.B., DLS, etc. [6]

_; other, piease specify [7]
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SECTLHON AL Current educational, personal, and employment information
Please complete the following section Dby marking (X) the appropriate
respoase. Mark only one response per irem unless otherwise indicated.

.
N

.

1. Age (1) 18-24 [1] _40%49 [4)
_ 25-29 (L] 50-59 [5)
_30-39 (3] 50 cr over (6] -
2. Sex (2) Male (1)} Female [2]

3. Tvpe of school In wirich currently employed (3)

high school clemencary [4]

o—
jo
—

’ ____junor high {21 ____ other, please specify 5]
_ middle [3] .
N Classification of currently held positien (4)
_____clerical (1] _____librarian (4}
liprary technical other, please specify (3]

assistant [2]

library associate (3]

5. Tv,e ¢ Dhio educational media certificate currently held (O}
g -
none 1] comprenensive, K-1C (4]
' elementary, K-35 {2} other, please specify (5}

-econdary, 7-12 [3!}

. <
5, vamoer of hours worked per week (6)
__1-10 hours (1) __21-30 hours (3}
. 11-20 hours (2] i _ 31-340 hours {4)
. 7.  hichest diploma/degree earned to date (7
/
. _____high school diploma {1) ____ 6th year certificate [5]
WA LT twe Fears colleye {2} _ Ph.D., DLS, etc. [6]
BALBS 1o ____ other, please specifyv [7]
MA/ME (L )
J ) e
ERIC 59 4L ’
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-, Have nou comp leted ans’ur dre vou foew working on a degree in a library/

. I T [P
LU YO =t pated T leld =0

Yeo li}—‘——] ) No 21———'1 .
1

U ves, wnivt Or the following If{ no, please SKIP to SECTION B below.

neve you completed and/or are

f
- '[ vou now workinaz towird?

*x ox MAIRE AS MANY AS SFPLY * %

Jearec Status
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~1ioN B. GLeographical information

Ploase wiite 1N the speci:ie nformation requested beldw.

.
1.7 Are vou an Jduic resident”™  (17) Yes [1] No o |2
2. Th what Ohio county do vou currently live? (18-19) )
. - B
3. In what .nic county Jdo wou currently woerk? (20-21)
A
o TION (L Future cgucational and career vlans.

Tliese vomplete the iollow..pe ~ectiron by marking (X) the appropriate
response. Mark only one respunse per iter unless otherwise indicated. .

) Qo we. currently plun to coatinue wour career 1in library and information

A e
science? (23
. . { A} v e} .
_ Yes 'y ) ~No 12}

1f ves, in which type of librarv/information agency will vou seek
employment? {25)

ieadeniac (1] ) _schoel {&) .

o sener, please spect

.. L vl are Aol Lrrentiv work:in. on o ogradaate degree ia library -~cience,
eds ati0nal wed.a, or computer/information science, do vou slan e Jo so
in ne future? (26

_ Unlecided (1 )
'_] ! wo-king on such a degree

PLEASE CONTIME 1¥ no, please SKIP U SFCTION D below.

> ==




;»,;%7 B . » v . Y "
o 3. In which of the following areas do“you plan graduate study (i.e master
& degree or higher)? MARK ONLY ONE. (27)
. . . . < -
* ~_ library and informition science {1
___ educational media |2]
_____ instructional technology (3]
<
____ computer and information science (4]
G In what year might you begin your graduate study? (48)
1980 {1} 1983 (4] __afrer 1985 17
1981 (2} 1984 5]
1982 (3] 1985 [6] -
5. wotld vou continue to work while studving? (29)
___ No (1] Yes, part-time {2]) ___ Yes, full-time {3]
g would you attena an academic institution in Ohio for this graduate
»tudy? (30)
) Yes {) L No o [2
I1f yes, which one?| (31-32) o o
SESTION b Alternative programs of graduate library education in Ohio.
! Y. 1 AlA dccrediied. graduate library science courses werd available within
o Ame hoer's drive trom vour home, would vou attend? (31)
1}
_ Yes 11} e 13 )————
_ trdenided !2}__] ! -
r : cvi . Please turn vo the inside back
] Piea.l CNTINUE cover for mailing instructions.
| : —
- w:1 h state coilege or university campuses (main or branch) are within an
L - Sesr's drive of your home?  Please list all. (32-33)
i, Circle the campus listed in . above which is closest to vour home. (34-35)
. [+ tr1s of i-campus degree program in librarv science required that you
] cpend one term ozt the main campus as a full-time student. would you still
' re interestes 1o the program? (36)
’ ) LS i __ Undecidel 123 _ o (3]
. »
rembo U L0 TiD INSIDE BACK COVER FoR MATLING INSTRUCTIONS
i -62-
YAy
Y O Yoy
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ribrary Assoclate:

Thank you for participaLjng in this study. We apprecia

.n completing this questionnaire.
nlease write them on the inside front cover.

Sincerely,

Dr. &. Robert Rogers, Dean
school of Library Science
Rent State University

* % MATLTING 1NSTRUCTIONS * *

1. Remove the sostcard from this booklet and mail separatelV.

-

Jtarle the boorlet closed where -arked on the back cover.

Rerurn buotd the pestcard and booklet by tridav, October 31 to:

Dr. Mary T. Kim, rResearch Associate
The Graduate Education for Librarianship
- ) in Onhio Project
65 South Front Street, Room 1206
Coiumbus, OH 43215

. =63-

ERIC . ‘ -

r
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te the time you spent
1f you have any comments or concerns to share,
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D.. Mary T. Kim, Research Associate

The Graduate Education for
Librarianship Project

.65 South Front Street

Room 1206

Columbus OH 43215
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o KENT STATE =
‘ UNIVERSITY

b ' (216 6T P

»

‘ . October 16, 1980

Dear Librarian:

Hawve vou at some point 1a your career considered taking graduate courses in,
iibrary sclence, educational media, or }ns;rucLional technology, either for a
master degrec Or as part of a continuing, éducation prygram? Has the geographic
distance from an accredited library science school in Ohio prevented you from
considering a library science degree as a realistic option? Concerned with this
problem, the School of Library Science at Kent State University has received a
research grant from, The State Library of Ohio to investigate alternative methods
Zor providing gradgate education in librarianship in Ohio.

. Y

As part of this study, we are asking a sample of certificated, school librar-
yans currently employed in Ohic public schools to share their plans for furthering
their educatlon in a library-related field. We invite you to participate in this
survey by completing and returning the- énclosed questionnaire by Friday,

Gctober 31. *

o willi Jetermine i new graduate library science .programs
) are needed in , where these programs might best be located, and what
modifications might be made in existing programs to meel student needs.
vour lach of interest in such programs is therefore as important for us to
s

ul

Survey resuit
n Ohlo

know as vour possible interest.

Since all questicnnaires are anonymous, we also ask vour help in reducing

the number of follow-up reminders we need to send. Simply mdil the enclosed
postcard at tlie same time you return the questionnaire. All postage has been
paid.

Thank vou for your prompt attention to this request. 1f you have any
guestions, please write to me at the address below or call (614) 466-5264.

Sincerely,

Mary T. Kim, Ph.D.

Research Assogiate

. 1
Mid/vie
A

Yaclosure
'/ -65- Ld "‘A'\'/
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: . DRADUATE DULATION BUK WIBrARIANSuiP 1N OHIO:

v . AN LoLA FITLE tiy PROGEST
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' October 16, 1980 L

Deay Library Associate:

PO

Have you ar some point in career considered taking formal courses in o
librarv science, either for an 1 degree or as part of a continuing v
education program? Has the ge ‘¢ distance from an acciedited library b
science school in Onio prevent: 4 from following through on this idea? %%

Concerned with this problem, tt .. ,chool of Library Science at Kent State
University hds received a research grant from The State Librarv of Ohio %o
‘investigate alternative methods for providing graduate education in librarian- Y
ship in Ohio. . : H
- - As part of this study, we are asking a sample of library associates

° currently employed in Ohic libraries to share their plans for furthering their
education in a library-related field. We invite ¥ou to participate in this )
survey by completing and returning the enclosed questionnaire by, Friday,

: October 31.

Survey Tesults will decermine if new graduate library science programs

. are neeced 1n Nhio, where these programs might, best be locgtcd, and what LA
mod ifications might be made in existing programs toO meet “student needs. ]
s vour lack of interest in such programs is therefore as important for us to 1
Lnow as vour possible interest. . ) : :

Since ali¥questionnaires are -anonypous, Wwe also ask your help in requcing
ail the enclosed -

the number of followwu reminders we need to send. Simply m¢
postcard at the same time you return the questionnaire. All postage has been

paid.

T

e AW

———e s W

Thank »ou for your prompt attention to this request. 1f you have any
questions, please write to me at the address below or call (614) 466-5204.

- v
et Aosiniingd

Sincerely,

L/Yj)dizsz \ - 4ZAJV\__

Mary T. Kim, Ph.D.
rResearch Associate

-
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MTR/vie
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LRADVATE SPUCATION FOR LKBRJ\RIN‘SHU’ IN OHIG:
) Q AN LSCA TITUR 11! FROJECT
: neax 1206, 63 . Front htreet, Columbus, Ohio 43215 “
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Dear School Librarian: <

invited you to participate in a study assecs.ng the need for additional
or modified graduate library science programs in Ohio. Perhaps the :
g survey questionnaire never reached you or arrived after the response
deadline. Whatever the reason, your response is still important to us. :
. .'/ i
) Please take ten nfiutes and share your plans for graduate

educatjen in a library related field by completing and returning the

enclosed questionnaire and postcard no later than Monday, November 24.

1
Last month the School of Library Science at Kent State University it
i

You may not be interested in a graduate degree at this time. N
You may have already started or even completed~a graduate degree in ’
librarianship or educational media. Your response is still essential
for determining if, when, and where* additional or modified graduate
library science programs are needed in Ohio. ~As before, all - .

questionnaires are anonymous.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this request. 1f{ you .2
wave already returned the questionnaire, thank you for your interest.
1t is possible, however, that vou forgot to mail the postcard or that
ir never reached us. Please detach the postcard, indicate you have .
. already responded, and return the card to us.

Thank vou again for your assistance.

Sincerely,
T e

Mary T. Kim, Ph.D.
~ Research Associate

N MTE/ \f

- Enclosure

P R

-67-
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KENT STATE Do
UNIVERSITY TN
LIBRARY SUIENCE '

(216 672 2782 '
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. . November 7, 1980 L. .
Dear Library Associate: : . ..
fa-t month hé School of Library Scienhce at Kent State ‘ '

University iniuiated @ study assessi
libraxy science prog

-

uux.‘ed g*aﬁua;

study focused on the educational pl

at yvn} ¢, acadenic,

insti itutions, LISLrl)ULUd quesrlonnalrc

staff members.

. As you can see by

share
attached questxopnalre.
As before,

CL ma.
11rcadv started or

Tou may nave
..a'\sp

if, when,

programs are needed in Ohio.

Ihank You
"gturntu Lhie’ questloﬂnalre,

i ’
GRADUATE £DLCATION ¥C OR L. *BRARLANSHIP IN OMI10:
- Y . AN LSCA TllLlt 111 PROJECT .
tnem 1276% 65 5. Front tireet, Coluabus, (hlo 43215
(el L hbs 906G

the att
your response is important for t
cen minutes of your time in

;or vour pxonpt

oducational media, .0
Your response 1is still essential

.

Sincerely,

Mary T: Kim, Ph.D.
RthcarCh Aesoc1atc

—HB-

and ¢pecial iibraries in Obio.
s to over three hundred -library )

You weTe one of these. individuals. .

ached questxonna1re,
he” success of this p
completing and returning the .
We need your response by Mondav, November 2&.

ag the need for additional or
rams in Ohio.- Part of the
ans of support pexsonnel “employed

Employing

we beling
project. Please . ) .

- o

all quethonnalres are, anonymous. L

rnot be interested in a graduate degree at this time.
even completed a graduate degree in

or computey and information sciencé.
if this project is Lo determine -

and where additional or modified graauate 1ibrary science

response.
thank you for your cooperation.
@ not comol te an adcxt1ona1 quesclonnalre. : .

-

oo
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1f you have already
Please

e ve)
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Northwestern Ohio

&

cel there really is a great need for an ALA, dpproved program in

»-e,

1. 1

Lven a few courses would be helpful, if a full program

northwest Ohio.

could not be developed. Summer courses would be especially attractive

to those of us in a Ademic libraries. X
. A

ay be an elementary school librarian. &As a former

-~

2.. 1 hope to ong.

teacher, I strongly feel that teachers, in the very near future will

demand a full-time, ,n-school librarian and media specialist. When

state regulations make such a full-time position mandatory, 1 want to be

ready. Urcil then, 1'i1 probably stay where I am [academic 1ibrary]l,

but as a librarian.

3. T am very much in favor of more ALA accredited gre.aate programs in

.

Ohio. 1If there was one in my area, 1 would- be going to-schonol now.

lacademic library].

4. - With a family it would be difficult to be "away'' for a term. A
) Yy

summer term might be possible if husband and wife had nine month con-

tracts; althougn hard financially. {academic library]

5. Why aren't there any correspondence courses on master's level in

library science? After taking seven hours and running this library for

is not essential to have a degree. 1t is just \

geven sears it certainly

* another way to discriminate. [public library]

6. HKent State-and Bowling Green State Universitx}cooperative effort in

\
ocheduling and course ofegrings would be ideal. Masters diploma in

Library and Educat ional Media would be a jeint school program. Kent is
.

jobs. { school library)

-g0 far for peonle witn families and full-time

=70~ -
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.7. 1 pldn to obtain an MLS when it becomes feasible. 1 czmnot aiford

P4

dut-of-state fees for Ann Arbor or the tuition at Case Western. +f BGSU

had ALY accreditation, thag is where 1 would go. 1 took so many LEM

Sy
hours as an undergraduate at BGSU that 1 might have difficulty getting

-

in rhe required hours. [school library]

g§. 1 am currently working towards my Master's Degree in Elementary

.

. this épring, 1980. [school iibrary)

gducation. 1 have considered working towards’ a Master's in the Library

L]

and Educaticnal Media Area but the lack of an accredited institution’

within easy driving distance has efiminate& this possibility. Therefore

I am very interested in your study! [school library)

vortheastern Ohio

%

1. At this point in time, because 1 have completed the Master's Pro-

gram, 1 don't plan onr continuing in 2 degree oriented program. However,
coursus of interest, print and/or non-print, being offered in the

immediate ared would be a¢ interest. | school library]l .

-

2. I originally wanted to earn my vaster's Degree in Library science/

Cducational Media. However KSU was the closest university and. it was
: t
FI

too long a drive fyom my home. 1 would possibly consider earning- a

Ph.D. in this area as 1 presently finished my Master's in Administration
¢

3. There is a great need for Cleveland State University to introduce
into its curriculum a series of courses in 1ibrary/information science.

Professionals would then be able to further their education whether or

. . ~ . \
qot their intent was to pursue an advanced degree. Educational aides °

and/or paraprofessionals need such courses also to support +he profes-—

sional progyams. i scnool libraryl
prog

4

—71-
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r .
. 1 am enploved at tyeree Library, {niversity oi Akron. Because* UA

and KSU do not duplicate programs, no LS program will ever be offered
here. lowever, dF UA i receive a iree remission. It would cost me full

price to attend K$U~ For this reason I am seriousiy considering other’

N

areas of graduate stndy. if the univaersities had a reciprocal agreement'

- . M -
- . . ’ - - .
jee remission for such programs, 1 would attend library school at

-y

(o)

nSy. One hour's driving tine (2 hours per day on the road) seems expen—

.

sive to a working mother.

Ccentral vihlo f ) % .

L. Although I presently do not see furtier education in the field of

. v
library sdience 2 probability for mvself, 1 think that expanded courses

in this field would propably be a very good idea in Franklin County =
s .
given the growth of -Columbus and t.he number of jnstitutions® here which

must use that wind of expertise. {academic library] .

run The Litrary a1l by aveel f, K=6. 1 have worked here "12 years.
b )

i} could afford to Lake the class and 2T would give mc 4 degree where

.
.

1 could make wmore money 1 would be all for it. 1 onlyv make a litrle

(very) over 350.00 a weuk, mot éven enough to bud groceries nov. it

docsn't seem fali but 1 love my¥ work and try my best to make a nice

happy surrounding for the children [school library]

3.  Mdre interested in workshops oI shott courses for information -not

. .

aecessarily towards a degree OT credit. ¢ { school iibrary}

-

“. 1 would like to fulfill some requirements in @ Master Degree by

arre pondence, if possible. {schocl library!
. \

L
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Southeastern ohio

T 1. what 1 cannot fathom is why O§U does not offer Library Science

: among its multituae of majors. 1 know 1 am not the only person who has

< . even had these thoughts. I also think that experience'in working in

tibraries should somehow be applied toward scme credits 1n majering in

Library Science. 1 don't know now this could be resolved but I do think

it should be given some fairly serious consideration. {academic library) -
* had hoped for a few years that rhere would have been an accredit-

ed ALA school closer to my home. My present graduate program is being

taken at {an ourL-oi-state university] where 1 have been enrolled for the

past three summers. L neced only six more hours for my HLS and plan t<

attend summer session of 1981 for my degree. [ school iibrary]

3. intend to take courses as available from 0.U. but do not intend toO

work toward aigegree in libraryv/uedia, etc.  special library]
¢

sournwestern 0h1o

L. 1 would appreciate an oppertunity € obtain an MLE degrce while
A

worving full time O continue €€ suppere my family. fpublic library}

would iike to see wright State with a Master's in Library Science.
Lpublic 1libraryl
3. Would love to be able to get @ degree in 1ibrary science while
. working in Cincinnati. Seems impossible right nov. {school 1ibrary]
4. 1f there were an ALA accredited MLS program in my geographic area 1
wouid have had the degree 10 years ago- My personal situation does not

permi. attending an out-oi-town campus for an extended period but 1
would be very interested in pursuing a degree program in my vicinity.

{public 1ibrary]

-73-
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dents of southwest Ohio has becomé much more

5. This problem for tesi

acute with the raising of tuition fees at the tniversity of KentucKy,

Lexington, for out-of-state residents. while those of us in Ohio kne /

and accepted this out~of-state tuition when W€ enrolled at t.K., the

d in receiving the MLS much longer.

increases have made the time involve

Fees currently are $119/hour for non-Kentucky residents.

6. Having graduated from Wright State University with a BS degree in

Educa:ionAl Media (7-12), it nhas been told to me that 1 cannot further

v education in libraxy science becausc 1've already had all the neces~”

sary classes. 1 would be interested in graduate work if it 1is possible

to continue mY degree.

7. 1 am very glad you are taking this survey. 1 have jong wanted tO

take additioral course work in the field, however, the distances to be

fraveled have stopped meé due to family responsibilities which keep me

-~ wigmi had a graduaté€ degree program in library

- - - &3
oS 0 none. T, onianms

C

& b

g teNce, & would be up there in a minute. [school library]

( tad zo settle for a M.Ed vMedia Spec. degree because there was not

-4 instotutlion that a married woman working full-time could

attend. Y master's really does not do me much good as far as becoming

niversity jibrary, since they require the

a professional jibrarian in 2 U

vgs. It has been a very frustrating experience. Even though 1 do not

think a MLS from an ALA accredited schoel would teach me any more library

science cthan 1 already know, 1 would still 80 after a gecond degree just

to have noerte job opportunities open to meé.

9. ceveral of us at wiami would 1ike Lo see a 1ibrary scienceé program

o~

s v ey R =

e o

-
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10, 1 would ne concerned with tl.ree main things in pursuing any further

nat 1 would not lose any pay or seniovity where I o

Tored B Leaniay for an extended veriod of time, 2) that 1 would

puriods of time away from my family, 3) that

not nave Lo spene extended

I wouly feel I would be getting d quaelity ecucaticn and a meaningful

onv. ‘special l.orary!
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A survey of student library assistants employed at academic librar-
ies during Autumn term, 1980 was conducted to determine their future

pians for graduate educaiion in a library and information service field.

Two hundred surveys, 1n postcard iorm, were senl to 31 academic librar¥y-

-
~

directors who distributed them to 2 random sample of student workers.

.

~ -
v

The annual stat.stical clireciors for 1979 [2] provided estimates of
>

<

aumber of stuuent hours utilized by academic libraries in each library
: 2 * ’ » » “ .
syptem (e.g. CALICO, COIN, etc.s. Posteards were divided proportion- -

¢tely among regions and among academic libraries within dach region

usimy these student hour estimates. Tables 22 and 23 contain data on

L

student hours, estimated number ot student workers,.and response rate |,

.

information for the five geographical regions identified throughout this:

enrcllment study. As Table 22 demonstrates, the areas employing largest

.

number af student workers correspond to thnse identified as largest
2 o

emplovers of academic professional librariars [1}. Northeastern and

. -

nic emploved approximately 26 cach and southwestern Ohio, 28%.

b
-
>
r

Jelra

scewrding to the response rates reported in Table 23 however, student
4$5.30tants 1n the southwestern Tepion had Least interest in participating

s -

in tnis survey or, by extension, in pursuing a graduate degree in a

L1.rarv related field. The response rates for northeastern, central,

and southwestern Ohic were ‘73 percent, 63 pertent, and 45 percent

respectively. A

, : .
igures 2, 3, and &4 illustrate the postcard survey 'form and cover

. -

letters seat. The postcard questionnaire was a shqrtened version of the .
form sent tu library associates and certificated, non-master degreed ,

schonl librarians.

“rp




N\ .
$
‘ - Total Hours Estimated Number - TYercentage of

Region of Assistance of Students¥* 'Total State Hours
< Northwest 197,958 190 13%

Northeast 429,308 413 : 26%

Central 410,156 -394 T 26%

Southeast 108, 460 104 77

Southwest 456,230 439 287

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

-~

Student Library Assistants:

Table 2

[

Regional Representation

G.

State and

’

0y

PR

*Number of students =

Total hours of assistance

52 weeks X 20 hours per student’

=

~.

.\“\\




, Tabie .23 . . :
|

Response Rates for Student-- - . i ‘ :
. Library Assistant Survey ' . )
. ) .
L ]
\ ° ’
)Region T Surveys Sent Survevs Returned Respunse Rate -7
« Northwest 26° 12 - 46%
Northeast 52 ) 38 73%
N . t . :
, Central 52 33 637
. Southdast 1 8 57%
Southeast 56 25 457
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.
.2 R
DIRECTIonS  PLEASL CHLLA OMLY the A% OTHERWISE DIRLSTED. WHEN COMPLETED, FLEASE DROP
IRECTLuns PLBASL L NLY LN
Ta L3 ALl BuX. .
.
T OURG EMPLOVED IN LIBRARY
pE: WEER:
) z - LY 1 Y.
] FRESIMAN " MASTER ' Malk ves vy, g
) : DulTWRATE .. FEMALL LN 11-2¢ } 3lesd
: Thiz ' :

SoIENCE ' VTN
ONAL MDA IR L
S v.USA. TECHNSLOGY icofiivat \ TS
et INFORMATICN 4 b a9

)

i Figure 2
. /
! -
’ Studepr Library Assistant Form
- t

COMPLTER On INFORMATION SC1ENCE
WINE O THe ABOVE -

N S g e T
TS YOUR CLUKRENT MAILR Or MINOR FIELD

FTIIEGE OR Lh.nbx
Loy GRADUALE DGR

' T} YES
UNDECIDED
i N3

ThANK YOL FOR YOUR TiME.
! PLEASL MAIL TODATY.
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_KENT STATE
UNIVERSITY SRR

et

. Novembér 3, 1980

Dear Personnel Librarian:

_ As you may know, the School of Library Science at Kent State University is
currently studying alternative methods for providing graduate education in Ohio.
To date, the project has relied on the cooperation of Ohio librarians in pro-
viding_staff rosters, projecting personnel needs,. and distributing question-
naires -to non-profegsional staff. If you have been one of these jndividuals, 1
thank you for your time and continued interést. If you have not been contacted,
1 askK youd to join this statewide effort by fesponding to the following request..

The project is surveying student library workers ﬁurrenﬁly employed in Ohlo
libraries to determine their interest in continuing in the library pqofession.
please distribute the enclosed cards and letters to a random sample of student
workers, in vour library 2as follows: o i i .

- a o
please do not select only studemts you ihink are interested in
e . N -~ . .

librarianship as a career.’ - R

[

[

o - . : .
2. Pleage tr¥ ro distribute to students werking throuighout ™ the -
. liprary and not just ‘in one division. :

A '

3. “lecase allow time for studerts to complete and return by
* November 19. - ' C. o "

. .
~ R Y

[

Thank youlfér your help. 1f you have any.questions,~please give me a céllu
at (614),422-526Af - . o - N

Y

-

; Sincerely,
e ) ' UM—F' V\'\’“W’

Mary-T. Kim, Ph.D.
‘ReseaLch-Associate

'
-
1

MTK/dh -Figure'ﬁ

!

Enclosures - . Distribution Letter'for’?ostcard survey

Al b v, . . .
- s . . ¢ s

.

Te -81- ! ‘)(\ ot : .
' R o
| . GRADUATE snugAtxoﬁ FOR LIBRARLANSHIP IR OR¥O:
‘ . . AN LSCA TITLE 111 PROJECT
: . . Room 1206, 65 S. Front Street ' Columbus. Ohio 43215 N
B . R "rx/\ kb GIRG st .

.
M -
- ¢ . - .
- ¢ . .
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ERIC

KENT STATE |
UN‘VERS‘TY ) SO0 L ofF

LIBRARY SCHENCE
(XibY 672 2782

Noyember 3, 1980

Dear. Student Library Assistant:

The Scheel of Librarvy Science at Kent State University is studying alter-
native methods of providing graduate education for librarianship in Ohio. As
part of tnis study, we are surreying non-professionals and student assistants
currently emiloyed in Ohio libraries to determine their future educational
plans. Your™jibrary has agreed to participate in this effort by distributing
survey postcards to a random sample of its student library assistants. R

Please join in this effort by corpleting the attached card and returning it
no_ later than Wednesday, November 19. If you are not interestéd in a library
career, we need to know this as well. e

3 B
u mav aeed to complete onlv part of the card, depending on your . future
Whet Jou have {inished, simplv drop the card in a U.S. mailbox. Be sure

ro detach tnis letter prier to mailing. All responses are anonymous.

will not be "sending reminders or follow-ups -0 please participate today.
;ou have an' questions, please write te me at the address below or call
241 hank vou for your help.

Sincerely,

ST o

Mary T. Kim, Ph.D.
Research Associate

MTK/dh Figure 4

Attachment Srudent Library Assistant

Cover Letter

» -8~ :)\I

CRADUATE EDUCATION FuR LIBRARIANSH1P IN OHJC:
AN LSCA TITLE 111 PROJECT .
Koowm 1206, 63 §. Front Siree:, (ulumbus, Ohio 43215
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{able 24 reports descriptive data on the 116 respondents. ‘'Over 90
percent of the students were undergraduates. Over 80 percent were
- iemales and Onhio residents. Forty-one!percent worked 10 hours or less
s _ , .

- s+ each Wweek; 53 ‘percent worked between 11 and 20 hours each week. Only 19
. & . . S
percent planned to work in the library field in the future.’
. .
Table 25 reoorts data only for tnose students .lanning to continue

- . L

in the library field. Less than half were majoring and/or minoring in a

library. related field; Twenty-nire percent were working ‘in the library
) e B
- i
service area, 14 percent in computer science, and ’ percent in educational
1r

ing on 2

- media. Ten percent of those ianning a library career Were Worg
g

graduate degree in one of ‘the three areas at the time of the survey.

The majority of t! remaining 90 percent did expect to earn a graduate

degree in a library relatéd area in the future. Sixty-one percent would

continue in the library science field, 1l percent in the computer

©

science f£ield, and 6 percent 1n educational media. Sixty-six percent of

those considering a graduate degree in ope of the three areas would

start :heir'ﬁtédigs ia 1982 or 1983; however orly 46 percent were

; t

g oo : . . . <
deiinitely ﬁlanﬁlng‘co remain in Ohio for this degree.

Finally Tablﬂ 26 res;ntb CoanYVatlve estimates of the number of
P

P . .

. i students in .each region who{plan graduate studles at thlS‘Clme. As

N \
Y

stated earlier, nineteen percent of the rgspondents expressed interest
i b 3 .
. -
. . . { L
in pursuing a library career. 1f-6ne assumes that non-response was lack

- of interest, then this drbpped to 11 percent who anticipated a library

career. Those plahning librari careers were predominantly in the

northern and central parts of the state.

N0 ‘ .o
ERIC” ‘
o o] ,
<

hd ’




Table 24

Descriptive Statistics on
, Student Assistant "Respondents

-
Class [evel: Sex:
Freshman 16% Male
Sophomore 247, Female -
Junior 207
Senior 25% Residence:
‘Graduate 6% :
Octher (e.g. 3% - B , Ohio-
non-degree) R Other
Hours employed: .
1 - 10 hours 41% S . .
11 - 20 hours 53%
21 - 30 hours 2% o ) -
31 - 40 hours 4 ‘
Pian vo centinue in® library field:
Yes 19% .
o 817
b}
A}
84—
N e
i

) . . R VR
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Descriptive Statistics on
; sistants Planning Library Careers °

. / Student As

\ -

Table 25

Current field of study:

Library science
Educational media
Computer science
Other field

Library science
Educational media
Computer science
Ocher

be started:

? 1981 :
f 198C

1983

1984

1985

Yes
Undecided
No

Currently working on graduate degree in

Graduate degrees planned:

10%
90%

617

6(‘;
11%
29

-

=3

~a

W b
LY~y
a

/o

87

Attend Ohio institution for this degree:

45%
547%

&
o

library related .field:

vear in which graduate degree in library related field would

ERIC. -

Ao providea by enic

-85-
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Talle 26

~
“timates Numbder of Students Contemplating
Sraduate Degrees in Lach Ohie Region -
1]
1
* .
Percent Planning
i.ibrary Carery Decree PBlapned
Resion xespondents®  samplek* .S, “edia CIS Other
Ed
Northivest 33% 157 1@ 0 0 10
Northeast JEIN 13. 58 C 0 . 8
Ce..tral - 21 137 18 ] 9 8
Southeast i 0% 0 0 0 0
Southwest ok 7% 15 0 7 &
TOTAL 19% L L1, 70 9 16 34
’ ~

¢ ¢! resvondents in each region anticipating a library career..

cencawe of total sample ‘n eocrn region anticipating a library
[

Lasumes pen-resnomse indicat.s non-library careers.

’

—g6-




ihe more conservative. percentages of interest were used to estimate .

-
~

the number of students planning graduate degrees in the three library-
related aras. The northeastern and central regions contained the most

students. Eighty-three percent of the nqrtheastern students specified a

graduate degree in library science while 41 percent in central Hhio were

\\\ interested in a library science degree. The remaining were divided
-

among educational media, computer and information science, and other
non-library areas. ~
Sixty-cne percent of the total student assistants planning a degree

would enter a library scie?ce program. Recall that 54 percent of the

Fe -

* -+
assistants were net definite in their plans to attend a state institu-

. tion. The data suggest that most of the "undecideds" were located in
rorthwestern and southwestern Ohio, areas closer to out—of-state ALA
programs. Tﬁe§e two areas also had the highest percentage of students
who would seex graduate degrees in a non-library area, 34 percent in the

ncrthwest and 27 percent in the southwest. For the most part, central

[N
-

and northeastern students would remain ip the state for their library-

. related graduate degPmes.

In conclusion, between 11 and 19 percent of the student assistants
current:. employed in Ohio academic libraries were contemplating library

careers. Although less than half of the students were earning an under-

.

graduate in a library related field, over 77 percent would earn a graduate
degree in elther library science, educational media, or computer and
“
. information science. Most students interested in library science degrees

were located in northeastern and central Ohio and most would elect to

w remain in the state for their degrees.

—87-
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ﬁi%ﬁ@ . A sutvey of undergraduates enrolled in.library science and educa-
i . - -
tlonal medla courses in Ohio was conducted to determlnc how many planned

' to earn graduate degrees in a 1ibrary and 1nformat10n service field.
Als educational media programs withe undergraduate programs were con—
tacted and requested ro distribute questionnaires to classes during the
last weeks of -Autumii term,'l980. The Ohio State University faéuity of
Computer and Inrormation Science and the School of Library Sciegce at
Kent State University also agreed to distribute questionnaires in

’ : .

appropriate'cla§ses. A list of institutions participating and the

L

number of usuable forms completed at each is given below.
X g

¢ + Bowling Green State University 67
Kent State School of Library Science 3 (
Kent State Program Educational Media and Technology 1
_Miami University ’ 5
Ohio Dominican College 26
Ohi0'§rate, Dedartment of Computer and Information T2 -’
Science
Ohio University L I - EEESU
— 7Universit;‘of Tolello o ' 10
Wright State University : 28

Most programs were unable to estinate accurateIfathe number of

students minoring in the area or seeking credit for certification. I

e 1

oo

addition because forms were completed by graduates as well as under-
AN

graduates and because a representative sample of students was not

obtained from all Ohio regions, no attempt was made to estlmate total

.
2

k.Y

~89-
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

s

R U
number of students enrolling from ‘ecach regional: pooulatlon Flndlngs

-~

apply only to sampled drudents enrclled in c‘asses durlng Autumn, 1980.

-

Table 27 ﬁeports descriptive data’ o.. respbndents. Seventy percent
. t

. . o i
of the students were underg*aduates‘ lS-percenc, graduates; and 15 per- ,

cent non- deéree students, pxesumably wozkxng on certlflcation hours.

N \

Sixteen percedt of the students were ‘male.. Ove* 90 percent clalmed Oth

~
. »

residency.’ - ) ‘ . )
*Only 66 percent of the students planned to wéﬁk in.ﬂfbrar;es i ghé
. ; PR
future., This low rate was due to theqlarge number of ggwling Green
students who did not intend to enter the library f£e1¢5(57 percent) and

also the lack of interest’ among OSU computer and infsrmation scignce

students (P00 percent). Since Bowling Green offers a minor program for
)
studants in arts and,sciences, it is &ikely that z large number of non-

2
education students were ~enrolled ‘during ‘Autumn term.

The maJorlty of students would work in a gchoel library after

graduatlon (43 percent) with 10 percent seeklng publlc llbrary careers.

Thirty-fdur percent would seek non-library ppsitions. As Table 27

.

indicates, only 55 percent were currently enr¢lled in a degree program
1

with a ma;or-or_mlnor in llbrary~sc1ence, -computer science, or ‘educa-
7 .

tigpal média.. At the time o; the survey 74 percent knew they would - ‘j‘

> i

contznue with gradugte stugy in a.library related field; 13 percent were

ided. -~ o - 4 A .

- . ‘.

undg
Data in Table 28 indicate that yhe’maj;rﬁFy of studedts.conéidering
a library related, grad;ate ?égrae ﬁgu}d enter a iibr;rv science program
(55 percent). Forty.percent w0u1dj;nroll in an educational med:ia and/or
iﬂstructiogal technology program.m_OVér fifty pexcent would start thésg
graduaie studies by 1983, mostr agieqd;ng an Ohio institution of higher

-

4 t

education. . - ‘
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.'Table 28

» ~

Educational Plans for Those .
T\ Contemplating Graduate Degrees in a Library
' and Information Service ‘Field

o °
Figld of study ~ | o ..
.Library and infogmation'sciencé\ \ 55%
*  *Educational media ) 33%
Instructional technology i s 7%
Computer, and information science’ 5%

. T, . . e \
Year~ in which graduate work would begin:

e . ~y

' \ 1981 +11%
S 1982 287%
* - 4 l'98$ N R 15 %
1984 ) ) 177%
1985 | : 147
1986+ 15%

Attendance at Ohio institution projected:
- , Yes 80%
o 20%

”~
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o~ Students were asked to specify the institution they would attend if
they were pdanning to remain in Ohio. Table 29 confirms the common
Kad

-~ “ N .
. belief that students’will select the prografXclosest to home. North-
y

Lt .., Western students would attend Bowling Green (46 percent); ‘southwestern
students, Wright State (67 percent) and Miami Universfties¢(50 percent);
\ .
and northeastern students, Kent State (100 percent). The one exception
would be the central Ohio’area,’where.Sé'percent of those contemplating

. a degree would attend Kent State University. Perhaps these students

" referred to the KSU extension program located at OSU.

Finally Table 30 reports regionai interest in pursuing a library
related graduate degree. Northeastern and central Ohio had the highest

sercentages of respondents contemplating such a degree. Over 50 percent

o .
in each region ‘would enter a library science program.’ The undergraduate

C1S students in‘cenQral Ohio would continue in the computer and infor-

;
[l

. thation science field.

o g As stated earlier, iina;pgs of this suréey.are not generalizable to

<

L, L \ .
all students enrolled in uridergraduate programs. Some tentative conclu-

-

Stons may still be drawa from the data as follows. ‘ ‘ , .

} 1. Students remainifg in the state pref%; to attend an insti-
* R

tution in their area.

2, Most media”programs are preparing students for school 1ibrary'§
positions. s

3. The preferred graduate field, for those planning further
\ *

study, is library science.

Al w

’ .
4.. 'The listing of Kent State University by northwestern, north-

eastern, and central Ohio students suggests that the ALA

’ degrce may be preferred. N
I

-93-"
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Table 29 .

State Iunstirutions to be Attended by Those
Cuntemplating a Graduate Degree in a Library
and Information Service Field«

v

Northwest
(BGSU & UT)

Northeast
(KSu)

Central

(0SU & 0DC)

Southeast

(oY)

Sourhwest
(MU, WSU)

Bowling Green State University
Case Western Resérve University
Kent State University

“University of Toledo

Font State University

-

Case Western Reserve University
Kent State University
Ohio State University

None listed

Miami University
Ohio State University
Wright State University

467,
23%
317%
23%

1007%

367%
55%
287%

507%
177
A ¥4

« L3

-*Percentages do not total to 100 percent in all reglons 51nce some
students listed more than one instituticen.

t

o
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Table. 30 :
; / Peréentage of Students Enrolled in Each
Region During Autumn, 1980 Who Contemplate a
Graduate Degree in a Libraiy Related Field*
7 Field Contemplated '
Total Percent
Region ° Library Science Media CIS of Students
) N .-ﬂﬁﬂ:’/
Northwest (N = 77) i 187 13% 17 32%
(BGSU & UT) \\
Northeast (N = 4) 75% 25% 0% lOQZ\x.
(Ks3) N
Central (N = 28) 50% 21%, 117 827%
(0SU & 0DC) ) o
Southeast (N = 8) 13% 25% 0%, 38%
(ov) -
- /
Southwest (N = 33) 2%

MU & WSU)

*BGSU:

Bowling Green State University

UT: University of Toledo
KSU: Kent State University
OSU: Ohio State University
ODC: Ohio Dominican College

OU: Ohio University

MU: Miami University
WSU: Wright State University
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