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The objectives of this research were to 1) study the state and problems of the
operation of living library at schools under Sing Buri Educational Service Area Office,
2) compare the state and problems the schools were classified by operational status,
management's education and experience, and teacher, and 3) compare the state and
problems when the schools were classified by operational status, student’s educational
status and students’ experience of using the library. The sample numbered 366 of
management, librarians, and teachers, and 448 students. The instrument was approved
by 5 experts with a reliability of 0.94. The data were analyzed in terms of frequency,
percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA, and Scheffe’s test.
The research results were as follows:
1. the state and problems of the operation
1.1 according to the management’s, librarians’, and teachers’ opinion, the
state was, overall, at a good level. Considered in each individual aspect, it was also at
a good level. They were ranged in a descending order as follows: budget, operation,
and knowledge. The operational problems were, overall, rated at a medium level.
" Considered each individual aspect, four of them were rated at a medium level; however,
2 of them were rated at a low level. They were ranged in a descending order as follows:
operation, budget, librarian.
1.2 according to the students’ opinion, the state was, overall, rated at a
high level. Each aspect was ranged in a descending order as follows: knowledge,
budget, and operation. The problems were, overall, rated at a medium level. Considered

each individual aspect, three of them were rated at a low level and also the other three

aspects were rated at a medium level. Raged in a descending order, they were budget,
knowledge, and technology system.

2. when the management, librarians, and teachers were classified by
operational status, education, and experience, the average level of state of the
operation was not different. Comparing the average level of problems, the researcher
found that the problems were not different when the management, librarians, and
teachers were classified by operational status and experience. When they, however,
were classified by education, the level problems were different at a significance level of
.05. A

3. classified by operational status, education status, and experience using
the library, students, overall, had the same opinion on the state of the living library. For
the problems of the operation, students - classified by operational status and
experience using the library — had the same opinion on the problems in overall. When
they, however, were classified by educational status, they, overall, had different opinion

on the problems at a significance level of .05.





