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The purposes of this research were to 1) study the states of learning
resources management in secondary schools under Lop Buri Educational Service Area
Office 2, 2) study problems of learning resources management in secondary schools
under Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2, 3) compare the states of learning
resources management in secondary schools under Lop Buri Educational Service Area
Office 2, when classified by working status, sex, level of education and school size, and
4) compare the problems of learning resources management in secondary schools
under Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2, when classified by working status,
sex, level of education and school size. The sample consisted of 232 school
administrators and teachers selected through stratified random sampling. The
instruments used with 0.90 reliability were a questionnaires constructed by the
researcher. 97.84 percent of questionnaires were returned and analyzed by a package
program in terms of mean (X ), standard deviation (S.D.), t-test and F-test.

The research findings were as follows:

1. states of leaming resources management in secondary schools under Lop Buri
Educational Service Area Office 2 in 4 aspects were rated at a moderate level.
However, when considered by each aspect, it was also rated at a moderate level .

2. problems of learning resources management in secondary schools under
Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2 in 4 aspects were rated at a moderate level.
However, when considered by each aspect, it was also rated at a moderate level.

3. regarding the comparison of the states of learning resources management
in secondary schools under Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2, there was no
statistical significant difference when classified by working status, sex, level of education
and school size.

4. regarding the comparison of the problems of learning resources
management in secondary schools under Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2 in
general found that there was no statistical significant difference when classified by

working status, sex, level of education and school size.





