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The research aimed to 1) study the state and problems of management
according to the library standards of Municipal Schools, 7th local education group and
compare the state and problems of management according to the library standard of the
school mentioned above as classified by working status, educational level, library
knowledge, school size, and library size. The 148 samples used consisted of 74 school
administrators and 74 municipal school librarians of 7th local education group during the
2006 academic year. They were drawn from 37 schools, and 4 people for each school.
The instrument used was a set of questionnaires designed by the researcher with
reliability of 0.87. The data was analyzed to calculate mean (i), standard deviation
(S.D.), F-test, and t-test.

The findings were as follows:

1. the 8 aspects overall of the state and problems of management according to
the library standard of municipal schools, 7th local education group were rated at a high
level and a moderate level, the three highest levels were duty and responsibility, library
facilities and durable articles, and management structure; however, the budget
management was rated at a rﬁoderate level.

2. the 8 aspects of the problems of management according to the library
standard of municipal schools, 7th local education group were rated at a high level,
when considered by each aspect, the problems were at a high level and a moderate
level. The following aspects were high: personnel, technical work, management system
and library cooperation; however, the duty and responsibility management was rated at

a moderate level.

3. when comparing the state of management according to the library standards
of the municipal schools, 7th local education group, as classified by working status,
educational level, library knowledge, school size and library size, it showed no
statistically significant difference. When considered by each aspect, the different size of
schools and libraries showed a statistically significant difference at a level of 0.05 on the
state of budget management.

4. when comparing the problems of management according to the library
standards of the municipal schools, 7m local education group, as classified by working
status, educational level, library knowledge, school size, and library size, it showed no
statistically significant difference. When considered by each aspect, the different size of
schools and libraries, duty and responsibility, library facilities and durable articles, and

management structure showed a statistically significant difference at a level of 0.05.





