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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to (1) study the level of problems of school material management, (2) compare
the level of problems of material management in various sizes of schools, (3) compare the level of
problems ot material management in each aspect and in whole and (4) study the administrators and
material officers’ opinion and suggestion on material management. The population consisted of 524
administrators and materiais officers in the schools under. The Office of Roi Et Educational Area 1. The
samples were 436 administrators and material ofticers. The research tool was a 5-level scale
questionnaire of 60 items,

The results ot this study found that (1) the administrators and the material officers” opinions on
the pt:ob!cm of material management in schools was at the low level in whole, (2) the comparing the level
ot problems of materials management depending on the administrators and the materiais officers’ opinion
in seven different sizes of school found that the opinion was different at the 0.05 level of statistical
significance as in whole. 'When considering each aspect, it was found that the opinions were different at
0.05 level of statistical significance in five aspects except the planning aspect, (3) there was no difference
between the administrators and the material officers” opinions on the problems of materials management
in schools and (4) the administrators and the materials officers had some opinions and suggestions on the
material management such as the schools should have participation in defining their basic need and the
budget must be supported by high executives. The regulations for purchasing, hiring materials
procedure and heirachy should be reduced, materials should be distributed by the list

as teachers’ requirement, the matenals room should be specifically located, and so on.



