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Abstract

Present study was carried out problems challenges of preservation and
conservation of library resources in Law college libraries. Particularly, it
examined the problems and challenges in preservation conservation of
library resources. Techniques adopted, Type of physical damages caused
to the library material and types of different disaster the library collection.
For this purpose of the researchers prepared a well-structured
questionnaires and interview schedule as a tool for data collection and
same has been distributed, collected, analyzed and presented with useful
percentage analysis and suitable table for presentation of data. Results
highlighting for the major findings, suggestions and conclusion.
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1. Introduction

Preservation and conservation practices and techniques is an important aspect of library
and information management. A library is a repository of wisdom of great thinkers of the
past, present and the future. Any loss to such materials is simply irreplaceable; therefore,
preserving this intellectual, cultural heritage becomes not only the academic commitment
but also the moral responsibility of the librarians / information scientists, who are in
charge of these repositories. Conservation activities include bookbinding, book repairs,
conservation treatment and emergency preparedness and response. Damaged materials in
need of repair and materials that need binding or protective enclosures are treated in the
conservation department. The library houses the document by considering the long-term
preservation of the items while still allowing the end user to access the material easily.
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Books and other materials suffer damage or deterioration because of several groups of
factors, some inherent in the materials and others beyond the control of the library.
Library holdings may begin to deteriorate because of the organic materials from which
they are made. Each type of material paper, glue, plastic, etc. that goes into the
manufacture of a book, recording or optical media has its own combination of physical
and chemical properties, and a life span. Preservation is the task of minimizing or
reducing the physical and chemical deterioration of documents. Conservation is the
maintenance of documents in a usable condition through treatment and repairs of
individual items to slow the process of decay or to restore them to a usable state.

2. Objectives of the Study
The main objectives of the study are

e To identify the problems faced preservation and conservation in law college libraries.

e To identify the techniques adapted in the library for Preservation and Conservation of
Library Materials

e To find out the type of physical damages caused to the library materials

e To find out the types of different disaster the library collection

3. Methodology

The present study aims to examine the preservation and conservation practices and
techniques in law college libraries. The questionnaire method was adopted for the present
study to collect the necessary data, keeping in view the objectives of the study. A total
100 questionnaires were distributed among the Law College librarians affiliated to Hubli
Law University and 96 filled questionnaires were collected back. The rate of response of
96% the collected data has been analyzed.

4. Scope and Limitations of the Study

The present study attempts to know the present conditions of library preservation and
conservation of Law College libraries affiliated to Karnataka State Law University, Hubli
have been considered for the study. The scope of the study is confined to Law college
libraries.

5. Data Analysis and Interpretations

The data was collected by different methods were analyzed and interpreted and same
presented in the following tables.

5.1 Problems Faced in Library towards Preservation and Conservation

The respondent’s main choice is ‘Disagreed’ for ‘Lack of trained personnel’ with score of
36 representing 37.50 percent; followed by ‘Undecided’ with a score of 30 (31.25
percent). The above choices ‘Disagreed’ and ‘Undecided’ put together score 66 (68.75
percent). Whereas, the choice ‘Agreed’ scores 13 (13.54 percent); the choice ‘Strongly
disagreed’ scores 9 (9.38 percent); so also, the choice ‘Strongly agreed’ scores 8 (8.33
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percent). For ‘Lack of preservation and conservation policy in libraries’, as a reason for
the problems faced’, the respondents who say is ‘Disagreed’ score 38 representing 39.58
percent; followed by ‘Undecided’ 27 (28.13 percent). The responses for the choice
‘Strongly disagreed’ are 15 (15.63 percent). The choices ‘Agreed’ and ‘Strongly agreed’
score 11 (11.46 percent) and 05 (5.21 percent) respectively.

In case of the problems faced due to ‘Harsh environmental condition in the tropical zone’,
the respondents main choice is ‘Disagreed’ scoring 37 representing 38.54 percent;
followed by ‘Undecided’ scoring 28 (28.13 percent); whereas, the choice ‘Agreed’ scores
20 (20.83 percent); so also, the choice ‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 6 (6.25 percent); for
the choice ‘Strongly agreed’ scores 5 (5.21 percent) responses. Regarding the problems
faced due to ‘Little awareness of the importance of preservation and conservation among
information professionals Inadequate infrastructure’, the respondents main choice is
‘Undecided’ scoring 33 representing 33.38 percent; followed by ‘Disagreed’ scoring 29
(30.21 percent); whereas, the choice ‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 16 (16.67 percent); so
also, the choice ‘Agreed’ scores 11 (11.46 percent); for the choice ‘Strongly agreed’
scores 7 (7.29 percent) responses.

Another type of problems faced because of ‘Lack of equipment needed for preservation
and conservation of library materials.”, the respondents main choices are ‘Strongly
disagreed’ and ‘Undecided’ scoring 26 representing 27.08 percent each; followed by the
choice ‘Agreed’ scoring 18 (18.75 percent) responses; whereas, for the choice ‘Strongly
agreed’ scoring 15 (15.63 percent); for the choice ‘Disagreed’ scores 11 (11.46 percent).
Similarly for the problems like ‘Lack of competent manpower in preservation and
conservation of library materials.’, the respondents main choice is ‘Undecided’ scoring 31
representing 32.29 percent; followed by ‘Disagreed’ scoring 26 (27.08 percent); whereas,
the choice ‘Agreed’ scores 17 (17.71 percent); so also, the choice ‘Strongly agreed’
scores 14 (14.58 percent); for the choice ‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 8(8.33 percent)
responses.

The respondent’s main choice is ‘Undecided’ for ‘Frequent power failure’ with score of
44 representing 45.83 percent; followed by ‘Disagreed’ with a score of 22 (29.17
percent). The above choices ‘Undecided’ and ‘Disagreed’ put together score 66
(91.83percent). Whereas, the choice ‘Strongly disagreed’ and ‘Agreed’ scores score 12
(12.50 percent) responses each; so also, the choice ‘Strongly agreed’ has no response.
The respondent’s main choice is ‘Disagreed’ for ‘Lack of effective sanctions among
librarians’, scoring 31 representing 32.29 percent; followed by ‘Undecided’ scoring 30
(31.25 percent); whereas, the choice ‘Agreed’ scores 19 (19.79 percent); so also, the
choice ‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 14(14.58 percent); for the choice ‘Strongly agreed’
scores 2(2.08 percent) responses.

Yet another reason for problems faced in the library is ‘Administrative bureaucracy’, the
respondents who say ‘Undecided’ scores 31 representing 32.29 percent; followed by
‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 23 (23.96 percent); few respondents scoring say ‘Disagreed’
19 (19.79 percent) responses; number of respondents who say ‘Strongly agreed’ scores 12
(12.50 percent); those who say ‘Agreed’ score 11 (11.46 percent). For, ‘Inadequate
funding of the library’, the respondents who say ‘Undecided’ scores 35 representing
36.46 percent; followed by ‘Disagreed’ scores 23 (23.96 percent); few respondents
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scoring say ‘Agreed’ 19 (19.79 percent) responses; number of respondents who say
‘Strongly agreed’ scores 12 (12.50 percent); those who say ‘Strongly disagreed’ score 7
(7.29 percent).

One more reason for problems faced, like ‘Lack of suitable and appropriate equipments’,
the respondents who say ‘Disagreed’ scores 27 representing 28.13 percent; followed by
‘Undecided’ scores 22 (22.92 percent); few respondents scoring say ‘Strongly disagreed’
18 (18.75 percent) responses; number of respondents who say ‘Strongly agreed’ scores 16
(16.67 percent); those who say ‘Agreed’ score 13 (13.54 percent). The reason for
problems faced, due to ‘Lack of facilities’, the respondents who say ‘Undecided’ scores
26 representing 27.03 percent; followed by ‘Disagreed’ scores 24 (25.00 percent); few
respondents scoring say ‘Agreed’ 23 (23.96 percent) responses; number of respondents
who say ‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 12 (12.50 percent); those who say ‘Strongly agreed’
score 11 (11.46 percent).

In case of the ‘Shortage of library staff and skilled manpower’, the respondents who say
‘Undecided’ scores 29 representing 29.17 percent; followed by ‘Disagreed’ scores 25
(26.04 percent); few respondents scoring say ‘Agreed’ 24 (25.00 percent) responses;
number of respondents who say ‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 16 (16.67 percent); those
who say ‘Strongly agreed’ score 3 (3.13 percent). Regarding the problems faced due to
‘Financial problems & insufficient fund’, the respondents who say ‘Disagreed’ scores 31
representing 32.29 percent; followed by ‘Undecided’ scores 25 (26.04 percent); few
respondents scoring say ‘Agreed’ 17 (17.71 percent) responses; number of respondents
who say ‘Strongly disagreed’ scores 13 (13.54 percent); those who say ‘Strongly agreed’
score 10 (10.42 percent).

Table-5.1 Problems Faced in Library towards Preservation and Conservation

S/N Type of Problems Responses in percentage (N=96) Me SD % P
an value
1 2 3 4 5
08 13 30 36 09
1 | Lack of trained personnel 3.26 | 1.07 | 34.72 | 0.000
(8.33) | (13.54) | (31.25) | (37.50) | (9.38)
Lack of . d i 05 11 27 38 15
2 p(e)llcic;inpfiebsgr‘i/:slon and conservation 3.49 | 1.05 | 36.5 | 0.000
(5.21) | (11.46) | (28.13) | (39.58) | (15.63)
Harsh environmental condition in the 05 20 28 37 06
3 ropical zone 3.20 | 1.01 | 40.14 | 0.000
(7.29) | (11.46) | (34.38) | (30.21) | (16.67)
Little awareness of the imp'ortance of 07 11 33 29 16
+ | Dformation prafesionals ¢ nadeaqust 338 | L11 | 2670 | 0.000
infrastructurg q (7.29) | (11.46) | (34.38) | (30.21) | (16.67)
Lack of equipment needed for 15 18 26 11 26
5 | preservation and conservation of 3.16 | 1.41 | 9.31 | 0.053
library materials. (15.63) | (18.75) | (27.08) | (11.46) | (27.08)
6 | Lack of competent manpower in 14 17 31 26 08 1597] 117 17.85 | 0.001
preservation and conservation of
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library materials. (14.58) | (17.71) | (32.29) | (27.08) | (8.33)
00 12 44 22 12
7 | Frequent power failure 3.42 | 0.86 | 57.04 | 0.000
(0.00) | (12.50) | (45.83) | (29.17) | (12.50)
. . 02 19 30 31 14
] {;la;::r;i:ffectlve sanctions among 338 11.02 1 30.14 | 0000
(2.08) | (19.79) | (31.25) | (32.29) | (14.58)
12 11 31 19 23
9 | Administrative bureaucracy 3.31 | 1.29 | 14.20 | 0.006
(12.50) | (11.46) | (32.29) | (19.79) | (23.96)
12 19 35 23 07
10 | Inadequate infrastructure 2.94 | 1.11 | 24.20 | 0.000
(12.50) | (19.79) | (36.46) | (23.96) | (7.29)
08 17 26 25 20
11 | Inadequate funding of the library 3.33 | 1.22 | 10.97 | 0.026
(8.33) | (17.71) | (27.08) | (26.04) | (20.83)
1 Lack of suitable and appropriate 16 13 22 27 18 319 134 6.18 | 0.1%6
equipments
(16.67) | (13.54) | (22.92) | (28.13) | (18.75)
11 23 26 24 12
13 | Lack of facilities 3.03 | 1.20 | 10.56 | 0.031
(11.46) | (23.96) | (27.08) | (25.00) | (12.50)
. . 03 24 28 25 16
14 qu;c;r}t)a(t)%;:e;)f library staff and skilled 398 | 1.11 1 21.18 | 0.000
(3.13) | (25.00) | (29.17) | (26.04) | (16.67)
10 17 25 31 13
15 | Financial problems & insufficient fund 321 | 1.19 | 15.66 | 0.003
(10.42) | (17.71) | (26.04) | (32.29) | (13.54)

Key: 1 — Strongly agreed; 2 — Agreed; 3 — Undecided; 4 — Disagreed; 5 — Strongly disagreed; SD = Standard deviation; N=Number of
Respondents; Numbers in Parentheses Indicates Percentage; x> = chi-square; P = Probability; P<.050 — Significant; P> .050 — Not
Significant.

5.2 Techniques Adapted in the Library for Preservation and
Conservation of Library Materials

The ‘Lamination’ technique adopted by the respondents opine as ‘agree’ scoring 22
representing 22.92 percent; whereas, equal scores for the choices ‘Poor’ and ‘Fair’ scores
21 (21.88 percent) responses each; also, ‘Very poor’ scores 19 (19.79 percent) responses;
few respondents scoring 13 (13.54 percent) say ‘Very poor’. Another reason for
techniques adapted in the library is ‘Binding’. The respondents have chosen ‘agree’
scoring 31 representing 32.29 percent; whereas, equal scores for the choices ‘Fair’ and
‘Very good’ scores 21 (21.88 percent) responses each; also, ‘Very poor’ scores 12 (12.50
percent) responses; few respondents scoring 11 (11.46 percent) say ‘Good’.

Yet another reason for techniques adapted in the library is ‘Microfilming’, the
respondents who say ‘Poor’ scores 29 representing 30.21 percent; followed by ‘Fair’
scores 23 (23.96 percent); few respondents scoring say ‘Good’ 18 (18.75 percent)
responses; number of respondents who say ‘Very good’ scores 14 (14.58 percent); those
who say ‘Very poor’ score 12 (12.50 percent). One more technique adopted is
‘Deacidification’. The respondents opine as ‘Very poor’ scoring 35 representing 36.46
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percent; whereas, equal scores for the choices ‘Fair’ and ‘Very poor’ scores 19 (19.79
percent) responses each; also, ‘poor’ scores 18 (18.75 percent) responses; few
respondents scoring 15 (15.63 percent) say ‘Good’.

For ‘Encapsulation’ the respondent’s choice is ‘Good’ scoring 24 representing 25.00
percent, followed by the choice ‘Poor’ scoring 22 (22.92 percent); equal number of
responses choose ‘Very poor’ and ‘Very good’ scoring 19 (19.79 percent) each; ‘Fair’
scoring 12 (12.88 percent) responses. Another reason for techniques adapted in the
library is ‘Cleaning and dusting of library materials’ for which the respondent’s biggest
choices ‘Very poor’ scoring 29 representing 30.21 percent. Followed by the choice
‘Good’ scoring 28 (29.17 percent). Nearly, 15 (15.63 percent) respondents say ‘Poor’
responses. Whereas, for choice ‘Fair’ scores of 14 (14.58 percent); for the choice ‘Very
poor’ scores 10 (10.42 percent).

Yet for one more techniques adapted faced by the librarian is ‘Re-binding’ respondents
chosen ‘Very poor’ scoring 29 representing 30.21 percent; whereas, equal scores for the
choices ‘Poor’ and ‘Very Good’ scores 22 (22.92 percent) responses each; also, ‘Good’
scores 16 (16.67 percent) responses; few respondents scoring 7 (7.29 percent) say ‘Fair’.
For ‘Photocopying’ of document, the respondent’s biggest choices ‘Very poor’ scoring 29
representing 30.21 percent. Followed by the choice ‘Poor’ scoring 22 (22.92 percent).
Nearly, 19 (19.79 percent) respondents say ‘Good’ responses. Whereas, for choice ‘Very
poor’ scores of 14 (14.58 percent); for the choice ‘Fair’ scores 09 (9.38 percent).

The important techniques adapted adopted is ‘Shelving of library materials to allow for
free flow of air’ for which the respondent’s main choice is ‘Very good’ scoring 41
representing 42.71 percent. Followed by, the choice ‘Fair’ scoring (31; 32.29 percent);
whereas, for the choice ‘Good’ scoring 15 (15.63 percent); so also, for the choices ‘Poor’
scores (14; 14.58 percent) and ‘Very poor’ scores (2; 2.08 percent). The techniques of
Installing of air-conditioners in the library’ for which the respondent’s main choice is
‘Very good’ scoring 31 representing 32.29 percent; followed by, the choice ‘Very good’
scoring (32; 32.29 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Fair’ scoring 16 (16.67 percent); so
also, for the choices ‘Good’ scores (14; 14.58 percent) and ‘Very poor’ scores 9 (9.38
percent). The techniques adapted adopted as ‘Provision of adequate security to prevent
theft, mutilation and defacing of paper-based materials’ for which the respondent’s main
choice is ‘Very good’ scoring 31 representing 32.29 percent. Followed by, the choices
‘Good’ scoring 21 (21.88 percent). Equal number of respondents choose ‘Very poor’ and
‘Fair’ amounts to 15 (15.63 percent) responses each; the choice 14 (14.58 percent)
respondents ‘Poor’. Another measures adopted is to ‘Use of insecticide and insect
repellent for library materials preservation’, the respondents main choice is ‘Fair’ scoring
26 (27.08 percent); followed by the choice ‘Very good’ (25; 26.04 percent); whereas, for
the choice ‘Poor’ the score is (17; 17.71 percent); so also the respondents who say equal
number of respondents choose ‘Very poor’ and ‘Good’ amount to 14 (14.58 percent)
each.
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Table-5.2 Techniques Adapted in the Library for Preservation and
Conservation of Library Materials

S/N Types of Technique Responses in percentage (N=96) Mean SD x2 Valiue
1 2 3 4 5
o 22 13 21 21 19
1 Lamination (22.92) | (13.54) | (21.88) | (16.67) | (27.08) 3.02 1.55 2.75 0.600
o 21 11 21 31 12
2 Binding 21.88) | (11.46) | (21.88) | (32.29) | (12.50) 2.69 1.52 13.79 | 0.007
. . 14 18 23 29 12
3 Microfilming (14.58) | (18.75) | (23.96) | (30.21) | (12.50) 3.07 1.25 9.93 0.041
. . 19 15 19 18 35
4 Deacidification 9.38) | (15.63) | 27.08) | (18.75) | (36.46) 3.57 1.36 14 0.007
. 19 24 12 22 19
5 Encapsulation (19.79) | (25.00) | (12.88) | (22.92) | (19.79) 2.98 1.44 4.31 0.365
Cleaning and dusting of 29 28 14 15 10
6 | library materials (30.21) | 29.17) | (14.58) | (15.63) | (10.42) | 247 | 134 | 1577 | 0.003
o 22 16 07 22 29
7 Re-binding 22.92) | (1667 | (729 | 22.92) | 30.21) 3.21 1.57 14.10 0.006
. 14 19 09 22 29
8 Photocopying (14.58) | (19.79) | 22.92) | 22.92) | (30.21) 3.41 1.48 12.23 0.015
Shelving of library materials 41 15 31 14 02
9 to allow for free flow of air (42.71) | (15.63) | (32.29) | (14.58) | (2.08) 2.25 121 49.73 0.000
Installing of air-conditioners 31 14 16 26 09
10 in the library (32.29) | (14.58) | (16.67) | (27.08) | (22.92) 2.67 1.40 17.02 0.000
Provision of adequate
security to prevent theft, 31 21 15 14 15
1 mutilation and defacing of (32.29) | (21.88) | (15.63) | (14.58) | (15.63) 2.59 1.45 10.66 1 0.030
paper-based materials
Use of insecticide and insect
) 25 14 26 17 14
12 repell.ent for hbrar}{ 26.04) | (14.58) | 27.08) | (17.71) | (14.58) 2.80 1.38 7.22 0.030
materials preservation

Key: 1 — Very good; 2 — Good; 3 — Fair; 4 — Poor; 5 — Very poor; SD = Standard deviation; N=Number of Respondents; Numbers in
Parentheses Indicates Percentage; y° = chi-square; P = Probability; P<.050 — Significant; P> .050 — Not Significant.

5.3 Digital Preservation Techniques

The librarians were asked to indicate the different types of digital preservation techniques
adopted for library collection. The responses collected were presented in the table 4.26
which depicts the preservation techniques. The ‘Refreshing (Periodical copying from one
physical medium to another)’, the respondents main choice is ‘Dissatisfied’ scoring 34
representing 35.42 percent; followed by ‘Satisfied’ scoring 21 (21.88 percent); whereas,
the choice ‘Neither’ scores 17 (17.71 percent); so also, the choice ‘Very dissatisfied’
scores 16 (16.67 percent); for the choice ‘Very satisfied’ scores 8 (8.33 percent)
responses. Regarding the digital preservation like ‘Technology preservation (Replicating
any old configuration of hardware and software)’, the respondents main choice is
‘Neither’ scoring 31 representing 32.29 percent; followed by Satisfied’ scoring 27 (28.13
percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Very dissatisfied’ and ‘Very satisfied’ scoring have
equal responses of 15 (15.63 percent) each. For the ‘Satisfied” chosen by 8(8.33 percent)
respondents.
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Other kind of digital preservation is ‘Migration (transfer of digital materials from one
generation of computer technology to a subsequent generation)’, the respondents main
choice is ‘Very dissatisfied’ and ‘Neither’ scoring have equal responses of 21 (21.88
percent) each. Followed by ‘Satisfied’ scoring 19 (19.79 percent); whereas, for the choice
“Very satisfied’ scoring 18 (18.75 percent); ‘Dissatisfied’ chosen by 17 (17.71 percent)
respondents. For ‘Emulation (Preservation the original application program)’ as a digital
preservation, the respondents main choice is ‘Neither’ scoring 33 representing 34.38
percent; followed by ‘Dissatisfied’ scoring 29 (30.21 percent); whereas, for the choice
‘Very dissatisfied’ scoring 16 (16.67 percent); for the choice ‘Satisfied” 11 (11.46
percent) and for the choice ‘Very satistied’ 7 (7.29 percent) responses.

Regarding the digital preservation like ‘Encapsulation (Creating the original application
that was used to create or access the digital object on future computer platforms)’, the
respondents main choice is ‘Very dissatisfied” and ‘Neither’ scoring have equal responses
of 26 (27.08 percent) each. Followed by ‘Satisfied’ scoring 18 (18.75 percent); whereas,
for the choice ‘Very satisfied’ scoring 18 (15.53 percent); ‘Dissatisfied’ chosen by 11
(11.46 percent) respondents.

Table-5.3 Digital Preservation Techniques

S/N Digital Preservation Techniques Responses in percentage (N=96) Mean | SD o VaIl’ue
1 2 3 4 5
Refreshing (Periodical copying from one 08 21 17 34 16
! physical medium to another) (8.33) | (21.88) | (17.71) | (35.42) | (16.67) 3.30 1 1.22) 18.89 1 0.000
Technology preservation (Replicating 15 08 31 27 15
2 | any old configuration of hardware and (15.63) | (8.33) | (32.29) (28.13) (15.63) | 3.20 | 1.26 | 18.79 | 0.000
software) ‘
Migration(transfer of digital materials 18 19 71 17 71
3 | from one generation of computer 3.02 | 1.42 | 0.66 | 0.956
technology to a subsequent generation) (18.75) | (9.38) | (21.88) | (17.71) | (21.88)
Emulation (Preservation the original 7 11 33 29 16
4 | application program) 729) | (11.46) | 3438) | 30.21) | (16.67) | 38 | 123 | 2670 | 0.000
Encapsulation (Creating the original
application that was used to create or 15 18 26 11 26
> access the digital object on future (15.63) | (18.75) | (27.08) | (11.46) | (27.08) 300 11311 9.31 1 0.053
computer platforms)

Key: 1 — Strongly agreed; 2 — Agreed; 3 — Un decided; 4 — Disagreed; 5 — Strongly disagreed; SD = Standard deviation; N=Number of
Respondents; Numbers in Parentheses Indicates Percentage; x> = chi-square; P = Probability; P<.050 — Significant; P> .050 — Not
Significant.

5.4 Condition of the Binding of Library Collection

Regarding the condition of the binding of library collection as ‘In good condition’, the
respondents main choice is ‘Above average’ scoring 31 representing 32.3 percent,
followed by ‘Very Poor’ and ‘Average’ scoring have equal responses of 23 (23.96
percent) each. ‘Below average’ scoring 10 (10.42 percent); whereas, for the choice
‘Excellent’ scoring 9 (9.38 percent). For condition of the binding of ‘Damaged spine’,
the respondents main choice is ‘Above average’ scoring 32 representing 32.29 percent;
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followed by ‘Below Average’ scoring 28 (29.17 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Very
poor’ scoring 20 (20.83 percent); ‘Average’ chosen by 15 (15.63 percent) respondents;
for the choice ‘Excellent’ scores 2 (2.08 percent) responses. In case of the ‘Loose joints’,
the respondents main choice is ‘Above average’ scoring 27 representing 28.13 percent;
followed by ‘Very poor’ scoring 26 (27.08 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Average’
scores 23 (23.96 percent); for the choice ‘Below average’ 16 (16.67 percent) and for the
choice ‘Excellent’ 5 (4.17 percent) responses.

Regarding the condition of the binding like ‘Damaged inner joints’, the respondents main
choice 1s ‘Average’ scoring 32 representing 33.33 percent; followed by ‘Very poor’
scoring 27 (28.13 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Below average’ scores 21 (21.88
percent); for the choice ‘Above average 3 Average’ 16 (16.67 percent); whereas, the
choice ‘Excellent’ has no response. For ‘Damaged paper cover’ as a condition of the
binding, the respondents main choice is ‘Average’ scoring 31 representing 32.29 percent;
followed by ‘Very Poor’ scoring 25 (26.04 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Below
Average’ scoring 23 (23.93 percent); for the choice ‘Above average’ 16 (16.67 percent)
and for the choice ‘Excellent’ 1 (1.04 percent) responses. Thus, damaged paper cover
with a mean value of 3.57 and SD being 1.08. The respondent’s main choice is ‘Average’
for ‘Title worn off” with score 30 representing 31.25 percent; followed by ‘Very poor’
scoring 29 (30.21 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Above average’ scores 19(19.79
percent); for the choice ‘Below average’ 18 (18.75 percent); whereas, the choice
‘Excellent’ has no response. The respondent’s main choice is ‘Average’ for ‘Title label
missing” with score 36 representing 37.50 percent; followed by ‘Above average’ scoring
26 (27.08 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Very poor’ scores 23 (23.96 percent); for the
choice ‘Below average’ 11 (11.46 percent); whereas, the choice ‘Excellent’ has no
response.

The respondent’s main choice is ‘Average’ for ‘Call number missing’ as a condition of
the binding, the respondents main choice is ‘Average’ scoring 31 representing 32.29
percent; followed by ‘Very poor’ scoring 25 (26.04 percent); whereas, for the choice
‘Below Average’ scoring 20 (20.83 percent); for the choice ‘Above average’19 (19.79
percent) and for the choice ‘Excellent’ 1 (1.04 percent) responses. The respondent’s main
choice is ‘Average’ for ‘Insect damage’ with score of 32 representing 33.33 percent;
followed by ‘Very Poor’ scoring 21 (21.88 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Below
Average’ scoring 19 (19.79 percent); for the choice ‘Above average’18 (18.75 percent)
and for the choice ‘Excellent’ 6 (6.25 percent) responses. Regarding the condition of the
binding of ‘Drought’, the respondents main choice is ‘Very Poor’ scoring 32 representing
33.33 percent; followed by ‘Average’ scoring 28 (29.17 percent); whereas, for the choice
‘Above average’ scoring 17 (17.71 percent); for the choice ‘Below Average’ 14 (14.58
percent) and for the choice ‘Excellent’ 5 (5.21 percent) responses.

Regarding the condition of the binding due to ‘Humidity’, the respondents main choice is
‘Very Poor’ scoring 35 representing 36.46 percent; followed by ‘Average’ scoring 22
(22.92 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Below average’ scoring 21 (21.88 percent); for
the choice ‘Above average’15 (15.63 percent) and for the choice ‘Excellent’ 3 (3.13
percent) responses. The respondent’s main choice is ‘Average’ for ‘Variation in
temperature’ with score of 27 representing 28.13 percent; followed by ‘Very Poor’
scoring 25 (26.04 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Below Average’ scoring 22 (22.92
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percent); for the choice ‘Above average’14 (14.58 percent) and for the choice ‘Excellent’
8(8.33 percent) responses. The respondent’s main choice is ‘Below average’ for
‘Variation in relative humidity’ with score 32 representing 33.33 percent; followed by
‘Very poor’ scoring 28 (29.17 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Average’ scores 21
(21.88 percent); for the choice ‘Above average’ 15 (15.63 percent); whereas, the choice
‘Excellent’ has no response. The respondent’s main choice is ‘Average’ for ‘Winds
(particles, pollution, etc’ with score 32 representing 33.33 percent; followed by ‘Below
average’ scoring 23 (23.96 percent); whereas, for the choice ‘Above average’ scores 21
(21.88 percent); for the choice ‘Very Poor’ 20 (20.83 percent); whereas, the choice
‘Excellent’ has no response.

Table-5.4: Condition of the Binding of Library Collection

S/N | Condition of Binding 1 Resp;nses in p(;rcentage §N=96) 5 lea SD x’ vall)ue
1 In good condition (321) (332?3) (2330) (11)(‘) 4) (2%50) 3.07 | 1.32 | 18.58 | 0.000
2 | Damaged spine (2(.)(?8) (35‘129) a 51.563) (292§ 7 (23‘%3) 3.34 | 1.19 | 27.64 | 0.000
3 Loose joints (4.‘;7) (2;713) (232.396) (161.667) (272.?)8) 3.34 | 1.26 | 18.89 | 0.000
4 Damaged inner joints (0.%0) (161.667) (3;%3) @ 12.138) (2;713) 3.61 | 1.06 | 31.60 | 0.000
5 Damaged paper cover (a .})4) ( 61.667) (35‘129) (232.396) (262.%4) 3.57 | 1.08 | 27.54 | 0.000
6 | Title worn off (0.%0) (191_979) 3 fgS) (181.%5) (33‘921) 3.58 | 1.13 | 30.35 | 0.000
7 Title label missing (0.%0) (272 .%8) 3 73 65 0 | (1 11 11 6) (2350) 3.31 | 1.13 | 40.56 | 0.000
8 Call number missing (1.})4) (191.979) (3;129) (23‘%3) (262.?)4) 3.51 | 1.11 | 26.29 | 0.000
9 | Insect damage (6.625) (181.%5) (3;%3) (191‘979) @ 12.138) 3.32 | 1.19 | 17.85 | 0.001
10 | Drought (5.521) (171.771) (292.817) (141.‘;8) (333.233) 3.53 | 1.26 | 24.72 | 0.000
11 | Humidity (3.313) (151.563) (222.292) (212.138) (32.16) 3.73 | 1.19 | 28.16 | 0.000
12 t\;?;;a;;)&ig (8%3) (14:.‘;8) (25?.713) (222.292) (262.%4) 344 125 13271 0.010
14 Xilllll?tsi(fg,agicdes’ (o.(())()) @ ) .gg) (333 .233) (232 .396) (23.(2)33) 343 | 1.07]28.68 1 0.000

Key: 1 — Excellent; 2 — Above average; 3 — Average; 4 — Below Average; 5 — Very Poor; SD = Standard deviation; N=Number of
Respondents; Numbers in Parentheses Indicates Percentage; x* = chi-square; P = Probability; P<.050 — Significant; P> .050 — Not
Significant

5. Major Findings of the study

Major findings of the study are:
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e About with mean value of 3.49 and SD 1.05 indicates lack of preservation and
conservation policy in libraries followed by nearly with mean value of 3.42 and
SD 0.86 indicating the frequent power failure abut Problems Faced in Library
towards Preservation and Conservation.

e It is clear that mean value 3.57 and SD 1.36 indicates the deacidification, followed
by mean of 3.41 and SD 1.48 indicating ‘Photocopying’ techniques adapted in the
library for preservation and conservation of library Materials.

e Towards digital preservation techniques, with mean value of 3.58 and SD 1.25
indicates emulation (Preservation the original application program).

e About condition of the binding of library collection mean value of 3.75 and SD
1.06 shows variation in relative humidity, followed by mean value of 3.73 and SD
1.19 towards Humidity.

6. Suggestions

Following suggestions are made about preservation and conservation of law college
libraries. Library staffs can make regular watch in between for proper checking of books
on shelves; library staff must be made aware about preservation and conservation;
Orientation on how to effectively preserve library collections can be organized regularly
for all library staffs. Digitations technology can be used. Organize seminars, workshops,
conferences etc. in order to create awareness among library staffs about the preservation
and conservation. Library organizes training courses in project management
in preservation and conservation issues, and digitisation, to the benefit of library
professionals.

7. Conclusion

The study was investigated the preservation and conservation problems and challenges of
law library resources. Literature reviewed gives an informative account that there is no
written policy on preservation and conservation in Law libraries. The main constraints to
proper preservation and conservation in Law libraries are lack of funds, lack of qualified
conservation librarians, non-committal attitude of staff, and lack of adequate and
dependable storage facilities. Very few librarians are conversant with preservation
management, thus militating against any comprehensive preservation programme. There
is need to improve library resources in libraries; orientation for staff, everyday care, and
staff trained on preservation and conservation, government positive attitudes towards
preservation and conservation among many others are necessary.
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