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Abstract

The objective of this research were to study (1) General features of Instructor features, place,
technic, mass, grade and satisfaction and (2) The direct indirect and total influence of place, technic, mass
involvement on teach seminar in police administration. This study was conducted by applying 2 research
methodologies. For quantitative approach, questionnaires were used to collect data 86 from police cadet.
The data was analyzed by using descriptive statistics and path analysis. With the qualitative approach, in-
depth interview, group discussion, unstructured observation and field notes with 18 police cadet. The results
indicated that (1) Most of police cadet commented that the studied were user classroom for teach, teachers
used investigative process techniques to teach and used techinques such as group discussion brainstorming.
Most of teachers had male, average 50 years old. Police cadet had quite satisfied with the teaching, last
year Most of police cadet got b+ graded and (2) The techniques had the most direct influence to teach
seminar in police administration but the place of teach had the most indirect and total influence to teach

seminar in police administration.
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