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Abstract
The purposes of this research were to study

1. The relationship of personal factor and official factors with qualification to

make a sentence and

2 To find out some factors that influenced the qualification to make a sentence of

judge.

The samples of this study consisted of 215 judges selected by stratified random
sampling from appeal court and regions appeal court in nine regions of courty. Data were
collected by using the questionnaires. The statistical method used were percentage, mean,
standard deviasion and multiple regression. Significance was specified at .05 and method of
indept interview was conducted with 10 senior appeal judges. Result of this study were as

follows.

. Most of the judges (33.7%) were 46 — 50 years old, period of holding judges

position was less than 21 years and 21 — 30 years old (47, 52.6%)

2. The judges had medium level in a case management, job satisfaction and

official supportion working out to be 40.5%, 41.4% and 37.7% respectively.

3. Majority of judges (70.7%) controlled quota cases per month, 57.2% paid

‘money to judges in upper quata cases.

The hypothesis test indicated that the personal factors that influenced in making a
sentence were age, period of holding position and higher education with statistical signficance at
.05 level, Some factors that influenced with qualification of scntencing were age higher education

with statistical significance at .05 level.




