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The main objectives of this research were as follows: to examine
the exercise of power of the chief of patrol sub-inspectors as perceived by
noncommissioned patrol officers, to determine level of the acceptance of
authority of the chief of patroi sub-inspectors by noncommissioned patrol.
officers, and to corﬁpare the acceptance of authority of the chief of patrol
sub-inspectors by noncommissioned patrol officers with different the exercis
of power.

The hypothesis were as follows: The chief of patrol sub-inspectors
are different the exercise of power as perceived by noncommissioned patrol
officers will get 1eceived the acceptance of their authority with different too.

The sample for this study was 391 of noncommissioned patrol officers
of metropolitan police bureau.

The research tools included 3 sets of Questionnair: Personal data, the
exercise of power of the chief of patrol sub-inspectors as perceived by
noncommissioned patrol officers, and the acceptance of authority of the chief
of patrol sub-mspectors by noncommissioned patrol officers. The data was
analyzed by SPSS for Windows to calculate percentage, average, standard
deviation, One-way analysis of variance.

The results indicated that (1) noncommissioned patrol officers
perceived the approaches that the chief of patrol sub-inspectors always
exercise their power by using legitimate power,. coercive power, reward
power, expert power and referent power respectively (2) noncommissioned
patrol officers as acceptance of authority of the chief of patrol sub-inspectp;s
with level of moderate and (3) noncommissioned patrol officers accept of
authority of the chief of patrol sub-inspectors with the exercise of power are

not different.





