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Abstract
In this study, a Path analysis was used to determine the direct and indirect effects,
as well as the overall effect of the average student scores in the accounting
department, the second stage of the academic year 2016/2017. Where the number
of independent variables is 5 and two mediator variables and one dependent
variable which is the average student scores. The number of observation 174
students. AMOS ver. 23 to segment path transactions into direct and indirect
effects. The study found that most of the subjects that have a direct impact on the
average student scores is the cost accounting, followed by the unified accounting
system, then the specialized accounting, then the accounting of companies and then
the intermediate accounting and auditing assets and finally the research project.
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