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Levels of Corporate-Stakeholders Relationship Qua C
in Thai Sustainable SMEs %
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ABSTRACT %

his study aims to examine levels of corporate-stakehrs redationship quality in Thai
Sustainable SMEs. Results indicated that levels of rel shi

ang Mai University

(quality could be divided into

4 categories, ranging from low to high strength of the relationship, which are satisfaction,

trust, commitment, and identification. Moreover, ion, considered as the initial level

of relationship quality, positively impacts trust. Trust has a (DAsItiveZimpact on commitment. Commitment

has a positive impact on identification, considered aN est level of relationship quality.
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The company is something | am very comn ed to | RQ6.9 aﬂﬁﬂiLﬂuanﬁﬁuvjuLVIeLﬁLquE]EJ'NMﬂ
The company is very important to me RQ6.10 | asAnsdanudfgymoduag1auin
The company is something | inten@intain RQ6.12 | esrnsidudeiigudtlanrsrsednuls
indefinitely TRuuvinu
The company is very much l@g family RQ6.13 | asAnsiluaioutuaseuniulusgneunn
The company is somethlrf\s care about RQ6.14 | aednsidudsiisuldlavadloegiauriad
The company deserve, @imum effort to RQ6.15 aqﬁﬂimsmﬁiammwmmmqqqmﬁ%
maintain A s1593nwly
NUBNR: Sﬁaﬁﬂm@gﬂé’ﬂaaﬂlﬂLﬁaammﬂuﬁﬂmmL%aﬁl,aﬁ (peAnsiAnuvesedulosun) uazinaidaause
Validi

O

ANU:WICUBUANEASIA:NISUNT UKIDNUNduSSSUAIEans 9
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P A A o o
AN 4 LATDNUDIANITHAAININU

Mael and Ashforth, 1992 Code naidunwilng

When someone criticizes the company, it feels like | RQ6.16 | iisillasinnandmiesAns 5u§§ L&
a personal insult wgnudunag

1Y

| am very interested in what others think about the | RQ6.17 auiﬁﬂﬂﬂmﬂuaﬁhﬂmma?ﬁ J

company AnLNeUBIAnS @
%’ﬂir:jo g

When | talk about this company, | usually say ‘we’ | RQ6.18 L’Jmﬁﬁummﬁﬂaﬂﬁﬂi

rather than ‘they’ “NanLs” Lwluﬁn@\’mlfm”

The company’s successes are my successes RQ6.19 | Audsae: 2,6 N@% AreAudusa
mméfuﬁo
A d o ' I3

When someone praises this company, it feels like a | RQ6.20 | iilaiilAsn YUUNLDIDIANT

personal compliment 5‘143?1

If a story in the media criticized the company, RQ6.21 | NN mgmuﬁal,%qﬁmﬁmﬁm
I would feel embarrassed mﬁvmﬁlﬂﬁw

Y

O
i3esilofadaduntwsangy "Lé’LLUaLﬂumm"LmImmmﬁmﬁmaqsﬁﬁ]ﬁﬁmm%mmLﬁﬂ’ﬂﬁﬂu
gean1w7 (Bilingual) wawiinnsinndnisudalupdausn 1 EJE:\IJJLI mzyGﬁwﬁmsqiﬁﬁ]ﬁﬁmmifﬂuwﬁgﬂmmlm
WAZAIWIBINGY U 2 ﬁuLﬁaﬂmsmﬁqmmaamfwmwwmsﬂuéfuaﬁummé’mqwﬁ’uaﬁumisn
Ing At lavazanumnzauueinslda1ang g TuleTve (Fowler, 1993, §15lu Cui & Adams 2002)
Tudunoud FAdulsufuugansulannuminevenaieafe iaunadau (Minor Corrections) AuAILUENYDS
Q’L%&wa ‘vié’qmﬂﬁuﬁL%aaﬁwmé’ﬂuﬂﬂiiﬁaa 1 “'ﬂol AY %‘v‘hmﬁwm@m%mﬁai’mﬁr;JmmaU%’qumé’a
Snafy iilefarsananudaian LLazﬂ’ﬂuL@y fa1u (Warat Winit, 2010) Lilasaindaunisuesnisdne
el

Tupsall Wunsitudeyavesdfidwwldduderidtyananily aldldduddeimgvselinnuiamunisuinsgsna

(9u winugnIne gnAn vuILIUn @ wulaeily WHudw) Jedesganuuuiieliuulainyananiluaiunse

AU lan1w Nl luLese el

(Pretest) ﬁuﬁﬂﬁﬂmszé’w%m

Uniene (Reliability) LLasﬂ fosiunsesiiodunuuiitiunwdingy (Consistency) vauaiosiloln

nasifiuvoya (Data t ion) I1a:NdUMADEN

5291R8MUUAOUN IUTIVLUTENOURNIEY 2 F3Unan §Iu7 1 1 TuAI91IALIN YA IIUFUTUE

a1 80 AU noun1stluldass Weneaeuaudalau (Clarity) a2

N3N
senINgneuLuIeBuAvesinslunIngI uasdaud 2 ifuniodensyaunanIneIuaius sy nINesAns
Augiaulag? Stakeholders-Company Relationship Quality)

01sa1sUSHIsssNY
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n1sAnRannguAIeg 19 iunsiagTsnuaaln (Convenient Sampling) fURmaULUUABUUTKIUN
ATIVABULED () U 636 518 GﬁnLflué'f’;Lmu‘umﬂduﬁﬁdaulﬁﬁauLﬁasiaﬂWﬁﬁwLﬁumumaaaaﬁmmwL

YwNakazuIngey 115 wie mudlaseydelilukuugsuniy asRnsiasugianeigadininumy Oa U

Anwitl Lﬁaqmﬂlé’%’umiﬁmﬂiaqmﬂﬁﬁﬁ'mmﬁmzﬂiimmiﬁmmﬁaﬂizmmmlmdmié’ul,ﬁaqmmﬂ1 3935
(NU3.) ud73 dmsadunuiiaenndesiuuuifnanudiduretesdng lnenguiegnvegilduladsatn

(Shareholders) ‘qu‘duv’fa\ﬁﬁu (Local Community) Aouravy (Mass Media) memmmﬁam (The

Environment) dwsungudiegsvesgiidiuladiudssserlnaUsenoumy dunuguau @eaussnis deuiavy

lunfinsdnsgsianed wazngu/aednsiliuarminanilssiig g ﬂLﬁﬁd‘ﬁ%%
ALY DIBIANTTIANU 9 (Sirgy, 2002)

Tuduusnveanuvasuany szdusedossdnsiasugianeiiiosnugy
dnouunuuasuaunInuImdeniiiss 1 esdnsfisdnAfiaavindu ‘vié’qmﬂ sonufednuarvegddule
drunde Tnelvigneunuvasunudendidonuansaniuzanuduiusiupadnsd@r 1 fudeniinseiuauduaie

%%mauﬁmmL'ﬁmﬁmzé’mmmw

WINNER NouTEYTEELLIAVRIRNNANTUENT Tudiusiou Hnaugy

3 v val 1

ANNduRUSTEnItesdng Audlidladiude (Stakeholders-Coflij@Relationship Quality) uagn1sUseiiiu

wéﬁ’ummLﬂuaﬂﬁmgﬂﬁuﬁﬁwLﬁumumuﬂ%’my’lmegﬁfﬂ‘wm'” Judaiuvesnauiuuaouaiulaglunis
nauLUUaRU NNl HI38asnasigneunuuasunuigaseai@nuduiusvasnauwuuaaua1d fussAns

v v v A ' v = a & o mn s a A
‘V]VLﬂLa@ﬂIUGUEJV] 1 N9U HAFIFDUAIUAINUAALAL NTBAIN Eﬁﬂ‘l’] ABBIANINLABDAN

WanISANUN Q
Q
nIsnAd@oauAdIaUYsS (Validity) na: nAdauAdUIBOUU (Reliability) vovinSovijodn
msAnwiluasedl THUSuUTauysdn Multi-item Scales andasfinsldlunisdnuineuntind Tnenns
Usggndunedu (Minor Adaptation)U'%Umﬁﬁflmsﬁﬂm waznsulatazesiiedsnandunwilneg Jad

sle Purification) (Churchill, 1979) n1saasiziiiioudiussduszneuredling
alysis (CFA) (Byrne, 2001; Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, & Tatham,
oodness of Fit luwSesiletausazs uonainil Safinnsmaaeu Convergent

AU ndudsandunsasuudn (

waziasesiiodn Confirmatory F
2006) felUsunsy AMOS Lt
Validity, Discriminant V.

(2010) \

HAN3AN Wil 5) wudn CR voundosdlednyndtiuogszning 0.946-0.964 Fageninderimuai
9 AVE 1nnndn 05 (5ewing 0.778-0.853) mudl Fornell and Larcker (1981) léfuugiils

AVE wandliliiuin Convergent Validity Julusunasifidivun 8nvisa3asiionndaiian

0
waz A1 CR
way ASV uaadliiiiuin Discriminant Validity 1ulumuinueifidiviua wenainil Cronbach’s

0.94 FsgandAn 0.70 71 Hair et al, 2006 wuzih uansbiiuinasesdioninaniinnudeody

ANUzWICUBEAEMSIa:NISUNYE UK1ONE1A8SSSUAENS 11
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JA

(Reliability) ANLLNITINIVUA A15197 6 uanARAsLaY Estimates mﬂ,umumm Standardized (Factor Loadmfi

kag Un-Standardize Euawammaﬂuﬂaumiamamﬂmmwmmamwms mwmmmulﬂmma

(Stakeholders-Company Relationship Quality) suldun aauiansla (Satisfaction) aauliagla @
TATudeyey1 (Commitment) wazn1suanssiany (Identification) %
A15197 5: uanaAn CFA uag Cronbach’s Alpha weusdesiiedn @ (O
A
CR AVE MSV ASV (\& onbach o
Satisfaction 0.946 0.853 0.752 . 0.945
Trust 0.951 0.796 0.752 0.955
Commitment 0.955 0.778 0.750 0.958
Identification 0.964 0.816 0.750 0.963

A1519% 6:

Company Relationship Quality)

Standardlg\
\gUn standardized

Mean SD Estip C.R. P
Estimate
(Factor waadi
Satisfaction 5.048 Q@
L
RQ6.1 5.101 1.275 &4\\\916 1.000 0.955
RQ6.2 5.058 1.301 \0.940 1.048 41.724 < 0.001
RQ6.3 4.984 1. 0.914 0.989 38.623 < 0.001
e
Trust 4.997
Q.
RQ6.4 4.981 %1\\\%6 0.887 1.000
RQ6.5 5.061 A MO 0.913 1.024 39.695 < 0.001
RQ6.6 5.105 Of1.290 0.927 1.016 36.256 < 0.001
N
RQ6.7 4. 1.327 0.913 1.03 35.018 < 0.001
RQ6.8 k 1.316 0.813 0.911 29.139 < 0.001

s
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A15199 6: LAAIALRABLAY Estimates v19ludIUv84 Standardized (Factor Loading) wag Un-Standardize ves
JomanlunguinieslioTanuainanuduiusseningiliduladudediuesdns (Sta -@

k I
Company Relationship Quality) (s19) a
Standardized .
. Un-standardized o)
Mean SD Estimate .R.

. Estimate
(Factor Loading)
Commitment 4.612
RQ6.9 4.706 1.462 0.839 1.000
RQ6.10 4.654 1.552 0.834 1.054
RQ6.12 4.708 1.438 0.907 1.063(7@\&0. 89 < 0.001
M (o
RQ6.13 4.473 1.598 0.906 1.180 \(‘20.505 < 0.001
O
RQ6.14 4.483 1.602 0.906 1. \)/ 30.392 < 0.001
RQ6.15 4.645 1.513 0.897 /@ 29917 < 0.001
Identification 4.383 6\
AN
RQ6.16 4.318 1.661 0.839 ﬁlo 37.723 < 0.001
RQ6.17 4.472 1.568 0.881 Q’i\ 1.000
©
RQ6.18 4.390 1.725 0.942(\g 1.177 38.371 < 0.001
RQ6.19 4.489 1.735 0. 1.202 39.979 < 0.001
RQ6.20 4.458 1.704 0.942 1.163 38.569 < 0.001
Q@
RQ6.21 4.173 1.692 /\0.853 1.044 29.909 < 0.001

ON

N1sdIAs1:Adoun 1 AIMUAUWUSS=QLRdUNIVUdDUNIUAUDIANSTUNTWSOU

Tuduil 1 wud drevuyuasuauegluwnnanais mawmile uazwanjunnumunes Aadudesay 30.3,

o ¥ ! I % Iova Vo1 a ! o a 3
27.0 way 26.7 f1uUainy AN ‘Uﬂ'llli%‘tﬂ1L‘U‘UWZILWI‘L!‘U’?NﬂEle%IMEI’JUVLWEI'JUL?IEJG]E]ﬂ’]iﬂ’]l’uu\‘ﬂu‘U’t’Na\‘lﬂﬂi

\AsugRIneLisIvuIANa LAzt T1IUNYEN 74 Wis Mnviaie 115 uie leglduanssnetossdnslily
;:Iﬁd’mlé'd’;ulﬁa‘uaaaaﬁﬂﬁ dallngfaziinnuduiusivesdnsiidenlugiug

Aehulddudsnigue usaaaz 87.1 vemouLuUABUATIIMLA Andwdudnaity dulvgjanidu

AARWIN FRBULUUADUNN

niinauwazgnAlud MaAesiu ($ovar 34.4 waz 33.6 awdnu) lwvaziidreviuvaouauidugd

dladnndeszey WiPway 12.9 YBEADULUUABUNLTINUA

v S o o

o vonudruluguansaauiua e 1elidedrdynisaifiinesdnsinuesidennaulunuy

W
RY)
v
o a

aaumu MlluauaudSvgasegianeiiies (Aede 5.077) 931nn15ianeilagld One-Sample

T-Te 1RRgRINA1IEINIIAINA1NveNATeIeTAT 4.00 eg1elidedAyNIeadf t (634) = 20.843,

¥

@ ananil @il elszlivitnuediauinunisusvendlduSvyrveaasugianeiiiodusddnsgsna
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Yy v
a U a

Tuszaudiunans Anduesar 47.6 andneumaindeivivdudiuiu 633 18 luddusesawn mmamw‘uaaum
Uszfiunweridianuiiudinailusedud wazseiuties Andusesay 28.0 uag 10.3 audiu LL‘?ﬁ

NG]@ULLUUE‘T@UE]’]ZJI@EJTJJJNF’]’J”I@JL‘UWI%’J’]@QﬂﬂiVI@UL@\TLﬁ@ﬂUU W”ILUU\T’IUGI’]EJLLU’WI’NL‘WE]ﬂiNﬂ’J”IlIENEJ

Ao ndnUSugATugnaneLie uaﬂmﬂu;&mauLLuuaaummmu’lmgummauwuﬁﬂuamﬂsmuﬁwa B
($oway 29.4) sesasundu 4-6 U war 10 VUl Asdudesay 235 way 17.6 A uaIsiu

- PR | — 4 - - e . On,
N1S2IAS1=KNddoun 2 NIsnadaudauunyu IﬂUOﬂUS=ﬂUF]fUﬂ'lWF\O'1UﬂUWUSS‘:%\l ns NU

widouladouide (\

Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) lagniuildiiionsinsieiannsumiane auuas

UN13Ane (Model
Fit) Tnevdenlddaiidinsuin 8 # Fawavesnisinsizd Model Fit wus

261497 Inglaanen Chi-square (X2) Wiy 610.603, Normed Chi-square (X2/&Q
Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) i1y 0.040, Root Mean Square
Wiy 0.067, Comparative Fit Index (CFI) winfiu 0.973, Normed Fit | feX (NFE Winiu 0.964, Tucker-Lewis
coefficient (TLI) 1AU 0.967 way Parsimony Goodness of Fit Ind& WU 0.682 N15EAUAULTDNY

90%

Tunsmaaeuauuigiu T9n1sussaaaILuy Maximu
mMsfiny lunmsfigavausigruinaunimauduiusluseSudvims duaduuaindonunimaudiuslussdud
whaunsaiintuiy avutseendy 3 aunfigudes (H1—H3@Mmmﬁmawﬁwudw Auianalainad1uuIn
soarulindasgiitedfymnsadnd 0.001 (Standaegression Weight 71 0.870) Fawan1s@nusana

aad

atuayu H1 anulinalinasuuindenistiadiudyay g \Eied1Ayneatiaf 0.001 (Standardized Regression

o

Weight 1 0.762) @ananisAnwissnaniatuayy H2 ugani mslddudyaninaduuainsenisuansianu

LA o o aad ) Q@ ) o - o o
g NUUYAIAYNINADNAYN 0.001 (Standardized/Regragsion Weight 91 0.866) FINANITANWININAIAUVAYY H3
AT 2 wandluwan1IvagavatuAgIY G\N LAAINANFRRIINATNAFBURUNAFIY

TS

@@@ ‘ @ @ @) @ @ @ @ @ @ @ @ @ @

[ras.1 | [Ras2| [Ross| [ Rosa | R : [ Rass | [ Ross | [roso| [Rost2] [Ras.13| [Rosts| [Rosts |[ras.t6 | [Ras17] [Roes| [Rass]| [Ras2o | [Rasar |

Identification

> Commitment
.76 \_/ .87

A9 2: LRanISAFRUALNRAFIY
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A5 7 NaNEdRINNITNAFRUANNAFIY

Standardized
Relationships Estimate Regression S.E. C.R. P Hypotheses
Weights
Trust < Satisfaction 0.876 0.870 0.032 | 27.057 Fxx H1
Commitment €& Trust 0.795 0.762 0.039 | 20.286 i HZ@ S40ERad
Identification & Commitment 0.974 0.866 0.041 | 23.937 orx /‘“\Q/A@Supported

acharya et al., (2009)

JuaInsEAuAulUgseay

A v o ¢

A Ao o= Y ! = =i 9 a
WeounisBuduiamugenndesseninmanisfinwfiny ﬂULLmﬂth
171 AuamAuduRussendvesdnsuazgldnladiwds ssdesdndulohuiRs

=

Pa9n71 P UNITNAADUAIUFUNUS TENINIANURINDLILAL NS LANIFINY WAN

Y

LAS1ERNUIN AuTianela
lLifinalnenssnenisuansdanu (Standardized Regression Weight —0.01 wanslilfiuinnanisAnen

A0AAABIAULUIAIILAAUDY Bhattacharya et al. (2009)

asuna:ondsiswanisdivy

= 5 ﬂdy Y & = Aﬂ‘ !
ﬂ']iﬂﬂ‘t'}ﬂuﬂi\‘iu LLE‘I@QI%L%NQ@W}’]MLﬂi@llIEJ\‘iig‘M’J"Nﬂ

‘W A aulingla asldandudyegn wey

3 Y | [ = =
3 ammuaz@umﬂﬂmmaa laenan1sAne

o w

nswanssiany JndudiudrAglunisasisnuninaudu

LTPRIGRRFGTRTGLID %ﬁaLﬂu@mmwmmé’mﬁuﬂu%’umaﬁmmﬂsiamml"imah wazaulinslavzdma

|
[ o o o |

auuansenisimiudyy Fdeluszivreinuninginf@uiusiadu wenaind mslidaliudyayvzdma

=

AuvInAensuansdiny Fadeiduguainenuduiusiugdugeign

b4 ¥ Q 1
nansfnulumsall loaduayuuuifnfque BRdstacharya et al. (2009) FanuinAmAINANNENTUSTENIN

aadnsfiudiidlddiuds amnsadndud s N Awdunseigaludinnuduiiusisoudignls Jauans

AuagdmansuIndenmInANduiusludunauly wazn1simn

o

TAdudUszdngd auamauduiug

Qe

ANUAURUSIINTUTAT I TuTge JAulunuddudy Tamnsatutudululd dmanisfineiiuans

Widudr anufianela LufinalaBugwonisuansdanu usnisimuanuiiasnelalugnisuansinuiy aseanu

Lo e
d!dd = v 1 vy a do o A X yyu v v o |
Ustnn Fedodunidudfiduladiudeiddyfigiuld Tnsanuduiusdnain

ﬁﬁlﬂgﬁizﬁummﬁawd
lmﬁmLLﬁasﬂugULLN AnuszAuanuianela udanunsaensedvvesnuduiusdulug suuuuiuyuudiy

wnTulasnaig Ydha e nan1sfnwdgatuayuluifnn1uaudi8uyeeeAnsyed Avery and Bergsteiner

WEUBWUEYRY Hsu (2012) Mna13l377 nSSURAYaUARFIALURIBIANTANNIT

(2010) TeearusRu manisanelUasureiuiuleadn wanannaNudidureIasfnsazlIvas1eliAnANULT w9
wamsatun1sdnnis wardawaluindenguyananisueniugliuurestoideaiiduie

Nuilanelauds aufianels Sefiouiiugiundidy duszihluganuduiussznineesdnsiv

v Y
"

%8y Tuguuuudu 9 Nausrelulasnaie
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<3

vsunvesmsinuituasell liidend@nuiiudddiuladiudevesesdng SMEs Aidniuauniunanysey
wswgianeliies Fadedundslutwimeuifiiomuddudu nansAnuilauansdiiiui aqﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂa'g q

Uingaiunisasisauganuvanlasiuley ((a@un nges o ogsen, 2550) wagaudugildd

nausne 9 1u (Kantaburta & Siebenhtner, 2011) 3znaliAnANUANTUSNR wavwuuuiuTuTE RO
fugilduladiudesolulussezen

ludiuve903AnIgsnaety nan1sfnwikandliifiudinisaudunisasisanudus ’

a vada |1

ya 1 v = Py oA v = = 1 = [ o 13 a
Aidrulddrudelaeyaduiinisadiennuiianelafivseguieragliiismednsely a
wfuanneliiannuianelawngidiuladiudsluduiu waganfiufionssudu q ieasnen

FUNUS LA

' v

v a

Tusgaungauld wudeiiunisiananisalivaudunisyadugidulidinndeves NagAedin1TinNg

volauanu=da1sunisdvuiuounnm nazvoanelag

dmfunsdneulusuianiy msﬁﬂ‘mszé’mmmwmmé’uﬁuﬂ

YBITEAUAMAINANUFUNUS N UAATVUMIUFIMUTATUAN 9 15U
Juwdu wenanil fIdeluewenaisezfinuimavessziuamny;
VYBIRIANTLYY Tordes yarmsmandiuel AanuduadlunisaLiig

£

anA1/gAn uavauaRnsatunsiadnginisal 1usu

AsAneluAsIl ﬁ%’aﬁi’wﬁ’mmwizmiﬁmiaLﬁaLﬂuﬁﬂ'amiﬂmmﬂumiﬁwLm‘ﬁamuaiﬂl%’ WAy
el uuuimslunmsiannauidelueuanliauysalsioly ndfie msiivdeyaiinnudndudieaiuanmsdy
MuazaIn N1InTenedndluseninagildulagamiyuiiznaduuaznisnseatedadiuliasuns 115 asdnsdavile

Lifine ns@nuiiudeyaiudTdwlddudaivyen wazszezlnaldwnizluninsu Fannsmumuissunssy

nudn gildulddnudentguendseneumegquuaaiiuiu 10 nqu Tuvueigiidnladnndesseslnalsenaudie

gy fnduneuiieiigalinianuasnadesiu Stakeholders Tu

et al. (2009) aetun1suwan1sAnu ULy 919da9nsenndInINy
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A lng

Ue

Lmem duminil. (2553). Happiness: An Economic Bottom-line. lu n15Uszaudsinisusedif @mﬁﬂ’ N

p%ail 3. ngunne: quddantlyafine umAnerdoudiog, %
T8t neyws o eesen. (2550). nszurun1sUsuiansiiiiuyar1egeseiasuazdediu Im IRt

nanlasfuTUsz w3a Triple Bottom Line wazUsweynasughanatiies. 375&751/57475550@7

9

asuasm Aung yns hazAnly. (2553). iwowlﬁsm75fm?s/7amnSﬁsnwsjwzﬂummwa leZws/

5 EJ\?F)?’)?!‘VVEJN’]?‘ZJ’]SE?\? Z‘ZJSWEIUW 1. AFWNNW: ammwuﬂawuauuauumﬁ%

<

ATy Wuslau wazAe. (2555). LVIE?EJ’J‘V]Z?\?/,WEJf?75‘?ULF]Z?QULF’T§H§H€7W@LWEJ\7 ZZJV/ﬂffS -2565). AN

dinaunemuatuayunTIvLY. %
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