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Article

The appraisal of organizational performance:
Theoretical concept into practice.

Pekhanang Yodmanee*

*Dr. (Manegement), and lecturer of Burapha University International College
Abstract

In the past, the appraisal of organizational performance was to measure the financial
return which was consistent with goal by focusing on only the profit. Nowadays, there are many
factors in consideration for appraisal other than the profit. The same system of the integration
between organizational management and the appraisal of organizational achievement is adopted.
It is called performance management system. This novel concept will contribute to developing the
integrated management system as mentioned earlier to be used for driving organization forward,
such as, balance scorecard, performance benchmarking etc. However, the new concept of
organizational performance is the appraisal in several dimensions, not only focusing on financial
issues. The further study needs to be done in order to get the concept of organizational
performance appraisal which could be applied into practice. Especially, this present study, which
develops the indicator on dimension or the various components in the paradigm of appraisal, was

an example research presented on this article for further application

Key words: organizational, Theoretical, concept
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ﬂ’]iﬁ”lLﬁUﬂﬂi‘Uaﬂaﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂzﬂﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁLLaS
aaenvulutiagiu Innsdufumsiiadesty
gNsENERNs N19219UNULAZBIAUTENEUDU VDS
NTEUIMSUIMTINNIG seiliielhAanad s
aufieednastétinualfidudanunelunas
ANTUNUAINIFDTIAULAYNUSAAVDIDIANITHANT
UftRmresesdnsty  darumneiivannvans
wanenafty wansUftRmududdiannsatalide
Fuavvseaudnfidearsiddunadnsveanis
NTein NSUSBULBUNAGWSMBLNUNUIIUTENS
vaownaaasunls sanmeiateluniown el
A1BUINNITUTZLIUNANITANTUIIUTOIDIANIT
mnedansld T iadeUsunn Wetielumsingy
Tesdnsannsaussgingusrasdiiimueliusels
nMsUsifiunauiiannsnegluguuuuresiaiie
YJadsuntn (Input) NT2UUNTT (Output) wag
HaN&R (Process) w3onaanwsanying (Outcomes)
(unna ulnd wag wuini weednd. 2552
uenantuuds luusunvesnagns nisUseiiuna
msfduanufenszuiunsfiesdnsldifioussiiu
A071UZVDIDIANIT LAUTTUUNITUIZIHUNANIS
fndusiuazusznoudisfad Taludausu i
UsgiiiudsednsninuazUsedndnaveanisvinau
nauvesiadiafisiufufiousadunaujiReuves
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aafnstuUsEneulUAenaTsuLINIITEUUNNS
unaa sulnd uazain weedns (2552) na1ai
sruudssidunafilésunnudeudiunldlunis
Usziilunanidnistuland n1sussiiunanis
AuUBnaenm (Balanced Scorecard) S¥uUu
Six
(Economic Value Added) #3932UUNITUSUISITS

Sigma  s¥UUYaAINTLATYFAEAS

ARUADUY (Value Based Management) N15U3M15
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psimselieUsziliunanisUfiRnueadnig

2. Mglun1sdanisidanagns lawnns
Mun n13asenagns nisuinagnsluldlunisg
UUR n1sdnesRnistvdiyasamanelufianiaiediu

3. 1Hlumsdeans Sesiufionisdeansi
Aelulazn1euenaAn1sNIsiUTeuiouseniig
99ANTS visoUfURAMUNY e luur09n1ASy

4. MlunisnseAunginssureaniinau
launnislvisiedanIenanauuny n15asng
ANUFUTUSHATNITAIUAY

5. Wlun1siSeuiuazSuuseeanis
UURnueAng
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(Performance management)
Wuiinsrufusuwdadn wwadnalunis
Uszifiunanisanduauvesesdnisiulueind
aLdud1Ag Lo sUseiiunanisanduany
masunsdu tngldauddgdunadudaniesu
fladeduannisdniuau dounlddnisaue
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INNITNANITANLLUITY (Performance
management) tudunsysannisisnisuszgnd
ﬁzqwqaﬂﬁm (behavior) hagwa (results) UDINIT
adunudilunseuldeadu nsuTsIANISHE
mssufunudunssuiunisuszauanu n1sdnnis
muﬁﬁmg}'ﬂwﬁwaawﬁmw (day-to-day) la®
sdunsnmudennandosiuieriuinguszasd
YOIBIANIT AUIAINAINITO Vinwy Lag
aussouzveannauamdisiuall n1suinns
%’mmimami@ﬁ’nﬁuqmgﬂLLUU&'?@LﬁmfuLﬂums
ﬁﬂqqumﬂmﬁﬂﬁazgﬂﬂizLﬁu “what gets measured
gets done” Feazdnwmaianiasunisinaldane
warnstydidundn aunseialul1980 Fuduas
03N IHAUNNATANIIAUAlUTaB LAY NI THER
Folrnsudmssanisnanisiiunusuusaiy
Safouazivasulugnisiaiieafuisnisuinig
3AN15 “how to manage what measured”lugu
gsmsinnsuimsianisnanisindueuiy Hu
AsfiasananilsiAnt uyeszuUnIsUITMS
Famsnansenfiunudsesdnisiinssniueuly
mmﬁﬁmqﬁé’?@L{]mmal’iu,a::LﬁmLiagﬂﬂﬁwﬂ’mm
TuasAnisnnaudlaunuiniagaud1Ayves
autes Aolddiiuszuunisusmsdanisuans
dudunudildzuadounlugnaivnssuniswan
(Sahoo, & Jena, 2012) Faudundesiofidanvaus
YIUIAANITINNTNANIALHUIU(Performance
management) 13 5 wuaRRsa

1. nsUsEUNaNIIAN U UTDID9ANTS
\Fanaenn (Balance scorecard) tHuN153194NY
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NARBULNUNIINITHU(NoNn-financial performance)
Wfuszuun1sn13UfoRuvesesdn iy
NERDULNUNNNTIURUUR LAY %"’qmsyimms
Aana1932 98 TANUIMSNLUNDIVDINTAINUA
Li’]mmaLﬁmf“f‘umamumamﬁmﬂé’aﬂwama

(a

T N@nwfuuiinduiudesay 60
Juuidnluanigewsniainioo  Suduusnida
susulneiingansnesyy uardnieuarss vosuIun
Tulszinmosanndonasfiuuauddeduszaunisal
lunsldnisuseiliunanisaiiuauidagagnin
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ulminnovation and growth perspectives) ¥84
NMIUSEEUNANTTANTUNUTINAENIN EIUUTEN
v3UszinAdulAsarinisaiianagnsing
NTEUIUNTNTUTEEUNANTANTUNUTINALA N
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Afiuszansaniigavdandadimiunisarenen
mnufuazuinnssulugesdnis  Sadunisiivua
wanszyumsunfidudeldseulumsudedusily
JAUgINakarsEAUNSUURNS wazdedoduug
Ujdafirvesesdnstmdudinuneveananis
aliuauresasAnsidludinisleuiisunanis
dufuay Wuedesiloiuussnuninsioiileadisl
Uszinaiimuiudrianldluesdnisgsfauinnin
Ussinamdsiauegadiulddn dvaneussnad
UszgnanisilFeuiisunanisaniiuey luldly

WA

\
0ed

45);\/




219975 da-8nuzg un1Ingraenigel
svau e gomsgl

145

U7 7 aduil 14 050 I1AN-58IIAL 2560
N17UTHTUABNTTANUTUITUYDIOIANTT...

nspvaumsUulsIRunmegsraiioslagianis
ag19BsusEnlulssnundndudneineg Uarrar &
Zairi, 2001; Yusuff, 2004; Maire et al., 2005) N1
Wisuiftsuranissdunugnifmunduldadaun
Tngustmdsend ailunsyuiunisussiiuudond
fanuduszuuiazdeides Tnemsilanfudiily
gt wdvhanudilafusuamisnsuoaia
udhundudmnemsadunuvesesinisaely
agnslsAmuduiinsuiuiin naSeudisunanis
fufiuay Wildduwmsnisdnidunisvieisnisia
ulilunisianld esdnissnduazdomiznisd
gnAeslun1sUSeULTgy TATIENYeeINBIHaNTT
AduNY wazidenuinnssunisundemanly

3. The Terminal Operated Production
Program (TOPP) TOPP 1Jusguunns
Usziuwanisanduaulmifinauilae Sintef
(1992) Tulszmaussing lnoanusuilovssanivu
wAluladurauesiig wazaniusiningsugnan
msusiuesng TuieadnITnIegsRadn 56 uvis

system

TOPP HumsiaukuuaouaNdsaninsnszyfaa
Asedunuvesusinluveudieianuavenis
AR WuvdBUaLEUsYnoURIdIulsENeu 3 dau
16un doudl 1 1Aususnteyaiierfuuiemly
ams dwdl 2 szyfedefigsindusniunis
og1els uavdandl 3 guliulfiveudnefigsiady
Aoen13nsUSuUTIRLITIIY 20 Usziiu Ly
NIRRT N1TERNLUY N15NuKUAlulal A1g
WAUINARANY N159AN1ATSIEU ANSTANIS
yAans Wuduszuu TOPP lunmsuszsilunanis
fudueur 3 Sased

1) Use@nSwa (effectiveness) 1un1s
Usziiunmsdnduauiigearsanufisnelaliiun
anA

2) Usgdnsaw (efficiency) WWunsuseiiiu
Tgsietugfinisamunaziinisldnineinsesis
WOLUNIEWOLNEN

3) auaunselunsiUasunlas (ability
to change) \Wun1susedivinessmsanansaivile
fumaiasundasldodiedinagnsia

WUUARUAINTOPP  933iAs1gililiiude
YUNAIUNUANUNTNEAVDIUTEN UavnTedu
Trusenfdafinsanidinauiionvesiinuddy
Hovadluszezsiold Auvardardaeliuienaunse
Uszanaunsiienfiuaoiunin . wazanun1salenad
wiintuluowanlundouqfutuugfannsusuuss
FRUNAALNLTeIUEEN wenanfindniuiuda
ssuvigumnefumsdanldieufievaussaus

FENINBIANITNNGINR

4. The Advanced Manufacturing
Business Implementation Tool for Europe
(AMBITE system) SeUU AMBITE system 1Ju

wiesleadelndfianunsatluldlunisussiuna
nsgnuvaInIsanduladanagnsvesusinla ssuu
ﬁqnéniﬁummﬂmLLmuﬂaqmﬂﬂéﬂiaU%a&ma
Uszluwanissndunuddanuieadedaenseiu
nagmdueauTin lunsiaiesdefisadesiuns
Uszifiunaludgiuduasiiuindunisysanis
SEUINNTEUIUNTUIMTIANSHAarNSUTELUNE
msaliunuaiuly auenvvznanladnlifiosdnns
TafidenangdsnsusaiiunasIdnsuuunilaudy
THnsasdonisuimssnnisuuudulaenenainiu
YUTELIAATEY AMBITE system tuuUsznausie
a09871(Sahoo, & Jena, 2012) lawn

1) NITUIUNITNIIGINATLAUUNAIA
(Macro business processes) 309U3%W 6 Usziiu
laun

- nsnevaussdeddiievoignan
(customer order fulfillment)

- QUNUYBEYIY (vender supply)

- N59BAKUY (design)

- MSUTEAIUU (co-ordination)

- NMITILLININIAINTTY (co-engineering)

- NNINER (manufacturing)
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2)  N1TIANANTTAILHUIUTEAUNNAIA
(Macro measures of performance) Usgnausag
ffu 5UszLAu

- 181 (time)

- Ala1e (cost)

- AN (quality)

- Anugangu (flexibility)

- AIndaa (environment)

Lﬁaﬁﬂﬁaﬁzﬁmmzmumqqiﬁ%LLazm'ﬁ
UsZluNan1sAE UL IAVILNUES (mapping)
wilildmndTananisiiiunudnagnssiu
25 ﬁaﬂq%ﬁm%’mmazqiﬁa é’aﬂﬁmqqiﬁmmaz
ensianuuanaiuluanunisiasuIveILiay
UM AMBITE systemiJussuufiiiunseuiuns
wazdnsounisanfunisifiaruduialy il
annsniluuszgndldtuasdnisisvunnlvgiay
YUIALAN

5. European Foundation for Quality
Management (EFOM model) EFQM modellasu
nstauefundausnilele 1992 elunsou
wurAndmiunisuseiliunarnisuiuuseaiamun
AN sliUITgiandndiiangrededu EFOM
model dunsounsufuanlalafidnuurvesnis
taduauan Usznaulmeinmet 9 Uszns Tagd
5 emswsniludadeigosuisvasiisn 4 s18n13
Wuwavesmssniiuau

- 2o (enablers) Wun1smeuinuin
“awrmavierlstne’laun ngi dlsuenasnagns
UAANT AAN UagnIneNIAUNSEUILMIAiuY

- naveInsaliuau (results) Wunsneu
A101077 “03An15UsTaNadseeslstng” Taun
HAIIUAIUGNAT  (customer results) WAITUATY
UPAINS (people results) HaUAUEIRL (society
results) LAZHAITURANUDIDIANTT (key
performance results)

EFQM modelLﬂuﬂx\‘iLﬂ%@ﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁu%%ﬁi
Jans waznsianansafiunuduaiesdiofivae
Tosdnisldsuansaunaieniv nsieuiiioy

aussauy Wisuifisunssuiunshasnauiy
83AN158u waranansadlluuldlatuyngednis

in3asilanisuimnsdantsasielu: nsuszidiuna
NIANTUUANAENN (Balance scorecard)
FEUUNITIANITHANITANLTUY
(Performance  management) ity fosanunse
ysansiinlugnagnsvetasdnisla wasdagln
psdnsiugannsalufatmneuienudisaly
seavgels ludatussuumsimuadmaneidang
g N3UTEUNANAENNTIIBUHATIUY LS
WUUMaINUanY (multi-perspectives)  lasuaau
fowetnage dsfilstausiniesilonsdnnissanis
fufluanuvesesinstisiu nglunguuosniose
ety m3Uszfiunanisanduanudanasnimiy
Lﬂ%qﬁaﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁummﬁqm (Iselin, Mia, & Sands,
2008) MsUsEuNaNISALTUNWTIRasnNlATY
nsitmwlag Kaplan and Norton (1992) dausid)
A.A.1992  wagldsuarudsmfiniudosauds
Jagiunsuszifiunanisaifunudagasnimdu
szUUNMIiamsiBanagnifiisatesdunisimun
Whmnelanagns wazn1senuRanIsaiueny
ruymnowasulALA YuLmenIEy yues
AURNA YuNBINUNTEUIUNTAETY LazyuLes
AUNITTEUTUATNTARIU

n15338gnsufunvesnsusziliunansaniiuay
YDIBIANS

Tutlagdu duani19idenatyqi3oad
NINSANILAE NAUILLIANTEIN1SUTEIIUNANTS
andunudagnmlunisunlyussyndldlin
Uszlovtilumau§URfuesdnisineegisseiies
Nan15ITeTALITUNTIRINIINSUSET URaNIS
siunufiuauladunsfnwesdusenauvenis
Uszilluransandunudmasninues lselin,  Mia,
Sands  (2008)  FAUZUFUIINNTOULLIAR
29AUTENOUVBINTUSLIIUNANISANTUIUDIANTS
mﬂymmﬁy’a 4 1U1DINUMUIANVDIAUUAULATUDS
Fiu Naﬂflﬁi’aaqﬂﬁqaaﬁﬂizﬂauﬁLﬁmsﬁuﬁ]u 5
29AUSENBUYSD 5 gumaaﬁﬁ

and
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29AUsLNaU

AU

1) 33319991UN"5R¥U(Financial
perspective)

2) yuaeAUgnAN(Customer
perspective)

3) yunasunszuIunsnglu(nternal-

business perspective)

4) UBINUNTIEUTUAZNITHRIN
(Learning and growth perspective)

5) JalpI U InAaNLardIAY

(environment/social perspective))

- ASRUNAUNLS LaYNSTLARUARNYDIBIANNT

- sRumssualdseildlunssndunis

- @UlUINNIRaIn(market share)

- mmﬁﬂwaimlaﬂqﬂﬁ’l(customer satisfaction)

- u¥mnssu(innovation) wanSaulmsinAduna
VDIDIANIS

- WInNsTU(Nnovation) N1FIVBUATINAIUIUINATIU
Tnd9/N5IRaInNUINATINTOIDIANIS

- nsgvaunsnelulinternal process) weaLdsIINAT
NAALAZNITNARNALNU

- nszvaunsnglulinternal process) waniuailmle
LaaWﬁiﬁiﬂumiﬁwﬁmﬁmsﬁvﬁwﬁﬁammm

- AUNNVBINGNS U9 (product quality)

- Anuiswelavesntingulemployee satisfaction)

- 9MI1IN1T9DNAINUTBINLNIU(employee quit
rate)

- walulagasaume(information technology)

- MINTURAYUsDEIA(social responsibility)

a o d‘ @ v [
NAN1SIF8MUUNISHAIULLLABN1TTA -
model) HaN1SAILAUIIUDIANS

(Measurement

° i & N A
mlsﬂauﬂamua N1Y ALEDHINAN
(EBTIDA margin)

989 Santos and Brito (2012) lun1sAnuluinaves
N15UsELAUNanIsANIUITUBIANITHUIN
gerdsznoviilulassadresdfyvotnanis
UfvRuresudvnifidnvasiilusednisuuy
Tsenundnaudnsnandudsznousae
1.uan1satiuauaiunisidu (financial

performance) &sUs¥naunlgesnUsynautay
Ton1.1) wanls (Profitability) Uszneunieiued
AR Lo

- NANBUWNUAIUAUNSNE (Return on

assets)

- NARBULNUNITVIY (Return on sales)

HANBULNUNITAINU (Return on
investment)

- HaMAUWNUAIUAUYINLABY (Return on
equity)

yaAnfiuniaAsuga1ans (Economic
value added)

1.2) msiiula (growth) Usznaugnesusd
et

- mMsiiulavesdlunuinisnann (market

share growth)
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- MaAulavesdunsng (asset growth)

- Maviulavesseld (revenue growth)

- matAuleuesiils (net income growth)

2. AUNINalavaIgnAl (Customers’
satisfaction) Usznousnesausnai

aAUNUNIINISAaIA (market  value
added: market and equity)
4uiutefenieuy (number  of

complaints)

- ANUANAYEINAT (customer royalty)

- M33n¥18nAT (customer retention)

Ad1ufanalavesgnan (general
customer’s satisfaction)

3.AuNswa lavasntineu (Employees’
satisfaction) Usznousiesaustssi

NTAIYUNAUILALZBUTUNT NI Y
(investment in employees development and
training)

- NITINYAIRNDULNUNINIIU (wages and
reward policies)

- ANUANMININYDININIU (career plan)

- UTIBINIABIANTT (organization climate)

-Aufanelaveaninay (general
employee’s satisfaction)

anan1sUfjuRerudiudeuandon
(environmental performance) Us¢naunl8@?
Ut il

Tasanséudewinden (number  of
projects to improve/recover the environment)

- szaunsantaiy (level of pollutants
emission)

-nsledansloida  (use of recyclable
materials)

- mMs3keiAa (recycling level)

suan1suiAerudiudenn (Social
Performance) Usznaudesausdiisi

- MIPNNUBUNGUUBY (Employment of

minority)

-DUIUVBILASINITAUFIAN (number  of

social projects)

unagy

AsRAUFU B a1 SeRananavinld
pefn1INeRIugIARasaFaelAlFann
nansivelUlddunseuuwamenissndiue iy
FURBUVBINITITIMNY  NISAINUAD T e
gVSANANSNIIALIUIY suvensUszdiunadide
vasmsaniunuesnnsialuseiei

niildnaruyiiliduianisldiesedled
Aeadestunmsussiunanisfiduaureseadnis
yagsia Falutlagiiuduenand ldinlaifiosdnis
Tafhinasesflonisussfiunanisiidunsunldiile
Tonan1sandunisiieaingussasdifies wann
29AN13INITYIUININTEUIUNTUTITTANTIA
Winun1susziliunanisadunistmdussuy
Weadu nanedusyuunisusuisinnisnanis
AU (Performance management  system)
Fsmsysanmsfanann annsaviliesdnisiFudiu
NEUILNITUITITIANISA BN UNUTTE N
VOILHULTINAYNS (strategic planning) &
nszUIUASUFTRUMLLEUNagnEAA1Mua
(strategic management) sadinnsYanadse
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