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wuuUaesazuLLe sy wadamavhegnihinlfifusiusiudeya nausoena fie §iegy
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Abstract
This research was the mixed method which divided into 3 phases. Of the first phase

which was a qualitative research, the objectives were to study the types and causes of errors
of performance appraisal of raters. The 12 key informants comprised of raters, ratees and
personnel who involves with managing performance appraisal system in state enterprises. The
interview technique was used to gather data. The results showed there were 3 errors in
performance appraisal: leniency, severity and recency and also found that 15, 6 and 1 causes
of such errors respectively. Of the second phase which was the quantitative research, the
objectives were 1) to identify each raters who had leniency, severity or did not have any errors
by using the Guilford’s method and 2) to discriminate raters to be a group which had leniency
error and a group which had severity error with 4 factors: job satisfaction of raters, rater-ratee
acquaintance, rater-ratee similarity, liking to ratees. The sample group was 80 raters at state

enterprises. The research instrument was questionnaires. The results showed 43 raters (53.75%)
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had leniency error and 37 raters (46.25%) had severity error. The 4 factors can discriminate
raters with a statistical significance at .01 level (Chi-square = 19.710, Df. = 4, sig. = .001). The raw
score equation could be showed as follows: D’ = -10.205 + 2.187 (job satisfaction of raters) +
0.039 (rater - ratee acquaintance) — 2.365 (rater - ratee similarity) + 1.080 (liking to ratees). Of
the third phase which was a qualitative research, the objective was to seek the ways which
should be used to solve the leniency error problem. The Delphi technique was used to gather
data. The sample group was 26 experts in performance appraisal and the related fields. The
median and interquartile range and mean were used to analyze data. The results showed 61

ways which reached the expert consensus should be used to solve the leniency error problem

in performance appraisal.

Keywords: Job Satisfaction, Acquaintance, Similarity, Liking, Error
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msUszduiliteyaiisaiunanisu iRy
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nsUseliulUlgussleminugausyasivanis
Uil iy dyaUsvasdrainisussidunusla
2 Usgnisde 1 wieidudeya (Formative
purposes) EUSULHIUNITWAUINIGDITN LU
Welfinanssauy 2 Lﬁ'aaq‘u (Summative
purposes) TnsuaNusuRnvounaylglunis
andulalunisdnnisminensuyed Wy ns
Fousumids nsuiududiou nstiluda woy
A5 WBBN1NI U (Mo, Conners and McCormick,
1998); (Peel and Inkson, 1993); (Chow, Wong,
Yeung and Mo, 2002)

pgslsimuivanevinulauansninuda
WiunsiAnAuRaIRwEDY WU N1UsEATIUE Y
ﬁmwmmmLﬂﬁauIUﬂﬁiﬂﬁsLﬁu (Rating errors)
(Guerro-Lopez, 2009) miﬂmﬁumamiﬂﬁﬁa
uild359 31519390 Uudgmental
methods) tdun1sUseiiunuudnie
(Subjectivity) Jaseiiietestunsuszifiuens
nalminANased (Bias) Tun1susziiiule
ﬁqﬁlwmzﬁﬂizLﬁuafmﬁmmfmmmmsa
Vo b TuNIUsEIusneiy ATILAAIALAGDUY
Tunslgiansagyas Judgmental error) JaAin
30 (Berry, 1998) e umquiApTatnTTavhli
AnAunanandeulun1suseiiiy (Landy,
1989) nsUszidiunalnefinunisldinsagi
(Judging) Uszilu (Assessing) Whay NyUTzunn
A1 (Estimating) dnwaiziagkan1sUURnuves
Snuaraviladutesmeiiviliiinnnududes
wazeARTivrdmasansldiansamin (Schultz
and Schultz, 2002) mmi’ﬁﬁmdau (Priori
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knowledge) WadUsEIuABITUTERUDING
n1sufuRauredlasunisussliviliiin
mmﬂamﬂﬁau (Carroll and Schneier, 1982)
wazanuammadeulunsUsziiuduauio
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UURMU (Grote, 2002)
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uazAreUiTRerlauUNUsHII (Tsuiand
Barry, 1986; Lefkowitz, 2000; Cardy and
Dobbins, 1986; Dobbins and Russell, 1986)
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Usziiunan1suuinuvesussiiu Aumi
Fuszifiuaulafidaniuaaiatadeulunis
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napzuu visplifianueaandeuriadesosng
AIETEN15VR Guilford (Guilford, 1954) Wi
HuBsAaal uuudusdsdifuanldegidon
Suunnguiusyiiuiifienueaiandeulums
UsgillunansuiRnuuuulassasuuuuay

nauifUsiduRitlemaaaedelun TSIy
HansUfuRuLuunaeskunlagnsidaia
N153ATIELNNITIUUNYTELAN (Discriminant
analysis) Lagvgan Mlameiasianldg
JymanueainandouLUUUadosAz UL Y
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nulssnudgmiazaumeiaUsunadn 1
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wuUUaREATRUY WUUNAAZILUY wSoludl
R R I DU SR R PIS L RRELER
Guilford
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AUssdududlasunisusediu anuaaiunis
seninegUseliuiudlasunisusediu uagay
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AuAANARERUIINNSUSEEIY 6 Ustiam fal)
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3.uuuLgla (Halo error) d.uuuldassniia
(Logical error) 5. kuuAlnALABS (Proximity
error) Wag 6. WUUTALEY (Contrast error) 1ag
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fussiilvinaurmglisunsussidiumouiueds
(Guildford, 1954 81sfislu gadl, 2544)
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Leniency error) inanMsUseLiiuve Uiy
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FeUsziiumenisiizuuuilo (Miner, 1992)
fussiuusunene il ude i
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nsUsEiuvate s aY (Ratees) vinn1sUTeiliu
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AU (Storage) WAEASAUM (Retrieval) L@y
Cooper (1981) Wiudngusziiiufiduingas
A1115053UTToYA (Accumulate) VB LATU
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U URIY (Xu, 2001) @snsaviiunensuseidiu
fnannla (proficiency rating) (Bates , 2002)
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Aendesiunsuimsssuuussiiunan1sUfoR
NUYINTNY WU 4 AU

13 asesiloluniside fe
WINNTENNYA (Interview guideline)

1.4 mafusivrudeya §3dule
thianuildluuumsnsduntvalidrluiiu

o o

Uil 8 atuil 1 unseu - quieu 2561 75

surteyalumbenuiziaviaiifeites
funstni wazn1suszdn $1uIu 4 93RS
Usznause nstnihdenafuisuszsmale
nshifuasrass nsUseiginng waznis
UszUUATUANAUATU 12 AU
15 asdasizvdeyaunis
3Lﬂi’15ﬁL§NL5@‘VH (Content Analysis)
nsiteszesd 1 1Jun19iduids
AN (Qualitative research) iofumusziiu
Hayenueaiandeunngg Tun1sUsudiuea
nsUFTRNuLazamiensITeluszesd 2
Jun939eiBeU3unas (Quantitative research)
Faaznsuinguszifiuaulaiifinisuszifiusa
nMsUfTRufiTaueaInndeuluuUdey
AzuLLLaZNARzILLL fetunsideluszesd 2
FadunsBudunisiidymeanurainiaiou
Tunsusediunan1sufifau uenINinTive
Tuseeedi 2 deilimmuindadelafiannse
Suunnguiusziiuiiianueanandeulunis
UsgiliunanisujuRaunuulasgasiuunay
nauEUsziuAaunanandeulunsUsEEY
HansURURMULUUNAATILY NMTId8lussee
i 2 3avuasuliladeariBeafvaiy
ATuAMALARDUIN BN
2. sgeyil 2 Bumaidoideiun
21 Anguszasdiitossyiamii
Nulugiugd Useiiuunazaudnauladl
anuaaledeulumIUTEEiunanSURTRNY
LWUUURDUATLUL WUUNAATRUY 30l
AuAAIALAAe LT IADtaE19RI8TEN5 T84
Guilford waztiosuunnguguszifiuid
AmnaaLedeulunsUsEIIuNANSUF TR
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wuuUaesazuuukazng ul Uszidudil
anunaaedoulunsUssiiunansUfTR
wuunaezuuy Metadeiferiuauiioels
Tuauveal Useiliu AUAULAETENT NS
AUsTduAuglasunsUTEdiY Anuea1uads
seieiUseiiuiudlasunisusediu uagay
youidsogldiunsUsziliu

2.2 Ussmnswuadu 2 ngu nqu
71 1 fAogfUszilu (Rater) Aovhmthuu iRy
Tudglamia wau 4 wiis Ao mslifage
HARWIUTEIAlne nsliiuasrats N3
Uszuasvans wasmsuszgiinig uLagngu
71 2 Ao flAFunsUsEiu (Ratee) FaUfTRNY
Tusgiannia 999U 4 wWAiINa™

2.3 ngudeglaunnmsiden
A081391UUlAIAT (Quota sampling) Taway
Fenegwiiluimduiufuaauly
$Pamia 4 widleglladdunasas 20 Ay
591 80 aududuszidu wazidenwiinaud
UURNuluUIIRe AU US¥n
av 1 au 3y 4 Au Taefinsanainay
asinslateduglésunsUsaidu

24 e3esdlefildlunnside Ao
1Luuvaouawil 6 aeu Ae aeudl 1 Teyavialy
YosffUsiliu moudl 2 uuuasunAIINTRA
welalusuvesfUseidiu e 15 4o
anwauzludeniny wesindunaswuuuinas
Uszifiudn (Rating scale) 5 svdiu mauil 3
WUUARUNHAIUAULAYTENI NG UTEliuniug
#sunsUssdu fioun 6 4o fdnwumndu
foaru wasinlunasuuvaasussiiua
(Rating scale) 5 FzAU aoufl 4 wuudeUnIY

ANuAREAdTEnIEUTTEuLas A TS
Usidiu Temun 20 4o Sdnvundudony
wnsindanvazidenneuinndends viseld
AdeAEs AOUT 5 wuUIUAMIANLTEUTITe
fldsuneUssdu Somn 4 do T dy
foaru wasinluasuuuaasussidua
(Rating scale) 5 54U AOUT 6 LUUABUAMILID
Uszifuman1sUfoRauvemiinay e
10 o WWunuvaeumsiteUszfiunansUR TR
$uvINTn AT UL MA MUY
N3INAN (Graphic Rating Scale) uenaNdad
Toyavasylasumsuseiiu 4 au Usenaume
amaesflazunsussidiu dussenoifeaiu
JadudruyanauaznanisufURwilold
fusziiuguuagldnaunuuasuniuneui 3 s
nowil 6

25 Fudsiildlunisine Ao
Aanuisnelalunuvesusedliy anuquiay
seniegUssiliufud lasunisuseidiy A
AdeAResEnIgUssliuiudlasunsUTBIEY
uazaNvaufinerlasunsussdy uaz
auaaandoulunsUsziiunan sURTR
vouUTwLiil

26 funmLAIesen1sIdy I
ATREUANNBLATesion1iTe Tneiidy
vhuvuseunlUlgideang 7 auusudiu i
windernudfylinzuuingu 1 ludday
Tripzuuuwiiy 0 Wiethanmasasaua
Floamsadaiem (Content validity ratio) #1
gn3¥99 Lawshe (1975) Farinnundndnil
fussidiu 7 au Simduanuifiswsadaden
sgasesviniu .99 Fidsnderuiifienlaile



sV 5 dodsedlunouanufionels
Turuveauseilivean wasiiansanagIug
SuungefuaAdIUsyansanduus See
fananfioheglunasiivanzay deandoiu
luns (2555) NE1I37 LAMSINISATRUART
FuUszansanduwus Al ldazdandnan
Famauiinazdediaisiuasiwunduuin
wawilendaus 0.20 TulU wardereunasuun
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a o

Tudemaniidmnfuansittosaniuded
wagadesiunorduysyavuenti ufide
lsilsmamnmesariesiioveuuuasuauaiy
AREARITEIUTBELAURlASUN SUsBIE
idesnidumsasunuteyaiiduterianss
aguallaend1ende Iiaziuy =1 wagly
ameads Tinzuuy = 0 wagAguadiun
wazAPdesiy fanandunisned 1

A19197 1 UEAINANIIATIVTDUAMNINIATDAIBYBILUUFBUDY

faus A1BIUNRTUN Anadediy

Anuiswelalunugussdiulagsiy 233648 863
AU .465-.608 901
-AUAIRBULNY .526-.585 931
-nulenianiami .490-.621 750
-puNUAUTYT 538-.648 902
“uiteusisau 233-503 735
AMuAUALTENIEUsERuAU T un1sUsslulaesan 712-.890 945
ANuATeAaTEnIdUssdiuiudlasunsusediulee s . B

Aeuiiiiegliiunisussiiulaesu 625-.883 895
nan1sUfuRNuvIntinulae s 515-.830 915

Ya v

2.7 msiiusiuswdeya {39y
wanuuvasvaulint1audseglugiug
FUszidiu 80 A AUAY 4 A usazyALie Ty
Alaumsussidiuusazay fdulsdiusadu
80 AuwawKlATuNIUTZAIY 4 AU

2.8 Awszideya {ITelATIei
Yoyasny mwd fevar Fade Msliaszh
ANULUTUSIU (Analysis of variance) wag
Grand mean ilonzUszanaAIAINAATA

\mAeunuIsnisves Guilford waziinsien
FunUszan (Discriminant Analysis)
msdeluszesd 1 was 2 vilildns
Jaymanueaaedeusineg Tunsusadiung
U UR waeIdeavidendyanunain
aeudinaniiniy 1 Jywiitedluldly
mideluszerd 3 Fadunidodmunin
(Qualitative research) Lﬁammammitﬁmﬁu
Jmauaameioulunisuszifiunanis
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YU Tuwdvasuuinianisudladgm
anupanAdeuiidenty
3. szeyil 3 umAdedanunn

31 faquszasdiiofnying
wsitmsthanlduitammsdssidusans
UitRnuifanusaiaiadeunuuUdesnyuuy
vourUswLiil

3.2 nausegns fie fidemaiy
mMeUssdusansufifou Swau 26 au G
naeTluNSARENNENAIDE19NANTU N4
NSANINNAIUNITUTIININGINTUAAR N3
fauazusziiiuna vioaniAvide wasd
Usvaunsallunsaevlumeiniifidevide
fulsziiuansUfdRmumiovhauiiieades
UNSUSMIVToIANTSUTEIUNANSU TR
viensinuazUssiiunasgnatos 3 Tould

3.3 fhuusiiAnw fio uwmnafiens

=0

e dgymnisuseifiunanisu iy

1A21UAAIALARDULUUUA DEAZLUUYDY

ey =)

Ussidiy
3.4 adeailefildlunside Ae
WUUARUATY
3.5 nMsiusiusiudeya {Ideld
afruaziiuuvasuarudatedaluldiny
swmdeyasouil 1 1umssusiunuIms
wiludgvinisdssidunanisu R
ANAAIALAREULUUYADEATLLY N15LAY
susmdeya soul 2 1WunsUsziiiunuAn
1l (Evaluation of ideas) {3deasauuudeuny
Tngthuunaildannseud 1 ulduaziug
1IRSUTEINUAT 5 52U Ae unflan u1n
Uhunans tiee teuiian Uiy $1umu 26

Ausziiuaudniu awgidendideavy
26 AULNTIZ MacMillian (1971 &19fsluinsu
UayaaL, 2522) WUdﬂQ’L%&Jaﬂjwzyﬁﬁsuuwm&v’&LLﬁi 17
AuTUlUSRIIN1TanAwEIRIL AR AR DUAE
Touiiiins 02 wariidnuaizasi seudt 3 Huns
Usegifiugn (Re - evaluation of ideas) 11
wuUAeUn B ufuLUUARUANLTAUTIUT
Toualusoud 2 widAraddfe Avssogiu
(Median) Wdesewinemeolng (Interquartile) Lag
dyeyanualuansdneuluniazteniuves
Femgusarau lﬂiﬁﬁv‘&'mmm 26 AU Tiag
neuwuvasunlusauil 2 nou

3.6 adafildlunsinszsiteya
Ao AU (Median) Afideseninemialng
(Interquartile Range) wazAads (Mean) LLaztin:
WeldldinaaiAlddadusuniug Tnglde
fegiliing1 3.50 warfideseninnelnd
iy 1.50 muiidnaune (2543) leeSunely

NAN338

1. wan153deszeed 1 wudn @
anuamaedeulunsUTuan s URURNY
3 Useiam A n1sUaneAzliuu (Leniency error)
N13NAAZLLUU (Severity error) Lagn15UTLLLIY
Alddeyaioafunamsufiinuanzdidlng
Usziilu (Recency error) WaAgWUAWVRAVDS
ANUAAALARDULUUUGRY NARZILUL FIME
msUsziiuilddoyaifvaiunanisufifnu
tan1zd9lnaussiliu (Recency error) 31UU
15, 6 wag 1 @anpRINaIRY

anveINsUdesAzLu Ao 1) 1Fen
Ussidiufunuitanansovihdndaldig 2) ndr



Pazfndymanudauwdaiudlasunisusediu
3) psldiansugalunisusziliu 4) fesnis
Tinansussudiuglasunsussdivlunie
sduldl 5) Tafiomnuaznn 6) Foan1swan
Aeen15tuas 7) arweuvesUssiiuiitse
AlASUNITUTELEN 8) AUAULABTENTNY
AUszEuAuglasuNSUTEEIU 9) ANuATERds
senI19Ussiudug L sunisusediu 10)
Aoansleredulvvua 11) ieugdadudayw
g 12) lssuunisuyuiey 13) 11953
vesUszidiu 14) ersualivazysediy uas
15) Ymusssuvetesdmsiioniennudugi
Aliduntvalanngeinisiasy
AZLULINTIZANUAUAYTENI R USELEURY
AlAsun1sUsEIIY
“wuuiheuduingetnaiezezay A
AndludanadenuAnveuUszIiuugAy I
Aolunshinzuuuesazwuudelumaniou
AuRiFULAY”
Alidunivalanngainislasy
AZLULIN IZANLATEATIsETINeEUsEIUAY
AlAsun1sUsEIIY
“AMumilaunToRNAT 8RR LYU
Juiiguifosaunuminerdeideadu fdn
vilvinsUssifiunaandeuludnuasiiunm
L dlwndlunainiiugiwieaty avain
uninedenieny Suaviedu”
Alidunrvalanngainislasy
ALUUUINT1Z ALY UYDIU seIuTser L
Jumsuseidiu
“ugrndimuienela gnlagUedy
Sy wsvhaugiug smaanesgiuitalulallan
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Wy winan1sUseiiiueanunegluinaeia 819
auiduanureu Wunuddndiuymnaienn
Talunisusziiiv’

ANUDINISNARZIL A 1) Al
vouveagUsziiuiifiveglesunisusiiiu
2) widufiesdnsdnassanlilaiduiusiunanis
UfTRuase 3) anudaudesenineuseid
fugldsunsuszidiu 4) madeondidiaen
5) osuadldfvaszUszidiu wag 6) nslallvinny
dAyiun1sUsEEiy

AU Wl MATDIANNABINT
nAAZRULINT 1L RUT oA NsTnassu Tl
Auiusiunan1sU{URMUAZ

“gpusnazifunzuuunaifiuesidus
nstufesdiiusiunsuuumssusdng
YUIANEY AzLULLARZ YL IARIA UL TlaY

v
@

Tinliay 55-60 AnAzAlA 4.1 - 5 ins1zavi

v
=

SR UUTUADIFUNUSIURUNILTU N

€

walsduline NnAWIUANLAGE dULR 137
iAzuuLey 90 MuALaY Uiy Ussau
yauf 19 90 ynau whaduilisnasisy andn
1% 90 STt 8.1 (Wedifud) fufiiu mszasiiu
Tudlonneuflifavdly dufidesdinisanudu
mszarius Adeunnanzuuunsadacld
mzasliinaazuuu sufliduiusiuaitu
19 Ha1uw18Y 1A 80 AYLUU 90 AZLUL WALRY
fhilswe Afosnmanvas 65 70 oxlsednsiioy
Ay SuilAenisan naRZLUY

amesnsussdiuilddeyaiientu
Han1sUfURMIansYlndUssiliu fie N3
yamstufindeyaifeifunanisufiinuues
NN
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Aldun walamnveInIsUTEiy
Altdeyaioafunamsufiinuanizdidlng
Uszifiumsznmisuanistufindeyaifeaiu
NaN15UJURUUBINTINIIY

“JoUmsUsEiiu 6 oy N3v Az
Uszlliunyimeunings 1wy 59U 1 1.a. - 30
f.o. war 1 na. - 31 5.0, WIndUsedu
Ustand 30 8. dvnzuuumeluliAuduiou
n.a. Aiussiduliifuadalivimsn wias
upsuATy Iz laiu wihidnld Ussana
Uane w.a., 9o, Tiluanans Souq delinseiu
fnqusvasdiirmualy 9309 Feufuminous
i Fadpetufinld Fatuagfusuuuurasusas
auivimdeld dslagunfAnisdenin e
Useiliuuarl i1 sdamoniivaniindosnistneg
TranisUssdiududutu SlavinAlls asdu
Usuiautgm”

2. wansiteszesd 2 wud1 1) A
avsnanangUseidiy (Rater main effect) AN
F= 27.305 LawdlAn Sig. = .000 kanednEUszidu
fansnasianan1sujUReuvelasunis
Uszifiunienandndenisldindussidule
Uszilunan1suifauvedlasunisussidu
wanensfuegaifodfynsadnfisedu 01
ﬁqﬁtﬁaﬁﬁmmmLaﬁamaamaﬂWiﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬁumaa
Flisunisuseidiiulaesiuniediade sy
(Grand mean) wudndawviniu 3.74 lagy
Usziiud1uiu 80 Au dRUsziliudnuig 43 Ay
Anliufosay 53.75 MseilunansufiReu
voagflezunsuseiliuuinninaede nds
wansindunguiuszifiuifanunanniadey
vaen1suseiliunan1suuRauLuulass

Azwuy wazlifuszidudiuiu 37 auAndy
Sowaz 46.25 MsvidiunamsufoRnuveslasy
nsUssdiutesnitAnadesinduansindy
mjuQ’Umﬁuﬁﬁmwmmmm?iausuaqmiﬂmﬁu
NANSUJURNULUUNAATUUL 2) NSNAFDY
Fonnautesfuneunisiaszin1ssuun
Uszlan dnsvadeu One-sample Kolmogorov-
Smirnov Test fuUsdaszauiswelaluu
YoUsEIiiy ANUAUALTENIEUTEIULAY
HlAsun19Useiliu AuAd18Adesendig
AUsTukarglsun1sUTEdiY wavAuYey
Afsefliunsuszifiuvesnguiuss il
AUAaIALAABURULYUE pBATILLLTIAT sic.
WINAU .436 .933 .741 Uag .266 ANUAINULAY
WUUNAAZLUUIAT sig. AU .494 214 789
waz 333 Aua1Au A1 Sig. UAIAAIT .05
NI UTBATENNAITNITUINUIY
Un@ JA1AUNU (Tolerance) WU 1933 .930
907 wag .922 MUAIRU LagdlA18nIIAIu
wUsUsie (Variance Inflation Ratio) 111U
1.072 1.076 1.103 uag 1.085 auadsu 39kl
mas‘ﬁamé’umqwn (Multicollinearity) LW
ANUNULAT > 0.19 tay Rs1ANULUTUTIU
wlafldn <5.33 munasifiusdnual (2553)
Svuals wonaniAwes Box's M Sy
11.438 Tnedlen Sig. Wiy 373 Saflauinndn
05 LanNANURINgAULUSUTIU - AL
wUSUTIUTIM (Variance-covariance matrix) U84
fuusdaseildlunmsifevesnguiuseiiiu 2
nalaiunnenaiy wansvaaeutsuaduly
audennaiosdunoumsinseinissiuun
Jsziam
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o ' a ' a o a o a ¢ d o v a da
AN 2 ﬂ’]LQE‘IEJLLazﬁ’JUL‘UEJ\‘ILUUSJ’WI‘S;@’]WUENG]’JLLUiVI‘L!’]N"I’JLﬂi’]S‘VIL‘W’e]ﬂ’]LLUﬂﬂE}?JQUi%LNU‘VINﬂ’J’]Nﬂa’]ﬂ

a o

wndeulunsussliunan1suiRnuuuuddesazuuy uasngudusziliuniianuaainndoulunisussiiung

msuiReuLuUnAAzLLL (N=80)

nguiliianueainindey nguiliianueainindey
Fauls wuuUdeyAzUL WUUNAAZLY
X SD X SD
Auianelaluny 3.856 0.410 3.503 0.349
ANUALAY 0.544 0.525 0.500 0.363
AVINARIEAA 0.354 0.073 0.352 0.085
AYINYRY 2.857 0.452 2.572 0.531

WU NaNRUsTUANALAAAAROY
wuuldesaruuuiauiianelaluauves
AUy ANAUAY AdEATARULlATUNIS

Usziliuuazanuveunisedlasunisussidiu

)~ d'

nningudUszuniauAaIAAiouLUY
NAATLLU

P19 3 HANITNATBUAINENNTAUNITWUINGUAIUUS

Discriminant Eigen Relative Canonical Wilks’ : :
. . Chi-Sq. Df. Sig.
Function Value Percentage | Correlation | Lambda
1 .296 100.0 478 772 19.710 a .001

WU AT Chi-Sa.= 19.710 L@y AT Sig.
- 001 Fstoaninsysutlddymeadng 05
LaneIn ANadsvediuysBasEndIves
fetenguiuszidiuifianunannndounuy
Uaeuazuuulazanuaaintadeulunis
Uspfiunuunanguuy Taaeanguunndiaiy
WARINANN1IIUNTANLANTAIUNTHUS
nauiuUsle agalsfiniu efinnsanen

Canonical Correlation @9bUUAILEAIAIY

v @ ¢

AUTUSTENINEATUUUNITIINUNNGN WU
dawviiu 0.478 uandlidiudn aunissuun
sanamiignalunsiuunlilgain Fedonados
FUA Wilks” Lambda SAvinu 0.772 ddien
g9 uaned aunsdunfanaliguelunig
wuangulyisnntiniguiu
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= v a £ ° o ° o a oo = a
M15797 4 Aduuszansnmsiuunvesiiulsluaunsiuunngudusziliuniianuaaiandoulunisussidiu
nsuuRnuuuuldesazuuy uasngudusziiunlinnuaainngeulunisussiun1sufifnuiuunanzuuy

(n=80)
s ﬁﬁﬁuﬂizﬁwénﬂsj’ﬂttun Anduuszansnissauun
lugunzuuuiu lugunzuuusnsgu

Constant -10.205 -

Anueawelaluau 2.187 0.839
ANUAULAY 0.039 0.018
ANARIBART -2.365 -0.188
AINUYDU 1.080 0.530

nAdUsEAVBMITUUNE IS
Tuammiﬁi’muﬂﬂaju (Canonical Discriminant
Function Coefficients) TusUaghuufuLaz
AZUIUNINTE Y Weuaunsdunngulugy
ATULLAY uagazLuLInag Y THaE
aun1sTuunlugUaziuuAy Ao

D’ =-10.205 + 2.187 (Auewalaly
NUYDEUTELI) + 0.039 (ANUAULAYIENING
AUszlluazlasun1sUssid) - 2.365 (AW
AR18AGTErI 1 Useiiunaze la Sunis
Usgidiu) + 1.080 (Anuweuiiiseglesunis
Uswidiu)

auNsIUNIUFUATILLINATEIY PR

z D 0.839 Z(mmﬁawdﬂumwaa%ﬂiniu)
0.0182 . oo » . —0.188
(Anufuagssiegussliuuagglasunisusudin)
+ 0530 Z

(PupdendsszninUssidunasdldsunisusyifiv)

(ruveuTifivedlisunisusziu)

NANNTNNIIUUNNGL FauUslA
Attinlunmssuungsanvidofuysiitni
drAgglunisuuangu lawn anuiawalalunu
youUszifiu mnuweuiitiderdliiunsUsaidu
ANUAIEARITEN I U ULALE AT UNS
Uil wagAUAUAYTENIRU T ULARE
IsumsUssiiu audu

=] ° v a da o ' oy a dAa
M1919N 5 Naﬂ']iﬂ']LL‘L!ﬂﬂEZSJI}‘!‘Uizle‘Vlllﬂ')']llﬂa"lﬂl:ﬂa'ﬂuLL‘U‘U‘Ua'e]fJﬂ3LL‘N‘HLLa3ﬂq3~lﬁdﬂi¥l:&lu1/lllﬂ?'13~lﬂa'lﬂ

LARDULUUNAAZLUY
1 oav vy ¢
nauilasunswensal
G I | pguduszdiunianueain | nguiussiiuiianiuaain
LAaULUUUERE ALY LARDULUUNAAZLUY

nauRUsEiundaNuAaInARoY 43 33 (76.74%) 10 (23.26%)
LUUUanuAZILUL
naugUsTundnuAaIaAde 37 11 (29.72%) 26 (70.28%)
LUUNAAL LU




INAITUIHANITIATIBUUAT 9
aunsTuunngy wagtilothaunisduunngy
Sandmarmennsalifussidusiomn 80 autey
nasla wudh nfusziuinunanaedon
wuuUdesaziuL 43 AU NEINTAINGBY 33 AU
AnluSosas 76.74 wernsaliia 10 au Andy
Yovay 23.26 uavangUsuifiufiiniueain
\AABULUUNAREILL 37 AU NeNsalgneias 26
Ay Andufoway 70.28 wensalin 11 Au
Andudasay 29.72 aunsTwunUssamaINsn
Fuunnguiuszifiuifanunaiaindouuuy
UdseazuuuuaznguiUssidudifiannunain
indeunuunanzuuligndes Andusosas
((33+26)x100)+80 = 73.75 Wwagngnsaliin
Andusesay (10+11)x100):80 = 26.25

5.3 NaMTIdTzEEdl 3 NUIUUIN
firsanlfuddymanurainedeulunis
Uszillunan1suiiuuulasgnsuuuves
Uszidiu 9nnsussdiuseud 3 favaa 61
wusileFudunud Wuluimsidsedu
audnduinniign $1uam 49 wumne Aed
FPgay 80.33 FLAUNIN FIWIU 11 UWINY
AnluSosaz 18.33 szavUiunany S1uau 1
wma Andufesas 1.6¢ laiwuuuimeid
syivanudndutesnazifosiian wazduen
sumLmaiigtestugTiazdeaiiiu
Al Ao fuseidiu 17 wwanie Aadudes
Ay 27.87 WiminveeUseidiy 18 wuInna fin
udewaz 29.51 0315 19 wwma dAedu
Joway 31.15 uAzHlASUNITUTZAIU 8 WIS
Andusosay 11.47 winRasauAassiu
Fanann wuamafildSudumuAngideavay
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Usuiiulnediduadogagn fodl

- Twihugussdiusessianudusssu
finnsansasuiididunisaie lithawdan
dushiifiresuszidiuanld ( X = 4.85)

- lushuimihiussdiudesdeansls
Ausuliulszduegnadusssn ldianudides
wansalunsan ( X = 4.69)

- lusuesAnsiesmvuavanna
TumsUszidiunaay wletduuumeujoaly
Jultlufiemadeadu ( X = 4.73) wirdudn
wnmmilsie ssdnsdesdeasvinarindile
Intunidnaunnseauustansuseidunanis
UjuRnuligndes assiupnnunduase ( X =
4.73)

- Tusnuglasunisuseiu guseudiy
fugflisunsuszidudiesnanedoas udawa
nsUszdiunansufuRaululsassauveinis
Uszidiu ( X = 4.69)

nN15aAUs1IHa

n513eluseed 1 wu denunain
\ndouvesiuszsiiulunsUssifiunanisuj iR
NUIE 3 Useiam fie NsUaauAzLYg N13NA
Azl uaznsUsziuilideyaiiaiunants
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yiweInsUyYs 1wy deusumis vietudy
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U52L8U (Ferguson, 1949); (Sundvik and
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Miles, 1964; Pulakos and Wexley, 1983; Tsui
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wazANLTRUTIAerlFFUNsUsTIY (Tsui and
Barry, 1986; Lefkowitz, 2000; Cardy and
Dobbins, 1986; Dobbins and Russell, 1986)
ammBnUsEnMIvilsvesnsUdesazuLumIT
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wuingUszifiuifinnuduineiugldsunsg
Usgiilu (Ratings made by acquainted raters)
Usziiuleignéios (Accurate) 3nninguseiiiug
lufiauduinedud la Sun1susziliv
(Unacquainted raters) Wag Kingstrom and
Mainstone (1985) wu31 ANAULALTUIIY
(Work acquaintance) LLazmmﬁumadauuﬂﬂa
(Personal acquaintance) T¥MINWUNIUVIUAY
W19 Tauduiusyn1auIndundnnin
N13078 (Sales productivity) o8 9iiTed AN
adffiseiu 01 waz.05 laeflen r Wity 22
ey .14 muadu usegnelsfmug e
famdululsiausueglummbauagunn
;:JﬂszLﬁumﬁ]wszLﬁulﬁgﬂé’aqmﬂsfu W]
ANuAUAgEILYAAR WU JTnATaUATIVEY
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FunsUsziiiu dwaliinnisuaosazuuuy
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99 Sengar (1971) Anuingfdnnisiuglédsdy
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geariinuAsgAReiuIINNIEINNSAUR LA
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