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Balanced Scorecard and Information Technology Governance Performance Measurement
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Abstract

Organizational sustainability is required for good corporate governance as a key mechanism
driving the organization. That said, good corporate governance IT system is essential for which most
corporations today install an IT system designed specifically to support their sustainability. Hence,
the application of ITG balanced scorecard is a vital tool in determining whether or not the
organization succeeds. The key elements are comprised of: (1) ITG process assessment (2) IT users
(customers and stakeholders) centric and customer services (3) Business efficiency and IT systems’
good corporate governance (4) Continuous learming and development of the IT system, and ultimately
achieving the set strategic goals, creating harmony and collaboration efficiency corresponding with

the organization’s managerial policy requirements.

Keywords: Information Technology Governance, Performance Measurement, Corporate Governance,

Information Technology

* ﬁﬂizmuﬂu‘wﬁﬂ (Corresponding Author)

e-mail: np_peatrat@yahoo.com



unin

TuiligiunnAnidesnmsfauesdnsgarudiduldgnnanfefumntuniusifu Tnoniswam
osAnsganudsdusnduasdoslduumifnvesnisiivssemiviannduusmdnduliesdnsaiunsalug
A eeedaiuld amgudng dmsunisudnduuaAnEesusssniviaeainaneulilusdauas
MIUINTNUVRIUTMT MIreFUTu uazmsnaianelussdnsiesuazifioduaiulszdviamesdns ais
AuanIalunIsEeiy wanifiuyadliuiians fetlesdnsues UNESCAP TélHuunAnnsiiusssmauna
Usznaunie 8 uannis (1) n1sddrusiu (Participation) (2) 4As351 (Rule of Law) (3)anulusela
(Transparency) (4) ANuSURRATEU (Responsiveness) (5)Au@anRad (Consensus Oriented) (6) AULENDAA
(Equity and Inclusion) (7) ausiussansnnuazUszd@ndna (Effectiveness and efficiency) wag(8) n1sil
winpaesuels (Accountability) uenndudaliesingdu 4 i munsmsgruanadunistituguaiansds
T 8uussiagiulunatsyseina saufeussnalnedae fe udnnisdifuguafanisvetesdnaiiie
mmimﬁaLLazmiﬁwmmﬂLﬂiwgﬁﬁ] (OECD Principles of Corporate Governance) Fausznoudae

1.@vSveutieviu

2. MU URredieuetadusssy

3. unumvesElaulmde

a. msWamedoyadilusda uas

5. AUSURAYBUVBIAMLNTINNNT

é’qﬁ?ummwé’ﬂm%’wﬁlmwisLwﬁlwalﬁmwﬁfﬂﬁnmmﬁwﬁ’zymmmiﬁwﬁU@LLaﬁams wasALHuUNg
duadliuisnanmadoulisuumstifuguatanisfidudious we. 2505 Wudumnsiusssmavaluld
Tuesdnsdeudaailfesnsdidnenmuazyseansam lifiesusinisdusssniualunisuimanusiniugs
aseunauluieszuumaluladarsaumadsesdnsldiunldlunisvinsdanisiiodfiudneninlu
nsudeiilunaiaditagiufinsudeduiaszuunandn msliuinistsduududdeddszuumaluladn
Gu"aaaﬁuaquﬁy’aéuuaﬂmnﬁ?ué’adawaﬁﬂﬁqﬂﬂamauamﬁmmwm%’wm osuluadnatue wazavinlug
nsadunnudeiuuiinamuuasssnvunaenaudmaivoiaiosnmiazauaiyfmihvesseme
soly

nsdIMsianalBanagn1w (Balanced Scorecard) wnldlunsussiiuaduaunsasiiu IT
n1511N15¥nNaL R aEnIN (Balanced Scorecard) unlglunisusgidiuanuaiunsaniy 1M Tu
unANuazUsznaURE (1) WWIRRUTTENAUIRU T(2) uwiRnues Balanced Scorecard uay (3) MavUsiiu
YnAuaNITaveIUTIENAUIan1U IT Ieeld Balanced Scorecard
1. WWIARUITENAUIAAY IT
USTENAUIAA T L'%'m'jmmﬁwﬁigmﬂéﬂﬁuLﬁaﬂawﬂiu{]wﬂ’uaaﬁﬂimﬂmmiﬁﬁmiﬁﬂis‘uu
waluladansaunauildlunsuimsianisesdng Faszvumaluladansaumadnaridudiuddninos
advayuliosdnsiaunlugidmuediseld Tnsf Broadbent (1998) I¥afueliusssmAviadu Im iy
dunilsvesusssmAvialuesdng Feldnanluudluirswudsfuimsuasgintosiugsiadndudesdnm
fawunfn ndnnistunisussyndssuumaluladansaunaunldlvianuduiusiunagnsvesesins inglu
unanaifagldnaads (1) AunanevesusTEMALIAY IT (2) peAUsENOUTEINTOULLIRNUTTTMALA
AU 1T (3) NFEVIUNITVDINIFUIUITENAVIAMUY T (4)N1980NLUVUITENAUIAMY IT wag (5) n1susediu
FamuanusaveIussEALIasY IT deiiseazidondsil
1.1 AUNUNYVBIUTTENAUNAAIUY IT (IT Governance Definition)
AUNUNBYDIUTTEINAUIAAIU IT VLéfﬁQ’ﬁﬁ’lmﬁﬁﬂwmaﬂﬁmwwm&J"L”Jfaﬁhmmﬂwaw R
anansnagUldmuensned 1 il



A15197 1 AUNUNEYDIUTTENAUIAAY [T

v o = 1 v

ED] U .. undsdoya AUNUY
IT Governance 2000 YORGD Judumilwewnudisawewsns nefiussemiua
Institute (ITGI) U M asialaiaa 1wt adudanisuseidiu

UsrdvBmmuazuseaninalunisusulsanssuiuns
fuiunuvosesAnsiaussemAviasiu T agsili
iislassaiemnuduiusszninanszuiunsinu 1T
n¥nensniadiu T ifeliideyaasaumaly
MIAIUNUNUNAEVISUAYUITR 1N UIvanAuadnsdng

Van Grembergen & 2001 U Jupuanunsovesraiznssunsiwhviinfivinas

Saull 03An3 Lteflazysanmsnusueluladasaumne
Iinauiuduiusiunaensuesgsne

IT Governance 2003 nilsde ussImAavianiu IT Wulaseadisanuduiusuas

Institute (ITGI) nszuaumslumsdsnisuagamuaunsiiunsves

U3HN Femudnsamuthmnevesuigniuegiv
n1sifiuyar1vesuIem luraeidedinuaunaniy
TN NANUANUATNANDUUNY

Abu-Musa 2007 ARy Juwlassadeanuduiusseninnssuiunsanu 1T
(IT Processes) N$we1n361u IT (IT Resources) ka
asaumaAionsuinsuazingUszasdvedesdns
Tunisdsnisuazauaulviesdnsussaaniuduia
pufinagnsuas nqusvasdiingld

Gartner INC. 2010 LONAIT Wudesfiiedestunisdnaulafieasunsyuiunis
LHEILNS o linsldmaluladansaunaiidssansam
Uszanswanazinnnuiulaldinesdneiliesing

ussa e

MnAneildnuTsndeiuannsoasdldin vsssmAuiad T Wuduniwes
nsiifuguaian1sindauansfemudiusiaraenndesseinanssuaunsuagninensynadu IT il
Aarnusiulaiansaumeadindnaziivsz s amuazUssavsnasenisumsdanisesdnslvdndulunay
nagmsiazussqrmnefifslinnaumnedeiunsiiuldusssnAvadu 1T asjatiuey 2 Ysaifiu
(Grembergen, Haes & Guldentops, 2004) Ao

1. msa$rayariliiugsiia (Creation of Business Value) Hiufie nsfigsAviinamssndiuay
anunsoasananils Wndanuanansalunisutedu wazeSaiulnldesnadiu

2. m3Undesyaniliifugsia (Preservation of Business Value)daRgtasiunisoiu
vidoananudssluesnsudmsiamsiitanain mstesiunsmasn dezdsmademesegsia

1.2 29AUIZNDUVBINTBUKLIAAUTTBVNAUBA IT (Elements of an IT Governance Framework)

INANUNULYDITITUIAUIAAY [T T1AULAAIAIANMUFURUSTENTNNTEUIUNTUAE
NINYINTNAU T A101509 L UNBIAUTENBUVRINTBULUIARUTTENAUIAAIULET (Elements of an IT
Governance Framework) 1913 adﬁﬂﬁxﬂauﬂﬁmgé’qmwﬁ 1 eil



Structures Processes

[T Governance

Relational
Mechanisms

dl (3 L% a v
AN 1 99AUIENBUVBIUITYNAUIEAUY IT
717 Van Grembergen & De Haes, 2005

1. Taseadne (Structures) e dulaseadsesAnsgiu ITase03fns Usznausie
AMYNITUNNTAU [T UNUIMLALAUSURAYBUVDIANENTTUAIATY [T UVBI89ANT

2. n3¥UIUNTS (Processes) Wunagnsnisnaunu dndvlanazniseuauinnu fenagns
NP UTTUVATAUNAVDIBIANT

3. nalnANUduRuS (Relational Mechanisms) Wunsyiausiufuwaemsiinnusuileny
seyinegilanldide nsiineusudiu IT wazmsuaniUdsudous

AeidemseminanedlionsAnsldihussimavialuldide arwdaudsiussrinasulsia
melunaraeusnasdnsiiaunsaiatulneudaldogrmannmans

1.3 ASEUAUNTSVBINTSUIUTIENAUIAATY IT (IT Governance Process)

dusunseuiunmsvasnsiiussenivianiu [T lUlEluesnsauiwImniewes TGl (2003)

Feusngiannil 2 fswaziBuadail

Direc/' Processes w
Use

Strategy Improve Report Resources

Drive
Stakeholder | ——

Value Drivers

Confirm or Chavﬂge\ Results

2NN 2 NTTUIUAISVRIUSTENAUIaAU IT (IT Governance Process)
#ix": IT Governance Institute, 2003

PN 2 nszuaumsvesmsiusssvavtasu 1M Wldezsuannsdnwanudeanis
vaagildrufeateaiiethdeyadinanluivuanagnédaaziilugnisimuanszuiunis/Aanssuly
MMSALEUNT WU MSIRTLRUTRLIAY T vesesrnsidudy Ingluseninsnisadiuaulasenis/Aanssy
mzmaqwéﬁgu%ﬁmﬁwmumamﬁﬁﬂLﬁumuLﬁaﬁﬂﬂgjmiﬂ%’UU?mwmuu,azﬁamﬁﬂumiﬁuﬁummﬂu



eEAIER ﬁﬂﬁqaggﬂammuﬂizLﬁuwaﬁwéﬁmmuasﬂ’mmmw’Jumiashwimﬁm \eUszifiunaves
nszvIuNsiusTEnAvIanu IT anlglussansluninsiu
1.4 N1599NUUVUTTENAUIEAY IT (IT Governance Design)
nseenuuUUssIMATIadL IT Wvanzaufuesdnsiug deserdendnnis svuuuas
%y’umawhm Feanusautsoonldiiu 5 Fumeunansiining 3

1. Enterprise Setting

Information

l Enterprise Settine Scenario

X 2. Assessment IT Governance
New Enterprise

. Performance
rate
\gy
\/ IT Governance Scenario & Need for Redesien
—3 3. Redesign of IT —

Patterns from Top

Governance .
Manager Enterprises

Need for
Redesign

l New IT Governance Desien

c
o
3] | Legenda :
E o [P 4 Implementation of the 8 :
o L E” New IT Governance I:l
= o E Phases
5 5 1
L2 2 9 ) Input
3 o New [T Governance Scenario
2 ) p
J— 5. Assessment an
Performance Indicators
Management of IT

Governance

AN 3 NNTOBALUVUSTENAUIAAIY T
#iy1: Clementi & Carvalho, 2006

NN 3 WARIDINITEBNUVUITINAUIAAY IT Fawteeandu 5 Junau Usenausme
JURBUN 1 ANUAATAUVNAYD99ANS (Enterprise Setting Information) ielinsiuis

N '3

Toyaiiuguresesdnsifieguazaniuz usssmaviasu IT 1wy Teyanagnivotesdns miregsiavie
anenansiuel [udu

Funoudl 2 UssLiiuaanuaIu1sausseNAuIagay T (Assessment IT Governance
Performance) %umauiﬁumiﬁmumQﬁﬁMﬂwﬁ%“uﬁmauiumsﬁﬂ?m%LLasﬁdauLﬁ&m’J’m Favzvimindily
nsillusananuaznisussiunadniuoussemaviagiu IT vansdrunisiiusasyssansualunsly
NEMeNITNEY IT 1y nsUsefiunalndadin Anusulinweuvesusseniviad IT msussfiunadng
LazHANsENURART U UBIANS uarAuannsalunsyinils [Hudy

%umuﬁ 3 N1999NLUVUTIENAUIAAIU IT Ty (Redesign of IT Governance) Faduna
Mnmsiaseiludunouiiinuin SsussemauaduT %QﬂVI‘UWJﬂuL%EN‘UEN‘U%SEM%JWW naln #7¥n

YDIUTTENAUIRIY IT Beazdesdinnudenndesiunagnsuasidvunevesesdns



Fupeud 4 mathussemAviagiy munld (Implementation of the New T Governance)
mendmnmsnaslumsthussenaviadiu IT aldluesdng weiasdifosiasalumsimuminens
wywdiarszozialun1saniduns

Sunoudl 5 MsUsefiuuardanisussemaviadu IT (Assessment and Management of
IT Governance) {umsuszdulsyansnnlagldsdindifmustu Famniinisnsavaounudamiiinan
nalnuesszuy IT Tudsaninuinden ngnssuvesgifstesiuussimAviadiu IT wan1suszifiuazgn
thunesiuaznumulvaidnadilutuneud 3

1.5 n15U 92 UAAANEINITOVDIUITENAUIAAU IT (IT Governance Performance
Measurement)

myUszdiulamuansavesussenivianiu T folunmsiaussavisnnasanisaiivanu
Frundsvesgsna Tutagiunsussidulaauaimisavesusssniviasu T f3¥alunsussiduda
ANLAINITOVDIUTTENAUIAMUY IT 917U NaRDULIUINTIAIMAINTBAL (Stock Market Return) sty
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Van Grembergen & | 2003 vy | lananafie IT Strategic scorecard Framework 1371
De Haes Usznausme
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2. M3saiueunan (Future Orientation)

3. mﬁ‘dﬁﬁamuﬁlﬂulﬁﬂ (Operational Excellence)
4. m3yasiugnan (Customer Orientation)
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2. mMsyaiueunan (Future Orientation)
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Measures)
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Corporate Contribution

®  Strategic Alignment

®  Value Delivery

®  Risk Management

Stakeholder Orientation Future Orientation
®  Stakeholder’s satisfaction ®  Skill and Knowledge
®  Management of Stakeholders ®  [T/Business Partnership
Needs
® | egal and Ethical Compliance

Operational Excellence

®  Structures

A

®  Processes

®  Maturity

m‘wﬁ 5 ITG Balanced Scorecard
X7 WalIL191n Borousan, Hojabri, Manafi & Hooman, 2011
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n33n Usznaume



10

2.1 Stakeholder’s satisfactioniJuni1suszifiupnuiisnelavesgiidliide Inoni13d1579
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IT Tunagnsvedgsia n1sarseglu IT Balanced Scorecard uag Balanced Scorecard 4943579 31UUT0Y
NTEUIUNITNIFIUIT AR F1u9UveINTEUIUNITNAY IT insouaquaL COBIT §1uILYDs
nIgUILNIRIY IT finsaunauana ITIL nsguauntaniadn I figminsrlduintu uasdesazmnudisaves
AU 1T IAENTEUIUNITNGU IT

3.3 Maturity umsdssiufanmrussduresnsfiuiulunssuiunsusssmaviadiu m

4. Future Orientation funsUssiiiufsussansnauazanudsduessyuuusssmaviasu IT
Usznausieg

4.1 Skills and Knowledge \Junnsuseifiuinueuazainus Inedinsiasngg Ao S1uiuuas
SEHUTDINSTNLANEIW/NITOUTUTFUU [T vesanesudu Srunuediluniseusy ITG eazvasaudni
voenslimusenu ITG sevdiavesinue $1uau MG fildsumsthiauslvinssunsginnisuagaaznssunis
UIM509ANnslasuns v warszAuvesnusuaznisidnulussuy MG

4.2 IT/Business Partnership 10un13ia15a8ansseuinu IT uazauaunsaiunsey
wazideunumsig IT Sovazvesidnnsvesgsfaiidmiuannsaluniseuuasifounudiiu IT wagseu
AINUANANTIVRITINTIUYAAIYRY IT

9niinanandrsiuagiiiuldn Balanced Scorecard iuiedesfloniafiannsainnussiuia
ANLANTANALUTTENAUIacY IT IdvainvanesuueslnonsiauiuainuuiAnues BSC aanunsa
LARIAAIAONARBITENIBSC WAy ITG Balanced Scorecard l¢iiai]



11

« Corporate  Operational

Contribution Excellence

. . Internal
Financial _
! Business
Perspective :
Perspective

Learnin
Customer 8

and Growth

Perspective .
Perspective

« Future
Orientation

« Stakeholder
Orientation

J L

AN 6 ANUEDAAADITENINE BSC wae ITG Balanced Scorecard

N0l 6 uansnuInAdesTusEIG BSC Way TG Balanced Scorecard Tnuiia 4 yuuosann
muAnves BSC lshgnisnuszondldlunsussifiuanuansovesusssniviadi IT vesesdng e
anuduiusifeadesiudel

1. n3zUIUNSYeN ITG Tlazsilianansaananundesitieadesty IT Ssozdsnasionels dunuuay
Alga1e sdsdwmalnenseneludman1saniunuaiunistiuresesans (Financial Perspective)

2. msgjaiulianuddgiugnan gilduldide (Customer Perspective) At ldsyuu I fedl
nsafeauianela n1sdnnisiuanudeinisvesgnauasdiidulad suaznisufifnungmneuas
Pessnesesinstauiudsigsiadsnsiesduiumsogiseiiles

3. UsEAvBnInuagssuLUsTIMAUIadY IT vesgsiadadedlimnuddylosnndsmalnonsasio
nsyuuN138luYeta9Ans (Internal Business Perspective) laglT AosatiuayuuazaonnaediuiiAniaves
BIANT

4. msa¥imnudduluszuuussinAviaiu T vesesdnsiieadedlaensiurinug amnuives
fuitReusuiviudunsgsiardmanonmeaniadiu IT vesesdns fedussdnsdoalimaiiouiuay
Wanaudu IT e8ameLiies (Learning and Growth Perspective)

é’qﬁuﬂ'ﬁﬁflﬁ’uguamumqﬁm T fifgouneliAnmmaenadesiunszuiunsuimsuazmsians
v9993Ans fimssuiununiunagns Whsneiiosdnslafily uassjdiiAnnsdidiutn madummmuiii
Tunsmuuanszuaunsangg ag1iuszansnmuazuses@nsuanaly

unasy

nsthnsianaldsgasnmileussfiuaiuaiunsavesusssmaviasu IT unld Ussnoudie
(1) MsUszifiunszuaunsves ITG ieannrundesiifstesiussuuansauma (2) mgatiulinnuddry
fugnén giidaulddefidnunldszuu IT (3) msUseifiuussansamuasyuuusssmaiadu IT Faazdos
aonAdosfufinniswednsdns uaz (4) msadrsanudedulussuvusssmAviadu IT lnsnsifousuasiamun
s T edteriies ffumsiiusssvauiadu IT fidgeunelfiAnmmaenndostunmsuimauaznisianis
19999AnT Madndusununagns Wnefiesdnsldield uazsidiiAnnsiidaudiuegnadusyansnm
wazUszdndua
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