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Abstract

This research article aimed to validate factors effecting to organizational loyalty and to analyze of
telecom engineers in Thai Telecommunication Public Enterprise. Research sample consisted of 527 Gen Y
telecom engineers with the multi-stage sampling method. The data were analyzed by 6-item Likert scale with
Cronbach’s alpha coefficient between 0.83 to 0.95. The second order confirmatory factor analysis result
revealed that the adjusted causal model was consistent with the empirical data with ><2 =112.94, df = 94,
p-value = 0.089 (><2/df = 1.201), GFI = 0.94, AGFI = 0.94, CFI = 1.00, SRMR = 0.021 and RMSEA = 0.020, all
factor loading were found positive with statistically significant at level 0.01. The For individual-level factors
were found that job satisfaction and psychological empowerment were both affect directly to organizational
loyalty. Psychological empowerment was also affect indirectly to organizational loyalty.For the
organizational-level factors were found that perceived organizational support and human resource
management practices were also affect directly to organizational loyalty, while supervisory trust had no both
direct and indirect effect to organizational loyalty.

Keywords: causal relationship; organizational loyalty; telecom engineers; generation Y; public enterprise
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FuszuunsdeansinseuuiauvesUsena uinduusraudgmmanauesuidnuiiduimnanguilusaiaussnu
finsdiulneghannluseunane T [1] Jygmnsuaweauidauiiludmnsdoasinsauwaudng s Usenou
fuauidnauislafuesdnsiifinnubangu Wuads wasdauesnisiudsuanuissaesauiinues [2)
Taglovnzauyhnuauelstunefiiunliuvanuoanusensvnutesas Wasunutes laglanzanmguad
vvihaldsnauazmuaulaglililenalduansanuandastlunsiham (3] Miarnueanusenslddifieldula
TugaumisnfifsAuazaneuunugsluosdinis [4] dsusngieyaansienuesiaesi (Deloitte) 8aAn1sAivsnu
swduTanfinuinguiegsauinuauuaisdunesn 66% Sanuddassniudsunuiedslaaesnainauly
Pranassrinmnifeuimidsd vusiiifossvanu 16% whiuiivsrasdazhouivesdnsdeluaudsd a.m.2020
5] dwaliinisudsdeimidnaulunaiaussan [6] fmnesdnsliaunsaudmsinnisusaiuduilldnaiug
gonUsvaunndsaiiorldfunanssnumsaulturansevusonannkazHailsueedng daalviosdnisiilaleli
awddnyfunsuisiansaurhanuauueisuneAeduunsasmitiauasdununstinousunidnamiliie
wmmul,ﬁmqafﬁu SUBNIITANANTTNUN A UR DA NS NWIT0LFEIUDI09ANITANLGE (7] ﬂizlﬁuﬁtﬂuﬁaaﬁﬁm
vikisgiamialnedeiunumddnlunmsduindeunsiaunysema summNATNTasTm Rauuags1sednw
yransiauuelstunedaznanedusungilvgvesesinsdelulunasulnd Wldnasg1sazadauazdeiiles [31 a1n
MIMUMIUITIANTINYRNITenUIn wmaniiitisandymaiuatesnainnuvemiinay Tngnizlungs
wiinuuILeLsTUNY viofTiAnTEINg w.a. 2523-2503 videT A.A.1980-2000 wielagiuflengsening 17-37 1
(Fuaudsd w.a.2560) Tuldunnsyilindnauiinnuesndninesdnis (Oreanizational Loyalty) [8] Taesniiunis
iSuaenadnuzing  vesanusindnddossdnisiuintneu Fafuinduninensinsnuauinigaves
03An3 [9] Suldurnisidunidnau ffianuifslafiesduany ofirnuvinuegasiilfiAasanumuimmed
favualy fudgyirdslunisinuesiegs seuuitmune quamiedlonvesesdnis [10] flandiusiiazifvla
mmuﬂwmmmimu mﬂgummlmﬂs dvsam Yuwusimeunazusdlalunisvhavedrafuids Tasafidu
UInuazduiusamitaredsfudrnaziiousinau neeuinwaniuznsiduniinnuvesesdnig [9] wagiihau
fuosdnmisluszernanemuiu muilifanudilafiszaneoninesdnig wieldsuteiauensieamuifniuidosnn
iuhnmstmnuivesdnistiagtudumadeniidfigauds (1] Jadunudnuuzuszmsdfguesnisiinnmasining
fe@3fn15 (Oreanizational Loyalty) uenanil gamvauladnuritfstdadedanasing q fifinaroruasindnise
psrnsvedimnsdeasinsmnnaniufiinulusziaviasudeasinsennauesussmalne lnsdodumuiiusng
MRz efinyuosanuitazaansailvliszneunisiruniadesile wwamatarisnnslunsuinisuas
nsitaimnsdeansnsaumaunguitmang weryaansnauauitluesnismasuaznaenvuld wieufuidu
fugureimsiiedesanlunnaniseluniew
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nsoukIAslumsAnydafodangiifnaronuasininfressdnislunisisvadsildluuAnnssuiudadala
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seiuyaratsazduseiugosaaluasdnms Autladoseiuesdnis Sujsluiimsaiierundilarmuduszuuvesesdnig

121



T8 05NAANTN uazATE uvines
NIANIATAEATINAIMNTIU TN 17 20U 1 HouuNIIAY — Wwew 2561

fiAnannisegdauiu msUszanuay uastembodstunariulussuugos [13] lumsifonded Tdsuundauusm
nszvimlulaeandusudsszauyanalann anufiawelalunuiasnisiaundudedniven uazdiwusseAuasinig
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4. YBULUAYBINITIVY
4.1 Usznsildlumsideduimnsdeasinsanuauauuetsiuneiiujidnulussiamiasudoans
Inspuupuvestnglsenaume 1) USem Miledl 31R (mww)  way 2) USEM nan. Insauwiay 9100 (Wn1yy) wasdl
p1gmsUfiinuivesinistiiguldsing 6 deu fdwnusidu 2,730 au (Toya au Fuil 30 Augneu 2560)
ﬂEjJJGT’JEJEJ'NLﬁ@ﬂiﬂﬂi‘fﬁ%mi?juﬁ’lE]EJ'NLLUUMmEJ%W]@u (Multi-stage Sampling) iudayamenauiuuaauaiy
ooulay] I¥Sumeunduaniiea 527 au vuAdediduusdunald 24§ wwavesnguitediedananiiinninus
danduseninnguiedistednusudsdaunaldlunsdiiffiando 20:1 aauuAaves Kline [14]

4.2 fuusiiAnen

daudsiflilunsisends] Usenoudesudadang Sadumudsmunssuiuimislavssneude 1) dulssziu
yana baun Aduiieanelaluaiu (Job  Satisfaction: SATIS) wagn13ta3uNnauedninen (Psychological
Empowerment: PSY) iU 2) fauUsseausdanis lowi n155uinisatiuanuvesesanis (Perceived Organizational
Support: POS) daududauusnalaun 1) m1ua9snsinanestdnis (Oreanizational Loyalty: LOY) 2) wuidfusiu
N15UIN1ININeInsuywd (Human Resource Management Practices: HRP) wag 3) Adulindladeiiniingaiu
(Supervisory Trust: TRU)

5. inasiiefildlunsdse

wuudasauUsmu 1 wuuialdunuuuiannuassnsninessdnns vnistaein 5 esdszneuiidusulsdanals
Ao auidniduidives niseeusuesdnis n1sinwiuszlevdesdnis nistianuaduayueednis wasy
Msflausmluny AuLuUInANesnAnNAReIANITAIENISARLUABAINUNEIUIINLULIRYBY Etzioni [15]
Fletcher [16] Allen and Meyer [17] Whitney and Cooper [18] Meyer and Allen [19] Bidwell [20] Wag Rajput, et
al. [21] Usznoudefamuuvaniildadetull
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wuudnsuusseivyana Usenaumie 2 wuudalaun wuudaanuienelalunu (SATIS) Aansantaainesdussnau
Adusuusdaunald 2 ssdusznevdomnufiswelaluau uazanuianelanisuen Wawuuuiaauianelaluau
mgMsinLUastafinuuduInLuUinauianelalunuvesmInedeiiuuledn (Minnesota  Satisfaction
Questionnaire) Usgnauuwuuinanauvesuslung land, edunn dugidivd wavdamsn UseiaSsau [22] wazande
L%aaauimu [23] ffu 2) NeLasuNEndedninen (Psychological Empowerment: PSY) finnsanldainesdusznauiiiu
AuUsdunald 4 saduseneufie ANumIneresL ausTauglunsUf iR MsMYuAAuLLY WAENANTENUIINNG
Uity §iseidenlitomanuuisdi wasimundosianudnudnlasiifugiumanuuuianisaiundads
I0IN81DY Spreitzer [24]

WuUInIRUITEAURIANTS Usenaume 3 wuudalaud 1) wuuinnissuinisatuayuvesetdnis (Perceived
Organizational Support: POS) fiansainlénesauszneuiilusuusdunald 4 fife msatuayulunisufoaau
nsatfuayulusulonafieglesumsiaun nsldlernundusgiifvesiingm wagmsiiugalunsufifouves
N W@ummui’mimaﬁﬁugmmmﬂLL‘UU‘S’G]mi%’uiﬂWsaﬁuaﬂgumaamﬁmimaa Eisenberger, et al. [25] wagluu
Taveeasoud fsives [13] 2) wuuTauwiufUAa1un1susnisnine nsuywd (Human Resource  Management
Practices: HRP) iansainldainesdusznou 5 Mife anusiuaslunsdieny msassmuazindnsyaains msseus
uazian nstigAmaULUIIHaNSURTRY wagnnsanAnuuendseantney WauuuTalnefiiugiuan
nuuUin Snell and Dean [26] Wuuinues Whitener [27] waz 3) uuuinanulinglademiniieu (Supervisory
Trust: TRU) finnsanldanesduszneuiiluiudsdanald 4 ffe aussauzvesiminau madame anmdle
auagnties uazanundetie Wauuuuinlasitugrunanuuuinenulindasemiinuves Mishra [28] wuuin
994 Mishra and Mishra [29] wuuinUed Nyhan and Marlowe [30] WuUInU0d Mayer and Davis [31] hagluuin
Y99 Mayer and Gavin [32]

wuuinrmuaduuuuianuuansssdiusiud funssadu 6 miasusznounnuselen ARdeleviuuuianngs
11Jm’gﬁ]aa‘ummLﬁmmqmmﬁam (Content validity) LLaxﬂiauﬂquﬂuaqﬁawﬂmwmﬁawuﬂaqG“hLL‘lJi (Face validity)
vaasld (Try out) wuuiadudmnsdoasinsauunauauusistuneludsinasnuimnssuvesussmdulng asuy
fiadu $1dm @vvw) Sy 100 Au Fimsilesginauansetelaslinisinszimensiunslunisduuniie
nsdeuAMNMIIede uazdaldvinmsiinseesduszneuiladusuiiomauiiismsadidasaaing (Construct
Validity) dinduanunauniiuveslunaiuteyaliessednemgduilnsiaasy (Fit Measures) 7 tnaui wuuinaiy
indndsesddnis wuuinanuiselaluny wuuinnsasundud@dningr wuuianisiuinsatuauuvedsddAns
wuudawualfUanunsuImIninensuyed uazuuuinniulingdaseiivtiu fa1 Cronbach’ s alpha
coefficient vasatuiildasaviaiu 0.89, 0.83, 0.88, 0.93, 0.93 Way 0.95 ANLEU

6. MaiusIusmdoya
mendanldzunsfusesanamugnssunsaisssudviviionsanlasinsideiilusywdvoumiingde

AsuAsUNTILsAl Lavl SWUEC/E-21722560 §3deldddunsifusivsudoyalasveniisdeuusiduazviisdeve

oy ITINTadinine1ds ndusraunuiunesuimaminensyaaa udiinnssunsiinnslugvesuien e

=

7 3110 Wrvw) wazuTEm nav. Wsauuian 9109 @) WstiuasingUszasdventside udrdufvdeyauay

o A

AndananzkuLasUaundANaNyTel wdthluimslnseinsatadely

7. MsTeideya
fiteimsiienzianuduiudidsdedodannuasnaiiiisateduanuasininfdessdnisvesimnsdeas
Insauuauauiuelstunelasnmaasulumaauuigiufuteyaidasyind Mmensiianevesduszneudedudy
(Confirmatory factor analysis: CFA) uagnageulaaaaunigiuiudeyaidaszinymensiiasgilunaninuduius
TAssas1adadu (Linear Structural RELationship model %3 LISREL model) suidunisiasigiiioliiduingauys
dasrildlunsidodilaazdsdvinanensmiomadonludaiudsau [13]
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8. WaN1338
8.1 MTIATwosAUsENaUITEudy
KanInsIzideyaRuannauiaegeianmn 527 au wuhmsinsanlueaauuigiudeiulifienuaenadestu
Foyaideszdng FeldvinsusuTumauasliflumaifinnuasandosiutoyaidessindlnesia 2 = 11294,  df =
94, p-value = 0.089, SRMR = 0.021, RMSEA = 0.020, AGFI = 0.94, NFI = 1.00, CFI = 1.00, PNFI = 0.64, x?/ df =
1201 TnglunanrmduiusiBamgiifiounaundufudeyaidessindifasandvianunaundunuinusives

Hair, et al. [33] Usznauinmusivues Diamontopoulus and Siguaw [34] Usingranumsseluil

719299 1 wan1snsavaeulieanuduusIdsa e idase AN inddeasdng

WneeidnauInlueg
fvlingivaeununaundu Senunanniy Aenntulaeg
2
e c, 2 x“=112.94 , df = 94,
Ananala-auaas (x°) p > 0.05
p-value = 0.089

AnanAla-auasdusimg (x2/df) < 3.00 1.201
fuilinmuaennans (GFI) > 0.90 0.94
frllInnuaenndeIIuSuUATLaT (AGF) > 0.90 0.94
fuilinmuaennaaaUSsuiau (CFI) > 0.90 1.00
ANNTTIUTINTdDIVRIANRALAILARALAREY (SRMR) < 0.08 0.021
ANSINTEDIVBIALRALAIILARIALARDUAAIEDS

. < 0.06 0.020
P99n15UsENIUAT (RMSEA)

8.2 myliTzilunaaunslaseasng
Han1TIATlunalastaudEmeveInNlnAnfdesdinsusIngmunnsaluil

nrsafumplumsufifion ‘

AT ‘

i i
- — R =079 oz
nrsafumpiludnlenia
Heelasuntaimmn &} mssuimsaiuayu 040 s auvaouglunsufiday ‘
e UG
= 0.83% VBIBIANTT a8
msldladimivarrudueyiifves VBRI MIruARLLEY ‘
winew
0.9
" ] - -0.13 HansEnuYInMsUGIRIY ‘
msitupufnsUoRauLes
wilnau
Arumaluntada JE=E 5
0.83% rrafaniudtea
0.28"",
g 0”1
MISRTIILSE T T YARINT Q.78 - 2 .
uufimdTY ATTHBNTUBIANTS
i armmainding y
a0 G - N - 570
msReuiunsiann 0.90 msuIms e 79
] ” . AODIANTS . ..
ninE Ty msinseluninidntg
0832 J 4
TSTAMBUUTY
AR 043 nsaduayuadnTg
BHANTUURNY 087 a2 bl
NTIARATILUANAHTBINENIY 0.92* nsiid ity ‘
019 -
‘ AUTIOUETENTIMLIITY 092 Aruiawelenwleny
B arlinlede Arwimals
‘ miDnisy Wi Tuam rfiswalaniousnamy
0.22 .88
‘ myunhidlunuagnie 0.865
‘ mmnindaie 0.87*

* fifudrdtyvnsabiffiszdu 0.01

JUN 2 namsiinTeilunalaseaiiadeamgvennuasndnddessdnis
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A19199 2 AZLULINATTILYRIDNENANNSY BrSnannedauuasBvsnassenienUsamsiuiulsua

fuUsna R ANUENTUS Mg
SATIS pPSYy POS HRP TRU
DE 0.55** 0.26** - 0.32%* -0.19
LOY 0.80 IE - 0.40** 0.35%* 0.21** 0.12
TE 0.55** 0.66** 0.35%* 0.53%* -0.07
DE - 0.73** -0.13 0.05 0.22
SATIS 0.71 IE - - 0.46%* 0.36 -
TE - 0.73** 0.33%* 0.26 0.22
DE - - 0.63** 0.28** -
PSY 0.79 IE - - - - -
TE - - 0.63** 0.28** -
><2 =112.94 , df = 94, p-value = 0.089, SRMR = 0.021, RMSEA = 0.020, AGFI = 0.94, NNFI = 1.00, CFl =
1.00, PNFI = 0.64, Xz/ df = 1.201
** ftfudnfymsadffisesu 0.01 DE = 875wan19nse  IE = 8vdwan oo TE = Bvdwasiy

PINAINT 2 LAEANSN 2 TNV ALUSLBI@WUANTDNTNan19959 (Direct Effect) #aminuaasninfnessnnis

q
a a ]

Wniigams Aufianelalunu (SATIS) fiAnduussansavsnawinu 0.55 aglidudAgynsadanssdu 0.01 Audsh

18nSnan19deu (Indirect  Effect) siaainuvssninddestdAnisuiniigade nisiaSundugedninga (PSY) den

'
aad 1Y

duuszAvsavsnawiiu 0.0 egeditfvddynisadiffisedu 0.01 drufuusanvn@iiavinasiy (Total Effect) da
arwasindniessdnisuiniign Ao nmstaSundadedaive (PSY) firnduuseanavananiniu 0.66 egnaiitudidty
yaadATsEAu 0.01

Fuusi ey AiavEnan1snse (Direct Effect) donmfianslalusumniigafe nisiadundandsdninen (PSY)
finduUsyansavinawitu 0.73 edrslidedfyviadfisesu 0.01 fuUsiifidvsnanisdey (ndirect Effect) sia
anuianelalusuanniian Ao nsfuinisatuayuvedssdnis (POS) fidrdudssansansnainiu 0.46 agnedl
Tuddyneadafisysiu 0.01 suusamniiidvinasiu (Total Effect) TavSwasonudiswslsluau snniigafionns

LVESUNATIININGT (PSY) dAdudse@nsdvnsnawinnu 0.73 sg1eiitadfn1eadansgsu 0.01

<

a a a =

AU Ug NTBNTNHAN19ATI (Direct effect) AanmsiaSunaudadningruiniianfe n1s5uinisatiuayuves

99AN13 (POS) HAduUszANSEVENAYIAY 0.63 peilitivdAgnIsaianszdu 0.01 drudnlsddndnasu (Total

effect) somstaSunaadadningranniiandie n1suinsatuayuresIRns (POS) wuriu Tnedrduussansdnsna
WU 0.63 ageiidedAgnisaianszau 0.01

9. afiuT18NANTTIY

a3unani153deladn lumanuduiusiassasrugeanng anuassndnanessAanisiinnunauniuiudeya
BaUszdnd Taetadosziuyanaiiidninaniemssdennuasininisessdnisuiniigade anufiawelaluau
gonadotnansAnwdunundinuianufioveltlunu Sufudutlvivddufidmadennuasindnidesdnis lng
wiinouidanufianelalusmilussiugs Assfunlthnsniniressdnslusefugsmuluse (351037 lagsesasn
Aonsiadundadedniner Feiududodunulmifrauladmiumafesduiufndnuvednedoninanns
nuysTnTsLddslivsnguddelussdutufindnuvedneiinsinweuduiussenisnsiasundads
Indnenfumnuasindndnonsdnis sl msadundadednineuenainasiidvinaniamssenunsdnfniine
painsud Selidvimansdeudenuasininireasdnisiuaufimelalunudie wansdnwidedlniuiing
dundaddnineiuduiulmmaiaiiddyedunnlunanssdulininmnudnUssavsamlunmshnuuasdianad
msuInsensvii [381-140) waganafswelaluau [41] msftesdnsanunsalyinsieiumdadsdninewnninanule
Tnonsatfuayulininanldilenaiiuyuinuzanuaansawaziinruiomhluends Ih3eudinnsufid suuas
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YSunuitelim Juieausuainiimtnausariiiausivay geuszdswalimnidnauwinainuianelalunuwazaing
235N ANARDBIANITAIULN
TuputadeszAuesdnis Han153enudn wuJuRrmumsusmsminensuyed davninanimsaseninuasngns

v
v A v

soasdmsuniian warsesaunAemssuinisatiuayuresesdnis defunuusemsvdediudusedmiiiala ua
Pgveonsuuauanuifosnnlivinngauidsluiwssnalazaidosefududindnuvedne iviinns@nwia
dvdnaveanINIsiuinsatuayurasesinisienuIsindnddonsdnig nansidel aenadastudoiloues
tnimnsitlédlmiuinnisiinnuddylunsdiemdouasquaolaldluauduegveamdnnu Suasvilsininau
Ui fivesauesinemeuunuesdnislasruasiEniifuaranuasindnidessinis niensuanswgAnssuiidu
nsneetsmaonsdnisludiueig q [42) endlsiiny ufarlivnngainnisiteadsiimssuimsativayures
psdnsiidvsnansnssemufianslelunuunnsnsluanissanssuvesinivmsanevinuiinisiuinmsatduayuves
psmsimnuduiusmeanfueufaelalunuguildnanliludumumussunssuingiu. wifusngfedinig
FuinsatuayuvetesinisidvinaniwensenuaininfdessinisiiuaLianelalumu

nanIdedmui wUFiRcsunsuImaninensuyed Sutiedeiifianinansdendenimasinfndressdns
witlallFiBnsnantmssienufianelalusuudedisle unndrsandiinised uumdmuinunufoasiunsuims

ninensuywdddninanianssenuiinelaluaiu [43]-044] uifnuIuuIlfuRaunsuImsmsneInsuywddl
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