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Construction Dispute Model for Condominium Projects
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1A59M3 dn1EIIAdeN LONATlATING SEUUMTRY WAzANEIN1IRlUNMTInMS wuuiasstym
Tudaiannliinnusasadostuloyadeusdnulusedumnana-f (2/df = 2.025, RMSEA = 0.063,
SRMR = 0.069, CFi = 0.867, TLI = 0.853 Was AGFI = 0.814) lngiladuddnyitan Ao dnwairlasens
Fasznevde 4 fus Basdwuaruddyaninalutiosmusnimtn ln madenmalulagaild
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felunseenuuy waddvamnsaliiduunmalumsudnsians Wweaniymildudnielulasnis
fieafredioly

ddey:
Ugwldugs msnsate madwszilladadedudu
“Rbstract

This research aims to develop construction dispute model for condominium projects in
Bangkok. Questionnaires were used to collect data (258 samples) from project directors, project
Mmanagers, engineers and supervisors. The data were analyzed by Second-order Confirmatory
Factor Analysis (2™ Order CFA). The 2™ Order CFA resulis showed that the model moderately-
good fitted the empirical data (}%/df = 2.025, RMSEA = 0.063, SRMR = 0.069, CFl = 0.867, TLI
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= 0.853 and AGFl = 0.814). The most important factor was project characteristics. This factor

consisted of four variables ranging from most to least important, namely consiruction methods,

work load, unforeseen and project design. The results could be used as guidelines to reduce

construction disputes in the future projects.
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Semple [2] Anwiauvnarsiseniedding
(Claim) lugmawnsunaaine lagduunnisisen
2/ £y = 4 oo
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Wiesmndyaineadn Tnewdsesndu 6 Uads
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@93LA3129 (Analytical Hierarchical Process) wu
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nl = c‘fl ar
Poyminiaiiule
Cheung [5] AnwasAusznautlymilsiud
' v o [y
Tulpsanmsneaiiefigane Ineldns Fault Tree (FT)
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1. Measetatedsdna (EFA) iedn
naulishudsisleuduiudeglunduideiu ns
Fnwifldnsatatatedeiinmsienesinusenou
uan (Principle Component Analysis) 5y
wnuthdeuuuguaindlgdsuasuund (Varimax
Rotation) wazdstelaenadasiuadeu ™

2. mPaTeitadoddudu (CFA) diofudhy
AUANWUSITEWINFLUSURS (Latent Variable)
wazduUsdanala (Observed Variable)

3. mMyhwneiiladeidBududduiiaes
(Second-order Confirmatory Factor Analysis)
Woliarzdanuduiudssuiatadouradiiud
ansfutiadoulanguaun Tnetadoudeifisdui
Wldifnenmafivteys widulladoaundints
andadefildifudayaun

5. HANTIANED

PRERMBERM Y

nAMsNAeUAILNTofevaILUUABUAM
Wu11A1 Cronbach’s Alpha fiAwiniu 0.908 uay
wans e esitadevdnagUldfmeas Sondalus
‘nsinTeiladededrsn (EFA)

1. Msnadeutoyaildlunsfinu: asadeu
ANUIINEaNTaIgadaulsAthadne Tng

W915001RT Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of
Sampling Adequacy (KMO) wesyasuUsilan
WU 0.887 (A331AT > 0.80 [7]) wazn1siaTen
Value Anti-image Matrices %38 MSA fifnagsening
0.752 - 0.940 (A5dlAn > 0.50 [7]) wamedauls
wilfierumneaniesiuinseitedt way
NANTNAABU Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity wu
1 fuusenee danaduiusiuegaddudfy
NeaRATsEdU 000 waniulseg awnse
i rsevitaduld

2. Mmaanndade: mMeilnsevdiUssneundn
WUATRINUTILAU (Communality) 98eiudsimay
firdlilunsimsgvisudsiiragsewing 0.467 -
0.776 Wunnaunasdiaann [8] Suwaliuiise
aglutiodeladadunilils

3. HANTIVIHUMAYKUUYLAIN (Orthogonal
Rotation): T438Wiunnd (Varimax Method) wui
FuusTlunsiaseyiiaiun $1uu 43 fauds
annsoaalivde 27 fauds saudiu 7 Jode 7
Flalny (Eigenvalue) iy 1.00 uazaunsoes U
auwUsUsuiiindulstasay 62.255 (Wanmin
fouar 60 (8]) Fauandlumstefl 1
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an319f 1 man1shaTeinmavuunusieISidudling

Factor/ Component Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings
Total % of Variance Cumulative %
Management Capacities (F1) ' 3.826 14172 ! 14.172
Project Characteristics (F2) 3.162™ 11.711 265.883
Project Documenis (F3) 2.398 8.875 34.758
Environment (F4) 2.088 7.733 42.491
Financial Aspects {F5) 2.002 7.413 49,905
Owner Characteristics (FB) 1.692 6.266 56.170
Project Team Experiences {F7) 1.643 6.085 62.255

4. wanidadnede USulaseEd e waside
f1ade: vesmnvusnuRNe W RuunduaRaIan
fntiuiin (Loading) uassstetlatesduay 7 Yede
27 s wuiilites 2 SauUsTifienimiindes
111 0.50 louA Anususzaumsallumsiauues
fusmuaziuUsmuirmBnmgedium
lasens
mMsiaszitladudedudu (CFA)

1. mieseiaursadalaseesie (Construct
Validity): nmapuaumsafslnsiadnsrasia 7

Yo (27 dhuds) TneiRansanathvin fim > 050
JATIER Average Variance Extracted %38 AN
AVE (Aa38Fn > 0.50 [9]) uazme1esi Construct
Reliability %@ fin CR (Aa5diAn > 0.70 uasnA CR
flensewing 0.6 - 0.7 fiedzeusuls [91)

2. myhwnevtodadEuiu: msheseitade
Befududuiiaet (Second-order Confirmatory
Factor Analysis) ngniadenisandgymisudalu
Tasansioadausuandunmd 1 amd 2 uas
59T 2
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1

ENV2

3o
i
2

i

1.00
Chi-square = 641.932 (317 df)

MACS

o FIN |

ENV3 Chi-square/dr = 2,025, p= 000 (_FIN %~
| FiNS |

X

ENvs & 111 GFI = .844, CF| = 867, AGF| = .814
SRMR = 0,069, RMSEA = .063 1.12 4 FIN3

= o w oo™ o o woa . .
A 1 Hanisiesigrtiadudedududauiida: Unstandardized Estimate

5 S
ENV2 ly. 73 58 66 ] FINT L
66 o Chi-square = 641,932 (317 df) 86 :
ENV3 i
3w ENVa Ja— BN D Chi-squarefdf = 2.025, p=.000  (_ FIN_{—#{ FIN2
Giw] ENVS & 80 GFl = .84, CF| = 867, AGFI = 814 .
SRMR = 0.069, RMSEA = .063 66 | FIN3

| o s w e od o s a a . .
AT 2 RaniTiwsisvivedesEuiudnuinaa: Standardized Estimates
ar 1} A
VUL AR VDIRILUTA) waEAdluR1s9N 2
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NN 1 Az 2 uwwudasanisan
doymiliuda Ussnavse 7 Tade loun dnwes
112999 Ussaunmsalifiueulasanis dnwes
TA5aN15 8N1IERIRAEN LBNATSIASINNG FTunis
Fy wasANEnIelunIsinms Seiudsves
waeiladuiaiwidn (Loading) &

Jadudnwazidivasenuy (OWN) faudsi
fahminanunludes 1dun msfimuantig
wazANUTURRYaY (0.711) waznszurumssingula
(0.678) muasiu

Uadeuszaunisalfuaulasanis (EXP)
dusfianimiinamnsnnluios dun aawdmmo
L%mmtymaaqﬂmﬂs (0.714) Uszaunmsnfluniy
yiuRsTuman (0.545) Uszaunisalnsnausy
NMIRUTIN VU (0.451) wasUseaunisaing
Manurawinueasu (0.416) snuasu ,

Pedednunizlasanig (PRO) fuusitiian

[
&

wwtinanuniudes leun a1sdenldinalulad

readsminsan (0.710) msdansmssanlulasints
(0.657) &amaalyiddlulasansneatis (0.648)
warAuEeUElun1saaAwuL (0.627) mudidu

Haduannewindon (ENV) fruusiitien
shwmiharnnalude 16un msllaafusunsevas

“TA5ems (0.811) Mm3danisueznaadawedasinig

(0.798) waymsuf Uinungsuideutadedu (0.729)
NG

Taduionatslasains (0OC) Fuuaitiien
dmiharmnaludes T nmsUssanaszesine
IAsan1s (0.711) ﬁ’mﬁuamﬂ%mm’faﬂ (0.680)
YaUlIMY (0.664) wardaniinualunisyineiu
(0.623) auasiu

Paden19du (FIN) shudsitiadmiingn
wnluties laun nsuszanasiuyulasans (0.661)
anmARBMN19N153Y (0.656) waztunaunisidn
W19 (0.655) muaEsU
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A13199 2 agUnansUsTInamwIEmes

Estimated A Standard Critical Standardized
item Factors/Causes p-value
Loading Error Ratio Estimate
OWNER fnwamiivoany 0.236 0.051 4633 o 0.424
EXP Uszaunisaifnenlasenis 0.277 0.008 P 5754 i 0.833
PRO dnwaitasinig -], 0469 0.051 9.274 o 0.878
ENV BN TWWINADY 0.544 0.058 9.515 e 0.758
DocC Wnansiasinag 0.451 0.047 9.621 i 0.839
FIN n19ciu 0378 0.045 8.431 i 0.752
MAC ATUEIOIUNTTANTS 0.312 0.040 7.857 e 0.680
OWN1 msn”muwﬁwﬁuazmm%‘Uﬂmauuﬁqna'ln‘i 1.600 0.711
OWN2 nszuunssrdulanAletagm 1.060 0.244 4.3d9 wxx 0.678
EXP1 trraunsnilunsiaussadtoeiny 1,000 0.416
EXP2 sgaunsallunimnasumamsiurandiuesy 1.126 0.230 4.895 i 0.451
EXP3 Uszaumsallumsinaueasiumn 1.165 0.228 5105 | e 0.545
EXP4 g FrnEviguasiivmilasanis 1.620 0.299 5428 i 0714
PRO1 AruEsuhslunisaanuuy 1.000 0.627
PROZ2 madenldwelulafnoaiaiosieay 1.042 0.i15 9,043 ax 0.711
PRC3 aitrelslislulasinmsraathe 1170 0.162 8.236 Hen 0.648
PRCA mrdmnInTeadlulATnng 0.925 0.115 8.036 b 0.657
ENV1 arsUfjlEmung sedaudatady 1.000 0.729
ENV2 mstdesfudunsovaslansans 0.938 0.081 11.606 o 0.811
L ENV3 mIdanTiesneainmelnsns 1.108 0.097 11.393 el 0.798
DoCl AnwiudaniyuanTnmtan 1.000 0.680
cocz MassyvaULRn ANy 0.928 0.104 8.959 > 0.664
DCC3 eas.doadaimualunisi 0.954 0.113 8.417 0.623
DoCa maszssazaatiiivnulasingg 1.063 0.116 9.170 0.711
; FIN1 msUssnasiuylaTang 1.000 e 0.661
FliN2 'ilgumaumitﬁnﬁmm 0.99¢ 0.122 8.180 b 0.655
FIN3 ANHAAEIIANTSEY 1.122 0.152 7.397 et 0.656
MACT ARIATHTaR) 1.000 0.640
MAC2 AN THULTINY 1.207 0.130 9,290 e 0.699
MAC3 ussgalalunasviien 1,067 0.129 8.295 #x 0616
| MAC4 MIUsEgUERmILaTY 0.990 0.116 8.533 i 0.651
| MACS Tufinsaunnsvhau 1.063 0.124 8.566 i 0.649
MACE masualiudagasswinafiuany 0927 0.116 8.015 i 0591
MACT AILATHRAITY 1.266 0.129 9.813 e 0.761 ]

LY}

= ar L) Ak a0 d
VEWUER: ¥ JUBEIRNIENAYISEAU 0.001 ;
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Uadprruannsnlunsdnnis (MAC) fuus
ffenimtinainnnludes 1aud aunimsaiy
(0.761) AAUATNLIINY (0.699) MIUssYNFAAT
U {0.651) MIIRUUTNTIBITUNNTIIU (0.649)
Ann W IEe) (0.640) usegdlalumsviau (0.616)
warnwliludeyaseninediivanulannig (0.591)
AUAIAY

NN 2 uazesed 2 wudRauls
andmgfianhuinunasgu (Standardized Factor
Loading) 11An31 0.5 aniumdulsyuseaunisal
TumsmanutagdszaunsallunTeurunIen s
Suvaadrasy Adrdminuasgutdosndy
N9l Aim 0.416 uas 0.451 muddu uasiiiies
Yadednunzdnveseuwiiuiiambminnnsg
Houniunns fio 0.43¢ uddadidtwminunnda
0.35 aieglunasiiuanzas (8]

PInMsBaseitladodsiududfuiiaos
WU Ardrtaunaunduredusaluuiiass
(Goodness of Fit Indices) agltuszaulunans-f:
Normed Chi-square ()(%/df = 2.025), Root Mean
Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA = 0.063),
Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR
= 0.069), Goodness of Fit Index (GFI = 0.844),
Comparative Fit Index (CFl = 0.867) wagen
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI = 0.814)

Han1siaswiledededismansadang
srwUslasunu 7 Yade Taud Yedednuasidues
M Uszaunrsaliiueulnsanis dnweaslasanis

-~

aNIEInAaN LONESIATINTT STUUNTRY uaY
anuenangalunsdanis
a ey o oa s w o o ot
naseitadudduiunemiadoidma
sanisaadguilalds wul asudanunauniy
waavuassagiuseruUunan-A leun dn %/df

= 2,025 {< 3.00), RMSEA = 0.063 (< 0.08), SRMR

= 0.069 (< 0.08), GFI = 0.844 (> 0.90), A1 CFl =
0.867 (> 0.90) uazA1 AGFl = 0.814 (> 0.90)
ransAnudadedududduiiaes wuh
Uadeiiivinad dytrwanigviliud 3 Susu
usn Gesmmawuanuddgannunnludassnudn
Yt 18w Jedednuaizlasinis (PRO) fuusd
fiemiwiinanniign Ao suvsnadenldmalulad
flalumsneadefimunzan Jeduenanslasanis
(DOC) Fuysiiftenminuniian Ao fuusnis
Uszanszoziaadiusaulasenis waslady
Usvaumsalfiunulasems EXP) fulsfidmimiin
wndlan Ao Fdsend eudeguesiy
MlAsINs mudeiu TnedsunudiAyues
Haselumsinuduansnaanmsdnddudaoen
fruilawdndny [6] Aszyirtedednwuelasens
fennudwrliaeiign esnIBmaiinsesisns
fu Tnaaraiauddgiumsieseiifods
HennnsdunaasLuLaz A LiveRey
wuugeunwadtaenilelady Asmnansiasiet
Hadededudugiuiiasinssitladuavun
wiouiu Bndiiansanauduiugsewinatade
LAYEIUAUARIAARBUINMTIATILMIY Wang
Tivutmnuduiuslunmsm wazansnsaeiune
Hudufidesasonsantaymldudslis
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7. Yoiauauuy

duiusvestadenineg leumsussinaimsiiieied
nnAwsouiy ilinsuiladeddyiidwasde
nsandamilands Taun 1) Audnwaslasenig,.
lunssuaunisiasuidenldveluladnioads
fmnzanensszyEmaneadiluveunmuld
tanurdossylifudannsaaueBroated
wnzay wiendawmTsuninensisniulunns
ynulinTuiau 2) Msdszunnsseznalagang
Lﬁ']"vuawumSLﬁasxasnmﬁm%’ummﬁﬂmm’lu
URUULATINIMNAAINEEN 3) FuAING
arudsmguedinemilasinis AR ARy
dausinsdndonanautiiam TagloigSuwman
uiagseiauedayayrainsvdnusedilasainisie
fianann visedendfumnniefiaesisnuiuud
Ussauaudisalulasenisiisuin fasiidutae
antgmldudsdeonndoiumidoves Acharya
[4] #svyindamifudeiifntuausaussmiag
Tl winfiunulasensiimssauiiedanlat uinns
nseuneailagusirudusavedasenis
Hundn )
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