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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to study the ethical leadership
attributes analysis of the supervisor by applying the Kano model: perspectives
of private company officers in Bangkok. Sampling method was quota sampling.
The sample size was 400 private company officers in Bangkok. The instrument
for data collection was the rating scale questionnaires with 5-level by
applying the Kano model. The instrument was quality testing by content
validity (index of item-objective congruence: I0C = 1) and reliability (Cornbrash
alpha coefficient, overall of ethical leadership questionnaire = .93, morality
and fairness = .94, role clarification =.87, and power sharing = .91). The
statistics used in data analysis were percentage, mean, standard deviation
and Kano model analysis. The research findings were found that ethical
leadership attributes of supervisor can classify 3 group. First one-dimensional
quality element is: Praising and respect employee right, and Giving advice
and explain cause of improve working. Second must-be quality element is:
Actions are morale and ethical, and Treat all employees equally. The rest
are in group 3 indifferent quality element.

Keywords: ethical leadership, supervisor attributes, the Kano model.
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awndAtyrofinSeuiiounssuenideslumsinevennasssuaiessauliiy
iy \uaudinfiaanisriey ﬂaaLLumemewmﬁLu"ﬂmﬂwm GV
LLaw%sJﬁﬁ'ﬁ:umLﬂuwu%mmﬂmaqwummaaﬁjﬁmaﬂmﬂmﬂaLwamvmmﬁa
NITAUAMISTINLAYITUTTTUYDIGNUDY Tugnsiiinuaniiussdudonnmsnusss
LLavaﬁsJﬁﬁmnu’;umﬂiumﬂﬁiﬂf\] FafughenadugudnansouunuitRimaeiy
35T LﬂumuLwﬁLwaﬂungummuLLaumﬂaﬁuﬂuwaﬂﬂmﬁﬁﬁmLLa 35U
269TALU AuNTnTuItLazAndUlARg19gNABY AZHUNTIRSETIITUNTS
UARIDDNVDINGANTIUA I ﬂ’gfluauwuﬁﬁvwmumamLﬂuiﬂasnumﬂvam’m
UTIRgIUNeEIn uafmﬂum'ﬁmmmiauuauurﬂmmﬂwmﬁm Hunsdeans
aaqwﬂmqmat,ai:uLmLLavammamauTﬁ] U MsUanseBNTarLRdRE (honesty)
uUdeile (trustworthiness) Anandussss (fairness) uagnisquatolald
(care) (Brown, Trevino & Harrison, 2005) uenanniinegiinidsasdessa Smmneis
miLﬂuLLwamﬂummaqummﬁmmmvammmgLﬂmem lpgRuNsIEnd8eN
duyana uazemduSAUYARadY i1 3 sadUsznauges (Hanges & Dickson,
2004) &sfl 1) nsfifasssunazAue ATy vaneds MIuanseanvaIiinfs
ANUIIAMETINLALITLTTTU TfmmmmLLayLmiwammaqwumm Ugummawumm
yinAueg i isniu nnasiinsaiasivenaunuasiaue wazgizAnde
‘Uﬁyiaﬁuumuﬁmﬂauﬂiiaﬁuumummaua 2) MsLARsUNUIMATALaY vei
nsdeans e3us uarduasisunuimminiiuazaufuiinvey Anuean il
ML YeUREILNa NansUfTROuAmAnTs dduaudfalunisiay
3) Mautstusune snefi seumnesuinmenadlsgniesimsalumsfmue
Wmnemainanu Bnwwaylianuddgyiuauush dunfiansanuesligniies
hudraulalusdidy admsimusnagniviousumsimiiiumaielilsspaedl
lunmsinsevinaEnuazn1IgET993es550 (ITeTsdenAnyiwuudnassaily
(Kano et al,, 1984) utiseshuszneunan iy 5 Uszian 1HuA 1) annmitpagele
(attractive quality element) [upnudnuneiadieuusevanala Auruaamis
wazUszaunisal vilnnagala 2) AunImwuuianIases (one-dimensional
quality element) 1uandnuaziiuanuiionsla 3) annandidosd! (must-be
quality element) uandnuneiugiuiisniudesd mnveanudnvuziasio
aralaifisnela winsdudunndnunsmailildifuenufionela 4) annind
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ldasreanuidnunneia (indifferent quatlty element) Ldunaidnuaiziilaiain
mwmaﬂquwﬂf\]LLavlaquwaiﬁ] 5) ﬂmmwaauﬂa‘u (reverse quality element)
Lﬂuﬂmaﬂwmvmm‘tﬁlquwaiﬂ swaziBoaifisdin fanwd 1 99nnsidetiagiin
Iﬁlﬁemﬂ’mlﬂwﬁlumiwmmLLaumLasu@maﬂwmumau@mLﬁmfﬂiaﬁiiu [GREGRE
Tdlunisiiansananudifguesurazesnusenaun1IglinBewsesTsd §Rvug
wlguglumsuimsauesansannsainanIfeluiaugiiluesinslimsaiu
AHUABINITVBINTINITY

User’s Perception Attractive
Quality

Reverse One-Dimensional
Quality N\ T~ /- Quality

“insufficient” - .

Indlfferent
Quality:

suffiient” physical

State
‘Must-Be Quality

'dissatisfied”

v

AMA 1 Kano’s Model (Zultner & Mazur, 2006)
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INYUTEEIAVDINITINY
iaAnwAMANYMEAIZETTRTE5TTNVWINTNINUY tnen1sUseendly

WUUT1899A11Y 9INYHUBIVDINTINNUUTENENIUTUYAN TN IUAT

AFANIUN15IY

- Uszgnnsuaznguinegny Ussrnsee nenauuTsenvulusngammavnuas
9119U 3,506,300 A (@1inauadfuiand, eoulai, 2559) ATUIMIUINYDS
NaNFAI98199IUA1319704 Krejcie and Morgan (1970) tawunfiiegs 384 Ay
fideiiungusiegiadu 400 au dennguineg syl (quota sampling )
A UuU UGN UV IDIANSTUNTHNNUMIUAT TIUIU 40 BIANT BIANTAY
10 90 leSusuuaauaIunauu 400 atiu Wiy 100 %




U7 18 aUu7 2 WwisunaAL-iRieusuIAN 2564

wSasliaflFlumside lun wuudeuny (questionnaire) Faduesesdleo
Iuﬂ"mﬂusuamatﬂmﬁmm 1A 10C = 1 Nﬂ’]ﬂwﬂiuaVlﬁLL@aWWE]\‘iﬂi@‘LJ‘U’m (Cronbach
alpha coefficient) Vatumiiu 93 muﬂﬁ"mmummu AUNITHARSITULAY
ANUYRTITU .94 FIUNITUAAIUNUIMTATALAY .87 wazdnuniswUatiugIung
91 Matluvvasuauutadiu 2 daw fio dwdl 1 dogadiuyana Tdun e o1y
anunwansa old sfunsin maun 019U @il 2 Aadnwaznmgiih
199385 ITUVRIMNINUNINIU WAIINIINLUUABUAIUNITHUNTIRTETTTUYR
De Hoogh and Den Hartog (2008) #nuiienuvad Hanges and Dickson (2004)
Jauvsosduszneunmzdindsaiesssudu 3 esdusznou TiuA 1) mediAasssu
LaYAIERsTIN 10 90 2) Msuansunumitalay 10 9o 3) Msudstiugiung
8 7o HIdeNmuIkUUaUnNauliAaAIlY (Kano model) Usenauluiede
A0V (functional question) GeNLﬂummmmum’lmaﬂLmawmmaﬂwmv
maﬂmm‘wuu LAZUDAIDINLTIAY (dysfunctional question) Fadufaudiony
mwmaﬂmaiuwmmaﬂwmumaﬂmmwuu ININGE mumwmmmwammau
wuvdeuauiiy 5 seetu A 1) ey dluuutiy (ike) 2) Pslunuutis (must be)
3) Faniae ) (neutral) 4) lswauwsmula (live with) uag 5) ) lsiaunuuthuas (dislike)
(Berger et al., 1993)

nsasesideya 19nsmenanud Aade Adesay Adoauunasgu
wazlduuudnaeenily (Kano’s model) IiAgviRnan ¥ N 1IeRUT9938555)
VOININUINU ImamiﬁmﬂaummaumﬂmmmLﬁmmml,a LANDUTIAUVDIHADY
wuuaeUsmElAae iy fnsnad 1 ﬁnﬂuuuummammmuuavmmme[,ummm 3
AnumANuiawelalazliienela (customer satisfaction coefficient) mnaaunIs
Fim51971 & warnesrtinnuiianelalaensiie udndueuunndng (Matzler &
Hinterhuber, 1998) AY@UNS

Satisfaction = (A+O)/(A+O+M+I)
Dissatisfaction = (O+M)/(A+O+M+1) x (-1))

Customer Satisfaction Index (CSI) = ) ) )
Dissatisfaction

Satisfaction
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AmaLeau (dysfunctional question)

3 5 1. 2. 3. a, 5.
AIHASIMFTRIIHAIIY gou il | ey | $Anwe q | ldweu | aiveu
woutiy | wuui (neutral) | weviule wuutuae
(like) | (must be) (live with) | (dislike)
A1au . %ay filuvuiiu (Uke) Q A A A ¢)
WBeuan - mssfuuuuiy R I I I M
(functional (must be)
question) | 3. 3dniag 9 (neutral) I I | M
. Liveu wsnuls I I | M
(live with)
. llwouuvuiuae R R R R Q
(dislike)

nBWR: A Ae Aegalanineu (attractive)

O fp Mlvndnauinauianala (one-dimensional)

M fe Audnvaziugiunsiduded (must-be)
Q fe 9nalimslgmdavsen1sidlaiinlunisneud1an (questionable)

R flo Aaudnwazilidundens wagaisiinisusuugslumemsatiudnu (reverse)

| fe Aaudnwagilliaiianuuwanasluanuidnveantdnany (indifferent)

NANISI8Y

M ieiEnduiogns S1uau 400 au wuhdulv)dunae $1um 114 au
Aniludosaz 28.50 918 31-35 U 91uau 118 Au Anlusovay 29.50 sela
15,001-50,000 U1 $113U 254 AU AntduSesay 63.50 linsAnwsyauUSaans
1 203 Au Anudosas 50.80 91891 10 TR S1uau 140 Ay Andhudenas

35.00 Wulan $1uu 283 au Ancdudesay 70.80 feAns1eT 2
-...,- ¥
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151997 2 Jadeusernsmansveangusings

Jadeuszvnsenans | U | Sovay Jadeuszvnsenans | U | Sovay

e ANSANE

e 114 28.50 FNIURes 15 3.75

ni 286 71.50 Yy n3 203 50.75
218 ETGTRINY 130 32.50

21-25 1 73 18.25 Y3gen 52 13.00

26-30 U 57 14.25 918974

31-35 118 29.50 Hoenin 1Y 36 9.00

36-40 U aq 11.00 139 76 19.00

41-45 ¢ 60 15.00 4-6 U 61 15.25

46-50 U 22 5.50 799 87 21.75

50 Yuld 26 6.50 10 Fauly 140 35.00

s1ele dgarunwaNse

19811 15,000 UM 17 4.25 Tan 283 70.75

15,001-50,000 U" 254 63.50 ausa 117 29.25

50,001-85,000 UM 66 16.50

85,001-120,000 UM 26 6.50

120,001-155,000 UM 15 3.75

971 155,000 UM 22 5.50

HANNTAATIVIAMAN BN IEHUTRTEETTUvRITUlaeN SUTEEN
Twuudnansmlu wuhanunsadnnguandn vz vRimNeSesTTUvevITNNUY
191 3 naw Ao ﬂ’sjmﬁ 1 AUANLUUTIANIAAET (one-dimensional quality element)
loun msliRssAuaziasnandvominanuynau wasmslvisuugiuasiuas
aglunTUUUTINMSNU nduil 2 Aunmides] (must-be quality element)
LA nsuanieaniianuilAnsITULALASEEITN karnsUSURdentnunnAY
oEnawNFenu ndui 3 Al s s EEnUAnENs (indifferent quality element)
oA nmseiadssglomidusmnouaue mseSurgisunumuiiiuazan
SURaYeu NseSuneiamumIanislun1sinauvesadnluduay n1sesuY
fevaulnsuNavesanInlunguvdeusun MsdeasimansufiRcuiideanis
nsuanslmuisaiuaudfesueg1etnan nsilalenalraunsasiu
dnaulaludsddny nsueumnsnuiivime Snsuinwmsefentunisimun
nagnsvisaLNunIsaLiua wazn1salonalilldiusiulunsimvuadinang

ANSYIN9U AINF197 3
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UM 18 adu? 2 \WaunanAL-LRaus:

AU AL s | Uszaw
A O M | R Q

1.1 uwanieaniemuilnnsIsuLayIsesTIx 15 [ 103|130 | 111 | 9 | 32 | 400 M

1.2 Tifgshuaziaandnsueminaunnau 14 | 159 | 117 | 76 | 20 | 14 | 400 o

1.3 UjjdRsendnanunnauegiavinimeniy 31 | 87 | 130 | 111 | 12 | 29 | 400 M

1.4 Tiduusiuasiuasaumslunsusuugs 23 | 134120 | 94 | 15 | 14 | 400 0
N9

1.5 midsdsUsslevidusiunouaus 89 | 29 | 120 | 123 | 16 | 23 | 400 |

2.1 e¥ueiaunumiiinazanuuiinveu 25 | 73 | 125 | 144 | 9 | 24 | 400 |

2.2 95ueisnnuaInnislunsinguves 56 | 74 | 111 | 126 | 6 | 27 400 |
auTnludiuany

2.3 98UeiveUNSILAVRSEN TN LUNEY 29 | 63 | 126 | 145| 20 | 17 | 400
NTOLHUN

2.4 deansanansUfdRauiidesnis 19 | 99 | 113 | 145 | 6 | 18 | 400 |

25 uansliiufsdrduaudfguesiu 35 (118 | 77 | 129 | 14 | 27 | 400 |
REANGEIO]

3.1 \Ualenalannsasusnaulaludsdy 101 | 61 | 59 | 150 | 17 | 12 | 400 |

3.2 yeumNBNTivMIY 93 | 39 | 57 | 205| 6 | O 400 |

3.3 fnmsUnwmideiuifeiiunsivuanagnd | 97 | 49 | 46 | 184 | 15 | 9 | 400 |
NTOLHUNITANTUIIY

3.4 Walenaluilduswlunisivuatvuie 84 | 72 | 58 | 148 | 14 | 24 | 400
N19¥9U

wanIAundulseAnsanufiewsla (satisfaction coefficient) wuin 5
Susuusn feasdendsd sdui 1 nsliResfuaziemavivominaumnay
(0.47) dwiuit 2 nsdatenialianunsasiusnaulaludsddey (0.44) S1dudi 3
nswansliuisanuANNEIR TR sURE 19 tRLaY (0.43) wazn1sinlenialid
drsaulumsimuathvnenisvhom 0.43) §duit 5 msliuuziuastueg

 awglunisufuugansyihau 0.42) Teedrduusnuazadiui 5 egluiidnisd
- AesyaulazAnugRcTIn WamsAadUsyAvisauliifienela (unsatisfaction
coefficient) wuin 5 Susfuusn neasiBeadsi Srduil 1 nslhAusiuaziaan
Avsvesntinaunau (-0.75) dfudl 2 madalimuurtihuastvasaimnlunis
U3uUamsyhanu (-0.68) @il 3 MsuanseenianuilnusITILAL 35T

(-0.65) diudl 4 MmsufTAdeninaunaueg1aiTisuiu (-0.60) duT 5
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nsAeansRmamsUiTRNUARDINS (-0.56) Tne ¢ diuusn egluiiinisiifasssn
uATANEASIII NaMsLauAnaieuiianela (customer satisfaction index:
Csl) WU’J’Iﬂmaﬂ‘lﬁmuﬂ’l’wNWIL‘Uﬂﬁ]iﬁlﬁiill‘?lQQ‘I/I’J‘VIU’N’]HVIEJFI’I CS| @sgm 5 SUFUULIN
mwa%aa@mu Sdfudi 1 maasmammauLsummuwuaqam%ﬂluﬂaumaLLmuﬂ
(2.05) d1duil 2 nseSureisunummifinazanuiuiinveu (2.02) d1duil 3
A1IUANIDDNTAINLIIAMGTTILAZTTETIIY (1.97) ddtuii 4 13U URRentinIY
ynAuBE ey (1.84) @it 5 miaaaﬁmmamwgummuwmaams
(1.80) Ingapsddiuusn aglumsuansunumidaiau dmsei 4

AN 4 AN5LATYRIANRNBUIRUTLLANAULUUIIaDIAN LULAE AN HAUNIND L]

20! Sovay % lai 9 csl s
wus A O | M | R Q | sw | flawela | wela

1.1 3.75 | 25.75|32.50 (27.75 | 2.25 | 8.00 100 -0.65 0.33 1.97 M
1.2 3.50 [39.75|29.25 [19.00 | 5.00 | 3.50 100 -0.75 0.47 1.60 @]
1.3 7.75 | 21.75|32.50 (27.75 | 3.00 | 7.25 100 -0.60 0.33 1.84 M
1.4 5.75 | 33.50| 30.00 [23.50 | 3.75 | 3.50 100 -0.68 0.42 1.62 @]

1.5 22.25| 7.25 | 30.00 |30.75 | 4.00 | 5.75 | 100 -0.41 0.33 1.26 I
2.1 6.25 | 18.25(31.25 |36.00 | 2.25 | 6.00 | 100 -0.54 0.27 2.02 I
2.2 14.00| 18.50 | 27.75 |31.50 | 1.50 | 6.75 | 100 -0.50 0.35 1.42 I
23 7.25 | 15.75(31.50 |36.25 | 5.00 | 4.25 | 100 -0.52 0.25 2.05 I
24 4.75 |24.75|28.25 |36.25 | 1.50 | 450 | 100 -0.56 0.31 1.80 I
25 8.75 12950 19.25 |32.25 | 350 | 6.75 | 100 -0.54 0.43 1.27 I
3.1 25.25115.25|14.75 |37.50 | 4.25 | 3.00 | 100 -0.32 0.44 0.74 I
3.2 23.25| 9.75 | 1425 |51.25 | 1.50 | 0.00 | 100 -0.24 0.34 0.73 I
33 24.25112.25|11.50 |46.00 | 3.75 | 2.25 | 100 -0.25 0.39 0.65 I
3.4 21.00 | 18.00 | 14.50 |37.00 | 3.50 | 6.00 | 100 -0.36 0.43 0.83 I

aAUsuNa -
NEEARRRERITULLIAATBY Hanges and Dickson (2004) Thamivesdusznau

YDINIBHUNTIRTEFTTU 3 A1 oA 1) MIUAATITULATANLRATITU 2) NITUANS

unumvthil 3) msudsiiug g uazaeandestu 2510501 J9ef (2553) fidnw
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TnsinsgiuaunmMNTUIINsisaSsuAsygateslunsesguius aunnlzii
YDIUTIMULUUTEDIALUY TATEAUAMNNNITUTINSNSANEAINA L HaNE Y
YDIFUUTMININSANE ausasvavszinvvasmnuianelaluannimnsuims
nsanweanidu 3 Uszinn fe @mmwﬁmﬂizﬁﬂﬁ] (attractive) ABAINAANI
ey (one-dimension) wagaanmndidudost (must-be) Tngusziiuganm
figndny loun FusmadudihlumsiauninnisvedsaSou/ngulsasou/ e
Ausmsaianulunisyinaeu wagguimsiannudiAyiun1suTmsnangnIves
anuAnwlugUanenIsuNIg

VDLAUDUUL

daauauuzlunisinaideluly

BIANTHT 9 AITANATUNITHNOUTUANTITULALITUTITUVDII MUY
advanun1sseuIaniludaiasynnafuwuuaIUA1IZEIN385550 @0nwNn
naeudanssunaraiessuvesivinalururU foRen dssuuiiisuas
nszuuNslAieLiAusTnlunsvihnu SmsinufoRmemanansunymal?
wagmsfinpalussinuLUUAMUANSIIILAYI3E5TIL Uanantosdnsensld
STUUUTMINI N NTIYEsuing 9 Tunsdaaiy Wy msassndedonauii
ANSITNITETTTU YNNI AimsUgnilerntlenlunisusengRnumumvdnansssy
93553u finslvinstadmivyaraivildfuazyaraduuuy fnsduasunii
Mthleglianuddyiuausssukaysesssuvasnmihaulumunsiinegsi
LATLANTNEANDURINUNIUNAY LLazmﬁﬁﬁ’]LLugﬁ’]LLﬁ%%LLTNﬁ’]LMGﬂUﬂ’]SU%JU‘U?Q
mMsvhau Wesnnduaunnuuuiiemaiend adunudnvay il
flanaly warlumunisuanieanfieulnusTskarIsesITY INBNsUURse
winunNAUBEIIELY LﬁaqmﬂLﬁu@mﬁﬂ@mzﬁugmﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁLfJuéTaQﬁ

Forauauuzlun1sidenssely

1. ashimnuddiunisiauiuuuaeuauegsunn Wesnduisnig
Iinszsidoyalu vilineuliduiufudnuazvosuvvasuamiildlunisise
Hosnnipouiasdufuaasin 5 sefu nuunAndiam fiunwvvesiosin
msieuaznsyiu nesiaiiduindonmstaay
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2. msdeanstugReUiisnmIneuLasdnwuE1eINTIde Lielsldfney
finssmuingusrasdvosnsite enaiilulgnihfiesuieneazidonstadniay

3. MBI eumwnaudnuazazdihuuulmifens
Ldusinglunisnunmiuissanssy

UIFIUUIUNIU

W9 n50) SRl (2553). nsussendmaiianisnszarevshiinsvineudennmm
[DN5INMAUSUU RPN N ISUI TS A Tugate s TuwsE s
USRI ENUSASANNMTR @1 TINITUSINSNISANYN, Ua9Ranenae
UNINGIRYATUATUNTILTAL.

diinnuatiiuiani. (2559). Fiuaugnde Arsuade (eaula). Whislédan:
http://service.nso.go.th/nso/web/statseries/statseries05.html [2564,
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